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But these manufacturers are 
not satisfied with that. The doctor has to pay a tax on the alcohol 
he uses, the artist has to pay a tax on the alcohol he uses, the painter, 
the dyer, every other person in the country except the gentlemen who 


ositions are on all fours to that extent. 


manufacture spirit vinegar has to pay that tax. More than that, it 
was shown conclusively before the committee in the Fiftieth Con- 
gress that spirits could be furnished to these manufacturers at less cost 
than they could produce it for if they produced it honestly. Nor is 
that all. It was shown also that they made vinegar and sold it at less 
than the cost of the spirits which entered into its composition, if the 
vinegar was honestly made. Now, those engaged in competing indus- 
tries, the manufacturers of cider vinegar and the distillers, are willing 
that these gentlemen shall even have an advantage. They may have 
their alcohol free. 

Mr. ADAMS. That is, they may buy it of the distillers. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. So it is with every one else. 
The dyer has to do that; the painter has to do that. Alcohol is used 
largely as a solvent; it is the greatest solvent known, and every in- 
dustry which usesit has to pay the tax. Does this industry stand out 
conspicuously before and above all others ? 

Mr. ADAMS. What injustice is it that they should be allowed to 
make it? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is this injustice, that they have an ad- 
vantage over the competing industries. 

Mr. ADAMS. Ah, one American industry against another. 
is your protection. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And that is not all. The tax of 5 cents on 
each gallon of proof spirits spoken of by my friend here [Mr. ADAms] 

would amount, I suppose, to a mill upon a gallon of vinegar. 
Mr. ADAMS. One cent a gallon, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is the assertion, but I assert as to the 
vinegar sold ordinarily, as to at least two barrels ont of five, it would 
not amount to more than a mill. 

I simply insist, Mr. Chairman, that the amendment accords to this 
industry all that it ought to have and more than is accorded any other 
industry. [Cries of Vote!“ Vote!“ 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I have sat here with this 
committee eight days anxiously, hopefully—hopeful that I would be 

rmitted to offer some amendments to this bill that would be con- 
sidered by this committee, and that other members would be permit- 
ted to offer amendments, some of which at least might be ingrafted 
upon the bill, in order that it might be made more acceptable to some 
members on this side of the House; but that is not to be. 

I fully realize the great labors and difficulties of the Ways and Means 
Committee in preparing this bill. I doubt very muchif any two mem- 
bers here could prepare a bill that would be acceptable to both of them. 
Iam in sympathy with the protective system. Iam in favor of pro- 
tecting our manufacturers, and thereby enabling them to give better 
Mid to their workingmen. 

t the trouble about this bill, in my judgment, is that it is keyed 
a little too high [laughter and applause on the Democratic side], andif 
I vote for it to-morrow, as I am afratd I shall have to, I shall vote under 
protest and with the hope that it will be improved at the other end of the 
Capitol. [Laughter and applause.] I wanted to offer an amendment 
to Schedule J, which is the flax and hemp schedule, 

I wanted the Committee on Ways and Means to explain the neces- 
sity for raising the tariff on that schedule. I have looked through the 
hearings and I find no evidence taken by the committee that justifies 
such action. After you have brushed away all the theories on the 
hemp question, the only evidence that remains comes from a gentleman 
by the name of McComas, of Kentucky. He is the only one who gives 
actual figures to show how the industry is suffering, and he says that 
on his farm he makes net as much as $15.40 anacre. Now, I don’t 
think he needs much more protection. [Laughter. ] 

That is all there is in the evidence on that point. 

I turn then to the speech of my friend from Wisconsin, and I look 
there for the evidence of the depression of the flax industry. I find 
but one scrap of evidence in that speech; it is where a flax-grower of 
his State gives figures and data. He says that he put in 6 acres, har- 
vested it, and took it to market; that it cost him $251.97 to grow it 
and send it to market, and when he got it there he sold it for $480.98; 
or, rather, was offered that for it. This is a profit of $38.17 an acre. 


Now, I would like my friend to explain how much more va he 


That 


wants for the farmers in Wisconsin. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with great interest to 
the sympathetic expression on every part of this floor for the American 
farmer. I have thought that if all the tears which have been shed 
here during the discussion of this bill could have been shed in the 
State of my friend from Dakota during the last season they might 
possibly have raised enough seed wheat to plant the next crop. Iam 
satisfied that it would have moistened the earth considerably over 
there. I do not think there is any salt in these tears. They are stage 
tears, shed as a part of the play. I have thought, too, Mr. Chairman, 
that if all the wind that has been wasted on this bill by gentlemen 
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expressing sympathy for the farmer, which they do not feel, could have 
been concentrated, it might have created a cyclone that would have 
lifted the mortgages off the Western farms; something that no cyclone 
in the West has yet been able to do. 

This bill makes fair promises to the ear of the farmer, but in its ex- 
ecution it will break those promises to his hopes. It flatters him with 
fair promises, but it stabs him at the same time with its various pro- 
visions. It gives him dearer binding twine, of which my friend from 
Minnesota [Mr. LIND] complains, but it compensates him with pro- 
tected cabbages. It gives him dearer wire for putting up his fences, 
but it compensates him with protected potatoes. It gives him dearer 


cotton-ties, but it compensates him with protectedeggs. Itgiveshim , 


dearer fertilizers, but it compensates him with protected corn. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 
ing the past winter in the Northwest? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes; they are going to protect that corn as fuel. It 
would appear that the object is to protect the corn at home that it may 
compete with the coal, so that the farmer may keep himself warm by 
the fire made by his own corn while the coal miner is starving for want 
of employment in the coal-mining regions. If time permitted I could 
continue this line of com m and contrast at great length, but, Mr. 
Chairman, I wish to call 
authority from my friend from Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] says in regard 
tothis bill. That gentleman said he was going to vote for it because 
it is the best bill ever framed in the interest of the farmer. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is what I believe. 

Mr. ENLOE. I have no doubt it is one of the best the gentleman 
ever helped to frame; but if he does not do better than this he will 
never get the opportunity to help frame another. [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Democratie side. ] 

Mr, PICKLER. The statesman from Tennessee will be here. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will read what the Chicago Tribune has said on this 
subject, and that is pretty good Republican authority on some ques- 
tions at least. The Chicago Tribune, speaking of this bill, says: 

And Joab said to Amasa, Art thou in health, my brother? And Joab took 


Amasa by the beard with the right hand to kiss him. But Amasa took no heed 
of the sword that was in Joab's hand. So he smote him therewith under the 


fifth rib.” 
Joab McKinley is just now full of tender solicitude ding the heaith of 


his friend Amasa, the American farmer, and he is filling the ears of that simple- 
minded individual with fine stories of all he is going to do ſor him. Higher du- 
ties on hops, ogee, and beans are to be imposed on consumers for America's 
protection,“ but he does not observe Joab’s sharp sword ready to be thrust 
under his fifth rib in the shape of much higher duties on the farmer's SET PS 
hosiery, and overcoats; on blankets, carpets, fele hats; on cotton-wear of 
kinds; on linen fabrics; on china dishes and earthenware; on glass of all sorts; 
on knives, forks, spoons, and all kinds of cutlery; on kitchen utensils; on 
cups, dishes, and buckets; on tin cans for fruit, vegetables, and meats; la 
direct bounties from the national Treasury to Louisiana sogar-planters to make 
their business profitable, but not a cent of bounty to Illinois growers of wheat, 
oats, or corn, when produced at a loss, 


[Mr. RUSSELL withholds his remarks for revision. See Appen- 
dix. ~ 


Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, at the outset I desire 
to call the attention of the House to the fact that this can not be tor- 
tured into a contest between the advocates of free trade upon one hand 
and the protective system upon the other. There is no considerable 
party in this country that believes in free trade; there never has been 
any question of free trade in the last twenty-five years; no one desires 
to raise that issue now. As long as the Government needs large sums 
of money for its maintenance and support and raises the great portion 
of that money by import duties there is no question of free trade. 

Tn stating the position which I assume and which I believe the great 
bulk of the Democratic party assumes, I can not better define my po- 
sition than by quoting from the governor of my State of New York, 
when he declared himself not for free, but a freer trade. Since then 
the conditions have been reversed. The dominant party in this House 
contends not for protection alone, we have had that for years; they go 
further, they contend for a higher protection. They propose to revise 
the tariff by raising instead of lowering the duties. This is done upon 
the theory of encouraging the system of home production, a very spe- 
cious theory, that proposes by the institution of the bounty system to 
manufacturers to make their business so good that they will employ 
many workmen and pay them high wages, and that this employment 
of workmen will be so general as to take up the lus of American 
labor, and that they, the employed workmen, in turn will spend their 
money for the various necessaries of life and thereby create a home 
market for the farmer. É 

This is a beautiful theory, but, unfortunately for the theory, its prac- 
tice during the last twenty-five years has shown the results hoped for 
by these theorists are just the results that we never attain, It is well 
to bear in mind that when the system of tariff under which duties are 
now collected was first imposed it was a war measure, and urged 
solely for the purpose of collecting the revenues necessary for war. No 
one at the time, no single advocate either in this House or in the Senate, 
urged it as a permanent tax upon the importers and consumers in this 
country. As the distinguished gentleman from Texas so well demon- 
strated in a speech upon the bill that bears his name, delivered in Api 
1888, this was but one of the series of taxes, direct and indirect, laid 


attention to what a different Republican 


Is that the corn they have been burn- 
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upon the people to produce the revenues necessary for the maintenance 
of our armies in the field. 

All the other taxes have been swept away, and thie one system 
stands to-day the surviving relic of the war taxes and has even grown 
in years of peace. And now in this House, when the entire country is 
groaning under the burden of excessive taxation, when business is pros- 
trated, when the agricultural classes are weighed down by the burden 
of debt well-nigh hopeless, increasing from year to year; when our 
commerce is vanished and but a memory, when our workingmen are 

ing beneath the double burden of high prices for the necessaries 
of life and low wages given by these same manufacturers who reap the 
rich harvest of these bounties, at this time the proposal is made to re- 


` duce this taxation by increasing the duties and strengthening and 


stretching still further the doctrine of bounty and high protection. 

If there ever was any doubt in the mind of any single thinking man 
that this tariff wasa tax paid alike by every consumer of thecountry, not 
like other taxes in proportion to the wealth of the citizen, but in pro- 
portion alone to the amount of his consumption, this doubt has surely 
been removed by the admission of the very friends of this measure. 
When it is proposed to substitute for the protective duty on sugar a 
direct bounty as an equivalent to such duty, the last hope of the con- 
cealment of the real nature of this tariff imposition is swept away. 

Ah, but our friends in the majority say in the report which ac- 
companies this bill, that they have not been so much concerned 
about the price of the articles we consume; and again they believe 
that competition among ourselves will secure reasonable prices to con- 
sumers in the future as it has invariably done in the past.“ All that 
depends upon what gentlemen ‘upon that committee believe to be rea- 
sonable prices. Competition in these lines has failed to secure to our 
people as cheap prices for goods as the protected manufacturers have 
sold the same goods to the more favored consumers in England and in 
other countries, and in proof of this I can not do better than quote 
from the New York Herald of the 9th of the present month: 

Under the present tariff and before we get to McKinley prices, American axes 
cost American citizens $7.76 per dozen, but the same axes are sold by the same 
American manufacturers to foreigners for $6.75.per dozen. A plow for which 
the American farmer is by the American manufacturer 811 is sold to 
foreigners by the same manufacturer for $8.40. A plow for which the American 
manufacturer charges his fellow-citi the American farmer, $5.60, the same 
manufacturer sells to a foreigner for $5.04. For a garg-plow the American man- 
ufacturer cha: the American farmer $58.80, but he charges the foreigneronly 
$2.92. For a dozen shovels the American manufacturer charges his fellow-citi- 
zens $9.20, but he lets the foreigner have them for $7.86. 

The copper lords having got in 1861 so heavy a duty on foreign copper ores 
as to exclude these ores entirely, and thus give them a monopoly of the cele- 
brated home market.“ have for many years sold the surplus copper in Euro 
a cent or two per pound cheaper than they would sell it to Americans, to the 

sag’ Ha American copper-workers and the depression of the wages of 
large of mechanics. 

What is the use of being Americans when laws are so “fixed ™ that the pro- 
tected manufacturers are enabled to charge and do charge much higher prices 
for their protected products to Americans than they charge for the same goods 
to forcigners? 

These facts show, Mr. Chairman, the disadvantageof beingan Amer- 
ican consumer. There surely can be no danger that these protected 
manufacturers of iron and of copper would have to reduce their 
wages to their workmen or would be ruined in business if the tariff 
rates upon these articles should be reduced, when they can ship to 
Liverpool and sell their articles 10 or 12 per cent. lower than they can 
sell to the American consumer. Little excuse thereis, Mr. Chairman, 
for the giving of further bounties to these same people as is proposed 
to do by the present bill, unless it be to pay off obligations contracted 
in the late campaign. 

I have adverted to the depression of the agricultural interests. This 
is distinctly admitted by the report of the majority of the Committee 
on Ways and Means; it was admitted again by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Ohio, the leader of his party upon this floor, and is em- 
phasized by the stories of distress that come to us from every quarter 
of the land. General Butler, one of the best informed men in this 
country, asserts that the entire burden of farm mortgages will equal 
or exceed the enormous sum of three and a half billions of dollars, and 
that this has grown up very largely, if not entirely within the past 
twenty-five years, 

The boast of the majority has been that under this system we have 
paid the national debt. Ah, Mr. Chairman, we have indeed paid a 
large portion of the national debt, but we have paid it by a system 
that plunged our farmers into a greater indebtedness by nearly two 
dollars to one. In a word, we have transferred the burdens of the na- 
tional debt from the shoulders of the whole people to the protected 
backs of the farmers, and this we haye done while maintaining a sys- 
tem of home markets. The fallacy and delusion of this home-market 
doctrine were never more completely shown in the world. Eloquent 
and convincing as have been the speeches of the distinguished gentle- 
men upon this side of the House upon the subject of the depression of 
the agricultural interests, they stand mute and meaningless before the 
irresistible logic of the confession of the majority itself. 

Their proposition to defend the farmer from the admitted difficulty 
under which he labors by a compensatory system of tariff upon the 
farm products is the admission of the failure of the theory of the home 
market and is the confession that the promises made to him for twenty- 


five years past have been a sham and a pretense. The fallacy of the 
system is acknowledged, the confession of its h is full and com- 
plete, the bubble has burst, the mirage has vanished. 

But what is this new boon that they purpose giving the farmer and 
what will it advantage him? Why, they levy taxes upon nearly all 
classes of agricultural products, and there were during the last year 
about $25,000,000 of such farm products imported, nearly one-fourth of 
which was barley of the quality better for malt than we produce here. 
‘Twenty-five million dollars,“ said the distinguished gentleman from 
Ohio in a magnificent burst of eloquence, ‘‘saved to the farmers of this 
country!” Well, they need it badly enough. Twenty-five million 
dollars will pay nearly two-thirds of 1 per cent, of the mortgages rest- 
ing upon the farms of this country, if we accept the estimate of the dis- 
tinguished ex-governor of Massachusetts. Wonderful relief this! 

Mark you, if every dollar that the consumers of this country now 
pay for the hitherto untaxed farm products is now kept in this coun- 
try and every mill of this sum were a clear profit to the farmer (in- 
stead of possibly 10 per cent.) they would thereby have nearly money 
enough to pay 1 per cent. of the interest of the mortgages on their 
farms. Is it possible that the agriculturists of this land could ask 
more? Will they still be dissatisfied? Will they still question the 
wisdom of this system after their farms sink lower and lower in the 
market, and from the 50 or 60 per cent. they now have decline to 40 
or 50 per cent. ? 

Blind and ungrateful people, have we not given you home markets 
and shut out the eabbages of pauper Europe from competing with your 
cabbages? And, although no broom corn has come into your country, 
have we not said that that great American staple, broom corn, shall 
hereafter be sacred on American soil? And have not a Republican Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled enacted that 
wherever the sacred felds of the starry banner floats the American cow 
shall be protected from the sweet milk that might be imported from 
Patagonia and Greenland? Oh, blind and perverse generation what 
more would you have? 

But it remained for the distinguished gentleman from Maine, a mem- 
ber of the Ways and Means Committee in the present House, to add the 
last and crowning absurdity to the claims that have been made for this 
system of high protection. Speaking in the House last week, he said 
that under this system the ficece of the American sheep had increased 
from an average weight of less than 2 pounds to an average weight of 
6 pounds, and he cited this as one of the blessings of a high-tariff sys- 
tem. ~ 

Did it occur to the gentleman that the breeds of the sheep have im- 
proved in free-trade England, and that the average weight of fleece in 
that pauperized country is greater than on our protected and 
did not the absurdity of his position strike him when he grav y told 
the House that the weight of the fleece had still increased from 1884 to 
1890, although the whole sheep industry had been depressed because 
the tax on wool was too low. The remarkable s eof a protected 
sheep growing wool of a longer and finer fiber a sheep kept in a 
free-trade country has been reserved for the present day and genera- 
tion, and conclusively shows how little poor eld Solomon knew what 
ae was talking about when ho observed ‘‘there is nothing new under 

e sun. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I desire, before proceeding further in this argu- 
ment, to call the attention of this House to how this new bounty sys- 
tem meets the wishes of the people of the great city I have the honor 
in part to represent. 

New York, Mr. Chairman, is not alone a great manufacturing city, 
bat, as every one knows, a great commercial city, a city of consumers 
as well as a city of producers. Commerce, Mr. Chairman, is the very 
life-blood of our city, its miles of wharves lined with the vessels of every 
nation on the globe(I believe there are a few American vessels left yet), 
bringing to our shores the wealth of every nation on the globe, and 
taking back the surplus of the great agricultural West; the busy traffic 
of our crowded streets; our vast shipments and transshipments to the 
West—these are the industries upon which the two million and a half 
people of New York and Brooklyn largely depend, and every blow at 
foreign commerce is a blow at the interests of every citizen of New York. 
But commerce has not been considered in this bill; rather this bill is 
aimed to destroy commerce. 

The unfortunate citizen of New York who depends for his employ- 
ment upon commercial activity finds himself, like poor Othello, with 
his occupation gone and on the other hand is confronted by higher 
clothing, higher household implements, higher breadstufls, higher veg- 
etables, higher fruits; in a word, he is compelled to pay more for all 
that he must consume and his opportunity for earning is lessened and 
decreased. 

But when the friends of this measure are forced to admit that the 
system that has prevailed for the last twenty-five years has been ruin- 
ous to the farmer, that it has ruined our commerce, that it has taxed an 
entire people for the benefit of a class, then comes the last and invariable 
argument, how magnificently the wealth of the country has increased ! 
And over and over again the music of that old song is sung, behold 
the increase in the wealth of the country from sixteen billions in 1860 
to over sixty billions in 1888. All this has been done under a protect- 
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ive system! Therefore it has been done because of a protective system 
(if this last remark is not logical it is not my fault; it is a sort of speci- 
men brick from the logic of high protection), and thereforg, to make the 
country still richer, let us have higher taxation. 

Well, it is true the wealth of the country has increased; I suppose it 
has quadrupled in the past thirty years; but how utterly ridiculous 
the theory that this increase has depended altogether upon the high- 
tax system. Did the wealth ofthe country never increase before 1860? 
Has the vast increase of labor-saving machinery, multiplying by two, 
four, six, and even ten the product of a day’s labor, has the develop- 
ment of the vast areas of the fertile West, the opening up of the wealth- 
producing mines in all parts of our country had nothing to do with this 
increase of wealth, to say nothing of the doubling of the population 
in the past thirty years? 

But, Mr. Chairman, another question at once arises: The increasing 
wealth of a nation is not the only true test of its prosperity, but rather 
an increasing wealth and an equal distribution of such wealth. Isup- 
pose there is no man upon the floor of this House who, if he could, 
would double the entire wealth of this nation to-day and provide that 
that increased wealth should be the sole property of say fifty thousand 
of its citizens. It is of no advantage to me that my neighbor is a mill- 
ionaire; it rather isa disadvantage, since by so mach is hisinfluencein 
all things immensely increased and my influence compared to his is 
thereby lessened. 

But here comes the distinguished gentleman from Michigan, in his 
spann delivered also in April of 1888, and quotes from the great statis- 

cian of Massachusetts, Mr. Edward Atkinson, and says: The wages 
of the mechanics in Massachusetts were 25 per cent. more in 1885 than 
in 1860; that is, that in a quarter of a century the wages of mechanics, 
and I suppose he inclutles in it the wages of the operative as well, have 
increased 25 per cent. This by itself I admit would be a very gratify- 
ing showing; and he further says that the purchasing power of a dollar 

is at least 26 per cent. greater now than it was in 1860; and this, too, is a 
very pleasing fact. 

But bear in mind the estimate of this same distinguished gentleman, 
that the aggregate wealth of the country has increased 400 per cent. in 
this same period of time. Ina word, the aggregate capital of the coun- 
try is earning 300 per cent. more than it was earning in 1860, and brain 
and muscles are earning 25 per cent. more, and the purchasing power 
of the rich man's dollar has certainly kept pace with the purchasing 
power of the poor man’s dollar, and this, Mr. Chairman, I suppose is 
about a fair statement of what wealth has gained and what labor has 
gained under the protective system. 

Let us pursue a little further this discussion of the increase in wages 
of the American wage-worker in the past thirty years, which, as I have 
already said, is one of the ad van claimed for the protective tariff. 
Why, under this pretense of benefiting the laborer the whole system 
is urged, and, if it did really benefit the laborer to the extent that the 
friends of this system claim, this system of taxation, grievous and un- 

ust as it is, might with better patience be borne. The wages of the 
rer have risen 25 per cent. in thirty years. These thirty years 
have been years of marvelous progress in the invention of labor-saving 
machinery, and the out-put of the American worker has increased in 
this space of time vastly more than 25 per cent. 

In a word, if the American operative gets more than he did twenty- 
five years ago he produces more, and he gets more for the very simple 
reason that he earns more; and the protective system bas about as 
much to do with this as the spots on the surface of the sun. There is 
still another and, in my judgment, more potent factor in the advance 
which labor has made, and that is the workingmen's organizations. It 
is not labor, but organized labor, that has commanded the attention 
and won the respect of the capitalists of this country. Every advance 
that labor has made, every step further in the march of civilization, 
every dollar added to the wages of the day’s toil, every minute stricken 
from the hours of toil, have been, not the gifts of these protected gen- 
tlemen under whose oppression the whole country groans, but the re- 
sults of hard-fought battles, won by organized labor against capital, 
often against organized capital. 

To the brave and fearless men who have sacrificed time and money 
and position in organizing labor, in defending its interests, in claiming 
for the laboring man at least a small share of all the blessings of ad- 
vancing civilization—to these men and to the workingmen themselves 
is due the credit of every victory that labor has ever won, and there 
are small thanks due to the capitalist, whether individual or corpora- 
tion, who has yielded only as little as he could, and that when abso- 
lutely compelled to. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the yery fact that labor organization is neces- 
sary in this country shows the onward strides of the money power. 
Thirty y@rs ago labor was fairly compensated, with little or no fric- 
tion between the employerand theemployed. Thesevast labor organ- 
izations permeating every branch of industry, stretching through the 
length and breadth of our Jand, with all the expenses of their organi- 
zation, therents of the hallsin which they meet, the supportof their offi- 
cers and theirdelegates, their printing, and all the numberless expenses 
incident to the forming and the maintaining of such organizations, all 
these are charges upon the laboring men. They are in the nature of a 


standing army to care for and maintain the rights and integrity of the 
workingmen. } 

Labor that formerly rested in peace, secure in the thought that in 

this land of the free a day’s toil commanded a day’s pay now sleeps 
upon its arms, a vast, an organized, a disciplined, and a watchful army, 
seeking not undue advantages, but maintaining itself as best it can 
against the encroachments of the money power of this land. And here 
again I say, in the name of protected labor, has a system been main- 
tained that benefits the employer and not the employed; for with the 
very dollars wrung from the pockets of the consumers in this land and 
given asa bounty to the manufacturer, the manufacturers bave gone 
abroad and imported foreign labor in direct competition with the earners 
of our own land. And when a strike came, when the American work- 
ingman demanded at least some share in this river of wealth that the 
last thirty years have poured into the pockets of the manufacturers, 
then thesesame manufacturers, knowing that they were protected by a 
tariff from foreign competition, knowing that foreign manufacturers. 
could not take from them their customers and keep them by reason of 
the high duty system, waited complacently until the American work- 
ingmen were starved into submission or soon brought imported labor 
to take the places of the striking employés. 

The very fact that the law forbidding contract labor was necessary 
is eloquent in showing that the manufacturers have over and over again 
imported the cheap labor of Europe to take the places of our citizens, 
and I desire to call the attention of the House to the fact that the origi- 
nal contract-labor law, making possible this infamous contract system 
that was for so many years pursued, was a Republican measure, and 
the laws protecting American labor upon the statute-books of all the 
States and largely upon thestatute-books of the United States itself are 
Democratic enactments. Now, Mr. Chairman, while the American 
manufacturer is protected by these duties and it is proposed to still 
further increase this protection by higher taxes upon the entire people 
of this land, there is no protection at all for the laborer from the com- 
petition of the foreign laborer. > 

The vast army of immigration that each year has brought to our shores 
has absolutely deluged the labor market, and only by the most thorough 
system of labor organization is it possible for labor to win a single bat- 
tle. The real condition of the workingman to-day in this country is 
that he pays a higher price for everything he buys in order that the 
manufacturer may be enabled to pay him a higher price for his day’s 
toil, and the manufacturer in turn gives him as little as possible for 
that toil. Well, I do not know that I blame the manufacturerso much 
for this, Hedoesas all men have donesince the world began: he buys 
as cheap and sells as dear as he possibly can. 

Supply and demand, Mr. Chairman, and not high duty, determine 
the wages of the laborer. When there are a hundred men seeking one 
place of work, wages will be low; when there area hundred employers 
seeking one man, wages will be high. This law of supply and de- 
mand is as inexorable as the law of gravity, and when we attempt to 
change this law by legislative enactment, all the measures this Con- 
gress can enact will be as futile as acobweb chain stretched across the 
torrents of Niagara. Under this system we have made the lot of the 
laboring man worse, because we have given the manufacturer and cap- 
italist the added power of added wealth with which to fight the bat- 
tles with labor and obtain the labor that he needs as cheap as he can. 
There is still another view of this subject. 

My distinguished friend from West Virginia, speaking upon the 
Mills bill two years ago, said there never has been a permanent class 
of wage- workers in this country. That statement was true, Mr. Chair- 
man, thirty years ago, under the old system. That statement had some 
element of truth in it ten years ago under this system. He would be 
blind indeed who would claim that statement is true to-day. In 
every manufacturing town, in all our great cities, upon every railroad 
in this great land, by the looms of every mill, beside the forge of every 
workshop, stand to-day thousands of wage-workers who are wage- 
workers only, who have no hope or ambition of being other than they 
are, who can not earn enough to educate their children, who are with- 
out the sympathy of their employers, and who bave no hope of any 
change in their condition unless it be a change of degree and not of 
kind. That is, they may hope for shorter hours or better pay, but 
they can not and do not expect to be anything other than they are. 

On the other hand, there is a smaller and more favored class who, 
holding a large part of the wealth of the nation, employ vast numbers 
of workingmen, whose interests are often opposed to the interests of 
their employés, who live beyond the reach of hard times, whose chil- 
dren are reared in luxury, knowing nothing of the struggles of the 
toiling millions, and who are to-day, and whose children will be in the 
future, a permanent class of capitalists. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have 
no quarrel at all with wealth; many of the wealthy men of this coun- 
try are among its grandest and its purest citizens. I do not contend 
that wealth can ever be equally distributed in any nation. There have 
always been the rich; there have always been the poor, and I do not 
suppose there ever will be an equality. 

I would not if I could by any law or enactment of this body take 
one dollar from the rich man that was tly his and give it to the 
poor. I do not believe it the province of yovernment to take from any 
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man a part of his rightful holding; but I do contend that this system 
of taxation that has prevailed in this country for the past thirty years, 
this same system, mark you, that we now purpose to extend, has been 
asystem that facilitated the acquisition of wealth by those who already 
had capital. While I have already said that it is not the province of 
government to take from the rich and give to the poor, still must I 
eontend it is not the province of government to take from the many 
and give to the few. 7 

There are men in this House, Mr. Chairman, who remember the con- 
ditions that prevailed in this country thirty years ago. There were 
few greatcorporations then, few men employing large numbers of other 
men. The poor boy who started out in the race of life entered the 
small shop or factory under the immediate eye of his employer. He 
mastered his trade in all its branches; his interests and the interests 
of his employer were identical; he sought and soon won promotion; he 
became in time the foreman, the superintendent, the partner or the 
successor in business, and he had the hope of this success constantly 
before him. Why, the very sons of the employer worked side by side 
with the employés, 

But this is all in the past. Such have been the encroachments of 
capital, as I have already demonstrated, that the laboring men have 
been compelled to organize and the interests of the employer and the 
employé that formerly were one are now often widely apart. The em- 
ployer no longer seeks in the ranks of his employés for his trusted 
servants. The men who are to be superintendents of the factories go 
in at the office door, and not with theshop-hands, and if this condition 
of things be true after thirty years what may we expect when thirty 
years shall have become sixty years and the tariff become altogether 

rohibitive? What may we expect when the population of this country 
bss doubled again and again, when a new generation succeeds the pres- 
ent generation, and the sons of the men who are but laborers are em- 
ployed by the sons of the men who are now rich? 

When even what sympathy still exists shall have diminished and 
disappeared and the entire army of the manufacturing industries shall 
be divided between those who never toil and those who can hope for 
nothing but toil, what will be our condition in the very near future, 
when the last acrè of the public domain is pre-empted and occupied 
for it must be borne in mind, Mr. Chairman, that during all this time 
the vast West has swallowed up a large portion of the army of immi- 
gration and given homes to those that the capitalists have driven from 
manufacturing employment because they would not give them a fair 
proportion of the profits had under this system—what will be the con- 
dition, I say, when capital has. still further combined to put up the 
prices of the necessaries of life and corporate influences become still 
more vast, extending, and far-reaching ? 

Ina word whitherare we drifting? What will be the condition of this 
country thirty years hence? Will it not closely resemble England, 
that England whence so many of the oppressed have come? We on 
this side have been accused of being English in our tendencies, and 
the monopolistic friends of the workingman on the other side have 
yelled “English” and free trade whenever any proposition was 
made to equalize conditions in this country, and this country has for 
thirty years, step by step, gone forward towards English conditions, 
a condition of permanent classes, a condition where the wealth of the 
country and its great capitalistic interests largely dominate and control 
the country. 

The lands of the farmer, heavily mortgaged, hopelessly so in many 
cases, must soon become the property of the money-lenders, and there 
has already begun in this country a system of tenant farming. Why, 
certain wealthy manufacturers have purchased and laid out a game 
park in the old State of New Hampshire after the English fashion, and 
the farms that ought to have been valuable if the theory of home 
market had any truth in it, the farms that lay almost within sight of 
the smoke-stacks of the protected factories, worn out, or rather taxed 
out, are to be turned into a game park for these wealthy gentlemen. 

Indeed, this system is making us English wonderfully fast! And 
when the last of the public domain is taken up the change towards the 
conditions of the Old World will be still more rapid. Well did my 
distinguished friend from New Jersey say The public lands are the 
safety-valves of the nation; and swift as has been the movement in 
the direction of the old social system of Europe, its pace will be vastly 
accelerated when we no longer have public lands for the settler. 

Another evil of giant growth has sprung up under this boasted sys- 
tem. De Tocqueville, writing of America in 1832, said that he never 
had heard in his travels in this country of a wealthy man using his 
wealth to be elected to any office. Shade of De Tocqueville! Shades of 
the fathers of the Republic! Could they return to earth and see this 
8 America, this America where the manufacturer buys his seat 

n the pee bodies of his State or nation, this America where the 
protected laborer is so poor, or rather so hopeless, and because he is 
hopeless so lost to self-respect and political honor, that he sells his 
suffrage as a citizen almost in the public market. This shameless 
bribery of the suffrages of the citizens of a free country is another ad- 
vance in civilization that has had its inception and its growth under 
the 5 2 5 system. 

The land indeed has grown wondronsly civilized. Everybody pays a 


tax to the manufacturer to enable him to pay good wages to his work- 
men, and the workingmen have to maintain a standing army in order 
to get even a decent living from their protected employers. The farm- 
ers have grown poor in this attempt to make the nation rich. Com- 
merce has vanished, and he who would seek to encourage its restora- 
tion is looked on as a public enemy, and a very few people compared 
with the 65,000,000 of the American nation haveall the benefits gathered 
by the entire system. These beneficiaries these modest gentlemen, 
having recently purchased the election of a President and a majority of 
the American Congress, through their faithful servants, the represent- 
atives of the Republican party, demand still higher taxes. 

In the name of the laborer they oppress, whom they black-list, whom 
they bribe, whom they have made forever a laborer; in the name of the 
laborer, not for themselves! dear, generous souls—for the poor working- 
man, not at all for themselves—in his name they ask for still higher 
taxes upon the people, still greater bounties for their own pockets. 
And when, sir, members of this minority, representatives of the peo- 
ple—members, I was about to say. of the great party of the people—have 
risen in their places upon this floor and demanded a hearing for the 
consumers and working people of this land, they have been denied 
the time necessary for an intelligent discussion of this measure, 

Accused of hasty and ill-considered legislation, the Republican lead- 
ers have sat silent; arraigned as the friends of the rich and the enemies 
of the poor, they have sat silent; indicted as representatives of trusts and 
monopolies, they havesatsilent. They have voted thismeasure through 
line by line, without listening to argument or heeding the voice of pro- 
test. They have announced upon this floor that they were sick of all 
this talk and the country was sick of it and taken refuge behind their 
servile majority and refused to discuss this measure. And now I sup- 
pose the outrage is to be perpetrated. This measure is to be passed; the 
bargain made two years ago when the fat was fried out of the protected 
manufacturer is to be consummated. Noone has the courage to protest, 
no one the manliness to object. You of the majority are dominated by 
the money power of the land, their will your pleasure, their command 
your law. 

Throughout this entire session you have followed their every behest 
under guidance of your Speaker, who has been to your side a sort of 
Italian padrone who makes known the command of the boss to the 
laborer. But do not for a moment fancy that even in this iniquitous bill 
you have paid the full price of yoursubmistion. The Republican party 

ill be compelled to yield more and more of its independence and its 
V paraita to the selfish capitalist and the soulless corporations until 
at last, its very name a hissing and a reproach, it will be thrust from 
the seat of power by the strong hand of an aroused and indignant peo- 
ple. In the nameof that people whose trust you have betrayed; in the 
name of the mortgaged farmer, impoverished and hopeless; in the name 
of vanished commerce, driven from our seas; in the name of the work- 
ingman, degraded and oppressed; in the name of every principle of 
good government, of equity, fair dealing, and of justice, I protest 
against the enactment of this measure, the most iniquitous tax-law 
ever thrust upon a long-suffering and a burdened people.. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I desire to offer a few observations on 
the pending amendment, and in doing so I will not go to the general 
tariff question at all, This process of making vinegar by evaporization 
was discovered by a gentleman of my own State, James Cushing, about 
twelve years ago. It consists in taking the grain, subjecting it toa heat- 
ing or steaming process whereby the alcoholic quality of the grain is lib- 
erated, and in its alcoholic vaporous condition it is injected into a mass 
which goes through a boiling or heating process and comes out vinegar. 
At no point in the process do high wines exist. 

In the process of manufacturing it is impossible to make merchanta- 
ble high wines, My friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] says that 
in the last Congress before the Committee on Ways and Means it was 
demonstrated that they were selling vinegar made by that process ata 
cost less than the liquor, the high wines. But it was also demon- 
strated before that committee, for the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUT- 
TERWORTH] and myself conducted the examination of the witnesses 
most of the time, that there were no frauds committed by the spirit- 
vinegar-makers. 

It was admitted that in a very few cases where parties wanted to 
make illicit whisky they pretended to be vinegar-makers, and there 
were a few frauds committed by fraudulent distillers. I talked over 
the matter.with Commissioner Mason a few days ago, and he stated 
that there was no fraud by the makers of the vinegar. He admitted 
that it might be done where there was an attempt to run an illicit dis- 
tillery. € 

New, my friend from Ohio asks whether or not those who uses spir- 
its should be compelled to pay the same as any others, becafise they do 
not buy the liquor. Now, if a man eats corn-bread he eats something 
that has the alcoholic principle in it; but when my friend from Ohio 
eats a piece of corn-dodger he does not want to pay internal-revenue 
tax. If he takes a glass of Bourbon whisky, why, that is a different 
matter. [Laughter. ] : 

These vinegat-makers do not buy the liquor. They take the grain 
and by a perfectly legitimate and proper process carry it through from 
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the corn-cob into vinegar, and at no time is it high wine, never. Now, 
an effort has been made to prevent committing frauds, and the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue has given counsel so as to prevent these 
attempted frauds. 

There are four classes interested in this matter: The makers of apple- 
vinegar, makers of spirit-wine vinegar, the distillers, and the people. 
The representatives of the vinegar-making industry and of the spirit- 
vinegar have met here in consultation with the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue and have agreed upon the plan reported by the committee, 

The efforts on the part of the distillers to stop this are natural. You 
take and stop the spirit-making process and they will compel that vast 
industry that is making pure, wholesome vinegar from doing so and 
compel them to buy high wine, and put the consumer in their insatiate 
maw. They will prevent the making of the grain of the West into a 
pure, wholesome vinegar. We object to that. Now, that is the whole 
thing in a nutshell. I want to say since this discovery was made by 
James Cushing the price of vinegar has fallen from 50 to 75 per cent. 
to consumers of this country, and I do not expect the American Con- 
gress now to reverse that by its action. 7 

I would prefer the law as it is at present, but am willing to accept 
the amendment reported by the committee as a compromise. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Lask for a vote. [Cries of Vote! “Vote!” ] 

I move that all debate upon the pending paragraph and amendments 
be limited to one minute. 


[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, withholds his remarks for re- 
vision. See Appendix. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SAWYER]. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. L ask to be allowed one minute. 

A MEMBER. Does that close the debate ? 

Mr. MCKINLEY. That closes the debate. 

Mr. MANSUR. I object. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Let us have a vote. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. SAWYER; and it 
was rejected—ayes 45, noes 94. 

The amendment of Mr. McKINLEY was then adopted. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out paragraph 758. 
Insert after paragraph 465 the following as a separate paragraph: _ 

Paintings, in oil or water colors, and statuary not otherwise provided for, 
30 per cent. ad valorem, But the term ‘statuary,’ as used inthe laws now in 
foros imposing duties on foreign importations shall be understood to include 
professional productions ofa statuary or of a sculptor only.“ 

Mr. CANNON. This amendment strikes out paragraph 758, which 
places on the free-list paintings, in oil or water colors, being the pro- 
fessional production of a painter or artist only, and statuary cut, carved, 
or otherwise wrought by hand from a solid block or mass of marble or 
stone, and being the professional production of a statuary or sculptor 
only, and not otherwise specially provided for in this act. = 

The amendment leaves the law as to these productions as it stands 
to-day. The importation last year of articles coming under this para- 
graph as I propose to amend it, and under existing law, yielded duties 
to the amount of $375,921, and the importations were of the value of 
about $1,000,000. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that the law had better stand as it is touch- 
ing these productions. They are luxuries. They go to the few, and 
the policy of the Republican party, as outlined in its platforms and 
illustrated by its practice heretofore, requires that they shall be upon 
the dutiable list. I offer this amendment at the request, I believe, of 
the majority of the members of this side of the House, and I hope it 
will be promptly adopted. : 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Beforethegentleman takes his seat I desire to ask 
him whether it is not the fact that the present law permits importatior 
free of duty, or at a nominal duty, of paintings or statuary intended 
for schools of art or for other educational purposes. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. They come in free under the existing 
law, and this merely makes dutiable works of art that are purchased 
by people of the class who were able to purchase a million dollars’ 
worth of them last year. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. BOWDEN. What would be the effect of the amendment with 
regard to works of art executed by American artists abroad? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Those now come in free. 

Mr. CANNON. It does not apply to American artists at all. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, in the Mills bill as prepared and re- 
ported to the House in 1888 works of art were put on the free-list. In 
this bill we have put works of art on the free-list. We have done so 
at the instance of those most directly interested—that is, the artists of 
the country. The artists of New York, who have had the matter in 
charge, sent inquiries to artists throughout the United States. They 
say they sent these inquiries to everybody who had any reputation in 
the profession. I think abont fifteen hundred inquiries were sent out, 
and about fourteen hundred of the replies received favored this pro- 
vision, There were, I think, about thirty or forty artists who were 
opposed to it. 


Mr. CANNON. How about the 65,000,000 people to whom in- 
quiries were not addressed? 

Mr. BAYNE. They did not send inquiries to the 65,000,000 people 
of whom the gentleman speaks. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Weare hearing from them now. 

Mr. BAYNE. The persons who are most concerned in the protect- 
ive duty upon works of art are those engaged as professional artists. 
I remember very well that in 1883 Judge Kelley said on this floor that 
he was in favor of a duty upon works of art in order that American 
artists might be protected. : 

The American artists now say that as a class they are poor and un- 
able to go to Europe for the purpose of acquiring a professional educa- 
tion; that they can not obtain in this conntry the works of art which 
they would like to have for the purpose of copying them. They there- 
fore desire, and they press the matter upon the Committee on Ways and 
— with the utmost zeal, that works of art may be imported free 
of duty. 

In almost every town and city we have schools of design. In this 
country at present artis being cultivated toaremarkableextent. The 
artists throughout the country desire thatimportations of works of art 
shall be free of duty, and why should this not be granted to them as 
a means of education and as a benefit to the whole people? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Does my friend from Pennsylvania 
pretend to say that the artists of the country are as much interested 
in the free admission of these works of art as are Jay Gould, Vander- 
bilt, and others of that class, who go abroad and purchase works of art 
to the value of hundreds of thousands of dollars? 

Mr. BAYNE. I undertake to say, Mr. Chairman, that the artists 
follow a profession out of which they expect to make a livelihood; and 
they deem the free importation of these works of art essential to their 
best success in the line of their profession. 

[Cries of Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!’?] 

Mr. REILLY said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I desire to offer an amendment and have it read at 

the Clerk’s desk: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 138, section 24, line 4, strike out the words “exportation of such“ 
and insert in same line, after the word! articles,” the words so manufactured,” 
and in line 7 strike out the word “exported.” š 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Chairman, I have been anxiously waiting for an 
opportunity of offering this amendment with a view of urging it to a 
vote. It is an amendment applying to the section which allows a draw- 
back or rebate on materials imported and made into finished articles of 
American manufacture for exportation, the provision so zealously ad- 
vocated by the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means. If, as that gentleman stated in the course of his remarks, the 
soundness of the doctrine advocated on this side was unanswerable and 
could only be met by the proposition in the bill allowing to the Amer- 
ican manufacturer a rebate upon all materials imported wher the fin- 
ished product is sent to foreign markets, I can see no good reason why 
our manufacturers and our working people should not have the benefit 
of a corresponding provision when they find their market in their own 
country. 

The effect of my amendment is practically to make raw material free 
to the American manufacturer and American workingman. And I 
want to say that I am just in receipt of information that Hon. Richard 
-Vaux has been elected as the successor in this House of the lamented 
Samuel J. Randall, receiving over 8,000 votes as against 500 on a plat- 
form declaring in favor of free raw material for the American manu- 
facturer, and in response to the allusion made the other day by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] I have no hesitation in assert- 
ing here that if Mr. Randall had been spared to share in our delibera- 
tions there would have been no more vigorous opponent to the present 
bill than he. [Greatapplause on the Democraticside.] As Lam on the 
floor and have not heretofore had opportunity, I propose to address my- 
self briefly to some of the features of the pending bill and the manner 
of its consideration by the House. 

Mr. Chairman, the measure now before the House is one of the ut- 
most importance to the 65,000,000 of people whom we represent and 
for whom we legislate. After the very exhaustive and elaborate dis- 
cussion that has been devoted to the question of the revision of our 
revenue laws during the last two years, I can scarcely hope to con- 
tribute anything new or novel, but as this measure is of such tran- 
scendent importance in its bearings and effects upon the well-being 
of our country, I must needs utter a protest agaiust the summary man- 
ner in which it is proposed to adopt it, as well as against some of the 


* 


provisions of the bill itself. The method of procedure resorted to in 


taking action upon this bill is to my mind the veriest mockery of leg- 
islative procedure and a travesty upon legislative methods. No meas- 


ure that has been or will be brought before this body approaches in 


importance this, nor one that, owing to its far-reaching consequences, 
demands atour hands such careful and deliberate consideration, but, as 
now proposed by the powers that be, it is to be railroaded through 
without the opportunity of free debate or the right of amendment. 
The able Committee on Ways and Means have had this measure under 
consideration since December last, giving to it almost exclusive atten- 
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tion and stu ly; but it required about four months to enable that com- 
mittee, or at least a majority, to agree upon a bill. On the 16th of April 
last it was reported to the House and ordered to be printed, and it was 
some days after before members had access to copies of it. Then a few 
days later a special order is made, by the terms of which the House is 
to vote on the bill on the 2lst instant, regardless of its status in the 
Committee of the Whole or the stage of its consideration therein. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is a most violent departure. The rules of 
the House require that such a measure as this shall receive its first 
consideration in Committee of the Whole, and the purpose as well as 
wisdom of such a course is apparent. But, in the anxiety to rush this 
measure through, a little matter like the rules is not to be an obstacle, 
and, lo and behold the fertility of our friends, along comes the spe- 
cial order.“ Like nearly every other measure advocated and thus far 
adopted by that side of the House, the fiat has gone forth to put it 
through without crossing a ‘‘t”’ or dotting an i.“ 

What more can be done than to protest against such unseemly, un- 
parlimentary, aud dangerous methods? We can do no more than that 
and appeal to the people, Oh, but says the distinguished gentleman 
from Ohio, the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, The 
country wants work, not words.“ Yes, I the country wants work, 
but it wants that work well done, and it will hold us to a rigid account 
for the manner and character of our work; and I say to the gentleman 
from Ohio and to others that many of the words of this bill will, 
I fear, prove the most ominous work this House could do. 

Under these circumstances, Mr. Chairman, it is discouraging—indeed, 
so far as the action of this body goes, it is useless to discuss, or, as we 
have repeatedly seen during the past few days, even tosubmit, amend- 
ments. However, the people understand this question, and better now, 
I think, than ever before. And since I can do no more, it will satisfy 
at least my own sense of duty to put on record my protest and some 
of the reasons which actuate mein voting against this bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the majority reckon without their host in the 
attempt to defend this bill upon the ground that the issue presented 
for our determination is one between protection and free trade. What- 
ever views or opinions may be entertained as to these questions by any 
one here or elsewhere, I deny that any such question is at issue in the 
duty which now confronts us, ' 

The necessity, Mr. Chairman, fora revision of our revenue laws is 
not only conceded, but all political parties have made solemn pledges 
to do it if intrusted with power, and the people have spoken on this 
question in a tone that commandsobedience. I say, sir, that the ques- 
tion to be determined is purely and simply one of relieving the people 
from the burden of excessive taxation. Unnecessary taxation is un- 
just taxation, and that doctrine neither my friend from Ohio nor any 
other member of this House will dispute. 

The real situation is this, that under existing laws there is annually 
being taken from the business of the people an immense amount of 
money that the Government does not need, and the loss of which falls 
heavily upon the people. This is not and never can be a party ques- 
tion, and I say here and now, Mr. Chairman, that the political party, 
no matter by what name known or what its past history, that trifles 
with a question of such magnitude or fails to meet the duty of the 
hour merits and will receive the condemnation of the masses. The 
people have patiently waited year after year for this relief, and if now 
when they ask for bread you give them a stone your day of reckoning 
will surely come. d 

But I must move on, as I want to review briefly the record of your 
own party on this subject, and my time is limited. For several years 
past, Mr. Chairman, as I have already said, we have had a large sur- 
plus accumulating in the public Treasury beyond the needs of the 
Government. 

As far back as December, 1880, President Hayes, in his annual mes- 
sage, called attention to the fact that there would be a surplus of $90,- 
000,000; and President Arthur, in his message of December 4, 1882, 
shows that the surplus for the fiscal year ended June, 1881, amounted 
to$100,000,000,and for the year 1882 to more than $145, 000,000; and soit 
has continued every year since, leaving a large surplus, notwithstand- 
ing the attempted revision of the revenue laws in 1883; and it amounted, 
as shown by the last annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury, for 
the year 1889 to the sum of over $90,000,000. 

Surely, Mr. Chairman, no one will be foolhardy enough to attempt 
thedefense or advocate the continuance of such a system. Its evil ef- 
fects have been admitted and a remedy urged by every Administration 
during the last decade. The only relief or remedy that prevented the 
most serious consequences from this condition was the application of a 
considerable portion of this money to the payment of the public debt by 
the purchase of bonds at a premium and before maturity. But this 
was otily resorted to from the necessity of the case as a means rather of 
averting disaster than as affording a remedy. . 

If time permitted I should like to dwell upon this policy and show 
its injustice. It is to be remembered that the Government has to pay 
a large premium above principal and interest to call in its bonds under 
this plan. Last year alone there was paid by way of premium toredeem 
these bonds the sum of $17,292,362.65, virtually taking that amount 
from the pockets of the people and bestowing it on the bondholders. 


This will serve to form an estimate of the enormous amount that went 
in the same direction during the last few years, and the Secretary of 
the Treasury felt it his duty in submitting his report to condemn it by 
declaring it as manifestly wrong to take money from the people for the 
cancellation of bonds, to the saving of only about 2 per cent. of interest 
when it is worth to them, perhaps, three times as much in their busi- 
ness. It is rather through a reduction of customs receipts and inter- 
nal taxes that an unnecessary accumulation of money in the Treasury 
should be avoided,” 

Hence I assert, Mr. Chairman, that itis this condition of affairs that 
appeals to us for remedy and relief, and it is I am persuaded 
that the proposed bill will rather intensify than diminish the present 
burdens that I oppose it. The committee seem to think that protec- 
tion means uniformly high taxes. Never was there more egregious 
error. No one desires to disturb our industries; on the contrary, it is 
the wish of all to add to our prosperity and promote the welfare of the 
people. This bill will not afford the desired relief. Instead of de- 
creasing it is quite as likely to increase the revenues. All that the 
committee itself in its most sanguine mood can figure up is that it will 
yield a reduction of $31,000,000, upon the basis of the same impor- 
tations as last year, but, say the committee, fearing as it were to tiust 
themselves, this estimate is largely conjectural and more or less un- 
reliable and misleading.’’ Certainly a frank, but at the same time, 
Mr. Chairman, I submit, an ominousadmission. Moreover, in this esti- 
mate is included the transfer of sugar to the free-list, which last year 
yielded a revenue of nearly $60,000,000, and to make up for the de- 
ficit the duty on numerous other articles has been nereased, or articles 
heretofore on the free-list have been put on the dutiable list. 

But I can not go into detail. Suffice it to say that the fact that the 
committee can not themselves assert with confidence that this bill, it 
enacted into law, will result inareduction of the revenuesand thereby 
afford the people the long-sought forand much-needed relief, stamps it 
as a fruitless measure. Above and beyond this, Mr. Chairman, the bill 
provides for a system of bounties which has not been heretofore at- 
tempted. This is a most obnoxious and objectionable feature. It is 
un-American and contrary to the spirit of our free institutions. 

Whilst I will yield to no one, Republican or other, in my devotion to 
the principle of protection to American industries and to every effort 
to foster and encourage their development in our midst, yet, as I am 
given to see the light, Ican not reconcile myself to the support of any 
such principle or fanciful theory as bounties,“ as the bin contem- 
plates. If we are to go into anything of that kind I for one would 
much more readily favor direct aid by the Government at once and be 
done with it. Ifthere was no other objection than this to this bill 
and whilst there might be and in fact in this case there aresome feat- 
ures that I coald support, yet I could not on that account indorse it. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, this bill, I am very apprehensive, will rather 
hamper than help our manufacturing industries, in that it taxes many 
articles that we must have and do not ourselves produce. The argu- 
ment of the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] 
a few days ago demonstrated clearly the defects of the bill in this re- 
spect, and, Democrat as I am, I can cordially indorse the principle ad- 
vocated by the distinguished gentleman in that able speech. The ma- 
jority of this committee, however, take a different ground, although 
the able chairman frankly admitted on the floor of the House the 
soundness of the doctrine of free raw materials“ as advocated by this 
side of the House and sought to evade its force by incorporating in the 
bill a provision increasing the rate of drawback to be allowed on 
articles or material imported for manufatture here. 

I want to say a word on this point, but first will let the gentleman 
from Ohio, the honorable chairman of the committee, s for him- 
self.. In his speech in this debate he stated, in dwelling upon this 
question—that is, the sections of the bill relating to drawbacks—the 
following: 

I 
e ied ppt pe oy php iendoor me 
friends on the other side, that if we only free raw mate we could go out 
and capture the markets of the world. 

A great concession, surely, coming from such an earnest and able 
antagonist, but to yield in this fully would be to give up his case. So 
the tub is thrown to the whale,” and the manufacturer is invited to 
erect his plant, invest his capital, and then, says the distinguished gen- 
tleman, we will allow him to import his raw material subject toa duty 
which he must pay, going through all the delay and expense incident 
to the custom-house machinery: and then when he proves that he has 
a product manufactured from the article thus imported, we will, upon 
his going through the same process, pay him back all the duty except 1 
per cent., provided he exports the manufactured product, but if he sells 
it in the domestic market the Government keeps the whole amount. 
That is to say, if he sells to a foreigner the Government will return 
his money, but not if he sells to his own countryman. Does not this 
look like trifling with a serious matter? What encouragement does 
such a plan offer to the establishment of manufactures? Money needed 
in the business is to be locked up in the vaults of the Treasury for an 
indefinite period, and only to be recovered after going through the red- 
tape forms of the custom-house. 
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No, Mr. Chairman, what we want is simply an equi ual chance with the 
rest of the world; and with American pluck, energy, and skill the re- 
sult will not be long in doubt. This honorable committee have not 
adopted the principles advocated by many of the most distinguished 
leaders of their party. That was the doctrine in the earliest day of 
protection, and has been ever since. 


And then— 


Says Andrew Stewart, an earnest and able advocate of the protection 
doctrine at an early day, and a distinguished Representative from my 
own State in this body: 

And then take the necessaries of life consumed by the poor, and articles 
which we can not supply in our manufactories, and make them free orsubject to 
the lowest rate of duty. 

That is quite good enough Democratic doctrine for me, Mr. Chairman. 

And said the lamented General Grant, in one of his annual mes- 
sages: 

There are many articles not produced at home, but which enter largely into 
neral consumption through articles which are manufactured at home 
. which very little revenue is derived, but which enter, into geueral use. An 

such articles I recommend to be placed on the “free-list.” 

But this doctrine, notwithstanding its advocacy by many patriotic, 
prominent, and able Republicans, was not to be accepted by thiscom- 
mittee, and high duties is to be the order of the day. 

Mr. Chairman, I feel strongly tempted to apply the words of Daniel 
Webster on the tariff of 1846 to the present bill, they seem so very 
strikingly applicable. Let me quote them: 

On the raw matrial which is to come here and furnish occupation and em- 
ployment to the manufacturers and artisans of the country you have raised the 

uty. You indulge in the luxury of taxing the poor man and the laborer. That 
is the whole tendeucy, the whole character, the whole effect of your bill. One 


may see every where in it the desire to revel in the merge taking away men’s 
employment. You reduce the wages of labor by taxing the raw materials. 


Another fallacy which underlies and pervades the entire argument 
of our friends is the assumption that we want to make our country the 
market for the world, and we are met with the hue and cry of a home 
market for home manufactures. Never was there greater error or 
greater injustice. The reverse of that proposition is what we advocate, 
that is to say, that, instead of making our country a market-place for 
the sale of goods manufactured in foreign countries, we want to have 
the markets of the civilized globe for the sale of our goods. 

We are a mighty empire, endowed with wonderful and exhaustless 
resources, We have a mighty people, marching in the vanguard of civ- 
ilization and leading in the magic-like progress of the age, and yet 
things are not with us as they ought to be withsuchadvantages, With 
the great majority it is a struggle. 

We have heard detailed in the course of this debate the great distress 
that prevails throughout the land in business circles, in manufactures, 
and among the people generally, particularly among the farmers, and 
we have been repeatedly told of how the Western farmers have been 
obliged to burn corn for fuel, and I will add now this, too, whilst the 
coal miners have been in distress for want of employment owing to the 
stagnation in that business, Surely, Mr. Chairman, this condition of 
affairs in a country blessed like ours is not normal and indicates that 
there is something radically wrongsomewhere. To ascertain the cause 
and apply the proper remedy so far as in our power should be our high- 
est duty. 

We want to lift the weight, to lighten the burden, to hear the busy 
hum of industry resound throughout the land the year round, our people 
steadily employed, and our goods carried under the proud emblem of 
our liberty to every port on the face of the globe. This we can ac- 
complish by wise legislation, and the first step is to reduce the taxa- 

tion upon those materials which constitute the basis of our finished 
products, thereby enabling us not only to better compete with foreign 
ome but to give more steady employment and better wages to our 

e 

2 Nut, as I have said, this bill is to be put through the House without 
change. It will, however, have to run the gantlet of the Senate; and 
although your party is Jargely in the majority there yet I predict now 
that when that body shall have completed consideration of this bill it 
will be very materially changed, Thatisa consummation most devoutly 
to be wished for. 

Mr. DOKSEY. Mr. Chairman, I introduced and there is pending 
an amendment to the bill under consideration putting lumber on the 
free-list. I have made repeated efforts to have this amendment con- 
sidered by the committee, but at this Jate hour in the evening, with 
so many gentlemen striving for recognition to call up the amendments 
offered by them, I have but little hope that the amendment that Iam so 
anxious to have considered will be taken up. 

In my judgment, this is to the people of the State I have the honor 
to in part represent the most important feature of the tariff bill, and 
it is in obedience to the wishes of the people of Nebraska, as expressed 
by joint resolution passed by the Legislative Assembly of the State, 
that I have advocated the passage of the amendment that is pending. 

I shall continue to recognition for the purpose of taking up the 
amendment placing lumber on the free-list, and if the amendment 


should be voted down, or in case of failure of this House to consider 
the proposition, then when this bill shall reach the Senate, where it 
will not be subject to such dilatory motions as have delayed its consid- 
eration in this House, I hope that the Senate will give to the people of 
the prairie States of the Northwest free lumber as well as free bind- 
ing-twine, and will place a duty on hides. 

Thus, with other amendments added to the good provisions already 
contained in this bill, the farmers of the Northwest will feel that the 
Republican party has been true to its piedges and we the servants of 
the people have legislated in their interests, and we can confidently rely 
upon them to respond and give to the Republican party the old-fash- 
ioned majorities that electrified thecountry in the last Presidential cam- 
paign. Mr. Chairman, Iagain urge upon the committee that we should 
consider the amendment I have offered. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Before asking a vote on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois I wish to say but a single word. I should re- 
gret very much if this provision of the bill were stricken out by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It has been asked for by substantially all the 
artists of the United States. A committee of the Union League Club 
of the city of New York two years ago sent inquiries to every artist in 
the United States whose address could be found, in order to obtain ax 
expression as to the desire of members of the profession touching the 
question whether works of art should be dutiable or should be admit- 
ted free. 

There were 1,435 replies received from artists in the United States, 
and out of that entire number 1,345 petitioned the Congress of the 
United States to remove this onerous duty upon art which is for edu- 
cational purposes. And I want to simply read to the committee what 
the artists themselves have said upon the subject. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. They are the workingmen. 

Mr. McKINLEY. They say: 


We, as American rd ered are of our country, confident of its future, and 
jealous ofits honor and t, ure opposed to all special privileges and diserim- 
ination inour behalf. We ask no jon, deeming it worse than useless. 
Art is a universal republic, of which all artists are citizens whatever be their 
country or clime, All that we pka is that there should be a free field and no 
favor, and the prize adjudged to the best, 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Andi in connection with these remarks, for the hour is late, I ask per- 
mission to print a number of letters received from leading artists and 
painters and sculptors, begging this Congress to give them this relief 
which they so universally ask. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman, I only want to say one word in regard 
to this proposition. An impost is either a tax, pure and simple, for the 
purpose of raising revenue only, or it a duty imposed to protect home 
industries. In the nature of the case this duty must belong to the former 
class. It is not a protective duty, for no one, of course, pretends for a 
moment that you can create artistic genius by a protective tariff. The 
artists of America, who are the producers in this case, desire free art 
and they desire it in the interest of art alone. The demand is almost 
absolutely universal from all the artists in that regard. 

If we lay the duty therefore we lay it simply as a tax for the purpose 
of raising revenue. We do not need the money; if we did, we should 
not now be engaged in g a bill of which the first object is the re- 
duction of revenue. If we maintain this tax therefore the only ground 
is that it is a tax which it is especially desirable to retain. Asa mat- 
ter of fact the argument in its favor proceeds on this theory, and we 
are asked to retain the tax on art because it is said that art isa Juxury. 

There can be no doubt, sir, of the soundness of the general principle. 
Luxuries ought to be taxed to the highest point compatible with safe 
collection. Let us tax diamonds and all precious stones, jewelry and 
china, horses and French dresses and English coats, every- 
thing that ministers to the luxurious tastes and fancies and to luxu- 
rious living, They can not, in my opinion, be too highly taxed. If 


pictures and statues belong in this class, let us place on them the heav- 


iest duty that they can bear. But do they belong in this class? If 
they do, why shonld we admit them free for museums, for schools of 
art, and other public institutions? Museums and schools of art are 
not the homes of luxury, but of education, and works of art are means 
of education. 

All civilized nations recognize this character in them, and we do so onr- 
selves when we let them in without a duty for public institutions. To 
tax them, therefore, when they come in by private importation is to 
tax a potent factor of education, refinement, and civilization, When 
they are in the country, let those who import them for their own pleas- 
ure alone be taxed by the State and municipal governments, and taxed 
so long as they keep them in their own possession; but do not let us 
discourage and prevent the importation of works of art. I say let us 
encourage the importation of works of art in the interests of the people, 
for it is really and in the end in their interest, and in theirs alone. 

All the greatest works of art in the world to-day belong to the peo- 
ple, and are gathered in the galleries and museums, which are open to 
mankind, and which give pleasure and instruction to all alike, to gen- 
tle and simple, to rich and poor. 
buys them, but in the end the people own them, and the ownership of 
the people is All the great works of art which come to this 


country pass either by gift or bequest, and, in no very long time, into 


It is the same here. The rich man 
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the public galleries, libraries, and museums, and become the people’s 
property, never to be taken away. 
othing is imported more surely for the people at large and for their 
education and pleasure than great works of art, and for their sake I say 
let us encourage the importation of all that is best in painting and 
sculpture, and not, by degrading them to the rank of a luxury, put a 
tax upon education and popular pleasure and instruction. Letus leave 
_ them free, too, for the sake of our artists and for the benefit and develop- 
ment of American art. 

Our own artists are now forced to go to Europe, where schools of art 
are thrown open to them, owing largely to the fact that we put a bur- 
den of this character upon art here and keep pictures and sculpture out 
of the country, drying up the springs from which the museums and 
galleries are fed. As I have said, all the pictures and statues of great 
value that are imported into this country sooner or later find their 
way into the museums and become the property of the people for fut- 
ure generations. They then become the means of education and re- 
finement, not to the artists merely, but to the whole community, and 
treasures of untold value are then open to the daily enjoyment of the 
people without money and without price. 

Mr. COWLES. How about the copyright bill? 
knowledge as well as free art. 

Mr. LODGE. It stands on exactly the same principle as the copy- 
right bill. Universal copyright, which places all writers on the same 
footing, is free copyright. I would make art and literature free, and 
every artist and every literary man asks for the same thing, They 
ask justice and a fair field, nothing more and nothing less. « 

Again, let me repeat, Mr. Chairman, for the schools of design, and 
for all the purposes of art education this freeing of art is of inestimable 
value. In one word, I think it is the part of the most highly civilized 
nation in the world, and in the interest of the whole people who can 
get the pleasure and instruction of the fine arts in no other way, that 
=e 9 2 encourage and not discourage art and art education. [Ap- 

use, 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I want now, after having had two 
speeches, to say a word or two, and I do not think I will occupy the en- 
tire five minutes in support of the amendment. 

The gentleman from Ohio says the artists in this country are not 
demanding protection. I do not vote for this bill as a matter of pro- 
tection for the artist. I vote for itin harmony with the platform of 
my own party, recognizing that these works of art are luxuries and 
therefore, in the language of the platform, the men who buy them in 
this conntry to the extent of a round million of dollars every year can 
afford to pay 30 per cent. ad valorem upon them. [Applause,] That 
is the reason I propose the amendment. 

Now, a further word about this matter. 
p , and for institutions of education, under the law now and in 
this bill, these works come in free for that purpose, and there is the edu- 
cation of the people to which reference has been so strongly made. 

Another thing: over on the other side, in Italy, the sculptor who 
does the mechanical work and carves out the slab of marble works 
cheap. It is not done by the artist who conceives the sculpture him- 
self; and therefore I can readily understand how parties of great 
wealth in this country, who are able to buy these works of art when 
they do come over, and how people of this country who desire to avail 
themselves of that kind of labor on the other side, can go to the marble 
quarries there and make this statuary out of cheap marble, utilizing 
the cheap labor for that purpose. 

I think this provision should be stricken from the bill, and I ask a 
vote upon the amendment. [Cries of Vote!” Vote! ““] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, extremes meet. 
The artist is indeed the highest form of skilled labor. You can not 

think of a man having higher art and more skill than he; and with 
the eye and intellect of genius and the hand of skill he produces a great 
picture; and therefore he is in favor of free trade, and the more you get 
of skilled labor the less protection you will need for anything. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] ~ 

I am in favor of the provision of the bill because it is a step in the 
right direction. Iam in favor of it because it is becoming in a great 
and imperial Kepublic to open her doors as she does her heart to works 
of genius of the past or of the present; and I am in favor of it for other 
reasons. 

When, Mr, Speaker, the French found we were excluding her works 
of art it touched her heart, because she loved her art next to glory; 
so she sought to hurt our feelings. When she saw we had stabbed her 
artshe undertook to hurt us in our most sensitive part; and so she ex- 
eluded the American hog, [Laughter and applause and cries of 
“Vote!” ‘*Vote!’?] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr, CUMMINGS. Mr, Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move to limit debate to one minute, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I elaim that minute. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. CU ti] Nds] be permitted to proceed. 

There was no ohjection. 


We want free 


For schools of art, for art 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of 
this committee to one fact, and that is that American artists to-day can 
and do go into the art schools of France, Germany, and Italy and re- 
ceive free education. I want tocall theattention of thecountry to an- 
other fact, that under this proposed amendment the Greek Slave, sculp- 
tured by Hiram Powers, an American citizen, could not fairly be — 
mitted into the United States without paying a tax. If this amend- 
ment shall be adopted works of artists like Powers, Story, and others 
ought in all fairness to be taxed before they enter the United States, 
[Applause and cries of Vote!“ Vote 77 

Mr. HOPKINS. When they are trying to bring in these works of 
art—— [Loud and continued cries of Vote!” Vote! ““ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will request members to be seated. 
The question is on the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 

inois. 

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the ‘‘noes’’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, and Mr. CANNON. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 60, noes 18. 

1 55 CANNON. Tellers. I want to make Democrats go through the 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. McKINLEY and Mr. CANNON were 


appointed. 


The committee again divided; and there were—ayes 54, noes 77. 

Mr. McKINLEY. This is a non-partisan vote. 

So the amendment was rejected. . 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that ayes seemed 
to have it. [Cries of Division!“ and Regular order!“ 

The committee divided. 

Pending the announcement. 

Mr. McKINLEY said: I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen de- 
siring to offer amendments shall have the liberty to do so and have 
them printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I had an amendment printed in the 
RECORD this morning amending the wool schedule, and I want a chance 
to vote on the wool schedule. {Lona applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I want to speak on many questions. 
(Laughter. Cries of Tellers!“ and“ Regular order!“] 

The CHAIRMAN. On the motion of Mr. McKINLEY that the com- 
mittee do now rise the ayes are 95, the noes 50. [Cries of Tellers!“ 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. MCKINLEY and Mr. SPRINGER were 
appointed. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I have for days been trying to find some parlia- 
mentary expedient whereby I might offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. [Cries of 
“ Regular order!” ] 

The committee divided, 

The CHAIRMAN, Pending the announcement of the vote the Chair 
desires the attention of the committee fora moment, An order was 
made on yesterday authorizing the printing of amendments in the 
RECORD. The Chair is of the opinion that without further action of 
the committee that authority ended with that day. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Lask that it be renewed. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Maryland asks unanimous 
consent that gentlemen desiring to offer amendments may be permitted 
to hand them in to have them printed in the RECORD, Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

On this question the vote is—ayes 81, noes 44. 

Mr. BAKER, Will amendments have the privilege of being voted 
on to-morrow ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have been trying for days to offer an amend- 
ment in good faith and have it voted upon, and now I can only get 
it printed under authority of this order of the House for printing 
amendments in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee determines to rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. GROSVENOR reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill 9416 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. McKINLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. As a number of gentlemen on both sides desire 
to offer amendments that they would like to have considered, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order made yesterday be continued. 

Mr. McKINLEY. That has already been done. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That was done in Committee of the Whole. It 
had no authority over the RECORD, and I make that request here on 
that account. I do not want there to be any question about it. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the action of the committee 
will be ratified. The Chair hears none. 

The motion of Mr. McKINLEY wasagreed to; and then (at 11 o’clock 
and 20 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. x 
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Undor the leave to print, the following amendments were handed 
in at the Clerk’s desk: 
By Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois: 
Page 21, line 21, strike out " fifty ” and insert “twenty.” 
Page 35, strike out the words valued at not more than,” in line 9, and all of lines 
— to 25, inclusive, and insert and razors and razor-blades, finished or unfinished, 
r cent.” 
ane 30, strike out the words valued at not more than one dollar,” in line 7. 
and all of lines 8 to 25, inclusive; and on page 37 strike out lines 1, 2, and 3, and 
insert ‘and all carving and cooks’ knives and forks of all sizes, finished or unfin- 
Seco th woike ont all of h 174 after shot- in line 13, and in 
‘age 37, strike ow of paragraph 1 r sho a e 13, and insert 
“single-barreled shot-guns and revolving pistols, 85 percent” 
Page 42, strike out the words and one-half cents,“ in line 19, and insert the 
“cent,” and in line 22 strike out the words and one-half cents and in- 
sert the word “ cent.“ 
ae 52, strike out the words sugar of milk, 10 cents per pound,” in lines 18 
an 
Page 55, line 15, strike out one and insert one-half.” 


By Mr. O'DONNELL: 


Pheer armed inserting, on page 96, as section 434, immediately before section 455, 
e following: 

“4544. Hides, raw or uncut, whether dry-salted or pickled ; hide cuttings, raw 
or without hair, and all other zlue stock, hide ropes, hoops unmanufactured, in- 
cluding horn stripe and tips, 15 per cent. ad valorem.” 2 


By Mr. FITHIAN: 
After the word “prescribe” in the first paragraph of schedule add the follow- 


ing: 

Riana that there shall be paid under such rules and regulations as the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
shall prescribe, to the growers of corn or maize the sum of 5 cents per bushel.” 


By Mr. MOREY: 


Amend para h 426 by striking out the words ‘‘twenty-five” and insertin 
in lieu . 2 72 = x = 


By Mr. Martin, of Indiana: 


By Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia: 
In paragraph 239, page 50, strike out, in lines 1 and 2, the following words: an 


portion of any tobacco imported in“ and insert in lion thereof the following: 
more than 10 per cent. of.” 


By Mr. Rusk: 


Amend section 147 by striking out in line 20, commencing with word and,“ 
the following: 

“And on and after July 1, 1891, all iron or steel sheets when coated with tin or 
lead, or with a mixture of which these metals, or either of them, is a component 
part, by the dipping or any other . and commercially known as tiu- plates. 

erne-plates, an tagger’s tin, shall pay three-fourths of 1 cent per pound more 
duty the rates imposed by the preceding paragraph upon the corresponding 
gauges, or forms, of black sheet or tagger’s iron, or steel.“ 

Also: 

Amend section 149 by striking out in line 19 the words, until July 1, 1891." 

By Mr. FOWLER: 

P. 27, paragraph 147, add the following: 

\ Provided, Thats all such material used in the manufacturing of milk cans, milk 
2 aok pans fruit cans, and cans used in the canning of vegetables be admitted 

of duty. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY : 


Strike out 3 116 and 117, of section 1. and insert in lieu thereof the 
words, “All unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window glass when im- 
ported shall be exempt fı duty.” 

Strike out all of paragraph 408 of section 1, granting bounties on silk and 


cocoons. 

Strike out of 1 ats fry 453 and 454 the word ten wherever it occurs, and 
insert in lieu thereof 100,“ so that pearls and precious stones of all kinds shall 
pay 100 instead of 10 per cent. ve : 

mend by striking out section 16 and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“Bec. 16. All goods, wares, or merchandise imported in vessels of the United 
States, or in vessels not of the United States but which are entitled by treaty or 
any act of Con to be entered in the ports of the United States, on payment 
of the same duties as shall then be paid on s, wares, and merchandise imported 
in vessels of the United States, shall be admitted at a rate of duty of 10 per cent. 
ad valorem less than the duties imposed by law.” 

Add to 9 142, section 1. the words: r 

“And provided further, That all iron used in the manufacture of farm imple 
ments and machinery shall be imported free of duty.” 


By Mr. ANDREW: 


Strike out paragraph 239, and insert in place thereof: < 

Leaf. tobacco, of which 85 per cent. is of the requisite size and of the neces- 
sary fineness of texture to be suitable for wrappers, and of which more than 100 
leaves are required to weigh a pound, if not stemmed, 75 cents per pound; if 
stemmed, $1 per pound. 


By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: 


Jute schedule: Page 72, strike out Iz cents per pound,” in lines 22 and 23, and 
insert 820 per ton.” 
i Lines 24 and 25, page 72, strike out 4 cents per pound” and insert 840 per 
on. 


Line 1, page 73, strike ont “twenty-five” and insert ten.“ 


Si out r 358 and 359. 

Line 9, page 73, strike out thirty and insert “twenty-five.” 

Line 19, page 73, strike out eight“ and insert “six.” 

Page 74, strike out all after the word ‘‘ butts,” in line 6, and lines 7, 8, and 9, and 
insert the words r cent.” 

Page 76, line 9, strike out sixty“ and insert “thirty.” 

Page 76, line 14, strike out fifty“ and insert “thirty-five.” 

Strike out sections 175 and 176, on page 38. 

Strike out section 190, on 40. 

Lines 8 and 9, page 43, strike out the words mien 35 per cent. ad valorem.” 


the Committee of the 


By Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts: 


Amend by striking out in paragraph 696 tho words not in condition suitable 
for use as starch.” 

Also amend paragraph 731 by striking ont the words provided that the samo is 
not fit for use as starch.” 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: i 

Amend Schedule C of the bill by striking out clanse No, 195, and adding to the 
free-list: Copper imported in the form of ores or mattes.“ 

Amend clause 207 of the bill so it will read: Nickel in matte or other crude 
form not ready for consumption in the arta, free,” 

Strike out the word “fifteen,” in paragraph 276 line 15, and insert the word 


“ten.” 
Amend, paragraph 145, line 23, page 25, by striking out the word “six-tenths," 
and inserting in lien thereof the Word *'fourtenthe.” 


By Mr. SPOONER: 


Amend page 45, line 9, paragraph 222, by inserting after the word “sycamore,” 
the word "spruce." 


By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: 


Amend e cite 234 by adding the following: 

“ Provided, That on all unbroken packages of sugar held by dealers upon which 
the tax has been paid there shall bea drawback or rebate of the full amount of the 
deduction, but the same shall not 1 e any case where the claim has not been 
presented within sixty days following the reduction, and no rebate shall be allowed 
for a less amount than $10. It shall be the duty of the 55 of the Treas 
to adopt such rules and regulations and to prescribe and fu such blanks 
forms as may be necessary to carry this proviso into effect.” . 


By Mr. GOODNIGHT: 


Amendment striking out paragraph 149, page 27. 
Amendment striking out paragraph 169, page 35. 


By Mr. ELLIOTT: 


Amend paragraph 365 by striking out all after Jute butts,” in line 6, and in- 
sert three-eighths cent per pound.” 

By Mr. COLEMAN: 

Page 52, raph 258, line 2, after the word two, insert ‘‘ and one-quarter.” 

Line 3, eae lis word “ quarter” and substitute the word “half.” T 

Line 4, erase the words three - quarters of one cent” and substitute the words 
“one and one-quarter.” 
Page 138, section 24, line 9: After the word paid“ insert including cotton- 
ties“ 

Also add, after the word merchandise.“ in lines 12 and 13, page 138, the words 
or the shipper of cotton baled with such ties.” 

By Mr. MCRAE: 

Strike out paragraph 365 and insert the following : i 

“ Bagging for cotton, gunny-cloth, and all similar material for covering cotton, 
composed in whole or in part of hemp, flax, jute, or jute-butts, shall, when im- 
ported, be exempt from duty.” 

Add to paragraph 758 the following: 30 per cent. ad valorem,” and transfer 
the paragraph as thus amended to schedule N. 

By Mr. McComas: 

In paragraph 147 as amended, strike out 2.2 cents per pound” and insert ‘1.6 
cents per pound.” 

By Mr. Mupp: 

Amend Mr. McComas’s amendment as follows: 

Strike out the words one and six-tenths" before the word cents and insert 
in lieu thereof the word one.“ 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under Gause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
DEFICIENCY IN APPROPRIATION FOR CERTAIN CONSULAR OFFICERS. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy ofa 
communication from the Secretary of State, with accompanying pa- 
pers in relation to the necessity for animmediate appropriation tosu 
ply a deficiency in the appropriation for “salaries of consular ofti- 
cers, not citizens of the United States” for the current fiscal year— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clanse 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. GOODNIGHT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 1738) granting a pen- 
sion to Philip H. Emmert—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills of the Senate; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (S. 2438) placing the name of Lena Neuninger on the pen- 
sion-roll; and : 

A bill (S. 1673) granting a pension to Louisa M. Sholl. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 8926) 1 2757 505 a pension to 
Mary Aun Griswold—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate 5 5 88 70 for the relief of Leonard Martin —to 
ole House. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported favorably the bill ofthe House (H. R. 7881) granting 
5 pension to Mrs. Martha E. Grant to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 5861) for the relief of 
George Farwalt—to the Committee of the Whole House, 
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He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the follow- 


By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10341) to grant 


ing bills of the House; which were severally referred to the Commit-.| a pension to Ann Bolger—to the Committee on Pensions. 


tee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 5472) to remove the charge of desertion from T. J. 
Nichleson ; 

A bill (H. R. 3061) for the relief of David H. Russell; and 
a bill (H. R. 5205) granting an honorable discharge to David C. 

ouse. ` 

Mr. CAREY also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, repor 
with amendment the following bills of the House; which were sev- 
erally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 6050) to amend the military record of William Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 4305) for the relief of Harry S. Kellogg, administrator 
of the estate of Lyman M. Kellogg; and 

A bill (H. R. 5685) for the relief of Augustus D. Hubbell. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 2174) to re- 
move charges of desertion from Ellery C. Folger—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the bill of 
the Senate 735) for the relief of the heirs or legal representatives 
o Robert J. Baugness, decvased—to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Pensions, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 9961) granting a pen- 
moi to Oran M. Collinsworth—to the Committee of the ole 

ouse. 

Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 4785) for the relief of Will- 
liam H. Manning—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 3622) to fix the 
time and places for holding Federal courts in the district of Kan- 
sas—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
pared with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 5722) to author- 

the Texas-Mexican Electric Light and Power Company to erect 
wires across the Rio Grande River at Eagle Pass, Tex.—to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Commerce, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (S. 3581) constituting Gladstone, in the State 
of Michigan. a port of delivery in the customs-collection district of 
Superior—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DORSEY, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
poa favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 2072) for the relief of 

esley Montgomery—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the hill of the House (H. R. 7155) granting an honorable 

. 3 to Howard Willison—to the Committee of the Whole 
ouse. : 


BILLS AND, JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. PENINGTON: A bill (H. R. 10335) for the relief of the of- 
ficers and enlisted men of the Fifth and Sixth Regiments Delaware 
Volunteer Infantry and their legal representatives—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 10336) to grant to the Montana 
and Wyoming Railroad Company aright of way through the Crow 
Indian reservation, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 10337) to amend section 22 of 
the act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 
4, 1887—to the Committee on Commerce, 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were made: 

A bill R. 9653) for the relief of Lucy Fletcher—Committee on 
“thea eusions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

A bill (H. R. 4783) for the relief of Strange Brooks—Committee on 
Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and a joint resolution 
yi the following titles were presented and referred as indicated be- 

ow: 

By Mr. ANDREW: A bill (H. R. 10338) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from Elijah Buston—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BARWIG: A bilk H,R.10339) for the relief of Peter Weber 
to Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELDEN: A bill (H. R. 10340) for the relief of Theodore H. 
Weed, late second lieutenant Company A, Tenth New York Cavalry, 
acting quartermaster and acting commissary of subsistence—to 
Committee on War Claims. 


` 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10342) to grant a pension to Ann Bolger—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 10343) granting a pension to 
William J. Gregory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 10344) granting a pension to John 
M. Todd—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 10345) anthorizing the Secretary 
of War to correct the military record of Simeon J. Thompson, ser- 

nt of Shy peat B, Seventy-ninth Indiana Volunteers, and pay 

im as second lientenant—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H. R. 10346) for the relief of John 
P. Downing, first paying tellerin the subtreasury at Boston, Mass.— 
to the Committee on Ways ond Means. 

By Mr. CONGER: A bill (H. R. 10347) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Anna T. Dye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10348) granting a pension to Mrs. Emma F. 
Huff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 10349) granting q pension to Julius 
Emme—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10350) granting a pension to Elizabeth Patten— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. H. 10351) granting a pension to 
Drusilla Blanchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensious. 

By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 10352) nting a pension to 
Charlotte W. Daniels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 10353) for the relief of Elizabeth Quinlivan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 10354) granting bounty to Her- 
man Koplin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 10355) grantiug a pension to 
Mrs. Lonisa M. Gordon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MORRILL (by request): A bill (H. R. 10356) for removal 
of charge of desertion from record of Frederick Whitehead—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 10357) to increase the pension 
of John W. Simmons, late soting volunteer lieutenant, United 
States Navy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUINN: A bill (H. R. 10358) to correct the military record 
of 7 Aoga G. Hewson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 10359) granting a pension to Eliza 
Holland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMONDS: A bill (H. R. 10360) to increase the pension of 
George A. Washburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10361) for the relief 
of W. M. Starks—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 10362) granting a pension to John 
Hayes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 10363) for the re- 
lief of Susan Elizabeth Laughren—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A joint resolution (H. Res. 165) for 
the relief of Patrick G. Meath—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following oo and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan: Petition of A. F. Maxwell and 17 
others, citizens of Lenawee County, Michigan, for the passage of 
the pure lard bill, so called—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Marshall Reed and 16 others, citizens of Lenawee 
2 Michigan, for the p: e of bill to prevent adulteration 
of fi and drngs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ANDREW: Petition of 22 citizensof Boston, Mass., pray- 
ing for the passage of law for the perpetuation of the national-bank- 
ing system—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia: Petition from voters of First 
Congressional district of West Virginia, asking the support of mem- 
bers for the McKinley tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 3 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of W.S. McCullough and other iron and 
steel workers of the Twenty-third Congressional district of Pennsyl- 
vania, for the passage of the McKinley tariff bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of David McKee and others, glass-makers, of Alle- 
gheny County, Pennsylvania, for the passage of the McKinley bill— 
to the Committes on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BERGEN: Petition of workmen of Millville, N. J., for the 
passage of the McKinley bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of workmen of Malaga, N. J., for the passage of the 
McKinley bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of workmen of Bridgeton, N. J., for the passage of 
the McKinley bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of 60 mechanics residing in the Tenth 
Congressional district of Pennsylvania, in favor of the McKinley 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE: Petition of 57 citizens and glass 
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workers of Muncie, Ind., for the passage of the McKinley bill to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. | 2 y 

By Mr BROWNE, of Virginia: Claim of Mary E. Burke, of Fair- 
fax County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Petition of J. McLean, molder, and 97 others, 
,citizens of Kokomo, Ind., asking for the passage of the McKinley 
tariff bill to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHEATHAM: Petition of Willie Waton and 54 others, from 
Wilson County, North Carolina, asking passage of H. R. 7162—to the 
Committee ou Agriculture. 

Also, petition of William Collins and 29 others, from Warren Coun- 
ty, North Carolina, asking passage of H. R. 7162—to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of G. F. Hobbs and 21 others, from Bertie County, 
North Carolina, asking passage of H. R. 7162—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. S. Graves and 19 others, from Wilson County, 
North Carolina, asking passage of H. R. 7262—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. . 

Also, petition of Edmonds Bazeman and 28 others, from Bertie 
County, North Carolina, asking passage of H. R. 7162—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition for the passage of H. R. 7162—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

y Mr. CONGER: Preamble and resolutions of Iowa Commandery, 
Military Order Loyal Legion, United States of America, urging early 
completion of Records of the Rebellion—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. COVERT: Petition of 8. D. Green and others, citizens of 
Rutherford County, New York, asking passage of House bill 7162—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COWLES: Petition of W. L. Garrison and 14 others, citi- 
zeus of Lincoln County, North Carolina, for the passage of Galveston 
Harbor bill—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Petition of citizens of Apollo, Pa., favoring the 
McKinley tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Belle Vernon, Pa., for the same measure 
—to the Committee on Ways and Means. e 

Also, petition of citizens of Leechburgh, Armstrong County, Penn- 
arrani for McKinley tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

Also, memorial of Grange 516, Jefferson County, Pennsylvania, in 
favor of freecoinageofsilver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. DARLINGTON: Petition of citizens of Chester County, 
Pennsylvania, for passage of law for pure food—to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

By Mr. EWART: Petition of W. A. Cannon and others, citizens of 
Polk County, North Carolina, asking the passage of House bill 7162 
—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of C. D. Davis and others, citizens of Jackson 
County, North Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Aten, petition of L. S. Wilkins and others, citizens of Rutherford 
ae Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

Also, petition of S. M. Ruppe and others, citizens of Polk County, 
ch Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 

ans. 

Also, petition of G. W. Cannon and others, citizens of North Caro- 
lina, protesting against the passage of House bill 8&278—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of Charles D. Blanton, mayor of Asheville, N. C., 
protesting against the passage of House bill 283—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of J. C. Callahan and 47 others, of 
Anniston, Ala., favoring the passage of the McKinley tariff bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FOWLER: Petition of citizens of the Fourth Congressional 
district of New Jersey, for the same measure—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, : 

Also, petition of librarians in public college and circulating libra- 
ries of New Jersey—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRIMES: Petition of W. R. Nortb and 27 others, citizens 
of Marion County, Georgia, in favorof pure food—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 3 

Also, petition of W. R. North and 27 others, citizens of Marion 
3 Georgia, in favor of pure lard—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of the employés of U. G. Ellis & Co. 
knitting milis, of the city of Philadelphia, in favor of the passage 
of the McKinley bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the employés of Joseph Black & Son’s hosiery 
mills, of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of the same measure—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. R 

Also, memorial of the employés of the Vernon Hosiery Mills, of 
meting ae for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 

ans. 


Also, memorial of the employés of Thomas A. Pearce’s Pennsyl- 


vania Hosiery Mills, of Philadelphia, in favor of the passage of the 
McKinley bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of 1,500 members of the Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, of Adair County, Missouri, in favor of free and un- 
limited coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of J. G. Cain and others, in favor of 
the pension bill for pensioning Drasilla Blanchard—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of John W. James and 187 others, citi- 
zeus of the Tenth Congressional district of Ohio, for the passage of 
the McKinley tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition and resolutions from W. L. Johnson 
and 14 others, of Sherman, Oregon, for pure food—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition from N. H. Perkins and 9 others, of North Hill, 
Oregon, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

50, petition of O. J. Kizer and 20 others, from Gilliam, Oregon, 
for the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of R. P. Boise and 17 others, from Marion, Oregon, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. HILL : Petition of Aug. Anderson and others, of Joliet, 
III., in favor of the McKinley tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. h 

By Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania: Petition of the officers and mem- 
bers of Post No. 272, Grand Army of the Republic, Pine Grove Mills, 
Centre County Pennsylvania, D. L. Miller, commander, asking for 
pension legislation and protesting against the Morrill bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, i 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of 189 employés of the Poughkee 
sie (N. Y.) Knitting Mills, for the passage of the McKinley tari 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolation favoring early publication of the 
Banan Records, from Loyal Legion of lowa—to the Committee on 

rinting. 

Also, petition of Iowa Ex-Prisoners of War Association, favoring 
prisoners’ pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LESTER, of Virginia: Petition of citizens of Franklin 
County, Virginia, for a harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. \ 

By Mr. McCARTHY: Petition to grant bounty to Herman Kop- 
lin, late of the United States Navy, in the saime amount that he 
would have been entitled to receive had he enlisted for the same 
period that he served—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Affidavit to accompany House bill 10235 
granting a pension to Rebecca Young—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition and affidavits in the matter of Mrs, 
Louisa M. Gordon, for pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of W. L. Heinchen and 50 others, 
citizens of Mortonville, Kans., asking for appropriation for deep- 
ee harbor at Galveston, Tex. —to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of the National Temperance Society, at 
its twenty-fifth anniversary, held at New York May 13, for legisla- 
tion to regulate interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors— 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of citizens of Bernhard’s, N. V., asking 
the passage of House bill 9416 (McKinley bill) to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Cleveland, N. Y., asking the passage of 
House bill 9416—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PENINGTON: Petition of L. G. Proud and 18 others, of Kent, 
Del., in favor of pure lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of H. C. Lewis and 16 others, of Sussex County, Del- 
aware, for the same article—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of 38 citizens of South Dakota, Meade 
County, asking tae passage of subtreasury bill 7162—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. ; 

By Mr. QUACKENBUSH : Petition of citizens of New York for the 
perpetuation of the national-banking system—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. . 

By Mr. REILLY: Petition of employés of knitting mill, Mahon- 
ing City, Pa., in favor of tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Petition of citizens of North Carolina, ask- 
ing for an appropriation fora deep-water harbor on the Gulf coast 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RIFE: Petition for the perpetuation of the national-bank- 
ing system—to the Commiftee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of Earvard faculty and others, in 
favor of the passage of the Lawler resolution for short method of 
spelling—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, petition of Connectieut librarians, in favor of the p of 
the international copyright bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SANFORD: Petition of 108 operatives employed in the 
knit-goods industry at Hagaman’s Mills, Montgomery County, New 
York for the passage of the McKinley bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means.) 
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Also, petition of 66 operatives employed in the knit-goods industry 
at Schenectady, Schenectady County, New York, for the passage of 
the McKinley bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 57 operatives employed in knit-goods industry at 
Waterford, Saratoga County, New York, for passage of McKinley 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 663 operatives employed in knit-goods industry at 
Little Falls, Herkimer County, New York, for the passage of the 
McKinley bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of 57 operatives employed in the manufacture of 
paper boxes to supply knitting-mills, at Little Falls, Herkimer 
County, New York, for the passage of McKinley bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of George Berk and 195 others, citizens 
of Hancock County, Ohio, favoring McKinley bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Henri L. Halliux and 101 other glass-workers at 
Tiffin, Ohio, favoring the McKinley bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of P. W. Cotter and 47 others, citizens of Seneca 
County, Ohio, favoring House bill 5353, relating to options and 
futures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Sandusky Alliance, of Crawford County, Ohio, 
favoring legislation agaiust dealing in options and futures—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of T. J. Mapol and 43 others, citizens of Putnam 
County, Ohio, favoring House bill 5353, relating to options and fut- 
ures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SIMONDS: Petition in favor of hosiery clauses in tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. SMYSER: Petition by Capt. A. P. Baldwin and 39 others, 
citizens of Akron, Ohio, asking support of the McKinley tariff bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SNIDER: Petition of John Christiansen, of St. Paul, 
Minn., praying for Icelandic settlement of Alaska—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Resolution of Detroit Post-Office Clerks’ 
Association, regarding the betterment of the condition of employes 
of Post-Office Department—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Texas: Petition from citizens of Houston, 
Tex., asking that a law be passed for the perpetuation of the national- 
banking system, under which the interest of depositors is protected 
by the Government supervision—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Resolutions of the commandery of Iowa, mili- 
tary order of the Loyal Legion of the United States, requesting the 
publication of the official Records of the Rebellion by the War De- 
partment—to the Committee on Printing. . : 

Also, protest of Baker & Bissell and 10 others, wholesale mer- 
chants, of Sioux City, lowa, against any increase of duty on tin-plate 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of W. H. Edgar & Co., of Rodney, Iowa, against in- 
crease of duty on breech-loading guns—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, protest of James Mallers and J. W. Sitton, of Odebolt, Iowa, 
against any increase duty on tin-plate—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, protest of Webster & Smith, of Sheldon, Iowa, against the 
increase of duty on tin-plate—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, protest of W. H. Edgar & Co., of Rodney, lowa, against 
increased duty on cutlery—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: Petition of 52 citizens of 
Greenville, Pa., asking for the passage of the McKinley bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. : . 

Also, petition of 102 citizens of New Castle, Pa., asking for the 

assage of the McKinley tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. 

Also, petition of 51 citizens of New Castle, Pa., asking for the 
N of the McKinley tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

Also, petition of 52 citizens of Sharon, Pa., asking for the passage 
of the McKinley tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Georgia: Petition of A. J. Sumner and 10 
others, citizens of the second militia district, North County, Georgia, 
8 at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and 

rs. 


Also, petition of C. E. Zippiemer, president of Glenn Alliance, and 
36 others, members, of Lowndes County, Georgia, for the e of 
a bill for the improvement of Galveston Harbor to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of William Harris and 58 others, citizens of Quitman 
County, Georgia, for the passage of House bill 8248, to prevent the 
8 and misbranding of lard—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. — 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio: Petition of John Pritchard and 110 
others, of Piqua, Ohio, praying for apt serena of the McKinley tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: Petition of Cold Point Grange, of Montgom- 


ery County, Pennsylvania, ask the passage of a bill to prevent 
adulteration of lard—to the Oar on Agriculture, ? 

Also, petition of Grange No. 662, of Montgomery County, Pennsyl- 
vania, 3 free coinage of silver to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of W. T. Wharburton and others, for 
of our national banking system—to the Committee on 
Currency. 

Also, petition of 125 citizens of Bristol, Backs County, Pennsylva- 
nia, asking for the passage of the McKinley tariff bill—to the Com- 


2 
anking and 


mittes on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of 214 employés of Buckley Street Knitting Mill, at 
ent a., for the same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. 


Also, petition of 40 employés of knitting mill at Souderton, Mont- 
gomery County, Pennsylvania, for the same measure—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, 3 of 120 employés of knitting mills at Norristown, Pa., 
asking for the passage of the McKinley tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, May 21, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
Intion of the 12th instant, certain information in regard to the condem- 
nation of land for a Zoological Park in the District of Columbia; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings aud Grounds, and ordered to be printed, 


SERGEANT-AT-ARMS OF SENATE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has received a letter from the 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, which will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
OFFICE SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, May 20, 1890, 
DEAR Sin: Personal business compels me to tender ay Joy ogg as Ser- 
geant-at-Arms of the Senate, to take effect on the 30th of June, k5 
Thanking you and the honorable Senators for the uniform courtesy and kind- 
ness to me during my long term of service, I have the honor to be, very re- 
spectfullx, 
Your obedient servant, 
W. P. CANADAY, 
Ion. Levi P. Morton, z 
resident of the United Slates Senate. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The letter ought to lie on the table, I suppose, for 
future action. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will lie on the table. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. FARWELL presented a memorial of citizens of Illinois and In- 
diana, remonstrating against appropriations of money for coast defenses 
and the creation of a navy, etc.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Christian Fries and 102 
others, operatives in the knitting mill at Techner and Franks streets, 
Philadelphia, Pa., and the petition of August Dede and 43 others, oper- 
atives in the Kensington Dye Works of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for 
the passage of the McKinley tariff bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance, 

Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of H. C. Stayner and 159 
others, employés of the National Knitting Company, of Milwaukee, 
Wis., praying for the passage of the tariff bill now pending before Con- 
gress; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the commandery 
of the Stateof Wisconsin, Military Order of Loyal Legion of the United 
States, urging that the publication of the Official Records of the War of 
the Rebellion be proceeded with as rapidly as is consistent with ac- 
curacy and completeness; which were referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 66 citizens of Sherman, N. Y.; 
a petition of 38 citizens of Windham, N. V.; a petition of 181 citizens 
of New York City; and a petition of 238 citizens of New York City, 
praying for the free coinage of silver; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of 17 employés of a knitting-mill at Al- 
bany, N. Y., and a petition of 63 employés in Jesse V. Palmer’s knit- 
ting-mill at Greenwich, N. Y., praying for the of the tariff bill 
now pending in Congress; which was ref to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of more than 200 members of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, praying for the passage of Senate bill 3146, giv- 
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ing preference to honorably discharged veterans in appointment to po- 
sitions under the Government and retention therein; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 39 citizens of the city of New York, 
praying for further legislation for the restriction of immigration; which 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented resolutions of the New York Chamber of Com- 
merce, urging the passage of bill to transfer the revenue marine from 
the Treasury Department to the Navy Department; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions of the New York Chamber of Com- 
merce, favoring the application of the Chamber of Commerce of Charles- 
ton, S. C., for an additional appropriation for the improvement of 
Charleston Harbor; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of citizens of Josephine County, 
Oregon, praying for an amendment of existing legislation so as to pro- 
vide that pension checks may be delivered to pensioners without incur- 
ring unnecessary risks; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented sundry memorials signed by many citizens of the 
State of Oregon, remonstrating against the passage of House bill 283, 
known as the Conger bill,“ which proposes to place a tax on com- 
pound lard; which were referred to the Committee on Agricultureand 
Forestry. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of citizens of New Bedford, Mass., 
praying for the passage of Senate bill 398, making it unlawful to trans- 
port liquor from one State or Territory into another State or Territory 
contrary to the laws thereof; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of citizens of Greenville, Ohio, 
and petitions of citizens of Darke and Greenville Counties, in the State 
of Ohio, praying for the passage of what is known as the pure food ” 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of 43 citizensof Marietta, Ohio, praying 
for the passage of a law prohibiting the carrying through the muils of 
obscene literature, ete.; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Duluth, 
Minn., remonstrating against the passage of House bill 5353, known as 
the Butterworth bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Chi- 
cago, III., remonstrating against the passage of House bill 5353, defin- 
ing options and futures, and imposing special taxes on dealers therein, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of James Sawhill and 25 other 
citizens of Pitzer, Iowa, praying for the reconsideration and passage of 
the educational bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present the petition of J. L. Vogel and 30 other voters 
of the State of Maryland, praying for the passage of a bill making it 
unlawful to transport liquor from one State or Territory into another 
State or Territory contrary to the laws thereof. 

I also presenta petition for the passage of the bill (H. R. 5978) prohibit- 
ing the transportation of intoxicating liquors from any State or Territory 
of the United States, or the District of Columbia, into any other State 
or Territory, contrary to and in violation of the laws thereof, indorsed 
by an assembly of 500 persons at Cobleskill; N. Y.; Fidelity Lodge, 

0, 153, of East Worcester, N. V.; Cobleskill Lodge, No. 976, of Cobles- 
kill, N. V.; by 600 people at a gathering at North Reformed Church, 
Troy, N. Y.; and by the Troy preachers’ meeting, held May 19, 1890; 
and also praying for the passage of the bill under the management of 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Wrtson], which was discussed yesterday. 

I move that these petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2268) for the relief of the administrators of the estate 
of Isaac P. Tice, deceased, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 921) for the relief of John Finn, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am instructed by the Committee on Claims to 
report back to the Senate the petition of Giles Otis Pearce, of Daven- 
port, Iowa, with the accompanying documents, numerous flags, and so 
on, with the request that the committee be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the petition, and that the petition, with the ac- 
companying documents, be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which it was referred during the last Congress. 

Š AN HOAR, Will the Senator state what the subject of the peti- 
on is? 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a very elaborate petition and raises a question 
o a which we think the Committee on the Judiciary ought to deal 
w 


Mr. HOAR. Ithink that committee would like to know whether 
it had any jurisdiction before the petition was referred to it. ` 
Mr. INGALLS. What is the indorsement on the petition? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The indorsement will fe read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Petition of Giles Otis Pearce, of Davenport, Iowa, praying for the of 
anact making an appropriation for the SAVRAN of his claim 5 | 
ernment of the United States. 


Mr. INGALLS. I suggest that the petition should go to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ishall make no objection to its being referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, as it is an Iowa case, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition and peng erat papers 
will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, if there be no ob- 


Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the diplomatic and consular 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2216) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna S. Taylor, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2390) to increase the pension of Evelyn W. Miles, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

4 A bill (H. R. 4128) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Chand- 
er; 

A bill (H. R. 6725) to increase the ion of Levi H. Utt; 

A bill (H. R. 4869) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Shumway; 

A biil (H. R. 2429) granting a a pension to Susan M. Gardner; and 

A bill (H. R. 7185) granting a pension to Mary G. Caley. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1636) for the relief of certain officers on the retired- 
list of the Army, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port theron. 


jection. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3895) to amend an act entitled 
An act to establish a railway bridge across the Illinois River, extend- 
ing from a point within 5 miles of Columbiana, in Greene County, 
to a point within 5 miles of Farrowtown, in Calhoun County, in the 
State of Illinois,” approved March 3, 1883; which was read twice b. 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. = 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3896) regulating settlement of military 
claims; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 3897) to limit and govern the 
changing of vessels’ names; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3898) to authorize the President to per- 
ay the 3 nied z Edward C. Seguin; which was read twice 

y its title, and, with the accompanyin referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. etek pe 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 3899) to provide for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Joplin, in the 
State of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3900) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Margaret Longshaw; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3901) granting a pension to 
David F. Low; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR (by request of the Wage- Workers’ Political Alliance of 
Washington, D. C.) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 86) depriving 
any State in this Union of one-half of its representation in the House 
of Representatives, which shall deny the equal protection of the laws 
to persons within 5 on account of sex, and for other pur- 
poses; Which was twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. FARWELL. Loffer an amendment intended to be proposed by 
me to the bill (8. 3719) to provide for the inspection of live cattle and 
beef products intended for export to foreign countries; which I ask to 
be printed and lie over until the matter comes u £ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment will be printed and lie 
on the table, 

Mr. MITCHELL. I submit four amendments, which I shall offer at 
the proper time to the bill (S. 2828) to ratify and confirm certain agree- 
ments with the Coeur d’Aléne Indians, and ack that they be printed 
and lie on the table, as the bill has been reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be printed and lie 
on the table. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
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him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN CARTER. 
Mr. PADDOCK submitted ee report: 


The committee of conference o g votes SS the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to thet Sil . N. * granting 2 to John 
Carter, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 

and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment to the said ‘pill and agree to the 
same. 

A. S. PADDOCK, 
PHILETUS SAWYER, 
CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
— N. MORRILL, 
G. L. LAWS, 
A. N. MARTIN, 
x Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2350) authorizing the issue of Treasury notes on de- 
posits of silver bullion. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask that the unfinished business be laid 
before the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Irise to present a privileged report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin presents a 


privileged report. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT HUDSON, N. Y. 
Mr. SPOONER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House of ——ů—— to the bill (S. 1306) for the 
erection of a public building at Hudson, N. V., having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend ‘and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

3 the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the House, 

— eag to the same with an amendment, namely: Strike out all after the 
—.— g clause and in lieu thereof insert the following 

* Thatthe Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 3 authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by pu condemnation, or otherw a site, and cause 
to be erected thereon a 8 Daian 5 fire-proof vaults, heatin, 
and ventilating apparatus, elevators, Appronc for the useof the Unit 
States Government offices in the city y of thee and State of New York, the 
cost of such site and baudinp on mplete not to exceed the sum of $75,000. 

Proposals 


for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be 2 1 — 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of 
tion for at least taniy days peior to the day ok in said advertisement 107 


the opening of said pro — said advertise - 
ment shall be add poe ph to the Secretary Ó the Treasury, who shall 
then.cause the said proposed sites, and such others as he may think proper to 
te, to be examined in person by an agent of the Treasury Department, 
who shall make written report to said Secretary of the results of such examina- 
tion, and of his n ion thereon, and N reasons therefor, which shall 
be accompanied by the original proposals and wre pias plats, and statements 
which shall have come into his possession Race to the said proposed sites. 
lt, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the 8 shall deem further investigation necessary, he noice of the 
commission of not more than three persons, to be composed ‘of an o r of the 
Treasury rtment and two other persons, which commission shall also exam- 
—5 the said proposed sites and such others as the 2 ofthe p ormas may 
gnate, and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem neces- 
and 8 commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make 
Er 8 ofthe Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises 
by any statements, maps. plats, or documents taken by or submitted 
to then, in like manneras hereinbefore provided in regard to the in 5 
said agent of the Treasury Department; eee! the Secretary of the ary 
thereupon finally 88 the location of the building to be erecte 
The compensation of said commissionersshall be fixed by the Secretary of Ae 
Treasury, butshall not exceed $6 per dayand actual traveling expenses: 
vided, however, That the member ofsaid commission ae = from the tone 
ury Department shall be paid only bis actual traveling 
N. No money shall be used or applied when appropriated for the} purposes men- 
oars until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
ted States, nor until the State of New York shall have ceded to —— United 
—.— exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil therein. 
“The building herein provided for shall be unexposed to from fire by an 
open space of at least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys.” 


And the House agree to the same. 
eae SPOONER, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 


= L. MILLIKEN, 
HOMAS J. CLUNIE, 
paia on the part of * House. 


The report was coneurred in. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 398) subjecting imported liquors to the pro- 
visions of the laws of the several States. 

Mr. STEWART. By unanimous consent, it was agreed that the sil- 
ver bill should be taken up immediately after the morning business 
from day to day until it was completed. Day before yesterday, at the 
request of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], it was by unanimous 
consent agreed that the silver bill should be laid aside temporarily and 


‘ 


that he should have the day yesterday for the passage of Senate bill 
398, I desire that the silver bill shall be taken up. I gave notice some 
days ago that Ishould make some remarks upon if at this time, and I 
do not think it would be fair to lay it aside. I should like to inquire 
of the Chair what is the unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished business of yesterday i is 
the bill in charge of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr.INGALLS. There is no unfinished business in the morning hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa has moved that 
the bill be taken up in the morning hour. 

Mr. STEWART. I rose and made a motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the silver bill, but some morning business intervened. 
do not know whether that motion has been superseded by the recog- 
nition of another Senator or not. 

Mr. GORMAN, A week or ten days since, in determining the order 
of business, the suggestion was made and unanimously agreed to in the 
Senate that on Monday last, a week ago, the silver bill should be taken 
up immediately after the conclusion of the morning business and that 
it should be considered daily until disposed of. That was the distinct 
understanding on both sides of the Chamber, it having been postponed 
until that time on account of the absence of the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. Jones]. In the mean time the Senator from Iowa asked unani- 
mous consent day before yesterday that we should yesterday consider 
the bill which he had reported from the Judiciary Committee, and, 
as I understand the order, unanimous consent was only given for yes- 
terday. 

Mr. INGALLS. But the Senator from Iowa moved that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill, and it was taken up by a ma- 
jority of the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN, The evening before the Senator from Iowa asked 
unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of the bill at that 
time, but by an agreement on both sides of the Chamber it was taken 
up the following day. It was considered in the morning ‘hour yester- 
day and then by a vote of the Senate it was continued after 2 o’clock 
until 4; bat that arrangement ought not to interfere with the unani- 
mous agreement had days ago in regard to the silver bill. I submit 
that, as quite a number of Senators are ready to diseuss the silver bill 
and are prepared to go on to-day, it would be improper to interfere 
with the arrangement. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Senate bill 398 was taken up by a vote of 
the Senate yesterday. It was first taken up by unanimous consent, 
but by a vote of the Senate, on the motion that I made, it was con- 
tinued yesterday until the special order, the addresses concerning the 
late Representative Kelley at 4 o'clock. when the bill was laid aside 
in order that the Senate might proceed with the eulogies. So tech- 
nically it would be the ished business when the time was reached 
for taking up the unfinished business to-day, and therefore it is not a 
violation of the agreement in any sense whatever to move its consid- 
eration now. 

Mr. TELLER. No matter what the arrangement was yesterday, 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] gave notice that on to-day 
immediately after the routine morning business of the Senate had been 
concluded he would address the Senate upon the silver bill. The bill 
the Senator from Iowa has moved was brought up by general consent, 
in the first instance. I was on the floor when he appealed to me to 
yield to him. I think I was abont in the middle of a sentence when 
he made the appeal, and I yielded with the understanding of course 
that it was not to interfere with the regular ition of the silver 
bill. Yesterday when I voted to take it up I understood that no Sen- 
ator was ready to speak on the silver bill. I findsince that I was mis- 
taken about that, as several Senators were ready to proceed. 

Mr, FAULKNER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator from Colorado will permit me, I 
will read what I understood was the motion before the Senate yester- 
day: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent, the demand for the yeas and 


nays will be withdrawn, and the question will be taken by a division on con- 
thiuing the pending measure until 40’clock, as the Chair understands the motion 


or Ebuuxns. Until it is displaced by what has been agreed to before. 
The Senate proceeded to divide; and the ayes were 36. 

It strikes me that under that the motion which was submitted to the 
Senate yesterday only extended Senate bill 398 until 4 o’clock, or, as 
suggested by the Senator from Vermont, until it was succeeded by the 
order which had been formerly agreed upon by the Senate, the eulogies 
upon Hon. Mr. Kelley, which were to take place at 4 o’clock yesterday 
evening. Therefore it seems to me if Senate bill 398 is taken up to- 
day it will have to be done upon motion alone. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Debate is not in order on the motion of 
the Senator from Iowa, except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask consent tosay a word. I think, under 
the circumstances, the Senator from Nevada having given notice of his 
desire to speak to-day, he ought to be allowed to proceed. That should 
be done under the rule of courtesy that has always prevailed here, as 
well as under the rule of order, for I think under the rule of order 


. 
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which prevails in the Senate the Senator from Iowa can not bring up 
his bill any way until 2 o’clock. g 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I have moved its consideration. 
. INGALLS. He can move it. 

r. WILSON, of Iowa. I will, under the circumstances, withdraw 
the motion I made for the present to proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill 398. I wish to say that I know there is a great deal of pub- 
lic interest centered upon this bill, and I hope, therefore, that the sup- 
porters of the silver bill and its opponents will at some early time find 
it convenient to let us conclude the consideration of the bill which was 
before the Senate yesterday. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to some and disagreed 
to other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7160) making 
appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the 
United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other 

asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Morrow, Mr. BEL- 
DEN, and Mr. SAYERS managers at the conference on the part of the 
Honse. i 
ENROLLED BILIS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 19) to pension Bartola Thebaut, a soldier in the Florida 
Seminole Indian war of 1849 and 1850: 

A bill (S. 133) to increase the pension of Thomas Chapman; 

A bill (S. 218) granting a pension to George W. Padgett; 

A bill (S. 252) granting a pension to John Gallagher; 

A bill (S. 338) granting a pension to Sarah E. Stewart; 

A bill (S. 511) granting a pension to Anna A. Probert; 

A bill (8. 647) granting a pension to Catharine Simmonds; 

A bill (S. 759) granting a pension to M. Cornelia Brown; 

A bill (S. 760) granting a pension to Jonathan Hayes; 

A bill 12 778) granting a pension to William Church; 

A bill (S. 782) granting a pension to Rachel Dixon, mother of James 
Dixon, deceased; 

A bill (S. 788) granting a pension to William H. Mays; 

A bill (8. 800) granting a pension to John Watson; 

A bill (S. 812) granting a pension to Robert A. Bride or McBride; 

A bill (S. 1008) granting a pension to Amelia M. McAllister; 

A bill (S. 1152) granting a pension to Mary O. Hall; 
A bill (S. 1184) to pension Mrs. Theodora M. Piatt; 
A bill (S. 1362) for the relief of Mary B. Hook; 

A bill (S. 1339) granting a pension to Joanna W. Turner; 

A bill (S. 1368) granting a pension to Mary H. Casler; 

A bill (8. 1371) granting a pension to John C. Abbott; 

A bill (S. 1408) granting a pension to Miss Charlotte Bradford; 

A bill (S. 1665) granting restoration of pension to Sarah A. Wood- 
bridge; 

A bill (S. 2064) placing the name of Bridget White on the pensio 

rolls; 

A bill (S. 2103) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline G. Sey forth 

A bill (S. 2223) granting a pension to Kate H. Taylor; 

A bill (S. 2611) granting a pension to James Anderson; and 

A bill (S. 2933) granting a pension to Jane H. Palmer. 
TREASURY NOTES AND SILVER BULLION. 


Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2350) authorizing the issue of Treasury notes on 
deposits of silver bullion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2350) authorizing the 
issue of Treasury notes on deposits of silver bullion, the pending ques- 
tion being on the amendment p by Mr. PLUMB to the amend- 
ment to the bill submitted by Mr, SHERMAN. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask the Secretary to read the amendment pro- 

by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 


ìe for all taxes and dues to the United tes of every descrip- 
tion, and shall be a lawful tender for the payment of all debts, public and pri- 


vate, 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to cause a 
sufficient number of coin certificates of the various denominations hereby au- 
thorized to be prepared and distributed among the United States depositories, 
to enable them tocomply with the provisions of this act. ~! 

Sxc. 3. That the coin certificates ed under the provisions of this act shall 

of not Jess than one nor more 


of the bullion received under the visions of this act as may be necessary to 
furnish coin for the redemption of podia certificates. 61 


out the provisions of this act is hereby ropriated out of any money in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated. The provision in section 1 of the act of 
February 28, 1878, entitled “An act to authorize the coinage of the standard 
dollar and to restore its legal-tender character,” which requires the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pones atthe market price thereof, not less than $2,000,- 
000 worth of silver bullion per month nor more than $4,000,000 worth per month 
of such bullion is hereby repealed, 


Mr. STEWART. The question involved in this bill is the money 


question. 

It must be conceded that modern civilization could not exist with - 
out money; that an interchange of commodities isa necessity. Trade 
and commerce depend for their existence to such an extent upon the 
use of money that barbarism must follow the extinction or loss of that 
important factor. If it be admitted that some money is essential to 
civilization, the questions are then presented: 

HOW MUCH MONEY IS NECESSARY? 
> ue what material shall it be made? How is its volume to be regu- 
ated? 

The first of these questions is not very material in the beginning of 
the use of money. If it were possible to suppose that the United States 
had reached its present state of development without the use of money, 
the quantity might be arbitrarily fixed, and it would make no differ- 
ence whether the quantity were fixed at a hundred millions or at ten 
thousand millions, In that case the creditor and debtor would have 
an even start, and if the quantity were thereafter increased or dimin- 
ished with the increase or diminution of the demand for money, oc- 
casioned by the growth or shrinkage of population and business, 

AN EQUITABLE ADJUSTMENT OF CONTRACTS 
would be secured, and the value of money would at all times remain 
the same when compared with the aggregate of property and services. 


Stability in the value of money is the mostimportant problem in po- - 


litical economy. The material out of which money is to be manufact- 
ured is an incidental matter and is only important so far as it affects 
the stability of its value. 

THE CREATION OF MONEY IS AN ACT OF SOVEREIGNTY. 

It can not be brought into existence by individual enterprise. Any 
attempt on the part of private persons tocreate money is a criminal of- 
fense in every civilized country. Every sovereign power may prescribe 
the kind and quantity of money that shall be used in its jurisdiction 
and may also reduce all other descriptions of money to mere commod- 
ities. ; 

Fluctuations in the value of money are always disastrous. Fluctua- 
‘tions in the price of property, the value of money remaining the same, 
can be remedied by the people. If there is an overproduction of a par- 
ticular article, the labor employed in such production can be readily 
used in the production of some other article of which the supply is in- 
sufficient. An excess or deficiency in the supply of money can be reme- 
died only by governmental action. Shall that action be determined by 
the avarice or caprice of dealers in money and securities or by such 
rules of governmental action as will maintain a fixed ratio between the 
supply and demand for money? 

The price of all things is fixed by the supply of money. The price 
of each commodity, the value of meney remaining the same, will fluct- 
uate according to the supply and demand of that article; but 

THE PRICE OF ALL PROPERTY AND SERVICES, 
taken collectively, will be governed by the supply of money. While 
money measures the price of all things, the aggregate of property in 
turn determines the value of money, Money has but one value, and 
that is its power in exchange. The material out of which it is made 


has no effect upon its value as money. The greenback dollar has pre- . 


cisely the same power in exchange as the gold dollar. There is no such 
thing as intrinsie commercial value. 
QUALITIES ARE INTRINSIC. 

Value is power in exchange. The light of day, the heat of the sun, 
and the air we breathe have intrinsic qualities essential to animal life, 
but they have no value, They will exchange for nothing, because the 
supply is unlimited and they are obtained without money and with- 
out price. Value, or power in exchange, is determined by two condi- 
tions: the desire to powem and limitation of quantity. In other words, 
value is regulated by the law of supply and demand. The failure to 
recognize and act upon this law in considering the question of money 
has always been disastrous. Depression, hard times, bankruptcy, and 
ruin are the penalties inflicted upon the people for violations of this fun- 
damental principle. 9 

The most fetichistic worshipers of gold, the most avaricious and cruel 
misers, the most y and unscrupulous gamblers in money and se- 
curities will admit at all times, when their sordid avarice will allow 
them to speak the truth, that if the world’s money were doubled the 
average price of property would be correspondingly advanced and that 
if one-half of the standard money of the world were destroyed 


PRICES MUST DECLINE ABOUT ONE-HALF, 

But when they have selfish ends to promote they tell us that the 
value of money is stati and fixed; that it does not depend upon 
the supply; that what is required is money, and not a regular and 
constant supply corresponding with 3 
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It seems impossible for the advocates of an exclusive gold standard 
to argue the money question without confounding commercial value 
with intrinsic quality. Both the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
and the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dor] insist that gold has a cer- 
tain amount of intrinsic value and that silver has a less amount of in- 
trinsic value than gold. How does it happen, if both gold and silver 
Jave intrinsic value, that the relation between their values has been 
subject to such frequent changes since silver was excluded from the 
mints? Previous to 1873 the bullion in the silver dollar was worth in 
the market over 3 per cent. more than the bullion in the gold dollar. 
Now the bullion in the silver dollar is worth from 25 to 30 per cent. 
less than the bullion in the gold dollar. By what process was a part 
of the intrinsic value which existed in silver seventeen years ago ex- 
tracted from that metal? 

THE GOLD MONOMETALLISTS ARE ABSOLUTELY CERTAIN 
that the intrinsic value of gold has remained the same since the dawn 
of creation; nothing has been extracted from or added to the intrinsic 
value which is found in gold. Consequently, according to their theory, 
the entire operation of extracting intrinsic value must have been per- 
formed on silver. ; 

It will be gratifying if the gold monometallists would explain the 
method of extracting intrinsic value from silver. Who discovered the 
process? Is the person still living? If so, he should be labeled 

EXTRA DANGEROUS, 

Whoknows but that he will be wicked enough to inyent a plan to ex- 
tract some of the intrinsic value out of gold and degrade the god of the 
usurers? 

The Senator from Oregon tells us that gold would hide or leave the 
country if silver could be taken to the mint and coined, as provided in 


the Constitution. He tells us that no man would take gold to the mint 


when he could get enough silver to make a dollar with 82 cents. In 
this he is right. Everybody would want silver, because they could 
convert it into money; and if the gold monometallists had not ex- 
tracted, as they claim they have, the intrinsic value from silver, the 
increased demand for that metal would enhance the price. But it ap- 
pears from the argument of the Senator from Oregon that, whatever 
the demand may be, silver could not go above 82 cents on the dollar. 
Are the contractionists perfectly certain that some of the intrinsic value 
might not be extracted from gold without interfering with its chemical 
composition ? 

Suppose the stamp were removed from every gold coin in the world, 
and 

NO GOLD COULD HEREAFTER BE COINED AS MONEY, 

would gold still have the same intrinsic value? Suppose, in addition 
to that, that all the rocks were gold; would the intrinsic value remain 
thesame? Are the gold-standard contractionists sure that value is 
really intrinsic; that it does not depend upon the estimation of man; 
that supply and demand have nothing to do with the question of 
value? Persons who have not learned the fact that value is always 
extrinsic and only exists where the quantity is limited and where there 
is a desire to possess; that qualities only are intrinsic and unchange- 
able, and that gold and silver possess the same ee now that they 
have always —such persons have but little conception of the 
laws of trade. 

The value of silver was reduced by cutting off the demand for coin- 
age in Europe and the United States. 


THE EXCLUSION OF GOLD FROM THE MINT 
would have precisely the same effect upon its value as the rejection of 


silver has had upon the value of that metal. If the United States will 


receive and coin all the silver offered at the ratio of 16 to 1, silver will 
be equal to gold at that ratio throughout the world. No person would 
then sell silver for a less price than he could get in the United States, 
France maintained the parity between gold and silver at the ratio of 
153 to 1 for apne fh hundred years. She accomplished this by open- 
ing her mints to both gold and silver at that ratio. During all that 
time no person in any part of the world would part with either his gold 
or his silver at a less price than he could obtain for it in France. The 
United States is to-day 
THE WEALTHIEST NATION IN THE WORLD, 

Why can not our Government do precisely what France did and main- 
tain the parity between gold and silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 by opening 
her mints to both metals upon equal terms? Suppose at first a portion 
of our gold should leave the country because somebody else was willing 
to pay more for it than could be obtained in the United States. What 
harm would this do if silver was at par with gold, which it would neces- 
sarily be with free coinage in this country? The world was indifferent 
as to which metal it used so long as France maintained the parity be- 
tween the two at 15} to 1. Why would there be any preference be- 
tween the metals at the ratio of 16 to 1 if the United States would do 
as France did and maintain the parity by free coinage? 

A THING IS WORTH WHAT IT WILL BRING. 

There is not a silver dollar in the United States that will not bring 
ahundred centsin gold, The United States buys 412} grains of bullion 
for 82 cents and coins it into a dollar and makes the difference. Why 


ona 755 the owner of the bullion, as formerly, have it coined and save 
e loss å 

I hope no devotee of gold will take it unkindly if I should remind 
him that when the mines of California and Australia were yielding up 
their treasure for the benefit of mankind a process was in existence 
whereby the advocates of contraction contended that a large percent- 
age of the intrinsic value of gold had been extracted. Chevalier, of 
France, and most of the leading financiers of Europe then worshiped 
at the shrine of silver, and exhibited a fetichistic devotion to that metal 
which is only surpassed by the idolatrous worship of gold by the Shy- 
locks of contraction. Chevalier viewed with pity and contempt all 
who would not fall down and worship silver, while our own John J. 
Knox has offered up by his wily arts the og od EE and prosperity of 
60,000,000 of people upon the altar of his fetichistic god, gold. The 
fetichistic worship of gold has brought the country to the brink of rnin. 

THESE DEVOTEES OF GOLD NEVER ARGUE, 

They predict, denounce, and admonish. ‘They raise their hands in 
holy horror and exclaim as a final climax, ‘‘ You will drive gold out 
of the country.“ If you tell them that the supply of gold is insuffi- 
cient, that money is growing dearer and property cheaper, that times 
are hard, and that the burdens of debt are increasing, they will reply 
that the only remedy is to worship gold; that gold is precious; that 
the prosperity and happiness of the country all count for naught 
compared with the reverential and devout worship of their fetichistic god. 

The advocates of honest money have no fetichistic love for either gold 
orsilver, They know full well that neither of the precious metals pos- 
sesses any inherent quality that renders its use as money indispensable. 
But they recognize the fact that the world has been educated for thou- 
sands of years to regard gold and silver as money metals. They also 
recognize the further fact that neither of these metals is money with- 
out the stamp of the Government, and that it is the stamp, and not the 
material upon which the stamp is impressed, that creates money. They 
do not propose, however, to either gold or silver. They prefer 
to respect the opinions of mankind, even though such opinions are 
founded in prejudice. If the automatic theory of limiting the quantity 
of money by these metals had not been departed from by the gold- 
standard contractionists in the rejection of silver the civilized world 
would now be prosperous, And this, not because the automatic theory 
always produces prosperity, for such is not the case, but for the reason 
that the supply of gold and silver, with the use of both metals as money, 
was, at the time silver was demonetized, and still is nearly equal to the 
legitimate demand for money. How long this supply will continue no 
one can confidently predict; but it is certain that the remonetization 
of silver would produce good times until another failure in the produc- 
tion of the mines. When such failure comes it is possible that enough 
will be known of the functions of money and of the means to supply 
the people with that necessary factor in civilization 

TO INDUCE THE GOVERNMENT TO MANUFACTURE MONEY 
from some other material, 

While it is true that repeated disasters have followed the adherence 
to the use of the precious metals as money and that nations have de- 
cayed and lapsed into barbarism whenever the supply of gold and sil- 
yer from the mines eas oe yet itis better to adhere to the automatic 
theory than to trust to the dishonest practices of the possessors of ac- 
cumulated capital. When legislation is controlled by the enlightened 
judgment of the people, and not by Shylocks or lators, the value 
of money will not be subject-to violent fluctuations; but until then 
any limitation upon the volume of money is preferable to class legisla- 
tion in fayor of the non-producing rich against the producing masses. 

Since the discovery of gold and silver in the New World the supply 
has been more regular than during any other period in the world’s his 
tory. Itis a pregnant fact that there has been 

= NO SEASON OF PROSPERITY OR ADVANCE IN CIVILIZATION 
at a time when the mines of gold andsilver were unproductive. From 
the earliest history the growth and 2 of nations have been con- 
temporaneous with large productions of the precious metals, while ruin 
and decay have always followed a failure of such production, 

Modern civilization began in Europe with the new supply of gold 
and silver from Mexico and South America. That supply has been 
constant and nearly sufficient to keep pace with the growth of popula- 
tion and business, except on two marked occasions. The first money 
famine lasted forty years, from 1810 to 1850. This was occasioned by 
the Spanish-American wars, which interrupted mining operations in 
Mexico and South America. The second commenced in 1873, and still 
continues. Itwas occasioned by the demonetization of silver, whereby 
more than one-half of the supply of the precious metals was cut off for 
the purpose of enhancing the value of money and fixed incomes and 
depreciating the price of property and services. A 

uring the first money famine it is variously estimated by statisti- 
cians that the value of money advanced from 50 to 60 per cent., while 
the average price of commodities continually declined. Since the de- 
monetization of silver prices have declined over 30 per cent., while the 
value of money has advanced in a still greater ratio. The present 
money famine was created and is maintained by legislative enactments. 
The mines have not failed, 
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BUT THE USURERS RULE THE CIVILIZED WORLD. 

The owners of accumulated capital, who have been earnest advocates 
of adherence to gold and silver as a basis of circulation because they 
feared that if the subject were regulated by legislation the volume of 
the currency would be inflated, have used the law-making power of the 
civilized nations to contract the volume of money by rejecting silver. 
It may be that they did not fully comprehend the possible conse- 
quences of 

THEIR DISHONEST USE OF THE LAW-MAKING POWER 

and that they did not realize the importance of the lessons they were 
teaching. Ifa metallic basis will prevent inflation, why should it not 
prevent contraction? Do the usurers suppose that the people will he 
satisfied to limit the circulating medium to the amount fixed by the 
precious metals when the mines are unproductive and allow the hold- 
ers of accumulated capital to disregard such limitation when the mines 
furnish an abundant supply? If there is to be no more money than the 
precious metals will furnish, why should there not be as much money 
as can be manufactured from all the gold and silver that can be pro- 
duced? If this rule does not work both ways it should be abandoned 
altogether, the automatic theory of regulating the amount of money by 
the precious metals should bo rejected, and some other rule more in 
harmony with justice should be adopted. 

The operptions of expansion and contraction of the volume of money 
are precisely the reverse of each other. Contraction reduces produc- 
tion, causes stagnation, and diminishes the aggregate wealth of the peo- 
ple, while it gradually transfers the wealth of the people to the pos- 
sessors of fixed capital. In former times contraction created landlords 
of the rich and reduced the middle classes to tenants and dependents, 
The expansion of the world’s money during the three centuries pre- 
ceding the year 1800 liberated the slaves whom the dark and gloomy 
period of contraction had created and brought into existence the pro- 
ductive forces which made modern civilization. 

The money famine from 1810 to 1850 bore heavily upon the masses, 
and if it had continued ancient feudalism would have been renewed. 

The discovery of gold in California and Australia and the revival of 
mining which it produced throughout the world infused new life into 
commerce and production. Prices advanced from 1850 to 1873 about 
30 per cent. Production was stimulated, wealth accumulated, and the 
people advanced in everything that promotes happiness and prosperity. 
The annual supply of the precious metals was quadrupled, but it did 
not expand the currency too rapidly and was not more than sufficient 
to keep pace with the growth of population and business, Since silver 
was demonetized and one-half of the supply cut off, falling prices, stag- 
nation, and enforced idleness 

HAVE BROUGHT THE COUNTRY TO THE BRINK OF BANKRUPTCY, 

It is impossible to pay debts contracted when money was cheap with 
money made dear by contraction. The vast army of enforced idlers 
costs the Government by the loss of production more every year than 
the entire national debt. While contraction continues there can he 
vo relief. Prices will continue to fall, more laborers will be thrown 
out of employment, more farms will be taken by the mortgagees, more 
farmers will become tenants, the holders of accumulated capital will 
become landlords, the tenants will become serfs, and landlords will 
take the same position towards the masses that the feudal lords of the 
Dark Ages occupied. 

THE LAW OF CONTRACTION IS INEXORABLE, 

It transfers property and power from the many to the few and di- 
vides the people into lords and serfs, 

The object of the silver men in remonetizing the white metal is to 
furnish more money, stop contraction, relieve the debtors and producers, 
and preserve the people in their rights of property and liberty. Free 
institutions can not be preserved without free men. 

MEN CAN NOT BE FREE WITHOUT PROPERTY, 

Property can not be retained in the hands of the masses without 
money. Every citizen has an inalienable right to pay his debts in the 
money of the contract. The creditor is entitled to be paid in money 
of the same value as that which he loaned, and nothing more. It is 
also the duty of the debtor to pay in the money of the contract. He 
should neither gain nor lose by fluctuations in the value of mouey. 

The value of money, as before remarked, is governed by the law of 
supply and demand. The Government alone has the power and is 
charged*with the duty of furnishing that supply. Ifthe supply is de- 
ficient and not equal to the demand the value of money must increase, 
or if the supply is excessive the value of money must decline. Hon- 
esty and fair dealing as well as good policy require 

AN EVEN AND UNVARYING MEASURE OF VALUES 

by which to adjust contracts. Every man has a right to rely upon 
stability in the value of money, which it is the duty of the Government 
which he supports to maintain. He can then calculate the chances of 
business enterprises which are under his own control, but he can not 
anticipate, unless he is a gambler in money, the consequences of ca- 
pricious or dishonest legislution over which he has no control. Why 
should the Government change the value of money to accommodate 

lators? The power to coin money and regulate the value thereof 
is lodged by the Constitution in Congress, and Congress is charged 
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assigned at the time. 


with the duty of maintaining that value unchanged and unchangeable. 
The value of money depends upon quantity or supply as compared 
with demand. Its value can not be made stable except by regulating 
its quantity. 

It is difficult to find in the governmental action of the United States 
for the last twenty-five years any evidence of a design to maintain the 
value of money unchanged. Every scheme devised has had but a 
temporary object in view. It matters not whether that object was 
good or bad. The national-bank system was invented under an as- 
sumed necessity to maintain the credit of the country, but in reality 
to furnish a subsidy for money-changers. Silver was demonetized in 
Europe for 

THE AVOWED PURPOSE OF MAKING THE RICH RICHER, 

It was demonetized in the United States by accident or caprice. If 
the anti-silver legislation in this country had been founded upon any 
reason there might be some excuse for maintaining it. No reason was 
No reason has since been given for thus tamper- 
ing with the money of the Constitution and the people. If the rejec- 
tion of silver had been accompanied by a substitute of some other kind 
of money which Congress had deemed better suited to the wants of the 
people there might have been no complaint; but the rejection of it 
without a substitute was folly or something worse. Who has ever 
heard from a gold-standard contractionist any suggestion to provide for 
a regular supply of money to correspond with the growth of popula- 
tion and business? Who has ever heard one of them suggest a measure 
of value that should be just between the debtor and creditor? Who 
has ever heard one of them concede that the people had any right that 
the money-changers are bound to respect? 

The rejection of silver without providing something to take its place 
was a gross violation of national faith. If, when the subsidy was 
granted to the national banks and when they were authorized to issue 
circulation, a law had been so devised that the supply would have been 
constant and certain, the present hard times might have been averted. 
But the national-bank scheme contained no element of permanency. / 
Its life depended upon the continuance of the national debt undimin- 
ished, The payment ot the bonds retires the circulation, and the whole 
scheme is but a temporary expedient, It is not a monetary system in 
any just sense. The makeshift of the Treasury Department to buy 
bonds when money becomes scarce is 

A MOST ILLOGICAL AND UNPHILOSOPHICAL PROCEEDING. 

Why should the Secretary of the Treasury contract or expand the 
currency because it will please those with whom he is acquainted or 
who have access to him? How does he know when he makes money 
tight and scarce by contraction that he is not ruining honest men 
whose obligations are maturing? How does he know when he ex- 
pands the currency that he is not playing into the hands of speculators 
who want to unload stocks bought at low prices at the time of contrac- 
tion? It is beneath the dignity of a great nation to shut its eyes to 
the wants and necessities of the people and to play into the hands of 
gamblers in the property of others. Let the volumeof money increase 
with the increase of population and business by some fixed rule, so 
that all the people may know what to expectand upon what they may 
rely, and business will take care of itself. Let the law determine the 
quantity of money and let that quantity equal the demand and never 
exceed it, and we will have prosperity. But this blundering in finance, 

WITHOUT CHART OR COMPASS, 
is not only ruinous in its consequences, but it indicates a lack of states- 
manship or lack of honesty, either of which is disastrous. 

The unlimited use of gold and silver and a return to the automatic 
theory will serve the purpose for the present, and perhaps for an in- 
definite period; but that depends upon the production of the mines. 

Contraction is the most disastrous calamity that can happen to a peo- 
ple. Inflation is injurious, but not destructive. The creditor, as a 
rule, is a non-producer; ; 

THE DEBTOR IS GENERALLY A PRODUCER. = 

The prosperity of the world depends upon production. Contraction 
destroys the producers and stops production. Expansion may diminish 
somewhat the acumulations of the money-loaners, but unless it amounts 
to inflation, to be followed by a collapse, it does not injure, bat stimu- 
lates, production. 

If it were the declared policy of Congress that the value of money 
should always be the same it would not be a difficult task to maintain 
such policy and provide money at all times of substantially the same 
value. Statisticians would soon ascertain the amount necessary to 
keep pace with population and business, and what allowances should 
be made lor wear and loss, and for exports and imports of the precious 
metals. ’ 

When it is understood that the value of money depends upon the 
amount of circulation as compared with population and business, or, 
what is the same thing, when it is understood that the value of money 
is determined by the law of supply and demand, the battle is won. 
Laws can then be framed which will accomplish the purpose. If an 
increase in the circulation equal to the percentage of increase of popu- 
lation is not the true criterion, other considerations must be taken into, 
account, which can be easily done. 
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THE AVERAGE RANGE OF PRICE IS THE THERMOMETER 

which determines whether or not the supply of money is sufficient. 
Such range of price rises and falls with the increase or decrease of the 
volume of money with the same unerring accuracy as the mereury rises 
and falls with every change of temperature. Overproduction or im- 
proved methods of production may cheapen the price of particular arti- 
cles; a failure of production may enhance the price by diminishing the 
supply of any commodity; but nothing can materially increase or di- 
minish the average price of all commodities for any considerable length 
of time except expansion or contraction. It may be that an increase 
of money equal to the percentage of increase of population will not be 
sufficient. 

There are many who think it will not be, because they say that as 
civilization advances the increase of trade requires more money for the 
same number of people. Others contend that the new methods of do- 
ing business with checks, bills of exchange, and various other forms of 
credit, act as substitutes for money and decrease the demand. These 
two considerations must, to a considerable extent, balance each other. 
If the experiment of regulating the volume of money by population 
were tried, the average price of property would determine whether th: 
supply of money was too large or too small. : 

The friends of silver have been misunderstood. It has been assumed 
that they desired a market for one of their products. ‘They have been 
Tepresented as silver barons, desiring to unload their property upon 
others. This is not true. 

ALTHOUGH SILVER IS A GREAT INDUSTRY 

in this country, furnishing employment for a great many people (and 
in that sense only it is important), yet if silver is not useful the in- 
dustry should be abandoned and the people engaged in it should find 
something else todo, If it is not needed as money then the sooner 
that fact is known the better, because the supply on hand for other 
purposes is suficient for the next fifty years. But if silver is discarded 
gold must also be repudiated, or perpetual contraction and ruin are 
inevitable. 

The so-called silver men want silver used as money for the purpose 
of obtaining more money and preventing contraction and disaster. The 
demonetization of silver, which reduced the supply of the precious 
metals one-half, has already cost Europe and America more than all 
the wars of the nineteenth century. Contraction is more destructive 
than war, It produces more suffering, more starvation, more prema- 
ture death. Wars are generally disastrous to the people; 

CONTRACTION IS ALWAYS DESTRUCTIVE, 

Wars are sometimes necessary and can not be avoided. Contraction 
can always be avoided. Nothing can justify a nation in depriving its 
people of money or so regulating the volume of its circulating me- 
dium as to rob one class while it enriches another, 

The Republican party incorporated in its national platform a pledge 
which in good faith it is bound to redeem. It declared: 

The Republican party is in favor of the use of both gold and silver as money 
and condemns the policy of the Democratic Administration in its efforts to de- 
monetize silver. 

What is the meaning of this pledge? When is either gold or silver 
used as money within the meaning of this plank in the patent Gold 
is now used as money because the holder of gold bullion may have it 
coined, and when coined it is legal tender in payment of all debts, pub- 
lic and private. 

The declaration that the Republican party isin favor of using both 
metals as money, means, if it means anything, that the Republican 
party will make 

IS: NO DISCRIMINATION BETWEEN GOLD AND SILVER, 

but receive a given quantity of silver in exchange for coin on thesame 
terms that it now receives gold in such exchange, Treasury notes 
issued in exchange for silver bullion which will not pay private debts, 
unless the creditor is willing to receive them, and which are redeem- 
able in silver bullion, iron, steel, wheat, land, or any other kind of 
property, are not money. Such use of silver treats it as a commodity, 
not as money. Any law which denies to silver the quality of legal- 
tender money is in violation of the Republican platform. The plat- 
form does not declare that the Republican party will issue paper and 
take silver bullion or any other property on deposit as security there- 
for, such property to be returned on presentation of the paper. 

If silver is to be treated as property and held as collateral security, 
as recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury, is there any reason 
why all kinds of property should not be taken in the same way? If 
the only function that silver is to play in the monetary system is se- 
curity, what objection is there to taking security on land, as a large 
and influential classof farmers have suggested? The propriety of doing 

this is already before the Finance Committee in the shape of a resolu- 
tion 94 inquiry introduced by the Senator from California [Mr. STAN- 
FORD. 

‘The more the Windom bill is studied the more clearly it appears that 

the practical effect of such a law, if not the original design, 

WOULD BE TO REDUCE SILVER TO A COMMODITY 
and take from it its character as money. It seems to be the design 
of the bill to make everything ultimately redeemable in gold so as to 


increase the necessity for the use of more gold in this country and com- 
pel the people to keep it here at whatever sacrifice may be required. 
If gold is to be the only money for final redemption, there is no ad- 
vantage in using silver at all. Paper is just as good and better; it is 
more convenient, The only possible objectin using silver is to increase 
the standard money of the country, 

NOT THE CREDIT MONEY, 

The people will not be deceived by the offer of the gold-standard con- 
tractionists to buy more silver. The reason they give for making such 
an offer is unsatisfactory. ‘They say that they desire to enhance the 
value of silver, but that they have no intention of using it as standard 
money. The Senator from Oregon re-echoes the arguments of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio and of the Secretary of the Treasury that everything 
shall be measured by the gold standard, that silver itself and the cer- 
tificates which represent it shall be anchored to gold prices. Why buy 
silver if it is not to be money, but must depend for its value upon re- 
demption in gold? Why not buy paper and advance its price? There 
is just as much reason for doing so as there is for buying silver if silver 
is not to be treated as standard money. 


PAPER CAN BE MADE REDEEMABLE IN GOLD, 
and although the material may have little market value, the paper 
currency redeemable in gold may circulate as money. 

What the Secretary of the Treasury, the Senator from Obio, and the 
Senator from Oregon desire is the single gold standard, nothing more 
and nothing less, The suggestion to buy more'silver and use it as 
credit money on the gold standard can have no object but to deceive. 
The Windom bill repeals the Bland act. That act, so far as it goes, 
treats silver as money. It requires the purchase and coining of not less 
than $2,000,000 worth of silver every month. The gold monometal- 
lists indorse the Windom bill because it does repeal the Bland act and 
because it does not contemplate the use of silver as money. They are 
even willing to degrade the Government and make the United States 
a purchasing agent for the benefit of speculators in silver bullion. In 
other words, they would make the Government of the United States a 
broker for the Rothschilds, the Barings, and other purchasers of silver 
on foreign account without any commission for such services. 

Why do not the gold monometallists meet the issue squarely and de- 
mand the repeal of the Bland act? Why are they willing that the 
Government should go into the brokerage business if they do not de- 
sign to deceive the people by a flimsy pretense that they are in favor 
ot silver when they are in fact seeking its demonetization? President 
Cleveland was more courageous and direct in his opposition to silver. 
He met the issue squarely and took the consequences. He was de- 
feated, but he can not be charged with an attempt to deceive the peo- 
ple. The fuilure of President Cleveland to secure the repeal of the 
Bland act warned the gold monometallists to make no more open fights 
against the wishes of the people. It proved that open warfare on sil- 
ver can not be successful in this country. Have they come to the con- 
clusion that if the Bland act is repealed at all it must be done by some 
secret device? 

HAVE THEY ADOPTED THE TACTICS OF THE CUTTLE-FISH? 

They have certainly done all in their power to darken the waters 
and escape observation. This sudden conversion is suspicious. Why 
should the monometallists pretend to be friends of silver? Beware 
of the Greeks bearing gifts!“ 

What confidence can the people have in the good faith of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury when he tells them that he is in favor of purchas- 
ing more silver and increasing the volume of the circulating medium? 
They know that he has had the power to do this ever since he has been 
in office. The Bland act requires him to purchase at least $2,000,000 
worth of silver per month and authorizes him in his discretion to pur- 
chase $4,000,000 worth whenever there is a demand for more money. 
He admits that such a demand exists now, that more silver should be 
used, and that there ought to be an addition to the circulating me- 
dium, but he refuses to carry out that provision of law which author- 
izes him to buy more silver and relieve the stringency of the money 
market. By their fruits ye shall know them.“ The fruit that the 
Secretary offers is 5 

LIKE THE APPLES OF SODOM, 
fair to the eye, perhaps, but bitter to the taste, and ashes in the 
mouth. There is another objection to the Windom bill and to all bills 
which provide for the issuance of paper which is not a legal tender. 
What the people want is money with which to discharge obligations, 
to tender in payment of debts, and in compliance with contracts. The 
only money now in the country in any just sense of the term consists 
of greenbacks and coin, Nothing else will pay a debt, if the creditor 
objects. It is doubtful if there is a bank outside of the money centers 
and the Pacific coast which would not be compelled to close its doors 
if its customers demanded legal-tender money. The only reason why 
the business of the country can be carried on at all is the tolerance of 
those who are entitled to receive paymente No person could be com- 
pelled to receive in payment of dues anything but coin and legal-ten- 
der notes of the United States. The time, once was when nothing else 
was received. It lasted but a very short time. This event is known 
in history us Black Friday.“ It may be repeated, and certainly 
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will be if a panic ever occurs. The issuance of a large amount of pa- 
per which is not legal tender is b 
AN INVITATION TO SPECULATORS TO COMBINE AND CREATE A PANIC. 
The gold coin and greenbacks of the country are mainly locked up in 
the Treasury or used as bank reserves. Thereis very little of eitherin 


actual circulation. As the volume of circulation that will not pay 
debts accumulates, as compared with the legal-tender money, the dan- 
ger of panics will increase, 

What earthly reason is there for the Government of the United States 
to issue paper 

WHICH IS NOT MONEY AND WILL NOT PAY DEBTS? 

It is the duty of the Government to issue money that will perform 
all the functions of money, and not paper, which will only circulate 
while the community by common consent allows it to do so. What 
reason can there be for putting out paper which does not possess all the 
functions of money? It costs the Government no more to issue legal- 
tender money than it does to issue promises payable in money or prop- 
erty; nor does it cost the Government any more to redeem legal-tender 
money than it does to redeem a mere promise to pay. Why, then, 
should any kind of circulation be in existence under authority of law 
which is not good money? There is no wonder that the people havea 
love for our greenback currency. 

: IT 15 THE VERY BEST KIND OF MONEY. 

It is more convenient than coin and will discharge every obligation 
and perform every function that coin can perform. 

The automatic theory can be maintained as well with legal-tender 
money, representing gold and silver on deposit, as with the actual use 
of those metals in circulation as coin. It is difficult to conceive why 
gold or silver should be used at all, except as a limitation of the quan- 
tity of money that may be in circulation, If the paper in circulation 
is represented by bullion or coin in the Treasury, dollar for dollar, 
every imaginable benefit the precious metals confer as money is se- 
cured, 

As before remarked, the creation of money is an attribute of sover- 
eignty. It can not be created by private enterprise. The Constitu- 
tion expressly confers upon Congress the power to coin money and 
regulate the value thereof.” Many able lawyers and judges under- 
took to construe this language without understanding the functions of 
money or how its value could be regulated. They contended that the 
power of Congress was confined to the act of coining gold and silver 
and prescribing the weight and fineness thereof. This was a miscon- 
ception of the whole subject. They ignored the fact, which intelligent 
people now understand, that the value of money does not depend upon 
its weight or fineness, but 


UPON THE VOLUME OF THE CIRCULATING MEDIUM 


compared with the demand for its use as money. 

There is another provision of the Constitution which, taken in con- 
nection with the clause above quoted, removes all doubt as to the power 
of Congress to issue i, yee money without regard to the material 
of which it is made, It is provided in section 10, Article I, of the Con- 
stitution that— 

No State shall coin money, emit bills of credit, or make anything but gold 
and silver a legal tender in payments of debts, 

The sovereign right to create money was thus surrendered by the 
States. In making that surrender it was assumed that the States orig- 
inally had the power to make other things besides gold and silver a legal 
tender in payment of debts. This power must exist somewhere in 
every government 


AS A NECESSARY ATTRISUTE OF SOVEREIGNTY, 


because if neither gold nor silver can be obtained for use as money, 
which has frequently been the case in history, some other kind of 
money must be substituted to preserve national existence. This pro- 
hibition upon the States was an implied grant of power to the General 
Government, for it can not be supposed that the framers of the Consti- 
tution intended that there should be no money in the country if the 
mines failed to produce the precious metals in sufficient quantities to 
be used as money. The necessities of the Government during the war, 
however, forced the United States to exercise its sovereign right to 
issue legal-tender money, which right is denied to the States by the 
Constitution. The controversy between lawyers sticking in the bark 
and statesmen construing the provisions of the Constitution in the light 
ot the subject-matter was long and bitter. It was finally and forever 
decided by the Supreme Court that 
THE UNITED STATES HAS THE CONSTITUTIONAL POWER 


5 ae legal-tender money without regard to the material of which it 
made. 

There is an irrepressible conflict between those who collect usurious 
interest and those who pay it. Formerly the collectors of interest re- 
sorted to every conceivable trick and device to obtain more for the use 
of money than the law allowed. They were called usurers and were 
denounced and abhorred by the good of allages. From the time the 
Israelites reached the Promised Land until the new system of deſraud- 
ing the debtor by governmental action was suggested by Chevalier us- 


ury was denounced as robbery. Before the time of Chevalier the civ- 
ilized nations of the earth regarded gold and silver as standard money, 
the quantity to be determined by the supply of those metals. After 
the discovery of gold in California and Australia Chevalier suggested 
the demonetization of gold for the benefit of the non-producing money- 
loaners, who previous to that time had been odious on account of their 
usurious practices, He argaed that the rejection of gold 
WOULD DIMINISH THE SUPPLY OF MONEY AND ENHANCE ITS VALUE. 

He urged upon France and the other Governments of Europe the 
necessity for making money scarce in order that it might become more 
valuable to those who possessed it. Germany, Austria, and several 
other European powers, following the suggestion of Chevalier, demone- 
tized gold, but before united action could be secured to reject that 
metal it became apparent that silver would become more plentiful 
than gold, Germany after the close of the Franco-Prussian war was a 
creditor nation and resolved to enhance the value of the securities she 
held by the demonetization of silver for the purpose of compelling pay- 
ments in dearer money than was stipulated in the contract. The United 
States by some unknown device or accident, although a debtor nation, 
joined in the conspiracy to enhance the value of money and bonds and 
depress the price of labor and property. Under various pretenses all 
3 followed Germany and the United States and joined the com- 

ine” to . 
MAKE MONEY SCARCE AND DEAR AND LABOR AND PROPERTY CHEAP. 

The combined governmental action of the United States and Europe 
accomplished for every creditor far more than the most extortionate 
usurer had been able to achieve by the wicked device of usury, which 
had been denounced by Moses and all the rulers of Israel and con- 
demned with the thunderbolts of excommunication by the Christian 
Church for nearly two thousand years. 

The artful manipulators of modern times disepvered that if they 
could cut off or diminish the supply of the preci metals by reject- 
ing silver, the value of the money and bonds they held would he en- 
hanced one-half. By this device they doubled the value of their own 
property by legislation and relieved themselves trom the odium of rob- 
bing their neighbors by usurious contracts. The scheme has worked to 
perfection. Wealth has accumulated in the hands of the non-produc- 
ing cutters of coupons immensely. They have received not only in- 
terest, but the value of their money has increased faster than interest. 
They have re-invested their ill-gotten accumulations in new loans un- 
til they have enormously swelled the indebtedness of the world. The 
national debts, which are but a small part of the actual indebtedness 
of the people, illustrate how rapidly the savings of the masses are be- 
ing transferred 

TO THE NON-PRODUCING POSSESSORS OF FIXED CAPITAL, 

The following table from Professor Adam's learned work on Public 

Debts shows the growth of national debts at stated periods; 


„ ĩͤ K |: tty MAF, OOM, OAL 
The private debts of the people are an unknown quantity, which can 
only be estimated. 
Sir Moreton Frewen estimates the public and private debts of the 
people of Great Britain at £4,000,000,000 or nearly $20,000,000, 000. 
The indebtedness of the people of the United States must be much 
larger, The following is given in a note to Dr. Denslow’s work on 


Political Economy, page 448: i 


The Iron Age, referring to an address to the National Board of Trade by 
Mr. hya quotes Lord Derby as having predicted that European nations must 
repu . 


THE ANNUAL BURDEN OF $800,000,000 OF INTEREST 


is a load they can not carry. It continues: 

“Spain, Portugal, Austria, and Greece are bankrupt: Russia and Italy are 
withoutcredit; and the great states of Great Britain, France, and Holiand are 
exhausting every measure of taxation to maintain solvency and credit, 

“To the constantly growing sum of obl: fons which constitute our credit 
system must be added an enormous total of public indebtedness contracted by 


minor divisions of the state, corporations, fir and individuals. Forourown 
country the showing is assumed to be about as follows: 

Present national debt, December 1, 1887 $1, 675, 816, 660 
TTT ͤ EEE O E N S 597, 594 
County and municipal S 821. 486, 447 
un 4. 168. aoe 144 


“ This total is more than one-half the entire census valuation of 1880. If our 
population is 60,000, 000, it means a per capita indebtedness of $465, or more than 
the average income of the family in Massachusetts.“ 

The annual interest on $27,969, 247. 048 at 5 per cent. is nearly four- 
teen hundred millions. The assessed value of the property of the United 
States in 1880 for the purposes of taxation was 516, 902,993,543. In 
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1888, according to the American Almanac, the assessed value of the 
property of the thirty-eight States then in the Union was $22,637,383,- 
298. The estimate in Dr. Denslow’s note may or may not be an ex- 

eration. It is highly 8 however, that the indebtedness of 

people of the United States, public and private, is fully equal to 
the assessed value of the entire property in this country. In other 
words, the liabilities of the people are about equal to the assessed value 
for the purposes of taxation of their assets. They are, however, solv- 
ent if permitted to pay in the money of the contract, the as- 
sessed value is less than half the market value, even at the present range 
of price. 

‘The present rate of contraction would at no very distant day reduce 
the market value as low as the present assessed value, but the liabili- 
ties would continue to increase until canceled by bankruptcy or by a 
transfer of property to the creditor. The importance of maintaining 
an honest measure for the adjustment of contracts and the payment of 
this enormous indebtedness can not be overestimated. The weight of 
this debt has already been about doubled by contraction, and the proc- 
ess of contraction still continues. Property must be sacrified to ob- 
tain legal-tender money to pay this debt. The creditors will accept 
nothing else and they are empowered by law to demand payment in 
gold or its equivalent, and they insist that nothing shall be legal tender 
but gold. When they are told that the production of gold isnot more 
than sufficient to keep good the stock of that metal on hand without 
any inerease of the volume of circulation on account of the increasing 
demand for money caused by the growth of population, they revile those 
who call attention to this fact 

z AS INFLATIONISTS AND REPUDIATORS, 

When they are told thatthe price of property and of labor is rapidly 
declining, that stagnation and hard times exist, they bring to bear the 
great power of their accumulated wealth through the public press, 
which they control, and the obligations of the people, which they hold, 
to silence opposition and crush those who have the temerity to raise 
their voices in defense of the people, 

The vast indebtedness of the people of the United States, consisting 
of bonds, mortgages, and other securities, is concentrated in the money 
centers, principally the city of New York, where the interest is paya- 
ble. A large portion, perhaps more than one-half, of these obligations 
is owned in Europe, but managed by agents in the United States who 
are aliens to our institutions and hostile to the freedom we enjoy. 
These Europeans are not only monarchists in sentiment, 


BUT THEY BELONG TO THE ARISTOCRACY OF USURY, 


which has been made respectable by law and which dominates, con- 
trols, and dictates the legislation of every civilized government, inelud- 
ingourown. Weare told that we must not differ with the professional 
usurers of modern times, whether they are citizens or aliens; that they 
are the business community, and whatever Jaws are passed must be 
satisfactory to the usurers or the party will be destroyed. They 
threaten and intimidate politicians, and, failing to make them sub- 
servient to the money kings, they use the press to disgrace and destroy 
them and use their money to defeat their aspirations. They frighten 
political parties and significantly declare that no party can succeed in 
this country without the aid of the money power, and they point tothe 
victories which that power has achieved in the elections tor the past 
thirty years in proof of their assertion. 

There is too much truth in what is said of the power of the usurers. 
Icall them usurers advisedly. It is true they are no longer in the 
habit of making what was formerly known as usurious contracts, but 
they have done and are still doing 


WHAT IS MORE WICKED AND FAR-REACHING. 

They constantly change contracts by legislation after they are made, 

whereby they increase their demands while they diminish the capacity 

of the debtor to pay. They are most crael and relentless oppressors. 
They are usurers hy nature and love money. 

Martin Luther, the originator of religious reformation, if not of civil 

3 in his Table Talk described his abhorrence of usury as fol- 

ows: 


The civil laws themselves prohibit usury. To exchange anything with any 
one and gain by the exchange is nota deed of charity; it is robbery. Every 
usurer is « robber wortas of the gibbet. I call those usurers who loan at 5 or 6 
percent, To-day at Leipzig, he who loans 100 florins asks 40 for them at the 
end of the year as intereston his money. Do you think God will tolerate such 
athing? There is nothing underthesun I hate so much as that city of Leipzig; 
there is so much usury, avarice, insolence, trickery, and rapacity there.—Cyclo- 
pædia of Political Science, etc., volume 2, page 547. á 


If Martin Luther could have anticipated that usurers would take 
possession of the governments of the civilized world, and not only 
change the civil law so as to legalize interest, but use those govern- 
ments to contract the circulating medium at pleasure and increase the 
burdens of the debtor beyond what the most unscrupulous usurer of 
ancient times would have dreamed of demanding, his prolific mind 
would have been inadequate to conceive terms in which to express his 
abhorrence, > 

It may be said that the words of Martin Luther were inspired by 
peon or prejudice. That may be true, but he only re-echoed what 

been said by the divines and reformers who had preceded him. 


This wholesale denunciation against the payment of interest seems un- 
reasonable. Legitimate interest is right, proper, and just. 
CREDIT 18 A GREAT BOON, 


It furnishes an opportunity for the enterprising and industrious to 
develop the resources of the country and adds to the wealth and pros- 
perity of the people. Without it little progress could be made. The 
evil connected with it in former times was usuriouscontracts. ‘The evil 
connected with it in modern times is legislative interference with ex- 
isting contracts, Formerly individual usurers overreached and robbed 
their debtors by special contracts. Now a combination of all the usur- 
ers of the world, known as the creditor class, manipulate the standard 
money to rob all debtors, 

In Europe the aristocracy of usury and the aristocracy of birth have 
combined. The divine right of kings has been re-enforced by the de- 
votees of gold. 

ACCUMULATED CAPITAL AND HEREDITARY MONARCHY 
are again fast accomplishing the subjugation of the people. While 
the masses could obtain money by delving in the bowels of the earth 
thrones tottered and the whole fabric of despotism in the Old World 
was trembling before the onward march ofthe triumphant and pro- 
gressive masses, 

Money makes a people independent and brave; poverty reduces them 


to want and submission. The combination of the usurers with the des- 


pots to deprive the people of money was an artiul and effective mode 
of reducing them to submission and dependence. During the last sixteen 
years, since silver was demonetized, despotism has grown stronger, 
while poverty and want have weakened the power of the people to re- 
sist oppression, There is no hope for progress or improvement of the 
masses of Europe except by bloody revolutions, It is yet possible for 
the people of the United States ; 
TO REGAIN THEIR LIBERTY AND INDEPENDENCE, 

There is yet time for them to resist their oppressors. 

It is true that a combination of non-producing money kings who 
hold a mortgage upon the productive energies of the people nearly or 
quite equal to the assessed value of all the property in the United 
States is a formidable enemy; and itis all the more formidable because 
the devices by which it robs the people are subtle, secret, and hard to 
understand. If the masses could but know that a conspiracy exists 
among the possessors of accumulated capital in Europe and America 
to rob them of their property and their liberty, a speedy and effective 
remedy would be applied. 

It is unfortunate for the people that they do not understand the 
magnitude or the extent of the wrong that was inflicted upon them by 
the demonetization of silver and the loss of more than one-half of the 
supply of the precious metals for use as money. They do know, how- 
ever, that their farms and their products are declining in value, that 
the obligations of their contracts for the payment of money are grow- 
ing heavier year by year, that stagnation and hard times exist, and 
they will inquire the reason why. They are already contemplating 
the vast accumulations of the coupon-cutting class. They behold fort- 
unes accumulating to hundreds of millions, 

WHILE THEY ARE REDUCED TO POVERTY AND WAST. 

They know that the purchasing power of money has increased in the 
last sixteen years from 35 to 40 per cent., and that if it continues they 
and their families must be reduced to tenants and serfs. They are be- 
ginning to inquire how this change was produced. They are begin- 
ning to understand that the 1 tion of the last twenty-five years 
has continually reduced the supply of money as compared with the de- 
mand until a money famine exists among the masses. They are be- 
ginning to demand that the Government shall furnish more money to 
enable them to save themselves from ruin and bankruptcy. 

The cutters of coupons demand further contraction, cheaper labor, 
and dearer money. Behold the financial condition of the United States! 
The amount of the circulating medium, exclusive of the surplus 
and reserves in the Treasury and the reserves in banks, can not exceed 
$900,000,000, Of this sum over $600,000,000 consists of credit paper, 

WHICH I8 NOT LEGAL TENDER 
and will not pay debts without the consent of the creditor, as follows: 
E T S DN ETIA E S E TE tasans T «e $134, 642, 839 


Silver certificates 292, 923, 348 
National-bank notes outstanding according to the last report of the 


Eee, r sos ocs0ss secevenbowssupnvenseg 202,023,415 
Total . 629,589, 602 


The greenbacks and gold in actual circulation among the people 
amount to less than three hundred millions. 

Any suggestion to increase the legal-tender money of the country 
which will pay debts is met by the united opposition of all who cut 
conpons or live on fixed incomes. The proposal to use silver as money 
is denounced by the metropolitan press and every servant and depend- 
ent of the money power. 

THE CUTTERS OF COUPONS 
fear that the people may their independence and become able to 
pay their debts if more legal-tender money is put in circulation. 

The miser is as jealous of his prerogative as the tyrant of hereditary 
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birth. The despots of gold know full well that the volume of the cir- 
culating medium must continually shrink if the single standard can be 
maintained. They know that contraction will increase their hoards 
while it impoverishes the people. They know wealth is power and 
dominion and that poverty is the badge of slavery and submission. 
Leer care not for the solemn declaration of the Republican party in 

vor of the use of both gold and silver as money, but insist that silver 
shall be reduced to a commodity and gold alone be the standard of 
value. They compel the Secretary of the Treasury to declare that he 
will do all in his power to anchor the money of this country to the 
values of the commercial world, which are gold values, 


WITHOUT THE USE OF SILVER AS MONEY. 


It is impossible for the usurious possessors of accumulated wealth to 
make the slightest concession to the people. The advantage they have 
already obtained by the destruction of one-half of the world’s money 
has not only enormously increased their wealth and power, but it has 
also added to their arrogance and intolerance. 

The money question is not a party question. It is a contest between 
the lords of accumulated wealth and the struggling masses. It is barely 

ible that these money tyrants have overestimated the ignorance of 

e people of the United States, and that the time may yet come when 
retaliation will be possible. If the money of the world can be con- 
tracted by the destruction of one of the precious metals, why may it 
not be expanded by the use of both those metals or by a resort to legal- 
tender fiat money, issued in such quantities as will enable the people 
to discharge their obligations and save their homes ? 

The advocates of the use of silver as money do not seek to defraud 
the creditor class. They wish simply 

TO RESTORE THE MONEY OF THE CONTRACT, 
to enable the people to pay their debts in money of the same value as 
that which was loaned, nothing more and nothing less. If the money 
kings who have hitherto controlled legislation deny them this, who can 

y that they shall notrisein their mighty power and demand justice? 
Nothing but more money will right the wrong that the gold-standard 
contractionists have perpetrated. : 

The people now demand the remonetization of silver and give notice 
that if that is not enough they will demand sufficient legal-tender pa- 
per money to enable them to retain their property, maintain liberty 
and independence, and enjoy something of the wealth their labor has 
produced. Let the money kings take warning 

AND CEASE THEIR DISHONEST PRACTICES 
before they compel the people to pay their debts in inflated paper 
money to save themselves from want, starvation, and slavery. Fourteen 
hundred millions of gold annually extorted as interest trom the pro- 
ducers of the United States is a burden too grievous to be borne. The 
Republican party promised to relieve this burden by the use of both 

ld and silver as money. The time has come for redeeming that prom- 
— Shall it be done or shall the money of this country be anchored 
to the gold standard of Europe in pursuance of the declaration of the 
Secretary of the Treasury ? 

This country has been too long anchored to the gold value of Europe. 
In 1873 silver was rejected as money. Immediately thereafter the 
United States resumed specie payments, not in gold and silver, the 
money of the Constitution, but in gold alone. All debts were con- 
tracted, not only on a basis of gold and silver, but also when the United 
States was not using either gold or silver and Germany was using silver, 
not gold. In consequence of the suspension of specie payments in the 
United States and the demonetization of gold in the German states, gold 
was cheap. The people of the United States became involved in a vast 
amount of indebtedness. Europe and the United States combined to 
make gold dear by rejecting silver. 

The United States by resuming specie payments in gold became an 
immense purchaser of gold. Germany also became a buyer of gold and 
a seller of silver. All this put up gold. The people of the United 
States were bound to buy gold, because the Government would not al- 
low them to pay their debtsin any other kind of money. The prod- 
ucts of this country have been sold at a discount of 334 per cent. to 
buy gold to pay debts contracted 
— WHEN GOLD WAS CHEAP AND GREENEBACKS WERE PLENTY. « 

It was the legislation of Congress that compelled the people to do 
this. ; ; 

During the time of the suspension of specie payments contracts in 
the United States were payable in lawful money, greenbacks. By the 
act of March, 1869, to strengthen the public credit,” the bonds were 
made payable iu coin. The funding act of July 14, 1870, expressly 
stipulated that they should be paid in coin of the then standard value 
gold and silver dollars. This contractis printed upon every bond now 
outstanding. By a trick silver was demonetized in 1873, since which 
time all debts have been paid in gold or on a gold standard; not the 
gold standard of twenty years ago, when the contract was made, but 
the gold standard created by the demonetization of silver, and by the 
vast purchases of gold by Germany and the United States, a standard 
made dearer because the power of the civilized world was exhausted 
to corner the gold market. 


Well might the bondholders boast of the credit of the Government 
of the United States. It costs them nothing to buy gold, but it has 
cost the people of this country, the producing classes, more than all 
the wars that have afflicted us from the foundation of the Government, 
Who would have thought, when the people were pounne out their blood 
ss — to save the country, that a non-producing oligarchy of bond- 

olde 
* COMPOSED LARGELY OF ALIENS, 
would force the masses to sacrifice their peT and their liberty to 
purchase gold to enrich money-lenders and coupon-cutters? The Gov- 
ernment has good credit, but it was bought at the expense of the pros- 
perity, happiness, independence, and freedom of the people. 

The gold-standard contractionists are not yet satisfied, but are using 
every effort to continue the process of contraction to further oppress 
and destroy the masses. Now that the people have risen in their might 
and demanded justice, they resort to every trick and to slander and 
abuse to disparage the efforts of all who have the boldness to stand up 
and demand some measure of justice, some relief from bankruptcy and 
ruin. 

Who are benefited by the rejection of silver? 

WHO ARE BENEFITED BY CONTRACTION? 

None but bondholders who are rich in money futures and the drones 
who live on fixed incomes, while the producers are opp: and de- 
stroyed. Not only has the country been obliged to sacrifice its prop- 
erty to buy gold with which to pay debts contracted in cheap money, 
but thousands and millions of people have been thrown out of employ- 
ment by business depression caused by contraction. The sources of 
wealth have been dried up to satisfy the lust of gamblers in gold and 
combinations of usurers and money kings. If the non-producing drones 
of society had to sacrifice their property to buy this dear money there 
might be some excuse for their advocacy of that kind ofmoney. They 
want money made dear because they have it and because they have 
bonds which command it. They do not care how much other people’s 
property is sacrificed to acquireit. They care nothing for the suffer- 
ings of the people. All they want is more gold, and E 

THE SCARCER AND DEARER IT IS THE BETTER, 

It is better money, not because it is gold, but because it is dearer. 

Mr. Maclaren, of England, and Mr. Chevalier, of France, were the 
two great leaders who inaugurated the war for the demonetization of 
one of the metals. Each published a book in 1857 and 1858, in which 
they prove most conclusively that the new discoveries of gold in Cal- 
ifornia and Australia were reducing the value of money and enhancing 
the price of property. They maintained, and with good reason, that 
the addition to the circulation caused by the new gold depreciated 
the value of money and bonds > 


AND ENHANCED THE VALUE OF PROPERTY. 


They therefore urged most vehemently the demonetization of gold and 
the adoption of the single-silver standard. Holland, Germany, and 
Austria listened to their arguments and demonetized gold. z 

I hold in my hand these two celebrated volumes in which may be 
found all the arguments for the demonetization of gold which the most 
talented gold-standard* contractionists now make for the demonetiza- 
tion of silver. 

Mr. Maclaren, in his work on the History of the Currency, published 
in 1858, in a long review deprecates the want of appreciation on the 
part of Mr. Tooke, Dr. Smith, Lord Overstone, and others in not see- 
ing the great danger to be apprehended from the new discoveries of gold 
in California and Australia, and compliments the financiers on the Con- 
tinent for their wisdom in this respect. He says: N 

Our neighbors on the Continent received the announcement of these remark- 
able discoveries in a different spirit; from the first they have considered them 
of the greatest importance and have expressed t solicitude for the main- 
tenance of the standard of value. Immediately that the fact of a great increaso 
in the production of gold was established, the Government of Holland, a nation 
justly renowned, says M. Chevalier, for its foresight and probity, discarded 
gold from its currency. They muy, says the same author, have been rather hasty 
in passing this law, but in a matter of this nature it is better to be in advance 
of events than to let them pass us. (Page 35L) 


Mr. Maclaren winds up his elaborate argument in favor of the cred- 
itor class in the following language: : 


The author of these pages feels very cage A on this subject, believing that a 
very great amount of suffering will be inflicted upon a very large numerical 


ortion of the community in the pursuit of a shadow, for what good can result 


m a failure in one of the most important institutions of civilized society? and 
he can not conclude the preseut work without appealing to the economists of 
this country at least to give the question of the probable depreciation of the cur- 
rency an unprejudiced consideration, (Page 368.) 

The work of Chevalier was so highly prized by English financiers 
who represented the possessors of accumulated capital that Richard 
Cobden, the founder of the Cobden Club, translated it into the En- 
glish language, and in his preface commends it as eminently wise and 
patriotic. Mr. Cobden said that the question of the probable fall in 
the value of gold and the consequent rise in that of all other commod- 
ities, wherever gold is the standard of value, has not hitherto attracted 
so much attention in his country as it had in France or as its great 
importance would seem to demand. Mr. Cobden concurred with Che- 
valier that any increase of money is injurious to the bondholding class; 


at present im 
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THAT CONTRACTION BENEFITS ONLY THEM. 
In speaking of the effect of the new discoveries on bond investments, 
be said: ; 

With respect to those who have perty to invest, they would. as a rule, 
avoid those investments which . ofa fixed amount of money, such 
as dividends from the funds, interest from bonds and mo as well as an- 
nuities, rent Leeming =e und rents, guarantied stock, ete,; wh! property ofan 
expansive nature, which rises in proportion to the depreciation of the currency, 
such as land, houses, shares, etc., would be preferred. (Page 7.) 


Mr. Cobden preferred investments in funds, in bonds, in mortgages, 
in annuities, in rent charges, in ground rent, in guarantied stocks, etc. 
He bad no regaid for those who would invest money in property, such 
as land, houses, andshares. Such investments would give employment 
to the people, develop the resources of the country, create wealth, and 
therefore should not be encouraged. 

Chevalier, in his celebrated work, 

TREATED THE VALUE OF SILVER AS STATIONARY 


and attributed all fluctuations to gold. He said: 

Unless, then, we possess a very robust faith in the immobility of human affairs, 
we must regard the fall in the value of gold as an event for which we should 

repare without loss of time. And who can be ignorant that the value of gold 
i relation to productions generally, and in relation to silver in particular, in- 
stead of being fixed, has experienced very numerous variations—that it has 
been undergoing modifications, sometimes in one sense, sometimes in another, 
from the beginning of the world, under the influence of forces far less energetic 
than those which are in action in our day? 

s < * * = + s 

If the value of gold has varied every time that new circumstances haye mod- 
ified the relation between the supply and demand and if it has risen or fallen in 
proportion to the change which manifested itself in this relation, by what 
strange witcheraft are the natural causes of the fall of gold to be paralyzed, now 


that they are displaying themselves in such unusual proportions? 


Independently of all detailed calculation like the preceding, there is a general 
way 3 oneself of the impending fall of gold. at least if some cause, 
ble to foresee, should not suddenly put an end to its extraor- 
dinary production. The metal which is now being extracted in such abundance, 
in comparison with the past, must, if converted into money, affect its value by 
its mass. (Pages 117, 118.) 

After discussing what other use might be made of gold and arriving 
at the conclusion that little can be used for other purposes than as 
money, he said: 

The currency, then, offers the one sole channel by which the principal part of 
this enormous production of gold can find an outlet. Al y several nations 
have closed the door against it. How, then, can it fail to encumber the chan- 
nels of circulation in those countries which remain faithful toa gold currency? 
In other words, how shall we escape a general dearness of commodities in 
France if we maintain for gold in our monetary system the place which in fact 
it now occupies? (Page 120.) 

For the purpose of showing that the arguments of the gold-standard 
contractionists are not original, but are the same which were formerly 
used by the silver-standard contractionists, I must call attention again 
to the argument of Mr. Chevalier, made familiar in these days by its fre- 


quent repetition: 
y increased and cheapened production of 


Under the influence of this greatl 
— is reasonable to expect, at least in all those countries where gold circu- 


in large quantities and where it is or tends to be the sole medium of ex- 


neral disturbance of prices, a deeply felt derangement of interests, 


change, a 
ification more or less radical in the 


and a m 


respect Sage. 
ments contracted by the State. If it were proved that what is taking place is 
in violation of the spirit and letter of legislation, the best means should be 
sought for hn es as quickly as possible to the scrupulous observance of the 


law. (Page 20. 

Here Mr. Chevalier suggests that mining for gold and adding to the 
circulating medium are in violation of law and a dishonor to the state. 
WHO EVER HEARD OF A GOLD-STANDARD CONTRACTIONIST 
seeing honor in anything except the protection of his interests? The 

robbing of his neighbors counts for nothing. That is honorable. 
IF THE BOUNTIES OF NATURE EXPAND THE CURRENCY, 
the nation is dishonored. If by legislation the currency is contracted, 
the miser enriched, and the people destroyed, it is honorable; it is con- 
servative; it is wise; it is good money; itis honest money. Such is 
the moral sense of the usurer everywhere and at all times. 
But let us return to our author again. Ile says: 


Simultaneously with these new discoveries of gold a fact of grave import de- 
velops itself with reference to silver. For a few years past t metal has be- 
come, in the European market, the object of unusual demand for exportation 
to the East. This is evidently calculated to make the fall in gold more sensibly 
felt, especially in comparison with the other precious metal; for whilst the 
gold increases e silver becomes more scarce, and thus the divergence 
operates from both sides, (Page 21.) 

How familiar this argument! Then gold, if the mines continue to 
ga would drive silver out of the country and dishonor France. 

OW. 


? 
IF SILVER IS USED IT WILL DRIVE GOLD OUT OF THE COUNTRY 


and dishonor the United States. The reason in both cases was to en- 
rich the bondholders and rob the masses. Suppose gold was driven 
out of the country, where would it go and how would it be driven 
out? If we were to use silver our farmers wonld be relieved from the 
necessity of selling their products at 40 per cent. discount to buy gold 
for the benefit of the bondholders. If we were not buying gold and 


making a corner on that metal, gold would be cheaper. The five or 
seven hundred millions, or whatever we have, of gold, if sent to E 
would make gold cheaper there than it now is and raise the price of 
wheat and all other commodities. If Europe will pay more for gold 
than we can afford to pay, let them haveit. The history of the world 
proves that silver is just as good money as gold. All civilized nations 
still use silvers Not a hundred millions of people use gold and not 
fiity millions of the people on this globe ever saw a piece of gold. 

Icommend the works of Maclaren and Chevalier to the particular 
attention of all those who admire the skill and wisdom of rejecting one 
of the metals for the purpose of enriching the bondholders at the ex- 
pense of the people. 

The best illustration of 

THE CRUEL AND HEARTLESS OPPRESSION 

brought about by legislative manipulation of the money of the world 
is found in the case of Egypt. The case of Egypt is the case of every 
farmer in the West. That case is so well stated by Sir Moreton Frewen 
that I will give itin his own language: 

To those who profess a convenient belief that, although the fall of in- 
creases the burden of national debts, yet thata lessened cost of production avails 
to right the balance, I would recommend a short study of Egyptian finances to- 
day. There isa nation of peasant cultivators, 6,000,000 of people farming 5,000,- 
000 of acres, whose agricultural iea Umpc eyes are neither better nor worse than 
at the time when Joseph was sold by his brethren; nor isthe tide of the same 
Nile which to day brings to market the produce of the same fields in similar 
barges either faster or less fast than five thousand yearsago. Twenty-five years 


since Egypt was free of foreign debt, but in an evil hour the ex-Khedive Ismail 
borrowedabouta hundred millions sterling at euormous rates of interest in Lon- 


has to contribute 8 share to the expenses ofthe home government. The 
are collected not in money, but or. in produce. 

uce w is aj 
e debt was 


ce, an extreme 
instance I admit, of that “ap of ” about which philoso with 
fixed incomes write 30 athe rier stay ber yrs FA is said to be for the cee 
of England the creditor nation.— Economic Crisis, by Moreton Frewen. 
1888, pages 77 to 79. 


The case of Egypt is an extreme case, but it illustrates the avarice 
and cruelty of the money-lender. Sir Moreton Frewen tells us that a 
liberal use of the “‘kourbash”’ is necessary to collect the revenue in 
Egypt, that is, 

LIBERAL FLOGGING, CORPORAL PUNISHMENT, 
is necessary to make the fellaheen work and starve sufficiently to pro- 
ano crops which can be converted into money to pay a fraudulent 

ebt. . 

I read in an English publication a short time ago an account of a 
movement on the part of some humane people in that country—for 
humanity has not entirely de from the people—to abolish cor- 
poral punishment of the laborers of Egypt, but the reply to this move- 
ment was that flogging was the only means by which the people could 
be forced to perform sufficient labor to pay the interest on the public 
debt and protect the English creditors in their rights. Whether this 
explanation will continue to be satisfactory to the good people of Eng- 
land remains to be seen. 

It will be a long time before the farmers of the United States will 
submit to corporal punishment, but the time may come. 

MORE CONTRACTION, MORE POVERTY, MORE STARVATION 
may reduce them to slavery, but before that time arrives there will be 
a contest that may make even bondholders tremble. : 

‘The slavery of the Egyptians by the military power of Great Britain 
surpasses in cruelty any system of slavery that ever existed. The 
hypocrisy of the rulers of that country in pretending to favor the aboli- 
tion of slavery anywhere is fally illustrated by their treatment of the 
Egyptians. A debt contracted by the profligate ruler in collusion with 
unscrupulous speculators is made the pretext for reducing an honest 
and helpless people to 

THE MOST ABJECT SYSTEM OF STARVATION AND SLAVERY. 

At the same time we constantly read of the efforts of the English 
Government to suppress the slave trade in Africa, which consists in 
capturing wild negroes to be used as slaves in Asiatic countries. No 
slavery that can be devised, where the master owns the slave and is 
compelled to feed him, can be com to Egyptian slavery, toenforce 
the payment of a fraudulent debt. The farmers of the United States 
haye the same cause of complaint, in kind, but not in degree, as the 
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tian farmers. Their obligations, too, have been doubled by leg- 

ion; they, too, are compelled to sell their wheat, their cotton, and 
other farm products at a discount to buy gold with which to pay 
‘debts contracted in another and cheaper currency, But the farmers of 
the United States have a vote and a voice in the Government, and that 
voice they expressed at the last Presidential election. The time is 
jcome avhen we are to see whether that voice ought to be obeyed. Let 
those who doubt it resist the coming storm and take the consequences, 

Many who have not reflected upon the subject are misled by the 
question so frequently asked by the gold-standard contractionists, how 
can we settle our international balances unless we adhere to the stand- 
ard money of the commercial world? Although the answer to this is 
very simple, it is not generally understood; in fact, it is generally sup- 
posed that we settle our foreign balances in money. We do nothing of 
the kind. Our foreign balances are always settled in commodities. If 
gold and silver are shipped out of the country to pay for goods they are 
shipped as bullion, and notas coin. When we buy gold in „we 
buy it as bullion. 

© GOLD IS BOUGHT AND SOLD BY WEIGHT. 

The stamp of the Government has nothing to do with either gold or 
silver as an international commodity. It is the business of bankers to 
ascertain the value of the money of one country in the money of an- 
other country. How did we carry on trade with Europe during the 
war, or rather during the suspension of specie payments? Wheat was 
bought in this country with greenbacks, and sold in foreign countries 
for the money of those countries. For example, specie payment was 
suspended in Italy and the United States at the same time. Each had 
a paper currency of its own. Did trade between them stop? Not at 
all. The American merchant sending a cargo of wheat to Italy would 
sell it for Italian money. With that money he would buy a cargo of 
marble or anything else that was wanted in this country; or if he did 
not desire to purchase commodities in Italy he would go to a bank in 
Rome or Naples with the Italian money that he received for his cargo of 
wheat and obtain a bill of exchange payable in the United States in 
greenbacks or gold, whichever he desired, 

Buying and selling of exchange is a legitimate and extensive business 
conducted by bankers. One of the greatest defects in metallic money 
is that it may be shipped from a country as a commodity on account 
of its money value in other countries. The great dread of an adverse 
balance of trade is not the debt that is incurred, which could be paid at 
a future time in commodities, but it is the fear that the money of the 
country will be shipped as a commodity, thus producing contraction 
at home, involving bankruptcy and ruin. But the idea of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in anchoring the price of commodities of this coun- 
try to the gold price of Europe suggests a most fearful oppression. It 
amounts to this: The United States 

FIRST DESTROYS ALL OTHER KINDS OF MONEY BUT GOLD 
and makes it impossibie for the debtor to discharge his obligation in 
the money of the contract. The Secretary approves of this. He de- 
clares that there shall be no relief; that the money of the contract 
shall not be restored, but the people shall continue to buy gold, what- 
ever the sacrifice may be. 

If the issue now before the country can be preserved until the people 
fully understand how they are defrauded, there can be no doubt as to 
the final result. A compromise now in the interest of money kings 
would be fatal. No advantage would be gained for the people. The 
power of aggregated capital in money and bonds, with the metropolitan 
press at its command, would denounce the advocates of honest money 
and point to the law passed for the relief of the people as evidence of 
= ee agitation and of all efforts to regulate the currency by leg- 

tion. 3 

The issue is now plain and distinct. In 1873 the volume of the cir- 
culating medium was contracted by the demonetization of silver. The 
question now is, shall silver be restored? ‘That issue is plain. 

ANYTHING SHORT OF FREE COINAGE 
or its equivalent will not meet the demand of the hour. 3 

In 1580 the Democratic party in its national platform declared for 

free coinage in the following impressive language: 


We pledge ourselves anew * * * to honest money, consisting of gold and 
silver, and paper, convertible into coin on demand. 


: Again in 1884 this declaration for free coinage was repeated, as fol- 
ows: ` 

We believe in honest money, the gold and silver coinage of the Constitution, 
and a circulating medium convertible into such money without loss. 

The amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado is in accord- 
ance with this declaration of the Democratic party. 

IT PROVIDES FOR GOLD AND SILVER COIN 
and for a currency convertible into such coin without loss. It is sub- 
stantially the same bill which I introduced in the Fiftieth Congress 
ana sain = the 12th day of December last. The following is a copy 
t bill: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That any person may deposit at any mint or as- 
say office of the United States either gold or silver bullion, or both, in quanti- 
ties of not less than 5 ounces of gold or 80 oances of silver.and demand and 
receive coin or coin certificates at the rate of $1 in coin or certificates 


for 25.8 grains troy 5 of standard gold and at the rate of $1 in certificates 


for 412} grains troy we | seni meee silver. 

Src. 2. The coin certi issued under the provisions of this act shall be of 
such denominations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe: 

That they shall not be of less denomination than Ji or more that $1,000, an 
that at least one-half of the amount issued shall be in denominations less than 
$50, and such certificates shall be redeemable in coin of standard value. And 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be coined from time to time such 
portions of the bullion ey winery under the provisions of this actas may be nec- 
essary to enable him to furnish coin in exchange for bullion and for the re- 
demption of such certificates. 

Sec. 3. The coin certificates issued under the provisions of this act shall be a 
legal tender at their nominal value for all dues, publicand private, except where 
otherwise expressly stipulated in contracts heretofore made, and when such 
certificates shall be received for publie dues they shall be reissued. A suffi- 
cient sum to carry out the foregoing provisions of this act is hereby appropri- . 
ated ont of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, The pro- 
vision in section 1 of the act of February 28, 1878, entitled An act to authorize 
the coinage of thestandard dollar and to restore its legal-tender character,” 
which requires the Secretary of the 2 to purchase at the market price 
thereof not less than $2,000,000 worth of silver bullion per month, nor more than 
$4,000,000 worth per month of such bullion, is hereby repealed. 

It will be observed that there is no essential difference between this 
bill and the amendment of the Senator from Colorado, I am glad to 
be able to say that he and I have always been in accord on this ques- 
tion. They both comply in every particular with the platform of the 
Democratic party in 1884, as well as with that of the Republican party 
in 1888. The amendment is a great improvement on the bill reported 
by the Finance Committee, which provides for the purchase of four and 
ahalf million dollars’ worth of silver bullion per month at the market 
price and the issuance of Treasury notes therefor. Under the present 
law the Treasury coined 33,793,860 silver dollars during the last year, 

The Finance Committee’s bill would put in circulation just fifty-four 
millions each year, which would be $20,206, 140 in excess of the amount 
of silver dollars coined last year. ‘The contraction caused by the re- 
tirement of national-bank circulation was $36,861,931, which would 
not only absorb the excess of circulation which would be gained by the 
Finance Committee’s bill, but would reduce the amount of actual in- 
crease of the circulating medium to eighteen millions, Eighteen mill- 
ions added to the circulating medium of the country during the next 

ear 
7 WOULD NOT RELIEVE THE STRINGENCY OF THE MONEY MARKET, 

I fear that the bill, if it should become a law, would be a great dis- 
appointment. Besides, the Treasury notes to be issued are not a legal 
tender and will not pass as money without the consent of the creditor, 

There is still another objection to it. The silver is to be purchased 
at the market value. This would leave it as it now is, subject to specu- 
lation, treating it as a commodity, and not as money. It can not be said 
that this bill is in conformity with the plattorm of the party. Mycol- 
league who reported it is, and has always been, in favor of free coin- 
age. It was the only bill that the Finance Committee would agree 
upon, and the report was a great gain. It was a step to favorable leg- 
islation. My colleague deserves the thanks of the friends of honest 
money for reporting this bill and giving the Senate an opportunity, 
with his assistance, to perfect the measure. 

It is a significant fact that the people in 1884 

APPROVED THE FREE-COINAGE PLATFORM 
of the Democratic party by the election of President Cleveland, and in 
1888 approved the free-coinage platiorm of the Republican party by 
electing President Harrison. 

President Cleveland, in violation of the Democratic platform and be- 
fore he had taken the oath of office, demanded the repeal of the Bland 
act. In August, after his inauguration, he notified the monetary con- 
ference, which was held in Paris, through Mr. Walker, our consul-gen- 
eral there, that the United States was abont prepared to discontinue 
the coinage of silver. In his messages to Congress in December, 1885 
and 1886, he strenuously urged the repeal of the Bland act and the utter 
demonetization of silver. 

During the Fiftieth Congress the Senate amended the bond-purchasing 
bill, as it was called, which came to it from the House, by adding thereto 
a provision requiring the purchase and coinage of sufficient silver, in 
addition to the amount required by the Bland act, to take the place of 
national-bank notes retired. If this bill had become a law it would 
have stopped contraction by the retirement during the last year of 
$36,861,931 of national-bank notes. This very wholesome provision 
of law passed the Senate by a vote of 38 to 13, but was buried, by order 
of the executive department, in the Democratic Committee on Ways 
and Means, and was never brought before the House for action. 

The Democratie party in its national platform in 1888 

WAS SILENT ON THE SILVER QUESTION, 

It was compelled to be silent on account of their candidate, who dom- 
inated their party and whose voice is still potent in their counsels. I6 
is unfortunate that he is the only man named as yet as the Democratic 
candidate for 1892. 

The Republican party met in convention at Chicago a few days after 
the adjournment of the Democratic convention. It recognized the de- 
mands of the people and declared that it was in favor of the use of both 
gold and silver as money. It is now pledged as irrevocably as was the 
Democratic party by its platforms of 1880 and 1884 to remonetize sil- 
ver. 
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The question now presented to Republican Senators is shall that 
pledge be redeemed or shall it be understood that both parties are so 
under the influence of the money-lenders ‘that no pledge they make for 
currency reformation can or will be redeemed? If this be the fact, the 
sooner it is known the better. 

If BOTH PARTIES ARE SO INVOLVED WITH THE USURERS 
that the people can get no relief through either organization, let that 
fact be known. 

If in 1878, when the people demanded the restoration of silver, their 
demand had been granted, prosperity would have been restored to the 
country, and more than ten thousand millions would have heen added 
to the wealth of the nation. Those who are in favor of legislation for 
the rich against the poor, 

FOR THE COUPON-CUTTERS AGAINST THE PRODUCERS, 

call themselves conservative. Was it conservative to destroy one-half 
of the supply of the precious metals? To reduce the value of every farm 
in the country from 35 to 40 per cent.? To enhance the value of every 
bond, mortgage, and other obligation for the payment of money 40 
per cent.? Was this conservative? Was this in accordance with the 
usages of mankind? Was this in accordance with the Constitution, 
which recognizes both gold and silver as money? Let it be remem- 
bered that this age was especially favored by nature; that after the 
long years of money famine, hard times, stagnation, and poverty, re- 
lief came in a most providential manner. 

The Spanish-American wars had reduced the supply of the precious 
metals more than one-half, contracted the currency, and brought dis- 
tress and ruin everywhere. The discoveries in California and Austra- 
lia inaugurated a new era, since which time there has been a suficient 
supply of the precious metals to keep pace with population and busi- 


n 
spas SECURE AN HONEST ADJUSTMENT OF CONTRACTS, 

encourage enterprise, give the people employment, advance civiliza- 

tion and progress, and bless mankind. 

It is interesting to examine the figures. The produet of the precious 
metals was more than quadrupled by the new gold-fields of California 
and Australia. I will insert a table in my remarks showing the an- 
nual production of gold and silver from 1851 to 1888, both inclusive; 
also the aggregate product of the two metals during the same period; 
also the average production per year for periods of five years during the 
same time.“ 

The table is as follows: 


Statement of the annual production of gold and silver in the world from 
1851 to 1888, inclusive. 


Ave per 
Year. Gold, Silver. Aggregate. year for five 
years. 
$67, 600, 000 $40,000,000 | $107, 600,000 
132, 750, 000 40, 600, 000 173, 350, 000 
155, 450, 000 40, 600, 000 196, 050, 000 $164, 145, 000 
127, 450,000 40, 600, 000 163, 050, 000 
135, 075, 000 40, 600, 000 175, 675, 000 
147, 600, 000 40, 650, 000 188, 250, 000 
133, 275, 000 40, 650, 000 173, 925, 000 
124, 650, 000 40,650,000 | 165, 300, 000 170, 625, 000 
124, 850, 000 40, 750, 000 155, 600. 000 
119, 250, 000 40, 800, 000 160, 050, 000 
113, 800, 000 41. 700, 000 158, 500, COO 
107, 750, 000 45, 200, 000 152, 950, 000 
106, 950, 000 49, 200, 000 156, 150, 000 160, 890, 000 
113, 000, 600 51, 700, 000 164, 700, 000 
120, 200, 000 51, 950, 000 172, 150, 000 
121, 100, 000 50, 750, 000 171, 850, 000 
104, 025, 000 54, 225, 000 158, 250, 000 
109, 725,000 50, 225,000 | 159, 950,000 160, 440, 000 
106, 225, 000 47, 500, 000 53, 725, 000 
106, 850, 000 51,575, 000 158, 425, 000 
107, 000, 000 61, 050, 000 168, 050, 000 
99, 600, 000 62, 250, 000 161, 850, 000 
96, 200, 00 81, 800, 000 178, 000, 060 169, 630, 000 
90, 750, 000 71,500, 000 162, 250, 000 
97, 500, 000 80, 500, 0U0 178, 000, 000 
103, 700, 000 87, 600, 000 191, 300, 000 
114, 000, 000 81, 000, 000 195, 000, 000 
119, 000, 000 95, 000, 000 214, 000, 000 201, 700, 000 
109, 000, 000 96, 000, 000 205, 000, 000 
106, 500, 000 96, 700, 000 203, 200, 000 
103, 000, 000 102, 000, 000 205, 000, 000 
102, 000, 000 111, 800, 000 213, 800, 000 
400, 000 115, 300, 000 210, 700, 000 212,720, 120 
101, 700, 600 105, 500, 000 207, 200, 600 
108, 400, 000 118,500,000 | 226, 900, 000 
— bony ri * 600,000 | 226, 600, 000 
„000, 25,500,000 | 232, 500, 000 235, 833, 333} 
106, 000, 000 142, 400, G00 zt omo 
Total —— 4, 250,325,000 2, 657. 925, 000 6. 908, 250, 600 


* Average per year for three years. 

This table shows that the average annual yield of both gold and sil- 
ver between 1851 and 1873 was $164,713,043. The yield of gold be- 
tween those dates was far in excess of the yield of silver. The product 
of silver in the year 1873 rose to $81,800,000. From that time forward 
the aggregate yield of the two metals has been about equal, but the 


yield of gold has latterly gradually declined while the yield of silver 
has gradually increased, until the yield of silver is now somewhat in 
excess of the yield of gold. The two together, however, do not in- 
crease as rapidly as the increase of population, so that when both are 
used as money 

THERE CAN BE NO POSSIBILITY OF INFLATION, 

A metallic basis with the present supply of both metals will give the 
creditor sufficient advantage over the debtor. A careful examination 
of the table I present will show that the annual supply of geld and 
silver for the last forty years has been subject to very slight fluctua- 
tions, and that if the standards had not been tampered with there 
would have been no inflation or contraction, but a regular and con- 
tinued supply of money would have secured all the blessings for this 
generation which a sound and stable currency could furnish. Those 
who tampered with the currency now tell us that if we return to the 
money of the Constitution and of the people dire calamities must fol- 
low; that the United States would be flooded with silver and our 
finances deranged. It has been difficult tor the gold-standard contrac- 
tionists to furnish exact information whence this flood of silver is to 
come, The royal commission of England on the depression of trade, 
which investigated this question, came to the conclusion that there was 

NO ACCUMULATION OF SILVER BULLION 
anywhere in the world, and their conclusion was summed up in the 
London Economist, as follows: 

According to statements submitted to the royal (English) commission on 
trade depression, ‘‘the quantity of pure silver used for coinage purposes dur- 
ing the fourteen years ending 1894 was about 18 per cent. greater than the total 
production during that period; and there are other estimates which place the 
ee seme at a still higher figure. It is to be remembered that the coin 
demand is fed from other sources than the annual output of the mines, It is 
supplied to some extent by the melting down of old coinage. Allowing for this, 
however, the evidence of statistics goes to show that the coinage demand for 
the metal is, and has been, sufficient to absorb the whole of the annual supply 
that is left free after the consumption in the arts and manufactures has been 
supplied; and this conclusion is supported by fact that nowhere through- 
out the world has there been any accumulation of uncoined stocks of the metal.“ 

It has been suggested that a flood of coined silver might come from 
Europe, but a slight examination of the amount of silver coin in all 
Europe shows that a large supply from that quarter is impossible. The 
silver coins of all denominations in Europe amount to a little over 
thirteen hundred millions. About four hundred millions of this 
amount is debased token-money which has no market value oatside of 
the countries in which it is coined and used, There is less than 

ONE THOUSAND MILLIONS OF LEGAL-TENDER SILVER MONEY 
incirculationin all Europe. This legal-tender silver is now doing duty 
on a par with gold at a ratio of 15} to 1. Our ratio being 16 to 1 the 
speculator who would purchase with an ounce of gold 15} ounces of 
legal-tender silver in Europe must sell it in this country ata discount of 
nearly 3} per cent., because our ratio is 16 to 1. In other words, he 
would have to add to his 15} ounces of silver purchased in Europe 
half an ounce more of silver before he could secure the return of his 
ounce of gold with which he made his snip ei purchase. Besides, 
the legal-tender silver in Europe is doing duty as money among the 
people and is in fact the money of the people. 

No Euro Government will now attempt to rob the people of this 
necessary circulating medium to which they are accustomed and to 
which they are so much attached. It was the protest of the German 
people that stopped the sale of silver by Germany, and the publicsen- 
timent among the masses for the use of silver as money is growing 
stronger every day. If it had been possible to wholly demonetize sil- 
ver in Europe the bondholders would have banished the white metal 
and utterly demonetized silver long The necessity for more silver 
for subsidiary coin is increasing daily. Great Britain instead of using 
less silver is now increasing her silver coinage, and thesame will be true 
throughout the Continent of Europe whenever the price of silver ad- 
vances, 

Tt can not be anticipated, therefore, that the United States will be 
able to obtain any considerable amount of silver from Europe. This 
subject had been so fully examined that it was supposed every source 
from which a flood of silver could possibly come had been pointed out, 
but the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in his recent remarks 
made a new discovery. He said: 

I do not want Con to pledge itself to DAI of the silver tbat is offered 
that may be melted from the pots of India or China or all over the world. 

This wasa startling declaration in view of the fact that 

NO RECORD EXISTS OF THE RETURN OF ONE OUNCE OF SILVER 
from any part of Asia, although the flow of the white metal from Eu- 
rope and America to the Orient has been constant since the discovery 
of the great Potosi mine in South America about three hundred years 
ago. The eight hundred millions of people 1 the continent 
of Asia have always required a vast amount of silver. They have never 
been oversupplied. Their demand is on the increase, as was shown by 


the testimony taken beſore the Royal Commission. Mr. David A. 


Wells, the liſe-long monometallist, has at last discovered that there is 
no danger of a flood of silver. In the May, 1888, number of the Pop- 
ular Science Monthly he says: 


Something of inference respecting the economic changes of the future ma; 
be warranted from a study of the past. It may, for example, besafely predict 
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that whatever of economic disturbance has been due to a change in the relative 

value of silver to gold will ultimately, and probably at no very distant period, 

be terminated by a restoration of the bullion price of the former metai to the 

rates (60 to 61 pence per ounce) that prevailed for many years prior to the year 
The reasons which warrant such an opinion are briefly as follows: 

Silver is the only suitable coin medium for countries of comparatively low 
prices, low wages, and limited e e India, China, Central and South 
America, which represent about three-fifths of the population of the world, or 
abouta thousand millions of people. Civilization in most of these countries, 
through the advent of better means of production and exchange, is rapidly ad- 
vancing, necessitating a continually increasing demand for silver as money, as 
well as ofiron for toolsand machinery. 

Generations also will pass before the people of such countries will begin to 
economize money by the use to any extent of its representatives, paper and 
credit; under such circumstances a scarcity, rather than a superabundant sup- 
ply, of silver in the world’s market is the outlook for the future; inasmuch as 
a comparatively small per capita increase in the use of silver by such vast num- 
bers would not only rapidly absorb any existing surplus, but possibly augment 
demand in excess of any current supply. The true economic policy of a coun- 
try like the United States, which is a large producer and seller of silver, would 
therefore seem to be to seek to facilitate such a result by removing all obsta- 
cles in the way of commerce between itself and silver-using countries, in order 
that through increased traffic and consequent prosperity the demand for silver 
on the part of the latter might be promoted.” 

There is a wide difference of opinion between the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the Senator from Ohio. The Secretary in his last report 
said: 

NO SILVER SURPLUS, 

There isin fact no known accumulation of silver bullion anywhere in the 
world, Germany long since disposed of her stock of melted silver coins, partly 
by sale, partly by recoinage into her own new subsidiary coins, and partly by 
nse in coining for Egypt. Only recently it became necessary to purchase silver 
for the Egyptian coinage executed at the mint at Berlin. 

It is plain, then, that there is no danger that the silver product of past years 
will be poured into our mints, unless new steps be taken for demonetization, 
and for this improbable contingency ample safeguards can be provided. 

Nor need there be any serious apprehension that any considerable part of the 

stock of silver coin of Europe would be shipped to the United States for deposit 
for Treasury notes. 

There is much less reason for shipping coin to this country than bullion, for 
while the leading nations of Europe have discontinued the coinage of full legal- 
tender silver pieces, they have provided by law for maintaining their existing 
stock of silver coins at 8 

In England, Port ,and the states of the Scandinavian Union there is no 
stock of silver coin except subsidiary coins, required for change pu , the 
nominal value of which isfar in excess of the bullion value. Germany in cir- 
culation about $100,000,000 in old silver thalers, butten years have passed since the 
sales of bullion arising under the anti-silver legislation of 1873 were discontin- 
ued. It is safe to say there is no stock of silver eoin in Europe which is not 
needed for business purposes. 

The states of the Latin Union,and Spain which has a similar monetary sys- 
tem, are the only countries in Europe which have any large stock of sil ver coins, 
and the commercial necessities of these countries are such that they could not 
afford, without serious financial distress, to withdraw from circulation silver 
coins which are at par with their gold coins, to deposit them at our mints for 
payment ofthe bullion value in notes, (Pages 68,69.) 

The Senator from Ohio, contrary to existing facts, holds up the 
silver 

MELTED FROM THE POTS OF INDIA OR CHINA, 


or all over the world, to frighten the people of this country from the 
use of silveras money. He is willing, however, that silver shall be 
bought to raise its value. He said: 

I would buy every ounce of silver produced in this country and keep itin our 
‘Treasury vaults, and issue our certificates upon it, based upon its market value, 
to any extent that may be desired, and I would make those certificates a legal 
tender so that they would travel all over the world and be as good as gold and 
upon a parity with gold. 

In other words, he would put silver in the Treasury at its market 
value in gold and keep it ona parity with gold where silver bullion 
now is; but he would not use it as money to enlarge or increase the 
standard money of the world. 

Both the Senator from Ohio and the Secretary of the Treasurv ex- 
press a willingness to deal in silver for the purpose of enhancing its 
market value. What right has the United States to buy silver for the 
purpose of putting up its price any more than it has to buy wheat, cot- 
ton, or any other commodity for such purpose? If the purchase or 
coinage of silver is not for the purpose of using that metal as standard 
money equally with gold, no scheme to deal in silver bullion can be 
justified. 

Well may the very able Senator from Ohio 

ADHERE TO THE SINGLE GOLD STANDARD. 

The world is more indebted to him than to any other man who ever 
lived for the demonetization of silver. While the representatives of 
bondholders and money kings in Europe were still advocating the de- 
monetization of gold and wher every nation on the continent was prac- 
tically on the silver standard, a monetary conference was held in Paris in 
the vear 1867. Samuel B. Ruggles, of New York, wasa delegate from 
the United States to that conference. Through hisinfluence, aided by 
the Senator from Ohio, then chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
the conference was induced to adopt a plan for international coinage, 
the first declaration of which was that there should be “ a single mone- 
tary standard exclusively of gold nine-tenths fine.“ (House Executive 
Document 266, Forty-first Congress, second session, page 5.) 

To aid in reaching this conclusion the Senator from Ohio addressed a 
very able letter to Mr. Ruggles, dated Paris, May 18, 1867, in which, 
among other things, he said: 


As the 18 — five-franc piece is now in use by over sixty millions of people of 
several different nationalities and is of convenient formand size. it may well 
be adopted by other nations as the common standard of value, leaving to each 
nation to regulate the divisions of this unit in silver coin or tokens, 


If this is done, France will surely abandon the impossible effort of making 


two standards of value. Gold coins will answer all the pu: of mech ges 
commerce. Acommon gold standard will silver coinage, of which the 
United States will furnish the greater part, especially for the Chinese trade. 


Mr. Ruggles presented this letter to the emperor and to the confer- 

ence, and it was ordered printed in both the French and English lan- 
The letter can be found in Senate Executive Document No. 

14, Fortieth Congress, second session, pages 107, 108. 

Mr. Ruggles, in his report to Mr. Seward, 

GIVES THE SENATOR FROM OHIO GREAT CREDIT 

for his valuable assistance in securing the adoption by the conference 
of the single gold standard. E 

The Senator from Ohio, as chairman of the Committee on Finance 
of the Senate, on the 9th day of June, 1868, made a very able and elab- 
orate report in favor of the adoption by the United States of the plan 
agreed upon by the conference at Paris. The Senator from Ohio and 
Mr. Ruggles were both Americans, and for that reason, and that rea- 
son only, he justly claimed the credit for America of having succeeded 
in securing a decision of the conference } 


IN FAVOR OF AN EXCLUSIVE GOLD STANDARD. 

He said in that report: 

The single standard of gold is an American idea, yielded reluctantly by 
France and other countries, where silver is the chief standard of value.—S. Rep. 
Com. No. 117, Fortieth Congress, second session, page 4. 

In pursuance of his fixed purpose to demonetize silver, as chair- 
man of the Finance Committee he reported and had charge of the act 
of February, 1873, which demonetized silver. The history of that leg- 
islation is familiar to all. 

In his report as Secretary of the Treasury for 187778, made a few 
monis previous to the passage of the Allison-Bland act, he declared 

at— 


=) importance of gold as the standard of value is conceded by all. (Page 


He furnished a most elaborate argument against the use of silver as 
money, and contended that if the United States did coin silver it should 
use such coins only as credit money. He said: $ 

If the essential quality of redeemability given to United States notes, bank 
bills, tokens, fractional coins, and currency maintains them at par, how much 
easier it would be to maintain thesilver dollar of intrinsic market value, nearly 
equal to gold, at with gold coin by giving to it the like quality of redeem- 
ability. (Page 3). 

If Congress had followed his advice and made the silver dollar re- 
deemable in gold, there would have been over three hundred millions 
less standard money in the United States to-day. But the arguments 
of the Secretary of the Treasury did not satisfy Congress. In February, 
1878, the Allison-Bland act was passed, which provided for the pur- 
chase and coinage of not less than two nor more four million dollars’ 
worth of silver bullion per month. This act was vetoed by President 
Hayes, presumably by the advice of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
because the veto is but eae 

A SUBSTANTIAL REITERATION OF THE ARGUMENTS 
found in the report of the Secretary. 

In his report for 1878-79, he deprecated the passage of the act and 
said: 

The Secretary, therefore, earnestly invokes the attention of Congress to this 
subject, with a view that either aurae the present or the nextsession the amount 
of silver dollars to be issued be limited or their ratio to gold for coining pur- 
poses be changed. (Pages 15-16.) 

Again he said: 

And the Secre respectfully recommends that he be authorized to discon- 
tinue the coinage of the silver dollar when the amount outstanding shall exceed 
50,000,000. (Page 17.) 

Following in the same line in his report for 1879-’80 he quoted his 
former recommendations, and proceeded as follows: 


He again respectfully calls the attention of Co to the importance of 
further limiting the coinage of the silverdollar. = * * The Seo ee can not 


retary 
toostrongly u the importance of adjusting the coinage ratio of the two metals 
by treaties with commercial nations, and, until this can be done, of limiting 


the coinage of the silver dollar to such a sum as, in the opinion of Co: 
would enable the Department to readily maintain the stan dollars of gold 
and silver at par with each other. (Page 14.) 

In his report for 1880-81 he renewed his arguments against the use 
of silver, and said: 

It may be better for Congress at the present time to confine its action to the 
suspension of the coinage of the silver dollar and to await negotiations with 
foreign powers for the adoption of an international ratio, (Page 21.) 

In the last Congress the question of coining more silver was before 
the Senate, on an amendment to the bond-purchasing bill known as 
the Beck amendment, which provided that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury should purchase, in addition to the amount required to be purchased 
by the Allison-Bland act, sufficient silver to take the place of the na- 
tional-bank notes retired. This amendment passed the Senate by a 
vote of 38 to 13, the Senator from Ohio voting in the negative. There 
can be no doubt as to the views of the Senator from Ohio. 


HE BELIEVES IN THE SINGLE GOLD STANDARD 

and has adhered to that view of the question with great tenacity, vigor, 
and perseverance. It will be remembered that at the time he was ad- 
vocating the single gold standard the nations on the Continent of Eu- 
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rope were either in favor of the double standard or of a single standard 
of silver. Theevils which the Senator from Ohioso graphically pointed 
out in his numerous reports and arguments would necessarily flow from 
the Allison-Bland act have not been realized, and the general opinion 
of the country is that that act has proved a great boon and is all that 
now stands between this country and bankruptcy. À 

It would be unreasonable for the friends of silver to look to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio for any real aid or comfort in their efforts to return to 
the money of the Constitution. 

But we are told that there has been a large increase in the volume 
of the circulating medium. The Secretary of the Treasury, in his last 
report, states that the amount of money in circulation on March 1, 
1878, was $805,793,807, and on the Ist of October, 1889, the amount 
of money in circulation was $1,405,018,000. The increase is made up 
by estimates. One item of the estimate is $375,947,715 in gold. How 
does the Secretary or anybody know that that amount of gold is in cir- 
culation? ‘ 

* NOBODY SEES GOLD EXCEPT UPON THE PACIFIC COAST. 

Where does it circulate? Weare informed by statisticians that so 
much has been in the country, and they suppose it is all here now. 
They make no allowance for the vast sums that leave the country 
every year in the pockets of travelers to be spent in Europe, which 
never returns. It is safe to say that the estimate of the Secretary of 
the Treasury in regard to this item is at least two hundred millions 

too high. If there is $375,947,715 of gold in circulation outside of the 
Treasury, I should like to have somebody tell us where it is and who 
uses it. 


Another item making up the money in circulation consists of $116,- 
675,349 in gold certificates. ‘These certificates do not go into general 
circulation, butsimply represent gold deposited with the Treasury for 
safe keeping, because if must be remembered that 


GOLD WILL DRAW INTEREST IF IT CAN BE SAFELY HOARDED, 


so long as its price can be enhanced by contraction. It is hardly fair 
to count the gold certificates outstanding as a part of the legitimate 
circulation among the people. . 

Another item consists of $325,510,758 in greenbacks. No allowance 
is made for the loss of greenbacks which have been in circulation since 
1862, twenty-eight years. . 

To make a safe calculation of the money in circulation there should 
be at least a deduction of $200,000,000 trom the $375,947,715 of gold 
estimated by the Secretary to be in circulation. There is certainly not 
more than one-half of the gold certificates in actual circulation. There 
should be a deduction of one-half from the $116,675, 349 of gold certifi- 
cates, which is $58,337,674. 

The greenbacks or Treasury notes have been in circulation for twenty- 
eight years and were used during the rebellion in the theater of war. 
A deduction of $50,000,000 at least ought to be made for loss of green- 
backs, These deductions te $308,337,674. This amount sub- 
tracted from $1,405,018,000, which the Secretary supposes is now in 
circulation, would reduce the circulation to $1,096, 680, 326. 

This is a liberal estimate of the actual circulation, and a large amount 
of this is held in the banks as reserves. It is impossible to arrive at 
any just conclusion from the estimates of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

HE TAKES NO ACCOUNT OF THE LOSS OF GREENBACKS 

and of the vast amount of money which is taken out of the country, 
but counts everything that has been in circulation and all that has been 
supposed to be in circulation without deduction. It is safe to say that 
no man can tell from the statements of the Secretary of the Treasury 
the condition of the finances of the country or the amount of circulation 
amongthe people. The leading newspapers have been working at this 
problem for years, and they differ as widely as though their figures 
were mere guesswork. This being the case, we must take the only 
reliable guide that is left us, the general range of price. We know that 
the average price of commodities is now from 30 to 40 per cent. lower 
than it was fifteen years ago, and that it is declining year by year. 
The Secretary himself admits that there is not money enough, but that 
fact is well known without his admission. 

It was not quite fair, however, for the Secretary in his argument, in 
order to show that the volume of the currency has been actually in- 
creased, to select the year 1878. It is well known that in that year 


THE COUNTRY WAS PRACTICALLY WITHOUT MONEY. 

The paper currency had been destroyed and greatly reduced with a 
view of resuming specie payment. The people at that time had not 
sacrificed their property to buy gold. Consequently there was little 
gold in the country. 

According to a paper prepared by the United States Treasurer for the 
American Almanac for 1887, page 340, the amount of money in circa- 
lation in 1865 was $93,318,686. IftheSecretary had taken the amount 
of money in cireulution on that date and compared it with the present 
circulation, with proper estimates and allowances, he would have per- 
ceived that there has been little or noincrease in the circulation for the 
last twenty years, although there has been a vast increase in popula- 
tion and business. The population since 1865 has not only increased 
by natural growth, but also by the suppression of the rebellion and the 

=. 


resumption of the jurisdiction of the United States over the late Con- 
federacy. It is safe to say that 

> THERE IS NOT HALF AS MUCH MONEY PER CAPITA TO-DAY 
as there wasin January, 1865. Itis needless for the Secretary of the 
Treasury to attempt to make the people believe that there is plenty of 
money, for every business man and every laborer knows that money is 
scarce and is still growing scarcer. 

The most remarkable declaration of the Secretary is that free coin- 
age would produce contraction. He says: 

It is difficult to conceive of a method by which a more swift and disastrous 
contraction of our currency could be produced. 

This is a wonderful statement in view of the fact that the principal 
argument against free coinage is that it would produce unlimited ex- 
pansion, that a flood of silver would come and debase the currency and 
derange business. 3 

JUST HOW FREE COINAGE COULD PRODUCE 
both contraction and expansion I will leave for the gold standard con- 
tractionists to answer. 

The suggestion that there is, or is likely to be, too much gold and 
silver for the purpose of money is refuted by the fact that over one- 
third of the world’s money is paper, showing conclusively that there 
is not too much gold and silver. 

I was furnished not long ago by the Treasury Department with a 
statement of the gold, silver, and paper money in circulation in the 
world, which is as follows: . 


Total.... 
The gold-standard 


. 11,488,500, 000 


The money of the world will then consist in round numbers of less 
than four thousand millions of gold to redeem nearly eight thousand 
millions of silver and paper money. Our financial system 
WOULD THEN STAND ON ITS APEX, 
with eight thousand millions of credit money resting upon less than four 
thousand millions of standard money. ‘This is the scheme proposed by 
the gold-standard contractionists. ‘The advocates ol honest money, on 
the contrary, propose to use the eight thousand millions of gold and 
silver as standard money, leaving only four thousand millions of credit 
money consisting of paper. The financial pyramid will then stand on 
its base and have a sufficient foundation to sustain whatever paper 
money may be necessary to meet the legitimate demands of business. 
If this can not be done and if our financial system must rest upon 
nothing but the shrinking supply of gold, 
THE EDIFICE MUST TOPPLE AND FALL, 

The world will then be forced to resort to paper or some other me- 
dium of exchange. Isthissafe? Is the function of money sufficiently 
understood? Can Governments be trusted to regulate the amount 
without reference to a metallic basis? If so, there is no use for either 
gold or silver. The only legitimate function that gold and silver per- 
form in the financial system is to regulate the volume of the circulat- 
ingmedium. Thedanger of improvident legislation will cause the pru- 
dent to hesitate before they will consent to dispense with the use of the 
precious metals. Paper money without a metallic basis is called fiat 
money, assuming that gold and silver are not also fiat money. That is 
a mistaken assumption, 

GOLD AND SILVER ARE AS MUCH FIAT MONEY AS PAPER. 

The only difference is that the quantity of fiat money when based 
upon the precious metals is limited by the supply of those metals, 
whereas the supply of paper is unlimited and the quantity can only 
be determined by law. 

To show that gold and silver are but fiat money, depending upon the 
stamp of the Government for their value as money, we need only sup- 
pose that all the gold and silver in existence were reduced to bullion 
and none of it could be coined. What would then be the value of those 
metals with fifty years’ supply on hand forall other purposes? Before 
the present supply could be exhausted in the arts gold and silver min- 
ing would be abandoned and would probably never beresumed. There 
are so many other kinds of metal which could take the place of gold 
and silver in the arts and which could be more easily obtained and in 
greater abundance that the use of both gold and silver would be prac- 
tically discontinued. 

The only value which either gold or silver has above steel or iron is 
the money value. Destroy that and the romance and excitement of 
the miner’s life would no longer induce him to brave the hardships 
and privations of inhospitable reuions in the costly pursuit of the pre- 
cious metals. It is the anticipation of money resulting from bullion, 
and not the bullion, which inspires mining enterprise. If, then, the 
principal value of gold and silver consists in their money value created 
by the stamp of the Government, why are they not fiat money as much 
as paper money, the principal value of which also is its money value? 

] repeat that the only ad vantage that gold and silver have over paper 
is their capacity to fix the amount of the circulating medium and 
limit it to the supply of those metals, They are useful in that re- 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5083 


spect and in that respect only. The reason why they are useful is be- 
cause their quantity is limited. When the mines fail the limitation 
produces contraction and disaster, but when the mines are productive 
the world is supplied with money. The mines are now productive 
and have been for the last forty years. This generation has been 
specially blessed with a reasonable supply of the precious metals, and 
there is a reasonable prospect of an indefinite continuance of that 
supply. For this reason 
THE FRIENDS OF HONEST MONEY WANT SILVER REMONETIZED, 


-in order that this generation may not be deprived of the blessings 
which the discovery and the development of new mines have conferred 
upon mankind. 2 

While the world is using four thousand millions of paper, what rea- 

son is there in the declaration of the gold-standard contractionists that 
there is too much of the precious metals? The practice of all civilized 
countries shows conclusively that there is not enough metallic money, 
but that paper must be used in addition thereto. 

The honestand brave thing isthe right thing. Itcan not be sup- 

pos that the dealers in money and bonds will ever consent to deal 

nestly with the people. When did avarice ever see both sides of a 

- question? When did the money-loaner ever fail to exact the pound 
of flesh ? 

The present system of combined usury is the most wicked, most op- 
ressive, and most destructiveof all things. It is made respectable by 
egislation. The questions are now fairly presented: Shall the produc- 

ing classes be allowed to settle their contracts with an honest measure 
of value? Shall they be allowed to pay in money of the contract, or 
shall the creditor class, which holds a mortgage upon all the property 
and services of the people of this country, be allowed to 


INCREASE THE OBLIGATIONS OF CONTRACTS 
at pleasure? Shall this class, by legislation to make money dear, be 
allowed to continue to receive more than the contract calls for or shall 
the people be permitted to use the money of the Constitution with 
which to settle their obligations? These are the questions and they 
are easily understood. The people understand what the free coinage 
ot silver means; they understand what the restoration of the white 
metal means; they understand that, but they do not comprehend, nor 
can any member of this Senate comprehend, what any other kind of 
legislation will effect. We know that if the product of the mines is 
now used as money, as it was from the beginning of history, there will 
be a reasonable supply of money for the present, and that if the mines 
continue to be productive 

A MONEY FAMINE WILL BE AVERTED 
for an indefinite period. The use of silver as money has been con- 
tinued so long that the people have come to regard it as a natural right. 
The Constitution so treats it. The Constitution, by authorizing the 
coinage of gold and silver, recognizes this right, and the people now de- 
mand it, and if their representatives are faithful to their trust it will 
be secured to them. The voice of the people comes up from every di- 
rection: Give us back the money of the Constitution; put no cunning 
language in the law; Teave no discretion to the executive department; 
make the law so plain that he who runs may read; and, above all, 
make it mandatory, so that no executive officer will dare misconstrue 
or disohey it. 

It is estimated by those who have given careful attention to the sub- 
ject that the loss to the mass of the people by the demonetization of 
silver has already reached an enormous sum, perhaps not less than ten 
thousand millions. Careful estimates make the loss in producfion since 
silver was demonetized much greater. 

The dealers in bonds and money have accumulated colossal fortunes, 
but they have not received all that has been lost. Enforced idleness 
and failure of production have retarded the prosperity of the country 
and reduced its wealth more than the thousands of millions which the 
bondholders have gained by tampering with the standards. The peo- 
ple are aroused; they are moving. What is the meaning of theirmove- 
ments? What do the Farmers’ Alliance, the labor organizations, and 
the general uprising throughout the country mean? They are indubi- 
table evidences of discontent and dissatisiaction. People know that 
they are denied their rights, 

THAT THEY HAVE BEEN OVERREACHED BY LEGISLATION. 


They may not comprehend just how it was done, but they know that 
money is scarce, that times are hard. They also know that silver was 
demonetized and that the volume of circulation was contracted thereby; 
that there is not gold enough for use as money, that labor is thrown 
out of employment, that the price of property is falling, that the bur- 
dens of mortgages and taxes do not lessen, that it takes more labor and 
more property each year to discharge their obligations and pay tribute 
to the moneyed aristocracy of the country. They know that they need 
more money and that it is the duty of the Government to furnish it. 
They demand that the Government shall coin both gold and silver with- 
out discrimination and upon the same terms. 

The signs of the times are portentous. The anticipation of legisla- 
tion favorable to silver has advanced the price of that metal, checked 
importations trom India, $ 


AND RAISED THE PRICE OF FARM PRODUCTS 


in the United States. The people are now anxious and hopeful. Itis 
no longer safe to delay action or blight the hopes of the struggling 
masses, The duty of the hour is plain. Will those in power periorm 
that duty and answer the just expectations of the people, or will they 
obey the command of the usurers and trample upon the rights of the 
people in disregard of justice and party pledges? No Senator or Rep- 
resentative ean excuse himself from the tull share of his individual re- 
sponsibility, no matter what may be done by others or elsewhere. There 
is no middle ground ; z 


IN THE CONTEST BETWEEN USURY AND JUSTICE, 


The demonetization of silver was a crime against civilization. Noth- 
ing but the full restoration of that metal to the place it occupied before - 
that crime was committed will redress this wrong and redeem the pledge 
of the Republican party. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator has been speaking long and perhaps he 
is wearied, but I should like to ask him to bea little more specific on 
one or two points. I understand that he says that the demonetization 
of silver in 1873 had the effect of contraction upon the currency. How 
much does he suppose the currency of the country was contracted by 
the demonetization of silver at that time? I had supposed that the 
entire coinage of silver dollars to that time was something less than 
$8,000,000, so that all the contraction which could have occurred 
would have been the amount that was actually in circulation as money 
at that time. I ask for information. 

Mr. STEWART. I will give the Senator from Connecticut the in- 
formation with great pleasure. All additions to standard money in- 
crease the volume of money all over the world. It so happened that 
there were two reasons why we were not coining silver. The first was 
that under our coinage act in 1834 the silver dollar was made more 
valuable than the gold dollar. We puta ratio of 16 to 1 in, and con- 
sequently our silver product was shipped to Europe and used there. 
That relieved their gold and it came here, and an eguilibrium was 
produced, as is always the case. It made gold cheaper here because it 
diminished the demand for it there. Consequently we were not using 
much of it. 

Then we suspended specie payments and did not use either metal. 
Germany demonetized gold in 1857, Italy, Austria, and Russia were 
all under suspension. England was the only country that was using 
gold exclusively. France was, as now, on the double standard. No 
country on the continent of Europe was using gold. Gold was, there- 
fore, very cheap at that time, and we had a very good supply. We 
had a larger supply from 1850 to 1873 than we ever had before or 
since. g 

That was the condition of things. Then we resumed specie pay- 
ments, Germany demonetized silver and remonetized gold. It went 
into the markets to buy gold. The United States and Germany went 
into the markets for that purpose. Then Italy commenced struggling 
to get on a gold basis at once. The whole civilized world was wanting 
gold. They cornered it and put it up. The demonetization of silver 
here cut off a supply of the precious metals more than one-half. While 
both could be used it did not make any difference which you had; you 
could go in and manniacture money ontof either. Butwhen the whole 
world had commenced to bid for gold the conspirators against the pros- 
perity of mankind said, Now we will get them; we will cut off silver 
and we will cut off that supply. They shall not have anything to 
make money out of but gold. In other words, while debts had been 
contracted on a basis of cheap money, the whole world was bidding for 
gold. At the time that they commenced bidding silver was money 
and would have done just as well. 

Justsee what causes were at work and then say that the demoneti- 
zation of silver should have occurred at that time. Three or four great 
nations were resuming specie payments. The population of the civil- 
ized world was increasing rapidly. The supply of both gold and sil - 
ver to make money was about $170,000,000 and had been so for the 
thirty years preceding. That wou d not have been sufficient to pre- 
vent contraction and hard times to some extent; but, adding to those 
causes that operated to make gold dear, you came in and cut off the 
supply of silver. It did not make any difference whether you cut off 
the supply of gold or silver; you cut off the supply of the material 
of which standard money could be made. Since that oceurred prices 
have gone down; labor has gone down; bonds have gone up, and more 
than a half of all the wealth of the masses has been transferred by this 
process of usury from the masses to the money kings and the aristoc- 
racy of usury. : 

Do you tell me that it will not affect the price of a thing to cut off 
the supply nor that it will not cause a contraction to cut off half the 
circulating medium? Half the supply that we had and were entitled 
to have to meet emergencies was cut off by a conspiracy, and the world 
was left without it. As long as the price of anything depends upon 
demand and supply, cutting off the supply will produce contraction 
and scarcity. This is what I complain of. 

Mr. PLATT. But, if the Senator will allow me, I am not talking 
about a contraction of currency the world over. He seems not to catch 
the point of my inquiry. I suppose that we had in circulation in this 
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country in 1873 something like $800,000,000 of all kinds of money. 
Perhaps that is a little too high, but I use that as an approximate sum. 
Suppose we demonetized $8,000,000; that was 1 per cent. of it. That 
was not a large contraction of our currency. I am speaking of actual 
eontraction; I am not speaking of what our currency might have come 
to be by the coinage of silver, if we had not adopted its demonetiza- 
tion, but I ask whether that act was a real, actual contraction of our 
currency to any great extent? 

Mr. STEWART. I will reply to that. We had a right by the tra- 
ditions of the age, by the Constitution of the United States, by the 
plighted faith of the country in every respect, to have the use of the 
precious metals when we wanted to use them. By legislation you took 
it away from us. You reduced the supply. You enhanced, by various 
combinatiors, the price of gold. When you got the price of gold up 
and when all the world was bidding for gold, you passed a law to make 
the people of this country pay in gold alone. How did they get gold? 
They had to sell their products in Europe to buy gold, and every time 
they bought it they made it dearer. They aT f to do that. They 
sold their farm products at 30 and 40 per cent. discount to bring that 
gold here. That is what ails the West. 

When the people got in debt on the basis of paper, you passed a law 
to make them pay in coin, and then took away one of the metals from 
which coin could be minted. They might have paid in silver. They 
could have dug out the products of the mines and helped themselves, 
but you denied them that right and said, You shall buy European 
gold, and so put up the price of gold.“ You said, No matter if it 
takes ali your property you must pay in gold, because the bondholder, 
the credit shark, the money king, the aristocracy of usury want it 
pia in gold, and you have got to buy it if it takes your farm. You 

ave got to buy it. They hold the mortgages and will take nothing 

else. The Government has authorized them to demand gold of you, 
and it does not make any difference what it costs in human effort.“ 

. aa is the view the money kings and the sharks took upon this ques- 
tion. 3 

Mr. PLATT. Then it was notan important transaction actually, 
but in the estimation of the Senator it prevented the use of one of our 
metals—silver. So it was not the actual contraction, but it was the 
prevention of the larger use of it. Is that the idea? 

Mr. STEWART. It was very much like this: If you take a calf and 
put an iron band around him and then feed him, it will make him very 
uncomfortable. He might grow to it, and we were a growing country, 
but we were just strangled in that way. You would not let us have 
this supply, and you put us in a band, that of contraction. 

You say it was no contraction. Suppose you should say it would be 
no contraction to ponas that there shall be no money made out of 
gold and silver? Suppose we had said it of gold, would it not have 
made any contraction? Suppose you would say that it would not be 
any contraction to deny the right to coin gold in this country at all? 
Suppose there had been a law passed that we could not coin gold but 
we should buy it with our products, no matter how much we had to 
sacrifice to get the gold? 

Mr. PLATT. Suppose in the years 1874, 1875, 1876, and so on, and 
until 1878, when we resumed to a certain extent the use of silver, that 
by other means the currency of the eountry was actually increased in 
volume, how then does the demonetization for that period affect prices? 

Mr. STEWART. I will tell you. 

Mr. PLATT. Ifthecurrency by other means was actually increased 
or kept up, why should the taking away of a metal of which only a 
million dollars had been coined the year before affect prices? 

Mr. STEWART. If it could have been increased in volume equal 
to the increase of business and population it would not have had any 

material effect in this country it we had no foreign trade, but you made 
the price in gold, and that determined the price of your wheat; it de- 
termined the price of your farm products, and everything had to be sold 
in the foreign market at gold prices. You had to sell it for the gold 
rate. 

You added to the duty of gold nearly one-half by depriving the world 
of the use of silver. You havethrown the labor upon gold. You have 
tried in every way to make it dear and hard to get. Then you passed 
laws to make people get that particular kind of money; and the wheat 
that is sold abroad has to be sold on a gold basis. All the boasted credit 
that you have here comes from the sale of your wheat, tobacco, and 
your cotton abroad and the power it gives to buy gold after you have 
cornered it. If that is not contraction I do not know what is. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me a question for a moment? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. In reference to the amount of silver, I desire to sug- 
gest that up to the 30th of June, 1878, we coined $237,163,117.30 in 
silver besides the minor coins, which amounted to $12,915, 397. 55. 

Mr. PLATT, Up to what year? 

Mr. REAGAN. Up to the year 1878. I should like to call atten- 
tion to the fact that in 1875 there were $10,070,368 coined; in 1876 
there were $19,126,502, all of which was coined before this Bland law 
really took pee: In 1878, $28,549,935 were coined. 

Mr. PLATT,. That there need be no misapprehension about this 


business, I shall put into the RECORD a table showing the coinage of 
silver dollars each year up to 1873: 


_ Coinage of silver from the organization of the United States Mint. 


26, 000 
000 63,500 

—.— 94, 000 
5 ae 
73, 000 559, 900 
$4, 618 1,750 
165, 100 31,400 
.| 20, 000 23,170 
24, 500 32, 900 
169, 600 58,550 
140. 750 57, 000 
15, 000 54, 800 
62. 600 231, 350 
.| 47,500 588, 308 
1,300 657,929 
1,100 1,112, 961 
46, 110 977,150 


33, 140 


It will be seen that from 1793 to 1795 there were coined 204,791 dol- 
lars; in 1796, 72,920 dollars; in 1797, 7,776 dollars; in 1798, 327,000 
dollars. From 1805 to 1836 there was mo silver dollar coined. Then 
there were a thousand silver dollars coined in 1836. There was a hiatus 
in 1837. In 1839 there were 300 dollars coined, and so on from that 
time to 1873, the coinage in no year, with one exception, amounting 
to a million dollars, in some years being only 1, 300 dollars and 1,100 
dollars and 750 dollars, varying amounts. So I think upto 1873 there 
had been less than 8,000,000 silver dollars coined altogether from the 
foundation of the Government. I think Iam not mistaken about that. 

Mr. REAGAN. That may be true. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I should like to ask the Senator from Con- 
necticut a question. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to say that this whole table is printed in 
Laughlin’s Appendix No. 4. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Mr. President—— 

Mr. REAGAN. One moment. I desire to call attention to the fact 
that there are continual misleading statements made about silver. At- 
tention is called to the number of silver dollars that were coined while 
the Government largely coined its silver into half-dollars and quarter- 
dollars, what is called subsidiary coin. Besides that, in earlier years 
the Spanish milled dollar was made current in our country by law and 
was largely in circulation. 

Mr. PLATT. But the whole contention now is about the coinage of 
the silver dollar. I ought to say that the remarks I have made about 
silver coinage are not new; the table was all put in the speech of the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dorn] on Monday. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to ask the Senator from Connecticut 
a question. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Nevada a ques- 
tion which I did not want to interrupt his speech by asking when he 
was on the floor. I understood him to state that the financial plank 
of the last Republican platform committed the Republican party to 
free coinige. Iso understood the Senator. I should like to ask the 
Senator whether that is merely his interpretation of that plank of the 
platform or whether it is the interpretation of those who framed that 
plank, and whether it is accepted as the proper interpretation by the 
Kepublican party. 

Mr. STEWART. As to that plank, I drew it myself. I ought to 
know what it meant then, and I think I do still. It says that the Re- 
publican party is in favor of using both goldand silveras money. Ido 
not see what else yon could mean by that, unless you mean to use it 
as standard money. It must have been in favor of using both gold and 
silver as money. Of course it meant using silver in the same sense that 
gold was being used. Any other meaning would be nonsense. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like to ask the Senator if he really thinks that 
the pledges of a political party made on a platform are binding upon 
the party and should be carried out subsequently to the election ? . 

Mr. STEWART. That is a moral question which I suppose the 
Senator can judge of as well as myself. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is quoting the platform as though it were 
of some consequence in the debate, and if itis we ought to be bound 
by it. 

Mr. STEWART. If it is not, we ought not to have any more na- 
tional conventions of either party. : 

Mr. BLAIR. I was going to ask the Senator, if in his view these 
3 1 are binding, why we should not have passed the 
school bill? 
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Mr. FARWELL. I wish to say a word in answer to the question 


of my friend from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TURPIE in the chair). The Sena- 
tor from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] has the floor. Does he yield to the 
Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. STEWART, Certainly. 

Mr. FARWELL. I wish to make an additional answer to the ques- 
tion of my friend from Louisiana. I was a member of the committee 
on resolutions at the last Republican convention, and I desire to ex- 
press my dissent from the opinion given by my friend from Nevada. 
No such interpretation was considered by that committee, certainly not 
by me and by others who were on the committee. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask what it does mean. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to ask the Senator from Nevada a 
question as bearing upon the statement that was made by the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. I understood the Senator from Nevada 
to state that among those commodities which had declined, labor had 
declined in value. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Since when? 

Mr. STEWART. Its equivalent. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam not talking about its equivalent. I ask the 
question whether the amount of money which is paid for labor has de- 
clined; and. if so, when? 

Mr. STEWART. I think it has. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator asserted that it had. 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator will let me go on I will make my 


reply. 

Mr, HISCOCK. We can reason upon that subject, of course, and 
draw certain conclusions, but from ‘the unqualified way the Senator 
stated in connection with certain other commodities that labor had de- 
clined, as I supposed, in the amount which is paid for it in price, I 
wish to ungerstand whether that was what the Senator meant or not: 
that la as declined in price. 

Mr, STEWART. I meant that there has been a deplorable decline 
of employment; that thousands of people have been thrown out of 
work, and only by the organization of labor unions—— 

Mr. HISCOCK rose, 

Mr. STEWART. Let me finish my statement. Only by the organ- 
ization of labor unions can they exact from capital a subsistence at all 
and keep up their price. In some trades they have kept it up, but the 
industries have been crippled and there has come the existence of 
trasis. We find in every trade that they have got to combine, because 
prices are going down, and they say these combinations are necessary 
to keep thein from bankruptcy on account of the shrinkage in prices. 

The iron grasp of contraction is forcing the producers to combine to 
save themselves {rom bankruptcy, and such combinations compel that 
of labor. The strong are driving the weak out of employment, and 
there are thousands of families famishing on account of the lack of labor, 
because there is not money enough to carry on the business of the coun- 
try, and enterprises are stopped, and stagnation, and hard times, and a 
fall in prices prevail. But what is the difference if they can by force 
in some trades keep up their wages by means of their trades unions, 
when they can not secure more employment for morelaborers? ‘There 
is less labor and less money paid for labor. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Has the Senator got the statistics? 

Mr. STEWART. I have not got the statistics before me now. I 
say what I have said from my examination and investigation of the 
subject, and I say I can show that wages are constantly being cut 
down in every department. Every railroad company and every corpo- 
ration in the country are discussing at every 8 how they can put 
down labor; and the laborers are combining and fighting to prevent 
that putting down. The companies say, We can not live if the price 
of labor is not put down; bankruptcy stares us in the face unless we 
can put down the labor rate.” 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. STEWART, When I get through you can goon. Why, then, 
when we talk about these being hard times, do gentlemen say that 
there is plenty of employment and talk about technicalities when the 
whole volume of business is sinking and when millions of mén are 
thrown out of employment; when the whole country is groaning under 
the iron hand of contraction; when mortgages are crushing to the earth 
the people of the West? In that state of things you say because some 
labor organization has put up the nominal price of wages for a few days 
or weeks that contraction is not doing its legitimate work; that hard 
times do not exist; that the people have not been robbed of their money; 
have not been robbed of their right to the use of silver as money. The 
people understand better. It will not do. 

Now, I should like to ask the Senator from Illinois what he meant 
by his remark about that plankin the platform. What does it mean? 

Mr, FARWELL,- I suppose the Senator does not wish me to state 
what occurred in committee. 

Mr. STEWART. I donot care about that, but what does that plank 
in the platform mean? 

Mr. FARWELL. I will tell you as I understand it. I understand 


going to use it as money. 


it to mean this: That we were in favor of both gold and silver money at 
the market price; that the Government should buy, say, a thousand dol- 
lars’ worth of silver and coin it into a thousand units, That is what 
I meant, and that is what I hold it to mean now. ‘The free coinage of 
silver should be at what it cost the Government, and not at 70 cents, 

Mr. STEWART. The free coinage of silver at the market price! 
That is making it money witha vengeance! Silver at the market price 
in what? That is a mere quibble. We can not take any such thing as 
that. The people understood it differently. They supposed you were 
That is what we complain of. We used 
paper as money, but we used it on a gold basis. Doesit mean that we 
are going to use the material of paper as money? The declaration was 
that we were to use gold and silver as money metals, as they had been 
used from time immemorial, and in the sense that they have been used 
as money, and not in any other sense. 

If that was not intended it was a mere piece of clap-trap, and it was 
beneath the dignity of the Republican party to say it meant it as a 
credit money. They might as well say they were in favor of using 
paper or hayas money. ‘The Republican party did not intend to treat 
the people that way. They intended, and that was understood to be 
the meaning, to give them back the money of the Constitution, the 
money which our fathers had ordained. . , 

The aggregate product has not been increased for the last forty years 
and has not kept up with population; there is no surplus of it on hand 
an ere in the world. What objection is there to opening our mints 
and letting the people have a chance to get money, as they did for- 
merly? Why compel the people to buy gold abroad? Have not the 
bondholders received their pound of flesh’’ sufficiently to let the peo- 
ple live and have a chance to pay their debts? Have the Republican 
party and the Democratic party both been trifling with them and pre- 
tending by putting these ‘‘glittering generalities’’ before them without 
any intention to act? I want action now or I want square defeat. The 
people will have action if this question is discussed before them. 

Compromise means defeat; compromise means contraction; compro- 
mise means misery and ruin to the masses of the people! It will de- 
stroy forces that are now operating. It will be said that nothing can 
be done by legislation, and they will point to our compromise as a 
failure. Let us have a plain proposition; let us have free coinage of 
silver; let us return to the solid ground of the Constitution! 

The world never had too much of gold and silver in any age. No 
age of the world has been prosperous when its mines were not product- 
ive. Trace the history of the world when mines were productive and 
you will find there has been prosperity. Every time the Jews were 
prosperous they had an abundance of the precious metals; when the 
Pheenicians prospered they brought gold and silver from the islands 
of the sea and all about the Mediterranean; when Rome prospered she 
gathered gold and silver by conquest from every existing nation. In 
Spain, in Greece, and in every other country, when mining ceased and 
the money departed, freedom, liberty, civilization departed. As the 
cold hand of contraction drew its grasp about the neck of a people proud 
as the Romans were, they submitted to feudal slavery, and there they 
remained until the vitalizing blood from the Western Continent gave 
life and created a new civilization which marched forward with un- 
abated pace until the great calamity of wars with Spain and Mexico 
cut it off again. 

Then came thestruggle from 1810 to 1850 against all the blighting 
effects of contraction. Then the discovery of gold in California came 
and the world was again prosperous. The progress of the twenty-five © 
years before silver was demonetized added more to the wealth and civil- 
ization of the world than was added in any previous century. Then 
it was that all the world was attempting to get on the metallic basis of 
gold and silver and became vastly involved in debt on account of war. 
Then it was that the action of man, not the failure of the mines, cut 
off a the supply and strangled the prosperity of the people. That 
was done. 

Then, in view of this great suffering, both political parties came be- 
fore the country and declared in favor of the using silver as money. 
Now a Senator in his place makes the declaration that it meant that 
we would use it as credit money ona gold basis. Can such be the mean- 
ing of the platformsof the Democratic party and the Republican party ? 
That, right or wrong, there was no intention to remonetize silver and 
return to the money of the Constitution? Ifso, it was a disgrace to 
the American name that a party should say anything about silver in 
its platform if it was not intended to redeem its pledges in spiritas well 
as in language } 5 > 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, and Mr. Hiscock addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to get right back to the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognized the Senator 
from Iowa. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish the Senator would. allow me just one mo- 
ment to ask a question. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Very well. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to ask the attention of the Senator from 
Nevada to the fact that so far as farm laborers are concerned their 
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wages are not lated by trades-unions or by organizations or any 
method of combination of that kind. Of course, I have heard in de- 
bate here the statement made that the price paid for labor had depre- 
ciated, and another statement that there were many more idle men, 
which I do not believe, and which I say, in my opinion, is a mere matter 
of speculation. 

That being, as I believe, a very important factor in this discussion, 
I did not know but that the Senator from Nevada might have some 
statistics upon that question outside of the general reasoning, and that 
he would give us the tables to show that labor had decreased in value, 
or whether there were more idle people now than there were formerly; 
and in that connection I called his attention to the fact just a moment 
ago that farm labor is not forced up or regulated by any combination 
among those who are engaged in that industry, and I asked him if it 
had not steadily appreciated in price. 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator will do a little more labor himself 
and look up the statistics, he will find out about it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have looked them up, and in view of the unquali- 
fied assertion made by the Senator from Nevada I should like to have 
the evidence upon which he made it. 

Mr. STEWART, I will stand by the assertion and prove it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair has recognized the Sena- 
tor from Iowa [Mr. WIILSOxI. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I shall occupy but a moment. 

Mr. STEWART. I have no doubt of the correctness of the assertion 
I have made and of my ability to demonstrate it. If the Senator from 
New York undertakes to show the contrary, he will have enough to do. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam not discussing the question of hard times; I 
am merely discussing the Senator's statement. 

Mr. STEWART. The general proposition is against him. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I can not further yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa declines to 
yield. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire now to give notice of my purpose 
to offer an amendment to the silver bill, which is to add to line 9 of 
section 2 the words: 


And said notes shall be a legal tender for all private debts within the United 


I ask that it may be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be printed. 

Mr. FARWELL, I desire to offer an amendment also, which I wish 
to have printed and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Lilinois will be printed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the amendment may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Which amendment? i 

Mr. ALDRICH. Both the amendments. 

The Secretary read as follows: j 

Amendment proposed by Mr. WrLsox, of Iowa: 

An ey word “reserved,” in line 9 of section 2 of the committee’s amend- 
m r í i 
9955 nd said notes shall be a legal tender for all private debts within the United 

3 offered by Mr. FARWELL: i 

“That all gold certificates and all silver certificates heretofore issued or hero- 
after to be issued upon the deposit of gold coin or silver coin or gold bullion or 
silver bullion shall be reo¢ivabie for customs, taxes, and public dues and shall 
be a legal tender for all public and private debts. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, I do not desire to enter upon 
the discussion of the silver bill and I am not informed as to whether 
any other Senator desires to submit any remarks to the Senate this af- 
ternoon on that subject, but from such information as I have been able 
to obtain I am led to believe that no Senator wishes now to take the 
floor on that bill. I therefore 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I would say to the Senator from Iowa 
that if there is at present a hiatus in the silver discussion there is an 
appropriation bill ready which I desire to call up. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I hope the Senator will allow me to finish 
my statement, ‘ 

Mr. HALE. I only wish to give that notice. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. My purpose is to ask the Senate to inform- 
ally eé aside the silver bill and to proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill 398, in order that the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS], 
who desires to submit some brief remarks on that bill, may have the op- 
portunity so to do this afternoon, 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator from New York desire to speak on 
the bill in charge of the Senator from Iowa? 
_ Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. So I understand. 

Mr. HALE. I will not of course interfere with the Senator’s con- 
venience, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Istate that my purpose is to get this bill 
to a vote at as early a day as practicable, and whenevera hiatus occurs 
in the proceedings of the Senate to get in such remarks as Senators de- 
sire to make, that we may be progressing steadily to the time when we 
shall bring the bill to vote. 

Mr. HALE. Iam in accord with the Senator from Iowa. I am for 
his bill, and hoped that it might have been disposed of yesterday, and 


z 
— 


want it di of as soon as possible; but the Senator understands, 

of course, that there is a general agreement on the part of the Senate 

that appropriation bills shall be taken up at any time and got cut of 

the way as soon as possible. 

5 ma WILSON, of Iowa. I do not wish to interfere with appropriation 
ills. 

Mr. HALE. Iwill notseek to interfere with the Senator from New 
York, but as soon as possible will call up the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I request, Mr. President, that the pending 
bill be laid aside informally and that Senate bill 398 may be taken up 
now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is requested by the Senator from 
Towa that the pending bill, the silver bill, be laid aside informally and 
that Senate bill 398 be taken up, in order to allow the Senator from 
New York to make certain remarks upon the latter bill. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say that it will be in order to go on with 
the silver bill in the morning. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Undoubtedly. Ido not propose to displace 
the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not propose to have repeated to-morrow the 
trouble we had this morning. 

Mr. HALE. Excepting, of course, appropriation bills. 

Mr. TELLER. Appropriation bills always come in. 
yield to those. s 

Mr. HOAR. If it is convenient to the Senator from Maine, I should 
like to know what his plan is abont the naval appropriation bill. I 
should like, for one, tosay something about one clause in itand I should 
like to know when it is to come up. 

Mr. HALE. I have just said to the Senate that at the earliest o 
portunity I shall seek to call it up, and I would do so now but fi e 
desire of the Senator from New York to address the Senate. soon 
as I get the opportunity I shall do so. 


IMPORTED LIQUORS AND STATE LAWS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion òf the bill (S. 398) subjecting imported liquors to the provisions 
of the laws of the several States. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, if it is understood that the Senate is 
disposed to consider the bill in charge of the Senator trom Iowa [Mr. 
WiLson] it will be convenient for me, and in a very short occupation 
of the attention of the Senate, to say what I desire to say on that bill, 
though I had notasked or expected that any derangement of the busi- 
ness of the Senate would be made on account of my personal conven- 
ience as I can speak on this question as well at one time as another. 
But I agree in the feeling of the Senator from Iowa (and that feeling 
I think is shared by many others on each side of this Chamber) that 
this bill, regarding the entertainment by the States of their authority 
in their police arrangements concerning the liquor traffic should be 
very promptly disposed of. 

I should not, Mr. President, make any observations now, as it is very 
inconvenient for me personally in regard to my health to do so, but for 
the reason that when the bill of which this is an amendment was before 
the Judiciary Committee and when its report was made to the Senate 
I agreed with the majority of that committee against the bill then pro- 
posed, That bill referred entirely to the subject of the importation of 
liquors from abroad and had no relation to the subject of intercourse 
in this matter of trade between the States. Nor did I consider the 
pressure upon the States of the Union in regard to this special question 
of their internal traffic and control as of such a nature as made it at all 
important that we should by legislation change the question, which is 
a judicial question necessarily, between the power of the States con- 
cerning their police arrangements and the foreign commerce of the 
country in respect to importations. Since that occurrence and that 
disposition for the time of this question, a very important phase has 
presented itself in the most active form to the people of the States, and 
also has been brought to the notice of the profession and the public by 
the action of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

I shall, as briefly as possible, indicate what I suppose are just rea- 
sons why the bill not presented two years ago, but the bill now pre- 
sented should, under the changed circumstances of the country, receive 
prompt attention and become a law. ; 

The root, Mr. President, of this contention between the commercial 
power of importation, to carry thereby and by that contract or trans- 
action into the domestic control of taxation in the State—the root of 
the whole matter is found, is expounded, and laid down in the case of 
Brown vs. Maryland, in Twelfth Wheaton. It will be noticed, and it 
may be very briefly so accepted, that the whole question there was this: 
The State of Maryland had undertaken to impose a license tax upon 
the sale of dry goods in their packages and also imported liquors in 
their packages as a means of revenue to the State of Maryland. nly 
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The law in itself was discriminating and exclusive, applied o 
to an item of this revenue to be gathered from the sale in the hands o 
the importer of the packages as they arrived and were then first to be 
put into commerce in the traffic within the States. Obviously that 
was a question of revenue measure of the State, that sought to find ac- 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5087 


cessible to taxation in itself the imported goods in the original condi- 
tion in which they had been introduced. Then one of the great and 
fundamental discussions by that great court presided over by that great 
Chiet-J ustice, Marshall, took up that precise question, and none other. 
The court held that this license tax, although limited in amount and 
placed in the shape that the law described it, could not be treated 
otherwise under the Constitution of the United States than an impost 
on this imported article by the State of Maryland for the increase of its 
revenue, and that under that clause of the Constitution alone, without 
looking to the commerce clause, it was inhibited, and the prescribed 
tax was denounced as unconstitutional. Beyond that consideration, 
the whole turn of discussion being this of conflicting taxation, the court 
went on to say, and properly and quite as much within its decision as 
the other, that this also was in the nature of an interference by the 
State with the power of the United States over foreign commerce. 

Briefly, I think I may say that the conclusions of the court were that, 
by our tariff, imposing or making free, as might be, this or that article 
of foreign commerce, the Government itself had come into that rela- 
tion to the importation that entitled the importer and entitled the ar- 
ticles of importation to sale in this country, and that any interception 
of the primary transaction of introduction and thence in sale, by taxa- 
tion by a State, was a burden on foreign commerce, 

In that discussion there was a considerable, though not very exten- 
sive, suggestion as to how far this claim of control by the Government 
of the United States might impinge upon and might interfere with 
what it was conceded in all quarters belonged to the States in regard 
to internal traffic, and then, by illustration and cognate considerations, 
to police regulation of the State. No one can pretend, I think, that 
under the discussions of that case it can be pretended that, whenever a 
matter was really within the province of the police regulation of the 
State, necessarily a commercial arrangement that was competent for 
the United States overrode the police regulation. I propose, therefore, 
to consider, first, what as clear matter of constitutional law is the reach 
and the of the authority of the States on all subjects of police 
regulation. 

I need not illustrate what is meant by police regulation,“ because 
the large and numerous diseussions that have been had in the courts 
and in the Senate show that we all know what that means. But let 
me call your attention, Mr. President, to this proposition concerning 
this province of State authority. Whatever enlargement and what- 
ever of paramount force it may have against other powers which under 
the Constitution are distributed between the States and the United 
States, this is true, that whatever of police regulation, in the proper 
sense, can be exercised within a State, belongs to that State. No dis- 
cussion, Do illustration, no definition, no limitation has ever under- 
taken to say that the Federal Government possesses any regulation of 
that police province. If the power in any regard can be reduced and 
overridden within the State, it is not a province that can be taken up 
and executed by the Government of the United States. That being so, 
I hold it to be a definite proposition of constitutional law that there is 
no higher or greater or more important or more essential thing in the 
distribution of powers than the recognition within the State of this 
absolute authority. 

I mean, then, to insist upon the proposition in order to have a definite 
assertion that this police power is never to be reduced by inference of 
general authority of the Government of the United States. Wherever 
there is to be a direct issue made between what would be an encroach- 
ment upon a reduction of this police authority, which can in no degree 
be replaced within it by any exercise of authority of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, it is not in the way of diminishing either the importance or 
the vigor of this State authority, but that by some positive and neces- 
sary conclusion, under the exercise by Government in its revenue and 
its regulations of in some sense secondary importance, must modify or 
qualily; but that until there is an intrusion by some active movement 
of the Government of the United States in its authority, the province 
of police regulation remains unimpaired. 

When the question came up of whether the bill proposed two years 
ago should be passed, I was disposed to think that this judicial ques- 
tion, which must inhere in the arrangements of our Government, be- 
tween a positive and irresistible authority in a certain sense of the 
State and a rightful control over other topics of consideration not con- 
nected with police at all, not of a competition between the police au- 
thority of the States and any police authority of the United States, I 
felt that it was better under this regulation, as far as it had been ad- 
ministered by the courts, without any makeweight being thrown in 
by Congress, to leave it as ajudicial question. I have not myselfany 
very great solicitude that any inferential or any sub si/entio deductions 
were ever to be drawn under the general power of this Government 
not exerted by it, as an impingement, a disparagement of the police 
authority of the States, 

Now, Mr. President, we have fallen into a stage of constitutional agi- 
tation of great interest to our people that brings up prominently the 
quuna. of the control by the United States of commerce among the 

tes. Weall know how largely have been brought into debate and 
into the action of Congress in this arena questions in reference to the 
interstate regulation of transportation and railroad matters, ete. We 


also see about us discussions in protection, as it is supposed, of the 


rightful administration of trade between man and man by reason of 


combinations or trusts, or future contracts, etc., and it is a scene and an 
arena of constitutional debate which involves very serious considera- 
tions. But I confine myself now to this very proposition concerning 
the regulation of liquor, 

In my judgment, in the accepted constitutional view and in the habit 
and universal estimate, both at the time of the formation of the Cou- 
stitution and ever since, the regulation of the liquor traffic is in the 
very vital, central position of the police regulation and care of peace 
and morality and protection of the every-day interests of the affairs 
within each State. It is not peculiar to any one State; it is not local; 
it is not casual; it is not fugitive; it is not variable. The essential 
duty and the essential function remains, and it never entered into the 
head of any framer of our Constitution that the Federal Government 
did not and would not recognize that as a State occasion anda State 
necessity within it, as much as criminal legislation or any of the ordi- 
nary regulations of civil contracts within the States, 

Now, the situation arises thus; I had supposed that in the License- 
Tax Cases, reported in 5th Howard, the conclusions of the judges of the 
court as well as the decision of the court—for there were no dissents to 
that decision—had substantially recognized the fact that the general 
commerce clause regarding intercourse between the States and with 
foreign countries had not assumed that police regulations must recede 
before the authority of the commercial power. 1 suppose that it was 
understood that whenever the question came up as to whether what 
might be a paramount authority of commercial regulation in the Gov- 
ernment where it was brought in comparison with any efforts within 
a State to interfere with commercial regulations and revenue there- 
rom, whenever the great question came up whether the repugnance or 
the qualifications that were asserted within the State of its police reg- 
ulations against mere general and common commercial interest and 
control, the court was precisely ad idem to look at the very case before 
it, and say whether this was or was not within one of those essential 
conditions of police control that could not be expected to recede before 
general qualifications of commercial action by the General Government. 
Much less, Mr. President, have I ever supposed that in the absence 
of positive action by the Federal Government in respect to commerce 
between the States, the mere presence of that clause, never put forth 
and directed as bearing upon any question within the State of its po- 
lice regulation, was to be treated as by its own force and presence in 
the_clauses of the Constitution to be a paralysis of the police regula- 
tions of the State. 

Now, I understand, Mr. President, and am instructed by the late 
opinion and decision of the Supreme Court bearing on this very matter 
in the case in 125th United States Reports, and in the recent decision, 
that there is an embarrassment and paralysis and, for aught I can see, 
avery unlimited and very vague pervasion of the subject and purpose 
of domestic control without any direction having been taken $ Con- 
gress to that end and in preservation or protection of commercial in- 
tercourse. 

That being the case, it seems to me of the greatest importan 
Congress, having the power to do whatever it may see fit in regard to 
the vigor and reach and searching operation of this commercial clause 


when it is brought in the face of so vast, so essential, so universal an 


interest in the society of every one of the States of the Union, should 
relieve the situation as a judicial question from having Congress treat 
it and construe it as having suppressed this, what belongs on its face 


to domestic authority; and therefore I have concluded that it is my 


duty, and I should hope that it would be felt the duty of the Senate, 
to pass this bill in the shape it is now presented as reported from the 
Judiciary 0 

Whether Ishould have drawn its phrases exactly as they read. it is 
not important for me to say. I was not able to attend the Committee 
on the Judiciary when it was under their accurate and very definite 
and responsible examination. 

I would wish that Senators would contemplate that vague and uncer- 
tain condition of this question throughout this country if the power 
of Congress to do this or that, without its having exerted the power, 
should really control the active and permanent and necessary need and 
occasion of a State by affirmative action within its borders, this matter 
of control. The cases in 5th Howard, carried up from Massachusetts 
and from Rhode Island and from New Hampshire, were argued by very 
able combatants on both sides of the forensic dispute. Every member 
of the court (though I may be wrong in that) took part in discussions 
and presentations of their views; and I can not think that that discus- 
sion, which confirmed all the action of these several States, can be treated 
at all as carrying the impression that the police action of a State is to 
be put in abeyance by an unexecuted authority by Congress of its com- 
mercial power. 

Mr. President, as a fitter presentation of this very serious relation of 
the police regulations of the State, I ask that the Secretary may do me 
the favor to read what I have marked from Judge Grier’s decision, 
which is a short one, and the whole that he contributes to this affair, 
in order that the area and circumstances of this discussion may be un- 
derstood under a light and instraction more competent than mine. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 

Mr. Justice Grier: 

I concur with my brethren in affirming the judgment in this and the pre- 
ceding cases on the same subject, but for reasons differing somewhat from those 
expressed by the other members of the court; and as I concurred mainly with 
the opinion delivered by Mr. Justice McLean in the case of Thurlow ts. 
chusetts, I had concluded to be silent, and therefore am not prepared to express 
my views at length. I take this occasion, however, to remark that the true 
question presented by these cases, and one which I am not disposed to evade, 
is whether the States have a right to prohibit the sale and consumption of an 
article of commerce which they believe to be pernicious in its effects, and the 
canse of disease, pauperism, and crime. I do not consider the question of the 
exclusiveness of the power of Congress to regulate commerce as necessarily 
connected with the decision of this point. 

It has been frequently decided by this court “ that the powers which relate to 
merely municipal regulations, or what may more properiy be called internal 

lice, are not surrendered by the States or restrained by the Constitution of the 

nited States; and that consequently, in relation to these, the authority of a 
State is complete, unqualified, and conclusive.” Without attempting to define 
what are the peculiar subjects or Jimitsof this power, it may safely be affirmed 
that every law for the restraint and punishment of crime, for the preservation 
of the public peace, health, and morals, must come within this category. 

As subjects of legislation they are from their very nature of primary impor- 
tance; Hey lie at the foundation of social existence; they are forthe protection 
of life and liberty, and necessarily compe! all laws on subjects of secondary im- 
portance, which relate only to property, convenience, or luxury, to recede when 
they come in conflict or collision: Salus populi suprema lex.“ 

Tf the right to control these subjects be complete, unqualified, and exciu- 
sive” in the State Legislatures, no regulations of secondary importance can su- 
persede or restrain their operations on any ground of prerogative or suprem- 
acy, The exigencies of the social comp ict require that such laws be executed 
before and above all others. 

It is for this reason that quarantine laws which protect the public health com- 

mere commercial regulations to submit to their control. They restrainthe 

iberty of the passengers, they operate on the ship which is the instrument of 
commerce, and its officers and crew, the agents of navigation. They seize the 
intecied cargo and cast it overboard, The soldier and the sailor, though in the 
service of the Government, are arrested, imprisoned, and punished for their of- 
fenses against society. Paupers and conyicts are refused admission into the 
country. All these things are done, not from any power which the States as- 
sume to regulate commerce or to interfere with the regulations of commerce, 
but because panos laws for the preservation of health, prevention of crime, and 
protection of the public welfare must of necessity have full and free operation, 
nctording to the exigency which requires their interference. 

It is not necessary for the sake of justifying the State legislation now under 
consideration to array the appalling statistics of misery, 1 and crime 
which have their origin in the use or abuse of ardent spirits. The police power, 
which is exclusively in the States, isalone competent to the correction of these 
great evils, and all measures of restraint or prohibition necessary to effect the 
purpose are within the scope of that authority. There is no conflictof power or 
of legislation as between the States and the United States; each is acting within 
its sphere and for the public good, and if a loss of revenue should accrue to the 
United States from a diminished consumption of ardent spirits, she will be the 

iner a thousand fold in the health, wealth, and happiness ofthe people. (5 

oward’s Reports, pages 631, 632.) 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator state the question which was in- 
volved there? a 

Mr. EVARTS. This was the celebrated license-tax case which car- 
ried up from Massachnsetts and from Rhode Island the question of the 
regulation of the sale of articles imported from abroad, and the case in 
New Hampshire, which farther involved the question of a purchase in 
Boston, or somewhere, and a transfer to New Hampshire, and there- 
fore an intercourse of commerce between States. The discussion is a 
very large one upon the part of the very eminent judges. It seems 
that Chief. Justice Taney had argued this Maryland question for the 
State of Maryland before the court in which Chief-Justice Marshall 
presided, in which the root of this discussion is found. 

Now, Mr. President, without going into a discussion as to whether 
Chief-Justice Taney was right or whether this or that justice was right 
in considering the abstract or general question ot concurrence between 
the States and the United States on the commercial clause, whether 
Mr. Chief-Justice Taney was very clearly convinced, I do not propose 
to go into that. I know the general tenor and course that has super- 


vened since in the court. 

But, now, Mr. President, this is a very vital and practical subject. 

We can not shut our eyes to it. If this last delivery from the Su- 
preme Court of the United States by a majority conclusion stands be- 
fore the public at all in their apprehension and appreciation of itscon- 
clusions, it is that it is entirely competent for Congress to say whether 
or not under the commercial clause the introduction from abroad of 
imported liquors or the introduction from other States into a State 
shall operate to reduce the police regulation over these proscribed arti- 
cles, simply because they have come from abroad. I think, therefore, 
it is clearly our duty to act. If it be true that no action of Congress 
of this allowance can relieve the situation, and which has been argued, 
as I think, somewhat at large, that there can not be any limitation of 
the silent clause of the Constitution, whether put in operation by Con- 
gress or not, that ought to be understood. There is not anything more 
vital or more universal or that touches not only the conscience and the 
duty, but the interests of all the people of these United States within 
their respective States, than this very subject; and as was intimated by 
a question put by my friend the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] to 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], who was so ably and vigorously 
presenting the constitutional views which he was espousing, whether 
this question that I now allude to can arise for consideration by the 
Supreme Court as a naked proposition, unless the action is taken by 
Congress that is now proposed; and if I did not misunderstand the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, who understands readily all the points of inquiry 
here, I understood him to say that it would not. 


Now, Mr. President, nothing could be more foreign to any expecta- 
tion or feeling on the part of the people of these States, to their domestic 
police regulations, than to be bombarded, so to speak, from outside their 
borders and a distinction drawn between the police regulation of a State 


in t to what thus was thrust into its internal arrangements that 
it could not control, under original packages, as they were understood 
by importers. ‘ 

No such pressure of this aggravated pretension and effort in support 
of the liquor traffic had ever been dreamed of as is perpetrated and 
intended to be perpetrated in regard to the regulation of traffic within 
a State. As I understand it now, the pretension is under this clause of in- 
tercourse among the States and with foreign countries that the original 
package is to be inashapeand in a modicum that permits no intercep- 
tion between it and the gullet of the consumer that takes and empties 
the package. This is an enormous fraud upon the whole system of im- 
portation and the whole scheme of original packages; and, for myself, 
I am not ready tor one moment to rest under any such system as may 
be possible of that infliction upon the people within a State, 

I hope, therefore, that this bill may be accepted, which is limited 
wholly to the proposition that the mere introduction from abroad or 
from other States into a community does not liberate that trom being 
under the control of the vital regulation of morals and duty and peace. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, before my distinguished colleague 
has concluded his remarks, or at least before he has retired from the 
Chamber, I desire to call his attention to the provision of this amend- 
ment with reference to its effect. I say now, as I said yesterday, that 
all that I have said upon this bill has been for the purpose of learning 
what the Judiciary Committee thought in respect to its constitutional- 
ity and in respect to its effect. My mind has been inquiring. I call 
his attention to the language of the bill: 

That no State shall be held to be limited or restrained in its power to pro- 
hibit, regulate, control, or tax the sale, keeping for sa e, or the transportation 
as an article of commerce or otherwise, to be delivered within its own limits, of 
any fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liquids or liquors by reason of 
the {act that the same have been imported into such State from beyond its 
limits, whether there shall or shall not have been paid thereon any tax, duty, 
imposts, or excise to the United States. 

The suggestion I desire to make is this: There is imported, I sup- 
pose, annually into the port of New York $8,000,000 worth—I speak in 
round numbers—of wines, brandies, and alcholic beverages under one 
name or another, at their foreign value, and impost dutiesare laid upon 
them amounting probably to $6,000,000. 

The State of New York, I suppose, has no police regulations that it 
desires to enforce in respect to intoxicating beverages, wines, brandies, 
etc. , and would not propose to take cognizance or fees, sed of them for 
any such purpose. The question that I propounds, Whether under this 
grant of power to our State our Legislature can not proceed to lay an 
additional tax upon them, regulate their transit through our State, and 
make them a source of revenue to New York, or prohibit their intro- 
duction there altogether, not under police regulations at all, but as a 
matter of revenue to the State? Certainly if our State is to have that 
right under this bill the issue will be very promptly presented of exer- 
cising it. I do not know that it will be; I am nota prophet on this 
subject; but what I have said has been in the direction of an inquiry 
as to what the effect of the bill would be under this state of facts which 
I have suggested, 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the question of my colleague, if I 
gather it rightly, is whether under this bill that is now proposed for 
adoption thé State will have a right to make the importation or trans- 
portation from one State to another an item orarticle of revenue. That 
is the subject-matter. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The importation into the State. The language of 
the bill is this: ; 

That no State shall be held to be limited or restrained in its power to prohibit, 
regulate, control, or tax the sale, keeping for sale, or the, transportation, as an 
article of commerce or otherwise. 

Ample power is given. The State of New York can prohibit, as I 
understand it, under this grant. I do not know that it would do so or 
would seek to exercise it; but giving thisasan illustration of what might 
be done under the bill, it becomes somewhat an important question in 
reference to tariff legislation which is impending whether we can pro- 
hibit the landing of this commerce upon our wharves, 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, it it shall be found that this lan- 
guage needs to be qualified, itis not to be avoided if it needs it. All 
that I have regarded is as provided, that in to what is brought 
into the States from abroad, the subject there should be open to treat- 
ment as all similar artieles there found, notwithstanding that they may 
have come in under the authority of the commercial clause and legis- 
lation of the United States. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. As a practical fact in connection with this 
measure, I wish to read a telegram that appears in the New York Trib- 
une of to-day; which is as follows: 

BRISK “ ORIGINAL PACKAGE” TRADE IN IOWA. 
Special).—A dispatch from Des Moines, Io gays: 
: Bion sa ga Seis 3 is increasing daily. Scores 3 . h AAE e 
running in the streets of this city, 1 with beer kegs and cases, and bottles 
of stronger liquids, without interference. The‘ original pac! has appar- 


ently come to stay. The next step will be to adapt Ts to new 
tion, It is evident that this can not be done under existing statutes,” 
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Now, Mr. President, I want to say here that Des Moines is the larg- 
est city in point of population in Iowa. It is the capital of the State. 
Under the prohibitory law of Iowa every saloon in Des Moines had 
been closed, notwithstanding the oft-repeated declaration that prohibi- 
tion does not prohibit. Under this decision, the effect of which this 
bill is intended to meet, this new condition has arisen, and through 
the streets of that city, which had no saloons because of the efficacy of 
the law of the State, can now be found the wagons of these liquor men 
from beyond the State who own these liquors, peddling them around 
to whosoever will buy them. 

Mr. President, that condition may exist in every State against all of 
its laws enacted for the restraint of this most injurious traffic, and, for 
one, I want to apply with the full force of 3 provisions an 
act of Congress responsive to the suggestion of the Supreme Court of 
the United States which will put an end to that thing so recently de- 
veloped in the State which I in part represent. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In making suggestions in respect to this bill I am 
quite well aware that one is liable to be charged with being opposed to 
reform and in favor of original packagesin Iowa. Now, I believe there 
is one way in which this question can be disposed of constitutionally. 
It is fair to say that a bill can be formed upon a line that will be con- 
stitutional; but I think it would approach much nearer the mark than 
this to provide precisely what you propose, and not conceal it under a 
bill which may have this effect or that. If it is the purpose to legis- 
late against the introduction of alcoholic beverages into Iowa, let the 
bill be clear and distinct in its purpose as to what is intended. Not- 
withstanding the criticisms or charges that may possibly be made 
against a Senator for suggesting these constitutional questions or these 
defects in the bill, I am compelled to make them in view of the question 
that I put to my colleague. What Senator is there upon the floor who 
will vote for the bill if the effect of it is as I indicated? 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it not true that at the last State election in New 
York for a governor the two great political parties in New York were 
divided substantially between two opinions, one of them desiring that 
the legislative authority of that State should impose what was called 
high license on the sale of intoxicating liquors, the other desiring that 
they should impose what was low license, but in each case the parties 
being of opinion that this traffic should be regulated by the legislative 
authority of the State, both as to liquors of domestic production and as 
to liquors of foreign production? 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is undoubtedly true, but I do not see what that 
has to do with the question before the Senate. 2 

Mr. HOAR. I was going to put another question. I think it has a 
good deal to do with it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 
yield further? É 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts will 
address the Chair. 

Mr. HOAR. I have addressed nothing else but the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has not so far addressed 
the Chair. He has not spoken to the Chair. 

Mr. HOAR. If] turned from the Chair inadvertently and wasguilty 
arany Sar iey to him, I beg to assure the Chair that it was not in- 
tended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has not addressed the 


Mr. HOAR. I understood that I was addressing the Chair. Mr. 
President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. The honorable occupant of the chair will now permit 
me to say,in the guise of a question for the answer of the Senator from 
New York, if that be true, does not the Senator think, leaving out now 
any constitutional difficulty, that that desire of the people of New York 
that they should be permitted to regulate this trafic iy their legisla- 
tive authority should be gratified ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr, HOAR. Very well. Then is it not true in the opinion of the 
Senator that the result which he proposed in his question to his col- 
s ne mien come from this legislation ought to be accomplished, if it 

can 


Mr. HISCOCK. I do not. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I misunderstand the effect of the Senator’s an- 
swer and question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator knows he does not misunderstand the 
answer to my question. The last sequence or conclusion which is im- 
plied in his last question in my judgment does not follow at all. I 
grant that New York is in favor of regulating the sale by license to the 
vendors, that is, by tax upon the sale of liquors which are disposed of 
there. I grant all that; but no such issue as this has been presented 
there, that it shall be limited or restrained in its power to prohibit, 
regulate, control, or tax the sale, keeping for sale, or the transporta- 
tion.“ It much further than licensing tippling-shops, that I for 
one am entirely in accord with, taxing them out of existence, and tak- 
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ing this whole subject, if you please, of six or eight million dollars of 
revenue from the General Government. It is a much broader ques- 
tion. It is a question of foreign commerce that is involved here. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ido. = 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from New York indicate to the Senate 
, — more specifically what he thinks is the latent mischief in this 

1117 

Mr. HISCOCK. I certainly will indicate what I believe to be the 

ens mischief in this bill or what I fear is the latent mischief in the 
ill. - 

Mr. HALE. Ifthe Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. HALE. I do not have any difficulty myself in interpreting its 
provisions orin translating them intoactual operation. Thatany State, 
New York, Maine, Iowa, or any other of the United States may, if this 
bill passes, prohibit or attempt to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors seems to me clear by the bill. It shall not be hindered in that 
attempt by the fact that these liquors shall have been imported and 
paid duties. They may regulate this matter. They may license by 
high or low license, control, or tax the same. I takeit that is the pur- 
pose of the projectors of this bill. Onething the State cannotdo. It 
has no power under the Constitution to levy any duty. It can not 
gain revenue in that way. The bill doesnot mention that. The Con- 
stitution takes care of it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator is mistaken in that last assertion, if 
he will allow me to interrupt him. 

Mr. HALE. Well, I may be mistaken, but that is my view of the 
subject, that Congress alone can lay impost duties, 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is my belief also. 

Mr. HALE. AState may prohibit; it may tax; it may regulate; it 
may do all the things under this bill (and I take it that is the purpose 
of its framers) that it can do under the Constitution. Therefore, I have 
not been able to see any hidden mischief init. I believe it is a good 
bill and ought to pass; that it will be salutary in its effect; but I be- 
lieve it is bold and outspoken in its declaration, and to me there is no 
difficulty in seeing what it means. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose that I am to answer an argument rather 
than a question that the Senatormade. YetI think perhaps the Sen- 
ator clearly puts this question before me, what hidden meaning there 
isin this bill. I see none. It is intended clearly by its authors to 
prohibit the introduction of alcoholic beverages into States where a pro- 
hibitory law exists. That is the purpose and that is the intention. 

Mr. HALE. No, no. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, yes; that is the intention. 

Mr. HALE. It allows the States to prohibit the sale. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Or allows them to prohibit. It is broad enough to 
cover the absolute control of thesubject. That is its intention. What 
you may do under it is this: Ina State which has not a prohibitory 
law and which does not purpose to have one, as between that State 
and other States they can enact laws that will make the importation 
into that State from other States of beer, of alcohol, of all alcoholic 
beverages a subject of taxation and a sourceof revenue. That is what 
Isay. That is one of the effects of the bill. 5 

The purpose of the promoters of the bill is to promote a great mo 
sentiment and to give effect and voice, doubtless, to the moral senti- 
ment of great States. The scope of the bill, I suppose, might be used to 
prevent the introduction and sale of Milwaukee lager in New York. 
It can be seized hold of by industries in States for the purpose of pro- 
tecting their industries as against those of other States. That is the 
hidden vice that is the effect of the bill, if I read it correctly; and Iam 
not prepared to say that Iam in symathy yet with our taking a single 
step forward in that direction and of its being seized hold of, if you 
please appropriated by States, not for the purpose of giving force to 
their police powes and regulations; oh, no, but for the purpose of tak- 
ing care ot their State or special native industries. I am not sure, but 
Isuppose under this bill the Legislature of Kansas (and I am not sure 
but that it would be wise) could practically prohibit the sale in that 
State of Texas cattle. This bill does not cover that, but the princi- 
ple, the theory, covers it. It is not an enlargment of the police pow- 
ers of the States or.a permission to the States to exercise their police 
powers, but so far as it covers a specific object named in the bill it 
grants each State the right and power to protect its peculiar State 
industries as against interstate commerce or foreign commerce. 

As I said, I may reach the point where I shall be prepared to su 
port a measure of this kind. It is rather in an inquisitive way, for 
the sake of learning, that I have entered into this discussion of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Where does the Senator, in the terms of the bill, find 
the authority for saying that the bill seeks to go beyond the prohibit- 
ive, regulative control or taxing of the sale of any fermented, distilled, 
or other intoxicating liquors? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think that is far enough, so far as illustration is 
concerned. I do not mean, if the Senator understood me to say, that 
it prohibits the bringing into the State as a curiosity of something to 
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eat, something to store away, or for the man to use himself. I do not 
know but possibly, if the Senator inquires if that is the effect of the 
bill, that it may be. But let us look at it. A power to *‘ prohibit” 
is one thing; to regulate is another; to control“ is another, and 
to tax the sale of is another; keeping for sale, or the transporta- 
tion, as an article of commerce or otherwise, to be delivered within its 
own limits.“ 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will notice, there is only one construc- 
Uon that can be given to the verbiage of the bill, and that is shown by 
the word of“ in line 6. If there had been any attempt to prohibit, 
regulate, or control anything but the sale, the word of would not 
be found in line 6. It is taxing the sale or transportation of; itis not 
prohibiting any fermented, distilled, orintoxicating liquors. Thecom- 
mittee has been careful in its phraseology to limit it and define its 
limits as applicable only to prohibiting, regulating, controlling, or tax- 
ing the sale of any fermented liquors or transportation within its own 
limits of any fermented liquors. A careful scrutiny of it negatives the 
idea that the committee desire to goso far as to attempt to prohibit the 
introduction as a matter of commerce, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I shall have no disputation with the Senator as to 
the meaning of the bill. I will grant that it means precisely what it 
says, for the sake of the argument, and then all that I have said stands, 
that in States whero this is not to beused as an aid tothe police power 
of the State to promote the morals of the State it may be used and 
may be invoked as an excise law, a practically prohibitory law upon 


the commerce of that State with other States with respect to the arti- 


cle that is named in it. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator doubt that the State, by taxing the 
sale of the fermented or intoxicating liquors, to use the language of the 
bill, may adopt and may enforce so high a scale of license that it will 
practically stop the traffic? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam not discussing that question yet. I am now 
arguing this case and presenting the effect of the bill in a State where 
such is not the intention and where it is simply invoked as a measure 
of protection for an industry; and it is not necessary for me to doubt 
what is implied in his question. 

Mr. HALE. You may tax 

Mr. HISCOCK. I grant you may tax. : 

Mr. HALE. As the Senator suggests, you may tax to the extent of 
annihilation. . 

Mr. HISCOCK. How far the States can go in respect to taxation, 
whether they can go to the extent of annihilation or not, that question 
is not here. 

I said at the outset that this bill was brought here for the purpose 
of aiding the police regulations in States or furthering the legislation 
of States in which prohibitory laws obtain; and I have that it 
may be invoked by the Legislature of a State not for that purpose, but 
for the purpose of protecting. the industries, the distilleries of their 
own State, breweries of their own State, the wine-makers of their 
own State against those of others, and who doubts itor denies it? The 
objection that I make, if Ido object to it or if I shall conclude to op- 

it, will be to our taking one step in that direction as between the 
tates of this great Government. 

Jam not aware that the Judiciary Committee considered the ques- 
tion whether Congress could .pass a Jaw in which they would prohibit 
the introduction from another State into the State of Iowa or not. If 
that is the purpose of the bill and that is what is sought for, I should 
much prefer that the bill would advertise upon its face its purpose and 
its object rather than to place upon our statute-book provisions of law 
which may be invoked for the protection of the industries of one State 
against importation from another. 

I, sir, am in favor of high protection to all the American industries 
that can be successfully ted and operated upon American soil. 
I am unprepared at present to ſavor any restriction upon trade between 
the States. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, if I understand my honorable friend’s 
position I agree with him in of it and if I understand his answers 
to my questions he agrees with me very largely. I understand that 
the Senator agrees, first, that it was the desire of the people of the 
State of New York to control by the exercise of their police power the 
traffic in intoxicating liquors, whether those liquors came from outside 
the limits of the State or were produced therein, and that, although 
they differed about the detail of the control, the two systems proposed 
by the bulk of that people were systems which imposed a tax on the 
sale or dealing in such liquors, which taxes went into the treasury. 

Next, I understand that the honorable Senator from New York agrees 
himself that if that could be constitutionally accomplished it would 
be a good thing which ought to be accomplished. Fsuppose (though 
Iam not sure that I understood the Senator went as far as that) fe 
thinks that that thing being done by the States is a much better thing 
than it would be to have Congress undertake to accomplish that result 
by a prohibitory law uniform through the United States. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is well that the Senator from Massachusetts 
should understand precisely what my position is. 

The PRESIDING OFFI Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield to the Senator from New York? 


Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will wait until I have said the whole of 
it, then I will yield to him. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly; I yielded to a very long question from 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand. Mr. President, my honorable friend 
yielded to me with great courtesy. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I agree to that, Mr. President. 
Mr. HOAR. Ihave stated what I suppose is the honorable Senator’s 


position. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I was going—— 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will allow me. I had not concluded the 
statement. I shall complete it in one sentence more, and thenif I have 
not stated it correctly I shall be very glad to be corrected and will 
yield to the Senator for that purpose. 

Iunderstand that the Senator from New York would also agree with me 
in thinking that if it can be constitutionally done without any other in- 
convenience, it is better that that should be done by the people of the 
States severally than by an attempt on the part of the national author- 
ity to make one uniform rule for the whole country. I understand, 
however, that, although the Senator from New York agrees with me, 
he further says that he thinks as this substitute is drawn it leaves the 
States the power of taxing, prohibiting, regulating, or controlling the 
keeping for sale or the transportation as an article of commerce or other- 
wise of intoxicating liquors for the mere p of deriving a revenue, 
withont regard to the prevention of the evil, and also for the purposeof 
protecting its own manufacture or product of that kind against the 
competition of foreign manufactures or products of the same kind, and 
that he thinks would be a great evil. In that I agree with him. 

Now, if I have failed to understand the Senator and he desires to 
correct me, I will yield. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is one statement the Senator from Massachu- 
setts has made in what he thought he understood me to say that I am 
frank to declare I did not follow him closely enough to be prepared to 
state whether he correctly represented my views or not. I de- 
sired to be understood as saying when I was on my feet before, and 
what I say now, is this, in answer to the question pot me by the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], that the vice of the bill is that it may 
be used as a measure on protonon; not to regulate the sale of whisky 
or of beer or anything of the kind to be used, not to enable that to be 
done, but it may be used as a measure of protection to the brewer of 
one State as against the brewer of another, to the distillerof one State 
as against the distiller of another. 

i ou HOAR. That is the way I understood the Senator from New 

ork, . 

Mr, HISCOCK. As I said, so far as our issue in New York was con- 
cerned no such question as that was involved in it, and therefore, as I 
understand it, the question did not lead up to an answer which is ma- 
terial to this discussion. ° 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I think I understood the Senator ex- 
actly. Itseems to me that every Senator and, with the exception of 
persons devoted to this trade or a very few others, every American cit- 
izen will agree that the purpose of this bill, if it can be accomplished 
without the mischief which the honorable Senator has suggested last, 
is one which ought to be accomplished. We had in Massachusetts a 
local-option law at one time. e had a license law at another time, a 
uniform license law, certain public officers, however, being responsible 
for the character of the men licensed and their numbers. Now, whether 
any Senator approved of that law, I suppose there was no Senator who 
was not of the opinion that the Commonwealth of Massachusetts ought 
to be permitted to pass that law if it saw fit. I su they have in 
Alabama laws for the regulation of this kind of traffic, preventing the 
sale after certain hours, preventing the sale on Sunday, preventing the 
sale to minors. Whether the people of another State think the detail 
of that law the best which could be framed or not, I suppose the peo- 
ple of every other State agree that the State of Alabama ought to be 
permitted to pass those laws if she sees fit. 

Now, that is precisely what this bill declares, and what I su 
the Senator from New York acted upon in his own action in that inter- 
esting campaign in 1888, taking one view or another view, whatever it 
was, desiring that the people of his State should act and legislate in ac- 
cordance with his view. 

The Senator says that he finds the vice in this bill that it will leave 
the States of the Union to undertake to regulate or control the traffic 
in intoxicating liquors for the purposes of protection of their own in- 
dustry against the competition of that of other States or of other na- 
tions. If in the mind of any Senator that is a practical difficulty, it 
can very easily be remedied by adding the simple provision at the close: 

Provi Thatsuch hibition, con or 2 
to all — Rn of the —.— 99 tan pene ter ORAP, 


But it seems to me, with deference to the great ience and abil- 
ity of the honorable Senator from New York, that will hardly be 
a ical difficulty. I do not believe that for a thousand years any 


State in this Union would undertake ( there never has been 
any attempt) to use the police of the State for that rr 
ous is Gack: har ASSO grenit, ee apiga De om bya 
provision of Congress adding such a condition to the existing permis- 
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sion. As I said, it is very easy to add a phrase which shall accom- 
plish that now, if the Senator from New York has any serious fear on 
that subject. 

Mr.CULLOM. Mr. President, I understand there are two or three 
other Senators who desire to speak upon this question, and I wish to 
have an executive session. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator yield to me to submit a report 
from the Committee on Printing? 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield for that purpose. 


TRANSPORTATION INTERESTS OF CANADA AND THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I report favorably from the Committee on Printing 
the resolution offered by the chairman of the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, to print the report of that committee, with certain copies 
also of the evidence in the case, and I ask the Senate to act upon it 
now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. CuLtom on the 7th instant was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
rinted 15,000 additional copies of the report of the Committee on Interstate 
minerce, being Senate Report No. 847, Fifty-first Congress, first session, in re- 
lation to the transportation interests of the United Statesand Canada, of which 
5,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and that there be printed 6,000 additional copies of 
the testimony accompanying the said report, of which 2,000 copies shall be for 
2 use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Representa- 
ves. 


: The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 


tion. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Illinois 
how many copies were printed before. 

Mr. CULLOM. There was only the usual number printed under the 
rule, and this resolution provides for printing 15,000 additional copies. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. , The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution, i 

The resolution was agreed to. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL, 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 
day approved and signed the act (S. 3821) authorizing the registration 
of census mail-matter. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield to the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. HALE. I only desire to give notice that to-morrow morning at 
the conclusion of the routine morning business I shall ask the Senate 
to take up and consider the naval appropriation bill. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, May 22, 1890, at 12 
o'clock m. 


NOMINATION. 


Executive nomination received by the Senate the 21st day of May, 1890. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
Isaac W. Dyer, of Maine, to be attorney of the United States for 
the district of Maine, vice George E. Bird, whose term expires May 
21, 1890. A 


CONFIRMATION. 
_ Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate May 21, 1890. 
z ASSISTANT TREASURER. 


John P. Jackson, of California, to be assistant treasurer of the United 
States at San Francisco, Cal. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 21, 1890. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, a committee of the 
Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia has waited upon me, bringing 
with them a memorial of their club, favoring the passage of the Me- 
Kinley tariff bill and urging that it gointo effect not later than thirty 
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days after its enactment into law. Lask unanimous consent to present 
this memorial at this time and that it be printed in the RECORD. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? The Chair hears none. 
: The memorial presented by Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania, is as fol- 
ows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
the ‘ess of the United States: 


t shall come speedily. 


Eighteen months have already elapsed since the nation declared at the polls 


that such relief should be supplied, and any unnecessary extension of the delay 
will work injustice and harm. We would submit to you the fact that no wrong 
can be done to the importing interests by quick application of the changes pro- 
posed by the bill; for the reason that changes in the direction of increased pro- 
tection for home products were distinctly indicated by the result of the election 
of 1883, and time enough has elapsed since the particulars of the bill were made 
public for the business interests of the country to adjust themselves to the pro- 
new conditions. There can be no doubt, we think, that such adjustment 
already been made in the large majority of cases. We feel warranted, 
therefore, in urging that provision shall be made for 3 the pending tariff 
bill into operation not later than thirty days from the date of its approval by 

the Executive. 

And your memorialists will ever pray, etc. 
THOMAS DOLAN, 


ident, 
CHAS, HEBER CLARK, 


[seat] 
Secretary. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 19) to pension Bartola Thebaut, a soldier in the Florida 
Seminole Indian war of 1849 and 1850; 

A bill (S. 133) to increase the pension of Thomas Chapman; 

A bill (S. 218) granting a pension to George W. Paggett; 

A bill r 252) granting a pension to John Gallagher; 

A bill (S. 338) granting a pension to Sarah E. Stewart; 

A bill (S. 511) granting a pension to Ann A. Probert; 

A bill (S. 647) granting a pension to Catharine Simmonds; 

A bill (S. 758) granting a pension to M. Cornelia Brown; 

A bill (S. 760) granting a peusion to Jonathan Hayes; 

A bill (S. 778) granting a pension to William Church; 

A bill (S. 782) granting a pension to Rachel Dixon, mother of James 
Dixon, deceased; 

A bill (S. 788) granting a pension to William H. Mays; 

A bill (S. 800) granting a pension to John Watson; 

A bill (S. 812) granting a pension to Walter A. Bride or McBride; 

A bill (S. 1008) granting a pension to Amelia M. McAllister; 

A bill 1 1152) granting a pension to Mary O. Hall; 

A bill (S. 1184) to pension Mrs. Theodora M. Piatt; 
bill (S. 1339) granting a pension to Joanna W. Turner; 
bill (S. 1362) for the relief of Mary B. Hook; 
bill (S. 1368) granting a pension to Mary H. Casler; 
bill (S. 1371) granting a pension to John C. Abbott; 
bill (S. 1408) granting a pension to Miss Charlotte Bradford; 

va E 1665) granting a pension to Sarah A. Woodbridge; 
i 
roll; 
bill (S. 2103) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline G. Seyfforth; 
bill 2223) granting a pension to Kate H. Taylor; 
bill (8, 2611) granting a pension to James Anderson; and 
bill (S. 2993) granting a pension to Jane H. Palmer. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. i 


Mr. MORROW. Irise to present a privileged report, the report of 
the Committee on Appropriations upon the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 7160) making appropriations for the payment of in- 
valid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1891, and for other purposes. 


The report, recommending concurrence in Senate amendments num- 7 


bered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11, and 13, and non-concurrence in Senate 
amendments numbered 9, 10, and 12, was read. 

TheSPEAKER. Tue first question is upon concurring in the several 
amendments in which the Committee on Appropriations recommend 
concurrence. 

The question being put, the amendments were concurred in. 

The SPEAKER, The next question is upon non-concurrence in Sen- 
ate amendments numbered 9, 10, and 12. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We do not understand what is the effect of these 
amendments. 

Mr. MORROW. The three amendments in which the committee 
recommend non-concurrence relate to increasing the number of pension 
agents from eighteen to twenty. 


S. 2064) placing the name of Bridget White on the pension- 
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Mr. HOLMAN, I believe these amendments have not been read to 
the House, 

The SPEAKER. They have not been read since the report of the 
Committee on Appropriations. i > 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope they will be read now. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment No. 9: On page 3, line 4, strike out 18“ and insert 20.“ 
Amendment No. 10: On page 3, line 15, strike out 72“ and insert “80.” 
Amendment No. 12: On page 4, line 4, strike out 20 and insert 50.“ 


Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to know what is the effect of the sec- 
ond of the amendments just read? 

Mr. MORROW. It simply provides an appropriation for paying the 
salaries of the two additional agents, 

The question being taken, the amendments numbered 9, 10, and 12 
were non-concurred in. 

Mr. MORROW. I move that the House ask a conference with the 
Senate on these amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Morrow, Mr. 
BELDEN, and Mr. SAYERS as conferees on the part of the House. 


TARIFF BILL, 


The SPEAKER. In accordance with a resolution adopted May 14, 
the House now resolves itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
ef the Union for the further consideration of House bill 9416, and the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] will take the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) 
to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other 


purposes. 
Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Add to the end of section 4 the following; 

s. |, That all articles on importation into the United States, whether 
embraced in the free-list or otherwise, shall be subject to and pay no less rate 
of duty than is or may be imposed by the laws of the country of export on like 
articles imported into said country from the United States.“ 


Mr. BAKER. I will ask the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means how much time he is willing to give for the discussion of 
this amendment, 

Mr. McKINLEY. I do not pro to make any suggestion as to 
the time. The gentleman has the floor for five minutes under the rule. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, this amendment was offered by meat 
the commencement of the debate under the five-minute rule; and I now 
invite the attention of the House toa careful consideration of it. The 
amendment does not interfere with the provisions of the bill as recom- 
mended by the Committee on Ways and Means, but supplements the 
bill in its administrative features in avery important matter, and I ho 
that I may be favored with the attention of the committee while I dis- 
cuss briefly the force and scope of this amendment. It is intended to 
meet and to provide a remedy against a repetition of the injustice that 
we have been subjected to under our existing trade relations with Can- 
ada for two years past. 

It is well understood, Mr. Chairman, that the Canadian Government, 
through their methods of legislation, require no time to prepare and 
put into operation an amendment changing their revenue law, taking 
from the free-list any article thereon and subjecting it to duty. This 
is accomplished by the action of the governor in council or by their 
executive authority by proclamation, and, when handed down in the 
budget, it goes into effect immediately; while under our laws an amend- 
ment must be proposed to the tariff law, must be discussed and 
by both Houses of Congress, and must receive Executive approval be- 
fore it can take effect. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? Do I understand him to say that the Canadian cabinet in 
council can increase a rate of duty? They can reduce a rate, but I do 
not understand that they can increase it. $ 

Mr. BAKER. They can increase it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iam sure that my friend is in error about 


that. 

Mr. BAKER. At all events they can take from the free-list and put 
upon the dutiable list any article they please, and that is just what 
they have done. I will state, for the information of my friend from 
Ohio, this fact: In 1879 the Canadian Government an act pro- 
viding that whenever the United States should by law put upon the 
free-list or subject to a less rate of duty any of certain articles imported 
into this country from Canada the governor in council might, by proc- 
lamation, put the same articles upon their free-list or subject them to 
a less rate of duty. In response to that, Congress, in 1883, put nursery 
stock and a number of other articles upon our free-list, but for five 
years, until 1888, the Canadian Government continued to exact duty 
upon our nursery stock in violation of their reciprocity legislation. 

The introduction of a resolution by myself in April or May, 1888, 
brought about a change, so that Canada put nursery stock upon the 
free-list, where it continued until this spring, after our nurse had 
made their sales in Canada. After thousands and thousands and, I may 


say, hundreds of thousands of dollars’ worth of orders had been taken 
in Canada, the Canadian authorities, without a moment’s warning, 
transferred nursery stock from the free-listand subjected it to the pay- 
ment of duty. 

Now, I hold that that was in direct violation of the reciprocity legis- 
lation to which I have referred. Some effort was made to have the 
Canadian authorities order that the change should not apply to sales 
of stock already made to be delivered this spring, and to that end a 
telegram was sent by an honored friend of mine, but the minister of 
finance sent back a response which I desire to read for the informa- 
tion of the House. It is in these words: 

As customary in Canada, tariff takes immediate effect the hour it is brought 
down, and no reduction is made on articles bought previous to that date if 
duty is raised, nor any previous rate enforced if duty is lowered. 

It will be seen that by this action a gross outrage was perpetrated by 
the Canadian authorities upon the people of this country, and it is to 
prevent the recurrence of such a condition of things that my amend- 
ment is proposed. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is your amendment? What 
does it Ape apa 

Mr. BAKER. It provides that all articles, on importation into the 
United States 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to 
the pending amendment. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I think I ought to be granted a little 
more time on this amendment, 

Mr. ADAMS. Those who are opposed to it ought to have some 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] 
is recognized. è 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, in the closing hours 
of this debate 

Mr. BAKER. This is a matter that concerns the district of my 
friend from Alabama and every other district in the country. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I hope the time of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BAKER] will be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that a number of gentlemen 
desire to speak this morning, and the Chair will not take the responsi- 
bility of indulging any gentleman beyond the limit of the rule. 

Mr. BAKER. After I get through they can all speak at once. 
(Laughter. j 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] be extended for five minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I donotobjectif a similar ten 
minutes be given to some one on the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. There will be nosimilar ten minutes to be given. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. McKINLEY. I askunanimous consent thatthe gentleman from 
New York be allowed to continue for five minutes, and that five minutes 
additional be given to gentlemen on the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Ohio? The Chair hears none, and the gentleman from New 
York will proceed. 

Mr. BAKER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want the committee to kindly 
give me its attention fora vay few moments while I explain the pur- 
pose of this amendment, w Iknow to be in the interest of good ad- 
er seo of the revenue law. This amendment is in the following 
words: r 

awe That all articles, on importation into the United States, whether 
embraced in the free-list or otherwise, shall be subject to and Dag no Nas ate of 
duty than is or may be imposed by the laws of the country of export on like 
articles imported into said country from the United States, 

So that if the Dominion of Canada should take from her free-list any 
article which is now thereon and which is on our free-list, the Secretary 
of the Treasury by the operation of this law shallimpose upon the same 
article the same duty when imported from Canada into the United 
States. It is simply a retaliatory measure. It is in the interest of good 
government and fair play. : 

But I want to call the attention of the committee to the language 
embodied in the report of the Committee on Ways and Means accom- 
panying this bill to the House, in which, speaking of their bill, they 
say: 

This bill is framed in the interest of the people of the United States. It is for 
the better defense of American homes and American industries, 

And then again, further on, they say: 


The aim has been to im duties upon such foreign products as compete 
with our own, whether of the soil or of the shop,and to enlarge the free-list 
wherever this can be done without injury to an American industry or wher- 
ever an existing home industry can be helped without detriment to another in- 
dustry which is equally worthy of the protecting care of the Government. 


It would be a wrong to the people of this country, Mr. Chairman, to 
render it possible for the Canadian Government to take advantage of 
our people and transfer to their dutiable list articles from the free-list, 
subject them to duty, and then compel our own people to sustain the 
delay of legislation in order to accomplish that same end by retaliatery 
and proper measures. I repeat, this amendment is in the line of re- 
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taliation, and I hope the amendment will be adopted. I need not, I 
am sure, further delay the committee in demonstrating the propriety 
of the amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, while I concur ina 
measure with the argument of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BAKER] and agree with him in much that he has said, I desire in the 
closing moments of this debate to call the attention of the House toan 
PEE Geer which I feel all will admit should have the consideration 

f this body, and if examined and understood I am convinced it will 
te adopted. It provides for a gradual reduction of duties which are in 
excess of 50 per cent. 

Mr. McKINLEY. To what amendment does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, It is among the amendments I pro- 
pe on Monday and is printed on page 5156 of the RECORD. Itis 

n these words: 


At the end of line 16, p: 
“ Provided, That where 


100, add: 
uties are imposed by this bill upon any articles in ex- 
cess of 50 per cent. on the value thereof, one-tenth part of such excess shall be 
deducted upon all imports on or after July 1, 1892; t on and after July 1, 1893, 
another tenth part of such excess shall be deducted; that on and after J wy. 1, 
1894, another tenth pant of such excess shall be deducted; that on and after July 
1, 1895, another tenth part of such excess shall be deducted.” 


As Isaw the Committee on Ways and Means through its distinguished 
chairman propose one amendment after another during the last two 
days, I felt certain they would not regard the bill as perfected with- 
out a provision something similar to the one I proposed. Certainly in 
a bill like this, which imposes duties on some articles which are prime 
necessaries of life as high as one or even two hundred per cent., there 
should be a clause making a gradual reduction until the duty does not 
exceed 50 per cent. The Republican party has assured us that the pro- 
tection afforded by this bill will lessen prices on all articles affected by 
the measure. 

They tell us that the main purpose of protection is to induce the 
building of factories until competition has reduced prices in the United 
States to a lower standard than in any other country, and when this is 
attained it seems to me that 50 per cent, duty would be sufficient. I 
have therefore listened and waited, hoping all the time that some such 
a provision as this would be presented 

r. BAKER. Will the gentleman from Alabama allow me to have 
a vote on my amendment first and then he can proceed? 

Mr. WHEELER, ot Alabama. I have buta few moments and I will 
hasten to finish what I have to say. 

Mr. FLOWER. I call the gentleman on the other side to order, 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I appeal to the chairman of the com- 
mittee in the interest of this amendment. It gives usa sliding scale of 
reduction very much the same as that proposed by Henry Clay halfa 
century ago. It was the adoption of such a provision in the great com- 
promise bill of that day which gave the people strength and hope. It 
assured them that relief would finally be afforded from taxes and the 
burdens which were imposed, and it was under the operation of that 
measure that the era of prosperity and happiness commenced which 
blessed our country during the decade from 1850 to 1860. 

I desire also to beg the committee to consider the amendment I had 
the honor to present and which is printed at the top of page 5156. It 
seeks to place cotton-ties, which are exported on bales of cotton, in the 
same relative position as many other articles which are exported. It 
is in these words: 

Add after the word made,” line 20, page 25, the following: 

“ Provided, That the conditions, limitations, and provisions contained in sec- 
tion 3016 of the Revised Statutes shall not apply to iron cotton-ties upon bales of 
cotton which are exported, but in all cases where iron cotton-ties have been 
imported and a duty paid thereon, and said iron cotton-ties are exported upon 
bales of cotton, org teens be subject to the drawback provided for in section 
3015 of the Revised Statutes,” 

It seems to me we should give the makers of cotton the same ad- 
vantages in this respect as are enjoyed by the Standard Oil Company 
and other rich corporations. 

This amendment simply provides that when imported iron ties are 
exported on cotton bales the duty shall be refunded. 

The amendment which I proposed, to reduce the tariff on bagging, 
ought by all means to be adopted. It was the duty on bagging which 
made it possible to organize the cotton-bagging trust which struck its 
blow at the cotton-planter two years ago. We want to prevent the 
repetition of such impositions upon our people. 

This bill, so far from giving us relief, actually aids in this merciless 
oppression. I regret, Mr. Chairmain, that I have not time to discuss 

1 the amendments which I felt it my duty to introduce, but I de- 
sire to allude to one which I think ought to be adopted. It is printed 
in this morning’s RECORD and seeks to retain the duty on hops as is 
provided in the existing law. 

The bill increases this tax almost 100 percent. Thisis unnecessary 
and unjust. There is no evidence before the Committee on Ways and 
Means to justify this increase. On the contrary, the evidence plainly 
asserts that an increase in the tariff on hops will invite the importation 
of foreign beer, will deprive labor in this country of employment, and 
will detrimentally affect and most seriously injure an industry in which 
thousands upon thousands of most excellent citizens are engaged. 


Most of these people are Germans. They have come to our country 
and have done much to enhance its prosperity and add to its glory. 
They are good, industrious, and valuable citizens. 

I therefore appeal to him and to the committee to modify the tariff 
on hops, as is demanded by every German citizen in this country, and 
not to increase it. When this bill goes before the German people of 
the United States and they are told that it raises the tax on hops 100 
per cent. and that it has the effect of inviting the importation of beer 
from abroad to supply a demand for an article that is now made here, 
and also that it raises the cost of all lager beer made in the United 
States [laughter], will not these people feel just indignation at such 
injustice? Aud can the party which is responsible for this measure 
expect any support from our German population who will be the great- 
est sufferers from this legislation? [Applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Mr. Chairman, I have great respect 
for the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER], and if he desired to 
be incorporated in the statute-book I would gratify him, but as it is not 
proposed to enact him into a law, but simply to enact the amendment 
which hesubmits, I wish to be heard against it for a few moments. 

If I understand the amendment, it is a proposition which de facto 
places in the hands of the Canadian Government the absolute power 
to impose taxes through our Government and upon our people. 

Mr, BAKER. Not at all; the gentleman is entirely mistaken. On 
the contrary, it is a restriction, a measure of retaliation. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Ah, ‘‘retaliation!’’ Yes; itis alleged 
to be retaliation when really taxation is meant; just as in the case of 
the artists, that we heard so much about last night. Gentlemen 
were talking about theartists who make pictures, when they really meant 
the millionaires who buy pictures. In the same way the gentleman 
now talks about ‘‘retaliation’’ in regard to Canadian importations, 
The amendment does just what I said it did and is as follows: 

Provided, That all articles, on importation into the United States, whether 
embraced in the free-list or otherwise, shall be subject to and pay no Jess rate of 
duty than is or may be imposed by the laws of the country of export on like 
articles imported into said country from the United States. 

Take the articles of nursery stock or logs. They are on the free - Iist, 
both of them. But suppose that the Cauadian Government imposes 
an export duty, say of a dollar on logs and so much on nursery stock. 
Then, as a consequence of that imposition of duty by Canada, the same 
article is at once taxed by us in the same amount, and the American 
consumer must pay the tax. Congress can not prevent it, the Presi- 
dent can not. When Canada imposes its export tax by that very act 
our tariff is changed accordingly. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am getting a little bit uneasy and indignant 
about the manner in which this idea of protection is being abused. 
[Applause.} I am in favor of protection, but I am unalterably and 
bitterly opposed to all abuses of it. [Applause.] For example, in the 
present bill we have a proviso that, where the Canadian Government 
imposes an extra duty on logs, that same amount of duty shall by that 
act be added to the duties provided by the bill; and as a consequence 
‘we may find a large and extra increase of duties on lumber. The theory 
of the gentleman from New York is that this is simply a threat of re- 
taliation and that the Canadian Government would at once take ‘off the 
duty of $1, and so relieve our people. 

Mr. BAKER. They will have to do it. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. How do you know that? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The gentleman says that they must 
do it, yet he can not answer the . the gentleman from Vermont. 
But suppose they do not? Then what have you done? You have 
simply increased the duty on lamber from $1.50 to $2.50 per thousand 

ect— 

Mr. BAKER, Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No; I have no time. 

Mr. BAKER. I have a letter here from high authority 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, No, no, no! I can not yield; you 
have had your time, now please let me have my few moments. 

I do not propose, Mr. Chairman, under the guise of ‘‘ retaliation,’ 
to permit the Canadian Government to assert the powers of Co 
powers which Congress alone can exercise, and permit it to impose 
taxes upon our people. [Applause.] Furthermore, while I am per- 
fectly willing, in the matter of nursery stock, to specifically provide for 
that in a proper way, I am not willing to enact a blanket clause here 
which will enable the Government of Canada, or any other foreign na- 
tion, to step in and pass just such Jaws as it pleases for the taxation of 
our people. [Applause. ] : 

That is going too far and is ultraism run wild! 

Mr. SPRINGER. As I understand, I am to control the time on this 
side of the proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. You are to have ten minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BUTTERWORTH]. 


LMr. „ withholds his remarks ſor revision. 
pendix. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the Chair put my proposition? 


See Ap- 
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Mr..BLAND. You have been firing in for a week and missing the 
bird every time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much time have I left, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman controls three minutes and a 


Mr. SPRINGER. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Indiana 
. [Mr. Sarvery]. 

Mn SHIVELY. Mr. Chairman, I want the attention of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. BAKER]. You propose an amendment and 
assure us that your amendment will cause Canada to remove her ex- 
port duties against the United States. Howdo you know that? How 
comes it that you can give such assurances with so much confidence? 
Your statements are made to influence the House in a matter involving 
our foreign relations, and I want to be sure that you are certain of your 
facts. 

Mr. BAKER, This amendment does not relate to export duties im- 
posed, as in the case of logs, by Canada. If the gentleman will read 
the amendment and the observations made by me, as reported in the 
RECORD of last week (Tuesday), he will see that its scope and purpose 
is to prevent a recurrence of the violation of reciprocity laws, as in the 
case of nursery stock, the orders for and sales of which were taken and 
made during the last fall, winter, and spring upon the basis of nursery 
stock being free both ways and then being subjected to the imposition 
of a duty by Canada, which acts I have characterized as gross bad 
faith and tending to create strained relations between the two Govern- 
ments. The repeated breaches of faith on the part of our neighbors on 
the north, not only in respect of these things, but in their disregard of 
the treaty of Washington and their treatment of American fishermen, 
lead me to feel that they are playing a political bunco and confidence 
game with our people. We trust them and get cheated every time. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. Chairman, I have read the gentleman’s amend- 
ment and heard his observations. His amendment contemplates a 
measure of retaliation for what in his judgment is a real injury. As 
you insist, not from special knowledge of its effect on the Canadian 
authorities, but that in the nature of things it will accomplish the pro- 

d purpose, my questions are fully answered. But I wish to say 
8 that reciprocal retaliation between nations is no more conducive 
to the establishment of reciprocal justice than is reciprocal commercial 
obstruction conducive to friendly and profitable reciprocal commercial 
intercourse. It would seem that this bill in its present form is a suf- 
ficient declaration of war on our neighbors, If Canada shut out from 
her markets every possible product produced in the United States such 
policy would scarcely equal the declaration of commercial war con- 
tained in the bill on which we are about to vote, 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairman, I do not favor the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from New York, not because I am not in sym- 
pathy with him, but because his amendment if enacted into a law 
would be impracticable and worthless and a hinderance and obstruc- 
tion to commerce between our country and other lands. 

The rates of duty should be fixed and remain permanent, and not be 
variable, as proposed in thisamendment. No one could buy goods for 
importation or for exportation if the rates of duty should be subject to 
change from day to day. 

Mr. Chairman, our friends upon the other side complain because they 
have not been permitted to present their amendments and to discuss 
the same. Had our friends been as desirous of discussing and propos- 
ing amendments last week as they profess to be now there would have 
been no trouble for want of time. But, on thecontrary, they have frit- 
tered away the time until within the last twenty-four hours in discuss- 
ing every question that could be suggested except the question in- 
volved in amendment which might have been or was under con- 
sideration, and they have no right now to complain that they are not 
permitted to propose amendments. It is the fault of the gentlemen 
who are now complaining and they should have thought of this when 
they were wasting the time of the committee last week. 

Mr. Chairman, I do notintend to spend much time in presenting my 
reasons for supporting this bill. The issue between the two great par- 
ties is fairly drawn and I think quite well understood by all. It is 
conceded by all that we must raise a large amount of revenue annu- 
ally for the support of the Government, and that a large portion of such 
reveuue should be raised by levying a duty upon foreign goods imported 
into this country. As to how such duty shall be levied is what divides 
the two parties. The Democratic party would so levy the duty as to 
simply raise revenue for the Government without to the effect 
upon our own industries, and therefore would levy it upon such things 
as are non-productive in our own country or fix that particular rate of 
duty upon goods that are imported as would bring in the greatest 
amount of such goods in order to get the greatest amount of revenue. 
This is the English system. The Republicans would in carrying out 
the protective policy allow goods that are non-productive in our own 
country to come in free and fix the amount of duty upon goods that 
are imported and come in competition with similar goods produced 
here at such rate as would give an advan to our own producers in 
an amount sufficient to make up for the higher-priced labor that is em- 
ployed in our country in the production of such goods. This is what 
is known as a protective tari We favor the protective policy because 


it gives an advantage fo our own industries and our own labor, and we 
believe that such policy tends to build up new industries, to the em- 
ployment of labor at higher wages, to the cheapening of the produc- 
tions of the mills and factories, to the enlargement of the market for 
the products of our farms, and to the general development of all our 
natural resources, 

The whole history of our country shows that where we have been 
dependent upon foreign countries for manufactured goods that our peo- 
ple have consumed we have had to pay higher prices for such goods 
than we were compelled to pay after such industries or like industries 
have been established in our own country, although there was a high 
rate of duty upon such imported goods. This rule, we think, has been 
universal. we have, to illustrate, to buy steel rails entirely in Eng- 
land or France to supply our wants, it stands to reason that if like in- 
dustries for the production of steel rails are operative in this country a 
competition arises and pricesare lowered. This competition encourages 
the inventive genius of the people and each is seeking to produce such 
articles the cheapest, and new and improved machinery for their produc- 
tion is the result. The protective policy not only tends to give em- 
ployment to our labor, but it also tends to keep our money in our own 
country, which would otherwise be sent ab to pay for the products 
of foreign Jabor. It also gives employment to millions of our people 
who otherwise must be engaged in agricultural pursuits, and places 
them in the mill and the factory, where they are consumers of the 
products of the farms, thereby lessening the competition of the farmers 
and giving them a better home market for their products. It diversifies 
our industries, and no country or people can be prosperous without 
diversified industries, 

Such, I believe, has been, and will continue to be, the effect of a pro- 
tective policy. This isthe reason why I favor such policy and why I 
support the bill under consideration. The bill does not suit me in all 
respects, and I suppose it would be impossible to construct a revenue 
bill that would exactly suit any two persons, because each member 
has different ideas as to the proper rate of duty upon different articles 
imported. Some would prefer to have the rate of duty higher, while 
others upon other articles would wish the rate lower. Each district 
has different interests, and these interests must of necessity more or 
less affect the minds of each constituency. I am inclined to the opinion 
that the rate of duty upon some articles has been fixed too high to’pre- 
serve a just competition between the home product and the foreign 
product, but taking the bill as a whole I think it fairly represents the pro- 
tective sentiment of the country,and for this reason I give it my support. 
Tam willing to vote a rate of duty upon foreign productions which will 
give reasonable encouragement looking towards the building up of any 
new industry or the enlargement of any established industry, but I 
would not wish to make the duty so high as to do away with all com- 
petition between the foreign product and the home product. 

The sugar schedule is one of the best in the bill. It gives free sugar 
and takes off about fifty-five millions of revenue which is paid as a duty 
upon sugar now, and yet by the payment of some seven millions of bounty 
to the sugar producers it sufficiently protects them, and if that industry 
can be increased in this country it will have the encouragement neces- 
sary. If by this encouragement a great agricultural industry can be 
built up in this eountry to supply the wants of the people, it will be of 
immense benefit to all classes. Should the sugar production be largely 
increased a duty sufficient can be levied (and the bounty proportion- 
ally decreased) to meet the payment of the bounty remaining. Some 
little revenue will come from sugar at present under this bill by the re- 
maining duty on sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard. 

A duty upon foreign goods where similar goods are uot produced in 
our own country will increase the cost of such goods to the consumer 
to the precise amount of the duty levied upon the foreign article; but 
the nearer our own mills and factories come to supplying the wants of 
our people, to that amount proportionately will the duty upon the for- 
eign product be paid by the foreign producer or importer. . 

The protective policy was insisted upon in the last Republican na- 
tional platform and was demanded by the people, as shown by the re- 
sults of the election, and the party would have been derelict in its duty 
had it failed to ratify that demand. [Applause.] We who were elected 
upon that issue would be unfaithful to our trust should we fail to ratify 
the sentiment of the people as declared at the ballot-box in the last na- 
tional election. [Applause.] The Republican party has never failed 
to fulfill its pledges to the people, and this bill is but the carrying out 
of one of its pledges. As Republicans we are now but ratifying the 
voice of the people as expessed at the polls in the election of 1888. 
(Applause, ] 

The woolen schedule is all that can be asked for and the classifica- 
tions and rates of duty on foreign wool and woolens should be satis- 
factory to the wool-grower and woolen manufacturer in this country. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
same privilege which has been extended to the Democratic side of the 
House; to wit, the right to print. their amendments in the RECORD after 
the bill has passed, be extended to the other side also. [Laughter.] 

Several MEMBERS on the Republican side. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER } would either abandon his time or use it. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to use it now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to have order in the Hall before I pro- 
ceed. There is such confusion that I can not hear myself talk, so I 
know that no one else can hear me. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has repeatedly appealed to gentlemen 
to maintain order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call attention to the two hundred 
and twenty-second clause of this bill, beginning at line 20. The pro- 
viso there, on the lumber schedule, is as follows: 


Provided, That in case aay. foreign coun shall impose an export duty or 
other equivalent charge on logs exported tothe United States, then the sawed 
lumber and above-named imports from such foreign country shall be subject to 
a duty equivalent to such export duty, to be ascertained under regulations pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, in addition to the duty provided in 
this act. . 


This proviso in the lumber schedule relates to the export duty which 
Canada imposes on logs, which is $2 a thousand. If you pass the bill, 
gentlemen, with this proviso, you increase the duty on lumber $2 a 
thousand over the present rates. è 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Two dollars and fifty cents. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, $2.50. Now, I want to know if this House 
is going to a bill which will increase the duty on all lumber that 
is used by the people of this country $2.50 a thousand. 

Mr. TRACEY. Three dollars and fifty cents. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ispeak of the increase. The duty in some cases 
will amount to $3.50 per thousand if this proviso passes. And now the 

tleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] comes in with a proposition 
fo make this provision of the bill universal, so that on all articles 
upon which foreign governments impose an export duty 

Mr. DINGLEY. The amendment of the gentleman from New York 
applies to cases where foreign governments imposg an import duty. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, an import duty. The gentleman comes in 
here and proposes that in such cases we shall not charge less duty than 
other governments charge. My amendment provides that we shall 
not in such cases charge more than they charge. If we are going to 
have trade with foreign countries let us reciprocate, and at least pro- 
vide that we shall not charge more duty upon any given article than 
they charge upon a like article imported from this country. 

Mr. MASON. So that we shall pay our workmen the same wages 
they pay theirs. That is what you want. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir. This has nothing to do with the pay of 
workmen. I ask for a vote on my amendment. 

Mr. BLISS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words in regard 
to this bill. I believe it is one of the best tariff bills that Congress has 
ever given to the country, and its effect will be to benefit every work- 
ingman and every farmer throughout the land. Every manufacturer 
will feel the stimulus exerted by this bill. All raw material used in 
manufactured articles to be shipped abroad to compete in foreign mar- 
kets with rebate off, carry but 1 per cent. duty, and thus our foreign 
trade will be benefited without striking at our own home market. 

The farmers in the country and especially those on the Canadian bor- 
der will be quick to feel the effect of the increased duty on theirstaples. 
Last year the importation of some of those articles was as follows: Bar- 
ley, 11,306,000 bushels, valued at $7,678,000; hay, $1,052,000; pota- 
toes, 883,000 bushels, valued at $331,120. Under the provisions of this 
bill the market will be saved to the American farmers, and the 
required for the production of this increased amount of wool, flax, 
hemp, potatoes, barley, etc., will be withdrawn from the cultivation of 
wheat and corn, of which we raise a surplus, and this will tend to re- 
store fair prices for those grains. 

I have no objection to any paragraph in the bill except one, which 
I think will do great injustice to the salt manufacturers of this coun- 


try. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Are you not directly interested in raising the 
duty = lumber and are you not also directly interested in the duty 
on salt? 

Mr. BLISS. Yes, Mr. Chairman, L am interested in the manufact- 
ure of lumber and salt. Iam one of the salt kings who, under the 
wise policy of a protective tariff, have reduced the price of salt from $3 
per barrel for imported salt to 50 cents a barrel for domestic salt, in- 
cluding barrel valued at 20 cents. And if the gentleman thinks there 
is any money in salt at these figures I invite him into the field of com- 
petition. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the protection of salt and lum- 
ber from principle just the same as I am in favor of protection to wool 
and steel rails, which I do not manufacture. 

The bill provides that the duty paid on imported salt used in curing 
meat shall be refunded where the article is used in connection with 
American productions that are exported. Now, whom does that bene- 
fit? The farmers do not export any cured meats. It benefits nobody 
but Armour and Swift and the other men engaged in the same busi- 
ness with them. Salt is now the cheapest staple produced in the 
United States and it ought to be fully protected. This provision does 
not benefitthe farmer. It benefits nobody but the monopolists in Chi- 
cago, and when the committee rises I to ask for a separate vote 
on that amendment, but if by reason of the lateness of the hour and the 


limited time allowed for amendments that schedule is passed over I 
shall certainly pursue this matter before the Senate committee. There 
are 1,000,000 barrels of salt on hand in Michigan alone, surplus, which, 
if used by the large packing-houses of the country instead of what they 
import under this rebate provision, would enable salt manufacturers to 
continue their blocks in full operation, thus increasing demand for 
steady labor. Butthis amendment continued in force will compel some 
of our blocks to shut down, which effect has already been seen. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parlimentary 
inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. There isso much confusion in the Hall 

Several members addressed the Chair at once amid great confusion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not object to gentlemen using 
up all the time by noise and confusion if they insist upon it. [Laugh- 
ter.] [After order was ially restored.] The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee | Mr. MoMILLINI is recognized. 

Mr. ALLEN, of anioniga: I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. MCMILLIN: I do not want this to come out of my time. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I want to know whether 
I can not, under the rules, offer at this point an amendment to put 
hides on the dutiable list. Ifso, I want to do it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rules the gentleman possibly might, 
but under the practice it is doubtful. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, through much tribulation and by 
methods more speedy than commendable, we have reached the point 
where this bill is to be snatched from the Committee of the ole 
unfinished and forced through the House, 

Let us, sir, pause long enough to see what it is. Its framers boast 
that they have put sugar on the free-list. Yes, they have, but they 
have with that overridden the Constitution and outraged justice by 
placing tax-payers under bondage for fifteen years to pay a bounty of 
between one and three hundred million dollars to sugar- producers. 

Sir, we are now within fifteen minutes of the time w the final 
vote is to be taken upon this bill, and itis proper that astatement of 
what it contains should be given to the House. We have been told 
that this isa Republican measure, to be passed by Republican votes, 
Now, the question is, what is an ideal Republican measure? Under 
the rule that has been adopted there are two hundred amendments 
pending before the committee and printed in the RECORD. that can 
never be considered. There are more than one hundred items proposed 
in this bill which make increases in the rates of duty, yet the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means has told us that it has no data and can give 
none to justify these increases. 

What more? They have repealed the sugar tax only to put additional 
taxes on every other schedule. They have increased chemicals $249,- 
168; earthen ware, $626,011; the metal schedule, $11,279,370; tobacco, 
$17,966,425; agricultural products, $9,309,850; cotton $1,553,324; 
hemp, flax, and jute, $6,816,299; wool and manufactures of wool, 
$15,493,002; sundries, $1,907,405, and made very large increases on the 
other schedules that are embraced in this bill. he increases not 
estimated in the committee’s calculations amount to $25,773,000. This 
added to what the committee confess they have increased makes the 
increase on the different schedules outside of sugar $66,049,000. Then 
they give a bounty on sugar amounting to $7,500,000. This does not 
include many increases as to which there are no data. 

I ask whether the House of Representatives is ready to take such a 
Republican measure. It is not only a Republican measure, but, as I 
stated last night, it is to be passed by Republican methods. You are 
called upon to vote upon these increases without debate and without 
hope ofamendment, The committee has taken most of the two days, 
and not asingle amendment has been adopted that has been offered by 
any one else. 

The gentleman from Ohio said the amendments not acted on in Com- 
mittee of the Whole would fall. Hence all opportunity to amend or 
discuss this vicious measure is gone. We were deprived of this right 
by an iron-clad rule made for the purpose. 

Sir, more than 100 of the 156 pages of the bill have had no considera- 
tion. The right to reduce duties on tin-plate, woolen goods, cotton 
goods, chemicals, sundries, etc., has been destroyed by special rule, 
and the ple's representatives stand powerless and their voices are 
stifled. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I submit to the committee a series of statements of those items, in 
which the data are easily accessible, that members disposed to do so 
may verify my assertions. 

8 Lask your attention to the following paragraphs: 

46. Olive oil. It is assumed in the calculation of the committee 
that one-half the olive oil imported (454,045 gallons) only is fit for 
salad p the rest being only fit for soap making. Butsoap-stock 
grease is already free, and therefore none fit only for that purpose pays 
duty now, and the whole importation would be liable forthe 35 cents 
per gallon duty, an increase over the committee’s estimate of $158,- 
915.75. 

52. Blues, Berlin, Prussian, ete. Values about 25 cents per pound; 
rute about 25 per cent. on $61,265 importations, an increase of $3,063. 
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97. Fire-brick. Made dutiable at $1.25 per ton instead of 20 per 
cent., the present rate, no allowance made in tables for increase. They 
weigh about 6 pounds each, or 373 to the ton. Counting 400 to the 
ton we imported (6,439,852 fire-brick or) more than 16, 000 tons at $1.25 
per ton yielding $20,000 instead of $13,752.39 as given in the table, an 
uncounted increase of $6,277. 

99. Cement, Roman, Portland, ete. In the tables weight of barrel 
is not computed though made dutiable in the text, This would add 
4 cents to each barrel; 1,515,316 barrels, at 4 cents, would yield $60,- 
612.64. 

100. Lime. Has been reckoned at 220 pounds per package, omitting 
the barrel, which is also made dutiable at the same rate, or about 15 
cents per barrel on 297,285 barrels, or $44,592.75, an uncounted in- 
crease of $5,351. 

107. Green and colored glassware. Testimony before Ways and 
Means Committee, page 450, shows rate on some smaller sizes of these 
bottles 94 per cent., and on those below it would be much over 100 per 
cent. If only 25 per cent. is estimated to be added there will be an in- 
crease of $40,000. 

110, All articles of glass, stained, painted, printed, etc., colored, ete. 
The present rate is 45 per cent., the proposed rate is 10 cents per 
pound, and 50 per cent., 5 per cent. ad valorem added outright and 
10 cents per pound, specific, and 10 cents per pound may be safely 
counted at 10 per cent. on average importations, which, with the 5 per 
cent, ad valorem added, equals an increase of 15 per cent.on $492,- 
340.90 importations, or about $164,000. 

The rates would be far beyond this on the cheapest goods. 

112. On heavy blown glassware. Five cents per pound is added to 
the present duty of 40 per cent., and at less than 5 per cent. increase 
would amount on $68,285 to over 83,000. 

Note that bottles which are heavy blown glassware are entered at 
1.6 cents per pound, on which 5 cents would be over 300 per cent. 

131. Freestone, granite, etc., for building and monumental purposes, 
increased from $1 per ton to 14 cents per cubic foot. Granite runs 
about 164 to 180 pounds to the cubic foot, or about 13 feet to the ton, 
and freestone, being lighter, would be more, or over $2 per ton—$15,- 
000, 


144. Cotton-ties. Two-tenths cent per pound additional for cutting 
not reckoned in the tables, yielding a total of 81, 013, 595. 93, or an un- 
counted increase of $135,146. 

147. Tin-plate raised after July 1, 1891, from 1 cent per pound to 
2.15 cents per pound, an increase, uncounted in the tables, of $8,371,379. 

151. Wire rods for fencing, etc., are counted to yield the same reve- 
nue as at present, though the rods of steel under No. 5 now pay 45 per 
cent., aud the change to six-tenths raises them to 54 per cent., an un- 
counted increase of $103,391. 

152. Wireof iron and steel. In the table decreases in rate and duty 
are shown on all wires according to the proposed nominal specific rates, 
though a proviso on page 31 forbids the entry of any wire worth 4 cents 
per pound or more at a less rate of duty than 45 per cent., thus quad- 
rupling some rates and giving an uncounted increase over the tables 
of more than $126,000, though the majority report erroneously claims to 
have reduced the duty on most wire one-fourth of one cent per pound. 

168. Chains. The table shows reductions to 43 per cent., though a 
proviso forbids entry of any chains at less than 45 per cent., or an un- 
counted increase on the smallest size (thus by indirection raising trace- 
chains for the benefit of the farmer) of over $1,500. 

169. Penknives. Razors valued at $4 have no rate named on them; 
butif the $1.75 rate governs, as is evidently intended, it raises the rate 
to 73 per cent., on the cheaper razors much higher. On penknives rates 
are raised to from 70 to 100 per cent. If 75 per cent. be taken as a fair 
estimate of the new rate it would be a 50 per cent. increase on present 
duties, or an increase uncounted in the tables of $414,885. 

171. The proposed table-cutlery rates run as high as 99 per cent., 
while on cheap fruitand other knives it would beaway beyond a hundred 
percent., ortrebled. Counting the average at 52.50 per cent., or an in- 
crease of only 174 per cent., it gives an amount to add to the estimates 
of $119,154, 

174. Shotguns, The rates are more than doubled on the bulk of 
the importations, as shown by the testimony before the committee 
(see committee testimony, page 1254), an uncounted increase of over 
$250,000. 

But, Mr. Chairman, since these calculations were made the commit- 
tee have changed the proposed rate and reduced the duty. Itis a rare 
instance of the committee becoming convinced of the error of its way, 
and due credit should be given. 

188. Screws. One-inch screws, a standard size, apparently reduced 
from 8 cents to 7, butin reality raised by a change in classification to 10 


cents, apparently for no good reason, as none are imported, since the 


duty is now prohibitory. $ 
194. Bronze powder. Rate ree BS from 15 per cent. to 15 cents 
per pound, or 30 per cent. (see ls bill, 9702), an uncounted in- 
crease of $78,867. 
203. Type metal. From 20 cent. to 1} cents for the lead con- 
tained therein. According to the Senate report this would seem to be 
a 50 per cent, duty, an increase of $13,937.70. 


203. Lead-bearing silver ores, free. Made dutiable at the rate of 14 
cents per pound for the lead contained therein. In the Report of Se 
Director of the Mint for 1889 (page 28) the amount of lead impo 
into the United States in silver ores during the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1889, is given as 58,679,609 pounds of metallic lead, which at 14 
cents per pound, the proposed rate, would yield $880,194.13. 

This statement is probably high, though taken by the collectors of 
customs at the southern border ports and returned to the Bureau of Sta- 
tistics, from which the Mint Director received and adopted it. We 
imported 118,322 tons of silver ores—nearly 10,000 tons per month— 
but an ever-increasing proportion is of the more refractory, non-lead- 
bearing, or dry ores. Of these 10,000 tons per month one-half go to 
Newark, St. Louis, Kansas City, Argentine, and Colorado, and another 
thousand to Socorro, N. Mex., at an average freight of $8 per ton, or $48,- 
000 per month to the railroads, or $576,000 per annum. 

These smelting points pay the roads besides for freights on dry and 
other ores from other points in the States, for fuel, for supplies, and 
after freights on their products at least a million more per annum, so 
that the exclusion of these ores will not only deprive the railroads in 
the United States of a million and a half dollars in treights, which must 
have the effect, however remote, of increasing rates on othercarriage, but 
must, too, destroy in part the value of some of these works, which can 
only be operated with the gitl of these fluxing ores, deprive of employ- 
ment those who depend djfectly or indirectly upon their operation, and 
thereby injure that hom market, both for refractory ores and for gen- 
eral supplies—that home/marketof which we hear so much and of which 
we are growing to be sq tender that only the protected may sell and 


only the buyers are 8 
afd cases, raised from 25 to 40 per cent. —about 


215. Gold wate 
$100,000. 
SCHEDULE E, TOBACOO, 

Sir, under the new tariff bill and as calculated by the committee, we 
would receive in customs duties on cigars, cigarettes, snuff, manufact- 
ured tobacco, and unmanufactured tohacco not otherwise provided for, 
the sum of $6,579,338.45 on importations like last year. 

The great increase of duties for which due allowance has not 
made by the committee is upon wrapper-leaf, which has been rai 
from 35 and 75 cents per pound to $2 per pound for unstemmed and 
$2.75 for stemmed. 

Notwithstanding this enormous increase of duty it will not effect the 
exclusion of the Sumatra wrapper, which in the opinion of tobacco men 
has come to stay. 

Mr. Barnett told this committee (see testimony, page 958): 

Every time you put on a duty which is intended to be prohibitory of Sumatra 
you will increase the difficulties of the Government by — the surplus, 
unless you make the duty over $3 per pound. 

Of the more than 18,000,000 pounds of foreign tobacco which entered 
into consumption last year it is easy to calculate approximately what 
proportion was of wrapper-leaf and what proportion filler. 

In the testimony taken before the Senate committee when at work 
upon their bill (page 803) they were told that the only tobacco fill- 
ers we import are from Havana;’’ and Mr. Ertheiler, tobacco broker, 
of New York, informed this committee (page 966) that I claim there 
is not a bale of Havana tobacco imported which does not contain some 
wrapper leaves,“ which under the bill would make every pound of 
tobacco which we import subject to the duty of $2 per pound, or nearly 
$40,000,000 on leaf-tobacco alone last year. 

But to take only that imported for the purpose of wrapping ci is 
more fair. In 1886 Mr. Oscar Hammerstein, editor of the United States 
Tobacco Journal, told the Ways and Means Committee that one-fifth 
of the Havana importations, 2,000,000 pounds, or 10,000 bales out of 
50,000, were brought in for wrappers, and the same year 4,000, 
pounds of Sumatra were imported for the same purpose, or 6,000, 
pounds out of a total importation of 11,000,000. About the same pro- 
portion holds good to-day, and the majority of the committee are evi- 
dently of that opinion, since they calculate one-fifth the Havana to- 
bacco is Wrappers, and then proceed to take one-fifth of all the leaf 
coming in at 35 cents per pound, thus making allowance for but 1,500,- 
000 pounds of Sumatra poh teary 

Mr. Hubbard, of the New England Tobacco-Growers’ Association, in- 
formed the committee (page 1000) that over 42,000 bales of Sumatra 
tobacco came in in the calendar year 1889, and this is borne out by Con- 
sular Report No. 113 (page 199), and that 50,000 bales were used as 
cigar wrappers in that year, or 9,000,000, pounds, to say nothing of the 
1,500,000 pounds of wrapper leaf which came in that year from the 
French possessions in Africa (a leaf much resembling the Sumatra), 
from Canada, and from other places, or over 10,000,000 pounds fo 
wrapper leaf where the committee counted 1,500,000, and 2,500, 
pounds Havana wrappers would bring the amount to 12,500,000 poun: 
evidently too high, but four-fifths of the Havana importation, 8,500 
pounds, are for fillers, of which 852,745 pounds came in stemmed, which 
would yield a revenue of $426,372.75, and the balance, 7,600,000 pounds 
atthe unstemmed filler rate, would yield $2,676,539, or a total of $3,102,- 
911 from filler tobacco, while the 9,800,000 pounds of 88 leaf at 
$2 per pound would yield $19,600,000, or a peana total from the to- 
bacco schedule of $29,282,250 instead of $11,194,486, or an increase of 
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$18,000,000 over the receipts at present rates, instead of $9,754,069 as 
shown by the committee estimates. 

244. Horses. For breeding purposes, now free, are limited by requir- 
ing them to be registered. A 

We imported 1,340 ponies from Mexico free last year for breeding 
sheep ponies atan 1 60 valuation of $7 per head. To say these were 
not registered is no wild statement, but it subjects them to 830 per 
head duty—$40, 000. 

From France and England we received 2,500 horses, and count them 
all as registered, which is far from the fact, it would leave 6,000 horses 
unregistered, which came in at a rate of 30 per cent. that would 
amount, moderately estimated, to $350,000. 

245. Cattle. In the committee's tables half the importations of cattle 
are reckoned as yearlings, clearly an overestimate, buta matter of little 
importance, though a fairer estimate would increase the receipts more 
than 5100, 000; and breeding cattle not registered, $25,000; total, $125,- 


000. 

246. Hogs. Breeding hogs not registerd, $13,000. 

247. Breeding sheep not registered, $8,000. 

266. Condensed milk. See Senate testimony (page 835). Worth 9} 
cents per pound in Great Britain; 3 cents per pound, or 13 per cent. 
increase on a value of $83,272; an uncounted increase of $10,000. 

296. Grapes. No allowance for increase, though raised from 20 per 
cent, to 2 cents per pound, or about 50 per cent. (see Randall’s, 9702), 
$100, 000. 

298. Limes. Changed to specific rates which more than double the 
duties, adding $13,689.39, or just about offsetting the errorin lemons, 
where values were substituted for duties—$13, 689. 39. 

298. Oranges and lemons. Rate of 20 cents per foot is 45 per cent. 
on oranges, the 20 cents additional adds 25 per cent. to present 20 per 
cent. rate, or 878,504. 97. 

310. Extract of meat. Now 20 per cent., made 35 cents per pound 
if solid, 15 cents if fluid. Tins and jars also dutiable at same rates. 
(Testimony, page 913.) Glass weighs twice as much as contents, and 
by implication 10 cents equals 20 per cent. rate, 15 cents equals 30, 
doubled for glass equals 90. per cent.—$20,000 increase. 

332, Poultry. Now 10 per cent., made 3 and 5 cents; at least 33} 
per cent., or $51,622; an increase over tables of $36,136. 

350. Stockings, shirts, and drawers, Increased to rates exceeding in 
some instances 85 per cent; if only a half increase be computed it ex- 
ceeds $1,050,728. Shirts and drawers increased to an average of over 
60 per cent.—$10, 823.66. 

363. Burlaps. Increased to 70 per cent. from 30 per cent. (see Sen- 
ate testimony page 1077), or duty more than doubled and no allowance 
made for increase—$1,500, 000. 

366. Flax gill-netting. Duties more than doubled. Fifteen cents 
and 20 cents per pound and 35 per cent. No allowance for increase 
from 25 per cent.—$8, 170,87. 

368, Linens, ducks, ete. Three cents per pound on total importa- 
tions. Noestimate given. Importers’ estimates show 62 to 116 per 
cent. A more moderate estimate would yield above committee’s esti- 
mates $749,363.84. 

369. Brown and bleached linens, etc. One-third importations are 
counted at 35 per cent. as shirtings, ete. This is too high. The 
other third will have the duty doubled by reason of the compound 
rate, or an increase over estimates of $995,253.15. 

373. Manufactures of flax and hemp. Includes yarns which, by sec- 
tion 369, are taxed 3 cents per pound for 12 lea and coarser, practically all 
we import, an increase of $41,725, 29. 

431. Buttons. By the new compound rates it was shown to the com- 
mittee (page 715), rates were raised on buttons to as high as 900 per 
cent., and on the class of buttons used by the poorer classes for their 
better garments’? 150 to 200 per cent. If only 25 per cent. increase is 
estimated it is $682,089. 

435. Cork bark. Cut into squares, now free, is taxed 10 cents per 
pound, and nearly 50 per cent. added to the duties on lower grade cut 
corks by a change from 20 per cent to 15 cents per pound, or $30,000, 

458. Gloves. Rates largely increased on lower grades. (See letter 
in Senate testimony, page 431.) Average value of kid gloves $3.25, 
235,000 imported; average value of lambskin $2, and 365,000 imported. 

Rates on the above, 95 per cent. on lambskin and 66 per cent, on 
kid. Counting only 15 per cent. increase on present rates there is an 
uncounted increase of $686,413. 


RECAPITULATION OF INCREASES OVER THE COMMITTES’S ESTIMATES, 


WG OVO ONL: , tsa sóbeea ap aodsietsopeSbvet togon $158, 915. 75 
52. Blues, Prussian, etc. S 3, 063. 00 
97. Fire-brick......... s 6,277.00 
99, Cement, Roman. 60,612, 64 
100. Lime. . . . 5,351. 00 
107. Green and colo 40, 000. 00 
110. Glass, stained, ete .......... 164, 000, 00 
113. Glassware, heavy blow: 3. 000. 00 
181, Granite, freestone, eto ... 15, 000. 00 
135, 146. 00 

8, 371, 879. 00 

103, 891.00 

126, 000. 00 

1,500, 00 

414, 885. 00 


171, Table cutlery.... 
174. Shotguns 


S. F. Tobacoo. . <.c0kssencecens dos seesseseser 
214. Horses, free, 
245. Cattle.. 125, 000. 
. Hogs. 15, 000, 00 
8, 000. 00 
10, 000. 00 
0 100, 000. 00 
KSS 13, 689, 39 
78, 504. 
20,000. 
30, 136. 
mandate 1, 050, 728. 00 
10, 823. 66 
Burlaps . 1. 500, 000. 00 
366. Flax gill-netting 8, 170, 87 
368. Linens, ducks, e 749, 363. 84 
269, Linens, ducks, ete. 995, 253. 15 
373. Manufactures of flax and hemp... 41,725.00 
431. Buttons. 682, 089. 00 
435. C 30, 000. 00 
458. 686, 413.00 
203. Lead 880, 194. 00 
— 
25, 773, 925. 97 


Mr. Chairman, I have not added to committee’s estimates on the 
woolen schedule, though somewhat increased during the consideration 
of the bill. 

Our total consumption ofraw wool is estimated at 600,000,000 pounds, 
Of this, 160,000,000 pounds come in already manufactured, leaving 
440,000,000 to be manufactured here. Of this, 100,000,000 pounds are 
carpet wools, which pay 3 cents per pound duty, and th re dearer 
by $3,000,000 than it would be without the tariff. 

The balance of the home-manufactured wool is combing and clothing 
wool, and pays, under the rates levied, 10 cents a pound on an average, 
and therefore we would have 340,000,000 poundsenhanced 10 cents 
pound, or $34,000, 000 by reason of the tariff, which, with the $3,000, 
on carpet wools, makes $37,000,000, of which the United States Treas- 
ury gets less than $6,000,000, and over $30,000,000 is a useless burden. 

Mr. Chairman, let us illustrate further this increase of taxes. Ac- 
cording to the McKinley report our total consumption of wool, as just 
stated, is fixed at 600,000,000 pounds, of which the importations of 
manufactured goods represent 160,000,000 pounds. 

Duty-paid these imported manufactured wools are worth about $100,- 
000,000, and in the same proportion our domestic consumption would 
be worth about $375,000, 000. f 

If the domestic product is enhanced to the amount of the duty, as 
Chairman MCKINLEY argues, on sugar, then the value of the domestic 
woolens is enhanced $110,000,000 at 67 per cent., the present rate, and 
would be increased to $151,000,000 at 92 per cent., the average rate fixed 
in the proposed bill, or an increase of $41,000,000 on domestic manu- 
factures, while the imported goods are increased by thirteen millions, 
or a total of $54,000,000 enhancement is proposed by the new bill on 
our entire consumption. 

The foreign valuation of our manufacturei woolens would be $165,- 
000,000. The duty under the new bill would be $151,000,000, the 
whole duty on the foreign goods $48,000,000, ora totalof $200,000 000, 
which our protective tariff would cost us on woolen goods alone if this 
bill becomes a law. 

Sir, this does not inelude $75,000,000 worth of mixed textiles, which 
under the proposed bill must pay the higher duties imposed on woolen 
goods whether wool be the material of chief value or not, which is not 
the case under the present law. Now the duty is assessed on the com- 
ponent of chief value, and 3 lower than the duty on woolens. 

Mr. Chairman, similar calculations might be made on iron and all 
the other schedules except sugar and ‘‘ wines and liquors,” show- 
ing an increase of burdens, direct and indirect, imposed upon the peo- 
ple by this bill appalling in its proportions. A high Republican au- 
thority has estimated this increase to be not less than „000,000 
annually. This, I am satisfied after careful examination, is a very 
conservative estimate, more than $3.50 a year for each inhabitant, or 
$17.50 to every family in the land. 

Sir, the people have asked you to reduce their taxes and you have 
increased them. They asked you for bread; you have given them a 
stone. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, this bill is a complete re- 
vision of the tariff and has eight hundred items. It also carries the 
internal-revenue schedule. It is difficult to have every item in sucha 
bill satisfactory to any one person or section of the country. A country 
that measures 3,000 miles between its oceans and 1,000 miles from the 
Lakes to the Gulf is so diversified in climate, soil, and industries that 
the wants and necessities of one section are often unknown to other 
sections, and that there should be many of us who fail to find in this 
bill all that we want, and who are opposed to a number of its provis- 
ions, is not strange. j 

The greater wonder is that the committee ħas been able to trame a 
measure that comes so near meeting the approval of the friends of 
American industries, The industrial people, that is, the protective 
party, are divided into two classes. One din believes in putting the 
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tariff so high that it acts as a prohibition against the importation of 
foreign goods, and they believe that any reduction of the surplus is to 
be obtained through this kind of legislation. The other class believes 
that the Government should ascertain the wages paid and cost of pro- 
duction of any foreign-produced article that comes in competition with 
our manufactures and levy upon that article a tariff that will express 
the difference of the wages and cost of production in this country, giv- 
ing to the dealer here an exactly equal footing with the foreign pro- 
ducer, and the advantage added that the foreigner has to pay trans- 
portation to our shores. 

This is protection pure andsimple. Thisis the platform upon which 
I have always stood. The tariff reformers are also divided into two 
classes. The one class believes in levying a tariff without any reference 
to wages or cost of production and places it as heavily upon one article 
as another, never having any thought or intent to protect and develop 
the industries of our country. The otherclass believes in a revision of 
the tariff that shall in some measure retain the protective features. 

The revenues of the Government ought at no time to yield one dollar 
more than the regular annual necessities, hecause every dollar obtained 
beyond that is unnecessary taxation, and unnecessary taxation is crime. 

In common with many other members I presented various amend- 
ments which I had hoped to have considered with the bill. But with 
many others these go to the wall without consideration. The amend- 
ments offered express the sentiments I uttered in the discussion of the 
tariff on this floor in the Fiftieth Congress. I have moved to strike salt 
from the dutiable list and to make it free. 

I have also moved to strike ont the lumber schedule and make lum- 
ber free. Having discussed these matters so fully heretofore I skall 
add nothing to that argument at this time. Neither shall I add-any- 
thing to my position that the duties on the cheaper and coarser grades 
of woolens should be stricken down one-half and that the duties on 
the finer and costlier grades should be increased. In a word, I would 
have no less revenues from woolens than at the present time, but I 
would differentiate the duties; for I am sure that we can now manu- 

* facture the coarser grade of woolens at as low a figure as any country 
in the world, and the instant we reach the competing basis with any 
nation the tariff should be removed, 

Iam opposed to the proposed reduction of $10,000,000 on tobacco. 
I do not believe the reduction is called for. It would be infinitely bet- 
ter to retain that $10,000,000 and increase the ion-list to that ex- 
tent. The Mills bill proposed $25,000.000 reduction in this internal 
revenue, I regarded it as a bad bill in that particular. The McKin- 
ley bill proposes $10,000,000. In degree of mistake it only has the ad- 
vantage of being $15,000,000 better off. I donot believe it to be wise 
or prudent to touch the revenues on tobacco or whisky so long as the 
Government needs revenue. i 

But above all things else I wanted a consideration of the amend- 
mentthat placed in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury the 
discretion to remove the tariff from any article upon which a trust or 
monoply was formed. Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, at the opening of 
the discussion offered an amendment giving such power to the Presi- 
dent. It was voted down. He and I were the only two ms on 
this side of the House who voted for it. I was amazed at the vote. I 
had supposed that every member of this body would vote for such a 

tion. Hoping that a longer consideration of the matter would 
ve the votes necessary to pass so prudent and safe a measure, I had 
introduced it to operate at the close of the bill. 

But as the discussion closes with a vast number of amendments not 

~ voted upon, it meets the fate of its companions. Ladmit this measure 
laces an extraordinary porer in the hands of the Secretary of the 
ry, butthe disease is an extraordi one. The trust is an ex- 
traordinary power, and the Federal authority that has supervision of 
the tariff ought to beempowered to strike it down wherever it is formed 
under the protection of governmental aid. True, the largest number 
of trusts and monopolies are not on protected goods, and we must de- 
pend upon the anti-trust law to operate against them. 

But, knowing that these matters sometimes require expensive and 
long litigation for settlement, I had thought it best to cut across lots 
and clothe the Secretary of the Treasury with the extra-judicial func- 
tion of making the decision concerning these trusts wherever they were 
involved with tariff-protected articles and at once and with a single 
blow relieve them of any advantage from governmental aid. Itis a 
crime for any industry receiving the fostering care of the Government 


H 
to organize any oppression upon the people, and no measure for the 8 


withdrawal of the Government recognition can be too quick or too se- 


vere. 
With these ions which I have offered, and possibly one or 
two others, the bill in my judgment will meet the approbation of the 


le. 
dei. MOREY. Mr. Chairman, I think that if the farmers of this 


one of the whole number his been willing to acknowledge that he is 
afarmer. Every other one has given his business as that of a Jawyer. 

Now, I want the farmer to speak for himself and will incorporate 
in my remarks what the legislative committee of the National Grange 
of the Patrons of Husbandry has said in regard to his interests. 

The farmers are patriotic in their demands for legislation; they have 
sent a legislative committee here to represent them before the commit- 
tees of this House and to bring to the attention of this body such leg- 
islation as they believe is for the best interests, not only of the farmers, 
but of the whole country. They recognize that their prosperity, like 
that of every other honest industry, depends upon the prosperity of the 
whole country. They know that no industry can suffer without in- 
juriously affecting in time other industries. They have sent here intel- 
ligent and patriotic men, identified with their interests, who seck to 
piace agriculture where it so justly belongs, as the keystone in the great 
arch of American achievements. 

T prefer, sir, to hear what these representatives of the American 
farmer haye to say, rather than listen to the words of the lawyers from 
Missouri, Arkansas, Teds, and Mississippi, who have assumed to act 
as their special champions, 

The American farmers do not seek to tear down, but to build up, 
Their views are broad and patriotic and furnish an example which 
might be followed with profit by many who have assumed to speak in 
their name on this floor. 

The National Grange of the Patrons of Husbandry at its twenty- 
third session made the following recommendation, which shows that 
the patriotism of the farmer is as broad as our whole country and that 
he has a true conception of what is required to preserve the commercial 
supremacy of our great nation: 

We recommend a judicious protective policy of Government that will build up 
a commercial marine, that give this nation the commercial 9 
e 


belo to it; so that our country, while it is the first in agriculture, th 
man may also be the ieee in commerce, 
These three 


illars of the nation’s glory stand together in a group; in 
the language of Daniel Webster, the largest in the center, and that is pta Aliro 
ure.” 


The legislative committee of the National Grange, having carefully 
considered the whole matter, with a view to making our great country 
first in agriculture, firstin man first in commerce, in the lan- 

of the National Grange, have issued the following papers, one 
to the Patrons of Husbandry, dated March 24, 1890; one to Senators 
and Representatives, dated April 24, 1890, Iwill print with them, in 
my remarks, the schedule of agricultural productsand provisions, which 
will show how the agricultural interest has been considered in this bill. 

While there have been differences of opinion between the legislative 
committee and the Committee on Ways and Means, it will be seen that 
thie recommendations of the legislative committee have been adopted 
in nearly every instance, and in some cases the duties on importations 
of agricultural products are greater than they have asked for. 

I will print also with my remarks the cotton tare circular issued in 
the interest of the cotton planters of the South. The patriotic farmer 
knows no section of our broad land. I indorse such sentiments, and 
as an Ohio Republican I am ready to stand by agriculture, North, 
South, East, and West. s 
[National Grange, the Patrons of 3 Legislative committee: J. H. 

Brigham, Delta, Ohio; L. Rhone, Centre , Pa.; John Trimble, Washing- 

ton, D. C. Office of the legislati 514 F street.) 

Wasurxoron, D. O., March 24, 1890, 


The committee appointed at the last session of the National Grange to pre- 


sent to Co: the various measures considered by that boty, as requiri 
thfully to form the duties 3 


been furnis ä 


ve 


The following is substantial! 
ported. No change was ask: 
amounts. 


AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS AND PROVISIONS, 
Animals—Live. 


country had heard all that has been said here in their behalf in the last | Macaro 


few weeks they would be surprised at the advocates who have arisen here 
to espouse their cause. I have taken some pains to look up the records 
of the gentlemen on the other side who have stood here professing their 
great interest in tlſe American farmer; and I find that with but one ex- 
ception—that of my friend from North Carolina [Mr. McCLamary]—no 
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Dairy products. 


„ee 


eee. * cents per gallon. 
betete is CONtS per pound. 


Farm and field product. 


Binde ee e eee ä s Cents per bushel, 

Beans, pease, and mushrooms, prepared. ..40 per cent, 

Broom corn 8 -£8 per ton. 

sed Cents, 

cents per gallon, 

Eggs ........ «5 cents per dozen, 

775 

Hides 8 

Honey 20 cents per gallon, 

Ops... -12 cents per pound, 

Onſons ....-sesorencersie seneenccnnersacsereracenens eee soveneceresenencessentacsbisennen per cent. 

„40 cents per bushel, 

20 cents per bushel, 

20 cents per bushel, 

xseed..... 30 cents per bushel, 

Garden seed «20 percent, 

Vegetables (prepared)... 45 per cent, 
Vegetables (natural state). 


Tobacco (for wrappers) 


Apples WW 
Apples SS 
Dates, grapes, plums, prunes 
Oranges, according to size of pac! 
Raisins... 


B cents per bushel. 
A2 cents per pound, 
1 cent per pound. 
. 2 cents per pound. 
cents to $l per box or case, 


Fruit preserves.... - per cent, 
Almonds (not she * . cents per pound. 
Almonds (shelled) ..... Tk cents per pound. 


Filberts and walnuts. . 2 cents per pound. 
Peanuts e s I cent per pound, 
Peanuts (shelled) .... 1} cents per pound, 
Nuts (not enumerated ay 22 .I cents per pound. 


Beef, mutton, and pork ...... 
pean of all kinds (prepared and preserved) 


S · (ee 


Poultry (live) .. 5 8 oe 3 3 cents per pound. 
Tallow ......-. I cent per pound. 
Winner eee eee 2 ee * 74 cents per gallon, 


There will be some 9 to the increase of duty asked ao farm prod- 

ucts, particularly upon hides, and we said to the committee, “If you will make 

leather and manufactures of leather free, we will ask no duty upon hides. If 

erty and its manufactures are protected, we want equal protection upon 
des. 

The duty upon sugar will be reduced 40 or 50 per cent, or it will be made free 
and a bounty paid to American producers. Farmers should atonce inform their 
Representatives as to their wishes upon this point, as there is quite a division 
among members of Congress on subject. Jute will be e free and the 
duty will be removed or reduced upon cotton-bagging. Sisal and manila will 

robably be put on the free-list, and binder-twine will be free or the duty will 

redaced, Some changes will be made in the wool schedule, which will pre- 
vent fraud at the poris of entry. The committee also went before the House 
Committee on Agriculture and urged the 2 of pure-food bills, the bills to 
prevent gambling in farm produce, the formation of trusts, and urged legisla- 
tion to protect the innocent purchaser of patented articles. We have alsourged 
the Department of Labor to assist us in securing a reduction of the tare on cot- 
ton. ; 

The above is a synopsis of what the legislative committee has done, and rep- 
resents anxious and arduous labor upon our part. Wenow submit this brief re- 
port for your examination and consideration. We trust that our action will 
meet with your approval. and that you will at once-write your Congressmen 
and Senators indorsing what we have asked and urging speedy action. We hope 
all willhelp us. 

There is no political question involved in what we ask for farmers in regard 
to tariff legislation. It simply means that we want tha same policy pursued 
towards us that is adopted for others. We can consistently ask this and still 
remain free to support any policy in future campaigns which best accords with 
our opinions, It will be well, also, for you todraught petitions asking for these 
measures, procure signatures, and forward to your member of Congress. In con- 
clusion, we desire to thank all those who have in good faith responded to our 
calls for assistance, and hope that we may continue to co-operate for the protec- 
tion and promotion of the interests of the farmers, 

J. H. BRIGHAM, 


LEONARD RHONE, 
JOHN TRIMBLE, 
Legislative Committee, 

[National Grange, the Patrons of Husbandry. Legislative Committee: J. H. 

Brigham, Delia, Ohio; I. Rhone, Centre Hall, Pa.; John Trimble, Washing- 

ton, D. C. Office of the Legislative Committee, 514 F street.) 

WasuIxgrox. D. C., April 24, 1890. 

To the Senators and Representatives in the Congress of the United States of America: 

GesTLemMen: The undersigned were appointed at the twenty-second annual 
session of the National Grange of the Patrons of Husbandry a committee to 

resent to your honorable bodies the views and wishes of the farmers of the 

nited States, as represented in that great national farmers’ organization, and 
to urge the enactment of laws to protect the agriculturist from some of the 
frands and abuses practiced by men who have combined to enrich themselves 
at the expense of honest 8 

We have heretofore forwarded to each of youa copy of the resolutions and 
declarations of the body we represent, and have also urged before the proper 
committees such legislation asin our judgment is likely to protect the farmer 
from the fraudulent practices to which we have „and to accord to 
our industry some portion of the protection inst foreign competition so 
freely pren to other industries. e, however, believe that we shall not have 
fully discharged our daty until we have in some way urged upon every Senator 
and Representative the legislation sought by the vast army of workers which 
we have the honor to represent. P 

Knowing as we do that each and all of you are burdened with many cares 
and great responsibility and that it will be almost impossible to secure a per- 


sonal audience with each of you, we have determined to present our case in 
the form of this circular letter, trusting that the magnitude of the industry which 
we eens and its present unsatisfactory condition may lead you to give 
careful thought to the subjects presented. 

> NOT POLITICAL BUT PRACTICAL LEGISLATION WANTED. 


We do not, as a committee, discuss partisan politics. The present necessities 
of the farmers of our country are of far greater importance than the political 
suceess of any nag or party. The farmers ask for practical legislation in the 
interest of a depressed n ulture, ard ask it now. 


ADULTERATION OF FOOD, 


We want the pending bills to prohibit the adulteration of food and other 
own from which every honest industry suffers, promptly enacted into 

ws. 

All compounds of articles to be used as food should be carefully regulated by 
law, and the expense 1 regulation charged to those who are mak - 
3 out of a business the profits of which are not shared by the farmer - 
producer. 5 

The claim that this is a tax upon one commodity for the benefit of another is 
not true, because the tax is im upon the compound, and not upon the pure 
articles which enter into it. The tax must be borne by each ingredient in pro- 
portion to the amount entering into the compound. 

The members of our organization, representing every State and every agri- 
cultural interest, have repeatedly indorsed the above, and those who oppas 
such legislation do not fairly represent the honest farmers, who bave carefully 
considered the matter before giving it their hearty indorsement. We therefore 
urge the passage of the Conger bill for the regulation of the manufacture and 
sale of lard compound as amended and favorably reported by the Committee 
on Agriculture, and the early report and passage of the pure-food bills now be- 
fore the committees, j 

GAMBLING IN FARM PRODUCTS—FUTURES—BUCKET-SHOPS, 


We are utterly op) to the gambling in farm produce, which is now the 
principal business of the Board of Trade and Chamber of Commerce and the 
exclusive business of all the“ bucket-shops” in every city in the land. 

And we also urge the speedy pomes of what is known as the Butterworth 
bill” as amended and reported by the Committee on Agriculture. 

TRUSTS, 

The formation and continuance of “trusts” for the purpose of robbing the 
unprotected ple should be prohibited by stringent } ation, and we heart- 
ily indorse the Sherman bill” as amended and passed by the Senate and rec- 
ommend its passage by the House. 


REMONETIZATION OF SILVER AND COINAGE. 


We also assure you that a large majority of our members favor the full and 
complete remonetization of silver and that all limitations as to coinage shall be 


removed, 
THE TARIFF, 


In the proposed revision of the tariff we insist that there shall be no discrim- 
pc eee e the agricultural interests. 

Heretofore, in every revision or attempted revision of the tariff, the protec- 
tion professedly accorded to agriculture has been largely inoperative. The 
duties imposed upon products, of which we grow a surplus to sell, have little 
effect upon the prices of such products, and such duties utterly fail to afford the 
farmer anything like a fair share of the protection accorded to other industries. 
We therefore insist that in the revision now proposed, and which, if enacted 
into a law,is likely to remain unchan for several years, the agricultural 
interest receive more and fairer consideration than has heretofore been ac- 
corded that important industry. 

The farmers will welcome the removal of duties from jute, jute butts, manila, 
and sisal grass 88 by American farmers), with the reduction from 3} 
to 1$ cents per pound on binder twine. They will also be pleased to have free 
sugar. The sugar industry has proi for many years without ma- 
terially increasing home production and thereby reducing prices. A rænoval 
of the duty is expected to reduce the cost to the consumer, whilst the boun: 
gives direct 0 to home production. This is an experiment wh 
may not prove sati: ry in its practical workings, but we are confident that 
it is one which a large majority of our people wish to see tried. 

There are impo: into this country many agricultural products which crowd 
and depress the markets in which we sell our produce, because there are no 
duties or because the duties are too low to protect. In view of the fact that it - 
is proposed rotect fully other interests, we insist on duties upon such im- 
porte segeng as will afford full protection to the American producer of like 
comei 08. 

We therefore indorse the increased duty on barley, live-stock, hay, potatoes, 
beans, wool, ete., as set forth in the schedule recently reported by the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. . 

We found, upon examination of the lists of agriculturabimportations, that 
about $24,000, worth of foreign hides were brought into this country every 
year free of duty, whilst upon leather and its manufactures there is a protective 
duty. We believed this to be an unfair discrimination against the grower of 
hides, and on the principle of equal protection to all, we asked thata reasonable 
any be piaca on hides. The Committee on Ways and Means recognized the 
justice of the demand and granted our request, whereupon the manufacturers 
of leather (themselves protected and very prosperous) went before the commit- 
tee and insisted that no share of the protection which they enjoyed should be ex- 
tended to those who have for years, since the duty was removed from hides, _ 

wn them at a positive loss. Their demands were backed by a few of the 

ypresentatives from their districts, and hides were returned to the free-list. 
Again the plea was made for justice, not favor, by the representatives of the 
farmers, and so convincing were their arguments that the duty was again re- 
stored; only to be removed at the last hour in order to secure support from cer- 
tain quarters. 

We see no reason why these manufacturing industries should be afforded am- 
ple protection, when the producer of the raw material (so called) is forced to 
sbandon an important ee because he is not protected. We say to vou, as 
we said to the Committee on Ways and Means, If you will make leather ånd 
manufactures of leather free, we will ask no duty upon hides. If leather and 
its manufacturers are protected, we want equal protection on hides.” 

If the manufacturers continue the demand for free raw material (so called) 
the time is near at hand when the farmers of the country will give them free 
raw material, but, at the same time, will exact free manufactured products. 
The time to “turn down,” with impunity, the agricultural interests of this 
country has gone by. Henceforth weshall “ watch as well as pray.“ The quiet 
submission to neglect and unfair d ination, which has characterized the 
farmers in the has given place to a quiet but firm determination to know 
our rights, and in the future to maintain t by every legitimate means 
our reach. We are no longer a mass of unorganized helplessness. Dire neces- 
sity has forced us to o. ize for 5 An army more numerous 
than the combined armies of Grant, Sherman, Lee, and Johnston is already in 


the field. 
Some things impracticable and unreasonable may be demanded. Such the 
chosen tati to den; 


TOC DO VUO pe ma Date neag yand 
trust to time and experience to vindicate their action, but that which it is right 
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so -propr ie demand for the agriculturist should be granted, not grudgingly, 
ut cheerfully, 

We are pleased to believe that the veteran farmers’ organization, with over 
twenty years of experience, which we have the honor torepresent, asks for noth- 

imp: e or unreasonable, and wesincerely hope than even a desire to 

gain & partisan advantage will be subordinated to render all possible help toa 

pressed but highly important national industry. 

he members of our committee differ as widely as dothe members of the great 

national farmers’ organization which we represent upon partisan questions. 
No two of usare in the same political organization; but we have sub- 
ordinated our political differences, as have the men we represent, to the more 
important work of trying to save from overwhelming disaster and distress the 
most important industry of our nation. Is it inconsistent to ask you, who are 
in a position to save or to practically destroy many branches of this industry, 
to do likewise? 

in conclusion, the members of the committee desire to express their appre- 
ciation of the courtesies extended by the members and committees of both 
Houses; and the hope and belief that your official action will meritand receive 
the Na of your constituents, and that you will long be remembered as 
their faithful and honored Representatives, 
, gentlemen, yours, very respectfully, 


We re: 
J. H. BRIGHAM, 
LEO 


Legislative Committee. 
The following rates are provided in Schedule G, McKinley bill: 
AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS AND FRO YT os. 


Animals, live: 
214. Horses and mules, $30 per head: Provided, That horses valued at $150 and 
over shall pay a duty of 30 per cent. ad valorem. 
25 oe e, more than one year old, $10 per head; less than one year old, $2 
9216. Hogs, $1.50 per head. 
247. Sheep, $1.50 per head. 
248. All other live animals, not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent. 


orem, S 
Breadstuffs and farinaceous substances : 

249, Barley, 30 cents per bushel of 48 pounds. 

250. Barley-malt, 45 cents per bushel of 34 pounds, 

251. Barley, pearled, patent, or hulled, 2 cents per pound. 

252. Buckwheat, 15 cents per bushel of 48 pounds. 

253. Corn or 15 cents 8 

254, Corn- meal. 20 cents of 48 pounds. 

i, vermicelli, and all similar preparations, 2 cents per pound. 

256. Oats, 15 cents per bushel. 

257. Oatmeal, 1 cent per pound. 

258. Rice; Cleaned, 2cents per pound; uncleaned rice and rice flour and meal, 
li cents per pound; paddy, uarters of 1 cent per pound; rice, broken, 
which will pass througha sieve known commercially as No, 12 wire sieve, one- 
half of l cent per pound. 

259. Rye, 10 cents per bushel. 

260. Rye-flour, one-half of 1 cent per pound, 

261. Wheat, 25 cents per bushel. 

262. Wheat- flour, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Dairy products: 
Butter, and substitutes therefor, 6 cents per pound, 

264. 6 cents per pound. 

265. Milk, fresh, 5 cents per gallon. 

266. Milk, preserved or condensed, including weight of packages, 3 cents per 
pound; sugar of milk, 10 cents per pound. 

Farm and field products: 

267. Beans, 40 cents per bushel of 60 pounds. : 

268. Beans, pease, and mushrooms, prepared or preserved, in tins, jars, bot- 
otherwise, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Broom-corn, $8 per ton. 


ob oon ee ozen. 
Eggs, yolk of, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 


89 298285 
J 


SE 


8 ons, 40 cents per bushel, 7 
278. Pease, green or dried, in bulk or in barrels, sacks, or similar 
cents 
pease 
279. 


x 


known as nur- 


Seeds: 
281. Castor beans or seeds, 32 cents bushel of 50 pounds, 
282, Flaxseed or linseed, poppy and other oil seeds, 30 cents per bushel 


gene me seeds, and other seeds, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 
les o! kinds, prepared or preserved, including pickles and 
sauces of all kinds, 45 per cent. ad valorem, 
285. Vi les in their natural state, 25 per cent. ad valorem, 
286. Straw, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 
287. Teasels, 30 percent, ad valorem. 
Fruits and nuts: 


Fruits— 
2%. Apples, or ripe, 25 cents per bushel. 
295. Apples, dried, desiccated, evaporated, or prepared in any manner, and not 


* 

otherwise provided for in this act, 2 cents per pound. 

296. Grapes, plums, and prunes, 2 cents per pound. 

287 24 cents per pound. 

or limes, in packages of capacity of 1} cubic ſeet or less, 

25 cents package: n of capacity exceeding Ig cubic feet and not 
exceeding 2) cubic feet, 50cents per ; in of capacity exceeding 
2} cubic feet and not exceeding 5 cubic feet, $1 per package; in packages of 
capacity exceeding 5 cubic feet, for every additional cubic foot or fractional part 
thereof, 20 cents; in bulk, $2.50 per 1,000. 

$00. Gong — oa ed i si lasses, or spir- 

sw or preserved in sugar, sirup, mo! or 

— not 838 provided 
valorem, 


298. Oranges, lemo: 


for in this act, and jellies of all kinds, 35 per cent. ad 


301. Fruits preserved in their own juices, 80 per cent. ad valorem. 
302. 8 and lemon: peel, preserved or candied, 2 cents per pound. 


uts— 
303. Almonds, not shelled, 5 cents per pound; clear almonds, shelled, 7} cents 


2 
Filberts and walnuts of all kinds, not shelled, 3 cents per pounds; shelled, 
6 cents per pound. 


305. Peanuts or ground beans, unshelled, 1 cent per pound; shelled, 1} cents 


Poe Nuts 
Nuts of all kinds, unshelled, not specially provided for in this act, 1} cents 
per pound. 
307. growed el — 5 ts und 
Â n an cents per I 

308. Beef, mutton, and pork, 2 —— pound. 

309. Meats of all kinds. preparer or preserved, not specially provided for in 
this act, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

310. Extract of meat, all not specially provided for in this act, 35 cents per 
pound; fluid extract of meat, 15 cents pes pound. 

311. Lard, 2 cents per poun 

312. Poultry, live, 3 cents per pound; dressed, 5 cents per pound. 

313. Tallow, | cent per pound. 

COTTON-TARE CIRCULAR, 


To Senalors and Representives in Congress, the President and his Cabinet, 
and the Secretary of Agriculture of the United Stales; 

We, the undersigned executive committee of the National Grange of the 
Patrons of Husbandry, acting under the instructions given by the National 
Grange at its recent session, held in the city of Sacramento, Cal. appeal to you, 
individually and collectively, to use all necessary efforts, by legislation or other- 
wise, to correct the unjust system practiced by cotton exchanges, dealers, and 
oar ser tates in taking excessive “tare” on our American cotton baled for the 
mar 

The uniform “tare” of 6 per cent. whichis deducted from the weight of all 
cotton bales by American and European manufacturers was adopted by the 
European cotton exchanges when the average weight of American cotton 
was but 430 pounds, and the weight of the canvas (Indian g) was about 
13} pounds, and the cordage, or iron bands, about the same weight—making 27 
pounds per bale of actual tare. It will be seen that the tare then taken was ex- 
cessive, but so little that the cotton-growers submitted to it without serious 
complaint. But since the adoption of this 6 per cent. tare the weight of Ameri- 
can cotton bales has been increased to an average of 505 pounds, and manufact- 
urers of cotton-bale coverings have reduced the weight of ties, or bands, to 10 
pounds per bale, and the jute, or Indian bagging, to ut 9} pounds, while cot- 


ton bagging—now coming into use—does not weigh to exceed 5 poun: r bale, 
We believe it safe to estimate the average between jute and cotton ing 
at 8 pounds, which, with the ties, or bands, will make not to exceed 18 pounds 


of actual tare per bale, while 30 pounds is taken. It will be seen that this is a 
clear loss of 12 pounds of cotton in each bale to the producer, which, upon the 
crop of 1899, amounted to 85,006,000 pounds, or (at 10 cents per pound) to $8,500,- 
000. By this system manufacturers gain not only that amount but realize from 
the sale of the wrappings more than one-third of their original cost to the cot- 
ton-grower, for which no credit is given. This item alone is estimated at $l,- 
500,000, making a net gain to the cotton manufacturers of nearly $10,009,000 on 
the erop of this country of 1889. 

Tare, in commerce, is the weight of the cask, box, bag, canvas, or bands con- 
taining or holding the article, deducted from the gross weight, and in no article 
of commerce szop cotton is more than actual tare deducted. No one will for 
a moment contend that a system so manifestly unjust can be maintained upon 
any fair business principle or legal right. 

It must be conceded t this is a question of vital im ce to those of our 
fellow-citizens who are en in this important American industry, and their 
ap for help to remove this iniquitous burden should be heeded, 

m correspondence had with foreign cotton exchanges we are inclined to 
the opinion that if our American of trade, cotton exchanges, and cotton 
manufacturers could, by legislation or otherwise, be induced to change their 
practice and take only actual tare on cotton bales, in lieu of the customary 6 per 
dent., the cotton ex: wes of other countries would do the same, 

We therefore earnestly appeal to the Congress of the United States, to the 
President and his Cabinet, and to the Secretary of Agriculture to give this sub- 
ject the consideration which its importance demands, and toemploy such means 
and put forth such efforts as may be necessary to bring about this important re- 
form in our cotton trade. 

We are aware that legislation in this country can not be made to affect di- 
rectly the customary practice of the cotton associations and cotton manufact- 
urers of other countries, yet we are confident that a great influence can be brought 
to bear upon them by the State Department of our Government through our 


foreign legations and commercial consuls. 
LEONARD RHONE, Chairman. 
X. X. CHARTTERS. 
J. H. BRIGHAM. 
J. J. WOODMAN, Secretary. 

The legislative committee have secured a reduction of duty on binder 
twine from 3} cents per pound, although itis claimed by the manu- 
facturer that this reduction is greater than ought to be made. I cite 
the language of the bill: 

361. * » binding twine, 1} cents per pound. 

Consistently pursuing the American policy of protection to Ameri- 
can labor, whether on the farm or in the workshop, the McKinley bill 
contains a patriotic provision, not hitherto found in our law, prohibit- 
ing the importation of goods and merchandise manufactured in whole 
or in part by convict labor. 

Sec.49. Thatall goods, wares, articles, and merchandise manufactured wholly 
or in part in any fore’ country by convict labor shall not be entitied to entry 
at any of the ports of the Uni States, and the importation thereof is liereb: 
prohibited; and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to prescribe suc! 
regulations as may be necessary for the enforcement of this provision. 

And so may the fruits of honest toil be the reward of all our people, 
making our country great alike in agriculture, commerce, and manu- 
factures. 

I desire to say a word on manufactures of paper. Paragraph 426 
reads: 

Manufactures of paper, of which paper is the component material of chief 
value, not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent. ad valorem, 


There are a vast number of articles of manufacture of which paper 
is the component material of chief value, ranging all the way from the 
lightest article of ornament to car-wheels. 

The policy which underlies the whole bill and the Republican system 
of tariff legislation is to encourage the manufacture of our own mate- 
rial in our own country. And wherever the duty on any article is not 
sufficient to cover the difference in wages in Europe and America the 
system fails and our wages must come down or American indus- 
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try languishes and dies, I have offered the following amendment: 
Amend ph 426 by striking out the words “‘twenty-five’”’ and 
inserting in lieu thereof the word fifty,“ for the purpose of calling 
attention to the mask industry, which is seeking a permanent place 
among the industries of our country. The only manufactory of this 
kind in the United States is located at the city of Findlay, in my 
own State, where it has struggled and is still making a gallant fight to 
maintain itself against foreign competition. 

The gentlemen engaged in this enterprise believe that with a fairly 
protective duty this industry can secure a firm footing in our own coun- 
try, and eventually supply our whole trade at prices less than the for- 
eign product now brings in the American market. 

I insert here a statement on the subject prepared by Mr. H. P. Crouse, 
editor of the Findlay Republican; also a letter to the American Econ- 
omist on the same subject: 


I make the following points in fayor of the increase of the duty on masks: 

1. The present duty is insufficient to protect. 

The cheapest kind of masks are imported to this country so that they cost 
New York importers 57 cents per gross. This includes the payment of the 30 

r cent. duty now charged. e very lowest gra at which these masks can 

made at the American factory in Findlay is 70cents. This does not include 

the cost of packing, and no allowance whatever is made for even a very low 

peroni on the money invested by the mask-maker. This, too, is upon a 
of the lowest cost of labor here that is possible, 

In Europe these masks cost not over 25 cents a gross to manufacture, The work 
is not done in the factory there on these common masks, The mask firm buys 
the paper and wei, it out to poor children—eight or ten in a single family— 
who make the masks after their school hours at home, getting the smallest trifle 
for it. In Germany these masks are sold at a fair profit, but in order to drive 
out all possible opposition in America they are shipped here at a small profit. 
The American market is considered very valuable. 

A little higher grade of the common masks can be made and shipped to this 
country for about 90 cents, while the same here cost $1.60. Before the American 
factory was started these masks were shipped here from Europe, and cost 
wholesalers $2.50 per . The price, $1.60 in America, represents no profit, 
does not include packing nor 8 and does not take into consideration the 
clerical labor about a factory. In the factory here the wages are smaller than 
they ought to be and smaller than they would be if it were possible for the man- 
ufacturers to pay more, but it is not. 

ese are common masks and form the principal trade. They serve to show 
the conditions. Under present conditions there is no competition. There can 
be none, The Findlay factory, as far as paper masks are concerned, can only 
supply the homeand “emergency” trade. Twenty-five percent. will not make 
the duty protective. For the development of the industry and the increase of 
wi to labor it ought to be 60 per cent., certainly not less than 50 per cent., 
Za the latter figure will allow a very small profit in competition with the for- 
eign producer. Is not such a raise in the duty in thorough secord with the 
American policy of protection? 

2. Masks are a “luxury,” and do not form a part of the necessities of the peo- 
ple; therefore ponpas. will suffer from an increase of the price temporarily for 
the development of the industry here, and to secure just returns to labor. We 
send thousands of dollars abroad for masks that ought to circulate in the ave- 
nues of trade here. This industry ought to give many hundreds of men em- 
ployment in America at American wages. 

Itis well to remember that in this industry it is necessary to invest consider- 
able capital, the thousands of models requiring years to accumulate, 

THE UNPROTECTED MASK INDUSTRY. 
FINDLAY, Okto, November 21, 1889. 

EDITOR AMERICAN Economist: Your note to Hon. Wilson Vance, asking for 
information relative to the manufacture of masks in this city and seeking to 
know the effect of competition in Germany and what duties are uired to pro- 
tect the industry in this country, has been handed to me by Mr, Vance that I 
may reply. I have taken a great interest in the cause of the American Mask 
Manufacturing Company, of this city, and have given their industry a special 
study for the purpose of helping them if possible to get such a tariff duty on 
masks as will place them ona fair basis of competition with the factories of 
Europe, and Iam glad for yourinquiry because I feel that it will call public at- 
tention to our cause, 

The mask factory in this city isowned and operated by three intelligent Ger- 
mans, Sebastian Baker, Oscar Kirsten, and Otto Kirsten. Of these gentlemen, 
the two last named learned the trade of mask-making in Germany before com- 
ing to this country, while Mr. Baker just a year ago visited Germany and spent 
a great deal of time in the immense mask factories of thatcountry. Hence these 
men know perfectly well the character of their competition from across the 
waters. 

The material from which common masks are made can be secured in this 
country as cheaply asin Europe. The difference in the cost of production is 
wholly due to the difference in the cost of labor in this country and Europe. In 
Europe workingmen put in long hours for what would here be as in- 
Bi cant pay. The conditions in America are different. Men and even girls 
do not have to work at mask-making and will not do so unless it is just as good 
as the other employment around them that is available. It is an absolute fact 
that the Findlay factory could not live but for local and “emergency” trade. 
By local trade I mean the trade close at home without freight or shipping cost. 
By emergency trade I mean the trade which results from jobbers being caught 
up without stock to fill their orders, In such case there is a factory near by to 
supply the temporary demand, 

appena here a comparative statement, the correctness of which is strongly 
vouched for, showing the relative labor cost per gross of making paper masks 
in Europe and America: 


Description. In Europe. | In Findlay. 


Children’s masks........ $0. 24 $0.75 
Third quality masks. 35 1.20 
Second-class masks . 90 2.15 
First-class masks......... 1.00 3.50 
Second-class masks (waxed). 1.25 4.00 
First-class masks (waxed) 1,50 6.00 


In the Findlay factory the he, Dag range from $2.50 to $18 per week. In the 
European factories no employé is paid over $% per week, and the pay of em- 
ployés ranges from that down to an insignificant sum. 

There is now a duty of 30 „ age on paper masks, The Mills bill so 


ht to 
reduce this to 25 per cent. 


ful computation shows that the duty ought not 


to be less than 60 per cent. If the duty is increased to this point the * 
factory will at once increase their force to two hundred, and eper, of their 


workingmen will be advanced to a figure to secure and retain hands, 
and thus accomplish more and better work. 

In dominoes, the foreigners can not 8 with Amerleans, owing to im- 
proved machinery used by the latter; but in common paper masks, with the 
duty as low as 30 per cent., there can no real American competition against 
the cheap foreign article, — 

ours, ete., H. P. CROUSE, 


Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. Mr. Chairman, as we are about to vote 
upon this bill, I wish to draw attention to a statement made by my col- 
league from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] on Saturday last, wherein he pro- 
poses that under the rules my vote as a Representative may be chal- 
lenged, being directly interested in protection. Now, let me state that 
I am not interested in this bill personally. I could to-day lock up my 
factory in the United States, go to Germany, where I could hire three 
men for one here who would work 20 per cent. more time; I could’ 
there manufacture my goods, import and pay the duties imposed un- 
der the McKinley bill, and make 25 per cent. more than I can make by 
manufacturing in the United States. [Applause.] This only verifies 
my statement made at the outset of this discussion to the effect that 
the manufacturers do not ask for protection except for labor, and that 
only on the strength of protection a scale of wages at least three times 
higher than that of Germany can be maintained. 

Mr. BAKER. I ask for a vote on my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. ABBOTT] is 

ized for one minute. 

Mr. PEEL. Task unanimous consent that we have order. [Laugh- 


ter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the only way you will get it. 

Mr. ABBOTT moved the following amendment: 

Strike out in paragraph 151, in lines 7 and 10, the word six and insert 
“fone; so as to read one-tenth“ instead of sixth-tenths.” 

On which he said: 

Mr. Chairman, two days ago I offered an amendment to paragraph 
151, relating to iron and steel rods used for nails and fencing, on which 
I desire to make a few remarks, 

I am aware that the pending bill does not alter existing law in so far 
as the paragraph I propose toamend is concerned, but the amendment I 
offer ought nevertheless to be adopted, as it will benefit the people of 
a very large section of our country. 

During the last fiscal year 180,520,906 pounds of iron and steel rods 
used for rivets, nail, and fencing were imported into this country. 
These rods cost abroad 1.4 cents per pound, and paid as duty $979,- 
734.20, or 39.4 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. Chairman, the Republican party has always claimed to be the 
friend of labor, and in its platform of principles has declared in favor 
of a protective policy under the pretext that such a policy will benefit 
the labor of the country. 

But judging that party by the existing tariff law, which was passed 
by a Republican Congress and approved by a Republican President. 
and by the proposed legislation as contained in this bill, Iam forced 
to conclude that the farmer is not of that class of labor meant to be 
protected; for the reason that, instead of protecting him from the greed 
of the manufacturer, it is proposed by this bill to largely increase the 
heavy tribute he is now made to pay to nearly every manufacturing 
establishment in the country. S 

Mr. Chairman, in the timberless regions of the West and Southwest, 
where it is impossible to obtain other material than wire to inclose the 
farm and ranch, why impose a duty of six-tenths of 1 cent per pound 
on iron and steel rods used for nails and fencing material? Why fur- 
ther foster the iron and steel manufacturers of this country, who have 
already grown rich and powerful, at the expense in part of the pioneer 
farmer of the West, whose energy, industry, and courage are developing 
aan opening that great section of our country to settlement and civil- 
ization? 

In all candor I ask representatives of the prairie regions of the West, 
how can they justify their support of a measure which imposes this 
tax on the only material their constituents can use to inclose their farms, 
when the money is not needed by the Government, but which tax 
helps to make richer the iron and steel trusts and monopolies of the East 
by preventing foreign manufacturers from competing with them? 

Mr. Chairman, within the past few years the Governmefit of tho 
United States has expended many millions of dollars to support a mil- 
itary establishment, composed of a large number of officers, many of 
whom live in idleness and ease at the expense of the Government, and 
a skeleton of an army, under the pretext that the same is necessary to 
protect our frontier. 

While all honor and credit are due to those brave and gallant officers 
and men who were sent to the front to drive back, pursue, and capture 
marauding bands of Mexicans and Indians, yet I verily believe the bold 
and hardy frontiersmen have done more in the way of opening up to set- 
tlement the vast region of the West thanall our armies. While the sol- 
diers of a large part of our Army have been lying around their quarters 
in idleness, the sturdy pioneer and frontiersman have been moving for- 
ward, driving the savage into the home reserved for him by the Gov- 
ernment, where he is fed and clothed and protected partly at their 
expense, 
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If the tax paid by our pioneer farmers for fencing material were 
needed by the Government, which is not the case, rather than collect 
it I would reduce our military establishment, repeal the law which 

allows retired officers to annually withdraw from the Treasury over a 
million of dollars, and leave the money in the hands of these tax-payers. 
These remarks apply with nearly equal force to the farmers and farm 
laborers everywhere. This bill instead of giving them protection in- 
creases the duty, sometimes over 100 per cent., on nearly every article 
they buy, and practically denies them a market for the surplus prod- 
ucts of their labor, thus placing them soul and body in the hands of 
the merciless manufacturers and option dealers. 

Mr. Chairman, the thought that gave rise to the protective system 
may be likened unto that of the kind and devoted father whose son is 
just beginning the battle of life.. The loving father not only aids and 
assists the son by his advice and counsel, but gives him substantial aid 
by advances of money until such time as he is firmly established in 
business, when, if he is a wise father, he will withhold further assist- 
ance, and iet the son rely on his own industry and energy for success. 

Such was the thought that prompted the early statesmen of the Re- 
pa ic to give protection to manufacturing industries during their in- 

but the thought of making this protection perpetual never en- 
their minds. 

But, Mr. Chairman, under Republican rule, or misrule, these infant 
manufactures have grown to be giants, and not content with the patri- 
mony that has made them rich and independent, they have continued 
from time to time to increase their drafts and demands upon the parent 
estate until it is almost exhausted, and unless this condition of things 
be speedily changed and this drain upon the people of the country 
stopped, these cormorants will soon with their surplus capital become 
the owners of the entire country, when they will, like the cruel and 
wicked daughters of King Lear, drive their father—the people—from 
their homes into the midnight storm. 

But, Mr. Chairman, protectionists tell us that this bill, notwith- 
standing the facts I have stated, will protect labor. 

The experience of the past shows that a protective tariff does not 
protect the farmer. I presume, therefore, when Republicans speak of 
protec labor, they mean the Jabor employed in the mines and fac- 
tories. I might grant that this character of labor is protected for argu- 
ment sake, but not asa fact. During the last fiscal year there were 
$485,000,000 of dutiable merchandise imported into this country from 
foreign countries, which paid an average duty or 47 per cent., where- 
fore an article that cost abroad $1 must pay in addition 47 cents as duty 
at our custom-house, making the article cost the importer $1.47. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, as this article is sold in the market at or about 
the same price that a similar article manufactured at home is sold, your 
theory is the laborer in the home factory makes the 47 cents, or rather 
this sum is given him as a bonus by the Government under this pro- 
tective system. 

If this was true, your theory would be correct. Grant thatit is true. 
Who pays the bonus? Of course the consumer paysit. Is it right or 
honest fo tax the farm labor of the country to pay this bonus to the 
mine and factory labor? Is that the kind of protection that Repub- 
licans propose to give to the farm laborers of the country? 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that every sane man would see not 
only the injustice, but the fallacy of thistheory. We all know that 
the consumen, the producer of cotton, grain, meat, and dairy products, 
as well as the poor deluded laborer in the mine and factory who votes 
to pepetuate this system of robbery pays his share of this bonus, and 
we know equally as well that the latter does not receive it. If he did, 
he would not be e in strikes, demanding higher wages, 
nor would he be seen living in such squalid poverty as we find him 

ay. 

M. friend from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] when speaking the other 


day of Mr. Carnegie, whose Pennsylvania mines yield him $4,120 per 
day, while he lives in luxury and ease in his castles in Scotland, read 


a touch ogee are of the home of these so-called protected laborers, 
which I also s ¥ 

They are filled with id humanity, * * „ black with 7 tless, car- 

ess, and uncomfo! le. In summer they are dreadful places to live in. 


e bare hills tower on each side, making a sort of urn in which the hot sun 
turns the dense air fetid. The sewage runs through open gutters. * * è A 
walk through the streets tells all. 

There are no disguises. The bare, brown door-steps, the tables seen through 
the open doorway, the fro bed standing by the open window, ali bear their 


testimony of a comfortless life in plain view of the 8 Vou may know 
how much or how little the ies ha’ t. eA urtship and mar- 
riage, sickness and sorrow, deaths and births, all go on in the purview of men, for 


poverty can afford no secrets, and the chiff-dwellers of the Monongahela are 
very poor, 

This pen picture of the homes of these poor, wretched laborers tells 
in tones more eloquent than I can use who are the beneficiaries of this 
protective system. 

[Mr. ELLIOTT addressed the committee. See appendix. ] 

Mr. POST. Mr. Chairman, I had eg pr in the RECORD an amend- 
ment to Schedule F, providing that the duty on leaf-tobacco suitable 


for wrappers should be 50 cents per pound, and wish to state the rea- 
sons for that amendment, 


Increase of the business of the Western manufactu 


The high duty proposed by this bill on Sumatra wrappers is o 


pposed 

by the cigar manufacturers of my district. They wish a uniform duty 

of 50 cents per pound on Jeaf-tobacco suitable for wrappers and con- 

sider a duty of * per pound as a proposition to impose a revenue tarift 

220 a kind of tobacco leaf which can not be produced in the United 
tes, , 

The domestic wrapper does not command in the market over 25 cents 

per pound, while the Sumatra in Amsterdam averages over $1 per 
und. This proves conclusively that the Sumatra leaf is considered 
yy the manufacturer better for wrappers, and a higher tariff on the 
foreign leaf will not improve the quality of the American leaf or en- 
able American tobacco farmers to produce a leaf like the Sumatra. 
_ The Western manufacturers believe that the proposed tariff would 
injure them and would not benefit the American tobacco farmers, We 
import from Holland but 7,000,000 pounds of tobacco and export to 
Holland 16,000,000; we import from Cuba but 11,000,000 pounds and 
export to Spain 22,000,000 pounds. In 1887 we imported 17,519,194 
pounds and exported 304,860,123 pounds. In 1888 we imported 18,- 
600,142 pounds and exported 262,683,821 pounds, 

We export the kind of tobacco which we produce and foreign coun- 
tries want and we import the kind we can not produce, but which we 
want for our cigar factories. The Sumatra leaf has become the stand- 
ard cigar wrapper all over the world, and as it can not be produced in 
America it ought not to be heavily taxed. 

Some of the most important cigar factories in the West are located 
in my district, and Ihave presented to the House petitions on this ques- 
tion, and I wish also to direct attention to the following letters relat- 
ing to the subject. 

It the duty proposed in the bill on Sumatra tobacco is against the 
interest of the workers in American cigar industries, it is against the 
real interest of the American tobacco-grower. 

CANTON, ILL., May 13, 1890, 

DEAR Sin: Replying to your ciroular letter of May 10 asking for a more de- 
tailed opinion on Schedule F of the tariff bill, will say 3 the 
85 per pound duty on cigars we were laboring under the impression the 

ommittee on Ways and Means had recommended as c duty of $3.50 per 
7 5 in place of the present $2.50 specific duty and 3 ad valorem, 

f, however, a4 you say, they recommend a o duty of $4.50 and 25 per cent. 
ad valorem, we have no objection to that part of the biil as it now stands. 

Relative to the proposed duty on Sumatra, we will say that, while we are for 
the protection of American labor, we are not dis; to consider a proposition 
that will force the American people to use an inferior article for the 8 of 
enriching some of the farmers of a few counties in Pennsylvania, New York, 
and Wisconsin. 

In the bill now before Con they ask for a duty of §2 per pound on all to- 
baccos, of which any part o. a: Dra or case is suitable for wrappers, and, as 
— will see by the inclosed statistics, that at the highest price the American 

‘farmer has ever received for his tobacco it will amount to over 1000 per cent. 
Now, our idea is that any Eevee of this country which needs protection to 
at — paoa be, for the best interests of the majority of the people, with- 

ut pro n. 

: If it were possible for the American farmer to produce a tobacco that would 
take the place of Sumatra or Havana, we then could see some good which 
might come outof ahigh duty; and weare of the opinion that, if he can not com- 
pete with these tobaccos with a duty of from 35 to 75 cents per pound, he can 
not compete with them with a duty of 8 und. 

We also desire to call your attention to the that since Sumatra has come 
into use the Western manufacturer has made progress, but prior to that time 
we could not 2 with New York and other Eastern manufacturers, for the 


n that — large capital and would go into the market and buy up 
all the best s, leaving the remainder for the jobber and small packer, from 
whom we of the West were compelled to get our supply, and as a consequence 


we were legion ony to use inferior stock and could not compete with the facto- 
ries above referred to, We further believe that, should this part of the bill be- 
come alawand have the effect which its projectors intend, namely, 83 
hibition of Sumatra, there would be brought about the same condition of affairs 
which then existed. 

The best evidence of this fact is the constant decrease of the output of the 
New York factories since the introduction of Sumatra and the proportionate 
and we respectfully call 
‘your attention to the inclosed clipping, entitled New York’s output for 1889,” 

If, however, the duty on Sumatra should be fixed at 82 per pound, we are satis- 
fied that it will not stop the use of that class of leaf, except on very cheap goods, 
for we can wrap cigars with Sumatra wrappers, under the $2 duty, for about $7 
per thousand, and when we use domestic wrappers we always caloulate that 
api cost about $6 per thousand, there being, therefore, only about $1 difference 

in cost < 


In regard to the American farmer having a chance to raise tobacco, will say 
that at the present time there are less than twenty counties in the United States 
which can or do produce cigar-leaf tobacco, and it is not on account of Sumatra 
that they do not produce more, but it is owing to the soll and climate. We do 
not d to say that there are not other localities which will produce this 
kind of tobacco, but as yet they have not demonstrated their ability to do so. 

Allow us also to state that there is no package of tobacco, be it imported or 
domestic, suitable for producing cigars, that does not contain some leaves that 
ean be used for wrapping purposes, Consequently, Havana fillers will have to 
pay a duty of $2 per pound, as we have never hada bale of Havana in the house 
that would not produce some wrappers. Therefore, any honest appraise 
would be compelled to assess a duty o Bp poung on the entire e. 

We arealso of the opinion that the man urers who acquiesce in tho recom- 
mendations of the committee are located princi 
sylvania, and notin the West, asthe first named manufacture largely for the 
jobbing trade, and use such stock as will enable them to produco a cigar at the 

lowest possible cost, while we Western manufacturers look to the retailer for 
ae of our product, and make 3 the first consideration, It is this 
difference which has drawn so heavily on the Eastern man urers, and we 


ly in New York and Penn- 


can easily see why they favor this or any other ehange, they hoping thereby 
to nthe monopoly of the cigar-manufacturing business of the United States, 
they once had and lost, 3 on account ot the new order of things, 
brought ut by the introduction of Sumatra for wrapper purposes. 
We have endeavored to give you briefly our be Ii and the reason wh 


t upon the subject, We 
o best inter- 


we hold them, and trust we have thrown some! 
that you carefully consider our proposition and 
ests of your constituents, 


t you protect 


We would su; that the duty on Sumatra be fixed at 50 cents per pound 
and u all tobaccos 35 cents, 
ery respectfully yours, 


W. O. DEAN COMPANY, 
By W. O. DEAN, 
Hon. P. S. Post, M. C., Washington, D. C. 


— > 
CAXTON, ILL., May 16, 1890. 

Dran Sm: Your letter at hand and noted. In reply we would say we have 
read the letter sent you by the W. O. Dean Company and weindorse what they 
have written you. 

And not wishing to burden you in making the same statement thatthe others 
have made, $ 

Weare, yours truly, 


Hon, P. S. Post, Washington, D. C. 


SAVILL & RAFFERTY, 


Canton, ILL, May 18, 1890. 

Dran Sin: Your favor of May 10, concerning the tariff schedule and its rela- 
tions to the cigar industry, is at hand. 

Accept our t ks for your interest in the matter. Your statement that the 
proposed tariff schedule places the duty of $4.50 per pound and 25 per cent. ad 
‘valorem on all imported cigars is contrary to the understanding 
ufacturers, and we are not disposed to find fault with that part of the bill, forit 
gives more than we have asked for. 

You ask us to review the whole matter and 
the bill, as it touches all the interests concerned, namely. The American man- 

turer, the American to , and consumer; and we wilt also 
add the American cigar-maker or wage-worker, for his interests are also con- 


ive our views as to the effect of 


cerned. 
To start out hig we will make one or two statements which will be accepted 


rage prices on leaf-tobacco raised in America were never better 
than 25 to 80 cents per pound before the introduction of Sumatra. 
Second. Sumatra in a manner has become a necessity. No home-grown leaf 
can take its place. By its use as a wrapper the American manufacturer is able 
doo beat clear and tho matakin ¢ ci 


to make gar. 

The Wisconsin, Connecticut, Pennsylvan d New York tobacco farmer,who 
is always on the verge of bankruptcy (but never gets there), wants a duty of 1000 
per cent. on tobacco, in order to force the American man rer to use his 
product exclusively, which can not be done without disorganizing the whole 


. industry. 
o question arises whether a great industry should be crippled to suit a few 
farmers in three counties of Wisconsin, two or three counties of Pennsylvania, 
two or three counties of New York, andtwo counties of Connecticut? Ought 
any product to be to the extent of 700 per cent. to 1000 per cent.? It 
isan outrageousand unreasonabledemand, Manufacturers will doubtless make 
a struggle to continue the use of Sumatra as a wrapper leaf and Havana as a 
portion of filler leaf, for the reason that nothing is raised in this country which 
or will take its place for the consumer. 
“The increased of wrapper and filler leaf proposed by this bill will necessi- 
tate one of two things, and 3 both, namely: The American manufacturer 
have to deteriorate the quality of all his established brands or lessen the 
cost of his labor, the latter alternative working to the iranata yea the w 
worker. And a protective tarif which works to the detriment of the better in- 
terests of laborer and manufacturer is certainly not much tection. 
We wish also to call your attention to another fact, namely: Berore Sumatra 
was introduced and came in general vse the * industry of the country out- 
side of New York amounted to but little. Since its introduction the cigar 


industry of the West made d pi 

A one does, simply reverts the busi- 
ness back to the Atlantic ——— where a few rich manufacturers once 
controlled practically the whole ness. 

Since the rapid progress of the Westin this business, Eastern factories, and 
New York City in particular, have been the losers and we of the West the 
gainers. You state that somecigar manufacturers have signified their approval 
of the bill. We venture the assertion that they are the wealthy ones of New 
York City and tho Atlantic seaboard, who desire to return to the olden time. 
We of the West see nothing but danger to our interests. As manufacturers we 
gee nothing but disorganization to our business should we be forced to use dif- 
ferent stock in our goods. Should we endeavor to maintain present standard of 
goods in spite of increased cost of raw material, then labor must suffer, for it 
must be satisfied with small wages. We are protectionists, but we can not, as 
manufacturers or wor support such a bill, and to a man, at the polls, 
we will remember the party or men who force such a bill as this proposed 
one, 


We have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
Hon. P. S. Post, Washington, D. C. 


J. U. DIVILBISS & Co. 


A CAXTON, ILL., May 16, 1890. 

Dear Sm: We desire to enter our i against the proposed tariff on to- 
bacco, as set forth in Section F. edule reported — 2 the Committee on 
Ways and Means that is, so far as the $2 tax is concerned. Now, there will be 
no one benefited by it, as it will drive the Sumatra and Havana tobacco 
the American pict dey and will not benefit the American tobacco-growers. We 
can not use American wes for the reason that the growers can not aw 
duce the colors demanded by the consumers. They demand a dark leaf, which 
— noba produced except by a process of resweating, which destroys its gloss 
and q A 

Again, share is but little Havana tobacco imported but has more or less 
leaves that are largo enough for wrappers, and would cost $2a pound, makin; 
the actual cost of filler alone $40 per thousand. Then add the wrapper an 
binder, and also work and other nses, would cost the mannfacturer, when 
ready to put on the market, from to $90 per thousand. Therefore, the cigars 
must retail for 15 cents apiece. In that case the imported cigars could be sold 
for less money than we can sell them. It would result in throwing out of em- 
pox ego thousands of cigar-makers in this country and givea m to the 

trade. A tariff of 35 cents on Havana and 50 cents on Sumatra would be 
about right. The American to wors would n nothing, as they are 
getting as much for their crops as they did before tra was used in this 
country. The profits would go to the jobbers, who have already advanced the 
of domestic tobacco from 1 cent to 5 cents per pound. 

Hoping this will meet with favorable consideration, we are, 


Very truly, yours, 
C. J. MAIN & SON, 
Hon. P. S. Post, Washington, D. C. 


out of 


PEORIA, ILL., May 15, 1890. 
Dran sm: We admit we are mistaken in regard to the duty on im cigars. 
ifthe bill fixes the duty at $4.50 per pound and 25 per cent. ad valorem, we 
agree with you that it is better than $5 per pound. 


You wish us to state our views as to the effect the bill would have to all in- 
terests concerned, namely, the American manufacturer. 

A duty of per pound on Sumatra tobacco will not kop aon of the country. 
Competition in trade will force us to use it. It only to 3 pounds of 
Sumatra tobacco to wrap a thousand rs; Upon eey if the duty is raised 
from 75 cents to $2 per pound we will charge the dealer $3 to $3.50 more per thou- 
sand for such goods, and they will pay it willingly because the cigar looks better 
and tastes better, therefore it is more salable. 

We do not think there is a manufacturer to-day that will say that a domestic 
wrapper is as good as a Havanaora Sumatra wrapper. 

He might as well say domestic tobacco is as good as Havana tobacco. So 
you can easily see that it is an injury to the American manufacturer because he 
must invest more money to carry on his business. The retail dealer must pay a 
little more per 5 for his cigars, and the American tobacco raiser is not 
benefited at all. Thanking you for the interest you have taken in regard to the 


bill, we remain, yours truly, 
SPRENGER BROS. 
Hon. P. S. Post. 
Mr. ANDREW. I desire to offer the following communication for 
the information of the House: 
Bosrox, March 26, 1890, 
DEAR Sin: We, the undersigned, dealers in beans and pease, protest against 
the great increase in the tariff, amounting to 200 to 300 per cent. on these fin- 
portantarticles offood. The bill proposes a change from 10 per cent. ad yalorem 
to a specific duty of 40 or 50 cents per bushel, which would prohibit their impor- 
tation. We favor the change from ad valorem to as it would be more 
uniform and more easily prevent fraud. Under the present tariff can 
only be imported when there is a partial failure of the crop in this country, 
caused by drought, early frosts, or heavy rains. A rate of 20to 25 cents per bushel 
on beans and 10 to 15 cents per bushel on pease would amply protect our farmers 
and 328 eee prices to consumers in case of any failure of the crop. 
espectfully, .. 
Fowle, Hibbard & Co., 176 State street; MoPherson Brothers, 204 
State st ; Thos. W. Emerson & Oo., 76 South Market street; 
Chas. H. Stone & Co., Chatham Row; Henry W. Peabody & 
Co., 70 Kilby street; Gil & Lootz, 149 Congress street, 
Hon, Joun F. Axprew, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, as the curtain is about to fall before 
the tragedy of this debate, I desire to congratulate the House and the 
country on the near approach of its end. The people are impatient for 
talk to cease and that we come to a vote upon the bill, because they 
believe that its passage will visibly advance the great scheme of our 
industrial development on the lines and according to the principles of 
that sound national economy whose highest objects are the care, com- 
fort, and culture of our own citizens. 

We have witnessed with the profoundest interest and sincerest ad- 
miration the heroic struggles of our friends across the aisle to sustain 
adying cause, If their herculean exertions have been lost upon our 
minds, we assure them that the touching pathos of their situation has 
not been without effect upon our hearts. We could not sympathize 
with the hilarity which enlivened the close of yesterday’s session. We 
are in the presence of death. We are at the bedside of an expiring 
economic heresy, and something is due the occasion. And now, Mr. 

i , as dissolution is momentarily expected, it is but considerate 
and humane in us to think of the preparations required for christian 
burial. A poet has feelingly said: j 

Some lamentation is the right of the dead. 


I am solicitous, therefore, that some act of ours should denote our 
sensibility to the occasion which witnesses a departure from this life; 
and, as it would be unsuitable for us to say mass for the repose of the 
soul, the least we can do is to furnish a requiem, that the breath of 
life may be borne from the tenement. of clay on the wings of immortal 
song. 

In order, however, to avoid the appearance of rivalry with my dis- 
tinguished friend from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] for the distinction of 
being the poet laureate of the occasion (for I would scorn the base 
thought of snatching a laurel from his noble brow), I distinctly dis- 
avow the authorship of the touching lines I now reproduce: 


The shades of a, erga falling fast 

As through a ban hy po vil 

A man who bore 'mid silence dead 

A fiag on which there could be read— 
ffor revenue only. 


The grass is growing in the streets, 

The clothes are old on all he meets; 

The factory fires are dead and cold, 

The kids are weazened, starved, and old 
Tariff for reyenue only. 


“Try not to work,” the old man said, 
“The wages will not pay for bread ;"’ 
The flagman did not make reply, 
He merely let his banner fly 

riff for revenue only. 


“Stay! Stay!” the wretched cried, ‘and rest 
Among us whom revenue has blest.” 5 
Far off the words came on the wind, 
As of a spirit sick in mind 

for revenue only. 


Next morn they found beneath that flag— 

A faded, old, and useless rag— 

A skeleton stretched on the stones, 

With these strange words wrought of its bones— 
for revenue only. 


pape and ar on the Republican side.] 


Mr. Chairman, I hope that the same privilege 
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which has been extended to other gentlemen, to print remarks in the 
RECORD, will be extended to me. We are approaching a crisis. 
[Langhter.] I want to extend some remarks in the RECORD on the 
American oyster. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I send to the desk an amendment: 

The Clérk read as follows: 

Strik: t h Schedul ilk and silk goods, page &, ©- 
ing at „ a iori to pon Satine line 2 ware 88, all in 898 
bounty on the productiou of silk. 

Mr. BAKER. I make the point of order that there is one amend- 
ment pending and this amendment is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allotted for the consideration of this 
bill in Committee of the Whole is within five minutes of its expiration. 
The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY]. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. DUNNELL]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota is recognized 
for one minute, : 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, on the day before yesterday I in- 
troduced the following amendment: 

Strike out all the words after the word “ pay in line 25, page 26. down to and 
sense IRE word steel,“ in line 3, page 27, and insert the words one cent per 
pound, 

Mr. PIERCE. If you strike out the ‘‘steal’’ you strike out all 
there is in the bill. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DUNNELL. The effect of my amendment will be to retain the 
present duty on tin-plate. No one can deny that this article plays an 
important part in the household of every farmer in the land, not simply 
there, but in the household of every laboring man in the land. Ihave 
read with much interest the hearings before the Committee on Ways 
and Means and have been unable to discover any good reason for an 
increase of the duty on tin and tin-plate. The present duty of 1 cent 
per pound is raised by the bill now pending to 2.2 cents per pound. 
Some extracts from these hearings I will insert as a part of my remarks, 
The first is from a protest from the city of Baltimore and is as follows: 

There are now in existence in every State of the Union extensive manufact- 
uriug, agricultural, and fishing interests in which many millions of money and 
many hundreds of thousands of people are actively employed, for whose pur- 
poses (in-plates are practically a raw material. These interests would be pro- 
tected anh anced d by placing this material upon the free-list, whilst they 
would be seriously inju by the largely in cost which a higher dut; 
would necessarily impose. We refer especially to whatis known asthe . À 

oods industry, which consumes about one-half of the coke tin- plates imported 

nto the United States in the manufacture of the different kinds of cans for the 
preservation of fruits, vegetables, fish, meats, milk, eto. So rapid has been the 
growth of this business within the past few years (to which growth the low 
prices of tin-plates have largely contributed) and so numerous have been the 
new enterprises in this line which have sprung upin all sections that it is im- 
possible at present to fufnish any r d accurate statistics as to the magni- 
tude of the industry. We are safely within bounds, however, when we state 
that the number of packers of canned goods is at least eighteen hundred, and 
that the business, in its various branches of cultivating, gathering, and pre; 
ing the articles to be canned, the making of cans, boxes, labels, ete., provides 
the chief means of obtaining a living to nearly two millions of people. 

To reduce the consumption of the products of this industry (which will be the 
inevitable result of increased cost) is to inflict a serious and unnecessary injury 
upon those interested in the manufacture and sale of these products. An in- 
crease of this tariff also means higher cost of living to the laboring classes, who 
are by far the largest consumers of canned goods. 

There should be the best of reasons for a change in the duty on tin- 
plate in the face of the facts here set forth. It can here be stated in 
this connection that the number of persons engaged in making tin- 
plate used in the whole world is but 30,000, and that 750,000 ple in 
the United States alone are directly and indirectly working tin-plate, 
and, further, that all the people of the country are consumers, 

It is proposed in the bill now pending to raise the duty on tin-plate 
150 percent., against the interests of 750,000 people in the United States, 
when but 30,000 Jaborers would reap a benefit in this country pro- 
vided we had the production of the supply of the whole world secured 
to us in this country. This increase is in the interest of the few. The 
laboring men of the whole country protest against such increase in 
the cost of tin vessels. The Black Hills syndicate modestly ask that 
we give protection at the rate 2.2 cents per pound, say for a period 
of ten years.“ Who ever knew a protected industry that was willing 
to give up its protection after the period of any number of years ? 

I here insert an extract from a letter of a gentleman in York, Pa., 
laid before the Committee on Ways and Means: 

Now, while the number engaged in making the tin - plate used in the whole 
world does not exceed 30,000, there are 750,000 people in the United States alone 
directly or 3 engaged in working tin-plate, and all of us are consum- 
ers. And when I reflect that our national L lature is seriously considering 
a proposition to injure all these people, still further cripple our A ermen suffer- 
ing agricultural interests, and to ruin our export trade, simply to benefit some 
three or four second-rate establishments, who wish to form themselves in a 
syndicate to make tin-plate here, I have not the words to express my amaze- 
ment and indignation. 

Canned s are about the last hope of many of our agriculturists for profit 
and export trade. We export five or six times the value of canned in 
tin that we import in value of tin-plate from Great Britain. All the work is 
done in this country. And when this trade is once crippled it will never come 
back to us, since Europe, particularly France, can fruits as well as we. I 
have been over the und and know whereof I speak. We happen to hold 
the trade now, but the tax Congress proposes to put upon tin-plate would de- 
stroy it—another most severe blow to the farming community. 

It is my wish and purpose, Mr. Chairman, to state that the canning 
industry is so immense that it is suicidal and little less than a crime 


to attempt a protection beyond the present rate of 1 cent per pound to 
the very doubtful interest at the Black Hills. The following extract 
will show the character of the canning industry as it pertains to the 
Eastern States: 

This canning industry isa boon to the Atlantic States that can not easily be 
calculated. hile the West is producing wheat and corn so abundantly and 
cheaply as at present there is nothing left for the Eastern farmer to do but to 
turn his attention to those crops that yield a profit, but in which the West can 
nos = coe not care to compete on account of the great amount of hand labor 

nvoly 

The raising of crops of fruits and vegetables is peculiarly of this character, 
but this could not be carried on to any t extent except in the immediate 
vicinity of cities and towns were it not for the canning industry, which steps 
in, prepares these articles for immediate use, and envelops them in an air-tight 
wrapper of tin, by means of which they can be transported to the most distant 
markets and ig — indefinitely, thus perne the most ble products 
of ihe summer for winter consumption. This not only applies to fruits and 
vegetables, but fish, poultry, meat, éte., and aids the producers of these articles 
in like manner. In this industry the United States has a virtual monopoly. 

France is the only competitor that this country now has in the production of 
canned goods; but she is so far behind that she can hardly be termed a rival. 
With exception of peas, sardines, and condensed milk, none of the products 
of French packers are imported into this country, and in most foreign coun- 
tries, with exception of the articles named, Am n canned goods hold their 
supremacy. 

It appears from the printed hearings of the Committee on Ways and 
Means that a Mr. Samuel Untermyer,of New Vork, and a Mr.Cronemeyer, 
of . made arguments for this increase in the duty on tin- 
plate. Some of these statements are those of belief only; and one of 
these gentlemen indulges in statements which are completely over- 
borne by the statements of George Fries & Co., of Philadelphia. This 
firm furnishes the following: 

At the present rate of duty there is no reason why tin-plates, if parties want 
to make them, should not be made, and the circular, issued by the Pittsburgh 
pns who exhibited atthe exposition held in October in Pittsburgh, payon 
‘or a higher duty, but at the close of same they stated that tin-plates could be 
made at a profit, even at the present duty. They further stated that the tin- 
plate industry would support a number of people nearly equal to the popula- 
tion of New York City. This is simply ludicrous and needs no further com- 
ment. In this connection we would state the number of men employed in 
the manufacture of tin-plate in England and Wales is not quite 30,000, and Eng- 
land suppliesthe whole world; hence as we have above stated, you will note the 
absurdity of Mr, Cronemeyer’s claim that the tin-plate industry would support 
a population of nearly as Gas as New York City. 

le neglects, however, to state the number of men now employed in the vari- 
ous industries in which tin-plate is 1 in this coun which number 
is over a million; how uy one-half of this number would find that their em- 
ployment would be gone if the duty was incr: to such an enormous extent, 
as so many of these industries would be annihilated, and tin-plates could not be 
used, Every one is aware of how tin-plates are used by the packing interests 
in the putting up of canned these g being necessary in certain sec- 
tions of our country. He neglects to state how the growing export trade of our 
canned goods, fruits, meats, etc, would be curtailed, if not destroyed, and how a 
great deal of the farm produce now packed would have to go to waste, and in- 
stead of millions of money coming in to enrich this country, other countries 
would reap this advantage. It is simply the aim of a few to get rich at the ex- 
pense of the many. Why are not tin-plates made at the preeent duty, which 
they say can be done, and the fact demonstrated that they can be made, and 
that it is possible for the creation of tin-plate work before it is asked for such an 
onerous and burdensome tax of 2} cents per pound to be put on tin-plates. 

No demand is made except by a few who want a monopoly. Tin-plate isa 
raw material, and the duty should be made less rather than increased. We 
may add mate $0 


amount, and would be tripled, quadrupled, quintupled, eto. 

Mr. nemeyer says nothing w ron one point, and itis a matter of 
paramount importance and should be considered, and that is what is to me 
of the probable influx of foreign Welsh labor provided the enormous duty of 
2} cents per pound is put ontin-plates, This result is sure to follow, forno law, 
labor or contract law. can prevent or hinderit. The contract-labor law will 
only theoretically prevent American manufacturers from im ting 4 
and American laborers would be leſt out and entirely negl has 
the history of the past in similar cases, and will not differ in this case. The 
number of men employed, as per above statement, namely, 30,000, is obtained 
from data furnished to-day (January 2, 1890) and represents the number of men 
of all kinds en in the manufacture of tin- from iron and steel bars. 
We state that Mr. W. C. Cronemeyer, in a circular issued September se 1889, as- 
serts that tin-plates can be made at the present rate of duty and sold with profit 
at the present selling prices. The circular is in our possession, and we can pro- 
duce the same if necessary. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I respectfully insist that the hearings before the 
Committee on Ways and Means do not sustain its action, but the very 
reverse. The greater good is utterly ignored. I am not permitted to 
close my remarks on this amendment without informing the House that 
the farmers of the West, in very many localities, are as cony interested 
in this matter as those of the East. There is a canning factory in my 
own district, sending its goods to Chi and other large cities in the 
West. They arenotconfined to the large cities. It is located at Austin, 
and has acquired a most excellent reputation. The climate of Minne- 
sota is well adapted to the production of corn, pease, beans, tomatoes, 
and, indeed, all the farm produets of this class. The treasurer of this 
factory writes me that the duty on tin-plate and tin ought not to be in- 
creased; that the proposition to doso is a direct blow aimed at the 
ple; that it enhances the cost of production, and hence the cost to the 
consumers; that the cheaper the production the greater is the con- 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


sumption. 


He closes by saying that there is no reason or excuse for 
this extra taxation unless it is to protect a syndicate now overloaded 
and now seeking this legislation for their own selfish gain. 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that there 
is an amendment pending. 

Mr. McKINLEY yielded to Mr. FARQUHAR for one minute. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, within the minute allotted to 
me, I desire to say that this is a farmers’ bill. [Laughter.] I am the 
more impressed with this fact when I note that the agricultural sched- 
ule is remarkably generous in the way of increased duties. Buck- 
wheat, corn, oats, and wheat are raised 5 cents per bushel, and barley 
from 10 cents per bushel to 30 cents. This proposed increase on bar- 
ley is probably intended as an act of retaliation against Canada, but its 
effect is tocrush out one of the most prosperous calling in the district 
I represent, the malting interest. It amounts to prohibition, and is 
akind of protection against which I now utter my solemn protest. I 
shall continue my fight against such legislation whether it ruinously 
affects the Buffalo district or any other. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. MILLIKEN]. i 


4 E MILLIKEN withholds his remarks for revision. See Appen- 
ix. ` 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Iyield now to the gentleman from Missouri one 
minute, 

Mr. FRANK. I also protest against the rise in the prevailing tariff 
on barley from 10 cents a bushel to 30 cents. I claim in this protest 
to represent the largest body of consumers of the country, the drinkers 
of that wholesome national beverage, lager beer. The increase is in 
my judgment not supported on the principles of protection; it is not 
essential to the Ne of the American producer. The same is 
equally true of the increase of duty on hops. We have heard much 
about the White House and the bar in this debate. Weall drink beer. 


No matter who runs the White House, 
No matter who your bar, 

You must have cheap barley and hops 
In order to get cheap beer. 


Mr. ANDREW. Mr. Chairman, I have made the amendment placing 
iron ore, coal, and coke on the free-list, on behalf of the people of New 
England, who have addressed a petition to their Representatives pray- 
ing for this relief. The petition, signed by some six hundred proprie- 
tors and managers of iron-working establishments of all political par- 
ee accompanied with a statement which sums up the case in these 
words: 


First. The duty upon imported crude iron is, and for ten years, on an average, 
has been, nearly three times as large, computed by values, as it was in 1872. 

Second. The existin: aay — * bituminous coal prohibits to New England 
the exercise of the right which she enjoyed, and largely used, before the war, 
of importing Canadian coal, and, without producing any revenue for the Gov- 
ernment, puts an extra and unnecessary cost of $1.50 per ton upon all bitumi- 
nous coal used in New England. 

Third. The combined duties upon coal and iron ore prohibit the smelting of 
iron in New England, and the duty upon pig and scrap iror. and coal is closing 
her iron and steel mills and workshops. 

Fourth. Under the pressure of these duties statistics indicate that the iron 
and steel working industries of New England have, during the last ten years, 
shrunken 40 per cent., while those of the country at large have during the same 
period increased about 57 per cent. 

Fifth. No natural disadvantages have caused this large loss to New England. 
The obstacles interposed by the tariff are solely responsible for it. 

133 These obstacles have caused a degradation of American labor in New 
ngland. 

Seventh. In the manufacture, manipulation, and finishing of the iron and 
steel consumed in New 5 there would be support for 700,000 of her peo- 
ple if the prohibitory tariff duties upon crude iron, coal, coke, and iron ore were 
removed or properly reduced. 

Eighth. Crude iron is, in whole or in part, raw material in thirty-two of the 
States and in all the Territories. 

Ninth, ‘The prohibition of cheap fron and steel to New England (through the 
heavy duty upon the crude materials used in their manufacture) is an ob- 
stacle to her progress in arts, sciences, manufactures, and civilization, and 
tends to her degradation in rank among the States. 

Tenth. National economy calls for the removal, or large modification, of the 
restrictions upon the importation of coal, coke, iron ore, and crude iron, since 
more men would thereby be given employment in the New England States 
than would be thrown out of work in other States, and the labor done would 
be ofa 5 grade. 

Eleventh. The importation of crude iron under a largely reduced tariff into 
t rd States will not prevent the American furnaces from making iron 
for all the interior States, and, through the fluctuations of the market, competing 
for and securing a large part of the trade of the seacoast, 

Twelfth. While this argument has been closely confined to the interests of the 
New England States, it applies with nearly equal force to all the seaboard dis- 
tricts of the United States. 

Thirteenth, The rate of duty imposed upon the crude materials used in iron 
and steel manufacturing is at least six times as large as the average duties im- 
posed by the existing tariff upon all other crude materials used in the arts and 
ne peo arias It finds its parallel only in the heavy duty still imposed upon 


In view of the remarks which we have heard upon this floor concern- 
ing the growing popularity of this bill, I desire to offer the following 
extract from the Boston Transcript of Saturday last, a Republican news- 
paper: 

Now that the passage of the McKinley tariff bill in the House of Representa- 
tives seems imminent, the Boston importers of dutiable articles are awaking to 


the position in which they may shortly find themselves. Scarcely, if ever, inthe 
history of the United States has an economic measure caused such widespread 
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should be brought about. It is asserted by the leading importers of Boston that 
they have been treated with an indifference little short of contempt whenever 
they have attempted to secure a from the powers that be in the national 
Capital. They treat us and our claims,” says one prominent woolen importer, 
“as though we were foreigners or enemies, and our arguments are met with 
either silence or platitudes that are worse than silence.“ 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I want to make a parliamentary in- 

uiry. 
s The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California desires to make 
a parliamentary inquiry. He will state it. 

Mr. BIGGS. I want to know if there is going to be any time given 
to anybody on this floor to say anything in behalf of agricultural in- 
terests. I offered two amendments in the interests of the agriculturists 
and they were printed in the RECORD with many others, but the honora- 
ble chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means has taken up about 
all the time of the committee with his amendments or the committee 
amendments. So there is neither time nor disposition to allow a vote 
on ST amendments or to discuss them. [Applause on the Democratie 
side. 

Mr. Chairman, I propose to say a few words in behalf of the farmer. 
We have heard from both sides of this Chamber of the depressed con- 
dition of the agriculturist. Yes, the poor farmer. His farm is mort- 
gaged for about all it is worth, and our Republican friends have been 
loud in their talk for the poor farmer. Sir, what do they propose asa 
remedy for the poor farmer? Sir, they propose to tax everything the 
farmer uses. Yes, they tax your seed wheat you import to improve 
the quality of your grain; they tax wheat 25 cents a bushel. You send 
to Chili, Australia, Russia, England, or Canada, orany part of the world 
for some seed wheat; you are taxed by your Republican friends 25 
cents a bushel. If you want to get some seed rye you are taxed 10 
cents a bushel. If you send to 8 or Canada for seed oats you 
are taxed 15 cents a bushel. On buckwheat you are taxed 15 cents 
a bushel. You are taxed on seed barley, imported, 30 cents a bushel; 
also corn, 15 cents a bushel. I might go on and show you that every- 
thing the farmer wants and needs is taxed. Yes, your potatoes, ca 
bage 3 cents each, eggs 5 cents a dozen, onions 40 cents a bushel. Every- 
thing you eat, wear, or use on your farm you are taxed for. Your 
farming implements are taxed from 35 to 75 per cent. 

Some one has asked the question why we import seeds from abroad. 
Any school child ought to know it is for the purpose of improving our 
grain. Why do we import horses, cattle, jacks, hogs, sheep, and goats 
from other countries? To improve our stock. It is for the same rea- 
son we import our seeds: to improve the quality and quantity of our 
agricultural products. I have heard this kind of protection praised 
and talked of so much I am sick of such stuff, when every intelligent 
man that knows anything about farming knows it is a tax on the 
farmer. All of this talk aud sympathy for the farmers is for their votes 
and nothing else. 

Now, sir, I want these loud-talking gentlemen to come to the front 
and stand by and with me, not in idle words, but to act and work for 
the removal of the tax on grain bags or sacks, Every farmer is com- 
pelled to have and use grain bags, and you force him to pay a tax of 
$40 on every $100 he pays for hissacks. A great deal of grain is shipped 
to foreign markets in sacks. It has been demonstrated that grain can 
not be shipped in bulk on very long voyages and arrive in good condi- 
tion, and it has to be shipped in sacks. But you make the farmer pay 
a tax of 40 per cent., and nof one pound of jute is raised in the United 
States. Now, if that is what you call protecting the farmer, to an- 
other country with such protection ! 

Sir, many of our friends admit that grain sacks or bags should be 
free; but when the political whip is cracked they fall into line. You 
will find next November the farmers will fall into line, and leave you 
and your kind of protection totheminthecold. The farmersare watch- 
ing you and will remember you in the way you will not forget when 
they cast their votes. 

Go to every family in this country and see the amount of tin used. 
Go to our canneries of fish, meats, fruits, vegetables, and see the amount 
ot tin consumed and not a pound manufactured in this country. Yet 
you are called upon to pay millions of dollars tax as duty on tin to 
keep up and make some rich corporation richer at the expense of the 
poor. I hope the time will soon come when every man that fails to 
keep his promise and word to his constituents will never be returned 
to Congress again. 

The McKinley bill ought to be entitled An act to permit the rich 
to rob the poor. The farmers and the working classes have so little to 
spare for home comforts that the increased taxation of articles that are 
needed in every household in the Jand deserves and should receive a 
check. Will the time ever come in the estimation of the Republican 
party when they will permit the burdens that now rest so heavily 
upon the humble homes of our country to be lessened instead of be- 
ing increased? 

I speak for these humble homes because they are the very founda- 
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tion of our great as a nation. Let us see how every house- 
hold is affected by this bill. The present duty, already onerous, on 
blankets, flannels, and hats, is 69.10; this bill increases it to 110 per 
cent. Tin-plate is increased from 34 to 74 per cent. Yarns from 69 
to 100 per cent. Shirts and drawers from 40 to65per cent. Clothing 
(ready-made) from 54 to 84 per cent. Women’s and children’s dress 
goods from 85 to 110 per cent, Ready-made clothing from 54 to 82 
per cent. Worsted shawls from 61.82 to 93 per cent. 

F 4 gather from Mr. Seaton, Superintendent of the Tenth Census, the 
following: 


Pro- 

Industries. Value of Labor. posed 

rate. 

Per ct. | Per et. 
$31,792,802} $6,835,218| 21.5 46.31 | 60,88 
210, 950, 383 45,614, 419 21.6 | 35.64 38. 00 
10. 073.80 11.981, 200 19.7 22.00 30.00 
5, 629, 240 1, 255, 171 22.3 | 52.00 41.00 
13, 292, 162 1, 788, 38 13.5 74.00 62.00 
653, 900 44,714 6.8 | 220.00 125.00 
15, 393, 812 681, 677 4.4 44.00 53.00 
2,184,532 456, 342 20.9 | 72.00 84.00 
8, 516, 569 1, 893, 215 22.2 | 68. 111.00 

160, 606, 721 25, 836, 392 16.1 | 71.00 90. 

33.849, 42 5. 683, 027 16.9 | 67.00 | 103.00 


You will see by the foregoing that the rate of duty far exceeds the 
entire labor cost, and that it is a delusion and a snare when the Repub- 
lican party, the representative of all the m ists in the country, 
claims that the tariff is made to protect the worki and the great 
preducing classes. It was amusing to see the class of men who appeared 
before the Ways and Means Committee. It was indeed a privileged 
class, The farmers, the producing classes, the working men and 
women, appealed in vain to the Republican members on the commit- 
tee. The only appeals that were heard and heeded were the appeals 
of those who furnished the fat to carry the last election. Under 
this bill they will be permitted to extort from an oppressed and tax- 
ridden people millions of dollars. The industries of California have 
been neglected. The attempted protection to our fruits amounts to 
nothing, as it is insufficient to pay the differences in cost in getting our 
products to market. I attempted to increase the duty on olive oil, as 
I know the difficulty in getting revenue from an olive orchard. My 
protection friends on the other side of the House voted it down; but 

on every article used and consumed in California, on all the imple- 
ments of husbandry and on all the necessities of life, this outrageous 
bill doubles the cost to the consumer. 

One word more and I am done. I believe, Mr. Chairman, in revis- 
ing the tariff in a spirit of fairness to all interests. I believe in labor 
getting its just reward. I believe it is high time to legislate in the in- 
terests of the great producing classes. these are utterly ignored by 
the so-called McKinley bill, and on the contrary the monopolists and 
rich manufacturers, and the Carnegies and men of his stripe, will con- 
tinue to fatten at the public crib, while the burdens of the poor people 
will increase year by year until the people rise up in their might and 
LA is out from the statute-books this iniquitous law. 

r. Chai Ishall take great pleasure, unless this bill is amended 
in accordance with the resolution of the distinguished gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], in baie my vote against it. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I will not delay further the order 
of the House, as it is now 12 o'clock, and I ask that the order be ex- 


ecuted. . 
Nr. BAKER. I ask a vote on my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour of 12 o’clock has arrived, and in obe- 
dience to the order of the House the committee will now rise and re- 
port the bill to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. GROSVENOR that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill H. R. 9416, had directed him to re; it back to the House with 
sundry amendments, and as so amended that it be passed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, that is not correct. The committee 
have not so ordered. 3 

The SPEAKER. The Chairman of the Committee of the Whole re- 
ports the bill in accordance with the order of the House, 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is correct, 

The SPEAKER. The bill is reported back under the order of the 
House with certain amendments. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I demand the previous question upon the en- 

ent, third reading, and of the bill and amendments rec- 
Sans by the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
i on. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question. 

Mr, BLAND. I demand a division. 2 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 138, noes 128. 

Mr. MILLS, Mr. BLAND, and others. Let us have tellers. 

' Mr. MCKINLEY. L ask for the yeas and nays, 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 161, nays 143, not 
voting 23; as follows: 


YEAS—161. 
Allen, Mich. Dalzell, g. Sawyer, 
Anderson, Kans. Darlington, Laws, Scranton, 
Arnold, De Haven, Lehl id Scull, 
Atkinson, Pa. De s Lind, Sherman, 
A „ W.Va. Dingley, Lodge, Simonds. 
— pe ver, — caus 1 
Bao sey mas, ith, W. Va. 
Bartine, Dunnell, McCord, yser, 
Bayne, Evans, McCormick, der. 
Beckwith, 3 McKenna, ner, 
Belden, Farquhar, McKinley, Stephenson 
Belknap, Finley, Stewart, Vt. 
Bergen, F Milliken, Stivers, 
Bingham, Fl Moffitt, Stockbridge, 
Bliss, Frank. Moore, N. H. Struble, 
Boothman, Funston, Mor 8 A 
Boutelle, Gear, Morrill, Taylor, E. B. 
Bowden, Gest, Morrow, Taylor, III. 
Brewer, Gifford, orse, Taylor, J. D. 
us, G: Mudd, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brower, Grosvenor, Niedringhaus, Thomas, 
Browne, T. M, Hall, Nute, Thompson, 
Browne, Va. Hansbrough, O'Donn Townsend, Colo. 
Buchanan, N.J. Harmer, O'Neill. Pa. Townsend, Pa. 
Burrows, i Haugen, 2, Vandever, 
Burton, Henderson, III. Owen, Ind, Van 
Caldwell Henderson, Iowa Payne, Wade, 
Candler, Mass. Hermann, Perkins, Walker, Mass. 
Cannon, 1, Pickler, Wallace, 
Carter. Hitt; Post, Wallace, N. V. 
Caswell, Hopkins, Pugsley, Watson, 
Chead: Houk, Quacken! Wheeler, Mich. 
Ch Kelley, Wickham, 
Clark, Wis. Kennedy, Randall, Williams, Ohio 
1, Kerr, Iowa Ray, Wilson, Ky. 
Comstock, K Š 5 
Conger, Kinsey, Rife, Wright, 
Cooper, Ohio Knapp, Rockwell, Yardley. 
Craig, Lacey, Rowell, 
Culbertson, Pa. La Follette, Russell 
Cutcheon, Laidlaw, Sanford, 
NAYS—143. 
A Cothran, Lanham, Richardson, 
Alderson. Covert, Lee, © 
Allen, Cowles, Lester, Ga, 
Anderson, Miss. Crain, Lester, Va. Rowland, 
Andrew, Crisp, Lewis, Rusk, 
Barnes, Culberson, Tex, Magner, Sayers, 
Barwig, Cummings, Maish, Seney, 
Bla abard Shively, 
teen Dinbi Martin’ Te = . — 
and, e, n, Tex, nger, 
Blount, ery, McAdoo, Stahlnecker, 
unds, McCarthy, Stewart, Ga. 
Elliott, M. Y, Tex, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Ellis, McClellan, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, Enloe, N. Stump, 
Brookshire, Featherston, MeMillin, Tarsney, 
Brown, J. B. itch, McRae, Tillman, 
Brunner, Fithian, Mills, Tracey, 
Va. Flower, Montgomery, ‘Tucker, 
W, Forman, Moore, Tex. Turner, 
Bunn, Forney, organ, Turner, N. Y. 
Bynum, Fowler, Mutchler, Turpin, 
Cam Geissen J Venable, 
Candler, Ga. Gibson, O’Ferrall, Washington, 
e, Goodnight, O'Neil, Mass, Wheeler, Ala. 
Carlton, Grimes, thwaite, ting, 
Caruth, Hare, Owens, Ohio Whitthorne, 
Chipman —.— P: Wiley 
' yes, 'aynter, ey, 
Clancy, Haynes, Peel, Wilkinson, 
Clarke, Ala. H Pen illeox, 
Clements, Hem i, Perry, Williams, III. 
Cobb.” 5 Wilson, W. V 
s e a. 
Coleman, Holman, Quinn, oder. 
Cooper, Ind. Kerr, Pa. y, 
NOT VOTING—23. 8 
Adams, hee) 8 Ind. — 
Bankhead, ‘cooker, son, Stone, Mo. 
jock, Kilgore, Peters, Turner, Kans. 
Butterworth, . Phelan. Waddill, 
Connell, Lawler, Reed, Iowa Walker, Mo. 
Dunphy, Norton, Spinola, x 
On motion of Mr. MCKINLEY, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 


Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. LAWLER] is sud- 
deny and seriously ill, and I am requested to ask leave of absence for 
m. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the leave will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. BUL- 
Lock] is absent on account of sickness; and I ask also that leave of ab- 
sence be granted to him. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The following pairs were announced until further notice, 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. HOOKER. 

Mr. CONNELL with Mr. WALKER, of Missouri. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa, with Mr. STOCKDALE, 


Mr, TURNER, of Kansas, with Mr. Norton, for this day. 

Mr. Payson with Mr. LAWLER, on the tariff bill. If present, Mr. 
Payson would vote for the bill and Mr. LAWLER against it. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. KILGORE, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, with a view to facilitating the busi- 
ness, I desire to ask the gentlemen representing the minority if they 
will indicate the amendments upon which they desire a separate vote, 
so that I may ask the House to agree to the remaining amendmentsas 
a whole. 

Mr. CARLISLE. We would do so very cheerfully, I will state to 
the gentleman from Ohio, but are unable to get the amendments to- 
gether in such shape as to enable us to say which are substantial and 
which are not substantialamendments. As they are read by the Cler 
if we can ascertain at what part of the bill they are to be inserted we 
can probably determine that point. Our purpose is not, I will state to 
the gentleman, to demand a separate vote, except upon amendments 
which are substantial in their character and which affect the bill by 
increasing the rates of duty as reported from the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Then, Mr. Speaker, the Clerk had better read 
the amendments in their order. , 

The SPEAKER. They can be read and considered, and as each 
amendment is read, unless a separate vote is demanded upon it, it may 
be understood that the amendment is adopted by the House. Is there 
objection to that mode of procedure ? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendments; when 

The SPEAKER said: The Chair desires to enſorce upon the House 
the necessity for order. Gentlemen must take their seats and cease 
conversation. Each amendment will be read, and ifa member desires 
a vote upon any amendment it can then be taken; otherwise, it is to 
be considered as adopted. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 16, line 13, after the word ‘‘silvered,”’ insert a comma; on the 
pame — Une 19, after the word mold,“ insert the words including glass 
Mr. CARLISLE. We will ask for a vote upon that amendment. 

Mr. MILLS. Does that increase the duty? 

Mr. McKINLEY. It is believed that lamp-chimneys come in under 
paragraph 110. If they do come in under paragraph 110, then my pro- 

amendment is a reduction, and out of abundant caution we offer 
t, for it was the purpose of the committee to have it come in under the 
provisions of paragraph 112. 

Mr, MILLS. Then, that would be a reduction. 

Mr. CARLISLE. We will not ask fora vote on that, then. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 17 strike out paragraph 114 and insert the Sotoni : “Porcelain or 
opal glassware, 7 inches or less, either in diameter or in ght, 25 cents per 
dozen; more than 7 inches and not more than 10 inches, 50 cents 
all over 10 in 75 cents per dozen, and in addition thereto upon 
50 per cent. ad valorem.” 


Mr. MILLS. That, I believe, is a mere transposition of the lan- 


guage. 5 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Itis. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 26, in line 21, after the word “ninety-one,” strike out all down to 
the end of the paragraph in line 3, on page 27, and insert the following: 

“All iron or steel sheets or plates or tagger's iron coated with tin or lead or 
with a mixture of which these metals is a component part, by the dipping or any 
other process, and commercially known as tin-plates, terne-plates, and tagger's 
tin, shall pay 2.2 cents per porad: Provided, That on and after July 1,1891, man- 
ufactures of which tin-plates, 1 tagger’s tin are component ma- 
terial of chief value, and all articles, or wares manufactured, stam 
or drawn from sheet-iron or sheet-steel, such material being component of 
chief value, and coated wholly or in part with tin or lead ora mixture of which 
these metals or cither of them isa component part, shall pay, in addition to the 
rr of duty Pe, i tin-plates, terne-plates, and tagger's tin, an ad valorem duty 

per cent.” 


Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. Speaker, we demand a separate vote upon this 
amendment, 

The question was put; and the Chair announced that the “ayes” 
seemed to have it. 3 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
150, nays 149, not voting 28; as follows: 


r dozen; 
the above 


YEAS—150, 
Adams, rgen, Burton, nger, 
Allen, Mich Bingham, Caldwell — Ohio 
Arnold, liss, 8 „Mass. Craig, 
Atkinson, non, Culbertson, Pa, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Boutelle, Carter, Cutcheon, 
ed Bow: Caswell, os 1, 
Ban Brewer, Cheadle, ngto: 
Bartine, Brosius, Cheatham, Lano, aE 
Bayne, Browne, T. M. Clark, Wis. Dingley, 
Beck 6 Browne, Va. Cc ell, Dolliver, 
Belden, n, N. J. Cooma Dorsey, 
Belknap, Bu Comstock, Dunnell, 


Evans, La Follette, Pickler, Struble, 
faei Ea Laidlaw, Post, 24 
Farq x Pugsley, Taylor, E. B. 
Finley, Laws, Quacken! Taylor, J. 
Flick, Lehlbach, Raines, Taylor, Tenn. 
Flood. Lind. Thomas, 
Frank, Lodge, Ray, Thompson, 
Gear, MoCord, Reyburn, Townsend, Colo. 
Gest, McCormick, Rockwell, Townsend, Pa. 
Gifford, cKenna, Rowell, Vandever, 
Greenhalge, McKinley, R Van Se! 
Grosvenor, Miles, Sanf Waddill, 
all, Milliken, Sawyer, Wade, 
offitt, Seran Walker, Mass. 

5 Moore, N. H. Scull, Wallace, 

u 4 Morey, Sherman, Wallace, N. X. 
Henderson, III. Morri, Sim - Watson, 
Hitt, Morrow, Smith, Wheeler, Mich, 
Hopkins, Morse, Smith, W. Va. Wickham, 

Niedringhaus, Smyser, Will Ohio 
Kennedy, Nute, Snider, n, LSe 
Kerr, lowa O'Donnell, Spooner, Wilson, Wash. 
e 1 O'Neill, Pa. Stephenson, ee — 
Kinsey, Osborne, Stewart, Vt. Yardley. 
Knapp, Payne, tivers, 
Lacey, Perkins, 
NAYS—149, 
Abbott, Covert, Lester, Ga. Robertson, 
Alderson, Cowles, Lester, Va. Rogers, 
Allen, Crain, Lewis, Rowland, 
An Kans. Crisp, Magner, Rusk, 
Miss. Culberson, Tex. Sayers, 
Andrew, Cummings, Mansur, Seney, 
Barnes, ig Martin, Ind.* Shively, 
Bie Diol Mason, ee 
KES, le, ason, nger, 
i McAdoo, Shams er, 
Bland, Edmunds, McCarthy, Stewart, Ga. 
Blount, mi —— k — 

iner, ne, A 
Breckinridge, Ark, Enloe, M Stump, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fitch, McCreary, Tarsney, 
Brickner, Fithian, MeMillin, Taylor, in. 
Brookshire, Flower, McRae, Tillman, 
Brown, J. Forman, Mills, Tracey, 
Brunner, Forney, Montgomery, Tucker, 

Bue Va. Fowler, Moore, Turner, Ga. 
Buckalew, issen er, š Turner, N. Y. 
Bunn, Gibson, Mudd, Turpin, 
Butterworth, Goodnight, Mutchler, Venable, 
Bynum, Grimes, Washington, 
Cam Hare, O’Ferral jer, 
Candler, Hatch, O'Neil, iting, 
Carlisle., Hayes, thwai Whitthorne, 
Carlton, Haynes, Owens, Ohio ike, 

5 eard, Wiley, 
Catchings, Hemphill, Paynter, Wilkinson, 
Chipman, Henderson, Iowa Peel, Willcox, 
Clancy, Henderson, N. C. Penington, Williams, III 
Clarke, Ala, erbert, Perry, Wilson, Mo. 
Clements, Holman, ree, Wilson, W. Va. 
Clunie, Kelley, Price, oder. 

bb, Kerr, Pa. Quinn, 

Cooper, Ind. ham, Reilly, 
Cothran, 5 Richardson, 

NOT VOTING—23, 
Bankhead, Funston, Lawler, Reed} Iowa 
Brower, Grout, orton, Rife, 
Bullock, Hermann, O'Neall, Ind. Spinola, 
Connell, Hill, Owen, Ind. le, 
De Haven, Hooker, yson, Stone, Mo. 
8 Kilgore, Peters, Turner, Kans. 
Featherston, Lane, Phelan, Walker, Mo. 

So the amendment was agreed to. " 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
recapitulation of the vote. 


The SPEAKER. The clerks desire to recapitulate the vote, as it is 
very close. 

The vote was recapitulated. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 150, nays 149, and 
the amendment is agreed to. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. By 
the understanding in the House, every amendment upon whichno vote 
is called for is considered as It is absolutely necessary, there- 
fore, that order shall be preserved while the amendments are being 
read, in order that gentlemen may know what amendments to ask votes 


upon. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 23, h 150, line 25, strike out the words percent. ad valorem ” 
and insert 7 cents per pound,” 


Mr. MILLS rose. 

Mr. McKINLEY. That is a decrease. 

Mr. MILLS. Do J understand the gentleman to say that this amend- 
ment makes an increase or a decrease? 

Mr. McKINLEY. A decrease of 5 per cent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 37, strike out paragraph 174, and insert the following: “174. All shot- 
guns valued at not more than $12 each, 35 per cent. ad valorem; valued at more 
than $12 each, 40 per cent. ad valorem. Pistols and revolving pistols, 35 per 
cent. ad valorem.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means if that is a reduction? 

Mr. McKINLEY. It is a reduction. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Paragraph 360, line 9, strike out the words “sisal or manila” and insert the 
word five” after the word thirty.“ 

Mr. CARLISLE. Upon that amendment I ask for a vote by yeas 
and nays. 

Mr, MCKINLEY. I will state to the gentleman from Kentucky that 
the rate we have fixed is the present law. 

Mr. CARLISLE. We think 30 per cent. is sufficient. 

Mr. McKINLEY. It was printed 30“ by mistake. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. Speaker, I call attention to the fact that we 
seem to be amending the printed bill by inserting commas and semi- 
colons and making various changes, when, in fact, the action of the 
House is upon the manuscript bill, the printed bill being simply a 
copy. We will take a vote upon this amendment. f 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the amendment upon 
which a vote is demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ne 9, ut th $ ila” 
AEE E ektir 

The question was taren on the amendment; and the Speaker declared 
that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I will say to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Mc- 
KINLEY ] that there are two amendments proposed here, and I suggest 
that we vote on them as one. The gentleman here proposes to strike 
out the words ‘‘sisal or manila, which would put those classes of 
yarns under a 50 per cent. rate. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I will say to the gentleman that there are no 

rns made of sisal or manila. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But if there should be at any time hereafter they 
would come under the 50 per cent. rate, and we may as well dispose 
of both in the same vote, treating the two amendments as one. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendments that are to 
be voted upon. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Paragraph 260, line 9, strike out the words “sisal or manila“ and insert the 
word “five” after “thirty.” 2 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamen 
inquiry. I understood the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CanLiseey 
to make some proposition modifying this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Not modifying the amendment, but inclnding in 
one vote the two items in the amendment which the Clerk has reported. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment; and it 
22 decided in the negative yeas 143, nays 147, not voting 37; as fol- 

ows: 


YEAS—143. 

Adams, Cooper, Ohio Lehlbach, Sawyer, 
Allen, Mich. Craig, ge, Scranton, 
Arnold, Culbertson, Pa. Mason, Scull, 
Atkinson, Pa. Cutcheon, McComas, Sherman, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dalzell, McCord, Simonds, 

ker, Darlington, McCormick, Smith, III. 
Banks, Lano, McKinley, Smith, W, Va. 
Bartine, Dingley, Miles, Smyser, 
Beckwith, Dorsey, Milliken, Spooner, 
Belden, Evans, Moffitt, Stephenson, 
Belknap, wart, Moore, N. H. Stewart, Vt. 
Bergen, Farquhar, sore Stivers, 
Bingham, Finley, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Bli Flood, Morrow, Struble, 
Boot hman, Frank. Morse, Sweney, 
Boutelle, Funston, Mudd Taylor, E. B. 
Bowden, Gest, Niedringhaus, Taylor, J.D. 
Brewer, Gifford, Nute, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brosius, Greenhalge, O'Donnell, Thompson, 
Browne, Va. Grosvenor, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Colo. 
Buchanan, N. J. Harmer, Osborne, Townsend, Pa, 
Burrows, Haugen, Payne, Vandever, 
Burton, Henderson, III. Perkins, Waddill, 
Batterworth, Hermann, Pickler, Wade, 
Caldwell. Hill, ‘ost, Walker, Mass. 
Candler, Mass. Hitt ey, Wallace, Mass, 
Cannon, Hopkins, Quackenbush, Wallace, N.Y. 
Carter, Houk, Raines, Watson, 
Caswell, Kennedy, Randall, Wheeler, Mich. 
Cheadle, Ketcham, Ray, Wickham 
Cheatham, Kinsey, Reyburn, Williams, Ohio 
Clark, Wis. 2 Rife, ilson, Ky. 

well, La Follette, Rockwell, Wilson, Wash. 
Coleman, Laidlaw, Rowell, Wright, 
Comstock, Lansing, Russell, Yardley. 
Conger, Laws, Sanford, 
NAYS—WH7. 

Alderson, Breckinridge, Ky. Carlton, Cowles, e 
Allen, Miss. Brickner, Caruth, Crisp, 
Anderson, Kans. Brookshire. Catchings, Culberson, Tex. 
Anderson! Miss. Brown, J. B. Chipman, Cummings, 
Andrew, Brunner, Clancy, “ 
Barnes, Buchanan, Va, Clarke, Ala, Davidson, 
Barwig, Buckalew, Clements, De Haven, 

iggs. Bunn, Clanie, Dibble, 
Blanchard, Bynum, Cobb, Dockery, 
Bland, Campbell, Cooper, Ind, Dolliver, 
Blount, Candler, Ga, Cothran, Durnell, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Carlisle, Covert, Dunphy, 


Elliott, Kelley, Morgan, Springer, 
Ellis, Kerr, lowa Mutchler, wart, Ga. 
Joe, Kerr, Ste Tex. 
Featherston, Lacey, O’Ferrall, Stone, Ky. 
teh, z O'Neil, Mass. tump, 
Lee, Outhwaite, ey, 
Flick, Lester, Ga. Owens, Ohio Taylor, In. 
Flower, Lester, Va. Parrett, man, 
Forman, Lewis, Paynter, Tracey, 
Forney, Lind, ` J. Tucker, 
Fowler, Magner, Penington, Turner, Ga, 
Geissenhainer, Maish, Perry, rner, è 
Gibson, Mansur, Pierce, Turpin, 
Goodnight, Martin, Ind. Price, Venable, 
Grimes, Martin, Tex. Quinn, Washington, 
Hare. McAdoo, Reilly, Wheeler, Ala. 
Hatch, McCarthy, Richardson, Whiting, 
ares 8 > bertson, 8 
ynes, an, Rogers, e, 
Heard, Me i Rowland, Wilkinson, 
Hemphill, MeMillin, Rusk, Willcox, 
Henderson, Iowa McRae, Seney, Williams, III. 
Henderson, N. C. Mills, Shively, Wilson, Mo. 
Herbert, Montgomery, Skinner, Wilson, W. Va. 
Holman, Moore, Tex. Snider, 
NOT VOTING—37. 
Abbott, Gear, O'Neall, Ind. Stone, Mo. 
Bankhead, Grout, Owen, omas 
Bayne, Hall, Payson, ‘Turner, Kans, 
Rosman Hansbrough, Peters, Van Schaick, 
rower, Hooker, Phelan, Walker, Mo. 
Browne, T. M. Kilgore, Reed, Iowa Wiley, 
Bullock, Lane, Saye r. 
Connell, Lawler, Spinola, 
Crain, McKenna, Stahlnecker, 
Edmunds, Norton, Stockdale, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. BAYNE with Mr. SAYERS, on this vote. Mr. BAYNE would 
vote for and Mr. SAYERS would vote against the amendment. 

Mr. GEAR with Mr. ABBOTT, for forty-five minutes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire to change my vote from 


ea to nay. 

X The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name. Mr. 
KERR’S name was called, and he voted no.“ 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make the same change. 

Mr. DUNNELL’s name was called, and he voted ‘no.’? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have my colleague, rani 
Payson, excused for the day on account of sickness. He is seriously 
sick, and is confined to his room. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Payson] has leave of absence of the House. 

The Clerk proceeded to recapitulate the names of members voting. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the reading of the names of members voting be dispensed 
with. 

The SPEAKER. The vote is very close, and probably the names 
had better be recapitulated. 

The Clerk completed the recapitulation of the names. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 73, paragraph 363, strike out the word “three,” at the end of line 24, and 
insert the word “five,” and on 74 strike out the word “fourth ” at the be- 
ginning of the line and insert the word “eighth;” so that it will read five- 
eighths cent per pound.” 

Mr. CARLISLE. What line is that? 

The CLERK. Line 24, 73, and line 1, page 74. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I will say to the gentleman that that is a reduc- 
tion of one-eighth, 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is right. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

£ h 77, “i “u » 
3 ee 3 line 9, after the word “Smyrna,” insert the words 

Mr. CARLISLE, We demand a separate vote upon that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the amendment? 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is theamendment putting Russian camel’s hair 
under this class. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But in the bill as reported it comes in the second 
class, and therefore this amendment would be a reduction. 

Mr. CARLISLE. You propose here to put it in class 3. I under- 
stood that the bill as reported pro to put Russian camel’s hair 
on the free-list, where it is now under existing law. This amendment 
will take it from the free-list and subject it to a duty as wool of a cer- 
tain class. å 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What is the distinction be- 
tween Russian camel’s hair and the hair of the camel,“ in line 6? 

The question was taken on agreeing to the amendment; and the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Does the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CAR- 
LISLE] desire a yea-and-nay vote ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will answer the gentleman in a moment. 

Mr. MILLS. I will ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] 
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whether the effect of his amendment is to reduce this article from a 
higher to a lower class. 

Mr. McKINLEY. My recollection is that this was a reduction from 
the second class to the third; but I may be wrong about that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman will look at 
line 6, just above, he will seo“ hair of the camel.“ Now, as I under- 
stand, he does not move to strike that out. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the gentleman will look at page 111 he will 
find that Russian camel’s hair is placed by this bill upon the free-list, 
where it is under existing law; but he now pro by this amend- 
ment to take it from the free-list and subject it to a duty as third-class 
wool. That is the amendment upon which I desire a vote. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Does the gentleman desire a yea-and-nay vote? 

Mr, CARLISLE. Ido. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Then I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on the amendment; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 143, nays 138, not voting 46; as follows: 


YEAS—143, 
Allen, Mich. Cutcheon, Laws, Sawyer, 
Anderson, Kans, zell, Lehlbach, Scranton, 
Atkinson, Pa. Darlington, Lodge, Seull, 
Atkinson, W.Va, DeHaven, Meteo. Sherman, 
Baker, De Lano, McCord, Simonds, 
Banks, Dingley, McCormick, Smith, III. 
Bartine, Dunnell, Mekenna, Smith, W. Va. 
Bayne, Evans, McKinley, Smyser, 
Beckwith, Farquhar, Miles, Snider, 

Iden, Finley, Milliken, Spooner, 
Belknap, Flick, Moffitt, Stephenson, 
Bergen, Flood, Moore, N. H. Stewart. Vt. 

— Frank, Lr peak é Stivers, 
Boothman, Funston, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Boutelle, Gear, Morrow, Sweney, 
Bowden, est, Morse, Taylor, E. B. 
Brewer, Gifford, udd Taylor, J. D. 
Brosius, Greenhalge, Nied ringhaus, Taylor, Tenn, 
Brower, Hansbrough, Nute, Thomas, 
Browne, Va. Harmer, O'Donnell. Thompson, 
Buchanan, N. J. Haugen, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Colo, 
Burrows, Henderson, III. Osborne, Townsend, Pa. 
Burton, Hermann, Payne, Vandever, 
Caldwell, Hill, Perkins, an Schaick, 
Candler, Hitt, Pickler, Waddill, 
Cannon, Honk, Pugsley, ade, 
Carter, Kelley, nacken Wallace, Mass. 
Caswell, Kennedy, nes, m. 

Kerr, Iowa Randall, Wheeler, Mich. 
Clark, Wis. Keteliam, Ray, . Wickham, 
Cogswell, . Kinsey, Reyburn, Williams, Ohio 
Coleman, Knapp, Rife, Wilson, Ky. 
Conger, y. Rockwell, Wilson, 
Cooper, Ohio La Follette, Rowell, Wright, 
ig. Laidlaw, Russell, Yardley. 
Culbertson, Pa, Lansing, Sanfo: 
NAYS—138, 
Abbott, Henderson, N. C. Price, 
Adams, Cooper, Ind. Herbert, Quinn, 
Alderson, Cothran, Holman, Reilly, 
Allen, Miss. Covert, Kerr, Richardson, 
Anderson, Cowles, Lanham, Robertson, 
Andrew, Crisp, Lester, Va. gers. 
Barn: Culberson, Tex. Lewis, Rowland, 
pews, Cummings Le - ake 

EES, argan, aish, ively, 
Blanchard, Davi 2 Mansur, Skinner, 
Bland. Dibble, Martin, Ind. Springer, 
Blount, Dockery, Martin, Tex. Stahlnecker, 

er, Dolliver, McAdoo, Stewart, Ga, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Dunphy. McCarthy, Stewart, Tex, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Edmun McClammy, Stope, Ky. 
Brickner, Elliott, McClellan, Struble, 
d Ellis, McCreary, Stump, 
Brown, J.B. Enloe, MeMillin, ey, 
Brunner, Featherston, McRae, Taylor, III. 
Buchanan, Va. Fitch, Mills, Tillman, 
Buckalew, Fithian, Montgomery, Tucker, 
unn, Flower, Moore, Tex. Turner, Ga, 
Bynum, Forman, Morgan, Venable, 
Campro Forney, Mutchler, Wheeler, Ala. 
Candler, Ga. Fowler, tes, Whiting, 
Carlisle, Geissenhainer, O’Ferrall, Whitthorne, 
Carlton, n, Neil, Wike, 
Ccruth, Grimes, Outhwaite Wiley, 
Catchings, Hare, Owens, Ohio Wilkinson, 
Chipman, Hatch, Parre Willcox, 
Clancy, Hayes, Paynter, Williams, III. 
Clarke, Ala. Haynes, Peel, Wilson, Mo. 
Clements, Penington, Yoder. 
Clanie, Hemphill, Perry, 
bb, Henderson, Iowa Pierce, 
NOT VOTING—46, 
Arnold, Grosvenor, Norton, Stone, Mo. 
Bankhead, Grout, O'Neall, Ind. v. 
Bingham, Hall, Owen, Ind. Turner, Kans. 
Browne, T. M. Hooker, Payson, Turner, N. Y. 
Bullock, Hopkins, Peters, Turpin, 
Butterworth, Kilgore, Phelan, Walker, Mass, 
Cheadle, Lane, Post, Walker, Mo. 
Connell, Lawler, Reed, Iowa ‘allace, N. V. 
in, Lee, Sayers, Washington. 
Dorsey, Lester, Ga. Seney. Wilson, W. Va. 
Ewart, Magner, Spinola, 
Goodnight, Mason, le, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


The following additional pairs were announced: : 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. LESTER, of Georgia, until further notice. 

Mr. Dokskx with Mr. TURNER, of New York; on this vote. 

Mr. MAson with Mr. GOODNIGHT, on this vote. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. WASHINGTON, on this vote. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. SAYERS, on this vote. Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH would vote ay“ and Mr. SAYERS no.“ 

Mr. HorkIxs with Mr. TURPIN, until 3 o’clock. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Task unanimous consent to amend by striking 
out they,“ in line 6, page 78, and inserting ‘‘ it.’ 

There being no objection, the amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment on which a separate vote was demanded was 
the following: 

In line 24, paragraph 390, page 80, strike out “twice” and insert “two and 
one-half times.” 

Mr.CARLISLE, I demand a separate vote on this amendment, and 
call for the yeas and nays. : 

Mr. McKINLEY. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
137, nays 148, not voting 42; as follows: 


YEAS—137. 
Allen, Mich. Dalzell, McComas, X 
Atkinson, Darlington, McCord, Simonds, 
Atkinson, W. Va. De Lano, McCormick, Smith, III. 
ker, * Dingley, McKenna, Smith, W. Va. 
Banks, Dorsey, M ley, Smyser, 
Bartine, Evans, Miles, Spooner, 
Bayne, Ewart, Milliken, Stephenson, 
Beckwith, Farquhar, Moffitt, Stewart, Vt. 
Belden, Tinley, Moore, N. H. Stivers, 
Belknap, Flood, orey, Stockbridge, 
rgen, k, Morrow, Taylor, E. B. 
Bingham, Funston, orse, Taylor, J. D. 
Boutelle, Gear, Mudd, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brewer, Gest, Nute, Thomas, 
Brosius, Gifford, O'Donnell, Thompson, 
Browne, Va. Greenhalge, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Colo, 
Buchanan, N.J. Grosvenor, rne, Townsend, Pa. 
Burrows, Hansvrough, Owen, Ind. Vandever, 
Burton, Harmer, Payne, Van Schaick, ~ 
Butterworth, Henderson, III. Perkins, Waddill, 
Caldwell Hill, ler, Wade, 
Candler, Mass. Hitt, A Walker, Mass. 
Cannon, Houk, Quackenbush, Wallace, Mass, 
Carter, Kelley, nes, Wallace, N. Y. 
Caswell, Kennedy, Randall, Watson, 
Cheadle, Kete! 4 k Wheeler, Mich. 
Cheatham, Kinsey, burn, Wickham, 
Clark, Wis. napp, ` e, Williams, Ohio 
well, La Follette, Rockw: Wilson, —— 
Coleman, Laidlaw, Rowell, Wilson, Wash. 
Co! Lansing, Russell, Wright, 
Cooper, Ohio Laws, Sanford, Yardley. 
Craig, Lehlbach, Sawyer, 
Culbertson, Pa. Lodge, Scranton, 
Cutcheon, ason, Scull, 
NAYS—lis. 
Abbott, Covert, Kerr, Iowa Quinn, 
Alderson, Cowles, Kerr, Pa, Reilly, 
Allen, Miss, isp, Lacey, Robertson, 
Anderson, Kans, Culberson, Tex. Lanham, rs, 
Anderson, Miss, Cummings, Lee, Rowland, 
Andrew, ž Lester, Va. ` 
Barnes, Davidson, Lewis, Sayers, 
Barwig, Dibble, Lind, ney, 
ery, Magner, Shively, 
Blanchard, Dolliver, Maish, Skinner, 
Bland, Dunnell, Mansur, Springer, 
Blount, Dunphy Martin, Ind. Stahlnecker, 
Boatner, Edmunds, Martin, Tex, Stewart, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Elliott, McAdoo, Stewart, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ky. lis, McCarthy, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, nloe, McClammy, Struble, 
Brookshire, Featherston, McClellan Stump, 
Brown, J. B. Fitch, ‘eCrea: Sweney 
Brunner, Fithian, MeMillin, Taylor, Il. 
Buchanan, Va, Flick, Rae, 
Buckalew, Flower, Mills, Tracey, 
unn. - Forman, Montgomery, Tucker, 
Bynum, Forney, oore, Turner, Ga. 
Campbe! Fowler, 0 0 Turner, N. V. 
Candler, Ga. Geissenhainer, Mutehler, Venable, 
Carlisle, Gibson, tes, Washington, 
Carlton, Goodnight, O’ Ferrall Wheeler, Ala. 
Caruth, Grimes, O'Neil, Mass. Whiting, 
Catchings, * Outhwaite, Whitthorne, 
Chipman, Hatch, Owens, Ohio Wike, 
Clancy, Haynes, Parrett, Wiley, 
Clements, Heard. Paynter, Wilkinson, 
Clunie, Hemphill, Peel, Willcox, 
bb, Henderson, Iowa Penington, Williams, III. 
Comstock, Henderson, N. C. erry, Wilson, Mo. 
Cooper, Ind, Herbert, erde, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cothran, Holman, Price, Yoder. 
NOT VOTING—42, 
Adams, Browne, T. M. Hall, e, 
Arnold, Bullock, Haugen, Lawler, 
Bankhead, ke, yes, T, 
Bliss, Connell, Hermann, 0 j 
Boothman, ráin, Hooker, Niedringhaus, 
Bowden, De Haven, Hopkins, Norton, i 
Brower, Grout, re, O'Neall, Ind, 
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Pa; A Reed, Iowa Stockdal Turpin 
— — Saves, Stone, Mo. Walker, Mo, 
Phelan, Snider, Tarsney, 
Spinola, Turner, Kans, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. RICHARDSON on this vote. 

Mr. HERMANN with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, on this vote. 

Mr. BoorHMAN with Mr. Hayes on this vote. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

The next amendment on which a separate vote was demanded was 
the following: 
Merti, paragraph 391, page 81, line 16, strike out “twice” and insert aiie 


Mr. CARLISLE. On this amendment I ask a separate vote and 
call for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
143, nays 146, not voting 38, as follows: 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BYNUM (before the pn of the vote was announced). Mr. 
Speaker, I was in my seat during the first roll-call, but failed to hear 
my name, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BAKER) directed Mr. BYNUM’S 
name to be called, and his vote was recorded. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. CLANCY, until further notice, on amendments 
to this bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR With Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, for one hour. 

On this vote: 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. STEWART; of Texas. 

Mr. THomas M. BROWNE with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask unanimous consent that the recapitulation 
of the vote be dispensed with. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Iobject. This is a close vote, and I think the 
names had better be read. 

The Clerk recapitulated the vote. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I do not hear my name read as having been re- 
corded. I was within the Hall and answered to my name distinctly. 
5 KE OSTEN AITE. I do not understand that the gentleman says 

evo 

Mr. MILLIKEN. T have said so to the Speaker, and I will tepeat 
it if the gentleman wishes. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have a right to hear it as well as the Speaker. 
This House has the right to hear any such declaration 
` The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s statement was made to the 
Speaker in the presence of the House. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And I, as a member of the House, did not hear 
it, though I was listening to hear what he did say. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair trusts that the House will be in such 
order that the gentleman can hear the next time. 

Mr. MILLIKEN’s vote was recorded. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

The next amendment on which a separate vote was demanded was 


. YEAS—143. 
Conger, 5 Ri 
Allen, Mich. Cooper, Ohio Laws, Sanford, 
Arnold, Graig, Lehlbach, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Pa. Culbertson, Pa. „ Scranton, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Outcheon, Mason, Scull, 
er, Dalzell, McComas, Sherman, 
ks, Darlington, McCord, Simon 
Bartine, De Lan: McCormick, Smith, III. 
yne, Dingley, McKenna, Smith. W. va. 
Beck with, rsey, McKinley, Smyser, 
—— Erao: ee Parsee 
nap, w: en, pooner, 
Bergen, Finley, Moffitt, Stephenson, 
Bingham, Flood, Moore, N. H. ivers, - 
Bliss, Frank, Morey, Stock brid 
Bocthman, Funston, Moi s Taylor, E. 
Boutelle, Gear, Morrow, Taylor, J.D. 
Bowden, t Morse, Taylor, Tenn, 
Brewer, Gifford, udd Thomas, A 
Brosius, Greenhalge, Niedrin ghaus, Thompson, 
Brower, Grosvenor, ute, ‘ownsend, Colo, 
Browne, Va. Hansbrough, O'Donnell, Townsend, Pa. 
Buchanan, N. J. Harmer, O'Neill. Pa. Vandever, 
urrows. Haugen, Osborne, A 
Burton, Hermann, Payne, Waddill, 
Butterw. Hill, Perkins, Wade, 
Caldwell, Hitt, Bo i Walker, Mass. 
Candler, Mass. Hopkins, Wallace, Mass, 
Cannon, ouk, Porsley, Wallace, N. X. 
Carter, Kelley, Quackenbush, atson, 
Caswell, Kennedy, Raines, Wheeler, Mich, 
Cheadle, am, Tidal J Wickham, 
Cheatham, Kinsey, Ray, wil Ohio 
Clark, Wis. Reyburn, Wilson, Wash. 
well, La Follette, ite, Yardley. 
Coleman, Laidlaw, Rowell, 
NAYS—1i6, 
Abbott, Cowles, Lacey, Reilly, 
Alderson, Lanham, 
Allen, M Culberson, Tex. Lee, Robertson, 
Anderson, Kans, Cummings, Lester, Ga, 
Anderson, Miss. Davidson, Lester, Va. Rowland, 
Andrew, Dibble, Lewis, Rusk, 
Barnes, kery, Lind, Sayers, 
Barwig, Dolliver, er, Seney, 
Blanchard, Dunnell, x Shively, 
Bland, Dunphy, Mansur, Skinner, 
Blount, Edmunds, Martin, Ind. Springer, 
Boatner, Elliott. Martin, Tex. Stahlnecker. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Ellis, McAdoo, Stewart. Ga. 
Brickner, Enloe, M Stone, Ky, 
Brookshire, Featherston, McClammy, Stru 
Brown, J. B. Fitch, Medi Stump, 
Brunner, Fithian, N. 
Buchanan, Va. Flick. MeMillin, or, III. 
Buckalew, Flower, MoRae, Tillman, 
ponn —— Wande —— y, 
ynum, ‘orney, ‘ontgomery, cker, 
Campbell, Fowler, Moore, Tex. Turner, Ga. 
Candler, Ga. issen. A Morgan, Turner, N. Y. 
Carlisle, Gibson, Mutchler, Ve e, 
Carlton, Oates, Washington, 
Caruth, Grimes, O’Ferrall, Wheeler, 
Catchings, Hare. O'Neil, Mass. Whiting, 
ipman, Hatch, Outhwai Wike, 
Clancy, Hayes, Owen, Ind. Wiley, 
Clarke, Ala. Haynes, Owens, Ohio Wilkinson, 
Clements, eard. tt. Williams, III. 
Clunig, Hem bm, Paynter, Wilson, Ky, 
Cobb, Henderson, Iowa Penington, Wilson, Mo. 
Comstock, Henderson, N.C. Perry, Wilson, W. Va, 
Cooper, Ind, Herbert, Pierce, Yoder. 
Cothran, Holman, Price, 
Covert, Kerr, Pa. Quinn, 
NOT VOTING—338, 
Bankhead, Grout, Payson, Stone, Mo, 
H Peel, Sweney, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Henderson, III. 3 
Browne, T. M. Hooker, Phelan, 8 
Bullock, Kerr. Iowa Reed, Iowa ker, Mo. 
Connell, Kilgore, Rockwell, Whitthomne, 
Crain, Lane, Spinola, Willeox, 
Da nS Lawler, Stewart, Wright. 
De Haven, Norton, Stewart, Vt. 
uhar, O'Neall, Ind. Stockdale, 


read, as follows: 


e paragraph 415, at the end of line 23, add: 
ided, Thatall such manufactures, of which wool or = hair of the camel, 


goat, or other like animals isa component material, shall 


factures of wool.” 


as manu- 


Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. Speaker, on that we demand a a vote, 
and I ask for the yeas and nays. 


‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 155, nays 143, not 
voting 29; as follows: 


YEAS—155, 
Adams, raig, Laidlaw, Russell 
Allen, Mich. Culbertson, Pa. ing, Sanford, 
Anderson, Kans. Cutcheon, WS, Sawyer, 
Arnold, lzell, Lehlbach, ig 
Atkinson, Pa, Darlington, Lind, Sherman, 
Atkinson, W. Va. De Haven, Lodge, pouan 
Baker, Lano, Mason, Smith, III. 
Dingley, McComas, Smith, W. Va. 
Bartine, liver, McCord, Smyser, 
Bayne, Dorsey, McCormick, Snider, 
Beckwith, Dunnell, McKenna, Spooner, 
Belden, 5 McKinley, Stephenson, 
Belknap, ills, Stewart, Vt. 
Bergen, Farquhar, Milliken, Stivers, 
Bingham, Finley, Moffitt, / — 
Bus r Flick Moore, N. H. Strubl 
Boothman, Flood, More s 
Boutelle, Frank, Moi 5 Taylor, E. B. 
Bowden, Funston, Morrow, Taylor, J. D. 
Brewer, Gear, Morse, Taylor, 
Brosius, Gest, Mudd Tho 
Brower, Gifford, Niedringhaus, pson, 
Browne, T. M. Greenhalge, Nute, Townsend, Colo, 
Browne, Va. Grosvenor, o Donnell, wynsend, Pa. 
Buchanan, N. J. Hansbrough, O'Neill, Pa. Vandever, 
Burrows, Harmer, rne, Van ok, 
rton, Haugen, Owen, Ind. Waddill, 
Butterworth, Hen ` Payne, Wade, 
Caldwell, Hermann, kins, Walker, Mass, * 
Candler, Hill, Pickler, Wallace, Mass, 
Carter, Hitt, Post, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cheadle, Hopkins, Pugsley, atson, 
eatham, Houk, Quackenbush, Wheeler, Mich, 
Clark, —_ er ne mee. 9 —.—9 a 
eli, etcham, ndall, Iniams, o 
8 Kinsey, y. Wilson, Ky. 
Comstock, Knapp, Reyburn Wilson, Wash, 
Conger, Lacey, ell, Yardley, 
Cooper, Ohio La Follette, Rowell, 
NAYS—143. 
Abbott, Blount, Bunn, Clements, 
Alderson, Boatner, um, Clunie, 
Allen, Miss. Breckinridge, Ark. sone Tbe? Cobb, 
Anderson, Miss. Breckinridge, Ky. jer, Ga. Cooper, Ind. 
Andrew, Brickner, Carlisle, Cothran, 
Barnes, Brookshire, Carlton, Covert, 
Barwig, Brown, J.B. Caruth, Cowles, 
Bi; Brunner, Catchings, Crisp, 
Blanchard, Buchanan, Va Chipman Culberson, Tex. 
Bland, B ew, ke, Ala. 
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Depi Henderson, Iowa Mo 55 Stahlnecker, 
Davidson, Henderson, N. O. Mutchler, Stewart, Ga. 
Dibble, Herbert, Stewart, Tex, 
Dockery, Holman, O’Ferrall, Stone, Ky. 
Dunphy. Kerr, Iowa O'Neil, Mass. ump, 
Edmun Kerr, Pa. Outhwaite, ney, 
Elliott, $ Owens, Ohio Ta lor, In. 
Ellis, tt, Tillman, 
Enloe, Lester, Ga. Paynter, Tracey, 
Featherston, Lester, Va. 1. Tucker, 

teh, Lewis, Penington, Turner, Ga. 
Fithian, er, Perry,- Turner, N. V. 
Flower, NM X Pierce, Turpin, 
Forman, Price, Venable, > 
Forney, Martin, Ind. Quinn, Washington, 
Fowler, Martin, Tex. Reilly, Wheeler, Ala. 
Geissenhainer, MeAdoo, Richardson, Whiting, 
pee EN a Robertson, 5 
G t. jammy, ©, 
Grimes, McClellan, Rowland, Wiley, 
Hare. c usk, Wilkinson, 

tch, McMillin, Sayers, Williams, Il. 
Hayes, McRae, Seney, Wilson, Mo. 
Haynes, Miles, Shively, Wilson, W. Va. 
I Montgomery, Skinner, Yoder. 
Hemphill, Moore, Tex. Springer, 

NOT VOTING—29. 

Bankhead, Hall, Payson, Stone, Mo. 
Bullock, Hooker, Peters, ‘Turner, 
Cannon, lley, Phelan, Walker, Mo. 
Caswell, Kilgore, Reed, Iowa Willcox, 
Clan ne, Rife, Wright. 
Connell, Lawler, Scranton, 
Crain, Norton, Spinola, 
Grout, O' Neall, Ind. Stockdale, 

So the amendment was adopted. 


On motion of Mr. MCKINLEY, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The next amendment on which a separate vote was demanded is as 
follows: 


Strike out section 32, on 143, and substitute the following i 

“Seo, 32, That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue s assign one or 
more internal-revenue storekeepers and gaugers to every vinegar factory em- 
ploying the vaporizing process and lawfully established under this act, to have 
charge of such factory under the direction of the collector of the district, and 
may transfer such officer or officers from any such vinegar factory or bonded 
or distillery warehouse to another. And there shall be levied and collected on 
each proo lon, or fraction thereof, of distilled spirits or low wines produced 
in such a vinegar factory, to be paid by the proprietor of such factory, a tax of 
5 cents, which tax shall be assessed monthly by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, and shall be a first lien on the spirits produced, the factory, the stills, 
vessels, fixtures, and tools therein, and the lot or tract of land on which the 
8 is situated, from the time the spirits are in existence until the said tax 


Sec. 33. That section 3252 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as 
amended by section 5 of the act of March 1, 1879, be amended by striking out all 
after said number and inserting the following; 

No masb, wort, or wash, fit for distillation or for the production of spirits 
or alcohol, shall be made or fermented in any building or on ang premises other 
than a distillery duly authorized according to law; and no mash, wort, or wash 
so made and fermented shall be sold or removed from any distillery before be- 
ing distilled; and no person other than an authorized distiller shall, by distil- 
lation or by any other process, separate the alcoholic spirits from any fermented 
mash, wort, or wash; and no person shall use spirits or alcohol * * in 
manufacturing vinegar or any other article, or in any process of manufacture 
whatever, unless the spirits or alcohol so used shall have been produced in an 
authorized distillery and the tax thereon paid, Every person who violates any 
provision of this section shall be fined for each offense not less than $500 nor 
more than $5,000, and be imprisoned not less than six months nor more than 
two years: Pr That nothing in this section shall be construed to apply to 
fermented liquors or to fermented liquids used for the manufacture of vinegar 
exclusively. * * But it shall be lawful for manufacturers of vi to 
separate, bya vaporizing process, the alcoholic property from the mash produced 
by them, and condense the same by introducing it into the water or other liquid 
used in making vinegar. 

But no worm, goose-neck, pipe, conductor, or contrivance of any descrip- 
tion whatsoever w vapor mightin any manner be conve away or 
converted into distilled spirits of h proof shall be used or employed or be 
fastened to or connected with any ee u used for the manufact- 
ure of vinegar; nor shall any worm be perm on or near the premises where 
such vaporizing process is carried on. 

Nor shall any vinegar factory, for the manufacture of vinegar as aforesaid, 

permitted within 600 feet of any distillery or rectifying house. 

The manufacturer shall ding to be provided and used 
for that purpose, one or more receiving cisterns of sufficient capacity to hold all 
the low wines or distilled spirits produced during the day of twenty-four hours 
into whichs be conveyed the entire product of each day, the cistern an 
cistern-room to be cons in the manner to be — by the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue. Such s and the room in which they are con- 
tained shall bein charge and under lock and seal of the heater’ ae fren uger; 
and all locks and seals requisite for that purpose shall be provi by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue at the expense of the United States. 

On or before the third day after the spirits or low wines are conveyed into 
such cisterns they shall be drawn off under the supervision of the storekeeper 
and gauger; but before the same are drawn off, or any part thereof, they shall 
be gauged and peoo by tbe storekeeper and gauger, who shall ascertain and 
report to the collector of the district, in such manner as shall be prescribed by 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, the quantity of such spirits or low wines 
in wine and 2 lons. 

It shall be unlawful to manufacture any distilled spirits or low wines in 
any vinegar factory of a greater strength than 30 per cent. of proof spirits; and 
any spirits or low wines of a greater strength produced in a vinegar factory 
shall be forfeited to the United States, together with all the stills, tools, ma- 
1 utensils, materials, spirits, or low wines and vinegar on the premises 
of such factory. 

No person shall remove, or cause to be removed, from any vinegar factory 
or place where vinegar is made any vinegar or other fluid or material contain- 
ing a greater portion than 2 per cent, of proof 2 Any violation of this 
provision l incur a forfeiture of the vinegar, fluid, or material containing 


erect, in a room or 


1 
such proof spirits, and shall subject the person or guil of removin 
the same to punishment provided for any violation of th 7 on. S 
And all the provisions of sections and 3278 of the Revised Statutes 


of the United States are hereby exten and made applicable to all premises 
wherein vinegar is manufactured, to all man of vinegar and their 
workmen or other persons employed by them.’ 

“Src. 34. That every manufacturer vineas shall register his bug maies 4 
paratus with the collector of the district in same manneras is now req 
concerning stills set up, and be s to all the penalties provided in section 
3258 of the Revised Statutes of the United States for having in possession such 
an apparatus set up and not so b 

“Sec, 35. That every manufacturer of vinegar, before commencing or con- 
tinuing business, shall give duplicate notice in wri „ subscribed by him, to 
the collector of the district in which the business is to be carried on, stating his 
name and residence, and, if a firm, company, or corporation, the name an 
residence of each member thereof; the precise place where such business is to 
be carried on; a particular description of the premises to be occupied and of the 
mash-tubs and fermenting-tubs and of the vaporizing and condensing apparatus 
to be used by him; also whether the factory was established and operated as a 
vinegar factory prior to March 1, 1879, or not; the distance of said factory in a 
direct line from the nearest distillery or rectifying house; the day when the 
manufacturer will commence to operate, and all such additional particulars as 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may from time to time prescribe; and 
every person failing to give such notice or giving a false or fraudulent notice 
shall be liable to the penalties provided in section 3259 ofthe Revised Statutes 
of the United States. : 

“Sec. 36. That every manufacturer of vinegar Š paap before commencing or 
continuing the business, and on the Ist day of y on each succeeding year, 
give a bond in the form prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
conditioned that he shall faithfully comply with all provisions of law concerning 
the manufacture of vinegar by the use of alcoholic vapor. 

“Said bond shall be, with at least two sureties, approved by the collector of 
the district, and for a penal sum of $5,000. A new bond may be required in any 
contingency affecting the validity or impairing the efficiency of the previous 
bond, at the discretion of the collector or the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
Any manufacturer of vinegar as defined in this act who shall commence or con- 
tinue the business after the passage of this act without ving such bond, or who 
fails or refuses to renew the same, or who gives any orged, or fraudulent 
bond shall forfeit his factory and tus and shall be fined not less than 
$500 nor more than $56,000, and imp: ed not less than six months nor more 
than two years. 

“Sec, 37. Every manufacturer of vinegar by the vaporizing process or person 
employed in such factory who, in the absence of the storekeeper and gauger or 
person designated to act as storekeeper and gauger, uses or causes or its 
to be used any material for the purpose of making wort, or beer, or for 
the production of spirits or low wines, or removes any spirits or low wines shall 
forfeit and pay a tax of 90 cents per proof gallon on the spirits s0 3 dis- 
tilled, or removed, and in addition thereto be liable to a penalty of $1,000. 

“Sec, 38. That every manufacturer of vin keep a book in the form 
prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in which he shall enter 
daily the kind and quantity of all materials purchased by him and brought 
upon the mises to be used in the man ure of vinegar, and from whom 
pureh „the kind and quantity used each day, the quantity and strength of 
the vinegar manufactured, and the quantity sold or removed from the factory, 
and any other particulars that may from time to time be bed by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue. Said book shall be kept at the factory, shall be 

reserved for two yearsafter the last entry is made therein, and shall constantly 
be open to the inspection of any revenue officer; and whenever any manufact- 
urer of vinegar shall omit or refuse to vide said book, or to make the entries 
required to made therein, or shall make any false and fraudulent entry 
therein, or shall fail to preserve said book for the period required, or shall not 
produce said book for the ins: ion of any revenue officer, with intent to de- 
fraud, the factory, apparatus, the vinegar manufactured or in process of manu- 
facture,and all personal property on said premises used in the business there 
carried on shall be forfeited to the United States, 

“Sec. 39. The storekeepers assigned to vinegar factories shall keep, in a book 
to be provided for that purpose and in the manner pers the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, a daily account of the kind and —— of material 
brought upon the premises and used in 
tity and strength of the vi made, and the 
the factory, and shall enter said book all othe: joulars, 
other records and make such reports of the operation of the factory as the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue may require. 

“Sec. 40. That every e, cask, or barrel containing vinegar manufactured 
by the alcoholic vapo: Pegs shall have plainly marked thereon when it 
leaves the factory, and shall be so kept plainly marked while it contains such 
vinegar, the words ‘Spirit vinegar Any person or persons manufacturing, 
selling, or having in possession the purposes of sale any such vinegar con- 
tain an 8 cape p barrel not so marked shall upon conviction thereof 
pay a fine of $5 for each an every such package, cask, or barrel, and in addition 
thereto ery the costs of prosecution. 

“Src. 41. tthe Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, may make all such regulations, not inconsistent 
with the provisions of this act, as may be necessary to give full effect thereto." 


Mr. CARLISLE. On this amendment I ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 164, nays 138, not 
voting 25; as follows: 


YEAS—164. i 
Browne, Va. Haugen, 
Allen, Mich. Buchanan, N. J. De Haven, Hayes, 
derson, urrows, Lano, Henderson, Iowa 
Arnold, Burton, Dingley, Hermann, 
Atkinson, Pa. dwell, ver, ill, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Candler, Mass. Dorsey, Hopkins, . 
Baker, Cannon, Dunnell, Houk, 
Banks, Carter, Evans, Kennedy, 
Bartine, Caswell, Ewart, Kerr, Iowa 
Bayne, Ch 5 y „ 
with, Chip Featherston, Kinsey, 
Belden, Clark, Wis. Finley, Knapp, 
Belknap, Clunie, Flick, Y, 
Bergen, well, Flood, La Follette, 
Bingham, Coleman, k, Laidlaw, 
i Comstock, Funston, Lansing, 
Boo! 5 Conger, ear, Laws, 
Boutelle, Cooper, Ohio Gifford, Lehlbach, 
Bowden, Covert, reen d, 
Brewer, Craig, Grosvenor, K 
Brosius, Culbertson, Pa, $ Mason, 
Brower, Cutcheon, Hansbrough, McComas, 
Browne, T. M. Dalzell, Harmer, McCord, 
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McCormick, Owen, Ind. Scull, Taylor, Tenn. 
MoKenna, yne, Sherman, Thomas, 
McKinley, Perkins, Simonds, Thompson, 
les, Pickler, Smith, III. Townsend, Colo. 
Milliken, Pugsley, Smith, W. Va. Townsend, 
Moffitt, Quackenbush, Smyser, Turner, N. V. 
Moore, N. H. Quinn, Snider, Vandever, 
vc | Raines, Spon: Van Schaick, 
Morrill, Randall, phenson, Faddill, 
Morrow, Ray, Stewart, V. Wade. 
Morse, Rey burn, ivers, Walker, Mass, 
udd, ©, Stockbridge, Wallace, Mass, 
Niedringhaus, Rockwell, Struble, Wheeler, Mich. 
Nute, Rowell, Sweney, ham, 
O'Donnell, Russell Tarsney, Williams, Ohio 
O’ Neil, Mass, Sanford, Taylor, E. B. Wilson, Ky. 
O'Neill, Pa. Sawyer, Taylor, III. Wilson, Wash. 
Osborne, Scranton, Taylor, J.D. ley. 
NAYS—138. 
Abbott, Cowles, Lee, Robertson, 
Alderson, p. Lester, Ga. gers, 
Allen, Miss. Culberson, Tex. Lester, Va. Rowland, 

n = Cummings, Lewis, Rusk, 
Andrew, Daigas, er, Sayers, 
Barnes, Davidson, M 5 Seney, 
Barwig, Dibble, Mansur, Shively, 

B ery, Martin, Ind, Skinner, 
Blan Dunphy, Martin, Tex. Springer 
Bland, mun McAdoo, Inecker, 
Blount, Elliott, McCarthy, Stewart, 
er, lis, McClammy, Stewart, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ark, Enloe, McClellan, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fitch, McCreary, Stump, 
Brickner, Fithian, McMillin, Tillman, 
Brookshire, Flower, McRae, 2 
Brown, J. B. orman, Mills, er, 
Brunner, Forney, Montgomery, Turner, Ga, 
„Va. Fowler, Moore, Tex. Turpin, 
Buckalew. Geissenhainer, Morgan, Venable. 
Bunn, Gest, Mutchler, Wallace, N. X. 
Butterworth, Gibson, Washington, 
Bynum, Goodnight, O’Ferrall, Watson, 
Grimes, Outhwaite, Wheeler, Ala. 
Candler, Ga, Hare, Ow: Ohio Whiting, 
a e Hato, no ol se ges 
riton, es, ynter, e, 
Caruth, Heard, Peel, Wiley, 
Catchings, Henderson, III. Penington, Wilkinson, 
Cheadle, en x Perry, Williams, III. 
Clarke, Ala. Herbert, eree, Wilson, Mo. 
Clements, Hitt, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cobb, Holman, Price, Yoder, 
Cooper, Ind, Kerr, Pa. Reilly, 
Cothran, Lanham, Ri N 
NOT VOTING--25. 
Ban Hooker, Payson, Turner, Kans, 
Bullock, Kelley. Peters, Walker, Mo. 
Clancy, Kilgore, Phelan, Willcox, 
Connell, Lane, Reed, Iowa Wright, 
Crain, Lawler, Spinola, 
Grout, Norton, Stockdale, 
Hemphill, O'Neall, Ind. Stone, Mo. 
So the amendment was adopted. 


On motion of Mr. MCKINLEY, by unanimous consent, the reading 
of the names was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair isinformed that this concludes the read- 
ing of the amendments; and the question ison the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

The question recurred on the of the bill. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution to 
recommit the bill to the Committee on Ways and Means with instruc- 
tions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Mr. McKINLEY. Upon that I demand the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The question recurred on the motion to recommit with instructions. 
Mr. CARLISLE. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 140, nays 164, not 
voting 23; as follows: 


YEAS—140, 

Abbott, "i Breckinridge, Ky. Caruth, Cummings, 
Alderson, Brickner, Catchings, k 
Allen, Miss. Brookshire, Chipman, Davidson, 
Anderson, Miss. Brown, J. B. Clancy, Dibble, 
Andrew, Brunner, Clarke, Ala. Dockery, 
Barnes, Buchanan, Va. Clements, Dunphy, 
Barwig, Buckalew, unie, Ed mun 
Biggs, un. 8 Ell 

P, Bynum, Cooper, Ind. Ellis, 
Bland, Campbell Covert, Enloe, 
Blount, Candler, Ga. Cowles, tch, 
Boatner, Carlisle, Crisp, Fithian, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Carlton, Culberson, Tex. Flower, 


Forman, Magner, 
Forney, Maish, Paynter, 
owler, r. Peel, 
Geissenhainer, Martin, Ind. Penington, 
ibson, Martin, Tex, Iry, 
Goodnight, McAdoo, Pierce, 
es, Carthy, Price, 
Hare, McClammy, Quinn, 
atch, illy, 
Hayes, McCreary, ichardson, 
Haynes, MeMillin, Robertson, 
eard, McRea, Rogers, 
Hemphill, Mills, Rowland, 
Henderson, N.C, Montgomery, Rusk, 
erbert, oore, Sayers, 
Holman, Morgan, Seney, 
Kerr, Pa. Mutchler, Shively, 
Lanham, Skinner, 
` oF Springer, 
Lester, Ga. O'Neil, Mass. Stahlnecker, 
Lester, Va. Outhwaite, Stewart, Ga, 
Lewis, wens, Ohio Stewart, Tex. 
NAYS—164, 
Adams, Craig, La Follette, 
Allen, Mich. Culbertson, Pa. Laidlaw, 
Anderson, Kans, Cutcheon, Lansing, 
Arnold, Dalzell, Laws, 
Atkinson, Pa Darlington, Lehlbach, 
Atkinson, W. Va. De Haven, Lind, 
er, De Lano, Lodge, 
Banks, Dingley, Mason, 
Bartine, Dolliver, McComas, 
ne, Dorsey, McCord, 
Beckwith, Dunnell, McCormick, 
Belden, Evans, McKenna, 
Belknap, Farquhar, McKinley, 
Bergen, Finley, Miles, 
Bingham, Flick, - Milliken, 
Bliss, FI Moffitt, 
Boothman, Frank, Moore, N. H. 
Boutelle, Funston, Morey, 
den, Gear, Mo: 5 
Brewer, Morrow, 
SAOR Simo, Morao; 
rower, reenhalge, 
Browne, T. M. Grosvenor, N iedringhaus, 
Browne, Va. Hall, ute, 
Buchanan, N. J, lansbrough, O'Donnell, 
Burrows, Harmer, O'Neill, Pa. 
Burton, Haugen, Osborne, 
Butterworth, Henderson, III. Owen, Ind. 
Caldwell Henderson, Iowa Payne, 
Candler, Mass. Hermann, Perkins, 
Cannon, ill, Pickler, 
Swen Hopkins, Pass 
well. op ugsley, 
Cheadle, ouk, uackenbush, 
Cheatham, Kelley, nes, 
Clark, Wis. 1 — 
88 5 err, lowa y 
Coleman, Ketcham, Re barn, 
Comstock, Kinsey, Rife, 
Conger, Knapp, Rockwell, 
Cooper, Ohio Lacey, Rowell, 
NOT VOTING—23, 
Bankhead, Featherston, Norto: 
Bullock, Grout, O’ Neall, Ind, 
Connell, Hooker, son, 
Cot Kilgore, 
Crain Lane, Phelan 
Ewart, ‘Lawler, b Towa 


So the motion to recommit was rejected. 


Wilkinson, 
Willcox, 
Williams, III. 
Wilson, Mo. 


yser, 
Snider, 
Spooner, 


Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, Tenn, 
Thomas, 


Turner, Kans, 
Walker, Mo. 


Mr. MCKINLEY. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 


récapitulation of the vote. 
There was no objection. 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 140 and the nays 


164. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 


Mr. McKINLEY. I desire at this time to ask unanimous consent 
that the Clerk be instructed to renumber the paragraphs, made neces- 


sary by new sections having been adopted. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 


There was no objection. 


The SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of the bill. 
Mr. McKINLEY. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 


164, nays 142, not voting 21; as follows: 


YEAS—164. 

Adams, Bowden, Cogswell, 
Allen, Mich. Brewer, A 
Anderson, Kans, Brosius, Conger, 
Arnold, Brower, Cooper, Ohio 
Atkinson, Pa. Browne, T. M. g. 
Atkinson, W.Va. Browne, Va. Culbertson, Pa, 
Baker, Buchanan, N. J. Outcheon, 
Ban Burrows, 1, 
Bartine, Burton, Darlington, 
Bayne, Butterworth, De Haven, 
Beckwith, well, De Lan 

Iden, Candler, Mass. Dingley, 
Belknap, non, Dolliver, 
Bergen, rsey 
Bingham, Caswell, a 

ans, 
thman, Chi k 

Boutelle, Clark, Wis. % 
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Hitt, Miles, y, Taylor, E. B. 
Hopkins, Milliken, Reyburn, Taylor, III. 
ouk, Moffitt, ife, Taylor, J. D. 
Kelley, Moore, N. H. Rockwell, Taylor, Tenn. 
Kennedy, Morey, well, Thomas, 
Kerr, Iowa Morrill, Russell, Thompson, 
5 Morrow, Sanford, Townsend, Colo. 
Kinsey, orse, Sawyer, Townsend, Pa, 
Knapp, Mudd, Scranton, Vandever, 
y, Niedringhaus, Scull, Van Schaick, 
La Follette, Nu Sherman, Waddill, 
Laidlaw, O'Donnell, Simonds, Wade, 
Lansing, O'Neill, Pa. Smith, III. Walker, Mass. 
WS. Osborne, Smith, W. Va. Wallace, Mass. 
Lehlbach, Owen, Ind. Smyser, Wallace, N. Y. 
Lind, Payne, Snider, atson, 
Lodge, Perkins, Spooner, Wheeler, Mich. 
Mason, Pickler, Stephenson, Wickham, 
McComas, Post, Stewart, Vt. Williams, Ohio 
McCord, Pugsley, Stivers, Wilson, Ky. 
McCormick, Quackenbush, Stockbridge, Wilson, Wash. 
McKenna, Raines, Struble, 3 
McKinley, Randall, Sweney, Yardley. 
NAYS—142 
Abbott, Covert, Lanham, Richardson, 
Alderson, Cowles, Lee, Robertson, 
Allen, Miss. Crain, Lester, Ga, rs, 
Anderson, Miss. p, Lester, Va. Rowland, 
8 ee Tex. rede Rusk, 
nes, ummings, er, Sayers, 
Barwig, rgan, Maish, Seney, 
Bi, Davidson, Mansur, Shively, 
Blan Dibble, Martin, Ind, Skinner, 
Bland, Dockery, Martin, Tex. Springer, 
Blount, Dunphy, McAdoo, Stahlnecker, 
Boatner, Edmunds, McCarthy, Stewart, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ellfbtt, McClammy, Stewart, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Ellis, McClellan, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, Enloe, eCreary, Stump, 
Brookshire, Featherston, MeMillin, Tarsney, 
Brown, J. B. Fitch, Rae, Tillman, 
Brunner, Fithian, Mills, Tracey, 
Buchanan, Va. Flower, Montgomery, Tucker, 
Buckalew, orman, Moore, Tex. Turner, Ga, 
Bunn, Forney, Morgan, Turner, N. V. 
Bynum, Fowler, Mutchler, Turpin, 
Campbell, Geissenhainer, Venable, 
Candler, Ga. Gibson, Ferrall, Washington, 
Carlisle, Goodnight, O'Neil, Mass. Wheeler, Ala. 
Carlton, Grimes, Outhwaite, Whiting, 
ee Hare, Owens, Ohio Whitthorne, 
Hatch, rrett, Wike, 
Chipman, Hayes, Paynter, Wilkinson, 
cy, Haynes, Peel, Willcox, 
Clarke, Ala. Heard, Penington, Williams, III. 
Clements, Hemphill, rry, Wilson, Mo. 
Clunie, Henderson, N. C. Pierce, Wilson, W. Va. 
bb, Herbert, Price, Yoder, 
Colems Holman, Quinn, 
Cooper, Ind, Kerr, Pa. Reilly, 
NOT VOTING—2L 
Bankhead, Kilgore, Peters, Turner, Kans, 
Bullock, ne, Phelan, Walker, Mo. 
Connell, Lawler, Reed, lowa Wiley. 
bran, Norton, Spinola, 
Grout, O'Neall, Ind. Stockdale, 
Hooker, Payson, Stone, Mo. 


Mr. McKINLEY. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
recapitulation of the vote. 

Mr. BLAND. This is a very important vote, and I think gentlemen 
ought to know how they are recorded. 

When the affirmative vote had been recapitulated, 

Mr. BLAND said: I withdraw the demand for the reading of the 


names. 
mee McCREARY. I think we had better go on with the recapitu- 
tion. 

The recapitulation of the vote was then resumed and concluded, 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 164, noes 142, and 
the bill is . [Loud applause on both sides of the House. 

Mr. McKINLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States was 

communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who 
also announced that the President had approved and signed acts and a 
joint resolution of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 9205) to grant a pension to Julia A. Erskine; 

An act (H. R. 6624) increasing the pension of Walter P. Harrison; 

An act (H. R. 9041) to increase the pension of William Harville; 

An act (H. R. 5862) granting a pension to Margaret L. Austin; 

An act (H. R. 5886) granting a pension to David Deans; 

An act (H. R. 2 — granting a pension to Mary A. Wood; 

An act (H. R. 7329) granting a pension to Herman Day; 

An act (H. R. 7414) granting a pension to Washington F. Short; 

An act 125 R. 7743) granting a pension to Allen Feathers; 

An act (H. R. 7765) granting a pension to James T. Irwin; 

An act (H. R. pa granting a pension to Johnson Reddick; 

An act (H. R. 6775) to pension R. C. Martin for services rendered in 
the war with Mexico; 


An act (H. R. 3872) to amend section 2591 of the Revised Statutes of 
the ery States, designating ports of delivery in the district of Mich- 
igan; an 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 12) anthorizing the use and improvement 
of Fort Sewall, at Marblehead, Mass. 

HOUR OF MEETING, 

Mr. McKINLEY. I now ask unanimous consent to vacate the order 
for the daily session at 11 o’clock a. m., so that hereafter, until other- 
wise ordered, we meet at 12 0’clock m. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Pending that, 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that that committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7898) granting to the Duluth and Winnipeg Railroad 
Company a right of way through certain Indian reservations in Minne- 
sota. 


NEGOTIATION OF INDIANS FOR PURCHASE OF LANDS. ` 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President; which, witli documents, was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 20th instant, from the Secretary 
of the Interior, and 3 correspondence, in the matter of the request 
of the Seminole Nation of Indians for negotiations with the Creek Nation of In- 
dians for the purchase of an additional quantity ofland, being about 25,000 acres, 
for the use of the Seminoles. The request is based upon the fact that former 
3 do not embrace all of the lands upon wh the Seminole Indians 

ave made improvements and which by the corrected survey were given to the 
Creeks. The money to be paid for these lands is to be reimb' to the Gov- 
ernment by the Seminoles, 
BENJ. HARRISON, 


ExXEcuTIvEe Mansiox, May 21, 1890. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted, as follows: 
To Mr. QUACKENBUSH, for one week, on account of important busi- 


ness. 

To Mr. COOPER, of Ohio, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. SAWYER, for Thursday, May 22. . 

To Mr. FITHIAN, until the 10th of June, on account of important 
business. 

Mr. YARDLEY, for this week. f 

TRUSTS, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as conferees on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. 1) to protect trade and 
commerce against unlawful restraints and monopolies, or what is known 
as the trust bill, Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, Mr. STEWART of Vermont, and 
Mr, BLAND. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BAKER. Pending the motion to adjourn, Lask unanimous con- 
sent to pass the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. MILLS. Regular order. 

Mr. BAKER. It relates to the business of the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. MILLS, Regular order. : 

The motion of Mr. MCKINLEY was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 5 o'clock and 18 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until 12 o’clock 
to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 3 


ROAD FROM ANTIETAM TO THE NATIONAL CEMETERY. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, for the con- 
sideration of Congress, a communication from the Secretary of War, 
submitting an estimate of an appropriation for the completion of the 
road from Antietam to the national cemetery, Maryland—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, 

PATRICK M'INTYRE VS. UNITED STATES, 

Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a certified copy of the findings and opinion of the court in the case of 
Patrick McIntire rs. United States, No. 15549, being identical with 
No. 1159 Congressional—to the Committee on War Claims, 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following memorial and resolu- 
tion at the State Legislature of Kentucky was presented and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: Memorial and resolution of the Legislature 


— 
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of the State of Kentucky, favoring the erection of a public buil 
at Bowling Green, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
TOUN 


— 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama (by request): 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be,and they are hereby, 
instructed to report to this House for its consideration by Monday, the 26th da, 
of May, 1890, House of Representatives bill No. 7162, entitled “A bill to establis 
a system of subtreasuries,and for other purposes,” and that Tuesday, the 10th 
day of June, 1590, after sixty minutes of the morning hour shall have passed, 
be fixed for the consideration in Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union of said bill, and to continue from day to day until disposed of; 


to the Committee on Rules, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and dis of as follows: 

Mr. GEST, from Committee on War Claims, reported with amend- 
ment the bill of the House (H. R. 3234) for the relief of Hiram Somer- 
ville—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 

rted with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 4445) for the re- 

f of Harvey J. Sexton—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the following 
bills of the House; which were severally referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 2976) for the relief of Lydia A. Magill, administratrix; 

A bill (H. R. 8164) for the relief of Jackson Briscoe; and 

A bill (H. R. 7637) for the relief of heirs of Catherine Morin. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, from the Committee on War Claims, 
Lh hve favorably the following bills of the Senate; which were sever- 

y referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (8. — for the relief of William Bushby; and 

A bill (S. 2532) for the relief of William H. Atkins, formerly com- 
missary sergeant, United States Army. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported fav- 
orably the bill of the House (H. R. 1066) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion and grant an honorable discharge to William W. Carter—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the following bills of the House: 

A bill (H. R. 6818) for the relief of E. W. Goude, widow of C. F. 


Goude; 


ods bill (H. R. 9467) for the relief of heirs of David and Barbette 
A bil Lo R. 8514) for the relief of Pierre Breaux, of Terre Bonne 


uisiana 
A bill (H. R. 9687) for the relief of the estate of B. S. Hullum; 
A bill (H. R. 7543) for the relief of the estate of B. B. Neville, de- 


A bill (H. k. 9442) for the relief of the estate of Rebecca V. Packer; 

A bill 61 R. 9444) ſor the relief of the estate of John Shelton; 
Wright: H. R. 9469) for the relief of the estate of C. G. and Celeste 

right; 

A bill (H. R. 9468) for the relief of the estate of Eliza A. Carradine; 

A bill (H. R. 9610) for the relief of the estate of John M. Campbell, 


A bill (H. R. 9441) for the relief of Charles Sidney Lobdell; and 

A bill (H. R. 1931) for the relief of John A. Heard; 
reported in lieu thereof the following resolution: 4 

Resolved, That the follo bills (H. R. Nos, 6818, 9467, 8514, 9687, 7543, 9442, 9444, 
9469, 9468, 9610, 9441, and 1931) for the relief of Charles F, Goude, David and Bar- 
bette Carb, Pierre estate of B. S. Hullum, C. C. Russell, administratrix 
B. B. Neville, deceased; W W. Rosary keson. administrator of Rebecca V. Packer, 
deceased; R. L. Shelton, administrator of John Shelton, d C. G. and ©, 
Wright, Eliza A. Carradine, John M. Campbell, Charles 8, Lobdell, and J. A. 
Heard, A pge with all accompanying papers, be, and the same are hereby, re- 
ferred to Court of Claims under the provisions of the acts of com- 
monly known as the “ Bowman act" and an act to provide for the bringing of 
suits against the Government of the United States, approved March 3, 1887; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House. : 

Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 8538) for the relief of James C. 
Slaght—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 7709) to erect a monu- 
ment to the division of regulars on the battle-field of Gettysburgh—to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were intro- 
duced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 
By Mr, HEMPHILL: A bill (H. R. 10364) to amend the charter of 


the Eckington and Soldiers“ Home Railway Company—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Washington: A bill (H. R. 10365) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Columbia River by the Oregon 
Railway Extensions Company—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 10387) to establish 
the rating of chief draughtsman, in the Bureau of Construction and 
Repair, Navy Department—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania (by request): A bill (H. R. 
10388) to prohibit book-making of any kind and pool-selling in the 
District of Columbia for the purpose of gaming—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 10366) granting a pension to Rollo 
Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 10367) for relief of William 
McGee, of Warren County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10368) for the relief of the estate of Z. C. Offutt, 
deceased, late of Washington County, Mississippi—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. ENLOE (by request): A bill (H. R. 10369) for the relief of 
William J. Manley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 10370) for the relief of John W. Jamie- 
son, and to refer his claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 10371) for the relief of William E. 
Scott, of Blount County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R. 10372) for the relief of John H. Dock- 
strader—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. $ 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 10373) for the relief of the estate 
of A. V. Baxter, deceased, of De Soto County, Mississippi—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 10374) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Cynthia Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. -~ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10375) making payment to Fredrick Martin for 
a horse lost in the United States service—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. QUINN: A bill (H. R. 10376) granting a pension to Emilia 
Meyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. L 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 10377) for the relief of Richard 
P. Blackistone—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. ROGERS (by request): A bill (H. R. 10378) for the relief of L. 
J. Lawrence, of Pulaski County, Arkansas—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 10379) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against William Biambach—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 10380) for the relief of Will- 
ian Demelman, alias Charles W. Nutter—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10381) to place the name 
of Thomas Coleman on the military rolls—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10382) granting a pension to Mrs, D. E. Chap- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10383) for the relief of J. L. Rickman—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10384) granting a pension to Sarah Rickman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10385) granting a pension to Joseph D. Twed- 
dle—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 10386) for the relief 
5 8 Brown, of Jackson County, Alabama to the Committee on 

Var Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers were 
laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi: Petition of W. H. Patton and 
57 others, citizens of Clarke County, Mississippi, recommending the 
passage of House bill 5978—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of Rowland Fallwell, for pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLOUNT: Petition of farmers of Jones County, Georgia, in 
favor of Senate bill 2716, for improving Galveston Harbor—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 5 

Also, petition from citizens of Crawford County, Georgia, in favor 


of Senate bill 2716, for improving Galveston Harbor—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. ; 

Also, petition of W. A. Davis and 12 others, from Bibb County, 
Georgia, for passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of W. J. Farr and 11 others, from Upson County, 
Georgia, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition frem Jasper County, Georgia, favoring passage of 
House bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of T. Sherman Hunt and 30 others, em- 
ployés in the knitting works at Lansing, Mich., praying for the pas- 
sage of the McKinley tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of certain citizens of Michigan, against food adultera- 
tion—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Resolutions adopted by a mass-meeting in Penn- 
. in favor of McKinley bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, resolutions of another mass- meeting, in the same State, for the 
same purpose—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of a similar meeting, in the same State, favoring 
the same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, resolutions of another mass-meeting, in the same State, for the 
same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of another mass-meeting, in the same State, for the 
same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, in favor of the McKinley 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of other citizens of Pennsylvania, in favor of the same 
measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 185 cigar manufacturers of the ninth internal-reve- 
nue district of Pennsylvania, in favor of the McKinley bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition to Congress by 2,030 citizens of Pennsylvania, for in- 
crease of duty on Sumatra tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. y 

By Mr. BUNN: Petition of A. J. Joymer and 24 others, from North 
County, North Carolina, for H. R. 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of W. H. Norris and 35 others, from Wake County, 
Noni Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

Also, petition of Pittman Still and 37 others, from same county and 
State, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of N. R. West and 34 others, of Orange County, North 
Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. P. Edwards, of Wake County, North Carolina, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Samuel Faulk and 47 others, from Franklin County, 
North Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

By Mr. CHEATHAM: Petition for the passage of House bill 7162— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition from citizens of North Carolina, for same measure—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition from other citizens of the same State, for the same 
measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition against House bill 283, known as Conger bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition for passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition favoring passage of same measure from certain citizens 
of North Carolina—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition from other citizens of same State, for same measure— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition from certain other citizens of same State, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition from other citizens of same State, for same purpose— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. D. White and 17 others, from Bertie County, 
North Carolina, for passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of S. H. Mallard and 39 others, from Jones County, 
2 Carolina, for same measure —to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

Also, petition of J. H. Mayfield and 267 others, from Warren County, 
3 Carolina, for the same measure to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of Levine Watson and 31 others, from Wilson County, 
3 Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of other citizens of North Carolina, for passage of same 
measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Aaron Prescott and 99 others, from Halifax County, 
a Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 


Also, petition of D. B. Kimball and 35 others, from Vance County, 
North Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 


Also, petition of F. G. Stall and 38 others, from Wilson County 
idee Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

Also, petition of Gabriel Hardison, of Craven County, North Caro- 
lina, praying that his claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition favoring the passage of a bill to establish a harbor at 
Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. COBB: Petition of A. W. Walker and 24 others, from Coosa 


County, Alabama, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Memorial of Grange 770, Jefferson County, Penn- 
sylvania, in favor of free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. ; 

Also, memorial of Grange No. 848, Westmoreland County, Pennsyl- 
vania, for the same purpose—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. A 

Also, memorial of Post 321, Grand Army of the Republic, Dayton, 
Armstrong County, Pennsylvania, in favorof dependent-pension bills 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DALZELL: Fourteen petitions of glass-workers, steel aud 
iron workers, and others, from the Twenty-second district of Penn- 
sylvania, for passage of the McKinley bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Petition of J. H. Blake, sr., and 15 others, 
citizens of Umatilla, Lake County, Florida, asking passage of House 
bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. W. Gatton and 4 others, members of Excelsior 
Alliance and Industrial Union, of San Antonio, Pasco County, Florida, 
asking passage of same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of J. R. Donovan and 38 others, from Jackson County, 
Florida, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


Also, petition of M. Barefoot and 13 others, from the same county and 


State, for the same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of A. T. Copenhaver and 27 others from Pasco County, 
Florida, for the same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petition from 60 citizens of the Twentieth Con- 
gressional district of New York, requesting the passage of the McKin- 
ley tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Paper relating to the bill granting a pension to 
Remaliah Preacher—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Resolutions of James Montgomery Post 158, 
Grand Army of the Republic, favoring donation of remainder of Fort 

military reservation to the State of Kansas for Kansas sqldiers’ 
home—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of importers and dealers in 
flax and jute goods of New York and Boston, fora reduction of the rate 
of duty on all manufactures of flax—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of county and city officials of Canton, S. 
Dak., for the of a bill prohibiting the transportation of intoxi- 
cating liquors into States adopting prohibition—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: Petition of S. B. Hendricks and 47 others, 
of Simpson County, Kentucky, asking passage of Butterworth bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of employés of the Pennsylvania Knit- 
ting Mills of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of the McKinley tariff bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, memorial of Edward V. Beade and 74 others, employés of knit - 
ting mill in the city of Philadelphia, Pa., for same mi the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the employés of John H. Bishop Universal Hosiery 
Mills, of same city and State, for the same measure—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. s 

Also, memorial of employés of Graham Reed’s Hosiery Mills, of same 
city, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of employés of Ernst Kagermann, of Kensington Dye 
Works, of same city, for the same measure—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, memorial of the employés of Justice Koch & Co., of same 
city, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

„ memorial of the employés of John Blood & Bros.’ Union Mills, 
of same city, for same measure to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of H. R. Moore and 17 others, from Scot- 
land County, Missouri, for passage of House bill 838—to the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of voters of Macon County, Missouri, for deep-water 
harbor at Galveston, Tex., and for passage of subtreasury plan House 
bill—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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Also, petition of citizens of Scotland County, Missouri, for harbor at 
Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition, numerously signed by citizens of Missouri, against 
the so-called Conger or compound-lard bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of Frank Norton and 1,700 others, em- 
ployés in the knit-goods industry at Toledo, Ohio, for the passage of 
the McKinley tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Protest of F. V. Kussebaum & Son, inst an 
increase of duty on foreign marble—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, remonstrance of C. M. Ganful and 18 others, citizens of Olden- 
burgh, Franklin County, Indiana, against an increase of duty on tin- 
plate—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Samuel C. Odell, of Jefferson County, 
Tennessee, for reference of claim to Court of Claims under provisions 
of Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition from citizens of New Mexico, asking Con- 
gress to reserve a national park, townships 17, 18, 19, and 20 north, of 
ranges 11, 12, and 13 east, in the Territory—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Memorial of the Commercial Club of Kansas City, 
asking Congress to provide such legislation as will bring about reciproc- 
ity of commerce with the Republic of Mexico—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania: Petition of officers and members of 
John Telford Post No. 590 ,Grand Army of the Republic, Harrison Low- 
man, post commander, of Westover, Clearfield County, Pennsylvania, 
asking for a service pension, and protesting against the Morrill bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Buy Mr. MCCOMAS: Petition of 40 citizens of Smithsburgh, Md., in 

favor of House bill 3978—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, in favor 
of passage of McKinley tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: Petition by 73 citizens of Grant 
County, Indiana, for the passage of the McKinley tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition by 43 citizens of same county and State, for same pur- 

to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOORE, of Texas: Petition of S. H. McMahan and 17 others, 
from Caldwell County, Texas, asking passage of House bill 7162—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of W. N. McCain and 99 others, from 
Tate County, Mississippi, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Petition of employés of the Western Union 
Telegraph Company, for all-night cars on the Washington and George- 
town Street Railroad—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Petition of the employés of S. 
Vernon, of the knitting mill, Putnamand Mascher streets, Philadel- 

hia, in support of the McKinley tariff bill—to the Committee on 
ays and Means. 

Also, petition of the 2 of Joseph Black & Sons, at the knit- 
ting mill, Tioga street and Trenton avenue, Philadelphia, in support 
of the McKinley bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of Concord Alliance, Labette County, 
Kansas, asking passage of sundry bills—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Fay Cox and 20 others, from Crawford County, Kan- 
sas, asking for same relief to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. PIERCE: Petition of D. L. Duke and others, from Weakly 
County, Tennessee, for passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. . 

By Mr. POST: Petition of C. T. Ottaway, of Canton, III., relative to 
tariff on guns to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition from the same person, relative to the tariff on cut- 
lery—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of F. W. Stetson, of Galesburgh, III., relative to the 
tariff on guns—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Babcock & Pierpont, of Galesburgh, III., relative to 
duty on cutlery—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of James R. Drysdale, of Brimfield, III., relative to 
tariff on granite—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of J. M. Cole, florist, of Peoria, III., against increase 
of duty on- roses, palms, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of J. C. Brock and others, citizens of 
New Bedford, Mass., asking passage of House bill 5978, prohibiting 
the transportation of intoxicating liquors in violation of law—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. ROGERS (by request): Memorial of various citizens of Arkan- 
sas, in relation to the depressed condition of agriculture—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


Also (by request), memorial of various citizens of Arkansas, in rela- 
tion to subtreasury bill and depressed agriculture—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of American flint-glass workers, of Find- 
lay, Ohio, favoring the McKinley tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

Also, petition of Isaac Kagg and 34 others, citizens of Seneca County, 
Ohio, favoring legislation against dealing in options and futures—to the 
Committee on Agriculture, á 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of various organizations of Schoharie 
County, New York, in favor of passage of House bill 5978—to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals, 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of M. H. Baffkin and 54 others, of Pas- 
quotank County, North Carolina, for passage of House bill 7162—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. N. White and 9 others, of Perquimans County, 
1 Carolina, for same measure —to the Committee on Ways an 

eans. 

Also, petition of M. J. Lourance and 14 others, of Gates County, 
r Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of T. Q. Copeland and 58 others, of Hertford County, 
Nora Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of W. H. Harrison and 9 others, of Washington County, 
2 rolina, for same measure —to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of D, B. F. Halsey and 8 others, of Washington County, 
North Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

Also, petition of A. N. Cutter and 114 others, of Beaufort County, 
Nath Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of J. T. Hodges and 43 others, from Pitt County, North 
Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. H. Davis and 40 others, from Hyde County, North 
Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of J. H. Miller and 50 others, from Pamlico County, 
North Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of B. H. Nixon and 17 others, from Beaufort County, 
she Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 5 

By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: Petition of J, W. Hansom and 13 
others, from Upson County, Georgia, for passage of House bill 7162— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition by citizens of Georgia, favoring passage of House bill 
2716—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Texas: Petition of L. J. Brown and 93 others, 
from Clayton County, Georgia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: Petition of glass-blowers of Baltimore, for 
passage of the McKinley bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois: Petition from citizens of Illinois, ask- 
ing that international copyright law be passed—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of G. C. Dixon, 8. 8. Burton, Wendell 
A. Anderson, and 52 others, citizens of the city La Crosse, Wis., pray- 
ing for the passage of laws for the perpetuation of the 8 
ing system, under which the interests of depositors will be protected 
by Government supervision, and to encourage and strengthen the 
national-banking system—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


rency. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: Petition of 69 citizens of 
Sharon, Pa., asking for the passage of the McKinley tariff bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 53 others, citizens of the same city, for the same 
measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 48 glass-workers of Beaver County, Pennsylvania, 
for the same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of 21 citizens of New Brighton, Pa., for the same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of Cigar-Makers’ International Union, No. 
68, Albany, N. Y., containing 250 signatures, protesting against in- 
crease of duty on imported leaf-tobacco—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Petition of operators in the mills of the 
National Knitting Company of Milwaukee, urging the speedy passage 
of the tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHITING: Petition of Mrs. Charles T. Walport, of the city 
of Washington, D. C., asking an investigation into the action of District 
Attorney Hoge—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: Petition of 51 employés of Norristown Knitting 
Mill, Montgomery County, Pennsylvania, asking for the passage of the 
McKinley tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5117 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY May 22, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. DP). 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


SEMINOLE INDIAN LANDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate and House of tatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 20th instant, from the Secretary 
of the Interior, and accom ying correspondence, in the matter of the request 
of the Seminole Nation of Indians for negotiations with the Creek Nation of In- 
dians for the purchase of an additional quantity of land, being about 25,000 
acres, for the use of the Seminoles, 

The request is based upon the fact that former purchases do not embrace all 
of the Jands upon which the Seminole Indians have made improvements, and 
which by the corrected survey were given tothe Creeks. The money to be paid 
for these lands is to be reimbursed to the Government 7 —.— Seminoles. 


J. HARRISON, 
EX&cuTIvVE Mansion, May 21, 1890. 
LYDIA K. WHITE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1207) granting a pension to 
Lydia K. White, a volunteer army nurse. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, in line 6, 
before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘twenty-five’’ and insert 
„twelve,“ and in line 12, after the word months,“ to strike out 
“from March 4, 1888.” 

Mr. BLODGETT. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments 
of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. PAYNE presented the credentials of Calvin S. Brice, chosen by 
the Legislature of Ohio Senator from that State for the term beginning 
March 4, 1891; which were read, and ordered to be filed. 


PETITIONS-AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I present a memorial of the national convention 
of wool-growers, held in the city of Washington, D. C., December 2 
to 9, 1889, presenting the claims of the wool-growers to full and ade- 
gune protection for the wool industry. As itis a paper of importance, 
move that the memorial be printed as a document and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I present a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
the city of Seattle, in the State of Washington, prayiug for an appro- 
priation of sufficient money to renew the cable between Tatoosh Island 
and Cape Flattery, and for the repair of the Government telegraph line 
from Cape Flattery to the nearest point of connection with the lines of 
private companies. I move that the petition be referred tothe Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition collected by the National 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, signed by 426 citizensof Michi- 
gan, praying for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of employés of the knitting-works at 
Lansing, Mich., praying for the passage of the McKinley tariff bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of G. Neitzel, of Peru, III., pray- 
ing for an adjustment of his claim for bounty, which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I present resolutions adopted by the New York 
State Dairymen’s Association, reciting that the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States known as the original-package decision, al- 
lowing goods to be shipped from one State to another under the inter- 
state-commerce clause, unless restricted in its application, is inimical 
to the dairy interests of New York. The association in its petition 
prays for the enactment by Congress of such suitable laws as will pro- 
tect our citizens on account of this decision. 

I move the reference of the resolutions to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill being before the Senate, the pe- 
tition will lie on the table. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is no bill on that subject before the Senate, 
so far as I am aware. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the petition to re- 
fer to original 

Mr. HISCOCK. It asks for original legislation, as I suppose, in re- 
spect to the shipment of oleomargarine from one State to another. No 
bill has yet been presented on that subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of Larrabee Post, No. 164, Grand 


Army of the Republic, af Russell, Kans., praying for the passage of a 
service-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 


He also presented a petition of Post No. 74, Department of Nebraska, 
Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the passage of Senate bill 496, 
to remove the limitations in the act granting arrears of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of J. R. Matlock and 14 other mem- 
bers of the Farmers’ Alliance, of Crawford County, Kansas; the peti- 
tion of John Keck and 16 other members of the Farmers’ Alliance, of 
Crawford County, Kansas, and the petition of W. J. Longfellow and 
15 other members of the Farmers’ Alliance, of Crawford County, Kan- 
sas, praying for the passage of the Vance subtreasury or warehouse bill, 
for the free and unlimited coinage of silver, and for a deep-water har- 
bor at Galveston, Tex.; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM presented sundry petitions, signed by numerous citi- 
zens of the State of Illinois, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest 
law; which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of Florian Zugg, of Peoria, III., pray- 
ing that an act of Congress may be passed for his relief by and through 
which letters patent may be granted to him for improvements in gas- 
burning ap tus; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a petition of the mayor and city offi- 
cers of the city of Canton, Lincoln County, South Dakota, praying for 
the passage of a bill making it unlawful to transport intoxicating liq- 
uors from one State or Territory into any other State or Territory hay- 
ing prohibitory laws; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of D. P. Mills and other employés 
in knitting mills at Naugatuck, Conn., praying for the passage of the 
McKinley tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the national convention of 
mutual life and accident underwriters, praying for a reduction of letter 
postage to one cent an ounce or fraction thereof; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of survivors of the Mexican 
war, residing in the State of Ohio, praying for the erection of a monu- 
ment to General Zachary Taylor; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Library. mus 

Mr, PAYNE presented three petitions of citizens of Ohio, praying for 
the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which were referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. $ 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of citizens of Alachua County, 
Florida, praying for the passage of certain legislation to relieve the 
present depressed condition of agriculture; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented resolutions of the Board of Trade of Savannah, Ga., 
favoring a change in Schedule F, relating to tobacco and manufactures 
thereof, in the McKinley tariff bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. i 

Mr. BLODGETT presented a petition of 64 citizens of New Jersey, 
praying for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of James D. Steel and 44 other o 
tives in the knitting mill at Wiconisco, Pa., and a petition of Wi 
Hetrick and 133 other operatives in the knitting mill of Justus Koch 
& Co., in Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the of the McKinley 
tariff bill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of 143 citizens of Plainville, Conn., 
praying for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was re- 

erred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of Fred. C. Bronson and 36 
other employés of the knitting works at Mazouranie, Wis., and the 
petition of Maggie Hughes and 277 other employés of the knitting 
works at Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the passage of the McKinley 
tariff bill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented three petitions of citizens of Ohio, praying 
for the passage of a Sunday-rest bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of 27 citizens of Illinois, pray- 
ing for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; whieh was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition of 157 citizens of New York, pray- 
ing for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CALL. I present a petition of C. Bevill and a number of other 
citizens of Sumter County, in the State of Florida, stating their belief 
that the present depressed condition of agriculture can be greatly re- 
lieved by a change in the financial system of the Government so as to 
give the volume of the circulating medium a flexible quality equal to 
the fluctuation in demand ee by the marketing of the produets of 
agriculture, and praying ſor relief in that direction by the passage of 
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House bill 7163 or Senate bill 2806. I move that the petition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, PLUMB presented a petition of Bluff Alliance, No. 938, of Sum- 
ner County, Kansas, praying for certain financial legislation; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of John A. Martin Post 93, Department 
of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Atchison, Kans., praying 
for the donation to the State of Kansas of the remainder of the Fort 
Dodge military reservation for the eed “rp of asoldiers’ home; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a petition of the Wage-Workers’ Political 
Alliance of Washington, D. C., praying that Moses Harman, of Valley 
Falls, Kans., be allowed to publish whatever he pleases in his humani- 
tarian periodical, which I move be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, in connection with the draught of a bill for his relief, which 
accompanies the petition. 

The motion was agreed to; 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition of the Free Baptist Church and 
Sunday-school and the Congregational Church and Sunday-school at 
Blackstone, Mass., praying for the passage of a national Sunday-rest 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of 30 citizens of Verdon, Rich- 
ardson County, Nebraska, praying for the passage of a national Sunday- 
restlaw; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on the Census, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3873) to amend an act entitled An act to provide for tak- 
ing the eleventh and subsequent censuses, approved March 1, 1889, 
and amended January 23, 1890, in relation to the compensation of su- 
pervisors and enumerators of census, reported it without amendment, 

Mr. HALE. In the absence of the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER], the chairman of the Committee on Immigration, I 
submit a report concerning the workings of the laws relative to immi- 
gration from foreign countries into the United States, which I ask may 
be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed under the rule. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill, reported it favorably, and moved its 
reference to the Committee on Appropriations, and that it be printed; 
which was agreed to: 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3167) authorizing the appointment of Henry 
Haymond to the position of captain in the Army and to place him on 
the retired-list, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
3095) for the relief of Joseph C. Grissom, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 151) for the relief of J. L. Cain and others, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MOODY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted rts thereon: 

A bill * 1712) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Gudgell; and 

A bill (S. 3756) for the relief of William Elmendorf. 

Mr. MOODY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1668) granting a peace to Henry Poling, submit- 
ted arf adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3840) to remove the charge of desertion against 
George Fetterman, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

- He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
3521) for the reliefof Timothy Hennessey, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 200) for the establishment of a navy yard and dry-dock on 
the Government reservation near Algiers, La., with an appropriation 
therefor, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2080) authorizing the restoration of the name of 
Thomas H. Ca: ter, late captain Seventeenth United States Infantry, 
to the rolls of the Army, and providing that he be placed on the list of 
re officers, reported it with an amendment, and subinitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. N granting a pension to Eva T. Blake; 

A bill (H. R. 4190) granting a pension to Mrs. Susannah D. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 8474) to restore the name of Belinda Lloyd to the pen- 
sion-roll and pay her a pension; 


5098) for the relief of William A. Berge; 

6153) granting a pension to Elizabeth Bennett; 

bill (H. R. 7513) granting a pension to Pauline M. Beach; and 
bill (H. R. 6211) granting a pension to John S. Lozier. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, te whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3130) to correct the military record of William 
Smith, of Tennessee, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 2011) granting a pension to Susanna Mitts, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HIGGINS, from the Committeeon Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1195) for the relief of Snowden & Mason, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I am instructed by the Committee on Claims to re- 
port an amendment to Senate bill 1187, for the relief of the Washing- 
ton Iron Works, in substitution of the bill already reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed substitute will be printed 
and placed on the Calendar with the bill, 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Education and Labor, towhom 
was referred the bill (S. 947) to restrict the use and sale of opium in 
the District of Columbia and the Territories of the United States, re- 
ported it with amendments. * 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 3902) to amend an act entitled 
„An act to regulate commerce, approved February 4, 1887; which 
8 twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate 

mmerce. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3903) for the relief of John 
Gots; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on ms. 

Mr. COLQUITT (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3904) to fix the 
rate of postage on periodical publications containing the print or re- 
print of books; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3905 rates of 
postage on second-class mail-matter at letter-carrier offices; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3906) granting a pension to Emma 
J. V. B. Robbins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 3907) for the relief of Capt. W. M. 
Wallace; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 3908) to increase thesalaries 
of the Commissioner and Assistant Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
and of the financial clerk in the Indian Office; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3909) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Margaret Wilkins; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 3910) granting a pension 
to John W. Griswold; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 3911) subjecting oleomargarine 
to the provisions of the laws of the several States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3912) ting a pension to An- 
drew J. McWade; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
ate MAN papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


110 s = 5050) granting a pension to Dolly Blazer; 
R. 


Mr. NIEL introduced a bill (S. 3913) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at Charlottesville, Va.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3914) granting a pension to Frank 
A. Puffer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3915) granting a pension to Lucy A. 
Nicholson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He introduced a bill (S. 3916) for the relief of Frederick Martin; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. , 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 3917) to adopt regulations for pre- 
venting collisions at sea; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3918) in regard to collisions at sea; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 
Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 3919) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to H. Louise Gates; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3920) for the relief of William P. 
Buckmaster; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
| Committee on Claims, 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 3921) for the erection of a public build- AN “AMERICAN SYSTEM”! OF TAXATION AND A BRITISH SYSTEM OF CURRENCY 


ig at Newton, Kans.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
e Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 
EDWARD T. LATTA. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Some weeks ago the bill (S. 575) granting 
a pension to Edward T. Latta was reported adversely by the Commit- 
tee on Pensions and indefinitely postponed. I ask unanimous consent 
for the reconsideration of the vote by which the bill was indefinitely 


ed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears none; 
and the vote to indefinitely postpone is reconsidered. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I move that the bill be recommitted to the 
Committee on Pensions, together with the papers which I now present, 
The motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 3711) making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, and requesting a 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. f 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
and accede to the request of the other House for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PLUMB, Mr. DAWES, 
and Mr. CocKRELL were appointed. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives conc’ in some and non-concurring in 
other amendments of the Senate to bill (H, R. 7160) making appro- 

tions for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United 

tates for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, 

and requesting a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 


Mr. ALLISON. Imove that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives and agree to the confer- 
ence asked for. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAWES, 
and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I gave notice yesterday, at the close of the session, that 
at the completion of the routine morning business to-day I would move 
to take up the naval appropriation bill. It will not take a great deal 
of time, I think. I however, that the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. DANIEL] had previously given notice of his desire to speak upon 
the silver bill at this hour, and in deference to his wishes, as he is pre- 

to go on, I will not make the motion now, but give notice that 
at the close of his remarks Ishall ask the Senate to consider the nával 
appropriation bill, hoping that we shall get it out of the way dſtring 


the day. 8 
TREASURY NOTES AND SILVER BULLION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2350) authorizing the issue of Treasury notes on de- 
posits of silver bullion. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the financial system of the United 
States is in disarray. It comprehends taxation, currency, and debt. 
Separately and collectively they are out of joint. The currency is in- 
sufficient in volume to sustain prices. It isirresponsive to the laws of 
trade. It iscongested in the Treasury, and a hundred millions of it is 
held to redeem another portion of it, which is legal tender like itself, 
while $30,000,000 are loaned out without interest to bankers. 

Our taxation is excessive, a worse than useless burden, pouring sur- 

lus into the Treasury and stimulating extravagance to get it out. 
r public debt has been put in such anomalous relations to the laws 
that the Government appears on both sides of the sales-counter, in 
obviously incompatible and contradictory relations. On one side of 
the counter it boosts up the price of bonds far beyond par value; on 
the other side it buys them before maturity at exorbitant rates. 

When ever before did seller run up prices of things he had to buy 
or buy when he was boosting the price? In this regard a mock-auction 
sale is the model of our so-called financial system. To call this sys- 
tem is indeed a misnomer. There is no more system“ in it than 
in a game of jack-straws. But there is science in it, the science of 
putting in a paper or silver jackstraw and pulling out a gold one. 


AND DEBT. 
Our arbitrary tax laws prevent our producers from buying in cheap 
markets. They do not prevent them from having to sell in those cheap 
markets their surplus products of wheat, corn, cotton, meat, and other 
staples. *‘Be patient in getting poorer,” says the high-tax, gold mono- 
metallist, and we will build you a home market. Well,“ says 
the honest producer, all right; but if we are to have a home market 
let us make more home money out of the silver God has given us, where- 
withal the people can pay their taxes, and give us higher prices.“ 
„Oh, no!” says the high-tax monometallist, that would put us out 
of gear with the British gold and the German gold and the gold of 
Europe.“ Four tax system,“ replies the producer, is built on non- 
intercourse with foreign markets and is called the American system.’ 
How is it you demand an American system of taxes and a British sys- 
tem of currency? If you will not let me trade more freely and get 
high prices in foreign markets, why will you not let me make money 

freely that will circulate in the home market?“ 

As long as the high-tax monometallist can keep from answering that 
question or so befog it as to keep the people from answering it, he will 
continue in the jumble to pull out the gold jackstraws. 


OUR GOLD IS FOR ONE CLASS AND OUR TAXES FOR ANOTHER, 

Our public obligations are discharged according to the like science. 

We owe wages to our hundred thousands of employés; we owe their 
stipends to our sailors and soldiers; we owe salaries to our officials and 
agents, judges, jurors, clerks, men of science, men of skill, men of 
work; we owe payments to our contractors and laborers upon public 
works; we owe interest to our bondholders. But stand aside, judge 
and jury; stand aside, laborer and contractor; stand aside, sailor and 
soldier; stand aside, disabled veteran and worthy servant; we have 
several kinds of currency; in our house are many mansions; silver and 
greenbacks are good enough for you; we reserve gold exclusively for 
our bondholders! True, you got e to pay when silver was de- 
monetized. But we never thought that that gave you any right to 
gold, and you never had the audacity to claim it. 

But our other creditors, not more deserving, not more needy, they 
want gold. So please wait for the second table. The gold feast is 
spread for a class, not for the people, nor their faithful servants who 
only give brains, and energy, and limb, and life to support the Goyern- 
ment. On the hustings and in the platforms, “This is a Government 
of the people, for the Prople, and by the people.“ But we are in the 
Treasury now; there This is a Government of a class, for a class, and 
by a class.“ You do not belong to it. Stand aside. And out of the 
jumble of contradictions the monopolist pulls out the gold jackstraws, 
and proceeds to deliver a lecture on the beatitudes of public faith and 
the British gold system. 

GIVING TO HIM THAT HATH, 

The class to whom we pay gold exclusively are a class who pay no 
taxes on the very investments that demand this exclusive benefit. Be- 
sides this, they are permitted to issue currency to the extent of 90 per 
cent. and draw interest from two fountains. They are exempt from 
taxes, and they do not wish to permit those who pay the taxes to pay 
in anything but gold so that they may be sure of getting gold. 

Since August, 1887,we have not only paid interest on these untaxed 
bonds in gold, but we bought $250,000,000 of bonds before maturity 
for $293,000,000 of money, paying premiums amounting to $43,000,000 
over and above their par. 

The value of all the real and personal estate in the State of Nevada is 
$30,000,000. We have made a present to our bondholders of one State 
and a good portion of another. 

Nor is this all. We are told it will not do to lend farmers any 
money on their products at any rate of interest. But we are taxing 
our producers to pay gold to those who pay no taxes, to pay debts not 
due, and to lend them money free, without a dime of interest! 

18 THIS TRIBUTE TO CÆSAR? pi 

Are we doing these things voluntarily or are we forced to do them ? 
Has some Eastern despot taken possession of the American Republic 
and are we paying tribute to Cæsar? The Secretary of the Treasury 
says in his report that this premium, paying to bondholders is only done 
as an ‘* expedient resorted to to restore a part of the surplus to the chan- 
nels of trade, if being the only means open to the Treastiry for theuse 
of money.“ (Report of December, 1889.) 

THE CURRENCIES ARE OUT OF JOINT, 

As the so-called financial system is in disarray, so is the currency 
system, taken by itself, in disarray. 

We have four principal different kinds of currency, gold, silver, 
greenbacks, and national-bank notes, and two brevet kinds—that is, 
gold and silver certificates. 

The greenback is sick. It can not multiply and replenish the earth. 
Fixed at one figure by law, limited to the arbitrary sum of $346,000,- 
000, it can not rise above or fall below that sum. It is as rigid asa 
poris the ground. It is frozen in its place. No more, no less can it 

e. 


m 
The national-bank note is sick. It can not obey the command of nat- 


ure to multiply and replenish the earth. Resting as on United States 
bonds, it must vanish as the bonds are paid. It is vanishing. It is 
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a satellite, a moon of which the bond is sun, and as the sun is extin- 
guished the moonlight can no longer shine. 
SILVER IS ENSLAVED AND IS SICK, 

Silver is sick. The doctor has been at its bedside for nearly twenty 
years. No man can take his silver to the Mint and get it coined, not 
anounce. The Government buys two millions’ worth of it a month. 
How much that is or will be nobody can tell until the purchase is 
made. The more silver we make the cheaper it gets, because the more 
there is that can not respond to demand and get to be adollar. Silver 
dollars can not obey the command of nature to multiply and replenish 
the earth. 

GOLD IS FREE AND IS WELL. 

The only one of these currencies that the law has not tampered with 
is gold. Since the Mint opened in 1792 to the present day gold has had 
the privilege of free coinage. It alone can obey the natural laws which 
make it come and go according to supply and demand. The doctors 
have given gold no medicineand it is well—strong, healthy, and sound. 
It can multiply at its will and replenish the earth. 

SILVER AND GOLD THE MONEY OF NATURE, THE MONEY OF HISTORY, AND THE 
MONEY OF THE CONSTITUTION. 

In studying the world as the contemplated home of man, in the di- 
vine economy it would seem as if silver and gold alike were the ap- 
pointed agents of Providence to subserve his uses in theoffice of money; 
and in studying history it would seem that as soon as human intelli- 
gence awakened to consciousness of its surroundings it ized this 
fact and applied it to practical advantage. In the twilight of civiliza- 
tion they appear as the media of exchange of nations emerging from 
barbarism into the cultivated habits of social and commercial life. 
They have maintained a wonderful equilibrium of relation with each 
other through a stretch of ages; they are to-day the money of the vast 
majority of the human race; they were the money of our ancestors in 
the Old World, whether we trace our origin to Great Britain, France, 
Germany, Italy, Scandinavia, or Jerusalem; they were the inherited 
money of our colonies before we asserted our Independence; they were 
ordained to be our money by those who framed our Federal Constitu- 
tion; they were our money from the foundation of our Mint, in 1792, 
to the dismissal of silver from the right of coinage, in 1873; and no 
sooner was the fact of its surreptitious dismissal discovered by the peo- 
ple ofthe United States than they commenced political warfare for its 
restoration. 

After five years of contest they succeeded, in 1878, by overriding the 
veto of a Republican President, in securing the coinage of $2,000,000 
of silver per month. by the Bland act, amidst voices prophesying panics, 
catastrophe, and rnin. And now at the end of twelve years more of 
struggle they demand its full and SE eto restoration to free coinage, 
while they who then prophesied evil must confess their error as to the 
past, but still persist in prophesying evil for the future with a self- 
confidence that maintains its par with their self-interests. 

TWO METAL MONEYS ARE BETTER THAN ONE METAL MONEY, 

This is now almost universally acknowledged. Certainly it is gen- 
erally professed here and finds no open denial. The rience of the 
world has demonstrated it. The wisdom of the world has accepted it. 
The framers of our Constitution knew it, and required ‘‘gold and sil- 
ver” only to be our legal tender. 

The reasons are obvious and are twofold: 

First. Gold by reason of its smallness is suitable for large payments 
and unsuitable for small ones, and silver by reason of its size is more 
suitable ſor small payments. They tongue and groove together in com- 
mercial uses. They are complements of each other. The one, it is 
true, is like a race horse of fine breed that goes swiftly, the other the 
beast of burden that pulls the most behind him. 

Second. The two together form a mass of money more stable in value 
than either one would be alone. If no tea came from China, the coffee 
of Brazil would be more fluctuating in value. If there were no corn, 
wheat would have more variations. If wine could not be made from 
grapes, or beer from barley, or brandy from apples, there would be greater 
fluctuations in the value of beverages made from other things. Twoor 
more crops of products that subserve like uses steady the price of all of 
them. If silver were our sole money, the discovery of a silver mine 
would jostle and disarrange prices. If gold were our sole money, the 
discovery of a gold mine would weaken its value and the failure of one 
would increase it. 

The mass of money made of both metals steadies both. The 
vehicle on two wheels is steady; the vehicle on one wheel topples easily 
over. True, the two wheels must be of the same size to maintain the 
level of freight and passage. Legal tender is the broad, deep tire of the 
money wheels which reduces the tall and lifts the low wheel to the 
same equality of circumference. š J 

IF WE ARE TO HAVE BUT ONE MONEY SILVER IS THE BEST, 

If we were forced to have but one money silver is the best, because 
it can be used by the most people for the most purposes. 

1. It is the best money by reason of its size. There is no more diffi- 
culty now in making large payments in silver than in gold, for large 
8 in both metals are now made in gold and silver certificates, 

ou can not, however, so well utilize gold in small payments, neither 


by its representative certificate on paper nor by its change into tiny 
pieces can you make it otherwise than too cial for the great body of 
common uses. s 

2. It is the best money by reason of its quantity. There is more 
silver than there is gold. ‘‘The greatest good to the greatest num- 
ber! is the spirit of the Republic; and silver can carry the greatest 
good to the greatestnumber, because there is more of it that can be 
turned into money. 

It is the best money. because the people are better acquainted with it 
and more commonly use it. 

It is the money of the farmer, the mechanic, and the storekeeper. It 
is the money of the marketwoman, the blacksmith, the carpenter, and 
the hack-driver. It is the money of the laborer. It is the money of 
the poor man. It is the money of the people. 

Especially is it the best money for Americans, for America produces 
one-halt of the silver of the world and less than a fifth of the gold. 
And if all the fine talk about protecting home industry and home prod- 
ucts is not the merest false pretense, to be whistled down the wind, 
why should we not stand by our own, by that which is our chief and 
most valuable possession ? 

GOLD MONOPOLY IS LOCAL, 

The contest for gold monopoly is a local contest. Not indeed made 
in those localities where the gold mine tempts the enterprise of advent- 
ure or the miner's honest toil to produce gold and add to the 
world’s wealth. But the locality can be spotted. Go to the place 
where there are great investments which want quick accretion; go into 
the closet where the usurer weaves his web and files away his Seas: 
Go where the coupon-clipper is cutting silver coupons and praying that 
Congress will continue its Midas touch and turn it into gold; there 
you will find the gold man prompting his gold advocates whenever they 
can be gotten to speak for him; prompting them, not that he, like the 
gold-miner may provide wealth, but that he may turn his lesser wealth 
into greater, turn silver into gold by the subtle alchemy of larcenous 
laws or burglarious interpretations. 

THE BATTLE FOR SILVER IS NOT LOCAL, 

Well did the Senator from Colorado say that this issue—this silver 
advocacy—is not local. It is as broad as the fields of labor; it is as deep 
as the foundations of patriotism; it is as sturdy as the passion of man 
for liberty, and as pure as his love of home and family. It matters no 
more that thé metal silver shall come from California, Nevada, or Colo- 
rado than it matters that the tea which cheers the fainting invalid 
should be plucked from a bush in China or Japan, or that the fine ether 
which rescues life from pain and death should be distilled from the aro- 
matic herbs of distant climes. 

GOLD AND SILVER THE KING AND QUEEN OF MONEY. 

These two metals are money companions wedded by nature. These 
metals are beautiful, they are portable, they are durable, they are di- 
visible; they possess permanent and ubiquitous value; they are readily 
measurable and readily stamped and made cognizable at a glance of 
the eye. They are limited in quantity and acquired by labor. Before 
the jury of more centuries than the pyramids of Egypt look down upon, 
before the jury of all civilized and enlightened races of men, the case 
of gold and silver has been heard, and with one voice the centuries and 
the races answered that to them belonged the royal attribute of money. 
By universal suffrage they were crowned and placed upon the throne, 
and everywhere gold and silver, as by divine right and natural selec- 
tion, are the king and queen of money. 

EXPERIENCE, THEORY, AND PROPHECY. 

Experience— 

Says Dr. Johnson— 
is the great test of truth and is perpetually contradicting the theortes of men. 

No people have more fully realized this than those of the United 
Stateg,during recent periods of their financial history. 

Many of our most distinguished publicists have predicted disaster in 
every step our country has taken to enlarge the monetary facilities of 
our people, and permit them a sufficiency of currency to sustain the 
vast volumes of debt, taxes, and business which they have to deal with. 

When the greenback paper dollar was issued this class said ‘‘ruin,’’ 
but the paper dollar was issued and it won the battle against the South 
as the paper of the Romans defeated Carthage and the paper of Great 
Britain conquered Napoleon. 

When silver was partially remonetized in 1878 they said ruin.“ 
But it came and has done good service. It is pro now to restore 
to silver the right of free coinage, to restore it to the place it held in 
our currency from 1792 to 1873; and the bears of the market again 
growl “ruin.” 

ANTI-SILVER PROPHECIES, 

Twelve years ago, when what is known as the Bland act was before 
this body—the act which partially remonetized silver—Senator Wad- 
leigh, of New Hampshire, uttered here on the 14th of February, 1878, 
language which was reiterated in various phrases in both Houses of 
Congress, and which sounds exactly like the speeches and essays we 
are now supplied with against any further resuscitation of our silver 
money. e said: 

The of this measure will result in dri id from this coun 
try ooh oar a us the single standard of Pen eer mes? 
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The ap metal will drive away the dearer, 

Two hundred millions of gold now in the country would, without this p 
nicious agitation, ere now have crossed the frail barrier of Ik per cent.. which 
separated it from paper spear hee gone into our circulation to restore hope 
and confidence and give strength and vigor to all business operations. 

The success of this measure will drive it to other enlightened and commer- 
cial nations, and leave to us the debased and bulky money which nearly every 
progressive nation in Europe has ceased to coin, and which supplies the few 
and degraded wants of the poor and ignorant millions of Russia, China, India, 


and Mexico. 
Even now there come from all parts of the country complaints of the bur- 
uses to circulate. 


densome accumulations of subsidiary silver coin, which r 
THE REFUTATION, 


Mark this prophecy and the fulfillment: 

The act We have coined since then 343,638,001 silver dol- 
lars, and every one of them will to-day buy as much gold bullion 
or as much of anything else as a gold dollar. It did not drive away 
either all the gold or any of the gold out of this country. It did not 
give us the single standard, but it restored to us the double standard 
of value. 

The cheaper metal did not drive away the dearer. Two hun- 
dred millions of gold then in the country with the act passed (not 
without it) crossed the frail barrier of 14 per cent. which separated it 
from paper currency and came into circulation, and brought a stream 
of foreign gold along with it. Our gold did not go to other enlight- 
ened nations, but they sent us theirs. We had two hundred mill- 

‘ions of gold then. Gold has more than trebled. We have $689,000,- 
000 of gold now. 

It did not give us a debased and bulky money, but one that circu- 
lates more freely than gold. Only 73 per cent. of our gold is in circu- 
lation, and 86 per cent. of our silver is at work doing the business of 
the people; that is, in specie or its silver-certificate representative. 
Russia and India have taken away our wheat trade for the benefit of 
their 9 576 and ignorant millions.“ And, What is more, the silver 
money that was coined, despite the prophets, has served to rescue us 
from financial catastrophe and commercial ruin. 

Fis Secretary of the Treasury now says, in contemplating this re- 
sult: 

It is freely admitted that the predictions of many of our wisest financiers as 
to when the safe limit of silver coinage would be reached have not been ful- 
filled, but it is believed that the principles on which their apprehensions were 

are justified by the laws of trade and finance and by the univyersal ex- 
perience of mankind. While many favorable causes have co-operated to post- 


pone the evil effects which are sure to follow the excessive use of an overvalued 
coin, the danger none the less 


Again he says: 

The silver dollar has been maintained at par with gold, the monetary unit, 
mainly by the provisions of law which makeit a fall Nagel tender and its rep- 
resentative, the silver certificate, receivable for customs and other dues; but 
the vacuum created by the retirement of national-bank circulation and the 
policy of the Government in not forcibly paying out silver, but leaving its ac- 
ceptance largely to the creditor, have materially aided its free circulation. 

Mr. President, is this news from the Secretary of the Treasury? Did 
not the silver men of this country tell him and tell this people that 
if they would make silver the equal of gold as money it would main- 
tain its power, I tender. This is his testimony of the result which 
they predicted. imagine he has told us nothing to prevent us from 
persisting in a policy of which we predicted the result, and of which 
to-day we hold up triumphantly the glorious fruits before this people. 

KNOWLEDGE AND FREE COINAGE GROW TOGETHER, 

What, let me ask, Mr. President, are the impediments to the free 
coinage of silver? The first impediment, in my opinion, is the want 
of accurate and enlightened information upon the subject of money. 
The number of ms in society who study and master the subject of 
finance is ex ingly small. Even amongst the most intelligent and 

best educated men information on this subject is, as a rule, very lim- 
ited, because it is a subject that has to be studied in order to be un- 
derstood, and few have even the promptings or the opportunities to 
become thoroughly acquainted with it. That I am correct in this 
opinion is shown by the fact that just in proportion as the country has 
been enlightened by discussion, the voices in favor of free coinage have 
multiplied and strengthened. In 1886 there was a debate in both 
branches of Congress in which scores of speeches were made and widely 
disseminated. Just in proportion as the masses of the people have 
learned to understand the question they have become clamorous for 
the free coinage of silver. 


: CERTAIN CLASSES WANT A LIMITED SUPPLY OF MONEY. 

Behind the masses of society there is a class of capitalists who have 
large interests invested in bonds, stocks, mortgages, and private securi- 
ties. They know their business. These classes well understand that 
if any portion of the volume of money be dismissed from service the 
prices of commodities will fall, the purchasing power of a dollar will 
increase, and that their investments will rapidly enhance in value, not 
as the result of the accretions of labor, but as the result of the deprecia- 
tion of what money can buy. The greed of this class of capitalists to 
reap where they have not sowed is one great and fixed obstacle to the 
free coinage of silver. England and Germany, great creditor nations, 
to whom the whole world owes debts computed by the thousands of 
millions, well understand this doctrine, and hence decry silver. Our 
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creditor classes of America well understood this, and after the war they 
demanded the speedy retirement of the greenback. They understood 
it in 1873; when they obtained in some secret way the demonetization 
of silver. They understood it in 1878, when they resisted its remone- 
tization, They understand it now. £: 

The Spaniards understood this when the bullion of America was car- 
ried to Spain as spoils of her conquest and refused to allow it to be 
coined into money because it would lessen the value of money already 
coined, The Venetians understood this centuries ago when their cred- 
itor class demanded the limitation of the legal function upon one coin 
in order to elevate the value of Me other. 


SPEAKING FOR A CLASS. 


And, Mr. President, that it is understood well in this body, permit 
me to quote from the speech of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
DAWEs], made in 1878. On December 13, 1878, that Senator said in 
his speech against the Matthews resolution, as reported in the RECORD 
of December 13, 1878: 

I speek ees in behalf of the bondholders of Massachusetts, and I do not, in so 
speaking, speak for a handful of men in State street or a platoon of men in 
Wallstreet, but I speak for every one man, woman, and child in three of the whole 


popes of that State, who have $230,000,000 now invested in her savings- 
nks, and reinvested by those banks in these securities to a very large extent, 


LET US STAND FOR THE PEOPLE. 

Now, Mr. President, ifone man, woman, and child in three have some 
one to speak for them exclusively in the United States Senate, some- 
body ought to speak for the other two out of three who are unrepre- 
sented in his declaration. A 

Mr. President, I have not a word to say against the bondholder. , I 
believe that national credit is one of the greatest possessions of any 
nation, and that it should be guarded with life, limb, and property; 
but I do not understand national credit to require that I should pay 
any man anything that I do not owe him, and I believe that when we 
have satisfied the demand of our creditor there is also something due 
to the great mass of the people. 


FALSE IMPRESSIONS 


are created in order to keep down the movement for the restoration of 
silver. It is industriously represented by the attorneys and advocates 
of monometallism— z 

1. That silver will not freely circulate. 

2. That the United States have a mass of cumbrous silver in its vaults 
that we can not use here and are anxious to dump upon the European - 
markets. 

3. It is also represented that there is an immense accumulation, of 
silver in Europe and other nations that will rush down upon us like an 
Alpine avalanche and suffocate us with silver. 

I propose to dissipate these false statements and beliefs. I shall do 
it by witnesses which no one here will impeach, by the agents of the 
Cleveland Administration on the one side and by the present Secretary 
of the Treasury on the other. Let us see how they have been created 
before we remove them. < 


FALSE IMPRESSIONS OF DANGER FROM THE SILVER AVALANCHE, 

The monometallist plays the same game on both sides of the water. 
He warns Europe against the invasion of American silver. He warns 
America against an invasion of European silver. He plays off one 
against the other. The European and American monometallists carry 
on a game of battledore and shuttlecock” with each other, and the 
silver avalanche ” is the shuttlecock that is knocked to either side of 
the ocean where it can do the most good— f 

To fright the souls of fearful adversaries. 


Mr. Edward Atkinson, of Boston, Mass., an economist of distinction, 
was sent to Europe in 1887 by the Cleveland Administration to spy 
out the land” and see how it lay with reference to the feasibility of 
establishing by international arrangement a fixity of ratio between the 
two precious metals in free coinage.” His report was transmitted to 
Congress by President Cleveland, and from it I read as follows: 


The general conviction as J the financial men in Europe is that the United 
States Government is loaded with an excessive quantity of silver dollars which 
it can not get into circulation, * 

These dollars are coined at a standard which is at variance with the silver 
money of any other country, to wit: at the ratio of 16 of silver to 1 of gold. 

It is believed that the financial officers of the United States are convinced that 
the product of silver is excessive, and that the ratio of silver to gold, ¢. e., its price 
as bullion, is liable to fall even lower than it is now; thereforeany initiative RA 
the United States is looked upon as.an attempt to relieve itself of an unprofi 
able stock and to provide a market for the future product of silver. 

Any effort of the United States to promote a bimetallic treaty and to restore 
the free coinage of silver is not, therefore, regarded as a sincere effort to pro- 
mote a better nonet system of which all nations may share the benefit, but 
rather as being indu by a desire to promote the special interest of the United 
one at the cost of whom it may concern.—Bimetallism in Europe, Atkinson, 
page 9. 


AN AVALANCHE OF SILVER FROM AMERICA FEARED IN EUROPE. 
Then Mr. Atkinson goes on to say: 


The dread ofa ive “avalanche of silver,“ as it is sometimes 
from the continent North America, y from the United 
that this fear, which has been perhaps the most potent cause of the unw: 
ness even to consider the question of bimetallism, may be wats rong 

gold w. 


and 


the further investigation as to the relative production of silver an 
may ensue, 
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CESSATION OF COINAGE IN AMERICA FEARED IN EUROPE, 


Europe has been led to believe that we propose cessation of coinage, 
Mr. Atkinson says: 


Another dread may also have been removed by — 8 efforts in this direction, 
to wit that of a sudden change of policy in the United States leading to the ces- 
sation of silver coinage, and also to the possible attempt , 
erable part of the present stock of silver coin. Bime 


pern $ OFFICIAL SOURCES OF FALSE IMPRESSIONS, 

From what sources have gone forth to Europe the false impressions 
that silver does not circulate here freely, that we are anxious to dump 
it over in Europe, and that we contemplate cessation of the coinage of 
silver? Not by the American House of Representatives; not by the 
American Senate; not by the American people, but by Administrations 
which have not truly represented the voice of this people; but our 
own financial heads and ministers and officers and emissaries have oc- 

~casioned, and many of them have created and industriously circulated, 
these false reports. 
SUCCEEDING ADMINISTRATIONS AGAINST SILVER, 


A great practical impediment to free coinage is that we have never 
had an Administration in sympathy with the people on this subject or 
in sympathy with Congress when it was in sympathy with the people. 

At the other end of the Avenue the effort has always been to seem to 
desire and to do not, 

We have never had an Administration in sympathy with silver. Eu- 
rope saw President Grant veto the bill for more money in 1874, and 
President Hayes veto the Bland bill in 1878. It also saw President- 
elect Cleveland in 1885, ere he became President, drop into line with 
the then predominant notions of New York bankers and recommend 
“the present suspension of the purchase and coinage of silver“ and 
declare that a financial crisis under the operation of the (Bland) act 
of February 28, 1878, is now close at hand;’’ thatis, the displacement 
of our gold and the contraction of our silver currency, 

It was truly said by Mr. Cleveland that these warnings had been 
uttered in the official reports of every Secretary of the Treasury from 
1878 until 1885, and we all know the most distinguished of the Secre- 
taries of the Treasury predicted in 1878 that when we got fifty millions 
of this silver we should be on the extreme edge of the precipice and 
must stop ere we fall over. We have multiplied that sum seven times 
and are further from the precipice than ever. 

We ull know this, that the President-elect only echoed the views that 
had been promulgated from the Treasury, from the Secretaries, Sher- 
man, Windom, Folger, and McCulloch; and his own cabinet ministers, 
Manning, and Fairchild, took up the cry where they left off, and amun- 
broken front against silver has always appeared in the Treasury. What- 
ever party has been at the bottom there, the Wall street gold theory 
has always been on top. 


EUROPE INDOCTRINATED TO BELIEVE THAT THIS IS A GOLD-STANDARD COUNTRY, 


Europe has also been indoctrinated with the idea that thisis a gold- 
standard count In 1867, when the distinguished Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN | was in Paris, where an international monetary conven- 
tion was in session, Mr. Ruggles being our delegate—while there the 
Senator wrote a letter advocating the single gold standard and the re- 
duction of the American gold dollar to the value of the French 5-frane 
gold piece, and declared if this was done ‘‘ France will surely abandon 
the impossible effort of making two standards of value.’’ 5 

So, Mr. President, while the American people on this side of the 
water and in their halls of legislation are fighting for silver their 
embassadors and ministers are not only . oe ery it, but they are 
on the other side of the water representing that this is a single gold- 
standard people and trying to induce other nations to adopt the Ameri- 
can idea of a single standard. 

Not only, therefore, does the Senator from Ohio appear as the eon- 
stant, persistent enemy of silver in the United States, but as a mono- 
metallist, a single gold-standard advocate, seeking to still further con- 
tract the world’s money by inducing France to abolish silver. 

THE SINGLE GOLD STANDARD HELD OUT AS AN AMERICAN IDEA. 

Mr. Ruggles, our delegate to the convention of 1867, recommended 
the single gold standard. He said in his report: 

The establishment of the single standard exclusively of 
cardinal if not the all-important feature of the plan pro 
relieving the whole subject by a single stroke of the pen from the perplexity, 
and indeed the impossibility, of permanently unifying the multiplicity of silver 
coins sca! through the ous nations of Euro It is a matter 
of world-wide congratulation that on this vital point the delegates from the nine- 
teen nations represented in the conference were u ous, not excepting 
France itself so strongly wedded by the natural traditions to a double standard. 
On all these questions the interests of monetary unification were materially ad- 
vanced by the publication at Paris of the concise but admirable letter from Hon, 
JONN SHERMAN, Senator in Congress from Ohio, a copy of which has been al- 
ready communicated to the Departmentof State, but which formore convenient 

» reference is now transmitted in duplicate, with its French translation. His opin- 
fons are unmistakably exp: the following extracts : 

“As the gold five-franc pieco is now in use by over 60,000,000 of roe of difer- 
ent nationalities and is of convenient form and size, it may well be adopted by 
other nations as the common stan of value, leaving to each nation to 
3 the division of this unit in silver, in silver coin or tokens. If this 
is done, France will surely abandon the impossible effort ot making two stand - 
ards of + è Gold coins will answer all the purposes o Eppo 
commerce, A common gold standard will Fe onthe coinage. u. Eng- 
land many persons of influence, and different are earnestly in favor 
of the proposed change in the coinage, The change is so slight with them that 


in 


Id is in truth the 
by the conference, 


ane htened self-interest will soon induce them to make it, especiall. 
make greater change in our coinage. Wecan easil — the votion 
with the public creditors in the payment or conversion of the: rsecurities, while 
private creditors might be authorized to recover upon the old standard,” 

In 1868 the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], hav- 
ing returned from Europe, made a report indorsing the views presented 
by Mr. Ruggles, and declaring— 8 

The single standard of gold is an American idea yielded 

Mark the words, Mr. President— 
yielded to reluctantly by France and other countries where silver is the chief 
standard of value. 

In other words, we have got Europe impressed with the idea that 
she must go to one standard under the impression that the predomi- 
nating American thought is that way. Now, sir, when Europe is cor- 
rectly advised that the people of this country demand the free coinage 
of silver (and they only be advised of the opinion by the act), may 
we not suppose that they, who have been so deferential to the one stand- 
ard against their will, will come into the double standard which coin- 
cides with it? 

THE REPUBLICAN PLATFORM WAS SILVER AND THE REPUBLICAN ADMINISTRA- 
TION IS GOLD, 

Silver started out bravely from Chicago Mm the Presidential canvass 
of 1888, and the nominating convention there declared in their plat- 

orm: 

‘The Republican party is in favor of the use of both gold and silver as money, 
and condemns the policy of the Democratic Administration in its effort to de- 
monetize silver. 

Mark the words of the platform. Silver “as money”? it calls for; 
not silver ‘‘as bullion’? pawned for Treasury tickets, as the Secretary 
now recommends, 

And here is the gold echo of the silver bugle in Secretary Windom’s 
report to the present Congress: ` 

The continued coin: of silver dollars, at a constantly increasing’ monthly 

uota, isa disturbing element in the otherwise excellent financial condition of 
the country, and a positive hinderance to any international agreement looking 
to the free coinage of both metals. 

If we did not know what history has transpired since the Chicago con- 
vention we should have supposed that the men who made that plat- 
from had been defeated, for the thing that they denounced 


reappears. - 
We know the fact to be that they were triumphant, because the peo- 


ple of this country saw their declaration in favor of silver, and because 
they knew the truth of their statement that a Democratic Administra- 
tion had antagonized it and deserved in a measure the criticism which 
it received. Now, after the country indorsed your platform and gave 
you victory in order that you might carry it out, you have a Secretary 
to bear the market and tell you the thing you want to do is the only 
thing that can prevent an international agreement. 

THE UNITED STATES TREASURER STILI, HARPING THAT SILVER DOES NOT CIR- 

CULATE, : 

Now, Mr. President, always from the Treasury of the United States 
the people have palmed off upon them the misleading statement that 
silver will not circulate. We have it here from this Treasurer as we 
haye had it from his predecessors, both Democratic and Republican: 

The fatility— 


Wails Treasurer Huston in his recent report 


strictly ona 
involved c 


A most astonishing and marvelous statement that you have got to 
hold out extraordinary inducements to a people to take money! The 
extraordinary inducements are always held out on the other side in 
orderto get it, and I will venture to say, while I have no particular con- 
fidence in my financial ability, that there is not a plain man of com- 
mon-sense who has ever held a seat in the United States Senate, who, 
being in favor of silver and having the administration of that Depart- 
ment, could not circulate every dollar in twenty-four hours. 

I object to that statement because itis misleading, I would hardly 
like to say that I thought it was intentionally so, for this is, perhaps, 
too harsh a judgment; but it is part of the habitual policy of the Treas- 
ury Department to put before this people all ble difficulties about 
silver, and to hold out to them nothing of their resolution and their 


ho 
sa SILVER CIRCULATES MORE FREELY THAN GOLD. 
Will silver freely circulate? Does it freely circulate? From the 


* * 
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beginning of the silver discussion our ears have been belabored and our 
common sense has been insulted with the cry of the anti-silyer men that 
it will not. They say it is too bulky and heavy for pecuniary transac- 
‘tions and that it lies like a drug in our Treasury vaulis. The same 
people who have thus cried silver will not circulate have at the same 
time, and sometimes in the very same speech, declared that, if we con- 
tinue to coin silver, gold will be driven from circulation and silver will 
be ouronlycurrency. Apparently unconscious of the contradiction be- 
tween these two statements, which are the very opposite of each other, 
they even yet irritate out understandings by the echoes of cries which 
take no cognizance of plain, palpable facts. 

Not only does silver circulate freely whenever permitted to do so, 
but it has persisted in circulating against the most strenuous warfare 
of organized capital and governmental restrictions. | 

IT IS GOLD THAT WILL NOT CIRCULATE. 

It is better qualified to circulate than gold because it can be sepa- 
rated into smaller particles and carried in the pocket, while gold, too 
small in substance for the mass of the small exchanges which constitute 
the greater portion of commerce, naturally holds back and gives way 
to its more nimble and current companion. So little fitted is gold for 
general circulation that the Director of the Mint (Mr. Edward O. 
Leech), in his recent report, recommends the discontinuance of the 
three-dollar and of the one-dollar gold pieces and says: 


With regard to the three-dollar gold piece, it may be said that that denomi- 
nation of coin serves no useful purpose, and that its present coinage is limited to 
a few proof coins sold at a t by the Mint, to meet the demands of numis- 
There is no demand for it by the business 


— 55 societies and coin collectors. 
c. 
P besama objections ply to the one-dollar gold piece, with the additional 


ones that it is too small for circulation, and that the few pieces issued annually 
from the Mint are used almost exclusively for the purpose of ornament.— Re- 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury, page 140. 

O, what a fall was there, my countrymen! 


Your promises have gone to the junk-shop, your beautiful gold, which 
was the only thing that would circulate, is valued, according to your 
Director of the Mint. only by numismatic societies and is sought for 
in the old curiosity shops of the country ! 

THERE IS MORE SILVER THAN GOLD NOW IN CIRCULATION AMONGST THE PEOPLE, 

There is more silver currency than gold currency now in circulation 
amongst the people, although there is less silver coin than gold coin in 
existence! 

From the seventeenth annual report of the Director of the Mint (1889), 
page 37 (see report of Secretary of the Treasury, page 128), the esti- 
mate of the stock of coin in the United States at the close of the fiscal 
year, July 1, 1889, is given as follows: 

GOLD. 
In United States Treasury. 


seececene 2 beeesersencscnnaesees 


In national banks... . 152,169, 400 

In other banks reported ......... — — 46, 911, 653 

In private banks and among the people . 294,530, 744 
680, 


In other banks reported . 00+ 
In private banks and among the people. 


l — —— . 9 ——— — 
It will thus be seen that while our silver money is about two hun- 
dred and sixty millions less than our gold money, there remains in the 
about oue hundred and thirty millions less of silver than of 
gold, and that about 86 per cent. of our silver money is out in circula- 
tion while only about 73 per cent. of our gold money is out in circula- 
tion. Only some 14 per cent. of all our silver money is in the Treas- 
ury and 27 per cent. of our gold is in the Treasury. And yet the very 
superintendents and custodians make the impression upon the people 
and upon Europe that this money, the easiest, the most sought for cir- 
culation that ever went amongst our people, is a drug upon the market 
and has to be hauled around begging somebody to take it. 
NO DANGER OF AN AVALANCHE FROM THE SILVER MONEY OF OTHER COUNTRIES, 
It is plain that in none of those countries where less silver is neces- 
sary to make money than here will any silver divest itself of money- 
hood to come here, as in doing so it would be less valuable than where 
it is now. Will the six hundred millions of silver money in France, 
the two hundred millions in Germany, the hundred millions in Great 
Britain, and the thousand millions in India—will this mass of silver 
money, coined in the ratio of 15} to 1 of gold or less, come here to be- 
come money, when in doing so it must pay passage and make less 
money 


The bullion value here is but 75 cents to the dollar at our ratio and would be 
about 72 cents at their ratio; hence France would lose about 28 cents on the dol- 
lar by sending her silver here to exchange for our gold, or about $168,000,000 on 
her entire stock of silver coin which she now carries at par with the gold; In- 
dia over $275,000,000, and other nations in like proportion, making for them com- 
bined a total loss in their circulating ium of over half a billion dollars. 


Shoul cotnage restore silver and gold bullion toa parity at our ratio of 
16 to 1 they would still lose 3 per cent. the exchange, or about $57,000,000. 


These facts would effectually bar such an exchange and inundation of silver 
we hear so much about. p 


Gold will buy more silver here than in 5 wise will buy 
ico, w. 


more ere W hy 3 
little than here. Report minority use mmiltee on * 
age, Weights, and Measures. * s, 4 

Does any sane person believe that such an ex would ever be 


made, and that, too, in face of the fact that none of these countries, 
unless it be France, has now a large enough circulation to meet the 
wants of their people? E 


NO DANGER OF AN AVALANCHE FROM THE ANNUAL PRODUCT OF SILVER. 
There is no danger of a silver avalanche from the annual product of 
silver, and no one has better shown this than the present Secretary of 
the In his report of 1889 he asks the question, May we 
not be flooded with the world’s excess of silver?“ And thus answers it: 
As to the objection that we may be flooded with the world’s silver, the pro- 
posed law itself and the statistics in regard to the present product and the uses 
of silver furnish a complete reply. Treasury notes would only be issued at the 
average price of silver in the leading financial centers of Europe and the United 
States,so that there could be no possible. motive for shipping 1 abroad. 
Why should any one pay the cost of transporting silver from Europe to ex- 
— for our Treasury notes at the same price it would command in gold at 
ome 
Mr. President, in that sentence of the honorable Secretary of the 
Treasury I behold what is to my mind the key of this whole problem. 
Why, says he, shall you, who apprehend the silver avalanche, think it 
possible, if silver in Europe must pay the cost of transportation, to ex- 
change for our Treasury notes at the same price it would command in 
gold at home? 
The Secretary continues: 
Probably we should receive some of the surplus product of Mexico; but, as 
will 8 the amount would mothe dangerously large. It would 


of South America goes, in the shape of miscellancous ores and base to 
Europe for economical refining. 


Now, then, let me intensify the question. If it can not come here, 
according to the statement of the Secretary of the Treasury, although 
you have the unlimited use of silver advocated by his bill, to become 
Sonay at the same price that it can become there, if you free coin yea 
will cheapen the relative price there by which it may become a dollar, 
and consequently enhance the impediment which he says is at present 
enough to keep it out. = 

Mr, President, let us look at the annual product of silver. Qmne 
ignotum pro magnifico—an enemy in the woods is always dangerous be- 
cause we can not count him, and we fearhim with tenfold the fear we have 
for him who stands out in the open field. We have apprehended a sil- 
ver deluge because of some unknown dam of silver in some unknown 
country, possessed by somebody unknown, by a vague and mysterious 
idea which has always been thrown up before us that there was some 
other stream which would rush in upon us. It is not so. We have 
here in the report of our present Secretary of the Treasury the state- 
ment of the annual product of silver and of its annual use. 


IF WE COINED THE WORLD'S ANNUAL SILVER PRODUCT UNUSED ELSEWHERE, IT 
WOULD NOT MAKE A DOLLAR APIECE FOR OUR PEOPLE. 


The annual product of silver the world over is $142, 000,000, and by 
the present coinage laws of nations there are used up in coinage all the 
$142,000,000 except $51,000,000. We are consuming now $28,000, 000 
of that $51,000,000. Therefore, if you should open your mints to free 
and unlimited coinage, thére is an annual product of silver, possibly 
to become your money, the wide world over, of less than double the 
amount that you are now coining, the difference between twenty-eight 
and fifty-one million dollars, or $23,000,000. 

NO ACCUMULATED STOCK OF SILVER IN THE WORLD, 

As it is obvious, then, that the silver money abroad will not come 
into our money, as it is obvious, also, that there is no annual product 
of silver which we may fear, there is only one other point of apprehen- 
sion, an apprehension that there is an accumulated stock of silver, not 
of annual production, not of present consumption, not money that will 
all prick up its ears and rush to Americaas soon as the Mint is opened, 
but of old teapots, and forks, and ladles, and teaspoons! This is the 
invasion with which America is threatened. ` I appeal to the present 
Secretary of the Treasury to answer that apprehension, and I read from 
his language. The present Secretary of the Treasury says: 

There is, in fact, no known accumulation of silver bullion anywhere in the 
world. Germany long since disposed of her stock of melted silver coins, partly 
by saie; perO rie 5 —_ her owo g ol ee. eo dr aoe partly 
ver for the Eeyptian coinage eee Al the mint at Berlin. 

NO AVALANCHE POSSIBLE FEOM PAST PRODUCTS OF SILVER. 


The Secretary continues in his report: 

It is plain, then, that there is no danger that the silver product of past , „ars 
will be poured into our mints, unless new steps be taken for demonetization, 
and for this improbable contingency ample can be provided. 

Nor need there be any serious apprehension that any considerable of the 
stock of silver coin of Europe would be shipped to tie United States for deposit 


for Treasury notes. 
There is much less reason for ship; coin to this country than bullion, for 
while the leading nations of Europe have discontinued the coinage of full 
tender silver pieces, they have provided by law for maintaining their g 
stock of silver coins at par. 
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In Sapiens, Portugal, and the States of the Scandinavian Union there is no 
stock of silver coin except subsidiary coins, required for . purposes, the 
nominal value of whica is far in excess of the bullion value, Germany has in 
circulation about $100,000,000 in old silver thalers, but ten years mete poson 
since the sales of bullion arising under the anti-silver legislation of 1873 were 
discontinued, It is safe to say there is no stock of silver coin in Europe which 
is not needed for business purposes. ~< 

The states of the Latin Union and Spain, which bas a similar monetary sys- 
tem, are the only countries in Europe which have any large stock of silver 
coins, and the commercial necessities of these countries are such that they 
could not afford, without serious financial distress, to withdraw from circula- 
tion Silver coins which are at par with their gold coins, to deposit them at our 
mints for payment of the bullion value in notes, 

The following table exhibits the stock of gold and silver in European banks 
ata late date, and the notes issued against them: 


Stock of precious metals in European banks and bank-notes outstanding. 
[Compiled from the London Economist.] 


Notes in cir- 
culation. 


Banks. Gold. Silver. 


Bank of Spain“ 
National Bank o! 
Bank of Russin. 


93, 094, 000 400, 349, 740 


Gold and silver not divided, but estimated from best authorities, agreeing 
substantially with the division given by the Commercial and Financial Chron- 
icle and the Financial and Mining Record. 

In view of these facts, there would seem to be no sufficient reason for limit- 
ing the amount of silver bullion which may be deposited for Treasury notes, 
and there are strong reasons against such limitation. 

SHALL WE HAVE SILVER AS MONEY OR SILVER IN PAWN AS BULLION? 

So, Mr. President, we have come down to this fine point in the silver 
discussion. There is nothing else to divide. The silver men as repre- 
sented on this floor and the silver men as represented by the Secretary 
of the Treasury both say that there is no danger of a silver freshet, 
both say that there is no accumulated stock of silver in the world 
which we may apprehend, both say that there ought to be no limit to 
the amount of silver allowed to be used as currency, and the only differ- 
ence between us, then, is whether that silver which you shall use as 
currency shall be money or shall be a warehouse product laid up in the 
Treasury as in a pawnbroker’s shop, the ticket of it to be redeemed by 
whom it may concern and who may desire. We are in favor of silver 
as money and he is in favor of the pawnbroker or warehouse system. 

FREE COINAGE RESTRAINED BY PHYSICAL LIMITATION. 

But why, Senators, shall you refuse to give a vote for free coinage 
of silver when you have from the head of your financial department 
assurances that thereis ‘‘no known accumulation of silver bullion any- 
where in the world“ and there can be no danger of a silver freshet? 

If you will but reflect you will perceive that were such a freshet pos- 
sible from the breaking of silver dams in some unknown country the 
current would not rise suddenly here. 

The capacity of our mints putsa practical limitation upon the coin- 
age of silver. The Secretary of the Treasury tells us that the coin- 
age of 5,600,000 silver dollars a month would tax the present mint 
organization to its utmost capacity and would practically suspend the 
coinage of gold. y 

It, then, silver and gold alike be coined freely according to the ut- 
most capacity of the United States Government at the present time to 
do it, we can not pour any silver freshet into this country, whether 
you make free coinage or not. 

If silver and gold be coined freely we can not without new mints 
pour down any silver avalanche. Let it come freely, it will neverthe- 
less come gradually. If we coin all the silver annually produced we 
could not coin more than a dollara head for our people, less than 10 cents 
a month for each. 

Our present coinage facilities will not admit more. And you must 
believe that a dollar apiece annually in silver for the American people 
will upset things and be chaos come again before you can consci- 
entiously vote against free coinage. 

OUR RATIO OF SILVER TO GOLD IS TOO HIGH. 

Another impediment to free coinage is the amount of silver we put 
in our dollar. The ratio of silver to gold in our metal dollars is, as we 
all know, 15.98 proportions of silver (commonly designated as 16) to 1 
of gold. The ratio in France, Italy, Belgium, and Switzerland, which 
constitute the Latin Union, is 15} of silver to 1 of gold; and such is also 
the ratio in Austria and The Netherlands, while in most countries the 
ratio is still lower than this. In India it is 15 to 1. 

Now, if we would make our ratio the same as that of the Latin Union 
we would speedily induce it to go to free coinage; and this would cre- 
ate a money level and silver would flow freely, according to the laws of 
trade, where most useful. 

SIR ISAAC NEWTON ON THE OPERATION OF THE RATIO. 

Sir Isaac Newton appreciated the operation of this principle when he 

was director of the mint in London. He was asked why silver went 


abroad. He answered that France and Germany had a ratio different 
from that of England, and said: 


Itappears by od ore as well as by reason, that silver flows from those 
places where its value is lowest in popoio to gold, as from Spain to all Eu- 
rope and from all Europe to the East Indies, China, and Japan; and that gold 
is most plentiful in those pase in which its value is highest in proportion to 
silver, as in Spain and England. 

It is the demand for eee which hath raised the price of exportable 
silver about 2d. or 3d, on the ounce above that of silver in coin, and hath thereby 
created a temptation to export or melt down the silver coin rather than give 
2d. or 3d. more for foreign silver; and the demand for exportation arises from 
the higher price of silver in other places than England, in proportion to gold— 
that is, from the higher prices of gold in England than other places, in propor- 
tion to silver, and, therefore, may be diminished prione the value of gold 

n proportion to silver.—Nomisma or Legal Tender, Henri Cernuschi, page 26. 


And then he suggests: 


If gold in England or silver in East India could be brought down so low as 
to bear thesame proportion to one anotherin both places, there would be here no 
greater demand forsilver than for gold to be exported to India; and if gold were 
lowered only so as to have the same properen to the silver money in sem 
which it hath to silver in the rest of Europe, there would be no temptation to 
export silver rather than gold toany part of woke And to compass this last, 
there seems nothing more requisite than to take off 10d. or 12d. from the guinea— 
Nomisma or Legal der, Henri Cernuschi, page 26. 


CERNUSCHI ON THE OPERATION OF THE RATIO, 

Henri Cernuschi appreciates this principle as well as Sir Isaac New- 
ton, and almost all the writers on finance go to show that if you are to 
put the ratio the same in this country or about equal with what it is in 
others, we would no longer stand upon the mountain nor they in the val- 
ley; the silver plane would be created and the operation of the laws of 
trade would preserve a balance between the two metals in each country 
and between the countries of theircorrespondence. He says (page 27): 


So you see that the voyage of gold or silver is not the result of the changing 
productiveness of the mines, but that it is dictated by the laws alone. If you 
establish in India your ratio of 4834 (1 to 16) and introduce in England your 
ratio of 1792 (1 to 15), you will see all the gold of England going to India and all 
the silver of India going to land. The relative value in the market be- 
tween gold and silver is the t of a struggle between the laws of the differ- 
ent countries. à 

If a treaty was made establishing everywhere the same relative weight be- 
tween gold and silver coins, with everywhere a uniform charge for the pman 
of the two metals, there would be no more reason for exporting the one or the 
other. The globe is round; if the mint laws are the same in every nation, the 
exportation of gold or silver leaves no profit, “no more temptations,” as was 
remarked by Sir Isaac Newton. 


FAWCETT ON THE RATIO. 


Mr. Fawcett, in his work on Gold and Debt, explains the ratio. 
SAYS: 

The original establishment by law in Great Britain, France,and the United 
States that the legal values of gold and silver should be as lof gold to 15} of sil- 
ver was the result of nearly two hundred years’ observation of the following 
facts, namely: That the intrinsic value of each metal as a commodity, aside from 
its uses as currency or money, was continually fluctuating in accordance with 
the increase or decrease of its production, but that this increase or decrease of 
production, and consequent increase or decrease of value, was never the same 
in both metals at the same time. The experience was that when the production 
of gold had diminished that of silver had either remained stationary or increased, 
and vice versa. There was no theory to show that this should necessarily be the 
case, but such was and had been the fact for over two hundred years. 

In order to event wide fluctuations in the standard of values it was sought 
to establish a bond between the values of the two metals, so that the diminish- 
ing value of the one might be ed by either the stationary or the increasing 
value of the other. E ence had shown that the average commercial value 
of silver had heen as 15} of silver to 1 of gold, and that, though either one might 
temporarily change in value, so as to change its relative value, it would certainly 
come back to it sooner or later if both metals were equally as money. As 
previously remarked, the values of both metals are to a very large extent ficti- 
tious; there is no other use than as money that would warrant more than one- 
fourth the present values of either gold or silver. The d m of 29 in the 
100 of the value of silver (or the increase of 41 per cent. in the value of gold, 
whichever one may choose to call it) which took place from October, 1874, to 
J on le mainly as the result of the demonetization of silver by Germany, 


He 


eq e valuation 

was the point from which there would be the least departure. During sd dis- 
on on 

ve legal 
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PROBABLE EFFECT OF FREE COINAGE OF SILVER, 

The probable effect from conferring the free-coinage right upon sil- 
ver, will be 

1. To multiply the number of American dollars. 

2. To enhance the value of the silver bullion that makes a dollar. 

3. To maintain the value of gold bullion, but not to increase it. 

4. To bring gold and silver bullion nearer together in value, stimu- 
late business and prices, and to maintain the value, and most probably 
to increase the value of productions. 

5. To give the United States the control of the silver market and to 
transfer headquarters from London to New York. 

6. To attract gold to us instead of expelling it. 

7. It will give powerful stimulant to international agreement and’ 
be the forerunner of the universal dollar. 

That it will multiply the number of American dollars is obvious. 
That it will raise the price of silver bullion is equally obvious. 


1890. 
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SILVER MONEY MAINTAINS ITS PAR WITH GOLD MONEY, AND SILVER FREE 
COINAGE WILL PUT SILVER BULLION UP TO OR NEARER IN VALUE TO GOLD 
BULLION, 

Silver money maintains its par with gold money where, over the 
whole world’s surface, silver and gold are admitted alike to become 
money. Every portion of silver that becomes money becomes instantly 
the peer of the gold money. The United States have 386,000,000 of 
silver dollars, every one of which is the value equal of a gold dollar, will 
pay as much taxes, discharge as much debt, and buytas much ofanything 
that man can eat or wear or in any manner use as a gold dollar. The 
silver dollar will buy as much gold bullion asa gold dollar, although 
the silver metal that makes the dollar is worth a quartér less than the 
gold metal that will make a dollar. Three conspicuous, significant, 
self-interpreting facts stand forth in this analysis: 

1, The silver admitted to moneyhood is the par of gold. 

2. No portion of silver is beneath the par of gold save that portion 
which is denied the right of moneyhood. 

3. The silver which is denied the right of moneyhood maintains its 
value alongside with the value of those commodities which have fallen 
in price, and will exchange for just as much now as it would have ex- 
changed for at a time when all silver could have become money like all 
gold. In short, commodity silver is on the same plane of value as other 
commodities and money silver on the same plane as money gold. 

Whether we say gold has appreciated in value or dismoneyed silver 
has declined, the fact is that the gap between silver as a commodity 
and silver as money closes instantly and just in proportion as the sil- 
ver commodity is permitted to be coined. The logical conclusion from 
this simple statement of facts is inevitable: 

1. That all silver should be readmitted to free coinage. 

2. That all silver being so admitted would, like that which has been 
admitted, value equally with gold. 

3. It is most reasonable to conclude that as soon as there is restora- 
tion of silver to its ancient plane of money dignity the prices of those 
productions which went down with its decline will again rise with its 
ascension. 

WILL THE GOLD BULLION NECESSARY TO MAKE A DOLLAR BE WORTH MORE 

THAN A DOLLAR? 

There is no reason to suppose that the gold bullion necessary to make 
a dollar will enhance in price and be worth more than the dollar into 
which it has the privilege of conversion. On the contrary, the right of 
free coinage conferred on silver bullion will take away from gold bull- 
ion its exclusive right of free coinage, and it would seem paradoxical 
to assume that in curtailing the exclusive free right of any article it 
would thereby add to its value. The investiture of an article with 
faculty, privilege, or additional use will undoubtedly add value to it, 
as it necessarily increases the demand forit. But when did it ever 
happen that divestiture of exclusive faculty, privilege, and exclusive 
use conferred value? Coffee would be dearer if there were no such 
thing as tea; wheat would be dearer if there were no such thing as 
corn, and beef would be dearer if there were nosuch thing as bacon. 

If a law were to be passed to-day that coffee, wheat, and beef might 
be freely consumed, but tea, corn, and bacon should only be consumed 
to a certain limited extent, would not the free articles go up in the 
market and the proscribed ones go down? The tea that could not be 
drunk and the corn and bacon that could not be eaten, what would 
they be worth? As soon as they were disfranchised the doctors would 
tell us they did not have intrinsic value. 

And all the time the appetites of the people would be the same for 
both wheat and corn, for both beef and bacon, for both coffee and tea, 
and if you allowed them to get them they would still consume them 
with the same old-fashioned avidity. 

FREE COINAGE WILL RAISE THE VALUE OF SILVER, 

Is it not reasonable to believe that as soon as all silver bullion has 
the free right of coinage it will approximate or go to the par of the cor- 
responding amount of gold bullion necessary to makeadollar? As each 
amount of metal will then have equal privileges and subserve the same 
monetary uses, is it not reasonable to suppose that they will then closely 
approximate or equal each other in value? : 

PRICES WILL RISE. 

Mr. President, another effect of a free coinage of silver would be to 
increase the price of products in the markets of the world. It isa fact 
that gold men oppose silver because they know as a fact that the pur- 
chasing power of gold will go down. 


MONEY ATTRACTS MONBY, 

I believe too that the free-coinage of silver will bring gold to us, not 
drive it away. 

Money attracts money. Riches produce riches. Wealth has no lik- 
ing for anything as much as itself. Everything assimilates with its 
kind. Money is the most social, self-assimilative, and procreative of 
all material things. 


AMERICAN AND FRENCH SILVER ATTRACTED GOLD. 

American silver has drawn gold tous. We had but two hundred 
millions in gold when we had no silver money in 1878, and it was at 
a premium of 1} per cent. We partially restored silver, and we have 
to-day between three and four hundred millions of silver and between 


six and seven hundred millions of gold, and gold instead of being at a 
premium has been brought to a parity by putting the silver in circula- 
tion. German gold did not draw gold to Germany as anticipated after 
the Franco-German war. But French silver and gold drew gold to 
France. 

France to-day, with a population of 38,000,000, has three times as 
much silver as we have in proportion to population in actual circula- 
tion and twice the amount of gold in actual circulation. It is because 
prosperity, good prices, and active business attract both silver and gold 
and men wherever the sun shines. 

The immigration that flows into this country from the discontented 
masses of the Old Worldis nota stream of immigration from silvery 
France, but is the overflow of the discontented from the gold countries, 
Germany and England. : a 


RESULT OF DEMENETIZATION OF SILVER IN GERMANY. 


Ihave a paper here which shows the result in Germany of her demon- 
etization of silver just as the result indicated itself here. Prof. Thorold 
Rogers says of it: : , 

At atime when the domain of civilization is increasing in every direction 
and when the need for the corresponding means of exchange has consequently 
increased, one of the t states of Europe has expelled silver and at the same 
time adopted gold. She thought herself able to do this, owing to the gold in- 


demnity posed upon France, but she has inflicted the greatest injury upon 
her population and ruined her industries. 
— 


THE GRESHAM LAW NOT ABSOLUTE. 
Mr. President, there is a doctrine of finance announced by Sir 


Thomas Gresham, the founder of the Royal Exchange of London, that 


the cheaper money will drive the dearer money out of circtlation, as a 
man will hold what he values most and part first with what he val- 
ues least when he can get the same for the least valuable that he can 
for the most valuable. 

Mr, President, if this were an absolute law and if it were true that 
silver was a cheaper money than gold, why has not silver already driven 
gold away? There is something, then, at fault either in your premise 
or in your conclusion. 
or the law that the cheaper will drive away the dearer is not true. 
Either your fact is false or your conclusion is erroneous. 


RICARDO VS, GRESHAM. 


Mr. President, there is another law upon the subject of money that 
is just as strong as that of Gresham. No one thing in this world is gov- 
erned by one law. ‘There is aeonflict of laws, and it is in their balance 


that the world goes on its gait. I put Ricardo now against Gresham 


and give you Ricardo’s law: 


It is a mistaken theory to suppose that the guineas of 5 pennyweights 8 grains 
can not circulate with guineas of 5 penny weights or less. As they might be in 
such limited quantity that both the one and the other might actually pass in 
currency for a value equal to 5 pennyweights 10 grains, there would be no temp- 
tation to withdraw either from circulation; there would be no real profit in re- 
taining them.—Ricardo’s reply to Bosanquet, pages 95, 96. 


WALKER VS. GRESHAM. 


I put Francis A. Walker’s exposition of this law also against 
Gresham’s: ; 

This principle is that of two sorts of money circulating r the inferior 
will driye out and replace the better. Stated thus without qualification, as it 
usually is, the proposition is not true. Itisonly when the body of money thus 
ert is in excess that the better part begins to yield place and retire from 
circulation. 

When, however, the e amount of the two or more sorts of money in 
circulation becomes excessive, that is, greater than tha community’s distributive 
share of the money of the world, the principle of Gresham’s law begins at once 
to operate, acting through the desire of men to pay their debts or effect their 
purchases with the least valuable commodity which will answer the require- 
ments of exchange. By this means the heavier coins are selected for exporta- 
tion in payment of debts abroad, where only the actual — of fine metal 
will determine their power in exchange, or for consumption 
trial or decorative, at home, where the denomination o 
little account.—Francis A. Walker on Money, pages 194, 195. 


NO DANGER OF TOO MUCH MONEY. 


Mr. President, let us ask ourselves this question, are we going to 
have too much money in America by reason of the free coinage of sil- 
ver? I have already shown from the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury that it can not exceed the amount of about a dollar a head 
per year for the whole American population. 
ceded that with the increasing volume of money prices will rise. 

When prices are increasing money is seldom hoarded, because there is 
every temptation to its free use. Money is generally hoarded when 
prices are declining, because the money-holder says to himself, ‘‘If I 
wait I can buy cheaper.“ On the contrary, he rushes to invest when 
prices are rising, because he says to himself, If I puy to-day I can 
sell for more to-morrow.““ Now, it is acknowled that as soon as 
silver is admitted to free canage there will be a tendency of prices up- 
ward. 

ANTICIPATION OF MORE MONEY STIMULATES PRICES. 


The very anticipation of free silver coinage has given a rise to stocks 
and prices in New York and an upward tendency everywhere. And, 
therefore, as prices will rise with free coinage it is natural and logical 
to assume that money will not be hoarded as long as that tendenqy 
exists, 


The fact must be con- 


Either silver is not a cheaper money than gold 


the arts, indus- © 
the coin is of equally . 


+ 
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GOLD WILL NOT LEAVE WHILE INVESTMENTS HERE TEMPT IT. 


Unless by the operation of other causes, gold is not likely to leave 
this country when silver is admitted to free coinage. Nor will it ever 
leave this country until it finds a better field of investment elsewhere 
than it can find here. As long as this country has lands, minerals, 
stocks and bonds, and other properties inviting investment at better 
rates than are offered elsewhere, money will have no tendency to quit 
our shores for foreign Investors are not turned away from buy- 
ing our stocks and bonds by the anticipation of more money through 
free silver coinage. They look to the maintenance of prices here, and 
hence they seek our shores. i 

GOLD NOT LIKELY TO GO TO A PREMIUM. 

Nor is the gold dollar likely to go to a premium over the silver dol- 
lar. What condition will exist to driveit toa premium? What use 
will there be for a gold dollar making it desirable that a man shall 
part with more than one silver dollar in order to get a gold dollar? 
He can pay as much tax with his silver dollar as with a gold dollar. 
He can discharge as much debt with his silver dollar as with a gold 
He can buy as much of any commodity with his silver dollar 
as witha gold dollar; and why then shall he give more than asilver dol- 
lar in order to get a gold dollar? After he has gotten it it would 
render him no greater service. 

FREE COINAGE WILL GIVE AMERICA CONTROL OF THE SILVER MARKET. 


Furthermore, Mr. President, it will give to America control of the 
silver market of the world. I read now a brief from the circu- 
lar of Henry Clews & Co., bankers, of New York, of April 19 of the pres- 

ent year. It shows that as the bankers of this country have come to 
the study of this question they have come to the free coinage idea of 
silver. Says Mr. Clews in his circular: 

— If the silver bill be passed and exports of silver consequently stopped, the 
tendency will be to transfer control of the silver market to New York. This 
will certainly be favorable to American interests, for the aim of England is in- 
variably to depress silver in order to cheapen the cost of mere gra. Page rupee, 
which, whether com of silver bought at 44d. or 60d., buysin India thesame 
amount of wheat and other products. Consequently the dearer the rupee the 
less grain India is likely to rt, and the better the foreign demand for Amer- 
ican wheat, which has suffe: so much from the competition of India. In this 
connection it is interesting to note how widely silver is used in coinage. China, 
with fe og of over 400,000,000, and India, witha population of nearly 
300,000,000, use silver as their principal basis of coinage. Of the powers 
only Great Britain and Germany cling to the le standard, while all the re- 
mainder, including the United States, use both silver and gold. Henry Clews € 
Co.'s circular of April 19, 1890. 

NO MONEY WILL LEAVE US PERMANENTLY UNTIL OUR MONEY VOLUME IS EX- 
CESSIVE.. 

Mr. President, I think we may see with sufficient clearness to de- 
clare that no portion of our money will have a tendency to leave us 
or part in parity until the whole volume of our currency is in excess of 
our distributive share of the world’s money. The question, therefore, 
af last resolves itself into the twofold inquiry: Will the silver free 
coinage- give us such excess, and if some of our gold should leave us 
would it be a disaster greater than running the risk of having too little 
money? To have too little money is a great misfortune and one very 
difficult to cure. I have never known, however, of any man or any 
nation that would not find a way of getting rid of too much. We have 
endured the risk of having too little so long that just for the sake of va- 
riety, if nothing else, I should like to enter into the peril of having a 
little too much. Ido not perceive that any of those gentlemen who 
have got millions have ever suffered in their own minds much from 
a sense of being overweighted with too much money or that any nation 
has ever suffered from having too much money. It is those who suffer 
who have not got it, and those who have are the ones who stand in 
the way of their getting it in order that there may be more value in 
that which they have got. : 


MORE MONEY A BOON TO HUMANITY. 


The world is no longer a series of segregated and unsympatheticstates. 
Railroads gave it bones, telegraphs gave it nerves, telephones multiplied 
its tongues, water courses and seas navigated by steam-vessels are great 
arteries of communication, and the newspaper press morning and even- 
ing illumines it like a mighty orb shining for all nations. It is now 
sentient through all its parts; and there is a balancing movement 
throughout the realms of commerce. What lowers or heightens prices 
in one place affects priceseverywhere. If you would freely coin silver 
in America you would gladden the heart of humanity by giving to the 
laborer a larger price for his product. 

THE MAINSFRING OF MONEY IS FREE COINAGE, AND THE BALANCE-WHEEL IS 
LEGAL TENDER—THE POWERS OF MONEY. ' 

Mr. President, in this discussion about the use of silver in free coin- 
age we must not forget that the mainspring of money is free coinage 
and that the balance-wheel of money is legal tender. 

Money fulfills four offices in society. First, it purchases commodi- 
ties; second, it discharges debts; third, it pays taxes; and, fourth, it 
Serves as a scale, denominator, standard, or unit of value. It has a 
trinity of powers: the commodity-buying, the debt-discharging, and 
the tax-paying power; and itsubserves the use of price-marking, value- 
estimating, and account-keeping, which is rather a convenience of mer- 
cantile mechanism, a collateral and incidental use, than one of the 
operative forces of money. 


THE PURCHASING POWER OF MONEY IS IMPERFECT IN ITSELF, 

One of the three powers of money, the purchasing power, is by itself 
an imperfect, limited, and conditional power. Money could not buy 
unless commodity was willing to sell. It takestwoto make a bargain, 
and the money-owner could not become purchaser with his money un- 
less the property-owner would voluntarily sell his property. Great, 
then, as is the purchasing power of money, that power, if it were the 
only one that nioney possessed, would leave it helpless and powerless 
if antagonized by the property-owners. They could crush the life out 
of it by refusal to sell for money, and then money, without automatic 
existence or self-assertion of any kind, would hide itself in the mass 
of untitled properties which come and go without a name. 

THE DEBT AND TAX PAYING POWERS OF MONEY ARE ABSOLUTE. 

When money becomes a legal public institution, vested by law with 
certain faculties, all of its powers become absolute, dominating, and 
exclusive. Even its purchasing power, which before was imperfect, 
becomes now self-enforcing; and, while this fact is not at first apparent, 
it becomes so when we analyze the processes of the money system. 
Money may discharge debt, whether the creditor is willing or not. 
Money may pay taxes whether the tax-gatherer is willing or not; and 
nothing else but money can of its own motion do either. If a debt of 
$10 is due, nothing but $10 can pay it. If $10 of taxis due, nothing 
but $10 in money can discharge them. No amount of property has 
absolute right to step in and say, you shall take me for this debt or 
this tax. But money speaks to debt or tax with sovereign voice 
and abolishes them with sovereign and unappealable decree. 

THE LEGAL-TENDER POWER CREATES THE SOVEREIGN VALUE. 

The absolute debt-paying, tax-discharging prerogatives of money 
constitute what is known as its legal-tender capacity. This capacity 
is conferred upon it by law and makes it amongst properties what a 
monarch is amongst men. It is the sovereign value, and all other val- 
ues are measured by it, because it is the only value which is self-assert- 
ive, self-enforcing, constant, and independent. 

HOW THE PURCHASING POWER OF MONEY BECOMES ABSOLUTE AND DICTATORIAL, 

It is now evident that by reason of its absolute power to discharge 
debts and taxes the purchasing power of money is measured, and that 
that power now becomes absolute which was before originally imperfect 
and conditional. With tax upon his land, cattle, or household goods, 

able in money, a property-holder must get money to di it. 
ith a debt by mortgage or otherwise over his homestead or his field 
the debtor must get money to pay it. Hence he must sell a portion 
of his property to get it; or in default the law comes in with sheriff or 
marshal and sells it for him and takes the money paid for it to hand 
over to tax-gatherer or creditor. Hence, property-owners can no lo 
combine and crush the life out of money. ey must sell or be sold out. 
It no longer takes two to make a bargain. The law has already made a 
bargain for the property-holder, and it enforces it for the money-holder’s 
right. The money power with two prerogatives has out of them evolved 
a third, the absolute power to buy, by reason of the power to enforce sale, 
and this money power dominates, calculates, estimates, or marks down 
the prices of property, and erects itself into standard of value because it 
is the only value that every citizen in society must bow to in order to 
i hisobligation. Clothed with such prerogatives as these money 
sways human fortunes with autocratic powers more sweeping and wider 
spread than any ever conferred upon or usurped by a king amongst 
mortals. It is said that the two upright lines with the 8, flourish, 
that constitute the dollar-mark, are rade representations of the pillars 
of Hercules. . Money is the Hercules of value. 
VALUE IS A RELATION, NOT A QUALITY. 

And now, though I repeat an idea which has been put before this. 
body, I again repeat it because it is the necessary logic of this discus- 
sion, 

What we term value is not the quality of a thing, but that relation 
between a person and a thing in which the thing acquires capacity to 
fulfill a physical or mental want of the person. If man did not exist 
there would be no value in gold and silver, or coal and iron, or milk 
and honey. The gems of ocean would remain undisturbed in unfath- 
omed caves and the rarest flowers would blush unseen. If man did 
not exist, neither gem nor blossom, nor gold or silver, nor coal or iron, 
nor milk and honey, would have any value whatsoever. The simplest 
idea of value is the relation of the thing that can satisfy to the want 
that creates desire. 

QUALITY IS INTRINSIC, BUT VALUE IS EXTERNAL. 

Men often use the words “intrinsic value“ as if value was a quality 
inherent in a thing, as pungency is the quality of pepper, savor of salt, 
sweetness of sugar, or hardness of steel; but such is not the case, 
Value is external to the thing desired and external also to the person 
desiring. Pungency would exist in pepper, savor in salt, sweetness in 
sugar, if never man had trod upon the earth, being absolute proper- 
ties of those a:ticles. But their value is whatever the person desiring 
will do or give in order to get them. 

Barbon, who wrote two hundred years ago, understood this when he 
said: 

Value is only the price of things, and that can never be certain. 


If things have no value in themselves it is an opinion and fashion that brings 
them into use and gives them value. 
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Well does Macleod say in his Economies: 

A single object can not have value, and this unhappy intrinsic value 
means so much overdrawn, and the slightest reflection will show that to define 
value to be something external to a thing and then to be constantly speaking 
of intrinsic value are self-contradictory and inconsistent ideas. 

Commercial value is a still more complicated term. It involves the 
conception of af least two persons, a thing desired by one and pos- 
sessed by another, and also what the one desiring is willing to do or 
give to the one possessing in order to get it. Commercial value is value 
in exchange, and is the mere estimate of the mind of what should be 
done or given in exchange for what is desired. 


IF THE WORLD DEMONETIZED GOLD AND SILVER THREE-FOURTHS OF THEIR VALUE 
` WOULD BE LOST. 


Mr. President, it is well estimated by a distinguished writer that if 
you were to take away from silver and from gold their crowning sovereign 
value to pay debts and taxes, you would leave the silver and gold of 
the world with one-fourth of their present value. They would then 
have only the value of the article as used in plate or in ornament. But 
the money value has added three-fourths to the value of the gold and 
silver that make money. z 

This being the case, we are obliged to realize at the end of this dis- 
cussion that money is a value created by law to serve the people as a 
medium of exchange and asa solvent of debt and taxes. It is also 
clear that just in proportion to the volume of that medium which will 
discharge debt and taxes as the purchasing power of money and of 
prices of things that money will be. 


FALL IN THE PRICES OF PRODUCTS. e 

Mr. President, there has been a fall in the values of the products of 
the soil all over the United States. The bonds, the mortgages, the 
notes, the debts, the taxes, the obligations, and contracts to pay of every 
kind remain at one fixed figure. ‘ 

The underpinning, the property which is to discharge it, has parted 
away from it and has left the roof of debt, the roof of mortgage, the 
roof of obligation at the same height from the ground of solvency, but 
between the roof and the earth there has been a partition of value so 
that the property-holder must pay more to discharge his debt than he 
contemplated in its making, 
CAUSES OF DEPRECIATION IN VALUES. 

In this we perceive, Mr. President, not only the effect of the like 
cause on this side of the ocean that we do upon the other, but we per- 
ceive the operation of a universal law. The cause of this thing is not 
doubtful nor questioned. The Secretary of the Treasury shows in his 
report the reason why silver has gone down, and there is scarcely a finan- 
cial writer or economist on either side of the water who does not acknowl- 
edge the fact that the dismissal from circulation of a vast portion of 
the world’s money in the demonetization of silver has been perhaps 
the greatest contributing cause to this result, 

GREEDY CAPITALISTS WOULD AS SOON DEMONETIZE ONE METAL AS ANOTHER. 

It was no discontent with silver as a circulating medium which led 
the world in the train of procedure which produced this consequence. 
On the contrary, within the present century there has been a move- 
ment against gold just as decided and just as assertive as that which 
exists against silver now. In 1848 and 1849, when the gold placers of 
California and of Australia were multiplying the gold wealth of the 
world, these results were the almost instantaneous consequence: In 
the first place, the money volume of the world was increased; in the 
second place, the prices were so increased that prosperity spread far 
and wide; and, in the third pan the bondholder, the creditor classes 
of the world, seeing that gold was becoming cheaper, tried to strike it 
down just as they try to strike down silver now. 

They do not care whether you demonetize silver or demonetize gold. 
Their object is to have less money, in order that what they have may 
buy more. If they can get to that result by killing gold they will 
kill it. If they can get to that result by killing silver they will kill 
it. Like Iago in the play the usurer says: 

Whether he kill Cassio, 


Or Cassio him, or each do kill the other, 
Every way makes my gain. 


THE MOVEMENT AGAINST SILVER IS MONARCHICAL AND THAT FOR SILVER DEM- 
OCRATIC, 


The movement to demonetize silver and resist its remonetization is 
a movement dictated by kings, ministers, courtiers, satellites, syco- 
phants, and monopolists. It is the movement of monarchy and of au- 
tocracy, whether it be upon the throne hedged in by the divine right 
of kings, or upon the throne hedged in by syndicates and trusts and 
rooted in the subtle and despotic power of the almighty dollar. The 
movement to remonetize silver and to resist its demonetization is a 
movement springing from the pure fountain called Republicanism or 
Democracy, whichever you please to call it, which believes in the great 
doctrine of our Federal Constitution, that to promote the general wel- 
fare and not the welfare of a class is fundamental to the institute of 
government. 

Great Britain, a monarchy, in 1816 led off in the demonetization of 
silver. Unable to conquer America with lead and steel, she inaugurated 
that step while yet smarting with the lessons taught her by Decatur on 
the northern lakes and by Andrew Jackson and his Southern braves 
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at New Orleans; and, stimulated to broader dreams of conquest by just 
having conquered France at Waterloo, she sought in 1816 to complete 
the conquest of France just as Germany thought to complete it after 
Sedan in later years. But each time France has held up her silver 
buckler and fenced them off with her silver-hilted sword. 

Far-reaching in her prevision of events, Great Britain sought by the 
wiles of commerce to accomplish what she had failed to do here by force 
of arms and had but partially done abroad, and to-day, as the wheat 
of her myriad of Indian ryots takes the place of our American product 
in the Liverpool market, she beholds the triumph of a policy which 
has narcotized American brains, corrupted American morals, and im- 
poverished American farmers. While some of our economists amuse - 
ignorant readers by copying English phrases about the best money,“ 
"the fixed and invariable value of gold,“ and talk scholastically about 
‘intrinsic value, England gathers in her golden harvests, piles u 
her cent per cent.,“ and laughs in her sleeve at our ignorance a 
our folly. 

Germany, a monarchy, demonetized silver in 1871, when fresh from 
conquest, reeking with plunder, and greedy for aggrandizment. 

Belgium, Italy, and Greece, Denmark, Norway and Sweden, Hol- 
land, Russia, and Austria-Hungary, all of them monarchies, soon fol- 
lowed in the train of the policy dictated by the man of blood and iron.“ 
Switzerland, a weak republic, was swept into the current of au 
by the influence of vicinage. France, gifted with scientific knowledge, 
renowned for her skilled economists, pulsating with 1 thought 
and aspiration, has clung to silver with tenacity that yielded only 
so far as alien influences have forced upon her a policy of subserviency 
at war with her experience and with her wisdom. ` 


NO GREAT REPUBLIC EVER WILLINGLY DEMONETIZED SILVER, 

No great republic of the world has ever wittingly or consciously dis- 
missed silver from its service as money. True, the United States of 
America did demonetize it—in fact, but not by conscious action—in 
1873, and then occurred the most shameful thing that was ever recorded 
in the history of this nation. I shall make no personal allusions, as 
they might do injustice, for that dark-lantern is fully 
known only to those who were in range of the dark lantern that shed 
its light on some small coterie of plotters. 

Then an act was smuggled through Congress— 
ber of the body who passed, but by the fine Italian hand”? of an out- 
sider who had no legislative responsibility upon him—which dropped 
the silver dollar out of our circulation. 


NO PUBLIC CALL FOR DEMONETIZATION IN THE UNITED STATES, 


In all our thirty or forty million people no public meeting or party 
platform had called for that thing to be done. In neither House of 
Congress did a single Senator or Representative show by speech his 
knowledge that it was done. The President of the United States when 
he signed the act did it ignorantly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator certainly does not wish to misstate 
a fact? 

Mr. DANIEL. No, sir. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not only was the dropping of the silver dollar 
stated to us by the official report of the Secretary of the Treasury in 
1870, communicating his message and oana that bill to Congress, 
but in frequent debates both in the Senate and the House the fact that 
the silyer dollar was dropped from the coinage was stated explicitly 
and the reasons given for it. 

I do not wish to disturb the Senator except to correct him in that 
important fact. I have already shown to the Senate on one occasion 
before, by the examination of the bait pers bill, that the Secretary of 
the Treasury called specific and special attention to the bill as sent to 
us, that the silver dollar was dropped from the coinage, and in the 
debate, here in the Senate and in the debate in the other House, espe- 
cially by Mr. Kelley and Mr. Hooper, specific attention was called to 
the fact that the bill dropped the silver dollar and the reasons were 
given for it. I do not want to interrupt the Senator now, but I may 
hereafter at some time refer to if more at length. i 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator to give us the date 
of those debates of which he speaks, 

Mr. SHERMAN. On the 25th of April, 1870, the letter of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury came here with that bill, and one of the leadin 
items, pointed underadouble head, was that thesilver dollar was drop 
from our currency. I showed that distinctly on a former occasion. 
The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] the other day showed that very 
fact and quoted the remarks made by Mr. Hooper, in which he gave 
the reasons for dropping out the silver dollar, and of Mr. Kelley also. 
Both of those gentlemen, now dead, ina debate expressly pointed it 
out. It was pointed out here in the Senate, and the dollar that was 
finally put in the place of the silver dollar—that is, the trade-dollar of 
420 grains—was put there by the unanimous resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of California, presented here by the Senator from that State, 
and upon his motion the dollar of 420 grains, intended for a trade-dol- 
lar, was put in the place the former dollar occupied. 

Mr. MORRILL. To supersede the Mexican dollar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. So as to supersede the Mexican dollar. 

I know the Senator from Virginia does not wish to mislead upon a 


framed not by amem- ` 
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fact of that kind; and if I do not interrupt him, for I never choose to | tains in the body of it a revolution, to let people know that the revo- 


interrupt a Senator in the midst of a speech, I remember that in a de- 
bate between the Jate Senator from Kentucky, Mr. Beck, whose death 
we mourn, he made this same statement, that has been made over and 
over again in the Senate and House, that the silver dollar was surrep- 
titiously dropped from the coinage. I then got the original files and 
showed the original letter of April 25, 1870, had it read, and showed 
every stage of that bill. It was printed at least eight or ten times, cir- 
ulated widely all over the country, and sent to everybody who was 
supposed to know anything about the bill, and attention was especially 
called to the fact that the silver dollar was dropped from the coinage. 
The bill was debated in both Houses. The fact was brought out here 
only the other day by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. The 
Senator from Kentucky, with the manly generosity that distinguished 
him, because, although he was very strong in his opinions, he was al- 
ways willing to be corrected, at once acknowledged his error; and there 
are Senators here within the hearing of my voice who probably remem- 
ber the circumstance. : 

That dollar was never surreptitiously dropped. It may have been 
foolishly done, but it was done after debate. The circumstances con- 
nected with it, the why and the wherefore, were given in both Houses 
of Congress and stated by the Secretary of the Treasury. I have no 
objection to any comment being made upon that fact. It may have 
“been very unwise; I will not interrupt the Senator here to debate that; 
but the fact is that it was known to every member of Congress. It is 
true General Grant said he did not know the effect of the measure 
and many other ontsidersdid not; but no man could have been pres- 
ent here in the Senate Chamber as a member or in the other House of 
Congress and attended to his duties and not have known it. 

Mr. HOAR. How many times was the bill printed? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was printed some eight or ten times, perhaps 
more than that, from the beginning to the end for three years during 
two Con from April 25; 1870, to February, 1873, and the fact 
that that dollar was dropped from that bill was as bold and palpable 
a fact as any fact of legislation in the history of our country. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio was entirely 
right to interrupt me, or at least to make his explanation, and he but 
does me simple justice in saying that he knows I would be glad to allow 
any explanation of that kind. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I supposed the Senator knew that, but I was 
greatly surprised when another Senator made the same declaration 
about the silver dollar being surreptitiously dropped who was present 
here as a member of the Senate, and I can show over and oVer again 
he refers to it here. I knew the Senator did not intend to mislead. 

Mr. DANIEL, But, Mr. President, the fact is very little short of 
the statement made. So far as this movement to demonetize the silver 
dollar was concerned, it was a matter unknown to Congress and un- 
known to the people of the United States when it was done. Speaker 
Blaine did not know it when the act passed. Senator STEWART, of 
Nevada, representing that great silver community, who was a memberot 
the body, did not knowit. The Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], 
who has always had an eye on silver, did not know it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He was not here. 

Mr. DANIEL. Was he not then a member of the other House? 

Several Senators. No. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Will the Senator allow me tosay that the Senator 
from Nevada, who also has his eye always upon silver, was here and 
voted for the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. He did not know it. 

Mr. STEWART. I did not know it, and I will give the Senator, if 
he wants it, the entire discussion. It was not stated in the discussion 
that there was any intention to leave the dollar out. On the contrary, 
the very last thing that was done was an amendment offered by the 
Senator from Ohio providing for the inscription on the silver dollar, I 
will get it in a moment and show it. That was adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The trade-dollar. ` 

Mr. STEWART. No, the silver dollar and the trade-dollar both. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In the bill as it came to us—I will get the origi- 
nal files again and introduce the same evidence I did here before. 

THE COUNTRY DID NOT KNOW WHAT WAS so QUIETLY DONE, 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, a year after that bill was passed in 
the American Congress, so silently had it gone through, General Grant 
wrote a letter expressing his surprise that silver did not come into 
market. 

Now, sir, I do not desire to convict anybody or any person of doing 
anything that is surreptitious or improper, but I desire to proclaim the 
fact, which the American people can not be too often reminded of, that 
one of their mouey metals was taken out of the currency and they 
were put upon the single gold standard to make contracts by without 
being apprised of it, und that the very officers of their Government 
who did it did it in such a qniet and remarkable manner that the 
President of the United States did not discover it. 

A great many thing pass here that we do not know; that is, in a crit- 
ical sense. There are so many bills that no man has the mind and the 
eye to read them all. But, Mr. President, it is a duty of a commit- 
tee when it propounds a bill which looks simple on its face, but con- 


lution is on hand in order that they may revolve with it. 
FOREIGN INFLUENCES AT WORK HERE AGAINST SILVER, 


4 I take from the Bankers’ Magazine of August, 1873, a little extract. 
t says: - 
In 1873 silver being demonetized in Germany, England, and Holland, a ca 


ital of £100,000 en 000) was raised, and Ernest Seyd, of London, was sent 
this aed with this fund as the agent of foreign bondholders to effect thé 
same o be 


This is from oneof the most respectable organs of the money interest 
of the United States, and it announces the fact that England and Hol- 
land furnished a fund of half a million dollars and sent an emissary 
ory 4 to America to procure a result which was effected in the manner 
stated. F 

Mr. SHERMAN. What date does he fix? 

Mr. DANIEL. Itis the Bankers’ Magazine of August, 1873. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But what was the date fixed when Seyd was sent 
here. When was Seyd sent here, according to that statement? 

Mr. DANIEL. There is no statement of that. Ihave only the 
paragraph before me, 

The Congressional Globe of April 9, 1872, contains the report of 
a bill presented to the House by Mr. Hooper, of Massachusetts, the 
chairman of the Committee on Coinage, in which the following lan- 
guage occurs as coming from Mr. Hooper’s own lips, and refers to the 
act which was passed dropping the silver dollar from our coinage laws, 
where it had been recognized as the unit of value since 1789: 


The bill was prepared two years ago and has been submitted to careful and 
deliberate examination. It has the approval of nearly all the mint experts of the 
country and the sanction of the Secretary of the Treasury. Mr. Ernest Seyd, of 
London, a distinguished writer, who has given great attention to the subject of 
mints and coinage, after examining the first draught of the bill, furnished many 
valuable suggestions which have n incorporated in this bill. 

While the committee take no credit to themselves for the original preparation 
of this bill, they have given to it the most careful consideration and have no 
1 8 gene in unanimously recommending its passage as necessary and expe- 

General A. J. Warner, of Ohio, who is one of the most carnest and able 
silver advocates in the United States, told me that after the demonetiza- 
tion bill was passed he was traveling in Europe and the first information 
he derived that the United States of America, of which he was a distin- 
guished, well informed, and intelligent citizen, was on the single gold 
standard was from a banker in London, who informed him there to his 
great surprise that this act which created the trade-dollar had dropped 
thestandard dollar from circulation. 

But, Mr. President, it is immaterial to this discussion whether this 
act was done ignorantly, criminally, or otherwise. 

THE MOTIVE OF DEMONETIZATION IS SELF-AGGRANDIZEMENT. 

Whatever opinion men may entertain about the incidents of silver 
demonetization or the character of the actors who have participated in 
it, one thing is so clear that neither falsehood of declaration, sophistry 
of argument, nor cunning of rhetoric can disguise the fact that the sole 
motive prompting the demonetization of silver, whether in Europe or 
America, is the aggrandizement of the few at the expense of the many. 

Every action of intelligent creatures has a motive; and we are bound 
to attribute this motive to the silver-demonetization movement from 
our knowledge of— _ 

1. The character of the actors. 

2. The effect of the act. 

3. And the absence of other motive. 

Trace this demonetization movement in all its stages from its fount- 
ain head at the British throne in 1816 until its poisoned waters oozed 
through these Congress Halls in 1873, and never anywhere at any 
time do we find any impulse given to it save by those who expected to 
reap a selfish, exclusive, and peculiar benefit from it. 

BEWARE OF CONTRACTIONISTS WHO PRETEND TO FEAR CONTRACTION, 

No law conceivable to the cunning of cabinets, no regulation known 
to bureaucracy and red tape, no device of the money-changer, no 
sophistry coinable in the mind of the paid penman or that can be car- 
ried ‘‘ trippingly on the tongue” of the rhetorician has been lacking to 
run silver down and out of its mission as money. And those who either 
created ‘or support this policy tell ys now they are afraid they will con- 
tract the currency by driving out gold if we shall coin more silver, 
Let us not be deceived, Mr. President. Whence come these warnings 
against contraction? From prophets whose prophesies are back num- 
bers, from contractionists whose work has brought down the masses of 
the people to the feet of the classes and whose dissertations have be- 
come stale and obsolete. 

The men who put this country in a strait-jacket after the war by 
suddenly withdrawing the greenback from circulation; the men who 
supported and applauded the contraction of our paper currency; the 
men who approved the contraction of our metal currency by the de- 
monetization of the silver dollar; the men who are clamoring for the 
retirement of the $346,000, 000 of greenback currency which yet remain 
with us as part of our circulating medium—these are the men—con- 
tractionists by creed, contractionists by history, contractionists in in- 


terest, contractionists in practice—these are the men who have the 


face to turn their backs on their own notorious and universally recog- 
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nized public characters, and tell us they are afraid of more silver be- 

cause it will contract the currency! 

IF FREE COINAGE WOULD CONTRACT THE CURRENCY, THE GOLD MEN WOULD 
BAVOR IT. 

If it were true, which I utterly deny, that free silver coinage would 
contract the currency, then these contractionists would rejoice and be 
exceeding glad. They would revel in the thought, for the money- 
holder would then find a rich harvest in the appreciated value of money 
and in the depreciated value of property, the bondholder would get an 
interest of larger purchasing power and the opportunity to aggrandize 
himself in cheap absorptions of those farms and other properties put 
in his power by mortgage and debts held over them. 

Beware of the professional and practiced contractionist who is afraid 
of contracting the currency! They are putting on your uniform, but 
they are the old enemies of silver and abundant money all the same. 
SELF-AGGRANDIZEMEST THE ENGLISH AND THE GERMAN MOTIVE, AND IS NOW 

THE AMERICAN MOTIVE TO OSTRACIZE SILVER. 

Mr. President, no one doubts that self-aggrandizement was the sole 
motive that led England to demonetize silver in 1816; and not only 
was this aggrandizement to be 8 maps for herself as a country, at 
the expense of other nations; it was also to be accomplished by her rich 
money-holders at the expense of her property-holders. The autocrats 
of Germany and other European monarchies followed her example as 
soon as their opportunity offered, and here in the United States we 
have only to look over the face of this country and into the faces of our 
public men to recognize at a glance that the anti-silver men are those 
who represent ted capital in gold, who wish to push silver out 
of their way that gold may have monopoly. 

There isa United States bond of which payment is demanded in gold 
upon a coin contract, there is a national bank holding some of these 
bonds whose payment is demanded in gold, there is a bank deposit 
which seeks payment in gold, there is a mortgage waiting payment in 
gold behinds the pens and tongues of all the writers and speakers 
who are striving to drive silver to the wall. Point out to me anywhere 
an anti-silver man and I will point yon to the gold influence that has 
set his head to thinking gold, his pen to writing gold, and his tongue 
to speaking gold; and I will further point out the immediate personal 
benefit of the class to which he belongs, or of which he is the type and 
spokesman, that he calculates on deriving from pulling silver down. 

HOW AGGRANDIZEMENT WORKED IN ENGLAND. 


England demonetized silver in 1816. From 1816 to 1823 more than 
four-fifths of the land-owners of England lost their estates. + In 1822 
the number of land-owners in England was 165,000. In 1861, according 
to the census of that year, 30,000 persons were the ownersof the whole 
land surface of England; that is, 1 land-owner to every 652 persons. 
The matter was still worse in Ireland, where 8,412 of the population 
of 5,729,967 held the ownership of all the lands, while in Scotland it 
was even more deplorable than in Ireland, 2,975 ns at that time 
holding all the lands of that country, which was 1 land-owner to every 
1,030 other persons. 

HOW AGGRANDIZEMENT HAS WORKED IN GERMANY, 

Germany demonetized silver in 1871. Mr. Lavaleye, writing in 1881, 

says of the result: 


At the sitting of the 5 of the 18th June, 1879, the governor of the im- 
po bank, Herr Von Decherd, declared, in reply to a question by ex-Minister 

Ibruck, that the sale of demonetized silver had already involved a loss of 
96,500,000 marks ($23,100,000), and that for the sale of the remaining 500,000,000 of 
marks ($120,000,000) a rather higher loss must be calculated upon. (A mark is 
worth 24 cents.) It was then that Prince Bismarck interposed and declared that 
he would no longer bear the responsibility of such an operation. Germany is 
a considerable producer of silver, and her present production is worth less by 
$5,000,000 per annum from the depreciation of silver. \Germany owns at least 
$400, „000 of investments, whose interest, payable in silver, now yields $2,500,- 
000 a year less than if that metal was at par, 


EFFECT UPON tab GERMAN FARMERS, ™ 
He thus describes the effect upon the German farmers: 


“This direct loss,important as it is, is nothing, however,” says Herr Von 
Bär, compared with the indirect loss resulting from the fall of prices.“ Him- 
self a large landowner, he first speaks of agriculture: It is cruelly suffering 
from the reduced value of all produce. The farmers are paying their rents 
irregularly or not at all; their stock in trade has often to distrained to 
recover arrears of rent. The land-owners are overwhelmed with A 
When at last, in order to extricate themselves, they try to sell their estates, they 
Aind no purchasers or have to be satisfied with a price one-third below former 
estimates. The discouragement is universal. No more agricultural improve- 
iments are being effected; employment is, consequently, lacking, and there is 
great indigence, Hence thatincreasing emigration, for which special trains and 
steamers have to be arranged. It is a veritable exodus. What remedy for so 
much suffering? The agriculturist, perceiving at length the real cause of the 
evil, demands the abandonmentofthe gold standard, * * * Thefactisstrange, 
yet certain, that from this immense crisis has sprung that odious and inexpli- 
cable return to the intolerance of the Middle Ages, called the anti-semitic move- 
ment,’ the Judenheize (Jew hatred); the Jews,being large holders of gold whose 
power is unduly increased, are regarded by the populace as enriching them- 
selves by the ruin of others. The capitalist, unhurt, even profits by the cheap- 
ness of enforced sales.“ 


HOW OUR FARMERS ARE SUFFERING, 

Let these facts tell the tale as to our farmers: 

By taking the corn crop for 1888 we find by this report that there 
was raised in the United States 1,987,790,000 bushels of corn, valued 
at $677,561,580, and by the report of 1889 we find there was raised the 


enormous crop of 2,112,892,000 bush valued at only $597,918,820. 
In fact, the corn crop of 1889 exceeded that of 1888 by 125,192,000 
bushels, and is valued at less money by $79,542,760. 

The wheat crop of 1888 was 415,868,000 bushels, valued at 8385, 
248,030, while the wheat crop of 1889 was 490,560,000 bushels, valued 
at only $349,491,707. It will be seen that the wheat crop of 1889 was 
greater than that of 1888 by 74,693,000 bushels and sold for less money 
by $42,756,223. ; 

The oat crop of 1888 was 701,735,000 bushels, valued at $195,424,- 
240, and that the oat crop for 1889 was 751,575,000 bushels, valued at 
$171,781,008, or the oat crop was greater in 1889 than in 1888 by 49,- 
780,000 bushels and is valued for less by $23,643,232, s . 

In other words, the farmers have raised of these cereals 249,664,000 
bushels more in 1889 than in 1888, and the entire crop has sold for 
$145, 942,215 less money than last year.“ ; 

HOW WEALTH IS ACCUMULATING IN THE HANDS OF THE FEW. 


Mr. Thomas G. Shearman, writingin The Forum for September, 1889, 
shows where the lost wealth of our producers is going. He says: 


As lately as 1847 there was but one man in this country who was reputed to 
be worth more than $5,000,000; and, though some estimated his wealth at $20,- 
000,000, there is no reason for belie it to have been so great. The 
wealth of his lineal descendants is estimated at $250,000,000, or over $50,000,000 
each, In 1867,in the New York constitutional convention, one of the most 
prominent delegates stated that he could name thirty men residing in that State 
whose wealth averaged $15,000,000 each. The St. Louis Globe 1 150 7 
lished a list of seventy-two persons who were worth collectively the whole of 
our national debt, ave: ng $18,000,000 each 

The wealthiest railroad manager in America in 1865 was worth $40,000,000, but 
not more. His heir died recently leaving an estate of nearly $200,000,000, and 
there are.several gentlemen now living who are worth over $100,000,000 each, 
Within a short period a number of quiet, unobtrusive men of no national fame 


have died in Pennsylvania leaving estates of over $20,000,000 Twen 
living persons in the oil business are reputed to beas rich. Forty persons 
be easily named none of them worth less $20,000,000 and averaging $40,000- 


000 each, At the lowest reasonable estimate there must now be more t two 
hundred and fifty persons in this country whose wealth averages over $20,000,000 


for each. 

But let us call the number only two hundred, Income-tax returns in Great 
Britain and the United States show that, in general, the number of incomes, 
when arran; in large classes, multiplies by from three to five fold fore 
reduction in the amount of one-half. For extreme caution, however, we 
mate the increase in the number of incomes at a very much lower rate than 
this. At this reduced rate the amount of wealth in the hands of persons worth 
over $500,000 each in the United States would be about as follows; 


200 persons at $20, 000, 000. 


400 persons at $10, 000, 000.. 4, 000, 000, 000 
1, 000 persons at $5, 000, 000... 5, 000, 000, 000 
2,000 persons at $2, 500, 000. 5, 000, 000, 000 
6,000 persons at $1,000, 000... . 6,000, 000, 000 
15, 000 persons at $500, 000.. 7, 005, 000, 000 

Total. . cessscrecssreraveeeacresceschtosevebrysedapsvessencersers veces e 31, 500, 000, 000 


Å 
This estimate is very far below the actual truth. Yet, even upon this basis, 
we are confronted with the — 3 result that25,000 persons now possess more 
than half of the whole national wealth, real and personal, according to the high- 
est estimate ($6,000,000,000) which any one has yet ventured to of the ag- 
gregate amount, Noris this conclusion at all improbable, 


THIS FATAL POLICY MUST BE REVERSED AND THE UNITED STATES MUST LEAD, 

Mr. President, the fatal policy that has carried ruin in its track in 
the Old World and is bringing ruin to our producers here, which is 
grinding the many and enriching the few, must be reversed. The first 
step is in the complete restoration of silver to moneyhood, and the United 
States must lead. 

Now, Mr. President, America is the greatest gold and silver pro- 
ducing continent of the world, and the United States is the greatest 
gold and silver producing nation of the world. And in this fact the 
hand of manifest destiny points out our career of dominion as clearly 
as in any of the conditions by which we are surrounded or as in any 
of the incidents which have marked the evolutions of our history. In 
the happiest zone of the earth’s climate, with a stretch of territory the 
broadest in expanse of any so eligibly located, with lands that yield 
richly to the husbandman’s labor and mines that pour forth inexhaust- 
ibly their wealth of mineral and metal; washed by the two great 
oceans which set us apart from the ancient peoples of the East and alike 
from the polished but aristocratic and caste-ridden civilizations of Eu- 
rope, and yet which afford us the means of free communication, with 
them all; with rivers flowing inward and pulling the land and its 
people together as it were by the natural laws of gravitation, and then 
giving them a common outlet from their center to the seas through the 
Father of Waters; settled by a people who are scions of the greatest 
race that ever inhabited the earth, and drawing accessions from the most 
enterprising and ambitious of all races, the elements seem by Heaven 
provided to frame here the greatest nation of men, they seem, too, here to 
be better combined, under more favorable circumstances, than any that 
ever existed in the history of any people. When to all these benefactions 
of Providence it has been discovered that we are more richly endowed 
with silver and gold than any people that ever existed, does it not seem 
ashameful and humiliating thing that any should warn us not to help 
ourselves freely to our own lest we prove too weak to maintain our- 
selves against the commercial prowess of British and German gold? 

When we were but a feeble folk of three millions in number, when 
we had but little store of either silver or gold or any precious substance, 
when we had neither armies nor navies, and Great Britain burdened 
us with taxes and threatened us with subjugation, we did not answer 
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that we were too weak to hold our heads up and go our own gait into 
Bo broad highways of national independence which Providence opened 
ore us. 
What was your trivial tax on tea which the men of Boston threw 
into the sea compared to your enormous tax of $120,000,000 which to- 
day you are pouring into English treasuries from your subserviency to 
English gold? Not producing silver herself and trying to keep silver 
down in the market, she has held up the value of one coin, has put 
down the value of another, and, cringing before her commercial poli- 
cies as if the blood and brains of our fathers had died out in their 
sons, we build around us a Chinese wall of an American system of tax- 
ation to prevent us from having intercourse with Great Britain, and 
et say we must preserve the gold standard for the sole object of not 
ming independent, but that our tribute to her may realize to her 


more money. 


Not from the counting- rooms of exchange, not from behind bags of 
accumulated and usurious gold, came forth the men of the great Revo- 
lutionary days to lead us. Not from the narrow circle of dogmatic 
scholastics did we learn our creeds of politics; nor were the paid ex- 
peu of calculating usurers the chosen lights to unravel financial prin- 

es. 
t was a young aid-de-camp of Washington, an artillery captain 


fresh from the field, who laid the foundations of our financial system. 


It was a philosopher of the woods from old Virginia, Thomas Jefferson, 
who proclaimed your creeds of liberty. It was a priuter of Philadel- 
phia who became an embassador and bore in his simple dignity the 
majesty of a king amid thespangles and stars of court. It was a young 
Indian fighter fresh from the border who overmatched the best generals 
of Europe. It was the farmer of Mount Vernon who became our first 
magistrate without a peer. 


Mr. President, just as soon as America stands up upon her own feet. 


and lets Great Britain know that she will not bow down to her idol of 
gold, you will see our commercial policy bounding into the ascendant, 
our prices rise, our poor laboring men and farmersrescue themselves from 
mortgage and debt, and this nation enter upon the high career of in- 
EERE which Providence designed in its making. [Applause in 

e galleries. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Order must be preserved in the galleries. 

Mr. HALE. In accordance with the notice which I gave last night 
and this morning, I ask that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside, not to lose its place, and that the Senate proceed to consider 
the naval appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Maine? The Chair hears none. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2714) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Aurora, in the State of Illinois. - 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the amendments of the House to the bill 
(S. 1) to protect trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and 
monopolies, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disa- 

ing votes of thetwo Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. E. B. 
‘AYLOR, Mr. Stewart of Vermont, and Mr. BLAND managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. % 

The message further announced that the House had to some 
and disagreed to otheramendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7619) 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1891, and for other p asked a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. CurcHEoN, Mr OSBORNE, and Mr. WHEELER of Ala- 
bama managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to some and 

to other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8152) 
making appropriation for the support of the Military Academy for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, asked a conference with the Senate 
on the di ng votes thereon, and had appointed Mr. SPOONER, 
Mr. SNIDER, and Mr. ROBERTSON managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had the fol- 
owing bilis; in which it requested the concurrence of thë Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 10252) to amend an act entitled An act to provide for 
taking the eleventh and subsequent censuses, approved March 1, 1889, 
as amended January 23, 1890; and 

A bill (H. R. 10390) making appropriation to supply a deficiency 
in the appropriation for public printing and binding for the last quarter 


ol the fiscal year 1890. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


eee eee wee er of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bill: A bill (H. R. 7898) granting to the 
Duluth and Winnipeg Railroad Company a right of way through cer- 
tain Indian reservations in Minnesota; and it was thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President. 


< 


GOVERNMENT LOANS QN REAL ESTATE. 


Mr. STANFORD. I desire to give notice that to-morrow, after the 
naval appropriation bill shall be disposed of, I should like to submit a 
few remarks explanatory of the bill I introduced the other day, No. 
3889, to provide for making loans by the Goyernment and securing the 
same by liens upon land. I shall pore. be absent from the country 
for several months, and I wish to have the opportunity to make a few 
remarks explanatory of the bill. er 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 8909) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee oa Appropriations with 
amendments, 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed 
with and that the amendments of the Committee on Appropriations 
be considered as they are reached in the reading of the bul 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘That order will be made. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to rea the bill. The first amendment 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 4, line 2, 
after the word ocean,“ in the heading of the clause, to strike ont 
and lake, and in the same line, after the word ocean, to strike 
out and lake,“ so as to make the clause read: 


Ocean surveys: For ocean parro y M o publication and care of the results 
thereof; the purchase of nautical books, charts, and sailing directions, prepar- 

ing and engraving on copper plates the surveys of the Mexican and the 
Ny sie of a series of charts of the coasts of Central and South America, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment was, on 
page 5, line 14, in the heading of the clause, after the word College,“ 
to strike out and Torpedo School,’’ and in line 16, after the word 
College, to strike out and Torpedo School; so as to read: 


Naval War College on Coaster's Harbor Island: For maintenance of the Naval 
War College on Coaster's Harbor Island, $10,000; and the Secretary of the Na 
is hereby authorized to cause the building tor use by the Naval War College an 
To o School, for the construction of the sum ot $100,000 was appro- 
priated in the act of March 2, 1889, to be erected on Coaster’s Harbor 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment was, 
under the heading of Bureau of Ordnance,’’ on page 6, after line 6, 
to insert: 

For the purchase of armor plates for the reception of tests of modern project- 
iles, $20,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment was, 
on page 6, at the end of line 14, to strike out a semicolon and insert a 

rii 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘naval ordnance 
range and proving-ground,” to strike out the clause beginning with 
line 18, on page 6, and ending with line 6, on page 7, as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to manufacture and experimentally test 
one improved Ericsson submarine gun and twenty-five projectiles for the 3 
the sum of $30,000 is hereby appropriated: Provided, That no part of this money 
shall be expended until the owners of the said patents shall agree by contract 
to give the Government the option within a sprane time to contract at such 
price as shall be sa! to the Secretary of the Navy for the exclusive right 
on the part of the Government to manufacture, by contract or otherwise, such 
sabmarine guns and projectiles without the payment of any royalty on the 
same: Provided, That such submarine gun and projectiles shall prove satisfac- 
tory on due test, and be approved by the Secretary of the Navy. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of the Navy to manufacture and e test, 
under rules and conditions to be presoribed by him, a submarine gun and pro- 
jectiles for the same, $90,000; and for testing torpedoes, $20,000; in all, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment was, 
in the heading on page 9, line 10, after the word Equipment, to 
strike out and Recruiting,” so as to read Bureau of Equipment.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment was, 
on page 11, line 10, after the word! Navy,” to insert and no royalty 
shall be paid for the use of said machine; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Electric welding machine: For installing a electric welding machine in the 
Boston navy-yard, $12,000: Provided, Thatthe party supplying the said machine 
and apparatus shall guaranty that it will operate sat ay is the welding 
of steel links for chain cables of the various sizes up to 2} inches in diameter, 
and no payment shall be made until tests shall have been made to the satisfac- 
tion of the Secretary of Navy, and no royalty shall be paid for the use of said 

ine, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after the word Equipment, 
at the end of line 12, to strike out ‘‘and Recruiting;’’ so as to read: 

Civil establishment, Bureau of a ment: Navy-yard, Portsmouth, N. H.: 
For one clerk, at $1,200; one clerk at $1,000; etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment was, on 
page 12, line9, to increase the total amount of appropriations ſor Civil 
establishment, Bureau of Equipment,“ from $17 to $19,025. 

The amendment was agreed. to. ; 
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The next amendment was, on 12, line 13, after the word Equip- 
ment, to strike out and Recruiting,“ and in line 18, after the word 
„Equipment,“ to strike out and Recruiting, unforeseen Y and insert 
“un foreseen;’? so as to make the clause read: ; 

wontingen’ Bureau of Equipment: For freight and transportation of equip- 
ment and navigation stores, packing-boxes and mate g: advertis- 
ing, telegraphing, books and models; pos on letters sent abroad; fe ey 
ice, lighterage of ashes, and emergencies ing under cognizance of the Bu- 
reau of Equipment, unforeseen and impossible to classify, $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 14, after the word ‘f pack- 
ing-boxes, to strike out the comma and insert a semicolon. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 16, on page 13. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the clauses from line 17 to line24, on 
page 13, and from line 25, on page 13, to line 3, on page 14, may be 
pa for the present by arrangement that I have with the Senators 

m Massachusetts who desire to be heard upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Those amendments will be passed over 
for the present, 3 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, beginning at line 
4, on page 14. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 14, line 9, before the word thousand,“ to insert and twenty- 

ve;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Navy-yard, Brooklyn, N. Y.: For extending railroad system and necessary 
rolling stock, $5,000; for eee eee to timber dry-dock, $25,000; for 
repairing cob-dock, improvement of Whitney Basin, rebuilding sea-wall, and 
dredging, $125,000; for relaying water-pipes in the yard, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenextamendment was, on page 14, line 10, after the word yard, 
to strike out the period and insert a comma. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was; on page 15, line 8, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,’’ to insert for connecting new pumps with old dry-dock, $15,- 
000;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Navy-yard, Norfolk, Va.: For completing railroad system, $5,000; for com- 

leting water system, $5,000; for completing approaches to timber dry-dock, 
$10,000; tor extending machine-shop (for steam-engineering), $5,000; for con- 
nectingnew pumps with old dry-dock, $15,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 20, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,” to insert for completing repairs to sectional dry-dock, $15,000;7’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

Navy-yard, Mare Island, California: For bridge across sectional dock basin 
$2,000; for boat landings, $3,000; for building wagon-road towards cemetery and 
magazine, $5,000; for replanking wharves, $5,000; for completing electric-light 

lant, $30,000; for moving ferry slip back, straightening sea-wall, and dredging, 
$20,000; for completing repairs to sectional dry-dock, $15,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 21, to insert: 

Launching ways and granite slips at New York and Norfolk navy-yards: 
For extending launching ways and making alterations in granite slips, $13,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, at the end of line 20, tostrike 
out the period and insert a semicolon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, at the end of line 2, to strike 
out the period and insert a semicolon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, at the end of line 15, tostrike 
out the period and insert a semicolon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, at the end Of line 17, to strike 
out the period and insert a semicolon. j 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, at the end of line 21, tostrike 
out the period and insert a semicolon. 

The amendment was agreed to. z 

The next amendment was,on page 17,line 25,to strike out the period 
and insert a semicolon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, at the end of line 7, to strike 
out the period and insert a semicolon. = 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 18, at the end of line 10, to strike 
out the period and insert a semicolon, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, at the end of line 10, tostrike 
out the period and insert a semicolon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 18, at the end of line 19, to strike 
out the period and insert a semicolon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 21, to teduce the total 
amount of the appropriations ſor Civil establishment, Bureau of Yards 
and Docks,’’ from $54,172.54 to $53,986.04. 

Mr. CALL, Ishould be glad to hear from the member of the Com- 


\ 


mittee on Appropriations who has this bill in charge what is meant by 
striking out the amount there, 554, 172.54 and i **$53,- 
986.04.“ That is in the clause making an appropriation for naval 
station, Key West, Fla.“ a 

Mr. GORMAN. That is the total amount of the appropriations for 
that and the preceding clauses under the head of Civil establishment, 
Bureau of Yards and Docks.“ 

Mr. CALL. I beg pardon. It seems to me this is very improperly 
phrased. It reads: ; Ae 
Naval station, Key West, Fla.: For one messenger at $500; in all, $53,986.04. 
Mr. GORMAN. That is the total footing for the various paragraphs. 
Mr. CALL. It should have been differently paragraphed; that is all. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair calls the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Maine to line 7 on page 22, where the word“ commutated“ 
is used, and on line 8, in the same clause, the word “commuted ” is 
used. Does he desire to substitute the word“ commuted ” for the 
word ‘t commutated in line 7? y 

Mr. HALE. The word in line 7 should be ‘‘ commuted.” I move 
that amendment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was resumed and continued toline 6 on page 27. 

Mr. HALE. The two paragraphs in relation to the improvement of 
the plant at the navy-yard at Portsmouth, N. H., and the navy-yard 
at Boston, Mass., may go over with the others for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 29; line 9, to reduce the 
total amount of the appropriations for Civil establishment, Bureau 
of Construction and Repair,“ from $19,973.50 to $19,972.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, in line 18, to strike out three 
hundred and seventy-five” and insert four hundred;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

Steam ; 
37722. of Havel TOATI thaeding eet ok NOE DON, 
preservation of and small repairs to machinery and boilers in vessels in or- 
dinary, receiving and training vessels, repair and care of machinery of yard- 
tugs and launches, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 23, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five’ and insert ſorty; so as to read: 


For purchase, handling, and preservation of all materials and sto: p 
fitting, repair, and preservation of machinery and tools in navy-y: 
tions, and running yard engines, $240,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 30, line 3, to increase the total 
amount of the appropriations for Bureau of Steam Engineering from 
$610,000 to $650, 000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 15, on page 30. 

Mr. HALE. The next amendment, to strike out the clause for 
improvement of machinery plant, navy-yard, Boston,“ may be passed 
over for the present. > 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed-over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 22, on page 30. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 31, line 1, before the word thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘fifty’? 
and insert one hundred;“ so as to make the clause read: 


Improvement of machinery plant, navy-yard, Brooklyn, N. Y.: For extra 
tools required to pnt the yard in condition for building and repairing modern 
marine machinery with economy and teh, including traveling crane in 
foundry and new boiler-shop, $100,000. ‘eo i 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 8, after the word tools, 
to strike out ‘forty thousand? and insert sixty thousand one hun- 
dred and seventy; so as to make the clause read: 


Improvement of machinery plant, navy-yard, Mare Island, California; For 
extra tools required to put the yard in condition for building and g 
modern marine machinery with economy and dispatch, including improve- 
ments in boiler-making plant and improved machine tools, $60,170. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for the Naval Acad- 
emy, on page 34, line 1, after the date 1882, to strike out two thou- 
Bod five Agdas and insert five thousand; so as to make the 
clause read: 


For special course of study and training of naval cadets as authorized by act 
of Congress approved August 5, 1882, $5,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for the Naval Acad- 
emy, on page 35, after line 5, to insert: 

For the purchase of land to open King George's street to the Government 
property and expense of opening said street, $3,500, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 8, before the word “ thou- 
5 strike out ‘‘ thirty-three ™ and insert thirty-nine;“ so as 

read: 

Total for Naval Academy, $239,017.45. 


and sta- 
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amendment was, on page 43, line 8, after the word ‘‘thou- 
trike out and eighty-three dollars and sixty-nine ” and 
ve hundred and sixty-three dollars and fifty-one;’’ so as to 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Marine Corps, 
36, line 11, afterthe word Corps, to strike out M Paymaster De- 
partment; 80 as to read: 


Pay Marine Corps: For pay of officers on the active-list, ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, at the end of line 23, to strike 
out the semicolon and insert a period. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, at the end of line 5, ‘to strike 
out the semicolon and insert a period. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, at the end of line 10, tostrike 
out the semicolon and insert a period. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, at the endof line 14, tostrike 
out the semicolon and insert a period. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, at the end of line 16, to strike 
out the semicolon and insert a period. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, at the end of line 19, to strike 
out the semicolon and insert a period. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, at the end of line 2, to Strike 
out the period and insert a semicolon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, at the end of line 7, to strike 
out the period and insert a semicolon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, at the end of line 12, to strike 
out the period and insert a semicolon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, at the end of line 16, to strike 
out the period and insert a semicolon, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 17, after the word ‘‘quar- 
termaster,“ to strike out! Washington, District of Columbia and in- 
sert San Francisco, California,“ and in line 19, after the word all,“ 
to insert ‘‘ for pay of civil force;”’ so as to read: 

In the office of the assistant 8 San Francisco, Cal.: One clerk at 
$1,400; in all, for pay of civil force, $17,493.35, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 22, before the word “ hun- 
dred,” to strike out Six“ and insert ‘‘six;’’ so as to read: 


for Marine Corps, $938,563.51. 

amendment was agreed to. y 

e next amendment was, on page 43, after line 10, to insert: 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR SUPPLIES, . 

For expenses of atranging, classifying, 2 TTA 5 sup- 
plies for the Navy, herein provided for and now on hand, Leop: 
plies purchased with moneys appropriated by this act shall shail be fares 

purchased for the Navy, and not for any bureau thereof, and these suppli es te 
—— with all supplies now on hand, shall bo arranged, Classified, consoli 
and catalogued,-and issued for consumption or use, under such ons as 
the 8 may prescribe, without regard to the bureau for which they were 
purchased, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The 8 of the bill was continued to the beginning of the clause 
in line 22, for increase of the Navy.“ 

Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. President, at the proper time, or at a time 
which will suit the convenience of the Senator in charge of this bill, I 
desire to move to strike this clause out. 

Mr. HALE. That amendment will be in order when the reading of 
the bill is concluded, 

Mr. COCKRELL. And the amendments of the committee have been 
acted upon? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
the appropriations for ‘‘increase of the Navy,’’ on page 44, line 8, after 
the word one,“ to strike out ‘‘armored”’ and insert ‘*‘protected;’? 
so as to read: 

One protected cruiser of about 7,300 tons displacement, at a cost, exclusive of 
3 not to exceed $2,750, 000. to have a maximum speed of not less than 

no 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 12, after the word knots, 
to insert: 

One swift torpedo-cruiser of about 750 tons displacement, at a cost, exclusive 
of armament, not to exceed $350,000, to have a maximum rp of not less than 
23 knots; and one torpedo-boat, at a cost not to exceed $125,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, line 1, after the words ‘‘ five 
million,“ to insert four hundred and seventy-five thousand;’’ so as 
to read: . 

Construction and steam machinery: Towards the construction and comple- 
tion of the new vessels heretoforeand herein authorized by Congress, with their 
engines, boilers, and machinery, and for the payment of premiums for in 
speed or horse- epee under contracts now existing and to be made under this 


Total for pay of Marine Corps, $687,471.79. and other acts increase of the Navy, $5,475,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 24, after the word Corps, The next amendment was, on page 47, line 3, after the weed Navy,“? 
to strike out Quartermaster's Department; ’’ so as to read: to strike out seven million six hundred and foyly-five’’ and insert 

Provisions, Marine Corps: For one thousand one hundred non-commis- | eight million one hundred and twenty;” so af to make the clause 
sioned officers, musi and privates, and commutation of rations to eleven | read: 


enlisted men detailed as clerks and messengers, also for payment of board of en- 
isted men for recruiting parties, said payment for board not to exceed $2,500, Total for increase of the Navy, $8,120,000. 


000, ete, i The amendment was agreed to, 
The amendment was agreed to. Mr. HALE. The reading of the bill be mcluded, we can now 
The next amendment was, on page 40, at the end of line 4, to strike | go back to page 13, the amendment beginning on line 25 of that page 
out the semicolon and insert a period. and ending with line 3 on page 14, which the Senators from Massachu- 
The amendment was agreed to. setts desire to be heard upon. That i is, the first amendment in relation 
The next amendment was, on page 40, to strike out tthe clause from | to the Boston navy-yard. 
line 23 to line 25, inclusive, as follows: Mr. DAWES. I hope that that amendmeut will not be adopted 


For rent of building used for manufacture of clothing, storing supplies, and The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment has not been to the 
office of assistant quartermaster, Philadelphia, Pu., $1 Senate. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: Mr. HALE. It is the amendment beginning in line 25, on page 13, 


For rent of buildings used for manufacture of clothing, storing supplies, anc sa and ending with line 3, on page 14. 
for offices of assistant quartermasters, Philadelphia, Pa., and San The VICE-PRESIDENT." The amendment will be stated. 


Cal., $1,780. The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to strike out the clause begin- 
The amendment was agreed to. ningin lin on page 13, and ending with line 3, on page 14, as fol- 
The next EESTE TEN was, on page 41, atthe end of line 15, to strike ning FANOR RSI ing 8 2 

out the period and insert a semicolon. Navy- yard. Boston, Mass.: F. bo 
The amendment was agreed to. 3 8 5 granite te desk oat von Arnar 8 


The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Hire of quarters, backing and drainage, 
Marine Corps,“ on page 41, line 17, after the words “messengers i in,” Mr. DAWES. The clause proposed to be stricken out is an appro- 
to strike out commandants’ and insert ‘‘commandant’s;’’ in line priation for new boiler and pumping machinery, taking down and 
18, after the word ‘‘commandant’s,’’ to strike out adjutants’ and in- | resetting the end of granite dry-dock, and putting in the necessary 
sert ‘‘adjutant;’’ in line 20, after the word ' assistant,“ to strike out | backing and drainage, $50,000. 
„quartermaster's“ and insert quartermasters“;“ and in line 21, or Il am quite sure if the committee understood the situation there they 
the words Pennsylvania, and,“ to strike out „Washington, D 5 would not have recommended the striking out of that appropriation. 
and insert ‘‘San Francisco, Cal. ; so as to make the clause read: That dry-dock is the largest dock in the country, a granite structure. 
For hire of quarters for seven enlisted men employed as clerks and messen- | It is 355 feet in length, which is precisely the leoath 0 of the largest 


gers in commandant's, anaes and inspector's, paymaster’s, and quartermas- | ship in the British navy. There is no other dock of that size in this 

ieee, Washington, D e — eee Phila- | country. It cost an immense sum of money. It has been in excellent 

repair up to recently, when, from some defect in the drainage, the 

The amendment was agreed to. } water has washed out the foundation at one corner and left it in such 

The next amendment was, on page 41, at the end of line 23, to strike | a way that the question simply is whether the whole cost of that dry- 

out the period and insert a semicolon, dock shall be thrown away or this sum of money appropriated to re- 
The amendment was agreed to. store it. 
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It is independent of the question whether the Boston navy-yard shall 
ultimately be one of those yards in which large ships are to be built. 
It is only a question of the preservation of that vast property. It is 
a wanton waste, it seems to me, not to appropriate the sum necessary 
to put that dry-dock back into its original condition. It will be nec- 
essary for the repair of ships hereafter, whatever may be Seat, 
done in the matter of the construction of large ships. 

Mr. CAMERON. And for merchant ships. 

Mr. DAWES. And, as the Senator from Pennsylvania says, mer- 
chant ships as well—all ships. I believe it is the only available, cer- 
tainly the only dock of that size in the country anywhere. I hope the 
committee will not insist upon the amendment to abandon that whole 

nditure of more than a million of dollars there because the com- 
mittee do not think it wise to expend $50,000 to restore it. It seems 
to me that we might just as well let this Capitol go down if one of the 
corners of the structure should become necessary at some time to be re- 


Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to be permitted to make a statement in 
addition to that made by my colleague. My colleague has already 
pointed out that this is not a question of any new or enlarged appro- 
priation. It is a question of allowing the Government property to 
perish. Now, without any possible disparagement to any other part 
of the country, I suppose it will be agreed that the skilled labor which 
can be drawn upon in Boston for any sudden emergency in our naval 
history, the threat of a war, for repairing, constructing, or equipping 
ships, or doing work which would be required under such circum- 
stances, is unsurpassed in this country. The skill, the inventive fac- 
ulty, the numbers of the workmen, are unequaled, unless I should 
except Philadelphia (I should not undertake to claim any superiority 
there); but the immediate vicinity of these works is the very home and 
headquarters of the inventive faculty in this country. It seems to me 
it would be most wasteful to allow them to perish for want of this small 
pittance which is required to keep them alive. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, these twoamendments, on pages 13 and 
14, were reserved by me, because at the time they were reached the 
Senators from Massachusetts were engaged in other duties of the Sen- 
ate. It is proper to say that they do not cover the items that will be 
found later on in the bill, where more controversy will arise, which in- 
volve the reopening of the yards that have already been closed; and I 
doubt if any Senator would make any great opposition or any opposi- 
tion whatever to the two items upon page 13, which were reserved. 
But Ido not oppose the suggestion of the Senators from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not know that I object espe- 
cially to disagreeing to the amendment beginning on line 25 on page 13 
and ending on line 3 on 14. I have no doubt that this dry-dock 
at the Boston navy-yard is of great value and that it ought to be pre- 
served and maintained. We had no special information in the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations as to what portion of this sum would be re- 

uired either to replace the boilers or to make the necessary repairs 

or the dry-dock. Therefore the committee, in the absence of detailed 
information, thought best to mmend the striking out of this clause, 
and if afterwards it appea’ that it ought to go in they would con- 
sent to it. $ 

I, however, differ wit Senator having charge of the bill as respects 
the first amendment. at, as it seems to me, is of a rather different 
class, That isa provision for the restoration of certain buildings at the 
Kittery navy-yard which were burned down last year, and those build- 
ings are worthless. It seems to me that we ought not to rebuild these 
workshops until we know where the navy-yards are to be on the At- 
lantic coast and how many of themweshall have. Therefore, I should 
prefer to have a separate vote upon these two items. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator asks for a separate vote, I want to say 
in regard to the first one that there has been upwards of $6,000,000 
expended at the Portsthouth navy-yard, and it has been constantly in 
use from the beginning and is at the present time. It bas in recent 
years, since the entire closing of the yard at Boston, been thought 
necessary for the good of the Navy that the Portsmouth yard should 
be kept open for purposes of repair, and there is at the present time 
one of the important vessels of the Navy at that yard in process of re- 
pair. The yard isconstantly made use of for that purpose, and, while 
being thus used, this unfortunate fire occurred, which destroyed some 
of the tools and some of the facilities for labor, dismantling the yard 
partially, but leaving the great mass of the previous expenditure and 
the facilities of the yard still in existence. Now, the question really 

resented to the Senate by this first proposition has all the reasons in 
ts support which have been urged by both the Senators from Massa- 
chusetts with so much force. Not to make this slight expenditure is 
immediately to render the entire yard and its property practically 
valueless, and it is at presentof great service to the country in actual 


use. 

That does not touch the question of additional expenditure for the 
purpose of completing that yard any more than the Boston or the Penn- 
sylvania yard for the repair and the construction of iron ships. It is only 
a question whether an immense plant, which has been in use almost 
from the foundation of the Government, from the year 1800, where 
many of the very best vessels of the Navy have been constructed, a 


harbor to which Paul Jones sailed, and all through the history of the 
country has been considered as important as any navy-yard whatever, 
shall be abandoned. It is the only harbor on the Northeast coast whi 

is free from ice in the winter, and really the point where in the future 
the necessities of this country will put the great Northeast naval sta- 
tion of the United States. The question really is whether that 
shall now be utterly extinguished, and these five or six millions of in- 
vestment be rendered entirely worthless, rather than to replace these 
shops that were burned down and the tools that were in them. 

I do not want to raise any question of the relative importance of these 
various points on the coast. I have nothing to say against the Boston 
yard or its rehabilitation, or that near Philadelphia. That is another 
and a larger question. Butif that is to be raised I want these sugges- 
tions in regard to the relative importance of Portsmouth not to be lost 
sight of, and if there is to be any public property preserved by a slight 
expenditure, as in the case of the dock at Boston, the reasons will cer- 
tainly apply with great, if not greater, force to this investment at Ports- 
mouth. 

There is a city that was developed by this naval station. There the 
mechanics are located with their families for life. They are a differ- 
ent order of mechanics from what you find, as a rule, around the great 
yards of the country, They are citizens there, with their property and 
their families, and they are the bone and sinew of the place, and the 
constructors of the Navy will tell you that the best wooden ships that 
have ever been built in the country have been built at the Portsmouth 
navy-yard. The present constructor of the Navy went there to build 
ships in competition with private contractors of the country, and they 
did better work and did it at a cheaper rate than the contractors were 
able to make and sell to the country, and the records of the Depart- 
ment show that. 

Mr. President, I think that inthe mere matter of ordinary economy, 
for the same reason that a man would mend his clothes, these two 
clauses certainly should be retained in the bill. But I do not think 
there is force in the suggestion which proposes that one of these clauses 
be adopted and the other rejected. I do not think the main question, 
which may be agitated further on, arises here in reference to either of 
these, and I hope the Senator who made the suggestion will not 

ress it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire what use it is proposed to make of the two shops that are to be 
rebuilt at the Portsmouth navy-yard. í 

Mr. BLAIR, Why, the same use thatalways has been made of them: 
use in the repair of ships. There are many wooden vessels connected 
with the Navy, aud they are being sent there from time to time for re- 
pairs. There is one there now, and when that is gone I have reason to 
think that others will be sent there. I conversed with the Secretary 
of the Navy frequently before the fire occurred, and he considered that 
that was one of the yards which could be most profitably employéd for 
the purposes of repair and to be kept up as a naval station for the con- 
venience of the Navy in the northeast of the country. 

Mr. ALLISON. As I understand it, this yard at Portsmouth can 
only be utilized practically for the repair of wooden ships. They are 
rapidly passing away, and probably it is unprofitable to put money on 
them at this time. They also, I believe, at this navy-yard build small 
boats of wood and have done so. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Constitution is there now, and they built her. 

Mr. ALLISON. Here is a question of rebuilding two large shops 
that were burned down and replacing them with new machinery. It 
is certainly not a wise thing to enter upon that expenditure unless we 
are to continue this Portsmouth navy-yard. It is not the business of 
the Committee on Appropriations to settle the great question between 
the three or four or five rival places on the North Atlantic seaboard as to 
where the Government will have a naval station. ‘That we prefer to 
relegate to the Committee on Naval Affairs, who in the nature of things 
must be more familiar and in more close association and connection 
with all matters pertaining to the Navy, and that was what the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations desired to do. We desired to leave this mat- 
ter in abeyance until it was settled whether this navy-yard was to be 
at Portsmouth or at Boston or at Brooklyn or at League Island or at 
New London or elsewhere, Certainly there is no necessity for five or 
six navy-yards within two or three hundred miles of each other on the 
Atlantic seaboard. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam obliged to the Senator for this statement of his 
views. I think he outlines very properly the sphere within which his 
committee should act. It is not for them to take advantage of the mere 
accident which destroyed a portion of this work to allow the balance to be 
destroyed. I can well see why they should not undertake to settle this 
great question lying in futuro, and which can not be disposed of upon 
this appropriation bill, and probably will not be disposed of during 
this Congress, for it is a great question to be discussed, and undoubt- 
edly it may be for many Con to come, whether the immense in- 
vestment at these different navy-yards is to be utterly abandoned and 
lost forever to the country, or whether it is to be made available, as it 
can be made available, as suitable stations for our shipping and places 
where slight repairs, or important repairs for that matter, may be carried 
on for the preservation of a part or the whole of the Navy. The Com- 
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mittee on Appropriations should not foreclose or undertake to foreclose 

t great question by refusing an appropriation to make good an ordi- 
nary accident such as is liable to occur at any yard. That is just what 
has occurred at Portsmouth, and that is what has occurred by lapse of 
time in the decay of the dry-dock at Boston. 

There was an immense investment at Portsmouth. It will cost $50,- 
000 at each place to make good the decay and to make good the loss, 
so this great question of the future may be determined upon fair ground. 
Here are these yards, here is this public property, which has been pre- 
served asa man would shingle his house from time to time, and by 
and by we can determine whether to reproduce the whole or abandon 
the whole in some future time; but the Committee on Appropriations 
should not place the country at a disadvantage, should not place these 
various localities at a disadvantage by refusing this trifling appropria- 
tion, in order to keep this property which we have in suitable repair 
for the time being, and then, so far as there is any judgment upon this 
great question as to what yard is to be the yard of the future, we have 
the sanction of the Navy Department by its conduct thus far in abso- 
lutely closing the Boston and Pennsylvania yards, or substantially 
closing them, by keeping the Portsmouth yard open for the purpose of 
such repairs as are now required by the Navy and as inevitably must 
be required by the Navy for years to come. 

But all I ask, all any one asks, I suppose, of the Committee on Ap- 

propriations is that they just take care of existing property, not under- 
take by destroying the usefulness of $5,000,000 when only $50,000 has 
been burned up, not undertaking in that way, outside of their juris- 
diction, outside of their own appropriate action as a Committee on Ap- 
propriations, merely for the running appropriations of the Government, 
not, I say, in that way to undertake to influence the main question as 
against any particular yard. I think the Senator’s expressions in refer- 
ence to that point are very judicious and wise, and I hope that both 
the appropriations may be retained. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, neither of these amendments, the one 
relating to the navy-yard at Portsmouth, N. H., nor the one relating to 
the Boston navy-yard, raises the question which will come up later on 
certain reserved amendments of retaining these yards for the purpose of 
building and repairing iron ships. That will be a question raising a 
grave controversy, but that question is not involved in either of these 
amendments. 

Both these amendments are in the nature of preservation for present, 
admitted, acknowledged, and undisputed uses. Boston is used as an 
equipment yard. The dry-dock there is a valuable pomeo, need- 
ing-to be used, as it has been and will be, and the Portsmouth yard 
has been maintained, and never closed and never shut off from im- 
portant work in repairing ships and in the building also of furniture for 
ships. The best boats for all the Navy in the country are built at Ports- 
mouth, and they are as much needed as the sails of a ship, or the guns 
of a war ship, or the steerage appliances, or anything that goes to make 
up the actual needs of a ship. 

When this building was burned down the place where all these 
things were done and being done was destroyed, not only the place 
where repairs of ships were made, but where the boats were built, and 
the whole work hangsinterrupted now. ‘Therefore, I should say with 
great earnestness that if the Boston appropriation is yielded, as I think 
it should be, this appropriation for Portsmouth should also be yielded. 
The two go together, pari passu. They do not involve the graver ques- 
tion of reopening the yards generally, but are to preserve them for act- 
ual needs and uses, 

Since the bill was reported I have examined into the condition of the 
yard at Portsmouth, as to what purposes the building that was de- 
stroyed by fire has been used, and I find (which the committee did not 
know when it reported to strike it out) that no other building there 
ean be used for the purposes for which this building has been used. 
The building of the boats and other furniture for ships, that needs to 
go on at all times, starting out and equipping these ships, was done 
there, and it needs now this new structure which can be built cheaply. 
It is not an elaborate structure. It is somewhat large, but not finished 
with any detail, and can be done for this amount, and the work ought 
to be commenced at once. 

So I hope most earnestly that if the appropriation for Boston is 
granted, as it should be, Ithink, no question will be raised about Ports- 
month, for, of the two, Portsmouth, I think, is the most important. 

Mr. GIBSON. I should like to ask the Senator whether vessels of 
commerce may be repaired in those yards, 

Mr. HALE. That raises an interesting question. I may state here 
now that the building of dry-docks in different parts of the country is 
an enterprise in which the Navy Department through its present head 
takes a deep interest and believes in, as other heads of the Depart- 
ment heretofore. That does not raise the question of building or open- 
inga new navy-yard. 
= = DAW It raises the question whether we shall preserve this 

oc 

Mr. HALE, Iam now about the general question of dry- 
docks. The question of building or maintaining a dry-dock at a given 
pia does not raise the quèstion ily of either reopening or 

eeping open or building a new navy-yard, A navy-yard is an expen- 


sive establishment. Itis vast and extensive; it requires millions of 
dollars. Under the present management and under the present con- 
duct of navies, our own and others, many of the uses of navy-yards 
have passed away. But the dry-dock is what in any military estab- 
lishment, in a republic at least, ought to be an accessory to the busi- 
ness of the country. 

If you build a dry-dock, as we have done in Philadelphia and in 
New York and as it is projected in one or two other places, or as is 
now maintained in New York, it is the place where the great mer- 
chant ships of the country or of the world doing business here will go 
when it is not occupied by the Government, as it will be but little of 
the time used by the Government for repairs. The New York dry- 
dock, built at an expense of $550,000, I think, will take into it the 
largest ocean liner for repairs. The dry-dock at Port Royal will do 
the same. The dry-dock at New Orleans will do the same. That is 
one great feature about the dry-docks. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator means the dry-dock that is to be built at 
Port Royal, and for which an appropriation was made. ` 

Mr. HALE. Ifthere was one there already, I meant to say. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘There was a bill passed for a dry-dock there which is 
to require an expenditure of $675,000. 

Mr. BUTLER... Oh, no; 8500, 000. 

Mr. BLAIR. It was limited, then? The original bill provided for 
an appropriation of 8675, 000. 

Mr. HALE. These dry-docks can be used for the business of the 
country as the navy-yard proper can not be. That is a merit in the 
amendment now before the Senate in reference to the dock in Boston. 
That is the answer I am trying to give to the inquiry of the Senator 
from Louisiana. A dry-dock is of greatservice to the merchant marine 
of the country as well as to the Navy. It is always considered to be 
open, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Navy makes, for 
the commercial vessels of the country. 

Mr. BUTLER. That question is notinvolved in this amendment? 

Mr. HALE. No; itis only for the question that the Senator from 
Louisiana asked me that I give that answer. 

Mr. ALLISON. Understanding that the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire and other Senators who have spoken agree that the matter of re- 
habilitating these navy-yards with a view to new and untried work is 
not to be objected to, I withdraw any further objection to these two 
amendments, as far as I am concerned. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee. . 

Mr. BLAIR. Before taking the vote I want to make simply one 

suggestion that perhaps ought to be of a little force in to the 
Portsmouth yard. Portsmouth is a city of some twelve or fifteen thou- 
sand people and the occupation of its people is very largely connected 
with the yard. The fire operates with t hardship upon working 
people who are permanently located there. They had reason of course 
to suppose that a temporary mishap of that kind would be repaired 
and their occupation continued until by some reasonable notice such 
as might be anticipated of the permanent or probable closing of the 
yard, so that they could go elsewhere. It is equivalent among other 
things to turning a large number of worthy people out of employment, 
Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, believing as I do that unless the 
amendment reported by the committee in the case of the Portsmouth 
yard is adopted we are practically entering upon a new scheme to in- 
crease the navy-yards, I shall be compelled to vote for that amend- 
ment to strike out the appropriation. 

I admit that there is a wide distinction between that appropriation 
and the one for the repair of the dry-dock at Boston and I am rather 
inclined to think, indeed I know it to be a fact, that the committee in 
striking out that provision had not the full information which we have 
since obtained. That appropriation is for the preservation of a work 
of great importance and of great cost, important not only to the Navy, 
but to the commerce of the country. Butthe provision of $50,000 for 
the reconstruction of two buildings at the Portsmouth navy-yard, two 
shops that were used during their time for repair, for the building of 
machinery and theconstruction of small boats, means, if it means any- 
thing whatever, that we are entering upon the scheme to re-establish 
that yard as a yard of construction. 

If this appropriation of $50,000 is made, you will be of necessity 
compelled to appropriate an additional $50,000 for the tools and ma- 
chinery by which the shops can be run; and then it follows as a mat- 
ter of course that, having the new shops and the new machinery, you 
must follow it with an appropriation for the mechanics and others to 
be employed in it; and then you must fish up from the seas some of 
the old hulks that have gone out of use and which ought to be at the 
bottom and send them to Portsmouth yard for repair. 

Mr. President, I regret in the interest of the Navy, I regret in the 
interest of the country, that the local desire for the continuance of a 
yard at Boston, and at Portsmouth, and at other points (but I name 
these two because they come before up specially in this bill) shall be 
brought in again in the consideration of appropriations for the Navy 
and its enlargement. For twenty years we passed through the con- 
sideration oe tter when the Navy was kicked around as a po- 
litical foot- Th beontne astench in the nostrils of all the people of 
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the country. Appropriations were denied for the construction of ships 
mainly because we had ten or eleven nayy-yards in the country that 
were used for pu other than those for which they were intended. 
Hundreds of millions were expended without a first-class ship being 
produced. The abuses were charged on every hand. They were 
finally recognized by each of the great political parties in power. 

We came to 1882, when the appropriation committeesof both bodies 
inserted a provision in the appropriation act calling a halt, recognizing 
that the time had come when this abuse must stop; the whole char- 
acter of the ships had been changed; that the old wooden vessels were 
gone, never to return, and that we must enter upon a scheme of build- 
ing a Navy of iron and of steel. Both parties patriotically determined 
to check the extravagances and abuses by closing up many of the 

ards, 

7 By the provisions of the act of 1882 the Secretary of the Navy, then 
a gentleman belonging to a party different from mine, appointed a 
board consisting of two naval officers and one civilian. They made 
a most exhaustive report, saying, among other things, that the revolu- 
tion in the construction of vessels was so complete that a large num- 
ber of these yards were absolutely useless. They recommended prac- 
tically, as I understand it, that only two, Brooklyn and Norfolk, should 
be used for the construction of vessels, and the practical closing of all 
the other yards except for minor purposes. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator—— 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland yield to 
the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator willlet mecorrecthimthere. The Ports- 
mouth navy-yard was not recommended to be closed and was not 
closed under that order. 

Mr. BLAIR. And those shops had been in use ever since. 

Mr. GORMAN, _ I said the closing of the yards for construction pur- 
poses, except in the matter of one or two wooden ships which were 
sent up there. The fact is that the Portsmouth navy-yard, outside of 
the small boats and paraphernalia of that sort, has been used as a har- 
bor for the ships that had been in the Southern waters where fever 
broke out among our men, and all that sort of thing, but practically it 
has been closed. 

Mr. HALE. I will ask the Senator if he does not think that isa 
very important item? 

Mr. GORMAN. Les; and I do not propose to close the navy-yards 
for such purposes. I would keep it precisely as it is kept now, and 
the appropriation, as the Senator from Maine is perfectly well aware, 
is sufficient to keep that yard going precisely as it is to-day. 

Mr. HALE. No, it is not without this building—clearly not. 

Mr. GORMAN. They have not the two buildings, 45and 46, that 
were burned down in January last, but I think I shall show in a mo- 
ment that they have a sufficient number remaining, more than enough 
for every purpose for which the yard is now used. 

Mr. BLAIR. They were in use constantly. They were being actu- 
ally used last fall when I wasthere. They were a necessary part where- 
er to do that which had been done continuously up to the time of 

o fire. 7 

Mr. GORMAN. Now, we shall see. I understand perfectly that 
the Navy Department recommends it. We received from the Treasury 
Department, dated March 13, 1890, a recommendation ſor an appropri- 
ation for a building suitable for wood-working machinery, and a ship- 
fitter’s shop, which should be erected at Portsmouth in place of the 
one that was destroyed by fire. This is found in Executive Document 
No. 276, ‘‘Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an 
estimate from the Secretary of the Navy for reconstruction of build- 
ine and machinery destroyed by fire at the navy-yard, Portsmouth, 

” 

As I was saying, the board appointed by the Secretary of the Navy 
in 1882, taking this whole matter under consideration with a view to 
designate the yards best suited for the construction of the new Navy 
and for its repair, reported on Portsmouth navy-yard among others, and 
I quote their own language. It is found in Executive Document No. 
55, first session Forty-eighth Congress, They say: 

But the great and radical changes in the art of naval warfare, brought about 
of late years by the introduction of armored ships, high-powered guns, and tor- 
pedoes, haye modified in no small degree our system of permanent defenses, 
sna, as a direct consequence, materially affected the value of our navy-yards. 


t was a very good site for a navy- yard in the wooden age of ship-buildin, : 
is not necessarily a good site in the steel age. es $ = 


Then they say of Portsmouth 

Mr. BLAIR. They do not say it is necessarily a bad place, do they? 

Mr. GORMAN. They say of Portsmouth: 

The condition of its plant for the building and repsiring of wooden ships is 
excellent, It has little or no value for other purposes in case the yard should 
be discontinued.” There is no demand for the yard for mercantile or other 
purposes,” and itis therefore in no danger from the encroachments of com- 
merce, 

In that navy-yard there were prior to January last twenty-three 
buildings for officers’ quarters, sixty-three other buildings used for re- 
pairs and shops of every description and for the accommodation of the 
pore officers of the yard, and four ordnance-shops, making ninety 

uildings all told. There have been two of them destroyed by fire 


— 


since. Now, with the small amount of work that must go there under 
any circumstances, it will be the most remarkable thing if some of the 
eighty-odd buildings that are still standing can not be utilized for the 
building of boats and the repair of two or three wooden ships. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator were familiar with the locality he 
would know that this enumeration of buildings is not a statement that 
the buildings are all of the same size and of equal importance. Many 
of them would pass merely for tolerable shanties, and forty of them 
could have been burned readily without injuring the plant as much as 
the burning of a single section of one of the houses in which the work 
was being done. Those that were destroyed were an important and 
essential part of the working plant of the yard. There ought to be no 


inference drawn that this enumeration of buildings has any relation to 


the value of those which were destroyed. - 

Mr. HALE. Most of the buildings which make the great number 
are of no account whatever. They are small, but they are reckoned 
in the enumeration of buildings although they could not be utiljzed 
for any purpose, Every little thing makes a building, 

Mr. GORMAN. I am rather astonished at the statements of the 
Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator from Maine. One would 
suppose that the buildings of the navy-yard at Portsmouth were prac- 
tically wiped out, and yet the estimate for the repair and reconstruc- 
tion of these two buildings is $50,000, and all the balance my friend 
from Maine and my friend from New Hampshire think amount to 
nothing. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will notice that the great cost of the ham- 
mer is in the head of it, and not in the handle, yet the hammer is of 
no consequence without a handle. The buildings were burned down 
in which work was being performed. They are indispensable to the 
performance of work at that place. The cost of their being replaced 
will be very slight comparatively as compared with the great invest- 
ment of some $6,000,000, as I remember it, which has been put into 
that yard, the fitting and the equipping. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator seems to think that the loss of $50,- 
000 has absolutely destroyed his yard, and that nothing is left in which 
you could build a few small row-boats and the balance of the outfit- 
tings for the few small vessels of wooden construction in the Navy. The 
fact is that the cost of these buildings in the navy-yard and the value 
of them as placed by the Navy Department is $1,158,335. Of course 
it includes the two buildings that have just been destroyed by fire, so 
you have there in that yard $1,100,000 worth of buildings. If the 
yard is continued in operation as it has been since 1882, it would be a 
most remarkable thing that of all these buildings that cost $1,100,000 
and are still standing none can be utilized. 

The fact is, Mr. President, that the officers of the Department nat- 
urally and the local interest, and I appreciate that, would like to have 
this yard restored to precisely the condition it was before the fire took 
place. Ifmy honorable friend from New Hampshire was entirely frank, 
as he always is when he makes a statement, he would tell the Senate 


that it means precisely what is intended, placing this yard in condi- 


tion so that it may be reopened and run as a navy-yard for repair and 
construction. 

Mr. President, after the passage of the act of 1882, the Secretary of 
the Navy, reeognizing that Congress would not appropriate any amount 
for the construction of a new Navy until a change was e in the 
management of the navy-yards and the millions that were being squan- 
dered in them were withdrawn, issued an order to close the navy-yards 
at Portsmouth and Boston that practically closed them. I say he 
closed them because nearly all the work was suspended at Portsmouth 
and at Boston. That was done by a Secretary of the Navy from the 
State of my honorable friend from New Hampshire, with all the local 
prejudices in favor of it. With a perfect knowledge of all the aftairs 
connected with the Navy, he found it himself necessary to close the 
yard at Portsmouth in the interest of economy and of good government, 
and in his order dated June 23, 1883, he said: : 


At Portsmouth, repairs of wooden vessels may continue for the present. 


In the concluding paragraph he makes this remarkable statement, 
for his party had been in power for twenty years, and he knew that it 
would be used by his political opponents, as it was. He said to his 
officers in this order, which is dated June 23, 1883: 

The statistics referred to show an enormous daily expenditure on the 16th day 
of November, 1882, namely: For 657 foremen, clerks, and employés, other than 
ordinary mechanics and workingmen, $2,179.72— 

That is for the 16th day of November, 1882— 


and for 3,805 other employés, $9,139.65, making 4,462 total employés, at a daily 
compensation of $11,319.27, or at the rate of over $3,000,000 a year— 


Mr. BLAIR. At what yards? 
Mr. GORMAN. This is in all the yards in thecountry then open— 


when the only work in progress on ships of war at all the yards was repair- 
ing the Omaha, Shenandoah, Trenton, Ossipee, Mohican, and Alert. This enor- 
mons expenditure for such feeble results is inconsistent with faithful adminis- 
tration, and the Department stands pledged that all unnecessary work shall be 
discontinued and all employés not needed dismissed, 


Signed by Mr. CHANDLER, then of the Navy. 


Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a moment? 
Mr. GORMAN, Certainly. 


/ 


Mr. BLAIR. Now, that faithful, honest Secretary of the Navy isin 
favor, strongly in favor, of this appropriation. 

Mr. GORMAN. That only shows, Mr. President, with what facility 
our friends from New England change front. 

Mr. BLAIR. No 

Mr. GORMAN. He wasthen the head of a great de ent of this 
Government, charged with a duty. He was compelled to take the re- 
sponsibility. He was well aware that Con would not longer ap- 
propriate money to be squandered in the ya His action in this case 
was commended by everybody. 

Mr. BLAIR: But will the Senator permit me to say that at that 
very time, when he discharged this great duty to the country as a whole, 
as a part of that duty he kept open the Portsmouth navy-yard for the 
purposes of repairs, and it has been continued ever since, through his 
administration, through several administrations which intervened be- 
tween Secretary CHANDLER and the present, all the same, with in- 
creased appropriations and facilities, and the present recommendation 
is simply to repair a portion of those facilities which were so utilized 
by the Democracy of sacred memory? 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam not aware that the Democracy had much use 
of the Navy for a great many years. 

Mr, BLAIR. Oh, it had. 

Mr. GORMAN. When it had fnll control of the affairs of the coun- 
try it had a navy which was the boast of every American and a com- 
merce on the sea which delighted the heart of every patriot. 

Mr. BLAIR. The best of it was built and sailed from Portsmouth. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not care to bring politics into this discussion. 

Mr. BLAIR. There was the Constitution, there was the Alabama 
destroyed by agencies from Portsmouth, and John Paul Jones. It is 
the historie center of the American Navy. There ate some memories 
in that direction that may be stirred in reference to Portsmouth, if we 
have got to discuss this business, 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; and I will give another phase of it, which I 
have no doubt stirs our friends up and spurs them on. If, glancing 
over this report in Executive Document No. 55, the fact is disclosed 
that the total cost of maintaining the yard at Portsmouth from 1867 
to 1882 was $2,966,466, and all for the repairing of wooden ships and 
manufacturing the small paraphernalia, we can understand what local 
pressure there is, what great desire there is on the part of those who 
were living near Portsmouth that this work should all go on again. 

But we are engaged, Mr. President, in building a navy. You have 
a liberal bill before you now providing for three great battle-ships and 
a cruiser and other small vessels of war, a bill that, in the aggregate, 
amounts to millions of dollars. 

These great appropriations to build ships for the Navy, and to build 
them upon a plan which has been agreed to by the Chandler administra- 
tion and by the Whitney administration of the Navy Department of 
maintaining three of the great yards of the country where construction 
could go on, where we could have our officers and mechanics employed 
hy the Government compete with the great ship- yards of the land. We 
are all of us proud of the result of that policy. Six years ago it was 
not deemed possible to construct a great vessel of war at any of the pri- 
vate yards of the country and it was practically impossible. Yet to- 
day by pursuing it you have that grand establishment on the Pacific, 
the Union Iron Works, You havea half-dozenon the Delaware. You 
have them in New York; in Philadelphia. You have them in the city 
of Baltimore and at Wilmington. So now for a great seven or eight 
thousand ton ship there are five or six yards that can compete for its 
construction; and at the same time you have at Norfolk and at Brook- 
lyn our own officers, educated by the Government, and the skilled me- 
chanics, who have been gathered together, competing with these men 
in private enterprise, constructing two or three of these great war vessels. 

ow, shall we enter upon a scheme (for this is only the beginning, 
but it is the beginning) of consolidating all of these works in the navy- 
yards and having again within the next few years the affairs of the 
navy-yard discussed merely from the political standpoint? Shall it 
be so arranged by the legislation which youare beginning on the Ports- 
mouth navy-yard that from now until the Presidential election it will 
be a struggle with the party in power to so order it that all of these 
millions that are being appropriated shall be expended under Govern- 
ment officials? When you do, you bring it back into the political 
arena, which every American who is proud of his country will regret, 
and you will stop this enterprise, which is not only fruitful in produc- 
ing a navy unequaled in the world, for I think it can be said with 
truth that the cruisers which are being built are unequaled-to-day, and 
I have no doubt that the battle-ships provided for in this bill will be 
equal to any that float upon the seas. 

For one, sir, I desire to avoid it. I desire to see the line marked out 
six years ago pursued, and to open all these great private establish- 
ments and those that are to come and let them build these vessels of 
war. I would keep our yards intact. I would not sell the yard at 
Portsmouth; I m keep it for what it has done and for the ible 
use that may arise hereafter, I would not stint the appropriation that 
is necessary to keep it going to-day and forthe next year, but I enter 
my earnest protest in the interest of the country against opening the 
yard for construction or increasing its facilities, 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Maryland 
is fighting a windmill, if he will allow me to say so—the creatures of 
his own imagination purely. I do not know any person who desires to 
restore the old-fashioned navy-yard, to put five thousand men at Ports- 
mouth, to keep all these navy-yards in condition to build full-fledged, 
full-power ships. Nobody thinks of that at all. 

The Governmentis pursuing precisely the right policy as to building 
ships. It is encouraging private yards to invest in a great plant and 
employ the skillful workmen necessary for building our biggest and best 
ships. It is encouraging private parties to build great guns for us, or 

the essential parts of them, to invest millions of dollars in them; but 
at the same time it is wisely, quite wisely, preparing or putting some 
of its own yards into condition so that they also can bald some of the 
great ships; that we may not be left helpless; and that we may have 
some power within our own hands of competing with private parties 
in case they may be exorbitant and unjust. 

Now, we shall have three or four navy-yards capable of building the 
best of the modern ships, but on no account whatever would I abandon 
any (perhaps I do not think of one now that I would abandon) of the 
old yards; but I would not think of putting plants of a million to three 
million dollars in them for the purpose of building great steel ships. 
There are some other uses besides building ships. 

The Governments that have most to do with us, that have the most 
experience, that have acquired wisdom, say that where you can build 
ships by contract it is best not to try to repair them by contract, because 
the repairs are an exceedingly uncertain element, and if you have good 
shops and skillful men it is far better to pos the ship in the dock in a 
navy-yard of yourown anywhere; that where the repairs may be $100, 
$500, or $5,000, itis more economical, itis wiser on the whole. 

But there is another question to be considered. We have no foreign 
possessions as European Governments have. We have no islands, no 
geat coaling stations where we keepsupplies and protect them by heavy 

orts. Our ships must have places of rendezvous. They must be able 
to run home fora short time and refit in some matter; it may be asmall 
one, but it my be an essentialone. Now, if you drop the Boston and 
the Portsmouth navy-yards for all these purposes, a ship of the Nav 
would be obliged to run around Cape Cod and through Long Ysland 
Sound, or around Long Island, to get down to the New York yard fora 
matter of repair that would not cost $15 perhaps. You would not have 
the supplies and the workmen in any private yard on the New England 
coast; and we must have places where our men can in twelve, twenty- 
four, or thirty-six hours run in and get repairs. 

Now, what will there be at Portsmouth? I think shops enough to 
conduct a considerable portion of the ordinary refitting and repairs of 
a steel ship. The mechanics, the officers of the Navy, can aati make 
a proper estimate of what that should be. So there should be also at 
Boston. It would be supreme folly not to keep that magnificent 
dock in order. 

Mr. HOAR. I obtained from the Secretary of the Navy a statement 
of the history of the Charlestown navy-yard, giving all the dimensions 
of the dock and of the buildings there, the number of ships that have 
been built, the amount of work that has been done in different years. 
It occupies some fourteen pages of ordinary letter-sheet, drawn up by 
Commodore McCann, the commandant of the yard. If there be no ob- 
jection I should like to have it printed in the RECORD, to go with this 


debate, without 
The VIOE PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, if there is no ob- 
jection. 


There being no objection, the statement was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 
UNITED STATES NAVY-YARD, BOSTON 
Commandant's Office, February 5, 180. 
Sin: I have the honor to 3 the receipt of a communication from 
Senator Hoag, dated the 11th ultimo, with the Department's indorsement, dated 
the l4th ultimo, requesting me to answer certain inquiries as to the ship-build- 


ing facilities of the Boston -yard and the comparative advantages of th 
aná the other navy-yards of the country for the construction of modern vessels 
of war. + 
In compliance with the ent’s instructi I respectfully submit the 
8 appended to eee jetter. 


following answers to the 
First. What has been the number of men employed in the navy-yard during 
the several years since 1858 and up to the time of the closing of the yard?” 


The greatest number of men employed in any one month in the several years 
specified is as follows: vi 
Number 
Year. of en. 


EL 
8888888838888 


1890. 


- CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 
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5137 


Second. Give the number and names of vessels constructed and repaired in 
navy- yard since 1853,” 


List of vessels built at the United 9 Boston, Mass., from 1858 to 1886, 
inclusive. 


Hartford. 


Oct. 23, 1874 


Jan. 2, 1864 
Apr. 15, 1864 
1865 


ome following is a list of vessels repaired at this yard from 1858 to 1890, indu- 
ve: 


List of vessels repaired at the Uniled States navy-yard, Boston, Muss., from 1885 to 1890. 


America, Ella and Anna, Malvern, Sunflower, 
Ascutney, Florida, M onia, us, 
Ammonoosuc, Fearnot, a Severn, 
Algona, mg Mississippi, Swatara, 
Alaska, Frolic, Marblebead, Saratoga, 
Al Fortune, Maratanza, Suwannee, 
Agamenticus, Fort Donelson, Marion, St. Mary's, 
Ashuelot, Franklin, Nightingale, Sacramento, 
Acacia, Guerriére, Nantasket, Seminole, 
Azalia, Gettysburg, Niagara, Shenandoah, 
Aroostook, Genesee, Narragansett, Sabine, 
Alabama, Gemsbok, Nausett, Saco, 
ries, Gem of Sea, New London, Shawnee, 
dams, Galena, National Guard, Supply, 
rt, Housatonic, Nantucket, Sea Foam, 
Alliance, Huntsville, Niphon, Stettin 
tlan Harvest Moon, Nahant, Squando, 
Bienvil Hartford, ipsic, Suncook, 
Boxer, Huron, Nina, ee Cuba, 
Bat, Hendrick Hudson, Ohio, Susquehanna, i 
kl Haslet, Osceola, St. Lawrence, 
Bainbridge, Henry Janes, Orvetta, San Jacinto, 
Britannia, Howqua, * Ossipee, o 
Bible, Juka, Oregon Talla: 
Benicia, Tosco, Onwa Ticonderoga, 
Blue Light, Ino, O. H. Lee, Tacony, 

n, Iron Age, Palos, Tahoma, 
Courier, Intrepid, Puritan, Trefoil, 
Canandaigua, Iowa, Penguin, Tuscarora, 
Cambridge. Illinois, Port Royal, Tioga, 
Cherokee, Juniata, ‘otomac, Terror, 
Circassian, amestown, Powhatan, Tennessee, 

Co John Griffiths, 5 Tristram Shandy, 
Californi. Kearsarge, Paul Jones, Vanderbilt, 
. Phillip Vandalia. 

ppewa, ensington, ps, an a, 
Colorado, Katahdin, ble, Vermont, 
Chimo, King Fisher, Penobscot, Victory, 

yi Kineo, Pequot, Vandalia, 
Connecticut, Kewaydin, Pocahontas, Wachusett, 
Canonicus, vant, Pompanoosue, Wyoming, 
Cornubia, Leyden, Perry, assuc, 
Cumberland, Little Ada, Plymouth, Winoda, 
Curlew, Montgomery, Portsmouth, . 
Choc Mervedita Queen, W. G. Anderson, 
Cohassett, Mayflower, Quinsagamond, Wilderness, 
Chicago, Mattapoisett, Rhode Island, Wando, 

h, Maniton, Richmond, Wabash, 
Dictator, Massachusetts, 2 Winooski, 
Dolphin, Miantonomoh, Release, Worcestor, 7 
Dunbarton, Monticello Relief, Water Witch, 

n, Miles Standish, Roanoke, Western World, 
Enterprise, Mackinaw, Resaca, Young Rover, 
x, Midnight, Robert E. Lee, Yorktown, 
E. B. Hale, Mohican, R. R. Cuyler, Yantie, 
Ethan Alien, Mahaska, Restless, ucca, 
Emma, Massasoit, South Carolina, Young Republic, 
Ella, d Monadnock, Santee, 


Total—231 vessels. 


There are vessels in the above list which have been repaired at this yard sev- 
eral times, which will add to the number about 163, 3 a total of 394. 

Third. What are the special advantages of this yard in comparison with 
other navy-yards for the construction of vessels?” 

A satisfactory answer can not be given to this inquiry for want of a knowl- 
edge of the relative advantages of this and the other navy-yards, The fact upon 
which to base an opinion as to the extent of water front and harbor facilities 
and advantages of other navy-yards for the construction of vessels can not be 
found in this office, but it was supposed could be obtained from the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks, 

Fourth. What is the capacity of the dry-dock for the construction of modern 
vessels, does it need to be enlarged? If so, what are the facilities for so doing? 
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The following are the dimensions of the dry-dock : s TA 


Extreme length Of coping............ — OFS 
Length to end of floor... Sa 3 
R —— — 60 
Breadth at floor . . . . . Dee 


Water „ee. —— . — 


Depth over blocks at mean high 23 


This is the longest stone dock on the Atlantic coast, and, would add incident- 
ally, will admit vessels larger than the Chicago, but in view of the lefense 
vessels and battle-ships proposed, uiring a draught of 24.5 feet and 70 feet 
beam, to enlarge the stone dock would be more expensive than to build a new 
one; besides two docks would be needed in the event of war or while recon- 
structing the Navy. : 

The pumps of the dry-dock are of small capacity and antique type, and the 
boilers old and worn and should be replaced. 

Fiſth. What advantage has this park? over the other navy-yards of the country 
in respect to its water front and harbor facilities?” 

The information in respect to the water front and harbor facilities of the other 
5 required to answer this question is not found in the records of this 
station. 

cee “ What are the facilities for obtaining skilled mechanics at short no- 
tice?” 

The Boston yard is located at the center of a large laboring population and 
1 supply of skilled mechanics and laborers of all classes is practically un- 

imited, 3 

Seventh. “ Describe the different beh ace atthe yardand their capacily to 
furnish the work required for modern vessels?” 

In the construction 3 this yard there are the following buildi 1 

No, 16. Small frame plating-shop, u as such in building the United Si 
steam-ship Intrepid; contains one set bending rolls, 14 inches by 12 feet, new; 
four upright drills, one set of shears, one angle-iron punch, one planer, 16 feeb 
long; one flange-turning machine, 

o. 22. Granite pattern-shop; contains few wood and metal working tools, 

No. 24, Granite; rigging loft on third floor, lower floor formerly used for 
working timber; could now be used for fitting plates, ete. 

No. 28. Brick plumber-shop. 

No. 36, Granite ship-joiner shop. 

No. 40. Brick forge-shop, containing heating furnaces and two steam ham- 
mers with striking weightof 11 tons and 2,000 pounds, respectively, Allanchors 
for the Navy are now made here. 

No. 66. Frame bending mill for timber; never completed; always useless. 

No. 67, Frame steam saw-mill, ` 25 

No. 77. Granite; 450 feet long. 
rooms for metal. 

Nos. 63, 64,75, 76 are timber-sheds with granite piers and slate roofs. 

Nos. 68, 71,73 are ship-houses where large ships have been built. There are 
three other building-ways, two as shown on plan near ship-houses and one in 
torpedo-shed or ship-house No, 92, at southern end of yard, near dry-dock, 

In addition to the above-mentioned, connected with the construction of 75 
or their engines, there are Nos. ö. 33, 34, 38, and 39, used as store-houses, etc.; 
third story of No. 33 is used for sail and canvas work; a part of No. 39 is used for 
the manufacture of ships’ galleys, and „ of the lower floor of No. 38 is used 
asa naval p n. Nos. 5 and 39 are of brick, and the others of nite, 

1 58, 00, 62, and 79 are used for the manufacture of all the wire, hemp, 
ane manila rope used in the Navy, and storage for the necessary supplies for 
the same. 


Upper floor is mold loft, lower floor store- 


STEAM ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT. 


Building No. 42. 

The main machine-shop is fitted with the principal tools, as planers, lathes, 
slotters, cranes, etc., requisite for manufacturing the largest class of marine 
work, and, with the exception of the leveling up of the stone floor and railway 
tracks, and relining some of the tool foundations, it is y for use now. 

In the erecting shop are placed the tools ofmedium size, These have been kept 
in good condition, and, with the exception of afew tools, estimated to cost about 
$9,000, this shop is ready for use. The floor was originally of wood and would 
require to be replaced with a concrete foundation to a depth of 12 inches, with 
hard pine stripping and floor. 

The upper oor contains a number of small planers, drills, lathes, ete. This 
shop has been *. — by transfers and most of the remaining tools are of old 
pattern, but all efficient and ready for use. This shop would require to have 
added to it some eighteen tools costing about $14,000. 

The tool-rooms and brass-finishing shops are in good condition and order, and 
a cost of $3,000 would put them in first-class working condition. 

The engine driving these shops is of old pattern; economy would suggestan 
improved type, but it can do the work as well ay as the day it was put in. 
The general shafting, pulleys, and hangers are in fair condition, but new belt- 
for woos be needed. 

‘The boilers are simply worn out and not worth repairs, and to replace them 
with modern and improved boilers would cost about $7,000 and $2,000 for new 


pumps, Beings, eto, ~ 
In the foundry the smaller sapola is apos order, and with a new lining itis 
ready for use. The blowers and the engines and shafts need only overhauling; 


the larger cupola can be removed and a smaller cupola of a capacity of 2 tons 
per hour put in its place. Thiscan bedone inthe yard. Newsmoke-stacks would 

needed for the cupola. The air furnaces are ready for use and the whole 
shop fairly equipped for work. The cranes are not in good order, bot with 
new conical rollers can be efficiently used; properly they should be lowered 
from 10 to 12 feet, as their height makes them unsteady for quick use. This would 
cost about $3,000 for the whole foundry. 

The brass foundry is all ready, the crucible furnaces are good, the overhead 
traveling crane requires lining up to make it efficient; cost about $750, 

The pattern shop requires only a few modern wood-working tools to replace 
those removed and $3,000 will put it in better shape than it ever was before. 

The shop formerly used as a blacksmith shop has been occupied by the chain- 
shop of the Equipment and Recruiting. It was originally used both by Con- 
struction and Steam Engineering, and there is sufficient space still unused by 
which any engineering smithwork could be done. 

In the boiler shop, of smaller tools for ordinary repair work there is a suffi- 
ciency, but modern boilers require improved and heavy tools. This means new 
rolls, shears, punches, drills, and edge planers, all suited to work on 1}-inch 
plate, or heavier. There would also be required a small steam-hammer, The 
cost of paning this shop in first-class condition would be about $30,000, 

The facilities of this for doing engine work was illustrated years ago, 
when the engines and boilers of several of our ships were entire: constructed 
here, and the estimates above submitted are made with a view of manufactur- 
ing and erecting the most powerful machinery for the largest class of vessels of 
war. 

Many of the tools required for ship and engine building have been taken from 
this yard to fit out the other navy- s. 

With the exception of those mentioned in building No. 16 and joiner work, 
there are no tools at this yard adapted for steel-ship-building, but a plant for 
building modern vessels sufficient for work on an extensive seale can be set up 
at moderate cost, 
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Eighth. “ Would the pay of skilled mechanics be the same, greater, or less 
than at other naval stations of the country?” 

The pay of skilled mechanics averages about the same at all the navy-yards 
and oe except at Mare Island, California, where the pay has always been 

er, 

Ninth. In what manner was the yard closed as a construction yard, whether 
by act of Congress or by Executive order?” 5: 

By order of the Secretary of the Navy, dated June 23, 1883, under the provis- 
ions of the act of August 5, 1882, which act provides that the work should be 
continued at the ropewalk; but under an order of the Secretary of the Navy, 
dated December 18, 1886, it was kept open for equipment work of the Navy, in- 
cluding the manufacture of steel and hemp conta 
chor, n, and galley shops. 

Tenth. “Give any further information that you may have concerning the 
general advantages of this yard,” 

The Boston yard isthe center of a large laboring population, and the supply 
of skilled and unskilled labor is practically unlimited. The city is also the cen- 
ter of almost every class of manufacturing industry entering into the construc- 
tion, equipment, and supply of shipping. The commerce of this port and toa 
certain exteft the location of a Government plant here have stimulated these 
industries. It will be observed by the appended tables (answer to inquiry No. 
1) that more than a quarter of a century ago nearly five thousand (4,955) men 
were employed at onetime in this navy-yard, and as all the surrounding cities 
have largely increased in population, commerce, and manufactures, there 
would be no apprehension of a want of laboratany time. The eight 8 
terminating in the city provide ple transportation for material and supplies 
of every nature, besides that afforded by water. Bh 

There is no plant at this yard especially adapted to building steel ships, but 
the large timber sheds 450 by 60 feet (of stone piers and slate roofs) could be util- 
ized for plating-buildings and blacksmith shops, and there are in the imme» 
diate vicinity of the building-slips, a mold loft and heavy forge shops, and if, as 
would seem natural, the site of the present middle ship-house should be selected 
for the new dry-dock, they would be convenient for it, 

Thus would all the ee for building battle-ships and cruisers and dock- 
ing and repair of large ips be conveniently concentrated at the northern end 
of the |, whilst there is a building-slip, dry-dock, and shops convenient for 
the building and repair of the smaller ones at the southern end. 

The wet-basin south of the large machine-shop (building No. 42) could be 
readily converted into a receiving basin for the cruisers and others needing re- 
pairs to boilers and engines. 8 

The three wharves at the northern end of the yard are worthless and should 
be rebuilt, with a 150-ton pair of shears at the end of one of them. 

The largeshear wharf west of the dry-dock, authorized by Congress, was com- 
rr, last year, and the wharf east of the dry-dock isin a generally good con- 

on. 

The water front will need dredging, but as it is principally soft mud the 
dredging would not cost more than about 25 to 28 cents per cubic re W7 

The wharfage at the yard could be increased about 800 feet by filling in tim- 
ber dock (No. 87 on plan) at northern end of yard. 

The Charlestown navy-yard has an area of 37 acres and a water front of about 
4,000 feet. It is situated at the head of Boston Harbor, at the confluence of the 
Mystic and Charles Rivers, and is approached from sea by a narrow and some- 
what tortuous passage, this latter feature rendering it susceptible of easy de- 
fense by fortifications on land and naval forces against attack by water from the 
harbor, but unfortunately the yard, in common with the cities of Boston and 
Chelsea, can be approached by a hostile fleet ona broad sound within a distance 
of 6 nautical miles, 

While it may be somewhat foreign to the subject under consideration, I beg 
leave to venture the opinion that even with the extensive fortifications at Win- 
throp Head, Grover's Cliff, and Nahant Head, the naval station and neighbor- 
ing cities could not be fully protected against the attack by armored vessels 
unless we also possessed coast-defense vessels and battle-ships, numerous and 

werful enough to forbid the enemy occupying that position. This, however, 
Lab true of the other unprotected naval stations and cities on the Atlantic 
seal 

The letter of Senator Hon is herewith returned. 

Very respectfully, 


, sail and canyas work, an- 


W. P. McCANN, 
Commodore, Commandant, 
Hon, B. F. Tracy 1 
Secretary of the Navy, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words only 
upon this subject. It seems to me as though the Congress of the 
United States should assert itself sometime and somewhere with re- 
spect to the continuance of the naval establishments located along the 
Atlantic coast. As the Senator from Maryland has truly said, in 
1882, and even prior to that, the Secretaries of the Navy instituted an 
inquiry through boards of officers of the Navy as to the propriety of do- 
ing away with certain of the naval establishments upon thecoast. The 
recommendation of those officers was to the effect that but three navy- 
yards should be maintained upon the Atlantic seaboard and the Gulf, 
and one upon the Pacific. From that time to this, as I understand it, 

not a dollar of appropriation has been made for the Boston, Ports- 
mouth, New London, or the Pensacola navy-yard. 2 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know that the Senator means to make so 

broad a statement. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I mean for the purpose of increasing the capa- 
city. What I mean by improvement is to make a permanent improve- 
ment, and a costly one in connection with those yards, the recommenda- 
tion and intention being to abandon them, instead. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Portsmouth yard has not been enlarged, but it 
has been kept in use. It has been preserved and used for the construc- 
tion of boats and equipment of every description for distribution to all 
parts of the country where it may be wanted, for the building and re- 
pairing of wooden ships or vessels of a smaller class, such as will be 
needed as tenders and accompanimentsin the way of transportation and 
all that. Even for an iron and steel navy the Portsmouth yard has 
been kept open. 2 : 

Mr. McPHERSON, We understand all that. 

Mr. BLAIR. It has been kept in running order and has been doing 
as much good most of the time as it did prior to the recommendation 
of these naval officers, who concluded to shut up the whole country 
except three favorite yards. 


Mr. McPHERSON. But the same work that has been done at the 
Portsmouth yard might have been done at two or three other yards 
where the appliances could just as easily be furnished, and they hayo 
been furnished. 


In short, what is the necessity for maintaining the three navy-vards 
of Boston, Portsmouth, and New London? Common sense will teach 
any Senator or any citizen of this country that it is nothing buta waste 
of money, an extravagant and foolish expenditure of money. Look at 
Great Britain, France, and Germany, with their immense nayal estab- 
lishments, and each of these countries has but a single plant, where they 
concentrate all their work. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The Senator must remember that France is not nearly 
so large as some of the States of the Union. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very true; but the distance is only a few hun- 
dred miles between these different naval establishments, costing as they 
have in the past millions of dollars. I want to know if it is the pur- 
pose of this Congress to.continue to expend millions of dollars, with no 
benefit to the Government and the people to the extent of one single 
cent. No, sir; all those yards should at once abandoned for Gov- 
ernment purposes and should be sold out to private ship corporations 
for the purpose of building ships. They can be used for that purpose, 
with all the appliances which the Government has placed there. Let 
the money which the Government appropriates to them yearafter year 
be given to the great plants where it is the intention to build great, 
strong ship-yards for the building of iron ships. 

The very expenditure that is asked for now by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, in like manner is asked for by Boston; it is asked for the 
League Island navy-yard, at Philadelphia. I want to know with what 
propriety or with what judgment it is asked. We have been waiting 
since 1882 for Congress to take some action upon the recommendation 
in the report of the Secretary of the Navy that these yards should be 
abandoned. We have refused to appropriate money, but now it is pro- 

to renew the old process and spend a few hundred thousand dol- 

rs more upon these navy-yards in order that it may be n to 

spend a few hundred thousands more next year, and soon. If that is 
wise policy, then continue it. 

While upon my feet, Mr. President, I want to say another word 
with respect to the present administration of the Navy and its present 
scheme and plan. Since this Administration came into power the pres- 
ent Secretary of the Navy has called to his aid an advisory board, and 
called a policy board—nct the officers of the Navy, who were qualified 
by long experience and ability, proven ability, to speak in these mat- 
ters, but a board of naval officers of whom the highest in rank was a 
commodore, running down to the youngest, the most inexperienced 
officer in the Navy, in the construction department. They proposed 
to the Government and to the Congress of the United States to start a 
new naval establishment, the cost of which in the aggregate will ex- 
ceed $280,000,000, running over a period of several years, the most 
extravagant and foolish scheme that was ever heard of by any nation 
or any people since the world began. It was proposed to depart from 
the long-time policy of this Government with respect to its naval in- 


crease, 

Under the Administration of President Arthur, when we began the 
building of a new Navy, which was continued under the Administra- 
tion of President Cleveland, the plan was made and carried into effect 
that we should build cruisers that could prey upon an enemy’s com- 
merce and could carry the American flag into foreign ports. In addi- 
tion to that the proposition was to build a certain number of coast- 
defense vessels, for which the people of this country have been crying 
and begging for years. Our whole coast from Maine to Florida and 
around the Gulf and taking in the Pacific coast, if you please, is to- 
day entirely undefended. A third-class ship of any power on earth 
could enter unharmed any port on the Atlantic seaboard so far as any 
resistance on our part is concerned. 

But the policy pursued under the Arthur Administration is not to be 
continued. That policy was to build or complete the old turreted 
monitors that had been for years lying idle in the ship-yards, and that 
was done upon the recommendation of such officers as Commodore Shu- 
feldt and others of high grade in the naval service, officers of the largest 
experience and the greatest ability. The policy was the same under 
the Administration of President Cleveland, when Mr. Whitney was Sec- 
retary of the Navy. He did not recommend the building of useless 
battle-ships. He proposed that we should build crnisers and harbor- 
defense vessels, and three of the latter were ordered built under Mr. 
Whitney’s administration. It was thought that with the fleetest cruis- 
ers upon the high seas and the most invincible agents to stand guard 
at our ports, therein the true naval policy of the Republic would find 
culmination and gain the highest honor. 

But now it is proposed to enter upon the greatest scheme of mad ex- 
trayagance that I ever witnessed. Two bundred and ninety million 
dollars, so say the policy board, shall be expended upon a naval estab- 
lishment, covering a period of some twelve or fourteen years! And 
how do you propose to expend it? You propose to take $170,000,000 
or 8180, 000, 000 of that sum to build—what? Not cruisers, not coast- 


defense vessels for the purpose of protecting our defenseless cities and 
towns on the Atlantic seaboard, for the protection of the property of 
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the country, but to build immense battle-ships. You require your 
ships to be built in American ship-yards, of American material, and by 
American labor, but you discard the American A rag of ship proposed 
by Mr. Ericsson, and in lieu of that you build the broadside iron-clad 
of England. You propose to build a ship such as the three ships that 
this bill carries, which can scarcely enter a seaport upon the Atlantic 
coast at mean tide. a 

Mr. HALE. The ships provided for in the bill as it came to the 
Senate from the House of Representatives can enter more than ſorty 
of the leading harbors of the country on the two coasts. 

Mr. BLAIR. And get out again after going in. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Whatare the draughts of theseships, may Iask? 

Mr. HALE. Twenty-four feet. I havea list here of the harbors of 
the country taken accurately, with specific soundings, showing their 
qoa If I do not interrupt the Senator, I should like to putin the 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should prefer to have the Senator put that in 
after I get through. I will speak but a moment longer. 

I rely for my information upon the report of the Board on Fortifica- 
tions or other Defenses, made in 1886, in which they give a statement 
of the depth of water in all the principal seaports of the Atlantic sea- 
board. At Portland, Me., the depth of water at mean low tide is 
given at 21 feet, while the proposed ship is to draw 25 feet. Boston 

rbor is given at 21 feet; the ship draws 25 feet. Newport is 19 feet; 
Bristol, 21 feet; Providence, 20 feet; New York, 23 feet. The princi- 
pal seaport in the United States has only 23 feet at mean low tide. 

Mr. BLAIR. What is the depth given at Portsmouth? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator omits New London, with but 30 feet. 

Mr. BLAIR, And Portsmouth with about 60 feet. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I will come to New London. New London is 
given at 21 feet. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Great Eastern went in there. 

Mr. HALE. What is the Senator reading from? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Lam reading from the Report of the Board on 
Fortifications or other Defenses appointed by the President of the United 
States under the provisions of the act of Congress approved March 3, 
1885,” appointed by the Secretary of War in the year 1886. We know 
that but little has been done with any of these harbors since that time 
to increase the depth of water. The depths given in this report are 
from actual surveys. 

Now, we go down to New York and we find 23 feet of water. So if 
your battle-ship should be found outside of the port of New York and 
in conflict with an enemy stronger than herself, she could not run into 
the port except on high tide. í 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator read the đepth of water at Ports- 
mouth? 

Mr. MCPHERSON.. I was coming to that. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the only place you could get that ship into. 
I think the depth is 60 feet, and it never freezes. 

Mr. McPHERSON. At Philadelphia we have a depth of 20 feet; at 
Baltimore, 24, the one port where it might squeeze in; Charleston, 14 
feet; Port Royal, 21 feet; Pensacola, 19 feet; New Orleans, 26 feet, the 
only one we have yet among all these ports where a vessel drawing 25 
feet could get inside the port at low water. San Francisco, Cal., has 
33 feet, and that is the only port on the Pacific seaboard that the vessel 
éould enter at low water. 

Now, Mr. President, this is a magnificent scheme, asI say. This is 
a proposition to spend money without stint or limit. 

Mr. HALE. What scheme is the Senator speaking of now? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Iam speaking of the general scheme and plan 
which was before the Naval Committee, a part of which you have in- 
corporated in the pending bill. 

Mr. HALE. Has the Naval Committee adopted or in any way sanc- 
tioned or fathered any such scheme as that? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I was not criticising the committee. I was 

king of the Navy Department. I may say, however, that the 
aval Committee decided upon an investment in this great policy 
scheme for the first year. 

Mr. HALE. Has the Secretary of the Navy in any way committed 
himself to that laudable and ambitious scheme known as the policy board 
scheme? Notin the least. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The policy board wasa creation of the Secretary 
of the Navy. 

Mr. HALE. But its scheme was never approved by him. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator will permit me, I will tell the 
story. The Secretary of the Navy approved so much of the policy 
board’s report as provided for building a sufficient number of battle- 
ships in accordance with their report which would amount to nearly 
$120,000, 000. < 

The Secretary of the Navy also indorsed a report made by the Naval 
Committee of the Senate against my protest, providing for laying down 
eight of these so-called battle-ships, the cost of which, se say the Policy 
Board, would be about $5,900,000 each. It was proposed in that bill 
which the committee reported to build eight battle-ships, and the 
moment you-lay their keels down you have either appropriated the 
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money or pledged it for their completion. The cost of completion of 
those eight ships would have been nearly $50,000,000. I now see that 
the ships proposed in this bill are also called coast-defense battle-ships, 
but as described they represent the battle-ship of limited endurance, 
as proposed by the policy board, and instead of being harbor defense 
vessels, they can not even get into our own harbors, and could never 
enter an enemy’s ports unless supported by a fighting force stronger 
than themselves, 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that there 
are 36 feet on the bar at Portsmouth, and it never freezes. It is the 
only port from New York, or rather from Norfolk, to Old England that 
does not freeze up. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Now, Mr. President, here is a class of ships 
which this country has no use for whatever, which the country can not 
use with any profit or credit to itself. Here is a ship built after the 
model of the English ships, with an immense broadside, carrying an 
iron mine upon her ribs, sailing upon the ocean at the rate of 14 or 
15 knots an hour. The extreme speed which these vessels were sup- 
posed to reach under forced dranght was about 17 knots an hour, and 
the mean speed, or the ocean speed, was about 15 knots per hour. In- 
stead of building the Ericsson ship, which was intended as a ship for 
war rather than for carrying naval officers around the world on a cruise 
of evolution, or convolution, or whateyerit may be; instead of defend- 
ing our ports and harbors, as could have been done and can be done 
with the American monitor, which you can build at a cost of two mill- 
ion or two and a half million dollars, and any one of which is equal to- - 
day to your three battle-ships costing twelve or fifteen million dollars; 
instead of pursuing the policy which the people of the country have de- 
manded, which the interests of the country demand, to wit, the pro- 
tection of our ports as the thing to be first considered, itis now proposed 
to fill your navy-yards and private ship-yards with a structure called 
a battle-ship, which theSecretary of the Navy tells us will take us five 
years to build, while the very yard in which it must be built may be 
destroyed by a foreign gunboat. 

I will confess, sir, that countries having colonies like Great Britain 
and France would have some need for that particular kind of ship, 
but we do not need it and can not use it at all. Their vessels must go on 
long eruises, must carry a large number of men and a great deal of 
freight. They sometimes must have a large force of men in order to 
keep in subjection their own colonies. Some comfort must be had on 
board these ships for these men. But a fightingship, built for no pur- 
pose in the world but to protect our rivers and harbors, need never go 
out of port except it be to attack an enemy. 

No, sir; the true policy of this Republic is found in this: Build your 
eruising ships and send them around the world to show the people of 
the world that there is an American nation, and in case of war to prey 
upon the enemy’s commerce. ‘Then let us build formidable fortresses 
to protect our seacoast, in the shape of the Ericsson monitor, ships 
which are absolutely invincible to shot and shell and which would de- 
stroy an enemy or your proposed battle-ships as fast as they came be- 
fore them. 

I was told last summer by a distingushed naval.officer in Great 
Britain, speaking of a vessel of our Puritan type, which represents, I 
suppose, to-day, the best structure of monitor thus far completed, but 
yet nothing compared with what the more improved modern monitor 
would be, Why,“ said he, “yonr Puritan could enter any English 
port against the combined force of two of the most powerful ironclads 
in the English navy.“ Two of those ships can be built for what you 
propose to pay for a single battle ship. Therefore it is that I say this 
system is wasteful. If you want to take the money out of the pockets 
of the tax-payers of this country and scatter it broadcast upon the 
ocean to the extent of millions and millions of dollars, then go on and 
do it. You have the power on that side of the Chamber, and the re- 
sponsibility is also yours, But it can not be done without my protest, 
and the tax-payer if he can not prevent it is entitled at least to know 
how and to what extent his money is squandered. - 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine if it 
is his expectation to conclude the bill to-night. 

Mr. HALE. L see plainly that is not possible. I did hope 

Mr. DAWES. Can we not take a vote on these two amendments? 

Mr. HALE. I was going to say that I did hope we would reach a 
vote to-night on these twoamendments. If that can be done I should 
be glad to see it done, but the discussion has wandered off into other 
subjects-matter that are found in other parts of the bill, and if that is 
to be continued we may as well adjourn now as to wait and discuss 
those questions prematurely. 

Mr. DAWES. I think we might take a vote on these two amend- 
ments. The first amendment—— 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not think it possible. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can not get a vote this evening. 8 

Mr. GORMAN. It will be impossible to get a vote on these amend- 
ments without further discussion. 

Mr. HALE. I can not hear what the Senator from Maryland says. 

Mr. GORMAN, Isay it is not possible to get a vote on these two 
amendments without farther discussion, 


turned and is on the table. I ask the unanimous consent of the 
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Mr. ALLISON. Then I hope the Senator from Maine will give way 
to a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SAWYER. I hope we shall have a short executive session. 

Mr. HALE. I will not move to adjourn, but if it is desired to have 
an executive session I will move to proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] ap- 

to me to yield to him. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator from Maine to yield to me fora 
moment, 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 


PUBLIC BUILDING IN CEDAR RAPIDS, IOWA. 


Mr. SPOONER. While I was absent from the Chamber and from 
the city, sometime during last week, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WIL- 
SON] moved, and I think the motion was adopted, a request to the 
President to return to the Senate the bill (S. 903) for the erection of a 
public building in Cedar Rapids, Iowa, The bill I think has been re- 


Sen- 
ate that the bill may be taken up at this time. : 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears none. 


The title of the bill will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 903) forthe erection of a public build- 
ing in Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 
r. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that the vote by which 
the Senate adopted the conference report may be reconsidered. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Wisconsin? The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 
dered. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, at the request of both Senators from 
Iowa, who regard it as advisable that the bill should be further amended, 
I ask the Senate to refuse to — the conference report. 

Mr. ALLISON. Reconsider the report. 

Mr. SPOONER. The vote adopting the report having been recon- 
sidered, the question, as I understand it, is now on accepting the confer- 
ence report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ference report. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the report be not agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin moves that 
the Senate disagree to the conference report. 

Mr. DAW, The Senator will get at it a great deal quicker by 
having the report recommitted to his own committee. 

Mr. SPOONER. I understand the rule to be that, a conference com- 
mittee having reported, the conference committee is functus officio; itis 
out of existence. 

Mr. DAWES. Nothing can be clearer than that if the report is re- 
committed then it will be in the power of the Senator’s own commit- 
tee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the re- 
port of the committee of conference, : 

The report was non-concurred in. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If the Senator from Wisconsin will ask 
for a further conference, that will accomplish the object he has in view. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate request a further confer- 
ence with the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. MORRILL, Mr. SPOONER, 
and Mr. PAsco were appointed. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] to yield 
to me one moment while I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate two 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. HALE. I yield for that p 3 

Mr. ALLISON. - I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the appro- 
priation bills which are on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the House 
of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 


The question is on agreeing to the con- 


8152) making appropriations for the support of the Military Academy 


for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and asking for a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
to that bill disagreed to by the House of Representatives and agree to 
the conference asked for by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President wasauthorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr, ALLISON, Mr. FAR- 
WELL, and Mr. CALL were appointed. 


. ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 7619) making appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, and ask- 


ing for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
to the bill and agree to the conference asked for by the House of Rep- 
resentatives. ' 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. PLUMB, 
and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8909) making appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CALL, I ask the permission of the Senator from Maine to offer 
an amendment to the pending bill; which I ask may be printed, and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment will be received, printed, 
and referred to the Committeee on Appropriations, in the absence of 
objection. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HALE. Now, I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After six minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 50 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, May 23, 1890, at 
12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 22d day of May, 1890. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Harvey H. Hopkins, to be postmaster at Nashua, in the oped of 
Chickasaw and State of Iowa, in the place of J, M. Gilliland, whose 
commission expires May 25, 1890. 

John L. Whitley, to be postmaster at Osage, in the county of Mitch- 
ell and State of Iowa, in the place of Sumner B. Chase, whose commis- 
sion expired May 14, 1890. 

John T. Congdon, to be postmaster at Sedgwick, in the county of 
Harvey and State of Kansas, in the place of John Wright, whose com- 
mission expired February 19, 1890. 

Richard W. Evans, to be at Dodge City, in the county of 
Ford and State of Kansas, in the place of Rush E. Deardoff, resigned. 

William J. Puett, to be at Newton, in the county of Har- 
vey and State of Kansas, in the place of Joseph B. Fugate, whose com- 
mission expires May 25, 1890. 

Mrs. Mary H. Wright, to be postmaster at Hopkinsville, in the county 
of Christian and State of Kentucky, in the place of Josiah B. McKen- 
zie, whose commission expires June 21, 1890. 

James Bracken, to be postmaster at Webster, in the county of Wor- 
cester and State of Massachusetts, in the place of John J. Love, re- 
moved. i 

Nelson J. Davis, to be postmaster at Berrien Springs, in the county 
of Berrien and State of Michigan, in the place of William Dester, re- 
moved. - 

James H. Kidd, to be postmaster at Ionia, in the county of Ionia 
and State of Michigan, in the place of Angelo E. Tower, whose com- 
mission expires June 16, 1890, 

Henry C. King, to be postmaster at Oscoda, in the county of Iosco 
and State of Michigan, in place of Russell B. Emmons, removed. 

Mathew K. Mister, to be postmaster at Grenada, in the county of 
Grenada and State of Mississippi, in the place of R. N. Hall, w. 
commission expires June 16, 1890. 

Little J. Scurlock, to be postmaster at Water Valley, in the county 
of e de and State of Mississippi, in the place of M. D. L. Martin, 
remov 

Levi C. Albertson, to be postmaster at Atlantic City, in the county 
of Atlantic and State of New Jersey, in the place of Willard Wright, 
whose commission expired April 14, 1890, 

Bradford G. Greene, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county of 
Chenango and State of New York, in the place of Frederick P. New- 
kirk, whose commission expired April 16, 1890. 

John R. Roberts, to be postmaster at Slatington, in the county of 
Lehigh and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Daniel Lutz, whose 
commission expires June 18, 1890. 

Robert Dott, to be at Alexandria, in the county of Han- 
son and State of South Dakota, in the place of Charles W. McCrone, 
removed. 


Thomas H. Prince, to be postmaster at Gallatin, in the county of 


Sumner and State of Tennessee, in the place of Miss Ella Lewis, re- 


moved. 

James A. Smith, to be postmaster at El Paso, in the county of El 
Paso and State of Texas, in the place of Mrs. Fannie D. Porter, whose 
commission expires June 24, 1890, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 21, 1890. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
David E. Bomgardner, of Orleans, Nebr., to be receiver of public 
moneys at McCook, Nebr. 
Anson S. Baldwin, of Lexington, Nebr., to be receiver of public 
moneys at North Platte, Nebr. 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


John I. Nesbitt, of North Platte, Nebr., to be register of the land 
office at North Platte, Nebr. 

William T. Riley, of Hailey, Idaho, to be register of the land office 
at Hailey, Idaho. 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate May 22, 1890. 
INDIAN AGENT. 


s John H. Waugh, of Jamestown, N. Dak., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Devil’s Lake agency, in North Dakota. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 22, 1890. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the Journal will be considered 
as approved. 

Mr. ROGERS. One moment, Mr. Speaker. Looking over the state- 
ment of the votes in the RECORD, I notice that it does not there appear 
that the Speaker voted for the McKinley bill. It occurs to me, inas- 
much as the Clerk, in reading the Journal, has omitted the recapitula- 
tion of the names, that if that was an error in the RECORD and has been 
‘carried into the Journal also, the latter should be corrected before it is 
approved. 

Mr. DUNNELL rose. á 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman from Arkansas finished? 

Mr. ROGERS. I believe I donot care to occupy the floor any longer, 
except to say that I regret very much, if the Speaker did not vote for 
that bill, that his following was so small. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is happy to learn that the gentleman 
does not desire longer to occupy the floor. The gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. DUNNELL] is recognized. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
correct the Journal. I wish to call the attention of the Speaker to the 
fact that the Journal reports that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR], the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole yesterday, re- 
ported, and was directed by the committee to report, the tariff bill with 
a favorable recommendation. The committee had no such vote, made 
no such order. The matter was called to the attention of the Speaker 
yesterday by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], and I sup- 
pose the Journal ought to show that the bill was reported to the House 
in accordance with the order of the House, and notin accordance with 
the vote of the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the words of which 
the gentleman speaks are not in the Journal. > 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I beg the Speaker’s pardon, 
they are in the Journal as the Clerk read it; at least I so understood 
the reading. I may be mistaken, but I was listening to the Journal 
as it was read, and I understood it to state that the Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole reported that he was directed by that com- 
mittee to report the bill with sundry amendments to the House. 

The SPEAKER (after examining the Journal), The gentleman is 
correct, and the correction will be made. 


THE CENSUS. 


Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to report 
back from the Committee on the Census with two amendments the bill 
(H. R. 10252) to amend an act entitled An act to provide for taking 
the eleventh and subsequent censuses,” and to have the bill put upon its 
passage. After the bill is read I will make a single statement. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That any supervisor or enumerator of census who shall re- 
ceive any bonus, fee, or any other consideration of any character whatsoever 
in connection with his duties as supervisor or enumerator, in addition to his 
compensation authorized by the act of March 1, 1889, as amended by the act of 
January 23, 1890, or any person or persons, municipality, or corporation who 
shall pay or attempt to pay any such bonus, fee, or other consideration to any 
supervisor or enumerator of census shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and upon conviction shall be fined not exceeding $3,000 and be imprisoned 
not exceeding two years, 


The amendments recommended by the committee were-read, as fol- 
ows: 


At the end of line 13, after the word “dollars,” add the words nor less than 
— — — i At the end of line 14, after the word “ years,” add “nor less than six 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of this bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I notice that the committee 
amendments recommend the fixing of a minimum punishment, Has 
it not been the experience of the gentleman [Mr. DUNNELL] that plac- 
ing minimum punishment in an act very often defeats conviction? 

Mr. DUNNELL, Probably so; but then thé minimum punishment 
here is of such size and character that I think there will be no difi- 
culty. This bill results from the action of certain cities which have 
raised money to help out the supervisors, and a circular has been sent 
to the supervisors and enumerators, which I will put into the RECORD, 
showing the necessity of an act of this kind in order that the census 
shall be taken honorably, fairly, and accurately. 

The circular referred to by Mr. DUNNELL is as follows: 


{Important order. Eleventh census of the United States.] 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Cixsus OFFICE, 
y 7. Washington, D. C., May 10, 1890. 
To the Supervisors of Census: 

It has been brought to the attention of the Superintendent of Census that the 
city councils and boards of trade of certain Western cities have appropriated 
sums of money to aid their census supervisors in the enumeration of popula- 
tion. While it may be u by some that such a proceeding is legitimate and 
merely intended to help the Government to obtain a fair and full enumeration. 
Iam compelled to look upon it as an almost irresistable temptation to fraud and 
as ee ee e eee an honest count ot the people. If tolerated by this 
office it would have a tendency to bring the whole census into disrepute. 

You are therefore positively instrueted not to receive any such compensation 
yourself, nor countenance for one instant the paymentof any sum of money 
whatever, by municipalities, corporations, associations, or persons, to enumer- 
ators. Any supervisor of census who is not content with the remuneration 
allowed by law (which is double the amount paid in 1880) should at once re- 
sign. The Eleventh Census must and shall be above suspicion. To tolerate 
any action on the part of municipalities, associations, organizations, or indi- 
viduals, no matter how powerful they may be, which has for its purpose the 
debauching or which would even throw the slightest taint upon the truthful- 
ness of the returns would, in my opinion, be nothing short of a crime against 
the ple of the United States, 

This whole matter, together with the facts in the possession of this office, has 
been laid before the honorable Secretary of the Interior, and the action of the 
Superintendent of Census in placing every legitimafe obstacle at his command 
in the way of the distribution of local funds for this purpose meets with the 
r 1 é 

ery res y, 
Cb ate ROBERT P. PORTER, 
Superintendent of Census, 

Mr. BUCHANAN,.of New Jersey. I entirely sympathize with the 
object of the bill, but I think the minimum punishment isa mistake. 
[Cries of Vote! Vote! “] 

The amendments recommended by the committee were to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

ed 


passed. 

Mr. DUNNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of the House to the 
bill (S. 1207) granting a pension to Lydia K. White, a volunteer army 
nurse. 

The message also announced that the Senate insisted upon its amend- 
ments numbered 9, 10, and 12, to the bill (H. R. 7160) making appro- 
priations for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United 
States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, 
disagreed to by the House, agreed to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAwWEs, and Mr. GORMAN as conferees on 
the part of the Senate. z 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
reports of committees of conference on the bills (H. R. 8463) granting a 
pension to John Carter and (H. R. 448) for the erection of a public 
building at Lynn, Mass. 

The message further announced that the Senate insisted on its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. 3711) making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, agreed to the request 
for a conference, and had appointed Mr. PLUMB, Mr. Dawes, and Mr. 
COCKRELL as conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 
3045) for therelief of Caroline M. McDougal, widow of the late Rear- 
Admiral David McDougal, United States Navy; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 

rinted 15,000 additio: copies of the report of the Committee on Interstate 
ommerce, being Senate Report No, 847, Fifty-first Congres, first session, in re- 
lation to the transportation interests of the United States an 1 Canada, of which 
5,000 copies shall tor the use of the Senate and 10,000 copies for the use of 
the House of Representatives, and that there be printed 6,000 additional te good 
of the testimony accompanying the said report, of which 2,000 copies shall be 


=~ the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Represent- 
atives. = 3 


PUBLIC BUILDING, AURORA, ILL, 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference re- 


port. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (5.2714) for the erection of a public 
building at Aurora, in the state of Illinois, having met, after full and free con- 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 7 

That the Senate recede from ils disagreement and agree to the amendment 


of the House. 
8. L. MILLIKEN, 
P. S. POST, 
THOMAS J. CLUNIE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


JOHN . SPOONE 
— 9 S. MORRILL, 


G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement accompanying the report is as follows: 
The effect of the report is to leave the bill as it passed the House, 
The report of the committee of conference was adopted. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Military Affairs to report back the bill H. R. 7619, being an act mak- 
ing appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1891. 

APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 


The SPEAKER. One moment. The Chair is informed that the 
Journal has not been technically approved by the House. “The Chair 
understands that there is no objection to its approval. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Iam directed by the committee to report the bill 
back with certain amendments and with a recommendation in regard 
to the same. . 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman to yield to me a 
moment for the consideration of a resolution which I desire to present 
on behalf of the Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that this is a report of the 
Committee on Military Affairs recommending concurrence or non-con- 
currence in the various amendments, and will not take long. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We recommend concurrence in some and non- 
concurrence in others, ` 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. We do not bear the gentle- 
man’s statement. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the Clerk will read the amendments, I will 
move on behalf of the committee concurrence or non-concurrence as 
each amendment is read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 1: On page 5, in line 19, strike out the words and Inspector- 
General's Departments” and insert Department.“ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. - 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No.2: On page5, in line 21, strike out “four” and insert three.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. Whatis the effect of this amendment? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This relates to the mileage of officers while trav- 
eling. The Senate struck ont 4 cents a mile, which is the allowance 
under existing law, and inserted 3 cents. We desire the amendment 
non-concurred in that the matter may go to the conference and be fully 
considered. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment No, 3: On page 6, after line 3, insert: 

For additional: pay to officer commanding military prison at Fort Leaven- 
worth, „8500.“ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

The amendmeut was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment No. 4; On page 6, strike out lines 10 to 12, inclusive, the words 
struck out being: 

For pay of lever clerks for inspectors-general, at $1,200, $13,200." 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This strikes out the provision for the eleven 
clerks which were allowed by the House for the Inspector-Goneral’s De- 
partment. We recommend non-concurrence, ` 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment No. 5: On page 6, in line 15, strike out the wards ‘seventy-six 
thousand four hundred and ninety-three dollars and seven - three cents and 
insert “ seventy thousand dollars.“ 

Mr. CUTCHEON, This is an amendment making the gross amount 
conform to the previous amendments. We recommend ion-contur- 
rence, 

The amendment was non-concurred in, 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 6: On page 6, in line 25, strike out four and insert “ three,” 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Tnis is another mileage amendment. We recom- 
mend non- concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. s 

The Clerk read as follows: t 

Amendment No. 7: On page 7, in line7, strike out “four” andinsert “three,” 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This is an amendment of the same character. 
We recommend non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 8: On page 7, in line I7, strike out 881,019.52“ and insert 
“a $42,325.79.” 


Mr. CUTCHEON. This is simply a change of the aggregate appro- 
priation made necessary by previous amendments. e recommend 
non-concurrence. = 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4 apy wer ai No. 9: On page 9, in line 6, strike out“ from and at” and insert 
an m,” 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The committee recommend non-concurrence in 
this amendment. It relates to commutations for rations. The bill as 
passed by tite House provided for rations or commutation for rations 
for ‘‘enlisted men selected to contest for places or prizes in the depart- 
ment, division, and army rifle competitions while traveling to, from, 
and at places of contest.“ The Senate strikes out the words“ from 
and at’’ and inserts the words and from,“ the effect of which is to 
omit commutation for rations at the places of contest. It is the opin- 
ion of officers that this may occasion some difficulty; and we desire 
the matter to go into conference, Hence we recommend non-concur- 
rence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. > 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A 3 No, 10: On page 9, in line 9, strike out twenty“ and insert 
n.“ 


Mr. CUTCHEON. This is merely a change in the footing. I move 
non - coneurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. II: On page 10, in lines 5 and 6 strike out the words “ here- 
after there shall be included under“ and insert thereafter there may be ex- 
pended from.“ | 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We recommend concurrence. 
The amendment was concurred in, 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 12. On page 10, in line 6, after the word “ the,” insert the words 
“amounts required for the. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We recommend concurrence in this amendment. 
The amendment was concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Amendment No. 13: On page 10, in line 7, strike out “also ” and insert “ for.” 


Mr. CUTCHEON, The committee recommend concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No, 14: On page 10, inline 9, after the word “schools,” insert the 

word “for.” z 
Mr. CUTCHEON. We recommend concurrencein this amendment, 
The amendment was concurred in. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 15: On page 10, in line 10, after the words mess-halls “ in- 
sert the words and for.” 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We recommend concurrence, 
The amendment was concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 16: On page 11, in line 8, after the word pursuit,” insert 
but no money hereby appropriated shall be used for the apprebension or de- 
livery of deserters who deserted prior to the Ist day of January, 1885,” 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We recommend non-concurrence. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 17: On page 13, after the word “depots,” in line 1, strike 
out the words “ for transportation of signal officers or parties and their equip- 
meats, instruments, stores, and supplies, when ordered by proper authority for 
purely military purposes only.” 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We recommend non-concurrence, 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 18: On page 14, after “ posts,“ irr line 10, strike out the words 
“for drill-halls and gymnasiums at Colambus Barracks, Jefferson Ba: 

Fort Myer, and David's Island, for gun-sheds at military posts, and for gymna- 
sium furniture,” 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We recommend non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 19: On page 15, after the word “ men,” in line 9, insert “ Pro- 
vided, That no alcoholic liquors, beer, or wine shall be sold or supplied to the 
eee men in any canteen or in any room or building at any garrison or 
military post. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. The committee recommend non-concurrence in 


this amendment and also in amendments 20, 21, and 22. 


TheSPEAKER. Without objection these several amendments will 
be non-concurred in. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
8 “ n e insert 
— AE 23: On yago 16, after the word “equipage,” in line 18, 
Mr. CUTCHEON. We 5 non - concurrence. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 
2 Clerk read as follows: 
endment Zi: 17, th at in line 25, insert 
«nm 8 22 * N N 
Mr, CUTCHEON. We recommend non-concurrence, 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 25: On page 17, in line 26, strike out the word “any” and 
insert and. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. We recommend concurrence. 
The amendment was concurred in. 
The Clerk read as foliows: 
Amendment No. 26: On page 18, line 3, strike out the words “clerk-hire,” 
Mr. CUTCHEON. We recommend non-concurrence. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


The Clerk read as follows: — 
Amendment No. 27: On page 18, in Iine 14, strike out the words and of the 
generally.“ r, t 


Mr. CUTCHEON. We recommend non-concarrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 28: On page 18, after the word “practice,” in line 27, insert 
“and implements for mechanical maneuvers,” 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We recommend concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 29: On page 20, sirike out, in lines 16 to 18, inclusive, the fol- 


owing 
A For foùr mountain carri limbers, accessories, and am: iti 
therefor, $14.950, = iages, 8 
Mr. CU. TCHEON. We recommend non-concurrence. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment No. 30: On page 21 strike out lines 19 to 27, and on page 22 strike 
out lines 1 and 2, the clause struck out being as follows: 

* Provided, That from signal stores herein appropriated for the Chief Signal 
Officer, on proper application in writing by the adjutant-general of any State, 
may sell to such State tor use ofits militia, at contract prices, such signal equip- 
ments and stores, —_ telescopes, heliographs, and other apparatus as 
may be 8 for instruction in military signaling; the money received 
therefor, w hich ll revert to the appropriation for the current year in which 
the sale may be made, must be duly accounted for as other sages) 3 and 
may be used in the purchase of like articles to replace those so sold. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. We recommend non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The following amendments, in which the committee recommended 
concurrence, were read and concurred in: 

Amendment No. 31: On page 22,after the word departments.“ in line 8, 


strike out " $2,000.” 
‘aoe No. 32: On page 22, after the word * utensils,” in line II, insert 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs to move that a conference be requested with the Senate on the 
amendments non-concurred in by the Honse, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. CUTCHEON, Mr. OSBORNE, and Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 


DEFICIENCY PRINTING APPROPRIATION. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the 
Committee on ‘Appropriations to report a bill (H. R. 10390) makie an 
appropriation to supply a deficiency in the ap 8 for eae 
printing and binding for the last quarter of the {pages 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. As this will take but a few moments 
to consider, I will ask unanimous consent of the House to consider it 
at this time. 

The SPEAKER, The bill will be read, subject to the right of ob- 

ection. 
: The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, cic., That to su ply a deficiency in the appropriation for the 
lic pr rinting, for the public ding, and for paper for e public printing, 
nelu: ding the cost of 8 the debates and proceedings of Congress in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECO and for lithographing, mapping,and engraving for 
both Houses of Congress, including the salaries or compensation of all neces- 
sary clerks or employés for labor (by the day, piece, or contract), and forall the 
necessary materials which may be needed in the prosecution of the work dur- 
ing the last quarter of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, the sum of $90,000 is 
— . — appro out of any money in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appro- 
ated, and not exceeding $70,000 of the sum appropriated for the fiscal year 
Troe, to enable the Public Printer to ee with the law granting thirty days 
annual leave to the employés of th ment Printing Office, and to pa: 
the pro rata leaves of ce to — employés who resign or are a 
may be used together with the aforesaid sum of $90,000 for for the objects herein 


CONGRESSIONAL REOORD—HOUSE. 


mentioned: Provided, That from the appropriation hereby made printing and 
binay may bo be done as follows 
5 not exceeding $25,000. 


For the State 8 not exceeding Fy 000. 
For the Department of Justice, not exceedin 
For the supreme court of the District of Geleit 2 not exceeding $500, 


5 Is there» objection to the present consideration of 
the ? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which. 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. $ 

The latter motion was agreed to. = 


REPRINT OF HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITEEE ON COMMERCE, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Committee 
on Printing to report back the following resolution and recommend its 
adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as ſollows: 


Whereas the supply of copies of the hearing held before the Committee on 
Commerce, April 25, 1990, in relation to Senate bill 2792, to make the Lake 
outlet and improve the low-water channel of the Lower Mississippi River, 
been exhausted; and 

Whereas, in accordance with an agreement found in the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
orp of May 4, 1590, this question will be discussed by the House when the river 
and harbor bill is taken up for consideration; and 

Whereas the testimony taken at said hearing should be placed in the hands 
of the members of the House of Lay pene ny es at once; an 

Whereas the subject is of natio importance and of es interest to sci- 
entists, civil engineers, merchants, planters, river-men, pilots, and the whole 
press of the country: Therefore, 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That 10,000 copies of said evidence and 
hearing be printed for the use of the House. 

The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Printing have considered the House resolution to t 
10,000 additional copies of the ear ie bafon the Senate Committee on 
merce on Senate bill 2792, to make the e Borgne outlet and im ve the low- 
water channel of the Lower Mississippi River, and have me to report 
the same with the recommendation that € do pass. 

The estimated cost of the same is $243.60, 4 

The resolution was considered and Ge ted. N 

` Mr. RICHARDSON moved to eee the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Appropriations to report back the bill (H. R. 8152) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1891, with Senate amendments thereto, and ask immediate 
action upon them. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No.1: Page4 of the printed bill, line 8, strike out “thirteen” and 
insert “twenty.” 

Mr. SPOONER. The committee recommend non-concurrence, and 
I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Same page, line 25, before the word rubber,” insert and; “ also, in the same 
line, same page, strike out the words and so forth.” 

Mr. SPOONER. The committee recommend concurrenée in both of 
these amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: $ 

On page 5 strike out lines 13, 14, and 15, t 

Mr. SPOONER. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I think the gentleman from Rhode Island should 
inform the House of the nature of these amendments, 

Mr. SPOONER. Theamendments in which concurrence, has been 
thus far recommended are merely verbalamendments. In the amend- 
ments now under consideration the Senate recommend the striking 
out of the provision for two clerks to the quartermaster and adjutant, 
inserted by the House. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 8, line 21, strike out the semicolon and insert a period, 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

And provided further, That the enlisted men known as the artillery detach- 
ment at West Point shall be mustered out of service as ATEIST FINA, and im- 
mediately 5 as army service men in the Quartermaster's rtment, a 
continuin form the same duties and to have the same pay, allowances, 
rights, an Seile pian Paps subject to the rules, regulations, and laws in the 


same 8 as if their service been continuous in the artillery,and their 
said service shall be considered and declared to be continuous in the Army, 


Mr. SPOONER. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 
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The next amendment was read, as follows: 2 
aon page 14, lines 3 and 4, strike out the words “upon the approval of this 


The amendment was concurred in. 

Amendment No. 9 was read, as follows: 

Page 15, lines 1 and 2, insert: For necessary changes required in the plumb- 
ing of the eadet hospital, $2,500, 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments Nos. 10, 11, 12, and 13 were concurred in. 

Amendment No. 14 was read, as follows: 


Strike out the following words: For one practice-room for the Military 
Academy, band, to be immediately available upon the approval of this act, 


$3,030.” 
Mr. SPOONER, The confmittee recommend non-concurrence. 


~ -The amendment was non-concurred in. ` 


Amendment No. 15 was concurred in. 

Amendment No. 16 was read, as follows: 

Strike out For the construction of a hospital for enlisted men, $30,000." 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments Nos. 17, 18, 19, 20, and 21 were concurred in. 

Amendment No. 22 was read, as follows: 

In line 17, page 16, of the printed bill strike out or rental for ninety-nine 
years.” 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendment No. 23 was coucurred in. 

Mr. SPOONER. I now move that a conference be asked with the 
Senate upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the remaining 
amendments. v 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. SPOONER, Mr. 
SNIDER, and Mr. ROBERTSON as conferees on the part of the House. 


BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. BAKER. I desire, on behalf and by direction of the Committee 
on Commerce, to offer for consideration the resolution which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 8 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for consent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Thursday evening of this week and Tuesday evening of next 
week, from 8 o'clock to 11 o'clock p. m., be devoted to the consideration in the 
House of bills reported with favorable recommendations by the Committee on 
Commerce, to the consideration whereof no objection shall be made; that at 5 
o'clock p. m. on each of said days the House will take a recess until 8 o'clock p. 
m. for the purpose aforesaid. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the hour to 
which the House is to sit is pretty late, 11 o'clock at night, and I think 
the resolution had better go to the Committee on Rules, as several 
committees desire to be heard. That is my judgment. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will allow mearemark, 
I will state that the Committee on Commerce have reported quite a 
number of light-house bills, bills for the creation of life-saving stations, 
and ports of entry; and the sundry civil bill has been held up for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. BURROWS. What bills are referred to? 

Mr. BAKER. To light-house bills, bills for life-saving stations, and 
ports of entry. 

Mr, BLANCHARD. Does it apply to bridge bills? 

Mr. BURROWS. Is the resolution limited to that? 

Mr. BAKER. It relates to only such bills as may not be objected 
to. Any member can object to any bill and stop consideration of it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Does it include bridge bills? 

Mr. BAKER. It includes bridge bills. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think it had better go to the Committee on 


Rules. 


Several MEMBERS. Let the resolution be again reported. 

The resolution was again reported. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the reso- 
lution? 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York says that 
these bills belong to a certain class. Why not confine the resolution to 
that class? If it includes all bills that may be reported no man knows 
what bill will be considered. 

Mr. BAKER. I will say to my friend that only such bills will be 
considered as shall not be objected to. No amendment of the inter- 
state-commerce law has been reported. 

Mr. ADAMS. I understand that the gentleman says that no other 
bills will be considered except light-house bills, bills for life-saving sta- 
tions, and bills of the other class of which he spoke. 

ner ana There will be no others, because no others have been 

rt 


reported. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the class of bills to be considered should 
be specifically stated in the resolution. 

Mr. BAKER. They are only the bills that have been reported and 
are on the Calendar relating to light-houses, life-saving service, ports 
of entry, and bridge bills—and marine-hospital bills. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Marine-hospital bills, did the gentleman say? 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ishall object to the resolution in its present form, 
It provides for a change of the rules and permits consideration of thesé 
bills in the House instead of in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BAKER. I do not care about considering them in the House, 
Let them be considered in Committee of the Whole. ~ 

Mr. McMILLIN, I think the resolution had better go to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee objects. 

Mr. BAKER. Then I will state to gentlemen that they can get u 
their bills when they have an opportunity, but I have no objection 18 
them being considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman will confine it to bills making 
no appropriations I have no objection. x 

Mr. BAKER. These bills will make a charge on the Treasury, be- 
cause they are light-house bills and bills for life-saving stations. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman can make an exception of those 
bills that do not make a charge on the Treasury. s, 

Mr. BAKER. Those that have been reported make no approriation, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Weall know that we can not obtain a sufficient 
attendance of members at a night session for the consideration of bills 
carrying appropriations. 

Mr. CANNON. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee withdraws his ob- 
jection. Is there further objection ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr, Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman 
from New York whether his request will include bills reported before 
next Tuesday night to build bridges to which there is no objection? 

Mr. BAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand the resolution to confine it to 
bills already on the Calendar.“ 

Mr. BAKER. It confines it to bills reported with a favorable rec- 
ommendation at the time. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If you make it then on the Calendar,“ I 
have no objection. > - 

Mr. BAKER. I have no objection to making it then on the Cal- 
endar.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iobjecttothat part which provides for the consid- 
eration of bills making appropriations. Ido notobject to bills creating 
ports of entry being considered. 

Mr. BAKER. I do not care how you make the resolution, It is 
for the House to determine. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw my objection. 

Several MEMBERS. Objection is withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not heard the gentleman from In- 
diana withdraw his objection. j 
Mr. WASHINGTON. I heard the gentleman withdraw his objec- 
tion. : 5 85 
Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. CANNON, And I call for the regular order, as I have done now 
three times. F 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois calls for the regular 
order. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the the bill (H. R. 9486) making appro- 
priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. BURROWS in the chair. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
purpose of considering the bill the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9486) making appropriation for the construction, repair, and pres- 
ervation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that the 
first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. , 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa (interrupting the reading). Mr. Chairman, sev- 
eral gentlemen interested in this bill think it better that the rule re- 
quiring it to be read in full at this stage should be suspended, and, in 
compliance with their wish, I withdraw my objection. 

There being no further objection, the first reading of the bill was 
dispensed with. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois.. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose 
at this time to enter into any general discussion of this bill or of any 
of its provisions. I desire simply to say to the House, as has been 
stated in the report made by the committee, that this bill appropriates 
the sum of $20,932,445 for the various projects, rivers, harbors, and so 
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forth included init. Of this sum, $1,000,000 has already been appro- 

riated by a special resolution of the House, which, of course, re- 

‘hans the aggregate appropriation in the bill to $19,932,445 when the 
amendment shall be made which the committee proposes, 

I desire to say further that this bill has been prepared by the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors after several months of upremitting la- 
bor, during which we have given, not only to members of the House 
and Senators who desired to be heard before the committee, but to 
delegations from all parts of the country, a most patient hearing. While 
the object of the committee has been to deal fairly and justly by the 
various improvements which are provided for in this bill, I feel deeply 
sensible that we have not in all cases been able, perhaps, to do equal 
and exact justice. Vet the bill is as nearly perfect, possibly, as any fif- 
teen members can make it, and I submit it to the House with the confi- 
dent belief that the money here recommended to be appropriated forthe 
improvement of the rivers and harbors of this country will be well ap- 
propriated and will be well expended in the interest of the people. 

Iknow, Mr. Chairman, that there are many persons, as conscientious 
as men can be, who are opposed to any appropriations for rivers and 
harbors or who are opposed to appropriations for what many are pleased 
tocall thesmallerrivers, or the more unimportant rivers, or the smaller 
or more unimportant harbors of the country. I, however, myself say 
here without any hesitation that I think the reports and the facts as 
they have been made to appear before the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors demonstrate beyond question that the money which is ex- 
pended in the improvement of many of the smaller rivers of the coun- 
try is the best-expended money and the most fruitful in its results. 
Thereisa great deal of talk about the improvements of ereeks. Upon 
that point I desire to say that, so far as the improvement of creeks is 
concerned, the ‘‘creeks’’ which are contained in this bill are gener- 
ally mere arms or inlets of rivers or of the sea. 

In the West, I believe, we do not call any of those navigable waters 
tt creeks,” but some of these so-called creeks provided for in this bill 
are very wide and have a channel two or three hundred feet in width 
and 10 or 12 feet in depth; being better in all respects for the purposes 
of navigation than many of our larger rivers, better than even the Mis- 
sissippi itself, especially the Upper Mississippi. I have heard the Chief 
of Engineers, not only the present one, but other gentlemen occupy- 
ing that position and having charge of the rivers and harbors of the 
country and their improvement, say from time to time that they had 
originally a prejudice against the improvement of these smaller streams 
until they came to a practical knowledge of the benefits derived from 
such improvements. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe there is no money that goes out of the Treas- 
ury which is spent so much in the interest of the people of this country 
as that which is expended in the improvement of our rivers and har- 
bors, There is not an obstruction in a navigable river, nor an impedi- 
ment to the entrance of a harbor, but what is a tax upon the commerce 
of this country; and every dollar expended in removing such obstruc- 
tions and such impediments aud in accommodating the rapidly increas- 
ing commerce of our country is money expended in behalf of the por 
ple; and if this Government is constituted for any wise purpose what- 
ever it seems to me it is constituted for the purpose of looking after 
the interests of the people. We may erect magnificent publie build- 
ings in our towns and in our cities; we are adding to the public build- 
ings of this Capital city year by year ata cost of millions of dollars. F 
do not object to this; but at the same time I repeat that there is no 
money paid out of the Treasury of the United States the expenditure 
of which is so much in the interest of the people as that which accom- 
modates and facilitates the commerce of the country, which makes 
navigation safe and easy, which removesobstructions and impediments 
to it, and there is nothing which so builds up and promotes the pros- 
perity of the whole country as the expenditure of such money. 

I reserve the balance of my time, and I now yield tomy colleague on 
the committee [Mr. CATCHINGS]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Before the gentleman yields 
the floor I would like to call his attention to sections 4 and 5 of this 
bill, which seem to me to go beyond the power of the committee. They 
undertake to give the Secretary of War authority to require that bridges 
heretofore constructed shall be taken down or that alterations shall 
be made in them according to such plans as he may design or approve, 
and section 5 makes a failure to take down such bridges or to make 
such alterations, after certain notice, a criminal offense, punishable 
by a large fine, not exceeding $10,000, and imprisonment not exceeding 
two years. Now, is it not beyond the power of this committee under 
our rules to report such legislation? And is it a right thing to do to 
require that bridges heretofore built, built probably under legal au- 
thority, shall be removed or taken down merely upon the order of the 
Secretary of War, and to make that order binding upon the courts, so 
that the question as to the reasonableness of the order, or as to the fact 
whether such bridges or such a bridge is an obstruction, or whether 
the alteration required to be made is a proper alteration is to be set- 
tled by the executive department of the Government alone? - 

I wish to call the attention of the gentleman and of his committee 
to this matter at the beginning, because I do not know whether this 
part of the bill will ever be reached for consideration in the Committee 


of the Whole. I would be glad to know whether the committee are 
not willing to make some amendment which would give to parties in- 
terested the right to have these matters adjudicated ina court. I con- 
cede that it is useless to spend money to make streams navigable and 
then permit navigation to be obstructed by bridges, but I think that 
those who have put up bridges, probably at very great expense, where 
such bridges may be absolutely necessary, as in connection with turn- 
pikes for the accommodation of the people of a locality, should not be 
punished criminally for refusal to take down such a bridge, which may 
not really be an obstruction, but may be through some sort of influ- 
ence condemned by the Secretary of War. I wish to call the attention 
of the chairman of the committee to the question whether some amend- 
ment might not beagreed upon allowing the es interested in such 
cases to have the action of the Secretary of War traversed in a Federal 


court. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. In reply to the inquiry of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, I will say that there has been a great deal of 
trouble in regard to bridges over the navigable waters of different 
States, many of them being an almost absolute obstruction to the nay- 
igation of such rivers, Heretofore, as gentlemen will remember, a 
simple fine has been imposed in cases of such obstructions; and it is 
reported to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors that in many cases 
railroad companies will absolutely prefer to pay the fine from year to - 
year and continue the obstruction rather than make the necessary im- 
provements which would not obstruct navigation. 2 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I cordially agree in the pro- 
priety of the reform which is sought by these provisions; but I think 
the penalties are entirely too severe, For instance, the Kentucky 
River passes through my district for many miles, and over that river 
there have been constructed three or four turnpike bridges, which 
would probably come within the purview of these provisions. There 
are also, either in my district or in the adjoining district, two or three 
railroad bridges to which these provisions might also apply. In the 
city of Frankfort is a bridge owned by the municipality—I think now 
by the county of Frankfort—which, on account of the peculiar way in 
which the lands lie on both sides, can not be elevated without the de- 
struction of the entire structure. Now it is useless, I admit, to spend 
large sums of money upon the improvement of our rivers while allow- 
ing bridges to remain as obstructions. I am not in favor of such a 
policy. I want to compromise the matter between those who desire 
to use the rivers and those who want to use the bridges. All that ought 
to be asked, I think, on either side is that the parties have the right 
to go into a Federal court and have the question settled by some legiti- 
mate legal proceeding, so that the persons owning the bridges may not 
be punished criminally because of an executive order issued by the 
Secretary of War, toinduce which a great many influences may operate. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I will say to the gentleman from 
Kentucky that this section will of course be open to amendment when_ 
itis reached. I will now yield for a moment to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. , 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would not call the atten- 
tion of my friend to this matter now but for the fact that, according to 
the experience we have had, it sometimes happens that sections of a 
bill are not reached for consideration in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I think we might take up this matter at a later 
stage of our proceedings. z 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Perhaps there had better be an explanation 


now. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Ilinois. I yield to the gentleman from Louisi- 
iana. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I will state to the gentleman 
from Kentucky that this proposed legislation is not new except in one 
particular. The last river and harbor bill, which became a law two 
years ago, contained these provisions in regard to bri with the 
exception that, as then passed, they contained no penal clause. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That bill, if I remember cor- 
rectly, became a law under a suspension of the rules. I intended then 
to try to have this section amended, but there was no opportunity; 
and upon the passage of the bill there was presented to me the dilemma 
of either voting for the bill with that provision or taking the risk of 
defeating the bill. Therefore I call attention to this matter now. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. While it is true that the river and harbor bill 
of August, 1888, was passed in this House under a suspension of the 
rules, it did not pass under a suspension of the rules in the Senate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But Iam not a member ot 
the Senate. 

Mr: BLANCHARD. These two clauses relating to bridges obstruet- 
ing navigable water ways of the United States ran the gantlet of two 
committees in the last Congress, one in the Senate and onein the House, 
and also passed the Senate, where full consideration was given to the 
bill. 

The fact that there are bridges obstructing navigable water ways of 
the United States has given much trouble to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors for years past. The committee has been called upon to 
make appropriations for streams thus obstructed. In all the reports 
made to Congress in recent years on the subject of river and harbor im- 
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provement attention has been called to the necessity of legislation to 
remedy this evil. Many of these bridges were constructed withoutany 
authority of law whether by Congress or by State Legislatures. It was 
to obviate this trouble that legislation on this subject was enacted in the 
river and harbor bill years ago; and the sections in the present bill to 
which the gentleman from Kentucky refers are merely the existing 
law amended and re-enacted. 

The bill of two years ago did not go as far in this direction as the 

t bill does. It was then enacted that the Secretary of War, when 
attention was called to the fact that a navigable water way of the 
United States is obstructed: by a bridge, should give notice to the owner 
or corporation controlling the same to so alter the bridge as to render 
navigation under or through it safe and easy, and to fixareasonable time 
in which such alteration should be made. It provided also that if the 
alteration was not made within the time so prescribed by the Secretary 
of War the district attorney of the United States in whose district the 
structure was located should bring suit in the name of the United 
Statesin the circuit court of the United States to recover a fine, limited 
to a certain sum per month, from the owner or corporation owning or 
controlling the bridge. 

Under this law a number of such notices were given for the removal 
or alteration of bridges obstructing the navigable water ways of the 
United States, and in some instances these notices were disregarded by 
the owners of the bridges. Suits were instituted, but the parties de- 
fendant obstructed the trial of the causes, delays ensued,and the results 
were not satisfactory. And so, in conversation with the Chief of En- 
gineers, who appeared before the River and Harbor Committee, it was 
thought advisable by him, and concurred in by the committee, to re- 
enact and amend the sections of the law relating to this subject, so as 
to provide a penalty for failure to obey the law instead of the mere 
imposition of a fine. The present bill, therefore, amends and re-enact$ 
the correspo: sections in the last river and harbor act, so as to 
make it a penal offense for the owner or owners of bridges obstructing 
navigable water ways to decline or refuse or neglect to so alter their 
bridges as to render navigation through and under the same free and 


easy. X 

Now, what does section 4 of the present bill do? It simply pre- 
scribes that where the Secretary of War has information that a nav- 
igable water way of the United States is obstructed by a bridge of an 
insufficient height, width of span, or otherwise, or where there is dif- 
ficulty in passing the draw-span or draw-opening of such bridge by 
rafts, steam-boats, or other water craft, it shall be the duty of the Sec- 
retary of War to give notice to the person or corporation owning or con- 
trolling such bridge to so alter the same—not to remove it absolutely, 
but to so alter the bridge as to render navigation through or under it 
free and easy; and in giving such notice he shall prescribe a reasonable 
time in which any such modification, change, or alteration of the struct- 


ure shall take place. 


There is no hardship in that. Here is a bridge, we will say, obstruct- 
ing the free navigation of the Kentucky River, a bridge which was 
erected without authority of law. It was erected across a navigable 
water way of the United States pursuant to plans notsubmitted to the 
Secretary of War or approved by him. It may not even have a draw- 
span in it for the passage of boats. The Secretary of War informs the 
owner of the bridge that it is, under this act, an obstruction to a navi- 
gable water way, demands its alteration pursuant to the act, and pre- 
scribes a time, six months or a year, or whatever time he may deem a 
reasonable and sufficient time, in which to make the alteration. There 
is no hardship whatever in that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If my friend from Louisiana 
will allow me to interrupt him just there. I do not wish to take up 
the time of the tleman from Mississippi, who is entitled to the 
floor, but it may be a very great hardship—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Louisiana yield? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I yield for a question. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will not 
insist on the debate going on at this time. It had been arranged by 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors that I should take the floor, fol- 
lowing the gentleman from Illinois, and I yielded to my friend from 
Lonisiana because I thought my friend from Kentucky wanted to ask 
a question. But we are going off into a line of discussion that was not 
contemplated at the time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I beg the gentleman’s par- 
don. I will not press the matter further; but I simply wanted to call 
the attention 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana has the floor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman yielded to me 
to ask a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not know that the gentleman from 
Kentucky had addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not know that I did, Mr. 
Chairman, but if I did not I now address the Chair, and state that I 
had permission of the gentleman from Louisiana to ask a question. 

I simply wanted to say that after what the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi has said I will not now press the matter, and think it can be ex- 
plained hereafter. I simply wanted to call the attention of the gentle- 
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man representing the River and Harbor Committee to the subject with 
a view that some arrangement should be made that would be a com- 
promise of conflicting interests. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will say to my friend from Kentucky that 
when the bridge sections of the bill are reached in their regular order 
I will be glad to have him submit such amendments as he may deem 
necessary, and we will then further discuss the subject. I will not 
pursue the matter further at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] is recognized in the time of the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr, CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, Iam ized in my own right. 
I did not understand the observatian of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman in his 
own right. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, in view of the sensational ac- 
counts which have been published in many of the newspapers of the 
country with reference to the recent floods in the Mississippi Valley and 
of the coming to the front of a variety of exploded ancient fallacies with 
reference to the proper method for improving the river, I think it would 
not be amiss if I should present to the committee a careful review of the 
general situation, including some allusion to the work that has been 
done and some description of the theories upon which the Government 
engineers are proceeding. 

Since the creation of the Mississippi River Commission, in 1879, the 
Government has been engaged in the effort to definitely solve the prob- 
lem involved in obtaining such control of the Mississippi River that its 
energies, which, unrestrained, expend themselves largely in working 
ruin and desolation along its borders and which by their excesses sap 
and destroy its vital forces, may be brought into subjection and com- 
pelled to subserve the great and constantly enlarging commercial inter- 
ests of the nation. 

Though the problem presented is extremely interesting, whether 
reviewed from a scientific standpoint or with regard to the far-reaching 
benefits to a great portion of the American people, which must surely 
result from its successful solution, it must beadmitted by the impartial 
and candid observer that it has never, received at the hands of Con- 
gress the consideration that it deserves. . 

An inspection of the debates which it has from time to time provoked 
will demonstrate that the task of presenting and urging its claims to 
governmental consideration has been imposed almost entirely upon 
those of us who dwell along the southern borders of the river, and such 
appropriations as have been made for its improvement do not seem to 
have been prompted so much by recognition of the national character 
of the work, and consequently of the duty of the United States to un- 
dertake it, as by sympathy for us in our never-ceasing stru with 
its angry floods and a charitable disposition to aid us by s annual 
donations from the public funds, 

We are grateful beyond expression for the assistance thus extended, 
and still more for the kindly and generous impulses which have 
prompted it; but appropriations made in this limited fashion, while 
they have been highly beneficial and have accomplished much, are so 
inadequate to effect speedily the object designed to be attained that 
they minimize public attention to the problem, if, indeed, they do not 
create actual prejudice against serious and earnest efforts to finally and 
definitely solve it. 

Discussion hitherto has been largely confined to consideration of the 
effect which the rectification and control of the river might have upon 
the fortunes of those who dwell in its lower valley by securing to them 
immunity from the blighting embrace of the angry waters which period- 
ically, with unrestrained fury, rush savagely down to the sea. 

With some, the fact that this immunity from disaster might result 
has been ed as proof that the work is but local in scope and ef- 
fect, while with others, I fear, this fact has been accepted as furnish- 
ing a conclusive reason why it should not be undertaken by the Gen- 
eral Government at all. 

If nothing more than the protection of the Mississippi Valley from 
desolating floods should be achieved, so large a community would be 
relieved and the wealth of the country would be so vastly augmented 
that the very magnitude of the result effected would suffice to divest it 
of all local characteristics and stamp it as a work of the highest national 
concern. 

The Mississippi Delta alone extends across 8} degrees of latitude, 
stretching from 29° to 38° 30’ north, being about 600 miles long and 
averaging about 60 in width. 

It embraces abont 40,000 square miles, of which at least 36,000, or 
23,000,000 of acres; can be reclaimed and placed in cultivation. 

A moderate estimate would give at least 6,000,000 acres of sugar 
lands, 15,000,000 of cotton lands, and 2,000,000 of corn lands. 

These lands are more fertile than those of the valley of the Nile, 
which by the richness of its soil was the granary of the East and be- 
came the seat of ancient civilization and the heart of one of the mighti- 
est systems of government the world has ever known. The valueof these 
lands when reclaimed from overflow would easily reach $30 per acre, 
or a total of $690,000,000. But stupendous as would be the result of 
this reclamation of the lowlands of the Mississippi Valley, it by no 
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eans furnishes the sole standard by which to measure the benefits to 


American which would come hand in hand with the re- 
straint, control, and discipline of this mightiest of navigable rivers. 

Let us see if it can not be demonstrated that the project is of such 
broad and extensive consequence as to demand the thoughtful atten- 
tion and conscientious consideration of all the representatives of the 
people; that its successful execution would ameliorate the condition 
and contribute largely to the welfare of the vast population now dwell- 
ing and which will yet come to dwell between the two great mount- 
ain ranges of the continent; and that the cheapened transportation 
and augmented facilities for interchanging the products of our soil, the 
fabrics of our manufactories, and all articles of commerce which would 
surely follow it, would repay the nation many times more than its 
cost would possibly be, besides gladdening the hearts and lightening 
the burdens of millions of its citizens. 

Let us see if the discussion can not be lifted from the narrow limits 
which have confined it and placed upon so broad a plane that every 
gentleman present must find in it for himself, his constituents, and the 
country at large a deep and vital interest; and in the effort to do this 
Linvoke the patient attention and earnest co-operation of all. 

The Mississippi and its navigable tributaries constitute a system which 
embraces not less than 14,000 milesof water way. They intersect, and 
when suitably improved will furnish facilities for transportation to, 
almost every part of the great agricultural region which extends from 
the Gulf of inion to-the Lakes, and from the Alleghany to the Rocky 
Mountains, comprising an area of about 3,000,000 square miles, which 
is about two-thirds of the whole area of the United States. j 

The Mississippi Basin proper contains 1,257,545 square miles, ac- 
cording to Walker’s Statistical Atlas, but Foster, in his work on the 
valley, estimates the area drained and benefited by this great water- 

way system to be 2,000,000. ‘ 

Wen this valley, as in accordance with a: just popular demand it 
must soon be, is connected by way of the Illinois River with the great 
lakes at Chicago, the value of the Mississippi as a highway of com- 
merce will be so multiplied as to be absolutely beyond computation. 

Speaking of this connection, Mr. Ignatius Donnelly, at the water- 

ways convention, held at Superior, Wis., in August, 1889, said: 


Now, my friends, you can see it is inevitable that in the process of time a 


p-canal will yet be that will unite these two navigable sys- 
| es 88 5 the greatest lake system in the world and the great- 
est river valley in world. 


My 7 that Mississippi Valley could, I believe, contain and amply sup- 

port all the civilized pie that now dwell on the ſace of the earth. It reaches 

cally from the Mountains to the Alleghanies; scarcely a foot of it 

ut is or could be made capable of sustaining populous human life. A mighty 
region, such as the world presents on no other continent. 

Mr. Donnelly does not overstate the possibilities. No man can fore- 
see the density of the population which will be, in time to come, gath- 
ered in this great valley, or overestimate the advantages which would 
flow from placing them in direct water communication with the cities 
and thriving communities along the shores of the Great Lakes. 

The multiplication of routes of transportation, the greater profits from 
all agricultural and industrial pursuits, the growth of centers of popu- 
lation which would follow this connection of the lakes and the Missis- 
sippi River would add untold millions to the wealth of the country. 

It is the part of wisdom to prepare this river for the mighty work 
which the near future is certain to impose upon it, and every considera- 
tion, whether utilitarian or sentimental, demands for it broad and gen- 
erous treatment. 

Even in its present unimproved condition, and competing, as it does, 
with the elaborate railway systems which penetrate and intersect its 
valley and often follow its actual borders, the river is the vehicle for 
the transportation of a prodigious quantity of merchandise and agri- 
cultural ucts. 

In 1886 the Western farmers shipped by it, via the city of New Or- 
leans, 743,439 bushels of grain, and in 1887 3,973,737, there being in 
a single year an increase of 3,230,298 bushels. Stated in tons, this 
makes in 1886 302,870 and in 1887 396,060. 

From January 1 to July 1, 1887, it carried by barges of package 
freight 35,597 tons and of bulk freight 203,873 tons. 

By steamboats during the same period it carried of package freight 
7 tons, making a total of 312,995 tons. 

have no figures since 1887, and none at all showing the amount of 
up-freight, though it was undoubtedly very large, 

Indeed, a very significant fact in connection with the commerce upon 
the river is the marvelous growth of shipments designed for various 
points in the Mississippi Valley from New York and the East by the 
Atlantic Ocean to New Orleans and thence up the river by barges and 
steam-boats. 

The cause which has promoted this wonderful increase of business, 
which year by year is rapidly progressing, is to be found in the im- 
mensely cheaper rates of transportation, resulting from the permanent 
establishment of barge lines, due to the great improvement of the river 
already effected, and the general belief and expectation that it will be 
carried forward until all the delays and dangers of navigation have 
been substantially removed. 

As tothe matter of cheapness, I can best illustrate its advantages and 
utility by giving the comparative rates by rail and river for the trans- 


pren of grain in the year 1887, which are the latest at my com- 
man 


In that year the rate per 100 pounds by rail from St. Louis to New 
York was 324 cents. By river via New Orleans it was by steam-boats 
18} cents and by barges only 6 cents. By steam-boat the river route 
gave a saving in the cost of tion to the seaboard ot 14 cents 


per 100 pounds, and by barge, of 26%, cents. But the saving to West- 


ern farmers by this cheapening of the cost of carriage can not be meas- 
ured by the quantity of grain actually transported upon the Mississippi 
River, for it brought down rates and produced a corresponding saving 
upon every bushel of grain which went to the seaboard by rail, also. 

The correctness of this proposition is very emphatically affirmed by 
Mr. ier Gaiennie, president of the St. Louis Merchants’ Exchange, 
who 8 


The improvement of the Mississi and the co: uent increase of trade 
ae p ppi nsequen o to 


} by the reduction of rates by the river route, compelled the trunk 
lines to meet the river rate. 

The value of this reduced rate to the farmers in wheat alone, from 1881 to 1885, 

—- route to New York and New Orleans, was on the average 6 cenis per 


At the estimate of the Agricultural Department for 1885, which was 357,112,- 
000 bushels, a saving or 6 cents on that amount of grain means $21,466,720 more 
money in the hands of the farmers, to say nothing of the benefits to all other 
kinds of business. 7 

That the agricultural industries of the Western States are in a de- 
pressed and unsatisfactory condition is a fact so patent that all concede 
it. Quacks, demagogues, political charlatans, and dreamers of dreams 
have pushed to the front with theories and so-called panaceas innumer- 
able for the removal and prevention of this industrial distress; and 
many sensible and well meaning men in sheer desperation have given 
sanction in greater or less degree to some of these vagaries which are 
pressed upon us for legislative adoption. 

No doubt, a wise, just, and equitable revision and adjustment of the 
tariff, whereby the necessaries of life would be cheapened, coupled 
with the enlargement of the currency by free coinage of silver, so that 
it shall be commensurate with the growth of the population and busi- 
ness of the country, would greatly lighten the burdens of the Western 
farmer; and it may be that still other legislative steps might be taken 
which would lessen his toil and possibly augment his gains. 

But the disease whichis gnawing at his vitalsand sapping his strength 
can only be modified by general sanitary measuressuch as these; to erad- 
icate it and restore him to strength and vigor and health more heroic 
treatment is required. Competition with foreign grain and consequent 
lowering of prices have done more to bring the Western farmer to his 
present distressed condition than all other causes combined. ‘The value 
of the grain which he sells abroad is the standard by which he sells in 
the home market, for the price of hissurplus fixes the price of his whole 
crop. : 

The price of grain has gone down just in proportion as the quantity 
of grain from the Baltic, the Indies, and from Russia has increased. 
When that was small, the American farmer was master of the situation 
and received good prices, but within the past few years it has increased 
enormously. Vast sums are being annually expended in the construc- 
tion of railways and canals in order that these countries may have easier 
and cheaper access to European markets, and it is certain, therefore, that 
the American grain-grower will meet still keener and fiercer competi- 
tion as the years go by. 


We have the most fertile soil and grow larger crops and grain of a 


much superior quality, but the cost of laying it down in European mar- 
kets is so great that we are placed at great disadvantage in the strug- 
gle for supremacy with Russian and Indian grain. 

This cost is so excessive that in many sections of the West surplus 
corn is burned for fuel and no effort is made to market it all, for it will 
not bear the cost of transportation. This is the burden which weighs 
most heavily upon the Western farmer, and cheap transportation is all 
that will save him. 

In the effort to obtain this a great demand has been made in many 
sections of the West for a deep-water harbor at Galveston, and we have 
complied with this demand by a bill now on the Calendar, which will 
doubtless become a law, by which we make the needed appropriation 
to that end. That will doubtless furnish relief to some localities, but 
if we will improve the Mississippi River so that it can be safely navi- 


gated by deeply laden vessels at all seasons of the year, we will pro- . 


vide for the great West the cheapest and most expeditious transporta- 
tion route on the face of the globe. 

Realizing the truth of this statement, the Legislature of Minnesota 
in 1885 presented a memorial to Congress urging its improvement, from 
which I quote: = 

These results already attained justify the belief that the well directed plans 
of the engineers in sap 2s ean secure such a depth of water as will allow wheat 
to be transported from the Falls of St. Anthony to the Belize and put on board 
ships to be conveyed to Europe, and flour to our South American and Mexican 
neighbors, at freight charges not to exceed one-third those now paid to reach 
the markets. eat at 8 cents per bushel (freight) on board ship at the Belize 
means $6,400,000 per year saved to Minnesota on her present production, 


What the Legislature of Minnesota said may be repeated as to all 
the Western States; and that the price named as the probable cost of 
carri upon the river when thoroughly improved and suhjected to 
control is not extravagantly low is proven by the rates I have already 
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ven at which grain has been shipped and is now being shipped from 
t. Louis to the Gulf. k 
In view of all these facts, it is perfectly manifest that the people of 
the Western States are really more deeply concerned than all others in 
this great river, and it has been a source of perpetual wonderment to 
me that they have not risen up as one man and demanded for it such 
liberal and generous treatment as its gigantic national importance en- 
titles it to receive. And that the coal producers of the Western and 
Middle States are largely concerned in the river is made perfectly clear 
hy the following statement taken {rom a publication in 1879: 

The tow-boat Josh Williams is on her way to New Orleans with a tow of 
thirty-two barges containing 600,000 bushels (76 pounds to the bushel) of coal, 
exclusive of her own fuel, being the largest tow ever taken to New Orleans or 
anywhere else in the world. er freight bill, at 3 cents yee bashel, amounts 
to $15,000. It would take eighteen hundred cars of 333 bushels to the car (which 
is an overload fora car) to transport this amount ot coal. At $10 per ton, or $100 
per car, which would a fair price for the distance by rail, the freight bill 
would amount to $180,000, or $162,000 more by rail than river. The tow will be 
taken from Pittsburgh to New Orleans in fourteen or fifteen days. It would re- 
quire one hundred trains of eighteen cars to the train to transport this one tow 
of 600,000 bushels of coal, and even if they made thg usual speed of fast trains it 
would take one whole summer to put it through by rail. 


Although I have shown that, even in its present condition, a pro- 
digious commerce is carried on upon the river, yet gentlemen who 
have not investigated the subject will be, Iam sure, amazed at the sum 
total of its value. 

This can best be appreciated by comparing it with that which passes 
through the Sault Ste. Marie Canal, a commercial gateway upon the 
Great Lakes whose greatness and importance we all boastfully pro- 
claim. The convention which assembled at Superior, Wis., in Au- 
gust, 1889, to devise measures to insure the speedy completion of the 
new lock in process of construction, estimated the value of shipments 
through the canal in 1889 to be $83,732,527.15. 

The value of shipments upon the Mississippi River to and from the 
port. of New Orleans alone in the year 1887, was $98,591,781, or $14,- 
859,254.85 in excess of that passing through the Sault Ste. Marie Canal 
in 1889, 

It is a very moderate estimate to say that the total commerce upon 
the river was as much as $225,000,000, Indeed, a very much higher 
estimate is placed by Capt. J. W. Bryant, for many years the river sta- 
tistician of the New Orleans Times-Democrat, who is a practical steam- 
boat man and thoroughly familiar with the subject. $ 

But this is a bagatelle to what the business of the river will be when 
the thousands in the valley shall become millions, when the hamlets 
shall become cities, and when our trade with South American coun- 
tries shall have been developed as it must very soon be. 

Enough has been said to show to what an extent this river is a tactor 
in solving the problem of transportation, which is the most perplexing 
which confronts the ple of the West, and that to them it is of far 
greater consequence than to the comparatively small population of the 
lower valley. 

I therefore trust that the Representatives of those people will in- 
vestigate this question, participate in its discussion, interest themselves 
in its solution, and unite with us in lifting it from the cireumscribed 
place in public estimation to which it has been heretofore unfortu- 

nately confined, and putting it upon a broad and lofty plane, commen- 
surate with its national character and magnitude. 

Let us now see what necessity there is for improvement of the river, 
what the plau adopted by the Mississippi River Commission is, and 
what difficulties are to be evercome. 

To one who only knows it as the greatest navigable river in the 
world, it would naturally seem that there would be an abundance of 
water for purposes of navigation at all seasons of the year; but such 
unfortunately is not the case. 

The difficulty does not arise from a lack of water, but from the un- 
„evenness with which it is distributed along the channel. 

In describing this difficulty, in a speech delivered by me on the floor 
of this House on January 22, 1887, I said: 


If the river could be emptied and its bed exposed to view we would see an 
endless succession of deep depressions and large sandhills. When the channel 
is filled these depressions constitute the pools, or deep water, and these sand 
hills the formidable bars, which in many places seriously obstruct navigation, 
Fortunately most of these bars are so deeply submerged that heavily laden 
boats pass over them without difficulty, even during the si of lowest water. 
But others approach within 5 or 6 feet of the surface at this period and pre- 
vent the navigation of the river, except by the smallest craft, to the great cost 
and detriment of commerce. Nor does this low stage of water pass away 
8 The report of Hon, E. O. Stannard, of October 30, 1873, to the Senate 

mmittee on Transportation, estimates that fora ee of years there were 
an average of fifty-two days when the least depth of water was 6 feet and sixty- 
nine days when it was less than 10 feet. 

The number of bars below Cairo which obstruct navigation in this way is 
about forty. They are usually located in groups, which cover from 20 to 40 
miles, and the part of the river occupied by these groups is called a reach.“ 
There are six of these reaches in the lower river, known as the New Madrid, 
Plum Point, Memphis, Helena, Choctaw, and Lake Providence reaches. 

To increase the epth on these bars which lie across the pathway of the river 
is theimprovement which Congress has undertaken to accomplish through the 
agency of the geen he River Commission. And this involves, of course, 
such treatment, regulation, and control of the river as shall give permanence 
to the improvement when effected. 


This brief statement of the character of the obstructions which need 
to be removed will suffice for the purposes of this discussion, 


Much has been learned within the past few years regarding the phe- 
nomena and physical characteristics of the Mississippi River. 

It has long been customary with many to think and speak of it as a 
great mystery, as erratic and whimsical, pursuing dark and devious 
methods, uncontrolled by laws or principles, and entirely without the 
grasp of human comprehension. 

All illusions of this sort have been utterly dispelled by the contin- 
nous and scientific observations which have been made by the com- 
mission and placed of record so that all who may wish to investigate 
the subject can give to it careful and intelligent study. 

Realizing at the outset that a thorough acquaintance with the history 
of the river was necessary to enable them to conduct the work of im- 
provement with safety and intelligence, they have caused to be made 
a perfect topographical, hydrographical, hydrometrical, and geological 
survey. 

By this means it has been absolutely demonstrated that the river is 
free from mystery; that it is governed by the same laws precisely which 
control all other sedimentary streams; that for every supposed erratic 
movement there is a readily ascertainable cause; that all of its phe- 
nomena are produced by natural laws of universal application; that 
the only differences between it and other rivers are accounted for by its 
greater magnitude; and that the same theories and 1 which 
haye been successfully applied to smaller streams will prove effective 
upon it, if made use of on a scale corresponding to its gigantic propor- 
tions. 

Having ascertained by numerous borings that the old idea which 
had theretofore prevailed in some quarters, that the bed of the river is 
of hard blue clay and a permanent, fixed soil which antedates the for- 
mation of the alluvion ofthe valley, is utterly without foundation, and 
that the material of the river’s bed is the same as that of its banks, 
both having been, during the countless ages, brought down and depos- 
ited through similar processes by the river itself, an impregnable basis 
was laid upon which to erect an intelligent, logical, and scientific plan 
of improvement. A 

When this discovery was made as to the character of the river’s bed, 
the question of improvement became simply one of the mechanical ap- 
plication of well understood principles of hydraulic engineering. 

Since the material of which the bed is formed has been brought down 
and deposited there by the force of the river itself, it is perfectly plain 
that this same force, exerted under suitable conditions, is capable of 
removing the material so deposited, and carrying it further along. 

This material was undoubtedly at one time swept along by the cur- 
rent, and was only deposited in the bed of the river when the current 
became unable by loss of strength to transport it further. 

The next step in the investigation was to ascertain the causes of this 


depletion of the strength of the river, whereby it became 1 s 
esen. 


for discharging its natural duty to carry its sediment out to 
It was observed that the river is deep wherever it is narrow and that 
it is shallow wherever it is wide. 


If we bear in mind the character of the material of the bed and 


that the waters of the river are forever laden with sediment, we will 
have no difficulty whatever in understanding why this is invariably so. 

The current of a river is produced by the fall of the water from a 
higher level to a lower one. 

The principal resistancé to the flaw of the water comes from the fric- 
tion which it encounters in passing along its bed. 

An acceleration of the flow will be caused either by a diminution of 
this friction or by increasing the slope or inclination of the fall. 

This motion of the water being the sole power which enables it to 
transport its sediment, it inevitably follows that this sediment, which 
is heavier than the water, will fall to the bottom the moment this mo- 
tion ceases and, further, that just in proportion as this flow is retarded 
is the power of the river curtailed. : 

If this motion be augmented the power to transport sediment be- 
comes greater, if it be decreased this power becomes lessened, and the 
river instantly drops enough of its sediment to make its burden con- 
form to its diminished vigor. 

Since the chief resistance to the flow of a river is caused by the fric- 
tion encountered in passing over its bed, it follows that if this friction 
be increased by the enlargement of the surface of contact between the 
water and the bed along which it flows greater resistance is offered and 
a corresponding retardation of the current produced. 

In accordance with this law, which applies to all sedimentary streams, 
it is found that in wide places, where the frictional resistance is conse- 
quently greatest, the resulting interruption of the flow has deprived 
the river of its power to hold in suspension its proper charge of sedi- 
ment; and that, being forced to unburden itself, sand-bars have been 
created in such places, to the great annoyance and injury of commerce. 

It was obvious that if the lost vigor of the river in these wide sections 
could be restored by accelerating its velocity it would take up and carry 
off the deposits constituting these obstructions; and since there were no 
means by which the declivity of the fall of the water could be perma- 
nently increased, it was also obvious that the required acceleration 
could only be obtained by curtailing the resistance to the current 


through diminution of the frictional contact between the water and its 
bed. ; 


— 
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It was noted that where the width of the river does not exceed 3,500 
feet there is ample channel depth, but that where its width is greater 
than this there is more or less insufficiency of depth. 

This made it evident that the power of the river was not sufficient to 
overcome greater frictional resistance than that offered by 3,500 feetof 
contact with the bed, and it was therefore determined that these wide 
and shoal places should be reduced to that width. 

The object to be attained being thus clearly indicated by simple and 
natural laws, the only question to be settled was as to the mechanical 
devices by which it could be effected or, in other words, by what means 
the river could be made to mount the stool of repentance, confess its 
sins, undo the mischief it had wrought, and give bond for $ behavior 
in the future. + 

The simple but effective plan has been adopted of compelling the 
river itself to build up the walls needed to imprison its forces, by in- 

_terposing obstacles of only sufficient obstructive power to cause it to 
deposit at the desired spot a portion of the mud, sand, or silt with 
which its waters are forever laden. This is accomplished by driving 
piles in rows across the chute or channel to be closed and along the 

space intended to be filled up. These are interwoven with poles and 
brush, or mattresses of brush are laid against them. This forms a per- 
meable dam, which does not hinder the flow of water entirely yet suf- 
ficiently retards it to cause a rapid deposition of its sediment. 

Being constrained by embankments built up in this manner to pur- 
sue a confined and narrow channel, frictional resistance is diminished, 
velocity is increased, a portion of the soil deposited in the bed is taken 
up and carried off, and a deeper channel results. 

This is exactly what has been done at Plum Point Reach, about 80 
miles above Memphis, and Lake Providence Reach, about the same dis- 
tance above Vicksburg. 

By the application of these simple and easily understood natural 
laws, through this mechanical device, these reaches, covering about 80 
miles of the worst portions of the river between St. Louis and New 
Orleans, in which there were often not more than 4} feet of water, have 
been so regulated and deepened that they have at all seasons a least 
depth of more than 13 feet, and are more easily navigated than almost 
any section of the river. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is the work on these two reaches completed? - 

Mr. CATCHINGS, The work upon Plum Point has been nearly 
completed. 

Mr. LANSING. Was this work done by the water or was it partly 
done by machinery? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It was done entirely by the water. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On which reach is the work completed? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. On Plum Point, where only a few’ finishing 
touches remain to be given. 

To secure permanence for the works of improvement thus described, 
the caving banks in their vicinity and in a few exceptional places are 
designed to be fixed and protected from erosion by what is called re- 
vetment. This consists in grading,the banks by means of hydraulic 
graders to a suitable slope and then covering them with mattresses of 
willows woven and fastened together by wire ropes, which are held in 
place by riprap of rock. 

The river flows in a succession of curves or bends, the caving of its 
banks ig 75 taking place on the concave side and the bar building on 
the other. 

At certain points this caving progresses until there is formed a great 
neck of land, rounded like a horseshoe. Sometimes the distance across 
the heel of the horseshoe is very shght, while thataround will be many 
miles, Occasionally the caving continues until the river breaks through 
the narrow part and abandons the channel around the point. Then be- 
gins abnormal caving of the banks for many miles above and below the 
cut-off, caused by the rapid shifting of the angles, at which thereafter 
the current impinges upon them, thusdisturbing the regimen of the river 
for many years and possibly destroying channel work already done. 

It is proposed to prevent the river from making such cut-offs by pro- 
tecting the banks from erosion at points where they are threatened. 

This revetment work, it will be observed, is wholly conservative, 
and only made use of to preserve conditions already existing or which 
may be purposely created during the process of improvement. In con- 
nection with and as auxiliary to the work described, the commission 
regard the confinement of the floods by means of embankments ot 
earth, called levees, thrown upin more or less proximity to its natural 
banks, as a very valuable means of effecting the rectification and im- 
provement of the river. 

Let us see if, by laws and principles as simple and easy of compre- 
hension as those already discussed, it can not be demonstrated that this 
restraint of the flood waters will exert a highly beneficial effect upon 
the general regimen of the river and place it in a better condition for 
the purposes of navigation. In flood-time its waters are much more 
heavily charged with sediment than during its lowerstages. It is true 
that at times in certain localities it has been ascertained by measure- 
ments that there is as much and occasionally more sediment in the 
low-water season than during floods, but this results from local influ- 
ences, such as the peculiar contour of the bed and sides or the excep- 
tional character of the soil at these places, 


\ 


Taking the river in its entirety, aside from actual measurements, we 
have ocular proof of the proposition. . 

Naturally, the portion of water near the bed is more heavily charged 
with sediment than that near the surface; indeed, very much of the silt 
carried down is not held in suspension at all, but is actually rolled along 
the bottoms. , 

In crossing the bars, which lie between the deep pools, the bottom 
flow is so retarded that the sediment which is rolled along the bed 
can not be carried over and is heaped upon them, while much of that 
in suspension is precipitated for the same reason. 

In this manner these bars are really traps to catch and detain the 
silt, which, without them, would be borne out to the Gulf. It is the 
building up of the shoal places, by this method, that has given cur- 
rency to the notion that the bed of the river rises as its surface rises, 
and that the effect of confining the water by levees would be to cause 
an elevation of the bed. 

There is nothing in the history of the Mississippi or any other river 
to justify such a notion. 

If any doubt exists in the mind of any gentleman as to the truth of 
this statement, it will be removed by a study of the following table, 
which gives the height of the floods at Natchez, Miss., beginning with 
éhe year 1815, and so arranged as to be readily appreciated: 


Table of flood heights. 


Year. Height. Year. 
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It was not until about 1834 that levees began to be constructed 
above Red River, and those below that point were of very limited 


capacity. 

Mr. ADAMS. In giving these statistics I suppose that they are 
taken from a certain bench-mark ? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS. How is that located? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I can not state how the bench-marks were origi- 
nally located, but we have at Natchez, Miss., the most complete record 
of gauge-readings of any part of the river. Since the Mississippi River 
Commission has been in operation the system has been extended and 
perfected. 

Mr. ADAMS. Have the observations demonstrated that the bottom 
5 the river is at the same position as it was before in relation to the 

nch? 4 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Absolutely; according to the bench-mark. 

Mr. BOATNER. Is it not a fact that from Baton Rouge to New 
Orleans levees have been maintained for over one hundred years, and 
that after having those levees for those one hundred years no filling up 
of the river is noticed ? í 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Oh, yes; that is true. The finest navigable 
river on the face of the earth is from the mouth of the Red River to the 
Gulf. Itis narrow and deep, and there has never been a bar. 

Mr. LANSING. Is it proposed that this work shall go on on the 
Eads system ? i! j 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It involves very largely the principle on which 
the Eads jetties are constructed. It is to confine the flood and add 
to the scouring power of the river, thereby removing the débris from 
the bed of the river. J 

Mr. HILL. Do I understand you to say that by this system of con- 
fining the water the head of water is not raised above? 
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Mr. CATCHINGS. No, sir; I do not mean to say that. Of course 
while the floods are coming down the valley it rises somewhat. 

Mr. HILL. And that makes it necessary to increase the height of 
the levees? < 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir; but I will undertake to demonstrate 
to my friend, before I finish, very interesting facts in reference to the 
very slight increase in height of the embankment (for levees are but 
artificial embankments) that will enable the river to more than double 
its discharge between two points. It would naturally be supposed 
that it would require an enormous structure to do so; but I will show 
that it can be accomplished by very small levees. 

These tables I have given show that almost without exception the 
highest floods occurred when there were no levees at all or when at 
best they covered but a small part of the river, 

It is to be hoped that proof so cogent and unanswerable as this will 
eliminate forever from the discussion of this question the foolish notion 
that levee-building will be accompanied by an elevation of the bed. 
It is desirable that bar-building shall be stopped, and that those bars 
already formed shall be removed or their surfaces lowered, not only 
because they obstruct navigation, but because they accelerate caving, 
and thus disturb the equilibrium of the river. By raising the bed, 
they obstruct the flow and elevate the surface of the water above 
them; this steepens the slope, and, as the current sweeps with accele- 
rated velocity into the bend below, rapid caving of the banks occurs, 
adding that much more sediment to the already overburdened river. 

Conversely, if these bars can be removed less frictional resistance is 
encountered, 2 more uniform velocity is attained, caving of banks is 
diminished, a lowering of the surtace is effected, and comparative sta- 
bility given to the regimen of the river. The difficulty can only be 
met by giving to the river such additional silt-bearing power as it needs 
to enable it to carry off the increased burden imposed upon it by the 
floods, and by this is meant augmented velocity. There is no differ- 
ence whatever in principle between the confinement of the water in its 
low stages at Plum Point and Lake Providence by means of dikes and 
its restraint by means of levees in times ot floods. 

In both cases the velocity is accelerated by virtue of the well estab- 
lished law that the ratio of frictional resistance becomes less as the 
volume of water is increased. 

Hence, if we confine the floods by levees additional velocity is un- 
doubtedly acquired; and this will be attended by the scouring out of 
shoal places as was the increased velocity obtained by the confinement 
of the water at Plum Point and Lake Providence. While the levees 
on the river have never been perfectly maintained, we are not without 
confirmation of the proposition under discussion. 

Capt. T. P. Leathers, an old navigator of the lower river, who now 
figures as an advocate of outlets and argues that levees cause the bed 
of the river to rise, testified some years ago before a committee of Con- 

upon this subject. I quote the following from his testimony as 
1 meee with the report of the Mississippi River Commission for 
1881: 


Icame on the river in 1836. The river was very low that year. The average 
depth of the water on the shoalest bars from the mouth of the Ohio to the mouth 
of the Arkansas, a distance of about 450 miles, was about s feet. From the mouth 
of the Arkansas to the mouth of the Yazoo, about 225 miles, there was about 
5 feet. From that tothe mouth of Red River, about the same distance, the aver- 
age Maer on the shoaled bars was 7 feet. Below Red River levees had been 
built, I do not know how long, but thence to the Gulf there was deep water. 

Then levees began to be built above Red River, in the 3 of Concordia, 
Tensas, Madison, and Carroll, the result of which was that in 1857, a period of 
twenty-one years, while the river was 20 inches lower in its banks, there was 
not less than 8} feet of water on the shoalest bars in the formerly unleveed dis- 
trict between the Red and Ar! Rivers, showing an increased depth of 4 feet 
scoured ont by the current created by the concentration of the water. 

I am convinced from my observations that if the levees were rebuilt and 
kept up on the lowlands the concentration of volume and consequent accel- 
erated current would soon wash out a channel large and deep enough for any 
p of commercial navigation. Iam thoroughly satisfied that in the last 
ten years the frequent breaks in the leyees and creyasses, dispersing the water 
over the country and diminishing the current, have caused the river to begin 
to shoal again. It always shoals near these breaks, evidently in consequence 
ve slackened current and natural deposit of sediment on the bottom which 

ows. 

I am confident that the only way of deepening the channel and getting re- 
liable navigation is to concentrate the current, and if the great river accommo- 
dates itself by scouring out the bottom there will be no necessity for higher 
barriers at the top, and the Jevees will become more solid and reliable because 
relieved in a measure from the great pressure to which they are subjected. 


Mr. ADAMS. When was that given? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. In 1881. That was given before he took the 
position that the building of levees raised the bottom. 

Mr. ADAMS. Then there is a direct conflict between his position 
then and the position which he now takes? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Oh, absolutely. Red River throughout its en- 
tire course below Shreveport runs through alluvial soil, similar in all 
respects to that of the Mississippi. As to the effect of levees upon that 
river, Capt. J. A. Aiken, president of the New Orleans and Red River 
Transportation Company, also stated before the same committee: 

Red River from Shreveport, La., to its mouth, distance about 500 miles, was 


previous to the building of levees along its banks a shoal having arise 
and fall of 8 to 12 feet, overflowing its banks during every high water and inun- 
dating the country for miles on either side. As the country bomine settled the 


planters built levees to protect their lands from the annual overfiows. 
At about the 1860 these levees, from Bayou to Alexandria, dis- 
tance 225 miles, become connected and continuous, p: g an unbroken 


line on each bank. It was soon found that the concentration of the water and 
increased current caused by the levees was washing out and lowering the bed 
of the river, and the effect has been so great that along this section of the river 
the rise and fall is now as much as 25 to 30 feet, and the lands have not been in- 
undated for years. There are levees standing to-day 4 feet high above their 
base that the highest floods have not touched for years, Since the war the levees 
have been extended above Loggy Bayou to Robinson's, distance about 12 miles, 
and the same deepening or lowering of the river bed has been the result, 


There are many persons to-day living who know the truth of this 
statement, and there can be no question that if the Mississippi was se- 
curely leveed the same deepening of the shoal places and general im- 
provement of navigation would result. 

Mr. HILL, Does the investigation show that along any of these 
stretches or reaches where the water is shallow there are rock beds. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No, sir; there is no rock in the bed. The bed 
of the Mississippi River has been ascertained, by actual borings made 
under the direction of the Mississippi River Commission, to be alluvial 
soil, just the same as the banks. There is no doubt that at one time 
the wholeof the Mississippi River bed was covered by the Gulf of Mex- 
ico, and that the river has gradually pushed it out, making a great, 
magnificent expanse of fertile soil. The bed is of precisely the same 
character of soil as that which forms the banks. 

So, in the upper portion of the La Fourche, a bayou heading in the 
Mississippi, at Donaldsonville, and running through alluvial soil, 
where levees have been maintained for years the depth is unimpaired, 
while in the lower portion, which is not leveed, the bed is seriously 
obstructed by sediment, 

Notwithstanding the statement (which seems to have been first pro- 
mulgated by a French engineer named De Prony) to the contrary, it is 
well established that the confinement of the floods of the Po has deep- 
ened its channel. Lombardini, the great Italian engineer, has demon- 
strated this beyond controversy. 

The same result by the same means has been attained on the Rhine, 
the Rhone, and the Vistula. i 

The river Thames was leveed for the purpose of reclaiming lands for 
agricultural purposes, and incidentally the channel was greatly deep- 
ened. 

M. Bourniceau, a great French authority, thus states the effect of 
that work: i 

Finally, the river Thames, considered in 1767 and 1802, gives a more complete 
filed of instruction for the observer. We have said that the shores of this river 
were lined by reclaimed lands and that their reclamation had reduced the 
space theretofore covered by the tides. These conquests must have inc 
2 — 8 75 . 1767 to 1802, and the Thames must have been more and more re- 

W n — 

Thus comparing the observations obtained in 1767 with those of 1802, we find 
that the channel-way has sensibly increased in depth during this interval of 
time, and that reaches which had a depth of 12 feet in 1767 had 18 feet in 1802. 
And further the difference of level between London and Sheerness, which in 1766 
Was somewhat more than 8 feet, was found in excess of 4 feetin 1802. This com- 
parison of two different conditions of a stream, being made in the same river, 
noone could argue a difference of weight of sediments. We can, therefore, 
safely conclude that the successive reductions in width, dus to the reclamations 
of land along the shores, are not only the cause of the increased channel depth 
of the Thames, but also the difference of level at London. . 

Now, if such important improvements in navigation have followed the re- 
duction in widths and other regularizations accidentally, forthe benefit of agri- 
culture, what could not be ex ofsystematic works under the guidance of 
learned English engineers? The sand-bar at Woolwich, and others of the same 
kind, would certainly vanish without the use of dredges. 


Professor Henry Mitchell, late a member of the commission, says 
that the levees on the Delaware River have caused a deepening of the 
channel. Itisthus seen that we are not without abundant experience 
to justify the assertjon that the confinement of floods must inevitably 
produce a scouring and consequent depression of the bed. This propo- 
sition can be maintained by a different method of reasoning; thatis to 
say, by showing that where the floods are unrestrained great and con- 
stant deterioration of the channel results. 

The average fall of the river is about one-third of a foot to the mile, 
while the banks slope away from the river 4 to 10 feet to the mile. 
When the water escapes it is apparent that this great slope from the 
banks will draw it away from the channel with immense velocity. By 
this means the surface slope and along with it the direction of the 
thread of the stream, is turned, involving loss of continuity of motion 
and reduction of velocity. This in turn causes a rapid deposition of 
silt, which augments the size of existing bars and creates new ones. 
At Malone’s Landing, Riverton, Bolivar, and Mound Landing crevasses 
occurred during the flood of 1882. Surveys made before and after they 
occurred showed that they had produced an average filling up of the 
entire channel space of 13 per cent. 

A similar filling up occurred below the great Bonnet Carré crevasse 
when it was made in 1850, and again in 1874. 

Mr. ADAMS. Admitting that outlets all along the course of the 
river might interfere with its velocity, does it follow that an outlet 
at the lower end would restrain or diminish the outflow of the river 
above? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iam very glad to have the question asked, be- 
cause I would be pleased to have my friend from Illinois listen to what 
I shall say upon that subject further along. But the rule is universal 
that wherever you permit the water to escape, whether it be through 
a crevasse (by which we river people mean a break in the levees) or 
whether it be through what is called an outlet, which is really noth- 
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ing but a crevasse, except that the water going through the outlet never 
returns again, the result is precisely the same. 

Mr. ADAMS. That is, it diminishes the flow below, but not above. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It diminishes it below and also above, as can be 
demonstrated by a singular process of reasoning. 

That is an outlet I will say to my friend. What is called the Bon- 
net Carré crevasse is really an outlet, or was when it was open, because 
the water which passed through it reached the Gulf of Mexico by an 
entirely different route. 

Mr. PRICE. It is closed now. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, it is closed now. 

Mr. PRICE. But it was open eleven years. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Oh, yes. The Bell crevasse caused a shoaling be- 
low it. 

The crevasse known as Cubit’s Gap, which is still partly open, has 
caused a diminution of depth to the extent of one-fourth. Below the 
„Jump,“ an outlet made about forty-eight years ago, there is a bar 
upon which the United States Light-House Board has had a buoy placed 
to warn navigators. Crevasses occurred in 1874 below Red River at 
Morganza and Bonnet Carré, which were still open when the great flood 
of 1882 came. s 

This flood discharged past Red River Landing 1,595,000 cubic feet 
per second, and before reaching New Orleans lost through the crevasses 
named 674,000 cubic feet of water per second; so that only 921,000 
cubic feet per second passed New Orleans. 

Notwithstanding this great loss through these crevasses, the gauge 
read 15 at New Orleans, or within about 1 foot of the highest known 
record. In the eight years from 1874 to 1882 all relief afforded by these 
outlets had been Jost by the filling up of the river below (as was shown 
by actual survey), which filling undoubtedly resulted from loss of ve- 
locity consequent upon diminution of volume; and these crevasses, it 
must be remembered, were real outlets, for not a drop of water passing 
through them ever returned to the river. 

On the other hand, where these crevasses have been closed, the shoals 
caused by them haveinvariably been removed. Humphreys and Abbot 
doubted whether the shoal place found by them below Bonnet Carré in 
1851 had been caused by the crevasse in the preceding year, basing 
their doubt upon the absence of knowledge as to the condition of the 
river prior to the crevasse and upon the belief that the bed at that 
point was of a hard clay which had always existed. The closure of 
the crevasse, however, removed this shoal, and it is now known that the 
whole bed of the river is alluvial soil and easily eroded by the current. 

But there is another cause, and one more extensive perhaps in 
effect, why overflows produce a deterioriation of the channel. It has 
been observed by the eagineers and by navigators that they greatly 
retard the current, and this necessarily impairs the capacity of the 
river to carry_off its sediment; for, as I have already shown, reduced 
velecity always produces increased deposition of silt. I will let Col. 
C. R. Suter explain this phenomenon in his own language: 

They— 

Meaning certain diagrams prepared by him— 
show that from low water up to high water there is a gradual increase in the 
rapidity of transmission of the crest of floods untila certain limit is reached, 
varying in different localities, which corresponds, as nearly as I can find out, 
very nearly with the point where the larger outlets begin to draw oft water from 
the river. At that point the rate of progress begins to show a tendency to slow 
up. As tho river rises the outlet di becomes larger and the curve shows 
afurther slackening. Then, when the top of the bank is reached or whena 
penent srana bien kabe saiek is an Aara change, and from that on I tind 


retardation. 
The motion in extreme cases becomes very slight indeed. To give an illus- 
tration in figures, I will say that prior to the great flood of last year— 


Meaning that of 1882— 


in November there was a sharp and sudden rise which came out of the Ohio 
Its elevation was just about the crest of the banks, about 40 feet at Cairo; it was 
ust about within its banks all the way down the river. The crest was per- 
fectly well defined, and sharp and well marked, so as to be traced from gauge 
to gauge without difficulty. Thatfiood from Cairo to New Orleans in just 
ten days. The next rise was much higher and produced overflow. I do not 
now remember the precise figures, but it was slower in its rate of transmission 
to New Orleans, and so on with each succeeding rise until finally the crest of 
the highest rise of all was over one hundred days in traveling that distance. 

Mr. ADAMS. But the crevasses were above. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. This was not the case of a crevasse; it was a 
case of general overflow. 

Mr. ADAMS. I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that my 
question was whether the crevasse diminishes the flow of water above 
the crevasse. That is the mystery, if there is a mystery in the matter. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It will do that, as I shall demonstrate further 
along. But Iam now inviting the attention of the House to thisphe- 
nomenon—for it is phenomenal to one who is not familiar with the sub- 
ject, as it was to me until I made a study of it. I had always sup- 

that the flow of the river was greater in time of flood than at 
any other time; but that is not true. It is so up to the point where 
the water escapes over the bank, but at that point there is not only a 
retardation of the flow of the water which gets outside of the bank, 
but also of that which is confined within the channel. Colonel Suter 
proceeds with the explanation of this. He says: 

* + * The sequence of that is just here. If you have water in any channel 


like that of a river, flowing off at the lower end as fast as it is supplied at the 
upper end, you will have no rise of the surface at all. If the channel is ob- 
structed, you will have more or less rise depending upon the extent of the ob- 
struction. The explanation of this is that when the river is within its panes 
even in those portions where its condition is the worst, you have a chann 

which is certainly better for purposes of discharge than when it extends more 
or less across the whole valley and a large part of the section is obstructed by 
trees, bushes, and the thousand and one things which influence the flow of the 
water under these conditions. That being the case, you must have retardation, 

It is impossible to expect anything else. The conditions are précisely the 
same, though in degree, as they are between a wide and shallow sec- 
tion, where the relative proportion of resistance of frictional surfaee to area is 
poe and what it is in the case of a narrow and deep section, where the re- 

ation of area to frictional resistance is a minimum. n you have an over- 
flow of the valley this frictional resistance is largely increased, both absolutely 
and in its relation to the increased area. The area is not proportionately in- 
creased, and consequently you must have retardation of the water. 

It will be observed from this statement that the question of velocity 
under all circumstances is governed by the percentage of frictional 
resistance to the volume of water, and that the effect is precisely the 
same whether this percentage is enlarged by spreading the water over 
the whole valley, as in case of overfiows, or by widening the bed of the 
river, as at Plum Point and Lake Providence; and the loss of velocity 
thus produced must under all circumstances disable the river and 
compel it to unload a portion of its burden of sediment. 

The argument in this connection naturally involves consideration of 
the proposition put forward by some, notably John Cowdon and 
Capt. T. P. Leathers, neither of whom is an engineer, that overflows 
may be prevented by constructing ontlets which will carry off the sur- 
plus water. It is proposed to inaugurate this plan by cutting a canal 
1 mile wide from the Mississippi River to Lake Borgne, at a point 
about 20 miles below New Orleans, which shall be capable of discharg- 
ing 500,000 cubic feet of water per second. 

Others are s in case this fails to effect the necessary abate- 
ment of floods, but they are of such minor importance that it is not 
deemed necessary in this discussion to make further mention of them. 
There is a glamour of inevitableness about this plan which makes it 
captivating to one who has not studied the history and laws of sedi- 
mentary streams, 

We know that if we have a barrel full of water it can be made to 
hold not a drop more, but that if we borea hole in its side we can then 
pour into it just as much water as escapes through the hole, without 
causing it to run over its rim; but this principle has no reference toa 
sedimentary stream. í 

A sedimentary river will not endure a larger bed than is needed to 
carry off its volume. If the volume of the Mississippi could be per- 
manently reduced one-half the bed would verysoon be correspondingly 
diminished; so, if it should be permanently increased one-half, the hed 
would very soon become correspondingly enlarged. 

This is strikingly illustrated by Tone’s Bayou, leading out of Red 
River, about 20 miles below Shreveport. It was formerly a very in- 
significant outlet, but by clearing it of obstructions, so as to permit an 
easy flow, its sectional area has increased to 5,600 square feet. > In 
other words, it has conformed its bed to the increased volume of water 
poured into it. aa 

At the same time Red River, below this bayou, has been reduced to 
an area of 3,500 square feet, being a loss in depth of 15 feet and of 
width 300 feet. 

In other words, Red River has conformed its bed to the decreased 
volume of water left in it. I have already shown that the sectional 
area of the Mississippi River was largely diminished by the great out- 
flow of water through the Morganza and Bonnet Carré crevasses be- 
tween 1874 and 1882. Since a sedimentary river conforms its bed to 
the volume of water passing down it, no permanent reduction of floods 
can result from an outlet, for the loss of water is soon equaled by a 
reduction of the capacity of the bed, and the floods rise as high as ever. 

It was for this reason that the floods at New Orleans in 1882 were as 
high as ever, notwithstanding that for eight years a quantity of water 
greater than that proposed to be taken out at Lake Borgne had been 
escaping through the Bonnet Carré and Morganza crevasses. The un- 
derlying principle is the law heretofore stated, which must be keptstead- 
ily in mind, that when you diminish a volume of water you increase 
the percentage of frictional resistance, reduce its velocity, curtail its 
silt-bearing power, and compel it to let fall a part of its load of sediment. 

Even the slightest retardation of the flow will induce a deposit. 
Sereens of wire with meshes 1 foot square, placed across shoalsin tho 
Missouri River, have sufficed to retard the current enough to cause de- 
posits 16 feet deep to be formed during one flood. 

For the reasons heretofore given, an outlet at Lake Borgne would 
cause a shoaling of the river below it, impairing its navigability, and as 
this progressed, in order to pass over it, the river would be compelled 
to steepen its slope by rising up above it, and eventually floods would 
become higher and more disastrous than ever. 

It is claimed that a diversion of 500,000 cubic feet per second into 
Lake Borgne would lower the flood surface 15 feet as high up as Cairo. 
No more preposterous pretension was ever advanced. Waiving considera- 
tion of the ephemeral character of the relief which it would afford, it 
can be demonstrated that it would only be appreciable within very 
circumscribed limits. 

On April 13, 1874, the Bonnet Carré crevasse occurred. By the 16th 
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of the month Morganza, Point Monoir, Hickey, and a number of 
smaller crevasses occurred, and all were below Red River. 


These together discharged more water than it is proposed to send into 


Lake Borgne. The gauge at Natchez, only about 150 miles north of 
them, shows that, notwithstanding the tremendous outflow through 
them, the river continued to rise steadily until it reached its maximum, 
on the 20th of April, and at Vicksburg, farther north, it continued to 
rise until May 2. The Nita crevasse, which occurred during the present 
flood, carried off over 400, 000 cubic feet of water per second, fonr-fifths 
as much as it is proposed to turn into Lake Borgne, yet the effect of this 
outflow was to lower the river but 1 foot at New Orleans, 60 miles below, 
and was not appreciable at Plaquemine, 40 miles above. 

This was undoubtedly because the current was so retarded by this 
crevasse that the water above was not so rapidly moved along, and was, 
in a manner, banked up or piled up so that even a few miles above 
there was no lowering of the flood height whatever. 

Mr. ADAMS. At what point on the river was that? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. At Nita, about 40 miles above New Orleans, 
very, near Lake Borgne. 

ede here was an absolute demonstration of the inefficiency of an 
outlet f 

Mr. ADAMS. Hardly; because the flow may have been such as to 
cause a rise after the crevasse occurred. ò 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes; but this case is such a demonstration of 
the inefficiency of an outlet that it seems almost providential. 

We have a striking exemplification of the old adage that ‘‘it is isan 
ill wind that blows no good.“ for while this Nita crevasse by its enor- 
mous discharge worked terrible ruin and havoc upon a large area of the 
valley, itis an absolutely unanswerable demonstration of the absurdity 
of the claims propounded by the advocates of the Lake Borgne outlet. 

If a di of 400,000 cubic feet per second through the outlet 
at Nita did not lower the flood at all 40 miles above it, how can an 
outlet which would di 500,000 cubic feet per second at Lake 
Borgne lower the river at Cairo, 1,000 miles above it? It is hoped 
that the outleters will not all speak at once. Volume, as affecting ve- 
locity by reducing the percentage of frictional resistance, and velocity, 
as affecting or regulating the discharge of its waters by a river, are fac- 
tors of such controlling importance in this discussion that I will illus- 
trate their effect by the following excerpt from the report of Capt. 
James B. Eads, ə in 1881, while a member of the commission: 

Some idea of the immense increase in the capacity of the river to discharge its 
as a result of this reduction of friction and increase of slope, may be in- 


floods, 
ferred from a few facts I have tabulated from the exact measurements of Hum- 
phreys and Abbot during the floods of 1851 and 1858, They are excerpted from 


Appendix D of their report, These measurements were made at two places on | 48° 


=e river nearly 1,000 miles apart, and when the floods were confined within the 
evees. 


First.—At Columbus, 20 miles below Cairo. 


June 15, 1858.....,..... 


June 23, 1858... 
Difference.. 
June 15, 1888. neess.: 3 — 40.1 1, 349. 400 8. 19 
une ies 2 33.3 841, 487 5. 62 
I—— Ä 2 TAINA 507, 913 2.57 


February 24, 1881 . 
March 17, 1851. 


e e 


Furth. At Carrollton. 


Fifth.—At Carrollton, 


March 19, 1881 14.9 1,149,398} 6.19 
August 25, 1851... 8.1 572, 388 38 
e nsec chops Vaan S dea 6.8 | 577,010 2.18 


the first table that when the river at Columbus was 83 feet above low- 
an additional rise of only 2.1 feet was sufficient to increase the mean 
second was one-sixth greater. 


Wesee 
3 ly 1 fi and that the discharge 
current nearly 1 foot 0 . 
The depth of river at the time was about feet. Therefore this 16 per cent. in- 


crosio of discharge was attained with the addition of only one-fortieth part of 
epth. À 

The second table shows that a decrease of 6.8 feet in the height of the river at 
this place resulted in a loss of more than 2} feet per second in the current and 
a diminution of 508,000 cubic feet per second in the d If we suppose 
the banks of the river to have been 90 feet above the bottom of the channel, 
this table e, that, with levees only 7 feet high upon them, they would re- 
tain a sufficiently increased volume to add 60 per cent. to the discharge of the 
river, and over 45 per cent. to the velocity of the current. 

The third table shows that at Carrollton, near New Orleans, an increase of 3 
feet in the height of the river added nearly 30 per cent. to the amount which 
was discharged (almost doubling the percentage of increase shown with a rise 
of 2.1 feet at Columbus), while the current was accelerated at the same time 
more t 20 per cent. 

The fourth table shows that at 4 feet greater height of the river it discharged 
40 per cent. more water and that its current was ine 82 per cent. 

The fifth table shows that with a difference of only 6.8 feet the discharge of the 
river at Carrollton was more than double. The river here at the lowest stage 
was 115 feet deep, Hence there was an increase of only one seventeenth 
of its total depth uired to produce this astonishing difference in the dis- 
charge of the river he velocity was at the same time increased 85 per cent, 

‘These tables are the result of actual observation and careful measurements, 
They represent stubborn facts, without any theorizing, and they show how 
absurd are some of the statements made as to the effect of outlets in lowering 
the floods of the river. For instance, the fifth table shows that when the river 
(March 19, 1851) was nearly up to the highest water mark known at ten 
it would have uired an outlet r than the Mississi ppi itself to lower it 
6.8 feet. Such outlet would have to discharge 577,000 cubic feet second, 
2 the whole river could only discharge 572,000 feet when its surface was 6.8 

eet lower. 

This enormous quantity of water (577,000 cubic feet per second) would cover 
a square mile 1 foot deep in about forty-eight seconds. In twenty-four hours it 
would cover 1,800 miles to the same depth, and in less than a fortnight it would 

utan average depth of 3 feet over an area as large as the entire State of New 

ersey. To lower the river only 2 feet at Carrollton when in flood would re- 
quire an outlet as big as Red River. This is because such loss of volume low- 
ers the slope and increases the frictional resistance in the main stream below 
the outlet, and this causes it to flow more slowly, and thus prevents that great 
reduction in its height which the thoughtless would expect, 


From these tables it is evident that the lowering of the river imme- 
diately at the Nita crevasse must have caused a great reduction of ve- 
locity, and that the discharge above was correspondingly diminished, 
whereby the water became piled or banked up instead of passing rap- 
idly off as before. 

It also is demonstrated by them that to lower the river at Carroll- 
ton, which is just above New Orleans, as is proposed, an outlet having 
a greater discharge than the river itself would be required. 

While we have these tables in mind I will digress from outlets fora 
moment to direct attention to the proof they afford of the entire feasi- 
bility of carrying off the floods by means of levees, In view of the 
fact that the valley will average 60 miles in width, and that when 
allowed to escape the water will practically cover it all to an aver- - 
depth of 3 or 4 feet, I confess that to one who has not given 
thought to the subject it would seem impossible to confine so vast a 
body of water between embankments not more than 5,000 feet apart. 
But a very simple explanation is needed to remove all doubts upon this 

int. 

9 again to the fifth table given by Captain Eads, we see that 
with an addition of but 6.8 feet to the height of the flood the amount 
of water passing Carrollton was more thandoubled. Ido not meanby 
this statement to say that in a given second of time there was more 
than double the quantity of water accumulated at Carrollton by this 
addition to its height. Of course, if the water in the river had been 
stationary and 6.8 feet had been added to it the quantity would not 
have been morethan doubled. But the addition increased the velocity 
from 3.38feet per second to 6.19 feet per second, and as a result of this 
577,010 more cubic feet of water passed Carrollton in a second of time 
than before the addition of 6.8 feet of water had been made to its height. 

Again, in 1882, with a gauge-reading at Carrollton of 14.95, less than 
1,000,000 cubic feet of water per second ad ferent while during the 
present flood, when on March 14 the river risen nearly a foot more, 
standing 15.90 on the gauge, the discharge was 1,313,000 cubic feet per 
second, making an increased discharge of 43 per cent., caused by arise 
of but 7 per cent. on the gauge. 

I think no gentleman who will study these figures and measurements 
will have any difficulty in understanding how easy it is to so increase 
the discharge of the river by confining its waters that it will carry oft 
safely and rapidly to the Gulf even the greatest floods. 

Recurring now to the matter of outlets, it can readily be shown that 
no outlet into Lake Borgne could be permanently maintained. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

On motion of Mr, HENDERSON, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, 
Mr. CATCHINGS was permitted to resume and conclude his remarks 
without limit of time, as follows: 

Mr. CATCHINGS. About 3 miles above the Head of the Passes, 
about twenty-seven years ago, a crevasse occurred which is known as 
Cubit's Gap. It was caused bya small canal between the river and the 
Gulf, used by fishermen. The distance between the two was less than 
1,000 feet and the difference in the surface height of the river and that 


—— | of the Gulf was a little over 3 feet. The fall was at first about 15 feet 


per mile, and in a few years the crevasse was over 2,000 feet wide and 
100 feet deep where the bank had formerly stood. 

As soon as the water passed through, its velocity was gradually 
checked and the sediment was deposited in a fan-shaped area of 20 or 30 
square miles. Islands and shoals were built up, which subdivided the 
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volume into innumerable bayous and small channels, none of them hav- 
ing a greater depth than 5 or 6 feet; and each overflow builds up the 
islands and diminishes these outlets more and more; in afew years, by 
this process, the gap will be entirely closed. 

Fifty years ago another crevasse, called the Jump,“ occurred 21 
miles sav the Head of the Passes. A similar filling up resulted, 
forming an immense subdelta, upon which there are now large forests 
and rice plantations. 

Innumerable bayous permeate this subdelta formation, no one having 

atits mouth morethan 2 feet ofdepth. There are well defined traces of 
similar outlets, long since closed up, at Bayon Terre au Bœuf, within 
3 miles of the proposed Lake Borgne outlet, and at Kennerville, just 
above New Orleans, through Bayous Métairie and Gentilly. 

Such would undoubtedly be the fate of an outlet, should one be 
made, at Lake Borgne. The lake is small and shallow, having a depth 
of from 5 to 10 feet, and the immense amount of sediment carried by 
the flood waters of the Mississippi would soon fill it up, doing immense 
damage to surrounding property and the fishing industries on the Mis- 
sissippi Sound. In a few years the outlet would consist only of a few 
usec and tortuous bayous, and eventually it would be a thing of the 


In the mean time, however, while utterly failing to effect any reduc- 
tion of the flood height, it would have caused extensive shoaling of the 
river channel below it, thus inflicting disaster and obstructing naviga- 
tion, without making the slightest compensation therefor. 

If any gentleman desires further evidence of the effect which this 
proposed outlet would produce, I invite his attention to the charts of 
the lower river, just published by the Coast and Geodetic Survey, upon 
which he will see definitely marked not only the shoaling of the river 
below the Jump” and Cabit's Gap (the two outlets before referred 
to), but the 3 deposits by which the river has practically elosed 
them up 

The Gatte method of treating sedimentary streams has been, I may 
say, unanimously condemned by all engineers of note in this country. 
Among others, in addition to the present and former members of the 
Mississippi River Commission, I may name from the Army Corps of En- 

eers, Humphreys and Abbot, General H. G. Wright, General J. G. 

General John G. Parke, General A. A. Humphreys, General 
Z. B. Tower, General H. L. Abbot, Col. W. E. Merrill, Capt. J. H. 
Willard, Capt. W. Young, Capt. D. C. Kingman, and Capt. Smith S. 
Leech; and, from civil life, Professor Herschel, Maj. William Starling, 
Maj. H. B. Richardson, Maj. T. G. Dabney, Maj. George M. Helm, H. 
S. Douglas, Arthur Hider, H. Bolivar Thompson, H. St. L. Co ppée, 
John Smythe, Henry Goodrich, John Ewens, and H. M. Marshall, all 
of whom are distinguished in their profession and have given careful 
thought to the subject. 

This method of dealing with floods in sedimentary streams was long 
ago considered, experimented with, and rejected by the most eminent 
hydraulic engineers in Europe. 

Outlets were tried and abandoned as utterly pernicious and mis- 
chieyous upon the Rhine, the Panaro, the Po, the Arno, the Celone, 
and the Adige Those who desire to pursue farther the precedents 

upon this subject may profitably consult the writings of Frisi, Genette, 

Father , Eustace Manfredi, Cornelius Meyer, and other cele- 

brated Euro authorities. 

We have the right to protest against the resurrection and application 
to this great river of an ancient and exploded fallacy. 

We are not unreasonable when we demand that nothing shall be 
done which does not meet the approval of the learned and scientific 
men whose business is to investigate its phenomena; and we do most 
earnestly object to turning this noble stream over to be experimented 
with and wrecked and ruined by ignorant theorists and irresponsible 
tinkerers. ae 

We beg that you will not suffer the locks of this giant to be touched 
by the fatal hand of Delilah. 

I will close the consideration of the outlet theory by remarking 
somewhat upon the delusion which seems quite prevalent, that in clos- 
ing up outlets and confining the water in a single channel we are flying 
in the face of nature. 

On the contrary, we simply aid nature, which, left to its own re- 
sources, would eventually do the same thing. A moment’s reflection 
will demonstrate the correctness of this assertion. 

The alluvial basin begins at a point a few miles above the mouth of 
the Ohio, where the Mississippi River cuts through a spur of the Ozark 
Mountains, and its whole area at one time was covered by the waters 
of the Gulf of Mexieo. 

The sediment brought down by the river gradually took the place of 
these waters, and through its own deposits the river pursues a tortuous 
path to the Gulf. 

By natural processes it not only has driven back by its deposits the 
dank of the Gulf, but cut itself off, except in times of flood, from this 

great expanse of land which it has built up. As its water escaped over 
the banks the heavier portions of solid matter contained in it settled 
almost directly on the banks, while the lighter particles were carried 
back into the interior. In this way the river banks were constantly 
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built up higher than the land farther back, and lateral channels were 
gradually closed up. 

Lake Borgne, into which an outlet is proposed, was at one time, 
like all the balance of this basin, covered by a single body of sea-water, 
but, beforeit had become filled by deposits and entirely obliterated, the 
Mississippi River, in the manner indicated, had built upits banks so 
as to cut off connection with it. If we should now undertake to 
establish communication between it and this lake we would be at- 
tempting to enforce upon the river that which it once had and delib- 
erately, when left to its own processes, refused to maintain. 

In closing outlets, in narrowing the wide places to make them of 
uniform width with the greater portion of the channel, and in raising 
artificially the banks, we are therefore acting in aid and not in contra- 
vention of the natural tendencies of the river. Altogether aside from 
the beneficial effect which the confinement of floods | by means of levees 
would have upon the low-water 3 of the river, it is the duty 
of the Government to restrain them 

The enormous und constantly i increasing commerce of the river to 
which I have heretofore adverted is practically suspended during floods, 
and this commerce so interrupted is almost wholly of interstate char- 
acter. The light-houses along its banks, which have been established 
and are maintained by the Government to aid and facilitate the navi- 
gation of the river, are largely swept away by the floods. There are no 
places at which boats can land to transact their business or to obtain 
relief in case of accident or disaster. 

Along with these difficulties which so seriously interfere with river 
trafie, the perils of navigation are so largely augmented that rather 
than risk the danger to life and property, steam-boats, at immense loss 
to their owners, are withdrawn from trade during the existence of the 
floods. To meet the growing necessities of interstate commerce rail- 
roads have been constructed within the past few years which penetrate 
and traverse the Valley of the Mississippi in all directions, They are 
engaged almost entirely in commerce of interstate character. , 

During the present floods five of these great trank lines have been 
so considerably submerged that over large sections of them operations 
were entirely suspended. 

The postal service has been wholly abandoned in many places, and 
where carried on it was done at great additional cost and subject to 
serious and harmful delays, which have greatly hampered and embar- 
rassed the business of the country. 

Leaving entirely out of consideration the navigable character of the 
river and the business carried on upon it, the injury to its postal sery- 
ice and to this enormous railway interstate commerce is of such mag- 
nitude as to command public attention and make it the high and im- 
perative duty of the nation to prevent its recurrence in the future. 

Having now shown that the floods can be restrained by meansoflevees, . 
and that they can not be by any other means, and that the interests 
involved and the beneficial results to be achieved are of such character 
as to demand governmental aid, it is but proper that the cost should 
be shown to be within the value of the benefits to be realized. 

I wish at this point to correct an impression which seems to prevail 
that the levees along the river have been chiefly constructed by the 
Government. There are now 1,100 miles of levees, and the Govern- 
ment has expended only $3,018,601.50, This statement will suffice to 
show how insignificant a part of the burden has been assumed by the 
nation. Since 1866 the State and levee districts of Louisiana have ex- 
pended $15, 255,327.13; since 1882 the Mississippi levee districts have 
expended $3,098,745.74; and Arkansas has expended $340,417. 

This does not take into account the extensive levee work done many 
years ago, of which a very large part in a more or less available state 
survived the neglect and ravages of the war period. 

It will thus be seen that no people in the world have taxed them- 
selves to such an enormous degree as have these inhabitants of the 
valley. And notwithstanding the perpetual and gigantics e, they 
have steadily gone forward felling the forests, opening up lands for cul- 
tivation, building up villages and cities; and by their cotton and sugar 
and other products they have added enormously to the wealth of the 
nation. Nor have they failed to make substantial progress in their 
efforts to shut out the floods of the mighty river. 


e ung, 56.09 

miles in width; in 1883 the number of crevasses was 224, with an e 

e 84.1 miles; in 1884 the crevasses numbered 204, aggregating 10.64 mil 

Slee crevasses resulted in a general overflow of the Mississippi 
ta. 

In the present flood, which in height exceeded and in duration 
equaled any of which we have record, the total number of crevasses in 
the whole 1,100 miles of levees, was but 23, aggregating but 4} miles in 
width; and, notwithstanding the sensational accounts to the contrary, 
fully 80 per cent. of the alluvial basin has enjoyed absolute immunity 
from the floods. 

Without these levees the entire basin, excepting possibly a few high 
ridges of very limited area, would be absolutely uninhabitable. 

May 1 of this year, a convention was held at Vicksburg, composada 
of delegates on the States of Louisiana, Mississippi, Arkansas, Mis- 
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souri, Kentucky, Illinois, and Tennessee, which was the equal in in- 
telligence, ability, wealth, courage, and lofty purpose of any which 
ever assembled in this country. 

Among these delegates the sentiment was universal that floods could 
be prevented by levees and by levees only. 

This sentiment was concurred in by a splendid corps of engineers 

t and participating in the proceedings, and by the Mississippi | Bri 
and Ohio River Pilots’ Society, which, in the interest of naviga! 
alone, it emphatically affirmed, by a series of resolutions, presented by 
it without suggestion or solicitation. 

There is absolutely but one opinion among those interested in the 
river and having practical knowledge of its history and characteristics. 

This convention and the engineers attending it estimated that $10,- 
000,000 from the Federal Treasury, added to what the States and the 
levee districts would contribute, would be suficient to build levees of 
such dimensions and strength as are needed to forever control and re- 
strain the floods. 

What an insignificant sum compared to the enormous benefits to be 
attained ! 

The investment of that sum would give you an improved river, which 

r purposes of commerce is without a rival on the face of the globe; it 
would enable the farmers of the West to annually save such portion of 
their earnings as would in a few years make hard times a chapter of 
ancient history; it would relieve from disastrous interruption the great 
overland interstate commerce; it would give safety to the postal serv- 
ice; it would reclaim an empire richer than any for which the nations 
of Europe have so freely poured out their blood and treasure; and last, 
but not least, it would bring joy and peace and contentand plenty to 
millions of American citizens, 

What other nation is there upon the face of the earth that would 
not, without hesitation, expend one hundred times this sum if needed 
to obtain such a magnificent and glittering prize? We have by our 
levees, built almost entirely with our own means, given the facilities 
for the development of an enormous commerce which without them 
could not have existed; we have made possible the wide extension of 
the postal service; we have added untold millions to the national 
wealth; we have built up markets for the transaction of business with 
all the States of the Union. 

The work needed to effect the perfect accomplishment of the end we 
are seeking to reach and its permanent maintenance can not be success- 
fully done unless the nation Goes it. 

The States are forbidden by the Constitution from making compacts 
and ts among themselves. What they do, therefore, can not 
be doue in a perfect, systematic, and scientific manner. 

Unless placed under one supreme control levees can not be scientific- 
ally located and constructed. 

If there be any one thing more national than all others, it is this great 
and noble stream, no matter from what standpoint we contemplate it. 
I earnestly invoke the generosity and patriotism of all the American 
people in its behalf. [Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I yield two minutes to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Haves]. 


[Mr. HAYES addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Iowa to extend his remarks in the RECORD? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I fully concur with all the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana [Mr, BLANCHARD] bas said the advisability of liberal 
appropriations for the navigable rivers and the harbors of the United 
States. 

I can not enter into a full discussion of this important subject, but 
I desire to call the attention of the House to 8 the most impor- 
tant project now undergoing improvement under the supervision of and 
the expense of the Government. 

The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] and thegentleman 
from 1 [Mr. Carch és! have alluded to the shifting bars 


and changing bottoms of the great Mississippi. They have og ed 
the difficulties which arise from the frequent changes of the channel 
of the great Father of Waters. 


On this work (the Mississippi River) the Government has spent $40,- 
000,000 in ten years, and no American will question the propriety of 
the "expenditure, 

In nearly all the great works now progressing enginecring questions 
have arisen, some great engineers advocating one plan and others 
equally eminent insisting upon plans almost diametrically o posito. 

Iù the Tennessee River improvement there are no such 

The sides of that stream are as unchangeable as the everlasting hills 
There ure no shifting bottoms and no bars to be found in one locality 
one year, in another locality the next. 

e obstructions in that river the removal of which is now demand- 
ing attention are the rock reefs at Colbert and Bee Tree Shoals. Every 
dollar spent in that character of improvement is a certain and good in- 


vestment, gi 
and forall ty 
the Army, visited thiswork. His repo 
erence to the importance of improving 
. says (report, page 231): 

The funds now available and amount asked for can be profitably expended 
in completing the work of opening the canal and in improving the channel at 

and Guntersville Bars, and at other points, especially at Colbert 

— which is W x AE Sta tag Pt by the engineer officer in charge as 
worthy of immediate consi: on 3 owing to the necessity of its 
improvement in poner with the early opening of Aluscle Sh oais Canal. 

Last year his successor, General Thomas L. Casey, the present chief 
of the corps, went over the improvement, and more than concurred in 
the views of his predecessor. In his report for 1889 (page 243), he says: 

The plans for the radical improvement of the Colbert Shoals and Bee Tree 
Shoals by locks and dams have been submitted, and the necessity of the work 
aco pg with the opening of the Muscle Shoals Canal is urgently recom- 
m 

Years ago this river was improved by the State of Alabama, but no 
oe of importance was done by the United States Government until 

879. 

Linvite the attention of the House to the mammoth map which I 
have had opened in front of the Speaker's desk. It illustrates the work 
which has been done on Muscle Shoals, which was the principal ob- 
struction. Commencing about 12 miles below Decatur, Ala., the plan 
adopted to secure sufficient water required excavations through solid 
flint rock, which formed an impassable reef in the bed of the river. 
This involved the blasting and removal of over 1,000,000 cubic feet of 
the hardest rock. Four miles below the initial point of the work a 
rock wall, 2} miles in length, was built to confine the water between 
the wall and the southern shore. A canal 1} miles long, with two 
locks, was then constructed, which carried the work toa point whence, 
with but little additional labor, navigation could be secured for a dis- 
tance of 7} miles. Here the main canal, 143 miles long, begins. The 
fall of the river within this distance of 14} miles is 84} feet. At some 
points the fall is being as much as 18 feet in a single mile, 
and for short distances the fall is at the rate of 40 feet to the mile. 

Altogether there are eleven locks, 60 feet wide and 300 feetin length, 
between the gates. They vary in lift from 5 feet to 12 feet, and are all 
of the most superior workmanship and will last while the rock of which 
og are built shall endure. 

o aid members of the House to fully realize how detrimental these 
shoals are to the interests of the citizens affected by this obstruction, I 
would like to ask how long the people would tolerate an impediment 
to the navigation of the Hudson 40 miles above New York or in the 
vicinity of Philadelphia in the Delaware? 

Yet, so wond has been, and will be, the development of the 
Tennessee Valley that, with 5 feet of water, uno from Chat- 
tanooga to the Ohio River, it is as certain as any future event can be 
that within afew years the tonnage transported on the Tennessee River 
will approximate, if it does not eke the large aggregate now carried 
over either of those great highways of trade. 

When the present work of improving this great water way was in- 
augurated, the products which it was would seek this avenue 
to find a market were presumed to be confined to cotton and cereals, 
In the last few years, however, the industries of the pair rc te 
to be immediately benefited have undergone a most surprising trans- 
formation. During the last ten years iron and coal mines have been 
opened, and great eee here of 60,000 inhabitants are now 
seen, where at the beginning of that period there were only broad fields, 
of yellow corn or continuous rows of the South’s great fleecy staple. 

The only remaining impediments to commerce on this river are what 
are called the Colbert and Bee Tree shoals. 

These obstructions are rock reefs, which in low water cause an en- 
tire stoppage of navigation. * 

years ago this part of the river was surveyed, and an estimate 

submitted ment pine aes $1,000,000 would accomplish all that 
was necessary to e na on satisfactory and ent durin 

all the months of the „ e 3 

The officer in charge, Colonel Barlow, in referring to this work, in 
his report, printed in the appendix to the report of the Chief Engineer, 
Duane, for 1887, page 1747, says: 

Without a corresponding 5 at — — Bee Tree Shoals the 
costly canal and locks around the Muscle Shoals will be comparatively useless 


during a share of the year. 
rt agrees 1 — manufacturing tag name have been ay 
and this 


developed, which deman: . for th u 
having been provided ee in an Pane BW canyon coi 
but a comparatively small improvement to make it 8 

The force of this Matement will be be realized upon consideration of the fa 


from the Muscle Shoals to the mouth of the river tho distance is 255 miles, 
with the exception of the 


ving a itive return, and the work will be permanent 
In 1887 General Duane, then the Chief of of 
dated October 22, 1887, in ref- 
Tennessee River at Colbert 


s throughout jhe entire year the lower 
rth thee —— above, seems 

is quite as emphatic, and in his 
15 ofthe report of the Chief En- 


sect , Bome 235 
manife 
Colonel Barlow, 7a be reper MELD, 
last report, which is found on 
gineer, General Casey, for 1889, 
An improved river from Knoxville 5 make the commerce of 
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the Tennessee to take rank among the foremost of the many tributaries of the | consideration. Here is a little report of two pages, covering four 

ee 3 ee ee L hundred and fifty appriations, and authorizing the beginning of one 

commerce of vast magnitude, in coal and iron ially, to an extent by which | hundred and eight new surveys which, if completed, may for one 
rightfully claim to be one of the main commercial 


waters, 

The prospective advantages to navigation as well as present benefits to the 
community by continuing the improvement to completion, not alone of the 
Muscle Shoals and the Colbert onone, but of the en! stream below Chatta- 
8 05 is held to be by the inhabitants of the Tennessee Valley well-nigh incal- 
culabie. — 

The whole region is rapidly developing as one of the richest in coal. and in 
iron and other mineral deposits, and all that seems necessary to the further de- 
velopment of ung oned resources is cheap transportation and an open 
river to the commercial centers of the Mississippi Valley. 


It will be seen that General Casey, General Duane, and Colonel Bar- 
low show how important it is to hasten the completion of this improve- 
ment, and this was emphasized by General Casey a few weeks since 
when called before the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

In reply to inquiries from members of the committee he said he re- 
garded this work as one of the most important now being conducted 
by the Government. 

During the last four months this work was examined by a board of 
engineers consisting of Col. J. W. Barlow, Maj. Alexander MacKenzie, 
and Maj. Henry M. Adams, and it was after their report had been re- 
ceived that General Casey expressed himself so decidedly to the com- 
mittee. 

Iam confident that two appropriations of $500,000 each will com- 
plete the work better and more effectually than three appropriations 
of $400,000 each. 

A letter on file from the president of the board says: 

‘We ought to have the whole line covered with men during the working season, 
which is unfortunately short. 

This can not be effectively done unless at least a half million is ap- 
propriated by this bill. 

The boards of trade and chambers of commerce of Chattanooza, 
Knoxville, Decatur, Florence, Sheffield, Evansville, and, I believe, Pa- 
ducah have petitioned Congress on the subject, urging the most liberal 
appropriation possible. With all these facts I appeal to Congress to 
amend the paragraph relating to the Tennessee River, so as to give this 
important improvement $500,000 for the next fiscal year. It would be 
economy to the Government and it would also save one year in time, 
which would be of incalculable benefit to the industries in that great and 
growing section of our country. Iron mines are being opened; fur- 
naces are being erected; manufactories of various kinds are being es- 
tablished. The tonnage on the Tennessee River is becoming immense. 
And, to use the language of the report of the Government engineers, 
the whole region is rapidly developing as one of the richest in coal. and 
iron and other mineral deposits, and all that seems necessary to the fur- 
ther development of these unquestioned resources is cheap transporta- 
tion and an open river,“ and weap to this body to give this work an 

priation commensurate with its great importance. 

i Here the hammer fell. ] 


[Mr. BLANCHARD withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix.] 


Mr. of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, in the last Congress I opposed 
the river and harbor bill and I feel very much inclined to take the same 
position now. And yet I do not disagree with the position which has 
been taken by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] and 
by the other gentlemen who have advocated this bill, in regard to the 

wer of Congress. I was glad to hear the gentleman from Louisiana 

Mr. BLANCHARD] concede that under the section of the Constitution, 
which I will presently * Congress had ample power on this subject. 
— of Article I of the Constitution of the United States provides 
— 
a tas debts nad provide fev the oomamon defense and getsaral wel 
fare of the United States. 

The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] conceded the 
power of Congress under that provision of the Constitution. I had un- 

erstood it to be an article of Democratic faith that this grant of power 
conferred only the right to raise money to pay for expenditures that 
were warranted or authorized by subsequent sections in the grants of 
power enumerated in the Constitution. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. L so stated. y 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Thegentleman did not so state in his remarks 
to-day; at least I did not so understand him. But the gentleman claims 
that this power exists by virtue of the police power of the General Gov- 
ernment, I would like to know where he finds the police power of the 
General Government, except by implication, except with regard to the 
Territories and the District of Columbia. 

However, the gentlemen has conceded the existence of the power, 
and I will say in this connection, with regard to this Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, that I do not think it is very different from what 
it was in the last Congress, except that in the mutations of politics it 
has been inverted; so that we have still to follow the same lead in 
regard to this river and harbor bill that we had to follow in the last 
Congress. I then criticised its method of presenting this bill for our 


a / 


hundred and eight additional appropriations in the next Congress; 
and I protest against this method of disposing at every annual session 
of Congress of about $21,000,000 of the public money. I believe, as 
the gentleman from Louisiana says, that the provision of the Constitu- 
tion which I have quoted does confer power upon Congress to raise 
money for the purpose of carrying on and providing for the general wel- 
fare, but there is no power to authorize four hundred and fifty different 
appropriations of public money for objects nine-tenths of which haye 
only a interest. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman, point out in the bill nine 
out of ten items that have only a local interest. P 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would not have time to do that in ten min- 


utes, 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I will ask that your time be extended. Will 
you point out one that is only of local interest? ° 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I looked carefully through the bill last ses- 
sion, as it was considered item by item, and found a great number. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Will you point out one. P 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Well, Urbana Creek; what general interest 
has that? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. What do you say about it? You have the 


affirmative. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Oh, no; you have the affirmative. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Neither one knows where it is. [Laugh- 
ter. 

r. BOWDEN. If the gentleman from Iowa will permit me, I will 
answer his question. Urbana Creek is in Virginia. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Yes; and a great many others of these places 
for which appropriations are made are in ia, and they are only 
of local importance; outside of the locality no one knows anything 
about them. 

Mr. BOWDEN. Urbana Creek is not merely of local interest. It 
is a creek—you would call it a river in your country, but we call ita 
cereek—which is of considerable importance to commerce, and I do not 
believe there is a more meritorious appropriation in the bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. I shall have all my time 
consumed if I do not object to these interruptions. Here is ‘‘Cur- 
rant River.“ Here is “Buttermilk Channel.“ Here is ‘‘Gowanus 
Bay 8 — 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How much commerce does the gentleman thin 
there is in Gowanus Bay? i 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. That is what I want to know, and it is be- 
cause I want such information about that and other places that I call 
the attention of the committee to the fact that here is a bill involvi 
four hundred and fifty different ey four of which are —— 
or referred to in the report. If we for an appropriation for a pub- 
lie building we have to submit to Congress the reasons why that ap- 
propriation should be made. If any other measure of importance is 
presented to the House, the committee in charge isauthorized and re- 
quired to investigate the matter and to present to Congress the reasons 
why the appropriation should be made; but here is a bill 
$21,000,000, yet there are only four or five items contained in it that 


are referred to in the report. 

I say that is not sound pollar: - I say that if a river and harbor bill 
is to be passed at all involving four hundred and fifty items, it is the 
duty of this Congress to require the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
to present in their report the facts covering every item in the bill, in 
order that we may know whether there are reasons for the 
of these appropriations and may determine the matter according to our 
judgment. This system of asking appropriations leaves nothing to the 
judgment of Congress. We have to accept the report of the committee 
as the gospel truth and be governed by their judgment, with very little 
opportunity for investigation. I know that gentlemen said in the last 
Congress, in reply to this objection, that we could find this information 
in the recommendations of the army officers. And how are their re- 
porti madeup? An'engineerinterested in the tuation of his place, 

esiring to retain it forever, will always be inclinéd to make a favorable 
report; it is submitted to Congress through the War Department, and 
we have to go through a large volume in order to determine whether 
there is anything in that report warranting the recommendation, and 
have only the ex parte statement of the officers in charge. The com- 
mittee itself is not governed by the report of the engineers; it does 
not allow more than half of the appropriations recommended by them. 
The recommendations of the engineers are not followed even by the com- 
mittee. r 

If the bill had reference to the improvementof the Mississippi River 
alone or to the Illinois and Michigan Canal, the case would be differ- 
ent. The chairman of this committee—and I will say there is no man 
in Congress whose opinion or report I would follow with greater pleas- 
ure or confidence, and I think that is the fe of gentlemen on both 
sides of the House—tells us this bill is all right; but the chairman of 
the committee owes it to Congress and the committee owes it to Con- 
gress to present in their report the facts in reference to every item of 
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“the bill, in order that we may determine upon that report whether the 
appropriation should be made or not. To call attention to this matter 
was my principal object in making these few remarks. 

I hope the day will come in the history of this Government when, if 
a river and harbor bill is to be passed, it will be passed with the intel- 
ligent approval of Congress in regar I to every item contained in the 
bill and upon a report embracing full and specific facts in to 
every item. There has been a good deal of discussion in regard to the 
interstate commerce of the country as carried on on railroads, as af- 
fected by this bill. If these immense sums that are expended on rivers 
and harbors, many of them of only local interest, were expended for 
some great national highway, which would have equal constitutional 
authority, we might secure cheaper transportation for the products of 
the West to the East and theseaboard, and then the interior would re- 
ceive a fairer share of this large annual appropriation, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I will not spend the time of 
the committee at this late hour in discussing this bill at any length; 
but I want to point out the fact that there is within the reach of every 
member a complete and official statement from the Chief of Engineers 
(and I have one volume of his report in my hand) giving every item of 
information that any man can want in regard to every appropriation 
in this bill. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] has been exceed- 
ingly unfortunate in his selection of the places to assail. Gowanus 
Bay is a part, and one of the most important parts, of New York Har- 
bor. For certain purposes very essential and indispensable to the com- 
merce of the whole country, Gowanus Bay is more important than any 
other part of New York Harbor. It is the resting-place, the harbor of 
refuge of nearly all the vessels engaged in the commerce of the upper 
Hudson River and coming down the Hudson and into the East River 
and of the vessels plying the harbor of New York. 

The reports show that 89 per cent. of the tonnage of New York Har- 
bor goes through Gowanus Bay. Yet the gentleman points this out as 
one of the places in the bill which is of merely local importance. And 
all the facts in relation to this and other matters embraced in the bill 
have been within reach of the honorable gentleman and of every other 
member ever since the report of the Chief of Engineers was submitted. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And in the report of last year. 

Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. If all the reports of the engineers had 
been attached to the report of the committee, it would have been simply 
a duplication of nearly 3,000 pages of printed matter. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And the information is accessi- 
ble now to everybody. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; it is accessible now. Every member of 
this House can have it before him to-morrow and on each su uent 
day of the consideration of this bill to verify for himself whether or 
not these appropriations are matters of merely local importance. I 
deny that thane is one such in this bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Do you think it proper for us to pass here a 
bill involving $21,000,000, with four hundred and fifty items, without 

a single specification in the report in reference to the necessity of the 
various ap ropriations? 

Mr. G VENOR. Ido; and I am trying to explain the reason. 
Upon the river and harbor bill we have more specific information in 
regard to the various items than upon any other bill coming before 
Congress. Take the sundry civil bill. When that comes before us we 
have no prea information presented to us as to the necessity for pass- 
ing one in a thousand of the items, 

If we want information as to the items in that and kindred bills we 
must go to work and search through the reports of the different De- 
perineo g, But in regard to the various items in this bill the case is 

erent. Take, for instance, the item in regard to Gowanus Bay. 
If you turn to the index of the Report of the Chief of Engineers you are 
at once referred to everything relating to this improvement. So with 
every other item in this bill. It would be a work of supererogation to 
reprint in our report the information as to the necessity of the work in 
each particular case, when the highest officer of the Engineer Depart- 
ment of the Government has already furnished us with that very in- 
formation. 

[Here the hammer ere, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I now ask unanimous consent that 
all general debate on this bill be considered as closed in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. BOATNER. I object. 8 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Then I move that the committee 


Mr. ROGERS. I trust that the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
HENDERSON, of Illinois] will hear the gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr, 
BoOATNER] a moment. 

Mr. BOATNER, I wish to say to the chairman of this committee 
that there are involved in this bill questions of immense importance 
to the district I haye the honor to represent. By the course that mat- 
ters have taken here to-day I have been deprived of the opportunity 
to say a single word in defense or promotion of the interests I represent. 


My distinguished colleague [Mr. BLANCHARD] has occupied two hours 
and a half. I do not desire more than twenty-five or thirty minutes, 
I think that, representing as I do in part a State having so extensive 
a river front, I ought in common justice to be heard for the brief time 


I suggest. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. I hope my colleague [Mr. BoATNER] will be 
granted an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOAT- 
NER] wish to oppose the bill? 

Mr. BOATNER. No, sir. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the gentleman wish to speak in favor of 
the items of the bill which relate to his district? 

Mr. BOATNER. I wish to speak in favor of the proposition that 
not only has this Government the constitutional power, but that it is 
its duty, to take charge of the levee system and appropriate money for 
the purpose of building up such asystem. I do not want to occupy 
more than twenty-five or thirty minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman will have an opportunity, when 
we reach the items in the bill for consideration, to discuss them under 
the five-minute rule. 

Mr. BOATNER. That will not be sufficient. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let me make this suggestion, that the gentleman 
from Louisiana be permitted to speak such time as he may desire this 
afternoon, and that the committee then rise and the general debate be 
considered as closed, so that when the committee next resumes its ses- 
sion we can proceed with the bill under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I have no objection, only that my 
friend from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] desired a few minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Of course he can have five minutes under the rule. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Then I will make that suggestion, 
Mr. Chairman. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the question to the commit- 
tee. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous consent that, after 
the gentleman from Louisiana shall have concluded his remarks this 
afternoon, the general debate be considered as closed, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That is, with the understanding that my col- 
league [Mr. BoATNER] is to be allowed to this afternoon. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the suggestion. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much to be placed 
in the position of having to press the committee for time to speak this 
evening, hecause I know you must be much wearied with this prolonged 
debate. The matter, however, is of such importance to the people of 
the district which I have the honor to represent that I must ask the 
committee to indulge me while I endeavor to impress upon them the 
ideas and principles which I think properly control the consideration 
of this great subject before closing general debate on the bill. 

My distinguished colleague [Mr. BLANCHARD] has argued to the 
committee that Congress has the constitutional power and authority to 
make such Gi phi Sasha of the public moneysas may be necessary for 
the purpose of constructing and maintaining levees adequate and suf- 
ficient to control the flood waters of the Mississippi River, citing-varions 
articles of the Constitution in support of this position. Ido not think, 
Mr. Chairman, it was necessary formy colleague to go any further than 
section 8 of the first article of the Constitution. 

Before proceeding to argue this question, however, I desire to state 
now that I shall offer, when the section is reached, the following amend- 
ment on page 54 of the bill, namely, strike out from the word“ com- 
mission,“ in line 6, down to and inclusiveof the word channel,“ in 
the thirteenth line, being the following provisos: 


Provided, That no portion of this appropriation shall be expended to repair or 
build levees forthe purpose of reclaiming lands or 8 injury to lands ox 
private property by overflows: Provided, however, That the commission is au- 
thorized to repair and build levees,if in their judgment it should be done, as 
part of their plans to afford ease and safety to the navigation and commerce of 
the river and to deepen the channel, 


So that it will read: 
Which sum 

Two millions of dollars— 
shall be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War in accordance 
with Sho. piana; specifications, and recommendations of the Mississippi River 
Commission, 

Now, it has been practically conceded by the friends of the Missis- 
sippi River all the time that Congress did not have the power or that 
even if it had the power it could not rightly exercise itin the appropria- 
tion of the public money for the levees of the river per se, and that 
they could only be built when their construction was manifestly an 
adjunct to the navigation of the river or would assist in the improve- 
ment of the channel. I desire to urge upon the committee that this 
was then, and is now, in my judgment, an erroneous construction of 
the Constitution; and that it is not ony within the power of this Con- 
gress, but that it is its duty to take exclusive charge and control of the 
entire subject, which is strictly national in its character and which by 
its nature is beyond the control of the States. 

Itis unnecessary, Mr. Chairman, to discuss the practicability of con- 
fining the river to its channel. That is conceded. The fact that the 
river can be controlled and kept within its channel by levees has been 
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demonstrated beyond question. There have been levees on the Lower 
Mississippi River for one hundred years, and up to 1862 crevasses be- 
low the mouth of the Red River were of the rarest character. When 
they occurred at all they inflicted but slight damage, because they 
were speedily closed, but if this were not so it would be an insult to 
the intelligence of this age to doubt its ability to build dikes sufficient 
in strength to hold 15 or 20 feet of water. 

The States of Louisiana and Mississippi had long prior to the war 
inaugurated and were maintaining a complete and perfect system of 
levees; and when itis stated that Louisiana and Mississippi have ex- 
pended in all only $15,000,000 in levee construction permit me to say 
that such a statement is misleading, in that it only relates to expend- 
itures since the close of the war for repairs, and does not include the 
original cost of construction, which was very much larger, reaching in 
the State of Louisiana alone at least fifty millions. 

Four parishes in my own State spent not less than $15,000,000 in the 
construction of levees extending from the mouth of the Red River to 
the Arkansas line, and the expenditure made since the war has been 
only in repair of the breaks occurring during and since then and in re- 
storing levees which have caved into the river. I wish to call atten- 
tion specially to this fact. 

After the general overflow of 1850 the State and parochial authori- 

‘ties, appreciating the importance, magnitude, and necessities of the oc- 
casion, prosecuted with renewed vigor the work of extending and 
strengthening these levees. Levee districts were formed, special powers 
of taxation to provide the means and powers of regulation were granted 
them, and the result was immunity from the floods. 

From 1850 to 1862 there was not a single general overflow, and the 
testimony of Captain Leathers, read by Mr. BLANCHARD, shows that 
the depth of the channel above the Red River was greatly increased 
after the extension of these levees beyond that point. The States of 
Louisiana and Mississippi have thus demonstrated the fact that with 
a proper system of levees the floods can be restrained, the banks prop- 
erly protected, and the channel improved. 

But it is argued by some members of this body, and I regret to say 
some of them are Democrats, that while the object is most worthy and 
commands their earnest sympathy they doubt our authority under the 
Constitution to appropriate money for the construction of levees per se, 
and fear that in so far as these levees are necessary to protect the lands 
in the valley from overflow they are local institutions for the bene- 
fit of private individuals, which should not be constructed at the ex- 

of the General Government. 

I say that if that argument is correct Congress has been going on 
ever since the foundation of the Government enacting unconstitutional 
legislation. I will ask the gentlemen who entertain these views, if 
the general-welfare clause of section 8 does not authorize the Govern- 
ment to expend the revenue raised by taxation in works of national 
importance, where they find authority for the appropriation for the 
Philadelphia Exposition; where did they get authority for making an 
appropriation for the cotton exposition at New Orleans; I ask where 
do they get authority for our late appropriation to the world’s fair to 
be held at Chicago. I ask where they get authority to donate one-six- 
teenth of the public land for public schools; where did they get author- 
ity to donate land scrip for the different agricultural colleges; where 
did they get authority for the immense donations of public lands which 
have been made to railway corporations? 

I say, Mr. Chairman, upon the principle that these appropriations 
were for the promotion of the public welfare; that the whole people of 
the United States are interested in the exposition which is to be held 
at Chicago; that the exposition at Philadelphia was one of national 
character and importance; that for the benefit of the rising generation 
the public welfare was promoted by settingaside the sixteenth sections 
for public schools and the endowment of agricultural colleges—I say, 
upon the gonna that these are promotions of the welfare of all the 
people of the United States, these acts were not only in the line of the 

rovision of the Constitution which authorizes Congress to dispose of 
ts revenue to promote the public welfare, but were just and proper 
exercises of that power. 

Now we are confronted with this question: The people of Louisiana, 
of Arkansas, and of Mississippi have for years and years carried upon 
their shoulders the burden of a work of national importance from which 
they demand relief under the mistaken idea that the protection of the 
country from overflow must be purely incidental.” Congress hasdoled 
out a small portion of the funds necessary to build even those levees 
which the engineers thought would aid navigation and commerce. The 
bulk of the cost has been raised by ruinous and burdensome taxation. 
Shall this system continue, and this magnificent valley be condemned 
to the ruinous and torturing uncertainty which so far as possible has 
paralyzed the energies of its inhabitants and retarded its growth and 
prosperity, or will Congress, appreciating the magnitude of the inter- 
ests at stake, ‘‘promote the general welfare’’ by building and main- 
taining these levees? 

I earnestly hope that the latter will be answered in the affirmative. 
As has been said, the drainage of one-half of the nation passes through 
this ee river and the floods come down upon us with almost resist- 
less force. Weare unable to meet them with local taxation. In ad- 


dition to the want of means we are also met with the difficulties of 
limited jurisdiction. The peopleot Mississippi may say, Your levees 
are throwing the water upon our side,” and many of the more igno- 
rant settlers believe it. The people of Arkansas say, Lou are dam- 
ming the water back upon us; and proceed to cut an important and 
expensive work constructed in the State of Arkansas with money 
largely contributed from Louisiana, from the effects of which fully 
one-half of three parishes in my district are overflowed. These, sir, 
are some of the difficulties with which we have to contend, and they - 
justify us in asking that the Government shall come to our relief and 
take this burden from our shoulders, 

At the commencement of the late war there was nota breach in the 
levees trom the forts as far up the river as levees have ever been con- 
structed, They were large enough and strong enough to serve the pur- 
poses for which they were constructed, and had stood for ten years, 
protecting us from overflow. These leveés were built entirely at our 
expense, They had deepened the channel of the river, had improved 
navigation, and been of benefit to the entire country. Now, when we 
are prostrated by the enormous expenditure of money required in their 
reconstruction, repair, and maintenance, have we not the right to ask 
the Government to relieve us of the burden of further maintaining a 
work which it must be admitted affects the welfare and prosperity of 
so large a portion of our common country? The sum required is not 
large when you come to consider the importance of the subject. - 

The lands which are to be restored, and which would be thoroughly 
and completely protected from overflow, are greater in area than the 
State of Indiana. The lands in my district alone which would be pro- 
tected from overflow are greater in area than the State of New Jer- 
sey, Delaware, Connecticut, or Rhode Island. There is an equal area 
in the State of Mississippi and a larger one in the southwestern part 
of Louisiana, 

It is estimated that a thorough protection of these lands from over- 
flow will add $250,000,000 annually to the wealth of this country. 

Is it not then indefensible, niggardly, parsimonious to refuse suffi- 
cient appropriations to carry out the plans of ce and improve- 
ment, or to hamper them with a restriction which greatly embarrasses 
the work and denies the responsibility of the Government, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say one single word with reference to 
this outlet question. There is one thing which gentlemen who advo- 
cate the outlet system seem to have entirely overlooked; it is not re- 
ferred to by either one of the distinguished gentlemen who addressed 
the committee at length on this subject; it is the decline in the land 
as it recedes from the river. Opposite mouth of Lake Providence the 
bank of Bayou Micon is 10 feet lower than that of the Mississippi, com- 
ing down to Delta opposite Vicksburg, the fall to the Tensas Swamp is 
15 feet; at Vidalia, opposite Natchez, the fall to Tensas is 12 feet, us 
itisapparent that the outlet system means the abandonment of the back 
country to annual overflow. 7 

We do not want any of it. We do not want to be made the victims 
of the idle theories of gentlemen who advocate something they do not 
know anything about and who would drown us in the effort to prove 
what, if they would believe the evidence of their senses, they would 
know is not true. With respect to the only real outlet of the Missis- 
sippi River, the Atchafalaya, I want to call the attention of gentlemen 
who are advocating that system to the fact that that outlet itself would 
have closed up several years ago but for the enormous expenditure of 
money which the Government has made to keep it open. The exist- 
ence of that outlet has caused Old River to fill up. One prong of Old 
River has filled up entirely, and the other prong can be kept open onl, 
by dredging and the most expensive works. If this Government h 
let it alone, the Mississippi would have divorced itself from the Atcha- 
falayaand would have closed that outlet four or five years ago. 

Now, in conclusion I will call attention to another fact which it 
seems to me is of very great importance in this connection, and that is 
that the Mississippi has, by its own action, shut up every outlet above 
the mouth of Red River. If gentlemen will look at the map they will 
find that the Bayou Bartholomew, the Bayou Bœuf, and the Bayous 
Macon and Tensas all formerly had outlets into the Mississippi River, 
but every one of them has been closed up by the action of the river 
itself. Formerly the Atchafalaya was not connected with the Missis- 
sippi River, but was a mere continuation of Red River. 

The Mississippi formed a counection with the Red River by one of 
those caves which threw it into the Red, and by that means the 
Atchafalaya became connected with the Mississippi, and the Red, 
abandoning its old channel, flowed down the Mississippi, Now, if the 
Mississippi had been let alone it would have closed that outlet si 
forming a bar entirely across the mouth of Red River, which woul 
have sent all the waters of Red and Black down the Atchafala; 
where it formerly ran, and there would now be a high bank where th 
Red empties into the Mississippi. 

I desire particularly to impress upon the gentlemen of this commit- 
tee the immense importance of this subject to the people of the valley, 
Upon the same line of principle on which this Government promotes the 
public welfare by making donations to public schools, upon the same 
principle upon which it has given to every State in the Union all of 
the lands in its respective limits subject to overflow, the to 
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be used for levees and drainage, upon the same principle that the 


amend the laws relating to shipping commissioners—to the House Cal- 


ublic domain has been set aside for pre-emption, giving 160 acres of | endar. 


d to every head of a family who would go and claim it, we de- 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Dis- 


mand that it shall promote the public welfare of five or six millions of | trict of Columbia, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 10193) 
e 


its citizens and of whole people of the United States by improving 

the navigation of this great river and at the same time protecting the 

2 upon its borders which are inundated by its overflow. [Ap- 
use. 

Mr. DERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, Imove that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is understood that all general debate upon 
this bill is now closed. 

The motion of Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Burrows, from the Committee of the Whole, reported 
that they had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8486) making ap- 
propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and had come to no resolution 


ereon. 
j Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I move that the House do now ad- 
ourn. 
PRINTING THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Will the gentleman withhold that motion a 
moment while I ask unanimous consent that 5,000 copies of the tariff 
bill as it passed the House be printed? A conference with members of 
the Committee of Ways and Means and other gentlemen upon the floor 
seems to show that that is desirable and I make the request for unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. COLEMAN. How many copies is it calculated that each mem- 
ber shall have? 

3 LAFOLLETTE. They will be distributed fairly among mem- 


Mr. COLEMAN, Are the 5,000 to be distributed among members? 
Mr. LAFOLLETTE. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. Is there chjection to the request of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin ? 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
ENROLLED BILIS SIGNED. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
bills of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

a (S. 1306) for the erection of a public building at Hudson, 

. V.; and 
A bill (S. 1207) granting a pension to Lydia K. White, a volunteer 
army nurse. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Brosrus, indefinitely. 

To Mr, WATSON, for eight days. 

To Mr. REILLY, until Tuesday next. - 

To Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia, for six days from May 23, on ac- 
count of important business. 

The motion of Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, was agreed to; and the 
House accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 20 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
GREEN AND BARREN RIVERS. 
Letter from the Acting Secretary of War, inelosing copy of an act rec- 


ommended for passage by the Chief of Engineers as applicable to the 
Green and Barren Rivers tothe Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred us follows: 
By Mr. McADOO: 


“fore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on the Eleventh Census be, and they are 
hereby, direoted to make inquiry into the questions proposed to be asked of 
citizens by the Census Bureau, or its agents, and to report by bill or otherwise, 
looking, if found necessary, to the proper restriction of the same; 


to the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and d of as follows: 
Mr. DINGLEY, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 


providing for the assessment and collection of water-main taxes—to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 7795) for the relief of 
henge property-owners in the city of Washington, D. C.—to the House 

endar. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 9747) to provide 
a permanent system of highways in that part of the District of Colum- 
bia lying outside of cities—to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 9319) granting relief to J. K. 
Botsford, of Wheeling, W. Va., for damages done to property by United 
gas troops during the late war—to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse. 

Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which was re- 
ferred a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury (H. R. Ex. Doc. 366), 
transmitting a communication from the Secretary of State with accom- 

nying papers in relation toa bill to credit George H. Owen, late 

nited States consul at Messina, with a certain sam expended by him 
for clerk-hire, ete., by authority of the State Department, but not here- 
tofore allowed in his accounts, reported a bill (H. R. 10394) for the relief 
of George H. Owen; which was read twice, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr, DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8890) granting an increase of 
pension to Lewis Solomon, a private in Company A, First Indiana In- 
fantry, Mexican war service—to the Committee of the Whole House, 

Mr. MILLIKEN, from the Committee on Public B and 
Grounds, reported favorably the joint resolution of the House(H. Res. 98) 
providing for the greater security of the public buildings in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and their contents from destruction or da: by 
fire—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
3 with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 9795) to pro- 
vide for further and additional purposes for which corporations may be 
formed within the District of Columbia—to the House Calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were intro- 
duced, severally read and referred as follows: 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 10389) to repeal the law creating the 
sinking.fund—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 10391) to amend an act entitled “‘An 
act to regulate commerce, approved February 4, 1887—to the Com- 
thittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 10392) to increase the 
compensation of jurors and witnesses in the United States courts in the 
Territory of Arizona—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: A bill (H. R. 10393) for the establishment 
of a dry-dock on the Government reservation near Algiers, La., with 
an appropriation therefor—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

2 r. SANFORD: A bill (H. R. 10395) subjecting oleomargarine 
to the provisions of the laws of the sev States—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. QUINN: A bill (H. R, 10433) to amend chapter 92, laws of 
1883, approved March 3, 1883, and further amended by chapter 325 of 
the laws of 1885, approved March 3, 1885, in relation to fixing the rate 
of letter postage in cities with a population of 100,000 or over—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
3 clause 2 of Rule XXII. the following change of reference was 
e: 
A bill (S. 3635) granting a pension to George Blum Committee on 
Invalid Pensions di and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. JASON B. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 10396) for the relief of 
Francis Woodward—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAINE: A bill (H. R. 10397) for the relief of Nathan Kim- 
ball, postmaster at Ogden, Utah—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 10398) for the 
relief of Mary A. Blaisdell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10399) granting a pension to Edward N. Pomeroy— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CLUNIE: A bill (H. R. 10400) for the-relief of Dr. Georg 


tries, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10104) to | Fischer—to the Committee on Claims. 


1890. 


. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


5159 


By Mr. COVERT: A bill (H. R. 10401) for the relief of J. H. Merrill 
to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10402) for the relief of J. H. Merrill to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 
By Mr. DE LANO: A bill (H. R. 10403) inereasing the pension of 
Richard Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 10404) granting a pension to William 
H. * late major of the Sixth Tennessee Mounted Infantry to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10405) granting a pension to Joseph Merchant, 
late of Company K, Tenth Ohio Cavalry, and Company I, Sixteenth 
United States Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10406) for the relief of J. M. Slaughter, of Cleve- 
land, Tenn,—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10407) granting a pension to David H. Walker, 
late of Company D, Second Tennessee Infantry—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10408) for the relief of Robert N. White—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H. R. 10409) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Louis Erb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 10410) granting a pension to Eliz- 
abeth M. Chambers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 10411) ting a pension to Seth 
J, Crowhurst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10412) granting a pension to David Dewey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 10413) forthe relief of Mrs. Elizabeth 
Sparks—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 10414) in relation to the pay of Rear- 
Admiral O. S. Glisson, retired—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 10415) granting a pension to Moses 
L. Bunnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 10416) granting a pension to 
Samuel Emmet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H. R. 10417) for the relief of 
William Henry Hayden—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 10418) to increase the pension of 
Thomas A. Rowley, late brigadier-general United States Volunteers, to 
$50 per month—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

i Mr, PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 10419) granting a pension to Hannah 
25 e—to the Committee on Pensions, r 

“By Mr. PEEL (by request): A bill (H. R. 10420) for the relief of 
Robert F. Thompson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 10421) granting arrears of pension to 
Na G. Gurney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10422) for the relief of Walter Sorrell—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 10423) granting a pension to Ed- 
mund Backers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 10424) for the relief of Capt. John 
Taylor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 10425) for the relief of J. 
A. Mellon, of Yuma County, Arizona—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. SWENEY: A bill (H. R. 10426) granting increase of pension 

to Abraham Forry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 10427) granting a pen- 
sion to Ruth Collier, of Tennessee tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 10428) granting a pension to Tru- 
man P. Page—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 10429) for the relief 
of Uriah Bryant—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10430) for the relief of George Richardson to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 10431) granting an honorable dis- 

to John McFarland—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 10432) granting a pension to Nancy 
Shotwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARNES, of Georgia: Petition of Cedar Alliance, No. 110, 
Washington County, Georgia, for improvement of Galveston Harbor — 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of W. H. Bennett and others, citizens of Lincoln 
County, Georgia, for the same purpose—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, 

Also, petition of others, citizens of the same county and State, for 
the same purpose—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BERGEN: Petition of citizens of Bridgeborough, N. J., fora 
Pr abidang needless Sunday work and traffic—to the Committee on 

r. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of 229 persons in Pennsylvania for a 

national Sunday- rest law—to the Committee on Labor. 


Also, petition of employés in knitting mill, asking for a vigorous 
support for the McKinley bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of citizens of Winn Parish, Louisi- 
ana, asking passage of Butterworth bill to prevent dealings in options 
and futures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BLOUNT: Petition of farmers of Jones County, Georgia, in 
favor of Senate bill 2716, for improving Galveston Harbor—to the Com-. 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Resolutions of Antwerp Alliance, No. 64, in 
favor of the Butterworth bill—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: Petition of 25 citizens of 
Washington, D. C., for a national Sunday-rest law—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

Also, petition of P. P. Johnston, H. C. Payne, and 185 citizens of 
Lexington and county of Fayette, Kentucky, for the free coinage of 
silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of citizens of Michigan, in favor of 
Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of employés of knitting mill, of Man- 
heim, Pa., for passage of the McKinley bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROWER: Petition of E. A. Hammer and 9 others, citizens 
of Guilford County, North Carolina, for Daigo of Senate bill 2716, 
providing for improvement of Galveston Harbor—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, W of A. M. Veazey and 15 others, citizens of Granville 
County, North Carolina, for the same improvement—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, petition of R. F. Knott and 60 others, of Granville County, 
North Carolina, asking of House bill 7162 or Senate bill 2806— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John E. Fant dnd 25 others, of Forsyth County, 
North Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways an 


Means. 

Also, petition of F. N. Pfall and 23 others, of Forsyth County, North 
Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of S. D. Clayton and 85 others, of Person County, North 
Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of George A. Rogers and 27 others, of Person County, 
North Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways an 
Means, 

Also, petition of E. A. Hammer and 19 others, of Guilford County, 
North Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of J, D. Pleasants and 20 others, of Granville County, 
North Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of W. A. Blalock and 54 others, of Person County, 
North Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 
M 


eans. 

By Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE: Petition of 96 citizens of Indiana, 
for the perpetuation of the national-banking system to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BUNN: Petition of the Bond Hill Alliance, Durham County, 
favoring passage of Senate bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia: Petition of citizens of Gwinnett 
County, Georgia, for the passage of Senate bill 2716—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 1 

Also, petition of S. J. Stancil and 11 others, of Cherokee County, 
Georgia, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


Also, petition of H. R. Howard and 28 others, of Jackson County, 
Georgia, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 


Also, petition of citizens of Habersham County, Georgia, in favor of 
Senate bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Jackson County, Georgia, in favor of a 
bill a improve Galveston Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of T. Pickett and others, of Cherokee County, Georgia, 
for improvement of Galveston Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Cherokee County, Georgia, for appropri- 
ation for Galveston Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Banks County, Georgia, for the passage 
of Senate bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr, CANDLER, of Massachusetts: Petition for Sunday-rest law 
from the Baptist and Con tional churches of Blackstone, Mass,— 
to the Committee on the Jadisiary; 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Many petitsons in favor of Sunday rest—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. , 

By Mr. COBB: Petition of James M. Taylor and 20 others, citizens 
of Macon County, Alabama, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of Duluth Board of Trade, protesting 
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spesi passage of Honse bill defining options—to the Committee on 
ays and Means. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of Peter Dickoph and 40 others, of Story 
County, Iowa, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and M 


eans. 

By Mr. COVERT: Papers in claim of John B. Merrill to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Memorial of Post No. 281, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Armstrong County, Pennsylvania, favoring dependent and serv- 
ice pension bills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Post No, 399, Grand Army of the Republic, Cowans- 
burgh, Westmoreland County, Pennsylvania, in favor of dependent 
pension and service-pension bills—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of W. H. Roberson and 39 others, from 
Brazoria County, Texas, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRISP: Petition of R. Patton and 24 others, from Schley 
County, Georgia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of D. L. Rickley and 24 others, from Dooley County, 
Georgia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of W. F. Herring and others, citizens of Irwin County, 
Georgia, urging the passage of bill fordeep-water harbor at Galvyeston— 
to the Committee on Kivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of J. W. Smith and others, citizens of Macon County, 
he for the same subject—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs. 


By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of J. M. Harrell and 41 others, from 
Clay County, Missouri, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of J. G. Barrow and others, protesting 
against the passage of the compound-lard bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

y Mr. ENLOE: Petition on claim of Lonisa Neal, of Shelby County, 
Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition on claim of James Bain, of Madison County, Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition on claim of Stephen W. Malone, 
Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition on claim of Margaret Bogan, of Shelby County, Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. EWART: Petition of S. D. Green and other citizens of 
Rutherford County, North Carolina, for passage of House bill 7162— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. FEATHERSTON: Petition on claim of William F. G. How- 
ard, of St. Francis County, Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLOWER: Petition of Silas Davis, of Chaumont, N. V., ask- 
ing Congress to pay him for a cargo of stone lost on Lake Ontario—to 
the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. GREENHALGE: Petition of J. H. Kidder, William H. Ja- 
quith, Byron Truell, and others, for the perpetuation of the national- 
banking system—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petitions from Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union and other associations in Ohio, for a national Sunday-rest 
law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: Petition of citizens of North Dakota, for 
a change in the financial system of the Government—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HARE: Petition of J. W. Cain and 32 others, from Clay County, 
Texas, for passage of House bill 838—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. > 

Also, petition of F. J. Ettis and 32 others, from Grayson County, 
Texas, for passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Waysand 
Means. : 2 

Also, petition of R. P. O’Brien and 32 others, from Clay County, 
Texas, for passage of House bill 838 —to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. HARMER; Memorial of the employésof J. H. A. Klander & 
Co., of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of the passage of the McKinley tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the employés of Muchling & Johnson, of Phila- 
Sapas Pa., for the same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

Also, memorial of the employés of Germantown Knitting Mills, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., for the same measure—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of the Military Order of the Loyal Legion 
of the United States, State of Iowa, for the rapid publication of the offi- 
_ cial records of the rebellion—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL; Petition of Hon. James R. Magilland 20 others, 
citizens of Kershaw County, South Carolina, in favor of an appropria- 
tion for Galveston Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


of Tipton County, 


By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Paper from Angus Sinclair, esq., 
editor of the National Car and Locomotive Builder, urging legislation 


to provide for an inspector of railroads and railroad accidents—to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, paper from T. S. Bailey, Cedar Rapids, Iowa, in behalf of House 
bill 338810 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper from R. M. Marion, Manchester, Iowa, protesting against 
the passage of the Morrill bill to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Bremer County Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Association, favoring amendment to the interstate-commerce bill 
in the interest of temperance—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Military Order of the Loyal Legion of the 
United States, Des Moines, Iowa, urging the speedy publication of the 
official records of the rebellion—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Also, resolution of the Dubuque Baptist Association, of Dubuque, 
Towa, praying for an amendment to the interstate-commerce law—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial and resolution of the Loyal on of the 
United States, favoring rapid publication of official records of war of the 
rebellion—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania: Petition of officers and members 
of William Slouffer Post, Grand Army of the ng e No. 565, Burn- 
side, Clearfield Connty, Pennsylvania, asking for service pension and 
protesting against the Morrill bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr, LACEY: Petition of citizens of Jasper County, Iowa, ask- 
ing the of special act for relief of Susan A. Dean—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, evidence, ete., in fer pension case of Moses L. Bunnell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of J. E. Easthorn and 25 others, of Cal- 
lahan County, Texas, asking passage of House bill '7162—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. $ 

By Mr. LEE: Petition of citizens of Virginia, for subtreasury bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of other citizens of the same State, for the same pur- 
pose—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of Robert H. Tyler and 76 others, citizens of Prince 
William County, Virginia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Mrs. William Francis, widow, for reference of her 
claim to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Robert Green, of Culpeper County, Virginia, for ref- 
< of his claim to the Court of Cla’ to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, petition of Willis Long, of Fauquier County, Virginia, for same 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Mr. Waters, of Prince William County, Virginia, 
for same relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of James L. Lowery, of Stafford County, Virginia, for 
same relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of John R. Hornbaker, of Prince William County, 
Virginia, for same relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition on claim of Robert Barttry, of Orange County, Vir- 
ginia—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, panon on claim of Miss Sarah A. Freeman, of Culpeper 
County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims, ” 

Also, petition on claim of Sarah A. Beckham, of Virginia—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition on claim of Francis F. Curtis, of Fauquier County, 
Virginia—to the Committee on War P 

By Mr. LESTER, of Virginia: Petition of citizensof Franklin County, 
Virginia, for Galveston Harbor improvement—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Petition of T. L. Pugh and 164 others, of 
Sampson County, North Carolina, in favor of House bill '7162—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of T. T. Smith and 88 others, of Wayne County, North 
Carolina, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

Also, petition of W. J. Ham and 81 others, of Wayne County, North 
oe in fayor of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of J. B. Huske and 22 others, of Cumberland County, 
North Carolina, in favor of House bill 7162 to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of John A. Williams, of Wayne County, North Caro- 
lina, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of Captain King Post, No. 105, Grand 
amy of the Republic, asking that the soldiers of Hall’s Gap Battalion 
be placed on the same footing in regard to pension rights as other 
Federal soldiers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition on claim of James C. Green, of Phillips 
County, Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

5 papers in ease of David Robbins to the Committee on War 


ms. 
Also, petition of U. B. Story and 64 others, of Hempstead County, 
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Ar asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of B. D. Gleghorn and 16 others, from Hempstead 
County, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of James Wake and 87 others, citizens of Hempstead 
County, Arkansas, in favor of the Galveston Harbor improvement—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of R. S. Syfert and 34 others, citizens of Howard 
County, Arkansas, asking for a deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of citizens of Newville, Cumberland County, 
Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of laws to perpetuate the na- 
tional-banking system—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of J. S. Hobbs and others, for an inter- 
national copyright law—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of Post-Office Clerks’ Association of San 
Francisco, Cal., praying for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Of- 
fice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Petition of female operatives 
employed in knitting-mills, favoring the enactment of the McKinley 
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of Hon. J. F. Slagle and others, citizens 
of Pittsburgh, Pa., praying that the pension of General Thomas A. 
Rowley be increased to $50 per month—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

N. hye PAYNE: Petition of Hannah Coyle, for pension—to the Com- 
mi on Pensions, : 

By Mr. PAYNTER: Petition of Lawrence Victor, for increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PENINGTON: Petition in favor of pure food, by H. C. Lewis 
and 16 others, from Sussex County, Delaware—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition in favor of passage of the McKinley 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
Rutherford County, Tennessee, against passage of compound lard bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition on claim of Samuel K. Johnson, of 
Rapides Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of John Macbins, for reference of claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition on claim of Mrs. Susan A. Biggs, of Madison Parish, 
Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petitionsof citizens of Massachusetts, for the 
ym of an international copyright bill—to the Committee on the 


Also, petition of citizens of the same State, for a perpetuation of the 
national-banking system—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition of Robert C. Davidson, mayor of Baltimore, 
Md., asking to refer claim of said city for use and repairs of La Fa- 
yette Square to Court of Claims under so-called Bowman act—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of J. W. Buthill and 97 others, from 
Bastrop County, Texas, asking passageof House bill 7162—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. W. Kingel and 17 others, of Medina County, 
Texas, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SCULL: Memorial of Grange No. 878, Somerset County, 
Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of law for free coinage of sil- 
ver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of Kansas City Commercial Club, re- 
specting reciprocal treaty with Mexico—to the Committee on Foreign 


By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of J. J. Purvis and 37 others, citizens of 
Hertford County, North Carolina, for passage of Senate bill 2716—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 7 

By Mr. SMITH, of Arizona: Petition of many citizens of Arizona, 
praying for increase of compensation of jurors and witnesses in Federal 
courts in Arizona—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of citizens of Illinois, favoring House 
bill 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: Petition of Mrs. E. B. D. Vaughan, 
of Covington County, Georgia, for reference of her claim to Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Mattie A. D. Vaughan, of Jonesborough, Ga., for 
the same relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition on claim of Horatio Woodward, of Grimes County, 
Texas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of S. T. Jones and 34 others, 
from Kentucky, for passage of the subtreasury bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, a petition from W. H. Calvert and 25 others, from Marshall 
County, Kentucky, for the same measure—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of C. D. Holt and 87 others, from Calloway County, 
Kentucky, for the same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


Also, memorial of citizens of Marshall County, Kentucky, praying 
passage of bill for deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of J. A. Werson and 69 others, of Graves County, Ken- 
tucky, asking passage of House bill 838—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. r 

By Mr. STUMP: Petition of W. T. Wharburton and others, for per- 
petuation of national-banking system—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Resolutions of the Commandery of the Loyal 
Legion, of the State of Iowa, requesting Congress to provide for the 
further publication of records of the rebellion—to the Committee on 
Printing. 


By Mr. TURNER, of Georgia: Petition of A. P. Smith and 27 others, 


citizens of Worth County, Georgia, for the passage of House bill 7162 
or Senate bill 2806—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Red Oak Alliance, against the Conger lard bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. R. Brown and other members of Rural Alliance, 
of Decatur County, Georgia, in favor of the bill appropriating $6,200,- 
000 for the improvement of the Galveston Harbor—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of M. S. Cheshire and 17 others, citizens of Colquitt 
County, Georgia, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of A. J. Turtty and 16 others, citizens of Colquitt 
County, Georgia, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of T. E. Young and 36 others, of Brooks County, 
Georgia, in favor of the same subject—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of J. R. Maxwelland 12others, citizens of Decatur 
County, Georgia, in favor of the same subject—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of David Champion and 16 others, citizens of Worth 
County, Georgia, in favor of the same subject—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance ea of Encinitos, Cal., for Sunday-rest law—to the Committee 
on Labor. f 

By Mr. WALLACE, of New York: Petition of Isabella J. Ramsdell, 
for arrears of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Resolution of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
Robertson County, Tennessee, for passage of subtreasury bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition of Farmers’ Alliance, for 
passage of subtreasury bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, letter of Col. J. M. Wilson, relative to Bell telephone at West 
Point—to the Committee on Military i 3 ` 


Afairs. 
By Mr. WHITING: Petition of John H. Smith and 186 others, resi- 


dents of Michigan, in favor of Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: Petitions of 203 citizens of Ohio, asking for a 
national Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: Petition of C. Kohn and 116 others, praying 
for the passage of laws for the perpetuation of the national-banking 
system—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: Petition signed by citizens of Ham- 
ilton County, Illinois, favoring passage of House bill 7162 or Senate 
bill 2806—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, May 23, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 10252) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
for taking the eleventh and subsequent censuses, approved March 1, 
1889, and amended January 23, 1890, was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table. = 7 

The bill (H. R. 10390) making an appropriation to supply a deficiency 


in the appropriation for public printing and binding for the last quarter 


of the fiscal year 1890 was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 5 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of P. Long and 72 other 
operatives in the knitting-mill at Manheim, Pa., the petition of Charles 
E. McKaig and 113 other operatives in the knitting-mill at 195 Hunt- 
ington street, Philadelphia, Pa., and the petition of Harriet Gardiner 
and 74 other knitting-mill operatives at Philadelphia, Pa., pra; for 
the passage of the M ey tariff bill; which were referred to the — 
mittee on Finance. 
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Mr. CAMERON. I present a petition of the Naval Veteran Legion 
of the United States of America, and ask that it be read. 

There being no objection, the petition was read, and ordered to lie 
on the table, as follows: 


[Naval Veteran Legion of the United States of America, Commodore Charles 
Lawrence, commander-in-chief.] 
Navat HALL, EIGHTH AND VINR STR 
Philadelphia, Pa., May 9, 


United States (an 
the United 


revenue- 
of in- 


recommend 
the services as being for the best interests of the Government and Navy. The 
duties, etc., of the cutter service furnish a field for the younger officers of the 
Navy for practical education in seai ip, piloting on the coast and rs, 
e can to the naval and military character of the cutter service and 

during war while co-operating with the Navy and acting 
independently, notably in the cases of the Naugatuck,Stevens’s Submerged Bat- 
tery, Harriet ane: Miam: Cuyahoga, Nemeha, eto. 

At the close of the war, when the cutter service was increased, those who re- 
ceived appointments and commissions therein had served in the and 
volunteer navy with credit and received the thanks of the Department. The 
great majority of the present personnel are composed of this class. In all of the 
naval ope in which the nation has been involved the revenue-cutters, 
officers, and crews have taken an active and co 

Believing that both services would be greatl nefi by the transfer, we 
hope that our petition will receive the theughtfal consid ion and action of 


icuous 


Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of employés of the Kalamazoo 
Knitting Company, of Milwaukee, Wis., a petition of the Mazo Manie 
Knitting Company, of Mazo Manie, Wis., and a petition of James 
Temple and 45 others, employés of a knitting mill at Ripon, Wis., 

for the of the tariff bill now pending before Congress; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BERRY. I present a petition of the United States Antimony 
Company, of Antimony City, Ark., in favor of an increase of duty on 
antimony. I wish to state that while I consider it my duty to present 
the petition I do not agee with the petitioners, because I am opposed 
to protecting any article for the sake of protection, I move that the 

tion be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COLQUITT presented a petition of citizens of Butler, Bates 
County, Missouri, praying for the passage of a bill making it unlawful 
to transport liquors from any State or Territory in the United States 
into any other State or Territory contrary to the laws thereof; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of citizens of Guthrie, Ky., pray- 
ing for the free coinage of silver; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

r. VANCE presented the petition of Fountain Jackson and 30 
other citizens of pson County, North Carolina, praying for the pas- 
sage of House bill 7162 and Senate bill 2806, in order to relieve the 

resent depressed condition of agriculture; which was referred to the 
ttee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr, GORMAN presented the petition of Edwin Higgins and W. G. 
Herbert, president and secretary of the Maryland State Temperance 
Alliance, praying for the passage of Jaws to prohibit the tion 
of intoxicating liquors into any State or Territory or the District of 
Sarr in violation of the laws thereof; which was ordered to lie on 

e table. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a jointresolution of the Legislature of 
Kentucky; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed in the REcoRD, as follows: 


Whereas John J. Tulley, a citizen of Louisville, Ky., and one of the three he- 
roic men who devoted their lives and means to the saving of human life on the 
Falis of Ohio River for seven years, and who was one of the originators of the 
present efficient Life-Saving Service at said falls; and 

Whereas whilst in the service of the United States as a member of the said 
Life-Saving Service and whilst on duty under orders of his chief, on the falls 
saving the life of f low-beings, the boat in which he and others of the 
were was swept over the dam and capsized, and from the injuries received at 
the time and the exposure in the cold water he was permanently injured: 


Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Ki 
TION 1. That our Representatives and Senators in Congress be, and are hereby, 
requested to use all legal means to obtain a pension for said Tulley from the 
Government that he served so well and faithfully. 

Src. 2. This resolution to take effect from and after its adoption. 

Became a law without signature of governor April 25, 1890. 

A true copy: 


: SEC- 


HARRY GLENN, Clerk Senato, 


Mr. BLACKBURN presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Kentucky; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: . 


Whereas in ember, October, and November 1862, the Ohio, Ind and 
Michigan Un States cope — EN on the farm of Mrs. Catharine Morin, 
a widow lady residing near Ne in pbell Counts, and while there 


bull built about 800 

of intrenchments and rifle-pits through the most valuable pores of said 
brick residence intoa hospital 

soldiers a period of about three months, 
burned for fuel about 1,000 panels of yaluable plank fencing and and cut 
and destroyed much valuable timber for fuel, the property of the said Catharine 


and 


A e ee ee eee and 


Wh mage 80 

had the damage so done her by said sold assessed 
inst nited States asking that said claim be paid, 

ich claim has been lost or mislaid by the attorney employed by her to pros- 
sonte the same, so that the claim has never been adjudicated nor paid; Now, 
erefore, 
Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, That 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress be, and they are hereby, requested 
to do all in their power for the passage of a act of Congress for the ben- 
efit of the heirs of the said Catharine Morin, providing for the payment by the 
United States Government of said damages to said hi 

— 


w 


HARRY GLENN, Clerk Senate. 


Mr. BLAIR. I presenta petition of Storer Post, No. 1, Grand Army 
of the Republic, signed by M. T. Betton, first post commander, and 
other officers of the post, requesting the Senators from New Hampshire 
to support the inclosed bill to pension soldiers and sailors suffering 
from anchylosis as for the loss of the leg at the hip. 

I think that bill was introduced by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar]. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of the city of Allegheny, Pa., praying for the reconsideration 
and passage of the educational bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented the petition of Moses Sargent, Daniel W. Gale, 
Hiram N. Allen, and 92 other employés of the knitting-mill at Bel- 
mont, N. H., praying for the passage of the McKinley tariff bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of C. N. Thornbury, of The 
Dalles, Wasco County, Oregon, and the heirs of Col. Charles McDermit, 
praying compensation for losses sustained by Indian depredations in 
the States of California and Oregon in 1851; which was referred to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. CAMERON submitted a report intended to accompany the bill 
(S. 200) providing for the establishment of a navy-yard and dry-dock 
on the Government reservation near Algiers, La., with an appropria- 
tion therefor, heretofore reported by him; which was ordered to be 


rinted. 
? Mr. BARBOUR, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3106) appropriating $50,000 for im- 


proving the public road in dria County, State of Virginia, con- 
necting the Chain, Aqueduct, and Bridges, and running in front 
of the Arlington National Cemetery, asked that the committee be dis- 


from its further consideration, and that the bill be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 
Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 


ill 

esse Chapman; : 

5111) for the relief of William Allen; 

4522) granting a pension to J. N. Jordan; 

3224) granting a pension to Sally Powell; È 

R. 6288) granting a pension to Catherine Talkington; and 
H. R. 5719) for the relief of Harrison Tryon. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4185) to increase the pension of Mrs. Antonia B. 
Lynch, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
3382) to increase the pension of Mrs. Antonia B, Lynch, reported ad- 
versely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 4895) to increase the pension of Everhard Welter, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2523) to increase the panes of Everhard Welter, reported ad- 
versely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PASCO, Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3817) for the protection of actual set- 
tiers who have made homestead or pre-emption entries upon the pub- 
lic lands of the United States in the State of Florida, upon which de- 
posits of phosphate have been discovered since such entries were made, 
to report it favorably, with amendments, and to ask for its immediate 
consideration. I ask that the bill be read, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Has the bill just been reported? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It is this morning reported from the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have had a letter on the subject, which I sent to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and I should like to have the bill 
printed and lie over until to-morrow. 
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Mr. PASCO. I will state that the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands handed me the letter, and I think the Senator from Ohio 
will see that all the suggestions made in that letter have been practi- 
cally carried out by the bill as pees to be amended. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A day’s delay will not do any harm. I should 
like to look at the bill. 

Mr. PASCO. Then Fask that the bill be printed and placed on the 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3871) granting a pension to Kate Woodbridge Michaelis, 
rted it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, asked to be discharged from their further 
consideration, and that they be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; which was agreed to: 

A bill 8. 3883) for the relief of William H. Young; and 

A bill (S. 3896) regulating settlement of military claims. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3097) authorizing the appointment of an assist- 
ant sword-master at the military academy, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3796) to provide for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Racine, in the 
State of Wisconsin, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1980) granting a pension to Nellie R. Ue, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report the 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was ee ct the bill 
(S. 3709) granting a pension to Nellie R. Cook, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced s bill (S. 3922) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ezra A. Miller; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 3923) providing for the erection 
of an equestrian statue of General Francis Marion; which was read 
twice by its titl ang 8 to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. McPHE Ny Sere ve introduced a bill (S. 3924) for the 
relief of Samuel Rand elton Parker, and other graduates of the Na- 
val Academy, who, having completed their four years’ course at the 
Naval Academy prior to August 5, 1882, were discharged from thesery- 
ice under the act of August 5, 1882; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL (at the request of the vat (a 8 Political Al- 
ae of Washington, D. C.) introduced a bill (S. 3925) to provide for 

the expansion of the currency, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3926) to establish an assay of- 
fice at Baker City, in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on ance. 

Mr. HIGGINS introduced a bill (S. 3927) granting a pension to Maria 
E. Baker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introdueed a joint resolution (S. R. 87) expressing 
the sense of Congress as to the of existing laws providing pen- 
sions for those soldiers and sailors who have sustained the greater loss 
of an arm and a leg or who have sustained the lesser loss of one hand 
and one foot; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


IMPORTED LIQUORS—STATE LAWS. 


Mr. FAULKNER. Isubmit an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to the bill (S. 398) subjecting imported liquors to the provisions 
of the laws of the several States, which I ask may be read and printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read, if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 4 

Strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill and insert: 
That when fermented, distilled, or intoxicating liquids or — are trans- 
ported or conveyed bya common carrier as an article of commerce from a State 
Dr Territo into another State or Territory, such fermented, distilled, or intoxi- 
cating liquids or liquors, so transported or conveyed, shall be conside: ered as in- 
corporated as à part of the common mass of property within such State or Ter- 
ritory, and subject to its regulation, control, or taxation, in the exercise of its 
police powers, on delivery of the original package by the common carrier tothe 


owner or con: ee.“ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will lie on the table 
and be printed. 
EDUCATIONAL FUND REPORT. 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the adoption of the following order: 

Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor 3 ,000 copies of Senate Report No. 1028. 

Itisa sey brief but important report and will cost buta mere trifle. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. order will be agreed to if there 
be no objection. It is agreed to, 


AFFAIR AT CEDAR KEYS, FLA. 


Mr. CALL. I offer the following resolution: 


Be it resolved by the Senate, That the President be, and dg rn ae obese 
to communicate to the Senate such information as may be in the possession of 
the executive department relating to the landing of an armed force from the 
United States revenue: cutter McLane at Cedar Ke oys Fla., and the entry of the 
homes of citizens by force, and their t of citizens of the United States in 
the surrounding country, and the authority under which the commanding offi- 
cer of the cutter acted. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the present cone 
sideration of the resolution? 27 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it go over. I do not know that it states the 
truth. 
8 PRESIDENT pro lempore. The resolution will lie over and be 
print 
DISTRICT STREET RAILROAD TAXES. 


Mr. HARRIS submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, and it is hereby, 
directed to investigate the rate of taxation imposed upon the various street 
railroads in the District of 8 and the methods of assessment and col- 
lection, and report by bill or oth 

BILLS RECOMMITTED. 

Mr. CALL. Lask the unanimous consent of the Senate to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill (S. 27) granting a on to Samuel 
D. Hurlburt, of Company G, Ninth Regiment of Iowa Veteran Volun- 
teers, was indefinitel postponed i in my absence, and that the bill be 
recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the vote 


by which the bill was indefinitely postponed will be reconsidered and 
the bill recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. It is so ordered. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 3111) to 
permit manufacture and printing of securities for foreign Governments, 
and for other purposes, which was reported from the Committee on 
Finance by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], be recommitted to 


the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be“no objection, the bill 

will be recommitted to the Committee on Finance. It is so ordered. 
AMENDMENT ro BILL. 

Mr. PADDOCK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 3719) to provide for the inspection of live cattle 
and beef products intended for export to foreign countries; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MOPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had a bill (H. R. 9416) to 
reducethe revenue and bh ane Apc on imports, and for other pur- 
poses; in which it requested concurrence of the Senate, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had K 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 1306) for the erection of a public building at Hudson, N. 
V.; and 

A bill (S. 1207) granting a pension to Lydia K. White, a volunteer 
army nurse. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
a oe be none, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII 

order. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the RATA reali e bill. 

tion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole. umed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8909) making ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 


1801, and for other purposes. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be 
sta A 


The Cuter CLERK. On page 13, ing with the semicolon 
after the word dollars, in line 20, the Committee on Appropriations 
report to strike out all down to and including the word available,“ in 
line 24, as follows: 

; for reconstructing building Nos. 45 and 46, destro: 
at the United States navy yard, Portsmouth, N. H., oon 
$50,000, appropriation to be immediately available. 

Mr. HALE. The amendment that was actually reserved at the re- 
quest of the Senator from Massachusetts was the next one, saa, e 
the navy-yard at Boston. That was the immediate amendmen’ 
was up 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment referred to will be 
stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. The committee also to strike out line 25, 
on page 13, and lines 1, 2, and 3, on page 14, in the following words: 
8 ite end of granite siera eepe — 
2 2 ting granite dry. put necessary 


tby fire January 27, 1890, 
construction and repair, 
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Mr. HALE. That is the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. These two amendments were orig- 
inally submitted as one question. Upon suggestion they are to be 
divided. ‘The question recurs upon the amendment last reported. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that this particular amendment does not 
prai the question which has been debated by various Senators. 

at will come up on a later vote. This is merely the provision for 
preventing the dry-dock, which cost, I think, a million dollars, from 
going to destruction, and it is the amendment in regard to which I be- 
lieve all the members of the committee who spoke expressed a desire 


that it should be rejected. 
Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote. ; 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the questio; 


upon agreeing to the amendment.of the committee? 

Mr. COCKRELL, What is the amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempoge. It will be again read. 

Mr. HALE. It isthe Boston yard amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On 13 the committee report to strike out 
from line 25 to line 3, inclusive, on page 14, in the following words: 

Navy- Boston, * ` 
Badae hirren Eme raah Ayma na pea Erang A Ar 
backing and drainage, $50,000. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. Now, let the Portsmouth amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 13, line 20, beginning with the semi- 
colon after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ the committee report to strike out all 
down to and including the word available,“ in line 24, as follows: 

; for reconstructing buildings Nos. 45 and 46, destroyed by fire January 27, 1890, 
atthe United States navy-yard, Portsmouth, N. II., te construction and repair, 
+ $50,000, appropriation to be immediately available. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment just read. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I do not like to make objection to 
any local interest. Ib is not a pleasant thing to do. Ihave been sup- 
porting for several years a liberal policy with reference to the building 
up of a respectable navy of the United States and making provision 
for plants to make ordnance of the first order. I am disposed to con- 
tinue that policy if we do not manifest a purpose to change the policy 
which was adopted in 1882 with reference to limiting the number of 
places for the construction of ships. 

This, with an appropriation made on page 27, I understand has for 

its object to put this back as one of the navy- yards of the country. 
Other provisions of the bill provide ſor it to be carried on as it has 
heretofore, without reference to this provision. We had adopted the 
policy of abandoning a great many of the navy-yards as yards of con- 
struction. If that policy is to be adhered to, then I shall be glad to 
give whatever support I can to the building up of a respectable navy, 
but if we are going to enter again upon the policy of the distribution 
of the money that should go to the building up of a navy for local 
patronage and benefits, then I shall certainly not beinclined to support 
such a measure. 

That is all I desire to say, simply that I want to see a ble 
navy built up. I want to see the money that is used applied to that 
purpose, and not distributed about in patches to answer local con- 
venience or to supply local patronage. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I had some little part in bringing about 
the legislation of 1882, to which the Senator from Texas has referred. 
I believed then that it was not wise to attempt to rebuild the Ameri- 
can Navy in the Government navy-yards, and that it could be better 
done in the private yards of the country; and the enterprise as it has 
been carried on since in those private establishments has demonstrated 
the soundness of the views that were entertained in 1882 by those who 
favored the legislation of that year. The naval vessels can better be 
built in private yards by the enterprise, skill, and ingenuity of private 
citizens than in the Government yards. In that I agree with the Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] and with all that was so clearly and 
forcibly presented by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] yes- 
terday afternoon. / 

This amendment was debated at some length yesterday, and I think 
it was then shown, or attempted to be shown, that this does not involve 
what the Senator from Maryland fears, what the Senator from Texas 
fears, the annulling and making for naught the whole plan of closing 
most of the yards of the Government, doing the work required to be 
done there in a few and haying the large amount of it done in private 


yards. 
That question is raised, and legitimately raised, when we reach the 
reserved amendments on page 27, where it is provided that an appro- 
riation shall be made toimprove the condition of certain yards for build- 
gand repairing iron and wooden ships. When those amendments are 
reached immediately after the disposition of the present amendment, 
that question will be clearly and legitimately before the Senate for its 
consideration. As wasstated, the amendment which is before the Sen- 
ate in lines 17 to 24 of page 13 does not involve committing Congress in 
any way to the proposition that the Portsmouth yard is to be used for 
any new work other than what is being done there now. In that re- 


spect it agrees precisely with the Boston clause which has just been, 
and I think wisely, adopted by the Senate, the committee amendment 
being rejected by the Senate. 

Since last night I have received an authoritative statement as to the 
uses of this building. The policy which was established with reference 
to the Portsmouth yard was that it should not be closed, but should 
be maintained for the work of repairs upon wooden ships, the building 
of furniture for the ships of the Navy, wooden and iron, for the build- 
ing of boats for the Navy, which can be better built there than anywhere 
else, for the spar-making and block-making which must be put upon 
every ship that is launched, and which can be better done there than 
anywhere as a place that in winter is always open. There a ship that 
comes from tropical climates with di crews and with impregnated 
woods or iron or machinery, or a cargo that needs to be taken into 
some Northern yard, may be attended to. Now, here is the statement 
that refers to this building that was unfortunately destroyed by fire. 
Senators will remember that if this calamity had not occurred nobody 
would be here claiming that this building should be taken down or 
sold or that anything should be done about it. 


This building was about 440 feet long, 65 feet wide, and was used as machine 
shop for ship fitting of wood and iron. It contained the futtock saws, band 
saws, circular panty hry tye machines, and planing machines which were used 
onship work, boat-building, spar-making, and block-making, It was also used 
as a work-shop for the shipwrights’ department. 

The second story was used for a cabinet-shop, in which was manufactured the 
furniture in part for the United States naval vessels. A portion of the second 
story was for varnishing-rooms, and the saw-filing machinery was also in 
the second story. 

The loss of this building seriously interferes with the facilities of doing the 
work now in hand and of wood-work which would naturally come to this yard 
in the repairing of wooden vessels and the building of boats, spars, blocks, and 
furniture for the steel cruisers now in process of construction, 


The suggestion was made by the Senator from Maryland that if the 
Government now appropriates for this building it must also appropri- 
ate for the tools that were lost with it; and that led meto inquire 
about two facts in that connection. Almost all the valuable tools were 
saved at the time of the fire, They are stored now and ready to be in- 
troduced in this building, which can be quickly put up. The Govern- 
ment has no necessity for resupplying that plant. In the tools are 
there and are useless without the building. The work is there, ready 
to be done. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Maine a ques- 
tion. I suppose a great many of us have to deal with questions of this 
nature to some extent on the authority of committees. We are unable 
to make the thorough personal examination that the case would de- 
mand. 

As I understand, the House of Representatives, after a very full and 
careful examination by their committee, have recommended the resto- 
ration of this clause. Our committee is divided, but the member of 
the committee who is also a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
agrees with the Senator from Maine in favor of the restoration of this 
clause. I wish to know, also, what the opinion of the Navy Depart- 
ment is, as far as the Senator knows it. 

Mr. HALE. I understand the Navy Department is in favor of re- 
storing this building. I have no doubt about that. 

Mr. HOAR. So that we have the authority of the Department in 
addition to the other which has been mentioned in favor of continuing 
or restoring these buildings. 

Mr. HALE. I think I may say in reference to the feeling of mem- 
bers of the Appropriations Committee on this subject that the only 
fear in opposing this clause was that it might be taken as involving 
Congress in the work of negativing the action of 1882 and reopening 
this yard for the general purposes of building and repairing. 

Now, if anything is clear to me—— ~ 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Maine permit me to inter- 
rupt him at this point? b 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand the Senator from Maine to say that 
the reconstruction of these buildings does not necessarily involve an 
appropriation for machinery, tools, ete. Now, I hold inmy hand Ex- 
ecutive Document 276 of this session, Fifty-first Congress, a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting to the Secretary of 
the Treasury a letter from the Bureau of Yards and Docks, making this 
recommendation, in which he uses this language: 


The Department spproves of the recommendation of the chief of the Bureau 
of Yards and Docks t appropriations be made to reconstruct the buildings 
and replace the machinery destroyed, 


The estimate then follows at the end of the communication: 
Estimates of appropriations required for the service of the fiscal year ending 
June 30,1890, by the Bureau of Yards and Docks, Navy Department. 


e 


ately available, no year. 
Construction and repair, 1890: 
For replacing the machinery destroyed by the fire at the navy-yard, 
Portsmouth, N. H., in January, 1890 (submitted) 


So that the Senator is unquestionably misinformed. 


$20, 000 


eee 


1890. 


Mr. HALE. On the other hand, I have that document here, and that 
Ted me to make the inquiry to which I have referred, and I Jearn from 
parties who were there at the time that, as I have said, most of the 
valuable part of the machinery was saved, and whatever may have 
been the impression at the time in the Department—these estimates 
are sometimes made up by clerks—that they would need $20,000 for 
replacing machinery, that isnot an actual need and will not be asked 
for and is not required. 

I hope under these considerations that the Senate will not go back 
upon the action of the House of Representatives, the desire of the De- 
partment, and the actual needs of the service, bat will consider this 
question when it comes to the amendments on page 27. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine a ques- 
tion for information. 

Mr. HALE. I shall be happy to listen to the Senator. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the value of the plant now at Portsmouth ? 

Mr. HALE. There have been expended and invested there by the 
Government between five and six million dollars, The value of the 
plant, as gained from different appropriations for buildings there and 
for permanent structures, is, I think, a little below $2,000,000. 

Mr. GEORGE. So that it only needs this $50,000 to make that plant 
of $2,000,000 available for work? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has put his question in an epigrammatic 
form and has given the whole substance of the case. All the work 
that was done in this yard that utilized the yard and made it of ac- 
count to the Government was done in this shop. This shop burned 
down, and we want it put up again in order to utilize the work there. 
Iam obliged to the Senator for putting it a great deal better than I could. 

Mr. CALL. - There are some other forcible reasons why these navy- 
yards should be maintained and why the Government work should in 
part at least be done at them. To concentrate the expenditures in the 
construction of vessels in the hands of two or three private parties in 
the United States in one particular locality is very unjust to the other 
portions of the country. The disbursement of large sums of the ex- 
penditures of the Government is of great importance to the immediate 
section of the country in which itis made. Again, the advantage to 
the mechanics, to the skilled workmen, of constructing large vessels in 
different portions of the country is very great. 

Again, the opportunities and the advantages of construction in dif- 
ferent sections of the country are quite as great in one as in the other, 
Take, for instance, Pensacola, Fla. There is no part of the United 
States where the iron and all the elements which are necessary for the 
construction of steel ships can be had more cheaply and conveniently 
than at this port with her magnificent harbor. The Government hasal- 
ready expended a large sum of money there, and that is being thrown 
away. 

I can see no possible reason why these navy-yards should not be re- 
fitted, why they should not be leased to the mechanics of the country 
who are able to make combinations and obtain the credit necessary for 
the construction of these vessels; and why the work should be confined 
to a few large capitalists who have the means to operate yards for the 
construction of ships, I can not see. With a little aid, each of these 
navy-yards can be rehabilitated and made equal to every necessity in 
the construction of vessels, and there is enough enterprise amongst the 
laboring people of this country and enough skill amongst the mechan- 
ies and enough capacity for organization to avail themselves of the op- 
portunity of leasing the plant of the Government at these different 
navy-y 
of the country in the construction of ships. 

For that reason, Mr. President, I shall vote for retaining the lan- 

- guage of the bill as it came from the other House, and shall at the 
proper time offer myself an amendment asking that an appropriation 
may be made for the rehabilitation of the yard at Pensacola. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations to 
strike out the words which have been read ? 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr.HALE. Mr. President, the next amendment reserved is on page 


5 eee DENS pro tempore. The next reserved amendment will 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 27 the Committee on Appropriations 
report to strike out from line 7 to line 11, inclusive, as follows: 

For improvement of plant at navy-yard, Portsmouth, N. H.: For additional 
tools other than those heretofore authorized, uired to further improve the 
condition of the yard for building and repairing iron and steel ships, $50,000. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, the vote which has just been taken, 
I suppose, indicates that a majority of this body have determined to 
follow the policy outlined in this bill as it comes from the other House 
for the re-establishment of these yards. I said yesterday all that I care 
to say with regard to that policy. I believe that it is vicious and bad 
afd wiil result in retarding the construction of the new Navy. The 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] was kind enough to say that 
he thought all of ns who were opposing this policy were simply fight- 
ing a windmill. I think, with great respect for the judgment of that 
Senator and others who disagree with me upon this matter, that he 
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and they are mistaken, I want to place upon the record before this 
yote is finally taken the conclusion of the commission, eee by 
the Secretary of the Navy in 1882, as to the i a of continuin 
the navy-yards at Portsmouth and at Boston. It is found in Executiv: 
Document No. 55, first session Forty-eighth Con That commis- 
sion was composed of Commodore S. B. Luce and Chief Engineer Charles 


t 


H. Loring; and Mr. A. B. Mullett was also a member of the commis- + 


sion, They say, on page 39: 
BOSTON AND PORTSMOUTH YARDS, 


Some differences of opinion exist in the commission in regard to the disposi- 
tion to be made of these yards. All agree that the navy-yard at Portsmouth 
is indefensible against a serious attack from a fleet of iron-clads with 
modern rifled ordnance, unless new and extensive fortifications should be 
erected for that Liga dine the cost of which would be so enormous as to ludė 
the consideration of such an expedient. Even then it would be so nerable 
to attack from a force landed to the eastward of the yard that it would require 
for itsdefense anequal force. Asaconsequence we recommend that no further 
expenditures be made thereon for improv nts of any kind. 

Mr. ALLISON, That is at Portsmouth? 
Mr. GORMAN. That is at Portsmouth. 

All agree that it would be difficult to overestimate the importance of the Bos- 
ton yard in time of war, and that it should be so improved as to utilize the water 
frontage to its utmost extent and at the earliest moment. No expenditures for 
fortifications would be uired for its defense beyond those demanded for the 
protection of the cityitself. All agree that any proposal to dispose of this mag- 
nificent property can not be too strongly condemned, All agree that the ro 
walk should be kept in operation, and that in view of this fact and of the 88 


s made at this yard, the sail-making depart- 


quality of the painted canvas 
ment should be kept in operation for the manufacture of tarpaulins and other 


similar articles for the entire Navy. 

A difference of opinion exists as to the immediate disposition to be made of 
these yards; two members believe that the yard at Portsmouth should be closed; 
one member believes that the yard at Boston should be retained in active op- 
eration; one member considers ſt important to keep Portsmouth navy-yard open 
for the reception and refitting of ships returning from southern stations; and 
that any repairs needed by wooden ships can be made there as well and as 
cheaply as atany other yard. But he coneurs with the other members of the 
commission that its importance and value for ship-building have passed away 
and that it must be closed whenever the necessity for the repair of wooden 
vessels ceases. 

Mr. President, during the last year, as I understand, the total amount 
of expenditures for the repair of what few wooden vessels are remain- 
ing, the small boats that are constructed, and the other parts of the 
Navy assigned to be made in that yard was only about $10,000; and 
as time rolls on, as these old vessels pass out of existence, as they will, 
there will be absolutely no use for the Portsmouth yard unless it is in- 
tended, as I believe it is, to attempt the experiment of reviving this 
yard as a constructing yard. I think that that would be most unfort- 
unate in every aspect of the case. 

The large appropriations which have been made in the — four or 

five years have resulted in opening private yards, as I said yesterday, 
upon the Pacific, on the Delaware, in New York Harbor, and at Balti- 
more, and the indications are that we are to have one upon the Gulf. 
Not only have we been able to construct these fast cruisers at a rea- 
sonable cost in these private yards—and they would not have been 
created but for the liberal appropriations made by the Government for 
the construction of the Navy but they have advanced the interest of 
constructing ships for commerce to an extent never dreamed of ten 
years ago. 
If we are to abandon that policy of encouraging private enterprise, as 
the vote of the Senate seems to indicate, let it appear, let it plainly ap- 
pear, that the great party which has the majority in both branches of 
Congress have deliberately entered upon a scheme of g these 
ards to be run as great government machines, and that they have 
abandoned the policy which both the great parties four years ago 
agreed was necessary and in the interest of the whole country. 

I speak of the parties with great freedom in this connection, because 
I want to testify here now that during the last Administration, a Dem- 
ocratic Administration, this body, the majority of which was opposed 
to the party then in power, was liberal in its action in appropriating 
money for the Navy, and it was in advance of the other branchof 
which was in accord with the Administration politically. The result 
has been that you have constructed these great ships of War Which, as 
I said yesterday, are the pride of the American nation and are equal to 
any of their class upon the ocean. 

We have had a most remarkable spectacle, one that ought to be re- 
corded. The Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Tracy, the successor.of the 
gentleman who was Secretary under Mr. Cleveland’s Administration, 
when the cruiser Baltimore made her trial trip telegraphed ex-Secre- 
tary Whitney: $ 

Permit me to congratulate you on the magnificent performance of the Balti- 
more. 

It was an achievment which was unequaled in the world. - It was a 
generous act on the part of Secretary Tracy to accord to his predecessor 
the full credit for the result. Only a broad, manly man would have so 
acted. It has had a tendency at least with me to strengthen my con- 
viction that those of us who differ with this Administration will do 
well toemulate the example of the other side during the past Adminis- 
tration by voting ore appropriations for the Navy, but insisting, as 
I now do and as I believe Secretary Tracy desires should be done, on 
„ of the plan of constructing the ships in the private 
yards, 
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Iam glad to see from his reports and from the communi- 
cations made by him officially to the committees of this body, of which 
I happen to have knowledge, that the present Secretary of the Navy is 
utterly opposed to reopening the Portsmouth yard, the Boston yard, 
the Pensacola yard, and all the others which have been practically 
closed, and believes in the policy of only maintaining the yards at Nor- 
folk and New York for the purpose of construction, and giving the bal- 
ance of the work of the construction of these great ships that we are 
providing for in this bill to private enterprise. 

Mr. President, it is a serious matter toabandon the theory upon which 
we have gone on. In reading the statement made by Mr. Cramp, the 
great ship-builder, a short time since before a committee in another 

ranch of this Congress, I find that Mr. Cramp made this remarkable 
statement for the purpose of showing what could be accomplished in 
this country if we continue to pursue the policy inaugurated by Sec- 
retary Whitney, the former Secretary of the Navy. Mr. Cramp stated: 


The CHAIRMAN, Is it not a fact in the economy of building ships that the great 
lants on the Clyde have considerable advantage over the American ship-yard 
their great labor-saving appliances? 

Mr. Cramp, To some extent; but that isa matter of development of an in- 
The Onarnuax. Does not that enter greatly into this question of ship-build- 


ig Cramp. The existence of great ship-building plants in Great Britain is 
due altogether to the direct and indirect assistance given by the Government, 

The CHAIRMAN, How is that? 

Mr. Cramr. In the first place, every marine engine built for that navy 
was built in a private ring grec or in the private engine-shops. So in order to 
build these great and powerful engines it was necessary for propie to buy tools, 
They got very h prices from the Government, so in building great engines 
they had to buil ane qas andshops, They had to build large plants, so that 
now they are building the merchant ships cheaper. From 1865 to 1888, $100,000,- 
000 were spent in private engine-shops by the Government of Great Britain. 
Now, €100,000,000 spent in twenty years here would have given us the greatest 
ship-building ind known in the world. England would not have been 
known as a ship-building country if our Government had spent that here. 

Mr. Wise. You mean the advantage enjoyed by the British ship-builders arises 
from the fact that they gave their contracts to private yards instead of to public 
yards, as is done here? 

Mr. Onaur. Yes, sir. That established plants at once. | 

Mr. WISE. I understand that. 

—.— Cramp. Every engine that they use in a British ship was built in a private 
yard. 

Mr. Wise. Whena member of the Naval Committee, Iremember a great many 
contracts were given to the navy-yards. 

Mr. Cramp. The British Government gave some ofthe contracts to Mr. Laird 
and a number of other ship-builders who were members of Parliament. Great 
ship-builders abroad are distinguished by being elected to Parliament, by knight- 
hood, by having degrees conferred on them by learned institutions, and all that 
sort of thing. oy are 1 in every sort of way. Mr. Laird built four 
large iron ee and he got a sufficient price to build paiete dry-docks 
for the vessels. hen he got a contract for an ironclad he built a dry-dock and 
built the ship in the dock, put her engines in, got steam up, and when the 
vessel ed the gates and filled the dock with water, and 
the vessel steamed out itself. Now, the purpose of the British Governmentin 
do! that was double: first, for the purpose of making great ship-yards, so 
that in case of war they would have to fall on, and, secondly, in 
repairing the vessels they will wanta great number of dry-docks at that tithe. 
The Lairds have four or five open stone basin dry-docks. 

The CHAIRMAN. How about the Eiders, on the Clyde? 

Mr. Cramp. They went into the business later. They have had a great deal 
of Government work lately, but the Elders are to some extent new in ship- 
building. They built the Scott class of vessels. 

Mr. Wise. We have a very limited supply of dry-docks in this country; only 


about four or five? 


Mr. Cramp. Yes, sir; there are two basin dry-docks in New York; we have 
one in Philadelphia, a small one in Wilmin, , one in Newport News—Mr. 
Huntington built that at Newport Ne the Government now is building 
one in the Philadelphia navy-yard. They are building one at San Francisco. 

Mr. WISE, embraces nearly all? 

Mr. Cramp. There is one at Portland, Me.; one at Boston 

Mr. Baxks. One in Charlestown. 

Mr, Cnaur. 8 I meant Charlestown. 


Mr, BINGHAM. y do you believe we would have been a great ship-building 
nation had the e ture in this country been equal to that which you have 
stated was expen: in England? 


Mr. Cramp. One great reason why we could not enter into competition with 
Great Britain was on account of the great plant they had; not only their great 
t, but their drilled men. Now a plant is not sufficient to build a ship; in 
it is a small matter in the sum total, but in the training of the men is where 
they gained so much. In men and applying the plant at the sametime 
is what establishes them. If we had been encouraged we would have very 
large establishments and highly trained men,and we would then have been 
able to compete, I have not the slightest doubt of it. The Pennsylvania Rail- 
road tried an experiment in 1870, and built four shi ships at that time 
crossing the Atlantic Ocean. 
russels was then the best ship. She had one hun- 
dred men in the fire-room and burned 1,000 tons of coal. The four ships built 
by the Pennsylvania Railroad, the Pennsylvania, the Ohio, the Indiana, and 
the Illinois, had thirty-six men in the fire-room and burned about one-third of 
that amount of coal, owing to the introduction of compound engines. The 
building of those ships in this country startled every steam-ship line on the other 
side. They became terrified and frightened, Every prominent trans-Atlantic 
steam-ship company on the sea commenced to build. Theo White Star com- 
menced to build; so did the National Line, and the Inman Line, and, in fact, 
every line. The Cunard Company commenced to build, and they have contin- 
ued to build from that time until to-day. If the Pennsylvania Railroad had 
continued that policy and built as did and stuck to it, we would have been 
in the position where England now is with the City of Paris and City of New 
York, But they stopped, as there was some dispute am the directors in re- 
gard to who should run the ee many domestic es in the company, 
and they abandoned the idea of having anything to do with ships, 


Mr. President, we began the policy of spending money in the private 
establishments, and the result we have all seen and all know. We 
have not only those that are in existence, not only those who have con- 
tracted with the Government for the construction of vessels of war, but 


were superior to the best shi 
At that time the City of 


we have also one upon the Delaware, and we have in Baltimore two in 
operation and one now reaching completion, the largest plant for the 
manufacture of steel in the world, which will be able within five years 
to turn out from its great ferges anything from a steel nail to a 10,000- 
ton cruiser; and as these manufacturers claim both here and on the 
Pacific, with proper encouragement by the Government, with this work 
for the Navy being done by private enterprise, they will within five 
years be enabled to construct a vessel as cheaply as it can be done upon 
the Clyde. 

To-day the difference is only about 20 per cent. of the cost of con- 
struction between our country and England, but if your navy- yards are 
to be opened, if we are to begin anew the organization at seven or 
eight points of the country to maintain Government yards from ohe end 
of the year to the other with expensive establishments, run as these 
naval establishments generally are, that is the end of appropriations if 
the party now in the minority shall again, as I believe it will, soon 
control the other branch of Congress. 

Before closing I will again refer to the statement of the commission 
which reported upon the Portsmouth yard, They believed that these 
expenditures ought to be kept within a very narrow compass, This 
commission, understanding perfectly how useless these yards are, re- 
ported; 

That the whole expenditure of the yard, and that with two buildings that are 
now ee to be constructed, should be reduced to $12.76 a day in the Yards 
and Department and for Steam Engineering to 822.52. 

Making an aggregate of less than $40 per day for the maintenance of 
that yard; and now to spend $100,000 more for buildings and ma- 
chinery will be a waste of public money. 

Mr. CALL. Mr, President, the observations which have been made 
by the Senator from Maryland I thinkare opposed to the proper policy 
of this country. If the disbursements of this country are to be con- 
fined to a few individuals, we shall have, not a free republican govern- 
ment, but we shall have an aristocracy with power to control every- 
thing by the accumulation of the great expenditures of the Govern- 
ment into the possession of a very limited number of ns. 

Mr. Cramp may be, and I have no doubt he is, a very worthy man and 
a man of great enterprise, and it may be expedient to encourage private 
enterprise; but to confine the expenditure of hundreds of millions of 
dollars for the construction of a navy to one, two, three, or half a dozen 
great establishments, to the detriment of the different sections of the 
country and to the discouragement of the skill and labor and enterprise 
to be found in the different portions of the country, is certainly a policy 
that can not be recognized in a Government like ours, 

Shall we in the South, with the magnificent harbor made by nature 
at Pensacola, in immediate proximity to the great iron and coal fields of 
Alabama and of Tennessee, with the short and expeditious transporta- 
tion, capable of building these ships with great economy and at the 
smallest cost—shall we have no assistance from the Government? Why, 
Mr. President, if we had an establishment like Mr. Cramp’s there, I 
should object to confining the entire disbursements of the Government 
for the construction of a navy to that one establishment, however de- 
serving the owners might be. There is nothing, I think, in that propo- 
sition. 

The Government should have its own navy-yards, It should give 
opportunities to men who are not great capitalists, to combinations of 
workingmen who have the skill and the ability to engage in these works, 
and it should have its plants which may be leased if necessary to pri- 
vate enterprise to do this work. 

I am entirely opposed to the plan pi 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, there are some things that the Con- 
gress of the United States can not and one is a decree of the 
Almighty which has ordained that this particular spot on the Atlantic 
coast of the United States is the one vulnerable spot to foreign attack, 
and it is the one important place that we should fortify for defenses. 
It is the only good and always open harbor that we are in ion 
of north of Norfolk, with the exception of the harbor of New York, and 
that sometimes is closed to navigation. It is located within two or 
three hundred miles of the British Possessions. It is the natural ren- 
dezvous of the fleets of the United States whenever we have difficulty 
with Earopean powers. It is the natural point of descent of a foreign 
army if it were to seek to disintegrate and divide the northeast portion 
of our dominions. ` 

By its topographical and geographical and political relations to other 
powers on this continent it is the natural point where a foreign army 
would disembark and march inland to separate our northern provinces; 
far more likely to be the point of approach than Portland or Boston or 
any other point whatever. It is the shortest distance through to Mon- 
treal and to the British Possessions which are north of us, and which 
may threaten us with military foree in combination with European, and 
possibly in combination with Asiatic, powers. There is a harbor in one 
of the healthiest locations in the world, of 36 feet depth of entrance, 
through which can come the largest vessels which have ever been de- 
vised or even seriously thought of by mankind. 

It is a harbor extending up the river Piscataqua some 6 or 8 miles 
of sufficient depth to float the largest vessel inland beyond the harbor 
proper itself, and there could be congregated the entire navy of Great 
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Britain, where it could be placed in safety against attack as a sallying 
point an enemy. 

I understand that some of these outlying positions are liable to attack 
by a line-of-battle ship and all that; but 1 am speaking of the possi- 
bility and of the feasibility of protection to vessels farther inland on 
the Piscataqua River, which is a tide-water river. 

Mr. GORMAN. How about the navy-yard itself? 

Mr. BLAIR. Thenavy-yard itself isas defensible as any other navy- 
yard is by properly constructed vessels of defense of modern type. But 


if you are und to deal with the navy-yards of the country as 
subject to attack by vessels 1 off the coast and casting their im- 
mense projectiles 10 or 15 miles inland, I can only say that the Ports- 


mouth navy-yard as it now exists is liable to be attacked, to be assailed, 
as that at New York is, as that at Boston is, and as every navy-yard, 
so far as I know anything of our yards, is along the coast in any part 
of the country. 

It is a healthy location, and from the foundation of the Govern- 
ment ships afflicted by disease, with sick crews, have been sent into 
the Portsmouth navy-yard for the recovery of health, and there is no 
other station as valuable as Portsmouth for that purpose, and there can 
be no other so available for that purpose. Can you make the great 
city of Boston a hospital? Certainly not; and there is no other naval 
station beyond Boston to the northeast. Is New York City a proper 
rendezvous for disease and pestilence? Portsmouth is in reality the 

great quarantine ground of the entire northerly climate, and it is in as 
healthy a location as is to be found in any northerly climate, with no 
considerable exposure of the citizenship of the country by the concen- 
tration of vessels afflicted in this way in that locality. It is a natural 
point of the concentration of our Navy for the purpose of defense 
along the whole line of our northeasterly coast. 

In view of the future, as the point is most likely to be attacked by 
European powers, this yard should be kept open and there should be 
immense expenditures at Portsmouth for this purpose. It is a small 
city. Its business is naval business. It has a trained population in 
this direction, with no other great industries that can be sacrificed by 
the concentration of the purse of the nation upon that point with a 
view to building up a great station for thefuture, if we are to have 
navies in the future at all. 

So much and much more might be said for the station at Portsmouth 
that can not be said forany otherlocality along the coast. But under- 
neath all this and deeper than all this, and the real secret of all this 
ebay to an effort on the part of the country to control the con- 

ction of its own Navy and the future of itsown Navy, is the deter- 
mination of contractors to throttle the Government and build these ships 
themselves at their own price, and as an absolutely indispensable first 
step to accomplish that they seek to destroy these navy-yards in which 
the Government has already invested substantially everything neces- 
sary in order to construct its own Navy and be independent of these or 
other men in the future. 

As a people who believe in a protective tariff we undertake to protect 
ourselves by the principle of competition within our own limits as 

a concentrated power of monopoly to increase prices and to 
starve out the nation; and it would be well for us, even if we do em- 
ploy contractors to do a great deal of our work, to act upon the same 
principle by preserving these yards where we have already the foun- 
dation and where a great proportion of the necessary investment has 
been already made, and where by little additions such as this $50,000 
which is proposed here to the Portsmouth yard and $50,000 to the Bos- 
ton yard and $50,000 or $100,000 at League Island—I do not know 
just what it is—give such tools wherewith to make iron ships and to 
repair those existing already in these various localities, which will be 
destroyed unless, by these slight expenditures, we keep them up. It 
would be well, I say, by this slight expenditure, by preserving to our- 
selves the power to build our Navy if extortionate prices are asked by 
contractors, to put ourselves in the way of simple self-defense against 
extortion and 3 

The cheapest way to build the American Navy through the agency 
of contractors is to preserve these navy-yards in a condition where a 
slight expenditure will provide facilities so that we may, if it is nec- 
essary, save our money because we may perform our own work, whether 
we do it now or not. 

Another thing to be remembered is that the contractors do not really 
want to destroy the navy-yards ultimately. They want to pursue a 
course, to dictate a line of policy which will prevent the nation from 
making appropriations until the yards are sold at a sacrifice and they 
come to control them themselves, and thus avoid the expenditure of an 
immense sum of money in the creation of the original plank, which the 
contractors will make use of afterwards for their own purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire if, in his judgment, the navy-yard at Portsmouth is a good place 

-to build iron steam-ships and a good place for assembling mechanics 
and materials for that p 2 

Mr. BLAIR, Ido think so. I have no doubt it would require some 
additional expenditure to make it a great place for building ships like 
the Clyde, and yet the Piscataqua, beyond any other river on the coast, 
is the place that should be the Clyde of America. 


* 


Mr. ALLISON. How about the material? 

Mr. BLAIR. It conld be easily brought there. There is no iron or 
coal mine in the city, but we are obliged to transport and to pay for 
iron and coal, and to consume coal at our firesides in the city of Ports- 
mouth, from other places; and the Government could do that, as the 
people do, 

Mr. DAWES. Are there mines in Broo! ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly, right in the middle of that city; I think 
there is a mine in the yard of the Secretary of the Navy. [Laughter.] 
Are there not right in the middle of that city coal and iron in abun- 
dance? Right in the middle of the city of Brooklyn, I think a little 
toward the navy-yard. [Laughter.] I suppose the Senator is really 
asking me that question with some comical intention. 

No, butitis a point where facilities of every description, where means 
of every description, for the construction of an iron navy can be concen- 
trated as well as anywhere else. The wood of the South can be trans- 
ported there by water and always has been. e iron of Pennsylva- 
nia and of the interior—and there is iron in the North as well asin the 
Middle, and Southern, and Western States—the iron and steel can 
easily be concentrated there, also, at a slight expense for the transpor- 
tation, while rents and every facility are cheaper than in Brooklyn or 
elsewhere. 

But, however that may be, we can not escape from these great nat- 
ural advantages which belong to the city of Portsmouth, its topograph- 
ical advantages, those which appertain to health, to climatic influences, 
and to the other great fact that it is a place with all these adaptations 
and none of the disabilities which attach to the larger places of the 
country. p 

You can not, as I said before, make a hospital of Boston, you 
not concentrate a great navy in Boston Harbor to interfere with its 
local commerce, which at the present timeis hardly accommodated and 
which in the near future would be very much obstructed by the con- 
struction and concentration of a great naval force at that point. 

But to go back to the point I was endeavoring to present to the at- 
tention of the Senate when I was interrupted by the Senator from Iowa. 
If the policy of destroying millions on millions which have been already 
invested in the navy-yards of this country—this existing plant which 
only needs slight changes and transformations and additions in order 
that iron vessels may be constructed at every one of them—is to be 
adopted; if the policy of contractors (the real force that is objecting to 
this provision here to-day) is to obtain ultimate possession of these great 
points wherein to do the work so that the contractors may take them 
and control them, so be it. That I believe to be the gist of this whole 
discussion. What I say bearing upon that is that there is no spot in 
this country where the navy that is proposed can be constructed with- 
out tremendous original investment unless it may be.in these navy- 
yards, and these contractors who are endeavoring to close up the yards, 
to sell the Portsmouth yard, to sell the Boston yard, to sell the League 
Island yard, and to sell the Pensacola station and others—there are 
several more of them—will, when they are sold by the Government, be 
the buyers. 

By so doing, with a view to private advantage, they will secure for 
10 cents an investment which would otherwise represent a dollar or it 
may be $10; and we can not well afford that. We ought not to do 
that, even if the country could sacrifice this great amount of property 
for the benefit of private individuals and place our ship-building in the 
future, and not only the Government ship-building but other ship- 
building as well at the mercy of the extortion which these men will 
be liable to practice upon us when they have the whole thing in their 
own hands. Then it may be that in some time of public necessity, 
when war is threatened, the people will be obliged to pay the most ex- 
travagant and extortionate sums for their work. At such a time we 
shall not be able, under the principles of free trade, to buy our ships 
abroad, for we shall in all probability be engaged in a difficulty with 
a great power and the only power that could sell them to us. We 
should need to be in a condition to develop a navy at home, and to be 
independent of the individual and monopolistic ge ay which — 
poses to enter upon the construction of our Navy having first 
dismantled our yards and obtained them for nothing. 

And, Mr. President, the question of labor may be well thought of 
since it has been alluded to by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
MAN]. Around these stations is to be found at the present time a de- 
velopment of skilled labor. Naval co. ction has been its vocation 
from childhood, its trade, its occupation} and a man’s occupation is 
his life. The previous policy of the Government has made it necessary 
that the citizen should devote himself in this direction, and he has a 
vested right that the Government, without the very best of reasons and 
for the general welfare, shall not change its policy and its practice in 
this 3 But the laboring e of this country understand that 
in another direction it is of ex importance that the work of the _ 
Government be done by the Government, and that only through the 
governmental ex itures for labor is the sharp competition which 
the private individual makes use of to grind down labor to the lowest 
conceivable wages, to the starvation point, and only by the sustaining 
effect of fair wages paid by the Government for Government service 
is that sad consequence prevented. 1 : 
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Such is the opinion of the labor unions of the conntry; such is the 
opinion of the intelligent labor sentiment of the whole nation, and 
you will find them everywhere as a mass of people, as an intelligent, 


thinking mass of people, looking not alone to their own interest in the 
immediate locality, but to the general interest of labor all over, opposed 
this policy, which is advocated on the floor of the Senate, of destroying 
these navy-yards. They desire them to he kept open. They desire to 
have the influence which they have upon wages in the vicinity where 
they exist and throughout the country at large. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from New Hampshire must know the 
fact that a law, which has been on the statute-book for more than 
twenty years, requires that the wages of mechanics in the navy- yards 
shall be regulated in accordance with those paid in private establish- 
ments near at hand. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is perfectly familiar, too, I suppose, with 
the practical fact that there is no laboring position so much desired by 
laboring people as employment in the Government service, and for a 
given amount of work there is none that pays so well. The Senator 
is not ignorant of the fact, I assume that he is not, that as a universal 
statement it may be said that the labor organizations of the country 
are in favor of the existence of these Government institutions and of 
the performance of the public work as a whole by the public itself 
through the Government agencies. They think only in that way is un- 
fair competition prevented, and that it has a general elevating, uplifting, 
and beneficial effect upon the wages paid to labor in the public as well 
asin privateemploy. You will find that the laboring people of this 
country will be opposed to the policy which the Senator is advocating 
upon this floor, and seriously opposed to it always. 

The amount of money which is wanted at Portsmouth by the esti- 
mate which has the approval of the Department and comes to us from 
the House of Representatives with its indorsement, the amount which 
is necessary in order to be ready to build and repair iron and steel 
ships, is $50,000. Of course such a sum will not allow that to be done 
on a very large scale, but you can, I suppose repair an iron ship there 
by this appropriation; you can repair those which we already have or 
which we are to have, and we shall save and utilize this yard for the 
purpose of making good bargains, if you please to put it that way, with 
the contractors with whom we are hereafter likely to deal, for we show 
them that we can do our own work if it be necessary. 

And now speaxingof thecontractorsthemselves,suppose we doour own 
work, as undoubtedly we shall in a great measure through this agency 
they are without the plants to rebuild a naval and merchant marine for 
the country. Why should we not keep this property ourselves, put it 
in order for work, or lease it to these parties and let them make the 
additional expenditures in order to fit up these places for the perform- 
ance of the work if we choose to pursue that policy? But meanwhile 
let us hold on to the yards, let us keep them in good condition, let us 
make the n improvements in order that they may bein readi- 
ness to be availed of for the performance of our work if we choose to do 
it ourselves. Let us not undertake to decide this whole great question 
and settle it forever at once but take good care of our property, slightl 
improve it, and be in a way in the future to pursue that course which 
shall be most for the benefit of the country as a whole. 

I might add in reference to the statements which have been read by 
the Senator from Maryland as the opinion of three or four naval offi- 
cers in the year 1882 that sundry of our yards should be closed, anni- 
hilated, which opinion has certainly not been fully acted upon, not 
indorsed by the country, not indorsed by the Administration, that this 
appropriation has been recommended, as I understand, by the Depart- 
ment, and a much larger one, I know, was recommended by an inves- 
tigator sent by the Secretary of the Navy to Portsmouth with a view 
to an appropriation to fit up that yard if it was thought best to fit up 
the yard as a place for the repair of iron ships, and the amount recom- 
mended, as I remember, was very much larger than that which has 
been appropriated by the pending bill as it came to us from the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, I feel justified in participating in 
this debate for the reason that I bore a somewhat prominent part in 
the discussion of this question in 1882 when it was before Congress. I 
had the honor at that time to be chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives, and, as I recall it now, re- 
ported the provision in the bill which provided practically for the close 
of certain navy-yards. It was stated then that by that legislation the 
Government of the United States entered upon a new policy. It was 
a conceded fact in that discussion that the yards, the closure of which 
was contemplated, were unfitted for the construction of the ships which 
were provided for by that Congress. It was belived that, so far as Gov- 
ernment work was concerned upon ships either in their building or in 
their repair, it was the wiser policy that it be concentrated in a few 
yards. One consideration in the selection of yards was their nearness 
to a base of supplies; and I recall very well that it was estimated at 
that time that if the policy which was then initiated was pursued 
enough would be saved to the Government to supply it with a very re- 
spectable Navy. 

The House of Representatives at that time was practically unanimous 
for this legislation, and my recollection is thdt a provision was reported 


upon a bill with the consent-of every Representative from the State of 
Massachusetts for the sale of a part or the whole of the Boston navy- 
yard. The Secretary of the Navy at that time approved this policy, 
and it is just to say of him that it wassuggested by him. It has been 
pursued since, so far asI know, without objection, and I ask the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations if the Secretary of the Navy has recommended 
this appropriation here pro I have before me the estimates sub- 
mitted to Congress by the Navy Department, and I have glanced them 
over, and I fail to find any such estimate submitted to Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON, Neither of these items is estimated for. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No; noestimates have been submitted. They have 
dropped from the Estimate Books since 1882 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator refer to those yards which are closed ? 
The Portsmouth navy-yard has been operating all the time. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There has been no estimate of this kind for Ports- 
mouth submitted. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know what isin theformalestimates. Iknow 
the Chief Constructor visited the yard under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, and his report recommended a large appropriation, 
covering the same ground of this $50,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to say that I have no recollection of 
seeing anywhere any information from the Navy Department, request- 
ing that we establish a plant for the construction of steam-vessels at 
Portsmouth. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
has no recollection of seeing anything of the kind. 

Mr. BLAIR, What I referred to was a recommendation of the Chief 
of the Bureau of Construction. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, the recommendation of the Chief of 
the Construction Bureau carries very little weight with me. I under- 
stand that these various chiefs are often found urging appropriations of 
this kind or recommending them. What should and what does carry 
credit here is the recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy, the 
responsible head of the Department. 

I have before me the Book of Estimates for 1882, in which I find that 
there was estimated for and submitted to Congress, work upon the Bos- 
ton nayy-yard that would amount to $76,000; upon the Portsmouth 
navy-yard, $21,000. These items were disallowed in 1882 because it 
was contemplated that the yards would be closed. The plants in both 
those yards, it was conceded then, were not fitted for work which we 
had in contemplation for profitable use to the Navy then in view. New 
works practically must be erected in those yards. I believe Iam justi- 
fied in saying that the appropriations that are being urged here now, 
in order to be of any value to the Government whatever, must be fol- 
lowed by appropriations amounting to a quarter or half a million dol- 
lars or they will be of no real use to the Government. The plant in 
these yards was constructed for the repair or building of ships which 
were in use then, and from that time to this there has been no ex- 
penditure of money upon them. From necessity they are run down. 
There was no object in maintaining them. They must be rebuilded 
so far as the tools are concerned; they must be of larger power and of 
new patterns, and these provisions practically mean the reopening and 
the rebuilding of these two navy-yards. 

I desire to enter my protest against it, and I desire to say, and em- 
phasize it, that in my judgment the Republican party, now in power 
in both branches of Congress and in the executive department, can not 
afford to enter upon this policy. It is not in the interest of good gov- 
ernment; it is not in the interest of economy; and it is not in the in- 
terest of the Navy. 

The people of this country are in favor of a navy- yard, but when by 
the maintenance of these yards, as would be the case judging by the 
past, it is exhibited that it is not being builded economically, that the 
yards are maintained for political purposes as a source of patronage to 
a party for its effect upon local elections, when that scandal is brought 
to view, the people of this country will look with distrust upon every 
effort and every attempt made for the building of a navy. 

The legislation to which I have alluded was adopted in 1882, looking 
to the closing of these yards, and it is to the credit of the Democratic 

rty that no suggestion emanated from the late Administration or 
Son its Secretary of the Navy to reverse this policy for political effect, 
or for political influence, or for a political papon: 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator what he 
sion? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I mean precisely what I have said. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator mean to be understood (whether he 
says it or not) that any one wants the League Island navy-yard or the 
Boston navy-yard or the Portsmouth navy-yard opened for political 

urposes ? 
p Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, it is not necessary for me to repeat 
my language and I had no intention of 3 I do know 
that the navy-yards of this country previous to this law of 1882 were 
a source of scandal to whichever party was in power. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. They were the subjects of investigation at eve 
Congress, and whether it is true or not there was at least an imp 
sion among the people that the employés at the navy-yards were used 


means by this allu- 
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for political purposes or to advance the success of the party that hap- 

med to be in power at the time, There is nothing of that kind now, 
Tao not charge it. I know that the great navy- yard at New York was 
buffeted backwards and forwards between the two parties as one went 
out of power, to the scandal of both. Since this provision of law, 
since it has been understood that they were not to be used for polit- 
ical purposes, there has never been any whisper that has gained volume 
enough to affect public sentiment. 

If there was a communication here from the Navy Department, if 
there were estimates here fromthe Navy Department upon which we 
could base legislation, it would be an entirely different question. If 
we were told by the Government, We need these navy-yards and we 
need these appropriations,” we might then afford to yield; but so far 
as I am concerned, having been thoroughly committed to the legisla- 
tion of 1882, to some degree at least being responsible for it, having 
thoroughly investigated the subject at that time and approved the 
policy adopted, and the policy having been pursued from that time un- 
til now, without a suggestion on the part of a Democratic or a Repub- 
lican Administration that it ought to be changed, I regard it as my 
duty to enter my protest against its being changed or its being de- 
parted from now. i 

CUSTOMS ADMINISTRATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
MCPHERSON ] having notified the Chair of his inability to serve further 
asa r on the part of the Senate at the conference upon House 
bill 4970, being the customs-administration bill, if there be no objec- 
tion he will be excused and the Chair will appoint in his place the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS. ] 

REVENUE TAXATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
bill from the House of Representatives for reference. 

The bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on 
imports, and for other purposes was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORRILL, Iask that there may be printed 10,000 extra copies 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, that order 
will be made, and 10,000 extra copies of the bill will be printed, 

Mr. COCKRELL. For the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. For the use of the Senate. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPOONER. Iam obliged to leave the Senate at 3 o’clock for an 
absence of two or three days, and I appeal to the courtesy of the Sen- 
ator from Maine to yield to me that I may ask the Senate to take up 
a public-building bill which is in my charge and which will lead to no 
debate. 

Mr. HALE. I was proposing just then, at the request of the Sena- 
tor from California [Mr. STANFORD], who is obliged to leave Washing- 
ton in a day or two, to ask that the pending bill be laid aside fora few 
moments in order that he might submit some remarks upon another 
subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At 2 o'clock the Senate resumes 
the consideration of the unfinished business. 

Mr. HALE. That will not, of course, help anything that is up be- 
fore the Senate now. It is now 2 o'clock, is it not? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be considered as being 2 
o’clock, if there be no objection, it being within one minute of the 
time. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Senate resumes the 
consideration of the unfinished business, which is the bill (S. 2350) 
authorizing the issue of Treasury notes on deposits of silver bullion. 

Mr. HALE. Lask that that be laid aside informally in order that 
we may proceed with the pending business, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. The Chair will recognize the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER], if there be no objection. 

Mr. HALE. Lask that thenaval appropriation bill be laid aside tem- 
pao that the Senator from Wisconsin may call up his bill and 

ve it passed, if it will give rise to no debate, and after that that the 
Senator from California (str. STANFORD] be permitted to address the 


Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
that course will be pursued. 


PUBLIC BUILDING IN CANTON, OHIO. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill 1900. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1900) to provide for the erection of 
a public building in the city of Canton, Ohio. x 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, tostrike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site and cause to 


be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, eleyators, and approaches, for the use and accommoda- 
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tion of the United States ffice and other Government offices, in the city of 
Canton and State of Ohio, the cost of said site and building, including said 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, complete, 
not to exceed the sum of 875. 000. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of cireula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of 8 whoshall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury De ment, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recom- 
mendation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall accom ied by 
the original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which II have 
come into his possession relating to the said proposed sites, 

If. 8 said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
ofthe ury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appointacom- 
mission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of the 
Treasury Department, which commission shal! also examine the said proposed 
sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, and grant 
such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said com- 
mission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the Secretary 
of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, accompanied 
by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submitted to them, in 
like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the winery Agr said agent 
of the 1 Department; and the Secretary of the Treasurys 1 thereupon 
finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 


: Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 


penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

No money shall be used or applied for the purpose mentioned until a valid 
title to the site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until 
the State of Ohio shall have coded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction 
over the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner 
thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said 
State and the service of civil process therein. 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open: space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


Mr. SPOONER. I move toamend the amendment in line 12 by 
striking ott ‘‘seventy-five’’ before thousand and inserting ‘‘ one 
hundred.“ This is in accordance with the recommendation of the 
Treasury Department and is also in harmony with the report of the 
committee in the House of Representatives on the same bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The amend- 
ment to the amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 12, on page 3, before the word thou- 
sand,“ it is proposed to strike out seventy-five and insert one hun- 
dred;“ so as to read 5100, 000.“ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ‘ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4863) granting a pen- 
sion to John Carter. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
1293) for the relief of Charles F. Bowers. 

GOVERNMENT LOANS ON REAL ESTATE. 

Mr. STANFORD. Mr. President, on the 10th of March I intro- 
duced a resolution intended to provide for additional money for the use 
of the people, and to effect this end suggested that the Government 
should issue its money direct to the owners of unencumbered agricult- 
ural property independent of improvements. 

I find that although the resolution has been widely commented on 
it is not always clearly understood. As an aid to its proper under- 
standing, I have presented a bill providing for loans by the Govern- 
ment upon real estate. It will be observed that the plan is very sim- 
ple. There is little complexity about it, and the department created << 
to accomplish its purposes will be much less complicated than our 
Post-Office Department is to-day. The bill authorizes loans not ex- 
ceeding one-half the value of the property mortgaged, but probably 
the loans will never reach to more than one-third of the value of the 
security. 

The principle of the Government loaning money upon property is 
completely established in its present advance of 90 per cent. upon Gov- 
ernment bonds, The tremendous results of energizing this 90 per cent. 
and putting it into activity are apparent to all. Equally valuable will 
be the energizing of the latent forces of real estate. 

The bill confines its provisions for loans to agricultural lands, but in 
time they will probably be extended to some other kinds of property, 
and even to municipalities with proper restrictions.. But for the pres- 
ent I desire to be conservative and take no chances. Therefore, I want 
the loans limited to agricultural land. 

Money is the great tool by which exchanges of commodities and values 
are balanced and made easy. I think it legitimate to call money a 
tool. It is valuable only for the purpose of exchange, aiding the ex- 
change of commodities valuable in their use. For other mone 
would only have the value of the material of which it is made. It 
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is the stamp of the Government that makes money and not the material 
upon which the stamp is placed. Money is valuable according to its 
purchasing power, or perhaps more strictly according to its power to 
debts and discharge obligations and liabilities. 
Peo appreciate the importance of money in the various affairs of life 
we have but to imagine the condition that would ensue if money were 
suddenly obliterated from all business affairs. There would bea general 
suspension of business all over the country that would be ruinous and, 
unless speedily relieved, would absolutely destroy our prosperity, and 
would go far towards reducing us to the poverty and wretchedness of 
barbarity. 
Appreciating the calamity that would befall if money were suddenly 
stricken out of the affairs of men, we can readily erstand the ad- 
vantages that would accrue from a liberal supply equal to the wants of 
all who, by reason of their position, integrity of character, and business 
capacity, are entitled to credit and who can use it in giving employ- 
ment to the unemployed and developing the resources of the country 
that now are undeveloped for want of this tool—the master of all tools— 
an abundant supply of money. . 
Constant and intelligent employment for all is the great step forward 
towards availing ourselves of the inexhaustible supplies of nature to 
isfy all the reasonable wants of mankind. Give to the enterprise 
and capacity of the country ample financial means, according to merit, 
ang there will be no need of idleness. oes will be readily 
furnished by those anxious to make a profit content with a small 

fit where larger can not be had. Until co-operation of labor shall 
yee the rule, it is the comparatively few who must furnish steady 
and profitable employment for the many. 

But it is not necessary to dilate upon the advantages of constant em- 
ployment, nor the certainty with which this would be secured by an 
amount of 3 equal to the best enterprise, energy, and capacity of 
the whole Roop e The greatest prosperity to the country will be 
evolved by the steady and constant employment of its laboring element. 
When the many are prosperous the individual can not be otherwise. 

I will proceed now to consider the practical question of how to fur- 
nish a sufficiency of money. 

The bill provides that the Government shall loan on agricultural 
property, independent of improvements, 50 per cent. of the assessed 
value, at a rate of interest of 2 per cent. per annum. The best security 
that can be offered is agricultural land. The power of the Government 
to create money is conceded, and its value is the same, whether made 
of iron, copper, silver, gold, or paper. The important point, therefore, 
is that it should be stamped by a Government whose credit is unim- 
peachable aud which has the power of making money. 

The next important consideration is, how can the Government, 
without injury to itself, place in circulation that which is so much 
needed and is so absolutely essential to the commercial and business 
transactions of civilized life? The Government can accomplish this 
by taking the agricultural lands of the country as security upon the 
terms and conditions indicated in the bill. 

No pressure for redemption can be brought to bear upon the Gov- 
ernment, as only those who are entitled or in a condition to have the 
mortgages redeemed can make a claim on the Government. The paper 
will always be redeemed by the Government surrendering the mort- 

gage upon the presentation of the amount of money necessary for that 
purpose. 

4 : The Government loans its credit to the individual in order that the 
whole people may have a sufficiency of money with which to prosecute 
their business, 

The bill provides that the money thus issued by the Government 
shall be legal tender, payable for all debts and claims, publie and pri- 
vate, except the interest on national bonds and the redemption of 
national notes. There is no analogy between this scheme for a Gov- 
ernment of 65,000,000 of people, with its boundless resources, issuing 
its money, secured directly by at least two dollars for one, on the best 
possible security that could be desired, and any other financial propo- 
sition that has ever been suggested. It is true there have been other 
loans, secured by mortgages, as, for instance, that of the safety-fund 
system of New York; but in that case the money issued was that of the 
bank. In a small way money has been loaned on real estate before, 
as provided in Pennsylvania, in the time of William Penn, but never 
has a great nation, such as the United States, madeits own money and 
put it in circulation with a special security of real estate of double the 
value of the money coined. 

I therefore do not recognize any analogy between the plan embraced 
in the bill under consideration and any other that has ever been pro- 
posed, We can all well understand the great advantages to the people 

at this time of a loan made by the Government of 90 per cent. upon its 
own securities, One hundred thousand dollars of Government bonds 

at 4 per cent. only produces $4,000, yet when its value becomes ener- 
gized to the extent of 90 per cent. (which the Government advances) 
its ponar is so increased that the ninety thousand, in its activity, may 
in the course of a year double its value and pass from hand to hand 
many times, stimulating the various industries of the country. So, too, 
this bill will havea corresponding energizing effect. The money issued 
is not intended to accommodate the farmer alone, but as it comes into 
circulation it will put the means of prosperity within the reach of those 
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who are engaged in the smaller and larger industries of the country. 
This money issued by the Government becomes automatic, It will con- 
tract when there is less use for it and expand when there is a greater 
demand; thus disastrous financial contraction will cease to be possible. 

I think there is good reason for fixing the rate of interest at 2 per 
cent With a 2 per cent. interest no farmer will borrow money unless 
he has use for it, and when he ceases to have use for it he will return 
the money. That, however, will seldom occur, because the very activ- 
ities that will be created by a liberal supply of money will makea de- 
mand for it, so that the man who has borrowed money of the Govern- 
ment at 2 per cent. will be able to loan it to various active interests at 
a higher rate of interest. The extent to which the rate of interest he 
pays is a burden to the borrower is largely determined by the nature 
of the business in which he may be engaged. The farmer, having but 
one yearly poenok finds the interest which he paysa burden upon that 
product, which he can not recoup as does the merchant. For instance, 
a farmer owning a farm worth $10,000 borrows upon it $5,000 at 6 
cent. and immediately places a heavy burden upon the product of his 
property, for his interest is $300 per annum, and the product of his 
farm, very likely, will not be above $2,000. 

A merchant borrows from a commercial bank $5,000, perhaps with a 
single indorser, for sixty days, and pays 6 per cent. for the use of the 
money. He has, say, $10,000 worth of merchandise on hand, which he 
turns over every two months, thus making $60,000 to bear the interest of 
6 per cent. upon $5,000. Besides this, the interest that he pays can be 
added to the cost of his merchandise or product, and thus he recoups 
the amount he pays out and does not feel it. 

So that interest on money is liable to advance for commercial and 
business purposes according to the activity of business. The very value 
of money itself lies in its activities. This plan of loaning money upon 
land at 2 per cent., with the privilege to the borrower of returning it 
when he has no use for it, creates a moneyed system that will meet 
financial expansion and contraction as they may oceur, without incon- 
venience toany. Under its provisions, the real estate of the country 
being so vast, there will always be the possibility of obtaining the 
money necessary to carry on the enterprises of the country, and when 
there is no further use for the money the borrower stops paying inter- 
est and takes up the mortgage upon his farm. ; 

The bill which I have presented is not expected to be perfect in its 
details, although I think it provides fairly well to place the machinery 
in good working condition to carry out the designs. I have given this 
subject a great deal of thought for years past, and that thought has at 
last matured in this bill. 

I have limited the time to twenty years, but of course, if at the end 
of that time it is found that the value of the land has increased, the 
loan can be renewed for an amount in proportion to the increased value 
of the property. 

I believe that if the bill is adopted, with such amendments as shall 
seem wise to Congress, it will largely increase the prosperity of the 
humblest classes in labor and assist the wealthier to success in their 
enterprises. It will place the means necessary for enterprise and the 
employment of industry in the hands of all that are fitted for its man- 

ent. 

I believe that its provisions will make us independent of the foreign 
money-lender and that the many millions now going abroad in the way 
of interest will be kept at home. E 

The masses are beginning to realize that the condition of life for hu- 
manity is not what is possible. To reach the possibility is the great 
question now to be considered. In the unrest of the masses I augur 
great good. It is by their realizing that their condition of life is not 
what it ought to be that vast improvements may be accomplished, - 

It is the duty of statesmen to furnish the means, if possible, to find 
out the way by which the Creator’s design for the highest advance of 
civilization is to be obtained. Want, discomfort, and misery are not 
necessarily the heritage of the industrious and provident man. 

Put the tools of ind in capable hands that know how to use 
them and great results will follow. 

The bill provides for what may, perhaps, not improperly be termed a 
revolution in finance, and I do not expect that it will be adopted until 
it has been fully considered by the people and has met with their ap- 


roval. 
I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Finance. — 
The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT AURORA, ILL. 


Mr. MORRILL submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the ik votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill gaa for the erection of a public 
building at Aurora, in the State of Ilinois, having met, after full and free con- 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 


Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement and agree to the amendment of 


the House. 
JNO. C. SPOONER, 
JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 


G. G. x 
Committee on the part of the Senate. 
S. L. MILLIKEN, 

P. S. POST, e 
Committee on the part of the House. 
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Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Vermont state in brief what 
the amendment of the other House is? Is it as to the amount or as to 
other provisions of the bill? E 

Mr. MORRILL. As to amount. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ishould like to know what the amount is that was 

to by the conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.) Seventy-five thousand dollars. 

Mr. CULLOM. All right; let it go. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask an order for the withdrawal of papers from the 
files in the case of Laban Heath & Co. The bill has passed Congress 
and become a law. The papers are important to the parties. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Leave will be granted, if there be 
no objection. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 22d instant approved and signed the act (S. 1477) to increase the 
appropriation for the erection of a public building at Sacramento, Cal. 


TREASURY NOTES AND SILVER BULLION. 


Mr. PUGH. I desire to give notice that after the disposition of the 
appropriation bill now before the Senate I shallask ition to 
some remarks upon the unfinished business, the silver bill, which“ I 
suppose will not be taken up again before Monday. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8909) making appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Praxr in the chair). The pend- 
ing question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations, on page 27, to strike out from lines 7 to 11, in- 
clusive, 

Mr. TELLER. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 27, it is proposed to strike out from 
line 7 to line 11, inclusive, in the following words: 


For improvement of plant at navy- , Portsmouth, N. H.: For additional 
tools other than those heretofore authorized, required to further improve the 
condition of the yard for building and repairing iron and steel ships, $50,000, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion? 


Mr. PAYNE. I suggest that there be a call of the Senate. This is 
an important amendment and there is not a quorum present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Ohio suggests that 
there is no quorum present in the Senate and asks for a call of the 
Senate. The will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Allen, Dawes, Hoar, Reagan, 
Bate, Dixon; Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 
Berry. Dol Me Millan, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Eust Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Blair, Farwell, Moody, Teller, 
Butler, + Morrill, Turpie, 
Call, $ Payne, Vance, 
Cameron, Gibson, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Casey, le, Pierce, Wal $ 
Hawley, Piatt, Wilson of Iowa. 
8 earst, Plumb, 
Nom, Higgins, Power, 
Hiscock, Pugh, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators have answered 
to their names, which constitutes more than a quorum of the Senate. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I did not suggest the call of the Sen- 
ate; so do not charge il against Portsmouth; but I want to say just a few 
words more before the vote is taken. I want to know whether, in 
reply to my question, the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] in 
his allusion to scandals about navy-yards designed to impugn the mo- 
tives of those who advocate their preservation. He made rather a 
nebulous reply. So that I should like now to know if he did. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will state distinctly to the Senator from New 
Hampshire that I had no intention of impugning his motives, I am 
simply attacking the system. bd 

Mr, BLAIR. I was going to say in connection with the Senator’s 
remark that if he had explained at the time as I suggested it would 
not have hurt my feelings another minute. It would not have hurt 
my feelings another minute if the Senator had made his explanation 
at the time I requested him to do it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I did not suppose that it was possible that any one 
could understand me as impugning the motives of any Senator. I was 
attacking the system which obtained at a certain time. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was mot alluding to myself in particular, but there 
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is a large body of Senators who are in favor of saving these yards in the 
public interest, as they look at it, and I thought the Senator meant 
nothing like what I understood his language capable of implying. 

Certainly it could not be just ground of opposition to these amend- 
ments that there is from time to time scandal connected with the public 
service. These amendments do not contemplate an increase of the ag- 
gregate of the public service, but only its distribution into localities 
where one would suppose there would be less danger of corruption than 
in the greater centers. Certainly the history of the past does not give 
us any reason to suppose that a monopoly of Government work in the 
vicinity of New York City would have any tendency to lessen scandals 
in connection with the public service. The locality of Portsmouth is 
one of the purest and best in the whole country. There is a condition 
of moral sanity in that portion of the United States, and I think it 
would be entirely safe that the Government work should be done there, 
if it be done anywhere, so far as the moral character of the locality, the 
credit of the administration for the benefit of the country generally, is 
concerned, ` 

Of course there is more or less scandal connected with the public 
service, as there is with the private service. It is difficult to collect 
the revenue without occasional indication that human nature is not 
as good as it will be in a better world, we hope, and the disbursement 
of the revenue in connection with the improvements of rivers and har- 
bors, and even at the time we were trying to save the nation by war, was 
attended with more or less accusation of wrongdoing, either truthfully 
or otherwise made. 

I hardly think that that suggestion of the Senstor could be pertinent 
at all in the way of argument, and if not designed to be pertinent as ar- 
gument, considering the great amount of important duty that is upon 
the Republican party and the late period of the session, I do not know 
why the Senator should have made the allusion at all. 

I wish to read from this big book that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and the Committee on Naval Affairs have for their guidance (which 
I have never read through yet) what the chief of the Bureau of Con- 
struction says in his report in regard to Portsmouth. He also makes 
a report with reference to Boston and other localities. This is the re- 
port of the chief of the Bureau of Construction and Repair, and at all 
events it was thought sufficiently important to be printed in large 
print, the whole of it: 


The bureau recommends that the navy-yard at Portsmouth, N. H., be sup- 
plied and fitted with modern tools and appliances for the building and repairin, 
EATA vessels, and towards this object it has asked for an appropriation oi 


Atthe present time the yard has all appliances for the construction or repair- 
ing of wooden vessels, and many of the finest vessels of the old Navy were built 
ere 


Vessels drawing 24 feet can be carried up tothe wharves at nearly low water, 
the mean rise and fall of the tide being about 8 feet 6 inches. 

No dredging has ever to be done and vessels can come up to and leave the 
yard in the winter season without danger of being obstr by ive, 

The climate is . healthful, and the harbor thus affords a desira- 
ble resort for vessels from southern stations. With the York branch of the Bos- 
ton and Maine Railroad running close to the yard and water communications, 
ue pe rehension need be felt in regard to supplying it readily and sufficiently 
wit 


labor required, and none n be a | ager in the future, mec! 
ng 


expert shipwright in a very short time 
becomes an expert iron-worker, 
At this yard there is a balance floatin 


The railway sits u a splendid nite foundation and affords an excellent 
opportunity for building vessels and Boating them without the danger of strain- 
ing or otherwise injuring them attending the usual method of launching. 

dock in question is not sufficiently large to meet the demands that will 
probably be made upon the yard in the future, but with no great expense, prob- 
ably less than has been expended at other ports for the same purpose, a Simp- 
son dock 600 feet in length, capable of taking in vessels of the greatest draught, 
could be put in between the main yard and vey's Island. 

There are three large ship-houses in h vessels can be built under com- 
plete protection from the weather. 


Mr. President, the amendment proposed is only for $50,000, and is 
for the purpose of keeping the yard in immediate condition for the work 
designated in the amendment. I do not care to undertake to argue the 
general ground, which I called to the attention of the Senate before, 

ut I earnestly hope that this historic yard of the country, the origin- 
point almost of the American Navy, the place where in December, 1774, 
the first military blow was struck in the American Revolution, where 
the cannon and supplies which saved us at Bunker Hill were obtained— 
that this yard, thus important in the innumerable directions that I 
indicated, and the great natural naval station of the Northeast.of the 
t and of the future, will not be closed, will not be seriously in- 

jared for the lack of the slight appropriation of only $50,000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. , Mr. President, some years ago a report was made 
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to the Senate by the Select Committee on Ordnance and War Ships, and 
among the conclusions was the following : 

Asa partial check cone rivate builders and as a resource in case of neces- 
sity, some ships should be built in wid festa the parts to be furnished by pri- 
vate foundries. Ships in general should be built by private contract, and pri- 
vate yards are capable of doing the work. The uncertain nature of repairs is 
such that some Government yards should be kept ready to make them, 

That is a statement of the conclusion to which various boards of 
leading officers of the Navy have been arriving, and it is really adopted 
as the policy of the Government. It is not worth while for the Gov- 
ernment to undertake to build iron or steel ships in many yards; but 
it is obviously the part of wisdom that it should have some yards capable 
of such work. We have three of them. Practically, we may say we 
have one in San Francisco, because we have the men who can do the 
work there. But it is not worth while, economically or otherwise, to 
undertake to put all those yards in a condition to build new ships. 
However, there are questions outside of that entirely which make me 
altogether willing, and, indeed, anxious, toretain the property there and 
keep certain parts of the yards in good repair for emergencies. The 
statement I have just read as the proper Government policy is the one 
adopted by Great Britain and others as to repairs. The Government 
makes them because, as I said yesterday, they are too uncertain in 
extent and cost to be well offered to a bidder. 

Now, I would keep at the Portsmouth navy-yard something of a 
supply—of course I can not give all the particulars about it, but $50,000 
is not a very great estimate for tools and implements of various sorts; 
and it only means or so much thereof as may be needed. I would 
certainly have kept there a sufficient quantity of ordinary machines 
and tools to make some minor repairs upon ships, and I would cer- 
tainly arrange to keep there a supply of projectiles, and there should 
be magazines for powder there, etc., in case of necessity. 

All our talk here nearly has been about what we are doing in peace 
times, but we ought to think of what we would do if we should be 
unexpectedly plunged into a war, which would be a paval war. There 
will never be a war between us and any foreign power upon land here, 
We should simply in that case step back a hundred miles and invite 
them to land, all who wanted to, because we could overwhelm them 
with brute force with a very respectable national guard and the nu- 
cleus of an army. But the fighting would be on the water. 

Now, imagine ourselves engaged with Great Britain. She has Hali- 
fax within about sixteen or eighteen hours’ sail; it depends on the swift- 
ness of ships. At 12 knots an hour I think it would be eighteen hours 
or something like that; twenty hours to Portsmouth orto Portland; it 
is thirty-five hours to Boston. If we were to make any resistance to 
the early movements of the enemy, to theirendeavor to find a foothold 
upon land toget into Portland or Portsmouth, and have there a ren- 
dezvous, if you choose, for their own ships, there would have to be fight- 
ing in the waters off there between Portland and Boston on the one 
hand and Halifax on the other. 

It is a very easy thing for a ship to get a few wounds, and she would 
like to run in and patch up, it may be for furthersupplies of some sort, 
or torun away from the enemy, being whipped by a superior force. 
She would not want to run around to New Vork to do it, and then come 
back and get in the fight. Perhaps she could not get away from the 
enemy if she could not run into some well fortified port, such as Ports- 
mouth will be eventually, and Portland too, and Boston. Whenever 
we come to a sense of our duty in these matters we shall not extrava- 
gantly but very strongly fortify those ports with a reasonable number 
of fine steel guns and torpedoes and things of that sort. 

Now, it is not alone as a question of building and repairing ships, 
but as a practical question connected with the condition of war, that I 
would keep these yards in some condition. I feel as the Senator from 
Maryland and the Senator from New York do. I do not care to en- 
gage in heavy works of ship-building in all these yards. It is unwise 
to enter upon that policy. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] 
says that is what this amendment proposes. I beg pardon; I had not 
offered my amendment. I move to strike out the words building 
and.“ I think that the friends of this measure as it stands ought to 
be willing to do that, at any rate, because then perhaps we can pass 
it with the word ‘‘repairing’’ in there and do what I think ought to 
be done. But I can not vote for ter building. I move to strike 

out, in the tenth line, the words building and.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Theamendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut tothe amendment of the committee will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 10, on page 27, in the paragraph pro- 
posed to be stricken out by the committee, it is moved to strike out the 
words building and” before repairing;“ so as to read: 

For additional tools other than those heretofore authorized, required to fur- 
ther improve the condition of the yard for repairing iron and steel ships, $50,000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I say the $50,000 may be more than is needed, and 
it may turn out you may want to put some more there. 

Mr. DAWES. Add or so much thereof as may be necessary.“ 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is always meant, is it not? 

Mr. HALE. They will spend it all if they have a chance. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I take it that is always implied in an appropria- 
tion anyhow. If you strike out the words building and,“ $50,- 
000 is but a fraction, and even those who want to have a building 


yard there might be well content to let it go now and put in these nec- 
essary instruments for repairs and leave the question of building ships 
there for further consideration. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr, President, Iam not very much in sympathy 
with the idea that so far as fortifications or navy-yards are concerned 
the United States should be put upon a war footing of defense against 
foreign invasion. I have never believed in a foreign invasion, and I 
am compelled to say now that I have never believed in a system of 
land fortifications, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Nor of ships either, apparently. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I believe in-a respectable navy. I believe in a re- 
spectable navy for our nation, because it is a great nation. Its ships of 
war should be numerous enough and of a character to command re- 
spect wherever our commerce goes, and should be prepared to follow 
our commerce wherever it may goin the future, 

The United States is not interested in the autonomy of Europe, Asia, 
or Afriea, and I may say that there is no question of the autonomy of 
the North American or South American continent that is very likely 
to provoke war on our part. I believe that, so far as a navy is con- 
cerned and so far as all of the appliances are concerned for war, we 
certainly should go far enough that our mechanics, our military engi- 
neers, and our naval constructors may be fully educated in respect to every 
line of employment that they may possibly be engaged in, provided we 
have a foreign war or any other war. 

Now, coming down more nearly to the question that is before the 
Senate, it has often been suggested that large appropriations were being 
constantly made for building up the Brooklyn navy-yard. I do not 
believe there is a representative from the State of New York in either 
branch of Congress who, so far as that State is concerned, cares whether 
that yard is maintained there ornot. My judgment is that so far as 
the yard for the purposes of a nayy-yard is maintained there the senti- 
ment of our people is against it. It is maintained there of necessity, 
for this reason and upon this policy: New York is the base of supplies. 
Everything which goes into a ship or for the repair of a ship can be assem- 
bled more quickly at New York than at any other point on the Atlan- 
tic coast, in greater quantities, and that is the reason why the New 
York yard has never been closed and never will be closed. It is on 
account of that condition of things. 

In respect to having repair shops along the line of the coast, if that 
is what is proposed, if our ships are to be repaired in them, then a stock 
of supplies must be kept there for their repair. That must be kept 
on hand. As Iremarked earlier in the day, we are now creating a na 
upon an entirely new and different model; the tools are to be of a ait 
ferent pattern than formerly were employed andof greater power; ma- 
chinery entirely different in its construction and of greater power must 
be located at these places; and then the supplies must be kept there 
for the repair of the ships, the material necessary to go into them in 
their construction. All this is involved in keeping o0) these shops, 
whereas if the shops are located at the base of supply the ship goes 
there and finds ready ſor its use that which is adapted to its needs. 

Perhaps I ought to say further that in this respect, to every single 
industry in the United States, the economical administration of it has 
concentrated manufacture all over the United States. Immense estab- 
lishments have been created and the small shop has given place to them. 
At least this has come from economy in construction, economy in the 
manufacture of the goods which we have. That was one of the motives 
which inspired the legislation of 1882. It was believed that on account 
of the ebange in the tools that were to be used and the machinery that 
was to be employed, and with reference to the concentration of supplies 
that were to be used at some two or three different points which were 
selected, the other navy-yards should be closed even as repair shops. 

Now, we might take the old times when the Portsmouth navy-yard 
was employed with ad vantage. Timber was used and in large quan- 
tities, and it would be used also in the repairs, It was proper, it was 
almost essential that the navy-yard should be located near the base of 
supplies. Owing to the great difficulty in its rtation to New 
York, if you please, from some point on the coast of the Atlantic, it 
was necessary that these yards should be located for the oe of 
having the timber near for use. Those days have passed, and it is iron 
and steel, it is metal that is now used. The place where the needed 
metals can be readily concentrated is the place where the navy-yard 
should be located and where the repair shops should also be located. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I wish to disabuse the mind of the 
Senator from New York of some impressions that he has. I do not 
care whether all the old buildings in some of these yards that are not 
to be more actively employed are kept there and kept in repair or not; 
I do not care whether there be any great body of supplies of various 
kinds or not; but I believe in keeping the yards in condition to be im- 
mediately made available as quickly as possibly in case of any great 
foreign necessity for them; wherefore I would have a reasonable supply 
of good manufacturing tools and machines there. 

The Senator says supplies may be brought from elsewhere. Supplies 
of course may be brought from elsewhere, if he refers to temporary 
supplies of provisions, or of shot and shell, or of gunpowder, etc. ; but 
there are ae that can not be extemporized, and among them are ma- 
chines and tools necessary for reasonable repairs, 
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The Senator says New York is the base of supplies generally. Well, 
it is the great point of exchange, to be sure; but when he calls New 
York the base of supplies I call his attention to the fact that during 
the war every army had its independent base of supplies. The great 
stocks of provisions and cloéhing were drawn from great centers ut the 
North, for a fighting body of troops needed a base of their own. So 
any naval movement northeast of New York, northeast of Connecticut, 
in every part of New England, in which New York will be just as much 
interested as Boston, would need a base of supplies. 

The Senator says he is not afraid of war. Well, I am. I have seen 
it, and that is the reason, perhaps, why I am afraid of it. As for the 
idea that we are in no danger of war and may never have one, there is 
nothing in all history to justify any such observation. Nearly all the 
world has been at war in some one part or the other of it, and civil- 
ized, enlightened christian nations have as a rule been at war, preach- 
ing the gospel of Christ on one day and shooting each other the next, 
perhaps both on the same day. 

Some gentlemen think we shall have time enough to get ready when 
the cloud of war rises. No, sir. Here is a laborious pamphlet that 
surprised even the British war authorities. An agent, himself an ofi- 
cer, was set to work finding out in how many cases a declaration of 
war had preceded actual combat. During the one hundred and seventy- 
one years of war from 1700 to 1870, inclusive, there were less than ten 
instances when a declaration preceded blood. In many cases men 
jumped in and seized a point because they they did not wait to give 
notice; they had made up their minds to fight. There were ten cases 
in one hundred and seventy-one years when notice was given. 

Mr. TELLER. What were the wars? 

Mr. HAWLEY. All the wars that took place; I can not tell ex- 
actly. I think I can give it approximately. Here are the specifica- 
tions. In just about one hundred - 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘There are one hundred and seven cases where there 
was no declaration and ten cases where there was notice. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; brief historical data given here show one hun- 
dred and seven cases in which no notice whatever was given and ten 
cases where there was notice. ~ 

Mr. TELLER. How long was the notice? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Hostilities followed notice immediately. There 
was a little notice of the great war between France and Spain, but they 
were all ready and hostilities followed instantly. They were looking 
for them and expecting them, to be sure, but the actual declaration 
did not take place before hostilities began. I to make some 
further remarks, but I anticipated the possibility of a discussion of 
some later paragraph. I yield now to give time to the Senator from 
Oregon, with a single observation, that we stand to-day 65,000,000 peo- 
ple of giant, of infinite physical and war power, but as helpless as a 
one-year-old child. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, I think it proper that I should make 
a statement right here and now if this discussion of fortifications is to 
be entered upon, and I desire to call the attention of Senators who pro- 
pose to discuss that feature to it. 

I will grant all that is said in respect to wars, but I call attention to 
the fact that wars have proceeded from threecauses: Conquest, human 
glory as connected with it, and over the autonomy of states, and the 
balance of power. They have also been initiated by great nations 
for the purpose of keeping their people employed, taking care of the 
elements within the borders of states, I might say furnishing labor for 
the people, something to take their attention. That has been a fruit- 
ful source of war. Another cause of war has been a dissatisfaction of 
the people of nations with their forms of government; revolutions have 
been initiated. To these three causes you may trace all the wars that 
you will find indicated in your schedule. 

I have never been alarmed lest there should be an attempt on the 
part of any foreign Government to subjugate the United States, that a 
war of conquest would be commenced us. That notion has 
never alarmed me. I do not believe that we have yet reached the period 
when it is necessary for the United States to havea war for the purpose 
of employing our people, attracting their attention. It is unnecessary 
for our people to be governed in any such wayas that; I do not believe 
that over the autonomy of North or South America we are to be forced 
into a foreign war. It is because I have always been unable to see the 
causes which would provoke a foreign conflict that I have never been 
so warmly in favor of an enlarged system of fortifications; I will go fur- 
ther than that and say, of a great Navy or great batteries for the de- 
fense of our people. 

I have said so much thus early in pointing out causes of national con- 
flicts, because I trust if the question of fortifications is to be entered 
upon here that those Senators who propose to alarm the people by the 
fear of a foreign war will consider the suggestions I have made. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I dissent entirely from the views just 
expressed by the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. I believe 
that coast defenses are necessary, but I confess to considerable sym- 
pathy with the views of those who believe that a great navy is more 
likely to lead us into war with foreign nations than it is to preserve the 


peace. 
With coast defenses, with our extended coasts properly fortified, we 


could rest in security, knowing that no foreign nation would ever TE 
dertake to destroy or lay under tribute any one of our seacoast cities; 
but if we possessed a great navy we might be tempted to send it abroad 
for the purpose of indicating to foreign nations that we were ready to 
take offense and punish insult. 

I bave intended during the consideration of this bill to make some 
remarks upon the question of coast defenses and to discuss the pro- 
priety of constructing the three great battle-ships which are pro- 
vided for in the bill. It was my purpose to postpone my remarks until 
the amendments of the committee were disposed of in order that I might 
offer an amendment heretofore reported by me from the Committee on 
Coast Defenses, but it is evident that we shall not soon reach a vote 
upon the pending amendment, and it better suits my convenience to 
submit what I have to say to-day than later. 

I send the amendment which I propose to the desk and ask to have 
it read as a part as my remarks, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the 
amendment. č 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all after the word contract,“ in line 
12 of page 42, to and including the word each, of line 20, and in- 
sert: 

Three floating batteries, of the description recommended by the board on 
fortifications and other defenses, appointed by the President under the pro- 
visions of the act of Congress entitled An act making appropriations for forti- 


fications and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1836, and for other purposes,“ approved March 3, 1885, 


Mr. DOLPH. It will be observed, Mr. President, that by this 
amendment it is proposed to strike out of the bill the provision for the 
construction of three battle-ships of limited endurance, ships which 
have been recommended by what is known as the policy board, the 
McCann board, and to provide, in lieu of those, for three of the coast- 
defense batteries - recommended by the fortification board. 

If I did not believe that the passage of this bill as it came from the 
committee would indefinitely postpone the construction of adequate 
coast defenses, I should remain silent and allow the bill to pass with- 
out my objection. I am aware also that whatever I shall say will 
probably be barren of any practical result. The bill passed the House 
by a small majority; it has been favorably recommended by the Com- 
tee on Appropriations, and it will undoubtedly be passed by the 

nate. 

The three battle-ships provided for will cost this Government, as I 
will demonstrate, for the twenty-two years during which they will 
probably be in commission after they are completed not less than $66,- 
000,000, and all for a service which will be practically useless. If the 
question were only the appropriation of $66,000,000 for the next twenty- 
two years and the loss of that sum to the Government, I might be will- 
ing to let the bill pass without raising my voice against the construction 
of these ships, but, sir, that is not all that this provision means. 

The proposition for the construction of these sps is a part of a pol- 
icy, a part rather of the plan recommended by the McCann board, which 
includes the construction, not only of three new battle-ships in addition 
to the three we already have, but the construction, including those we 
have already provided for, of 227 naval vessels at a total cost of $349,- 
515,000. I send to the desk and ask to have read a statement show- 
ing the vessels and their tonnage and cost recommended by the policy 
board, which is contained in the views of the minority of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs upon the bill reported some time ago from that 
committee for the construction of eight great war-ships. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Recommendations of policy board. 


E 
4 
3 


/ Class of vessels. 


cost. 
10 first-class battle-ships, of great endurance. $56, 400, 000 
8 third-class, of great endurance... 11, 000, 000 
8 first-class, of limited endurance .. 39, 890, 000 
12 second-class, of limited endurance. 52, 200, 000 
5 third-class, of limited endurance... 18, 000, 000 
6 harbor-defense monitors. 25, 000, 000 
leruising monitor. s... 1, 900, 000 
11 rams (1 of 2,000, 10 Of 3,500) .......esssssssee eovensesesescecnslorsssnnresteanassesae 19, 500, 000 
9 thin-armored cruisers ..... 28, 800, 000 
4 first-class protected cruisers 15, 760. 000 
10 first-class protected cruisers .... 28, 000, 000 
12 second-class protected cruisers. 22, 500, 000 
6 third-class protected cruisers... 5,500, 000 
10 gun vessels and dispatch boats... ER 4,500, 000 
16 to: o cruisers, including the Vesuvius, about.. 7,500, 000 
3 artificer ships . . „ 6,500, 000 
126 
OL topedo- boats . . . . eee .. = 6, 565, 000 


227 Total . . uses ess eee senses nes eee 


The above total includes $67,965,000 for ships and 
guns already expended or authorized .. .. . . . . 
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Mr. DOLPH. Before authorizing the construction of the costly 
ships which are provided for in this bill, costly to build, costly to keep 
in repair, and costly to supply, the Senate should to inquire how much 
the vessels will cost and to what use we can put them, and also the 
cost and utility of the three war-ships we have already provided for, 
and which I think are three too many. G 

It is hardly possible to conceive of a state of affairs in which the 
United States will want to send a fieet of armored vessels abroad, even 
in the event of hostilities with a foreign nation, to carry war into the 
enemy’s country; and, if we should, the vessels provided for by this bill 
have neither the endurance nor the sea-going qualities that would be 
required for vessels to be used for that purpose. For the same reason, 
the lack of endurance and sea-going qualities, they would be useless 
for the purpose of destroying the enemy’s commerce. Fast cruisers of 
the type recently constructed by the Government are better adapted to 
that purpose, 

The friends of this measure, including the Secretary of the Navy, say 
that these vessels are intended fer coast defense; so that the questions 
are fairly raised whether it is practicable to defend our extended coasts 
with a navy, and, if so, whether the vessels proposed by this bill are 
the most economical and most effective for that purpose. I shall dis- 
cuss these questions later, but I will say now that it is impracticable 
to defend 5,000 miles of coast upon two oceans with a navy; and if these 
vessels are intended as floating batteries, to be used in conjunction with 
land fortifications or without them, they are not the most economical 
and the most effective vessels of the kind. 

Although they are intended for harbor defense, the Secretary of the 
Navy, in some statement made before a committee of Congress (I have 
been endeavoring within the last few minutes to find it, but am not 
able to turn to it), said that he was not familiar with the report of the 
Board on Fortifications and Other Defenses, which was appointed by the 
President under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1885. That board 
recommended floating batteries, three for San Francisco and two for 
the mouth of the Mississippi River, andsuggested that floating batteries 
of similar chatacter might also be required for the defense of the east- 
ern end of Long Island, the protection of the approach to New York on 
that side, and for the Chesapeake Bay. The vessels provided for in this 
bill are vessels recommended by the McCann board. My amendment 
is to substitute for them the floating batteries recommended by the 
Board on Fortifications and Other Defenses. 

I need not at this time discuss the necessity for coast defenses. This 
bill is reported upon the theory that it is desirable to put the Govern- 
ment in condition to defend its coasts against hostile attacks from the 
sea. It is a humiliating fact that, with our extended coasts upon both 
oceans, with our numerous harbors and our great seaboard cities, which 
are the centers of trade and transportation, which are the depots for the 
wealth of the nation and the products of a continent, and with our 
extensive coastwise commerce, we have not a single fort or gun suit- 
able for their defense. d 

Our seacoast batteries, which twenty-five or thirty years ago were 
equal to any guns that might be brought against them, have become 
obsolete and worthless by reason of the improvements in guns and 
projectiles and explosives. Our smooth-bore guns, which were once 
equal to any, are not able to cope with modern steel rifles; and our 
forts of brick and masonry, once able to withstand attack from any bat- 
teries afloat, would be demolished by a single well directed shot from 
a 5-inch breecli-loading built-up steel rifle. On all our coasts we have 
not a single fortified harbor into which our vessels engaged in coastwise 
commerce could retire in case of hostilities. We have done nothing for 
a quarter of a century in this matter of coast defenses but to appoint 
boards and committees to examine and report, and these boards and 
committees have reported to us the oft-told story of our defenseless con- 
dition, all however recommending modern fortifications. 

The Secretary of the Navy in his report says: 

A coast line of 13,000 miles, upon which are situated more than twenty great 
centers of population, wealth, and commercial activity, wholly . gerard 

nst modern weapons, affords an inviting object of attack, with a range 
choice as to the points to be selected. Any one of the powers named— 

That is, the naval powers of Europe, which he had previously enu- 

merated 
could, without serious difficulty, even after the completion of our fleet as now 
authorized, secure in a single raid upon our coast an amount of money suffi- 
eient to meet the expenses of a naval war; an amount, one-half of which if judi- 
ciously expended over a series of years would be sufficient to afford this coun- 
try a guaranty of perpetual peace. 

In this connection I submit extracts from some remarks I made in 
the Senate February 16, 1887: 

Mr. Dor pn. It would seem to be unnecessary after all the examinations and 
reports we have had on this subject, after the reeommendations we have had 
from our committees, and from those in authority, and when almost the entire 


press of the country is urging upon our attention the importance of defending 
our coast, for me to urge its importance upon the Senate of the United States. 
* 


Mr. Tilden, in his memorable letter to the S er of the House of Represent- 
atives concerning seacoast defenses, estimated that twelve seaport cities upon 
the Atlantic and Pacifle coasts contained a population of 5,000,000 and 


destructible property of the value of $5,000,000,000,and in a recent article by 
tain Greene on our seacoast defenses, in Seribner’s Monthly for January, he 
mates that fifteen of our cities contain assessed 
value of $4,000,000,000, 


ible property of the 


Now, for the protection of all this vast amount oF sng AS has been stated 
we have not a single war-ship, we have nota 1 that is of any value 
asa defense, we have not a single gun for our forti All the great powers 


of Europe are fortifying their coasts and by forts and turrets by the 
most approved armor, and are creating navies of modern war-ships armed 
with the most powe guns that have yet been made. 5 5 

* 


A war cloud hangs constantly over Europe, and every now and then we have 
complications with foreign countries that remind us that we can not always ho 
that the peace we have so long enjoyed will continue forever. Great Brita 

y possesses a fleet of gunboats which I have seen estimated somewhere at 
one hundred and eleven t upon a few hours’ warning could be sent up the 
river St. Lawrence and by the canals around the St. Lawrence rapids and by 
the Welland Canal to the Great Lakes to destroy our great cities and our exten- 
te has bees went Great Brita 

n , Great tain from her fortified harbors and naval stations 
at Halifax and Bermuda could in afew hourssend her war-ships,armed with 
forged steel breech-loading rifles, throwing projectiles weighing a ton or more 
a distance of 10 miles and upward, to destroy the principal cities along our At- 
lanticseacoast; and at Victoria, on Vancouver Island, she keeps constantly from 
one to three war-ships convenient to the commercial cities along the Sound and 
upon the Columbia River, and within forty-eight hours tothe wealthy and popu- 
lous city of San Francisco. She has recently ordered, as has been stated in the 
public press of this country, twenty Armstrong 80-ton guns for her fortifications 
at Vancouver Island, to frown on our defenseless coast just across the Straits 
of Juan de Fuca, and she has notified the Canadian e Railroad Company 
re pataas to transport them with other war material across the continent in 

ril nex 

en Chili possesses a war-vessel that could anchor outside the Golden Gate 
at San Francisco and destroy the city, or, ignoring what we call forts there, our 
structures of brick and mortar and sand, armed with antiquated smooth-bore, 
cast-iron guns, re mounted and out of repair, steam unharmed up to 
22 ͤ vd 

4 out o e val in her or out o! 
funds in the subtreasury there, rri 


* * * * * * 


* 

I clipped from a San Francisco paper afew days since an imaginary deseri: 
tion of an attack on San Francisco by two of the armored vessels of Great t- 
ain. Lask that it be read. It will be interesting at this time as something that 
is —_ ossible if not probable. 

“sites ief wae 5 5 i 

“ Lieutenant Greble, artillery, pictured an attack on San Francisco b; 
two British ironclads, the Benbow ai dt — Collingwood. The Benbow has ia 
16-inch 110-ton breech-loading rifles and ten 6-inch breech-loaders in broadside, 
The Collingwood has four 12-inch breech-loaders and six 6-inch breech- 
rifles in broadside. 


inhabitants, $245,000,000 of property, 
800 steamers or sailing vessels in its harbor, and vast interests of various Finds 
to 


present prosperity. 

Mr. Dorem. Do Senators like the picture? As I have said, the realization 
is possible,and I might say I think truly probable. What is true of San Fran- 
88 11 true of every commercial city along our entire seacoasts and upon the 

reat Lakes. 

The truth is that to-day the United States is under heavy bonds to keep the 
peace with all the world. The defenseless condition of our coasts and our un- 
protected commerce guaranty that in our intercourse with other nations we 
will observe the rules of courtesy and international law; nay, more, they place 
us at a humiliating disadvantage in any such controversy. In any such con- 
tro we must constantly reminded that discretion is the better part of 
valor., I say this without underrating our power and our resources and the 
courage oan the patriotism of our people, 

It has been and I repeat it, that with our resources and our means 
of internal commerce and the tism and the courage of our people we 
could hurl the combined armies of the world from our shores; but in the 
in a contest with a great naval power, our commercial cities would 

swept from the face of the 
and every ind of the 
is not table to 


ican 
I do not understand that there isanything in Kame relations with foreign coun- 


7... So wan Sateenen the Senator 
BUTLER ul 


g J. we wo and power 
enough to sweep her commerce from the seas; and we could, with but a few 
hours warning, occupy her possessions upon this continent with an invincible 


* * . * 


I should like to say to the Senator from South Carolina, were he in his seat, 
that in the opinion of experts it will take quite as long to provide the founda- 
tions for the batteries of necessary for the defense of our coasts as it 
will to provide the steel for their manufacture and to manufacture them. The 
idea that batteries of guns weighing one hundred tons and over can be _— 
upon a sand or in a sand-pit and there operated is not warranted the 
Inv ions which we have made and the recommendations which we 
had. The emplacements for guns and other structures for forts must be of solid 
masonry, able to withstand the great strain and weight of the guns. At the 
mouth of the Mississippi River we must adopt floating batteries for defense be- 
cause suitable foundations can not there be obtained on account of the 
condition of the soil, So at San Bay we must have for a complete de- 
fense floating batteries to go out and meet the enemy es sea, for, as I have said 

sea. 


before, the city of San Francisco may be shelled from 
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sppropriation for the construction of floating batteries. 

batteries is ae sane grees nips Seara aate Aae ns but 

draught and lessspeed and less capacity 3 vily 

armed and earrying heavier batteries than any ships of war of other nations 

that can be sent tthem. The object of having them of light draught is so 

they may get nearer to the shore than 
m. The 


Mississippi River and three for San Francisco r. 
‘ha han beens 


well said by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Incaurs], it is im- 


3 to defend our coasts by t warships alone. The board on forti- 
tions and other defenses 1 that twenty-seven pore urgently needed 
to be defended at the present time, Suppose Great Britain should send ten or 


fifteen of her great war ships to attack our coasts, and we had ten war yessels able 
to cope with them. Su those ten vessels were stationed atthe port of New 
York. How would we know that the attack was to be made on New York? 

he attack was made on Baltimore, or Charleston, or Portland, Me. It 
can be seen at once that it would be im e to defend nst an attack 
atan unexpected point by so smalia number of ships, In er to effectually 
defend our coast by a navy alone we must have a fleet for every principal port 
upon both coasts odua to any probable fleet of the enemy that could be sent to 
attack any one of them. 

For one, I am not in favor of entering upon the work of the construction of 

armored ships untilwe have provided fortifications and other defenses 

or the protection of our coasts. I would rather see the money expended for 

this purpose and in providing cruisers of great speed, sufficiently armed to 

rey upon the commerce of our enemies in case of war—commierce-destroyers, 
i you choose to call them such, 

I do not understand that even the most enthusiastic advocates of the 
construction of great armored ships claim that our coasts can be de- 
fended by a navy alone. If such a claim is made, it is opposed to every- 
thing that I have heard or read upon the subject. The naval and mili- 
tary authorities everywhere say that it is impracticable to defend our 
extended coasts with a navy alone. 

Tt would be possible to defend a single port against any force which 
might be brought against it, but that would require a larger flect 
force than the force of the enemy, because we would risk not only our 
fleet, but the property to be defended by it. But when we look at our 
extended coast of nearly 5,000 miles upon the two oceans, without in- 
cluding Alaska, with our numerous harbors, and also take into considera- 
tion the fact that we would never know at what point an enemy would 
strike us, it becomes apparent that it is impracticable to defend our 
coasts with a navy alone on account of the great cost, in the first in- 
stance, of constructing a sufficient navy and, in the second place, of 
the cost of maintaining it. 

But suppose it was practicable, is it judicious, is it businesslike, 
when, as I shall show directly, our coasts can be so much more econom- 
ically and thoroughly defended by land fortifications and their acces- 
sories, fortifications or defenses which, when once constructed, would 
be permanent and would cost very little for renewals or repairs or safe- 
keeping? 

Tosupport what I have said as to the practicability of defending our 
coasts with a navy alone, I will ask the Chief Clerk to read what I 
have marked in the report of the Board on Fortificationsand Other De- 
fenses, to which I have already alluded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The matter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The third object of attack and capture would be the vessels employed in the 

const ing trade. A glance at the map ofthe coast will clearly indicate the dan- 

gers to which this commerce is exposed. An enemy having su or naval 

power might intercept all communication coastwise between New York andthe 

ports of New England, by cruising in Vineyard and His 
isers watchin dy 


supended. 
Nor could this result be prevented by our Navy, even if provided with more 
numerous and more su vessels than would seem to in- 


ment should be in Sane upon the enemy’s property and commerce, 
1 utile attempt to protect the trade over a line 
extending for 4,000 miles. 


Mr. DOLPH. I will also quote from a volume entitled“ Defense 
of the Seacoast of the United States, by Colonel Abbot. Colonel Ab- 
bot has devoted a lifetime to the study of this question of coast de- 
fenses and is familiar with every phase of it. The volume, from which 
which I read, is a collection of lectures delivered by him before the 
United States Naval War College in November, 1887. He says: 

No principles are better established than (i) that the mass of our forces should 
be thrown upon fractions of the enemy; (2) that, so far as practicable, we 
should operate upon his communications without endangering our own; (8) that 
the effort should be energetic and in concert throughout of war; 
and (4) that even in a defensive campaign vigorous offensive operations should 
never be neglected when practicable. 

Every ciple of strategy is therefore violated in adopting for seacoast de- 
fense a plan which contersplates the leaving of our important strategic positions 
without permanent fortifications and looking to defending them by fractions of 
our Navy shut up in them at the outbreak of war. Such a project would find 
its el in an army subdivided, interned in strong places, and left to be 
overmastered successively by the united strength of theenemy. Allexperience 
in land campaigns warns us that by such a system defeat would be assured be- 
fore the first gun was fired. : 
rise also says, and I call the special attention of Senators to this quo- 

on: 

If we should fritter a our resources in constructing armored ships with 
view to chaining them tr harbors where local conditions make a lan defense 


half its power if not threatening the o ve. 


The reasons he here gives why our funds should not be expended 
upon these costly vessels are the same that induce me to object to the 
provision of the bill under consideration. I desire to secure for the de- 
fense of our coasts something that can be provided with a reasonable 
outlay of money, but I clearly perceive that, if the money is to be frit- 
tered away in the construction of these costly and comparatively use- 
less N the day when our coasts will be defended is indefinitely 

U 


postpon: 
Colonel Abbot further says: 

The funds allotted to seacoast defenses by all nations are limited, and what 
is wasted in injudicious expenditure will certainly be subtracted from some 
needful outlay. For example, nothing couid be easier than to make an im- 
p: able fort if cost were left out of consideration. Armor-plates, whether 
. compound, or wrought-iron, or chilled cast-iron, can be made thick 
enough to keep out the projectiles of any 2 now existing or which ever can 
exist. If3feet of armor will not do it, 10 feet will. There is no limit to the se- 
curity attainable in a land „where any weight whatever can be sup- 

rted. But the skill of the engineer lies in a judicious estimate of what is need- 

ul a of 7 885 is superfluous, and in making his plans and applying his funds 
accordingly, 


Again, he contrasts the power or value of guns ashore and guns afloat, 
the value of fixed fortifications upon land for the defense of a harbor, 


as compared with floating defenses, war ships such as are proposed by 
this bill. 


I ask the Secretary to read what Colonel Abbot says about 
guns ashore and guns afloat. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


GUNS ASHORE AND GUNS AFLOAT. 


Formerly it was a maxim accepted by French engineers that one p onshore 
was able,when properly mounted and served, to contend successfully with from 
eight to thirty on shipboard, This rule, derived from experience in such con- 
tests in olden times, was verified in the naval attack on Sebastopol, where“ an 
earthen battery mounting only five guns, but placed on the cliff at an elevation 
of 100 feet, inflicted grievous injury on four powerful English ships of war and 
actually disabled two of them, without itself haying a gun dismounted and 
without losing even one man.” 

But the rule was founded on conditions no longer existing. The ship guns 
of that period were small in caliber; were crowded closely together; were cov- 
ered by bulwarks of oak, which, when struck by such projectiles as were used 
in coast batteries, afforded little protection ; the ship was¢oon buried in smoke, | 
which prevented the scores of gunners either from seeing how to aim or from 
being guided with any precision by orders from aloft; and, lastly, the armament 
was not readily brought to bear by reason of the unwieldy nature of the ship, 
which floated at the mercy of baffling winds and shifting currents, with ker 
masts and sails ex to destruction by a single lucky shot. 

A modern duel between ships and forts is fought under very different condi- 
tions, The ships are more or less protected by armor in all vital parts; the mo- 
tive power, deep under water and 5 withdrawn by the mode of maneu- 
vering from direct fire, is comparatively little e: to injury; the guns are 
much fewer in number,and the smoke, alth still a ous cause of inac- 
curacy of aim, will hardly form the impenetrable veil which hung about the 
old three-decker in action, and its evil effects can be more easily counteracted; 
moreover, the redu: size of the crews and the protective armor (if the latter 
be sufficiently substantial for its work) will reduce casualties, and, leaving tor- 

oes out of the question, the hideous carnage of old naval contests no 
onger appall the crew. 

On the other hand, it must not be forgotten that the risk of injury when struck 


by an effective modern projectile is far greater for the ship than for the land 


battery. The latter may be disfigured by huge craters in the pet, a ſe men 
may be killed, and a few may be dismounted, but so long as the Fie 
zines are secure no overwhelming disaster is to be feared. But one proj 


plating of the ship may annihilate, at a le blow, the offensive power of an 
talia, of an Inflexible, or of a Trafal 


system 
its fire wi ee 
than in the days gone by. 


Mr. DOLPH. Calonel Abbot also gives an interesting aecount of the 
battle at Drury's Bluff, on the James River, on May 15, 1862: 

On May 15, 1862, an earthen battery situated on Drury's Bluff, about 100 feet 
above James River and without bomb-proof cover, was attacked by two iron- 
clads, the Galena and the Monitor, and by three wooden vessels, the Aroostook, 
the Port Royal, and the Naugatuck. Theironcluds anchored at from 600 to 1,000 
yards range, where a double-pile obstruction, re-enforced by ern ee alien a 
nearer approach; the wooden vessels anchored about 1,300 yards W. After 
fighting for about three and a quarter hours the fleet was repulsed; the Galena 
had expended nearly all her ammunition and had suffered severely, being 
hulledseveraltimes. The Monitor and ap rene the wooden vessels were not 
seriously injured, but Lieutenant Commander Jeffers, commanding the Monitor, 
reported: So long as our vessels kept up a rapid fire they rarely fired in return, 
but the moment our fireslackened they remanned their guns. It was impos- 
sible to reduce such works, except by the aid of a land force.“ 

The armament of the Galena o of 9-inch Dahlgren smooth-bores and 
Parrott rifles; the Monitor carried two 15-inch guns; the armamentofthe wooden 
vessels is not stated in the official report. 

When Fort Drury was captured, in 1865, the water-bearing guns consisted of 
one 7-inch Brooke rifle, with six 10-inch and three Cinch Rodman smooth-bores. 
I was personally informed by Major Drury, who had commanded in the action 
of May 15, 1862, that at that date he had only three Rodman smooth-bores in 
position, the others having been added subsequently, 

This was, I believe, the first decisive contest between our armor-clad vessels 
and a land battery. Although the result was a disappointment and the vessels 
were repulsed with loss by a greatly inferior force, it must not be forgotten that 
the trial took place under conditions which gave many advantages to the land 
forces, the narrowness of the river even “ permitting them to annoy the fleet 
with musketry.” 


Colonel Abbot sums up his discussion of the relative power of guns 
of fixed batteries and of floating batteries as follows: P 


Personally, while according a relatively higher efficiency to naval armaments 
us compared with land guns than was warranted by experience before recent 


5176 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 23, 


improvements, Iam convinced that ship guns can never hope to contend with 


similar land guns on anything like equal terms when the latter are properly 

laced in position and properly served. In fine, I think engineers would agree 
That for a port of first-c importance the armament should never be allowed 
to fall below that of the enemy in caliber, and that in number of guns wo should 
rarely mount less t half of what can be deployed against the works in line 
of battle. With such an armament, well d d upon a favorable site and 
well served, I should have no fear of the result, and indeed one much weaker 
would have a fair chance for success. 

Under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1885, President Cleve- 
land appointed a board ta examine and report at what ports fortifica- 
tions were most urgently needed and the character of the defenses re- 
quired. He appointed the then Secretary of War, Mr. Endicott; 
General Benét, Chief of Ordnance; the Chief of Engineers, General New- 
ton, one of the most eminent engineers in the country, who is now hold- 
ing a position of responsibility under the Government of New York 
City; Col. Henry L. Abbot, who, as I have already stated, has given 
as much study to this question and is as well qualified to pass judg- 
ment upon it as any man alive; Capt. Charles Smith, of the Ordnance 
Department; Commander Simpson and Commander Goodrich, of the 
Navy; Mr, Joseph Morgan, jr., of Pennsylvania, and Mr. Erastus Corn- 
ing, of New York. They made a thorough examination into every 

hase of the question and submitted a valuable report, from which I 

ve already quoted, and which, notwithstanding any improvements 
which may hereafter be made in guns, or armor, or explosives, or pro- 
jectiles, will continue to be one of the most valuable contributions ever 
made to this subject. I do not believe President Cleveland could have 
made better selections for members of that board. 

What did they recommend? Did they recommend the defense of 
our seacoasts with a navy? No; they recommended, for the defense ot 
twenty-seven of our seaports, land fortifications, turrets, casemated bat- 
teries, and barbette batteries, with mines and other obstructions, tor- 
pedoes, torpedo-boats, and floating batteries, They estimated the en- 
tire cost of fortifying these twenty-seven ports, including three floating 
batteries for the defense of San Francisco Harbor and two floating bat- 
teries for the mouth of the Mississippi River, to be one hundred and 
twenty-six million and some thousand dollars; for thedefense of Puget 
Sound there will be required probably five millions more; for the de- 
fense of harbors of minor importance, not included in the report of the 
board, there will be required from fifteen to twenty millions more. One 
hundred and fifty million dollars judiciously expended will secure an 
adequate defense for ourentire coast. Withsuch fortifications we could 
rest in security, knowing that we would be safe from attack. And 
what more do we need? 

These fortifications would be permanent, and, except the floating 
batteries, torpedo-boats, and mines, which of course would have to be 
renewed from time to time, they would cost nothing for renewal, noth- 
ing for repair, and nothing for care. More than that, they would al- 
ways be in the place where they were wanted. They would not be 
dependent upon time or tide or the weather. They would not be liable 
to destruction by the casualties of the sea. They can be so constructed 
that if there shall be larger guns hereafter constructed than are found 
practicable to-day, they can be used upon the emplacements. They can 
be so constructed that we can at any future time add to the thickness 
of the armor and secure entire protection against any guns and any ex- 
plosives which may be invented. 

But suppose, sir, that we construct a costly navy; suppose we con- 
struct the three war-ships which are provided for in this bill and then 
proceed to construct the others of similar character recommended by 
the policy board, and find, after we have got them on the ways or alter 
they are constructed, that we have made a mistake; that they do not 
answer the purpose for which they are designed; that inventions in 
ships and armor and guns have made them obsolete; they would be a 
total loss. They would require for their preservation and to keep them 
seaworthy large annual expenditures. 

Owing to their great weight and their poor sea-going qualities (be- 
cause, in order to obtain great defensive and offensive power, endurance 
and speed must be sacrificed) they would be peculiarly liable to the 
perils of the sea. If the time should come when they were needed 
and we should put them into service, the service would be at most but 
a duel between two great battle-ships, and if the result was anything 
but a drawn battle it would just as likely be the sinking of our ship 
as the ship of the enemy. 

In this connection I quote from some remarks made by myself in 
the Senate on August 30, 1888 (volume 19, part 9, of the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD; Fiftieth Congress, first session): 

Ican not see why there should be such extraordinary economy in the matter 
of appropriations for coast defenses, while we have been so liberal in the a 
propriations for the =n I have stated before, and I repeat what I have said 
upon other occasions. t I do not believe it is practicable to defend our 
coasts by a navy. We have already provided for three armored ships at great 
cost. That, in my judgment, is three too many. It would be more judicious 
to have expend the money for fast cruisers carrying effective guns and in 
coast defenses. 

We never can defend the coasts of the United States with a navy; there are 
too many points to be defended. An effective defense by a navy would require 
at least as many guns at every port to be defended as could be brought against 
that port by the enemy, and as we could not know where thé enemy would at- 
tack we must be prepared to defend each port on both coasts of the United 
States if we are to defend our coasts by a navy. > 

Now, the com tive cost of defending our coasts by navy and by coast de- 
Tenses, land fortifications, is decidedly in favor of the latter, I will send to the 


desk to be read a statement made by a gentleman thoroughly informed on this 
subject as to the cost of one of the vessels of the Navy which has gone out of 
service—her original cost and the cost of maintaining her. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The statement will be read from the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

As an instance of the cost of making and keeping of war vessels perpetually 
in service, we need give but a single instance, and for this we will take the case 
of the Tennessee, a vessel about the size of one of our new cruisers, but which 
cost more, as she was made twenty years ago. 

The Secretary states the cost of this ship, in 1867, to be $1,856,075.8! ; the cost 
of repairs put upon her from 1869 to 1875, at 81. 448,518.21; and for repairs from 
1875 to 1887, $577,716.17; making together, for first cost and repairs, 8, 877, 508. 19. 
The interest on these sums at 5 per cent. is $3,000,000, making, for the cost and 
repairs, with interest thereon, a total of $6,877,305.19. She brought, when sold 
a 4 o ape leaving as the net cost for construction, repairs, and interest, 

842,780.19. 5 

The Secretary states that this vessel was in active service about ten years, 
The complement of officers and men for such a vessel is about four hundred, 
The yearly pay of these officers and men, together with their expenses, their 
clothes, rations, ete., and a fair allowance for the equipment of the vessel, for 
the stores, ete., will amount to 8 per year, which forten years would 

$3,600,000, which, added to the above cost of vessel and repairs, and interest, 
makes over $9,442,000 as the cost of keeping this vessel in active service about 
ten years, or $944,000 a year, a sum which exceeds one- of the first cost ofthe 
vessel and a sum which is almost double the cost it will be to us to keep these 
twenty 20-inch guns in service, and a sum fully equal to the yearly cost of 
keeping a sixty 14, 16, and 20 inch guns in service, without our ever paying for 


they at 

AY will be noticed that no armament was provided in the above estimated cost 
öf keeping the Tennessee in service, but in leaving this out we did not lea ve out 
much, as her armament was of little account.“ — 

Mr. DoLPH. The reference to the 16 and 20 inch guns is to a provision inthe 
House bill which was not reported. I was not aware it was there when I sent 
up the article to be read, 

I also send up a quotation relating to armored ships to be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“In to this 7,500-ton armored cruiser to be built at a cost of $3,500,000, 
we must not only consider this cost but that of its armament, equipment, and 
what it will cost to keep it in service. 


First for construction. . . . . . . . . . . O 00 ces tos cuscore . $3,500,000 
“Armament, equipment, interest on a portion of these sums during 
the four years of building, say. . ... .. e t 1, 500, 000 


“Making cost of vessel with armament, equipment, and interest to 
time of going into commission, which may here be taken as first 


COSE worse! eee ——. — venere —— 2 — . —— 


5, 000, 000 


cent. for, say, an arenas term of onl 
“Such a vessel to be ke 


eight years, $600,000. 


000, 000 

Interest twenty years 500, 000 
rs, first cost........... 000, 000 
Interest of repairs, eight years.. ae s 600, 000 
Pay of officers and men, ship's supplies, etc., ten years . . . t 5, 400. 000 
CCC 3 eee eee teresse. ss.. 16, 500, 000 


Or, $1,650,000 per year for each of the ten years she may be expected to be in 
service. A very large sum, but less than one-third the cost of the ship and 
armament when put in commission of over 50 per cent., as we find has 
actually been paid in the case of the Tennessee.” 

Mr. HALE. Who is this gentleman? 

Mr. Dorn. I have no objection to stating who the 
Emery, who invented the Emery testing-machine, an: 
of undoubted standing. 

Mr. HALE. He seems to have quite a remarkable system of mathematics. 
Be poe ae oa waned be ans 3 rve it for what ve worth and for 

e purpose of emp zing w re to say 5 o apparent econ- 
omy of Congress in the matter of coast defenses, I think we have begun at the 
wrong end of this matter. I am in favor of building up a navy. I am in favor 
of providing fast cruisers, armed with effective guns, to act as commerce-de- 
stroyers in case of war with foreign nations. 

As I said, I do not believe it is at all practicable to defend our coasts with a 
navy and that the three armed ships which Congress has now authorized are 
jon three too many; at least until we have provided a system of coast defense 

it is neither wise nor economical to build such ships. When we undertake to 
provide a system of coast defenses I think we ought to have a definite plan and 
understand what we are going to do before we commence, and should provide 
the best known appliances for defense, and in determining what they are we 
must be guided by the committees and by the boards which have investigated 
and reported upon these subjects, When that is done we can not make the ap- 
propriations too large. Large appropriations are economical, appropriations 
that when the work is once commenced will enable it to be condu toa final 
completion without interruption. 

It seems to me that what we are now doing, providing appropriations for 
dynamite guns, for cast-iron mortars, and for hybrid mortars with cast-iron 
bodies and hoops of steel, and all this, is simply diverting the eee e 
from the general plan which has been recommended, and which ieved by 
the great y of the engineers and officers of the Army to be the best means 
of defense, is making poor progress towards coast defense. I repeat, we have 
begun at the wrong end. ¢ sre making large appropriations for purposes 
which will not be sung lave to the defense of our coasts, and very meager ap- 
propriations for those things which we ought to provide. 


Iam in favor of coast defenses, I think if unwise for this great 
nation, with its extended coasts and its numerous harbors with all their 
stores of wealth, not to provide for the national defense. I hope, with 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], that the time will never 
come when they will be needed. It is the duty of this Government to 
do all in its power to maintain an honorable peace, and I should regret 
the necessity which would involve us in a war. But, sir, there are some 
things more to be dreaded than war, and the people of this country have 
degenerated if they would not prefer a war with any nation upon the 
face of the earth to a dishonorable peace. 


ntleman is, Itis Mr. 
who is a civil engineer 


1890. 
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I am not greatly surprised to know that the Senator from New York 
does not favor the making of any preparations for national defense. 
There are others who believe with him. I have been in the receipt of 
numerous communications since the bill providing for coast defenses 
was reported from the Senate committee. As a specimen I send one 
to the desk to be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

PHILADELPHIA, U. S. A., February 21, 1890. 


Sin: George Washington, in his farewell address, said “overgrown military 
establishments are, under any form of government, inauspicious to liberty and 
are particularly hostile to republican liberty.“ It is also a known fact that 
these overgrown military establishments have always been the result of con- 
triving contractors rather than the demands of the people. 

We trust and believe that the Senate will act with great caution before coun- 
tenaneinx the proposed increase in the coast defense and in the Navy beyond a 

roper police forex, believing that const armament may be ominous of civil eon- 
hiet peel ace overgrown Navy of foreign imbroglios. 

We remember that the King of Babylon was divinely taught that the Most 
High ruleth in the kingdom of men and 3 it to whomsoever He will. 
Should not the honorable Senate, so augustly representing the American peo- 
ple, be warned by this ancient teaching, appealing to the God of Justice rather 
than A p foree in settling the policy of the nation? 


a one GEO. DANA BOARDMAN, Pres 
To Hon. J. N. DOLPH, 
Uniled States Senator, 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I have great respect for the writer of 
that letter and for his devotion to the cause he advocates; but he is 
mistaken in supposing that the period has been reached foretold of by 
prophecy ‘‘ when the sword s be beaten into the plowshare and the 
spear into the pruning-hook, and the nations shall learn war no 
more. 

I have no doubt that there has been considerable progress made in 
the last few years towards arbitration of international disputes. I 
think perhaps the United States may be quite willing to unite with 
the republies of North and South America in an agreement to arbitrate 
ordinary questions; but I feel quite certain that we never will be 
willing to with European powers to arbitrate any questions con- 
cerning the integrity of our territory or any question arising under the 
Monroe doctrine. 

But it is impossible to prevent war by arbitration. In the first 

lace, there never can be a tribunal competent to enforce the award. 
Public opinion in civilized nations might prove to be sufficient to in- 
duce nations in most instances to submit to awards made under an 
international agreement, but every nation will practically reserve to 
itself the power to determine how far it will be bound by an agreement 
to arbitrate and as to whether or not in a given case it will abide by 
the award, 

Wars have been and wars will be until human nature is radically 
changed. The history of the world is a history of wars. The founda- 
tion of our institutions was cemented in blood, and the independence 
won by the Revolutionary war had to be confirmed by the war of 1812. 
Scarcely a generation had passed away until we were involved in a war 
with Mexico, and our great contest during the war of the rebellion 
was one of the most sanguinary in the history of the world. 

As has been said by some one to-day, I think by the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY], within the last century Europe has for years 
at atime bristled with bayonets. Dynasties have been overthrown, the 
map of Europe has been changed by the sword, and to-day the great 
nations of Europe, with costly coast defenses and large standing armies 
and extensive navies, lie upon their arms, ready at the bugle’s blast to 
renew the struggle. 

The Senator from Connecticut anticipated mein showing to the Sen- 
ate that in one hundred and seventy years there had been one hundred 
and seven instances where war had been commenced without a declara- 
tion to ten where there had been a declaration of war. 

Sir, we may rest in fancied security and dream of peace only to be 
rudety awakened by a messenger of destruction, a projectile weighing 
a ton, fired from an 80 or 110 ton gun by acharge of 900 pounds of 
powder from the deck of a modern war-ship into the business portion 
of the city of New York or the city of San Francisco. It is the part of 
wisdom for the United States to provide in time of peace for the defense 
of her coasts. But to provide a great navy of such ships as are proposed 
by this bill would be to weakly imitate European nations, 

We want no navy for aggressive warfare. We seek no colonization 
and our conquests are conquests of peace. We have no occasion to com- 
pare navies or armies with European countries. Our policy with Eu- 
rope is non- intervention. There is some talk about the annexation of 
Canada, If the annexation of any territory to the United States would 
be beneficial to all parties concerned it would be the annexation of Can- 
ada, but I do not believe that if Canada were knocking at our doors to- 
day the people of the United States are ready to admit her, and cer- 
tainly we will never add any territory by force or conquest. Whatever 
preparation we make for war should be made for the defense of our 
coasts and for the purpose of preventing encroachments upon our ter- 
ritory or upon this continent, which would endanger our peace or lessen 
the security we ought to enjoy by reason of our isolated position. 

We need a navy consisting of a limited number of vessels of the char- 
acter of the Charleston and Baltimore. Suppose the Maine and the 


Texas were completed to-day, which do you suppose would be more 
effective for preserving the peace with foreign countries, the Maine 
and the Texas or the Charleston and the Baltimore? Great Britain 


would care nothing for our two war ships nor for twenty. She would 
know that she could strike our coast at any point and never come in 
collision with one of them, or if they were scattered along our coast 
she couldstrike one at a time until she destroyed them all. 


The arguments in favor of a great navy are wholly unsatisfactory. — 


It is no argument to say that we should have a great navy because 
England, France, and Germany haye great navies. It is no argument 
that we should build a t navy because we have the material and 
the mechanics required for that purpose. Their supposed necessities 
may be sufficient to justify England, France, and Germany in main- 
taining not only large standing armies, but great navies; but our cir- 
cumstances are entirely different. We ought not to be influenced b. 
what they do. England’s coast is so limited and surrounded by pe 
seas and she is so near the great navies of other countries that 
she can utilize a navy for coast defenses; butwe can not do it. Instead 
of building up a great navy to be a constant tax and burden upon the 

ple of this country, requiring a great addition to the personnel of 
the Navy, we would do well to take some steps to build up our mer- 
chant marine, to reclaim from foreign countries some poe our carry- 
ing trade, to give employment to our capital and our labor, and to ex- 
pand our foreign trade. 

I should like to have some one who advocates the construction of 
these three great ships tell me to what use they are to be put. It 
would be some satisfaction to know that the friends of the bill have 
some well defined idea as to what is to be done with them. I could un- 
derstand when the Senator from Maine reported from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs his bill for the construction of eight great first-class battle- 
ships why the younger members of the Navy should be in favor of it, 
I am credibly informed that the older naval officers are not in favorof 
this class of ships. However useless they might prove in time of war, 
in time of peace they would be desirable. They would have splendid 
quarters, a large crew, a marine band, the pomp and splendor increas- 
ing with their cost and size. They are not designed for commerce 
3 and could not be put to any useful purposes in that direc- 
tion. 

The policy board repurted in favor of twenty coast-defense vessels to 
perform that service; and we may well inquire what these t war- 
ships were intended for. They would have cost long before they were 
out of commission money enough to fortify our entire coast. 

I can imagine what would occur if the three vessels provided for by 
this bill are built and the plan of the policy board is carried out until 
we have twenty of them. At first they would be novelties. Some of 
the naval officers would be ambitious to take them abroad, to show them 
to foreigners, and exhibit our prodigality and our weakness in imitat- 
ing foreign nations without their excuse, and after it had become appar- 
ent to every body except the people of the United States that they 
made a great mistake and if they should be so fortunate as to escape 
from the perils of the sea and return to their home ports, they would 
probably be put on exhibition to our own people at fairs and exposi- 
tions until it was found that they were too costly ornaments to be main- 
tained, and then be taken out of commission. . 

I can not conceive of a more useless—I had almost said ludicrous— 
pennig than the cruise of our new cruisers now in foreign waters. 

can compare it to nothing but the enthusiasm with which a young 
mother shows her first baby to the mother of a large family. It shows 
clearly to European nations that we have no navy. The newspapers 
stated that the President at a recent review of the troops for the enter- 
tainment of the delegates to the Pan-American Congress said that the 
review was not for the purpose of showing them that we had an army, but 
for the purpose of showing them that we had none, If the design of 
this cruise in foreign waters is to show foreign nations that we have no 
navy it will be eminently successful. 

Ican conceive of no reason why weshould construct these ships or build 
a great navy. As IJ have said, we shall never have occasion to send them 
abroad, and if it were understood for a moment that we were preparing 
a navy to combat with the navies of Europe, every naval power in Eu- 
rope would immediately add to their naval establishments until our 
new navy would be as disproportioned to theirs as it is to-day. 

Before the Senate votes for the construction of these vessels we ought 
toinquire what kind of vessels they are to be, what they are to cost, 
what will be the expense of their maintenance, how long they will 
probably be in commission, and what service they will perform. 
These questions largely depend upon the probable life of the ships, 

Twenty-two years is the period given by the English authorities as 
the life of vessels of the character provided for in this bill, andupon this 
subject I will quote from the Naval Annual of Great Britain for 1887. 
I ask the Secretary to read what I have marked. 

The Secretary read as follows: : 

The table in the appendix to the navy estimates which gives the cost and 
date of completion of each vessel affords a basis upon which to calculate the 
approximate annual percentage of depreciation on the value of the fleet arising 
from decay or supersession, the latter being a most important facto: 


r. 
It must be kept clearly in mind that this table is drawn up so as to indicate 
the year of completion of each ship, and her cost is placed under that year, and 


. money expended in construction up to the time they are 
mission. 


is not distributed ... See aeren paa ei Dee was 
. ing at a proper 
subject to depre- 


T regurded as 

olation complete for 

thi reciati d the period for which it o t to be 
5 Mo 4 to th bey thn, ocd 


ly: 
1. On armored, pa and 3 8 iron or steel vessels, ſor 
per 


torped 
and other vessels, for n 


3. 

4. On small vessels, tugs, and yard eraft, for eixhtee 

5. On guard, vi arbor vessels, 
per cent. 


Mr. DOLPH. This quotation clearly shows that at the expiration 
of twenty-two years from the time the vessels are completed and go inte 
commission, vessels of the character provided for by this bill will be re- 
quired to be renewed; thatis, to be taken out of commission and new 
ones substituted, and the cost to the Government of such ships must 
be calculated on that basis. Dynamite cruisers, torpedo-boats, and 
similar vessels will require to be renewed oftener, go out of commission 
sooner. 

To ascertain the cost of building and of maintaining these snips for 
twenty-two years we must first take the original cost of the vessels, 
their armament and equipment, which includes interest upon ne 


per 
r twenty-two years, 4 


com. This constitutes their original cost. 


Second. Annual interest upon the cost at the time they are placed 


in commission. 

each annual payment of interest on the first 
cost from the date of payment until the expiration of the term of serv- 
ice of the vessels—that is, simple interest. 

Fourth. The annual cost of repairs, say 3 per cent. for twenty-two 
Mars. 

Fifth. Interest from the time of payment to the end of the term of 
service of the vessels upon such annual expenditure for repairs, 

Sixth. Amount required annually jor pay-roll, supplies, etc. 

Seventh. Interest upon these annual itures from the year of 
payment until the end of the term of service of the vessels. 

In order to show that the estimate of 3 per cent. upon the first cost 
annually for repairs is a fair one, I will submit from the same volume, 
the Naval Annual for 1887, a table showing the time of construction 
and the cost and the amount expended for repairs in a given time of 
the armored ships of Great Britain. 

From this table I will quote one or two cases. I will take the Agin- 
court, which was constructed in 186869 and cost £483,003 ster 
and up to 1886~87 had cost for repairs £202,119; time, eighteen years. 
The Northumberland, built in the same year, cost £490,680, and up to 
1886 it cost for repairs £201,773, a period of eighteen years, 

“Upon this basis I proceed to make an estimate as to what the three 
vessels provided for in this bill would cost the United States during the 
period they would probably be in commission. 

It is impracticable to obtain entirely reliable data upon which to 
base calculations as to the amounts of these several items of expendi- 
tures, I will attempt one which will be approximately correct as to 
the cost of the war ships provided for in this bill. 


Statement showing the first cost of each effective ship of the Royal REYNI DE E DON with the subsequent outlay upon repairs, altera- 
ions,- 
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For convenience I will make the estimate as to one ship and then 
multiply it by three: 
Cost of ship without armament and exclusive of premi- 

ums for increased speed 
Cost of armament, equipment, etc., when the vessel is 


$4, 000, 000. 00 


ready for commission --_--.--.--.------.---... 1, 000, 000. 00 
Interest for 2} years on cost during construction at 3 
per cent. I estimate that it will take five years to 
build one of these ships, and that the interest should 
be computed for one-half the period on the fall sum, 
and the amount is... ~~ a a a a 


The cost at the time of commission, then, would be 
Interest on cost for twenty-two years, at 3 per cent. per 


Interest on each annual payment of interest on the first 
cost until the ship is out of commission at the end of 
Swenty-two ‘years r ESTE 

Amount of annual repairs, estimated at 3 per cent. an- 
nually on cost for twenty-two years — 

Interest upon each annual payment for repairs from 
the end of the year when paid until expiration of the 
term of the life of the ship 

Pay-rolls, supplies, etc., estimated at $250,000 per an- 
num, an amount in my judgment entirely inade- 
quate, for twenty-two years 5, 500, 000. 00 

Interest on annual expenditures for pay-roll and sup- 
plies, at 3 per cent si n . 1, 932, 500. 00 

Total cost of one vessel for twenty-two years’ service. 22, 159, 495, 00 

Oih- ot shines weasels s oo 502 a. Sees een te 66, 478, 215. 00 


This is more than one-half the amount estimated by the Board of 
Fortifications and Other Defenses for the permanent defense of twenty- 
seven of our principal ports, and at the end of twenty-two years, if we 
keep up the Navy, the same expenditure would have to be commenced 
again, and the expenditure of the same amount incurred for the next 
twenty-two years. 

Before this bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
and after the naval establishment bill had been reported by the Sena- 
tor from Maine for the construction of eight great battle-ships, I made 
a similar estimate as to the cost of those ships. I reckoned the inter- 
est, however, at Spercent. per annum. The Government may be able 
to obtain money at 3 per cent., but it is worth 5 per cent. to the people 
who have it to pay. 

That estimate is as follows: 

The first cost of eight war-ships provided for by the bill 
nt OOM IS A et ge ay a ee teh — $45, 120, 000 

Add interest upon this amount for two years of the time 

the vessels are constructed, estimating that period 

at five years and computing interest at 5 per cent. per 


1, 117, 452. 50 
3, 558, 500. 00 


1, 117, 452. 50 


ble life of the vessels at twenty-two 

years, simple interest on their cost at 5 per cent. would 

2222 ĩðVu — eee 854, 595, 200 
Simple interest on each year's interest on cost would amount 

for the twenty-two years to 28, 662, 480 
Average cost of repairs which I have said should be esti- 

mated at 3 per cent., according to British authorities, 

for the whole twenty-two years would be 32, 756, 126 
Simple interest upon the cost of each year’s repairs until 

the end of the period of twenty-two years would be. 28, 662, 480 
Cost of supplying and running, including coal, ammu- 

nition, pay of officers and men, dockage, wharfage, etc., 

Ihave estimated at $2,500,000 annually (an amount en- 

tirely too low, I am satisfied). The total amount for 


the twenty-two years would be 55, 000, 000 
For the twenty-two years’ simple interest on yearly cost 
of supplying and running the vessels would bee 29, 925, 000 


And the total cost of the eight war-ships for twenty-two 
years’ service, when they would have to be put out of 
commission and new ones constructed, would be 279, 226, 280 


From this there is to be deducted what the vessels would be worth 
at the expiration of twenty-two years when sold to be broken up for 
the material, if they escaped the perils of the sea and the casualties of 
battle in the mean time. The total eost of these eight ships for twenty- 
two years, divided into parts so as to represent an annual outlay for 
twenty-two years, gives about $12,680,000 per year. 

My curiosity led me to make a calculation as to the probable cost of 
the great navy proposed by the policy board for twenty-two years 
upon this basis, and estimating that the smaller vessels would last 
twenty-two years as well as the great war-ships, which is not the case, 
because the annual percentage of deterioration is much greater on a 


small vessel than on a large one. It is easily done by the rule of three. 
If eight vessels, the construction of which costs $45,120,000 in the first 
instance, without counting interest upon the cost during the construc- 
tion, cost for twenty-two years’ service $279,226,000, what would be 
the cost for the same time of the Navy estimated by the policy board, 
to cost in the first instance $349,515,000? This gives a grand total of 
over $2,000,000,000, as the cost of such a navy upon the basis which I 
have figured it, and which I think is the only correct one. 

It is for these reasons that I am op) to the building of the vessels 
provided for in this bill and am in favor of the construction of coast 
defenses, and it is for these reasons I have proposed the amendment 
which has been read for the purpose of substituting them for these ves- 
sels reported by the policy board, and which are neither sea-going ves- 
sels nor coast-defense vessels, which possess just speed enough to make 
it certain they will always be in the wrong place when they are wanted, 
and which can neither run away from an enemy nor run down a mer- 
ebant ship, and for all practical pu are worthless, the three float- 


ing batteries recommended by the board on fortifications and other 
defenses. > 

In the caseofthe floating batteries and endurance sre sacrificed 
to give the vessels a light draught to enable them to carry heavier 


guns and heavier armament than any that can be brought against them. 
They will be always ready at the port for the defense of which they 
were designed, to act in conjunction with land or fixed fortifications, 
and ready to sally forth and raise a blockade, or, if they fail in that, to 
retire to 3833 e they could lie in safety and use their 
t guns upon enemy’s ships. 

815 seems to me this is the class of vessels, that these are the coast- 
defense vessels which should be constructed if we are going tø con- 
structany vessels for coast defense; that weshould build these batteries 
which are recommended by the board on fortifications and other de- 
fenses, which are especially designed for harbor defense, rather than 
the mongrels which are proposed by this bill. Of these vessels or bat- 
teries, as I have said, five are recommended by the board on fortifi- 
eations and other defenses, three for the defenses of San Francisco 
Harbor, and two for the defense of the mouth of the Mississippi. 

San Francisco Harbor is the second important harbor upon the list 
of ports the immediate fortification of which was recommended by 
the board. The fortification appropriation bill as it came to the Sen- 
ate contains a small appropriation for guns and batteries and mortars 
and a small appropriation for emplacements in Boston Harbor and 
New York Harbor and San Francisco, but the fortification board says 
that we can not successfully defend the harbor of San Francisco by fixed 
fortifications; that we will need for the purpose these batteries which I 

to substitute for the war-ships recommended by this bill. 

I submit a description of these floating batteries for the purpose of 
comparing them with the vessels provided for in this bill. I will first 
com the cost. These three vessels are to cost under the i 
of this bill $4,000,000 each without their armament and exclusive of 
premiums for increased speed. I have already given my estimate of 
their probable cost when commissioned and of their cost to the United 
States for twenty-two years. The cost of the floating batteries pro- 
posed by the board on fortifications and other defenses is as follows: 

San Francisco floating batteries and their armament—the vessels 
complete, three of them—$10,725,000, or only about $3,500,000 apiece. 

For New Orleans—two of them with their armament—$8, 150,000. 

They are thus described by the board. I will ask the Secretary to 
read the portion of their report which I have marked. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


phrase 


ent that for t 


the channel is too great to be well swept from shore 
i batteries hereinafter specifically recommended, the board desires to 
uired at present, others may be useful to rd the 
and the a on that side to New York, 
and in Chesapeake Bay as an outer line of defense to Baltimore, Washington, 
and Hampton Roads. N 


Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I also submit from the same report 
the following: ` 
Floating coast defenses may be divided conveniently into (1) floating batte- 


ries, (2) 5 and (3) torpedo- boats, the essential ference between the first 
twoconsisting in the size and amount of protective armor. The distinctive 


FFT the floating 
— e mene e important qualities of light draught and handiness w: 
ong a sm: vessel. 
The modern sea-going ship, on the other hand, should possess high speed and 
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great endurance, and with these must be combined offensive and defensive 
power, according to the duties expected of the vessel. 8 

It is, therefore, much easier to combino in a single vessel the qualities required 
in a floating battery than it is to secure the necessary qualities of a sea-goin 
ship. Indeed, so impracticable is it to combine in one vessel high offensive an 
defensive wers together with great speed and endurance, which are only the 

main requisites in a sea-going ship, that it is no longer attempted; but certain 
qualities are sacrificed to secure some other inthe 8 of pen e 
and for special purposes, as when defensive power is sacrified to speed or when 
endurance is given up to secure speed or defensive power, or these combined, 
* $ * s * s * 

Floating batteries should have advantage over any vessels carrying the same 
guns which may be sent inst them, Such an advantage would besecured 
were they of lighter draught, enabling them to work over shoal water where 
the enemy could not follow. In such case they would be secure against ram- 
ming and probably against Whitehead torpedoes. Such an advantage would 
also be possessed had they greater maneuvering power, enabling them to take 

tions of advantage; and this would be secured by having smaller vessels 
those of the enemy and fitted with twin screws. The floating battery 
should then mount guns equal or superior to any that could be sent against 
her; she should have protective armor of greater thickness than any probable 
Saan ; while she should be at the same time a smaller vessel and of lighter 
ught. * 

* * * 4 * * * 

Vessels capable of carrying and fighting heavy guns at sea under all condi- 
tions of weather must have great displacement, drawing too much water for 
service in the shoal water of our harbors, Such vessels would have no advanta: 
over vessels of the enemy mounting similar batteries, whereas vessels can 
built which will have decided advantages udder the same circumstances. The 
small depth of water of our Atlantic ports, if rightly taken advantage of, may 

rove one of our strongest means of defense. Great iron-clads, carrying the 
Paavia kuns and possessing sufficient endurance to be sent across the ocean, 
must necessarily draw so much water that they could either not enter many of 
our ports or could do so only with the greatest caution, while vessels intended 
nese for coast defense, carrying the heaviest guns with ample protection, could 
be built, which should be able to maneuver in our harbors an easily destroy a 
vessel limited in its maneuvering power by its great draught of water. 

With us this argument has peculiar force, aud too much stress can not be laid 
upon it. We should not hesitate to avail ourselves of a means of defense so ad- 
mirably adapted to our peculiar coast, 

Floating batteries should be employed in the following cases: 4 

1. Where the proximity to deep water of the place to be defended renders it 
impossible to make a proper defense by batteries on shore. 

2. Where the great width of the La (ges gps to the place to be defended ren- 
ders it impracticable to reach all points of such approach with an efficient fire 
from guns on shore. 

8. In places where, from the nature of the ground, as at the mouth of the Mis- 
sissippi River, it is impracticable to mount heavy guns in forts. 

* * * s * * * 


Now, the efficiency of a gun mounted on shore is, within its effective range, 
much greater than if mounted afloat. It has a perfectly steady platform, and it 
aay be protected, together with its crew, to any desired extent, thus securing 
deliberation and precision in its service. A gun mounted on board a floating 
defense may thereby have its effective range virtually increased many fold. In 
other words, it may be moved quickly from place to place, and perform its duty 
in each place, thus, in a sense, 3 equal to many guns mounted upon a 
stationary platform. However, the first cost, ntenance, and vulnerability 
of floating defenses leave the advantages in favor of the shore-mounted gun, 

It is, therefore, deemed best that the use of the floating batteries should at 
first be limited to the three cases above enumerated in any scheme which has 
for its object the defense of the coast, without any element of active offensive 
operations beyond the immediate locality. In other words, such floating de- 
fenses should be considered as a part of the stationary defenses of the country. 
and not asa part of the Navy. As far as possible each floating defense shouid 
be adapted to the W e lace of which it forms part of the defenses, It 
paana, be constru „indeed, to take advantage of the peculiarities of the lo- 
cation. 

In the case of all such floatin leone endurance and speed may be sacri- 
ficed to secure the maximum offensive and defensive powers asa coast defender. 
It is not necessary that such a vessel should have large capacity for either coal 
or provisions, for she may be supplied with either daily, if necessary. Great 
speed is not necessary, because she is to maneuver in a contracted space, where 
high speed would not be attempted. The sacrifice of these qualities, speed and 
endurance, renders it possible to give the vessel less draught of water, and this 
is a great advantage where the harbor contains shoals. At the same time it be- 
comes possible to give the vessel heavy armor and powerful guns. 

Having these general principles in mind, four types of vessels have been de- 


. ay 

ho largest type, of 7,000 tons displacement and carrying two 16-inch guns in 
a turret and one 10-inch gun in barbette, is intended for the mouth of the Mis- 
pees tn where she must constitute the main defense, and should therefore be 
superior to any vessel that could be sent against her. The hull is protected by 
a belt of steel armor 18 inches thick and 175 feet long, with a backing of 6 inches 
of wood and an inner plating of 2 inches of steel. 

The ends of this side armor are connected by athwartship bulkheads of steel, 
the forward one being 15 inches and the after one 14 inches thick, with a w 
backing of 6 inches and inner plating of steel 1} inches. The armor on turrets 
isthe same thickness as side armor. The deck throughout its length is pro- 
tected by a steel deck which forward and abaft the side armor is 3} inches thick 
and over the side armor is 2 inches thick. A full description and drawings of 
this and the other t are given with this report. 

The guns eee be this first type of vessel are equal to nny that have been 
constructed. Only three vessels now afloat are armed with guns of similar 
power, though several in England, France, and Italy are in process of construc- 
tion. No vessel afloat carrying such guns is as well protected by armor as that 
proposed for this 


t of vessel, and in all cases a sea-going ship possessing 
equal offensive and a 
* * 


eſensive power must draw from 5 feet to 8 feet more water, 
. 


* * * — 


The second type of vessel closely resembles the first, possessing similar quali- 
ties. Her disp ment is 6,500 tons, mounting two 14. inch guns in a turret and 
two 10-inch guns in barbette, and protected by 16 inches of steel armor for a 
len of 160 feet, The turrets are protected by a similar thickness, while the 
bulkheads are 15 inches and 14 inches thick. In these respects the second type 
is somewhat inferior to the first, but the second draws only 19 feet instead of 22 
feet 4 inches, thus enabling it to maneuver over shoaler water. 


I also submit, from the policy board, a description of the vessels 
provided for under the bill. They come nearest of vessels described 
in that report to battle-ships of limited endurance to be compared. to 
the description of the floa batteries just described. The first type 
of these vessels of limited endurance is a vessel of 8,000 tons displace- 


ment; but the vessels provided for in the bill are to be 8,500 tons dis- 


placement: 

The 3 of ee vesno 2 8.000. — 9 s mieni and 23 feet 3inches 
mean rau mounting four nel n) breech-loading rifi 
turrets, with thick armor protection of 17 inches. wiles 


The second type is 7,100 tons displacement and 22 feet 6 inches mean load 
draught, mounting four 12-inch (50-ton) breech-loading rifles in turrets, with 
thick armor protection of 16 inches. 

The third type is of 6,000 tons displacement and 21 fect mean load draught, 
mounting two 12-inch (50-ton) breech-loading rifles forward in turret and two 
10-inch 8 breech-loading rifles aſt in barbette. Thick armor protection of 
hull an 12-inch guns, 15 inches; of 10-inch guns, {4 inches. 

+ * 

Protection against water. line damage to be afforded by a belt of 17-inch armor 
for a length of 164 feet, extending from a depth of 4 feet 6 inches below the load- 
water line amidships, and 3 feet 6 inches at the ends, toa uniform height of 2 
feet 10 inches above; to terminate in athwartships bulkheads of 14-inch armor. 
An armor deck ot 2} inches to be worked over the belt, and a submerged deck 
of 3 inches from the armor bulkheads to the ends of the vessels, with stability 
wings of water-excluding material to the berth-deck 6 feet thick at the water 


line. 
* * * * * * * 


The great-gun positions to be two in number, one forward and one aft,in the 
middle line. Each position to be for two 13-inch 60-ton breech-loading rifles in 
turrets, with complete train around bow and stern to well abaftand forward the 
beam respectively as shown. Height of horizontal axis of guns above water 
line 16 feet. g 5 A s 

* * 


The turrets to stand over and in armored redoubts, which extend to the armor 
deck. The thickness of armor on the redoubt to be 17inches, except where pro- 
tected by the casemate of thin armor, where it is to be 12} inches. The armor 
to be worked on backing 6 inches thick; the plating behind to be 1} inches, 
stiffened by vertical frames, and with an inner mantlet of y% inch, 


What encouragement have we from our experience so far to provide 
for further battle-ships? We have already authorized the construction 
of three of these ships. Oneis the Maine, one the Texas, and one, I 
believe, is not yet named. [To Mr. HALE.] What is the name of the 
third battle-ship? 

Mr. HALE. It is not named yet. 

Mr. DOLPH. Itis notnamed yet. The Secretary of the Navy was 
before the House Committee on Naval Affairs and in answer to the fol- 
lowing question said: 

The CHAIRMAN. How would these compare with the ships now under — 
struction, the Maine and the Texas? * Sai 

tary TRACY. They would be much heavier and more formidable shi 

The Maine is denominated in the act, I believe, as an “armored cruiser,” 

is to have 17 knots speed, a battery of 10-inch guns, and II inches protection, 
While she will be a v. serviceable ship, she really does not fall within either 
recognized class. She is not a battle-ship, because she doos not carry a suffis 
cient battery, nor is she of sufficient thickness, She has not the speed requisite 
to the modern cruiser, I do not think any modern cruiser ought to be con- 
structed from this day on that has not a speed certainly of 19 knots, 

Ten thousand eight hundred knots is the coal endurance of a 17-knot ship. 
That is a very coalendurance, But such a fleet of war vessels, if we had 
them, would always admonish the enemy that we would be able to threaten 
their coast as well as they ours; and it would prevent the enemy uncover- 
ing its coast and concentrating upon our coast. t is to say, we ought not to 
have a naval force which would leave the enemy at liberty to feel that he could 
uncover entirely his own coast and concentrate upon ours, 

If we had a fleet of modern cruisers, supported by a fleet of battle-ships with 
a speed of 17 knots and 10,800 knots coal endurance, no enemy would feel at 
liberty to send all of their force to attack us. 

i (tm 8 How would your observations in regard to the Maine apply 
o the Texas. 

Secretary Tracy. I am not as well prepared to answer on the Texas as on the 
Maine. I have given some attention to the Texas. I think the Texas isa 
stronger battl than the Maine, with less 

The CHAIRMAN. I have understood that the Department had expressed the 
opinion that, if it were an original proposition now, the Department would not 
build either the Maine or the Texas. 

Secretary Tracy. That is true. The Department, if left to its own free will 
would never build a enp now, I think—at least would not recommend one- chat 
was not believed to be the best type in the world. I do not think our policy is 
to build up a large number of vessels. Ido not think we need them. But I think 
that what vessels we do undertake to build should be equal to any vessels in 
the world of their type. Ido not think we ought to build what the Department 
recognizes asasecond-classship. I do not see why we should build second-class 
ships of any description. The best ship in the world is the cheapest at an 
money do not care what it costs. The people of thiscountry, in m 2 
will never approve and take pride in any second-class ship, one which is recog- 
nized from the beginning as one which will never be a source of pride to our 
people, but a source of humiliation. 

e * * * * e * 
Secretary Tracy, I have no doubt they were very good designs for that day. 
The CHAIRMAN, The question is whether we have reached the point where 

there can be assurance that if we should build eight or ten large battle-ships 
(which would require two, or three, or four years, I presume, to construct) we 
might not find ourselves in the same condition in regard to them that we 
now are in regard to the Maine and the Texas. 

Secretary TRACY. I doubt whether we can expect the type of the battle-ship 
to remain as fixed. Of course there must be some limit to speed.. We can 
never assume to say that there will be no further advance in science. There 
doubtless will be. But the best we can do is to do what we undertake accord- 
ing to the best pia which is known atthetime, and trust to our ability to keep 
abreast of the times and make such changes as recent discoveries prove to be 
desirable to be made from time to time, 

Commander Davis can explain what are the defects of the arrangements of 
batteries of the Maine and Texas. 


Commander Davis thus explains the defects: 


STATEMENT OF COMMANDER C. H. DAVIS, UNITED STATES NAVY. 


Commander Davis. Since they hæve been designed, all nations have * ee 
toa nearly uniform type of battleship. The fault in the Maine and the Texas 
is in the distribution of the battery. It is Sige Bremer that the Lag eee i de- 
ugoe to-day shall have no one gun intercept or interfere with the firing of any 
other gun. The action of every poa must be independent and simultaneous 
with the others. The great fault in the application of the Maine and the Texas 
is that their guns are not independent guns and are not in dent in 
action. In firing a gun from the Texas turrets, the men at the forward an 
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after guns would have to get out of the way. If the distribution of the armor 
of the Texas could be r to- day to what is recognized all over Europe to 
be the proper principle of distribution of armor, she would be an effective ship 
for coast defense,” 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you attribute the faulty arrangements of battery to igno- 
rance on the part of the designers or have new principles been established since 

vessels were planned? 

Commander Davis. It isthe result, partially, of ignorance. The principle ex- 
emplified in the Texas was extremely practicable in theory, The fallacy of that 
idea of independent stations that you can not distribute the guns in different 
parts of the ships without interference of fire, 

The CHAIRMAN. How did it happen that the Barrow Company made that 
glaring blunder? 9 
eee Davis. That design was considered a good thing in England at 

at time. 


Secretary Tracy was also before the Senate Committee on Naval 
Affairs and gave his testimony in regard to the Maine and the Texas. 
He stated, in answer to a question from Senator BUTLER, as follows: 

Senator BUTLER., How do the designs for the battle-ships which we have pro- 
vided for in the pending bill compare with the Maine and the Texas? 
tary Tracy. These are infinitely superior to either the Maine or the 
Texas. In fact, I think it is entirely safe to say that to-day the Department 
would build nei her the Maine nor the Texas. The Maine has neither the 
speed of a cruiser nor the fighting or resis:ing force of a battle-ship. 


What does the Senate think of the expenditure of over $10,000,000 
on two great battle-ships of a character that would not be constructed 
to-day by the Navy Department, as has been testified to by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy himself? 

Mr. BLAIR. Put it in the school fund. 

Mr. DOLPH. Put it in anything else, anything but in a vessel 
which becomes obsolete almost before the keel is laid. 

What I would like to know is why the Naval Committee has not re- 
ported some measure to stop the building of vessels which are out of 
date before their construction is fairly begun. What assurance have 
we, if we put these three war-ships on the stocks, that the same thing 
will not happen to them as has happened to the monitors, that before 
they are completed they will not lie upon the stocks as monuments of 
our folly, of our ill-advised haste? 

The completion of the monitors is recommended by the Chief of the 
Bureau of Construction and Repair as wise. It would require a com- 
paratively small sum to complete them and put them in commission, 
and he says they would be valuable vessels for harbor defense, but the 
Secretary of the Navy says no, it is useless to complete them, and we 
will lose all the money that has been put in them; break them up for 
old iron rather than proceed to construct vessels that are out of date. 
Still the Naval Committee and the Navy Department are determined 
to press this matter of the construction of a navy and not to wait to 
see what may be the improvements in the next few years in ships, in 
armaments, and in guns. . 

Take the vessels we have already completed and which are in com- 
mission, and what is said about them? The Chief of the Bureau of 
Construction reports that we have made a great mistake in regard to 
our cruisers. He says that they showed considerable speed on the 
trial, but their steel bottoms become fouled almost immediately and 
corroded, and they lose their speed; that we are not like England, 
with navy-yards and docks abroad into which we can put them at any 
time to scrape the bottoms or paint them, and that all such vessels 
ought to be sheathed with wood and coppered. I submit the follow- 
ing from his report: 

THE PRESERVATION OF STEEL VESSELS FROM CORROSION AND FOULING. 

This is a subject to which the bureau has devoted much attention. consider- 
ing sta a country like ours, possessing such an extensive seacoast and ex- 
tremely limited facilities for coaling and docking, a question of vital importance 
in the d of men- of- war. 7 

Thos ands of dollars have been expended in the testing of protective and 
anti-fouling paintsand compounds, with results which give butlittle encourage- 
ment to further experiments. 

We are forced to admit that, despite the investigations of noted chemists and 
the deep study of other professional men, there has not yet been discovered an 
efficient substitute for copper sheathing. Admiral Sir John Hay, during a dis- 
eussion On corrosion and protection of iron and steel ships,” stated: “I be- 
lieve there is really no protection but eet itr and that Sopper being attached to 
the wooden sheathing that is being adopted in some of our men-of-war,”’ in 
which statement the bureau fully concurs. If this condition is essential with 
Great Britain, which has ample docking and coaling facilities in all parts of the 
world, of how much more importance is it with us, who have but few available 
docks and coaling stations, and they confined almost exclusively to the east- 
ern and western 

The one great aim in the construction of our Navy should besuperiority over 

vessels built, or in the course of construction, by foreign nations, and no 
means should be left untried to gain thisend. Enormous sums of money are 
being expended for costly ships of war, great speed is demanded on a few 
hours’ trial, and yet the legislation authorizing these vessels leaves to the bureau 
and the Department no discretionary powers for the adoption of such methods 
in design as may be deemed necessary in order that the speed attained on the 
trial may be maintained in service. 

There can not be the er doubt that the result of building all our new 
naval vessels with unsheathed hulls will be found detrimental to the interest 
of the country in event of war, Such vessels would be practically useless for 
employment on foreign stations where they could not frequently be placed in 
dock, cleaned, and repainted, 

Not only is it exceedingly expensive at all times, but particularly vexatious 
and perilous in time of war, to send our ships into dock, and it involves in 
money expenditures an ee reprehensible waste. Again, at times when 
the full staogh of our fleets might be necessary many yessels would likely be 
absent on their way home for N or returning after docking. It is cer- 
tainly to be regretted that, of all the splendid and costly armored vessels, cruis- 
ers, and gunboats . uow in course of construction, or appropriated 
for, none were, or are to be, sheathed and coppered. 

Some of these vessels are now building under contract with a guarantied speed 


of 19 or 20 knots, which speed will no doubt upon the trial trips be secured and 


ps 

maintained while the bottoms are clean, but still itis an undisputed fact that if 
stationed for a short time in tropical waters the bottoms would become so foul 
as to cause a decrease in speed of from 3 to 4 knots, with the same consumption 
of coal and the development of the same horse-power. Now, speed is one of 
the essential qualities of the modern war vessel, and every effort should be 
made to assure at all times its maximum development, for the importance of 
eee in this particular has been many times demonstrated in naval en- 
gagements. 


I also quote upon the same subject from an article published in the 
proceedings of the United States Naval Institute. I read first from page 
23: 


Yet the fact has been lost sight of, or been ignored, that an iron or steel bottom 
begins to foul as soon as placed in salt water, and therefore increases its resist~ 
ance so as to reduce materially its initial speed. There are but two methods 
by which this difficulty may be overcome: one, sheathing the ship with wood 
and then coppering it; the other, by the ever-increasing expense of frequent 
docking: an painting. n a 0 H 


* 

The first country to take the initiative step in building iron vessels for the navy 
was Great Britain. The Dover, asmall paddle-steamer, was built in 1839, and 
was followed by the Alert, Soudan, and Wilberforce, all of small size. It was 
not until the year 1843, however, thatthe building of warsteamers of iron began. 
The first, the Trident, of 850 tons, was built by Ditchburn & Moore. During the 
next three years thirty-four iron steamers were built by or purchased for the Gov- 
ernment, among which were the Birkenhead and Megera; the latter was lost in 
1871 through circumstances that are likely to occur again to any iron steamer, 
8 corrosion of skin plates to such an extent that they almost dropped 
from the frames. France followed England closely in the new departure in 
ship-building, and both countries soon possessed a large number of iron steam- 
ers. 

But soon a temporary reaction took place, caused by the tendency of iron 
ships to foul, In fact, such was the alarm felt by the admiralty in 1847 at the 
formidable character of this kind of mischief that it threatened to fix a limit to 
the employment of iron ships for naval purposes.” a 4 

The Army and Navy Journal for September 10 contained the following re- 
marks concerning the Atlanta, which still further emphasize the necessity of 
frequently docking metal bottoms: “It appears that the new cruiser Atlanta 
must be docked, and that speedily, or be numbered among the lame ducks of 
the Navy. It is said that from not seasonably docking her, thus allowing the 
bottom to get foul from more than six months’ service without inspection, as 
well as from a break in the propeller while aground for half an hour last sum- 
mer Lear Ne rt, the 3 of this fine ship has become much impaired, so that 
with fifty revolutions of the engines it is but little more than 8 knots.” ° 


That is one of our new cruisers. He also says, in regard to the con- 
dition of the Dolphin, what is found on page 29. I should say that 
this article is by Naval Constructor Philip Hichborn. 

Mr. GORMAN. What is the date of that? 

Mr. DOLPH. It is volume 15. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the number? 

Mr. DOLPH. No. 48 for 1889. 

The condition of the Dolphin is also somewhat serious — 

She is our dispatch boat— 


at about the usual load water-line a pitted" belt, varying from 3 to Is inches in 
width, extends from the forward to the after tower. The holes are from one- 
sixteenth to three-sixteenths of an inch in depth, and as the plates are but seven- 
sixteentlis of an inch in thickness, this becomes quite a serious matter. 


I should think so. 


The efficiency of the ship was also reduced by a very foul bottom, contracted 
on her recent voyage along the Mexican and South American coasts, where the 
action of the water upon steel is much more vicious than elsewhere. The loss of 
speed was nearly 2 knots per hour, thereby limiting her safe coal endurance to 

pony 2,500 miles in very favorable weather, and in rough water to only 2,000 
miles. 

I also quote what is said in regard to the Esmeralda, of the Chilian 
navy, upon the same subject, found on page 30: 

The Esmeralda, of the Chilian navy, is an example of the attention neces- 
sarily given to unsheathed ships uired to remain or cruise in tropical seas. 
She is docked every four months and four coats of paint are applied at each dock- 
ing. Among the merchant steamers trading in warm waters, that receive the 
same treatment, may be mentioned those of the Pacifice Steam Navigation Com- 
pany, the Pacific Steam-Ship Company, and the Pacific Mail Steam-Ship Com- 


pany, 

Mr. GORMAN. If it will not interrupt the Senator, I wish to read 
what I find in the recent report of the Secretary of the Navy for 1889; 
the statement that— 


In the course of her cruise the Dolphin has run 58,000 miles in twenty months 


and has been under steam 9,000 hours. In this prolonged aka eie has been 
stopped for repairs but once, and then for only two hours. performance 
is probably without a parallel in the history of naval vessels, 


Mr. DOLPH. I read from asemi-official document facts which must 
be entirely familiar to the author, as he has to do with the repair and 
construction of these vessels. 

I also read what is said in regard to the Confederate cruisers Alabama 
and Shenandoah, on page 41 of the same volume: 


The Confederate cruisers Alabama and Shenadoah were 1 ships, and 
the former during her almost continuous cruise from July 1862, until June 
11, 1864, or nearly two years, was not once placed in dock. Had these vessels 
been of iron,with unpro bottoms, their career of usefulness as commerce- 
destroyers would have been greatly abbreviated, and instead ot inflicting a 
damage to our merchant marine of ubout $13,000,000 the depredations of these 
two ships would have probably amounted to only one-tenth of that sum. 

* * * * * * * 


It is advocated that by docking ships every four to six months the bottoms 
could be Kept in goed condition for steaming. Here is an admission that a steel 
bottom uires docking and painting two or three times annually to keepitin 
Foot condition for steaming. To cover this expense it is pro; to devote the 

nterest money, say $4,500, or the cost of sheathing a vessel of the Chicago's size, 
plus the saving in not having to keep the wood and copper sheathing in repair. 
As will be shown further on, the docking of a metal bottom is absolutely neces- 
sary at least three times annually, in o. that the ship may retain a moderate 
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speed without an excessive expenditure of fuel. As the new cruisers, how- 
ever, are to have sea s from 15 to 18 knots, it will not be unreason- 


able to average their docking at four times a year. 

But I do not rely entirely upon our inexperience. I want to give the 
Senate some information concerning the navy of Great Britain. During 
the last year they had what are called the naval maneuvers. The report 
of the maneuvers was made and submitted to experts for their opinion 
as to the behavior and sea-going qualities of each of the classes of the 
new and most recently commissioned vessels, ‘These opinions are 
based on the reports of the admirals in command of the respective 
squadrons during the evolutions. The report contains the following, 
taking up the different classes of vessels: 

Rodney; Benbow; Collingwood. 

So far as could be judged, these vessels are good sea-boats, and their speed is 
not much affected when steaming against a moderate wind and sea; but we are 
of opinion that their low freeboard renders them unsuitable as sea-going ar- 
mor-clads for general service with the fleet, as their speed must be rapidly re- 
duced when it is necessary to force them against a head sea or swell. 

Then they take up the Conqueror and the Hero: 

Conqueror; Hero. 

It is reported of both these vessels that er to roll a 
deal, but the motion is easy, and they do not hang“ at the end of the roll. 

From the small amount of experience obtained it is considered that their 
speed would not be much affected by wind, but, pene short, they feel a head sea 
quickly, and, on account of their low freeboard, it would be impossible to 
“drive” them againsta heavy sea or swell at anything approaching full speed. 


Then they take up the Mersey, the Severn, and the Thames. 


Mersey; Severn; Thames. € 
So far as experience was obtained during the recent maneuvers these vessels 
proved themselves good sea-boats; they are reported to be “handy,” to have 
F and that they could fight their guns longer than most 
ps. 
* 


Archer class. 

Six of this class were employed during the maneuvers. The officers lately 
in command of these vessels report that, from the limited experience gained as 
to their behavior and sea-going qualities, they appeared to be good sea-boats, 
but would not keep up their s in a head sea, and, owing to the great weight 
in the bows, they pitch heavily. 


They are quick rollers, and consequently unsteady gun-platforms. 
They are all handy vessels. 
It is reported unanimously that thearmamentis too heavy, and consequently 
he vessels are crank; that the weights on the forecastle are too great, and 
the forecastle itself is not strong — for the weight it has to bear; of the 
Raccoon, the only vessel of the class which appears to have experienced any- 
thing like a heavy sea, it is reported that on one occassion, when going 10 or 11 
knots inst a moderate swell, a sea was taken on board which Agen Be away 
everything movable on the forecastle, broke in the fore-hatch, which was bat- 
tened down, tore away the iron stanchions supporting the forecastie, and bent 
the beams down 8 inches. 


* . e * . * 


* * * = 


“RATTLESNAKE” CLASS. 
For the purposes of this report all four of the “torpedo gunboats” employed 
in the recent operations may be considered as poagna} to the same type. 

From the reports of the officers who lately com: ed them, it may be as- 
sumed that, for the ee for which they were designed, — are satisfactory 
sea-boats and, * provided are handled with care,“ are safe vessels. 

Under all ciroumstances of heavy weather they seem to be extremely lively 
and to “ship” a good deal of water, except when steaming easy against the 
sea or running at speed pefore it. 

Mr. President, taking what is said concerning these vessels in con- 
nection with our own experience, I do not think we ought to exhibit 
much haste in increasing the number of great battle-ships in our Navy. 

In what I have said, I do not wish to be misunderstood. I am in 
favor of a navy of reasonable dimensions, composed of vessels that are 
required for our purposes. I do not believe the vessels ee ſor in 
this bill are the best vessels for coast defense. I do not think weought 
to build a navy simply because we are prepared to build vessels of this 
class. I do not think we ought to build a navy simply because the 
great naval powers of Europe are maintaining great navies. Admit- 
ting that a perfect defense of our coast would require a navy as well as 
land fortifications, we ought to provide land fortifications first, as they 
are more necessary. : 

The same committee that reported this bill has before it a bill mak- 
ing appropriations for fortifications and coast defenses. The Commit- 
tee on Coast Defenses, of which I am a member, has reported three 
amendments and they have been referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. One of them is the measure substantially which I intro- 
duced in the Senate two years ago and reported favorably from the 
Committee on Coast Defenses, a measure designed to secure the adop- 
tion of the system of coast defenses reported by the Board of Fortifica- 
tions or other Defenses, leaving it, however, subject to change when- 
ever the Secretary ot War or the President shall believe that the plan 
ought to be changed and so report to Congress and Congress authorizes 
it, and making an appropriation of the entire amount estimated as 
needed for the purpose of providing defenses for the twenty-seven prin- 
cipal ports reported by that board as the ports at which fortifications 
were most urgently needed, and $5,000,000 for fortifications at Puget 
Sound. The bill is a pte by the Secretary of War, the Chief of 
Ordnance, the Chief o gineers, and the Board of Engineers. 


As we have seen, the committee has reported in favor of three war- 
ships in the bill under consideration, which will cost the Government 
for twenty-two years of service more than one-half of the total amount 
required oe 3 entire 2 Notwithstanding this, I scarcely 
expect that they report amendment proposed by the Commit- 

toe on Coast Defenses. 


It is said that the amount we ask is too large; that the people of this 
country will not assent to so an appropriation. Sir, I deny that. 
The people of this country intelligent and will not object to ade- 
quate appropriations for all necessary national and public purposes. 
The question is not how much money we shall appropriate; the questions 
are, are coast defenses necessary ? and, if necessary, has the time arrived 
when we should undertake the construction of them? These two ques- 
tions being answered in the affirmative, nothing remains for Congress 
to do but to make such appropriations as will be the most economical 
in the prosecution of the work. 

There never was such a wasteful, improvident, and almost criminal 
system as has been adopted by this Government for carrying on great 
public works. No country in Europeprosecutes public works in such 
a manner or makes insuffleient and irregular appropriations for such 
great works. If a private citizen should conduct his affairs in the 
shiftless and improvident mannur in which Congress undertakes these 
great works, he would be set down as lacking in good judgment and 
would have no credit. 

Our great Government works. such, for instance, as the improvements 
of rivers and harbors, cost us from 25 to 50 per cent. more under our 
system of appropriations than they would cost if we were to make suffi- 
cient appropriations to carry them on tocompletion withoutinterruption. 

The work of fortifying our coast would cost us much less if the ap- 
propriation could be made at once, as proposed by the amendment be- 
fore the committee; for the commencement and continuation of the work 
until completed without interruption. It isalibel upon the people of 
the United States to suppose that they can not discriminate between 
an appropriation of $126,000,000, to run through aseries of years, to be 
available from year to year as required, and an appropriation of $126,- 
000,000 to be expended in a single year; and the time will come when 
the people of this country, instead of objecting to appropriations 
for national purposes, will demand of Congress that they shall conduct 
the public business on business principles, and not in the wasteful and 
improvident way in which it is now conducted. 

I desired, Mr. President, to submit in connection with this bill (be- 


cause I pro to offer an amendment to substitute for the war-ships 
provided by the bill the 1 batteries, which were recommended 
as a part of the system of coast defense recommended by the on 


fortifications or other defenses) some considerations in regard to coast 
defenses. I shall probably not occupy the attention of the Senate with 
any on the fortification appropriation bill. 

As I said when I opened my remarks, I do not expect practical re- 
sults now, but I have had the satisfaction of expressing my opinions 
and placiug them upon record. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment of the committee; which will be read: 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 27, line 10, of the proposed amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations, after the word, ſor, strike 
out ‘‘ building and;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For improvement of plant at navy-yard, Portsmouth, H. H.: For additional 
tools, other than those heretofore authorized, uired to further improve the 
condition of the yard for repairing iron and steel ships, $50,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] to suggest some additional words, 
but they were not formally proposed as an amendment. 

Mr. HALE. They were not formally proposed. 

The PRESIDEN’! pro tempore, Then they will not be reported. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut does not change the aspect of this case. I ask that the 
Secretary again read the amendment to the amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 10, on page 27, before the word re- 
pairing,” strike out the words building and;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

Forim ement of t at s ortsmouth, N. H.: 
tools, AE aban these — eek —.— required ay —— tee 
condition of the yard for repairing iron and steel ships, $50,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. That does not change the object of the amendment, 
Mr. President. If we are to purchase the tools they will be used for 
the purpose which is expressed in the bill, and it does not alter it 
practically at all. If the appropriation is made for these tools, it is in- 
tended to purchase the various paraphernalia to construct 
and repair vessels. I suggest to the Senator in charge of the bill that 
as this is a very important matter, and as it is rather late in the even- 
ing, and it was not expected that the vote would be taken to-night, and 
we certainly should have the vote of a full Senate upon this amend- 
ment, the bill now go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose we can not get any vote without disclosing 
the want of a quorum if we try it now. So I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. 
m.) prireza adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, May 24, 1890, at 
120 m. 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5183 


z f NOMINATION. 
Executive nomination received by the Senate the 23d day of May, 1890. 
SUPERVISOR OF CENSUS, 


William H. Davis, of San Francisco, Cal., tò be 


isor of census 
for the first census district of California, vice John F. i 


resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS, 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 22, 1890. 
APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


William C, Brace, of Ohio, to be appraiser of merchandise in the dis- 
trict of Cuyahoga, in the State of Ohio. 


ASSISTANT APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 


Eu W. Pratt, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of merchan- 
dise in the district of New York, in the State of New York. 
David C. Sturges, of New York, to be assistant.appraiser of mer- 
chandise in the district of New York, in the State of New York. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
George B. Sawyer, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Wiscasset, in the State of Maine. 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE, 


Joseph Tracy, of Hydesville, Cal., to be register of the land office at 
Humboldt, Cal. 
John F. Sheehan, of San Francisco, Cal., to be register of the land 
office at San Francisco, Cal. 
POSTMASTERS, 


George Hudson, to be postmaster at Key West, in the county of 
Monroe and State of Florida. 

Francis B. Pratt, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of Madi- 
son and State of Mississippi. s 

David M. Jones; to be postmaster at Napoleon, in the county of 
Henry and State of Ohio. : 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 23, 1890. 
SUPERVISOR OF CENSUS. 


William H. Davis, of San Francisco, to be supervisor of census for 
the first census district of California. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS, 


Robert C. Heydlauff, of Ashland, Wis., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Ashland, Wis. 8 

Jay R. Sanburn, of Kingston, Idaho, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Cœur d’Aléne, Idaho. 

Alfred T. Campbell, of Miles City, Mont., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Miles City, Mont. 


POSTMASTERS, 


Charles E. Johnson, to be postmaster at Lisbon, in the county of 
Ransom and State of North Dakota. 

David L. S. Neely, to be postmaster at Sewickley, in the county of 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

James C. Mullikin, to be postmaster at Easton, in the county of 
Talbot and State of Maryland. 

James H. Kidd, to be postmaster at Ionia, in the county of Ionia 
and State of Michigan. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, May 23, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clockm, Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


IRRIGATION OF ARID LANDS. 


Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the Irrigation 
of Arid Lands direct me to report the resolution which I send to the 
desk, and ask for its passage. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, requested to trans- 
mit to the House of 3 the reports that have been prepared under 
the direction of the Chief Signal Officer of Army upon the climate of Arizona 
and New Mexico, together with such tables, particularly of rain-fall, tempera- 
ture, and evaporation, and other matters relating thereto, with such correc- 
tions, alterations, and additions as may be d le by the Chief Signal 
Officer, who will also express his views as to the value and importance of said 
tables of temperature, precipitation, evaporation, etc.. and other matters bear- 
ing upon the subject of irrigation and water storage. 

Tue committee recommended the following amendment: 

Alter the words New Mexico“ insert ‘‘and other parts of the arid 
region.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was then adopted. 


CHARLES F. BOWERS. . 


Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration 


of the bill (S. 1293) for the relief of Charles F. Bowers, and that the 
same be put upon its passage. A ‘ 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Bo 
then first lieutenant and imental quartermaster of the Eighth Regiment of 
New Jersey Volunteers, did receive rge ‘eeks, then captain and 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. LEHLBACH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
i and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


G. H. MITCHELL, 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 4367) for the relief of G. H. Mitchell. 

The bill was read, and also certain amendments recommended by the 
committee. 

Mr. KILGORE, I call for the regular order. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the gentleman from Texas will allow me to ex- 
plain I think I can satisfy him that this bill ought to pass. 

Mr. KILGORE, It will take too much time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MORRILL. I can explain it very briefly. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 9486, the river and har- 
bor bill. Pending that motion, I desire to yield to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. CA THIN ds] to offer a resolution. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. i 

Mr. THOMAS, Have I the right to antagonize the motion of the ~ 
gentleman from Illinois by moving that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the consideration of business on the Pri- 
vate Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to make that motion 
in preference. 

Mr. THOMAS. Then I make that motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is the motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar in order at this time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is. There is no unfinished 
business. ; 

The question being taken, the motion of Mr. Tons was not agreed 
to; there being—ayes 41, noes 115. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I yield to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. CATCHINGS], that he may offer a resolution which I un: 
derstand will take but a moment to of. 


PRINTING OF EVIDENCE BEFORE. A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. CATCHINGS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted: : 


Whereas on yesterday the House of Representatives resolved that 10,000 cop- 
ies of the evidence taken on April 25, 1890, before the Senate Committee on 
Commerce, in relation to Senate bill No. 2792, be printed for the use of the 

ouse; an — 

Whereas, at a later time, further evidence was takefi by the said committee in 
relation to said bill, which is valuable and important: Therefore, 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That 10,000 3 of said additional 
evidence be printed for the use of the House, and that it be printed together 
with that already ordered to be printed as aforesaid. 


JOHN CARTER. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I yield for a moment to the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL], who desires to present a privileged 
report. 

Mr. MORRILL submitted a report; which was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the ee ger votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4563 granting a pension to John 
Carter, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
and do recommend to their ve Houses as follows : 
That the Senate recede from its amendment to said bill and agree to the same. 
E. N. MORRILL, 


G. I. LAW. 
A. 


to recommend 


J. TAULENER, 
Managers on part of the Senate, 
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The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The bill as passed by the House granted a pension at the rate of $18 per month. 
The Senate amendment reduced the amount to $12, The Senate recedes from 
its amendment, and leaves the amount as it passed the House. 


The report was adopted. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


An act (H. R. 7101) granting a pension to Joseph Perkins; 
‘An act (m. R. 5238) granting a pension to Allen Coons; 
An act (H. R. 5617) granting a pension to Henry Bloomfield; 
An act (H. R. 5849) granting a pension to Catherine Sapp; 


An act 6 R. 6296) granting a pension to Samantha Williams; 
An act (H. R. 6401) granting a pension to Mrs. Fanny W. Mudgett, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced dependent mother; 


that the Senate, having reconsidered its vote agreeing to the report of 

the committee of conference on the amendments of the House to the 

bill (S. 903) for the erection of a public building in Cedar Rapids, Iowa, 

insists on its disagreement to the amendments of the House, asks a 

further conference with the House thereon, and has appointed Mr. 

PETRE Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. PAsco conferees on the part of the 
nate. 

The message also announced that the Senate insists on its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House to the bill (H. R. 8152) making appro- 
priations for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1891, agrees to the request for a conference, and has 
appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. FARWELL, and Mr. CALL conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate insists on its amend- 
ments, disagreed to by the House, to the bill (H. R. 7619) making ap- 
propriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1891, and for other purposes, agrees to the request for a conference, 
and has appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. PLUMB, and Mr. GORMAN con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the bill (S. 2714) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Aurora, in the State of Illinois. 

The message also announced that Mr. HARRIS had been appointed 
one of the conferees on the bill (H. R. 4970) to simplify the laws in re- 
lation to the collection of the revenues, in place of Mr. MCPHERSON, 
ex 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 
1900) to provide for the erection of a public building in the city of Can- 
ton, Ohio, in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, announced the approval of the following acts 
and joint resolutions: 

An act (H. R. 5729) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Oconee River, in the State of Georgia; 

An act (H. R. 753) authorizing and directing the sale of certain prop- 
erty belonging to the United States, situate in Pittsburgh, Pa.; 

An act (H. R. 6078) granting an increase of pension to Frank Traynor; 

An act ie R. 6568) increasing the pension of Dorothea D. Yates; 

An act (H. R. 1045 granting a pension to David A. Lippy; 

An act (H. R. 1045) granting a pension to Emily T. Pottle; 

An act (H. R. 1114) granting a pension to Mary A. Holland; 

An act (H. R. 1116) granting a pension to Clara M. Owen; 

An act (H. R. 1246) granting a pension Ann E. Mussman; 

An act (H. R. 1456) granting a pension to Ira E. Smith; 

An act (H. R. 1579) granting a pension to John McCool; 

An act (H. R. 1586) granting a pension to Augustine McLaughlin; 

An act (H. R. 1670) granting a pension to Sarah Hamilton; 

An act (H. R. 1672) grantinga pension to Margaret P. Minteer; 

An act . R. 1865) granting a pension to John Nagle; 

An act (H. R. 2133) granting a pension to Betsey F. Newhall; 

An act . R. 2352) granting a pension to W. S. Lohe; 

An act (H. R. 5 granting a pension to Charles A. Platz; 

An act (H. R. 3381) granting a pension to Nelson G. Edwards; 

An act (H. R. 3591) granting a pension to Mary J. Nottage; 

R. 3740) granting a pension to Lucy A. M. Norman; 

R. 4027) granting a pension to William A. Merriwether; 
R. 4102) granting a pension to Elizabeth Heckler; 
R. 4126) granting a pension to H. G. Church; 

R. 4180) granting a pension to Mary C. Upton; 

R. 4205) granting a pension to Isabella B. Stimple; 
R. 4359) granting a pension to Elizabeth Ogden; 

R. 4482) granting a pension to Barbara Schnappinger; 
R. ries granting a pension to George Dodge; 

R. 4808) granting a pension to Roxanna Finch; 

R. 4862) granting a pension to William H. Coppinger; 
R. 5626) granting a pension to Hannah Ward; 

R. 1282) for the relief of John Dehart; 

R. 5299) for the relief of Chloe Cooper; 

An act (H. R. 5798) for the relief of Alexander Thompson; 

An act (H. R, 7953) granting a pension to Barbara Langstaff; 

An act (H. R. 7878) granting a pension to Irene D. Swan; 

An act 85 R. 7685) granting a pension to Julia E. Phillips; 
An act (H. R. 7336) granting a pension to Charles Kernan; 

An act (H. R. 6875) granting a pension to Eliza Marcy; 

An act (H. R. 6915) granting a pension to Douglas Smith; 

An act (H. R. 7078) granting a pension to Mary B. Stidger; 


An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (II. 
An act pi 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H, 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 


“ 


An act (H. R. 6871) for the relief of Napoleon B. McKay; 

An act (H. R. 6914) pensioning Harriet B. White; 

_An aer (H. R. 5309) to place the name of Mary Welch upon the pen- 
sion-roll; ` 

An act (H. R. 4652) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Ashland, in the State of Wis- 
consin; 

An act (H. R. 7993) to amend section 4 of An act to authorize the 
county of Lawrence, in the State of Gtorgia to construct a bridge across 
the Oconee River, at or near Dublin, in said county and State, ap- 
proved June 18, 1888; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 93) authorizing the heirs of Rear-Admiral 
Charles H. Baldwin to receive a snuff-box from the Czar of Russia; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 153) to fill vacancies in the Board of Re- 
gents of the Smithsonian Institution; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 149) appropriating the sum of $500 to 
complete the engraving and printing the portrait of James N. Burnes, 

eceased, late a member of the House of Representatives of the Fiftieth 
Congress. 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 


The SPEAKER, The question now recurs on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of the river 
and harbor bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. Burrows in the chair), and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9486) making appropriation for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent general debate on this 
bill is closed. The Clerk will now proceed to read the bill by para- 
graphs for amendment and debate under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk proceeding with the reading of the bill, read the follow- 
ing: 

S mproving harbor at Lynn, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $15,000, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. By direction of the committee I of- 
fer the amendment which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 3, in line 13, amend by striking out the period after dollars and in- 
serting a comma, and by adding the following words: 

“And the engineers in charge shall expend the whole or part of this appropri- 
ation at their discretion within the lines of the harbor commissioners,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Block Island, R.I.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. By direction of the committee I 
offer the amendment which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On vage 5, at the end of line 8, amend by changing the period into a colon and 
inserting thereafter and the wharfon the land side of the inner harbor is hereby 
conveyed to the town of New Shoreham for the public use of said town; but no 
tolls or cha shall ever be exacted for the use of said wharf by public vessels 
of the Uni States or freight carried in such vessels,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 3 

Improving harbor at Larchmont, on Long Island Sound, New York: To re- 
move obstruction at mouth of harbor, $5,000, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I move to amend by striking out, 
in line 8, page 9, the words to remove obstruction at mouth of har- 
bor.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harborat Raritan Bay, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, 
$35,000, part of which may be used in dredging bar between South Amboy and 
Greta Beds Light. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. I move toamend the paragraph just read 
by striking out Greta“ and inserting ‘‘ Great.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving the harbor of Philadelphia: For removal of Smith’s Island and 
Winamill Island, in the State of Pennsylvania, and Petty's Island, in the State 
of New Jersey, or such parts of them and the shoals adjacent theretoas may be 

e 
be expended until the title to the lands forming said islands shall be — 
and vested in the United States without charge to the latter. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I move to amend the clause just 
read by striking out the period after the word ‘‘latter’’ and adding the 
Diora words: “except as heretofore provided in the act of August 

? 


1890. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Charleston, including Sullivan’s Island, South Caro- 

‘lina: Continuing improvement, $350,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page II, line 12, of the printed bill add the following: of which $5,000 
a expended on Mount Pleasant shore of inner harbor of Charleston, 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Improving Winyaw Bay, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $100,000. 


Mr. ELLIOTT, I move the amendment which I ask the Clerk to 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the paragraph so asto read: y 
Pe rote Winyaw Bay, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $150,- 


Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding to discuss thé 
amendment, I ask unanimous consent to be permitted to proceed un- 
interruptedly for fifteen minutes. 

The RMAN. Is there objectio the request of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina? 

There was no objection. ? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Chairman, I am well aware of the difficulty of 
increasing an appropriation in this bill; but the pressing needs of this 
harbor and the necessity for an increase of the appropriation demand 
that I should present this subject to the committee and ask for favor- 
able action. One objection to river and harbor appropriations with 
many gentlemen proceeds from the fact that the river or harbor has a 
strange and, in some instances, an Indian name. 

The usual annual onslaught against river and harbor appropriation 
bills, based upon the ground that the Se are for places 
having Indian or unusual names, was made yesterday by the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. KERR], who criticised the bill because appropria- 
tions were made for ‘‘ Currant ’’ River, also for ‘‘ Buttermilk Channel“ 
and for “Gowanus” Bay. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa (interrupting). 
Buttermilk Channel an Indian name? 

Mr. ELLIOTT (continuing). And in ignorance of the fact that, so 
far as Gowanus Bay is concerned, at least 89 per cent. of the commerce 
of the great city of New York passes through it. I have no doubt that 
many gentlemen think that this appropriation for Winyaw Bay is 
objectionable for the same reason, 

ut, seriously, so far as the Southern portion of the country is con- 
cerned, great difficulty in getting increased appropriations arises from 
the fact that many of these rivers or harbors have never heretofore at- 
tracted the attention of the country. This is not applicable to the 
Northern States of the Union, where commercial advantages have long 
since been taken hold of by the people, who have made their rivers and 
harbors tributary to the vast commerce of that region. But at the 
South, as gentlemen well know, subjects of this sort have not hereto- 
fore attracted the attention which their importance demands, and no 
better illustration is to be found than this particular project under con- 
sideration. 

Until within a few years ago this port was almost unknown to com- 
merce, and would not have assumed any prominence whatever, unless 
enterprising men, many of them from the North, had seen the advan- 
tages which it afforded by its location and natural facilities for com- 
merce, and determined to develop them, 

Now, what did they find? That Winyaw Bay (known commercially 
as er) was the natural outlet for six important rivers, and by 
artificial improvement could be made the outlet for four or five more, 

These streams water two-thirds of the State of South Carolina and 
one-third of the State of North Carolina. They possess more miles of 
navigable waters than any other system of the Atlantic coast: 800 
miles of navigable waters forsteam-boatsand other large craft and some- 
thing over 1,000 miles for pole-boats. There is no other harboron the 
Atlantic coast that has flowing into it rivers affording that many miles 
of navigable waters. The census of 1880 shows that the counties 
in South Carolina watered by the streams flowing into. Winyaw Bay 
produced 459,424 bales of cotton and that their total farm products 
amounted in value to $36,189,812, Now, what did these gentlemen 
set out to accomplish? 

An artificial connection was established between the Santee River 
and Winyaw Bay, and all these rivers (which I will not name because 
many of them have very beautiful Indian names and they will doubt- 
less shock the sensibilities of some gentlemen who object to river and 
harbor bills on that ground) were improved by appropriations, cleared 
of obstructions, whereby the commerce of the port has been increased 
from $4,000,000 in 1882 to $8,000,000 in the last year. A steam-ship 
line was established to New York, lines of sailing vessels were put on, 
and every preparation made for a rapidly increasing commerce. What 
is the present status? This commerce is completely bottled up by a 
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The gentleman does not call 


shallow and ee bar. The steam-ship line has been withdrawn be- 
cause it is impossible for the vessels to pass the bar with any degree of 
safety or without great lossof time, Sailing vessels are frequently de- 
tained for fifteen days at the bar because of insufficient water. 
General Casey, the Chief of Engineers, in his last report on the sub- 


ject, said: 

Public attention has been called within the last few years to it as worthy the 
attention of the General Government from its capability of being made the out- 
let of the river basins of as much as two-thirds of South Carolina and one-sixth 
of North Carolina. Already it is the outlet to about $7,500,000 of annual com- 
merce of the Sampit, Black, Pee Dee, and Waccamaw Rivers. It is now con- 
nected by a 7-mile canal to the Santee River, so that it will soon be the shortest 
and most ble outlet to $5,000,000 of annual commerce which will come 
down the Congaree, Wateree, and Santee Rivers as soon as increased facilities 
to their navigation are established. 

‘These river basins raise over 400,000 bales of cotton pes year (Census report 
of 1880), and these rivers are now navigable over 800 miles by steamers and over 
1,000 miles by pole-boats. They all go through an exceedingly fertile farming 
country and are bordered by an almost inexhaustible supply of every timber 
known inthe Southern States. The opening of the Congaree will Five Colum- 
bia, the capital of the State, situated in the center of the cotton belt and at the 
head of 8 of that river, direct water communication with Winyaw Bay, 
and by opening the Wateree to Camden, also in the cotton belt, the same com- 
munication will be promoted. 3 

The commerce of Winyaw Bay has gar, Jarraia from the small 4 over the 
bar at its entrance, which is only 7 fect at low water, or 12 feet at h water, n 
withstanding which, the ann trade within the last three years in 
from $5,000,000 to $7,500,000, of which $2,000,000 is cotton, Much of this increase 
is due to the improvement in progress By the General Government of the trib- 
u rivers, number of steamers from Georgetown has increased,and a 
weekly line of steam-ships was established in March, 1888, to run iy dere be- 
tween that port and New York. It is also a terminus of the railroad, * * * 

The above amount of commerce as stated by the Chief of Engineers was for 
year 1887. For the year 1888 it had tucreased to $7,899,175. (See Annual Report 
of Chief of Engineers, fiscal year 1889, page 1110.) 


This line of steam-ships to which General Casey refers has been, as 
I have said, withdrawn because of the difficulty of entering the harbor, 
Capt. W. H. Bixby, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, the offi- 
cer who has had charge of this project for the last four years, says: 


It is recommended that this improvement be carried on in accordance with 
the original project of 1885, by the construction of stone dikes across the slou; 
and along the inner edges of the breaker shoals, until a good channel of 
12 to 20 feet depth at low water is obtained at the bar entrance, at a total 
from $800,000 for a 12-foot depth up to 8 as much as $2,500,000 for a 15 to 
foot depth, this amount to be appropriated in annual installments of as much 
as $300,000 each. 

Various personal examinations of the locality and its surroundings have 
shown the worthiness of thisinprovement (that of the outlet tothe river basins 
of two-thirds of South Carolina), and the urgent need for large 5 
and rapid work. The first $800,000 will probably increase the depth on the bar 
to 12 feet at low water, a depth sufficient to very greatly increase and benefit 
the commerce of the neighboring Waccamaw, Pee Dee, Black, and Sampit Rivers 
and Georgetown Harbor. 

Smaller yearly appropriations will involve the alternate disorganization and 
55 of working parties. Damage to unfinished work, deterioration 
of plant, extra superintendence, care of plant, etc., may increase the final cost 
by from $2,000 to £20,000 per Son ` 

The improvements once thoroughly finished should remain comparatively 
permanent, - 


The assistant engineer in charge says (see annual report of the Chier 
of Engineers, page 1109): 


As time wears on the absolute necessity of deeper water on Winyaw Bay bar 
becomes more apparent. The 7 Ca on the outer or main bar is probably less 
than 7 feet at low water; the filling in has occurred since date of last report, 
All this has a tendency to paralyze commerce to such a degree as to utterly dis- 
courage any attempt to institute new enterprises looking to the development 
of the great and varied resources which exist not only here but also along the 
1,000 miles of navigable waters which are connected with Winyaw Bay. 

As many as fourteen sail of vessels, not drawing over 11 feet, have been kept 
at their anchorage, loaded and y for sea, for at least fifteen days, owing 
simply to lack of sufficient water on the bar. Language bee er 
the great urgency of this work, not only on account of Georgetown itself, but 
because the country all along the rivers, finding its outlet seaward, suffers in 
rst nn pcan! of the delays and expense experienced in the transportation of 

his. 


The committee that appeared before the River and Harbor Commit- 
tee said in their statement: 


We see our vessels loaded with valuable cargoes and anchored for days and 
days within twenty minutes of deep-sea water, unable to proceed on their jour- 
ney because of the shallowness on the outer bar. 


In consequence of the enormous outflow of fresh water, the great 
depth of water inside the bar and the nearness of deep water outside, 
there can not be a better opportunity for the success of the jetty 8 

I also quote, Mr. Chairman, from an abstract from the Engineer’s 
ee rh e the above and many other advantages which 
this project has: 

By referring to a map of the United States and to the United States Engineers’ 
reports, it will be seen that the Winyaw Bay system, which embraces the Wac- 
camaw, Great Pee Dee, Little Pee Dee, Lynch, Black, and Sampit Rivers, has 
been connected with the Santee system, which embraces the Wateree, 

Broad, and Saluda Rivers, by the improvement of a natural water way 

Mosquito Creek, so as to make itahighwayforcommerce, It will be seen that, 
with this improvement, the above-mentioned rivers focus in Winyaw Bay. The 
systems thus united may, therefore, be designated as the Winyaw Bay water 


system, 
It will be observed that the rivers composing this system water every county 

in South sire reg mc Bri six; that a number of them have their 
in the Blue Ridge Mountains and water a large portion of North Caroling 4 
a majority of the counties in South Carolina are watered by these riverg o! 
sides; and that their improvement must inevitably afford a conxvenſen 
ditious, and economical conyeyance for the productions of this State. 
tensive areas covered by the water-sheds of these rivers will be 
glance; and the mind is logically led to the consideration of the qui aes 

ir common outlet can not be given adepth sufficient to hiaké it, nót 
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known to recy — their enumeration necessary, but it may be le to 
show how fully they exist at the Winyaw Bay entrance. 

During the stage of high water in the rivers which are tributary to Winyaw 
Bay, there is a constant fluvial current, and, at ordinary seasons, a seven hours’ 
outgoing tide against a five hours’ incoming tide. Between North and South 
Islands, which are at the entrance to Winyaw Bay, and are 1 mile a there 
is a depth of from 39 to 40 feet at mean low water. At less than a mile in a ses- 
ward direction from this point there is found a depth of 22 to 27 feet. Between 
the 40-foot depth and the 27-foot depth lies the bar with only 13 feet at hich 
water. But if the contraction of the volume of water which has its outlet 
through this entrance is continued, by artificial means, to the 27-foot depth, 
there will be a continuance of the factor which produced the 40-foot depth be- 
tween North and South Islands, and it must inevitably follow that the bar 
which now obstructs the entrance to this bay will be removed. 

The winds on this coast which have the greatest and most continuous infiu- 
ence on the off-shore currents are from the northeast and southwest. The con- 
struction of jetties with their opening to the northeast, and the consequent pro- 
longation of thecurrent in this direction, will prevent the accumulation of sand- 
bars by the action of cross-currents, and thus make this entrance a permanent 
and indestructible distributing-point for a large portion of the increasing com- 
merce of this country. 

In further support of the importance of these improvements and of their 


Mr. Chairman, gentlemen from New York, not interested in any way 
in this section of country, except having trade relations with it, 
gentlemen who are interested in this enterprise to build up our trade 
and commerce, took the trouble to come from New York and appeared 
before the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, They presented very 
forcibly the difficulties of the situation. How the shallow bar made 
it almost impossible to charter vessels of light enough draught to cross it, 
that such vessels as went could not take on full loads, and even then 
were delayed for weeks in getting out with their cargoes, and that all 
this increased enormously the charges for freight and insurance. 

But notwithstanding all these drawbacks, such were the resources of 
the country bordering on these rivers that this port already stood fourth 
in the naval stores trade. These gentlemen, together with citizens of 
Georgetown, were instrumental in getting ed petitions from shi 

rs from all the ports of Maine and M. usetts, from New York, 

hiladelphia, and Baltimore, men who had direct dealings with this 
port, asking for a liberal appropriation for its improvement. Gentle- 
men may not attach much importance to petitions, but with them 
came letters not intended for publicity containing convincing proof of 
the difficulties they encountered in their trade. I read one as a sample: 

à y : BANGOR, ME., February 14, 1890, 

GENTLEMEN: Your favor of 12th, inclosing petition in relation to deepening 
the water on Georgetown Bar received this morning. 

We signed it and had a number of our friends sign it also, and returned it to 

i you by mail this noon, Should you to-morrow morning, and hope that 
you and others working with gon may be successful in your undertaking, 

We have had an order to ship a cargo of ice to Georgetown in our hands for 

a full month, and so far have been unable to obtain a vessel of light enough 
draught to take the cargo. 

We remain, respectfully yours, 


T. J. STEWART & CO. 

Messrs. VANDERBILT & HOPKINS, 

No. 120 Liberty street, New York City. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the River and Harbor Committee, poing outside 
their rule in the bill this year and two yearsago, instead of recommend- 
ing an appropriation of one-half the amount called for by the Engineer 
Department for this project, have appropriated only $100,000. The 
Engineer Department recommended an 8 of $300,000, In 
all other cases of any importance I understand the rule of the commit- 
tee has been to give about half the amount recommended by the De- 
partment. Here the committee is giving but one-third, and my 
amendment is directed to the point of having it increased 850, C00, 

making it one-half the amount recommended. At the present rate of 
appropriating only $100,000 it will take eight years for any substantial 
. improvement to be made, provided theappropriation be annual. Last 
3 there was none. 

' The chairman of the committee, in his speech yesterday, stated that 
2 he advocated a system by which appropriations should be made for the 
improvement of small rivers which enter into the country, thus open- 
ing new avenues for trade and commerce. In this case, instead of 
there being one of such rivers, I beg tocall the attention of the chairman 

to the fact that there are ten. 
- Now, if he approves of the 2 of improving such rivers, he 
, ought not to oppose this amendment, but ought to consent to this in- 
crease of $50,000, in order that this project, which is so strongly recom- 


mended by General Casey, by the other engineers, and bya special board 
of officers, may be carried out to a successful completion at an early 


day. 
We have heard a t deal of late about the farmer and the neces- 
sity of legisla’ in his interest. If gentlemen are in earnest in that 


matter, now is the time when the friend of the farmer can show his 
faith by his works. Here are these rivers running through all this 
rich agricultural section, the improvement of the navigation of which 
would be of more benefit to the farmers of the country, I undertake to 
say, than any other project contained in this bill. 

What the farmer chiefly suffers from is lack of cheap rtation 
for his produce. Here are ten navigable highways, free and open to 
all alike. They have been opened to navigation by Government appro- 
priations. In some cases the increase in commerce has been over $40 
for every dollar spent. All that is needed to perfect the good work is 
to deepen the bar and give to the world the undeveloped resources of 
this splendid country. I earnestly hope the chairman of the commit- 
tee will accept the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I ag A desire to say, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the committee felt that they did fairly well with Winyaw 
Bay. They recognize the importance of the improvement, but it was 
found that there was a balance ayailable at the end of the fiscal year 
for which an appropriation was made of $111,000 in the appropriation 
made in the last river and harbor billof August 11, 1888; and we found 
furthermore that on the 3ist day of March of this year, which is near 
to the end of the fiscal year, that there was still a balance of $27,000. 
So that the committee thought they were doing very well with Win- 
yaw Bay; and now I ask for a vote. : 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Will the gentleman allow me? I read from the 
report, page 110, and I find: 

The fund now on hand will be all used up before another appropriation can 
become available. > 5 

So the chairman is clearly mistaken. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. But that would not contradict my 
statement, because I hold in my hand the report which says that at 
the end of the fiscal year for which the last appropriation was made 
there was an available balance of $111,000, and on the 31st of March 
there was still an available balance of $27,000. Of course, it may be 
all expended now; but this is near the end of the second fiscal year 
since the appropriation was made. 

The amendment of Mr. ELLIOTT was rejected. 

— 5 KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa moves to strike out 
the word“ dollars.“ 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from South Car- 
olina [Mr. ELLIOTT] went outside of any remarks I made to say that 
I found fault with the appropriation simply because Indian names were 
used in regard to these bays. The gentleman, I think, is very much 
mistaken, -Gowanus Bay is not, I understand, an Indian name, but 
is rather a German name; and so far as that is concerned, I made no 
such criticism in regard to this bill yesterday. Not a word occurred 
in my remarks about the names used. The point I made against the 
bill was that these appropriations were made for local and for 
local benefit. But gentleman speaks about the ers of South 
Carolina and of there being ten South Carolina rivers entering into 
this bay. If we, in my State, need communication we have to provide 
for it by our own local taxation; we have to raise the money by taxa- 
tion upon our own people sufficient to get companies to build railroads 
and everything of that kind; but here the State of South Carolina comes 
to the Treasury of the United States and in this bill asks for an appro- 
priation of $50,000 in order that you may assist the farmers of South 
Carolina, If there is to be any fairness in this, our farmers need as 
much assistance as those down in South Carolina, because they are 
much further from the market. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Huron, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $16,000. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, I offer the following amendment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page lH, line 5, after the word “improvement,” amend by inserting the 
words: On the 16-foot plan.” 


Mr. GROSVENOR. What item of the bill is that? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is the item found at page 14, lines 4 and 5. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee if that is the furnished by the engineers. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of is. Itis. That is what the suggested 
amendment gives. It is in accordance with the recommendation of the 


neers. = 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to call the attention of the chair- 
man that the information furnished me by Mr, Overman is different 
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from the language offered by the chairman of the committee. The lan- 
guage furnished me is: 


Improving harborat Huron, Ohio: Continuing improvement under amended 
project to give 16 fect at low water, 


That is the language of the engineer himself. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I have no objection to substituting 
that language. Mr. Chairman, let it be considered as amended in that 


way. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment will be 

so modified. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. : 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Newton Creek and Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 
$35,000, one-fourth of said sum to be expended on the main branch ofsaid creek 
between Mospeth avenue and Metropolitan avenue. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


At the end of line 10 insert “and one-fourth of said sum to be expended on 
the English Mills branch of said creek.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Improving Passaic River below Newark, N. J.: Continuing improvement, 


* 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that that paragraph be passed over ſor the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to negotiate 
for and purchase, at a cost not to ex: $162,000, lock and dam No, J, and its 
appurtenances, of the Monongahela Navigation Company, a corporation organ- 
ized under the laws of Pennsylvania, which lock and dam No. 1 and its appur- 
tenances constitute a part of the improvements in water communication in the 
Monongahela River, between Pittsburgh, in the State of Pennsylvania, and a 

int at or near M town, in the State of West Virginia. And the sum of 
102.000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated; out ot 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise ce nee pa A ‘or consummating 
said purchase, the same to be paid on the warrant of the Secretary of War, 
upon full and absolute conveyance to the United States of the said lock and 
dam No. 1 and its appurtenances of the said Monongahela Navigation Com- 


ny. 

9 the event of the inability of the Secretary of War to make voluntary pur- 
chase of said lock and dam No. land its eee for said sum of $162,000 
or a less sum, then the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to 
institute and carry to completion proceedings for the condemnation of said lock 
and dam No. I and tts appurtenances, said condemnation proceedings to be as 
prescribed and regulated by the 1 of the general railroad law of Penn- 
Ivania, approved February 19, 1849, and its supplements, except that, the 
nited States shall not be required to give any bond, and except that jurisdic- 
tion of said p ings is hereby given to the circuit court of the United States 
for the western district of Pennsylvania, with right of ap) by either party to 
the Supreme Court of the United States: Provided, That in estimating the sum 
to be paid by the United States the franchise of said corporation to collect tolls 
shall not be considered or estimated; and the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise . to pay the necessary costs of said condemna- 
tion a eee and upon final fadenians being entered therein the Secretary 
of War is hereby authorized and directed to draw his warrant on the Treasury 
for the amount of said judgment and costs, and said amount for the payment 
thereof is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise fami tomy And when said lock and dam No. 1 and its appurtenances 
shall have been acquired by the United States, whether by pure or con- 
` demnation, the Secretary of War shall take charge thereof, and the same shall 
ereafter subject to the provisions of section 4 of an act entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the construction, sepa, and preservation forcertain 
ublic work on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,“ approved July 5, 
: Provided, That no proceedings shall be instituted for the acquisition of this 
lock and dam pending the legal proceedings now undetermined between the 
United States and the said Monongahela Navigation Company with respect to 

dam and lock No.7. 


` Mr. SPRINGER. I move to strike out, beginning on line 1 of page 
27, the following words: 

And upon final judgment being entered therein the Secretary of War ishereby 
authorized and directed to draw his warrant on the Treasury for the amount of 
said jud, nt and costs, and said amount for the payment thereof is hereb: 
appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 8 

Mr. Chairman, I think it very extraordinary and unadvisable for Con- 
to make an appropriation of this kind in this way. We have no 
dea how much this amount will be, but we are here obligating our- 
selves to pay it whatever it may be. Three commissioners are to be 
selected in some way to decide the matter, and there is to be no ap 
from their judgment, but whatever they may say is due the Govérn- 
ment is to pay, and the Secretary of the Treasury is to draw his war- 
rantto payit. This legislation is very unwfse in my judgment, because 
the Representatives of the people ought to retain the right to refuse to 
make an appropriation in case the sum should be excessive. Atleast 
there ought to be some means of taking an appeal, and there is none 
provided in this case. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I will say to gentlemen that there is an a 
now pending in the Supreme Court from the judgment of the circuit 
court in relation to this very matter, 
Mr. SPRINGER. Well, then, I do not understand this bill. Why 
did not you say so in your bill? 
<a Because there is no necessity for saying it in 
Mr. SPRINGER. This bill provides that, in the event of the inabil- 


ity of the Secre of War to make volun purchase of said lock 
and dam No. 1 its appurtenances for said sum of $162,000 or less 


sum, then the Secretary is thereby authorized and directed to institute 
tiok 


and carry to comple’ proceedings for the condemnation of said lock 
and dam, and so on. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. r But either the Government 
or this navigation company, if dissatisfled with the jud, t of the 
circuit court, may take an appeal to the Supreme Court, as in other 
eases. I think my friend is needlessly alarmed about this, because, as 
the law now stands, an ap does lie on behalf of either party, and as 
a matter of fact an ap’ is now pending from the judgment of the 
circuit court with to lock No. 7. 3 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, in that case, if final judgement should be 
entered, we must pay. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Yes; upon final judgment by the Supreme Court. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But that appeal would not apply here? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Well, the Government might be satisfied and 
might not desire to take an appeal. You do not want to compel the 
Government to take an appeal if it is satisfied with the award. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This bill does not give any authority to take an 


appeal. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. It is not 3 should give authority to 
take an appeal, because that authority exists under the law which con- 
trols proceedings in the United States courts. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But still my objection is not removed. It is not 
the custom of Congress to make appropriations to g final judgments 
of the Court of Claims, or even of the Supreme Court, in advance of 
such judgments. The general law requires that judgments against the 
United States by the Court of Claims or the Supreme Court shall be 
certified at the beginning of each session by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to the Congress of the United States, and those judgments are put 
in the estimates, and n are made as Congress in its 
eretion may determine; but here all our discretion is taken away by 
this bill and we are com to pay. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Your discretion is taken away as to final pay- 
ment when you pass this bill; because if the Government institutes 
condemnatory ings and acquires title it will be unquestionably 
obligated to pay the amount of the award. There would be an exist- 
ing obligation on the part of the Government to pay for what it had 
condemned. 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] if he ever knew of a case where the Government proceeded 
to the condemnation of property before having first appropriated money 
for the payment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
it paid for it. 

Mr. BAYNE. Did you ever know of such a case? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have never known a case where the Government 
appropriated for a judgment in advance. 

Mr. BAYNE. Iam asking you a question in my time. Have you 
ever known of any case where the ment proceeded to the con- 
demnation of property for its use without having first provided for the 
payment of the judgment of condemnation? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have never known of any case of this sort be- 
fore. I think the whole case is very unusual. 

Mr. BAYNE. Iam asking you a question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have never known of a case 

Mr. BAYNE (interposing). No; you never have and you never will, 
because the thing is impossible. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam willing for you to state a case— 

Mr. BAYNE. And you simply take the stand you do in order that 
seas boyy bedone. The gentleman’s proposition can not mean any- 
thing . Good faith requires that such an appropriation be made as 
will satisfy the judgment which the navigation company may obtain 
against the United States for the value of the lock and dam mentioned 
in this provision. The interests of the Government will be looked 
after by its own officials, who can take an appeal if they desire, The 
Government is secure all the way through. } 

Mr. SWENEY. I move toamend by inserting, after the word ‘‘costs,’’ 
casa page 27, the words in case the same does not exceed in all 

The CHAIRMAN. This is not an amendment to the amendment, 
but it is an amendment to the original text, and it will be voted upon 
before the question is taken on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SWENEY. The text of the bill as it stands provides for an un- 
limited appropriation for the purpose of paying any judgment which 
may be recovered. This amendment will limit the appropriation so 
that the expenditure which may be made for the payment of the judg- 
ment and costs shall not exceed the sum which the committee deem it 
proper for the Government to pay. 

e question being taken on the amendment of Mr. SWENEY, it was 
declared not agreed to. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I call for a division. 

Mr. BA . I would like to be heard on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole is dividing. 

Mr. BAYNE. This would be a very improper amendment; I hope 
my friend from Iowa will withdraw it. - . 


The Government would not get the property until 
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The question being again taken, the amendment was rejected, there 
being—ayes 12, noes 66. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question recurs on the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRENGER]. 

The amendment was rejected, there being—ayes 13, noes 75. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving James River, Virginia: ‘Continuing improvement, $200,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, submitted the following amendment: 


After line 4 of page 29, insert the following: 

“ Provided, That $5,503, of this amount, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, may be expended in the discretion of the Secretary of War in the remoy- 
ing the bar at the mouth of Turkey Island Creek or Bayou. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Urbana Creek: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, the improvements con- 
templated by the river and harbor bills of Congress are frequently con- 
sidered of a local character, and such of us as have no rivers and harbors 
to be benefited regard these measures too often complainingly and 
harshly criticise them, antagonizing their consideration and oppos- 
ing their passage. Such has become more popular since the celebrated 
speech of Hon. Proctor Knott on the Duluth improvements, and each 
snecessive session of Congress finds some ambitious member striving 
to emulate his example if for nothing more than to gain a reputation 
as a humorist by ridiculing the quaint names of some of the creeks 
and making odious companeon between the large rivers with their 
immense tonnage and the small streams with but shallow craft, for- 
getting that they are the little arteries through which the life-blood of 
the nation flows and their offerings go to make up the collected com- 
merce of the country. Not even, Mr. Chairman, taking each item of 
this bill separately, can it in any wise be held to be local, much less 
so when taken as a whole. The water courses of the country are, in 
part, the highways of its commerce. The creeks that stretch up into 
the fertile fields bear their products down to the rivers, and the rivers 
in turn take them to the harbors or the bays, where the markets of 
the world are reached. No matter how insignificant the stream or 
how isolated the harbor where the improvement is contemplated, the 
sole question presented is, does its traffic justify the expenditure 
proposed? To ascertain this and the character of the work it is, as 
we see, first necessary to obtain authority from Congress to have a 
survey. This is made by an educated engineer officer who is not in- 
terested in the perpetuation of his place forever,’’ as was stated here 
yesterday by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kerr], further than 
a faithful performance of duty may move him. He acts under the 
direction of the War Office of the Government and it is not to be sup- 

osed for one moment misrepresents the facts he is sent to ascertain. 

pon the examination made of the locality, this experienced officer re- 
ports to the engineer of the district, who supervises and forwards his re- 
port with such suggestions as he thinks proper to the Chief of Engineers, 
who again examines the subject and advises Congress thereon. Then 
the River and Harbor Committee, after hearings that are accorded to all 
who are interested and so desire, makes its estimates and recommenda- 
tions. 

Upon these reliable data, which are within the reach of every member ot 
this House, the several items of this bill are based, and I am surprised 
to know that the action of the committee has been criticised because 
it has not duplicated the engineer’s recommendations in its report and 
stated at length that Buttermilk Channel is the main water way to 
and from the great commercial center of this country, the city of New 
York, and that Urbana Creek is a large tidal tributary of the Rap- 

(hannock River, with a breadth equal to the average channel of the 

ississippi River anywhere between the States of lowa and Illinois, 
and with a commerce the importance of which has been recognized for 
the last ten years and with appropriations regularly made forit by Con- 


gress. 

The district in which thisstream is covers a larger water territory than 
is represemted by any other member perhaps of this House, including as it 
does the Potomac River in a large part, the Rappahannock, the York, 
Chesapeake Bay and its tributaries in Virginia, Tangier and Pocomoke 
Sounds, and the Atlantic coast above Cape Henry to the Maryland line; 
and this creek is a fair representative of its class in the waters named 
and is in no sense a creek as ordinarily understood, but a broad, bold 
stream, wide at its entrance and deep within, obstructed only at the 
mouth by a short sand-bar, and it is this obstruction that the appro- 

riation is asked for to remove, and should it and those of a like kind 
not allowed, as the criticisms yosteniey and to-day seemed to contem- 
late, the commerce of this section of the country will receive a vital 
low. ButI do not believe the sentiment expressed is largely indulged 
in, and I hope for a speedy passage of this bill in its entirety, thereby 
giving relief to large sections of the country which are dependent for 
their prosperity on the facilities possessed for navigation and which 
look only to Congress for efficient aid. It is not a bounty, but the act 
of the General Government in increasing the facilities at a given point 
for the benefit of all our citizens. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving Tug Fork of Big Sandy River, West Virginia: For snagging and 


the removal of other obstructions, $2,500, 


; 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, submitted the following amendment: 

After the word river,“ in line 5, insert Kentucky and,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

LUMO ce ee 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, submitted the following amendment: 
nn ines 8 and 9, strike out the words West Virginia and insert Ken- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Trent River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $5,000, 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by 
striking out the last word. Iam not ordinarily opposed to appropria- 
tions for the improvement of our rivers and harbors, but at this time, 
so soon after the Fiftieth Congress appropriated nearly $23,000,000 for 
rivers and harbors, why we should appropriate $21,000,000 for the 
same purpose without a close examination of the merits of each item, 
which I hold we have not had in this bill, is a matter that passes my 
comprehension. 

It is said that every improvement recommended in this bill is for 
the benefit of the general public, and not for that of the local neighbor- 
hood in which the improvement is to be made. Now, I grant that 
the improvement of the Mississippi River and of our great harbors and 
lakes is a matter for the general benefit in the interest of commerce. 
But, Mr. Chairman, it seems to be necessary, in order to obtain votes 
enough to pass the river and harbor bill, that it be swelled to an un- 
reasonable amount in order to satisfy every member who has a little 
creek in his district on which he wants some money appropriated by 
the Government. , 

In support of the position that many of these improvements are of 
local importance only, I desire to call attention to the appropriation 
for the improvement of Cocheco River, New Hampshire. The original 
estimate for this river was $47,000. In 1888 we expended upon it 
$37,682.11; in 1889, $9,037.61. In this bill the committee propose to 
appropriate $25,000. I only give this as an illustration to show how 
these appropriations grow each year unless attention is called to them, 
and in this case no sufficient reason—in fact no reason—for the appro- 
priation is given in the report of the chairman of the committee. 

Take Otter Creek, Vermont, as an illustration, The estimated cost 
of the improvement is $58,146. There have been already expended 
$33,439.67, and appropriated in this bill $5,000. Why this amount is 
appropriated no one tells us. No information whatever is given us. 
Again, as an illustration, take Jekyl Creek, Georgia. That stream, 
Mr. Chairman, has the remarkable length of 5 miles, and its com- 
mercial importance was not discovered until 1888, when the chairman 
of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors searched with a calcium light 
all over the country to find the little creeks along the coast and the 
tributaries of the great rivers for the opportunity of placing thereon 
appropriations, 

I see my time has about expired, and I shall ask an extension. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I object. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Very well; I will take it in another way, 
whether you object or not. There are other appropriations in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman’s time is not quite exhausted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Its commercial importance, I say, was 
not discovered until 1888, when an appropriation of $5,000 was made, 
No reason is added to this bill why another appropriation of $7,500 is 
now given. That, remember, is for a creek, as I have said, 5 milesin 
length. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire a vote upon the pro 
forma amendment? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. No; I withdraw the pro forma amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Yadkin River, North Carolina, up to Bailey's Ferry, North Caro- 
Una: Continuing improvement, $5,000, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I move to strike out the last word. I 
desire, Mr. Chairman, to call theattention of the committee to another 
creek that goes by the name of Forked Deer River, in Tennessee. 
The engineer says in his report in regard to this improvement the work 
on this river is not permanent, as obstructions are added to it from time 
to time. The total amount expended on this stream up to date, $12,- 
500, and this bill appropriates the further sum of $2,500. 

The report of the tary of War states: 

t merous brii obstructing South Fork no further 
2 e me opp yh eo 
e ou 
srana or until the S . — haw bean N equally Sond condition. 

And yet we find in this bill an og Se for aes naviga- 
tion of the North Fork. I suppose the member desired some ing fone 
for the district and asked an appropriation of $2,500 for orth 
Fork. Now, what is the description of the stream for w this a) 
propriation is made? It is a stream 85 feet in wid er maly 
places we are told that the channel is from 8 to 12 in ! Y, 
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Mr. Chairman, I think it would be better and cheaper to macadamize 


it. [Laughter.] 
But I only desired to call attention to this and one or two other ap- 
ropriations in this bill of like character. These I have found ina 
search of the bill. I do not know how many such iarities 
and errors could be found if the bill was closely looked into; but, at a 
time when the soldiers of the country are standing knocking at the 
doors of Congress for their just rights and for the relief to which they 
are entitled and so far denied, I am very ntuch opposed to this very 
reckless expenditure of over $21,000,000 for river and harbor improve- 
ments. s 
If thesum had been given to the Mississippi River, the great natural 
thoroughfare of this country, and the harbors of the Great Lakes and 
the sea, I would not be heard to object. But when, in order to pass a 
bill of this kind, it is necessary to log-roll all over the Halls of Congress 
to obtain the vote of a member here or there by making appropriations 
for a little creek 8 or 12 inches in depth, or for another 5 miles in length, 
in order to secure his support for the bill, I think it is time that a 
halt was called in this character of legislation and that the attention 
of the country be called to the matter. : 
I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Fear) River, North Carolina, so faras to clear out 
e eee Mii ington up to ‘Komegay's Bridge, $5,000, 
Mr. McCLAMMY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the word 
„Komegay and insert Kornegay. It is a mere verbal correction. 
The amendment was adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: ; 
Improving Edisto River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I offer the amendment I send to the 
desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
“ dollars” the words which shall 
83 i ‘equal 9 North and South Forks of anid river.” 
The amendment was adopted. f 
The Clerk read as follows: l 


Improving Wateree River, South Carolina: Completing improvement, $12- 
600; ided, That no part of said appropriation shall be expended until the 


Wilmington, Columbusand Augusta Railroad Company and the Camden branch 
of the South Carolina Railway Company shall have built suitable draw-spans 
in their bridges over said river, to be approved by the Secretary of War. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I desire to offer an amendment here 
to correct a misprint, The word Columbus,“ in the sixth line, should 
be Columbia. À 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: > 

Improving Amite River and Bayou Manchac, Louisiana: Completion of old 
project, $3,800. : ; 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I desire to offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 41. line 7, after the word“ dollars,“ insert the following: Provided, 
That this sum may be expended upon the Manchac and Amite in such propor- 
tions as the engineer may deem best.“ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. There is no objection to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving Bayou La Fourche, Louisiana, including dredging at its mouth, 
000, 


Mr. PRICE. [offer the amendment which I send to the desk, which 


I think will be accepted by the committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 41, lines 24 and 25, strike out the words “dredging at its mouth,” 
and insert the words immediate dredging to secure low-water navigation.“ 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. There is no objection to that amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Bayou Chitto, Louisiana, $5,000; not to be used unless the bridges 


now obstructing navigation are raised or soaltered as to admitof the passage of 


Mr. ROBERTSON. I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 42, amend by striking out after the word “dollars” in line 16, down to 
and including the word boats in line 18, the words to be stricken out being the 
following: not to be used unless the bridges now obstructing navigation are 
raised or so altered as to admit of the passage of boats.“ J 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Chairman, I think this is a very needless 
provision in this appropriation bill, as it requires that the bridges now 
across that bayou s be raised or altered before the appropriation 


shall be made available. There are 63 miles of the river from its mouth 
on which there are no bridges, and the engineer who made the survey 
states that it is not necessary to require the removal of those bridges 
until they have reached those bridges in the improvements proposed, 
and therefore I hope that the chairman of the committee will not in- 
sist on having this provision adopted, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Dlinois. I do not think I would feel justi- 
fied in accepting that amendment. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Before the chairman of the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors reaches that conclusion, I wish to state, in behalf of 
the amendment, further, that I believe it ought to be accepted. There 
are 63 miles of the Bayou Chitto which are not obstructed by bridges, 
and the statement is made by the Representative from the district, 
based on information that he has, that that part of the river needs im- 
proving in the way of the removal of obstructions and. snags. Now, 
there are only $5,000 appropriated for the 63 miles. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I would inquire of my colleague 
on the committee whether this money was to be expended on.that part 
of the river not obstructed by bridges, 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Will the gentleman allow me to answer that? 
I have received a letter from the engineer who made the survey, and 
he states that there are three ways in which this money can be ex- 
pended without the removal of those bridges, and says it can be prop- 
erly expended, and ought to be expended in this manner, In the first 
place, it is ne to close what is called the west mouth of the 
river, and improve thereby the eastern month, which is used by the 
log and lumber men. Secondly, in the 63 miles from the mouth up no 
bridges are encountered. That can be made fit both for boats and tim- 
ber; and if the gentleman can not accept this amendment I hope he 
will accept one which will provide that the amount for this river shall 
be confined to the 63 miles below the bridges. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, I certainly think there will be no 
objection to an amendment of that character. ‘ 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Then Iwill withdraw this amendment and offer 
another later for that purpose. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Offer it now. < 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Well, I will do it now, then. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ROBERT- 
SON] asks unanimous consent to pass this section informally. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it isso ordered. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as ſollows: 

Improving Arka River, Arkansas, Indian Territory, and Kansas: Contin- 
uing Tpipeovemant trom Wichita, Kans., to its mouth, $100,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I offer the following amendment 
to the paragraph just read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 43, line 16, after the word hundred,” amend by inserting the word 
“fifty,” soas to read, “$150,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The Clerk read as follows: ? 

n River, Arkansas: For removing obstructions operating 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend on pare 43, by striking out lines 19 and 20, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following words: 

“Improving Arkansas River, Arkansas, Indian Territory, and Kansas, from 
Wichita, Kans., to its mouth: For operating snag-boats and removing ob- 
structions, $20,000; and the plant and money now available for operations of 
this character upon any part of the Arkansas River shall be available for oper- 
ations under this head; and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to trans- 
fer or sell the heavy steel-hull snag-boat now belonging to the plant of the Ar- 
kansas River to the plant of the uri or Mississippi River 7 such charge or 
price as he may deem just, and said charge or price shall be deducted from the 
appropriation for the improvement of the riverto which this boat may be as- 
signed, and said sum of money shall become available for the improvement of 
the Arkansas River under the provisionsof thisclause: Provided, That the fore- 
going transfer or sale shall not be made until the commission having charge of 
the improvement of the river to which the transfer or sale may be made shall 
certify to the Secretary of War their approval of the transfer or sale and of the 
terms proposed: Provided further, That authority is hereby granted to construct 
out of money acquired by the foregoing sale or transfer a new snag-boat suita- 
ble for the present and future wants of the Arkansas River, the same to cost 
not exceeding 820,000. 7 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I desire simply to say that this is 
in accordance with the recommendation of the engineer in charge. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving White River, Arkarsas: Continuing improvement, $30,000, 

Mr. PEEL. I desire to strike out the word ‘‘thirty’’ and insert 
“sixty” for White River, just read by the Clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“pop page 44, strike out “thirty and insert sixty,“ making it read: 


Mr. PEEL, I only desire to say that there has never been anything 
like a sufficient amount appropriated for the improvement of this river, 
A large amount of the commerce that is being carried on this river is 
below what is known as Buffalo Shoals. Of late, however, at Fourside, 
Missouri, about a distance of 400 miles, a very large and valuable de- 
velopment of minerals is being made, which is absolutely worthless 
without transportation. This river is the only means which that en- 
tire country has to transport any character of commerce. It is — 
throwing away money to appropriate these little, small driblets for su: 
ariver as that, and unless there can be something like a reasonable 
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appropriation we should not have any. I hope the gentleman will give 
us a liberal appropriation. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I regret exceedingly to say that I 
think the amendment ought not to be adopted. The committee has 
given the full estimate for that portion of the river. 

Mr, PEEL. My amendment would not change the location, but 
only the amount. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Caney Fork River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move to amend, in line 11, by inserting, after 
the word: improvement,“ the following words: in accordance with 
the last survey. This is merely a verbal amendment which allows 
the money to be used above the point where improvements have been 
made, ‘ 

The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Kentucky River, Kentucky: Continuing improvement, $180,000, 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to come in after line 24. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Improving Green River, Kentucky, above the mouth of Big Barren River, ac- 
cording to the survey made in 1890 under the river and harbor act approved 
March 3, 1879, $90,000. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that this is an 
amendment providing for the improvement of Green River, or the con- 
tinuation of the improvement of the river above the improvements 
which were purchased by the Government at the last session of Con- 

and I would prefer, if the chairman of the committee consent, 

to let the consideration of the amendment go over until some of my 

colleagues who are more directly interested in it than I am shall be 

posmi I understand that my colleague [Mr. FINLEY] is specially 
terested in it, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I have no objection to passing it 
over for the present. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, this paragraph and 
amendment will be passed over. ù 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. MONTGOMERY] asked that the consideration of his amendment 
be passed over, but the Chair stated that this paragraph would be 


The CHAIRMAN, But the gentleman’s amendment is an amend- 
ment to these lines. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. It is not an amendment to those lines; it is 
the insertion of a new paragraph after line 24. 

Mr. McCREARY. The point J desire to make, Mr. Chairman, is that 
the paragraph just read was for continuing the improvement of the 
Kentucky River, and, as I understand, no objection is made to that 


paragraph. 

TheCHAIRMAN. No objection has been made to that. There will 
be no difficulty about the matter. y ‘ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, do I understand the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MONTGOMERY ] to desire that his 
amendment shall be considered at this time or that it shall be passed 
over? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Lask that it be passed for the present. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I have no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


fo ang Bape Ohio River: Continuing improvement, 000, of which sum 
$7,500 shall be expended in constructing an ice-pier, pursuant to the present or 
3 plan ofthe Chief of Engineers, at or near the mouth of Kerr's Run 
Ohio: Provided, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and direc’ 

to o if he can do so without cost to the United States, a perpetual lease or 
conveyance of the ri n rights of the prcperty-owmes at said locality, inthe 
event said i ier l be located where there is no landing place: And pro- 
vided That at said locality, if it be an improved landing, he shall first 
obtain a relinquishment of wharfage right and dues in favor of water-craft seek- 
ing protection from damage by ice; and no part of this appropriation shall be 
mon | for such until the foregoing conditions are complied with; and 
$20,000 of said Ohio River appropriation may be used for continuation of harbor 
improvement at Madison, Ind., according to the plans heretofore submitted by 
Lieutenant-Colonel Merrill; $6,250 may be expended in the final completion ot 
the construction of the embankment on the south side of the Great Miami River 
near its junction with the Ohio to confine the waters of said Miami River in 
great floods to the general course of its channel at or near the Ohio, to the end 
that the formation of the bar in the Ohio now obstructing navigation may be 
arrested; and $15,000 may be expended in completing the embankment at Shaw- 
neetown, already partly constructed, for the preservation of the harbor at that 
place; the further sum of $20,000 may be expended for the removal of rock ob- 
struction at the mouth of Licking River, Kentucky. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the committee I 


: offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 


The amendment was read, as follows: ` 


Line 15, pase 46, after the word “ with,” insert the following: 
And a like sum for like purposes, upon similar terms in l respects, may be 
used, in the discretion of the engineer chargo of the Ohio River, at Ripley, 
Ohio, and at Portsmouth, Ohio.“ 

to. : 


The amendment was 
Mr, GROSVENOR also submitted the following amendment: 
Page 46, line 18, Strike out “six" and insert “ thirteen,” : 
The amendment was agreed to, 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Indiana Chute Fall, Ohio River: Continuing improvement, $25,000, 

Improving Licking River, from Farmer's to West Liberty, Ky.: Continuing 
improvement, $3,000, 

Mr. PARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 47, add between lines 9 and 10 the following words: 

“Improving the Ohio River between the mouth of Green River, in the State 
of Kentucky, and the city of Evansville, in the State of Indiana, by protecting 
the bank of the Ohio River on the Kentucky side and confining its waters to the 
general course of its present channel, $10,000." 

Mr. PARRETT, Mr. Chairman, it was my p to present this 
matter to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, but the bill had been 
reported before I had a convenient opportunity to do so, and, indeed, 
before the matter was brought di y to my attention. By a report 
made by Colonel Merrill, some time within the last two years, the 
necessity of some action with reference to the banks of the Ohio River 
at this point was plainly indicated. 

The difficulty is at a point in the river just above where a dike has 
been constructed for the purpose of removing a bar, and the effect of 
this, added to other causes, is to create a very considerable wash upon 
the Kentucky side of the river, to an extent endangering the mainte- 
nance of the main channel of the river in its present position, and 
probably rendering a very large expenditure of money n here- 
after if the matter is not attended to now. I have not been able to put 
my hand upon the report of Colonel Merrill, but I can state that upon 
his survey of this particular point in the river he suggested the necessity 
of some action and the expenditure of some money for this purpose, 
Whether $10,000 would be sufficient or whether it would more 
than would be required, I am not prepared to say; but that this isa 
point to which attention ought to be given there can be no doubt, for 
the reason that if the difficulty continues and if, by repeated floods, the 
channel of the river should be changed in such a way as to make a cut- 
off on the Kentucky side, it would create a bar between that point and 
the city of Evansville, if it did not destroy the prosperity of that sec- 
tion of the country by preventing navigation. to avoid this difficulty 
now, it will be necessary to make a reasonable appropriation in this 
bill for the protection of that bank of the river. tlemen will un- 
derstand that where Green River enters the Ohiois about 8 miles above 
the city of Evansville, Ind, 

All the people of the city of Evansville are interested in the protec- 
tion of this channel and in the protection of that bank as well as in the 
protection of the entirety of the Ohio River, and as there is no member 
of the committee from that section of either that river or the Wabash 
River, and no member residing nearer perhaps to this point than 200 or 
300 miles, it is proper attention should be called to the matter. I be- 
lieve it would be good policy for this House to insert in this bill the 
clause which I propose. I believe it to be necessary to the proper pres- 
ervation of the channel of the river at that point. 

[Here the hammer fell, ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. So faras I know, there has been no 
examination or suryey of the river at the point referred to by the gen- 
tleman and no estimate of the cost of the improvement. At all events, 
the matter has not been considered by the committee. I hope the 
amendment will not be adopted. 4 

Mr. PARRETT, I move to amend by striking out the last word. I 


do not wish this question quite so summarily of; I desire to 
add a word or two. 
I know the fact that there has been a survey. I know the fact that 


it has been made by an officer of the United States,Colonel Merrill. I 
know the fact that a certain amount of protection has been indicated 
to be necessary at that point in the river, and that by giving this mat- 
ter attention at the present time—by doing this work before greater 
injury has been wrought—a good deal of money may probably be saved. 
If the matter is neglected until by the operation of the floods the river 
is forced to cross there, which will destroy the channel at both places, not 
only thousands of people in that region of country will suffer the most 
terrible injury, but the entire navigation of the Ohio River, from the 
city of Louisville to Cairo, will be more or less affected. For this rea- 
son I claim that this matter is entitled to consideration and investiga- 
tion, and that the sum asked for this purpose ought to be allowed. At 
all events I ask the chairman of the committee that this amendment, 
like one or two other amendments, be passed over by consent for a lit- 

tle further consideration hereafter, 8 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks that his 
amendment be passed over forthe presentinformally. Isthereobjection? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I desire that it be not passed over 
unless there is some reason for doing so. The matter has not 
been considered by the committee at all and of course it is too late to 
do so now. — 

Mr. PARRETT. Iso stated; it has not been presented to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Does the gentleman desire to have 
the matter passed over in order that some one who is not present may 
have an opportunity to speak? 

Mr. PARRETT. I would like to have it passed over so as to allow 


time to have the report of Colonel Merrill with reference to this subject 
presented to the if I can pee it. 

The CHAIRMAN. there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. PARRETT]? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. If the gentleman desires this ques- 
tion passed over, I will consent so far as I am concerned, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The proposition, as I understand, is that these 

mendments be passed over until we get through with the bill, and that 
en we go back to them? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, this amendment 
will be passed over for the present, to be taken upagain before the con- 
sideration of the bill is concluded. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 
I make this motion for the purpose of asking the chairman of the com- 
mittee what reason can be urged against the amendment suggested by 
my colleague [Mr. Parrett]. He states on his personal knowledge 
that he knows the proper officer of the Government has made a survey 
and recommended this appropriation, and he states that the expendi- 
ture of the sum of money proposed in his amendment for the protec- 
tion of the banks of that river will prevent a cut-off which would ma- 

ly affect the navigation of the lower river. It does seem to me 

so small an amount as this might very well be appropriated in a 

ill which carries the tremendous sum of $21,000,000, e know— 

every man who has given any consideration to the question of water ways 

knows—that there is no better, no wiser, no more economical way to 

preserve the navigation of a river than to protect its banks and keep it 

within its natural channel, so as to prevent cut-offs and deepen its chan- 

nel. I therefore hope that the amendment of my colleague will pre- 
vail. Iwithdraw the pro forma amendment 

The CHAIRMAN. 'Theamendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Parrett] has been passed over informally. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I would like to go back to page 24, line 1, by 

ment, - 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unani- 
mous consent to go back to page 24, line 1, stating that it was the un- 
derstanding he might return to that ph. 

Mr. HEND N, of Illinois. ill not the gentleman let us pro- 
ceed with the bill until we get through, and then we can return to 
these several amendments? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Very well. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Improving Black River at Port Huron, Mich.: Tod channel from mouth 
to Grand Trunk Railroad bridge to depth of 18 feet, $25,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I move to amend the paragraph 

ust read by striking out the word eighteen andi ing ‘‘sixteen;”’ 
as to read: depth of 16 feet.” 

The CHAIRMAN, Is this a committee amendment? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I can not say that I offer it on be- 
half of the committee, but it is in accordance with the report of the 


neer. 
n amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Improving Chippewa River at Yellow Banks, Wisconsin: Continuing im- 
provement, 810,00. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I move to amend the clause just read by strik- 
ing ont ‘‘at’’ and inserting the word including.“ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 2 
Improving Wabash River, Indiana and Illinois, above Vincennes: Continuing 
improvement, $5,500. 
Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send 
to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 49, commencing at line 13, strike out the words “five thousand five 
hundred dollars” and insert in lieu thereof “fifteen thousand dollars.” 
Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Mr. Chairman, the appropriations that have 
been made for the Wabash River above Vincennes, as I am informed 
the Chief of Engineers (Colonel Casey), are as follows: March 3, 
1, $25,000; August 2, 1882, $30,000; July 5, 1884, $10,000; and Au- 
gust 11, 1888, $5,000. 
Now, the bill proposes that this part of the river between Terre 
Haute and Vincennes, a distance of about 90 miles, shall have an ex- 
diture during the next year of 85,500. The report of the Chief of 
gineers shows that the estimated amount required for the comple- 
tion of the arina project on this part of the river is $20,000; and 
that the amount which can be profitably expended in the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1891, is $10,000. The report also shows that there are 
á number of very difficult points on the river, one known as Wolf's 
Cut-Off, and Horseshoe Bend,“ and quite a number of other danger- 
points, which ought to be improved. The work that has been here- 
ore done has not resulted in clearing ont these points of obstructions; 
and since the last work has been done on that part of the river quitea 
sambe of large freshets have occurred, which carried obstructions into 
river, especially at the points named, so that it would require a 
much larger sum than $5,500 to clear the river by removing the bars 


and 

be na’ 
I 
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There are besides the snags a few very bad gravel-reefs which could easily be 
dredged out, while some reefs of shifting sand could be cut out by light 
dams. But these works, much as they are needed, can not be contem 
unless adequate appropriations are made at one time. 

that the report 


I would also say in this connection, Mr. Cha 


reasonab’ ty. 
from the Report of the Chief of Engineers for 1889, on page 


e d and putting the river in such condition that it will 
vigable wi le safe 


of the engineer shows that the tug-boat that has been used in remov- 


ing the obstructions, together with the snag-scow, has been used some 
thirteen years and is substantially worn out, so that it will takea very 
large proportion of the $5,500 proposed to be appropriated to put these 
im order before the work on the river can commence at all. In the 
light of the fact that the machinery for clearing the river of obstruc- 
tions is worn out and the further fact that large freshets have taken 
place,carrying additional obstructions into the river, as well as the ad- 
ditional fact that the removal of the obstructions in that part of the 
river is needed, not only to assist the navigation of the river, but for 
the protection of the people living there and their property, I hope the 
appropriation will be much increased. The people above Terre Haute 
will be greatly benefited by this appropriation, for the reason that when 
the river becomes obstructed below there the water backs up and over- 
flows the bottoms adjacent on either side of the Wabash River and 
causes great inconvenience as well as damage. I hope, therefore, the 
committee will adopt the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana, 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
3 Calumet River, Ilinois and Indiana: Continuing improvement, 


Mr. HITT. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: . 


On 50, after line 2, insert: 
‘That the city of Galena, III., be, and hereb: Nr 

complete the improvement and navigation of nnel of the Galena River. 

from a point 800 feet below the custom-house in said city to the main channel of 

the 3 River upon conditions hereinaſter mentioned: 

elt 


unless said city or her re; ntatives shall commence the work within one 
year and secure a nav e channel within five years from the approval of this 
shall be null and void. 


act the provisions h 

In carrying out the provisions ofthis act the city of Galena or her ropresent- 
atives shall be authorized to constract a dam above the point to be opened to 
navigation, rising not more than 12 feet above low water, or a like dam may be 
constructed below the point to be open to navigation, with a lock not less t 
280 feet long and 52 feet wide. 

In consideration of said improvements the United States promise and agree 

0030 to the city of Galena, her assigns or legal representatives, the sum of 
$100,000 when a channel has been opened and maintained for navigation one 
season to the depth of at least 3 feet, and of a width sufficient to accommodate 
any raft or boat that can pass through the lock above described, incl sid- 
ings or slips for boats to pass each other not more than 2 miles apart. 
improvements, oupi managed nnd controlled by the city of Galena or her 
representatives, shali beheld to belong tothe United States and shall be exempt 
from taxation; and no tolls or charges shall be collected, and at the completion 
of the work the improved channel, with dam and lock, shall be turned over to 
the ayn dsr control, and ownership of the United States. That any per- 
son mal ly or intentionally injaring said works or interfering with the con- 
struction thereof shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, may be tried 
for such offense before the district court of the United States for the district 
wherein said offense may be committed, and if found guilty shall be liable toa 
fine of not exceeding $1,000, or to imprisonment of not more than two years, or 
to both fine and imprisonment as aforesaid for each offense. 

“If the conditions of this act have been complied with the collector of the 
of Galena and the local inspectors of steam-boats for that district shall certify to 
the fact. Upon the heared 3 of this certificate by the Secretary of War, he is 7 — 
authorized and directed to draw his warrant on the Treasurer of the Un 
States in favor of the city of Galena, her assigns or legal re; tatives, in pay- 
ment of the aforesaid amount: „ That in no case Uthe Government 
of the United States be liable for any losses incurred by said city of Galena or 
its representatives in the performance of the work herein mentioned, nor shail 
any permen thereon be made in excess of the sum, nor contrary to the terms 
hereinbefore prescribed,” = 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is to authorize the city 
of Galena, or its agents, to take up the uncompleted work of the Gov- 
ernment in that river and finish it. It will cost so much, according to 
the estimates of the engineers, that we have little Boye of getting 80 
large an appropriation. The closing of the channel of that harbor has 
been so depressing to all business there that citizens having large in- 
terests are themselves willing to undertake this great task of restor- 
ing it. By one estimate of the United States engineers it required 
$459,000 to complete it and $400,000 by another plan. The city, by 
the agency of the Grant-Galena Company, is ready to undertake the 
work if the Government will now appropriate $100,000, to be paid on 
the opening and successful navigation of the river. 

Congress has heretofore appropriated in different years very large 
sums of money for this work: $30,000 in 1878, $12,000 in 1879, $12,- 
000 in 1880, $12,000 in 1881; but the work is incomplete, and it will 
now take a larger sum than we can hope to receive by direct appro- 
priation to be expended in the usual way by the United States engi- 
neers. Now, these people are willing to undertake it themselves in 
order to save and revive their property which has been constantly and 
enormously depreciated since the closing of the port, because of having 
been deprived of water transportation. The assessed value of the prop- 
erty there has gone down nearly $2,000,000, and you can, therefore, 
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well understand why they seek to renew their port, have cheap freights 
ity. By the terms of the amendment, which has 
been most carefully guarded and in every way made to conform to the 
views of the gentlemen on the committee, all of whom I have consulted 
and by whose permission and courtesy I move this amendment, the 
Government is protected from any possible loss, and will only, after 
the channel has been successfully operated for a year, be called on to 
pay $100,000, and the people are given four years to do this work in. 

The facilities for the work have very greatly improved since the last 
work of the engineers, They found it doubtful whether there would 
be a sufficient supply of water for a lock, but now there is at command 
a greater supply of water. The t artesian well sunk in recent 
years at Galena pours out 2,000 gallons per minute, and they can sink 
an indefinite number of them if water is neéded for lockage. This one 
well would supply water for fourteen lockages per day, allowing 150,- 
000 gallons for each time a steam-boat passed the lock. The public in- 
terest to be served by this work is very great. The Mississippi for 40 
miles on its eastern bank, from Savannah, below Galena, to Dubuque 
above it, is now like a railway without a station, and this in a rich, 
populous, productive country full of products seeking a market. 

ere are more than 100,000 people whose commerce will be served 
by the boats coming to Galena, and the wealth of those adjacent tribu- 
tary counties and parts of counties is over $70,000,000. River trans- 
portation will, for example, bring down the price of lumber $2 per 
thousand feet. To show what that amounts to and how it concerns 
every one in Galena I will state that the last year the river was open 
(1881) there were 17,000,000 feet of lumber taken to that town. 

There were shipped by river in that year 10,000,000 pounds of pork, 
32,000,000 pounds of oats, 11,832,000 poundsof zinc, 1,834,000 pounds 
of lead, and many other items that I will not stop to repeat; and com- 
merce on such ‘a vast scale has been shut off by the closing of the 
port, and they are put at the mercy of the railroads. These people 
want to get to the great channel of the Mississippi River. The chan- 
nel required to be created by this amendment will give 3 feet in the 
lowest water on the shallowest bar; and will pass all the boats on the 
Upper 8 except two or three old side-wheelers, of a class no 
longer being built. It is a very small sum for the Government to pay 
when you look at the vast interests to be promoted and compare it 
with the appropriations we are now making for the Des Moines, the 
Coosa, the Tennessee, and other rivers, It provides that no tolls are 
to be charged, but the navigation to Galena is to be absolutely free. 
In the Brazos River bill they are allowed to charge tolls, The limit of 
taxation under the constitution of Illinois has long ago been reached 
by Galena, so that the city can not do it as a corporation. by bonds. 
The only way is through its agents as I have provided in my ameng- 
ment. They have no authority to touch the river without the United 
States Government permits it; and I ask you to authorize and aid this 
food work, which will soon brighten that brave old town, once so flour- 

hing and powerful, bring back its trade to the profit.and animation 
of other days when the landing wascrowded by a long line of steamers, 
and its streets crowded with active, busy, prosperous men, Whether 
the United States engineers spend the money or not, this proposition 
is fair, it is right, and I ask it for the people of Galena. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I earnestly support the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois. 

There are one hundred and fifty thousand people owning farms and 
doing business in a region tributary to the Galena River, where it is 

roposed to make this inprovement. In 1881, by the expenditure of 
560.000 in dredging and by reason of very high water, a vast commerce 
was carried on, amounting in all to $1,674,200. The saving to the con- 
sumer that year, in lumber alone, was about $2 per thousand over rail- 
road rates, and, as 17,208,000 feet was carried on the river, here is a sav- 
ing of $34,000 on that single item of commerce in one year. 

e Coosa River, so well provided for in this bill, had a total com- 
merce in 1888 of only $1,242,244, as against $1,674,200 on the Galena 
River in 1880-’81. You give the Coosa $300, 000 in this bill, and it had 
heretofore $523,700. Will you then hesitate to give the citizens of Ga- 
exert poor prospect of getting back $100,000 for a most important 
work? 

Again, take the Cumberland River. The commerce from Nashville 
to the Ohio, 200 miles, is only about half that of Galena, as I have 
pven it, and yet this bill appropriates for work aboye Nashville $250, - 

, and you are told that it will take some $4,000,000 to complete the 
contemplated work there. Can wenot, then, let the Galena River have 
$160,000? . 

The producers of lead, lumber, pork, grain, and all the rich yield of 
a fruitful region and an industrious people, appeal to us for this aid, 
and I sincerely hope, in view of the liberality which is shown in this 
bill to other sections, that the pending amendment may receive the 
favorable action of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. POST. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Spee Ube Aon pegs S0, inners the Sowing: he 

or the purpose a continuous navigable water wa; ween 
Lake Michigan and fhe iaip River, having capacity and facilities ade- 
quate for the passage of the large Mississippi River steam-boats and of nayal 


vessels suitable for defense in time of war: For continuing survey of the Illinois 
River from Joliet to the Mississippi River, and for ascertaining what lands would 
besubject to overflow by the construction of said navigable water way, $250,000." 

Mr, HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I believe that is subject to a point 
of order, and I reserve the point of order against the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Illinois. 

te POST. What point of order does the gentleman from Indiana 
make? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not advised. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand that this is an enterprise for the con- 
struction of a canal; and, that being true, it has not a proper place in 
the provisions of this bill. I ask that the first part of that amendment 
may be again reported, 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, my point of order is this, and 
it is made to the whole paragraph, notwithstanding that the last two 
provisions, I presume, are matters within the j iction of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. In the first provision is a provision for 
the construction of a canal, and, I submit, that the River and HArbor 
Committee not having jurisdiction of that subject-matter, it can not 
properly be in the river and harbor bill. The two sections of the rule 
of the House to which I desire to call the attention of the Chair are 
paragraphs 8 of Rule XI and paragraph 18 of the same rule, dividing 
up the business of the House among the various committees: 

3 improvements of rivers and harbors: to the Committee on Rivers and 
rs. 


Then the eighteenth clause of the same rule: 
To railways and canals other than Pacific railroads— 

Which has a special committee— 
to the Committee on Rail ways and Canals, 

I therefore submit that it is very clear that the Committee on Riverg 
and Harbors has no jurisdiction of this subject-matter, and, the matter 
not being within the jurisdiction of the committee, of course it is not 
within the jurisdiction of this appropriation bill. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I desire toinquire whether this 
point of order is made to one item in the bill or to more than one. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I raise the point of order upon the entire proposi- 
tion, for the reason that, as I understand, if this proposition or any 
part of it is not within the cognizance of the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, the whole of it must fall. . 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ohio 
that the point of order is made upon the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Post], to come in after line 4. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] makes the point of order against 
that amendment. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are three propositions here. The first is the 
construction of a canal and an appropriation of $250,000, all of which or 
any part of which may be devoted to the construction of this canal be- 
tween Lake Michigan and the Mississippi River. Then there are proposi- 
tions for the survey and improvement of the Illinois River. Now, Icon- 
cede that the last two matters are within the jurisdiction of the Commit- 
tee on Riversand Harbors, but the committee have no jurisdiction as to 
the first, which is the main item, and it is quite obvious that if the 
point of order is good as to the first it must be sustained as to the 
Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And the language of the rule is too clear to admit 
of any question. The first provision of Rule XI is that all proposed 
legislation shall be referred to the several committees named in the 
rule. Then comes paragraph 8, which requires all matters pertainin 
to rivers and harbors to go to the River and Harbor Committee and al 
matters pertaining to railways and canals to go to the Committee on“ 
Railways and Canals. 

Mr. HILL. Is the gentleman aware that the United States Govern- 
. has been engaged for years in the improvement of the Illinois 

iver? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Chair has already stated. that if this proposi- 
tion contains any provision that is subject to the point of ane ther 
the whole must fail, and the very first clause of this proposition is the 
appropriation of money for the construction of a canal between Lake 
Michigan and the Mississippi. It is to that part of the amendment 
that I make my point of order; but ifit is good as to that of course the 
whole amendment must fall. 

Mr. POST. Allow me to say, Mr. Chairman, that this amendment 
does not touch the question of the canal at all in any way, shape, or 
manner. The amendment is for a survey of the Illinois River fr m 
Joliet to the mouth of the Illinois. The canal is to be between Lake 
Michigan and Joliet. _Now, Mr. Chairman, the reason that of the 
amendment is found in it is because the last river and harbor bill con- 
tained this paragraph: 
provine E River. 3 r 8 5 — 

nu 
for the purpose of securing a con ous na asbie watot vay D 


000. d 
N 
Michigan and the Mississippi River, having ca uate 
the passage largest Mississippi River — — and of unreal a 


of th 
suitable for —.— in time of war, the Secre of bade is auth. 
rected to cause to be made the per surveys, plapa a estimates — 
nel improvement and locks and dams in the beds ae Plain 
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Rivers, from La Salle to Lockport, so as to provide a na water wa 
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less than 160 feet wide and not less than 14 feet deep, and to have surveyed 
and located a channel from 8 to Lake Michigan, at or near the city of 
|Chicago, such channel to be suitable for the purposes aforesaid, the necessary 
expenses of such surveys, estimates, plans, and location to be paid out of the 
sum herein appropriated for the improvement of the Illinois River. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does that relate entirely to the improvementof 
the river? 

Mr. POST. It relates entirely to the improvement of the Illinois 
River. 

The CHAIRMAN. The whole length? 

Mr. POST. The whole length. 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not relate to the construction of a canal, 
any portion of it? / 

Mr. POST. It does not, because that work is proposed to be done 
by the State of Illinois, and the State proposes to bring it down to the 

int where the United States alone has charge of the navigable river, 

y amendment relates purely to the survey of the Illinois River, and 
I want to be heard on that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman does not say that the Illinois River 
extends clear up to Lake Michigan, yet this is for a construction of a 
water way between the Mississippi and Lake Michigan. 

Mr. POST. My amendment, while it refers to that water way, does 
not provide for a survey of any portion of it. “The language is taken 
from the last river and harbor bill, and that is how the reference ap- 

in the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. . I ask to have the amendment read again. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Post] can 
modify his amendment. 

Mr. POST. I am perfectly willing to have it modifi@l by striking 
out that language if there is any reason for it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the amendment be read again. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, the Chair understands that while, in the 
first part of the amendment, allusion is made to a general water way 
between Lake Michigan and the Mississippi River, yet the appropria- 
on contained in the amendment is simply for the improvement of the 

ver. 

Mr, HOLMAN. The language of the provision certainly ought to 
be limited; inits present form it certainly appears to authorize the ex- 
penditure of that sum, $250,000, for any part of that water way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it simply alludes to the proj- 
ect of a connection between the two bodies of water; the amendment 
itself is restricted to the improvement of the river. The Chair over- 
rules the point of order. The question is upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois. t 

Mr. POST. Mr. Chairman, in compliance with the provision in the 
last river and harbor bill which I have quoted, Capt. W. L. Marshall, 
Corps of Engineers, the officer in charge of the improvement of the 
IIlinois River, reports as follows: 

In view of these facts and Jaws the necessity for a thorough survey from 
Joliet to the Mississippi River, at least with the detail shown on the maps of 

present survey, f. ¢., with accurately determined contours at every foot ele- 
vation of surface,and with the areas of lands subject to overflow well deter- 
mined, should be made by authority of Congress before any artificial discharge 


whatever is turned into the Illinois River, to determine the effects of such arti- 


ficial discharge and the areas of lands that may be subject under any condi- 


tions to flowage thereby. Such a survey would cost probably $250,000, but ulti- 
mately save many times that amount to the organization held responsible for 
such flowage damages, whether it be the Government of the United States or 
the city of Chicago. 

It isin accordance with the recommendation of this United States 
engineer officer that this amendment is pro His report was but 
recently made, and was not printed and distributed in time to brin 
it to the attention of the River and Harbor Committee before this bi 
was reported. 

In speaking of the commercial advantages of this route between Lake 
Michigan and the Mississippi River, by way of the Illinois, Captain 
Marshall says it will open a channel of commerce ‘‘ between the Great 
Lakes, with its terminus at their greatest port, and a system of naviga- 
ble rivers penetrating one-half the States of the Union, with a total 
length equal to more than half the circumference of the globe.“ 

It is to such a project that I invite your attention and which I ask 
to have recognized in this bill. Every State bordering on the lakes, 
every State touched by the Mississippi or any of its tributaries, is in- 

~terested in this amendment. Whoever is benefited by cheap water 
transportation in any direction in this Union is interested in this amend- 
ment. As a commercial and national question, there is no item in this 
bill of equal importance. 

It rises also to the dignity of an international question. The United 
States and Great Britain are bound by treaty neither to build nor keep 
war vessels upon the lakes, but at any moment the gunboats of Great 
Britain can enter the lakes through her canals, This water way will 
restore to us a natural and legitimate means of defense more valuable 

‘than a thousand forts, 

The people of Illinois have 8 a willingness to break down 
the gate and construct a navigable channel between Lake Michigan 
and the river at their own expense, not exceeding $15,000,000, and 
when this channel is completed to turn it over to the General Govern- 
ment for navigation purposes. They ask that the United States shall 


improve the Des Plaines and Illinois Rivers in accordance with 

act of Congress of August 11, 1888, which contemplated the 

of ‘‘a continuous navigable water way between e Michigan an 
the Mississippi River.“ All this amendment contemplates is the sur- 
vey as recommended by the United States engineer officer in charge. 

Let this great national water way be recognized in this river and 
harbor bill and let the n survey be made. 

It is an item which will aid in commending this bill to the people, 
even if it does not cover a multitude of sins, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. - Chairman, this ma was no 
brought to the attention of the Com: on Rivers and Harbors, and 
it is fair to say it has not been considered by them. I ke’ ar 
doubt myself the necessity for such an appropriation as is provided 
in this amendment. At all events, I think it ought not to be 
until the committee has had an opportunity to consider it, so as to dé- 
termine whether this expense would be justified. 

Mr. POST. I called the attention of the chairman of the committee 
to Marshall’s report as soon as I got possession of it. He said then 
that he had not seen it. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Chairman, I move pro forma to amend 
striking out the last word. I donot know that I precisely understan 
the purport of this amendment, but I am in entire sympathy with 
proposed water communication between the Lakes and the Mississi 
River, which, in my judgment, should have been accomplished 
ago. A work of greater national importance I do not believe has ev 
been submitted to the attention of Congress. I would like tostate one 
or two facts in connection with this matter. : 

From the basin at Chicago to the mouth of the Illinois River, a dis- 
tance of 320 miles, there is a descent of 160 feet, all in one direction. 
The attention of the public mind has been for a long time directed to 
the possibility of making this channel, by which the largest vessels nav- 
igating the Mississippi River can into the basin at Chicago, and 
from that basin pass to the Mississippi, This work was recommended 
soon after the war by James H. Wilson, an engineer of the Army, who 
set forth its feasibility in very convincing terms. His proposition was 
to deepen and improve the channel of the Illinois River, to d sa 
widen the Illinois and Michigan Canal, giving it a surface width of 1 
feet, a bottom width of 80 feet, with double locks 350 feet in pe fo 
and with 7 feet of water over the mitresill. The aggregate cost of the 
work was estimated at $22,000,000. - 

The obstacle heretofore to the accomplishment of this great work 
has been the jealousy of two great cities, one at either end of this im- 
portant water line—St. Louis and Chicago. The completion of this 
work would enable Chicago to become not simply the head of naviga- 
tion for the lakes, but in a measure the head of navigation for the Mis- 
sissippi River. It would give us the grandest water line to be found in 


this or any other country. These Great Lakes of the North are the sum- 


mit level for this work; and the lockage is all one way clear to the 
mouth of the Illinois River, the descent being only 160 feet. No en- 
gineer has ever contemplated this great work without becoming enam- 
ored with it on account of its great value and its claims upon public 
approval. Itis a grand national work which at some period, sooner 

or later, must be accomplished, as must that other great project of mak- _ 
ing a nayigable channel for the largest vessels around the Falls of Ni- 


agara. 
oT Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Chairman, I wish the attention of the gentle- 
man from Illinois who offered this amendment for a few moments. 

I find the following provision embodied in the bill: 

Improving the Illinois River: Continuing improvement, $200,000. 

Now, the statement of the gentleman from Illinois to the Chairman 
of the commiftee on the point of order, if I understood it correctly, 
was that his amendment, while it referred to another water way from 
the river, had really application only to the Illinois River. 

Mr. POST. Only to the Illinois River. There is no psetense about 
it. That is all it refers to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then the gentleman provides in his amendment: 
For the pu of securing a continuous, navigable water way between 
Michigan and the Mississippi River, having capacity and facilities adequate 
the passage of the largest Mississippi River steam-boats and of naval vessels gu 
able for defense in time of war, for continuing survey of the Illinois River from 
Joliet to the Mississippi River, and for ascertaining what lands would be subject 

to overflow by the construction of said navigable water way, $250,000. 

Now, my friend certainly does not mean that that has reference only 
to the Hlinois River. 

Mr. POST. I do indeed; and if the gentleman will look at the last 
river and harbor appropriation bill he will find thatit is substan 
or exactly in the same language as was embodied in that bill. 
gentleman should remember that the distance is something like 
miles, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Between what points? 

Mr. POST. Between the mouth of the Illinois River and the point 
of survey. It is a long distance, and the 3 is to ascertain, when 
this canal, with its 300,000 feet of flow, is added to the Illinois River, 
what overflow there would be and what liability there would be to 


damage. : 
Mr. HOLMAN. That part applies to the canal? 
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Mr. POST. No; that applies to the river, the overflow of the river. 

Mr, HOLMAN. But does it not apply to the canal proper? 

Mr. POST. Ido not think so. It is merely connected with the 
ganal in this way, that the canal is going through it, and I hope that 
nobody will be able to stop it, but that it will go through and that this 

y of water will be placed in the channel of the Illinois River, 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the effect will be, with the construction the 

tleman places upon the amendment, simply an appropriation, of 
$550,000 for thesurvey of the Illinois River. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I wish to be heard fora moment on this ques- 
tion. That provision which was read, and which appears in the act of 
1888, the last river and harbor bill, when it was pending before the 
committee, was certainly subject to the point of order, but it was not 
made because the amendment was put upon the bill in the Senate, and 
of course it was not subject to the point of order when it came in that 
shape. But undoubtedly the chairman of the committee would have 
sustained the point of order if it had been made, for it was clearly sub- 
ject to it, because it looked to a canal, whether the gentleman’s prop- 
osition does or not. 

Mr. HILL Mr. Chairman, for many years the United States Govern- 
ment has been engaged in improving the channel of the Illinois River 
by means of whatis known as slack-water navigation, and isengaged now 
in completingat Kampsville the last of the chain of locks on the Lower 
Illinois River, and this appropriation of $200,000 for improving the Illi- 
nois River is, in fact, as I understand it, for the purpose of completing 
this lock and dam at Kampsville, which will complete the improve- 
ments, to a certain extent at least, from 30 miles above the mouth of 
thé Illinois River to La Salle, a distance of nearly 200 miles of slack- 
water navigation. 

The exact amount that the United States Government has expended 
in this improvement I have no means of ascertaining at present. I do 
not know what the expenditure has been. But it has been engaged 
upon it for many years past. 

Now, what is contemplated by the State of Illinois and has been in 
contemplation by the people of the great West for many years is to con- 
tinue that improvement along the Illinois and to connect the waters 
of that river with the waters of Lake Michigan. At the last session of 
the Legislature of the State of Illinois an act was passed providing for 
a canal for the purpose of draining the waters of Lake Michigan down 
through and across the Divide into the Illinois River, or rather into 
the Des Plaines, at Joliet, where I live. The Illinois River is formed 
by the junction of the Kankakee and Des Plaines Rivers coming together 

ut 12 miles below Joliet. From that point down to the mouth of 
the Illinois River it is susceptible at ordinary stages of water of navi- 
tion for ordinary-sized steam-boats except at certain places, Marseilles, 
instance, and perhaps other localities where a canal will have to 
be dug around falls orother obstructions in the river, and perhaps other 
improvements may be made to deepen the channel; but the water sup- 
ply is sufficient. All that is necessary, therefore, is to improve the 
channel of the river to secure this navigation. 

Now, one object of the amendment proposed by my colleague from 
Illinois [Mr. Post] is to extend this slack-water navigation from Henry, 
40 or 50 miles below LaSalle, which is about 120 miles from Joliet, 
and about 160 miles, inround numbers, from Chicago—to extend this 
slack-water navigation from Henry upalong the Illinois River to where 
the Kankakee and Des Plaines unite and form the Illinois, and thence 
by the Des Plaines River to Joliet, there connecting with the great 
canal, draining the waters of Lake Michigan down to and connecting 
with the Des Plaines River at that point. The United States Govern- 
ment has been engaged for many years in improving the lower of 
the Illinois River, as I have said, and this improvement, which is now 
go much required, is to connect this canal between Joliet and Lake 
Mi That is the main object. 

Mr. KINSEY. What has this to do with the Hennepin Canal, if 
anything? 

Mr. HILL. It has nothing to do with it. This is an entirely dif- 
ferent 77 That proposes to leave the Illinois River some distance 
below La Salle, at a point called 1 I believe, and run in a 
westerly direction to connect with River, below Rock Island. 
So, that is an entirely independent proposition from this slack-water 
nav on scheme, 

The object of the Hennepin Canal, as I understand it, is to afford di- 
rect navigation facilities for the great freight interesis of the North- 
west, the States of Iowa, Minnesota, Nebraska, and other States, com- 
ing down from the Upper Mississippi until it strikes the Rock River, 
then passing through the canal until it strikes the Illinois and reaches 
Lake Michigan. 

The river and harbor bill of 1888 contained a clause directing the 
Secretary of War to cause a survey of the Illinois and Des Plaines Rivers 
from La Salle, about 100 miles southwest of Chicago, to Lockport, a 
distance of about 60 miles, with plans and estimates for a channel im- 
provement with locks and dams, and to have surveyed and located a 
channel from there to Chicago, a distance of about 34 miles, so as to 
8 a navigable water way adequate ſor the passage of the largest 

ssissippi River steamers and of naval vessels in time of war. 

This survey was made, and I now hold in my hand the report of 


Captain Marshall, the engineer in charge, to which reference has been 
made ST colleague [Mr. Post]. From that report I find that the 

est Mississippi River steamer which now reaches the mouth of the 
Illinois River is the St. Paul, which is 300 feet long, with a tonnage 
of 800 tons, and a trifle over 6 feet depth of hold; and when the chan- 
nel improvement of the Illinois River now in progress shall be eom- 
pleted, steam-boats of that size can reach La Salle, less than 100 miles 
from Chicago. 

Three of the four locks on the Illinois below La Sall\ are now com- 
plete at Henry, Copperas Creek, and La Grange, and as I have before 
said the $290,000 covered by the appropriation in this bill is intended 
for the lower lock at Kampsville and for dredging. These locks are 75 
feet in width and, as I now remember it, 325 feet in length, and the 
dams with which they are connected are intended to secure a slack- 
water depth of not less than 7 feet from Kampsville to La Salle in the 
lowest water, so that, as I have already said, when the Kampsville 
lock and dam are completed steam-boats of over 300 feet in length, 70 
feet in breadth, and 800 tons burden, laden to their full capacity with 
the grain and other products of the great Mississippi Valley, will find 
their way to the wharf at La Salle, less than 100 miles from Chicago. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the main object of the amendment offered by 
my colleague [Mr. Post] is to provide for a further survey and take 
the preliminary steps for continuing this great improvement, and of 
finally completing this system of water communication from the Mis- 
sissippi to Lake Michigan, thus connecting the waters of the Gulf of 
Mexico with those of the St. Lawrence. 

Of the incalculable benefits to be expected from the completion of 
this system I have not time to speak, and desire only now to say in 
conclusion chat whatever the cost may be no more profitable use can 
be made of the people’s money. It would stand asan enduring mon- 
umentof the far-sighted wisdom of this age and prove a continuing 
benefaction to remote generations, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 
~ Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I propose to the gentleman from 
Illinois the following amendment, or, if he will accept it, a modifica- 
pears his amendment, to strike out $250,000"? and insert 8125, 

I want to say that I have always entertained the opinion that this 
was a work that must be done some day. Ithinkit fraught with great 
and valuable consequences, not only to the people along the shores of 
the Great Lakes, but to all the population living along Mississippi 
River and in that great valley; and I took occasion, while e 
the committee on yesterday in support of the improvements of the 
Mississippi River, to say that in my judgment that improvement would 
never be complete until we made this connection with the Great Lakes 
by this route at Chicago. But inasmuch as it is evident that the work 
contemplated by the gentleman’s amendment can not be accomplished 
within one year I th the appropriation of one-half the sum will 
be quite sufficient, and if the gentleman will agree to that I will take 
pleasure in voting for his amendment. 

Mr. POST. I will accept that modification. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois then modifies his 
amendment, making the appropriation $125,000, on which the ques- 
tion will now be taken. 

Mr, HOLMAN. There is a misunderstanding as to the wording of 
the amendment, and I ask that it be read again. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is an amendment to appropriate $125,000 for 
the survey of the river. : 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 

Mr. POST. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Postand Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, 
were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 47, noes 58. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. POST. I offer the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 4, on page 50, insert the following: 

“For the purpose of securing a continuous navigable water way bet 
Lake Michigan and the Mississippi River, having ca) ty and facilities - 
quate for the of the largest Mississippi steam-| and of naval ves- 
sels in time of war, the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to cause to 
be made the Sg r surveys, plans, and estimates for a channel improvement 
of the Iino’ ver from La Salle to the Mississippi River,so as to provide a 
navigable water way, and for ascertaining what land would ee to over 
flow by the construction of said ee water way, as recommended by apf. 
W. L. hall, Corps of Engineers, in his report of rch 10, 1890, the n 


expenses of such surveys, estimates, plans,and location to be paid out of the 
sum herein appropriated for the improvement of the Illinois River 


The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. POST. I call for a division, Mr. Chairman. This calls for no 
appropriation whatever, but simply allows a survey, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is merely the beginning 
corner of the survey. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 14, noes 59, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving the Kaskaskia River, Illinois, from the mouth to Baldwin, 88,500. 
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Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. I offer a verbal amendment there, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


f 


On 50, line 6, after the word “ Baldwin,” strike out the comma and in- 
gert the word bridge.“ Then insert a comma after the word bridge.“ 

The amendment was to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the construction of the Illinois and Mississippi Canal, to connect the Illi- 
nois River at a point near the town of Hennepin with the Mississippi River at 
the mouth of Rock River, together with a branch canal or feeder from said Kock 
River to the main line of said canal, $500,000. Said canal and feeder shall be 
known as the Illinois and 1 Canal and shall be constructed on the 
route located by the Secretary of War in pursuance of the provisions of An act 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” which act became 
a law August 11, 1888, and said canal and feeder shall be 80 feet wide at the water 
line and 7 feet deep, the locks 170 feet in length and 30 feet in width, and shall 
have a capacity for vessels of at least 250 tons burden, with guard gates, waste- 
weirs, locks, lock-houses, basins, bridges, and all other erections and fixtures 
that may be n for safe and convenient navigation of said canal and feed- 
ers, te shall be constructed on plans and specifications to be approved by the 
Secrttary of War. 

Mr. 'PURNER, of Georgia, and Mr. HATCH rose. 9 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest that the next paragraph, 
relating to the same subject, had better be read, and then the Chair will 
recognize the gentleman from Georgia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It shall be the duty of the Secretary of War, in order to secure the right of way 
for such canal and feeder, to acquire the title to such lands as may be necessary 
by agreement, purchase, or voluntary conveyance from the owners, if it can be 
done on reasonable terms; but, if that should be found impracticable, then the 
Secretary of War shall apply, at any term of the circuit or district court of the 
United States for the northern district of Iiinois to be held thereafter, at any 

neral or special term held in said district, and in the name of the United States 

itute and carry on 88 to condemn such lands as may be necessary 
forright of way as aforesaid; and in such proceedings said court shall be gov- 
erned by the laws of the State of Illinois, so far as the same may be applicable 
to the subject of condemning private property for public use; Secre! 0 
War to cause said work to commence as soon as practi le by the construction 
of one of the locks and dams on said Rock River at such point as he may deem 
most advisable, and shall cause said work to be constructed in accordance with 
the 88 provisions and of permanent and substantial materials and in a 
good and wor ke manner, 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I make the point of order against the 
lines in the bill which have just been read by the Clerk, and which 
propose to undertake the construction of a great canal. This is a canal, 
as I understand, from Lake Michigan to the Mississippi River. It is 
to be about 75 miles in length; to be 80 feet wide on the water line. 
The bill provides for locks, dams, and feeders; it also proposes to grant 
power to condemn lands, and, in a general way, to complete a great 
canal scheme, Before Congress undertakes a work of that kind, the 

wer to do which was expressly refused to Congress by those who 

med the Constitution, I desire to suggest some reasons of a parlia- 
men character, 

First, as to why it should go out of the bill on a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend a moment until the 
committee can come to order. It is a very important point of order, 
and the Chair will be glad to hear what the gentleman from Georgia 
has to say. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. In the first place I insist, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, by the distribution 
of the powers of committees, under the rules has no jurisdiction over 
thesubject of canals. The eighth section of Rule XI, which prescribes 
the jurisdiction of the various committees of the House, provides that 
legislation relating to the improvement of rivers and harbors shall go 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. In order, Mr. Chairman, 
that there may be no confusion on this subject, those who framed the 
rules that now govern us, and who had a good deal of experience of 
this very question of jurisdiction, provided another committee to which 
should be sent all legislation relating to ‘‘railways and canals other 
than Pacific railroads,” and that is the Committee on Railways and 
Canals.” 

I think it may be, therefore, safely assumed on the face of this case 
that by the original rules the Committee on Rivers and Harbors have 
no Jurisdiction over a proposition to create a canal. 

Now, I have been informed that ou the 9th of April an incident oc- 
curred in this House which appears not in the RECORD of the follow- 
ing day, an incident which did not transpire in the hearing of the 
House. By a proceeding analogous to the introduction of petitions tò 
this House (except that it was a communication from the Secretary of 
War and referrel by the Speaker in the way which the rules now pro- 
vide) a letter of the Secretary of War went to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors in which information was conveyed to Congress as toa 
survey which had been made of the river to which this clause of the 
bill refers, under the last river and harbor bill. The question then 
is whether, by that reference of the letter of the Secretary of War re- 
potag a survey of this canal, jurisdiction could be conferred on the 

iver and Harbor Committee over that subject. I respectfully deny it. 

It is true that the rules of the House provide that the Speaker may 
refer communications of this character to different committees, but the 
same rule contemplates erroneous references of those matters and the 
rule further provides how such erroneous references may be corrected. 
I need not cite the rule, because the Chair and gentlemen interested 
in this subject are familiar with it. Of course, under the provision 


which allows the correction of an erroneous reference, it coufa not be 
done in this instance. The Committee on Rivers and Harbors would 
not move to correct it, as the rule provides, because they were inter- 
ested in the subject as they put it in the bill; the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals would not come in and complain, although they were 
the committee which had original jurisdiction, because they favored 
the Canal; it could not be done by unanimous consent; and hence that 
pe privilege of moving to correct the reference amounts to nothing. 

rely on this rule of the House to show that the rules themselves re¢- 
ognize an erroneous reference of these matters, and that the action of 
the House is not conclusive in the reference. It simply provides in 
certain cases that an erroneous reference may be corrected, but if not 
corrected the reference still remains vitiated by the erroneous principle, 

But, Mr. Chairman, suppose that jurisdiction could be conferred on 
the committee in this way, then by what authority and under what 
rule could the Committee on Rivers and Harbors include this scheme 
in the river and harbor bill ? 

Mr. HATCH. That is the point. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. That is the battle-ground of this ques- 
tion. By section 51 of Rule XI the privilege of reporting at any time 
is conferred upon certain committees of the House. I need not enu- 
merate them all. There is this provision in the rule which I will 
cite: 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors shall have leave to report at any time 

If I may insert the words which occur at the begining of the section 
bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors— = 
words which imply a jurisdiction well defined in the previous part of 
the rule which I have cited. i 

Mr. HERMANN. Will the gentleman allow a question ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I would rather not be interrupted at 


f | this moment. 


Mr. HERMANN. It is right in the line of your argument. I de- 
sire to ask the gentleman whether, if the improvement of a river or 
harbor consists in the making of a channel, for instance, in removing 
obstructions and allowing the water to pass through, that does not 
come under the language of the rule? i 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. My friend is anticipating me. I will 
endeavor to consider that question when we come to it. There is an 
answer to the idea which he su, Iwill simply reply to him now 
by saying that this is not a proposition to straighten a river or to go 
around a cataract or a ledge; it is a proposition to make a canal, to 
make an artificial river. I ask the gentleman now not to divert me 
from that proposition. 

Suppose (following the line of argument which I desire to resume) the 
Speaker of the House should, under the rule to which I have adverted 
allowing the reference of executive communications, refer to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors some matter relating to the Territories or to 
the admission of new States, ora revenue bill, if yon please, on the legis- 
lative appropriation bill, or the pension appropriation bill, will anybody 
contend that a matter which reached that committee by such erroneous 
reference as that would come within the scope of their privilege to re- 
port in the river and harbor bill, and that it might be inserted and in- 
cluded in the bill which they offered the House for the improvement 
of rivers and harbors? I insist, sir, that no reasonable or fair-minded 
man can reach any such conclusion. On the other hand, take the other 
branch of the jurisdiction of the Committee on Railways and 
and suppose that the honorable Speaker, having a communication from 
some Executive Departmentrelating to the Pacific Railway, or that great 
railway which is proposed to be surveyed connecting the three Amer- 
icas, should refer it to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, could that 
committee, under such erroneous reference, take the other branch of the 
jurisdiction of the Committee on Railways and Canals and report in 
the annual bill for the improvement of rivers and harbors a scheme to 
construct a railway of that kind? I apprehend the Chair understands 


me o 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman from Georgia allow a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Certainly. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Suppose the reference to be erroneous, as ed 
in this case, but that the committee report the matter back to the 
House and the House takes no notice of the error, but refers the bill 
to the Committee of the Whole, what would be the effect of that ac- 
tion? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I was coming to that branch of the 
proposition, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I am very glad to have the Chair antici- 
lay me. When the river and harbor bill was reported to the House 

y the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON], the honorable chair- 

man of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, my friend from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. ROGERS] rose—I speak of this with confidence, because I was 
myself watching—my friend from Arkansas, I say, rose, and, before the - 
bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole, reserved all points of 
order. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. There is no 


question that all points 
of order were reserved. 5 


~ 
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Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman concedes it; and so by 
that reservation the question comes up now before the Chair asit could 
have come up when the bill was originally reported. 

Mr. Chairman, I belive I have succinctly stated the points of order 
upon which I base my proposition that the Chair should strike this pro- 
vision from the bill, and I now desire to cite two precedents which 
have occurred during my Congressional experience. During the first 
session of the Forty-eighth Congress, when the river and harbor bill 
was under consideration in Committee of the Whole, Mr. Wellborn, of 
r being in the chair, a provision somewhat similar to this, at- 
tempting to create the Hennepin Canal, was in the bill, and a point 
x order was made against it and the question was argued at great 

ength. Š 

I will frankly state that the gentleman from Texas, Mr. Wellborn. 
who then occupied the chair, overruled the point of order on the ground 
that the question of order had been foreclosed by the reference of the 
bill to the Committee of the Whole, but in making his decision had 
stated that he so ruled upon the matter doubtfully, and on the very 
next day, I think, having reflected over the question, he stated from 
the chair that if the point of order had been reserved, as it has been in 
this case, he would have sustained it and would have stricken out the 
item fromthe bill. At the very next session of Congress the same prop- 
osition reappeared in the river and harbor bill. My honorable col- 
league from Georgia, Mr. Hammond, occupied the chair and presided 
over the Committee of the Whole, and the point of order was again 
made under conditions precisely similar to those which now exist and 
are pending before the Chair. My honorable friend from Illinois [ Mr. 
HENDERSON ] made an able and elaborate argument against the point 
of order, the best which I have ever heard made in opposition to the 
rules of the House, and after that discussion the Chairman distinctly 
and explicitly excluded the provision from the bill on the ground which 
I state is the battle-ground of the case. 

I do not desire to delay the decision unnecessarily, and I believe I 
have ns the grounds upon which the point of order ought to be 
sustain eon 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. T concede, as stated by the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. TURNER], that all points of order were re- 
served on this bill when it was reported to the House. But what is 
meant by the reservation of points of order? Simply that if there is 
anything in the bill subject to a point of order the matter or question 
is reserved. But I maintain, as I maintained before, that no Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union has any power whatever to 

uestion the jurisdiction of another committee; and that was what Mr. 
Wellborn, of Texas, held, and held correctly, at the time this ques- 
tion was ruled npon. Afterwards there wassome evasion of the idea; 
but I maintain that view now; and Isay thataccording to the uniform 
decision of the Committee of the Whole, wherever a bill is received by 
the House and referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, itis referred for the purpose of consideration; and the Com- 
mittee of the Whole has no right or power whatever to go behind the 
reference of the House to the committee to inquire into the jurisdic- 
tion of another committee, a standing committee of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Illinois pardon the 
Chair a moment? Suppose there had been a bill for the construction 
of a public building referred by the Speaker to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. Does the gentleman’ hold that a point of order 
would not lie against a river and harbor bill containing a provision 
for the construction of a public building? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Ido not know that I understand 
the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes simply to put an inquiry, as 
this is an important matter. Suppose the Speaker—inadvertently, if 

ou please—should refer to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors a 
bint for the construction of a public building and that committee in 
reporting its general bill should include a provision for the censtruc- 
tion of a public building; would the gentleman from Illinois contend 
that a point of order could not be made upon such a provision in the 
Committee of the Whole ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I think that even in such a case 
there would be no rule of the House authorizing the point of order to 
be raised, after the committee to which the matter was referred had 
examined the question and reported the bill to the House, and the 
House without objection had received the bill and referred it to the 
Committee of the Whole for consideration. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is an exception to the position I have 
laid down, and it is the only exception so far as I know. With regard 
to general appropriation bills (and the river and harbor bill has never 
been held to be a general appropriation bill) there is a rule that no 
clause in the way of new legislation can be inserted in such a bill, un- 
less, as our former rules provided, such new legislation had the effect 
to reduce the expenses of the Government. As to general appropria- 
tion bills there is such a provision as I now state; and in 8 
where points of order are reserved, there is something upon which the 
Committee of the Whole House can take jurisdiction, because the rule 
itself expressly provides that a general sppropiiadon bill shall contain 
no new legislation. That rule, however, does not apply to a river and 


Pa 


harbor bill, which is not a general appropriation bill. A riverand har- 
bor bill is a bill composed of new legislation. All of its items are new 
legislation to a greater or less extent. While they do not in many 
instances provide for new projects, yet at the sanie time they appro- 
priate from year to year different amounts. 

In regard to general appropriation bills it has been held that if points 
of order were reserved before the bill was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union for consideration an objection 
might be made to new legislation, because in such cases the Committee 
of the Whole has a rule on which to act. But can the gentleman from 
Georgia, can any gentleman of the committee, point me to any rule of 
the House that authorizes the Committee of the Whole to inquire into 
the question of the jurisdiction of another committee, a stan com- 
mittee of the House? I insist that the Committee of the Wholeis but 
a committee of the House. And we have recently provided that only 
100 members are necessary to constitute a Committee of the Whole 
House; so that it is a committee, though it may be a committee ofa 
little higher dignity than an ordinary standing committee. 

But where a matter has been referred to any standing committee of 
the House and its report has been received by the House and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole it is referred there for the p of 
consideration. While the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
at the time mentioned—Mr. Hammond, of Georgia—did decide as 
stated by the gentleman from Georgia, I know that ex-Speakers who 
were here at the time said that that decision was clearly erroneous. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman remembers that the de- 
57 785 was appealed from and was sustained by the Committee of the 

Whole. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, Yes, sir; it was on the appeal that 
I made the argument to which the gentleman has referred. 

Mr. ROGERS. I am desirous to understand the gentleman’s argu- 
ment, and I trust he will permit me to make an inquiry as to a matter 
of fact. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Les, sir. 

Mr. ROGERS. Was any bill covering this paragraph of the pending 
measure introduced and referred to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors or did the subject simply reach the committee by an executive 
document? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. If my friend from Arkansas [Mr. 
RocErs] will wait a moment I will come to that part of the question; 
because I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that in the last river and har- 
bor bill—— ` 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me to ask him 
a question for information ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Certainly. - 

Mr. HATCH. I understood the gentleman to say thatan ex-Speaker 
of the House voted to sustain the appeal. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. No, sir. I said that ex-Speakers of 
the House said to me that the decision was wrong. 

Mr. HATCH. There was no ex-Speaker of the House on the floor 
who gave any such opinion or any such vote, as I understand. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. There was an ex-Speaker, not then 
a member of the House, but present at the time 

Mr. HATCH. Not a member of Congress at the time? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. No; but there was one ex-Speaker 
who was a member at that time. 

Bee HATCH. That, I presume, was the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. 

eifer. 5 
NDERSON, of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, let me call 
tention to the following provision contained in the last river and 
r bill, which became a law August 11, 1888: 

e Secretary of War is further authorized and directed to cause to be located 
such line as he ma: 0 pt a canal from the Illinois River at or near the 
town of Hennepin to the Mississippi River at or above the mouth of Rock River, 
together with the necessary feeder for the same; such canal to be known as the 
Illinois and Mississippi River Canal, and to be 80 feet wide at the water line and 
to have a depth of not less than 7 feet of water, with locks 170 feet long and 90 
feet wide. The Secretary of War shall cause to be eand submi to Con- 
detailed plans and estimates for the construction of such canal and feeder, 

he necessary expense of making such locks, plans, and estimates shall be 
paid out of the unexpended balance on hand heretofore appropriated for the 
survey of said canal the river and harbor act 1 August 5, 1886, for the 


examination of said canal and of the Illinois and Michigan Canal by a board of 
engineers, 


Now, that provision in the last river and harbor bill which became 
a law expressly provided, as will be seen, that the Secretary of War 
should cause, not to be surveyed, but to be located, a canal, to be con- 
structed so many feet in width and so many feet deep, and with locks 
of such dimensions, and report the plans and estimates of the same to 
the House of Representatives or to the Congress of the United States; 
and in pursuance of that provision of the river and harbor appropria- 
tion bill reported by the River and Harbor Committee of t year, 
this survey to which the gentleman from Geo refers, or rather thi 
location, was made by the Secretary of War, and the report then made, 
in compliance with his direction, of the location of the canal, which is 
before the House, and we have that referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, the same committee which had p ted the bill 
and had given to the country the river and harbor act of 1888. 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to what may have es- 

ped the attention of the gentleman from Georgia, and it is this: 
That this provides now for 50 miles of canal and for 27 miles of slack- 
water navigation in Rock River; so that this is a project including both 
the improvement of a river and authorizing the construction of a canal, 
and, according to the decisions, as I believe, heretofore made, wherever 
‘there is a divided jurisdiction any one of the committees having juris- 
diction of the subject-matter can take cognizance of the whole. 

I read now from page 383 of the Digest and Manual: 

It has also been uniformly held that a bill could not be divided among two or 
more committees, though it contain subject-matter legitimately belonging, un- 
der Rule XI, to several committees, but must be referred to one committee as 
an entirety. 

Now, hexe is before the committee a bill, not only for the construction 
of a canal, but which provides also for the improvement of a river as 
a part of one and the same project entirely, and is presented to the 
committee as an entirety. : 

Therefore, it seems to me clear that there is no doubt that the 
River and Harbor Committee of this Congress, when this location had 
been provided by law ina river and harbor bill, when the inquiry has 
been made by the Secretary of War, as appears from this record, and 
the report submitted to Congress, when that report of the location had 
been received and had been referred to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbor—I say it seems to me clear that it was properly referred, 
because it embraces both the improvement of a river, 27 miles of 
navigable water, in this very clause which is objected to on the point 
of order raised by the gentleman from Georgia, and where provision is 
made for the commencement of a lock and dam on a river, being a part 
of a project determined by the Secretary of War on the authority of a 
river and harbor bill passed by Congress and approved by the Secre- 
tary. There can be no question, therefore, Mr. Chairman, admitting 
the other premises of the gentleman from Georgia to be correct—which 
I can not concur in—there can be no question of the right of the com- 
mittee to consider this matter. 

I have believed that the Committee of the Whole was only a com- 
mittee of this House; and when a bill is received by the House and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole it was the duty of the committee 
to investigate and consider it; and that when a point of order was made 
as to the jurisdiction of another committee it has been held by a Chair- 
man of the present House of Representatives, from which no appeal was 
taken, that the committee had clear jurisdiction. I call the attention 
of the gentleman from Georgia and the Chair to a decision of the Chair 
on another matter when in Committee of the Whole—another subject 
altogether—where a similar decision was rendered. 

I read from page 3628 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the present 
session: l 

Mr. ExLok. I ask the Chair to give us a ruling on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“First. The committee had no jurisdiction of these claims for the reason that 
no bill for the ment of either of these claims had ever been referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


Second. If either of these claims was properly before the committee, they 
had no jurisdiction and right to report moret 


er n one of these claims in a single 

That was the point submitted, and the Chairman of the committee, 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, decided as follows: 

The question before the committee upon this point of order is simply a ques- 
tion as to the jurisdiction of a standing committee of the House, and the Chair 
holds that that question can not be raised in the Committee of the Whole, in 
accordance with pene rulings, but is one which the House alone can decide. 
For this reason the Chair overrules the point of order. 

That I believe to be a sound decision, a decision in exact accordance 
with the position I entertained when this question was before the 
Committee of the Whole in a former Congress, and when I declared it 
to be my oyman that there is no power on the of the Committee 
of the Whole to raise a question as to the jurisdiction of another com- 
mittee of the House. There has never been, so far as I know, any de- 
cision of a Committee of the Whole contrary to that, except in regard 
to general appropriation bills, which come under another and different 
rule of the House entirely, where there has been included in a general 
8 bill new legislation ſorbidden by the rules of the House. 

ere, if the point of order is reserved, it can be made in Committee 
of the Whole, but not in the House; and it has been expressly decided, 
and I will refer the Chairman to it in a moment, that that does not 
relate to other than general appropriation bills, and that where bills are 
referred they are regarded in their entirety and every proposition in 
them is to be considered by the Committee of the Whole. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, it was competent in view of the fact that the 
last river and harbor bill contained the clause to which I have referred, 
expressly providing for the location of this canal; that the Secretary 
of War was directed to locate it or cause it to be located, and plans and 
estimates for its construction to be made and submitted to Congress; 
that the report has come and been submitted to Congress; just as all 
other reports, just as in the matter of the Tennessee River, where the 
construction of a canal is going on, and for the Columbia River, where 
there is a canal under construction, and in to all other mat 
and the bill is received and referred in its entirety to the Committee of 


the Whole House on the state of the Union for its consideration. 
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Mr. HATCH. It is very difficult, Mr. Chairman, to offer any argu- 
ment to prove that twice five are ten. The bare statement of the 
proposition, based apon mathematical rules tbat have been received 
throughout the world for generations, carries its own demonstration, 
and the statement of this point of order made by the gentleman from 
Georgia, it seems to me, carries its own vindication. 

Now, I am not surprised that the gentleman from Illinois has gone 
to the extreme length of stating, in reply to the question put by the 
Chair, that in his judgment, if a bill to erect a public building in any 
State of the Union had been referred to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, that committee could provide for the erection and completion 
of that building in the river and harbor bill. He has been compelled, 
by the force of the position he takes, to even go that far, and it shows 
the weakness of the position that he is willing to admit so extreme a 
case as that might give to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors juris- 
diction over that subject-matter which, under the rules of the House, 
had been confided to another committee. 

Now, Mr.Chairman, a single moment on the position assumed by the 
gentleman from Illinois. When this bill had been referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union by the action of 
the House, no single question arising as to a point of order can be en- 
tertained by this committee. Will the gentleman from Illinois please 
enlighten the Chair and the committee and tell us where a point of 
order can be raised on this bill? This bill is reported to the House 
under the rules and goes on the Calendar; and when the gentleman 
from Illinois wants to take this bill up he simply rises in lace as 
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and makes his mo- 
tion that the House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering this bill. No point of order can be raised 
to any paragraph in the House pending the decision of the motion, but 
as soon as that motion is ee to 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, If my friend will excuse me a mo- 
ment : 

Mr. HATCH. With pleasure. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Does the gentleman think that if 
the House should refer a bill to a committee to construct a public 
building it would not have the power to report a bill for that p 2 

Mr. HATCH. Iam on another branch of the subject now, but I 
will answer the gentleman’s question in a moment, as soon as I get 
through this angamati Now, the motion is made to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the purpose of considering the river and harbor 
bill. The House adopts that motion. Immediately the House re- 
solves itself into Committee of the Whole and the Speaker calls the 
gentleman from Michigan to preside over the Committee of the Whole. 
The first thing is the reading of the bill. That was dispensed with by 
unanimous consent. This bill for the first time is taken up for considera- 
tion paragraph by ph after general debate is over. When you 
reach this paragraph the point of order is raised. 7 

The gentleman from Ilinois says, although all points of order were 
reserved when the bill was reported to the House, that a point of order 
can not be made because the House has referred this bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. Well, when can a point of order be raised? 
The Committee of the Whole House now has jurisdiction over it and 
we have got to conelude the consideration of it; and upon its conclu- 
sion, as Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, you report this bill 
back to the House for its action, and immediately the gentleman from 
Illinois rises in his seat and says, Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous 
question on the bill and the amendments adopted in Committee of the 
Whole.“ Is it possible that the House of Representatives, in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, has adopted such a set of rules that it has de 
itself from raising a gueron of order upon any provision in a it 
has before it for consideration? Never before in my Congressional career 
have I ever heard it contended that the Committee of the Whole had 
Bo poner overa point of order whenever made to a bill under its juris- 

ction. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, time and time again while you have occupied 
that chair you know that in a hundred instances you have en 
and decided points of order, not only upon general 5 5 ay n 
but also on the river and harbor bill, and upon every of bil re 
ferred under the rules of the House to the Committee of the 

Mr. HOPKINS. Can the orena cite any of those instances 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman will rise in his seat and address 
Chair I will answer him. I do not want to enter into a dialogue. 

Mr. HOPKINS (rising). Can the gentleman cite any of those in- 
stances of which he has spoken? 

Mr. HATCH. Yes, sir; I can cite them from now until 5 o’clock in 
the morning. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will he be kind enough to cite one of them? 

Mr. HATCH. I would refer the gentleman to the library. If he 
will go there he can find any number of them. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I suppose, Mr. Chairman, that is about as definite 
as the gentleman can make his answer. 

Mr. HATCH. I want the gentleman from Illinois to un d 
that I am not going to do his Clerical work. I am stating a 
tion in the presence of the committee, and if apy gentleman does ti 
believe it he can go to the library and find whether I am right or no 
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Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman can not escape the point by at- 


tempting to scold me. He said that the Chairman had decided this 
nearly a hundred times. 

Mr. HATCH. I did not say this.“ I said, generally, he had de- 
cided points of order. 


Mr. HOPKINS, Then I desired the gentleman to refer me to one 
of them only, and he answered me by scolding. 

Mr. HATCH. Oh, no! The gentleman does not think I would do 
that; I am too good-natured to scold anybody, and especially the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. But I am stating a fact that is so patent to every 
member of the committee that I did not think it was necessary to go 
into the library and hunt up where somebody had raised a point of 
order in Committee of the Whole and where it had been argued and 
decided. It has been so common an occurrence that I did not suppose 
it had escaped the memory of the gentleman from Illinois. I did not 
know when I got up here in an argument like this that I had to be as 
particular as the witness was when the lawyer asked him, ‘‘ How far 
were you from where the prisoner at the bar stood when he fired the 
fatal shot at the man who was killed?“ He said that he was just 
exactly 174 feet and 1 inch; and when asked, How do you know that 
so exactly ?’’ answered, I expected some lawyer’ would ask me that 
question.“ [Laughter.] 

Mr, HOPKINS, My position is just a little different from that. I 
supposed when I rose to ask the question that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. HATCH] understood what he was talking about, and that 
when he cited precedents he was able to give a reference to them. I 
regret that i interrupted him and exposed his want of knowledge of 
the subject. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HATCH. Lam very much obliged to the gentleman for his at- 
tempt to get out of what he calls my scolding.“ I am satisfied if he 
is. Now, I am addressing this ent especially to the Chair, and 
if the Chair will state that he recollects no case in which questions of 
order have been raised upon bills in Committee of the Whole I shall 
be very glad to go to the library and hunt them up for him, because 
Tam g to enlighten the Chair upon the subject if it is necessary; 
but I do not think it is necessary. Le the position of the gentleman 
from IIlinois [Mr. HENDERSON] is correct when can a question of order 
be raised upon a bill that is to be considered in Committee of the Whole? 
Certainly not in the House before it gets here, The gentleman says 
not in the committee, and certainly not in the House after it goes back 
there from the committee. Therefore it matters not what a bill con- 
tains, if it is sent by order of the House to the Committee of the Whole, 
we are bound to consider it without a question of order being permit- 
ted to be raised uponit, That is the position of the gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr. HENDERSON], as I understand it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I will say to the gentleman that 
the objection ought to have been made before the bill was referred. 

Mr. HATCH. Before the bill was referred? Referred where? Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I would ask the gentleman from 
Missouri where he finds any authority in any rule of the House that 
justifies the Committee of the Whole House in inquiring into the ju- 
risdiction of any other standing committee of the House when a mat- 
ter has been referred to it for its consideration ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The rules of the House, as far as appli- 
cable, apply to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr, HATCH, The gentleman from Georgia suggests the answer to 
the gentleman from IIlinois. The rules of House themselves pro- 
vide that those rules shall apply to the proceedings of the Committee 
of the Whole when it is in session, with certain exceptions and reser- 
vations. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Illinois. Wherever applicable. 

Mr. HATCH. As far as applicable. They apply to the considera- 
tion of all bills in the Committee of the Whole. But, Mr. Chairman, 
as far as it is possible for any member of this House to do it, the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] reserved all points of order upon 
this bill when it was reported from the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors to the House. The gentleman from Arkansas at that time re- 
served all points of order for consideration. For consideration where? 
For consideration in Committee of the Whole when the bill should be 
under consideration in that committee. I would like for some parlia- 
mentazian on this floor to tell me how the gentleman from Arkansas 
LMr. Rocers] or the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] or any 
gentleman upon this floor could have taken the gentleman from Tli- 
nois [Mr. HENDERSON] off the floor when he made his motion that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the considera- 
tion of this bill to raise a point of order. It never has been done in 
the history of Congress. 

Mr. NDERSON, of Illinois, It could be done. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman says it could be done; but it never 
has been done and I would like to know how it could be done. The 

tleman from Illinois occupies the floor and the Speaker recognizes 
fim for a privileged motion. How, then, could he be taken off the 

r for the purpose of raising a point of order? The gentleman him- 
self not only acquiesced in the reservation of the points of order in this 
case at the time, but he now admits in his argument here that they 
were reserved, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, Iconcede that. But I ask the gen- 
tleman again where he finds any rule of the House that justifies the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union in s 
out a provision in a bill on the ground that another committee did not 
have jurisdiction of it, although the matter had been referred to that 
committee, 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TuRNER] has 
already given two instances, one in the Forty-eighth Congress and one 
in the Forty-ninth, upon the river and harbor bill itself. We have a 
committee in this House whose jurisdiction is almost as analogous to 
that of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors as is the jurisdiction of 
the Committee on Railways and Canals; I mean the Committee on 
Irrigation. Suppose the Speaker, inadvertently or otherwise, had re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors a bill properly belong- 
ing to the Committee on Irrigation, a bill for the reservation of pub- 
lic lands for a lake to supply water to supply irrigating canals and to 
build those canals for irrigation purposes, would the gentleman from 
Illinois contend—I suppose he would—that that would have given the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors jurisdiction to report that irrigation 
scheme in the river and harbor bill? Now, Mr. Chairman, I have 
consumed about as much of your time and that of the committee as I 
already desire to occupy at this time. 

Mr. HILL. Before the gentleman closes I would like to call his at- 
tention to another point of some importance in this argument, the fact 
that this proposed canal is in part through the land and in part, for 27 
miles up, the slack-water navigation of Rock River, and that this 
$500,000 is to be appropriated for constructing a lock and dam upon 
that river. 

Mr. HATCH. As far as Rock River is concerned, it cuts so small a 
figure in this scheme that I would prefer to discuss that matter upon 
its merits, and not upon this point of order. But we all understand 
that the Hennepin Canal is a canal to be dug through the soil, the dry 
land of the State of Illinois, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON ] has never contended but that it was to be a regular canal to 
connect the waters of Lake Michigan with the Mississippi River. 

Mr, HILL. Does the gentleman contend that the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors would not have jurisdiction of any proposition for 
the improvement of Rock River, either by slack-water navigation, or 
locks and dams, or otherwise? 

Mr. HATCH. No. The Congress of the United States, in its wis- 
dom, has appropriated money for even more insignificant streams than 
Rock River. 

Mr. HILL, The 2 will find that Rock River is not so in- 
significant a stream if he will examine it, 

Mr. HATCH, Well, I say that Congress has appropriated money for 
much less meritorious schemes than Rock River. But the proposition 
here is not to improve Rock River or any of the rivers and harbors of 
the United States. It is a proposition which goes much further than 
that, much further than Congress has ever gone. It is a proposition to 
make an appropriation which, before the work is completed, will amount 
to $20,000,000, to build a canal across the State of ois, while there 
is in the Constitution of that State a prohibition against the Legisla- 
ture voting one dollar of the people’s money for any such purpose, 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman is mistaken. The estimates made by 
the engineer in charge of the work are only a little over $6,000,000. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam perfectly aware of that, That is the estimate 
to start with; that is, so far as they have gone. But I have myown es- 
timate, and I am as well satisfied as I am that I am talking with the 
gentleman now face to face that if this scheme is entered upon and is 
ever completed it will cost the people of the United States from twenty 
to thirty millions of dollars. 

Mr. HILL. Then the gentleman assumes, without having investi- 
8 the matter, that he knows more about it than the engineer in 
charge. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois (to Mr. HATCH). Do you mean to 
say that this proposed canal which is now under consideration will cost 
that amount of money ? 

Mr. HATCH. I undertake to 55 that the scheme for connecting 
the water of the Mississippi River with the lakes by what you call the 
Hennepin Canal will cost that amount of money before it is finished, if 
it is ever ed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. The Hennepin Canal has been sur- 
veyed by different engineers and different estimates have been made, 
and the highest estimate ever made by any engineer amounts to $6,500,- 
000. That is the estimate for a canal which would connect 500 miles 
of the Upper Mississippi with the lake system and give a continuous 
line of water communication from the head of navigation on the Mis- 
sissippi River to the city of New York on the Atlantic seaboard. 

Mr. HAYES, Let me add that that estimate is based by the engi- 
neers upon the very highest and most permanent order of improve- 
ments. 


en 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. We are canalizing rivers in ay 
souri, we are canalizing rivers in Georgia, we are canalizing rivers 
almost every State in the Union, doing no more and no Jess than is pro 
perai na bs done in the canalizing of Rock River and the improvement 
0 ver. 

Mr. HATCH. Now, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] 
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will not contend that this is simply a scheme to canalize Rock River. 
He is too candid for that, because he knows that when the canal leaves 
125 river it goes right straight across the dry land to the Mississippi 
ver. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. No, sir; it goes down the Rock River 
27 miles, and we propose to improve that river, just as we propose to 
9 88 the Osage or the Coosa or any other river ineluded in this 


Mr. HATCH. But the proposition, Mr. Chairman, is to appropriate 
money to build a canal; and under the rules of the House the juris- 
diction of every proposition affecting canals has been accorded toa 
specific standing committee—the Committee on Canals—and in my 
judgment the Committee on Rivers and Harbors has no more jurisdic- 
tion over this question than it has over the construction of a public 
building or over a scheme for irrigation. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, what I wanted the attention of 
my friend from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] for was to have him correct a 
very important historic reference he made to the cross-examination of 
the witness in court. The witness did not say that he expected some 
lawyer would ask him that question. I wanted the gentleman to cor- 
rect that statement and to say that it was a person of a different class 
altogether that the witness ex to ask the question, unless the 
gentleman from Missouri insists that the two terms are of equal and 
similar significance. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from Ohio will have to excuse me. 
Ihave been in the habit so many years of using parliamentary lau- 

e on this floor that I can not follow the tactics of the gentleman 
m Ohio. Iam obliged to him for his suggestion. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to speak a few 
words on the question of order that is raised here. And, in the first 
place, I want to reply to the gentleman from Missouri by saying that 
there was a time when he or any other member of this Honse could 
have made the point of order against the consideration of the subject- 
matter of this item by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. I do 
not undertake to hold, however, that the failure to do so confers con- 
clusively jurisdiction upon the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
But when the gentleman argues that there has been no time until now 
when this point of order could have been made I think he is very 
much mistaken, When the letter of the Secretary of War was sent 
to the House of Representatives and the Speaker referred it to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Hurbors, any member of the House, under the 
provision of its rules, might have made within a limited time there- 
after a correction of that reference by an appeal first to the Speaker 
and afterward to the House itself. How far the failure to make that 
suggestion to the Speaker and to seek a change of that reference has 
estopped a member from now raising the question of order, is a matter 
which I submit without further argument, because as I look at the 
question under consideration it is not important. 

The rules of the House provide that— 

All . shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
ceding rule as follows, namely: Subjects relating 

To the improvement of rivers and harbors: to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

The letter of the Secretary of War which came to the House of Rep- 
resentatives related to the improvement known here for the purposes 
of my argument as the Hennepin Canal. Now, there must be some 
import given to the action of the House in approving the action of the 
Speaker in referring that subject-matter to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, ; 

But, if gentlemen say that was a matter which nobody was bound by, 
then I submit that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, having re- 
ported this bill are presumed to have acted in consonance with the rules 
of the House and under the power and authority therein conferred, 
until the contrary isshown. In other words, it will be presumed that 
this item or paragraph of the bill does relate to the improvement of 
riversand harbors unless the contrary appears to a tribunal or authority 
with jurisdiction to rule the other way. 

And this brings me to the single question that I desire to discuss: 
Does the fact that it appears that connected with this improvement 
there is something to be constructed which is called a canal—properly 
so called does that fact negative the presumption I have stated or con- 
1 J determine that this canal, if you please to call it such, does 
not relate to the improvement of rivers and harbors? 

This committee, acting within the scope of its jurisdiction and au- 
thority, says affirmatively to the House: Here is a proposition to im- 
prove the rivers and harbors of the country; it is ‘A bill making appro- 
priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. Upon this ques- 
tion of order the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, I respect- 
fully suggest, will have to rule alone upon the mere fact that the word 
“canal” is found in this paragraph. that fact raise a presump- 
tion, and a conclusive presumption, that, in the fitst place, this is a 
eee for the construction of a canal in the popular acceptation of 

e term and, secondly, that it does not relate to the improvement of 
the rivers and harbors of the country? If that is shown, if that ap- 
pears, if that is determined, if the Chair can so hold, then the point of 
order may be sustained; but otherwise it can not be sustained. Is, 


then, the fact that a provision of a bill seeks to construct a canal con- 
clusive evidence that thereby no improvement of rivers and harbors is 
contemplated? 

There is a canal at Portland, on the Ohio River. Ever since we have 
had a river and harbor bill providing for improvements west of the 
Alleghany Mountains we have appropriated without question for the 
improvement of the Portland We do not call it anything else, 
and it is nothing else; it is a canal. The Chairman of that Committee 
of the Whole has passed through that canal 9 some of the 

cent steam-boats of the Mississippi; so have Looking from 
the cabin of the boat you see nothing in the world but a canal and 
there is nothing but a canal. It is true that over beyond and out of 
sight there is the Ohio River—impassable at many seasons of the year by 
renan 55 n ea deposit of a monstrous ledge of rocks, constituting the Falls 
of the Ohio. 

Then, again, take the Sault Ste. Marie Canal. The river St. is 
not a navigable river; that is, it is not navigable in such a sense that 
vessels can pass overit. The canoe of the hardy Indian can do so be- 
cause he is skillfnl in that kind of navigation. But we are appropri- 
ating millions of dollars without question to the construction of a canal 
there; a canal pure and simple, nothing but a canal; a canal built 
with rock upon each side, cutting away from the river at one point, 
cutting into the river at another point. That is acanal. Why do 
you put it in your river and harbor bill and why, by the common 
opinion of mankind, is it recognized as properly there? Because it is 
a canal constructed for the improvement of the river St. Mary, and for 
a similar reason we put the improvement of the Portland Canal in the 
river and harbor bill, because it is a canal projected and built for the 
improvement of the navigation of the Ohio River. So I might go on 
to an endless extent. One-half, I was about to say—at least a great 
many—of the rivers of the country are navigated because by means 
of improvements which we make we deviate or deflect from the river 
at a given point and conie into it again at another point. 

Now, here arethe lakeson one hand and thereis the benny om River 
on theother. The rule authorizes us to report measures for the improve- 
ment of navigation. How broad is that term? How broadly can it 
be applied? Does it mean simply for the p of deepening tho 
water in the river? If so, how can the Chair hold that this project 
does not accomplish that result? Is it for the purpose of producing 
an influx of water into the river so that the low-water condition may 
be suspended and a high-water condition suitable for navigation on 
the river produced? How can you say on this report that it does not 
do that? How can you say that a canal that deflects the waters of 
Lake Michigan into the river, that precipitates them into the head- 
waters of the Illinois River, or the Rock River, and ultimately into 
the Mississippi River, is not for the improvement of the latter and not 
for the improvement of the former as well? 

So, Mr. Chairman, when you steer away from the proposition that 
this committee has brought this bill in here under a provision which 
gave them apparent jurisdiction in the light of the contemporaneous 
history of these improvements in this country, you open up a field of 
surmise, of mere speculation, upon which you can not enter without 
passing the whole question by of the control of these appropriations. 
The gentleman from Missouri | Mr. HATCH} may believe, and honestly, 
that the construction of this canal will not t the navigation of the 
lake or the river. I may differ with him materially. It is a question 
between us. It is for the committee to say. It is brought here by a 
committee having jurisdiction of the subject, that by its report presents 
this question to the House as a proposition under its power to improve 
the navigation of these two water ways. The question then is before 
us for determination on that broad principle. ‘ 

Now, again, are we limited in our operations by the term ‘‘ for the 
improvement of navigation or for the improvement of rivers and 
harbors?’’ Are we in that way limited to a condition of thi that 
will prevent us from putting two bodies of water together? Here are 
two bodies of water lying alongside of each other, contiguous to each 
other—and I want to say to the Chair and to the committee that the 
question of distance separating these two bodies of water does not en- 
ter here or now; it has no releyancy. The question of the length of 
the canal is not a matter of consideration at this time, if it appeared 
to be a proposition to improve a river or to improve a river ail baste: 
How far you may go for that purpose has never yet been decided. How 
far up a navigable river you may go toattackits source and straighten 
the river and bring water down from reservoirs above, has never been 
decided; for nobody would question that that was a proposition to im- 
prove the navigation of the river. ia 

Now here are two great lakes lying together, Superior and the lake 
below it. The fact that the Sault Ste. Marie Canal is one mile ora 
quarter of a mile or a hundred miles long has never entered into the 
brain of man as having any direct bearing on the question that is now 


We bring these waters together and make a continuous navigation 
from the upper Lake Superior down through the lower lake to Buffalo, 
and we do it by an improvement of the rivers and harbors of the coun- 
try, by a continuous channel rather than a portage of the products 

by commerce over the intervening space. Who then can 


transpo 
say that we have not as good a right to strike Lake Michigan at Chicago, 


ae 
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or anywhere else, and precipitate its waters through a natural channel 
aided by us, or an artificial channel constructed by us, to continue the 
navigation of the lakes down to the panpan of the river? I deny 
as a question of order that that point can be sustained. 

I have not entered, Mr. Chairman, into the argument so ably made 
on the other side as to the question of the waiver of rights and all of 
that, nor do I examine or re-examine the decisions of the Chair here- 
tofore on similar questions. I stand in my opposition to the point of 
order upon the stronger ground that there is here shown, as against 
this appropriation, no condition of affairs which justifies the Chair to 
say that this is not a provision for the improvement of the rivers and 
harbors of the country. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I regret to say that I am forced, by 
what I believe to be a correct conclusion of the law of this question, 
to dissent from my friend from Georgia [Mr. TuRNER], for whose 

on I entertain the very highest respect and especially upon a ques- 
tion of law. : 

I think before I state the main ground of dissent that I ought to re- 
move the rubbish with which my friend from Illinois, the chairman of 
the committee, surrounded this question, by calling attention to the fact 
that a survey and estimates, etc., of this proposed canal were provided 
for in the last river and harbor bill. Section 14 of the same river 
and harbor bill contains an express provision that these surveys and 
other matters provided for in that bill are not to become the basis of 
future legislation. Perhaps I had better read that proviso in full. It 
is as follows: 

Sec, 14. For examinations, surveys, and contingencies, and for incidental re- 
er for which there is no special ig oat tle for rivers and harbors, $150,- 
g „That no survey shall be made of any harbors or rivers until the 
Chief of Engineers shall have directed a preliminary examination of the same 
by the local engineer in charge of the district or an engineer detailed for the 
purpose and such local or detailed engineer shall report to said Chief of En- 
gineers whether, in his opinion, said harbor or river is worthy of improvement, 
and shall state in such report fully and particularly the facts and reasons on 
he bases such opinion, including the present and prospective demands 
pod ay rege and it be the duty of the Chief of Engineers to direct the 
g of such survey if, in his opinion, the harbor or river proposed to be 
surveyed be worthy of improvement by the General Government; and he 
shall report to the Secretary of War the facts and what public necessity or con- 
venience may be subserved thereby, together with the full reports of the local 
engineer: And provided further, That the Government shall not be deemed to 
have entered upon any project for the construction op improvement of any 
water way, harbor, or canal mentioned in this act unless or until the work of 
construction shall have been actually appropriated for. Said reports of pre- 
liminary examinations and surveys shall Se made to the House of Representa- 
tives and are hereby ordered to be printed when so made, 

So, I take it, his position can receive no support at all from the sec- 
tion of the river and harbor bill which he read in the course of his 
remarks, 

But, Mr. Chairman, strange as it may seem tothe committee, we are 
ee by a code of rules under which, with the exception of legis- 

tion on general appropriation bills—at least I do not know of any 
other exception—we are not permitted, at any stage of the proceed- 
ings after a bill has been referred by the Speaker to any committee, 
reported to the House, and gone upon the Calendar, to raise any ques- 
tion of order. Now, I may invite attention to the last clause of Rule 
XXII. Lought to say first that Rule XXII of the last House pro- 
vided a method for the introduction of private bills, by simply hand- 
ling them to the Clerk, by whom they were properly referred. 

The Committee on Rules in the present session readopted that section 
of Rule XXII and also extended the operation of the rule to public 
bills. This is not a private bill. All will concede that. A bill for the 
construction of the Hennepin Canal can not be so considered. It falls, 
then, under clause 3 of Rule XXII, adopted for the first time by the 

resent House. It will be remembered that during the progress of the 
ion on the rules I myself called the attention of the gentleman 
then in control or management of the report of the committee to the 
fact that the rule as originally reported from the committee made no 
provision for the reference of Presidential m or Executive com- 
munications. In order to correct that omission, I will call attention to 
what was inserted in clause 3 of Rule XXII, at my suggestion, as I 
read it: X 
All other bills, memorials, and resolutions— 


That is, all other except private bills, fora different provision applies 
to private bills; but— 

All other bills— , 

Which embraces public bills of course— 
may in like manner be delivered, indorsed with the names of members intro- 
ducing them, to the Speaker, to be by him referred, and the titles and reference 

Now coming to the portions that were inserted during the discus- 
sion of the rules, as my memory now serves me— 
and of all bills, resolutions, and documents referred under the rules 
ae last words were the ones inserted in the progress of the discus- 


shall be entered on the Journal and printed in the RECORD of the next day, 
and correction in of error of reference may be made— 


And it can be made only—when 7— 
immediately after the reading of the Journal 


How? 
by unanimous consent, or on motion of a committee claiming jurisdiction, or on 
the report of the committee to which the bill has been erroneously referred, 

So that this new rule pointed out the specific method by which the 
correction of every reference of every public bill, memorial, resolution, 
or document which was referred by the Speaker of the House to any 
one of those committees might be made, and this mode of correction 
is the exclusive mode of correction. It is not cumulative or concur- 
rent. It is exclusive in its operation; so that when this executive 
communication came to the Speaker of the House and under clause 3 
of Rule XXII he referred it to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
that committee acquired jurisdiction of it. The modes of correction of 
reference are pointed out under this rule. They were not invoked. I 
dare say not a dozen gentleman outside of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors were aware of the fact that it had gone to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. If they did so, it only makes it worse, be- 
cause the rule had thus pointed out and given them the remedy by 
yaen to correct the reference which conferred jurisdiction on this com- 
mittee, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Arkansas that the House takes a recess at 5 o’clock, and it will have 
to rise in order to take that recess at this time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I move that the committee do now 
rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resum 
the chair, Mr. BURROWS repo! that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 9486) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon, 


RECALL OF BILL FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I desire to offer the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the President be requested to 
return to the House of Representatives the bill H. R. 380. 


The resolution was agreed to.. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CEDAR RAPIDS, IOWA. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist on 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 903) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Cedar Rapids, Iowa, and agree to the conference requested by the 
Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Stivers, until Wednesday next, on account of important 
business, : 

To Mr. SIMONDS, from May 24 to May 31, inclusive, by reason of 
important business. 

é CONFEREE ON ADMINISTRATIVE BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], 
having been requested to be relieved from acting on the committee of 
conference on the administrative bill, his request will be complied 
with withont objection, and the Chair will appoint the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

. ADAM SHRAKE. ` 

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. I offer the following resolution and ask for 
its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate co „ That the Presi- 
dent be, and he is rren f requested to return to the House bill (H. R. 6007) to 
grant a pension to the w dow of Adam Shrake, 


The resolution was adopted. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Enrolla 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled b 
of the following titles; when the Speaker s 


the same: 
A bill (H. R. 448) to provide for the p of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Lynn, in the State of Massachu- 


setts; and 
A bill (H. R. 4863) granting a pension to John Carter. 


T. A. SCHUYLER. 

Mr. HAYES. F move that the Committee on id Pe 
authorized to examine and ä the ult Ge r 0 
relief of the legal representatives of T. A. Schuyler, d 
reason for making this request is that neither the Commi 


7 


nor the Committee on Invalid Pensions desires to jurisdiction of 
it. They claim that they have no jurisdiction so to dd, or other Ia 
they would. 

The SPEAKER. Is this a private bill? 

Mr. HAYES. It is a private bill. 
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The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I move that the House now take a 
recess until 8 o’clock. 

TheSPEAKER. In accordance with the rules, the House now stands 
in recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order by Mr. PER- 
KINS as Speaker pro tempore, who directed the reading of the follow- 
ing communication: 


HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, SPEAKER'S Room, May 23, 1890, 
Mr. Perxrss, of Kansas, is hereby appointed as Speaker pro tempore for this 


evening's session. 
T. B. REED, Speaker. 
JOHN B. FLETCHER. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk a resolu- 
tion which I ask shall be read and considered now. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Clerk 


of the House be authorized in enrolling House bill 5618, to change the name of 
John P. Fletcher where it occurs to John B. Fletcher. 


The resolution was adopted. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House for the purpose of considering bills on the 
Private Calendar under the rule for Friday evening’s session. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole upon 
the Private Calendar, and the Clerk will read the first bill in order. 


JONATHAN DEAN, SR. 


The first bill taken up was the bill (H. R. 2418) granting a pension 
to Jonathan Dean, sr. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I suppose we commence to-night 
where we left off last Friday night? 

The CHAIRMAN, Certainly. 

Mr. DUNNELL. We left off with 735, I know, for I-sat in great 

ncy up to the close of last Friday night’s session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill the title of which has just been read 
is one which was laid aside informally with the understanding that it 
should not lose its place in the order. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Very well; I do not desire to disturb that arrange- 
ment. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Jonathan Dean, sr., 
a soldier in the war of 1812, subject to the provisions and limitations of the act 
granting pensions to the soldiers of the war of 1812. 

SRO. 2. at the said Jonathan Dean, sr., be allowed all arrears of pension due 
all soldiers of said war of 1812, and that he be paid a pension at the rate of 88 
per month, dating from the date of the filing of his application in the Pension 

ureau. 


The committee recommended an amendment striking out the words 
“ date of the filing of his application in the Pension Bureau“ and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the words of the first act granting 
pensions to the survivors of the war of 1812.7 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask that the report in that case be read. 

The report (by Mr. SmysER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2418) grant- 
ing a pension to Jonathan Dean, sr., have considered the same and beg leave 
to submit the 1 z 

The claimant prays t e be granted a pension of $8 per month as a soldier 
of the war of 1512, and in his petition declares that he was born March I, 1796, 
in Orange County, New York; that at the age of fourteen years he was appren- 
ticed to one Joseph Hulbert, of Buffalo, N. V., and while serving as said ap- 
prentice the war of 1812 broke out and said Hulbert enlisted therein as a minute- 
man, but that whenever s call was made for minute-men Hulbert sent him (the 
333 as a substitute, and he answered to the name of “Joseph Hulbert.” 

e first reported for duty at Black Rock, Erie County, New York, in September, 
1812, and he was in the service as a minute-man from that time until September, 
1814, when he was honorably discharged at Canandaigua, N. V., on account of 
an ax wound of right foot, received in the service. 

His otficers were General Peter B. Porter, Colonel Chapman, Capt. William 
Sample, Lieut. Caleb Rogers, and Orderly Sergeant Rozelle, and while in said 
service he was frequently on guard and performed all duties uired of 
him as a soldier. He says further that he participated in the battle of Buffalo, 
in December, 1813, and was also 9 185 in several skirmishes, and in Septem- 
ber, 1813, he was wounded in the left thigh by a musket-ball while foraging on 
the Canadian side. S 

The claimant states further that his brothers Gabriel, William, and David 
were also sold said war, but that they, as well as the officers and men 
with whom he served, are all dead, and that in the fall of 1842, while he was 
away from home, his certificate of discharge from said service, together with 
Soe promissory notes amounting to $200, were destroyed and lost by a grand- 
child. 

He further declares that he has always been a loyal citizen and has never re- 
ceived any pension or bounty-land for services in said war. 

On June 285 1871, the claimant filed an application for pension under the war 
of 1812 service act of February 14, 1871, but a record of the alleged service could 
not be found, and the claim was rej by the Pension Bureau on that ground, 
The claimant, however, contin’ in apparent good faith to press his claim by 
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furnishing all the data at his command by which a record of his service could 
be traced, but withaut avail, as the said record could not be found after an ad- 
ditional search of th 


of the archives of the Government; and he now petitions Con- 
t him relief by act. 

Hon, E. S. Lacey, Comptroller of the Currency, United States Treasury, states 
in a communication add to Congress that he has read the claimant’s peti- 
tion, and, while he has no personal knowl of the facts therein stated as to 
the service of the petitioner, he has known for forty-six years, and has al- 
ways re; him as honest, trustworthy, truthful, and 3 and he gives 
full faith and credit to the statements e in said petition; that the 
therein made has long been familiar to most of his (claimant's) neighbors and 
regarded as well founded, 

Mr. Lacey adds that the claimant is now over ninety-three years old and 
has always been a loyal man and a law-abiding citizen of good character and 


gress to 


pure life, 
Hon. D. B. 3 eral of Michigan, and Philip T. Vanzile testify 
to an acquaintance with the claimant of over ten years, and he has alwa; 


borne the reputation of being a truthful and honorable citizen. These gentle- 
men add that they have no reason whatever to doubt the facts set forth in the 
claimant's said petition. 

Your committee are of the opinion. that the claim is a worthy one, and itis 
respectfully recommended that the bill do pass with the following amendment: 
Strike out the words date of the filing of his application in the Pension 
Bureau,” in the fourth and fifth lines of the second section of said bill. and in- 
sert in lieu thereofthe words “ passage of the first act granting pensions to the 
survivors of the war of 1812.” 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I observe that that bill grants 
arrears. I want to propose an amendment striking out the second sec- 
tion of the bill, which grants arrears of pension, and, if that is agreed 
to, I will then submit another amendment fixing the pension at $20 or 
$25 a month. My first amendment is to strike out the second section. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr, Chairman, I was in hopes that the House 
would t this old man these arrears. He served two years in the 
war of 1812. At the battle of Black Rock most of the papers belonging 
to the American Army were lost and the remainder were destroyed by 
the British. In consequence of this he has been unable to prove his 
service, but I have here the affidavit of a man who saw his honorable 
discharge in 1844, before it was lost. I do wish the committee would 
permit this bill to go through without amendment and give this poor 
old man the arrears to which he is entitled by reason of his services in 
that war. He was a patriot and willingly served the nation, and now, 
as the veteran’s life is drawing to a close, it would be a fitting recog- 
nition of his devotion to country for the Congress of the United States 
to give this just appreciation of such patriotism and valor displayed in 
defense of the young Republic. I appeal to the committee to attest its 
appreciation of the aged patriot’s services and sufferings for his coun- 
try by passing this bill. The Committee on Pensions have given the 
germ Aa investigation, and I hope their recommendation will be 

opted. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. How much do the arrears amount to? 

Mr. O'DONNELL. They amount to about $1,800, but that is not 
his fault, as he should have been pensioned years ago. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. How old is he? 

Mr. O'DONNELL. He is ninety- four years of age. I trust the gen- 
tleman from Texas will withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. KILGORE. No; I can not accept the suggestion of my friend 
from Michigan, much as I dislike to disagree with him. 

The amendment of Mr. KILGORE was adopted. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now I move that the portion of the bill granting 
this man a pension subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
ezing law be struck out, and that the rate of pension be fixed at $25 
a month. 

Mr. DONNELL. Make it $30. 

Mr. KILGORE. No; Iam willing to go $25, but that is as high as 
I can agree to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


DE WITT EASTMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3484) 
for the relief of De Witt Eastman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the name of Witt East- 
man, late of et mah B, Second Minnesota Volunteers, and of the Fourth 
United States Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 3484 
for the relief of De Witt Eastman, have duly considered the same and subi 
the following report: 

A fall history of the soldier’s military service is given by Capt. F. C. Ains- 
worth, chief of the record and pension division of the War Department, and 
the Adjutant-General, United States Army, in the following communications: 


Wan DEPARTMENT, Washington City, March 4, 1890. x 


Sm: In reply to your request of the 26th ultimo for information upon House 

bill 3484, 3 Congress, first session, to relieve De Witt Eastman, Com y 

B, Second Minnesota Volunteers, and Battery I, Fourt United States Arti lery, 
of the charge of desertion, Ihave the honor to inelose a pon from the officer 

charge of the record and pension division, also a report of the Adjutant-General 

of the feat: erent 
Very respec! y. 

Ee aae Wi 

-r ar. 

“Hon, B. M. CUTCHEON, ~ ‘ R 

" Chairman Committec on Military Affairs, House of Representatives.” 


5202 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 23, 


„Oase of De Wilt Eastman, late 
neee and private I, Fourth United States Artillery, 
“RECORD AND PENSION Drvrsrox, March 3, 1990. 


“De Witt Eastman, private Company B, Second Minnesota Infantry Volun- 
was enrolled on June 26, ag trond i ee His service in this 
© was 


izati faithful, on December 22, 1802, 
N 8 in the Fourth Decinlont, United | States Artillery. 
“ Respectfully submitted. 


“ Captain arid Assistant Surgsom, 9 
“The SECRETARY or Wan. 


Aburaxr-GRNTnAL'Ss OFFICE, Washington, March 1, 1890, 
“Sim: Ihave the honor to return herewith ee the chairman 


tery 1, Fourth United States Arti 


in said letter to report that the records of this office show that vate DeWitt 
Eastman, Co: y B, Second Minnesota Volunteers, June 26, 1861; 
— alia Decem 1 to enlist in the Army; enl in 


ber 22, regular 
Battery I, Fourth United States Artillery, December 23, 1862, for — 2 years; de- 
ser ted 5 and is still a deserter at large. 
this man is not covered by the provisions of the act for removal 
Fy gece of desertion against enlisted men of the late war, approved March 2, 
the only law on the subject now in force, 
mcs] can not recommend the removal of the charge of desertion in this individ- 
ual case, as such a course would be an injustice to a large number of other men 
who deserted from the regular Army and are now deserters at large. 


8. 0 respectfully, 
N j “J. C. KELTON, Adjutant-General. 
“The SECRETARY or WAR.” 


eee ere find that this man served faithful 

e of desertion having been made June 18, m eyi- 

bares . to it your committee is sat — that Eastman thought he had 

been discharged in a paper given him 1 sergeant,” and knowing that 
the war was over thought he was 1 go home. 

Your committee therefore recommend that th tho relief be granted and the bill 


ee ETE tho entire war, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE M. HENRY. 


‘The next business on the Private W was the bill (H. R. 1593) 
for the relief of George M. Henry. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, glc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove the of desertion from the name . M. 
Henry, late of Company M, Fifth United States Cavalry, charged with desertion 
from said service, and to amend the military record of said soldier so charged 
as n deserter, and to pay him all such pa: pay, , bounty, and allowance as may bedue 
him, without reference to the charge of rtion. 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) was read, as follows: 


‘The Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was pom the bill (H. R. 1593) 
2 pas Hearse! of Gorge M. Henry, haye duly considered the same and submit 

e folio’ ug repo! 

A full detailed 1 3 9 . of the soldier's military service as given by the Adju- 
tant-General, United States Army, is as tollows: 


* ApsuTANT-GENERAL’s OFFICE, Washington, March 1, 1890. 
„Sin: I have the honor to return herewith communication from the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, House of Representatives, inclosing 
II. R. 1593, Fifty-first Congress, first session, for removal of charge harge of desertion 
the record of ee vate George M. Henry, Troop M, Fifth United States Cav- 
alry, and in reply to request contained in said communication to report that 
the records of thi 
United States Cavalry, enlisted Fe 


office show that ie ike M. Henry, Troop M, Fifth 
his volunteer enlistment in Company . Bend d Ohio Cavalry; was 


‘or the — of the term of 
February 21, 1884, by reason of re-enlistment; re-enlisted ee 21, 1864, for 
three years in Troop M, Fifth United States Cavalry; deserted July 30, 1885, at 
Cumberland, Md., and is still a deserter at large 


“This case is not covered by the abel erga eo of the act of 8 
3 2, 1889, the only la w on the subject of removal of charge o — p nnow 
in 
“In justice toa large number of men who are now deserters at from the 
regular Army, I can not recommend favorable action in this individual case, 


Very respectfully, 
“J. C. KELTON, Adjutant-General. 
„The honorable the SECRETARY OF Taah, 


ou the war and 
Private Henry 


‘rahe he had receive “ina paper 75 — A b and knowing 
: over felt that he was entitled to o go home, and they therefore 
recommend that the relief be granted and the bin 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
JAMES A. MURPHY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1040) 
for the relief of James A. Murphy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the 


of War be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove the 


esertion now standing upon the records 


ofthe War ent against the eee A. Murphy, 3 Company 
— Second 8 8 York Heavy Artillery Voluntee — enas him 

honorable 1 tho same pay, bounties, and efits would 
8 the charge of desertion had not been entered his 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) was read, as follows: ~ 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill H. R. 1040) 
= = Janse ve of James A. Murphy, have duly considered the same, and submit 
o: taii eras 
A full di led history of the soldier's military service is given by Capt. F. C. 


vate Company B, Second Minnesota Infantry 8 chief of the Record and Pension Division, War Department, as fol- 


“Case of James Murphy, late private, Company K. Ninth New York Heavy 
Artillery Volunteers, to Company K, Second New York Heavy 
Artillery Volunteers, 


“RECORD AND PENSION DryTs1ox, February 19, 1890. 

James Murphy, private, Company F, Ninth New York Heavy Vol- 
unteers, was ettei on August 12, 1862, to serve three years, ie deserved on 
ere de 28, 1802, and returned to military control on December 25, 1863. (As 

pears from records, he surrendered himself to the provost-marshal. . He was 

tried be! before a general court-martial for such desertion, was found i guilty, and 
sentenced to forfeit to the United States the sum of $10 per month of monthly 
pay for four months, be 7 to hard labor under charge of the guard for the 
same 1 make good to the United States the term of service for which he 
was en 

The reviewing officer (in General Orders, No. 9, dated Headquarters, Hos- 
kin’s Division, Twenty-second Army Department of ‘Washingt fants ——.— 
3, 1864) ap the proceedings and fi of the court, but tho 
sentence in this case, remarking: This man was absent —— h ene 
about fifteen months, and then surrendered himself to the provost-marshal. 
There does not seem to be a single ee circumstance in his case, 
He will make good the time lost, and wil eit all pay to the time he rejoined 
moe from desertion, and . confinement and restored to 

uty. 


ph 25, War ob ea eee Adjutant-General’s 
omen, issued August ie fourteen days after this soldier's final d jon 
The unexp 

in the case of James 


ii tiks order vas ae 5 the recommendation „ 
commandin pany F. ew York vy Artillery, 
died June 21, 1888, for — iY 2m of the unexpired portion of the soldier's sen- 
ce, In order that he might be allowed to return home with his ment 
(Ninth New York Heavy Artillery, then about to be mustered out). uten- 
ant Swift stated that — 5 man vo! untarily returned to duty; since his return 
he has been a good and faithful soldier, and in battle at eteraburgh, Va., he 
by his noble daring and example encouraged those 8 also in 
the battle of Sailor's Run, Virginia, he was foremost in the cha nst the 
enemy, and aparsan Dy wo by word an and pen a fresh occas aoe Said His 
conduct in the uch as to merit executi cy. The inter- 
mediate superior e ee the recommendation of Lieutenant Swift, 
and the acting judge-advocate-general, to whom the case was referred, con- 
curred in the recommendation. 

“In the year 1869 thisman aegra kod for his j 5 and was thereupon fur- 
nished a dishonorable discharge, to date September 29, 1865,date of muster-out 
of his company, without bounty, or allowances. In his . the man 
admits that he deserted his command on J uly 27, 1865, and never 1 
although his command was retained in service two ‘months after that date. 

Rev. George W. Swift, late lieutenant Ninth New York Hea Vol- 
unteers, in a letter states that he petitioned the Secretary of War to issue an 
order restoring eae gf in full whine ing him,and to allow his muster-out with 
his company (inste: transferring m to another regiment to make good the 
time lost by desertion); that the petition was d Murphy e rest- 
less and when the time came to muster out (with . tof the company) was trans- 
ferred to Lieutenant low; that he advised Murphy to be patient until the 
pa rs in his case should be returned, approved or ve o writer 
adds: Lieutenant Bigelow has has stated to him that Marphy remained a few 
weeksand then deserted again; he had been x dima onl ses f ut three oe when 
an order came to 3 Murphy all all arrears to muster 

In the year 1885 this 8 applied for removal or the of desertion and 
for an honorable discha: er provisions of the act of gress psc 
July 5, 1884. Theapplication eo denied by the yi ar Department, on one ground 
that the record shows this soldier did not serve fail thfully prior y 1,1865, 
he having been convicted of being in a state of desertion Fin) cen 3 


him out.“ 


It is to be observed that his final jon occurred . 
der (based the belief that the soldier was then honorably ) which 
removed the charge of desertion of ber 28, 1862, Had his final 5 


been known to the War eee the order would not have been issued. 
The provisions of the act of Congress approved March 2, 1889, do not change 
the status — the case. 
“The soldier is borne on all records as James; not James A. Murphy. 
Respectfully submitted. 
F. G. AINSWORTH, 


“Captain and Assistant 5 United States Army. 
“The SECRETARY OF WAR,” 


In view of the excellence of this man's service and his noble daring and ex- 
of that he served 


ample atthe battle of Petersburgh, Va., and the fact th: ut 
E e your committee do recommend that the relief be granted the 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, the policy of passing these bills to , 
remove charges of desertion against men who sinned twenty-five years 
ago and have since been good citizens ap to ine to bea very proper 
one, But I do not think a bill of this ought tocarry with it 
any pay, allowances, or emoluments. It seems to me that a man occu- 
pying the attitude of this man, who deserted two or three times, ought 
to be satisfied with having the charge of desertion removed. I repeat 
that it seems to me a wise policy to pass bills of this character; and I 
only regret that there is not a general law authorizing the War De- 
partment to remove charges of desertion upon the presentation of the 
facts showing a proper case. But I can notagree to the passage of this 
bill carrying with i it any pay, bounty, or anything of that kind to which 
the soldier would have been entitled if he had not deserted. 

Mr. BAKER, During the time this man was out of service on ac- 
count of having deserted he of course forfeited his pay and will not 
receive it under this bill. But it seems to me proper and fair that he 
should be paid for the time that he actually served. He was one of 
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the bravest of the brave. I know him well. And his record isso good 
a one, supported by the testimony of his comrades and officers, that it 
seenis to me he is entitled to the few months’ pay which this bill pro- 
poses to grant him. He was a fighting Irishman. As the report 
states— 

In thi at P. „Va., he by his noble and example en- 
co 5 pw who 8 10 the battle aer Run, Virginia; 

inst the enemy, and im by wo 


he was foremost in the charges 
example fresh courage to the d. His conduct in the has been such as 


to merit executive clemency. 

This man rendered valiant and faithful service, as the records of the 
War Department show, receiving the highest commendation of his offi- 
cers. But he seems to have been of a restless disposition, so that the 
moment his command was out of an engagement and in camp he was 
unessy, and, being tempted to desert, he thus placed himself outside 
of the laws which would have authorized the Secretary of War to grant 
him an honorable discharge. 

I am familiar with the circumstances of his case as shown by the 
record, and I think it fair and just to give him the little pay there may 
be coming to him for the time he actually served. 

Mr. KILGORE. The language of the bill would carry a good deal. 
As I understand, it proposes to give him all bounty, pay, and allowances 
to which he would be entitled as though he had not deserted. I would 
not be willing to see the bill go through in that form. If that language 
be struck out or if it be so limited as to give him pay, as the gentle- 
man proposes, for a few months, I would not object. 

Mr. BAKER, Let the bill be amended so as to give him pay for 
such time as he was actually on duty. 

Mr. KILGORE. That would not be exactly fair, because it would 
place him on exactly the same footing in relation to pay with men who 
served all the time. He committed the highest crime known to mili- 

law. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wish to suggest an amendment which I think 
will satisfy the gentleman from Texas, Suppose we strike out in line 
8 the words ‘‘ bounties and benefits,” and make it read the same pay 
to July 27, 1865, as he would have been entitled to if the charge of 
desertion had not been entered against his name.“ 

Mr. KILGORE. How much pay would that include? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. He was making good his fifteen months’ absence 
from the service, and he would be entitled to no pay unless there was 
some due him at the time of his first desertion. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would consent to a provision of that kind. 

Mr. COGSWELL. If it be in order I would move to give these de- 
serters a rest, and let us devote a part of this evening to the applica- 
tions of faithful soldiers for pensions, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This is the regular order. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Iknow that; but one-quarter of this whole even- 
ing has now been devoted to removing charges of desertion. I think 
it is about time that mers should have a chance. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no discretionin the matter. The 
bills are taken up under the special order. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Well, all right; I have had my say anyhow. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It so happened that we struck a number of these 
desertion bills reported from the Military Committee. It is not often 


the case, 
The CHAIRMAN, The question is on 
proposed by the gentleman from Michigan 
The amendment was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN MILROY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1358) 
to remove the charge of desertion against John Milroy and authorizing 
his honorable discharge. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
Sidler in ¥ Company, of the One hundred and Afty-fourth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteors, and to issue to said soldier an honorab 3 

The report (by Mr. SNIDER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1358) 
for the removal of the charge of desertion against John Milroy and autho: 
—— honorable discharge, have duly considered the same and submit the follow- 


1 m mm millthry. erias i given ta the repo 
from the War Department, as follows: 


“Case of John Milroy, late private, Company F, One hundred and fifty-fourth 
Indiana Volunteers. 
“RECORD AND PENSION DIVISION, January 29, 1890. 
“The records show that John Milroy was enrolled April 11, 1865, at La Fa- 
ette, Ind., to serve one year, and deserted July 8, 1865, near Stevenson ion, 


agreeing to the amendment 


irginia, 

Ile did not return again to military control, his company being retained in 
service until August 4, 1865. 

The following is a synopsis of the testimony presented looking to the re- 
moval of the charge of desertion entered inst the soldier, to wit: 

On December 7. 1883, the soldier dec! that be was promised a furlough, 
that he went home to get a place for his family to stay, and that when he got to 
Indiana he heard that his regiment had been d 

“In an affidavit of a later date he declared that he made application for a 
furlough to visit his family, which at first was promised but afterwards denied. 


+ 


home and return in time to his command he left 


3 705 4 bu t to Indianapolis for the ol bein 
ve on , but wen n ‘or 
discharged. and atrived —— m . 0 


died within a year of consumption, and that the first and second lieutenants. 


are dead. 
“ William A. McCray, who claims to have been second lieutenant of — 


was of first sergean regimentat Stevenson 
Station, Va., about July 1, 1865, by reason of having received word from home 
that his wife was not expected to live; and, further, that the soldier was en route 
to the regiment, meeting it at Indianapolis on the day of muster out, and that 
his absence was not considered in the light of desertion, 

“ The testimony was corroborated by that of three comrades. 

ae application was denied November 21, 1887, for the reason that the sub- 


stan correctness and justness of the cha standing against him wasadmit- 
ted in the e own statement, and that there was no provision of law 
authorizing its removal. 


Inasmuch as this man served a less peca than six months prior to May 1, 
1865 (in fact his total service was less t three months) and as there was no 
disability contracted in the line of duty to prevent his return, the War Depart- 
peny os not empowered, by the testimony submitted, to grant relief under ex- 

ng law. 

** Respectfully submitted. 


“Captain 
“The SECRETARY OF WAR.“ 
Your committee further find from evidence submitted to it that his statements 
in regard to an application for a furlough to visit his family and that he was 
absent without intention of desertion are true, and it is further testified by his 
comrades he wasen route to join his regiment when it was mustered out, 
The committee recommend that relief be granted and the bill passed, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. : 


THOMPSON N. STATHAM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7578) 
nting a pension to Thompson N. Statham, 
The bill is as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the 1 laws, the name of Thom N. Statham, a soldier 


n 
of the Florida Ind war of 1837 and 1838, and pay hima pension at the rate of 
$20 per month from and after the passage of act, 


F. C. AINSWORTH, 
and Assistant Surgeon United States Army.” 


The report (by Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina) was read, as 


follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7578) grant- 
ing a 3 to Thompson N. Statham, have considered the same and report as 
The claimant served as a second lieutenant in Captain Jemigan's com 
Mounted Stewart Rangers, Georgia Volunteers, from June 20, 1836, to 
ber 8, 1833, in the Florida Indian war. 

The gentleman who introduced the bill in the House knows the claimant per- 
sonally and certifies that he is ninety-three years old and quite poor. 

Your committee has at this session reported a bill to the House having for its 
object the pensioning of those who served for thirty days or more in the I 
wars from 1832 to 1842, inclusive, and in view of this imant's service, great 
age, and poverty the bill for his relief is reported back with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

Mr. KILGORE, That report, Mr. Chairman, is not sufficiently ex- 
plicit to be entirely satisfactory to the House of Representatives, a crit- 
ical House like this, as organized for an evening session. It is a bill, 
however, that was introduced by my friend from Georgia [Mr. CRISP], 
who spoke to me about it and told me that the beneficiary was ninety- 
three years or one hundred and ninety-three years old, I do not know 
which [laughter], and that it was a good case. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. How much is he to receive under the bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. The bill provides $20 a month, I believe. 

Mr. MORRILL. How long did he serve? 

Mr. KILGORE. From June to September. 

I submit these observations in behalf of my friend from Georgia [Mr. 
Crisp], who could not be here to-night. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard 
on this question of epee fora few moments. I have a telegram 
here which I would like to have read by the Clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does it pertain to the pending bill? 

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. It pertains to pension legislation gen- 
erally. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! nf 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has the floor. 

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. I desire to be heard on this question. 


ny of 


This message requests me to appear before the conference committee 


on pension legislation and urge upon them the adoption of the Pennsyl- 
vania service-pension bill. They do not want any compromise bill, 
but a service-pension bill, and I ask to have that message read in my 
time for the information of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can have it read as a part of his 
remarks, 

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. Iwish to make it part of my remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To Hon. James KERR: 


The members of Post 293, Grand Army of the Republic, urge you to at once 
see the conference committee and urge the substitution of the Pennsylvania 
service-pension bill in place of all other bills now pending, omitting, if advisa- 
ble, the third section. 

By the post. 


HOUTZDALE, PA., May 22, 1890. 


S. T. HENDERSON, 
Commander Lieulenant William Kinkead Post. 
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Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. It is not my purpose, Mr. Chairman, 
to delay the business before the committee this evening, but I only 
wish to say in as few words 9s possible that I would like that com- 
mittee to report a service-pension bill and nota e bill. Give 
the veterans of this country an honest bill, something in line of the 
promises made to them, and let us do it without delay. The majority 
party in this Congress are responsible to the veterans for not giving 
them an honest pension law. f 

I do not know of any soldiers in Pennsylvania who are asking for the 
Morrill bill. They look upon it as a Tontine plan, and it is not satis- 
factory to any of the veterans. They ask a simple service-pension bill 
that will pension the honest soldiers of this country, and none else. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOSEPH MORRIS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6756) 
granting a pension to Joseph Morris, 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, te. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the Peres and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Morris, of Spalding County, 


„Who was a private soldier in Capt. John D. Stell's company in the 
Creek Indian war of 1836. 


The report (by Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6756) grant- 
ing a pension to Joseph Morris, have given the same consideration and beg 
leave to report as follows: 

The claimant, who resides in Griffin, Ga., was a private in Capt. John D. 
Stell's compen of Georgia volunteers, Creek Indian war, and served from May 
12 to June 23, 1838, The service is reported by the Second Auditor of the Treas- 


ury. 

The claimant is about seventy-two years old andin feeble health. Until in- 
capaci by age he earned a living for himself and wife by working a few 
acres of land and peddling the product around in a basket. 

This land and a small house is all the property owned by him. These facts 
are vouched for by the gentleman who introduced the bill in the House and 
who has been the claimant's neighbor for many years. 

The passage of the bill is recommended, with the following amendment: 
Add 2 the last word in the bill the words “and allow him a pension at $20 per 
mon 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
NANCY HARTLEY, 5 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4474) 
granting a pension to Nancy Hartley. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls the name of Nancy Hartley, 


widow of Hugh S. Hartley, late a member of n Ford’s Company of Black 
Hawk Rangers, in the war of 1832 and 1833, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, 


The report (by Mr. PARRETT) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. ce grant- 
ing a pension to Nancy Hartley, have considered the same and report as fol- 


ows: 

‘The claimant's late husband, Hugh S. Hartley, was a private in Capt. Lemuel 
Ford's company of Dodge's Battalion of Uni States Mounted Rangers, Black 
Hawk war, from June 29, 1832, to June 29, 1833. 

The soldier died in 1872, and some evidence is presented to show that his death 
resulted from piles contracted during his said service. 

The claimant is eighty-two roars old, totally blind, and wholly dependent 
yes penera for support, Her identity as the widow of the soldier is fully es- 

Your committee are of the opinion that the case isa meritorious one, and the 
bill is therefore reported back with the recommendation that it do pass with 
the following amendment: Strike out all after the words “thirty-three,” in the 
eighth line, and substitute in lieu thereof the words and allow her a pension 
at $12 per month.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
FLORIDA G. CASEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1813) 
granting an increase of pension to Florida G. Casey. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Florida G. Casey, widow of Maj. 
Gen, Sitas Casey, of the regular Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$100 per month, in lieu of that which she is now receiving. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest that this is one of the 
class of bills that has heretofore been acted upon in the. House, and if 
that is to be done we can probably save time by having the report 
printed in the RECORD without reading. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the bill be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that the previous question be considered as ordered 
upon it and that fifteen minutes be allowed for debate on each side, 
with the right of amendment, and that it be considered after the read- 
ing of the Journal to-morrow morning. : 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. ` I do not like to have any question 
come up before the House to-morrow morning. 


Mr. SPOONER. But this will take but a short time. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Let it go over until the river and harbor bill is 
disposed of. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I will suggest next Tuesday. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam not prepared to agree to that proposition. 
This is a very large bill, and there is but a small number of members 
present to put a bill of that kind before the House and to direct it to 
be taken up at a special time, limiting debate, etc. That, of course, 
fixes the matter, because the House is usually impatient to get rid of 
these things and get them out of the way. Ishould beinclined to ob- 
struct that and one of the following bills on the Calendar of the same 
character. Let them stand on the Calendar for awhile and take the 
chance of coming up before a full committee. I would not be willing 
“4 ergo to the arrangement suggested by the gentleman from Rhode 

and. 

Mr. SPOONER. Allow me to say a word. A similar bill was in- 
troduced in the last Congress by Mr. Randall, of Pennsylvania, now 
A who felt a very earnest interest in the subject-matter of the 

ill. 

Mr. KILGORE, Who was that? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Randall, of Pennsylvania; and it was only 
prevented from consideration in the closing hours of last session by the 
illness of Mr, Randall himself, It had been reported to the House 
with the previous question ordered, and the same order is requested 
now. That was all that prevented its passage 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Randall was present 
the session, 

Mr. SPOONER. But he was unable to have this matter called up 
on account of his illness. That is a matter of fact known to several 
members besides myself. Now, I would say to the gentleman from 
Texas, there is nothing asked in favor of this bill further than that, 
having been reached upon the Calendar, it be considered as similar bills 
have been. The only objection to calling it Feand disposing of it now 
is some members object to the passage of bills of this character with 
asmall number of members present, but there certainly can not be 
any objection to having the matter take its regular course in the House 
where it has an opportunity for a vote by a quorum and such action 
taken as a quorum of the House may desire. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I would like to ask what rate she is receiving 
now? 

Mr. SPOONER. She is now receiving $50 a month. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from 
Texas is right in insisting that this bill should not pass, and I think 
it ought not to pass. I understand this widow is getting 850 a month 
oe the law, and that is all she would be entitled to under the gen- 
eral law. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Under the general law she would get $30. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Then she is getting $20 more than the gon 
eral Jaw allows. I understand she has a son who is an army officer 
drawing an annual salary of $6,000, 

Mr. SPOONER. That is a mistake. It is not her son; it is the son 
of her husband. She has but one living child, a daughter, as is set 
outin the report. She is and has long been in very feeble health, and, 
as stated in the report, which has not been read, she is and has been 
in great need of assistance. The matters are very clearly stated in the 
report, and if printed in the RECORD every member will have an op- 
portunity of making an examination and deciding for himself. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. She is now getting $30 a month. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Fifty. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Yes; and that is $20more than other persons 
in similar circumstances. I think we have had just enough of that 
kind of business. I do not believe in making favorites under our sys- 
tem of government of any particular class of citizens. She is already 
receiving $50. It is a great injustice to other widows of this country 
and the people of this country to ask the passage of such a pension 
claim as this. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is the gentleman quite fair in his position with 
reference to this matter? It is not so much a question perhaps of 
what I individually believe or what the gentleman from Iowa indi- 
vidually believes; the only question is to give this bili an opportunity 
for consideration in the House, a quorum being present, where it may 
be passed upon. The suggestions the gentleman has made are very 
proper to make when the bill is under consideration. I only ask for 
an opportunity for consideration when the House shall have a chance 
to pass upon it. I have not up to this point, except in the most 
limited manner, touched upon the real merits of the bill, and I do not 
think it is necessary for me to do so at this time. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I shall not give my consent to any process 
that will aid the perpetration of what I believe to be an injustice in 
reference to these pension matters. 

Nr. SPOONER. Suppose that I should raise my judgment con- 
cerning a bill which the gentleman believed to be correct and refuse 
to have the bill considered in the House, which is the tribunal that 
should decide upon this matter? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I do not know that I would really feel very 
kindly about it myself, but I have never asked for such special favors. 


at the closing hours of 
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Mr. SPOONER. It is not a special favor. The bill ig reported and 
is on the Calendar. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I have been satisfied in matters in which I 
have been concerned with the course taken under the rule. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to make a single suggestion. We have 
arrived at this bill in the regular order, and before we can take up any 
other bill this must be disposed of in some order. Now, how shall it 
be disposed of? Shall it be referred to the House or what other method 
shall be taken? 

Mr. KILGORE. I can suggest that a simple solution of the diffi- 
culty would be to withdraw the bill for the present. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The bill could be laid aside informally, not to 
lose its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. SPOONER. I cannot consent to that, Mr. Chairman. Ido not 
know why any exception should be made to this bill over other bills 
of a similar character. Other bills of this kind have gone to the full 
House for consideration, and I know of no reason why this one should 
not. This bill was passed by the Senate and a similar bill has been 
reported here. It was ordered reported to the House with the previous 
question ordered near the close of last session of Congress, as any gen- 
tleman can see by referring to the RECORD, and it was simply not called 
up for the reason I have stated. 

Mr. KILGORE. I can recall to the gentleman—— 

Mr. SPOONER. It has the Senate this Congress; it has been 
reported by the committee; it is on the Calendar; it has been reached 
in its regular order, and I know of no reason why it should not be con- 
sidered as well as any other bill. Let the House pass upon it, is all Lask. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Let the House pass upon it and it will pass. 
I believe it is time that kind of proceedings should be stopped. 

Mr. SPOONER. Suppose it does pass, if itis the judgment of the 
House that it should pass. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I have got to give unanimous consent before 
it shall pass. 

Mr. SPOONER. No, you have not. You simply have to let it go 
to the House instead of obstructing the Calendar here to-night. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, this bill precedes some of similar character, 
and the gentleman wants to know why it is that this should be singled 

out or the bill which is to come right after it and objection made to 
having them considered in the full House. Well, now, he insists that 
it passed the Senate, That is a rather prima facie case against itin my 
estimation. It is scarcely persuasive of its merits, because they pass 
sixty or seventy a minute without investigation. 

But there was one of those bills, I am not certain whether it was 
this one or the bill in the interest of Mrs. Kilpatrick, which, for a 
rarity, was discussed in the Senate, and the distinguished Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] made a strong argument against the passage 
of that bill, which convinced me that it ought not to pass, 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the gentleman is mistaken about the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think it was the bill for the relief of Mrs. Kil- 
patrick, a bill exactly similar to this in amount. The Senator made a 
strong argument against it upon exactly the same line pursued by the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] and he satisfied me that that bill 
and bills like it ought not to become law. I therefore suggest to the 
gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. SPOONER] that he simplify this 
matter by withdrawing the bill, because I will not consent to the 
order being entered as suggested. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. SPOONER, and there 
were—ayes 36, noes 4. 

Mr. KILGORE, I will have to make the point of no quorum, Mr. 
Chairman, è 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] makes 
the point of no quorum.” 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam sure thatthe committee will believe me when 
I say that I very sincerely regret that this or any other bill should ob- 
struct the course of the Calendar, but I can not see that it is any fault 
of mine, : 

Mr. SAWYER, Then demand acallof the House, and let us go on. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! , 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the panenn from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] 
consent to the amendment making the amount $75 a month ? 

Mr. KILGORE. This lady is already receiving $50. Let the bill 
be withdrawn and let us investigate it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not know why the gentleman should ask me 
to withdraw a bill which is reached in the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Rhode Island to withdraw his motion? 

Mr. KILGORE, Mr. Chairman, I am willing that this bill may be 
withdrawn without losing its place on the Calendar, so that it may be 
taken up subsequently if we find that we can agree about it. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. KILGORE (after a pause). Mr, Chairman, I think the com- 
mittee is somewhat in a dilemma, and I am willing to withdraw the 

int of no quorum upon certain conditions. I understand that when 

t appears in Committee of the Whole that there is no quorum present 
the committee must rise and call the roll, and proceed in a formal way 
to secure the attendance of a quorum 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is familiar with the rule, but is hesi- 
tating to enforce it with the hope that members will accommodate 
themselves to the situation, and, by the withdrawal of pending motions 
and points of order, make it possible for the committee to transact fur- 
ther business this evening. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well I am not here to break up the meeting 
at all [laughter], and I am willing to withdraw the point of no quo- 
rum, with the understanding that the bill itself is to be withdrawn, 
retaining its place on the Calendar, so that we can look into it here- 
after and determine whether it ought to pass or not. 

If the gentleman from Rhode nd does not choose to do that, I 
have no concessions to make, R 5 

Mr. CARUTH, I suggest to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KIL- 
GORE] that he can make the point of no quorum on this bill when it 
is reported to the House, and that by refraining from urging that point 
now in committee he can allow us to go on and do some business, I 
trust that he will pursue that plan. 

Mr. KILGORE. The beneficiary named in this bill is getting $50 
a month, and ifthe gentleman from Rhode Island chooses to obstruct 
all other business because she can not get $100 a month he takes that 
responsibility. There are plenty of bills pending here for people who 
are not getting a cent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee has the matter entirely under 
its own control, by a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. CARUTH. I voted for the motion and I move to reconsider, 
in order that we may go on and transact other business. There are 
other soldiers and the widows of other soldiers besides Mrs. Casey. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH] 
moves that the vote by which the bill was ordered to be reported to 
the House be reconsidered. . 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that that can not be done 
while the question of no quorum is pending. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Texas withdrew the point 
of no quorum. - 

Mr. ROGERS. I did not understand just what the resolution was, 
Mr. Chairman, 

Mr. CARUTH. I trust the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Rod- 
ERS] will put no constitutional obstacles in the way. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. I simply want to understand what the resolution or 
motion is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again state it. The gentleman 
from Rhode Island [Mr. SPOONER] moved that this bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 
to be taken up in the House on Tuesday next immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, with the previous question considered as or- 
dered and with the right of amendment and fifteen minutes’ debate 
on each side. That motion was adopted by a vote of the committee. 
The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] interposed the point of no 
quorum, which he has since withdrawn. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. CARUTH] moves that the vote by which the motion of the 
gentleman of Rhode Island was adopted, be reconsidered. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. - 

The motion of Mr. SPOONER was then rejected. 

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. What was that motion ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has stated ittwice, and it is now be- 
yond argument. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SAWYER], that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. SAWYER. I withdraw that motion. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is withdrawn, The Clerk will re- 
port the next bill. ; 

Mr. SPOONER. What becomes of this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN, The bill is laid aside informally without losing 
its place on the Calendar. Is that the motion of the gentleman from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Spooner]? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPOONER. I will let it go that way for this time. 


THOMAS H. ISBELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6164) 
to increase the pension of Thomas H. Isbell. 
The bill was read, as follows: i = 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed 3 to Thomas H. Isbell, a veteran of the Mexican war, 
who aac gs totally blind, a monthly pension of $50, in lieu of the amount 
now pa im. 


The report (by Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6164) to in- 
crease the pension of Thomas H. Isbell, have considered the same and beg leave 
to submit the following report: 

The claimant was a private in Company F, First Kentucky Mounted Volun- 
teers, Mexican war, and served from June 9, 1846, to June 9, 1847. He is now a 
pensioner at $8 per month on account of said service. 

The bill proposes to increase his pension to $50 per month, and the proof sub- 
mitted in connection therewith shows that he is now totally blind, unable to do 
any work to support himself, and he is entirely dependent upon his small pen- 
sion for a livelihood. 

Congress has in similar cases increased the 


- 


ons of the veterans of the 


Mexican war, and your committee, believing to be an exceptionally deserv- 
ing case, respectfully recommend the passage of the bill, 


Mr. KILGORE. I am not ure that the report makes an accurate 
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statement in saying that it has been customary to increase the pension 
of Mexican war veterans in cases of this kind to $50 a month. 

Mr. CARUTH. This is a case of blindness, . 

Mr. KILGORE, I understand that; butit is not shown that the 
blindness has any connection with the military service of the man. 

Mr. CARUTH. ‘The report states that it had. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ido not understand the report as saying anything 
about the blindness being the result of injuries contracted in the serv- 
re ; 


Mr. CARUTH. That is what the report says. 

Mr. KILGORE. I did not hear any statement of that kind when the 
report was read. 

Mr. CARUTH. ‘The gentleman ought to listen. 

Mr. KILGORE. I did listen. But I may have misunderstood the 
report, I ask that it be read again. 4 

The Clerk again read the report. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think the gentleman from Kentucky can very 
well afford to agree to a compromise which will fix this pension at a 
lower figure than $50 per month. It may be that the passage of the 
bill would not necessitate the diture of a very large amount of 
money in the aggregate, but I think this is not a proper precedent for 
the House to adopt. 

Mr. CARUTH. If theapplicant in this case were entitled under the 
general law to the amount of pension asked I would not be here urging 
the bill. The report shows that Congress has frequently increased pen- 
sions of this kind to 850 a month. This is a case of total blindness, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What ion is the man now receiving? 

Mr. CARUTH. Eight dollars a month. 

A MEMBER. How old is he? 

Mr. CARUTH. He is quite an aged man, and is entirely helpless 
and dependent. I hope the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] will 
not interpose any objection in this case, because I know the circum- 
stances. I know that the man is very poor and utterly helpless. I re- 
peat, this is a case of blindness. The gentleman from Texas has good 
eyes himself, and does not seem to realize what a terrible affliction it 
is to be deprived of sight. It is one of the worst misfortunes that can 
befall a man. 

Mr. KILGORE. The gentleman from Kentucky is very persuasive 
and very hard to resist. 

Mr. CARUTH. I do not want you to resist me. 

Mr. KILGORE. My difficulty is that this bill, if passed as reported, 
would establish a precedent which ought not to be established. 

Mr. CARUTH. I disagree with the gentleman. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam not aware that the report is accurate in stat- 
ing that Congress has been in the habit of increasing pensions of vet- 
erans of the Mexican war in similar cases to $50 a month. 

Mr. CARUTH. There are a great many things in this world which 
the gentleman from Texas is not aware of. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. I would like to know whether the gentleman from 
Kentucky is personally acquainted with the cireumstances of this old 

tleman? 

Mr. CARUTH. Of course I do not know anything about his service 
in the Mexican war, because I am too young to, have any personal 
knowledge of that kind. A ; 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I mean his present circumstances. 

Mr. CARUTH. I know that he is a blind man, very poor and 
destitute. That I know of my own knowledge. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iam advised that it is customary for the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions in cases of this kind, where the blindness is 
not traceable with certainty to the service of the soldier, to report in 
favor of a pension of $40 a month. 

Mr. CARUTH. Seventy-two dollars is the pension given by law for 
total blindness. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But where the proof is presumptive the Com- 


‘mittee on Invalid Pensions is in the habit of reporting a pension 


of $40. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Does the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
CARUTH] know how long this man has been blind? 

Mr. CARUTH. I do not. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. In the cases of two constitutents of mine for 
whose relief bills were passed by the House last Friday evening—cases 
of total blindness—the parties were pensioned at $25 a month. 

Mr. CARUTH. Oh, no; $40. k 

Mr. CUTCHEON. At $25, because it was not possible to satisfy the 
Pension Bureau that the blindness was attributable to any disease con- 
tracted in the service. 

Mr. CARUTH, I understand it has been customary for the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions to e these cases at $40 a month. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is where there is strong presumptive proof. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iunderstand that in cases of total blindness, where 
the proof that the blindness is traceable to service in the late war does 
not exactly come up to the standard prescribed by law, and the parties 
can not get a pension of $72 at the Pension Office, but where the proof 
is such as would satisfy a court of equity that the party ought to have 
relief, the Committee on Invalid Pensions compromises the matter by 
allowing $40 a month. 


Now, there-is no allegation in this report that this man’s blindness 
is traceable to his servicé in the Mexican war. There are no facts 
stated as to when and where he served or whose company he was in, 
The truth is the report is too. ; it does not give information 
enough to warrant this House in acting at all, But the fact, as stated 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, that the man is now receiving apen- 
sion of $8 a month is enough to satisfy the House that he did serve in 
the Mexican war; otherwise he could not have obtained a pension 
through the bureau. 

But I would be willing to say that that bill should be amended so as 
to make it $25, or even a month. 

Mr. CARUTH. Now, I will see the gentleman’s $25 and raise him 
toforty. [Laughter.] I hope he will call me at that. Iam willing to 
meet him in a spirit of compromise. 

Mr. KILGORE. I can not afford to call“ the gentleman at forty. 
Ido not know what that means [laughter], but I think thirty is enough. 

Mr. CARUTH. Oh, I can not accept that. 

Mr, CANNON. Make it thirty. 

Mr. KILGORE. ‘At the suggestion of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on . I will move to amend the bill by making it $30 
a mon 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. CARUTH. I think the gentleman from Texas could be better 
employed than fighting the blind. 

Mr, KILGORE. Iam only insisting on what is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Texas. 

The question was taken; and the Chair decided that by the sound 
the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Chairman, I ask a division. I do not think it 
is right to cut this man’s pension down in that way. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 23, 
noes 22, 

Mr. CARUTH. I suggest we had better have tellers on this vote, I 
hope the gentleman from Texas will $40 a month. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, no; the amendment is adopted. 

Mr. CARUTH. Well, say $35 a month. 

Mr. KILGORE. No; thirty is enough. Let it stand as it is. 

Mr. CARUTH. If the gentleman from Texas had been as particular 
in attending to his duties here on the floor of this House and had helped 
us the other day, we might have prevented the dinner-pails of the work- 
ingmen of this country from being taxed as they are. If he had been 
here then, as he ought to have been, he could have some excuse for 
on, here to-night to interrupt the business of this session. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us have 

Mr. KILGORE. I have had occasion heretofore to listen to lectures 
by the gentleman from Kentucky 

Mr. CARUTH. Yes; and you deserved them every time I gave them. 

Mr. KILGORE. And he is aware of the respect I have for his lect- 
ures. Now, Mr. Chairman, I regulate my conduct by my own sense 
of duty and my responsibility to my constituents and to the people of 
this country, not by the wishes or suggestions of the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

i Mr. CARUTH. Yes; and the people will hold you responsible for 
t. 


Mr. KILGORE. Very well. I understand my responsibilities. ~ 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the bill as amended 
will be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. . 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


GEORGE W. SCOTT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8109) 
to pension George W. Scott for service in the Florida war. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted ,elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of George W, Scott, of 
Virginia, who served under Captain McKenzie, r ra Cof Second Regiment 
Artillery, Colonel Bankhead, Florida war, and pay the same pension as is 
allowed by law for service in the war of 1812. 


The report (by Mr. BrowNeE, of Virginia) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8109) grant- 
ing a pension to George W. Scott, have considered the same and report: 

e claimant was a private in Battery C, Second United States Artillery, and 
served from December 4, 1838, to December 3, 1813. In his application for relief 
by special act of Congress he declares he is seventy-three years old and for 
three years has been dependent upon his daughter for support. The claimant’s 
grandfather was a Revolutionary war soldier and his father served in the war 
of 1812. He (the claimant) is now old and very poor, and in nition of his 
long and faithful service your committee report the pill back with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


HETTA BRAINARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6792) 
granting a pension to Hetta Brainard. 
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/ Brainard, late of Libeus Bgerton's company of volunteers from Vermont, 
at the invasion of Piatteburgb, . V., September, 1814, 


The report (by Mr. DE LANo) is as follows: ° 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9792) grant- 
ing a pension to Hetta Brainard, have considered the same and report as fol- 
lows: 

The claimant made application for pension May 4, 1885 declariñg that her 
husband, Louden Brainard, deceased, volunteered at Randolph, Vt., and ren- 
dered service at the invasion of Plattsburgh, N. Y., in the war of 1812. This 
claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau upon the ground that no record of 
the soldier's service could be found. i 

Your committee find, however, that under date of aa 3, 8 the adjutant 
and 8 of the State of Vermont swears that he has in his custody 
the military records of the war of 1812 for the State of Vermont, and finds among 
the members of the Randolph volunteers, commanded by Capt. Libeus Eger- 
ton, the name of Louden Brainard. The time of service is not given, however, 
nor is it stated on the records whether the company participated in the engage- 
ment at Plattsburgh, N. V. 

The widow declares that from what she heard her husband say he must have 
served three months or more in said war, but owing to the len of time that 
has el she is unable to furnish the proof required by the Pension Bureau. 
From statements made in her application to the Pension Bureau it appears that 
the claimant is now about eighty-nine years old. Thesoldier died in January, 
1865, and the claimant’s identity as his widow is established by the testimony of 
William H. Havens and H. T. Brown. ‘ 

The of the bill is recommended with the following amendment: Add 
to the bi, after the last word, the words and allow her a pension at $12 per 
mont á 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. LOUISA V. KILPATRICK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 225) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Louisa V. Kilpatrick, widow of Maj. Gen. Jud- 


son Kilpatrick. 
Mr. BELKNAP. Task that that bill be passed over informally, re- 


taining its place on the Calendar. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


WILLIAM REEDER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4779) 
granting a pension to William Reeder. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it eic., That the of the Interior be, and he is 3 au- 
thorized and directed to place upon pension-roll, subject to the po ions 
and limitations of the 2 laws, the name of William Reeder, late of Com- 
y E, Fifty-seventh Regiment of Missouri Enrolled Militia, now a resident of 
Paka: owa. 
The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The a on re a to whom wa eet are orb R. 
4779 nting a pension iam Reeder, submi! following re $ 

We iam Reeder filed a claim in the Pension Office April 13, 1855. alleging 
that while a member of Company E, Fifty-seventh Missouri Enrolled Militia, a 
piece of gun-cap struck his right eye, resulting in the loss of h and loss 
of sight of the righs eye, all of which occurring in October, 1861, while ordered 
tò discharge their muskets and to reload them S i proce A to going in pursuit 
of the enemy; and in support of said claim he filed the testimony of his captain 

ofan man of his company corroborating his allegations, also med- 
ical and lay testimony as to continuance of said disabilities to the present time, 
resulting also in affection of the sight of the lefteye. A medical examination 
held in December: 1881, revealed total loss of sight of right eye, loss of hearing 
of right ear, and impaired hearing of the left ear. 

The adjutant-general of the State of Missouri reported to the Pension Office 
that Mr. s name appeared on the rolls of Company E, Fifty-seventh En- 
rolled Missouri Militia, but that said regiment was not mustered into the service 
of the United States, and the claim was tly rejected by the Pension Of- 
fice in January, 1883, on the ground that under section 4693, Revised Statutes, 
paragraph 3, claims of State militiamen can only be valid if prosecuted toa suc- 
1 prior to July 4, 1874, and his claim not even having been filed un- 
til A 1880. 

That claimant received the injury to oyes while in the line. of duty is fully es- 
tablished, as heretofore stated, and in the opinion of your committee he should 


be s panona therefor. 
he bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that it do pass. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. r 


FRANCES JANE M’CLOUD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5458) 
granting a ion to Frances Jane McCloud. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frances Jane McCloud, widow 
of Alexander McCloud, late private of Company G, Eighteenth Missouri Volun- 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1 à pension to Frances Jane McCloud, submit the following report: 
Alexander McCloud, the husband of the p: neficiary under this bill, 
is shown by the records of the War De ment to have enlisted in Company 
G, Eighteenth Missouri Volunteers, mber 5,1861; to have been present 
th his company up to March 11, 1862, when he entered hospital at St. Esi 
be treated for “debi Bra and to have been d on account of “general 
debility ” March 27, t He died in December, 1869. 
Mrs. McCloud applied for a pension on June 23, 1880, alleging that the soldier 
died of chronic d ‘hea contracted in the service, which claim was rejected by 
the n Office in June, 1837, on the ground that the testimony on file, ap- 


suffered from chronic d 


safe to assume that soldier’s death was due to causes in the 

and therefore return the bill with the recommendation that pees — by 
granting relief to a poor soldier's widow, dependent upon her manual r for 
the necessaries of life. ` 


— ee the best o e, was insufficient to establish the fact of origin of 
é Taia disopo fti sonans Ao 

By the testimony filed by Mrs. McCloud and that obtained upon the special 
examination of the claim, Dee 
at and prior to his enlistment; that he was ailing in the service, but nature of 
sickness not remembered, except by his captain, who testified that he suffered 


from ** diarrhea.” 
The n ition from d to date of his death is con- 


flicting, some that heappeared hale and hearty, while others testified 
that he was ailing. The physician who attended him in his last fliness is dead 
and those who attended him testified that his worst trouble just prior to death 


was severe chronic diarrhea, complicated with piles, and a rupture. 
7 Takin ae ä begs — of treatment in =e anyi for" 3 
y,” and the ground for w harged, testimon: captain that 
jiarrhea, and that he had been ailing subsequent to his 
discharge; that the worst symptom during his last illn which occurred but 
seven years thereafter, was chronio diarrhea, your co: ttee believe that it is 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


BRADDOCK F. STOCKING. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2110). 


granting a pension to Braddock F. Stocking. ‘ 


The bill is as follows: $ 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Braddock F, Stocking, late of 
Company I, First Regiment Minnesota Mounted Rangers. 


The report (by Mr. Frick) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2110) 
granting a pension to Braddock F. Stocking, submit the following report: 

The records of the War Department show that Mr. Stoc! enlisted in Com- 
pany I, First Minnesota Mounted 5 November 6, 1862, and was dis- | 
charged April 15, 1863, on a certificate of disability. His captain, who signed 
said certificate, states therein that— : 

The soldier was never considered a very robust man. He was very much À 
exposed while doing duty in the month of December last, and bas been utterly 


unfit for service since,” 
The surgeon of his ent, who also signed said certificate, states that— 
Soldier is d because of chronic nephritis, together with chronic in- 


flammation of neck of bladder. Has been under treatment the last three months. 
Suffered trom acute ion of kidney previous to en service. 
His condition at present is a considerable degree of emaciation, e e sallow- 
ness of skin, and much general 1 
The case was s; ly examined e Pension Office in 1885, and not a save ved 
witness could be found by the examiners who handled the case sh g 
that Mr. Stocking was suffering from kidney disease, rheumatism, or piles 
(for which disabilities he claimed pension on June 25, 1880), or any other ail- 
ment at and for years prior to his enlistment; on the contrary, the depositions * 
of the thirteen witnesses, taken by the examiners, showed that he was í 
a sound, hard-working, quick, active man, but of spare build at and prior to . 
his enlistm: having no disease or ailment whatever, and Dr. Galloway, sol- 
dier’s family physician from 1858 to 1 c ese witnesses, 
Lieutenant utant of h 


service; Col to soldier taking a heavy cold at Fort Snel! ; Ser- 
geant to the same facts, and Sergeant Ellithorp t to 
soldier con rheuma!ism and piles in the service, and that on accountof 


the latter disease he was excused from horse-back ri 
before the special 
he treated 


him for kidney trouble, piles, and rheumatism thereafte: service. cue > 
Three of soldier's nei Ebo. examiners that on soldier's 
e complained and suffered from kidney trouble, rheu- 


return from the Arm 
matism, and piles, which disabilities continued ever since, and Dr. E. C. Baker 
testified to treatment for said disabilities from 1866 to 1882, 

Medical e ions of soldier mado in 1882 and 1883 found and rated him 
1 disabled by reason of said disabilities, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


LUCY A. GEORGE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1427) 
granting a pension to Lucy A. George. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-roll, ray — to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of saer A. George, widow of John L. George, pri- 
yate in Company H, Twenty-second Regiment of Massachusetts Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
1427) granting a pension to Lucy A. Noe, bs submit the following report: 

Mrs. George is the widow of John S. George, whom the records of the War 
Department show to have served in Company H, Twenty-second Massachu- 
setts Volunteers, from September 6, 1861, to October 7, 1862, and e sac B 
of the Third ent Veteran Reserve Corps, from August 16, 1884. to Novem- 
ber 20, 1865, and these same records show him to have been under treatment in 
genera! hospital at Harrison’s Landing in 1862 on account of hernia, and in 
eral hospital at Newark, N. J., on account of lumbago, by reason of which he 
was discharged from said hospital on October 8, 1862, 

On July 22, 1807, the soldier filed a claim for pension on account of injury to 
left Jeg, causing deformity of left foot, received in April, 1862, while building a 
bridge in Chickahominy Swamp, and his statement was fully corroborated 
the testimony of his on and by that of the physician who attended him on 
his return home from Army and by m examinations in 1867 and 1868, 
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but his claim was rejected by the Pension Office in 1870 on the ground of insuffi- 
cent proof that the injury was received in the service. 

The soldier died on Apri 10, 1874, at the Togus (Me.) Home for Disabled Sol- 
diers, and ied 2 of said institution show that the supposed cause of death 
was an eptic 

Mrs. ‘George applied for pension June 23, 1880, alleging that soldier's death 
was due to en and disease contracted in the service, and in proof of her 
claim filed the testimony of C. H. Haseltine, late first sergeant of soldier’s com- 
pany, to the effect that soldier, while detailed away from the camp, received a 
severe injury by a log falling upon him; that,while not ae when injured, 
he saw him when brought back to the camp, and Sergt. W. H. Johnson corrob- 
orated the foregoing witness. 

She also filed the 8 James M. Kelley, who was an inmate with sol- 


dier in the Newark general hospital, showing that on two occasions, in August 
or September, 1862, the soldier was taken with fits, falling down and becoming 
unconscious. 


Dr. Charles M. Sawyer, of Haverhill, Mass., testified that his father, the late 
B. E. Sawyer, attended soldier on his fora malarial difficulty; that 
one of his legs was also sore at that time, and that whenever the discharge from 
the leg was in any way interfered with it resulted in a true epileptic fit,and 
that from his own observation, which began in 1868, he should say t the epi- 
le was connected with the gary, of his leg. 

Charles E. Chase, of Haverhill, Mass., also testified that he treated the sol- 
dier for several months in 1863 for epileptic convulsions of great severity and 

uent occurrence, and that the same were y and intimately associated 
with the nerve irritation from the service aed 6 

The claim was, however, rejected by the Pi m Office in 1883 on the ground 

that the epile causing death was not due to the injury of leg. 

wing to th: that the soldier, subsequent to the receipt of the dainty, was 
taken to a hospital, where he remained until discharged, Mrs. George is unable 
to find further proof of inmates of said hospital as to the existence of the epi- 
paper in the service. 

e testimony of James M. Kelley and that of the physicians, Sawyer and 
Chase, however, convince your committee that the soldier's death cause was 
incurred in the service, ample testimony being on file that he was not subject 
to such disease prior to enlistment, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


The committee recommend the substitution of the initial S for L, 
in the sixth line of the bill. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill, as amended, was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LYDIA A. EATON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1425) 
granting a pension to Lydia A. Eaton. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Lydia A. on, widow of William G. Eaton, late 
of Company A, Thirty-third ent Massachusetts Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1425) ranting. a pension to Lydia A. Eaton, submit the following report: 

This widow’s claim for pension passed both Houses of the last Congress, but 
failed to become a law, and yonr committee adopts the report ofthe committee 
of the Fiftieth Congress, which is as follows: 

The beneficiary named in the bill is the widow of William G. Eaton, who 
served as private third Regiment, usetis Volun- 
teers, from August 


has 

tis, in the opinion of the medical referee 
of the Pension Bureau, was not aseque!l tothe chronicrheumatism. This action 
has been affirmed by the Secretary of the Interior. 
Medical examination in 1875 showed chronic rheumatism in oirr hips, 
ankles, and shoulders, and numbness on outward side of right thigh. edical 
examination in 1878 finds chronic rheumatism, mostly in knees and ankles, some- 
times in hips, shoulders, and wrists. Invalid states was disabled three weeks 
in May by mmatory rheumatism. When he contracts cold it is worse. 

“Soldier was under medical treatment from date of discha until death; 
but the death of the attending physician prior to 1884 leaves the case withou! 
medical evidence, except the examinations heretofore referred to during that 


period. 

“Dr. Perly E. Goodhue, of Haverhill, Mass., commenced the treatment of sol- 
dier in March, 1884, who was then suffering from chronic rheumatism and cys- 
titis. Treatment continued until death, which was caused by acute cystitis, a 
subacute or chronic form of which he had suffered for years, being, in aftiant’s 

inion, due to a weakened condition of the entire system, rendered thus by 

ronic rheumatism. Had not his physical strength been so seriously impaired 
by the existing rheumatism he would neither have been attacked by the cystitis 
nor would death have been caused by any inflammatory process of equa 
severity, 2 witnesses testify to the existence of kidney troubles from dis- 


cha; to š 

+ Were it not for the death of the first physician after discharge the widow, un- 
doubtedly, would not have been under the 8 of coming to Congress, but 
could have established her title to pension before the proper bureau. 

“Your committee, however, are of opinion that the connection between the 
death cause and the service has been sufficiently estab! without the miss- 
ing medical evidence, so as to entitle the widow to the favorable consideration 
of Congress, and therefore return the bill with the recommendation that it do 
Pass. 

The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
ANSON FREEMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1594) 
granting a on to Anson Freeman. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be il enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Anson man, late of Company E, Third 
Regiment, Minnesota Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1594) granting s pension to Anson Freeman, submit the following report: 
Freeman served as private in Company E, Third Regiment Minnesota 
Infantry, from October 10, 1561, to July 11, 1852, when on surgeon's 
certificate of disability- i 


His claim for pension on account of — to testicle and rheumatism, filed 
May 21, 1877, was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground of insufficiency 
of evidence showing the o of the disabilities in the service, 

The certificate of disability sets forth that soldier suffered from varicocele, the 
a Gf AEE AE Tide AAE IE AA ty tha EREE SEA POATA 
months o c surgeon of a 
hospital te 33 was sent June 22, 1862. 

There is an abundance of evidence showing that soldier was sound at enlist- 
ment. It further appears that the injury to testicles was inc while em- 

loyed in the regimental bakery at Murfreesborough, Tenn., in May, 1862 

Thile in the act of carrying a barrel of flour claimant slipped. Treatment for 
the variocele and rheumatism in service is shown by the testimony of the reg- 
imental surgeon. e 

The adjutant of the regiment who had cgs of the force employed at the 
bakery also testifies that claimant incurred rheu: in the winter of 1862 
and that he was finally relieved from duty therein by reason of said disability, 
Other testimony corroborative of claimant's allegations are also on file. 

Because of the adverse record the case was specially examined, but a most 
thorough examination failed to prove the correctness of said record and w 
it did not add much information to that already in the case, it did in no wa; 
disprove the facts shown by the testimony originally filed in the case. 

That the disabilities have existed ever since diseharge is not disputed, the 
evidence, lay and medical, being conclusive on that point. 

The case seems to be fairly established. Your committee therefore report 
favorably on the bill and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
WILLIAM CLAWSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 404) grant- 
ing a pension to William Clawson. 
The bill was read, as follows: è 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 88 and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Clawson, a member 
of Company I, Fourth Regiment of Iowa Infantry Volunteers, J 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 404) 
granting a pension to William Clawson, submit the following report: 

This bill the Senate April 5. 1890, and your committee, r having ex- 
amined the evidence passe rr in the case, adopt the report made by the Senate 
committee, which is as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting pen- 
sion to William Clawson, have examined the same and E 

“The claimant en on the 2d day of A 1861, in Company I, Fourth 
Regiment of Iowa Infantry Volunteers, under W. E. Taylor, but when the 
regiment was mustered the mustering officer declined to muster him into 
ice because he thought he had consumption. That, believing himself stout and 
able-bodied, he was induced by his captain and comrades to remain with them, 
expecting to be regularly mustered at some later time; and he did so, fully per- 
forming his duty and being engaged in active duty as a soldier in every action 
in which the regiment participated, until A t 8. 1863, when, his opan 
ing ed, he left the company and went home with him. That during his 
service he did not receive any pay or clothing or rations, and his expenses home 
were paid by the said Captain Taylor, 

** It further ap that he contracted chronic diarrhea and piles while in line 
of duty during his said m which he has continned to suffer to the 
present time, and is thereby much broken down in health. 

~“ Notwithstanding the fact that he was not larly mustered, the faithful 
and patriotic service of the claimant commands the favorable consideration of 
just men. We therefore recommend the passage of this bill.“ 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
WILLIAM s. GROW. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4834) 
granting a pension to William S. Grow. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William S. Grow, late of Company 
I, Second Minnesota Volunteers, and deputy provost-marshal of second district 
of Minnesota, and pay him at the rate of $20 per month, 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4834) 
granting a pension to William S. Grow, submit the following report: 

A bill for the relief of this claimant passed the Senate in the Fitieth Congress, 
but was not acted upon by the House. : > 

The facts in the case are set forth in the report of the Senate Committee on 
Pensions, which is as follows: 

“This claimant was a deputy provost-marshal for Goodhue County, Minne 
sota, from July 6, 1863, to April 20, 1865, the date of his discharge. e facts 
upon which the claim is are su by the affidavits of many lead- 
ing citizens, and in rejecting the claim the Pension Bureau takes no exception 
to the proof, but decides the matter wholly upon statutory construction. These 
facts are that the claimant while serving draft notices was caught by one E 
those snow-storms incident to the Northwest, known as blizzards, and rend 
snow-blind; that inflammation of the eyes followed, and that he has been dis- 
abled as a result ever since.” 

“The claim was rejected by the Pension Office, and the rejection was sus- 
tained on appeal, for the reasons set forth in the ruling of the tary of the 
Interior made March 9, 1885, of which the following extract contains the essence: 

The law relating to the case is the fifth paragraph of section 4693 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, which provides pension for ‘* any provost-marshal, deputy pro- 
yost-marshal, or enro) officer disabled, by reason of any wound or infu: 
received in the discharge of his duty, to 1 by manual labor.“ 

In the section of the law in which this provision is found pensions are pro- 
vided for certain classes of persons disabled“. by any, wound, injury, or disease,” 
and for certain other classes of persons disabled by wound or injury,” Under 
the latter class the case under consideration comes. It is evident that the fram- 
ers of the law intended that a distinction should be made between these 
If it had been the intention to provide for provost-marshals, “epui prov: 
marshals, and enrolling officers disabled by reason of disease, ct would 
have been distinctly stated in the paragraph relating to these officers.’ -= 

* Your committee are of opinion that this man, who was caught in a storm of 
this character, and thereby became snow-blind, received an ‘injury’ within the 
meaning of the statute, and that from such injury followed as an immediate 
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consequence the diseased condition of his e stated to be permanent, and 
set forth in the examination of Dr. Charles N. Hewitt, examining surgeon, made 


November 2, 1875: 
**Thickened lids, upper and lower of both eyes, scars on conjunctiva both 


eyes, evident remains of caustic treatment 3 lids. Opacity of both 
corneas—of the right so great as to destroy ulness of the o; ; of the left 
so that he reads No. 15 Snellen's type with great difficulty, In this eye I think 


there has been iritis and adhesion of pupil to capsule of nerve. There is now 
eee iritis, right eye, causing circumorbital pain and profuse lachrymation 
at times. 

“The Department seems to have treated this case as if the present condition 
of the claimant were a general result from the ordinary exposures incident to 
the service, and it has held that such a condition is not within the meaning of 
the portion of the statute above cited,‘ wound or injury? The De ent has 
evidently overlooked the fact that snow-blindness, resulting as it does from ex- 
posure to and as a direct and instantaneous physical consequence of an attack 
of the forces of nature, is an injury within the strictest definition of the word, 
and that the case is much the same as if he had had his feet frozen in the same 

and been compelled to suffer gn areas as a consequence, 

‘Your committee, though of the opinion that the case of this claimant is 
fairly sustainable within the statute as construed by the Department, are of the 
opinion that such construction is too narrow and technical to subserve the ends 
for which the above legislation was designed. h 

“ Basing this claimant's rights upon both of the above views, your commit- 
tee recommend the age of the bill.“ 

Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill, amended, how- 
ever, by striking out all after the word Minnesota,“ in line 8. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. Í 


Ò. HERRICK LE FEVRE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6071) 
granting a pension to O. Herrick Le Fevre. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations 
and provisions of the pension law, the name of O. Herrick Le Fevre, late pri- 
vate Company F, Ninth Regiment Michigan Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6071) granting a pension to O. Herrick Le Fevre, submit the following report: 
This claim was re; by the Pension Office upon the report of a special ex- 
aminer in spite of evidence of over a dozen comrades and the lieutenant of 
the soldier's company, connecting his disability with his service; the testimony 
of the regimental surgeon who treated him; the 3 of a number of 
neighbors and comrades as to soldier’s perfect physical condition prior toserv- 
and his pitiable condition subsequently; and four separate repons ot med- 
ical examining boards, rating him as totally disabled. The evidence shows 
that this soldier enlisted in August, 1861, and was honorably disc in Sep- 
tember, 1865, since which time, by reason of exposure in the servi has suf- 
fered from disease of head and throat, rheumatism, and disease of heart. 

The testimony of Comrades Lucien Davis, William P. Treadway, Bartlett 
Johnson, James A. Rhodes, Isaac Gould, George Graham, George A. Dubeck, 
and Hospital Steward William H. Palmer is practically unanimous that claim- 
ant was sick with measles and typhoid pneumonia, which left him in debili- 
tated condition, T. II. Linsley and Almira Linsley testify that claimant came 
to live with them soon after close of the war, and was a constant sufferer from 
disease of head and throat, Q. Van Hummell, M. D., testifies to having treated 
claimant in 1872 for severe form of catarrhal inflammation of nose and thront, 
and states that disease is result of exposure incidentto army life. M. E. Knapp, 
M. D., testifies to having treated claimant for eleven years for rheuma x 
Almon G. Bruce, examining surgeon at Corunna, Mich., testifies to having ex- 

ned claimant in 1881, and finds bad case chronic nasal catarrh. He was 
satisfied same originated in service. Four examining boards corroborate this 


rt. 3 
oe committee recommends that the bill pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 

DAVID KEYS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4387) 
granting a pension to David Keys. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of David Keys, father of Thomas 
Keys, late of Company E, One hundred and eleventh Regiment New York In- 
fantry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4387 
granting a dependent father’s pension to David Keys, submit the following re- 
rt . 


. Keys, the son of David Keys, enlisted as a private in Company E, 
One hundred and eleventh New York Volunteers, September 1. 1864, serv 
until October 30, 1864, when he was captured while in action at Petersburgh 
remaining a prisoner of war until the date of his death, which occurred a 
Salisbury, N. C.. December 18, 1864. The rg omy, Den the case shows that 
David Keys is now eighty years old; that he has in very poor health 
since 1864 and has been unable to do aay but the lightest work since 1860; that 
for several years before the death of his son he had given his father all his 
earnings; that his only income is so insufficient that he is obliged to depend 
on the charity of neighbors, 

All the testimony roe ea is practically supplied, but owing to the striciness 
a Lies be insisted on by the Pension Bureau the claim can not there be 
allowed. 

In consideration of these facts we respectfully return the bill with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
x HENRY L. POTTER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7263) 
to increase the pension of Henry L. Potter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ia hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to increase the 
of the Seventy-first Regiment of New 
The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
7263) to increase thepension of Henry L. Potter, submit the following report: 
Henry L. Potter entered the service as lieutenant-colonel of the Seventy-first* 


on of Henry L. Potter, late colonel 
ork State Volunteers, to $72 per month, 


New York Volunteers July 18, 1861; he was eee thirty days’ lea vo of ab- 
sence November 25, 1861, on und of bility, resulting from a sever® 
contusion of chest and injury to spine, caused by his horse falling with and 

him ; wounded in action August 27, 1862,in battle at Bristoe Station, Va. — 
ister of commissioned officers show him severely wounded in the left hand at 
date and place aforesaid. Under date of October 29, he was granted 

days’ sick leave on accountofthis wound. Thesurgeon’s certificate shows that 
the wound ot hand had not yet healed, and there remained a fistulous opening, 
through which purulent matter discharged. Mustered in as colonel May 1, 1863, 
On August 20, 1853, he was granted sick leave for twenty days upon the follow- 
ing surgeon's certificate: . 

I have carefully examined this officer, and find that he is suffering gastro-en- 
teritis, nephritis 8 causing general debility, besides contusion of left 
Joe poore the ankle, cau by a piece of shell striking the part at the battle of 

u 

He was ly 3 to date December 31, 1864. 

A pension at the rate of $30 per month was granted him by the Pension Office 
October 9, 1869, for gunshot wound of left hand and wrist, wound of left leg, 
chronic diarrhea, andinjury to chest. 

The wound of hand alone entitled this officer to total in grade, or $30 per 
month, because of the anchylosed condition of the wrist. The wound of knee, 


according to the report of the examining surgeons, is 7 inches from 
has the appearance of been severe in character. The disability is of a 
muscular character. 


total. 
has been suffering for many years with lung affection as well as its usual se- 
quela, disease of heart, 

Colonel Potter filed a claim for increase in 1876, alleging that by reason of his 
disabilities he has become so helpless as to require the re; r aid and attend- 
anceofanotherperson, This lates was rejected however, use the evidence 
was not deemed sufficient to show that he required that regular aid and attend- 
ance as described in the act of June 18, 1874, and Congress came to his relief b; 
granting him an increase to $50 per month under an act approved June 20, 1888. 

Since that date he has become totally helpless, as ap from the evidence 
filed with your committee, but inasmuch as Congress fixed the rate of his 
pension by special abt, the Pension Office is debarred from a further and favor- 
able consideration of his claim for increase. 

Dr. W, Updyké Selover, of Rahway, N. J., testifies, under date of March 
1890, as follows: “‘* * * has attended, examined, and prescribed for Colo 
Potter quite ee that his chronic ‘bronchitis, asthma, and heart disease 
are pow pomp a coe im, and are of moreaggravated and permanent character, 
and render him more pou sm that he is so.advanced in years and so broken 
in constitution and health that there is no probability of his recovery from his 
present state of helplessness, and that during all of the time that deponent has 

nown Colonel Potter, for more than twenty zeae last past, he has been of good 
moral character, and of temperate habits, and that his disease, disabilities, and 
utter helplessness are not the result in any way of intemperance or immorali 
butare undoubtedly a sequence ofhis woundsand injuries received and hards 
endured in his army service. * * Colonel Potter is so permanently an 
totally disabled as to require the regular aid and attendance of another per- 
son,” 

Your committee is clearly of opinion that the case is one entitled to the favor- 
able consideration of Congress, and therefore return the bill with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


Mr. KILGORE. This bill, I understand, is to increase the pension 
from $50 to $75 a month. It would appear that this man was first 
id a pension of $30 a month, then it was increased to $50, and now 
t is proposed to increase it to $72. Now, it has been the rule here not 
to pass a bill of this kind on these Friday-night sessions, and I would 
like to know why it is offered to do so now? 
Mr. LEHLBACH. I can explain the case. This man was a colonel 
in the Army. I will say to the gentleman from Texas that in this case 


the soldier has received a pension of $30 a month since 1866, I believe. 


He became more feeble and the pension was increased by act of Con- 
to $50 a month. Since that time he has become totally helpless, 
and the committee have recommended an increase to $72, which is the 
same as they give in all similar cases, The bill was introduced Dy my 
colleague [Mr. BECKWITH], who is absent to-night, and the soldier 
served in the command of General SPINOLA, who know him personally. 
He appeared before the committee; he knows this is a worthy case 
and knows of his helpless condition; so that I hope the objection will 
not be made. . 
Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Does not the law fix the rate of pension for 
total disability at $72 a month? 
Mr, LEHLBACH. But he can not go to the Pension Office and get 


that. 

Mr. MORRILL, I think I can explain that in a moment, so that it 
will be clear to the gentleman from Texas, 
` 25 KILGORE. I want to know why he can not get it under exist- 
ing law. 

Mr. MORRILL, The act of 1888 fixes the man’s pension at 850 per 
month. Now, we take it out of the power of the Pension Office to in- 
crease it at all. If that act had never been passed, the Pension Office 
would have put him on the roll at $72 a month. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then, by having his pension increased by act of Con- 
gress and the rate fixed, he could not go to the office and get a further in- 
crease? 


Mr. MORRILL, The Commissioner would be powerless to do any- 
thing in the matter. 

Mr. KILGORE. And if he was not on the roll by reason of that act 
of Congress he could go to the office and get $72 a month, 
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Mr. MORRILL. At once. 
Mr. KILGORE. That is satisfactory. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. His pension being fixed by law the Commissioner 
could not change it. — 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. į 


MARY W. SMALLEY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2424) 
granting a pension to Mary W. Smalley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary W. ley, step-mother 
of Jonas Smalley, late a private in Company K, Twenty-first Michigan Volan- 
teers, as if she was the mother of said Jonas Smalley. ` 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2424) gesting: a pension to Mrs. Mary W. Smalley, dependent mother, submit 
the following report: 

‘The claimant is the step-mother of Jonas Smalley, late a kerry: 

H, Twenty-first Michigan Infantry, who enlisted August, 1862, and died 
17, 1863, while an inmate of hospital at Murfreesboro: Tenn. The records of 
the hospital do not show cause of death, but the writer of this report was a mem- 


ber of said Smalley’s com: „and knows by acquaintance with all the facts 
that he was killed by a dose of morphine administered by an ignorant or care- 
less nurse in the hospital. 


The mother's claim was rejected by the Pension i a ye the ground 
that claimant was not the mother, but the step-mother of the soldier. The evi- 
dence is clear upon this point, but it is also shown that she married the soldier’s 
father when the child was but two years old, and that she was in fact the child’s 
mother, caring for him in every way until he became old enough to enlist. The 
soldier's father died while he, the soldier, was still a small boy, and it is very 
well and fully proved by numerous witnesses that the soldier did contribute to 
the mother’s support up to the time of his death, that she was dependent upon 
him, and that he assisted her to his best ability. 5 

It is also shown that the mother is very poor and destitute, with no means of 
support other than by her own labor, and that she is old and feeble. Believing 
this ® most worthy claim, your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE OBERGFELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1187) 
granting a pension to George Obergfell. 


e ete., That the 
thorized and directed to place the name of George peels late a private of 
fth of Pe Ca unteers, on the pa- 
es and regulations of the 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1187) 
granting a pension to George Obergfell, submit the following report: 

Claimant enlisted July 30, 1861, in the Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry, 
and served three years, the od of his enlistment. He all that, August, 
1863, while on a scout in Virginia, his horse fell on him, injuring him in the 
right side and both legs and producing double hernia; he remounted and sub- 
sequently during the same day his horse again fell upon him, inflicting addi- 
tional ef His claim was rejected by the Pension Office because there was 
so reco the injury and no proof of the actual occurrence of the injuries in 

e service. 

Joseph Weidemer, quartermaster-se! t in his ent, testifies that claim- 
ant was injured while on a scout or raid; saw him w. he came back, and he 
was weak and sick, and either was sent away or was left behind; saw him suf- 
fering fora week from his So e before he was left behind, and the last day, 
near Norfolk, Va., witness his who had come to visit witness, saw sol- 
dier lying and suffering on the field very weak and hardly able to move. Ina 
subsequent communication witness says he saw claimant when he came back 
to the company badly in Learned from his comrades that his horse fell. 
Witness saw the also saw his injured legs, and saw him suffering a 


great deal. 

‘Witness's wife testified to seeing claimant lying upon the ground at the time 
spoken of by witness, and saw his legs were so swollenas to necessitate the re- 
moval of claimant's boots. Heard it talked of by his comradesat the time how 
the injury occurred. 

Jacob Kramer, anothercomrade, testifies as to the raid and to the fact of claim- 
ant's return to camp injured. Claimantthen and there showed witness his rupt- 
ure, and stated it had occurred in the said raid by claimant’s horse falling on 
him. Claimant and witness were intimate friends. 

William Rasinsky, e e testifies to the raid, to the horse falling, 
and to the injury. He testi from personal 3 being present at 

the time and place. He says also that until this time ela t was the best pri- 
vate soldier in the company, but afterward was of but little use. 

In fact it appears by the records of the Surgeon-General's Office that he was 

admitted September 11, 1883, to Balfour Hospital, Portsmouth, Va., with diarrhea 
and transferred September 29, 1863; en Cuyler General Hospital, German- 
town, Philadelphia, Pa., October 2, 1863, with dyspepsia ; diagnosis also given, 
typho-malarial fever; was furl October 2, 1563; returned October 22, 1863; 
spon furloughed December 28, 1863; returned January 1864; furloughed 
arch 10, 1864; readmitted March 26, 1864, and returned to duty April 25, 1864. 
These dates do 8 to agree with the company rolls on file, and the regi- 
mental hospital records or company’s morning reports are not on file. It is ap- 
parent, however, that the larger pan of his time was spent subsequent to the 
date of the al ury in hospital. 
Charles Gill, M. D., testifies that he knew claimant before he entered the sery- 
. ice,and he was then a strong, healthy, robust man. That upon his return he 
was in a broken-down condition, with swelling of the legs and hernia. Wit- 
ness was his medical adviser until „and from his return until that date 
claimant was incapacitated for manual labor ina three-fourths degree. His suc- 
ceeding physician, from 1869 to 1876, was Dr. F. A. Schlitz, who repeatedly treated 
him for hernia and the other inja From 1876 his family physician been 
sas yg gig ime who 888 samo —.— ae 42 SE 
r, D. B. Ingersoll, an surgeon, examin: mant January 17, 1883, 
and found these injuries still there. 
Louis Erte!l, Henry Schmitz, and John J. Fritsky, neighbors of applicant, tes- 
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tify to his robustness before enlistment and to his broken-down condition on 
his from rupture and injured 

The proof shows beyond contro: that this man went into the service a 
healthy, robust man, and came out of it broken-down, ruptured, and with legs 
so injured that he has since often had to use crutches, But one comrade testi- 
fies to the falling of the horse, but another saw the injuries imm ly 
ward, and the accident was at the time a subject of conversation in 
For two years before that date he had been an excellent cavalryman; subse- 
quent to that time his usefulness asa soldier was at an end and the hospital, 
and not the saddle, became his home. The circumstances so corroborate his 


ement that we recommend the passage of the bill. = 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. PERKINS having resumed 
the Chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar had had 
under consideration sundry bills and had directed him to report the 
same to the House with various recommendations. 

HOUSE BILLS PASSED WITHOUT AMENDMENT. 

House bills of the following titles, without amendment, were sev- 
erally ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, they were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill 158 R. 3484) ſor the relief of De Witt Eastman; 5 

A bill (H. R. 1593) for the relief of George M. Henry; 

A bill (H. R. 1358) to remove the charge of desertion against John 
Milroy and authorizing his honorable discharge; 

A bill (H. R. 7578) granting a pension to Thompson N. Statham; 

A bill (H. R. 8109) to pension George W. Scott for service in the 
Florida War; 

A bill (H. R. 4779) granting a pension to William Reeder; 
ill (H. R. 5458) granting a pension to Frances Jane McCloud; 
H. R. 2110) granting a pension to Braddock F. Stocking; 
H. R. 1425) granting a pension to Lydia A. Eaton; 
H. R. 1594) granting a pension to Anson Freeman; 
H. R. 6071) granting a pension to O. Herrick Le Fevre; 
R. 4387) granting a pension to David Keys; 
1 K. 24 to increase the pension of H 
bill (H. R. 2424) granting a pension to Mary L. Smalley; and 
bill (H. R. 1187) granting a pension to George Obergfi 
SENATE BILL PASSED WITHOUT AMENDMENT. 
The bill (S. 404) granting a pension to William Clawson, favorably 


re from the Committee of the Whole, was ordered to a third read- 
ing; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
HOUSE BILLS PASSED WITH AMENDMENTS. 
The following House bills, with amendments, were reported from the 
Committee of the Whole, with the recommendation that they do pass: 
A bill (H. R. 2418) granting a pension to Jonathan Dean, sr. ; 
A bill 5 R. 7 for the relief of James A. Murphy; 
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A bill (H. R. 6756) granting a pension to Joseph Morris; 

A bill (H. R. 4474) granting a pension to Nancy Hartley; 

A bill 125 R. 12270 in the pension of Hetta Brainard; 

A bill (H. R. 1427) granting a pension to Lucy A. George; 

A bill (H. R. 7157 ting a pension to William S. Grow; and 

A bill (H. R. 6164) to increase the pension of Thomas H. Isbell. 
Mr. KILGORE. Are those bills to which amendments have been 


reported by the committee. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. They are. 
Mr. KILGORE. I believe it is the rule to put the question first on 
ing to the amendments. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was just about to put that 
question, À; 


Mr. KILGORE. There is one of these bills upon which I desire to 
make some observations, bill No. 6164. 2 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ing to the 
B recommended by the Committee of the Whole to the other 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bills as amended were severally ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, moved to reconsider the votes by 
which the bills were severally j and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

THOMAS H. ISBELL. 


Mr. KILGORE. Now, I willask the Clerk to read the bill (No. 6164) 
to increase the pension of Thomas H. Isbell. 

The bill was again read; also, a proposed amendment striking out. 
“ fifty”? and inserting ‘*thirty.’’ y 

Mr. KILGORE. That amendment was placed on the bill at my 

ion, and I was willing thatit should pass with that amendment, 

but that was not acceptable to the tleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
CARUTH] having the bill in charge, whom I do not see now in his seat. 
If there is any gentleman present who feels authorized to withdraw 
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‘he bill, I trust that he will do so; otherwise it will necessitate my 


the point of no quorum. 


The SPEAKER pro If the Chair understands the gentle- 


man from Texas, all that he desires is that the House shall vote on the 
amendment. 
Mr. it the bill to 


LGORE. No, sir; I am not willing to 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be laid 
aside until the close of this evening's session. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before proceeeding the Chair will state 
that he has here a list brought over from the last Friday’s session, on 
which the names of members from each side of the House appeared 

alternately, and gentlemen as their names are called can move to take 
up their bills for consideration. 


JOSEPH S, HURST: 
Mr. HITT. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 


Whole be disc from further consideration of the bill (H. R. 4164) 
5 Joseph S. Hurst from the charge of desertion and that the 
be now put upon its passage. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Mr. HITT. The report in ty case is quite long, so, with the per- 
mission of the House, I will make a brief statement. The case was 
very thoroughly investigated by General Rosecrans in the last Congress; 
the late Representative Laird wrote the report, after a careful exami- 
nation of all the testimony, and Judge WILLIAMS, in the present Con- 

has repeated the examination. To put the case in a word, the 
soldier’s statement was misunderstood in the Adjutant-General’s Office, 
and he was entered upon the records asa deserter, when, in fact, he had 
escaped from the Confederate prison at Millen, in Georgia, and had 
never taken an oath of allegiance to the Confederacy or carried a gun 
in its service. He had previously shown himself to be a most gallant 
soldier in the Army of the Union and he also served faithfully and 
efficiently after his return. 

Mr, KILGORE. Is this simply a bill to remove the charge of de- 
sertion ? 

Mr. HITT. It is to remove the charge of desertion. 

Mr. KILGORE. Only that? 

Mr. HITT. Nothing further. 

_ The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 

engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The report (by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military epg having had under consideration House 
bill No. 4164, to relieve Joseph S Hurst from the charge of desertion, hereby 

’ adopt the report made by the Military ttee of the Fiftieth Congress and 
recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


[House Report No. 2071, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7243) 
to relieve Joseph S. Hurst from the charge of desertion, have the same 
under consideration and make the following report thereon: 

Joseph S. Hurst, Company E, Tenth Wisconsin Nominees ae 
September 19 and 3 in October 5, 1861, and served until September 19, 
1863, when he was ca) 


1 O, Fifth 

d regiment — October 11. 1866, w 
Belding i the grade of sergeant. For the pa oe enlistment in the Confederate 
ripe he is marked on riha Toll —— of the Adjutant-General's Office with the charge 


off to the front De 
cember 20, 1864, and as 5 who tried to escape were immediately shot, he 
did not consider it safe for him to try; that near Meridian, Miss., he surren- 
cana to General Garrison's raiders, never having drawn arms in the Confeder- 
Thereis much evidence before the committee of the loyalty, courage, and truth- 
fulness of Hurst 

Lieut. Abraham v. Kna napp, Company F, Tenth Wisconsin, who commanded 
Hurst, testifies of him that he served faithfully with his company and regiment 
from the time he originally enlisted, September 19, 1861, in the hace phigo that re- 
sulted in the capture of Bowlin Green, ashville, Murtreesboroug and Hunts- 
ville, and then, under General Buell, marched back tothe Ohio and participated 
in the battle of Perryville, where he was wounded, remained in hospital at Louis- 
ville a short time for his wounds to heat, ana joined hiscompany intime totake 
part in the battle of Stone River. He was in the campaign under General Rose- 
crans that resulted in the capture of Tullaboma,and was a faithful soldier, al- 
ways doing his duty well, 
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DANIEL KING. 


Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Committee of the Whole be di from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8465) to increase the pension of Daniel 
King, and that it be now put upon its passage. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pensions tat subject. to the terms and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel King. Spa rivate of Company 
E, Third Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, of the war ar N exico, and pay to 
him the sum of $20 per month in lieu of the pension now paid to him. 


The report (by Mr. PARRETT) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. ae in- 
3 pension of Daniel King, have considered the same and repo: 

The mant was a private in Company E, Third Indiana W Wet 
served over three oe in the war with Mexico. 

Hen nowa at $8 per month on account of said service. 

Accompanying ail pill is the t 5 of Thomas E. Valentine, E. H. Hos- 

ford, and Dr. Dr. David Adams (all of Johnson County, Indiana), which shows that 
the claimant is in indigent umstances and wholly incapacitated for the per- 
formance of manual r by an obscure disease of the t and abdomen. 
This disease is shown to have existed for tw: pary years, *. he claimant, who 
is now sixty-one years old, attributes it to Mexican war service. 

The precedent for the allowance of the increase prayed for has already been 
established by Congress in similar cases, and your committee report the bill 
back with the recommen: that it do pass, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read a third time, and passed. 


SARAH A. TRYON. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 1598) granting a pension to Sarah A. Lyon. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto. 5 5 the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to on the pension-roll, subj bject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension law, the name of Sarah A. L on, mother of Henry 
Lyon, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1598) granting a penson to Sarah A. I Bir submit the ee report: 

It ge eee the papers in that Sarah A. Tryon was the step- 
mother of Henry ei bro late of Pompas B, Fourth Regiment Wisconsin Cav- 
alry. The said Henry Try on died from the effects of wounds received in the 
line of duty, for which he was pensioned in 1865. The claim of Sarah A. Tryon 
was rejected by the Pension Office because the said Sarah A. Tryon was not the 
natural mother of the said Henry” Tryon. Your committee make the following 
affidavit a part of their report: 


“STATE OF MINSESOTA, Mower County, ss 


R. O. Hall, esq., of the city of ‘Auntie, in the ) county of Mower and State of 
Far Soon being first duly sworn, on oath aa see | he is a brother of Sarah 


his own knowledge that said A. Tiron took care of said Henry 
from the time — — vas about eight years old till he enlisted in the Army, by FSS Se 


his food, clothing, mending, and 
nishing food, 28 


such care of said Henry Tryon 
during said time asa d mother does and should do; that when said 
Henry Tryon was from the Army, by reason of a gunshot wound 
received in the Army, as appears more fully from his — . — came 
home to his step-mother, A. on, who took care of nursed him 
for several years until he finally died from the effects of 8 wound 
received while in the seryice of the United ; that the: 
month of March, 1881, Geo: Sarah 
the father of said Henry Tryon, died at Austin, Mower County, State of Min- 
nesota, and left his widow, said Sarah A. Tryon, in very poor circumstances 
and unable to support herself, and without any property whatever, and that 
said Sarah A. Tryon is now and since said year 1851 has been a widow and un- 
married. That said Henry Tryon, deceased, helped to Ang his said step- 
mother, Sarah A, Tryon, from the time he was old enough till he was disabled 
from doing work and earning money by reason of said gunshot wound.” 

Your committee recommend the passage of said bill. 


The committee recommended an amendment changing the name 
„Lyon“ in the bill to Tryon;“ also amending the title so as to read: 
“A bill granting a pension to Sarah A. Tryon.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD P. QUINN, 


Mr. TRACEY. Lask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
19) to increase the-pension of Edward P. Quinn, and that the bill be 
now put upon its passage. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, ete., That the Secre! of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to increase the pension of Edward P. Quinn, late lieutenant Company 
D, One hundred and twenty-third New York Volunteers, to $758 month. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 19) 
to increase the pension of Edward P. Quinn, submit the ee report: 

The petitioner was a first lieutenant of Company D, One hundred and twenty- 
third 2 New York Volunteers; enlisted June 2, 1863, and discharged 
May 15,1565. He received 


a gunshot wound of the lower jaw in a battle near 
Kenesaw Mountain, Geo 


June 22, 1864, which shattered the bone, requir- 
ing the removal of of it and rendering him unable to chew food to 
any extent; and while the wound was unhealed there issued from it into the 
mouth a foul, bloody, purulent discharge. The soldier also lost therighteye 
by a fragment ofa bursting shell. 

For these disabilities he was a pensioner at the rate of $24 per month when 
Congress increased his pension to $40 under act approved February 26, 1885. 

A of examining surgeons, under date of July 11, 1883, says: 

“ Ball entered. left side of face at angle of jaw and, passing forward, escaped 
directly in front. All the side of the lower jaw has been removed, Fragment 
of shell struck his right eye, destroying it; hassince been removed. The wound 
of jaw causes intense neuralgic pain in head and inability to masticate food.” 

Russell C. Paris, under date of January 21, 1889, testifies as follows; 

“That he has recently examined said Edward P. Quinn, and found great de- 
formity of the face, due to the loss of the entire body of the lower left jaw; that 
none of the remaining lowerteeth can be brought into op tion with the upper 
teeth, and mastication of food is impossible, any rie of accomplish the same 
impinge against the roof of the mouth, causing it to be tender at all timesand 
being painful and attended with an issue of blood; that the said lower teeth 
continually discharge a bloody and unhealthy matter; that in co: uence 
thereof Quinn is emaciated and his general health is greatly impaired; also 
that the right eye is entirely gone.” 

Dr. John Swinburne, an eminent surgeon of Albany, N. V., testifies corrobora- 
tive of the fo: ing and of pensioner’s great emaciation from disturbed diges- 
tion and neuralgic affection, 

The accumulation of offensive matter in the mouth during the nightalso adds 

tly to the pensioner’s discomfort, while the great deformity of the face sub- 

cts him to the ridicule of sne ben px a, reason of which he is compelled to 

seek seclusion, and thus is depriv: of fo lowing any occupation which renders 
it necessary to appear in public, 

Your committee believe that the facts in the case warrant favorable action on 
claimant's request for an increase of his pension, and therefore return the bill 
with the recommendation that itdo amended, however, by striking out the 
Wo “ seventy-five,” in line 6. and inserting therein instead the word sixty.“ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


MRS. HARRIET DADA EMENS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I ask consent to call up the bill (S. 1717) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs, Harriet Dada Emens, formerly Miss Hattie A. 
Dada. 2 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs, Harriet Dada Emens, formerly 
Miss Hattie A. Dada, an army nurse during the late war of the rebellion, and 
pay her a pension of $12 per month. ~ 


Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1717) 
granting a pension to Harriet Dada Emens, submit the following report : 

That Senate report clearly and fully sets forth the facts in this case and is 
hereby adopted. Tho Senate report is as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill pantig a 
sion to Mrs. Harriet Dada Emens, formerly Miss Hattie A. Dada, have examined 
the same and report: 

“This bill proposes to pension Mrs. Harriet Dada Emens, an army nurse, at 
the rate of Sit per month. The papers filed with this bill show that Miss Hattie 
A, Dada began nursing in the pgs Hospital, at Alexand: Va., July 23, 
1861, the second da; the battle of Bull Run, and remained faithful in the 
discharge of her uous and valuable duties until six months after the close of 
the war, having served a period of four years and two months in the various 


als are of the most convincing kind 
recommend the passage of the bill.” 


The bill was ordered toa third reading, read-the third time, and 


EDMUND T. SPOTSWOOD. 


Mr. BROOKSHIRE. I desire to call up the bill (S. 2144) granting 
a pension to Edmund T. Spotswood. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension: roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the n laws, the name of und T. Spotswood, at the rate 
of $40 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2144) 

granting a pension to Edmund T. Spotswood, submit the following report: 
Claimant was a surgeon in the . of Indiana Volunteers, 
Sixth Indiana Cavalry, in the war of the re on. He was mustered in Au- 
6, and discharged December 17, 1863, pon aps, epee occasioned by 
eyes and resulting disability, rendering him unable to perform 
further service. 7 

He is drawing a pension at present of $25 per month, and his claim for in- 
crease has been rejected on the ground that he is now drawing the full amount 
he is entitled to under the rates 8 by the rules of the bureau. The 
medical certificates on file show t his disability is equal to the loss of a limb 
for manual labor, Another, that he is entitled to total for disability 
caused by the disease of the eyes, and one-fourth total for ne and result- 
ing debility. The affidavits of December, 1889, and January, filed in sup- 
port of the petition by quitea number of his comrades in the se and some 
also by physicians, and others by old acquaintances, show that he is laboring 
under very serious d of the eyes and that the condition grows worse. 

is at frequent intervals confined to a darkened room, and even when he 
goes out can not use his eyes in the work of his profession. 

There is no doubt that the disease of eyes and the severe facial neuralgia 
shown to exist by medical examination are of common origin, the sufferin 
from the latter being clearly visible in the face and causing a disability dle. 
qualifying the pensioner from the pursuit of his profession. 

Your committee are of opinion that the small increase asked for should be 
panee, and therefore return theaccompanying bill with the recommendation 

o pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


. 


GEORGE E. TAYLOR. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 9232) to grant a pension to George E. Taylor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to eee on the pension-rol! the name of Geo: E. Taylor, late of Com- 
pany B, Twenty-first Regiment Michigan Infantry Volunteers, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $0 per month, on account of total blindness, the same 
to be in lieu of all other pensions claimed by him. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9232) to nt a pension to George E. Taylor, have considered the same, and 
submit the following report: 

George E. Taylor enlisted August 9, 1862, in Company B, Twenty-first Michi- 
gan Infantry, and served faithfully in such organization until June 8, 1865, 
when he was mustered out with his ent at the close of the war. 

He filed an application in the proper Department for a pension on account of 
total blindness as the result of such service, and his claim has been rejected, 

It appears that one of the sisters of said soldier has weak eyesand his father's 
niece was born blind, The astute medical examiner of the Pension Office who 
passed upon this claim has seized upon this fact and rejected the claim on the 
ground that such disease was inherited, although he ignores the evidence that 
thesoldier had other brothers who have no such disease. The evidence clearly 
shows that previous to enlistment and for a considerable period thereafter the 
soldier’s eye-sight was not impaired nor his eyes in any way. 

Claimant alleges that all his lifeand up to the 7th October, 1862, his eye-sight 
had been perfect; that on the 6th of October he was on picket in an advanced 
position and one of great danger, where he was compelled to be constantly on 
the alert; that before he any 8 for rest on the morning of the 
7th he started on a forced march which lasted until 9 o’clock at night; that the 
day was very warm and the marching rapid, and that on such march he was 
owen by the heat and fatigue, but not to such an extent as to become un- 
conscious. 


shown to have been a man of good habits; and in order to show the esteem in 

which he is held in the State where he resides your committee submit the fol- 

lowing letter from Justice Morse, of the supreme court of the State of Michigan: 
“Tonta, Micu., March 14, 1890. 


“George E. Taylor, now of Newaygo, was a member of Ser pat the 
Twenty-first Mi n Infantry Volunteers, and a good and fai 1 soldier. 
I have known him ever since, and he has been a good and honored citizen since 
the war. He isa man of worth and integrity, and ‘his word is as good as his 
bond.’ I hope that the Government can in some way partly recompense him 
for his great loss and affliction, which I believe results from his sacrifi 
services for his country during the rebellion. 

“ALLEN B. MORS: 


“ Justice Supreme Court, Dato an. 
The claimant also files like letters and recommendations from the commander 


ices and 
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of the Grand Army of the Republic for the State of Michigan, and many other 
prominent citizens, testifying to his worth and integrity. 

About 175 pages of testimony has been filed, which your committee have care- 
fully considered, and the conclusion seems Bie that such blindness is 
the result of the service, and it is recommended that the bill do pass. 

The amendment reported by the committee, striking out 550 and 
inserting “$40”? was read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MES. ADELAIDE H. WOODALL. 


Mr. WIKE. I desire to call up the bill (S. 2245) granting increase 
of pension to Mrs. Adelaide H. Woodall. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension to S0 per month of Adelaide H. 
Woodall, widow of French B. Woodall, late colonel of the One hundred and 
fifty-first Regiment of Illinois Volunteers. 


Mr. KILGORE. I will save time by objecting to the consideration 
of this bill without-waiting for the report to be read. I know some- 
thing about the history of this bill and the proposed beneficiary; Iam 
not prepared to detail what I know; but I would not be willing to 
have the bill passed without further investigation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair trusts the 
Illinois [Mr. WIKE] will withdraw the bill temporarily. 

Mr. WIKE. I did not- understand the statement of the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. KILGORE. I say that I know something about the history of 
the proposed beneficiary in thiscase, but I am not prepared to detail that 
history in the House to-night. Under the circumstances I am not 
willing that this bill should go through without some further investi- 

tion. 
ari WIKE. I will state to the gentleman that the committee re- 
ports an amendment. 

Mr. KILGORE. Les; but that is not conclusive upon the House. 

Mr. WIKE. I think that if the gentleman knew the facts he 
wouldnotobject. The Senate passed the bill making the pension $50. 

Mr. KILGORE. The action of the Senate is not conclusive on us. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask that the bill be laid aside until these 
gentlemen can confer. 

Mr. KILGORE. In consequence of the information in my possession 
(it may not be correct and I may be doing the party injustice) I am 
not willing that the bill be passed now. 8 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the bill will be 
laid aside temporaily. 


tleman from 


SALLIE H. WILSON. 


Mr. CANNON. I ask the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
8560) grantinga pension to Mrs. Sallie H. Wilson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. ie H. Wilson, widow 
offsaac H. Wilson, late sergeant in Company G, Seventy-seventh Regiment New 
York State Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8560) granting a pension to Mrs. Sallie H. Wilson, submit the following report: 

Mrs. Sallie H. Wilson is the widow of Isaac H. Wilson, who enlisted 1 in Com- 
pany G,Seventy-seventh Regiment New York Volunteers, September 26, 1861, 
and served until December 13, 1864, when by reason of amputation 
of left arm from gunshot wound received in action at Winchester, Va., Sep- 
tember 19, 1864. At date of his death, December 16, 1889, he was a pensioner at 
the rate of $45 per month, under the act of August 4, 1886, 

In addition to the amputated arm he also suffered from gunshot wound of 
right arm, received in battle of the Wilderness, which pisces, gs greatly impaired 
the use of said arm. At time of his death Mr. Wilson was the general superin- 
tendent of the Ohio, Indiana and Western Railway. He, in company with five 

„was traveling in the pay-car of said railroad, when, near Covington, 
Ind., a wheel on said car broke, turning the same over on its side, when he was 
thrown into a window of the car and killed. 

It appears that all other persons in the car who were similarly situated were 
able to save themselves, but could do so only by the use of their two hands, 
holding to their seats to prevent their being thrown into the windows. It was 
the general opinion of Wilson's companions that had he had two arms he could 
have saved himself also. 

Mrs, Wilson was left in needy circumstances, with a child of five years of age 
to support and educate. 

The circumstances surrounding the untimely death of this brave defender of 
the Union are suchas to leave but little, if any, doubt upon the minds of your com- 
mittee that the injuries incurred in service must be held as contributory thereto, 
and that the case, although not admissible under the general law, 
ceive favorable consideration at the hands of Congress. 

The billis therefore returned with the recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. CANNON. I knew the man who was this woman’s husband. 
He was a sergeant in a New York regiment and lost his left arm, which 
was amputated by reason of a gunshot wound received in action at Win- 
chester, Va. He also suffered from an injury of the right arm received 
in the battle of the Wilderness. In September of last year he was on 
a railway train when a wheel broke, and the car was thrown over on 
its side. Five persons who were in company with him at the time and 
who had the use of their arms saved themselves; but he was thrown 
into a window of the car, dragged some distance, and killed. The claim 
of his widow for a pension was rejected at the Pension Office because 
the officials there could not trace his death to the injury he had re- 


ould re- 


ceived in his arms. But, according to the finding of the which 

is sustained by proof, it is pretty clear that if this man had 3 

of both arms at the time of this railway accident he could have say 

F ee ee e poor; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a time; and be- 

ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
FRANCIS PEARCE. 


Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I ask the present consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 5868) granting a pension to Francis Pearce. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations orf 
the pension laws, the name of Francis Pearce, late private Company B, Eighty- 
second Regiment of Enrolled Missouri Militia. ` 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5868) 
granting a pension to Francis Pearce, submit the following report: 

Fran earce was a member of Company B, Eighty-second Regiment of 
Enrolled Missouri Militia, and while in said ce received an injury to left 
foot and leg by being thrown from a Joad of hay, the wheels of the wagon pass- 
ing over him. is aim for pension has been rejected by the Pension Bureau 
on the ground that the command in which claimant served was a State o 
5 of which are not entitled to pension under the general pension 

jaws, 

Isaac Simpson, late captain of claimant’s raged testifies that in the month 
of January, 1864, while stationed at Parksville, Mo., ‘Pearce was detailed to go 
to the country for a load of forage for the company, and while on that duty was 
5 thrown from the mand a wheel over the foot and knee 
of one of his limbs, inflicting a painful injury, from the effects of which he has 
never recovered. He was a stout, able-bodied man before said injury. 

Two other members of the com y corroborate the captain's statement as to 
the circumstances under which the injury was incurred. There is abundance 
of testimony showing that claimant has been disabled from the injury ever 
since its incurrence, and medical examination finds a pensionable degree of dis- 
ability therefrom. 

Although not injured while in battle, claimant was in active service at the 
time, and stationed with his command in a part of the State in which engage- 
ments with the enemy were of almost daily occurrence. 

The receipt of the injury in line of duty, as well as its disabling results, being 
so well established, your committee are of opinion that the relief asked for ` 
should be granted, and therefore return the accompanying bill with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


* MARY WELSH. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I desire to call up the bill (H. R, 
6032) granting a pension to Mary Welsh. 

The bill was read, as follows: s 

Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Welsh, widow of Thomas 

e late a member of Company G, One hundred and fifty-first Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, in the late war for the suppression of the Southern 
rebellion, 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6032) 3 pension to Mary Welsh, submit the following report: 

Mary Welsh is the widow of Thomas Welsh, who enlisted in Company G, One 
hundred and fifty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteers,on February 14, 1865, and 


their eon 


Capt. William H. Saunders also testifies that soldier’s eyes became affected 
while in service and were sore at d rge. As to the manner of soldier's 
death there is no dispute. He had been disc only four months when 
killed. = widow was left without means and six dren under sixteen 
There — hardly any doubt that the soldier's death is at least indirectly 
connected with the disability shown to have been contracted in the military 
service of the United States, and that the widow should at this late date have 
some relief from the Government in her declining years. 

Your committee therefore report favorably AS accompanying bill, and ask 
that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair suggests that, without ob- 
jection, these reports be printed in the RECORD, the reading being dis- 
pensed with, and where the bills are passed that the motion to recon- 
sider and lay on the table be not made, so that to-morrow, when mem- 
bers have had an opportunity to read the reports, the motion to recon- 
sider can be made if members so desire. 

Mr. KILGORE. It strikes me that suggestion is not a good one. I 
will not insist upon the reading of the report in every case, but I think 


we ought to be satisfied before passing any bill that it is a meritorious 
one. 


WILHELM GRIESE, 


Mr. BRICKNER. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 10074) granti 
a pension to Wilhelm Griese. 2 } me 


May 23, 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be ii 
thorized and name of 
Company K, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry. on the 
tations of the laws. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid 5 to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
Wilhelm Griese, late a private in 


10074) granting a pension to Wilhelm G 9 the 9 report: 
That the claimant enlisted as a private ater ve Sow fot irst 3 of 

eee 1864, and was mustered September 16, 

The evidence shows that the ‘soldier, in December, 1281. in 

River, in Kentucky, e thorough! y wot and was compelled to 

distance in that 3 and when he was 

dismount and 


een 5 3 
e physician who examined him at 

states that the soldier was at that time in vigorous . in boar. 
possessing ualifications an efficient soldier. The evidence of his 


amined before three medical each which find him disabled in his 
right leg and rate him from one-half to total. The claim was rejected at the 
Pension Office on the ground that the disability might be the resu of the burn 


received in 1859, 


of any doubt that may exist, and 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 


R. F. HILLIKER. 
Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent to the Committee 
of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 9359) to 


increase the pension of B. F. Hilliker and put it upon its passage. 
The bill is as follows: 
Be it 1 That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of B. F. er, late Company 
A, Eighth Regiment Wisconsin Infantry, to $72 per month, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: = 


The Committee on Invalid ee to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9359) to increase the pension of Benjamin F. Hilliker, submit the following re- 


ort: 

2) The claimant was granted an increase Bye Famed to $5, by special act in the 

zt y-ninth Congress. The House re Topon; reto attached, clearly and fully 
orth the facts in the case at that bee is adopted by yess committee, 

withthe additional 3 that claimant’s disability has rapidly 

so that at the present time he requires an attendant to feed him by an 


Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


HOUSE REPORT. 

The petitioner was a private in Company A, Eighth Wisconsin Volunteers. 
In action at Mechanicsba Miss., June 4, 1863, pipe 8 gunshot wound 
of the head, 3 at the base the right 
through the su; nostril, 


= Pallentert about 2 2inches behind the lobe of the right ear, passing forward 
. — —— taking 


corner 
and outward of the t eye para- 
8 tho eye yo standing wide open, he —. — unable to close R 


9 in consequence of the destruction of the tze 
— 1 Ho 


losis of the all the 


rs that have since intervened never been able to e Ge el redo e solid 
aS See This has produced aps rogaine piles of a 
most distressing c tin his 


“The surgeo! lead, but T recovered eonssioumess, 
and wastaken to the hospital only to live a miserable existence — in 
constant pain from either 8 neuralgia of right shoulder, el 
pepsia caused from the total loss of use of jaws, for I have never 
one-sixteenth of an inch since 1863. I have to take my food by mae? into 
my mouth by the aid of forcing it with the fingers. Can not partake of any solid 
food at all; and soup! how I the thought of it.“ 


There being no yee the bill was considered, ordered to be en- 


grossed and read a time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


FANNY L. DAVIS, S 


Mr. BYNUM. Iask unanimous consent to discharge the Commit- 
tee of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill (S. 3046) 


88 a —.— Fanny L. Davis, and put it upon its passage. 
as follows: 
ae en etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll. 8 and 


DD 

pension laws, the name of Fanny w of Rear- 
Kamiral John Les Baris late of the United States Naby at the rate of #0 per 
month, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. — of Indiana) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3046) 
grantinga —— igy Fo L. Davis, submit the following report: 
Your committee ha said bill . and 3 
Senate that, we recommend the passage of 
the bill, adopting the report of the Senato — on Pensions as our own, 
which is in the following words, to wit 
“The on Pensions, to — YE IA. 3046) granting 
an increase ot pension to Fanny L. Davis, widow of Rear-Admiral John Lee 
Davis, late of the United States 3 examined the same and report: 
“That Admiral John Lee Davis husband ot the claimant, was appointed 
a midshipman in the Aig i January 9, 1841. He remained in the pers service, 
all the intermediate es. until he was 
romoted to rear-admiral. He was t in command of the 82 2 155 on on 
siatie Station, and remained in such command until November 22, 1888. 
r 3, 1887, he was placed on the retired-list. It will thus be seen eat 
he was in the service . © most part at sea, for forty- 
six ears. Hedied at ington, D. C., on the 12th day of March, 1889. 
the war of the rebellion he was constantly in command ‘of different 
vessels and squadrons a 1861 to 1865. He was the executive officer of the 
Water Witch, e in battle with the rebel gunboats at Southwest Pass of 
Mississi River, ay tee rr omar epee Wissabickon in 


in 
‘with the rebel batteries on Morris Island, 


“He was en in all the 
South ina, from July 10, to August 22, 1863. He was in command of the 
M uk in nearly all the battles between Ce enna Fort Sumter and 


iy 25, FFCCCVCVFFPFFCCC to see TO anne 
Al “His record is that of an officer and seaman of great endurance, skill, and 
ravery. 

“The widow, Mrs. Fanny Lee Davis, was married to her husband December 
12, 1855. There is one danger of the marriage, grown and married. The hus- 
band left at the time of his decease the sum of $4,000, invested at interest; 250 
acres of land, unimpro in Sullivan County, Indiana; 18acresin New Jersey, 
two town lots in Goshen, Ind.; one in 7 three lots in W 

.O. The widow has a widow's interest in — but she states under 
oath that the real estate above mentioned i hel yun productive; that it yields 
her no income for support, but, on the contrary, it is an to her. 

“She is of the 2 of fifty-six years,and has no other P property than that 
above. She is drawing a n of $30 per ae os but it is inadequate for her 
support. The o of t E Dill is to increase th ‘is pension to $100 per month, 
— account of faithful and efficient service of her husband and her own silen- 

„ make this provision, and accord- 
dert recommend th ith the follo amendment: Add 
after the word “month, in the eighth line, the words in lieu of the pension 
she is now receiving. 


Mr. KILGORE. I would not agree for that bill, carrying so large 
an amount, to go through to-night with the slim attendance of mem- 
pe x hope the gentleman will withdraw the bill. 

UM. I wish to make a statement in regard to this. Mr. 
Davis Ladd a rear-admiral at the time of his death, and I suppose his 
record is without a parallel in the history of the country, forty years 
of continuous service without leave of absence. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe gentleman from Indiana will permit, the 
Chair will state that the committee recommend the adoption of an 
amendment reducing the ion to $50 a month. 

Mr. BYNUM. Yes; this lady is now drawing $30 a month. 

Mr. KILGORE. I have no objection to that. 

There no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment 
recommen by the committee adopted, and the bill as amended 
ordered to a third reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 

ELLEN GUFFEY. 


Mr. CRAIG. I ask unanimous consent to di the Committee 
of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 9530) 


granting a pension to Ann Guffy, a hospital nurse, and put it upon its 


passage. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, oe grap arse ah Interi and he is hereby, 
thorized and directed to en rel ha at aaa O vg Coed 
pital nurse, and poring bok scene rhe 275 month, 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) is as follows: 


The deere N Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
to Ellen Guffey, submit the een 

Ellen served as a regular nurse in the hospital at Camp Jameson, 

near Alexandria, and in Hunting Creek Hospital December, 1861, until 

4 1862. That about that time the 


„and at the risk of her health and life she continued patriot- 

owas Bagg babe to the soldiers to nurse and care for them until 
down with the oid in its 4 

9 onia and a very severe abscess. That sho never entirely 


recovered her Thatshe 8 now insane and cared for at public expense 


konaa os pipans of supportin 1 — 
Your committee, in view her faithful service, her bar gee and insane 
condition, a aol believing her case a r one for relief, recommend the 
eet: Saabin, a SaenAmeni ging name to Ellen Guffey instead 
Ann Guffy. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment 
recommended by the committee was adopted, and as amended the bill 
was ordered to be and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 

The title of the bill was ordered to be amended to conform. 

MARTHA J. MORRISON. 

Mr. ROGERS. Lask unanimous consent to discharge the Commit- 
tee of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 7397) 
for the relief of Martha J. Morrison and put it on its passage. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be t enacted, pension of Martha J. n of George 
8. C private in Pikes company in the First Regiment of 


1890. 
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per month, 


The report (by Mr. De LANO) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill weedy eth marry 
ing an n to Martha J. Morrison, have considered the 


The proof submitted showsthat the age ni) -two years old and totally 
blind. She has an invalid daughter to support, and only source of income 
is her said pension. 


After careful consideration of all the facts your committee recommend that 
the ... gee 7 porte — eee, Pin ft 
3 substitute in lieu thereof the word “ thirty,” it being the desire 
to recommend a pension at $30 per month. 
` There being no objection, the bill was considered, and the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it wasaccordingly read the third time, and 


THELBERT H. HEAD. 
Mr. REED, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent for the 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8088) granting a pension to 
The bill is as follows: 
8 That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is, em- 


he hereby 
Pome oe Gnvary, on the penslow-roll, sujet $o the limitations and conditions of 
the general pension la 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8088) 
granting a pension to Thelbert H. Head, submit the following report: 

This man was enl: on the 6th day of May, 1863, and 
1865, Prior to his enlistment he 


t con- 
H. 


at West 
next day after leaving the regiment, 
he was fired upon 


ndance. Asa result of the wound his limb is shortened 
about one inch and his foot is turned outward. 

He has ered very greatly from the wound, es lan who has at- 
tended him testifies that he constantly suffers fro: of the wounded 
limb. Your committee are satisfied r that the 2 was 
ere been a Union soldier. If he had received the injury 


„ the earlier there would be 
no doubt that 
jon that he ought not to be precladed 


ee rged before he received the injury, and they thereforerecommend thatthe 
o pass, 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was i 
third time, and passed. 

OWEN d. POWELL, 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Lask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8485) granting an increase of pension to 
Owen C. Powell. 


insane is as follows: 
it-enacted, ote., That the Secretary of tho Interior be, . 
eee ee place upon the pension · roll the name of Owen C. 


well. 
Inte n private soldier in Company A, commanded by Capt. R. A. G dente. in 
the First Regiment of Texas Volunteers in the war witk Mexico, with an in- 
crease of pension to the amount of $20 per month. 


The report (by Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina) is as follows: 


bers — — 8 to II. Bar was reſerred ne bill (H. 3 in- 
creasin pension wen Powe! ve esame and report: 
The — was a private in Company A, First Texas Mounted Volunteers, 
dene eg war, and served from June 15 to October 25, 1840. He is now in re- 
ceipt of a pension of $8 per month on account of said service. 

the * aae filed in support of the bill shows that the claimant is now ae 
3 seventy-four years) and too feeble to do 5 which to 

ivelihood, e has no property or income aside from sion of pee 
month, nt, in view of his age and enfeebled 8 to aiford 
him an adequate support. 

The facts are sworn to by the claimantand J. E.Goodwin, Dr. G. W. Doughty, 
and S. B. Tackaberry. 

There are precedents for the allowance of the increase prayed for, and your 
committee therefore report the bill baek with the recommendation that it do 
pass, 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM P, SQUIRE. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. 'I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
rir pasa bill (H. R. 8429) to increase the pension of William P. 


The bill is as follows: 


thorized and to on the pension-roll, subject to 

1 of the laws, the name of late of re a 
por garas Illinois Volunteer Infantry. at the rate $50 per month, for 
Toss of eft leg at up pene aa by reason of four amputations, three 
of said amp oer gia made after he 1 9 tat 

utation not properly anaes these ampui 
— „ borne by the Leg po and paid for 

L rr the — $35 per month for a 
gunshot wound to right hand, and dyspepsia, ‘piles, and injury to head 


` Beit enacted, etc., That 


Dya ahell | aes emer Mountain, The benefits of this act shall apply after his 
to his widow so long as she remains unmarried, 

“The report (by Mr. Laws) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8429) granting an increase of pension to William P. Squire, submit the follow- 


Í enlisteä AREAS, SOR Sead raS ORN: March 6, 1965; 
was wounded in the hand at tho battle of Stone River, wh the usefulness 
of that member was destro: At Station he was wounded in leftleg, 
resulting in Pee seg ogre was three . = cousequence of 

him at great expense an suffering. 
He is now 8 H5 a month for amputation of left — d in view of ad- 
wo arm and com) on of contracted in 


service, your committee recom end that the bill £ dienare eon seeded 
as follows: ke out the word r! where it eccurs in the seventh line of 
said bill and insert the word “sixty,” and strike out all of said bill after the 
„month.“ in said seventh line, and add the words in lieu of the pension 

he is now receiving.” 


The amendment was adopted. ý 
Mr. BOOTHMAN. The beneficiary, as the states, suffered 
three separate ampntations— [Cries of Vote!“ Vote!“ 


There being no objection, the bill as amended was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARTHA E. GRANT, — 


Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. I ask unanimous consent for the 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 7881) granting a pension to 
Martha E. Grant. 

The bill is as follows: 

Beit That the nterior hereby is, author- 
ized and Ae to place 3 oes the oan and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of E. Grant, widow = 
Augustine L. Grant, of the county of Fulton, G Said Augustine I. 
Indian war of 106, eaid company being composed of Georgia troops and called 

n W. said com 
“ Columbus Guards.“ 8 N = 

The report (by Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. It. 7831) grant- 

nner Mrs, Martha considered the 


Martha E. G Grant, bave same and report as 

The 8 late husband, Augustine L. Grant, was a e Capt. 
John A U ‘s company, Georgia ee Creek Indian war, and 
served from June 1, 1836, to N 2. 1836. 

The claimant, who lives at Decatur, De Kalb 3 Arnage = eo shown by 
the sworn statements of George H. Hammon, J. Warren, Dr. 
E. J. Roach, and William W. Grant to be very old, rna — health, and with no 

property or income from whioh to derive asupport. She is is mainly dependent 
upon Soom hin children for but her sons have largefamilies of their own 
to care for and their pro and incomes are small. 


‘The passage of the is respectfully recommended. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read á third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MRS, CHRISTIANA FREDERIKA ZEUTMEYER. 


Mr. HALL. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 1824) granting a pension to Mrs. Christiana Frederika 
Zeutmeyer, of Fairfield, Minn. 

The bill is as follows: 


erika 
of Fairfield, Minn., on Charles Louis 25 Who was k 
Indians in the year 1362 — guarding Government property at 
Sioux agency, — (and n whom she was e for support), 
the to the and limitations of pension laws, an: vay. 
her a pension from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. FLxOR) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid 5 was referred the bill (H. R. 
=~ granting a pension to Christi erika Zeutmeyer, submit the follow- 


E828 ˙ dy evidence biote the committee that Char 


property o: t means of su rt. 
and for years has — an invalid and „ a support 
eee all of the highest respectability, among them being Ho 

— 24 em n. 
William Pfaender, ex-State senator of Minnesota, an ‘Hon. William iam Schimmel, 
one of the State trustees for al for Insane. 

5 ile defending Goverament property, being at the 
dooms actual warfare —— ene — hie e 
time an employé of the Government, a pension chou granted to widow 
or dependent Spree age and bence the itl docageetad baad on ake Gees eet tee 
passage recommended, 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be en- 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


MORGAN DIMOND. 


Mr. TURNER, of New York. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 9311) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Morgan Dimond. 

The bill is as follows: = : 
of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


pension of Mo: in Dimond (an insane 


the Secretary 

ers ane | directed to increase — 0 
t New York In- 
legally constituted 


— late private in G; doventy-ninth 
i jo: the sum of $72 per and pay the same to 
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The repeat (by Mr. TURNER, of New York) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
repo increase of pension to Morgan Dimond, submit the following 


re 3 
hat claimant is now, and has been since an insane person, and his wife, 
his insanity is the result of his army service. 
at therate of $10 per month for gunshot wound 
in the groin, and his claim for increase has been rejected in the Pension Office 
on the ground that his insanity did not result from his military service. His 
wife swears that ever after his return from the Army in 1862 he was subject to 
nervous troubles, fits of despondency, etc., until he became finally and perma- 
nently insane in 1871. 

During all this time claimant suffered from chronic diarrhea, and in the opin- 
ion of Drs. Bond and Egom, of Ward's Island Hospital of New York, both ex- 
pors in ener A the said insanity is traumatic in its origin, and the result of 

is said wound and diarrhea, the result of his army service. In view of the 
above opinion, and the fact that the health of the soldier before the war, 
and continuing and increasing disability thereafter are clearly shown, your com- 
mittee recommend the bill do pass, amended, however, by striking out the 
words seventy-two,” in line 7, and inserting the word “forty.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was aecordingly read the third time, and 


ROBERT M’FARLAND. 


Mr. SWENEY. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 4272) for 
the relief of Robert McFarland. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
remove the charge of dishonorable — i against Robert McFarland, late a 


corporal in Com y B, Fifth Regiment Illinois Cavalry, and to issue to him an 
ede 8 from the service of the United States with pay and bounty. 


The report (by Mr. OSBORNE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4272) 
for the relief of Robert McFarland, have had the same under consideration, and 


submit the following report: 

The claimant in this case enlisted in Company B, Fifth Illinois Cavalry in 
August 1861, and served faithfully with his regiment and company until Au- 
gust, 1865, in such a manner as to the respect of his comrades and the com- 
mendation of his officers. 

In July, 1865, a portion of his 3 ordered to Texas to do duty along 
the frontier. Some of his comrades were dis to question the right of the 
Government to thus keep them in service r the war was cl and some 
mage sas manifested among the command, but was not pated in 

y McFarland. 

While Nr up Red River McFarland was ordered by an officer of his 
command, but not of his agen er to take a detail of three men and make an 
arrest of some of the more turbulent of his comrades. 

McFarland attempted to execute the order, but found his force too small, and 
so reported to the officer giving the command. This was taken by the officer 
as a refusal to obey, and, although he again went back and attempted to make 
the arrest, he with his detail was taken by the order of such officer and placed 
under arrest in the hold of the vessel, and subsequently he was tried, convicted, 
and sentenced to the loss of all pay and confinement for three years at the Dry 
Tortugas. is evidence all appears in affidavits on file made by officers and 
men, a part of which is added to and made a part of this report, together with 
the report of the Adjutant-General. 

Your committee believe that a gross injustice has been done this soldier; 
that he was more sinned against than si . His record as a soldier up to 
this time was an enviable one. He had se: his adopted country faithfully 
through almost the entire period of the war, had won general esteem and con- 
fidence, and your committee believes that the punishment inflicted was terri- 
bly unjust and should be righted as far as can be at this late day. 

e have added the report of the Adjutant-General and a part of the evidence, 
which covers all the facts of the case, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


Case of Robert McFarland, late of Company B, Fifth Illinois Cavalry Volunteers, 
RECORD AND PENSION DIVISION, March 13, 1890. 
He was enrolled August 27, 1861, and mustered into service November 8, 1861, 
a private, Company B, Fifth Illinois Cavalry Volunteers; re-enlisted as a vet- 
eran volunteer January 1, 1864, and is properly reported on rolls to include June 
30, 1865. Company muster-out roll, dated October 27, 1865, reports him dis- 
charged by eral court-martial August 7,1865.” (Period ot each enlistment 


the petitioner in this case, all 
The claimant is now pension 


pline,” found guilty, and sentenced to be 
with loss of all pay and allowance due or to become due, to have 
by the provost-marshal, and to be confined at hard labor, in any military prison, 
to be designated by the commanding general, for three years. Proceedings, 
findings, and sentenceapprovedand tonuga; and Dry To: designated 
as place of confinement by General Orders No. 13, Headquarters Cavalry, Alex- 
andria, Va., of August 4, 1865. 
He arrivedat Fort Jefferson, Florida, September 13, 1865, and was ordered to be 
released therefrom pecial Order No. 49, paragraph 12, War Dej ent, 
Adjutant-General's Office, of Fe 5, 1866, reported to chief mustering officer, 
Illinois, and was di the service October 30, 1866, to date October 27, 1865. 
(The order releasing him was based on a report from the commanding officer 
of Fort Jefferson to the effect that he and others mentioned, by good conduct 
while in confinement,were worthy of executive clemency.) 
Respectfully submitted. 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 


Captain and Assistant Surgeon, United States Army. 
The SECRETARY or WAR. s 


In the matter of application of Robert McFarland, late corporal in Company B, Fifth 
IMinots Cavalry, for honorable discharge from the service of the United States, 

L: D. MeKee, James Horn, Henry Gransley, and J. P. Light, all of the county 
of Coles and State of Illinois, being duly sworn, depose and ar: 

That we werc each and all members of Company B, Fifth Illinois Cavalry, in 
the war of the rebellion; that we well and 8 knew Corporal McFar- 
land of said company and regiment, who enlisted in the month of September, 
1861, and who re-enl as a veteran some time about the spring of 1864, and 
who thereafter served in said company and regiment until ut the month of 


July, 1865. 

We and each of us, from personal knowledge, know that said Robert McFac- 
land was a brave soldier and prompt in the rmance of his duties; that he 
was in all of the engagements and sk es in which his regiment was en- 


aged as such that he was never absent from his command during the said 
e of his service excepting when at one time on sick furlough to home 
and when at home on veteran furlo 


Mem and was transported 
Red River, Louisiana, where they d barked fora time. That there were no 
commissioned officers belonging. to said 8 B present with said com- 
pany nor in commaad thereof, very many of said command claiming that their 
rm of enlistment had ired by reason of the close of the war and were very 
to go as ordered to the State of Texas. 

of the members left the command and returned to their homes be- 
fore the battalion embarked at Memphis. Many of the members of said bat- 
talion who embarked, as aforesaid, were discontented and angry for the cause 
aforesaid. On the arrival of the battalion at the mouth of River and their 
disembarking the dissatisfaction led some of them to disobedience of orders of 
Captain Clark, of said regiment, commanding battalion, in which said Robert 
McFarland took no part. 

That said Captain Clark ordered said Corporal McFarland with three others 
as a special dei to arrest the members of said battalion referred to who had 
disobeyed orders; that said McFarland attem: to make the arrests as 
ordered, and that the offenders refused to submit to the arrest, and the great 
body of the men on board the boat, ong ord said battalion, gathered together 
around the offenders and said detail and declared that the offenders should not 

and re to permit the guards to do so. 

occurred on the lower deck of the steamer, whereupon the said McFar- 
land went to the cabin of the boat where Captain k, commanding, was, and 
reported the facts to him, and that he was unable to make the arrest, where- 
upon the said Captain Clark, commanding, ordered the said McFarland and 
the other referred to under arrest, and to be placed in confinement in 
the hold of the boat; that this was about the month of July, in the State of 
Louisiana, the heat being intenseon ove 3 part of the boat, but almost unendura- 
ble to a human being in hold thereof; that we understand that said McFar- 
land was charged with resisting arrest; he did demur to being placed in the 
hold of said vessel in confinement, but made no resistance other than to protest 
against being placed in such a place of confinement, and he was p there 
and there — P without physical resistance or violence of any kind on his 


That thereafter, in the summer of 1865, es were preferred by the captain, 
as we understood and belie are 


8 fi 
in the State o ar ainera paro atp apia 1908. EA paea a an and spec- 


with 
all pay and allowances; that about the month of August, 1865, said McFarland 
was sent to Tortugas, where he remained in confinement forabout seven 
months, when he was released and he returned home, 

We, and each of us, state the facts stated herein up to the time of said Me- 
Farland being sent to the 5 are stated from our own personal 
knowledge and observation, we knew that he was a good and brave sol- 
dier; that we saw and were present at the occurrence of the events leading to 
his arrest and imprisonment, and believe that it would have been impossible 
for said McFarland with his detail of guards to have made the arrests ordered. 
at least not without causing vary serious disturbance among the members of 
said battalion, if he had been able to secure their arrest at all; that said Mo- 
Farland did not refuse to make said arrest, but that he did make report of the 
condition in which he found ä and the difficulty he met in making said 
arrests to sald Ca Clark as aforesaid 


We, and each of us, further state that we have not seen said Robert McFarland 
since he was sent from Alexandria, La., to the Dry Tortugas; that we are not 
related to him in any, way, and that we have no interest, direct or indirect, in 
securing for him an honorable discharge from the service of the United states 
other than in securing what we believe to be right and just toward a comrade 
who had so faithfully and for so long a time done his duty as a soldier to his 
country, and who we believe to be innocent of any intended disrespect to 
or disobedience of orders of a superior officer. 

We, and each of us, after the lapse of twenty-five years, state that we did then, 
have ever since,and do now believe that said Robert McFarland was most cruelly ~ 
and most 8 and hardly dealt with in being deprived ofthe good 
name and fame which he had so faithfully earned by his long service and by the 
forfeiture of the pay and allowances, meager as they were, which were due him 
from the Government, 

J.P. LIGHT. 
H. GRANSLEY. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3d day of October, 


A. D. 1889. 
JOHN 8, GOV 


ERYEAR, 
County Clerk. 
STATE or ILLINOIS, Moultrie County, så: 
The above affidavit was subscribed and sworn to before me by the above- 
named J. P. Light this the 12th day of October, A. D. 1889. 
CHAS. SHERMAN, 
County Clerk of Moultrie County, Illinois. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM BARNES. 


Mr. McCREARY. Iask unanimous consent to call up for present 
consideration the bill (H. R. 2266) granting a pension to William 


Barnes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc, the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and di to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Barnes, Company D, ¿hird 
Kentucky Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2266) granting a pension to William Barnes, submit the following report: 

It aj pears frou, the records in this case that William Barnes was enrolled at 
Hopkinsville, Ky., on 9th day of October, 1861, as a private in Company D, Third 
Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and served with said command until December 
26, 1864, when he was mustered out of ce. 

On the 4th day of Se ber, 1882, he filed in the Pension Office an applica- 
tion for pension (No. ). On December 21, 1883, his claim was rejected by 
the ion board of review, because the wound was received while on leave 
of nee and not in line of duty. The application of Barnes and the affidavits 
of Shelton Baker and Squire B. Agee, his comrades, show that while Company 


1890. 
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„ Third Kentucky Ca: „Was 3 near Paint Lick Bri in Girard 
nty, Kentucky, in October, ny William Barnes, a member of said com- 
pe and regiment, was grauted a furlough to go to home, 10 miles away, 
remain over night, 
e 


returning to this command one chamber of his pistol was accidently 
discharged, and he was wounded in the left thigh. The proof and the records 
ghow that William Barnes was a cavalry soldier and entitled to carry a pa 
and on account of this wound Barnes was notable to rejoin bis comman until 
, 1864, and that by reason of said wound he is now partly disabled. 
he committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM A. THOMAS. 


Mr. BLISS. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 3970) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William A. Thomas. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William A. Thomas, late private 
Company I, Sixty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
n pension equivalent to that paid for the loss of an arm, in lieu of the pension 
he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
ory granting an increase of pension to William A. Thomas, submit the follow- 
ng report: 

Tue soldier is at present drawing a pension of $4 per month for gunshot 
wound of the shoulder, which has resulted in the shrinking and partial paraly- 
sis of the left arm, o isa carpenter by trade, and the evidence shows that 
while working in a saw-mill a few years ago his left arm was caught in the ma- 
chinery, owing to its eee condition, and a portion of his arm was cut off. 
The evidence of his fellow-workmen and his attending physician is that if 
Thomas had had full use of his arm the accident would not have occurred, 
Thomas enlisted October, 1861, for three years, was wounded at battle of Fair 
9 was discharged ſor disability November 24, 1802. 

C. L. Downie, M. D., attending physician, makes affidavit that he has known 
claimant for sighs years and has uently examined him. He found thatthe 
pooo wound had resulted in shrinking of the muscles of the left arm and 

and olaimant had only half use of arm. Continuing, he says: 

He lost his left hand three years age last November, and had to amputate 
at wrist. Iam satisfied that had he the full use and control of his left arm at 
the time he would not have lost the hand.” 

Thomas L. Vaught, Norman Burley, Ezra Rolinson, all swear that they were 
working by the side of claimant when he met with the accident resulting in 
loss of his hand, and they testify thatthe accident was directly due to the inabil- 
ity of claimant to manage his arm by reason of his disability incurred in the 
service. Your committee recommend that the bill pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed it was accordingly, read the third time, and passed. 


ORAN M. COLLINSWORTH. 


Mr. BLANCHARD called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 9961) 
granting a pension to Oran M. Collinsworth. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oran M. Collinsworth, a soldier of 
the Florida Indian war, and pay hima pension at the rate of $20 per month from 
and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. BROWN E, of Virginia) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9961) grant- 

a pension to Oran M. Collinsworth, have considered the same, and report: 

e claimant was a private in Capt. John P. Booth's company of Ala a 

eagra Volunteers, and served from June 1, 1836, to July 22, 1836, in the Creek 
n war, 


He filed an iy memes for pension January 24, 1882, alleging that while in 
said service he incurred eee and e This claim was rejected November 
14, 1888, by the Pension Bureau on the und of insufficiency of proof. 

The evidence filed in support of the bill shows conclusively that the claimant 
is old, r, and ange a age is about seventy years, and he suffers much 
from the disabilities all in his application for pension. It is further shown 


that he is a worthy and honorable man. 
‘There are many precedents for the proposed legislation, and your committee 
therefore report the bill back with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


GARDNER DODGE, 


Mr. LACEY. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 2001) to 
remove the charge of desertion against Gardner Dodge. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted,etc,, That the Secretary of Waris hereby authorized and directed to 
remove from the records the charge of desertion against Gardner Dodge, ot Com- 
pany L, Ninth Iowa Cavalry Volunteers, and he is hereby restored to all rights 
as to pay, bounty, and other allowances to the same extent asif said charge of 
desertion had not been made. 


The report (by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2001) 
to remove the charge of desertion against Gardner Dodge, submit the following 


report: 

3 Dodge was a private in Company L, Ninth Iowa Cavalry Volunteers. 
At the time of desertion he was only about sixteen years of age. His con- 
duct was good from the time of his enlistment in 1863 until March 22, 1865, when 
he deserted. On April 3, 1865, he returned to his company. Charges were pre- 
ferred — . — him and he was sentenced by a court-martial May 11, 1865, to be 
shot; this sentence was modified by the commander of the Department of Ar- 
kansas to dishonorable discharge and ten years’ imprisonment. On August 9, 
1865, he was released from confinement, and on August 10, 1865, was dishonor- 
ably discharged from the service. . 

The soldier filed his affidavit with the Secr of War, setting forth that he 
was in the guard-house and the told him if he wanted to go they Foou 

e 


let him escape, and that unless he escaped he would be court-martialed, 
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took their advice and escaped, and after a few days was returning to his regis 
ment when he was 8 by bushwhackers. W 

It appears from affidavits on file that this soldier was then a mere boy, only 
sixteen years of age, and that his conduct was due, in a great meas bo = 
indiscretion of hig extreme youth. Since 3 he has borne an excel- 
lent character, and his good character has n vouched for by a large number 
of people of the highest character and standing. 

His captain, J. G. Rockafellow, testified that the soldier was a mere boy, —9 
that it was the universal belief in his company that the sentence and con vietio 
were unmerited Sna unjust; that he was not represented by any rney an 
made no defense whatever, and wasgiven ose pees to vindicate himself; 
that the soldier was notin fact a deserter, but left his command tempora- 
rily, and was returning to his command when he was captured; that he did not 
leave his command with the intention of deserting and that he was in fact ro- 
turning to his regiment when captured by the enemy. He was turned over to 
his command soon after his capture. His captain further swears that he believes 
the conviction was unjust and thatthe charge of desertion should be removed, 

rris Richardson, A. J. Cottrell, Martin Beason, Charles H. Jennings, W. R. 
Reynolds, James Early, A. B. Brobst, M. J. Pringle, James Smits, James R. 
Gentry, D. M. Wert, and Joseph Logaton all depose that they were members of 
the same err , and they all testify to substantially the same facts and opin- 
ions as Captain Hockafellow. Said Norris Richardson was first lieutenant of 
said company. 

Thirty-five of the soldier's comrades join in a petition requesting the re- 


moval of the e. 8 

A petition signed by a very large number of the leading citizens of Peles 
9 been presented, in which the excellent character of Mr. 

ce 


He has resided since the war in said county, and has at all times borne an ex- 
cellent reputation. . 

In view of the extreme youth and good character of the soldier and in view 
of the opinion of his captain, lieutenant, and comrades that injustice had been 
done him, we think that the stigma attached to his name by the charge of de- 
sertion, and by the conviction and sentence, should be removed, and we there- 
fore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, that feature of the bill which relates 
to pay and bounty, I think, ought to be stricken out. Is it not obnox- 
ious to a point of order, because this House has only got authority at 
its Friday evening sessions under the rules to pass bills to remove 
charges of desertion and to grant pensions? I make the point of order 
that it is obnoxious to the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There may be no objection to the bill 
being amended as suggested by the gentleman from Texas, 

Mr. LACEY. Then let the bill be so amended. 

Mr. KILGORE. I move to strike out the following words, com- 
mencing in line 6: 


And he is hereby restored to all rights as to pay, bounty, and other allow- 
ances to the same extent as if said charge of desertion had not been made, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. HENRIETTA M. GREGG. 


Mr. WHITING. I call up for t consideration the bill (H. R. 
8440) granting a pension to Mrs. Henrietta M. Gregg. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place SpoR the pension-roll the name of Mrs, Henrietta M. 
Grogg Pedan of James H. Gregg, of Company H, Seventh Regiment Michigan 

olunteers, 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 8440) 
granting a pension to Henrietta M. Gregg, submit the following report: 

Mrs. Henrietta M. G is the widow ofthe late James H. Gregg, a member 
of Company H, Seventh Regiment Michigan Volunteers. Mr. Gregg was granted 
a pension for diarrhea and hernia, but his death occurred just prior toallowance, 

Mrs. Gregg’s application for pension is rejected on the grounds that the sol- 
dier’s death was caused by his being struck by an engine. It is undoubtedly 
true that the proximate cause of the soldier's death was this accident, and the 
case therefore passes beyond the discretio power of the Pension Office, 
while at the same time presenting the strongest grounds for that equitable re- 
lief which can alone be afforded by 8 $ 

Mr. William Van Omstead was with the deceased two days prior to his death 
and testifies that - 

“Mr. G: was hardly able to walk, and on my inquiring as to the cause 
he told me it was on account of his rupture, which troubled him very bad; ` 
and on coming to a small ditch, into which he ste „ he was completely dis- 
abled and fell back and was unable to rise for a time, and he showed me the 
rupt which appeared very bad, and it is my opinion that there is no doubt 
it was the jar from stepping into the ditch that disabled him and prevented him 
ac ma himself to rise when he fell back.“ 

mer Gregg, who was with his father at the time the accident occurred, tes- 
tified that the soldier had ample time to get off the track before the engine 
struck him if he had not been disabled. It is his belief that when he jumped 
out of his buggy, his rupture came down, so that he was unable to move, as he 
had often been in that condition of helplessness from the effects ofa sudden jar 


making a 5 

Dr. C. L. Chandler certifies that he attended James H. Gregg December 27, 
1885, and that he believes the indirect cause of his death to have been his disa- 
bilities as stated in the declaration of the widow. 

Your committee also find thatthe widow is in an impoverished condition and 
is the support of a large family. 

Notwithstanding the fact that the immediate source of a soldier's death ie a 
cause other than the disability for which he was pensioned, if gr binges hove 
80 far contributed to the death that, had it not existed, such death would not 
in all probability have occurred, justice demands that the widow shall be 
pe upon the same plane that she would occupy had the soldier's disability 

n the sole agenoy of his death. 


We therefore return the bill with a recommendation that it do pass. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARY ANN GRISWOLD. 


Mr. SAWYER. L ask for the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 8926) granting a pension to Mary Ann Griswold. 
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May 24, 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place upon the pension-roll of the United States the name of Mary Ann 
Griswold, the dependent step-mother of James Henry Griswold, late a private 
in Company E, Forty-ninth ew York Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of 
$12 per month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid haree a whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
8926) granting bel ponon to Mary Ann Griswold, submit the following report: 

That the beneliciary is the step-mother of James H. Griswold, who enlisted 
September 16, 1861, in Company H, Forty-ninth New York Volunteers, at the 
age of eighteen years, and remained in the service until he was mustered out, 

‘une 27 e was in the battle of Fredericksburgh and taken prisoner at 
Chancellorsville. 


That said James died January 7, 1879, leaving surviving him Mason R. Gris- 
wold, his father, the beneficiary, wifeof said Mason and the step-mother of said 
soldier, but no wife or child. The said Mason R. Griswold applied for a pen- 
sion as the father of said soldier and said claim was pending at the time of the 
death of said Mason. 

The evidence filed shows clearly that the soldier at the time of his discharge 
and on his return home wasin feeble health, having a bad cough; that this 
continued, gradually wing worse until his death from consumption ; that 
his discharge and until his death he made his home at his father's, being 
for by his pasew and especially by his step-mother; that for the last seven or 
eight mon of his life his mother devoted the larger of her time in caring 
for him; that the relations between the soldier and his parents were very ten- 
der; he sent money to them when he was in the service, and his attachment 
for his step-mother was very strong, and the evidence shows very clearly that 
she was very kind to the soldier, attentive to him during his long sickness, as 
kind and devoted as any mother could be. 

The reason for the delay in granting the pension to the father was because of 
his inability to prove dependence upon the son at the time of his death, for the 
reason that the son at that time, by reason of his own long-continued ill-health 
and poverty, was then unable to contribute to the support of his parents. The 
benefi with her husband, on account of their old age and poverty, became 
inmates of the county poor-house of their county in 1884, where the husband 
died in October, 1886. That the beneficiary is now seventy-one years of age, 
with no home, no children, no one to whom she can look for a home or sup- 
port, excepto the county poor-house, where she must live and be supported 
as u pauper. 

Toor 9 believe that this poor woman who cared for her step-son, a 
brave soldier, so long, is deserving of the help this bill will give her, and they 

fore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES BUTLER. 


Mr, GOODNIGHT. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 1765) 
granting a pension to James Butler. - 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of James Butler, late a private of 
Company L, Seventeenth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. GOODNIGHT) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1765) granting a pension to James Butler, submit the following report: 

Applicant enlisted in Company L, Seventeenth pepe base maf Cavalry, 
gur young ana entirely healthful and robust. as honorably ischarged 

8 Returns for May, 1865, show that soldier was sick and absent 
on leave. 

The proof is conclusive that the soldier was sent home for treatment, and was 
sick of, and treated for, typhoid ee for three months. Hissickness was 
acute, severe, and protracted. He recovered therefrom sufficiently to join his 
command, but was never able forservice thereafter; was honorably discharged 


So 1865. 
e was continually sick thereafter, his nervous system being shattered, and he 
was entirely unable for service until 1870, and under continuous treatment. 
Meantime had fever and other complications, but recovered sufficiently to work 
slightly. probably one-fourth, at intervals until 1882, when he was paralyzed, 
uring all this time from the date of his attack of pneumonia while in the 
3 nervous system was shattered, his health poor, and subject to con- 
tinual attacks, Which prostrated him. He is severely paralyzed in the entire 
left side, rendering him unable for any sort of service and incapable of manual 
labor. He has no estate, but is wholly dependent. He has been, since 1882, in 
the reap canto of Simpson County, Kentucky, and wholly dependent upon 
charity; is now incapable of contributing to his support. 

Your committee is satisfied that the affliction of applicant is attributable to 
disease acquired in the service, and reccommend the passage of the bill with 
this amendment: After the end of the last line, amend by adding the words 
“and pay him a pension of $20 per month.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGET FOLEY. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I call up for consideration the bill (H. 
R. 9111) granting a pension to Bridget Foley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the 8 laws, the name of Bridget Foley, w of Joseph 
Foley, late private in Company K, Fifth Michigan Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9111) 
granting a pension to t Foley, submit the following report: 

The claimant is the widow of Joseph F. Foley, who was a private in Company 
K, Fifth Michigan Cavalry. Her was rejected by the Pension Office on 
the . — that the disease of which the soldier died was not contracted in the 
service, but existed prior to his enlistment. 

From the large proportion of rejections for this cause, it would appear that 
our Union forces must have been composed of a ty of invalids. In this, 
as in many other cases, the committee is compelled to differ with the conclu- 
sions of the Pension Bureau, There are twenty or more witnesses who testify 
to the prior soundness of the soldier, * 


— 


One says he was a hearty-looking fellow, full of vigor, fun, and life; never 
knew him to lose a day's work. of these witnesses to their positive 
1 —— the time of his enlistment he was healthy and 
À re is no evidence to the cont: „except that oon · 
the certificate of discharge for disability, and in which the officer sa; 
he learns from a reliable source that he had rheumatism before he enlisted. To 
show how valueless is this statement it is only necessary to refer to the develop- 
ments of the special exam ion, in which Captain Clark, the officer who signed 
the d „ teatifies 93 to the basis of his statement. He made it on what 
pome one told him, he œn not say who, but he supposes he believed itat the 
me. 

This, so far as the committee can sec, is the sole ground for rejection. 

After his discharge he continued to have rheumatism and lung trouble, and 
there is ample evidence to prove that he never had a well day afterwards; that 
he continued to w worse. One witness says: 

“T saw him in his last illness, took care of him, prepared his body for burial. 
He a ofa complication of diseases—rheumatism, Tone affection, general break- 

ng down.” 

Tus reports of the special examiners, of which there are several, admit that 
the claim is meritorious and recommend its admission. 

It is a singular circumstance that, with the positive testimony of a score of re- 
spectable witnesses, the claimant is obliged to appeal to Congress for relief. 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY POLLOCK. 


Mr. PAYNTER. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 821) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Pollock. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Pollock, an army nurse 
during the late war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Peusions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 821) 
granting a ion to — Pollock, submit the following report: 

That the Senate report clearly sets forth the facts in case and is adopted 
by your committee. d 


SENATE REPORT. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 821) granting 
nsion to Mary Pollock, have examined the same and report: 
his bill proponas to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of §12 month, 
the name of Miss Mary Pollock, an army nurse. Accompanyin; fie bill are 
igi showing her appointment by Miss D. L. Dix as a nurse and very flatter- 
ng testimonials as to her faithfulness and ability in the discharge of her arduous 
— 8 served two years, leaving a lucrative position as teacher to enter 
e service, 
Mogae now in poor health, and your committee recommend the passage of 
e bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and eee. 

Mr. MoRRILL moved to reconsider the votes by which the bills were 
severally passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10 o' clock and 30 minutes 
having arrived, under the rule the House stands adjourned till +o-mor- 
row at 12 m. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


TOWN SITES IN OKLAHOMA, 


Letter of Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a 
communication from the Secre of the Interior, submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation of $15, to carry into effect public act No, 


114—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


COMPENSATION OF J. B. ALLEN, UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, 


Letter of Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of 
a letter of the Attorney-General, submitting an amended estimate to 
compensate J. B. Allen, etc., in lieu of original—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 


RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: 


Be it resolved by the House of ives, That the claim of Louis Freire, of 
Seville, Spain, forthe use by the ment of the United States of his patent 
for checks for breech-] ordnance be, and the same is hereby, referred 


to the Court of Claims under provisions of an act of Congress, approved 
March 3, 1887, known as the Tucker act; vii 
to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. BURTON: 
Resolved, That Tuesday, May 27, 1890, be set apart for the consideration by the 
House of ves of Senate bill No. 1631, entitled An act making a 
riations for improving the St, s River and for improving the Hay Take 
nel,” and that bill be idered until aconclusion is reached thereon; 


to the Committee on Rules. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered to 
the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. NUTE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the Senate (S. 3158) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. Ellen W. Thornton, widow of the late Capt. James S. Thornton, 
United States Navy—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union: 

A bill a R. 9425) granting a pension to William Dunn; 

A bill (S. 2972) granting a pension to Susan C. White; and 

A bill (8. 3450) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart, 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 479) to establish a na- 

ional military and naval museum in the city of Washington—to the 
mmittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GIF FORD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the Senate (S. 3280) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to ascertain damages resulting to any person who had settled 
upon the Crow-Creek and Winnebago reservations in South Dakota 
between February 27, 1885, and April 17, 1885—to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 7217) 
to amend ‘‘Anact forthe erection of an appraiser’s warehouse in the city 
of New York, and for other p to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Commerce, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 10065) constituting Irondequoit Bay, New 
York, a navigable water of the United States for certain purposes—to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 5203) for the relief of Mary A. 
Lewis—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LANSING, from the Committee on Military Affairs, rted 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 7119) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to loan certain cannon to the Saratoga Monument 
Association—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, favorably the bill 
of the Senate (S. 1193) for the relief of the heir or heirs of John How- 
ard Payne —to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, from the Committee on Agriculture, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 283) defining lard;“ 
also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, impor- 
tation, and exportation of compound lard, submitted his views in writ- 
ing thereon; which were ordered to be printed as part 3 of Report No. 
97 


0. 

Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported ſavor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 5896) granting a pension to James A. 
Mitchell—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the bill 
of the House (H. R. 8059) granting a pension to Mrs. Emma A. Stof- 
ford—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10251) ing an ap- 

ropriation to defray the expenses of decorating the public building in 
Boston, Mass., on the occasion of the encampment of the Grand Army 
of the Republic in that city—to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported with 
amendment the following bills; which were severally referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 5297) for the relief of Barker, Williams, and others; 
and 

A bill (S. 309) for the relief of Thomas Chambers. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 
reported favorably the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 163) rel- 
ative to the laying of the corner-stone of the Congressional Library 
ne a the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 10083) for the relief of George Murry; 

A bill (S. 2200) for the relief of Mary E. Johnson; 

A bill (S. 2240) granting a pension to Ruth W. Keene II 

A bill (S. 2411) granting a pension to Eugenia B. Tabler; and 

A bill 8 3366) granting a pension to Sarah J. Alexander. 

Mr. BELKNAP also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported with amendment the following bills of the House; which were 
severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. pon granting a pension to Fletcher Galloway; and 
—— bill (H. R. 9897) granting an increase of pension to William B. Me- 


ry. 
Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 


favorably the follo bills; which were severally referred to the Com- 
l (K. E. sand pet Cannon, da 

R granting a pension to Mary m, daughter 
of James Cannon, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-fifth 
Regiment New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 8856) for the relief of James A. Hull; 

A bill (H. R. 9716) granting a pension to jens Grace; and 

A bill (S. 2832) for the relief of Jesse H. Strickland. 

Mr. LAWS, from the Committee on Invalid eee, reported fa- 
vorably the following bills; which were severally refi to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House: 

A bill (S. 353) granting a pension to Mrs, A. J. Horton; 

A bill (S. 2420) granting a pension to Jane Wood, widow of Clay- 
borne Wood, late of Company C, Thirty-third Ohio Infantry Volunteers; 


and 

A bill (S. 1608) granting a pension to Sallie E. Richards, 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3177) granting a pension to Ursula 
Lucretia Haight—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. snail i of cid 3 from = Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, re favorably the following bills; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: s 

A bill (H. R. 10122) granting a pension to Mary L. Radford, widow 
of William Radford, late rear-admiral, United States Navy; 

A bill . R. 9772) for the relief of Margaret Malloy; and 

A bill (S. 314) for the relief of Mary B. Le Roy. 

Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the following bills of the House; which were severally referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 7375) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan A. Dean; 

A bill (H. R. 2008} granting a pension to William Stover; and 

A bill (H. R. 2002) granting a pension to John C. Morrison. 

Mr. FLICK also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 4825) granting a pension 
to Arthur Connery—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the following bills of the House; which were severally 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 3070) granting a pension to Clara Fowler; and 

A bill (H. R. 8923) increasing the pension of James M. Monroe. 

Mr. WICKHAM, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8205) to amend section 22 of 
= net to regulate commerce, as approved March 2, 1889 to the House 

endar. 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1160) for the relief of George W. Quintard and 
George E. Weed, assignees of John Roach, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 11) to authorize the 
appointment of a sanitary engineer in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, from the Committee on Claims, rted 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 134) for the relief of Rear-Admiral 
Carter—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. DUNPHY, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (S. 829) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to adjust and settle the account of James M. Wilbur with the United 
States, and to pay said Wilbur such sum of money as he may be justly 
and equitably entitled to—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. TARSNEY, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (S. 316) for the relief of the l representatives 
of George McDougall, deceased—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 504) for the relief of set- 
tlers on the public lands—to the House Calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were intro- 
duced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. EWART: A bill (H. R. 10434) empowering the Government 
to make loans on real estate and securing the same by mortgage lien— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H. R. 10435) subjecting oleomargarine to 
the provisions of the laws of the several States—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 10436) in regard to collisions at 
sea—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: A bill (H. R. 10437) to authorize the New 
Orleans Terminal Railway and Bridge Company to construct, operate, 
and maintain a bridge, and all the necessary a) es thereto, over 
the Mississippi River from or near the lower limits of the city of New 
Orleans, State of Louisiana, on the left bank of the Mississippi River, 
to the opposite bank in said State—to the Committee on Commerce. 


~ 
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tions for 


By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 10438) to adopt 
t Marine 


preventing collisions at sea—to the Committee on Merc 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. OWEN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 10439) to establish a grad- 
uated income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 10440) to increase the pensions of 
those who have lost a limb, two limbs, or both eyes, and for other pur- 

—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 10441) to provide for surveys to 
encourage the construction of a continental railway to connect Amer- 
ican nations—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 10442) to provide for the erection of a 
ublic building in the city of Ithaca, N. Y.—to the Committee on Pub- 
ic Buildings and Grounds. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were made: 

A bill (H. R. 9230) to pay John Pope Hodnett for services rendered 
as counsel to the Government in the investigation into affairs of the 
District of Columbia, acting as such counsel by order of a resolution of 
the House of Representatives; also for acting as counsel for the work- 
ingmen of the District of Columbia for fifteen years last past—Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. \ 

A bill (H. R. pote to provide for the disbursement of money appro- 
priated by the acts of 1874 and 1878 making appropriation for the pay- 
ment of workingmen who worked on public improvements under the 
late board of public works of the District of Columbia--Committee on 
the District of Columbia discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. ö 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and a joint resolution 
of the following titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BELDEN: A bill (H. R. 10443) for the removal the of charge 
of desertion from Frank A. R. Gray—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 


By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 10444) granting a pension to Lafayette 
F, Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 10445) to increase the pension of 
Evelyn W. Miles—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 10446) for the relief of Nathan 
Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLEMAN: A bill (H. R. 10447) granting a pension to 
Michael Feeney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

a bill (10448) granting a pension to L. B. Wakeman—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 10449) for the relief of W. P. Jones, 
surviving partner of Jones & Chesnutt, of Loudon County, Tennessee— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10450) for the relief of John Roberts, late of Com- 
pany D,Seventh Regiment Tennessee Mounted Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EWART: A bill (H. R. 10451) for the relief of John C. Bar- 
rett—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 10452) for the relief of 
William E. Osborn—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10453) to grant a pension to William E. Osborne 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McADOO: A bill (H. R. 10454) granting a pension to Ellen 
M. McClellan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 10455) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to G. R. Kellams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10456) granting a pension to Alexander Moore— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10457) increasing the pension to Presly Hale—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10458) granting a pension to Thomas J. Reed—to 
the Committee on ule Pensions. ) 

By Mr. RAINES: A bill (H. R. 10459 ting a pension to Bets 
ck the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ps d 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10460) granting a pension to Jane D. Country- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10461) granting a pension to Eliza Preston—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10462) granting a pension to Sarah E. Wright— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 10463) for the relief of Charles 
Banks—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 10464) increasing the pension of 
George J. Bond—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 10465) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet Durand, hospital nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. 
L. Hinds—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10467) granting a pension to Nathaniel Irwin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 10468) granting a pen- 
sion to Eleanor A. Fitz G —to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10469) for the relief of 
W. B. Jones—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10470) granting a pension to Cyrus Malvin—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10471) granting a pension to Winford B. Payne— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 10472) for the relief 
of Luis Freire, of Seville, Spain—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 10473) granting a pension to Abram 
F. Hazel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 10474) granting a 
pension to J. H. Branson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WILKINSON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 166) authorizing 
Ensign J. B. Bernardon, United States Navy, to accept two vases pre- 
sented to him by the Government of Japan—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 4 of Rule XXII, the follo petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: : 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of A. Harris, a soldier in Black Hawk war, 
for pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BLOUNT: Petition from Baldwin County, Georgia, in favor 
of Senate bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition from Pike County, Georgia, in favor of Senate bill 
2716—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Petition of Frank B. Bridges and 136 others, 
of Fulton County, Ohio, in favor of the Sunday-rest law—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas: Petition of 23 citizens of 
Lincoln County, Arkansas, in favor of deep-water harbor at Galves- 
ton, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Abraham Flener, of Monroe County, Arkansas, 
praying that his claim for stores and supplies furnished the United 
States during the late civil war be referred to the Court of Claims under 
the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUNN: Petition of Johnston County (North Carolina) Farm- 
ers’ Alliance, asking for appropriation to clean out Neuse River, Black 
Creek, Swift Creek, Middle Creek, and Mill Creek—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of same Alliance, for passage of Senate bill 2806—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of A. W. Bridges and 17 others, from North County, 
North Carolina, ing for the passage of House bill 2716—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of W. H. Copeland and 19 others, from Orange County, 
sont Carolina, for same purpose—to the Committee on Rivers an 

arbors. ` 

Also, petition of L. D. Rockley and 33 others, from Nash County, 
North Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. G. Cheek and 12 others, from Chatham County, 
North Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of Na- 
than Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COWLES: Petitionof W. C. Causler and others, asking pas- 
sage of Senate bill 2716 (Galveston Harbor)—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of F. T. Patterson and 15 others, from Cleveland 
County, North Carolina, for passage of House bill 7162—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of H. C. Causler and 22 others, from Gaston County, 
ae Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

Also, petition of H. B. Mull and 10 others, from Cleveland County, 
North Carolina, for passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Peter W. Hanns and 10 others, from the same 
county, for the same purpose—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. CRISP: Petition of F. A. Park, L. G. Causey, and other 
citizens of Macon County, Georgia, asking for passage of bill providing 
for deep water at Galveston Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers an 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of W. J. Dufree, R. H. Hutchinson, and other citizens 
of Irwin County, Georgia, urging the passage of the same measure— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, : 

Also, petition of T. H. Kimbrough, master of Georgia State Grange, 

ting the present tax on cotton packed in bales—to the Commit- 


respec 
10466) for the relief of Henry C. Hooker and Henry | tee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. DAVIDSON: Petition of citizens of La Fayette County, 
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Florida, asking the of House bill 7162 or Senate bill 2806—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of D. A. McDougald and 65 others, citizens of Gadsden 
County, Florida, asking the passage of House bill 7162—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. : z 

By Mr. DE HAVEN: Petition of citizens of California, asking for 
amendment of the national-banking laws and for the perpetuation of 
the national-banking system—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


rency. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Memorial of Camberland (Me.) Association of 
Con tional Ministers, for legislation to avoid evil consequences of 
original-package decision of United States Supreme Court—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Petition of 100 citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., 
asking the passage of House bill 3863—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Proofs to accompany bill for the relief of William 
Eastin—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, proofs to be filed with bill for reliefof John W. McClanahan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of W. F. McKnight and 36 others, citi- 
zens of Madison County, Tennessee, in favor of appropriation for a 
deep-water harbor port at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of R. F. Atkins and 83 others, of McNairy County, 
Tennessee, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of C. F. Henley and 45 others, of Mon- 
roe County, Tennessee, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of T. C. Lewis and 35 others, citizens of Hamilton 
County, Tennessee, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 80 citizens of Chattanooga, Tenn., asking legisla- 
tion for the perpetuation of the national-banking system—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of H. J. Adams and 24 others, of Hamilton County, 
Tennessee, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EWART: Petition of M. D. Wilsonand 42 others, of Mitchell 
County, North Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of S. W. Merrill and 15 others, of Transylvania County, 
North Carolina, for the same measure to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of W. C. Pendergrass and 28 others, of McDowell 
County, North Carolina, for the same measure—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of H. C. Jordan and 16 others, of Henderson County, 
North Carolina, for the same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of H. G. Hufistutter and 32 others, of 
Blount County, Alabama, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. A. Litts and 49 others, of Cherokee County, 
Alabama, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of divers members of churches, for 
additional legislation to prevent the sale of impure literature—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of Rey. William Addy and others, ministers, college 

fessors, and menand women of Marietta, Ohio, upon the same sub- 
ject—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of the employés of the knitting mills at 
Anba and Letterly streets, Philadelphia, in favor of the passage of the 
McKinley tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of James Connor and 35 others, citizens 
of Clark County, Wisconsin, in favor of the Sunday-rest bill—to the 
Committee on Labor. - 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of N. R. Parkins and 9 other citizens 
of pon Yam Hill, Oregon, in favor of pure lard—to the Committee on 

culture. 

Also, petition of W. F. Johnson and 14 others, citizens of Sherman 
County, Oregon, in favor of pure lard—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. 


By Mr. HILL: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union and other organizations in Illinois, containing 223 individual 
e praying for a national Sunday-rest law—to the Committee 
on by 


By Mr. KENNEDY: Petition of 132 citizens of Ohio, favoring bill 
for Sunday rest—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Linn County, Iowa, 
in favor of the passage of Senate bill 2716 for deep-water harbor at Gal- 
veston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

5 Also, petition of Aaron Shaw, for pension —to Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 


By Mr, KERR, of Pennsylvania: Petition of officers and members of 
a grange in Clarion County, Pennsylvania, Samantha Kelly, secretary, 
asking for free coinage of silver and other legislation—to the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. LEE: Petition of John W. Jones, for reference of his claim 
to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCCORMICK: Petitionof Nehemiah Ordway, for allowance 
of payment of accounts—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MANSUR: Petition of J. B. Spitler and 14 others, citizens 
of Carroll County, Missouri, for a harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: Petition of J. W. Busick and 78 others, 
citizens of Wabash, Ind., for the perpetuation of the national-bank- 
ing system—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MILLS: Petition of C. N. Fokes and 43 others, of Milam 
County, Texas, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of A. H. Kerr and 102 others, of Milam County, 
Texas, asking passage of House bill, 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. : 

Also, petition of S. B. Kemp, and 122 others, of Milam County, 
Texas, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

Also, petition J. M. Alexander and 52 others, of Milam County, 
Texas, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of members of the faculty of the Uni- 
versity of California, for an international copyright law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of other members of the same faculty, for the same 
purpose—to the Committee orf the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of Henry H. Chapman and 20 others, 
of Spink County, South Dakota, asking the passage of House bill 7162— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of T. W. Schulze and 55 others, of McCook County, 
South Dakota, asking the passage of House bill 7162—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of B. H. Ochsner and 53 others, of Brülé County, 
South Dakota, asking the passage of House bill 7162—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. POST: Petition of Babcock & Pierpont, of Galesburgh, 
III., relating to the tariff on guns—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance, in relation to cer- 
tain legislation—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Py Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of Leonard & Co., of Elkhart, Ind., 
against the proposed duty on silver-lead ore—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of the Society of Indiana Florists, against certain clauses 
in the McKinley bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, protest of Stevenson & Son, hardware men, of Bourbon, Ind., 
against cutlery clause of the McKinley tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. . 

Also, poe of the Goshen (Ind.) Milling Company, against the But- 
terworth bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of H. C. Milin, of Morrow, Ind., against certain clauses ~ 
in the McKinley tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a protest of the National Vinegar-Makers’ Association, against 
the vinegar clause in the McKinley tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, affidavit of W. L. Owens in case of W. H. Fritz, for relief from 
the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, petition of the Coquillard Wagon Works, of South Bend; Ind., 
against the proposed duty on silver-lead ore—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. ' 

By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: Petition of citizens of Georgia, in 
favor of House bill 2716 (Galveston Harbor)—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, petition of citizens of Georgia who oppose the Conger lard bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Mr. Sankford and 49 others, of De Kalb County, 
Georgia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Protest of A. M. Morrison, of Mapleton, Iowa, 
against avy increase of duty on breech-loading guns—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. i 

Also, a protest from the same person, against any increase of duty on 
cutlery—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: Petition of J. J. Spearman 
and 122 others, citizens and firms, of Mercer County, Pennsylvania, 
asking for the perpetuation of the national-banking system—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of 169 residents, employés in Globe Mill, 
of Cohoes, N. Y., favoring passage of tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Petition of Milwaukee Postal Clerks’ As- 
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sociation, for passage of eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. aki 

Also, petition of operatives in the mills of the Kalamazoo Knitting 
Company, of Milwaukee, urging the speedy enactment of the pending 
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: Petition of James W. Poland 
and 31 others, Farmers’ Alliance No. 30, Hampshire County, West 
Virginia, for appropriation for Galveston Harbor—to the Committee 
on Rivers and ‘bors. 

Also, petition of J. H. Daugherty and 21 others, of Pendleton 
County, West Virginia, for the same purpose—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference was 
made: 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of J. R. D. Jordan, guardian of minor 
children of Claiborn De Louch—Committee on War Claims discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims, 


, 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, May 24, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CREDENTIALS, 


Mr. BLACKBURN presented the credentials of JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
chosen by the Legislature of Kentucky a Senator from that State to 
fill the vacancy occasioned by the death of James B, Beck, in the 
term ending March 4, 1895; which were read, and ordered to be filed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of J. W. Stockley 
and other citizens of Texas, praying for the immediate passage of the 
McKinley tariff bill; which was referred tothe Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented resolutions of Myers Post, No. 39, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Greenfield, Iowa, in favor of the pas- 
sage of the dependent pension bill and the per diem service-pension 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of a mass-meeting of citizens of Elm 
Grove Township, Louisa County, Iowa; a petition of a mass-meeting of 
citizens of Tabor, Fremont County, Iowa; a petition of a mass-meeting 
of citizens of Des Moines, Iowa; and a petition of a mass-meeting of 
citizens of Colfax, Jasper County, Iowa, praying for the passage of a 
law prohibiting the importation of intoxicating liquors into a State in 
contravention of the laws thereof; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr, CAMERON presented a petition of 40 honorably discharged ex- 
Union soldiers, of Newville, Pa., praying for the passage of Senate bill 
3522, in relation to pensions; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presenteda memorial of Encampment No, 1, Union Veterans’ 
Legion, of Pittsburgh, Pa., remonstrating against the enactment of Sen- 
ate bill 389, in relation to service pensions, in its amended form, and 
praying for the passage of the per diem pension bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Grange No. 3, Patrons of Husbandry, 
of Lancaster County, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for an im- 
position of certain rates of duty on imported agricultural products; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Club, of Philadel- 

hia, Pa., praying for the early enactment and operation of the pend- 

tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

e also presented a petition of Grange No, 3, Patrons of Husbandry, 
of Lancaster County, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
free coinage of silver under certain restrictions; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 33 citizens of Crawford County, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the free coinage of silver; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr, SHERMAN presented the petition of C. S. Burnet and others, 
citizens of Hartford, Ohio, a petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Brookfield, Ohio, and the petition of Disciple Church (50 members) 
of Vienna, Ohio, praying for the passage of laws to prevent the carry- 
ing through the mails of obscene literature; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, presented the petition of R. E. Thomp- 
son, professor of political economy in the University of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the at the present session of Congress of the ‘‘ ton- 
nage bill,“ being House bill No. 4663, as amended by the House of Rep- 
resentatives Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, entitled 
„A bill to place the American merchant marine engaged in the foreign 
trade upon an equality with that of other nations; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 


Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of the mayor and council of the 
city of Albany, Oregon, praying Congress to authorize the city to erect 
a free wagon-road and foot-bridge across the Willamette River adjacent 
to that city; which was refi to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COKE presented a memorial of the Sugar Planters’ Association 
of Texas, remonstrating against the proposed reduction of the duty on 
sugar; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

. BLAIR presented a petition of members of the Central Presby- 
terian Church, Washington, D. C., representing a congregation of 500, 
and the members of the Fifth Congregational Church, 500 members, of 
Washington, D. C., praying for the cer of a Sunday- rest law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a petition of 94 citizens of the United States, 
residing in Iowa, who, as they state, ‘‘ being profoundly concerned for 
the passage of the Blair educational bill, do you to reconsider 
said bill and enact it into law.’’ I move that the petition lie on the 
table, 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PIERCE presented a petition of citizens of Pembina, N. Dak., 
praying for the passage of a bill making it unlawful to transport liquor 
from any State or Territory of the United States into any other State 
or Territory contrary to the laws thereof; which was ordered to lie on 


the table. 
Mr. VEST presented a resolution of Limestone Union, No. 2200, 
Farmers and rers’ Union, Johnson County, Missouri, in favor of 


the Stanford land-mortgage bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. à 

He also presented a resolution of the Paint, Oil, and Varnish Club 
of Kansas City, Mo., favoring the passage of the Torrey bankrapt bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judi 3 

Mr. CALL. I present the petition of William Loper, county 
judge of Lee County, Florida, and other citizens of Florida, which 
states that the work upon the improvement of the harbor and channel 
at Charlotte Harbor, Caloosahatchee River, Florida, is gbout com- 
pleted and is needing only the sum of $3,500 to complete it. e pe- 
tition states that the removal of the dredges and the machinery now 
there would be made at very great cost to the Government, and that 
this small sum of money will complete the work. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 407) to authorize the 
acquisition of certain parcels of real estate embraced in square 323, of 
the city of Washington, to provide an eligible site for a city post-office, 
reported it with amendments, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1567) to provide for the purchase of a site on which to erect a building 
for the use of the Post-Office Department and the United States post- 
office at Washington, D. C., rted it without amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2396) to regulate the practice of medi- 
cine in the District of Columbia, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3245) for the regulation of the practice of dentistry in the District 
of Columbia and for the protection of the people from empiricism in 
relation thereto, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3442) to amend an act entitled An act to revive, with amend- 
ments, an act to incorporate the Medical of the District of Co- 
lumbia,’’ approved July 7, 1838, reported adversely thereon; and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensio 
ferred the following bills, reported them sev 
ment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6097) granting a pension to James Goff, of Tennessee; 

A bill (H. R. 6721) granting a pension to August Seiter; and 

A bill (H. R. 7857) granting a pension to Mary P. Thompson. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 9782) granting a pension to Elijah Kilday, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committeeon Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3780) to give consent of Congress to the construction of a 
bridge over the Duck River, in Humphreys County, Tennessee, reported 
it with amendments, 


to whom were re- 
y without amend- 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3928) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Washington T. Otey; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the are papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 3929) authorizing the city of Al- 


bany, in the county of Linn, State of Oregon, to construct a bridge 
across the Willamette River, in said State; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. PIERCE introduced a bill (S. 3930) to establish 2 of en 
at a point on the north boundary- line of the State of North 


try 
Dakota; 


/ 
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which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. POWER introduced a bill (S. 3931) to grant the buildings and sec- 
tion 15 and fraction of section 10 of the Fort Ellis Military reservation 
to the State of Montana for the use of the militia of the State, and to 
provide for the disposal of the remaining portion of said reservation; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. ; 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 3932) to prohibit the allowing 
of attorneys’ fees in cases of foreclosures of mortgages in courts of the 
United States when it is forbidden by State laws in the courts of the 
State; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 3933) for the relief of Eliza E. 
Phillips, Chesta M. Phillips, Charlean Phillips, and Nora Phillips, of 
the city of New Orleans, La., and Robert L. Phillips, of the town 
of Washington, Ark.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WI N, of Maryland (by request), introduced a bill (S. 3934) 
for the relief of the officers and crews of the United States gunboats 
Kineo and Chocura; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIS. Isend to the desk an amendment to be proposed to 
the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on im- 
rts, and for other purposes, The ey ane of the amendment is to put 
inding-twine upon the free-list, and I desire to give notice that at some 
time during the progress of the bill I intend to submit some remarks 
upon the tax in its present form and in the proposed modified form, 
which is considered by the farmers of the Northwest as oppressive, ex- 
acting, and extortionate. 

I move that the proposed amendment be referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. — 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 3616) ſor the relief of H. C. Stanton, of Rose- 
burgh, Oregon, administrator of the estate of James Sinclair and his 
widow, Mary Sinclair, and for the relief of Erastus S. Joslyn, of Colo- 
rado Springs, in the State of Colorado; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The bill (S. 1042) to establish a United States 
land court and to provide for the settlement of private land claims in 
certain States and Territories has been reported from the Committee 
on Private Land Claims and is on the Calendar. I give notice of an 
amendment which I propose to offer to that bill, and ask thatitbe printed, 
so that it may come up for consideration when the bill is reached. 

The DEN The amendment will be printed and lie 
on the table. 


AFFAIR AT CEDAR KEYS, FLA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a reso- 
Iution coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 
eri resolution submi yesterday by Mr. CALL was read, as fol- 
WS: 


Be it resolved by the Senate, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested 
to communicate to the Senate such information as may be in the possession of 
the executive department relating to the land of an armed force from the 
United States revenue-cutter McLane at Cedar Keys, Fla., and the entry of the 
homes of citizens by force, and their pursuit of citizens of the United States in 
the surrounding country, and the authority under which the commanding ofi- 
cer of the cutter acted. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That resolution went over at the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], who is necessarily 
detained from the Chamber this morning. I suggest that it be passed 
over until he shall arrive. 

Mr. CALL. I have no objection to the resolution going over, but it 
is nothing more than a resolution of inquiry. It does not state any 
fact, but only asks for the information which may be in the possession 
of the executive department with reference to a statement contained in 
the newspapers. The only object of the resolution is to ascertain what 
is the real state of facts in regard to the matter. 

Mr. HALE. It seems to me that it refers to a statement of rather 
remarkable facts. I suggest to the Senator that he insert the word 
alleged. 

Mr. CALL. L have not the slightest objection to that. s 

Mr. HALE. That does not then in any way commit the Senate to 
the recitation of alleged facts. 

Mr. CALL. I will state that I did not regard the resolution as stat- 
ing any fact, but I will accept the phraseology suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Maine, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I suggest that in the absence of the Senator 
from Vermont the resolution ought to go over. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, I think it ought to go over in the absence of the 
Senator from Vermont. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be laid aside tempo- 
rarily, if there be no objection. 


IMPORTED LIQUORS—STATE LAWS. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Iask the Senator from Maine to yield to 
me for a moment that I may make a request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no further morning business, 
that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 
Does the Senator from Maine yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. HALE. I yield for a moment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 1 find that it will be necessary for me, in 
the course of next week, the latter part of the week, to leave the city 
for an absence of two or three weeks. I very much desire to have Sen- 
ate bill 398 disposed of before I leave. I therefore ask the unanimous 
consent of the Senate that on Tuesday morning next, after the routine 
business, the silver bill may be laid aside temporarily and the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 398, that it will proceed with 
that consideration unto the termination, and that a vote shall be taken 
m a o'clock on Tuesday afternoon, or earlier, should debate close on the 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the bill (S. 398) subjecting imported liquors to the pro- 
visions of the laws of the several States be taken up for consideration 
after the routine morning business is closed on Tuesday and that a 
vote shall be taken on the bill at 5 o’clock on that day. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. STEWART. I object. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, I think the Senator from Nevada will hardly 
insist upon that objection under the circumstances, It will be neces- 
sary for me to leave the city, as I have stated. 

Mr. STEWART. It will probably take a very long time to dispose 
of that bill. We have given way a great deal of time for it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. A part of my proposition is that the vote 
shall be taken at 5 o’clock on Tuesday, or earlier, in the event that the 
debate shall have closed. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. At the request of Senators about me 
I withdraw my objection. y 

Mr. BUTLER. I for one have not the slightest objection to taking 
the bill up on Tuesday after the routine morning business, but I can 
not consent that a vote shall be taken at 5 o’clock, for it may lead toa 
discussion which would extend the time entirely beyond that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the vote be taken during the day before ad- 
journment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I will say before the adjournment on 
Tuesday.“ 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not prepared to agree to a time at which the 
vote shall be taken. 

Mr. STEWART. Why can we not go on with the bill now and dis- 
pose of it before 2 o’clock? 

Mr. BUTLER. I can scareely hear myself talk, there is so much 
noise in the Chamber. What time does the Senator from Iowa desire 
to leave the city? I did not catch the remark he made. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. My intention is to leave the city on the Ist 
of June, and I do not desire to have the bill drift along with the proba- 
bility of its going over and not being disposed of before I leave. If 
Senators insist upon it, notwithstanding the circumstances which seem 
to demand my absence, I will stay here until it is disposed of, if it is 
until the close of this session of Congress. I have simply asked an ac- 
commodation in that respect. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam entirely prepared, so far as I am concerned, to 
oblige the Senator. I have not the slightest objection to taking up the 
bill on Tuesday morning, but beyond that I am not prepared to go. If 
we could finish it by 5 o’clock on that day nobody would rejoice at it 
more than myself, but it is possible that the debate may be continued 
beyond that point. Therefore, I think the Senator would accomplish 
his purpose by simply asking the Senate to agree to take up the bill 
on Tuesday morning and debate it until it is concluded. To that I 
have no objection. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The difficulty in that is that there 
will be objection made to the continued consideration, provided it is 
not limited within the time I have named. 

Mr. BUTLER. I scarcely think any objection will be made. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. From my knowledge of the purpose of 
Senators, I do not believe that the debate will consume more than the 
time I have indicated. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I suggest to the Senator to leave that matter 
in abeyance. We can determine that better after the debate begins, 
I suggest to the Senator. I am entirely willing, as far as I am con- 
cerned, to oblige him, but I am not prepared to consent to an hour for 
a vote being fixed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Unless I can 


t some such agreement as 
I have I may find myself on 


ednesday morning in the 


same position that I am now—— 
Mr. BUTLER. I think not, sir. 
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Because the silver bill will be the order for 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 
Wednesday morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Does the Senator from Iowa modify his 
request ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. No, sir, I will not modify it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made 
by the Senator from Iowa? ~ pi ; 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall have to object to naming the hour upon 
which the vote shall be taken. I do not object to taking up the bill 
on Tuesday morning. è 

Mr. ALLISON. Why isit not possible for the Senator from South 
Carolina and my colleague to agree that the bill shall be taken up Tues- 
day morning and that it shall be proceeded with until disposed of, and 
then take up the silver bill ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I would be entirely content to do that, but 
the Senator from Nevada objects. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have not the slightest objection to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. It can not take more than one day. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not wish to press the silver bill against the 
wishes of the Senate, but if we continually lay it aside and take up 
outside questions that will lead to debate, it is contrary to the under- 
standing we started with. It looks like trifling with a very important 
question to lay it aside from time to time as though it did not amount 
to anything. I do not think that the country is suffering as much for 
the legislation the Senator from Iowa is interested in as it is for more 
money. I think thatis the difficulty. I think the people of Iowa 
could get along better if they had some money to pay their debts. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The Senator can have opinion about 
the people of Iowa. They are prepared to pay their debts and I think 
are in quite as good condition in every respect as the people of the State 
of Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. I interpose no objection. 


see. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. BUTLER. That the bill be taken up on Tuesday morning next 
and considered until- disposed of. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I have no objection to that modification. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Iowa that the bill be taken up on Tuesday morning 
next and its consideration continued until the bill is disposed of? The 
Chair hears none. It is so understood. ` 


TREASURY NOTES ON DEPOSITS OF SILVER BULLION. 


Mr. STEWART. I should like right in this connection, so that I 
shall not interfere with any pamona particular scheme when it comes, 
to state that hereafter I shall object to anything but appropriation bills 
until the silver bill is voted on. So everybody has notice now, and I 
will not again be placed in the position I am in this morning. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the naval appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the naval appropriation bill be inform- 
ally laid aside and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
Calendarunder Rule VIII. This day has been set apart for that business. 
There are many measures on the Calendar which ought to be consid- 


The people of Iowa will 


ered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the motion made by 
the Senator from South Carolina that the naval appropriation bill be 
informally laid aside and that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the first bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. I can not consent to that. It is the conceded, unwrit- 
ten law of the Senate that appropriation bills shall have the right of 
way. I have delayed asking for the consideration of this bill for sev- 
eral days. We are now in the midst of the bill, in the midst of debate 
on pending propositions, and can easily dispose of the bill to-day. It 
is very clear to me that in the general order of business of the Senate 
nothing can be so well done as to continue with the consideration of 
appropriation bills when they are up. Therefore, I must insist upon 
my motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. Of course I understand thoroughly well that the ap- 
88 bills have the right of way; I have no doubt about that; 

ut I had hoped that the Senator from Maine would recognize the im- 
portance of proceeding with the consideration of bills on the Calendar 
and allow the pending appropriation bill to be informally laid aside for 
the time being. 

Mr. HALE. There are several bills on the Calendar that I am very 
much interested in myself, that might be reached to-day. Still Iam 
clear that it is my duty to press the consideration of the naval appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well. 

Mr. HALE. My motion is in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The motion has been agreed to, and the 


naval appropriation bill is already before the Senate. The Senator 
from South Carolina moves that it be laid aside and that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the first bill on the Calendar. 

r Mr. HALE. I did not understand that the Senator made that mo- 


tion. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did make that motion, but of course if the Senate 
is not inclined to second it I do not care any more about it than any- 
body else. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Carolina 
withdraw the motion? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I will renew the motion if the Senator 
from South Carolina withdraws it, for the reason that the understand- 
ing has been in the Senate here for weeks that the morning hour would 
be given up every day to the unfinished business and that Saturday 
would be devoted to the Calendar; and I do not think the Senate ought 
to violate the understanding. 

Mr. HALE. The understanding about the order of business for the 
entire week, including Saturday for the Calendar, has been subject to 
the right of way of appropriation bills. 

Mr. ALLISON. Always. 

Mr. HALE. They are always in order. There never has been but 
one understanding about that, so far as I have heard, on the part of 
any Senator, that appropriation bills have the right of way any day in 
the week. When there was a common understanding that the 
morning hour should not be devoted to the Calendar, but should be 
given to the regular unfinished business, and that Saturday should be 
given instead of the morning hour to the Calendar, that order was made 
subject to appropriation bills. I have never heard before of any one 
raising the question that an appropriation bill when ready should not 
be considered, and all the more in this case because the Senate has al- 
ready spent nearly two days — the naval appropriation bill, is in 
the midst of important amendments, and may now easily dispose of 
the bill to-day. Therefore, I appeal to Senators to carry out what is 
the general understanding and has been the unbroken rule of the Sen- 


ate. 
Mr. HARRIS. I rose simply for the purpose of saying that I hope 
our friends upon this side, indeed, upon both sides of the Chamber, will 
not consume any time in motions or in insisting upon proceeding to the 
Calendar to the exclusion of the consideration of the appropriation bill. 
The motion suggested would not bein order. You can not displace 
the unfinished business by a motion to proceed to the Calendar under 
Rule VIII. It would be in order to move to proceed to the considera- 
tion of any given bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That was the motion, the Chair under- 
stood, made by the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understood the motion to be to to the con- 
sideration of cases on the Calendar under Rule VI 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator to 
modify his motion in that 

Mr. BUTLER. That was the motion I made originally, but I in- 
tended to move to proceed to the consideration of the first bill on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope we shall without further consumption of time 
proceed with the consideration of the appropriation bill and get that 
out of the way as soon as A Sextet and then go to the Calendar. Iam 
quite as anxious as any other Senator to go to the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas with- 
draw his motion? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Yes, sir; I withdraw it, but as I have 
been waiting for some days, in view of the fact that the morning hour 
has been consumed with regular business all the time during the week 
and nothing on the Calendar has been considered at all, I was going to 
ask, after withdrawing the motion and after the naval appropriation 
bill is taken up, if the Senator from Maine would yield to me, to call 
up House bill 3934 for consideration, a bill that I think ought to have 
been di of by the Senate some time since. I withdraw any ob- 
jection to taking up the naval ap riation bill if the Senator will 
agree to allow me to call up this bi 

Mr. HALE, Is that a bill which will cause any debate? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; I object to it. - 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Nevada objects to that. I will say, 
Mr. President, that I realize the desire of Senators to go on with dif- 
ferent matters upon the Calendar, and I will promise in the consid- 
eration of the naval appropriation bill to take up as little time myself 
as any member who has an interest in the bill, and I hope to get through 
with it very shortly. I may say that I had pre to address the 
Senate somewhat at length upon a very important measure in the bill, 
but I am entirely content to forego that and with the consid- 
eration of the bill and try to get it out of the way without long debate, 
I hope other Senators will be equally moderate in addressing the Sen- 
pais . 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I have no disposition to cut off the Sen- 
ator from Maine; I would be glad to hear whatever remarks he has to 
make; but in asking permission to call up the bill I have just now 
mentioned, I am not willing to be cut off by a single objection. I 
should like to have the sense of the Senate as to whether it will pro- 
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ceed to the consideration of this case, if the Senator from Maine will 
- yield to me for that motion. 

Mr. HALE. What is the case? I do not mean to be ill-natured or 
obstinate about it, but of course the Senator sees if I yield to him that 
a dozen other Senators will ask me to yield to them. Now, whatis the 
bill? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It is a bill which has been here for some 
time, providing for the ratification of an act authorizing the subscrip- 
tion by the county of Maricopa, Arizona, for certain stock in a railroad, 
and voting bonds for the building of the railroad, reported by the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

Mr. HALE. Iam informed that that bill will give rise to long de- 
bate. Senators about me declare that they wish to address the Senate 
upon it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. What is the bill? 

Mr. HALE. The Maricopa bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ves. 

Mr. COKE, I desire to state to the Senator from Arkansas that the 
Senator from California [Mr. HEARST] is compelled to be absent to-day 
and requested me if this bill came up to ask that it go over until he could 
be here, as he desired to have something to say about it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. We can not hear the Senator from Texas, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. COKE. The Senator from California [Mr. HEARST] desires to 
be here and expects to have something to say upon the bill proposed 
to be brought up by the Senator from Arkansas. He can not be here 
to-day and requested me if the bill should come up or should be reached 
to ask that it go over until he could be here. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I should have made the same request if the 
bill had been reached. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In view of the objection which has been 
made, I will not press the matter further on the Senate now, but I 
shall ask the consideration of the bill by the Senate at an early day. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had the following bills and 
joint resolutions; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 19) to increase the pension of Edward P. Quinn; 

A bill (H. R. 125 for the relief of James A. Murphy; 

A bill (H. R. 1187) granting a pension to George Obergfell; 

A bill (H. R. 1358) to remove the charge of desertion against John 
Milroy and authorizing his honorable discharge; 

A bill (H. R. 1425) granting a pension to Lydia A. Eaton; 

A bill (H. R. 1427) granting a pension to Lucy A. George; 

A bill (H. R. 1593) for the relief of George M. Henry; 

A bill fl. R. 1594) granting a pension to Anson Freeman; 

A bill (H. R. ee granting a pension to Sarah A. Tryon; 

A bill (H. R. 1765) granting a pension to James Butler; 

A bill (H. R. 1°24) granting a pension to Mrs. Christiana Frederika 
Zeutmeyer, of Fairchild, Minn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 2001) to remove the charge of desertion against Gard- 


ner Dodge; 
A bill 5 R. 2110) granting a pension to Braddock F. Stocking; 


A bill (H. R. 2266) granting a pension to William Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. 2418) granting a pension to Jonathan Dean, sr.; 

A bill (H. R. 2424) granting a pension to Mary W. Smalley; 

A bill (H. R. 3484) for the relief of De Witt Eastman; 
he bill (H. R. 3970) granting an increase of pension to William A. 

omas; 

A bill (H. R. 4164) to relieve Joseph S. Hurst from the charge of de- 
sertion; i 

A bill i R. peli for the relief ot Robert McFarland; 

A bill (H. R. 4387) granting a pension to David Keys; 

A bill (H. R. 4474) granting a pension to Nancy Hartley; 

A bill (H. R. 4779) granting a pension to William Reeder; 

A bill (H. R. 4834) granting a pension to William S. Grow; 

A bill (H. R. 5458) granting a pension to Frances Jane McCloud; 


A bill (H. R. —.— granting a pension toFrancis Pearce; 
A bill (H. R. 6032) granting a pension to Mary Welsh; 
A bill (H. R. 62800 granting a pension to O. Herrick Le Fevre; 
A bill (H. R. 6756) granting a pension to Joseph Morris; 
A bill (H. R. €792) granting a pension to Hetta Brainard; 
A bill (H. R. 7 — to increase the pension of Henry L. Potter; 
A bill (H. R. 7397) for the relief of Martha J. Morrison; 
A bill (H. R. 7801 granting a pension to Thompson N. Statham; 
A bill (H. R. 7881) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha E. Grant; 
A bill . R. 8088) granting a pension to Thelbert H. Head; 
85 Lg H. R. 8109) to pension George W. Scott for service in the 
orida war; 
A bill (H. R. 8429) to increase the pension of William P. Squire; 
A bill (H. R. re granting a pension to Mrs. Henrietta M. Gregg; 
A bill (H. R. 8465) to increase the pension of Daniel King; 
A bill (H. R. 8485) granting an increase of pension to Owen C. Pow- 


. 
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bill (H. R. 8560) granting a pension to Mrs, Sallie H. Wilson; 


A bill (H. R. 8926) granting a pension to Mary Ann Griswold; 

A bill (H. R. 9111) granting a pension to Bridget Foley; 

A bill (H. R. 9232) to grant a pension to George E. Taylor; 

Apul (H. R. 9311) granting an increase of pension to Morgan Di- 
mond; 

A bill (H. R. 9359) to increase the pension of B. F. Hilliker; 

A bill (H. R. 9530) granting a pension to Ellen Guffey, a hospital 
nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 9961) granting a pension to Oran M. Collinsworth; 

A bill (H. R. 10074) granting a pension to Wilhelm Griese; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 167) authorizing and directing the pay- 
ment of the salaries of the ofñcers and employés of Congress for the 
month of May, 1890. : 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 404) granting a pension to William Clawson; 

A bill (S. 821) granting a pension to Mary Pollock; 

A bill (S. 1717) granting a pension to Mrs. Harriet Dada Emens, 
formerly Miss Hattie A. Dada; and 

A bill (S. 2144) granting a pension to Edmund T. Spotswood. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 3046) granting a pension to Fanny L. Davis, with an amendment 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concurrent 
resolution requesting the President to return to the House of F 
sentatives the bill (H. R. 380) to amend an act entitled An act to au- 
thorize the Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company to construct 
bridges across the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers,“ approved Jan- 
nary 8, 1889; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House requested the return 
to that body of the bill (H. R. 2007) granting a pension to the widow 
of Adam Shrake. ~ 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concurrent 
resolution authorizing the Clerk of the House, in enrolling House bill 
5618, to change the name of John P. Fletcher where it occurs to John 
B. Fletcher; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 448) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Lynn, in the State of Massachu- 
setts; and 

A bill (H. R. 4863) granting a pension to John Carter. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8909) making appropriations for the naval sery- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other the 
pending question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. WLEY, 
in line 10, on page 27, before the word ‘‘repairing,’’ to strike out the 
words building and;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For improvementof plant at navy-yard, Portsmouth, N. H.: For additional 
tools, other than those heretofore authorized, to further improve the 
condition of the yard for repairing iron and steel ships, $50,000, 

Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, if both amendments shall be re- 
ported, we shall go on with the business, 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 27, it is proposed by the Committee on 
Appropriations to strike out lines 7 to 11 inclusive, as follows: 

For improvement of plant at navy-yard, Portsmouth, N. H.: For additional 
tools, other than those heretofore authorized, required to further improve the 
condition of the yard for building and repairing iron and steel ships, $50,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] moves to strike out the words building and.“ The first 
question is on the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr, President, as the immediate use of the yard is for 
repairing rather than building iron ships, I have no objection to the 
adoption of the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut and hope 
that it may be agreed to. 

The amendment of Mr. HAWLEY was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question now is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations to strike out the par- 
agraph as amended. 

Mr. HALE. What became of the amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘That has been agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Then the question recurs upon the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations to strike out the clause, 
does it not? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It does. Is the Senate ready for the 
question ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It was suggested to me yesterday that I should 
move to insert at theclose of the paragraph, after the words fifty thou- 
sand dollars,“ the words or so much thereof as may be needed. I 
do not think that is necessary at all. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is not necessary. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations to strike ont the clause. 

Mr. BLAIR. That there may be no misunderstanding in the taking 
of the question I wish to say that in my view those in favor of the 
appropriation for the benefit of the yard will vote no.“ That is 
correct, is it not? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is correct. 

Mr. BLAIR. Those in favor of the appropriation will vote against 
the amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s understanding is correct. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask for the yeasand nays upon this amendment. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I contend that this provision mak- 
ing appropriation for additional tools, as now amended, in the Ports- 
mouth navy-yard has not been estimated for by the Department. It 
is a provision that has been inserted in the bill under peculiar circum- 
stances, and which means the reopening of this yard and the reorgan- 
ization of the entire system of construction of this Navy—a most ex- 
traordinary proceeding, I think. The Senator from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock] who addressed the Senate, a member of the majority, was 
quite right in saying that it is a deliberate attempt to go back to the 
old system, and were it not for the political matters connected with it 
nobody would make such a proposition in either branch of OO 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam not satisfied that the vote be taken upon a state- 
ment in regard to this proposition of the kind just made by the Sena- 
tor from Maryland. This measure is recommended by the House of 
Representatives and it is an expenditure in the line of the action of the 
Department continuotsly since, as well as before, 1882. This yard has 
been constantly in use as a place of repair for the Navy while a wooden 
Navy and since it came to be a Navy partially of wood and partially 
of iron. It will be needed for that purpose so long as we have a Navy, 
whether it be of wood or a mixture of wood and iron, or whatever may 
be the Navy of the future, for that Navy must always, if continued, 
have a large number of vessels of wood and of mixed wood and iron; 
and a point for repairs, like that at Portsmouth, will be constantly 
needed for all time. It is nothing new, nothing strange, nothing pe- 
culiar, nothing secret, nothing having a reference to any political or 
other advantage whatever. 

Thereis nothing liar about it. The opposition is peculiar, and 
I denounce the spirit and motive of the opposition to this clause as that 
of the monopolistic contractor influence of the country, which is deter- 
mined to spoil the navy-yards of the country for its own use in order 
that in the future it may bleed the Treasury at its own option in the 
construction of the Navy that is to come. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the vote is taken I desire to say a word, es- 
jally in response to the amiable suggestion of the Senator from New 
mpshire, that the object of this amendment is to place in the hands 

of private contractors our entire new Navy, if we are to have one. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not mean to say that is the object of the amend- 


ment. I say that the spirit of opposition which has been manifested - 


to continuing these yards is carried out by the amendment. It was 
evinced in the remarks of the Senator from Maryland. That Senator 
suggested that this appropriation is being pressed in order that an old, 
abandoned, corruptsystem may be revived and perpetuated in the future. 
What I said was in reply to this suggestion. I did not mean to intimate 
anything as to the motive of the Committee on eee. but to 
say that the inevitable effect of the despoiling or the destruction of the 
navy- yards of the country will be to place the Navy of the ſuture in the 
hands of private individuals who will be able to demand whatever they 
peer from the Treasury in order to pay for their expenditures and 

eep up their establishments. Here are two great rival interests on 
this question, and we are to side with one or the other. The clause 
simply preserves the existing status, which has never been interrupted 
at any time so far as this particular yard is concerned. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Committee on Appropriations 
in recommending the striking out of these two clauses, one ting to 
the Portsmouth and the other relating to the Boston navy-yard, did so 
for the reason that these two clauses constitute propositions to estab- 
lish two new navy-yards for the construction of iron and steel ships, 
That is what they mean and they mean nothing else. Now, there is 
a navy-yard at Portsmouth, there isa navy-yard at Boston, there is a 
navy- yard at Brooklyn, there is one at League Island, and one at Nor- 
folk. There are five great yards within a small radius. It is per- 
fectly manifest, it seems to me, that the Government of the United 
States will not maintain these five navy-yards in close association to 
each other. We have entered upon the construction of iron and steel 
ships. The construction of these ships requires an extensive and ex- 
pensive plant. I submit to Senators that it is not wise on an appro- 
priation bill to commit this Government to the establishment of five 
navy-yards, for the construction of iron and steel ships, in close proxim- 
ity to each other; and that is what is involved in this question. It is 
true the clause has been modified on the motion of the Senator from 
Connecticut, so that at present there is an expenditure only for the re- 
pair of iron and steel ships, 


I submit that it is not wise to make a large expenditure here to pre- 


pare for the repair of these ships when it is manifest that we shall have 


not be disposed 


navy-yards well equipped for the construction and repair of these ships 
at certain points on the Atlantic coast. This is but the beginning of 
a large expenditure at the Portsmouth navy- yard for a new purpose, 


one not contemplated before, not anticipated. It is well known that 
to prepare that yard for the construction of steel ships will cost not 
only $50,000, but more than $1,000,000. The very report upon which 
this clause is based, being the report of the naval constructor, ex- 
pressly asks that $150,000 be appropriated as a beginning for this pur- 
pose. That is the foundation of the proposition here for this appro- 
priation. When that report was sent to the Secretary of the Navy 
it is known from his report that he declined to recommend a single 
dollar for this purpose, and therefore the ordinary estimates of the De- 
partment, upon which we are to act in making appropriations for car- 
rying on the current service, make no mention or suggestion of an ad- 
ditional appropriation for the construction and repair of iron and steel 
vessels at the Portsmouth navy-yard. 

This same naval constructor states in that report that it is necessary 
to make a new dry-dock at the Portsmouth navy-yard for the p 
of constructing and repairing these ships. The old dry-dock that is 
there is not sufficient to take any of the ships that we shall construct 
under our new form of constructing a navy. It is only a suggestion, 
I admit, but he suggested that $550,000 shall be used and utilized for 
the purpose of constructing a new dock at the Portsmouth navy-yard. 

I do not know but that I may be in favor of Portsmouth navy- yard 
as a place where we shall construct these iron and steel ships. I do not 
know but that it has advantages superior to those of the Brooklyn 
nayy-yard or of League Island or of Boston. I do not know how that 
may be; but I submit thatin this indirect way we should not commit 
ourselves now to the establishment of a new plant there for the con- 
struction and repair of iron and steel ships. 

We have expended large sums of money at the Brooklyn navy- 
yard. Iam not sure but that that expenditure should be stopped and 
the Brooklyn navy-yard sold. This isa great question that should 
of in this indirect and necessarily incomplete way. We 
have here these two appropriations which are the initial appropria- 
tions. I speak of them both because I do not wish to commit my- 
self to either of them, and I do not believe that the Senate should be 
committed to the establishment of a plant for the construction of steel 
vessels either at Boston or at Portsmouth until that matter is thor- 
oughly investigated and we have before us the report and the recom- 
mendations of the Secretary of the Navy, who is responsible for this 
work. 

The Senator from New Hampshire says that there are men assem- 
bled at Portsmouth. So there are; but are they mechanics that build 
steelships? They are mechanics that have been engaged in the con- 
struction and repair of wooden vessels, Therefore that is a matter of 
no moment as respects the class of mechanics who will be assembled 
necessarily as workers in iron and steel. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question, either now 
or later on in his remarks, whenever it will be agreeable to him. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall be glad to hear the Senator now. 

Mr. HOAR. Because that Senator’s position as chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations makes his words of great importance to 
the country and to the Senate in regard to this policy, I desire to ask him 
if he thinks that in case ofa great naval warin which this country should 
be engaged there ought not to be north of New York somewhere a yard 
where vessels of iron or steel vessels that were damaged could go in 
and where they could be repaired and equipped. Ido not speak of 
the matter of building, because I understand that is stricken out of this 
amendment, 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, Mr. President, as respects that question, 
which means whether or not there shall be a navy- yard located at some 
point in New England, I am prepared to say that—— 

Mr. HOAR. Capable of doing this thing. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, Iam to say that I would be willing 
to have that done, but I would say also that I am not willing that we 
shall have two great establishments in New England for that purpose, 
nor am I willing at this time to say that Portsmouth should be se- 
lected rather than Boston or that Boston should be selected rather than 
Portsmouth. But I submit to Senators, inasmuch as we do not ex- 
pect to have a very large navy, that it is not wise for this Government 
to equip two great navy-yards, one at Boston and one at Portsmouth, 
and that there is no present necessity for this appropriation a 
repairs at either of these yards, because the amount appropriated here 
will not put either of these yards in a position to make reasonable re- 
pairs to our small iron or steel navy. 

Therefore, Mr. Prasident, until we have a plan, whether it shall in- 
vol ve one or two navy-yards in New England, I object to any appro- 
priation for this purpose. That is my point. I know that there are a 
great number of people who believe that New London is a better place 
for a navy-yard than either Boston or Portsmouth. I am not pre 
to say how that is. But we have made expenditures there also. at 
I think is important is that we shall make no appropriation for this 
purpose until the proper committees of Congress and until the respon- 
sible head of the Department, the Secretary of the Navy, shall ask for 
such appropriations, 
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I think I can say without fear of successful contradiction that there 
is no pressure of any kind from the Navy Department foreither of these 
appropriations. Neither of them is necessary for any present purpose 
of the Navy Department, and therefore Isubmit that they ought not to 
be pressed here, taken in connection with the fact that we should know 
what we are going to do with these navy-yards before we enter upon 
this question. 

For myself, although I have not examined this question with great 
care, I have believed for some years that the best location fora great 
navy-yard upon the Atlantic seaboard is League Island. I think the 
officers who have examined the subject generally believe it, and it may 
be that within a very few years the Brooklyn navy-yard will be sold 
and that our great navy-yard will be at League Island, where we have 
ample provision in every respect for the purpose of establishing a great 
yard for the construction of steel vessels. 

What I object to is that in this indirect and small way we shall in- 
ject appropriation after appropriation which would be wasted in ex- 
penditure for small tools and not utilized at all. So I favor this 
amendment in no spirit of hostility either to the Boston or the Ports- 
mouth navy-yards; but I ask that before we jump into these appropri- 
ations, which are manifestly not needed for any present purpose—they 
are not recommended for any present purpose by the Navy Depart- 
ment—we shall pause and consider. Why should we now run pell- 
mell into an appropriation of $50,000 apiece for those two navy-ya: 
when we know, as well as we know that we are here, that these appro- 
priations will not be pragently utilized for any purpose. Therefore it 
is that the Committee on Appropriations struck out these clauses until 
we shall have some proper information before Congress as respects the 
policy of the Government as to navy-yards. 

The Senator from New Hampshire need not give himself any trouble. 
There is no danger that the Government will not have ample navy- 
yards for the construction of steel ships. We now have three of them, 
and if the ences of the service shall at any time require more, 
surely we shall have a man at the head of the Navy Department who 
will know it and who can recommend further expenditures for this 


urpose, 

2 Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I am usually anxious to know 
what a Department of the Government récommends, but even after I 
have h what it recommends I do not feel myself under obliga- 
tion absolutely to do that or to refrain from doing some other thing 
that I believe to be right. Ido not know what the policy of the Navy 
Department is on this particular subject, as I do not know what view 
it takes of the great future with regard to all these matters. If I 
should be told that the Navy Department would be entirely satisfied 
with one great yard for the building of ships at League Island or any- 
where else, I should say the Navy Department was foolish in having 
but one place of manufacture, when that might be plugged up by half 
a dozen ships of a foreign nation. 

I know of but three places for building these ships, and perhaps they 
are enough on the Atlantic coast. We have those, and by the enter- 
prise of private citizens in California we have a place there where I 
think good ships can be built. 

Mr. MITCHELL. We intend to insist on another upon the Pacific 
coast at a very early date. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should not object if there was one higher up on 
the waters of the Pacific coast on the northwest, some place for refuge 
and rendezvous for a Navy; I should not object to it; but as things are 
at present wé are assured of four places where we can build steel ships. 

Now, the Senator from Iowa says that for present purposes we do not 
need this, that, or the other. For present purposes, Mr. President, we 
do not need a gun, or a sailor, or a ship. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HAWLEY, Of course. 

Mr. ALLISON. What I said, or meant to say, was that this $50,000 
will equip nothing. It is an appropriation manifestly incomplete. As 
recommended by the naval constructor, the least sum he wanted to 
start with was $150,000, and now we inject here into an appropriation 
bill, without the recommendation of the appropriate committee of the 
3 the Naval Committee, a small appropriation of $50,000, a mere 

ttance. 

* Mr. HAWLEY. That is exactly what the Senator has already 
stated, with quite as much force as he has now repeated it. I do not 
care if it is $150,000 if the purpose be correct. One hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars does not scare me in the least if it be necessary. Per- 
haps it will take $100,000 more for each of the next two years to put 
the proper supplies and tools into one of these navy-yards, and I do 
not care; but I would be of course better satisfied, and would be glad 
to have a careful and thorough estimate by the Navy Department as to 
what use if is best to put these yards to and as to what Navy we should 
be sure to need in time of war. It is not peace that we are preparing 
for. s 
I want to say to the Senator from New York and to others who, like 
the old African, do not care about a hole in the roof on a dry day and 
will not go up to repair it on a wet day—I want to say to the Senator 
from New York, and I am sorry that he is not in his seat—thatit will 


through Long Island Sound and down to Sandy Hook and effectuall 
bottle up the commerce of that great city, including the eee 
so effectually bottle it up that they could not get out with anything 
but a submarine vessel or something of that kind. It would take just 
forty-eight hours to do that. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator suppose there is the slightest 
danger of that? Is there not power inherent and power back of all 
this that would prevent any nation in the world from undertaking such 
a task as that? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Everybody cries aloud ‘‘ What do you wanta Navy 
for?’’ It is just as I suggested, as the old African says, It does not 
matter; who cares for a hole in the roof ona dry day? The Senator 
from Ohio asks, ‘‘ Will anybody think of doing this?? That is exactly 
what a merciful enemy would do. They are not obliged to be so mer- 
ciful as that. Do gentlemen mean to say that nations will never get 
mad again, that nations will never do any violent things without good 
reason? ; 

You may say, if you choose, that no nation ever makes war — 
for a good reason, that it ought to be avoided when it can be avoided; 
but nations are sometimes angry fools, as men are. Do we say that we 
shall never have any war with Great Britain? I hope we shall not. I 
do not see any chance of it at the present time, but I tell you that iſ you 
have a serious difficulty with Great Britain you dare not talk as if you 
were mad. You may be very angry. The denial of your rights, the 
insult to your citizens, the insult to your flag, may be such that you 
are boiling, and ten millions of money would count nothing if you 
could thereby get redress; but you dare not talk back, for you can not 
negotiate without a gun. You have got to have a weapon behind you. 

You can not say they will not do this thing. They will say ‘You 
shall. You can not say, We shall not submit to so and so,“ be- 
cause they will ask you What you are going to do about it?“ You 
will find some time or other, gentlemen, I am afraid—it may be one, 
it may be ten, or it may be fifteen years hence that you may be in the 
condition of the Westerner who was asked if he had ever needed a rifle 
or a pistol and to know whether it was well to carry one. No, I do 
not know that I ever needed one, but when I should need one I would 
need it awfully bad.“ You may find the time when you will wish 
you had put respectable iron-clads, forts, and turrets along some of 
your seaboard cities, and that you had a respectable Navy in view of 
what may be coming. 

You wonld at least delay a great nation in its attempt to damage 
our shores, I was about to say—I do not know how far I had got, pre- 
cisely, in the sentence when I was interrupted—that Great Britain has 
various places very near to us from which she could very easily make 
attacks upon us, and so also have other nations; and when men talk 
about the distance of these foreign nations and how difficult it would 
be for them to attack us immediately, they must remember that Great 
Britain is only about sixteen hours from our important ports, Portland 
and others, a few more hours from Boston; and so are Great Britain’s 
stations in the West Indies, so are the stations of Spain, and other na- 
tions a very short distance from Bermuda. 

From Bermuda to Boston is sixty hours. This is upon the supposition 
that there is a fleet sailing upon the sea at what they call squadron 
speed, that is to say the fast vessels waiting for the slower ones, At 
an assumed squadron speed of 12 knots an hour it is sixty hours from 
Bermuda to Boston, fifty-seven hours to New York, fifty hours to Capes 
Charles and Henry, sixty-five hours to Charleston, and one hundred 
and twenty-nine hours to New Orleans. From Halifax itis thirty-five 
hours to Boston, forty-five hours to New York, sixty hours to Capes 
Charles and Henry, eighty-nine hours to Charleston, and one hundred 
and seventy-seven hours to New Orleans. 

Here are similar statements as to Bridgetown, Barbadoes, Kingston, 
Port Castries, Quebec, Port de France, Miquelon, St. Pierre, Guada- 
loupe, Havana, Porto Rico (San Juan), and Guantanamo. 

From Havana it is one hundred and twenty-one hours to Boston, 
one hundred hours to New York, eighty-three hours to Capes Charles 
and Henry, fifty hours to Charleston, and fifty hours to New Orleans. 

Now, if there should be some foreshadowing of a serious difficulty 
there would gradually and very silently, as it were accidentally, as- 
semble at Halifax, for example, a fine port, a noble port, and splendidly 
fortified, and there would also assemble at Bermuda and around the 
West Indies a fleet, It is not necessary to give you thirty days’ notice 
or one hour’s notice that they are going to exhibit force and attack you. 
There is an enemy at Halifax, a respectable force of a dozen of their 
fine ships, some of light and some of heavy draught, that would be the 
almighty power, so far as we are concerned, for we could not touch 
them, unless by the luck of some gallant Cushing or some desperate hero 
of that sort; and you might get a telegram from your consul, slipped 
through in some way at Halifax, that it was coming right on, but you 
would be unprepared for the emergency, and then they would appear 
off Sandy Hook, and then this great proud people that is perfectly con- 
scious of its ability to whip the world with a fair chance, this 
proud nation would be compelled to negotiate at the mouth of the 


take just forty-eight hours for a British fleet to come from Halifax | cannon. 
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Senators say, does anybody suppose such a thing will happen? Ido 
not say it now, but a great many things happen. Again and again and 
ci in history they are happening. While it was not much different, 
what happened in the great war between France and Germany in 1870 or 
thereabouts? There was something like a notice in that case where 
they were going to fight, but the notice was given with the finger upon 
the trigger on both sides, and each side was fully prepared, armed 
cap-a-pie, and French and German soldiers were ready at the rail- 
roads, the number of men and horses they were to carry, and every 
officer provided with charts and instructed as to where he was to goin 
case of war, and everything was thoroughly prepared, like one of those 
great trains of fireworks that you see on the Fourth of July provided for 
the night’s fireworks. That wasthe way that war was made, and there 
has been many and many and many another case of war when the 
troops were ready to move, and before a declaration or hint of war they 
had seized some point they considered indispensable in the campaign. 

I do not know what our chances of fighting are, but I say in the first 
place that you can not negotiate without having some weapons of of- 
fense and defense; and, in thé second place, to declare absolutely and 
lightly and flippantly that there never will be any war again is to 
trample upon all history and to exhibit what I think is a lamentable 
lack of common sense. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I have been waiting in this debate 
until the amendment in reference to the Boston yards ghould come up, 
but those who have participated in it have persisted in treating these 
two amendments as one, and I therefore think I might as well make 
such suggestions as occur to me at this time, as well as when the 
amendment in reference to the Boston yard shall come up. 

Mr. President, the attempt to insist upon striking out this provision 
which comes to us from the House upon the ground that its continu- 
ance in this bill is a reversal of the policy adopted by the Government 
upon the recommendation of the board in 1882 is a perversion of the 
whole question. There is no such thing contajned in either of these 
provisions as contemplates at all a reversal of the e taken and 
adopted and pursued for the last eight years. The true question is 
whether the accomplishment of the purpose and plan of the naval board 
of 1882 would be expedited by a reasonable and proper expenditure in 
the adding of one more navy-yard, either at Boston or Portsmouth, to 
the two now fitted up for the building of such ships for the Navy as 
the Government has resolved upon. It is not a question other than 
that. If the Senate can not see that the fitting up of the one or the 
other of these yards will contribute to a more y accomplishment 
of the end which the Government has entered upon of building as rap- 
idly and as economically as possible this Navy projected by the Gov- 
ernment, then it ought not to be done. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] has attempted to put 
this upon a high moral ground. He says neither the Republican party 
nor any other party can afford to reverse the position taken under the 
advice of the board of 1882 by simply refitting and putting at work, in 
the manner that the Brooklyn and Norfolk navy-yards are at work 
now, a plant either at Boston or Portsmouth. Navy-yards, he says, 
are a scandal to all parties; they have demoralized them all, and unless 
these yards are kept closed and all the evil and demoralization possi- 
ble shall be concentrated at Brooklyn and one more yard farther South, 
2 a scandal will come upon the Republican party as will carry it 

own ! 

Mr. President, the Senator from New York is quite mistaken. He 
confounds causes and effects. It is not the navy-yards that demoralize 
political es; it is political parties that demoralize the navy-yards; 
and it will not cure any of these evils to extinguish one of them and 
concentrate all the evils around another. We are apt to judge of the 
general atmosphere by that which surrounds us immediately and which 
we daily breathe, I can understand the anxiety of the Senator from 
New York, I can understand that he may feel that there is demorali- 
zation in the existing things about where he stands and where he 


to purify politics in any section of this country, we 
might as well look to the custom-houses in certain quarters and say 
that we can not maintain them because of their effect upon political 
parties, I suggest to the Senator from New York that if he will take 
the political parties away from the custom-houses and from the navy- 
there will be no objection and no obstacle in the way of a navy- 

yard being directed to its legitimate purpose. 
Now, sir, how comes it that, instead of three navy-yards under the 
policy of 1882 on the Atlantic coast and one on the Pacific coast, we 
ve but two on the Atlantic coast? It was the result of the recom- 
mendation of the naval board of 1882. They were unanimous in the 
conclusion that out of the nine yards the one at New London and the 
one at ue Island and the one at Washington and the one at Pen- 
sacola should be for the present at least, if not ultimately, closed; and 
there should be one upon the Pacific coast. The three members of the 
board were agreed that there should be one at Norfolk and one at 
Brooklyn. They were agreed that there should be three upon the At- 
lantic coast, but they were divided as to where the third should be. 
One of them -was simply of the opinion that there should be these two 
and the other two of the three were of the opinion that there ought to 


be three; but the two divided between Boston and Portsmouth, and 
one of them joined with the one who was in favorof having but tw 
and voted to close the Boston yard. The other joined with him an 
voted to close the Portsmouth yard. So while two out of the three 
were for the additional yard, yet, because of that difference as to 
whether it should be the Portsmouth yard or the Boston yard, the on 
joined with him for closing the Portsmouth yard and the other join 
with him for closing the Boston yard. ‘Therefore, Mr. Presiden 
whatever the acceleration of time in the accomplishment of the grea‘ 
purpose of as speedily as possible putting the Navy on of propa foot- 
ing would have arisen from one more of these added to the two 
has been lost because of that division between thosemen, and thatonly. 

There has been no expeċtation, no advice from the Navy Department 
anywhere, no recommendation from any Secretary that there should 
be but two yards on the Atlantic coast. There has been an omission 
to recommend either Boston or Portsmouth by the head of the De- 
partment because of the question whether this one or the other should 
be the proper one. And now, rather than appropriate $50,000 for a 
beginning to fit up and put either of these yards in a position to con- 
tribute speedily and essentially to the accomplishment of this great 
end, the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate—not the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs of the Senate throws itself across the decision 
which comes here, not from the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House, but from the committee which has charge of the building of 
ships and the character of the ships, the expenditures on the ships. 
All come from the same source along with Which comes the recom- 
mendation that we contribute by all the instrumentalities in our power 
to the accomplishment of the end as speedily as we can, 

The propositions for rebuilding the Navy already entered upon on 
the recommendation of the Navy Department will, under existing cir- 
cumstances and with existing ability, take twenty years for its accom- 
plishment; and the present Secretary of the Navy says that this arises 
from just that lack which it is proposed that one or the other of these 
yards, and both of them if they are proper instrumentalities for that 
purpose, shall obviate. 

Under the most favorable cireumstances— 

Says the present Secretary of the Navy 

Under the most favorable circumstances, with the ! t experience and the 
best mechanical appliances, the construction of war-ships takes a long time. 
In the United States much has been learned in the last eight years and facilities 
have been greatly enlarged, but much still remains to one, and a longer 
time is required here than in the ship-yards of np Ba The design and con- 
struction of the innumerable and complex details of a modern war-ship can 
not be hurried. There is no branch of mechanical art in which haste leads more 
certainly to wastefulness and imperfection. The limited capacity of our estab- 
lishments, publie and private, is a further cause of 2 If Congress were 
ready to-day to authorize the construction of all the ships that we need it would 
be a mechanical impossibility for the country, with its present esi to 
furnish them within fifteen years, while the firstsix months of hostilities would 
not only see our e cd cities forced to submit to heavy contributions, but 
every ship-yard in the country, public or private, destroyed, and thus the last 
hope extinguished of creating a navy to meet the emergency of war. 

The exigency, the necessity, the propriety of building a single one 
of these ships appeals to Congress to make every appropriation that 
will contribute to its y construction. Now, I quite agree with 
the Senator from Maryland in his laudation of private enterprise in 
this work since 1882, I will not be behind him in commendation of 
all those private establishments. That upon the Pacific coast has been 
to me a marvel. Those upon the Atlantic coast commend themselves 
to the Government of the United States for their support in all this 
undertaking. But it will not do for the Government to put itself into 
their hands. If the question of time did not enter into it, it would 
be unwise for the Government, however patriotic and earnest and en- 
terprising the owners of these private yards are to-day, to enter upon 
or continue in a policy that throws the Government upon them alone 
for the construction of its ships. Hand in hand with and pari passe 
with all this should be the opportunity and ability of the Government 
of the United States to do its part of the work. And it is because I 
believe that one or the other of these navy-yards, where the vast ex- 
penditures heretofore made have been in advance of the appointments 
which are still there, will contribute essentially and effectually toa 
more speedy accomplishment of this work that I go for entering upon 
the refitting of the one or the other of them. 

The Senator from New York says that in 1882 this policy was en- 
tered upon by the unanimous consent of the delegation from u- 
setts and that they even recommended the sale of the Boston yard. I 
do not know how that may be. I am quite sure for one to-day, if the 
vast amount of property, that grand wharfage, so essential to commerce 
and prosperity in Boston, or if that vast plant is to remain silent and 
untaxed and unproductive property there, and this dog-in-the-manger 
policy is continued of neither doing one or the other of these things, 
do you suppose anybody will ever act in such a way that it will be 
necessary to have a navy at all? I am willing to say that in that event 
I join the rest of the Massachusetts delegation in asking Congress to 
dispose of that navy-yard. 

The Senator from Ohio gets up here now after this policy has been 
eight years adopted andsays what? In the fortification bill, year after 
year, we have been appropriating millions in preparation for the proper 
defense of our honor and our flag; but the Senator from Ohio holds up 
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his hands to the Senator from Connecticut, and says, Do you really 
think anybody will ever act so that it will be necessary to have any of 
these things? That is what I call a reversal of our policy; that is 
what I call turning your back upon the policy deliberately adopted. 
I am for putting the policy through. 

Now, a word or two upon the question whether the Boston navy-yard 
is worthy of being fitted up by the small appropriation of $50,000, 
whether that, too, should be joined in and havesome share in the honor 
of accomplishing this great work of the rehabitation of the Navy. 

I have spoken of the division among the three men who constituted 
the board whose report was acted on in 1882, as to whether there should 
be more than two yards upon the Atlantic maintained; but they say 
something else: 

All agree that it would be difficult to overestimate the importance of the Bos- 
ton yard in time of war and that it should be so improved as to utilize the water 
frontage to its utmost extent and at the earliest moment. Noexpenditures for 
fortifications would be uired for its defense beyond those demanded for the 
protection of the city itself. All agree that any proposal to dispose of this mag- 
nificent property can not be too strongly condemned. * * * 

A difference of opinion exists as to the immediate disposition to be made of 
these yards; two members believe that the yard at Portsmouth should be closed; 
one member believes that the yard at Boston should be retained in active op- 
eration ; one member considers it important to keep Portsmouth navy-yard open 
for the reception and refitting of ships returning from Southern stations. 


Mr. President, I have read what the Secretary himself says about 
the delay caused in the accomplishment of this work by the limited 
capacity of the public yards now used for the purpose. I have read of 
the great value of the Boston yard from the very board who considered 
the question how many of these yards should be closed, and I have 
read their unanimous opinion that any attempt to dispose of that yard 
can not be too severely condemned. What, then, is to be done with 
that yard? Is that plant to be kept idle with a commandant at the 
yard and with the officers just the same asif it were in active service? 
The Navy Department in its anxiety to hurry this great work sent 
the head of its Bureau of Construction to examine both of these yards 
and to report during the last session, and now I ask the Senate to listen 
to what he says about the Boston yard: 

The bureau recommends that the nayy-yard at Boston, Mass., be immedi- 
ately fitted with a complete set of modern tools for building steel vessels of war, 
and for this purpose has asked for an appropriation of $150,000. This yard has 
now an excellent plant for all purposes in building and repairing wooden ves- 
sels, building boats, making furniture, blocks, spars, and other articles of outfit 
which are as necessary for steel as for wooden ships, and this plant is second to 
none by other pee. and is vastly superior to that in some of the 

rds where work is now being done. The Boston navy-yard has facilities for 

uilding machinery and tools of the largest type, and in all other respects, ex- 
cepting the want of the steel-ship-building tools before referred to, can hardly 
be called second to any in the country. Its stone dry-dock is one of three on 
the Atlantic coast, end there are excellent sites for wooden docks of modern 


design. 

The yard is nesr a fine harbor and accessible at any stage of the tide to 
vessels of the heaviest draught, can readily be defended from atiack, no em- 
barrassment need be apprehended from ice in the winter, and, situated as it is, 
in a ship-building dist: and at one of the great centers of ocean commerce, no 
lack ofskilled mechanics need at any time be apprehended, and the steel, coal, 
and other supplies needed for the work can be obtained there at no greater ex- 
pense than at any other yard on the coast. Its present reliable plant, splendid 
dry-dock, and buildings in which work can be carried on, and sup lies of all 
kinds properly stored and protected, and the fine opportunities for further im- 
provements, make it so valuable a yard that the bureau can not assent to its re- 
maining closed. 


Mr. President, if two yards can contribute at all to the accomplish- 
ment of the work which Con has put upon the Navy Depart- 
ment in the rehabilitation of the Navy, one more, with a plant equal 
in all respects, in capacity, in situation, in opportunity for supplies of 
material and skilled workmen, will contribute half as much more. 

Isubmit to the Senate that it is idle folly, and more than folly, if 
you are going to do this work at all, that you fold the hands of these, 
who can contribute as largely as at any other yard to this work, sim- 
ply because your Committee on Appropriations say they must have 
more light upon this subject than comes up here in this bill from a 
committee who they seem to think had light enough to determine 
that we should build three more battle-ships and a cruiser. It came 
from an origin that has investigated the necessities of this service and 
of this work enough to recommend to the committee that they adopt 
the . e of three or four millions of dollars, and along with it 
they also recommend that these yards should be put to work and made 
to Piece as speedily as possible to the accomplishment of this great 
end. 
Very few of us will be alive twenty years hence when the end of this 
work is expected according to the present ratio of its performance. In 
that time it may be that somebody will get up and astonish the Sena- 
tor from Ohio and do something that will make it necessary to utilize 
these yards. Do those Senators who are unwilling to take hold of this 
work in earnest, but would postpone and postpone, remember that for 
the last twenty-five years we have had our coast defenses and our whole 
Navy postponed to wait to see if something did not turn up? If they 
propose to continue that course, this is a proper way to doit. Close 


up the best yards, either for political purposes (which the Senator from 
New York says will demoralize the yards) or because, if you do not, 
then we shall save the necessary expenditure. - 
I am for doing this work; I do not care whether it be at the Bosto 
yard or the Portsmouth yard. I am not asking here anything for Mas- 


sachusetts. Massachusetts is ready at this moment to take the Boston 
yard off the hands of the Government and utilize it for the great pur- 
poses of commerce and of trade. But, sir, this yard, in the language 
of the very board whose decision we are considering, is of too great 
value to the Government to allow it to consider for one moment th 
idea of parting with it. It is not worth anything to the Governmen 
unless you use it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, HAnRISs in the chair). Is the Sen- 
ate sony for the question on agreeing to the amendment of the com- 
mittee = : 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I shall vote against the amendment, and 
Ishall do so, not because I have any kind of apprehension that there 
be any war or that vessels will be needed foractual warfare at an early 
day; but there are two ideas connected with it. One of them is that 
the amendment striking out of the bill the appropriation as it is, under 
the circumstances which attend the building of these ships and the 
condition of this navy- yard and the other navy-yards, is an enactment 
in favor of farming out the appropriations to one or two great establish- 
ments for naval construction in the hands of private persons. 

It is a policy on the part of the Government of building up great 
private interests and the concentration of the entire expenditure for the 


‘| construction of a navy in the hands of one, two, or three individuals. 


It is a declaration of a policy on the part of the Government to con- 
fine these great expenditures to one particular locality, and not to dis- 
tribute them with reference to the different sections of the country. 

All the objections in reference to political demoralization apply with 
equal force to a private constructor to whom the revenue is farmed out, 
for it is the Government that is to pay for these great plants whether 
they belong to private individuals or are owned by the people. It is 
the Government that by its taxes is going to pay for the construction 
of these great yards which are to build these vessels. It might be wise 
to aid them to some extent; but to declare that the entire expenditure 
of the Government shall be paid to them and that the construction of 
these ships shall be intrusted t to them alone, and that all yards which 
would be capable of constructing vessels of this kind and which might 
at least be a help to private enterprise and to mechanics of skill and 
ability who are constantly being developed in the country—to declare 
that this policy shall be pursued, so that there shall be no opportunity 
for competition with them, so that they shall have entire control of 
the business which inevitably results, unless the Government shall es- 
tablish an affirmative policy of preparing places for the construction of 
these vessels in different parts of the country, does not appear to me 
wise. 

If we are to have a navy and have it only by paying out fifty or one 
hundred millions of dollars to one or two establishments, then, Mr. Pres- 
ident, I for one am opposed to it. If these appropriations are to be 
made to build up great private fortunes, under the cover of promoting 
the public interests in naval affairs or military affairs, Iam opj to 
that policy. That is the question. It is not a question of efficiency, 
for the more you enlarge the opportunities of competition the more you 
invite combinations of private enterprise, the greater is the probability 
of more distinguished skill and of greater success in any department of 
constructive work. \ 

These are the reasons why I shall oppose the striking out of the lan- 
guage as it appears in the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I think before an important vote like 
this is taken there really ought to bea fuller attendance of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE, I think the calling of the yeas and nays will bring 
Senators in. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, until some few more Senators get here 
I will offer one or two observations in reply to what has been said, 
which I should not like to have go entirely unreplied to, 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] says there is here involved 
the question of whether there shall be a million dollars appropriated at 
Portsmouth before there is anything done to make that yard efficient. 

But, Mr. President, the Bureau of Construction made a careful ex- 
amination just before the commencement of the session and re 
that $150,000 was necessary and would be sufficient to put the yard in 
condition for the building and repairing of iron ships. 

This amendment, which is the precise, the specific thing that is before 
the Senate, ought not to be confused with the otherand larger proposi- 
toos that may be said to be involved, that are or may not be in this 

ill. 

This specific clause merely proposes to purchase tools for necessary 
use, and now that is amended on motion of the Senator from Con- 
necticut, for the repairing of iron and steel ships at the navy-yard iu 
e so that we have before the Senate just this proposition 
and no more: 


For improvement of plant at navy-yard, Portsmouth, N. H.: For additional 
tools, other than those heretofore authorized, required to further improve the 
condition of the yard for repairing iron and steel ships, $50,000. 


That is the proposition, simply for repairing and to purchase tools 
which, ifin the future it should be thought best to use no longer at 
Portsmouth, are portable and easily to be transferred to any other point 
where it may be thought best to concentrate the additional 
which otherwise would be done at Portsmouth. 
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Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if it is 
not the of this clause simply to make this a repair shop and 
not a building shop? It is not intended that it shall be a navy-yard, 
as I understand, for the purpose of constructing vessels. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not the slightest, simply that there may be some- 
where, as there now is not to the north and northeast of the Brooklyn 
navy-yard, a place where our iron ships can be repai There is no 
place whatever. Itcan not be done at Boston, although there ought 
to be facilities there; but we closed absolutely the Boston yard under 
the edict of these three men, who, by combination and trading of con- 
victions among themselves, it appears, arrived at some definite result, 
just as a jury sometimes agrees upon conflicting evidence before it, 
this man agreeing that he will believe this way if the other will agree 
to believe that way, and so they get a verdict by compromising their 
conflicting convictions. So there is to be not at Boston any opportunity 
for constructing, or for repairing, even. 

Now, Mr. President, upon this point of Portsmouth which is the one 
before the Senate (and we are not voting upon anything else), here are 
these immutable facts which can not be contro which can not 
be displaced by the artof man, that along our coast from Brooklyn, 
from New York Harboras I said the other day, to Old England there 
is in our possession but a single harbor that does not freeze. Besides, 
Portsmouth Harbor is the only one within our northerly jurisdiction 
of sufficient depth to be of any use in the managementof a squadron of 
the largest naval ships. She has a depth of 36 feet on her bar, and 
Boston 21 or 22 feet, but Boston Harbor freezes at times, although 
vastly more important commercially than ours, to be sure. But Ports- 
mouth, which is some 40 miles north of Boston, is a natural reservoir 
and home for navies, and itis a natural striking point to the northeast, 
to the south, and along our own coast, to the Bermudas, to the West 
Indies, to the South American coast, everywhere for the defense of the 
Atlantic coast of the United States; so to the north and northeast, the 
whole sweep of the country. There we are ina fair position for the 
control of the Isthmus and for the defense when needed of the doctrine 
of Monroe. The natural naval station of the United States is at Ports- 
mouth. God has built that harbor upon purpose for just that end and 
we can'not ignore the fact, 

Now, Mr. President, we want $50,000 to put a few tools in there to 
repair iron ships, and that is all. That is all the question that is be- 
fore the Senate. When you come to the next item you have the port 
of Boston, and a great many of the reasons which are proper to urge in 
support of this clause may be urged in support of that giving a little 
additional money to Boston. 

But over and beyond all is the principal point that we should take 
care of, if we take care of any, and I maintain that except for local de- 
fensive p the position at Portsmouth is the most important to 
us of any along our entire coast until you arrive at Norfolk and Port 
Royal, still farther south. From that position we can strike Bermuda, 
we can strike Halifax, we can strike the mouth of the St. Lawrence; 
and, Mr. President, the first great naval conflict inevitably, if we should 
have trouble with any foreign nation that has got a navy, would be 
there, for there is no nation but Great Britain that would think of 
entering into a conflict with us upon the seas. Would France? Would 
Italy? Would Russia? Russia is our natural ally upon land and upon 
sea, and France is ours by consanguinity of poli sentiment which 
will never permit these two great nations to become belligerents to- 
wards each other. But the United States and Great Britain, although 
of kindred blood and members of the same family, are perhaps the 
most likely to fight. She has a large empire almost as important as 
our own to the north of us; many causesof conflict which have resulted 
in hostility hitherto exist to-day, and we have every reason to antici- 
pe that if we need a navy at all to decide these questions we shall 

ve need of it for the purpose of opposing Great Britain. 

Suppose we have difficulty with Great Britain, where will come the 
first conflict? It must be inevitably between Boston and Halifax or at 
Halifax or some point pon the coast. As I endeavored to show yes- 
terday if there is to be a land assault, an invasion upon any point along 
our coast, it would be undoubtedly at Portsmouth. It is only a 
distance from there to Montreal, and just as naturally as water runs 
down hill an army would take the from the coast to the White 
Mountains and from the White Mountains to Montreal. That short 

would be sought to be opened at Portsmouth; and so an invad- 
ine army from the St. Lawrence might come across our territory to the 
sea in that way. 

Mr. President, suppose we have that conflict and our first naval bat- 
tle should be for the possession of Halifax, for there unquestionably 
would rendezvous the fleets of Great Britain. Shall weseize and hold 
Halifax, as she has seen the importance of doing and has indicated her 
intention of doing, by immense expenditures there? Not only at Ber- 
muda, but at Halifax we should have to meet the maritime forces of 
Great Britain. Perhaps, with the exception of an attack upon our imme- 
diate northwest coast, the great danger would be that through the 
mouth of the great St. Lawrence, whence she would pour her forces 


into the river as into a vast tunnel, and so along the stream by Quebec 
and Montreal and the Great Lakes to the States of the center and the 
great Northwest. 


Mr. HALE, Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I am glad to follow the Senator, because I believe he is 
right in his remarks. He S R of the importance of this yard, in 


which I agree with him, and of our reaching from it, as a point of de- 
parture or rendezvous, Bermuda, the West Indies, or Halifax. How 
would the Senator expect that we should reach those places and the 
fleets there assembled except by powerful fighting ships? 

Mr. BLAIR. Well, I am not speaking of the line-of-battle shi I 


was not o ing the Senator’s line-of-battle ships in what I said. 
Mr. The Senator has gone so far as to portray here in elo- 
quent language the importance of Portsmouth as a rendezvous for some- 


thing from which we could reach Halifax and the Bermudas and the 
West Indies, and he spoke also of a naval battle, and the im nee 
that Great Britain would consider of holding these places; and I want 
to know how he would reach these places, how he would fight a naval 
battle, how he would dispute the supremacy of Great Britain—I agree 
with him that the trouble is likely to come in that direction—except 
by powerful fighting ships. 

Mr. BLAIR. If other nations have powerful fighting ships and they 
can get them across the water, we shall have to meet them with like 


- vessels or by superior and more efficient inventions, which perhaps we 


shall have. I can not sayin regard to that. If ten years ago, if eight 
years ago, when I was struggling here that the ideas of Ericsson, the 
inventor, might be taken up by this same Committee on Appropria- 
tions, if then they had built us a few of these submarine guns and de- 
stroyers at $150,000 or $200,000 apiece, and we had twenty of them 
to-day, we could annihilate all the naviesof the globe. I Py that 
there will be appropriations for the construction of vessels like the 
Destroyer and the Cushing and other naval means of utilizing these 
new and tremendous explosives which the progress of science and art 
has developed for use in killing one another. 

I am assuming that the nation has decided to peepee the millen- 
nium fifteen or twenty years and is to have a navy, and all this is upon 
the theory that there is to be fighting or liability of fighting; otber- 
wise we should need no navy. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BLAIR. Ina moment. Iam not committing myself to the 
kind of navy as to expense. I am against the more expensive if we 
can get the more efficient one for less money; but Iam in favor of util- 
izing the most advanced discoveries of science and the most ingenious 
applications of those discoveries in the arts for the purposes of destruc- 
tion and to save our money as far as we can, but whatever sort of navy 
we have must rendezvous at Portsmouth. 

Mr. HALE. I only wish to call the attention of the Senate to the 
interesting contribution that the Senator from New Hampshire is mak- 
ing to this discussion about the Navy. He has brought out with a very 
great deal of force what will be needed in case of trouble with foreign 
nations. We have got to take hold of it and we have got to be so that 
we can strike Bermuda, the West Indies, and Halifax, and we have 
got to dispute the supremacy of these places and the seas round about 
and intervene with the greatest naval power in the world. I am glad 
the Senator has gone as far as that, because that involves the whole 
question. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. BLAIR. I have not got through with the Senator from Maine 


et. 

z Mr. PLUMB. I want to know if the Senator realizes how minimum 
the danger would be in case of war with Great Britain on account of the 
fact that we are so well , that is a few of us know as to what 
Great Britain is going to do in case she makes up her mind to fight us, 
and therefore the necessity for any extended appropriation would be 
largely unnecessary. 

Mr. BLAIR, I imagine it would be well that a few of us should be 
posted rather than that all should be ignorant. I am not ashamed 
that I know something about this. [Laughter.] I do not want the 


short | Senator from Kansas to insist spon my being almost as ignorant on 
u 


this subject as somebody else. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PLUMB. I am only suggesting how much more valuable the 
Senator is than the entire fleet of the Navy. 

Mr. BLAIR. I may be more valuable than the existing institution 
in that direction; but that, on the whole, isno great boast and will not 
amount to much. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, I was speaking about battles. . If we are to have bat- 
tles—and unless we are to have battles we want no navy and need not 
to be in a condition for battles—if this expenditure is to be utilized in 
actual destruction, the point of concentration, the first line of battle 
between these naval forces, would be formed at Halifax or between Hali- 
fax and Boston undoubtedly. 

Where else, what other so vulnerable point as one of these for Great 
Britain to strike? Sup she went to New York or to the South, 
then at Portsmouth, as the great northeastern station, the force of the 
Navy could be concentrated and hurled to strike her on the flank and 
sink her ships. Portsmouth would raise the siege of Boston or of any 
of the great cities upon the Atlantic coast, by the short line of 
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free sea-water travel return to Portsmouth, again returning, if unsuc- 
cessful in the struggle, more easily to rendezvous there than anywhere 
else for repairs. y 

Suppose that we came in collision at Halifax, we should be obliged 
to blockade Halifax or to destroy Halifax as an important naval sta- 
tion before we could sail around and obtain control of the mouth of 
the St. Lawrence, and until we did that the whole northern coast of 
the United States, so far as the Great Lakes extend westerly, would be 
as open to attack as the seaboard is to-day, for with the Welland Canal 
and the Great Lakes the Atlantic coast practically ends only at Duluth. 

Mr. President, suppose again we do battle at Halifax, where inevit- 
ably we should meet, as I think, what would be the result? We might 
succeed. It would be a prolonged conflict unquestionably, a siege for 
a very long time, a siege at Halifax and great naval conflicts off shore. 
We would need Portsmouth. If it camein thesummer-time we could 
use Boston but for her shallow bar; but Great Britain knows that Bos- 
ton freezes in the winter, while Portsmouth is always open. If Ports- 
mouth were not utilized, not available, then Boston could not be util- 
ized; during the winter Boston would be closed, but during the whole 
year we are ready for offense or defense if we plant our naval station at 
the harbor of Portsmouth, with her 36-foot bar and her waters un- 
frozen for a hundred years. There is no other such point available to 
us anywhere, 

Suppose we are disabled off Halifax and our ships need repair. The 
disabled vessels could be sent into the harbor of Portsmouth when it 
is no longer possible for them to fight and they drift helplessly away 
from the rear of battle. These are simply facts that God has ordained. 
Certainly from the study of the currents as revealed by the charts of 
the Government, from the study of the topography of the region, we 
are not to be trifled with, nor are we to be avoided or overlooked, for 
right there is the natural center of the Atlantie naval power. I do not 
say it is necessary to build the ships there, though it would be better 
to build them there. There they could be built cheaper than any- 
where else. It has been a naval station from the beginning. There 
might be fifty or a hundred thousand people there and it would still 
beanaval city. There are skilled constructors and skilled naval work- 
men are there to-day. The constructor of the Navy, Mr. Wilson, years 
ago, when they were building wooden ships for the Government, went 
to Portsmouth, built them better, built them quicker, and the record 
shows it, and built them more cheaply and quickly and stanchly than 
did the contractors who were constructing precisely the same class of 
ships in every respect with the same dimensions and specifications under 
contract with the Government. 

Living there are the better class of workmen, what would be called 
the middle class of society elsewhere, if you please, and they are en- 
gaged many of them, as the common workmen in the ship-yards at that 
place. They are the naval aristocracy of the country engaged in build- 
ing ships for our defense. 

ow, as to the number of yards, what is the reason that we shall not 
want just as many yards in the future with this immense iron navy as 
wwe have had hitherto for the construction of the wooden navy? We 
have had a yard at Portsmouth, as I have said, from the g— 
not always at Boston, not always at various other places that might 
be mentioned in the country which may be perpetuated, but always 
since 1800 at Portsmouth, and before that time it was a naval rendez- 
vous patronized by the Government, and, as I said yesterday, Paul 
Jones sailed from Portsmouth, and the Constitution sailed from Ports- 
month, and the Kearsarge, which destroyed the Alabama, was con- 
structed at Portsmouth, and I had almost said that one-half and more 
than one-half the glories of the American Navy are rooted within the 
boundaries of that ancient and noble and patrician city, great and no- 
ble still if she does build ships for a living, 

The Committee on Appropriations do not need to claim that they are 
peculiarly the patrons of economy in this country. Here is a bill that 
came from the other House, and it only proposed to give to the Brook- 
lyn yard for a certain item here in the way of extra tools—and I see 
they have not got tools enough there—$50,000, and the Committee on 
Appropriations strike that out and make it $100,000. Now, economize 
by giving us that $50,000 which you offered to Brooklyn beyond what 
she wants and that will take care of Portsmouth. 

The Committee on Appropriations have investigated that subject 
somewhat, it seems, but whether they have investigated it or not, these 
questions I notice are almost always decided upon the basis and upon 
the propositions contained in the bills reported by the Committee on 
Appropriations. This subject never will be considered unless it is con- 
sidered here and now or upon some other like occasion. Here is the 
point, here is the issue, and it is no use to fight this struggle, great or 
small, over again anywhere else. We have the information. It is 
broad and generalinformation. The instincts of patriotism would give 
it with scarcely any special investigation. We have got to decide the 
main question now, and we can not avoid it, although in astrict, tech- 
nical regard for parliamentary propriety it may be that these discus- 
sions ought to be on some other bill that never will be here. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] made a few suggestions in 
regard to the recommendations of the Bureau of Construction as to 


Portsmouth. The recommendation which he thought was to involve 
millions of dollars, and which did include building as well as repair- 
ing, was in these words: 

The bureau recommends that the navy-yard at Portsmouth, N. H. 


be su; 
lied and fitted with modern tools and 8 for the building and . —— 
ng ormoni vessels, and towards this object it has asked for an appropriation of 


At the present time the yard has all appliances for the construction or repair- 
—5 1 eti vessels, and many of the finest vessels of the old Navy were 

Vessels drawing 24 feet can be carried up to the wharves at nearly low water, 
the mean rise and fall of the tide being about 8 feet 6 inches, * 

But the general depth is much greater, and in some parts of the main 
channel it is 60 feet and upwards, and for several miles up the river 
there is great depth. 

No dredging has ever to be done, and vessels can come up to and leave the 
yard in the winter season without da r of being obstru by ice. 

The climate is exceptionally healthful,and the harbor thus affords a desira- 
ble resort for vessels from southern stations. 

I have been over that before. The constructor speaks of the means 
of concentration at that point by land and water of materials and sup- 
plies in case of war, and says: 

No troubl skilled 
VVV 
who are so expert in wood-ehip-building— 

I ask the attention of the Senate to this 
will soon adapt themselves to the new conditions of work in steel-ship-build- 
ing. The same conditions had to be met by wooden-ship-builders when they 
passed from woog to steel construction, and their testimony goes to prove that 
the expert shipwright in a very short time becomes an expert iron-worker. 

Now about the fitting up of another dock. I have had occasion to 
study thatharbor alittle. I went there this last autumn with a view to 
see what was at Portsmouth more than I had known before, There is 
a channel between two islands owned by the Government, where, by 
blocking one end and the other, a comparatively slight expenditure will 
give the most valuable natural dry-dock. Blocking the two ends of the 
channel between the islands and then pumping the water out, asin the 
case of any other dry-dock, will give a most valuable natural dry-dock, 
and for the least money, probably, which could be constructed any- 
where in the country if notin the world. A slight expenditure at the 
two ends simply, with the deep channel between the two islands, would 
give a dry-dock of upwards of 600 feet in length, large enough for the 
largest vessel known in the world and for two or three ordinary-sized 
vessels at a time. That is something that might be done; that is some- 
thing that undoubtedly will be done in the future, unless we enter upon 
improvident expenditures and fight with nature in other and more 
favored localities, The dock already there is sufficient for all purposes 
which are contemplated for the present. 

Mr. President, I do not know that I wish to say anything more upon 
this subject. I have endeavored to stand by that good old city for the 
sake of the country at large. I do believe that whatever may be done 
with any other port or any other navy-yard it is intrinsically impor- 
ose to maintain our hold upon this navy-yard with a view to the great 

uture. 

I believe with reference to these other yards that they should be 
kept in order, too, If we are to sell them we ought at least to preserve 
them in a decent state of repair and in a condition to be made available 
upon a small and inexpensive scale for the purpose better Of selli 
them to those who are anxious to buy, the constructors who will build 
war-ships and mercantile ships alike. For those purposes, in order to 
make a tolerable trade, in order to play the part of a judicious and 
shrewd Yankee, we ought to keep these yards in suitable condition to 
be sold, if they are to be sold, and they would always be very impor- 
tant in case of war. They might be so in case of peace. 

But as to this station and yard at Portsmouth I insist upon it that 
it stands upon different ground, stronger ground than any other; and 
yet I believe that all these clauses proposed to be stricken out by the 
committee should be retained, and I cheerfully give my support to the 
whole of them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations, on which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. BLAIR. To vote yea is with the committee and takes oway 
the appropriation for the Portsmouth yard; ‘“‘nay’’ gives Portsmou 
the appropriation, ; 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. FARWELL (when his name was called). Iam with the 
junior Senator from Florida [Mr. PAsco] and withhold my vote. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. If he were present, he would vote 
“nay . and I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. CAMERON (when Mr. Gray’s name was called). The Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] is paired with the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Corauirr]. If the Senator from Delaware were here he would 
vote ‘‘nay. 
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Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the NAYS—31L. 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. I do not know . 5 Dixon, Ingalls, Plumb, 
that this is a party question, but for the present I withhold my vote. | Butler — ä — 
However, I hope I can arrange a transfer of the pair before the vote is | Call, Gibson, Morrill,’ 
closet E o A <a ee 
Mr. PADDOCK (when Mr. MANDERSON’S name was called). My 3 3 r r 
colleague I Mr. MANDERSON] is paired with the Senator from Kentucky | Dawes. Baen; 1 eee 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. My colleague is detained from the Senate by ABSENT—37. 
„Alg. WALTHALL (when h called). L am paired with | Allison’ Farwel 8 Bpocoas 
. WALTHALL (when his name was I am wi n, arwell, enna, pooner, 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. ee r 3 N 
The roll-call was concluded. rown, George, Moody,. Walthall, 
Mr. HIGGINS. I transfer my pair with the Senator from New Jer- 8 5 Morgan, 8 
sey L Mr. McPHERsoN] to the Senator from Montana [Mr. Power], | Panel“ ray, ERA olcott. 
who is absent, and vote. I vote nay. “ Davis,’ . 3m, 
Mr. DAVIS (after having voted in the negative). I observe that the | Dolph, Hearst, Sanders, 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], with whom Iam paired, is not] So the amendment was rejected. 
present. I therefore withdraw my vote. I also desire to state for the | Mr. CAMERON. I offer an amendment, to come in immediatel 


day that mycolleague [Mr. WASHBURN] is detained from his seat and 
is with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. ag 3 
. BATE. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is 
necessarily absent and asked me to announce his pair with the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 29; as follows: 


YEaS—Is, 
. Harris: —.— Vooth 
m, ‘oor! 
ry, Hiscock, A Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 
Coke, Payne, Vance, 
NAYS—29, 
Allen Edmun MeMil uire, 
Blair, E - Mor S 
om pri Hale, 5 eee — 
„ Ham ettigrew, er, 
5 8 Hawley, Pierce, i Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes, oar, Plumb, 
Dixon, Ingalls, Sanders, 
ABSENT—36. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hearst, Power, 
Allison, varts, Jones of Nevada, Quay, 
Blackburn, Farwell, Kenna, Sawyer, 

- Blodge Faulkner, McPherson, Spooner, 
Brown, Manderson, Stanford, 
Casey, George, Mitchell, Ed 
Chandler, Gibson, Moody, Walthall, 
Colquitt, Gorman, Morgan, Washburn, 
Dav Gray, Pasco, Wolcott, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next reserved amendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 27, the Committee on Appropriations re- 


port to strike out from line 12 to line 16, inclusive, in 
words: 

For improvement of plant at ee Boston, Mass.: For additional tools, 
other than those heretofore autho: uired to further improve the condi- 
tion of the yard fer building and yopairiog rå and steel ships, $50,000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I make a similar motion in this case. I move to 
strike out the words building and,” in line 10. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be considered 
as agreed to, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, and the 
amendment is agreed to. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee to strike out the ph as amended. 

Mr. GORMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). I have been requested 
to pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. I understand 
him to be opposed to the amendment. If he were here, I should vote 

. K 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). Iagain announce my 
pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. If he were present, he 
would vete ‘‘nay’’ and I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called), 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iam paired with the senior Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. MOPHERSON], but I will transfer my pair with him to the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] and will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr, PADDOCK. My colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 31; as follows: 


following 


Jam paired with 


YEAS—15. 
Barbour, Coke, Pugh, 
Hoant 7 f Arka’ Sherman, Mison or zd. 
5 ones o 
Cockrell, Payne, neah Vance, te 


after the clause which the Senate has just to retain in the b 
I will state that this amendment was recommended by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Pennsylvania that 
there is one more amendment of the committee to be acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is one more amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON. I have been informed by the chairman of the 
committee that this is the proper place for my amendment. 

Mr. HALE. There is one other reserved amendment in reference to 
the Boston yard. 

Mr. CAMERON, I should like to have my amendment acted upon 
now. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 27, after line 16, it is proposed to insert: 

For the im — League Isl i 
For een toon ee R Set 3 eee Pir 
improve the condition of the yard for building and repairing iron and steel 
ie which ia is hereby re-opened for the construction and repair of vessels 
of Navy, $50,000. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator does not want to put in the words con- 
struction and ” beſore repair, as the building part has been stricken 
out of the other items. 

Mr. CAMERON. The word construction can be stricken out, 

Mr. HALE. It will then conform to the action of the Senate on the 
other clauses, 

Mr. CAMERON. Very well. 

Dis VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendmentto the amendment will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5 of the proposed amendment, before the 
word repair, strike out the words construction and;’’ so as to read: 

Which yard is hereby reopened for the repair of vessels of the Navy. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. The only other reserved amendment is on page 30, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 30, after line 15, the Committee on Ap- 
propriations report to strike out the following paragraph: 

Improvement of machinery puas navy-yard, Boston, Mass.: For extra tools 
requ to put the > Son in condition for building and repairing modern ma- 
rine machinery with economy and dispatch, including improvements in boiler- 
making plant, and improved machine tools, $40,000. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, that seems to be outside of the features 
that have been adopted by the Senate in the other amendments for each 
of these yards, and therefore it seems to me it would be nothing but 
fair to concur with the committee in striking out this clause, and not 
open this question here now, because there will be a contest upon itif 
it is opened. I hope that the amendment will be agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 1, line 11, at the bottom, I move to strike 
out the words “and Vice-Admiral’ssecretaries,’’ as there isno Vice-Ad- 
miral, and to insert the word secretary,“ in the singular, so that it 
will provide for the Admiral’s secretary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 11, after the word Admiral’s,”’ 
it is proposed to strike out and Vice-Admiral’s secretaries” and in- 
sert ‘secretary ;’’ so as to read: 

Officers on the retired-list; Admiral's secretary; clerks to commandants of 
yards, etc, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

PRINTING OF TARIFF SCHEDULES. 

Mr. PLUMB. I offer a resolution, which I ask may be read, and 
ordered to lie on the table and printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HArrtsin the chair). 
lution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Finance Committee be directed to re 
connection with House bill %16, commonly known as 


The reso- 


rt to the Senate in 
tariff bill, a state- 
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ment showing the duties levied by the present law, the duties as they would be | dent be, and he is hereby, requested to return to the House the bill (H. R. 2007) 


eer te to said House bill, and the duties as proposed by said committee; all 
said duties to be stated in parallel columns or otherwise, as may be most con- 
venient for examination and com son, 

And said committee is specially instructed, in the event it shall recommend 
the levy of duties not now provided by law or shall recommend the increase of 
duties beyond those now imposed, to furnish to the Senate in writing the reasons 
in each case which have led the committee to recommend the addition of such 
new duties or the increase of present duties respectively. 


Mr. REAGAN. I ask the Senator from Kansas if he will not add 
that where there are compound duties there shall be a column showing 
them. 

Mr. PLUMB, The resolution will be printed and laid on the table, 
and will be subject to amendment when it is considered. 

Mr. REAGAN. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will lie on the table 
and be printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 19) to increase the pension of Edward P. Quinn; 
A bill (H. R. 1187) granting a pension to George Obergſell; 
A bill . R. 1425) granting a pension to Lydia A. Eaton; 
A bill (H. R. 1427) granting a pension to Lucy A. George; 
A bill (H. R. 1594) granting a pension to Anson Freeman; 
A bill (H. R. 1508) granting a pension to Sarah A. Tryon; 
A bill (H. R. 1850 granting a pension to James Butler; 
A bill (H. R. 1824) granting a pension to Mrs. Christiana Frederika 
Zeutmeyer, of Fairfield, Minn. ; 
A bill (H. R. 2110) granting a pension to Braddock E. Stocking; 
A bill (H. R. 2266) granting a pension to William Barnes; 
A bill (H. R. 2418) granting a pension to Jonathan Dean, sr. ; 
A bill (H. R. 2424) granting a pension to Mary W. Smalley; 
s A bill (H. R. 3970) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
omas; 
A bill (H. R. 4387) granting a pension to David Keys; 
A bill (H. R. 4474) granting a pension to Nancy Hartley; 
A bill (H. R. oan granting a pension to William Reeder; 
A bill (H. R. 4834) granting a pension to William S. Grow; 
A bill (H. R. 5458) granting a pension to Frances Jane McCloud; 
A bill (H. R. 8035 granting a pension to Francis Pearce; 
A bill (H. R. 6032) granting a pension to Mary Welsh; 
A bill (H. k. 6071) granting a pension to O. Herrick Le Fevre; 
A bill (H. R. 6164) to increase the pension of Thomas H. Isbell; 
A bill (H. R. 6756) granting a pension to Joseph Morris; 
A bill (H. R. 6792) granting a pension to Hetta Brainard; 
A bill (H. R. 7263) to increase the pension of Henry L. Potter; 
A bill (H. R. 7397) for the relief of Martha J. Morrison; 
A bill (H. R. 7578) granting a pension to Thompson N. Statham; 
A bill (H. R. 7881) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha E. Grant; 
A bill (H. R. 8088) granting a pension to Thelbert H. Head; 


A bill (H. R. 8109) to pension George W. Scott for service in the 


Florida war; 
A bill (H. R. 8429) to increase the pension of William P. Squire; 
A bill (H. R. 8440) granting a pension to Mrs. Henrietta M. Gregg; 
A bill (H. R. an to increase the pension of Daniel King; 
A bill (H. R. 8560) granting a pension to Mrs. Sallie H. Wilson; 
A bill (H. R. 8926) granting a pension to Mary Ann Griswold; 
A bill (H. R. 9111) granting a pension to Bridget Foley; 
A bill (H. R. 9232) to grant a pension to George E. Taylor; 
A bill (H. R. 9311) granting an increase of pension to Morgan Dimond; 
A bill (H. R. 9359) to increase the pension of B. F. Hilliker; 
A bill (H. R. 9530) granting a pension to Ellen Guffey, a hospital 


nurse; 
A bill . R. 9961) granting a pension to Oran M. Collins worth; and 

A bill (H. R. 10074) granting a pension to Wilhelm Griese. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill a R. RAH for the relief of James A. Murphy; 

A bill (H. R. 1358) to remove the charge of desertion against John 
Milroy and authorizing his honorable discharge; 

A bill (H. R. 1593) for the relief of George M. Henry; 

par (H. R. 2001) to remove the charge of desertion against Gard- 
ner ge; 

A bill (H. R. 3484) for the relief of De Witt Eastman; 

A bill (H. R. 4272) for the relief of Robert McFarland; and 

A bill (H. R. 4164) to relieve Joseph S. Hurst from the charge of de- 
sertion. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 167) authorizing and directing the pay- 
ment of the salaries of the officers and the employés of Congress for 
the month of May, 1890, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

ADAM SHRAKE, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following con- 
current resolution from the House of Representatives; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- 
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having due regard to commercial and nav: 


granting a pension to the widow of Adam Shrake. 
; RETURN OF BILL FROM PRESIDENT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following concur- 
rent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- 
dent be requested to return to the House of Representatives the bill (H. R. 380) 
to amend an act entitled An act to authorize the Cairo and Tennessee River 


Railroad eee to construct bridges across the Tennessee and Cumberland 
Rivers,“ approved January 8, 1889. 


JOHN B. FLETCHER, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following con- 
current resolution of the House of Representatives; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Clerk 
of the House be authorized, in enrolling House bill 5618, to change the name of 
of John P. Fletcher where it occurs to John B. Fletcher, 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8909) making appropriations for the naval sery- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLEN. I offer an amendment to come in on page 18, after 
line 25. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 18, after line 25, it is proposed to add: 

That the President be, and he is hereby, required to appoint a commission, 
composed of two competent naval officers, one competent army officer, and two 
competent persons from civil life, whose duty it shall be to select a suitable site, 


interests, for a dry-dock at some 


point on the shores of Puget Sound, in the State of Washington, and having 


selected such site shall, if upon private land, estimate its value and ascertain as 
nearly as practicable the cost for which it can be purchased or acquired, and of 
their proceedings and action make full and detailed report to the President; 
and the President shall transmit such report with his recommendation to Con- 
gress. That to defray the expenses of such commission the sum of $10,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same is, hereby appropriated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on ‘ing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I desire to inquire of the Senator from Washing- 
ton whether he will have any objection to striking out the words on 
the waters of Puget Sound” and inserting ‘‘the waters of the Pacific 
Ocean north of the forty-sccond parallel of north latitude. ’? 

Mr. ALLEN. I prefer not to accept the amendment. I feel that a 
selection should be made upon Puget Sound for this particular dry- 
dock. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It seems to me if there is to be a re-examination 
of this matter with reference to the selection of a site for a navy-yard 
and dry-dock on the Pacific coast, or a dry-dock alone, then the exam- 
ination should not be restricted to any particular waters on that coast. 

There was a provision in the last naval appropriation act providing 
for a commission whose duty it should be to investigate all the prob- 
able points at which a navy-yard and dry-dock might be located along 
the Pacific coast and on the waters of Puget Sound north of the line 
dividing the States of California and Oregon. In other words, that 
commission was instructed by Congress at the last session to investi- 
gate all points, all candidates for the position north of that line, not 
only upon the Oregon coast of the Pacific Ocean, including the magnifi- 
cent harbors of Coos Bay and Yaquina Bay and other points on that 
coast, but including also various important harbors on the Columbia 
rer: Astoria, Oregon, and other points, as well as the waters of Puget 
Sound. 

-Mr. PIERCE. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Oregon if that 
commission has made any report, and, if so, what that report was. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I was about to come to that. 

In pursuance of that provision in the last naval appropriation act a 
commission of naval officers was appointed. They investigated all along 
the coast, as I understand and as appears from their report, and they 
made a report finally selecting a point on the western shores of Puget 
Sound. It seems, however, that that report is not satisfuctory. It does 
not appear to be satisfactory to anybody so far as I am able to advise 
myself. It is certainly not satisfactory to the representation upon this 
floor from the State of Washington. Otherwise they would not be found 
here to-day moving for a re-examination by a mixed commission, com- 
posed not only of naval officers, but of military officers and private cit- 
izens. * 

I believe that a re-examination should be made. I agree with the 
Senator from Washington who has offered this amendment that there 
should be ré-examination of that whole business, and I believe it should 
be made in the manner indicated by him in his amendment; but I do 
not believe that the commission should be restrictedin their investiga- 
tions to the waters of Puget Sound alone. I think they should be at 
liberty and should be instructed to examine the harbors of the Colum- 
bia River, to examine the various harbors on the western coast of the 
State of Oregon as well as the many different and important harbors 
on Puget Sound, 

Probably this commission might come to the same conclusion that 
the other commision did, that the navy-yard and dry-dock should be 
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located on the waters of Puget Sound, but they should not be re- 
stricted, I insist, in their investigations to those waters alone. 

Therefore I appeal to the Senator from Washington to accept this 
modification, so that the commission when appointed may not only be 
at liberty, but may be instructed, to investigate all the various harbors 
along the coast, including of course the various important harbors on 
Puget Sound. If the amendment is not accepted, I shall feel com- 
pelled, with the view I entertain in reference to this matter, to sub- 
mit an amendment to the amendment; but I think on reflection my 
good friend from Washington will be willing to accept the suggestion 
I have made and to permit these new investigations to be just as broad, 
no broader, and no less restricted than was the one made under the 
act passed two years ago. 

I do not know that I have much more to say, Mr. President. As 
has been stated, there has been an investigation under an act of last 
year. That investigation was not limited to the waters of Puget Sound, 
nor should it be now limited to the watersof Puget Sound. It should 
be open so that all the harbors would be permitted to compete for this 
pase and all the harbors north of the forty-second parallel of north 

titude (I think that is the line) should be investigated by the com- 
mission and investigated thoroughly. Comparisons should be made 
and the whole situation taken in by the commission, and then, after 
that has been done, if finally the commission should believe that this 
navy-yard and dry-dock, if there is to be but one establishment entered 
upon at the present time, should go to Puget Sound, well and good. 
But I insist that the great harbors of the Oregon coast and of the Co- 
lumbia River should not be excluded in this investigation. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I hope that the Senator from Washing- 
ton will consent to the suggestion that has been made by the Senator 
from Oregon. It would certainly do no harm for this commission, 
which is seeking for a proper place for a dry-dock, to investigate the 
Columbia River as well as the waters of Puget Sound. I have no 
doubt myself as to where the dock will be located. I presume it will 
go somewhere in that great body of water that is to be the seat of 
millions of population at no distant day, at some place near one of the 
great cities in the present or in the future on Puget Sound. But it 
certainly can do no harm to let the investigation cover the other sec- 
tion indicated by the Senator from Therefore, I hope the 
Senator from Washington will modify his amendment by including 
the words suggested by the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, as stated by the Senator from Oregon, 

the commission heretofore appointed, after having examined the vari- 
ous waters, unhesitatingly reached the conclusion that wisdom required 
the location of the naval station and dry-dock at a point on Puget 
Sound. A difference of opinion has prevailed as to whether the particu- 
lar selection made upon Puget Sound was the most desirable one under 
all the circumstances. I find a difference of opinion not only obtain- 
ing among experienced seamen upon Puget Sound and citizens there, 
but I also find in the Naval Committee of the Senate there is much 
opposition to the particular selection made. The weight of this oppo- 
sition in the Senate committee to Port Orchard, the place selected by a 
former commission, caused me to offer this amendment. 

However, Mr. President, as I have such an abiding faith that any 
commission that may be appointed for the selection of this site must 
ultimately, as did the former commission, make their selection at some 
point on Puget Sound, I will not resist the proposed amendment, 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, Ithink I ought to say a word. I con- 
cur entirely in what was said by my colleague. A bill forthe purpose 
of appointing a commission to locate a navy- yard and dry-dock upon 
the Pacific coast north of the forty-second degree of north latitude was 
introduced by my colleague and supported by speech and also by some 
remarks by me. I said so much at that time in regard to Puget Sound 
that I was criticised by my own people, and so much concerning Lakes 
Washington and Union, and the fresh-water lake at Seattle, that I was 
criticised by people of Port Townsend and other places on the Sound 
who are now anxious to have this matter re-examined. 

I am not as thoroughly satisfied as the Senator from Maine appears 
to be and the Senator from Washington is, as to where the best location 
for this navy-yard is. I myself think that the Columbia River and 
perhaps other points on the Oregon coast present quite as great advan- 
tages, when everything is considered, as Puget Sound. 

But certainly now, after a commission has been appointed and has 
selected a site which is not satisfactory to the people of the State of 
Washington, if there is to be a re-examination, justice to my colleague 
and myself and the people of Oregon and the best interests of the Gov- 
ernment demand that the whole question should be opened, and that 
the new commission which is appointed should select the best site on 
the coast, everything considered, for the navy-yard. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam much obliged to the Senator from Wash- 
ington. I move to amend his amendment by striking out the words 
Puget Sound, in the State of Washington and inserting in lien 
thereof the following: 

The Pacific Ocean or the waters connected therewith north of the forty-second 
parallel of north latitude, ineluding the waters of Puget Sound. 

Mr. PLATT. “Is that the language of the former act? 

Mr. MITCHELL. No, I have not that here. It is substantially 
the same. It covers the same ground. 


Mr. HALE, That would cover everything, I think. 


Mr. ALLEN. It would cover ev ing unless it might exclude a 
consideration of Lake Washington. ether it would be sufficiently 
comprehensive to embrace Lake Washington within the waters of 
Puget Sound, I am not certain. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no objection to add, “including also Lake 
Washington.“ 

Mr. DOLPH. It should be Lakes Union and Washington.” 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iwill say ‘‘ Lakes Union and Washington, in the 


State of Washington.“ That will cover it. 
ee SE eae The amendment to the amendment will 
read. 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the words in the 
amendment, ‘‘ Puget Sound, in the State of Washington,’’ and insert: 
The Pacific Ocean or the waters connected therewith north of the forty-second 
llel of north latitude, including the waters of Puget Sound and also Lakes 
nion and Washington, in the State of Washington. 


Mr. ALLEN. The Senator should insert the boundary line be- 
tween the States of Oregon and Washington.“ 

Mr. HOAR. Why does not the Senator putin the States of Oregon 
and Washington? I suppose there is no occasion for mentioning the 

lel. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will modify my amendment by striking out 
“‘forty-second ’’ before ‘‘ llel” and inserting after “‘latitude”’ the 
words marking the northern boundary of California.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment will 
be so modified. The question is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] to the amendment of the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. ALLEN]. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I have no further committee amendments, and if there 
are no further amendments the bill may be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. If the committee amendments are completed, I desire 
to present an amendment. On the fifth page, after the twenty-second 
line, I move to insert what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, after line 22, it is proposed to insert: 

For the purpose of providing ordnance, arms, ammunition, and equipments 
for issue to the naval militia, $50,000, which sum shall be apportioned July 1, 
1890, among the several States which shall on or before that date have author- 
ized the establishment of a naval militia, according to the number of Senators 
and Representatives to which each of said States respectively is entitled in the 
Congress of the United States as compared with the total number of Senators 
and Representatives from all the said Sta such apportionment being made 
by the Secretary of the moy upon the certificate of the governor of the State 
transmitted on or before said date: Provided, That, if wi three months from 
the said date the number of regularly enlisted, organized, and uniformed naval 
militia in any of the said States shall not appear upon the certificate of the gov- 
ernor the to equal fifteen men for each Senator and Representative from 
said State, its allotment shall be reduced pro rata, and the balance which is thus 
determined not to be available shall be covered back into the Treasury of the 


United States: And provided further, That the purchase and manufacture of ord- 
nance, arms, ammunition, and equipments for the naval militia under the pro- 
risi 


to protect the interests of the United States. And the 
Secretary on the uest of the governor of 
othe 1 the Navy for the purposes of drill or to „ 
eel whe may be unfit for — service in regular Navy, if in his opinion 
the exigencies of the public service will permit. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the object of this amendment is to pro- 
vide for carrying into effect a plan for having a naval militia which 
shall maintain precisely the same relation to the Navy as the present 
militia of the United States maintains to the regular Army. It pro- 
vides for an appropriation of $50,000, which shall be ded in fur- 
nishing arms and training-ships for such naval militia as shall be raised 
and maintained by the States respectively. The whole cost of uni- 
forming and supporting and paying these bodies of seamen will be pro- 
vided for by the States who come into this scheme. 

I suppose it is unnecessary to point out to the Senate that it would 
be of great value, in any sudden hostile emergency, to have a body of 
men raised by the States who would be somewhat skilled in naval dis- 
cipline, including gunnery, and who could be promptly made use of 
in an emergency when our regular Navy might be scattered in differ- 
ent parts of the world. Also, it would be of very great public impor- 
tance to have this force at the command of the Government for sudden 
emergencies of a police character which might arise in our great sea- 

rts. 

P The burden of this matter is to fall, under the arrangement which 
is proposed, thiefly, as I have said, upon the States. Four of the 
States, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and Massachusetts, 
have already provided by law for authorizing such a body of men 
amounting in all to 1,870 in number. I will send to the desk an 
have read the act of the State of Pennsylvania on this subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The act will be read. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 

An act to constitute a battalion to be known as the Naval Battalion of the Na- 
tional Guard of Pennsylvania. 

Section 1. Be it enacted, ete., That there shall be allowed in addition to the 
companies of the National Guard of the State of Pennsylvania as now ded 
by law not more than four companies of naval militia, which shall constitute a 
battalion to be known asthe Naval Battalion of the National Guard of Pennsyl- 


vanin. 

Sec. 2. The officers of this battalion shall consist of a lieutenant-commander, 
whose rank and pay shall assimilate to that of a major of infantry, and a staff, 
to consist of one adjutant, one ordinance officer, one paymaster (who shall be 
the mustering officer), and one surgeon, with the rank of first lieutenant. 
They shall be paid the same as battalion staffs in the National Guard. There 
shall also be attached to the staff the 3 tty officers: One muster. at- 
arms, two yeomen, one hospital steward, one bugler, who shall receive the 
same pay as the non-commissioned staff of a battalion of infantry. 

Sec, 8. To each company there shall be one lieutenant commanding, two sec- 
ond lieutenants, two en to receive the same pay as captains, first and 
second lieutenants, respectively, of infantry; two boatswain's mates, two gun- 
ners mates, two coxswains, two quartermasters, and forty-four seamen. All 
enlisted men of companies shall receive the pay of en men of companies 
of infantry of the National Guard. 

Sxc. 4. The naval battalion shall be uniformed as the commander-in-chief 
shall direct, out of any appropriations for uniform or supplies for the National 
Guard, and shall be instruc’ as he may direct and be subject to the laws and 
regulations governing the National Guard. The duty required by law may be 
performed afloat, 

Sec. 5. The companies comprising the naval battalion may be raised, as pro- 
vided by law, when the United States Government shall have furnished arms 
and equipments and a vessel of war for menses of duty required by law. 

Approved the 26th day of April, A. D. 5 

JAMES A. BEAVER. 


Mr. PIERCE. What provision is made in the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Massachusetts for uniforming, arming, and paying 
this naval militia? 

Mr. HOAR. The $50,000 here appropriated provides for arming, 
drilling, instructing, and receiving them on board ships. 

Mr. PIERCE. Oh, they are tobe received on board ship? It struck 
me that if they were simply to be drilled on land it would be rather 
an awkward predicament in case of sudden disaster for them to be 
taken on ship and become sea-sick. 

Mr. HOAR. My amendment proposesin regard to the nayal militia 
precisely the policy which now exists in regard to the militia on land; 
and when so raised and supported they are to be received on board the 
ships of the United States, disciplined and instructed there in gunnery 
and naval drill and tactics. That is the scheme. 

Now, as I said, four great States of the Union have already moved 
in this matter and have provided for raising, New York 1,270 men, 
Pennsylvania 238, Massachusetts 238, Rhode Island 134, making in 
all 1,870. There has also come a petition from two of the important 
public boards of California, and from the Chamber of Commerce, I 
think—at any rate some important business organization of Chicago. 
The whole matter is stated in a letter, which accompanies this amend- 
ment, from the present Secretary of the Navy to the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations. Before having that read, however, I 
should like to say that I hold in my hand the Massachusetts statute 
approved May 17, 1888, being the statutes of 1888, chapter 336, which 
is so nearly identical with that of Pennsylvania that it is not neces- 
sary to have it read. It is in substance the same. I now send to the 
desk the letter from the Secretary of the Navy and ask that it be 


read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Navy Drrarrmest, Washington, D. C., May 13, 1890. 

Sin: I have the honor to call your attention to the importance of an appro- 
priation to provide arms for iesue to the recently organized naval militia. 

One of the most vital defects in our present naval system is the want of an 
organized militia, so trained that in case of necessity it will be prepared to sup- 
ply the demands of the naval service. The number of seamen now allowed b: 

aw is 7,500. Most of them at any = time are necessarily scattered in Varl. 
ous parts of the world. They would not be available at all in an emergency, 
nor would they in any case be numerous enough to form more than thenucleus 
ofan active force, 

At the outbreak of the civil war there were only two hundred seamen on the 
Atlantic coast at the disposal of the Government for the crews of ships fitting 
out, Largely in consequence of this naval operations during the first six 
months were delayed and obstructed, The necessities of war afterwards in- 
creased the force to fifty thousand, Most of the new recruits were destitute of 
naval training, and to obtain even these it was necessary to pay heavy boun- 


ties. 

The want of a supply of men in reserve places the Navy at a great disadvan- 
tage, as compared with the Army. The Army has ude’ t behind it a well 
trained militia, which makes its real numerical strength. ithout this it would 
be a feeble instrument of national defense, The Navy needs its reserves as much 
as the Army, and they should be composed not only of trained seamen, but of 
trained naval seamen. 

The development of the militia is in the interest of a true economy. Its cost 
to the General Government lies only in arms and equipments for training. The 
remainder of the expense is voluntarily borne by the States. Compared with 
the cost of a regular force of the same size, this expense is little more than 
nominal, as the periods of active employment are confined to what is required 
for training 2 alone. 

It is the true erican principle that the standing forces of the Government, 
military and naval, should be kept on the smallest possible footing, consistent 
with the requirements of defense. Butitis essential to the maintenance of this 
3 that there should be a body of trained citizens, back of the small stand- 

g force, which will be ready to meet an emergency. The United States has 
no use for a large body of men, drawn away from productive labor, and con- 
suming their time in a permanent army or navy, but it requires that provision 
should be made for recruiting both branches of the service, in case of necessity, 
5 from the people. 

Until recently no steps have been taken towards the creation of a naval mili- 


tia; but within the last two years an active interest in the subject has developed 


itself, not only on the seaboard, but on the lakes, and a 
ment, in no way forced iy de ental action, has taken shape, in the passage, 
by several of acts for the establishment of a naval mili In some cases 
successful orga: ons have been already formed, and all that is required is 
such action on the part of the General Governmentas will put the naval militiaon 
thesame footing as the land militia, namely, the issue of arms and 5 


together with facilities for drill on naval notin use, Other S. 
are tending in 


the same direction, in response to an active popular demand, and 
there is every reason to believe that with proper encouragement from the De- 
partment, and no other action by Congress than an appropriation for the su 


ply of arms and authority to assign vessels, the creation of a naval militia, 


accordance with the spirit of American institutions, will be assured. 

It is clearly in the interest of sound gan that a demand of this kihd, spring- 
ing directly from the people and close! eee them, should meet with a 
reg 6 co-operation on the part of the Government, and that a general disposi- 
tion thus aroused and should not be suffered to die from delays and 
discouragement. The formation of the proposed naval reserve requires care- 
fully studied! tion, which may not be accomplished for some time to come, 
while the provision for the militia, already created by the States, requires only 
an appropriation, and will be in line with the popular sentiment, without the 
support of which neither a militia nor a reserve would be ible. ; 

therefore recommend that an ahpropriation of $50,000 be made for this pur- 
pose, and I inclose herewith a proposed draught in the form and embodying the 
restrictions which seem to me to be expedient for the purpose. x 


Ve 
ne ER B. F. TRACY, Secretary of the Navy. 

Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 

Chairman of Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate, 

Mr. HOAR. I desire simply to add to that letter that I have no 
doubt within a very short time other States, and perhaps all the States 
on the seaboard, both on the Pacific and Atlantic coasts, will take up 
this policy and will be glad indeed to make similar arrangements, so 
that we may have, if this scheme goes into effect, at this very slight 
cost to the Government, a trained and enlisted body of seamen who can 
be called upon in an emergency, amounting to eertainly not less than 
twelve or fifteen thousand in number, I understand the Senator from 
South Carolina has a separate bill pending on the subject, and I believe 
there is also one pending elsewhere. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Committee on Appropriations con- 
sidered this subject very fully, having the Secretary of the Navy be- 
fore it in its deliberations. The committee is not opposed to the gen- 
eral scheme and is impressed with the view that it is an important 
matter, and when carried out will result in a militia that in an emer- 
gency might be very valuable. But it has not gone very far yet; it is 
limited to the number of Statesstated by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
and the committee did not think it advisable now to embody an ap- 
propriation on the subject and put it into the bill, preferring to wait 
and see if other States did not adopt the same system; and also, as has 
been suggested to me, if a separate bill Congress, there being 
other bills now before other committees, the appropriations to carry it 
out can be put on thesundry civil appropriation hill or on the deficiency 
appropriation bill. 

nder these circumstances I hope that the Senator from Massachu- 
setts will not urge the amendment further, with the assurance that the 
subject will be considered hereafter when it has taken a wider range. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, this is so important a subject that I 
do not feel justified in desisting from pressing the measure, but cer- 
tainly I should not feel, on the other hand, justified in pressing it at 
a time and on a particular bill when the committee having general 
charge of the subject thought it ought to be taken up by Congress at 
another time or upon some later separate bill. I will therefore not 
press the amendment further. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand that the measure is not pressed at 
this time; but simply for the purpose of attracting notice to the ques- 
tion, and possibly to an embarrassment that there is in the way (and 
I do not know that it is really one), I desire to call the attention of 
the Senate to two or three provisions of the Constitution. 

To Congress is confided the power— 


To provide and maintain a navy; 
To make rules for the government and regulation of the land and naval 


gy E, for calling forth the militia to execute the laws of the Union, sup- 
press insurrections, and repel invasions, 
Again: 

To — 
TTC 
States, reserving to the States respectively the appointment of the officers and 
3 of training the militia, according to the discipline prescribed by 

It is a question I had not thought of, and I only suggest it here that 
attention may be given to it, whether under these provisions of the 
Constitution there is any power òn the part of Con to provide for 
organizing, arming, and disciplining what is here called a naval militia; 
whether militia is not peculiarly a land force and not a force to be em- 
ployed upon the water, and so understood by the fathers when the Con- 
stitution was adopted; and whether there is any grant of power by the 
States to Congress, or whether without regard to the question of such 
a grant there is any power in Congress to provide for the support of 
what is termed in the amendment that is offered here a naval militia. 
Is there any such thing as a naval militia? Is not the power of Con- 
gress limited to the organizing, arming, and disciplining the militia 
peculiarly as a land force? 

I do not desire to be understood as expressing any opinion upon this 
question either way, but I simply suggest it that it may have attention 
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and at the proper time be discussed, and I hope that at the proper tine 
it will be discussed understandingly, and that Senators will be prepared 
to express their views on it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the Senate 
(which has been detained by this bill a good deal longer than was de- 
sired) by any discussion of the question raised by the Senator from New 
York. Certainly there never was raised or suggested on this floor, 
where so many hair-splitting distinctions have been raised, so narrow 4 
construction of the Constitution in this world as one which would deny 
to Congress under the power to raise and maintain a navy the right to 
take on board a naval ship and train for the purposes of naval war a 
body of men whom it by its authority for raising and paying 
them to be at the service of the United States if war broke out. 

I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PAppock in the chair). 
Senator from Massachusetts withdraws his amendment. 

Mr. HALE. TheSenator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] gave notice 
of an amendment that he would offer. 7 

Mr. CALL. I have an amendment to offer. I believe it is in order 
now. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I thought the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] 
had offered an amendment striking out the same words that I propose 
to strike out. 

Mr. HALE. If there is an amendment pending, let it be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no amendment pending. 

Mr. DOLPH. Then I offer the amendment that I had read at the 
desk yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On 43, line 25, after the word contract,“ 
it is proposed to strike out all down to and including the word each, 
on page 44, line 8, as follows: A 

Three 8 coast-line battle- ships designed to carry the heaviest armor 
and most powerful ordnance upon a displacement.of about 8,500 tons, witha 
coal endurance of about 5,000 knots on the total coal capacity at the most eco- 
nomiecal rate of speed, and to have the highest practicable s for vessels of 


their class, to cost,exclusive of armament and of any premiums may be 
paid for increased speed, not exceeding $4,000,000 each, 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 


Three floating batteries, of the description recommended by the board on 
fortifications and other defenses, appointed by the President under the provis- 
ions of the act of Congress entitled “An act making appropriations for fortifica- 
tions and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes,“ approved March 3, 1835. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I think it would be better to offer a separate 
amendment striking out, if the Senator from Oregon will permit, and 
after action is had upon the separate amendment which I shall offer, 
then his amendment could come in. I propose to strike out, begin- 
ning in line 25, on page 43, all after the word contract,“ beginning 
with the words three sea-going coast-line battle-ships, down to and 
including the word “each,” in line 8, on page 44. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator desires a separate vote he may simply 
ask to have the question divided on my amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I prefer a separate vote on my proposition. 

Mr. DOLPH. My amendment includes two propositions, one to 
strike out and the other to insert. All that is necesary to be done, ir 
the Senator desires a separate vote, is to have the question divided and 
put separately, so that the Senate will vote in the first place on the 

_proposition to strike out the provision for the construction of three 
ttle-ships, and if that should be stricken out then the question would 
recur as to inserting the words which I propose in lieu of that provision. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not understand that the Senator’s amend- 
is divisible exactly in that way. 

Mr. DOLPH. Les; I think it is divisible in that way. A motion 
to strike out and insert, I think, ought to be a divisible question. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Under the rules it is not divisible. 

Mr. HALE, It is a different proposition. I think the Senator from 
Missouri had better move his amendment to strike out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishall do so, if the Senator from Oregon will per- 
mit me. 

Mr. DOLPH. I shall withdraw my amendment if, under the rules, 
the question is not a divisible one. It certainly is divisible according 
to ordinary parliamentary law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is not under our rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not in order under the rules to di- 
vide such a motion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. So I understand. 

Mr. DOLPH. Then I withdraw my amendment for the time being, 
so that the Senator from Missouri may offer his amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from Ore- 
gon is withdrawn for the present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Imovetostrike outallafterthe word contract, 
in line 25, page 43, down to and including the word each,“ in line 
8, on page 44. That will strike out these words: 


. eoast-line battle-ships designed to carry the hea viest armor and 
most powerful ordnance upon a mt of about 8,500 tons, with a coal 


The 


endurance of about 5,000 knots on the total coal capacity at the most economical 


rate of speed, and to have the highest cable s; for vesselsof their 
to en p e Ne of armament and A goes — asa ines may be paid — 
speed, not exceeding $4,000,000 each. 


X proposa tast to strike out those words, which will leave the clause 
to : 3 


That for the purpose of further 5 naval establishment of the 
United States the President is hereby autho to have constructed by con- 
tract one protected cruiser, eto. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I see no reason in the world for 
the commencement of this expenditure of an immense sum of money. 
The cost of each of these vessels, the three battle-ships provided for here, 
will not be less when completed than $5,000,000. That will be an ex- 
penditure for the three of $15,000,000. 

What necessity is there for this country to enter upon this, situate 
as we are, isolated, with no neighbor upon our land borders, either upon 
the north or the south, to interrupt us, to interfere with us in any way? 

We are at peace with them. We shall remain at peace with them. 
We conld not with our strength and power afford to undertake to wage 
a war against them. Why shall we, then, make this extensive war 
preparation? Are we in danger of any collision with any of the great 
nations of the earth? None in the world. We have no cause for war 
with foreign nations. No foreign nation of any standing or character 
or of any naval or military power could afford to offer the United States 
sufficient cause of war. 

Our strength does not consist alone in the unsurpassed courage and 
endurance and fortitude ofour citizens as soldiers; not in the inexhaust- 
ible war material which we possess within our own borders and can 
utilize and already have the means of utilizing. Our greatest strength 


is in our financial condition. We could afford to a war t any 
nation, or in fact against combined nations, for such a length of time 
as would put them in eternal bankruptcy, and yet we would notsuffer 


from it. Our financial condition is the strongest power we have, and 
it is one that will always be taken into account by any nation before 
it seeks a quarrel and cause of war between itself and the United 
States. 

The United States is the first great Republic. It has set an example 
to other nations and to the republics which have been formed since its 
existence begin Itisa ful nation; itis a peaceable nation. We 
went through a very trying ordeal in the late war. Here were two 
sections ofour country arrayed against each other and the temptation was 
very, very great for foreign nations to become involved and to take sides 
for or against the United States. Some nations violated international 
law, so far as the United States was concerned, in their treatment of 
the confederacy. When the war was over, although it had lasted for 
four years and had as a matter of course been exhausting, did the 
greatest nation then of the world refuse to make reparation to this 
country for the violation of international law committed by her citi- 
zens, without even any intimation of a threat of war from the United 
States? No. At that time, when the United States did not have in 
the estimation of the world one-tenth the strength it possesses to-day 
as a great military and naval power, England, the test naval power 
in the world, cheerfully and gladly resorted to arbitration to settle the 
disputes between us. 

The United States will do right. Thereis no occasion for her not to 
do right. She is not seeking territorial aggrandizement or extension. 
We are content with our own territorial limits, and there will be no 
occasion in the future, not so much as there has been during the past 
century, for any collision or conflict between the United States and any 
other nation. We are in no danger upon our own soil. With our in- 
exhaustible resources and the unconquerable courage of our citizens we 
could resist the combined power of all the nations of the earth. They 
might come and effect a landing here and there, but it would only be 
for a few days, to fall into our hands as prisoners of war. They can 
make no lodgment upon American soil; they can maintain no foot- 
hold upon American soil. 

Why, then, shall we, at enormous expense, go around among the na- 
tions of the earth prepared for war, like an individual with a bowie- 
knife and two revolvers buckled around him, tantal any one to 
attack him? Is that the position for the greatest Republic on earth 
to occupy with respect to the nations of the world? Certainly not. 

We need no battle-ships. We need the kind of vessels we have to- 
day, the fast cruisers. They are all the battle-ships we need, and we 
need them simply because some half-civilized communities, islanders, 
or people in other places, may not have realized and understood the 
strength and power of this Government, and may offer indignities to 
our citizens or to our flag. Those vessels are sufficient to go to such 
places and demand and secure reparation, and that is all that we shall 
ever need them for. 

Mr. President, why shall we go to making preparations for war when, 
according to our professions, we have for years been seeking to 
establish peace? We have ostensibly been hol out to the world 
that we are in favor of penneful arbitration in all cases. I hold in my 
hand Miscellaneous Document 131, Senate, Fifty-first Congress, first 
session, being a memorial presented by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 


1890. ; 
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SHERMAN] and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


Memorial of the representative meeting of Westerly yearly meeting of the So- 
ciety of Friends of Southern and Western Indiana, and the State of Illinois, 
representing a membership of more than 13,000, at a meeting held in Indian- 
apolis, March 14, 1890, protesting against large expenditures for the Navy and 
so-called coast defenses, and praying for the passage of the resolution relative 
to peace arbitration. 

To His Excellency Benjamin Harrison, President of the United States, 

and to the Senate and House of Representatives : 

Believing that the diplomatic and commercial relations of the United States 
are so honorably and so peacefully sustained with all the nations of the carth, 
and that there is now no nation but that can be influenced by the overtures of 
friendship and justice in our commercial relations with them, and that it is the 
constantly increasing desire of nations to adjust their disputes by peaceful arbi- 
tration, instead of by resort to war, we would most etfully memorialize 
our Senators and 8 in protest against the large expenditure ſor 
the Navy and so-called coast defenses as recommended to Congress by official 
reports. = 

Ve earnestly desire the paraga ot the joint resolution reported to the Senate 

by the Committee on Foreign Relations, July 13, 1888, by its chairman, JOHN 
SHERMAN, of Ohio, authorizing the President to invite, from time to time, as fit 
occasions may arise, negotiations with any Government with which the United 
States may have diplomatic relations, to the end that any differences or dis- 
putes arising between the two Governments which can not be adjusted by diplo- 
matic agency may be referred to arbitration and be peaceably adjusted by such 
means. We rejoice that it has received the approval of the Senate, is referred 
to the House and reported upon favorably by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and is on the House Calendar awaiting final action. 

Great Britain has repeatedly pronounced ber desire for arbitration as a sub- 
stitute for war. In proof of this two hundred and thirty-three of the members 
of Parliament near two years ago sent a memorial to our Government by rep- 
resentative men, inviting overtures to reach that end. Their memorial awaits 
the final and favorable action of Con 

England does not stand alone. The 23 of Brussels, the French Na- 
tional Assembly and Chamber of Deputies, the Belgian Chamber of * 
the Swedish Diet, the States General of Netherlands, and the Canadian lia- 
ment have recommended it, and Switzerland and Italy are believed to 
be in harmony with the measure. 

Near sixty cases of international arbitration have already occurred durin: 
the present century, in which twenty-two independent nations have 
pated. Persia, Turkey, China, and Japan have not hesitated to follow the ex- 
ample of the professed christian nations of Europe and America, With this 
extensive experience of the justice, economy, and mercy of such measures for 
settling international disputes, can a more fit time than the present be found to 
look to the ual peace of all nations and to invoke divine blessing 
upon our efforts to reach an end so righteous, rather than to spend our millions 
in preparation for war? Let us rather turn our treasures to the development 
of resources of our country, to the encouragement of industrial and com- 
mercial pursuits, and to the moral, social, and educational elevation of the 
dependent masses of our people. The prophets have told us of a day when na- 
tions shall learn war no more, Let it be our mission to hasten that day rather 
than to retard it. 

Trusting in the pore and willingness of God to protect and bless nations as 
well as individuals, we are your frien 

ed by direction of the meeting: 


- BARNABAS C. HOBBS, 


I also hold in my hand the memorial of the representatives of the 
religious Society of Friends for the States of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, 
and Delaware, to the Congress of the United States, setting forth why 
we should not expend large sums of money unnecessarily in these 
preparations for war. 


The memorial of the representatives of the religious Society of Friends for the 
States of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware to the Congress of the 
United States of America respectfully represents: 


That we have observed with sorrow during the session of the present Con- 

the introduction of bills for a large increase of expenditures for vessels of 

war belonging to the United States Navy and fortifications. For over two hun- 

dred years our religious society, in common with many christian professors of 

other denominations, have been the advocates of those — j principles of 

peace on earth and good will to men” which were announ by the angelic 
host upon the advent of the Lord Jesus Christ. 

We believe that when He taught men to love their enemies He instituted a rule 
of conduct which is as binding upon ruſers as it is on the private citizen, and in 

ronouncing His blessing upon the makers, calling them the children of 
Goa, He extended it to nations as well as individuals; that the true strength of 
the United States does not lie in the extent and perfection of its military de- 
fenses, but in the virtue, intelligence, and integrity ot its people, in a reverent 
and abiding sense of accountability to the Supreme Being, and in a course of 
conduct which is consistent with the teachings of christianity. 

The present lamentable condition of the most powerful military nations of 
Europe in consequence of the oppressive taxation and the enforced service of 
the young men in camps and martial training should be sufficient proof to wise 
statesmen of our own country of the futility of building up vast armaments to 
promote national prosperity. h 

It has been a recognized axiom by American legislators from Washington’s 
day to this that a large standing army is inimical to the character of our free 
institutions and of pernicious tendency. Why is not the same reasoning appli- 
cable to a navy? Weare not menaced by surrounding nations either by 
sea or land, and we rejoice to notice the amicable spirit in which the represent- 
atives of Central and South American states and our own Government, now 
assembled at Washington, are adopting mutual resolutions of good-will; and, in 
accord with the sentiments so well expressed by the Secretary of State in wel- 
coming them to the United States, have proposed arbitration, instead of a resort 
to arms, in all case of dispute which may arise between the Governments they 
represent and our own. 

ill not the building of war vessels of unusual size and number and the erec- 
tion of coast defenses at such juncture arouse a feeling of jealousy and suspicion 
against us on the part of these neighboring Republics and tend to nullify the 
salutary results hoped for by the labors of the Pan-American Congress? 

Ifthe machinéry and implements of war are multiplied, they foster national 
pride and stimulate ambitious political leaders to seek occasions of quarrel on 
slight pretexts rather than to settle differences by peaceful negotiations. 

rof war is increased by the creation of a large body of military 
and naval officers imbued with the animus of war and bro into place and 


power by anusual appropriations for such objects, who would realize that their 


t. 
contributed muanga 
a 


pas debt remains to consume the resources of the poopie; Justice to 
them demands the most economical care in national as well as State expendi- 
tures, rather than squandering their hard-earned means in useless vessels which 
entail still farther expense for their future maintenance. 

The world has not been left without an illustration of the practicability of 
— on a Government upon purely christian principles. In the establish- 
ment of that of Pennsylvania no provision was made for the maintenance of a 
military force, and although William Penn and his coadjutors had to deal with 
an untutored and savage race of men, yet, during the period of seventy years 
in which this province was under the control of himself and those sharing his 
religious belief, in no instance was there a resort to arms to settle the claimsof 
either party, whilst other English colonies who assumed that an armed force 
was necessary for self-protection were involved in frequent desolating wars 
with the native tribes. 

If the grand design and aim of . expressed in the Lord's Prayer, 
that His kingdom may come and His will done on earth as it is in heaven, 
is ever realized, such a result can only be attained by simple faith in the prac- 
tical value of the precepts of Christ and a ready obedience to them in all the 
concerns of life. In proportion as men and governments are disposed to accept 
and act upon the exalted principles of the gospel, nation will not lift up sword 
— nation, neither shall they learn war any more. 

7 direction and on behalf of a meeting of the representatives of the a 
Society of Friends for Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware, held in Phila- 


delphia, Fourthmonth 18, 1890, 
JOSEPH WALTON, Clerk, 


I also hold in my hand the following letter from Dr. Boardman, 
president of the Christian Arbitration and Peace Society, dated Phila- 
delphia, February 21, 1890: A 


Sin: George Washington, in his farewell address, said “overgrown mili! 
establishments are, under any formof government, inauspicious to liberty a: 
are particularly hostile to republican liberty.” It is also a known fact that these 
overgrown military establishments have always been the result of contriving 
contractors rather than the demands of the people. 

We trust and believe that the Senate will act with great caution before coun- 
tenancing the pro increase of the coast defense and of the Navy beyond 
a proper police force, believing that coast armament may prove ominous of civil 
conflict and an overgrown navy of foreign imbroglios. 

We remember that the King of Babylon was divinely taught that the Most 
High ruleth in the kingdom of men, and giveth it to whomsoever He will. 
Should not the honorable Senate, so augustly representing the American — 
ple, be warned by this ancient teaching. ap) ing to the God of Justice ra’ 
than to armed force in settling the policy of the nation? * 


Wich great respect, 
ee GEO. DANA BOARDMAN, President. 


I also hold in my hand Senate Miscellaneous Document 124, Fifty- 
first Congress, first session, being a letter of the Secretary of Sta 
transmitting dispatch No. 50, of August 17, 1889, from the Uni 
States minister at Paris, in relation to the peace congress: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, April 1, 1890, 


Sm: I have the honor to transmit herewith Serr information, copy of a 
dispatch, No. 50, of August 17, 1889, from the Uni States minister at in 
relation to the peace congress convened there in that year, and copies of its in- 
closures in English, together with copy of answer thereto, of this date. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
JAMES G. BLAINE, 
Hon. Joun SHERMAN, 


Chairman Committee on Foreign Relations, United States Senate. 


No. 50. 
LEGATION oy THe UNITED STATES, 
Paris, August 17, 1889. [Received September 2.] 
Sir: Herewith are inclosed a copy and translation ofa petition addressed to 
the President by the presiding officers and leading members of the peace con- 
gress held recently in Paris. It recommends a treaty of arbitration between 
the United Statesand France and transmits various resolutions adopted by the 
peace congress, the interparliamentary conference, and the league for peace 


and liberty. 

The peace congress which sat first gave its attention chiefly to the question 
of international arbitration and of the means for . treaties 
of arbitration between two or more nations, particularly between France and 
the United States as recommended by Senator ALLIson’s resolution of 1888. It 

: wary nee resolutions, the most important of which are transmitted 
erewith, 

At the interparliamentary conference thirty-four members of the French 
Chamber, a dozen English members of Parliament, and several Italian, Spanish. 
Danish, and Belgian deputies or senators were present. Mr. Jules Simon opened 
the conference by a speech in which he laid stress upon the fact that the ma- 
Jaig of Frenchmen ardently desired peace. Mr. Passy, who was elected act- 

ng chairman, announced that two hundred and thirty-four members of the Brit- 
ish House of Commons and thirty-four members of the House of Lords had 
given their adhesion to the principles advocated by the societies of peace and 
arbitration under whose influence the Congress met. The conference 
adopted six resolutions, which are all transmitted. 

devoted its sittings to the 


The international league for peace and libert; 
means of introducing the principles which it is its aim to promote in the pro- 

of public education, as wellasin the historical text-books 
It passed seven resolutions, of which I send only the 


mmes and meth: 
ntended for children. 


I have the honor to be, v respectfully, your obedient servant, 
* WHITELAW REID, 
P. S.—Hereto is appended also a printed copy ofall the resolutions passed by 
the three congresses mentioned in the foregone dispatch. w. R. 
Hon. James G. BLAINE, Secretary of State. 4 


The resolutions passed by the International Peace Congress and the 
interparliamentary conference in Paris in 1889 very strongly favor the 
establishment of a permanent international arbitration board and the 
adjustment of all international difficulties by international arbitration, 
I will not take the time of the Senate to read them. 
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Thero 1e also appónded the ropiz af ME Blaine: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, April 1, 1890, 
Sm: Mr. Reid's dispatch No. 50, of August 17, 1889, in relation to the peace 


of that „at a ition to the President, to- 
year, Paris, an tting pon 


er with other . i 


833 
view of the 


anit n. 

With reference, however, to the special recommendation of the petition that 
an arb treaty between the Government of the United States and that of 
the French Republic be negotiated as the first step, and as of great weight in 
tarning the tide of European governmental oppo into a direction favorable 
to the of a mode of differences an 


ati d 
ties, so far as it may be applicable to them, I may say that it would be 
the inclination of this Government on the general principle and asin line with 
its established practice, to entertain with favor any proposal froma y Gov- 
ernment looking towards such a convention. 

At the same time I should add that effective consideration of the question 
would doubtless be deferred until after d ition of the subject by the confer- 
ence of American nations now here in on, and which is engaged, as one of 
ects of its meeting, in consi: 83 . 

onal arbitration for submission to tie interested 
teh No. 50 and copies of its inclosu 


JAMES G. BLAINE. 

Hesry VIGNAUD, Paris. 

Mr. President, these documents show exactly the position that our 
Government occupies,and they also show the position that foreign Gov- 
ernments occupy. There is day by daya stronger tendency toward the 
adjustment of international disputes by arbitration, by peaceful and 
legitimate methods, and no time will come in the future when any 
trouble arising between the United States and any respectable nation 
on earth can not and will not be settled fairly and honorably to the 
United States by arbitration. 

No nation can afford to go into a war with the United States, possess- 
ing her resources and her power, and no nation will doit. We have 
no fear of any nation attempting to provoke the United States to war. 
No nation has any interest in having a war with the United States, and 
the United States has no interest in having a war with any nation. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri yield to 
the Senator from Maine ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator refers to the power of the United States 
as rendering her exempt from the danger of war. I ask him how the 
power of the United States in any way is a preventive of war if the 
United States does not put that power into some form which may avert 
war or prevent it by being able to protect herself? In what way does 
the power ofa nation, in its money, in its population, in its resources, 
prevent predatory war upon that nation unless it puts some portion of 
those resources into the means and the armaments that are protective 
against other war powers? I would like to have the Senator tell us. 
It is not the moral question I am calling the Senator’s attention to; it 


is not that side of the question, but it is what he has continually re- prepared 


ferred to since he began his remarks, that the power of the United 

States would prevent any war. Now, where will that power be exer- 

cised if we do not have any armies nor any navies, especially nota 

navy? 

i Mr. coc KRELL. The Senator admits that we have the power, does 
e not? 

Mr. HALE. No, I do not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The latent power? 

Mr. HALE. No,I do not. e have undoubtedly the means to 
create a navy, which would be in itself (and that is its great object) 
a moral force that would be a deterrence to war; but I do not admit 
that the mere undeveloped power is of any account; it is only a tempta- 
tion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, nations are composed of individ- 
- uals. They look upon other nations as composed of individuals, and 
they treat each other very much as individuals treat each other. When 
one man knows that another possesses three times his strength, three 
times his power of endurance, and three times his-courage and perse- 
verance and yet is perfectly peaceable, quiet, and undemonstrative, he 
— hesitate before he draws forth the power of that individual upon 


Mr. HALE. Now, let me just illustrate right there, for the Sena- 
tor has furnished a good illustration. He takestwo men, oneof whom 
is peaceful, quiet, unaggressive, and has tremendousstrength and phys- 
ical power. d person, antagonistic to him, for some reason or 
other, not having the same strength or physical power of body, desires 
to do the first person, the strong man, some harm. Now, put into the 
hands of that mischievous person, smaller than the other, not as strong. 
not as enduring, the rifle or the revolver, the offensive weapon, will he 
hesitate to attack the strong man, and will not the strong man be 
infinitely s with a weapon? 

Will not the weaker man with the weapon, if he knows that the 
stronger man has a weapon, refrain from attacking him? It is the 
weapon that makes the power useful. It is the weapon of defense that 
prevents the attack of the lesser individual, just as anavy is a preven- 


tion of war because it notifies other powers that we are ready for them, 
The illustration the Senator has given here is precisely in point. Give 
the small man the pistol, the rifle, the bowie knife, and he will attack 
the large man, if he knows that the large man has not weapons and 
he wants to do him a mischief; but arm the large man, the ul 
man, the quiet man, with the same weapons the other man and 
there will never be a step taken toward a conflict. The two men will 
live together in antagonism, it may be quarrel all their lives, but there 
will be no breach of the 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to be permitted to make one observation 
in support of what the Senator from Maine has just said. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri yield to 
the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. I think no careful student of the history of this coun- 
try will doubt that if we had had a decently equipped navy in propor- 
tion to our national which was then not very great, in the 
ard previous to the war of 1812, we never should have had that war. 

land had known, when the Leopard sank the Chesapeake and 
ifn a aba abated teen AA A og We) 
our ships and seize any man whom any little British midshipman might 
think or yes he thought was an English subject, and take him forcibly 
out of the ship where he was serving—if she had known the naval 
strength which we afterwards developed, she never would have in- 
flicted either of those outrages which drove us so reluctantly into the 
war of 1812. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if he does not 
think England has a pretty fair recollection of that occurrence and 
some subsequent ones? 

Mr. HALE. I was going to say that, even narrowing it beyond 
what the Senator from Massachusetts has, I have always believed that 
if the Chesapeake at that time when that most wanton attack was made 
upon her had been well armed, equipped, and ready (and if she had 
been she would have come out conqueror in that conflict) that would 
have averted the war and would have settled the question of the im- 
pressment of seamen the other way. But the attack was made and 
was successful, and the prestige went with it, and the American ship 
went down because she was not prepared, and because, as every stu- 
dent of our national history knows, the course of the Administration 
had been against preparation in all the years preceding. The general 
tone under which the Government was run was in the direction the 
Senator from Missouri is talking, that no trouble would come. 

Jefferson himself was always reluctant at any thought of war. His 
mind ran in that way. His mental framework was such that he 
dreaded war. He believed that the day would come when there would 
be no wars; that we were isolated; that there was no need of any pro- 
tection in the way of ships that should go out to fight. When all at 
once out of a clear sky came that most wanton attack down in the 
Southern waters of the Leopard on the C e, under orders issued 
by the British admiral at Halifax, the ship attacked was in no degree 
. The Administration had not been in the way of preparing 
naval ships for conflict, and so, after a fight that was to the extent that 
it went a massacre and nothing else, there was nothing for the Ameri- 
can captain to do but to haul down his colors in disgrace. The feeling 
of chagrin, mortification, and rage which then swept over the Ameri- 
can people wasa thing to avert which would have been worth the cost 
of a navy which would have driven Great Britain from every American 


sea. 

Yet the same arguments were made then that are made now. The 
Administration ran in that direction, and only waked up too late, and 
when it was found that the aggressions of Great Britain were so in- 
tolerable, encouraged by its victory in the conflict between the Leopard 
and the Chesapeake, that at last we must, out of self- go to war, 
then we set to work and in time equipped a navy that did not only 
protect our commerce—— 

Mr. PLATT. And authorized privateering. 

Mr. HALE. Authorized 55 and built those ſamous ſrigates 
that carried the name of the American sailors to every quarter of the 
globe. Let we were behind; and it was years and years aſter that, in 
fact never until of late, with the lesson which had been taught, that 
the generation then living or the generation succeeding dared to let the 
American Republic be without a strong fighting navy. When the war 
of the rebellion broke out under the inspiration that had followed from 
1812 down to that timeand had governed the different Administrations, 
we had relatively the finest Navy on the waters of the globe. 

There were no ships that could beat ours. There was no British, or 
French, or Russian ship of the magnitude of our best ships that could 
have stood for a moment against them in a conflict on the water. We 
had kept up the traditions that we had learned from our di and 
our unprepared condition in 1807 when the fight took place between 
the Leopard and Chesapeake, and kept up a navy, and during the late 
war we maintained it. But since then we have been in a condition 
where the world has let us alone. It has been interested in other mat- 
ters. It is only within a few years that complications have arisen; 
and enough things have occurred between us and other nations within 
the last five pears to render every prudent, thoughtful, and patriotic 
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American statesman aware of what may be the danger. All that is 


sought in this bill is to begin, and it is only a i I say frankly 
it is only a beginning. It is not intended to stop here. It is a begin- 
ning to put us in a condition where no nation can visit upon the Amer- 
ican people that most profound humiliation that from 1807 rested for 
years as a disgrace upon the American name. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President 

Mr. CAMERON. I was going to ask the Senator from Missouri to 
give way to me that I might make a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. Iam simply at the pleasure of the Senate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Does the Senator from Missouri want to go on? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I say I am at the pleasure of the Senate. 

Mr. VOORHEES, When I rose I thought the Senator from Mis- 
souri had concluded. Of course I yield to him. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri a ques- 
tion. I notice that he reads from the documents of the Peace Society, 
and makes a statement of the number of members of the British Par- 
liament who have pronounced in favor of arbitration and of a peaceful 
adjustment of international difficulties in the future. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I read that from a Senate Miscellaneous Docu- 
ment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Was there any proposition ever introduced in the 
British Parliament by any of those gentlemen in favor of peace, for the 
disarmament of Great Britain, or the reduction of the British navy? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not sure of that; I do not know anything 
about that. 

Mr. HALE. Has there been any disarmament? 

Mr.-BLAIR. Or any proposition for a disarmament? 

Mr. VOORHEES. is it moved to adjourn? 

Mr. CAMERON, I was going to make a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Missouri does not desire to complete 
his remarks to-night I shall not oppose an adjournment. 

Mr. CAMERON. That is what I understand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If I were to continue now, I should perhaps de- 
lay the Senate longer than it would like tostay to-day. 

Mr. HALE, Iam entirely willing that the convenience of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri shall be vonsulted if he does not desire to go on any 
further to-night. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it will be more convenient to wait till 
Monday morning. 

Mr. HALE. Then I give notice that on Monday morning immedi- 
ately after the routine morning business I shall ask the Senate to take 
up this bill, and shall insist that it be kept before the Senate and fin- 
ished prior to adjournment, because Tuesday morning is to be taken 
in another way. I hope Senators will bear that in mind, and consider 
it notice that if necessary we shall sit through the evening and finish 
the bill on Monday. I do not have any apprehension that that will be 
needed, but, if necessary, let us do it. 

Mr, CAMERON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was to, and (at 4 o'clock and 16 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, May 26, 1890, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
SATURDAY, May 24, 1890. 


The House met at 12 O clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


DECORATION DAY. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to introduce a resolution which has been introduced and passed 
annually for years past just prior to Decoration Day. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 167) was read, as follows: 

Resolwed by the Senate and House of Representatives, ete., That the Secretary of 
the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives are hereby author- 
ized and instructed to pay the officers and employés of the Senate and House 
of Representatives their respective salaries for the month of May, 1890, on the 
29th day of said month. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The date named in this resolution 
is the day prior to Decoration Day, and, as I have said, a similar reso- 
lution has been passed every year since Decoration Day has been madea 
public holiday. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Honse 
now resolve itself in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the purpose of further considering the river and barbor bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr.-Speaker, I desire to make a point of order, and 
before making it I want to say to my friend from Illinois [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON] that I do not desire to antagonize this appropriation bill at 
all, but I do desire to have a ruling of the Chair on the point of order, 


to the end that the question presented may be eliminated from the 
question now pending in the committee, I make the point of order, 
under section 9 of Rule XVI, that this motion which the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] has just made is not in order at this 
time, because this river and harbor bill is not one of the bills provided 
for under section 9 of that rule upon which the motion miy be made. 

I will state frankly-that I think the point of order is well taken, be- 
cause the rule provides that at any time after the reading of the Jour- 
nal it shall be in order by direction of the appropriate committee to 
move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering bills raising revenue 
or general appropriation bills.“ Now, if this were a general appro- 
priation bill the motion, of course, would be in order, but as I under- 
stand, under the rulings of the Chair heretofore made, this river and 
harbor bill is not a general appropriation bill; but, as paragraph 51 of 
Rule XI was changed by the present Congress, we do not know what 
the decision of the Chair would be with reference to the question 
whether or not this riyer and harbor bill is a general appropriation bill. 
I should say, myself, upon reading the text that the ruling of the Chair 
ought to be in conformity with the previous rulings, namely, that the 
river and harbor bill is not a general appropriation bill, for the reason 
that paragraph 51 provides that the following-named committees shall 
have leave to report at any time on the matters herein stated,“ and 
among other matters it names general appropriation bills,“ and then 
goes on to say, the Committee on Rivers and Harbors: bills for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors.” Now, if this were a general ap- 
propriation bill it would not have been necessary to incorporate a 
special provision with reference to river and harbor bills. Therefore, 
I conclude that the ruling of the Chair ought to be just as it has been 
heretofore, and the point of order which I have made ought to be sus- 
tained, and, if that be the case, of course that question will be elimi- 
nated from the question now pending before the committee, and that 
is just what I desire. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, is it not rather late to make this 
point of order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). The point 
of order, as I understand it, is that there must be a morning hour be- 
fore the motion can be made to go into Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. But would the point of order hold when the mo- 
tion has been y made and entertained that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union? 

Mr. sirai DERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, my motion is in order, 
I think—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under what provision of the rules does 
the gentleman hold that his motion is in order at this time? Under 
paragraph 9 of Rule X VI the judgment of the Chair is that the motion 
is not in order if the point of order is made against it, as it has been 
by the gentleman from Arkansas, until after the morning hour. The 
question is whether the paragraph in Rule XI contemplates abrogating 
the provision in Rule IX. The judgment of the Chair is that it does 
not, and that the point of order if insisted upon must be sustained. 

Mr. ROGERS. One word, Mr. Speaker, before the ruling. It will 
be in order, I suppose, immediately after the ruling is made, to move 
to dispense with the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER pro cg ge The Chair thinks it will. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then I will ask for a ruling. 

: mr HENDERSON, of Illinois. I move to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the point of order is 
well taken under paragraph 9 of Rule XVI. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move to dis- 
pense with the morning hour. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Has the Speaker considered 
the effect of the change of rules made in this Congress? 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HENDERSON] moves that the morning hour be dispensed with. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I simply wish to raise the 
question whether the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. ROGERS], in mak- 
ing his point of order, has taken into consideration the changes which 
have been made in our rules since the decision of Mr. Speaker CARLISLE 
that the river and harbor bill was not a general appropriation bill. At 
the time of that ruling the phrase general appropriation bills“ had 
a technical meaning in relation to the Committee on Appropriations, 
which at that time had control of all the appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the language of 
Rule XI, paragraph 51, so far as this question is concerned, is substan- 
tially the same as in the last Congress when the decision of the Speaker 
was made as suggested. In the opinion of the Chair, the point of order 
is well taken. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the morning 
hour be dispensed with. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I make a point of order against 
that motion. It is that under the sixth clause of paragraph 1 of Rule 
XXIV “the morning hour for the consideration of bills called up by 
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committees’? is provided; and Rule XXVIII, paragraph 1, provides 
that— 

No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or changed with- 
out one day’s notice of the motion therefor. 

Now, I assume that Rule XXIV is a standing rule, and that it can 
not, under the first paragraph of Rule XXVIII, be rescinded without 
one day’s notice. Therefore it may not be rescinded by a simple mo- 
tion, as now made by the gentleman from Illinois. Isubmit that un- 
der the rules we are bound to have a morning hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the mo- 

tion submitted by the gentleman from Illinois does not propose to sus- 
pend or change any rule, but simply to dispense with the morning hour 
for to-day. ‘The point of order is overruled. The motion of the gen- 
tleman frèm Illinois is that the morning hour be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I now move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 
the purpose of resuming the consideration of the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. HATCH. Pending that motion I wish to raise the point of 
order upon a paragraph of the bill; and I want to move to have it 
stricken out. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. The bill is not before the House 
now for action. 

Mr. BURROWS and Mr. DOCKERY. The bill is in Committee of 


the Whole. 
The bill is in Committee of the Whole 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
for consideration. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, the bill has been before the Committee 
of the Whole—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has not been reported to the House 
for action. 

Mr, HATCH. And the gentleman in charge of the bill took the 
position yesterday in Committee of the Whole that it was impossible 
to raise a point of order against that bill in the committee; that the 
only possible way to do so was in the House. Now I want to see if I 
can raise a point of order on the bill in the House and have it deter- 
mined by the Speaker. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. It is too late for my friend to raise 
any such point. This bill was referred several weeks ago to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sideration; and the day before yesterday the committee entered on its 
consideration. We have proceeded with the bill in the Committee of 
the Whole until we have nearly gone through with it. I submit that 
it is entirely too late for the gentleman from Missouri now, when the 
House has already referred the bill to the Committee of the Whole and 
the Committee of the Whole has entered uponits consideration, to raise 
a point of order like this. 

Mr. HATCH. The bill is upon the Calendar, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union; but it requires a motion 
as made here by the gentleman from Illinois from day to day to go into 
Committee of the Whole to consider the bill; and, pending his motion 
to go into Committee of the Whole for that purpose, I raise a point of 
order against a paragraph of the billand move to strike it out. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The Chair will allow me to suggest 
that under the rule which requires every bill ing an appropria- 
tion to be considered in the Committee of the Whole, this bill can not 
be considered in the House; and therefore the gentleman from Missouri 
ean not make that point of order in the House. The point of order if 
made at all must be made in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I merely want to add to the sugges- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON | this thought: 
The rules clearly point out the manner in which the Committee of the 
Whole can bring before the House anything touching a bill which has 
been referred. If there is any question connected with this bill which 
should be referred to the House for determination, the Committee of 
the Whole must bring it before the House; it can not be raised in the 
House upon a point of order. This bill has been sent by the House to 
the Committee of the Whole. The committee can, if they choose, refer 
back to the House any difficulty which it may be necessary to settle. 
That is the proper method of procedure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is prepared to dispose of 

_this question. In the opinion of the Chair the point of order must be 
overruled. The Committee of the Whole has charge of this bill. 

Mr. HATCH. I did not hear the statement of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is overruled, 

Mr. HATCH. I think the Chair is right. I merely wanted to em- 
ee Ar position of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON]; 

‘ t x 839 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from IIlinois moves 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union forthe further consideration of the bill (H. R. 9486) mak- 
ing appropriation for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 

public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, 

The motion was agreed to. 


The House acco: y resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. Burrows in the chair), and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9486) making appropriation for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, on yesterday afternoon, when I was 
concluded by the arrival of the hour of 5 o’clock and the recess which 
followed, I had just stated in substance this fact, that under the pres- 
ent code of rules, when a bill or a communication, executive or other- 
wise, had been referred erroneously by the Speaker under the rules to 
any committee of the House, there were but three methods by which 
a reference thus erroneously made might be corrected; and I had cited 
what I conceive to be the only authority bearing upon the subject to 
be found in the rules, namely, the third paragraph of Rule XXII. I 
wish now to emphasize a word used on yesterday in the presence of the 
committee for the purpose of bringing out, as it were, more clearly and 
succinctly the idea I then intended to convey. It is this. The rule 
provides: 

And all bills, resolutions, and documents referred under the rules shall be 
entered on the Journal and printed in the Record of the next day, and correo- 
tion in case of error of reference may be e 

How? By the committee? Not at all 
by the House in accordance with Rule XI, on any day immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, by unanimous consent, on motion of a com claim- 
ing j iction, or on the report of the committee to which the bill has been 
erroneously referred. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a point just here. Thegentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. TURNER] undertook to illustrate in the opening statement of this 
case, on the point of order raised by himself, the absurdity of that 

roposition, and for the purpose of presenting it in the strongest light 

ore the committee ible he used substantially this language: 

‘Suppose that the Speaker should erroneously or inadvertently refer 
some bill, relating for instance to the Territories, to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors; or, to put it in a stronger light still, I will say re- 
lating to the construction of a public building, to that committee, and 
no steps were taken to correct that reference, under clause 3 of Rule 
XXII, would it be contended, said the gentleman, that the River and 
Harbor Committee, notwithstanding it had no jurisdiction, could re- 
port in the river and harbor bill a bill for the admission of the Terri- 
tory or for the construction of a public building? z 

And he seemed to think that the mere statement of the proposition 
was its own answer in the negative; in other words, that it showed the 
reductio ad absurdum. Well, that ought to be readily conceded, Mr. 
Chairman, for it is a reductio ad absurdum. But the argument is not 
responsible for the reductio ad absurdum. Itistherules, The reductio 
ad absurdum is not ordinarily resorted to for the purpose of proving a 
defect in the logic, but it is used for the purpose of showing the ab- 
surdity of the contention. It is used to show the error of the conten- 
ron, but in this case it shows a defect in the rule. Am Inot right in 
this? 

Now, when you come to legislate and also to make rules, you legis- 
late in the light of existing law, and by paragraphs 1 and 2 of Rule 
XXII you have provided that private bills should be referred in pre- 
cisely the same way as public bills are referred. But it makes a differ- 
ence by an express provision embodied in the closing paragraph of sec- 
tion 2 of Rule XXII, which provides that 

An erroneous reference of a petition or private bill under this clause shall not 
confer jurisdiction upon the committee to consider or report the same. 

But there is no such provision as this in paragraph 3 of that rul 
which relates to the reference of public bills. 2 

So, in this instance, we have an application of the maxim, expressio 
unius, exclusio alterius, for when the rule expressly provided that a 
committee could not acquire jurisdiction of a private yin by an erro- 
neous reference, it expressly excluded the idea that it could not ac- 
quire or did not obtain jurisdiction of public bills erroneously referred. 
And, as I said, this maxim is sustained and rg ips by the fact that 
an express method is provided in the rule for the correction of an erro- 
neous reference of public bills. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Non constat. 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman from Georgia says non constat.”? I 
differ from the gentleman, for when the Committee on Rules framed 
the rules and denied the committees of the House the right to take juris- 
diction of private bills which had been erroneously referred to them, it 
left public bills subject to a different rule, and it necessarily followed 
that they did not intend that the correction of erroneous references of 
public bills should be made in the same way as of private bills, but 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. If my friend will pardon me a mo- 
ment: My friend from Arkansas quotes a phrase of mine used in a pri- 
vate colloquy in response to a suggestion of the gentleman from Penn- 
Rha phase BucKALEW] who sits near me. I did not use it in 


connection with the argument of the gentleman, which I was not fol- 
lowing at the time. 

Mr. MORGAN. But it applied, all the samé. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask pardon of the gentleman from Georgia; I 
thought the gentleman intended that for my own ears. At all events 
it served the purpose and enabled me to emphasize the point I was 
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making; and was, no doubt, applicable from his standpoint to the ar- 
gument he had been seeking to impress upon the committee. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, am I not right in the position I assume? Let 
us look at the rules for a moment and see. I started out with the 
broad proposition that when a public bill was referred, if the reference 
was not corrected in one of the modes prescribed in clause 3 of Rule 
XXII, it could not be corrected at all. Why? Gentlemen may say 
I am inconsistent in my position, because when the bill was reported 
to the House I reserved the point of order. Well, I did reserve the 
point of order, yet I had forgotten the fact that the bill was not a gen- 
eral appropriation bill, but I reserved it on the general principle that 
the points of order applied to general appropriation bills and without 
discriminating in this regard. 

But, sir, itis usually not necessary under the rules to make reports 
in open House; not at all. They are handed to the Clerk, and he can 
put them upon the Calendar. Hence, under the rules there is not any- 
where, at any time after a bill has been referred to the committee and 
reported back to the House, an opportunity wherein you can make the 
point of order on the bill except as to general appropriation bills. 

I want to illustrate only one additional point. I stated last evening 
that this change of paragraph 3 of Rule II, embracing the words 
“resolutions and documents referred under the rules,“ was inserted 
in the rules while the code was under discussion in the House, and I 
have verified that statement by hunting up the original report of the 
Committee on Rules as it came from the committee and was under con- 
sideration in the House, which report does not contain that clause. 

There is only one remaining point that I think can be reasonably 
discussed in this proposition, and, Mr. Chairman, the rules are not so 
clear as they might very well be on that, It is this, namely, whether 
this word document,“ found in clause 3, of Rule XXII, applies to 
Executive documents. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman has overlooked Rule 
XXIV, section 2, which covers the point the gentleman is after. 

Mr. ROGERS. No, Mr. Chairman, I intended to come to that. 
Now, the word document,“ when taken in connection with clause 2 
of Rule XXTV, covers communications from the heads of the Depart- 
ments to the House, which are by the Speaker referred under the rules, 
Clause 2 of Rule XXIV provides: 


Reports and communications from the heads of Departments, and other com- 
munications addressed to the House, and bills, resolutions, and messages from 
the Senate may be referred to the appropriate committees in the same man- 
ner, and with the same right— 


Of what ?— 
of correction as public bills presented by members, 


And how are public bills referred? Under clause 3 of Rule XXII. 
And how are erroneous references corrected? Why, by the third and 
last clause of Rule XXII. 

So that they stand precisely upon the same footing as erroneous ref- 
erences of public bills, and must be corrected in the same way. 
Then, Mr. a this word document“ embraces an Executive 
communication, and if it does embrace it and it was referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors by the Speaker—erroneously referred, 
if you please—why was not that committee authorized to report in the 
river and harbor bill this provision in reference to the Hennepin Canal ? 
If not, why not? The absurdity of it does not defeat the proposition 
at all. Concede that it is absurd, yet the very rule stands, and it pro- 
vides that unless this reference is corrected by the mode prescribed in 

ph 3, Rule XXII, it can be reported back to the House, and then 
there is no time fixed in the rules when the correction can be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee on Rivers and Harbors, one of 
the duly constituted committees of the House, reported to the House 
u bill making appropriation for the construction, repair, and preserva- 
tion of certain works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The House received the same, and referred the bill to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, where it is now 
being considered. 

The bill as reported from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and 
as referred to the Committee of the Whole House contains a provision 
for the construction of what is known as the Hennepin Canal. 

A point of order is made against this provision, and the Chair is asked 
to strike it from the bill upon the ground that the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors had no jurisdiction of that subject. 

The point of order is resisted upon the ground, among others, that the 
Committee of the Whole House can not pass upon the question of the 
jurisdiction of one of the standing committees of the House, and that that 
is no part of the business of the Committee of the Whole. It will be 
remembered that this is not an appropriation bill, and hence the rule 
which prohibits legislation on an appropriation bill does not apply. 
In the judgment of the Chair the only vital question is whether the 
Committee of the Whole House can strike from a bill committed to it 
for consideration a provision upon a point of order that the standing 
committee reporting the matter to the House had no jurisdiction of that 
subject. The province of the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union is to consider the bill 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, in stating the proposition 
I would be glad if the Chair would include the proposition pending 


under the question whether or not the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors had the right to re this matter in a river and harbor bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The province of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union is to consider the bill submitted to it 
by order of the House and to consider such amendments as may be of- 
fered in committee which are not subject to a point of order. The 
Committee of the Whole can not destroy a bill; that is fundamental; 
but must report it back to the House with or without amendment. To 
hold that the Committee of the Whole could strike out one provision 
of a bill on the ground that the standing committee reporting it had 
no jurisdiction of the subject would result in conferring on the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House the power to strike out the whole bill on a 
point of order, and so destroy the bill entirely. Such a result can not 
be tolerated. It would lead to interminable confusion. 

Cushing,in his work on Parliamentary Law, says: 

The committee— _ 

Referring to the Committee of the Whole 


on a bill having no other authority in point of form but to amend it or ap ve 
it as it stands, their report always is that they have gone through with the 
ents thereto or that they report it without 


bill and have made some amen 
amendment, 


Also: 
The Committee of the Whole, like other committees, deriving its — 1 EA 


the House, is in like manner confined 

the powers delegated to it to consider no other matters than those which have 
been regularly committed to it, 

This question came up incidentally in the Thirty-eighth Congress, 
and Speaker Colfax held that a point of order might be made in the 
Committee of the Whole against any amendment offered to the bill in 
comm pia but that a point of order would not lie against the bill 
itself. 

The question arose on the sundry civil appropriation bill. A mo- 
tion was made in Committee of the Whole to report the bill back to 
the House with a recommendation to strike out the enacting el 

and in the House the recommendation of the committee was co 


from the resolution and vote 


n. 
Pending the consideration of the motion in the House— 


Mr. MORRILL said: I desire to ask for information whether, if the House 
should vote not to strike out the enacting clause of the bill, the bill would be 
open to amendment when its consideration shall be resumed in Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. à 

The SPEAKER, It would be. ~ 

Mr. Holux. Now, could a point of order be made against the bill? 

The SPEAKER, A point of order could be made on 9 amendments in 
8 of the Whole House on the state of the Union, but not on the bill 
The Chair therefore overrules the point of order, and the Clerk will 
read, 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, I move to strike out the paragraph re- 
lating to the Hennepin Canal—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Georgi 1 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I send to the Clerk's desk and ask to 
have read a paragraph from Bancroft’s History of the Constitution of 
the United States, which shows that the convention which framed the 
Constitution distinctly refused to Congress the power to provide forthe 
digging of canals. 

The paragraph was read, as follows: 

On the same ed Franklin, seconded by Wilson, moved to add, after the au- 
thority to establish post-offices and post-roads, the power “to provide for cut- 
ting canals.” ‘The expense,” objected Sherman, will fallon the United States 
and the benefit will accrue to the places where the canals are cut.“ 
replied Wilson,“ instead of being an expense to the United States, may be 0 
a source of revenue.“ Madison, supported by Randolph, suggested an en 

ment of the motion into a warrant to grant charters of incorporation which 
might exceed the legislative eee of individual States and yet be required 
by the interest of the United States; political obstacles to an easy communica- 
tion between the States being removed, a remoyal of natural ones ought to fol- 
low. The necessity of the power was denied by King. It is necessary,” au- 
swered Wilson, “to 8 a State from obstructing the general welfare.“ The 
States,“ rejoined King,“ will be divided into parties to grant of incor- 
poration, in Philadelphia and New York to abank, in other places to mercantile 
monopolies,” Wilson mentioned the importance of facilitating by canals the 
communication with the Western settlements. The motion, even when limited 
gained no votes but those of Pennsylvania, Virginia, and 


* 


to the case of 
Georgia. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I desire to add the suggestion that when 
the river and harbor bill itself started, it began with an appropriation 
of a few thousand dollars, The appropriation on account of rivers and 
harbors has grown from small beginnings, the improvements going 
from tide-water up the rivers until now the very sources of ourstreams 
are sought, and the appropriations have swelled until in the bill now 
before us it is proposed to appropriate more than $20,000,000. In this 
bill it is also proposed to begin the system of digging canals, contrary, 
as I insist, to the Constitution, and when that scheme is ingrafted upon 
the bill for the improvement of rivers and harbors I respectfully sug- 
gest that there will be no limit to the expenditure. The sentiment 
which supports this item in the bill is supported by the opinions of 
those who are themselves interested in canal schemes. Let the bill 
pas 8 R a few years we shall see the bad consequences which will 
ow from it, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that 


* 
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this question of the power of Congress to construct roads and canals is 
a question that excited a great deal of interest at a very early day in 
the history of the Government. A 2 

The paragraph in Bancroft, to which the gentleman has referred, is 
not new by any manner of means. The question as to whether there 
‘was any power in Congress, under the Constitution of the United States, 
to construct a canal or a road has been discussed for more than fifty 

ears. I want to say now that the votes referred to in the Madison 
Raa and quoted by Bancroft constitute, in my opinion, no argu- 
ment whatever against the power of Congress to regulate commerce, 
which the courts have held means to facilitate 17757 the improvement 
of rivers, by the improvement of harbors, and, if of equal importance, 
by the construction of canals. I ask the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
TURNER] now, who I know has favored appropriations for the improve- 
ment of rivers, where he finds any power in the Constitution of the 
United States to improve a river. The word river“ does not oc- 
cur in the Constitution. The word ‘‘harbor’’ does not occur in the 
Constitution. The word ' pier“ does not occur in the Constitution. 
The word “‘light-house’’ or the word buoy“ does not occur in the 
Constitution; and if there is any power there to improve a river or a 
harbor, it is an implied power under the general authority given to 
Congress to regulate commerce. Now, if you may regulate commerce 
by improving a harbor or by improving a river, you may regulate it by 
constructing a You have the power to construct a canal under 
that implied power as well as you have the power to improve a river 
ora harbor. If you imply the power to remove a sand-bar, if you — 
the power to remove a snag from a river, why can you not also imply, 
with equal justice, the power under the Constitution to connect two 

t bodies of navigable water, thereby improving both and making 
both of them more valuable? p 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman has propounded a ques- 
tion to me. Does he desire an answer? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I did not intend a question though 
I may have put my proposition in an interrogative form; but if the 

tleman desires to answer it I shall be glad to hear him. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Then I desire to say that this is a ques- 
tion arising under this state of facts, where a proposition was made 
during the last days of the constitutional convention to confer this 
power affirmatively on Congress, and it was distinctly negatived and 


refused. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. As Henry Clay suggested in 1824, 
in one of his great es as a member of the House of Representa- 
tives, the action of the convention in such a case as that now cited b; 
the gentleman from Georgia does not signify anything, for the proposi- 
tion may have been rejected because the power proposed was already 
contained within the provisions of the Constitution which had been 
agreed to. I donot know whether Bancroftstates it, but Madison says 
in his Papers that the motion of Franklin does not appear in the journal 
of the constitutional convention. I have followed the matter out; and 
it will be found by any gentleman, on examination, that one proposi- 
tion was substituted for another, and finally it is impossible, as it seems 
to me, for anybody to determine from acareful examination of the pro- 
ceedings of the constitutional convention just how the question was 


of. 

But as to harbors there was a proposition to confer this power di- 
rectly. Are you going to argue, because the express power with refer- 
ence to harbors was not conferred, that no such power was granted, 
when it was expressly stated that the power proposed came under the 
power to regulate commerce ? 

But I ask the gentleman from Georgia again, if you are going to im- 
ply from the provision of the Constitution giving Congress power to 
regulate commerce, a power to improve a river, to dredge out a sand- 
bar, to remové a snag—may you not imply with equal force and equal 
justice a power to connect two great navigable waters, and thereby im- 
prove both of them by constru a great water line? 

From 1812down to 1825 you will find that this question was frequently 
discussed by the publie men of this country, Albert Gallatin, one of 
the ablest financiers of that period, as Secretary of the Treasury of the 
United States, reported a magnificent plan of the navigable 
waters of this great country by canals, which will be found in the ex- 
ecutive documents of the country. 

When Mr. Monroe, who was contemporary with James Madison, who 
was administering the Government in the time of Thomas Jefferson— 
when James Monroe delivered his seventh m to Congress as Presi- 
dent of the United States, I find him using the language which I will 
read. Congress had already entered upon the construction of a road; 
and, if my friend from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] is correct in his position 
and in the authority which he has quoted, the construction of roads 
was just as much forbidden by the action of the constitutional conven- 
tion as the corstruction of canals; yet Congress had already authorized 
the construction of the Cumberland road. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr, CANNON. I would be glad to be recognized and yield to my 
colleague [ Mr. 1 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I will not occupy more than a few 
moments more if the committee will indulge me. ; 


The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to permitting the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] to pone: The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. r. Monroe, in his seventh annual 
message as President, says: d 

The sum which was appropriated at the last session for the repair of the Cum- 
berland road has been applied with good effect to that object. A final report 


has not yet been received fromthe agent who was appointed to superintend it, 
As soon as it is received it shall be communicated to Congress. 


It will be observed that Congress had authorized the construction of 
a road and had appointed an agent to superintend the work. Mr, 
Monroe goes on to say—and I hope that gentlemen will give attention 
to his words— 

Many patriotic and enlightened citizens who have made the subject an ob- 
pa of particular investigation have suggested an improvement of still greater 

portance, 

What was the character of this improvement? 


The 
nec! 


with great facility in war, with every 
either direction. 88 Atlantic with the Western country, ina line 
passing through the seat of the National Government, it would contribute es- 
sentially yes rapa: nya the 8 union 7 N e 
possesses the right to appropri money for such a national o o juris- 
diction remaining to the Btates through which the canal would pass), I submit. 
it to your consideration whether it may not be advisable to authorize, by an 
adequate appropriation, the employment of a suitable number of the officers of 
the Corps of Engineers to examine the unexplored ground during the next ses- 
sion, and to report thereon. It will likewise be proper to extend their exami- 
nation to the several routes through which the waters of the Ohio may be con- 
nected by canals with those of Lake Erie. 


Mr. Chairman, while Madison originally doubted the power of Con- 
gress in this matter of internal improvements—I admit he doubted it 
yet in a letter to Thomas Jefferson, written February 17, 1825, he used 
the language which I will read. Why? Because the Cumberland road 
had been built; because the Government had entered somewhat upon 
a system of constructing canals, and had already begun the discussion 
of a connection of Lake Michigan with the Mississippi River. John C. 
Calhoun himself made an able report open the subject, favoring the 
construction of such a canal, izing its importance in time of war 
and stating that probably an arsenal of the United States would be con- 
structed at the terminus of this canal. You will find that in his report 
of 1819. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I trust that the committee will bear 
T THATCH. 11 1 tl be itted to proceed, 

Mr. . gentleman may to 

The CHAIRMAN. he Chair hears no 8 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. In a letter from James Madison to 
Thomas Jefferson, dated February 17, 1825, I find this language; 

I consider the question as to canals, eto., as decided, therefore, because sano- 
tioried by the nation under the permanent influence of benefit to the major 
part of it, and if not carried into practice will owe its failure to other than con- 
stitutional obstacles, > 

This letter of James Madison to Thomas Jefferson will be found in 
volume 3 of Madison’s Writings, page 483. 

Now, I want to say just one word more. It is not alone under the 
power to regulate commerce that a canal may be constructed. An 
armory and arsenal (the largest in the United States and I believe in- 
tended to be the largest in the world) belonging to the Government 
are located on Rock Island, right at the termination of this proposed 
canal. 

Now, I want to ask my friends will you deny the power of the United 
States, under the powers granted to it by the Constitution, to provide 
for the common defense and general welfare? Will you deny its power 
to construct a canal from that arsenal to the Illinois River at Hennepin 
or La Salle to connect with the navigable waters of Lake Michigan, 
whereby we could move munitions of war and troops in time of public 
danger as speedily as required to meet the publie exigency ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Will the gentleman permit an inter- 
ruption ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Does the gentleman from Illinois as- 
sume that Congress has power to dig this canal under the power vested 
in if by the Constitution to provide for the general defense or upon 
the power to build roads? . 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, It can be done under several grants 
of power under the Constitution. It is under the power to 
commerce between the States—and this canal would facilitate com- 
meree—or it can be done under the power to provide for the common 
defense. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman has been referring to the 
Maysville road question and to the veto message of President Jackson 
on that scheme. Has he the veto message hefore him? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Yes, sir; and let me state to the 
gentleman from Georgia that if you adhere to these vetoes you will 
necessarily vote against every dollar of appropriation to improve a river 
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in this bill, unless the water be salt, Even John C. Calhoun, as late 
as 1845, when presiding over the Memphis convention, declared that 
the Mississippi River might be improved because we might regard it as 
a great inland sea. Now, we have been improving it because it is a 
great channel of communication. We have been improving it in the 
interest of the commerce of the country. We have been improving its 
tributaries all over the country ee the veto messages of 


1 
t is all I desire to submit on this ques- 


Mr. HAYES. Mr. irman, in the bill under consideration is a 
provision appropriating $500, 000 ‘‘for the construction of the Illinois and 
Mississippi Canal to connect the IIlinois River, at a point near the town 
of Hennepin, with the Mississippi River at the mouth of Rock River, 
together with a branch canal or feeder from said Rock River to the main 
line of said canal.“ This is the same project that has commonly been 
called the Hennepin Canal, but in this bill it is provided that its name 
shall be as above, and it is to be hoped that its new and more appropriate 
name may disconnect it from some of the absurdities and nonsense with 
which its urging has been heretofore encumbered, embarrassed, and re- 
tarded, and that it may now be treated in the serious light to which, in 
view of its great importance to the Government from a military stand- 
point and its immeasurable value and significance to the people of the 
great and growing Northwest in partieular and the nation in general, it is 
entitled, as a means of transportation of the products of a vast, fertile, 
and uctive region and as aregulatorof freight prices upon the great 
lines of railways crossing this region and leading to the markets of the 
world. 
ITS HISTORY. 

It may not be amiss, before speaking of the importance of this meas- 
ure andthe duty of the Government in the interest of the people 
towards it, to recall some of the history of the movement towards the 
consummation of this project, and, while, I may not be able to recount 
all, I think enough can be stated to demonstrate that all who have had 
occasion to speak, write, or think upon the subject, from the very com- 
mencement, have become convinced of its paramount importance-and 
have spoken in no uncertainsound in regard to it, and that they include 
statesmen whose judgment is respected by all the people. 

As a prelude, I will say that the construction of the proposed canal, 
about 77 miles only, and at a cost of only about $6,000,000, o up 
and makes a continuous short water way from the Mississippi River, 
with all its tributaries, connections, ramifications, and system to the 
Atlantic Ocean and the world beyond, a thought very inspiring in it- 
self and freighted with untold and inexpressible blessings to the great- 
est farming center in the United States and through it to the indus- 
trial masses and pople of the whole country, to whom at the present 
time of business depression, low prices, and uncertainty in the farming 
business, a boon like this will be a star of hope in the herizon. 

In 1882 the Iroquois Club, of Chicago, appointed a committee to pre- 
pae a memorial to Congress on the subject of the acceptance of the 

llinois and Michigan Canal and the completion of the Hennepin Canal 
by the General Government, which committee consisted of men every 
one of whom is of recognized si ing and ability and some of whom 
are of national renown, and included the present honored Chief-Justice 
of the United States, and their report is replete with information, sta- 
tistics, and cogent reasoning in favor of this project, and I can dono 
better service to this proposition in this bill than to freely use it, and 
shall quote from it at large, hoping that I have given due recognition 
and not appropriated as my own the work of others, of which, however, 
I might well feel proud. 

I find that President Madison as early as the war of 1812 foresaw the 
importance of this very project, especially from the military stand- 
point, and that in his message to Congress in 1814 he urged its neces- 
sity, and that in accordance with his recommendations it was consid- 
ered and a favorable report made to Congress by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, but that by reason of the ending of the war and be- 
cause ‘‘republics are prone to forget in time of peace the lessons of 
war’’ nothing was done; but that in 1815 President Madison i 
urged the matter, and that in 1816 he sodid with most impressive i 
guage, and that had to some extent the desired effect, and so that 
in 1817 surveys were ordered and made and-the icabi of a ca- 
nal from Lake Michigan to the IIlinois River demonstrated; and this 
may be said to be the initial step towards this project, which has never 
ceased from that day to this—although from overweening causes, like 
the war, it has been at times held in abeyance—and which will never 
= until it is consummated and its great good vouchsafed to the peo- 
ple. 

As showing how early the importance of such lines of communica- 
tion was recognized by the forefathers and with what far-seeing vision 
they estimated the benefits to accrue from them, I quote again from 
this memorial: 

98 forefathers, whose wonderful wisdom evolved and established this Re- 
public as a Government of the people, by the people, and for the people—a 
system of government, prior to their day, existing only in the brain of dream- 
ing philosophers, but which has withstood for more than a century the tert 


of enervating pi ty and of destructive war of unparalleled magnitude- 
these, our fo: early saw the necessity of free and accessible wates 


without tax, impost, or duty.“ Thus did they deny to such new States through 
which said rivers ran and in which such carrying eee lay the right to regu- 
late or in any way to interfere with these common ways. 

This ution was a most extraordinary one and was pregnant with re- 
markable prescience. It showed that these giant thinkers, even then with pro- 
ape eye, foresaw the vast eee of the mighty governmental fabricthey 

but recently broughtinto bein 
by artificial means the waters of the two great systems, which, a in jux- 
ition, flowed, the one to the east into the Gulf of St. Lawrence, 0 


to the south into the Gulf of Mexico. 


In 1808 a general and comprehensive system of roads and canals was 
proposed by the then Secretary of the Treasury, but no definite action 
was taken and was not until 1827, when the General Government 
turned over to the State of Illinois, with a land grant, the then pro- 
posed Illinois and Michigan Canal, which was completed in 1848, but 
not, however, on as large a scale as originally contemplated; but still 
its effect was such that the General Government was the gainer directly 
in the increased value of its lands along the line not granted to aid its 
construction, and the gain to the people of Illinois and to the North- 
west generally was beyond computation. s 

As is doubtless well known, this Ilinois and Michigan Canal is what 
will be the eastern end and outlet to the lakes of the now proposed 
Ilinois and Mississippi Canal, and the desire to have this connecting 
link constructed and have a continuous short water line from the Mis- 
sissippi River to the Atlantic Ocean has never ceased to exist, and dur- 
ing all these years it has been knocking at the doors of Congress dem- 
onstrating its merits and worth and demanding the recognition to which 
its importance in the ditect welfare and prosperity of over twenty mill- 
ions of the people of this country entitles it. i 

Thomas H. Benton, Silas Wright, and Horatio Seymour have spoken 
and written in its favor, and John C. Calhoun said in relation to such 
projects, Let us bind the Republic together. Let us conquer space 

y a perfect system of roads and cunals; which is not only elegantly 
said, but expresses a true sentiment. 

President Grant in 1872, in a special message to Congress, called at- 
tention to the importance of this great work, and in accordance with 
his 3 a special committee was appointed to investigate it, 
which they did, and made a favorable report. In 1874 the Committee 
on Railways and Canals indorsed a bill for the building of this very 
canal, and in their report upon it said: 

Upona full consideration of the whole matter, your committee are of the opinion 
that no improvement of the same probable cost would be productive of so great 
a benefit; and the benefit to be produced would not be confined to the State of 
Illinois alone, in which the work is situated, but would directly and inevitably 
embrace the States of Iowa, Wisconsin, and M and indirectly affect 


all the States lying west of these, whose railroad lines would bring produco 
down to be ship by the river and canal, 


In the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses the same commit- 
tee made favorable reports upon the project and gave at length various 
of the reasons and arguments that had been advanced in favor of it. 

The Legislatures of various of the States have passed resolutions ap- 
proving the project and requesting their Representatives to aid it and 
vote the necessary appropriation therefor. The State of Iowa has so 
done no less than eight times, the last being at the session of the Gen- 
eral Assembly just passed, and which I presented to this House on the 
18th day of last March and which was printed in full in the RECORD, 
and which so tersely expresses the reasons for such canal that I will 
quote it at length: 


Memorial and joint resolution relative to the construction of a canal from the 
Mississippi River to the Illinois River at Hennepin, in the State of Ilinois, 


Whereas the question of cheap transportation by an uninterrupted water route 
between the Mississippi River and the Atlantic seaboard by ne | of the Great 
Lakes has long been one of all-absorbing interest to the people of the food-pro- 
ducing States of the Northwest; and 

Whereas the General Assembly of Iowa has repeatedly memorialized Con- 
gress for the construction of this water route and urged upon Congress con- 
truct ion of the same; and < 

Whereas the construction of this canal has received more indorsements since 
1844 than any other water way on the continent of America; and 

Whereas s board of civil engineers has surveyed, located, and approved of 
the construction of this water way from Hennepin to the Mississippi River at 
the mouth of Rock River; and 

Whereas at the water convention held September 8 and 4, in Cincinnati, Ohio, 
a resolution passed said convention urging upon Congress to make an immedi- 
ate appropriation therefor: Now, therefore 

Be it resolved by the General 'y of the Sale of Iowa, That our Senators and 
Representatives in Con; are 1 acon to vote for and use their active in- 
fluence to effect such tion by Congress as will secure an appropriation to 
commence the construction of said canal at an early day, and they are also re- 
quested to vote a liberal appropriation therefor to the end that said canal ma 
Ly son meres and opened to the commerce of the country at the earliest 

e 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, instructed to forth- 
with transmit a Gopy hereof to each of our Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress, 


The Legislature of Illinois has repeatedly done the same, and, as 
showing the general nature of the benefit to accrue from the completion 
of this line and the fact that it is in no wise local to these States in 
and near to which it is located, I will call attention to the fact that the 


and that they foresawthe necessityofuniting _ 
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Legislature of New York has on two different occasions passed resolu- 
tions indorsing it and requesting its representatives here to support it. 
It has been also indorsed by numerous water-way conventions held at 
Washington, New Orleans, St. Paul, Cincinnati, Chicago, and various 
other places, and extending in time practically from 1845 to the Cin- 
cinnati convention of last year. 

It has been repeatedly indorsed by the National Board of Trade in its 
sessions, by the Industrial Congress, by the commercial organizations 
in the cities of the country from the East to the West, and the Produce 
Exchange of New York gave it a very strong indorsement and stated 
that its merit caused them to do this, notwithstanding it was the first 
time in its history that it had taken such action. It has also been very 
strongly commended by the different Knights of Labor organizations 
of the country, All of these,last-mentioned indorsements are very 
strong and should carry great weight as to its importance, feasibility, 
and benefit to the interests of the country, coming as they do from the 
business and industrial interests, and where such matters are looked 
at from the practical standpoint uninfluenced by constitutional doubts, 
quibbles, and hair-splitting, and unswayed by political considerations 
or local contentions connected therewith, 

I think enough has been mentioned of the opinions of the people, 
both from the military and commercial standpoints, to justify what I 
said, that all who had considered it recognized its paramount impor- 
tance and had spoken in no uncertain manner in regard to it. 

SURVEYS. 


As further matters of its history it may be stated that a private sur- 
vey for such a canal was made by J. O. Hudnutt in 1866, one in 1870 
by the Government, under the direction of Colonel Macomb, which was 
the first under Government auspices, and one again in 1874, which was 
carried to estimates, but there stopped. In 1882, by act of Congress, the 
Secretary of War was authorized and directed to survey and locate a 
canal from near Hennepin, by the most practicable route, to the Mis- 
sissippi River at or above Rock Island, with a branch or feeder, and an 
appropriation was made to carry out this direction, and under it three 

ies were o one for the main line, one for the feeder, and 
one for the Illinois and Michigan Canal with a view to its enlargement. 

These surveys were under of Maj. W. H. H. Benyaurd, were 
fully and completely made, and the results made known in the annual 
report of the Chief of Engineers to the Secretary of War in 1883 and 
embodied in his report of that year. With the details of the estimates 
and the expressions relating to the different routes we have no particu- 
lar concern now, and I will only say that they are full, complete, thor- 
ough, and able, and cover all points in a masterly manner, and demon- 
strate the absolute feasibility of the project; but the report upon the 
commercial importance and general benefit to be derived from connect- 
ing by water the waters of the lakes and the Mississippi River can well 
and advantageously be given, and is as follows: 

REPORT. 

The construction of a canal to connect the waters of the Upper Mississippi 
with those of the lakes, br way of the Illinois and Michigan 8 long 
been earnestly desired by t 6 poopie occupying the vast area lying west of Chi- 
cago and seeking improved nnels of communication with that city and the 
East, Four times in 1864, 1870, 1874, and 1882, respectively—has the General As- 
sembly of lowa, by concurrent action on the part of each of its branches, spe- 
cifically memorialized Congress for the opening of such a canal by the General 
Government. The Legislature of Illinois has also similarly addressed its ap- 
peal to Congress repeatedly, the last occasion being that of the ial session 
of that body last year. These two States, thus 5 their repre- 
sentatives, embrace more than 5,000,000 ee Their exp on of opinion 
and desire have been 8 , too, by resolutions mays ad such 
Boards of Tradeas those of St. Paul, La Crosse, Duluth, Davenport, land, 
and Chicago in the Northwest, and those of Buffalo, apa rca and New York 
in the East, and by the resolution of the senate branch of the New York As- 
sembly last May, which would have been concurred in by the house had the 
session had two longer continuance. 

In the city of New York, particularly, not only the Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation, but the Produce Exchange, a body numbering in its membership 
nearly 3,000 of the produce, commission, and other business men of that city, 
have addressed in urgent appeals in behalf of the canal in question, 
usually denomin: the“ Hennepin Canal.“ In May, 1581, there assembled at 
Daven port tows, a delegate body of about four hundred members, representing 
commercial bodies, municipal corporations, and farmers’ associations of seven 
different States, expressly to urge upon the attention of the country the desira- 


products and commodities, 

The reasons which have been and are presented in support of this action and 
these appeals may be thus summarized: 

1, Cheap transportation to the East is even more an absolute necessity to the 
Upper Mississippi Valley than is such transportation to the South. In the di- 
rection of securing the latter very much has been done during the t fifteen 
years. The improvement of the Rock Island and Des Moines Rapids, the re- 
moval or the reduction of numerous sand-bars, ete., and the construction of the 
jetties at the mouth of the river have each been of great advantage to those 
whose products seek a Southern market or can be transported to Europe by 
way of New Orleans. Batitis u that, after all, the main arteries of com- 
merce flow from the West to the tand from the East to the West. Several 
co-operative causes are responsible for this: 

a. The ter shipping ports of European markets are on the astern At- 
lantio A — for to these are made the larger number of imports, so that the 
vessel leaving thence laden with cereals and provisions from the West can offer 
to these cheaper freightage, becduse sure of return cargoes at rates which are 
the most remunerative asa result of the shorter ocean voy: as Com 
with that required from poris more distant from Liverpool, or London, or 

en. 


and the dairy products of the Northwest. From the East, also, the North west 
most * ws its supplies of manufactured articles, machinery, staple 
goods, e 


c. In the East are the cong, competitors for the products of the Northwest, 
the markets at Baltimore, Philadelphia, New York, Boston, Portland, Mont 
real, and Quebec, which are notonly connected with the Northwest by the great 
trunk railroad lines, which stretch from Chicago to the ocean, but which enjoy, 
also, more or less directly the free use of the Lakes, the Erie or the Welland 
Canal, the Hudson, or the St. Lawrence. 

These and other notable facts press upon attention the truth that if the Upper 
Mississippi Valley is to at all attain the development sounmistakably prom 
in the wealth of its resources and the energies of its people it must have oppor- 
tunities for e yoda of its products and commodities which shal be 
equally direct and inexpensive eastward or southward. 5 

2. It is the particular misfortune of the Upper Mississippi Valley that it has 
no share in the vast benefits which accrue to the Lake region in the matter of 
competition and cheap transportation, secured through the use of a waterroute 
which has its westward terminus at Chicago and its eastern in New York har- 
bor. The potency of the competition in freight charges maintained by the water 
route of the Lakes, the Erie Canal, and the Hudson stands confi Yet the 
striking facts pertaining thereto are worthy of special reference here. Thus, in 
a letter to Hon. WILLIAM Winpom, United States Senator for Minnesota, Mr. 
Albert Fink, the well known railroad commissioner, wrote in 1878: 

“You are aware that when the rates are reduced between Chicago and New 
York on account of the o ning of the canal, this reduction applies not only to 
8 but to all interior cities (St. Louis, Indianapolis, Cincinnati) to New 

or! 


“Tf that was not the rule the result would be that the roads running, say, from 
St. Louis, —— and Cincinnati to Chicago would carry the freight to 
Chicago, from which point low rates would take it to the East, and leave the 
direct road from the interior points to the seaboard without any business, 
Hence, whenever the rates are reduced on account of the openin 5 
from Chicago and lake ports the same reduction is made to all interior cities, 
not only to New York, where the canal runs, but to Philadelphia and Balti- 
more, Although the latter cities have no direct water-roule communication 
with the West, yet they receive the benefit, as far as railroad rates are con- 
cerned, the same as if a canal were running from the lakes direct to these cities, 
because whenever rates from Chicago to New York are reduced it is necessary 
to reduce the rate from Chicago to ton, Philadelphia, and Baltimore; other- 
wise the business would all go to New York. s 

The reduction of the rates from Chicago and St. Louis to Baltimore causes a 
reduction in rates on shipment via Baltimore to Atlantic 1 Wil- 
mington, Port Royal, Savannah, Brunswick, and Fernandina—and from there 
into the interior Atlantic Gulf States—Augusta, Atlanta, Macon, Mongomery, 
Selma, eto. These roads * * are obliged to follow the reduction 
made via the Baltimore road, and which were primarily made on account of 
the existence of the Erie Canal and the opening of navi; m. The same way 
in regard to the west-bound business, * * * sothatit may be said that the 
rail rates are kept in check by water transportation.” 

Were it necessary so to do, such citations of eminent authority as is thus 
goe might be multiplied indefinitely. But while this potential influence of 

e water-route competition of the lakes and of the Erie Canal is widely felt 
at Chicago and all over the country eastward and southward from Chicago, its 
westward trend practically ends at Chicago. It so ends at Chicago, so far as 
the Up 9 Valley is concerned, because there is no water route open 
to the Upper Miss pi by which Chi and the lakes can be reached. It 
is to meet that difficulty that the Hennepin Canal is necessary. In a word, the 
construction of the cece 89 Canal and the use of the Illinois and Michigan 
Canal will extend to the r Mississippi River the water-route competition 
in freight charges now terminating westward at Chicago. 

8. The t gain to the entire region west of Chicago to result from the ex- 
tension of the water route competition and cheapness to which attention has 
been directed may be eee estimated on comparison of railroad 
freight charges on lines of commerce with which water routes o! transportation 
come into competition and those on which no such competition is known. 

The reports of leading trunk-lines, collected by Mr, Joseph Nimmo, jr., in a 
table illustrating the successive reduction of freight charges on these roads and 
on the Erie Canal, respectively, furnish striking evidence on this point. (In- 
ternal Commerce of the United States for 1880, Appendix, page 230. 

Of twelve of the railroads therein enumerated, maintaining an average freight 

of from 1.85 to 3.168 cents per ton per mile, respective v, in 1868, the only 
ones maintaining for the year 1880 an average freight charge of eighty-eight- 
hundredths of acent per ton per mile were those having no water-route com- 
potion This is a summary of that exhibit as to the charges for 1880 per ton 
per mile: 

RAILROADS HAVING COMPETITION IN WATER ROUTES, 
Per ton per mile, 

New York Central Railroad. . . .. ... . . . . — 
Pennsylvania Railroad. 
New York, Lake Erie and Western 
Philadelphia and Erie Railroad... . 
Lake Shore and Michigan Southern Railroad. 
Michigan Central Railroad. . .. . 
Pittsburgh and Fort Wayne Railroad (for 1879; 


RAILROADS NOT COMPELLED TO MEET WATER-ROUTE COMPETITION. 


Boston and Albany — ˙ ——— coaches 
Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Railroad (for 1879; for 1880 not given)... .01023 
Chicago and Northwestern Railroad (for 1879; for not given) 149 


Erie J rate for 1880... . . e vojgi penne eee eee 


Thus it will be seen that the four leading trunk railroads running to Chicago 
from the Upper Mississippi Valley States maintained an ave of .63 of a cent 
per ton per mile freight in excess of the average freight charge of seven 
other trunk eastward of Chicago, where tariff rates were, as Mr. 
Fink has explained, constantly under the control of the potentially operative 
competition of the water routes of the lakes and the Erie Canal. The fact thus 
cited to attention is a very important one. Its existence is urged as furnish- 
ing an argument for the opening up of an extension of the water route of the 
lakes to the Upper Mississippi so strong that its force can neither be moderated 
nor escaped. 

8 upon the entire cereal products of the States from which that extra 
freight charge is collected, the annual te would alone reach the sum of 
$3,482,687 if only the rop Tiol of the neipal cereals of Iowa, Minnesota, Kan- 
sas, Neb: and one-half of that of Illinois and Wisconsin betaken into the 
account, estimating these products at 2,785,350 tons weight and the increased 


cost at $1.25 per ton av 
But that added freight charge. thus resulting from the absence of water-route 
competition from the Upper Mississippi to the lakes at Chicago, is not alone 


1890. 
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freight charges by rail during the past season on wheat from St. Paul to cago 
or waukee were 20cents per 100 pounds in car-loafl lots, or 12 cents per bushel. 
From St. Paul to Davenport or Rock Island, by the Mississippi River, the 


nois and Michigan Canal free of tolls, at 1} cents Kee bushel of wheat, then by 

the Illinois River and thence 

would be 3.8 cents per 

N upon the present use of 
canal-boats of only 160 tons on the Illinois and Michigan Canal. The pro 
Hennepin Canal, however, contemplates use of boats of 280 tons, and an en 

ment of the Illinois and Michigan al to an ng e accommodation of tonnage 

would secure a reduction in freight charges of fully 25 per per cent. on the 100 

miles from La Salle to Chi . This would lessen the charge to an extent of 

nine-tenths of a cent per bushel. The actual charge per bushel from St. Paul to 

Chicago via the Mississippi River and the Hennepin Canal would then be as 


follows: 

Cents. 
St. Paul to western terminus of Hennepin Canal. .. . ... . seseee 3 
5 River to Chicago via Hennepin and Illinois and Michigan 

‘an: 


FFT dor 8 


Total from St. Paul to Chicago . . . . . . .. 6 . 6 soso 6 


Thus there would be effected a saving of 6 cents per bushel on wheat from 
the Upper Mississippi River districts to Chicago, and so on the vast e 
‘of that cereal now compelled to seek entrance upon the water route of the lakes 
only through transportation by le 

Actual results are shown already, it may be further urged, as due to the direct 
competition of canal and railroad in the case of the Illinois and Michigan Canal 
and the railroads by which it is paralleled. The railroad commissioners of Illi- 
nois established the freight charge on wheat by rail last season at 11 cents per 100 
pounds, or 6.6 cents per bushel for 100 miles, the distance from La Salle to Chi- 
cago ; for 130 miles, the distance from Henry, on the Illinois River, to Chicago, 
12 cents per 100 pounds, or 7.2 cents per bushel; for 182 miles, the distance from 
Rock Island to Chicago, 13.4 cents per 100 pounds, or 8.2 cents per bushel. 

It has been freely stated and generally ieved that the railroads have re- 
garded these rates of the commissioners as toolow. Yet wheat was last season 
taken from Henry and from Peoria, each on the Illinois River, for 3 cents per 
bushel by rail, while the schedule rates were 7.2 cents per bushel, ‘Thus were 
the rates of the railroads compelled to fall to a point of equality with those of 
the canal, while on lines not so placed in competition with that water route the 
rates from shipping stations of equal distance from 8 with t of 
Peoria, Henry, and La Salle were required to pay the full edule rate as es- 
tablished by the commissioners. 7 

‘These illustrations give emphasis to, but do not at all exhaust, the facts which 
are relied upon to snppors to the utmost this the third reason thus urged by 
which the desire for the construction of the Hennepin Canal is enforced, 

4. The vast volume attained by the annual 5 of the States directly 


tributary to the Upper Mississippi presents yet additional support to the plea 
for an all-water transportation route to the East. The annual report of the 
Chicago Board of e for 1882 estimates the crop yield thus: 
Illinois: Bushels. 
D: ðñ ß ͤ— AOA GOR: DOU 
. sssesessee 187,336, 900 
asennne 5 N 18, 696, 000 
/ A m) e ath GOs BOG. 
Iowa: 
Wheat. seers.. 
Corn 
Oats . .. » . 


Total. eee rovers evsorsssececons resect eee eee, coerssssneo e BOB, 115, 800 


6 


Total 


—————— tr iret f 222 —— e — ([r 


Oats sneer 
OLNE is sesah crvcsenssntarssembooade wonrotenh sek o 


Wisconsin: 


i AE E, —— ————— 3 4 63, 127, 800 


Thus is presented a grand total of 1.047, 588, 880 bushels as the product of three 
cereals only in a single year from six States, constituting only a part of the 
mouy extended area certain to be affected and benefited by an extension to 
the Upper Mississippi of the water-route system of transportation reaching 


importance) have had their 
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westward from New York, but now having its westward terminus at Chicago, 
But consideration of these facts would be seriously incomplete were it not made 
to include the fact that, vast as are the aggregates of production in the States 
named for year they are certain to be yet largely increased year by 
year. Comparative statistics are almost startling in that . Thus, as a 
single illustration where many m uctof Iowa from 
1849 to 1860, as shown 1 y 1 a 50,000,000; 
„375. 
Of corn the yield was, from 1849 to 1860, 250,000,000; 
Estimating the wheat at 85 cents per 


crops in Iowa, excluding those of 5 ual 81,177,000, 000, or more than 
of all the gold product of California from its 
discovery on June 19, 1848, to June 30, 1881. 


part of that increase was signalized in the States of 


Honk to tbe sh pactation of tall caveala; partici, daley S PI OE EAA tomes 
ook to the exportation o r ro p 

as offering the surest market and the largest — 2 — also great weight in the 
argument in behalf of the Hennepin Canal. Those European marke! 

no longer left to supply by American producers, These are invited, but only in 
competition with those of other countries. The freight rates to be paid in trans- 
porting products from the Upper epee to Liverpool often alone determine 
the possibilty or impossibility of profitable e rtation. f 

On this point the evidence taken in New York ix A committee of the State 
senate 8 to investigate the facts as to the relative ad van to com- 
merce of the Erie Canal was conclusive. That committee, which had its ses- 
sions in September, 1881, recorded the testimony of prominent members of the 
New York Produce Exchange, which asserted that it trequently happened that 
the difference of 1 per cent. per bushel in the price of wheat in New York City 
determined the ability or inability of the commission men and dealers to make 
shipments to European markets. One shipper placed that controlling differ- 
ence as low as one-fourth of a cent per bushel. It was also the current 
ment of several of the gentlemen testifying that advance in freight rates fre- 
quently estop; grain exportations, while freight reductions stimulated such 
movements of cereals and gave ppor Babes og apie to the grain markets of the 
entire country. (See printed report of New York senate committee on Erie 
Canal, submitted to the General Assembly of 1882.) 

So manifestly correct are several testimonies that they were even an- 
ticipated by Mr. Joseph Nimmo, jr., of the Bureau of Statistics, when he said, 
in his report on the commerce of the United States for 1890 (page 154): 

The price of all commodities of low value in proportion to weight is in 
every market greatly affected by the cost of transpo on. 

izy ly is this the case in to the surplus agricultural products of 
the Western and Northwestern States. The low rates which pre for trans- 
portation upon the Northern water lines, therefore, exercise an important 
lating influence over the price of all the products of the West, not only in the 
markets of the Atlantic seaboard States, but also in foreign countries; it is due 
chiefly to this fact during the last ten years that the value of domestic exports 
from the United States has greatly increased, and that since the year ended June 
30, 1875, the value of rts from the United States has largely exceeded the 
value of imports to the United States.“ 

Testimony and statement in this direction could here be indefinitely cited in 
addition, from official and unofficial authorities, did the limits ed to this 
paper permit. It must suffice, however, to su thus the mere outlines of fact 
and argument co-operating in urgent appeal for the construction of a canal the 
needs for which are really national and the directly beneficent influence ot 
3 it completed and in operation, would be realized from the Missouri 

udson. : 

6, Scarcely less important to the Upper Mississippi Valley Topon than the re- 
port of its products, renderon pombe and profitable only when cheap trans- 
portation is secured, is the y and inexpensive delivery of its imports. The 
aggregate of these increases year by year, while it has already pro- 
portion and value which are literally immense. Thus, not only are vast totals 
of anthratite coal and crude and manufactured iron from Pennsylvania, pang 
from New Jersey and Ohio, hard woods from Indiana, and stone and bitumi 
nous coal from Illinois shipped in large quantities to the Upper Missis- 
sippi Valley States, but the cotton goods of Massach the woolens of Rhode 
Island, the machinery of Connecticut, the agricultural implements of New 
York, all constituting heavy bulk f. hts, are constantly adding to the number 
of their consumers in the wide area of territory to be more immediately bene- 
fited by the construction of the Hennepin Canal. ain 

A single locality may here be specifically mentioned as furnishing significant 
illustration of the general fact thus urged to attention, The tri-cities, Moline, 
Davenport, and Rock Island (to name each in the order of its manufacturing 
ive business interests carefully reviewed, in 
Statistical form, at the close of each year, for the columns of the Davenport 
Gazette. The last of these reports, that of January 1, 1883, for the r 1882, pre- 
sents some noteworthy figures. A single plow manufactory established at Mo- 
line (Deere & Co.) consumed in 1882 1,110 tons of steel, 3,000 tons of wrought 
iron, 900 tons of pig-iron, 300 tons of malleable iron, 2,000,000 feet of ash and oak 
lumber, 400 tons of grindstones, 30 tons of emery,and 250 barrels of oil and var- 
nish, employing weekly 700 men. ‘ 

Another establishment (the Moline Company's plow works) used only a less 
aggregate of material, the value of the product of these two establish- 
ments footing up to $2,500,000 for the year. The Moline Wagon Company man- 
ufactured to the value of $625,000, the Deere Planter Com y to the 
000, the two malleable-iron companies to the value of 000, the 
machine, engine, and boiler shops to the value of $480,000, the ype aay es tothe 
value of $150,000, the pump factory to the value of $125,000, while the saw-mills 
and other establishments aggregated a yield of products exceeding in value a 
million dollars more. In Davenport the enumerated manufactures of the year, 
agricultural implements, lumber, flour, catmeal, glucose, woolen 

, cigars, clothing, ete., aggregated a value of $5,864,876, and the value by 
jobbing houses the sum of $8,046,730; the shipments of local freight by three 
railroads, 17,536 car-loads, and the receipts, 16,653 car-loads, f; 

In Rock Island the plow works manufactured in excess of a million 
dollars in value; the glass works, to the value of ,000; stove works, to value 
of $100,000; the saw-mills, 80,031,866 feet of lumber only, and 18,328,750 shingles, 
16,653,000 lath, and 198,650 pickets. Ifto this partial exhibit of the manufactur- 
ing interest of Rock Island City were added those of the United States Arsenal 
on Rock Island, the ag; urge e of railroad shipments would be 17,982 car- loads 
shipped and 18,258 fo: ed by four roads, including the receipts and exports 
of coal, largely mined from the extensive coal fields lying within an area of 15 
miles east and northeast of Rock Island. 

It is important to note in this connection that even the wholesale dry-goods 


houses of such Upper Mississippi cities as Keokuk and Dubuque also, as i 


therein. 
F of coal products from 


oe e — reat region 8 
men! them haipad goods 
urchase in early „ 


and less the freight charges 3 instances exceed 

rom New Vork to eg me Asa result, it can be conclusively established 
the extension to the U; 
from New York to 


When it is remembered that the 


9 bi die oertain reduction of fet charges fo 3 


Similarl also alarge aggregate of 8 pees pH ee ould be greatly 
ited b; by the reduction in the cost of bituminous coal taken from the Ilinois 


now 
Such is the demonstrable fact of unquestionable computation of all 
the miners to 


7. ite essential to a correct understandin of the demand for the constru: 
canal that the fact be f „„ 
the inevitable center of the commerce of the entire Northwest. 
22 anes rel te pede fe Urs 
ST Valley region, but the market sears ee ag 
There are reall: as the reports of Mr. . 
s kia . aon ota Sa all the grain 
pro 


To reach that central rect — poder 5 oe one y 5 3 a 
e concern of the producing classes of the Upper Miss pi V. 

ew years there has resulted a radical mr è meth- 

cereals. Grain is no longer sacked for shipment. Instead, 

it is carried VVV a, Wisco: 6 

loaded in Sein balk isin them 


St. Paul to New Orleans withou 

made only during seasons of hig! 

in used on the river below St. Louis drew 
Mississippi channel admi 


depth of the Upper c ts passage of wing 4 
feet only, in o stages of na n. 
5 . — — — gde poinisto New Orieans vith 
vant d in pper ew with- 
bulk; Just as it . — im carry such to Chicago 
of bulk. What is W art then, is grain-laden 

Se dail te euntion float from any Mississ' River point direct to Chi- 
a ee ee That is w the canal under consider- 

n wil itan reliable, and 


Joaded wi 


inexpensive. Such barges 
grain in bulk will, after reaching Chicago by way of the Mississippi 
River, the Hennepin Canal Michigan 


, the Illinois River, and Canal, return to 


their starting points bearing of iron, coal, machinery, im- 
— a heavy case goods, crates, etc., loaving freight largely 
than can possibly be obtained where railroads are alone the 


t advocate of the proposed canal that 
it will or can compete with railroads the tion of t freights or 
perishable goods. It is not, therefore, * e. on to rail ” which in- 
spires the movement forthe canal which has during the few years increas- 
ingly enlisted the sym y and support of the — — Illinois, Iowa, Minne- 
8 more or less earnestness. On the contrary, there are 
wanting very us friends of existing railroads and zealous advocates 
or the projection and completion of still other and new railroads who are clear 
in the conviction that the extension bab pha Mississippi of the water-route- 
system of the Erie Canal and so great! — 
the prosperity of the Northwest, will so develop country immed. 
such extended water route, and will so increase the lighter freight irae 
fie mind passenger travel of the railroads pocupying territory contiguous to 
the canal under construction that the railroad interests will be . 
benefited by the construction of the canal rather than otherwise. 
In support of this view it is insisted that the actual saving in annual = 
visions, and . ucts, together with 


9. * not pretended 9 


The aggregate of such savings 
annually would meer or pris A be very ry large. The amount can only be ap- 
erate competition on the actual — wa 

Nebraska, a = 


| raisin: 3 in th —— 8 fomai rented 
nual ra g to t ucer in the matter oi m 
s “ona Aaiya najava 


more than $3,000,000. Soch an estimate will be m 
rather than at all in excess thereof. 
If, then, 5 3 


pares: the 
additions t tot 
benefited would so certain! 
10, So rapidly are eee yearly products of the Northwest that, as is 
well known to shippers Gad Gentine men generally, it has already become a 
serious question, during the periods in which grain and stock are 
forward to a market, eee te the limits — * in railroad freight trans- 
portation have not been nearly reached. it necessary so to to do, a series of 
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7 


ion of those 
gly seek, the mar 


e aid from the General Government, through 
azanis of public Sands which in themselves would oe constitute a prince! 
omain, as it is of roads built wholly through the investment of private — 
ere moneys. This is shown in the fact that while the freight on 
the Erie Canal were Poggi eee 872 per ton per mile in 1868 to .49 
cents per ton pores in 1880, as already shown herein (including tolls to the 
State), the lan t roads of the Northwest maintain their routes at an excess 


dee to the argument, it is urged, which 
presses upon the General ment the duty of securing to the people that 
cheap transportation which is possible only in the use the natural water ways 
of the country and of such connections of these with one another as can 
readily made at a relatively small expense, and which will, when made, ope 

up to wide areas of territory established water routes to which they — — — 
practically denied access. 

These are some of the considerations which are pressed in su of the re- 
quest for the construction of the pro Penaia Canal. It is urged with 
much earnestness by citizens of careful thought and extended business observa- 
tion and experience, that these and other considerations not herein enumerated 
Lem Tone tbe canal in question to 8 and support as a national enter- 

rise of great merit and increasing importance. 
ADVANTAGES. 


The only thing to be added to these eleven cogent and unanswerable 
arguments in favor of this canal from the commercial standpoint is 
that each year simply adds to the grand result of benefit to the people 
as population and industries increase, especially in the Northwest. It 
is entirely safe to say now that the saving to the people in any one 
year by reason of the existence alone of this canal would equal its 
whole cost to the Government, and when this is considered it seems 
absolutely short-sighted and puerile and as trifling with the interests 
of the people not to immediately construct it. Major Handbury says, in 
a report that I will soon call attention to, that there is little doubt 
that it will richly pay for itself in the reduction and regulation of 
freights,’’ 

FURTHER SURVEYS, REPORT, ROUTE. 

In 1886 additional surveys were made upon the western end of this pro- 
posed canal, on the theory that all information on the subject would be 
of interest to Congress, and were especially made by reason of sugges- 
tions contained in a communication by Mr. Eugene Lewis, a distin- 
guished and worthy citizen of Moline, III., who advocated and pre- 
sented certain ideas connected with it. This survey was made by 
Major Handbury, on account of the illness of Major Benyaurd, and the 
report was made as a supplement to the last one mentioned. This re- 
port deals mainly with detail, estimates, and the feasibility of different 
routes, all matters foreign to the purpose I now have in view; but in 
connection with this, and in the report of the Chief of Engineers for 1885, 
is a compilation of shipping statistics from which I may draw before I 
close. In the reports upon these different surveys there was some dif- 
ference of opinion as to the best route; but in view of the fact that a 
particular route, the one upon which work is by this act authorized, 
has been determined by the Secretary of War, upona provision of law, 
and as its terminus at the Mississippi River is near and within usable 
distance of the Government arsenal and works at Rock Island, this 
question can not be considered as either open or important. 


RELATIONS TO COMMERCE. 


In the river and harbor act of 1886 the Secretary of War was au- 
thorized and directed to appoint a board to examine, in all their rela- 
tions to commerce, the Illinois and Michigan Canal and the proposed 
Hennepin Canal, together with all other matters connected with their 
usefulness to navigation, which certainly gave wide latitude and opened 
up an extensive field. This board was organized, did its work, and 
made a report, and in its transmission to Congress the Secretary of 
War, Hon. William C. Endicott, used this language: 

Upon examination of the report of the board it is evident that a commercial 
benefit to the country would result from the completion of these navigable water 
ways between Lake Michigan andthe —— pi River. While that great river 
may be reached by the Illinois and Mi and the Illinois River, the 
mouth of the latter isso far south that 8 water ways do not afford sufficient 
or convenient communication with the Upper Mississippi. The report of the 
engineers shows clearly that the consiruction of the Hennepin is feasible 
and that its benefits to commerce would be great. Whether they would be so 
great as to justify the cost is a matter for Congress to decide, and to assist this 

decision the statistics of commerce in the Northwest and the estimates for the 
construction of the canal are herewith presented. 


And General Duane, Chief of Engineers, in transmitting the report 


to Secretary Endicott, said: 


I also concur in the opinions of the board respecting the value and usefulness 
to navigation and commerce of a — route from Chicago to the Mississippi, 
such as the proposed Hennepin Can: 


This report, ee ae is replete with statistics and 


z 1 - — ae ae 
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information, and all point, as unerringly as the needle to the pole, to the 
feasibility, utility, and importance of this great work. I quote: 

The law under which the board is acting requires it to 5 in all their 
relations to commerce, the Illinois and Michigan Canal and the Hen- 


nepin Canal, to consider their value and all other matters co; with their 
vigation.” 


Their principal relation to commerce is as freight-carriers and freight-rate reg- 
reer and their ge Ger to commerce will depend on the rates at which 
t on them. * 


s Few — witch more remarkable than 


ch has taken place in the 
last few years between Chicago and Neo Terz ark... .-* trates by water 


cities have been reduced in 1885 to eens one- — their amounts 
n 1868, and all-rail freights to about one-third. 

Tables are given showing that between Chicago and New York all- 
rail freight is 25 per cent. higher than by lake and rail, and almost 
three times as high as by lake and canal. The significance of these 
figures can not be overestimated in considering the probable value to 
the people of this proposed canal. 

The table also shows that the rates by water have been in each year from 25 
to 50 per cent. less than by all rail,and indicates sufficiently how powerful a 
regulator of railroad freights from Chicago to New York the water way between 
those cities has been. The estimate that railroads have of such water ways and 
of their value is seen when a system like that of the Vanderbilts, 3 
New York to Chicago, puts steamers on the Lakes as rivals to its own roads, 

There are in this report a great many tables and figures that are of 
paramount interest upon the subject of comparative freights and rela- 
tive expense in transportation between water and rail routes, but I can 
not well mention them or even incorporate them in my remarks, but 
refer to them so that they can be examined by any one interested. It 
is said in this connection, and is of especial interest, ia view of the oc- 
casional assertion by those not posted that canals have had their day, 
that from 1878 to 1884, inclusive, the years for which the computa- 
tions were made, the Erie Canal carried from four to seven tenths as 
much grain and flour to New York as all the trunk lines of railway 
combined; and the report, so far as this question is concerned, con- 
cluded as follows: 
water route from Chicago to the Mississippi bas only been con- 


‘ecting rates from points on the eee lo points cert the Lakes. 
The great railroads running west from Chicago reach cues dar inio 7 re- 


gions west of the Mississippi, and, were the water ways ee they might 

make rates to the Missisippi so nearly equal to those t to Chicago that shippers 

pe find no advantage in shipping to the Mississippi and thence by water to 
cago. 


The railroads would have power to do this; but the danger of hostile legis- 
- lation would make the wisdom of such a policy doubtful. 

It therefore seems probable that the influence of this water route would be 
felt far west of the Miss pi. 

The board therefore reports that in its opinion the water way from Chicago 
to the Mississippi River will be valuable and useful to navigation: that it will 
give a water way from Chicago to St. raci over which 3 ts of low cost per 
pound and not demanding the most rapid transit can be at rates 
much below existing rates by rail, and that the influence Pr this water way in 
reducing rates of freight will robably extend west of the Mississippi. 

The board is also of the opinion that the benefits 40 the people affected by 
it will exceed the ost of its construction, as specified hereafter. 

LOCATION AND COST, 

In the river and harbor actof the Fiftieth Congress, in which I served, 
the Secretary of War was authorized and directed to cause this very 
canal to be located on such line as he might approve, and that he should 
cause to be submitted to Congress detailed plans and estimates for its 
construction. Acting under this law, the canal was located, and, as 
designated in this bill, the plans and estimates have been made by 
Captain Marshall and reported to this Congress, being Executive Docu- 
ment 316, first session, Fifty-first Congress. The estimate as to the 
fall cost of the canal and feeder, upon the basis of everything being 
of the most substantial and permanent character, is about $100,000 less 
than the previous estimates, and is well within $6, 500,000, a mere bag- 
atelle to the amount carried by this bill and absolutely insignificant 
when compared with the relative importance of most of the appro- 

tions therein, 

This last report of Captain Marshall, just made, says: 

That 14 be of value to commerce, especially as a regulator of freight 

m all lines of transportion between the lakes and the Mississippi 
nga Val ey, is evident, but, as the conditions have not changed since the re- 
poas the board of of engineers, just named, it is unnecessary to go into that sub- 

again cae this report. 

It would be useless, even if possible, for me to attempt to add any- 
thing original to show the importance of this canal to the commercial 
interests and general welfare of the country, and I think it can be 
safely assumed that all who are not purposely blind recognize these 
conditions fully and appreciate their far-reaching promise and believe 
that its accomplishment would be glad tidings of great joy to a large 
portion of the American ene Ido not by any means mean to say 
that all arguments have been exhausted, but, rather, that in the time 
allowed all has been said that could well be, and that the opinions, 
reasons, arguments, facts, and figures cited lead so conclusively to the 
desired end that it is not essential to further elaborate them oyto go 
into greater details, 

OBJECTIONS AND ANSWERS, 


It now remains, perhaps, advisable to mention some of the objections 
that have been raised to this project and to examine them in the light 
of reason, law, and authority, and see if they even tend to overbalance 
the mighty reasons that exist in favor of a canal, so little in itself and 
80 insign cant in its cost, but that carries such great results to such a 


| butas united. * * 


great body of the people. I most unhesitatingly say no, and believe 
that every just man who will examine both propositions will join me 
in so saying. 

In the Forty-seventh Congress this canal matter was more discussed 
in the House than at any other time, I believe, and General Singleton, 
of Illinois, and Mr. Dwight, of New York, led the opposition to it and 
General HENDERSON, our present chairman of the River and Harbor 
Committee, ably, as he always has, championed its cause, assisted by 
Mr. SPRINGER and others. General Singleton characterized it as a 
wild, illimitable, and extravagant scheme unauthorized by the Con- 
stitution; argued that the Government better build a railroad and that 
its attention ought first to be given to the improvement of natural 
water-courses and navigable streams. 

Mr. Dwight denounced it as unwarranted, unnecessary, and vicious 
legislation, and supported his positions with an evidently carefully pre- 
pared speech, in which he undertook to demonstrate that canals had 
not been a success in New York, although he had to admit that the 
Erie Canal alone considered had earned for the State something like 
$40,000,000 more than if cost; but he claimed that upon the whole 
canal system the State had lost over $40,000,000. But, even con- 
sidering that these last figures may be technically correct, it by no 
meaus follows that it was not money well spent from the standpoint of 
general interest to the inhabitants of the State, and that it did not 
largely tend to the great advances of that greatest of States and to the 
building uf of its greatest metropolis and commercial emporium of the 
New World, and it by no means follows either that, even if some canals 
in that State had been unprofitable, unfortunately devised, or badly 
managed, no canal should be built under any necessity. It is also 
claimed that canals have had their day and are a thing of the past. 

It seems wholly unnecessary, in view of what I have said and quoted 
in regard to the merits of water communication in cheapening and reg- 
ulating freights, to again enter this field, and I will confine myself to the 
constitutional question involved and present a few facts as to the pres- 
ent status of canals in the commerce of the country, and then, so far as 
Iam concerned, submit the matter, relying on the good judgment of 
this Honse to advance a matter so manifestly in the interest of the 
people and that will redound to the credit of all who further it and for 
generations to come. 

CONSTITUTIOBALITY OF THE LAW. 

There are two well defined grounds upon which the constitution- 
ality of this legislation can be rested. One from the military stand- 
point, and which simply involves the right of the Government to take 
such measures as may be necessary, essential, convenient, or possibly 
wanted in its military operations, and on this ground ‘there is nothing 
to argue. It will be noticed that the early expressions in favor of con- 
necting the Mississippi and the Lakes were from the military stand- 
point and because the Great Lakes and the St. Lawrence, with which 
it would connect, had upon one boundary a foreign country, and that 
in case of war it would be to our manifest advantage. 

I do not deem it essential to enlarge upon this, and will only call 
attention to the fact that the western terminus of this canal is in close 
proximity to the extensive arsenal, army supply manufacturing estab- 
lishments, and works of the Government at Rock Island as emphasiz- 
ing it, but not that this is even essential to its foundation. The other 
and more important is from the commercial standpoint, and is fully sus- 
tained by the provisions of the Constitution, o * * * provide 
for the common defense and general welfare of the United States“ 
and the power of Congress therein conferred to regulate commerce. 

Webster, in his immortal reply to Hayne, expressly enunciated the 
doctrine that the right of the Government under the Constitution in 
these cases was in nowise limited by the fact that the particular im- 
provement was entirely in one State, and this is the only ground upon 
which it can be denied. This construction is too narrow for serious 
consideration. I am as much in favor of adherence to the Constitution 
as any man can be, and as much deplore the tendency to drift away 
from its safe moorings, but nothing is gained and I believe much is 
lost by attempted narrow and strained constructions. Mr. Webstersaid: 

aw, do I revoncile with these epee: sentiments my support of meas- 

ee portions of the o particular roads, lar 
particular rivers, and particular — of education in the West? This 
— eh sir, to the real and wide difference in Santo tical opinions between the hon- 

gentleman and myself, On my ook upon all these objects as con- 


ed Kith the common — a! 9 in its objects and its terms. He, 
on the contrary, deems them all, if f good at all, only local good. This is our 


difference. The i nterrogatory w. he proceeded to put at once explains this 
difference. ‘“* Whatinterest,” — © ent 


th Carolina in a canal in Ohio?“ 
Sir, this very question is full of significance. It develops the gentleman’s 
whole political system and its answer expounds mine. 

Here we differ toto cœlo. I look upon a road over the Alleghany, a canal round 
the Falls adan Ohio, or a canal or railway from the Atlantic 10 the Western 
wat ers as ee | objects large and extensive enough to = fairly said to befor the 
common benefit, The gentleman thinks otherwise and this is the key to open 
his construction of the powers of the Government, He may well ask, upon 
his system, what interest has South Carolina in a canal in Ohio. On that sys- 
tem, it istrue, she has nointerest. On that system, Ohioand Carolinaare differ- 
ent governments and different countries, connected here, it is true prama 
slight 5 ill-defined bond pees Segoe butin all main respects separate an 
verse. that system Caro Moog Bakin al maky pert gay Epa. ti 


Mexico. 2 
Sir, we * e of New England do not reason thus. Our no- 

tion of things is entirely erent. We look u the States not as separated, 
In our contemplation lina and Ohio are parts of the 


5248 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 24, 


same country, * * having interests common, associated, intermingled. In 
whatever is within the proper sphere of the constitutional power of this Gov- 
ernment, we look upon the States as one. We do not impose geographical 
limits to our patriotic feeling or regard; we do not follow rivers and mount- 
ains and lines of latitude to find boundaries beyond which publicimprovements 
do not benefit us. We, who come here as agents and representatives of those 
narrow-minded and selfish men of New England, consider ourselves as bound 
— rega es S toes equal eye the good of the whole in whatever is within our power 
egislation. 

Sir, if a railroad or acanal beginning in South Carolina and ending in South 

Carolina appeared to me to be of national importance and national magnitude, 


believing, us I do, that the power of Government extends to the encou ment 
of works of that description—if I were to stand up here and ask what interest 
has Massachusetts in a railroad in South Carolina, I should not be willing toface 
my constituents. These same narrow-minded men would tell me that they had 


too little com- 
enough in mind 
with the interests 


sent me to act for the whole country, and that one who 
prehension, either of intellect or feeling, one who was not la: 
and in heart to embrace the whole, was not fit to be intrust 
of any part. 

CHARACTER OF THE CANAL. 

To say that this proposed canal is local, or even that it is entirely 
within one State, is only at best the merest technicality. It is in no- 
wise alone for the benefit of the people of Illinois, and its use and benefit 
will be to them but a small part of its scope, and I doubt if Illinois 
will receive the direct benefit from it that Iowa will, to say nothing of 
the other vast territory and peoples that will reap advantages from it 
and its use and that will directly use it. 

To look over this bill and observe the proposed appropriations for 
bayous, creeks, sloughs, and rivers never before heard of in the next 
county to their location, that are only saved from oblivion and brought 
to the notice of a wondering mankind by being mentioned in this bill, 
and then stand on questions of constitutional authority as to a great 
national work like this, because it is in one State or not a navigable 
stream, seems very much like straining at a guat and swallowing a 


camel. 
A UTILITY AND USEFULNESS OF CANALS. 


I think it safe tosay, and it seems to be concurred in by all who have 
looked into it, that the American people as a class do not realize the 
important part played by canals in the commerce of the world, and it 
is a quite general idea that they are obsolete or, as has been said, have 
had their day. This is a very erroneous thought, and the statement 

alone of the proportion of grain and flour carried by the Erie Canal into 
New York ought to dispel it, and its effect upon freight charges at least 
ought to be sufficient to justify the experiment in this case. The me- 
morial of the Iroquois Club says upon this point: 

We are aware that very many people think that canals are of but little value 
and that the introduction of RE EEH has absolutely superseded the necessity 
of building more. During a period of time in this country prior to 1840 very 

t attention was given to the inaugural of canal systems in various parts of 
the country, and many were built which have not been of great practical value. 
But this was the resu!t, not of such systems, but of the location and direction 
given to many of the lines, 

They were all built under State auspices; the location, direction, and termini 
were fixed more for political log-roll than by the necessity of trade, 
Canals, too, can only be profitably built along lines e e fitted for 
them. Railroads, however, can, under engineering skill, be wherever 

trade demands them. Railroads turned the tide of trade eastward, Nearly all 
the canals west of the Alleghanies run with water inclines, north and south. 
Trade being diverted from such directions, most of the lines became valueless, 
They are more or less the creations of jobbery, whereas railroads have been 
the result of business sagacity seeking profitable investment, The Erie Canal 
lies in thé path of traffic. The result is that it has lated railroad tariffs in 
New York anå has made it the Empire State of tho nion. a 


s 
The 8 River and its tributaries represent 12,000 miles of navigable 
rivers. The Great es have a shore line of 5,000 miles, If the Illinois and 
— Fu Canal should be fear ey and widened in accordance with the sur- 
vey of General Wilson, made in 1868, then all steamers which ply upon the Mis- 
sissippi,exceptafew which run to New Orleans, could sail to Chicago, and there. 
lying alon, e the steamers and ships of the lakes, freight could be transferred 
m one to the other, and, by the use of machinery, so cheaply that the ad- 
vantages of a continuous navigation could be had from all points on the lakes 
to all points on the lower rivers. x is A 3 
Give her cheap roads, cheap water ways, so that her people can mingle with 
each other, and can exchange the prones og 2 hap atc 3 or that of 
er e can and wi appy and prosperous, 
Built and extended in all prosperous countries 


stone dikes are thrown up along these 

giving sufficient depth to float steamers. 
To overcome these currents, endless chains are strung along the middle of the 
channel. On the steamers are largo drums which take up the „and by 
rolling it over the drum powerful light-draught tugs are seen pushing ordrawing 
tows of barges oftentimes nearly a quarter of a mile in length. These towsdo 
the 8 of heavy freights and operate to regulate the tariffs of railroads, 
which, in many instances, run on the banks of the streams. 

In the Elber one of these chains runs for several hundred miles. Railroads 
on either bank. Government is interested in the ownership of the rail lines, 
and yet, in the interest of the people, thus canalizes these rivers and pro tanto 
injures the productiveness of its railroad interests. Shall it be said that kings 
and emperors who claim to rule by divine right do more for the people than 
do 3 of this free 838 who govern by the will of the aes poop 

France has the most complete and extended system of improved water ways 


of any land; all were built by and owned by the Government. She had, ten 


years , 8,000 miles of canal, built at the cost of $157,200,000, She had 2,000 
miles of canalized rivers, coming 480 000, and 2,000 miles of improved river- 
beds, on which had been expen 000,000. 


In all, up to ten years ago she 
had expended on these water wa: Riso, 


$235,200,000, About 
been expended since the year 1 or since the introduction railroads. In 


the past ten years France has not rested from her labors in this line, but your 
orators have not exact statistics of the extent done in this line, But observant 
travelers say the m has 
In that country freighta 
the railroads, the cost on 


in the hearts of the people. A more general and equally divided 8 ex- 


equally divided 8 is owing to the ease and cheapness of transportation 
from one part of the country to every other part. Railroads run in every di- 
rection, but canals with cheap tolls run also in every direction, carrying the 
heavy necessaries of life and cheapening the monte fa of all articles by rail. 

Canada has within the few years 75 tN ed many millions upon her 
canals; which now are able to float vessels of large draught. This she did for 
military purposes, But the returns from commercial benefits pay a large per- 
centage upon the investment. 

OTHER CANAL STATISTICS. 

In addition to those mentioned in this extract, and of which much 
more detail might and tig pone could be given, the Suez, the 
Panama, and the Nicaragua Canals, and their great missions and work 
might be mentioned. 

I find from the canal reports of the Dominion of Canada, and which 
has a direct bearing upon the matter under consideration, that there 
has been a steady and continuous increase of canal tolls from year to 
year, showing their greater use and doubtless greater benefit to the 
people. The net increase of 1886 over 1885 was about 16 per cent., and 
the increase of 1887 over 1886 was something on all their eight canals 
mentioned, that of the Welland alone being over $40,000. 

In the canal reports of New York for 1889 it appears that the State 
canals transported 4, 492, 948 tonsof freight during 1888, and that, notwith- 
standing the immense number of railroads running in every direction in 
that State, the countless trains run every day in the year, and at times 
when canals are closed, still the canals in that State transported during 
that year in round numbers one-eighth of all the freight transported. 
Mr. Henry W. Seymour stated before the Interstate-Commerce Com- 
mittee of the Senate last year that the tonnage of the St. Mary’s Falls 
Canal has increased from 106,296 tons in 1855 to 7,000,000 tons in 1888, 
and said: 

I have thus far given the freight and registered tonnage for the calendar 
goas I have the freight and registered tonnage for the fiscal year ending 


une 30, 1889, 
for that period was 6,213,494; the actual freight pass- 


The registered tonn: 
ing through was 6, nearly 7,000,000 of tons, showing that the goron 2 
u n 


of growth is upon each year's business, not upon a previous year; 
the lowest increase since 1882 was 13 cent., and it was run up as high as 40 
r cent., and still the business of the succeeding year increases over that. 
‘hat shows the business interests of the Northwest. 

These are not the figures of any long-past era and show that canals 
are still holding their own and still having their beneficial effect in 
affording and in inducing cheap transportation and freights. 

ITS GENERAL POLICY. 

It seems to me that every consideration points to the good policy of 
this enterprise, and that, in the face of the immense expenditures made 
by the Government in all manner of schemes, very few of which equal 
in importance this one; in view of the surplus that is troubling, and 
ought to trouble, our statesmen, and last, but not least, the plain ben- 
efit to the people of this water way, there ought to be no hesitancy 
in voting the necessary appropriation to the public improvement that, 
in the language of Mr. Plumb, of Illinois, in the Forty-ninth Congress 
has received more general and strong commendations, been more urged 
by State Legislatures, internal-improvement conventions, boards of 
trade and other commercial and eminent public men than any 
other like project in the history of the country. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I hope the motion of 
the gentleman from Georgia will not prevail and that this provision of 
the bill will be retained. The Legislature of my State has repeatedly 
appealed to Congress for the enactment of this legislation, and this was 
done again in the strongest terms at the last session of the Legislature. 
The adoption of this great feature will justify me with my people in 
voting for a bill which otherwise it might be difficult for me to support 
because of the provisions it embodies. I am earnestly for this 1 - 
tion and for this canal for the following reasons, which I desire briefly 


to state: 
First. It will connect over 600 miles of the navigable waters of the 
Upper Mississippi with the navigation of our Great es, and then by 


the Erie Canal and the Hudson River connect with the Atlantic Ocean 
at New York City, thus giving us water rates to Europe from the great 


Mississippi Valley. 
Second. Because its construction would cheapen rtation fro 
e great food- 


the great food-producing valley of the Mississippi to 
consuming regions of the East. 

Third. use it will be a constant check on the great railroad trunk- 
lines and prevent excessive charges for carrying freight. 
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Fourth. Because freight has been, is, and can be carried by water at 
about one-fourth to one-half the cost by rail. 

Fifth, Because cheaper transportation has become an absolute neces- 
sity to farmers, aud all internal commerce is much interested therein. 

Sixth. Because the great civilized nations of the world, France, Aus- 
tria, Germany, Holland, England, Russia, India, Canada, and other 
countries have expended untold millions in the construction of canals. 
In this the New World may safely follow the Old World. 
Seventh. Here is the Mississippi, with hundreds of miles of water 
way constructed by nature, waiting to be wedaed to the great lake 
~~ to give a vast water system bringing the East and Northwest into 

ose relations. It only waits for the Government to put in a small 
link, certainly but a few millions, and benefits will come at once to 
East and West, benefits that can not be overestimated and benefits that 
wise legislation dare not longer keep from our waiting and appealing 


people, 

Mr. BLANCHARD.. Mr. Chairman, I have been an advocate in the 
past of an appropriation by Congress for the purpose of constructing 
what is known as the Hennepin Canal, connecting the waters of the 
Mississippi River with the Great Lakes of the North. I still desire to 
support that appropriation. But ifI had a reasonable doubt as to the 
constitutional power of Congress to make an cit poi sortie tor that 
purpose I should not vote forit, I have examined this point, not very 
fully, it is true, but enough so to make me easy as to the vote I shall cast. 
While there no express power in the Constitution authorizing the 
Congress of the United States to appropriate money for the purpose of 
canal construction, it may be reasonably and legitimately inferred, I 
think, from various grants of authority to be found in that instrument. 
The ‘‘ commercial clause, as it is called, of that instrument is ample 
for that purpose, and in support of that belief I will quote the au- 
thority of some of the fathers of the Republic. 

This is not a new question in Congress. I find that on the 15th day 
of December, 1817, in the infancy of our Government, a committee of 
the House of Representatives reported in favor of the power of Congress— 

1. To lay out, construct, and improve post-roads through the several States 
with the assent of the respective States. 

2. To open, construct, and improve military roads through the several States 
with the assent of the respective Stqtes. 

3. Tocut canals through the several States, with their assent, for the promot- 
ing and giving security to internal commerce, and for the more safe and eco- 
nomical sportation of military stores, etc., in time of war, leaving in these 
cases the jurisdictional right over the soil in the respective States. 


Again, I find that Mr. Madison, when President of the United 
States—and he was one of the fathers of the Constitution of our coun- 
try—in a message to Congress made on December 5, 1815, made use of 
this language: È ; 

Among the means of advancing the public interests, the occasion is a proper 
one for recalling the attention of Congress to the great importance of establish- 
ing throughout our country the roads and canals which can best be executed 
under the national authority. No objects within the circle of political economy 
so richly repay the expense bestowed on them; there are none the utility of 
which is more universally ascertained and acknowled: ; none that do more 
honor to the Government whose wise and enlarged patriotism duly appreciates 
them. Nor is there any country which presents a field where nature invites 
more the art of man to complete her own work for their accommodation and 
benefit. These considerations are strengthened, moreover, by the political ef- 
fect of these facilities for intereommunication, in brin g and binding more 
closely together the various parts of our extended confederacy. While the States 
individually, with a laudable enterprise and emulation, avail themselves of 
their local advantages by new roads, by navigable canals, and by improving the 
streams susceptible of navigation, the General Government is the more urged 
tosimilar undertakings, requiring a national jurisdiction and national means, 
by the prospect of thus systematically completing so inestimable a work. 

Here was Mr. Madison in 1815, not only recognizing the constitutional 

wer to appropriate for canals, but in a message to Congress advising 
it to do so. Now, every Democrat in this House can plant himself 
upon the platform on which Mr. Madison could stand. 

Again, Mr. Bayard, of Delaware, in the Senate of the United States, 
on February 13, 1807, made use of the following language: 

It is admitted that the Constitution does not expressly give the power to cut 
canals, but we possess and are in the daily exercise of t wer to provide for 
the protection and safety of commerce and the defense of the nation, It has 
never been contended that no power exists which has not been expressly dele- 
gated. There is no’express power given to erect a fort or magazine, though itis 
recognized in the delegation of exclusive legislative powers in certain cases, 
The gots to erect light-houses and piers, to survey and take soundingson the 
coast, or to erect public buildings is neither expressly given nor recognized in 
the Constitution—— 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. What is the citation from Mr. Madi- 
son? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It is taken from Elliott’s Debates, volume 4, 
page 479. It is in his message of December 5, 1815. The quotation 

rom Mr. Bayard, of Delaware, in the Senate of the United States, is 
also found in Elliott’s Debates, volume 4, page 471. 

He further states: 

But it is embraced by a liberal and just interpretation of the clause in the 
Constitution which legitimizes all laws necessary and proper for carrying into 
execution the powers expressly delegated: On a like prineiple the Bank of 
the United States was incorporated. Having a power to provide for the safety 
of commerce and the defense of the nation, we rosy. fairly infer a power to cut 
a canal, a measure unquestionably proper with a view to either subject. 

Now, as against my friend from Georgia and the authority he quoted, 
I put the authority of Mr. Madison, the authority of the Congress of 
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the United States in 1817 through a committee of Congress, and the 
praised of Mr. Bayard, of Delaware, in the United States Senate in 

These precedents are sufficient to satisfy me that I am doing no vio- 
lence to the Constitution in supporting this proposition. ‘ 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, and Mr. GEAR rose. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Iowa, and will afterwaril recognize the gentleman from G i 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, I wish for a moment to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the merit of the appropriation in this bill for the 
Mississippi Riverand the construction of the Hennepin Canal. Gentle- 
men who have preceded me have ably discussed the necessities of the 
lower portion of the river. 

Sir, the Mississippi River is an important and increasing factor in the 
constantly increasing internal commerce of our country and requires 
prompt action by Congress by a proper appropriation in order to in- 
crease the facilities of transportation for the products of the great West. 
Many people are of the opinion that the money appropriated by Con- 
gress for the improvement of rivers and harbors is wasted. 

It may be true, and I do not doubt that in some instances the 
money appropriated has been wasted. But, sir, the fact stands out 
that the great portion of money is expended in making improvements 
which are of great benefit to the producers and commerce of our coun- 
try. Last year I went from my home to St. Paul and back on a 
steamer for the express purpose of examining the work done ou that 
portion of the Mississippi River. Contrary to my expectation, I am 
frank to say, I found that the work done on that portion of the river 
was done on a broad and permanent scale, and has already, though 
only in a partially completed condition, been of immense benefit to the 
producers of Minnesota, Wisconsin, Iowa, Illinois, and Missouri. 

But, sir, there is a feature in this bill which to me is of immense im- 
portance to the people of not only the West, but the East also, and that 
is the proposed construction of a canal which would connect the Father 
of Waters by way of the Great Lakes with tide-water. 

Sir, since we have any history of the world, the course of emigration 
has been steadily traveling to the west. It reached the Mississippi 
Valley, and passing on has at last found a rest on the shores of the 
mighty Pacific. e States of Illinois, Iowa, and those farther west 
are rapidly growing in population and productions. What but yester- 
day was a vast solitude of prairie is to-day couverted by the enter- 
prise of our people into well tilled farms and flourishing cities. While 
these great States have but reached the genesis of their productive 
ability, yet already the production is far beyond the personal wants of 
their producers and inhabitants, and hence they are looking, not only 
for a market, but also for the cheapest method of shipping their sur- 
plus to that market, wherever it may be. To-day our natural mar- 
ket is the East, and this must in the nature of the case be so for many 
years to come. : 

Such being the case, it is but natural that any project which may 
look toward a reduction of freight rates on the vast and rapidly in- 
creasing products of the West commands at once the attention, not only 
of the Western farmer, but also of the Eastern consumer. Every one 
who has examined the transportation question at all must be convinced 
that in all heavy freights, in which rapidity of transit is not an essen- 
tial factor, transportation by nature’s water ways is the cheapest the 
world over, for the reason that it is less expensive by the fact that there 
is no outlay for plant and repairs. The next chéapest is an artificial 
water way. While itis true that in this there is an expenditure for 
plant, yet when once made it costs but a trifle to keep in repair and 
operate as compared with land carriage by railway. 

A great advantage by water routes over rail is the fact that, 
they being natural highways, it follows that they are common property, 
on which every man who desires to can ‘‘ paddle his own canoe.’ Or, 
in other words, they are of such a character that any one has the right 
to place on them such craft as may please his fancy or best transact his 
business. The project of connecting the Mississippi with tide water 
by way of the lakes is not a new one by any means, at least to us in 
Iowa. In 1864, twenty-six years ago this winter, the Iowa General 
Assembly resolved k 

That our Senators in the Congress of the United States be instructed and our 


Representatives be requested to favor and support the construction of a ship- 
canal from the lakes to the Mississippi River, on a general western route. 


And the same Legislature provided by an act that the ‘‘ governor of 
the State should select a— 
competent engineer for the purpose of making a preliminary survey westward 


son La Salle, Ill., of the nearest and best ship-canal route to the Mississippi 
ver, 


To enable the governor to carry out the intention of the act the sum 
of $1,000 was appropriated. That act stands unrepealed, I believe, 
to-day. z 

The good people of Illinois can see that over a quarter of a century 
ago we of Iowa were so much in earnest in this matter as to even au- 
thorize our chief magistrate to invade the sacred soil“ of the“ Sucker 
State” in furtherance of a water connection with the lakes, Again, in 
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1866, the Iowa Legislature memorialized Congress. The same was done 
in 1870. And in 1874 a memorial to Congress was adopted, as follows: 


Whereas the question of cheap transportation for the surplus products of the 


Mississippi Valley to a profitable market is, at the present ume, the paramount 


question; and — 

Whereas we bolleve the construction of a canal from Rock Island to Henne- 

u, in the State of Illinois, would open unbroken water communication to the 

tern markets for the largest cultural region tributary to any single 

water way which has been pro; ; and 

Whereas this line has been surveyed by the authority of Congress and has 
been found to be practicable, to be only a distance of 60 miles, and to be capa- 
ble of construction at smali cost in comparison with other projects: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That our Senators be instructed and our Representatives be re- 
quested to vote for and use their influence to secure such legislation as will 
insure the construction of the canal at an early day. 


Six or eight of Iowa’s chief magistrates have called attention in their 
messages to the necessity of the construction of a canal from the lakes to 
the Mississippi, and in nearly every instance our islature has me- 
morialized Congress on this subject. The reason for this may be found 
in the constantly increasing amount of our products, The Iowa rail- 
ways carried to Eastern markets, in 1889,7,376,058 tons of freight, which 
was composed entirely of products of the farms of Iowa. 

In years of good crops Iowa has for sale a surplus of a hundred mill - 
ion bushels of cereals. If she has a surplus at the present time, when 
but three-fifths of her area is under cultivation, what will it be when 
it is all in production? I have cited to you the fact to show you why 
Iowa, in common with the West, is looking for cheaper transportation 
for its surplus farm products, 

We can not escape the fact that whatever percentage of our agricult- 
ural products we do not consume at home we must find sale for in the 
markets of other countries, and that when we reach those markets we 
must meet the competition of the world. Again, weare to-day brought 
face to face, for a market for dur surplus wheat and some other produc- 
tions, not only with the cheap labor around the Black Sea, but also 
with the still cheaper ryot labor of India, and the conviction is forced 
home to us that this competition is to be intensified, so far as may be 
in the power of the authorities of those countries toaccomplish. Hence 
cheap transportation has to-day become an absolute necessity and an 
absorbing question to Western producers. 

How best to solve the transportation question has engaged the atten- 
tion of the best thought of our country, and its solution has not yet 
been found. 

Many, in fact all of the States have enacted laws in regard to con- 
trol of their railways, and Congress under the constitutional power to 
“í regulate commerce between the States“ has enacted the interstate- 
commerce law. But States and Congress can only control in a certain 
degree, by prescribing uniform treatment for all under the same condi- 
tions, by providing against extortions, against discriminations, pools, 
unlawful combinations, and by preventing and punishing abuses which 
may exist. Butthese are only partial remedies. It follows, therefore, 
that we must look to natural laws to accomplish the desired result. 

It is a favorite idea with many that our Government should go into 
the transportation business by building a double-track railway from 
the seaboard to the Missouri, ThisI do not believe to be good policy; 
for it is not the function of government to engage in railroading any 
more than in general manufacturing or milling. Besides, if such a 
road 5 there would be to operate it an army of officials, 
and the final result would be an immense political jobbing machine; 
and I believe that it has been the experience that government opera- 
tion of railways so far has not been a success where it has been tried, 
and I should be doubtful of the experiment in this country. 

The Western States represented on this floor have a splendid system 
of railways, operated by able men, which have done wonders for the 
development of the West, and have during the last few years, by the 
reduction of their grades, by the use of steel rails, ent road- 
beds, increased traction-power of locomotives, and greater economy of 
service, and above all by the immensely increased traffic of the country, 
reduced their freight rates by one-half, and in many instances much 
more. To illustrate: the rate ton per mile for all freight carried 
by the Iowa lines in 1870 was 2.423 cents, and for the reasons I have 
cited the rates have been steadily reduced until in 1885 it was but 
1.241 and in 1889 1.03 cents per ton per mile. 

The same is true in other States, and especially in those States whose 
lines of railway border the Lakes or the Erie Canal the reduction of 
freight charges is still greater than in the West; and with the increase 
of population and productions within their respective territories we can 
. confidence expect that the railways will further reduce their freight 

rges. 

While this reduction of rates has been of great benefit to both pro- 
ducer and consumer, yet, the West being the great granary of the United 
States, we owe it to these people to do all in our power to bring into 
action all the agencies we can to still further reduce the transportation 
of our annually increasing products. 

To my mind there is another agency to be brought in as a factor in 
the adjustment of the transportation question; an agency which is not 
intimately connected with our railways; and that is the element of 
competition by water. I hear it said that a water route when bound 


in the icy fetters of winter is useless. This is true; but the fact is that 
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if the lakes and N SS River were connected by a canal it would 
suffice, for one-half of the year, to give the West on corn and other 
grain, and on coal, salt, cement, iron, and many other cheap but heavy 
materials, cheaper rates of rtation than we now have. And the 
fact that a boat could be loaded at any point on the Mississippi River 
between St. Paul and St. Louis and go to Chicago with its cargo, and 
again to be loaded in return, would be a standing menace to the trans- 
state railways to induce them to give their patrons at all times the 
lowest rates they could afford. 

Moreover, it would, in my opinion, stimulate the railway companies 
to a still greater reduction of grades and economies of operating, so 
that they in time would be better able to carry freight profitably at 
lower rates than any we have yet had. 

It should be borne in mind that if this canal was constructed it would 
not only connect with the Mississippi, but also its influence would be 
felt throughout the 14,000 miles of the navigable tributaries of that 
mighty river. 

Aside from the commercial advantages which would accrue to the 
producers and consumers of the States interested, there is another phase 
of this question, and that is the question of defense for the cities on the 
lakes. By the treaty of 1817 with Great Britain it was provided that 
that power and the United States should keep only a war vessel or two 
on the lakes. 

Suppose a war should occur with England, what would there be to 
prevent a fleet of light-draught iron-armored war vessels from com- 
ing into the lakes by way of their canal, which in ten days’ time would 
cause a greater destruction of property at Buffalo, Cleveland, Detroit, 
or Chicago than half a dozen canals would cost? 

Tt may be said with truth that we are not at war with England nor 
likely to be. agree in this, but it should be borne in mind that it 
is the unexpected that always happens.” The best way to prevent 
such a state of affairs is to be prepared to meet it by constructing this 
canal, in which event we, too, would be in a position to meet such an 
emergency. Some are inclined to doubt the propriety of the Govern- 
ment constructing this or any other artificial water way ; others doubt 
the right so todo. Under that clause of our organic law to provide 
for the ‘‘general welfare’’ it is perfectly proper, in my opinion, to aid 
works that are (as this is) national in their character. As to the legal 
right of Congress, the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States have settled that question long ago. 

The question resolves itself, in my mind, to the simple propositions: 
First, as to the necessity of this proposed connection of the Father of 
Waters with our inland seas.“ I think it has been fairly shown 
that the necessity exists in a marked degree and that the benefits which 
will accrue from its construction will be of such great value to the whole 
country that it makes it national in its character. Second, is the coun- 
try able to make the outlay to construct it? Many years 
a convention of which I had the honor to be a member assembled 
Chicago. As one of the committee on resolutions, I joined in a minority 
report the substance of which was that the country was not at that time 
in a financial condition to undertake any great system of improvements 
of this character. 

My reasons for that report were that the country was then in the 
throes of a civil war, struggling for national existence, and in that strng- 
gle expending thousands of precious lives and untold millions of treas- 
ure. That was twenty-six years ago. To-day we enjoy the blessings 
of peace, never more, let us hope, to be disturbed by domestic faction 
or foreign complications. Our nation’s isoverflowing; and at 
no time in her history has she been so well able to undertake a work 
of this character as she is to-day, a work that would in its construction, 
in addition to other benefits, give employment to thousands of those 
needing work. Let me call your attention to what our Government 
has done for the railways of the country as com with the amount 
expended for the improvement of the Mississippi and its tributaries. 

If you will examine the Report of the Commissioner of the United 
States General Land Office for 1875 you will find that he estimates 
the amount of the ps domain to be certified to the railways of the 
country to aid in their construction to be 185,604,276.77 acres. This 
covers an area as large as Texas, and quite five times as large as Nli- 
nois or Iowa. This vast area, at the Government price of $1.25 per 
acre, would amount to over $234,000,000, and if computed at the price 
received by the land-grant roads of my own State would amount to 
$1,500,000,000, more than enough to wipe out our present national 
debt. Besides, national credit has been loarfed to the Pacific roads to 
the amount of $64,623,512, which, with the accrued interest, amounts 
at this time to nearly or quite $150,000,000. 

This system of land grants to railways did not begin yesterday or a 
few years ago. It dates back to 1844, in Illinois, and has continued 
down to 1867, with a Javishness that is to-day surprising tous. Iam 
not going to discuss the propriety of these munificent grants; it is too 
late for that; but whatever may be our opinions as to the policy of 

arting with so much ef the public do in the manner it has been 
hina, it is evident that the rapid construction of the railway system 
of the West has stimulated and accelerated the settlement and pro- 
ductions of the country in a remarkable a While all this Gov- 
ernment aid has been granted to the ways of the West, what, 


. 
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may I ask, has been done for the Western rivers? Up to 1878 about 
$18,500,000. ‘ 

Since that time I have not the data on which to make an estimate, 
— it is safe to say not $50,000,000 has been appropriated by Congress 

for their improvement. Is it not time that the Mississippi and its navi- 
gable tributaries, and this canal project, to further which this appro- 
tion is asked, should participate in some degree, commensurate with 
ts merits, in the benefit of Government aid? 

The group of States whose inhabitants are to be benefited in per- 
petuity by the constraction of a canal which shall connect the Father 
of Waters with the Great Lakes are composed of a vast population, 
rich in the intelligence of her people; rich in their wealth of production. 

ey are kindred in blood; kin in interests; kindred in institu- 

ions. Let the members here stand shoulder to shoulder in this enter- 
prise, until this result, so necessary for the Western producing and 
manufacturing interests, is accomplished, a result which will insure by 
competition cheaper transportation for the products of the great West. 

I do not propose, Mr. Chairman, to discuss the constitutional features 
of this question. Congress has acted on that for the last fifty years, I 
hope the motion of the penseman from Georgia to strike out this sec- 
tion will not prevail. It is not a local question but national, Mr. 
Chairman. It is a question that pertains to the welfare of the great 
West in bringing its products to the consumers of the East. Great con- 
ventions have been held in Iowa, IIlinois, Missouri, Tennessee, Ohio, 
and in Louisiana, each aud every one of which has given hearty indorse- 
ment to this project to connect the lakes with tide-water by way of a 
canal to the Mississippi River. - 

The great West comes to the Congress of the United States and 
asks us to make an appropriation of $6,000,000 to facilitate the com- 
merce of this great country, so that the transportation of the products 
of our farms can be cheapened to the consumers of the East, and I for 
one think that Congress should meet their just demands, and in order 
to accomplish this much desired result I shall give my hearty support 
to this measure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
know about how much time is desired for the discussion of this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HATCH. Ishalloccupy only my five minutesor less than that. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I desire to occupy five or ten minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I do not wish to limit the debate 
at all, but I want to know now what time is desired on the other side. 

Mr. HATCH. I shall not occupy time unnecessarily. I will say to 
the gentleman that I would be glad to discuss this question at some 
length, but I have never been willing to occupy time here in discussing 
a proposition when I knew it was already settled in advance. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, I suggest that we close the discus- 
sion at 2 o’clock, 

2 HATCH and Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. There is no objection 
to that. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Then I ask unanimous consent that 
debate upon this amendment close at 2 o’elock, the time between now 
and that hour to be divided equally. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The time occupied in opposition to the 
amendment so far has been much greater than the time occupied in 
support of it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I-would like to have a few minutes 
myself. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. How much time does the gentleman de- 

2 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I do not desire any, unless it may 
be to answer something that may be said on the other side. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I think there has been occupied on the 
gentleman’s side at least twenty or thirty minutes in opposition to this 
amendment, and only five minutes in support of it, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Suppose we close the debate at a 
quarter past 2 o'clock. That will allow forty-five minutes, thirty min 
utes of which shall be given to those who favor the motion to strike 
ont. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not think that is sufficient time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana object? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I must object for the present. I suggest a longer 
period—say an hour. x 

Mr. McCREARY. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is there not 
a order for 4 o’clock? 

he CHAIRMAN, There is. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. That is one reason why it is desir- 
able to get through with this bill before that time, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, considering the importance of this 
subject I think an hour is a very moderate amount of time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Will you divide the time equally? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] cer- 
tainly will not ask that the hour shall be divided equally when three- 


quarters of the time heretofore occupied upon this motion has been ~ 
occupied by his side. Y 

Mr: HENDERSON, of Illinois. Well, will the gentleman agree to 
give us twenty minutes of the hour? 

Mr. HATCH. Yes, Let the debate go on for an hour, forty minutes 
of which shall be occupied by those in favor of the motion to strike 
out and twenty minutes by those opposed to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the request for unanimous 
consent that debate upon thisamendment be limited to one hour, forty 
minutes of which shall be given to gentlemen in favor of the motion 
to strike out and twenty minutes to those opposed to the motion. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. — 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thegentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER], Isup- 

will control the time in favor of the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no rule by which that can be accom- 
plished except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
TURNER] be allowed to control the time in favor of the motion. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] made 
the motion to strike out, and I hope there will be unanimous consent 
that he may control the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the gentleman from 
Georgia will control the time in favor of the amendment and the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] the time in opposition to it. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. > 

Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen who hay 
spoken or who may speak on this subject may have leave to extend 
their remarks in the RECORD. = 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I simply want time enough to em- 
phasize my opposition to this appropriation. It has been so often de- 
feated in the House and put back on the river and harbor bill by con- 
ference committees or by amendments in the Senate that I have lost 
all hope of successfally contending against it as Jong. as the distin- 
guished gentlemen from [Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] holds a seat on 
the floor of this House. The courage and persistency with which he 
has pursued this Hennepin Canal project have won for him the com- 
mendation of his own people and the admiration of every gentleman 
upon the floor of this House. I honor him for the zeal and earnest- 
ness with which he has stuck toa bad cause simply because he believes 
it is in the interest of his own people, and as long as the present chair- 
man of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors has a seat on this floor 
you can not beat this Hennepin Canal appropriation. [ Laughter.] You 
ean get a majority of two-thirds against it in the House, as we have 
done heretofore, but he wiil manage somehow or other to get it into 
the bill before it becomes a law. [Laughter.] 

It is going into this bill, and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON ], who is as frank as he is zealous, has let the cat out of the 
bag. That gentleman says that the retention of the Hennepin Canal 
appropriation may be the means of securing his vote and his influence 
in favor of this bill. I have not a doubt, Mr. Chairman, that the Hen- 
nepin Canal project has defeated the regular river and harbor bill twice 
since I have been in Con; and I want to warn gentlemen from 
Louisiana, gentlemen who live upon the banks of the Mississippi River 
and who represent States through which that great inland sea runs, 
that this appropriation is the death-knell of appropriations in the future 
for the Mississippi River. Gentlemen need not shake their heads. The 
time will come, inside of three Congresses, when the people will de- 
mand the repudiation of the river and harbor bill because of the canal 
schemes that will be put upon it; and, Mr. Chairman, it is because I 
ain a friend of the Mississippi River and the other t water ways, and 
a friend of the t harbors of the country, that I have steadily opposed 
the Hennepin Canal scheme being made a part of the river and harbor 
bill. What is twenty millions of dollars to-day will soon grow into 
forty, fifty, or sixty millions, and the people will not stand it. Con- 
stitutional or unconstitutional, there must be some limit to these ap- 
propriations, . 

The gentleman very well knows that in all the extracts which he 
had read from Mr. Madison and Mr. Monroe they were speaking of 
schemes that were international or interstate, connecting the commerce 
of the country through two or more States. The Hennepin Canal has 
its beginning and its ending simply in the State of IIlinois, and the 
constitution of that State to-day prohibits the representatives in the 
Legislature of the State of Illinois from ever appropriating a dollar of 
the money of that State to build this or any other canal in the State 
of Illinois, And yet, shut ont by the constitution of their own State, 
gentlemen come here to Congress jeo; i the improvement of the 
great water ways and the harbors of the country and insist that the 
United States Government shall build a canal in the State of Illinois, 

Mr. Chairman, if I have any time left I yield it back to the gentle- 
man from ia [Mr. TURNER]. I have said all that I desire to say. 

Mr, TURNER, of Georgia, I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN }. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Chairman, I hope that the motion made by the 
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gentleman from Georgia will prevail; and I sincerely trust that the im- 
portance of this question will be recognized by the committee and that 
the matter will not be acted upon inconsiderately as one of slight public 
concern. 

I regret to admit, sir, that it would be an unprofitable employment 
of time to discuss the question of the constitutional power of Congress 
to construct local works of this character. Yet it is known to gentle- 
men that most of the wisest and best of the men who have held the 
Presidential office have denied such power in Congress as is involved 
in the pending proposition. 

The language of Mr. Monroe has been read here to support this meas- 
ure; yet it is well known that when Mr. Monroe came to apply his 
views practically, as in the case of the Cumberland road—a road not 
affecting a single State only, as this canal does, but affecting and unit- 
ing many States—he was driven to the conclusion that the Constitu- 
tion of the United States conferred no such power as Congress was then 
seeking to exercise; that the powers conferred upon Congress by the 
Constitution in the appropriation of the public money for internal im- 
provements were confined to works of a national character, general in 
their scope, not local. 

Gentlemen certainly can not deny that the proposed canal now under 
consideration is essentially a local work, confined to a single State. 
That it connecis a lake and a river which wash the borders of many 
States does not change its character, because if that were the test you 

«ould not conceive of an object of internal improvement that would 
not be fairly within the scope of constitutional power. 

But, as to this particular work, President J: m (and the people of 
this country have not ceased to venerate his memory or to appreciate 
and esteem his wisdom and patriotism), in his celebrated veto of the 
Maysville road bill, denied the power of Congress to construct a work 
of this character, although it connected a portion ot the interior regions 
of the State of Kentucky with the Ohio River, a river that flowed on 
the borders of many States, and viewed from the standpoint of this dis- 
cussion, as presented by the advocates of this canal, was essentially a 
work that affected more States than one. Yet, holding that the work 
was of a local character, as it was in fact confined as a specific work to 
the State of Kentucky, and that Congress no power to appro- 
priate money for such work, he sent his veto to Congress. 

Through the whole of this message, which I have before me, he ex- 

ressed the largest sympathy with every effort throughout the whole 
Union to open up works of internal improvement, by Congress when 
the work was national and within the constitutional power of Con- 
gress, by the States when the work was local; yet he says: 

If it be the wish of the people that the construction of roads and canals should 
be conducted by the Federal Government, it is not only highly expedient but 
VVV 
9 to the 88 of the States, should be made. 

President Jackson, it will be observed, held that the Constitution of 
the United States must be amended before a work of this character 
could be entered upon by the Federal Government. No one has ever 
proposed to enlarge the powers of Congress and authorize the Federal 
Government to construct works of internal improvement lying within 
the limits of asingle State. 

i Mr. Chairman, I believe the first efforts made to involve the Federal 

Government in this enterprise known es the Hennepin Canal occurred 
since I have had the honor of holding a seat on thisfloor. During the 
late war an appeal was made to Congress in behalf of the Hennepin 
Canal upon the ground of the imperative public necessity that a ship- 
canal should be constructed uniting the northern lakes with the great 
inland rivers of our country. 

The proposition was brought into the House by a gentleman repre- 
senting the city of Chicago; and he appealed to the House upon the 
ground of high patriotic duty that the construction of a canal connect- 
ing the great sections of the North upon the Great Lakes and water 
channels extending from the seaboard to the western extremity of Lake 
Superior, with the great inland rivers, the Mississippi and its tributa- 
ries, would be a powerful instrumentality in bin the States of the 
Union together and ee resistance to the Federal power. 

But even then, in spite of the influence of this patriotie appeal and 
the eagerness of Congress to fortify the Federal power, the House, mind- 
ful of its duty and of the perils of entering upon a system such as is 
corttemplated in this measure, promptly refused to enter upon the work 
and refused to make any appropriation of the public money for that 
object. Over and over again since that time Congress, after full con- 
sideration, has refused to enter upon the construction of this Hennepin 
Canal or any other canal. 

Sir, what has been our experience? Half a century ago the Lakes 
and the system of rivers in the Mississippi Valley were, by an appro- 
priation of ee lands, united by a canal from Toledo, Ohio, on 
the shores of Lake Erie, down to the deep waters of the Ohio River 
at Evansville. That canal was constructed; and yet for the last thirty 

ears no boat has passed age it. The work was a failure from the 
ing, and the millions of dollars expended on that work (for it 
must have cost at least $15,000,000) were substantially a total loss. 

Yet the Federal Government is now called upon, by the direct ap- 
propriation of public money to enter upon a corresponding scheme of 


internal improvement. Gentlemen are going, I presume, upon the 
idea that the Federal Treasury is inexhaustible. There will be de- 
mands upon our in the early future which gentlemen do not 
seem to take into account; there will be demands made upon the pub- 
lic Treasury which the public sentiment of the whole country will re- 
quire you to meet. If once you enter upon this system, what will be 
the result? Do you expect to confine the construction of canals when 
you have fairly entered upon the system to the single work of con- 
structing the Hennepin Canal? 

Why, gentlemen, there are more than fifty instances of canal con- 
struction in the United States that can be supported upon equally plau- 
sible grounds as gentlemen advancein support of the Hennepin Canal. 
There is nothing exceptional in this enterprise. After you have en- 
tered upon this system can you refuse like favor to other sections of 
the Union. When my friend from Illinois comes to report, in his next 
bill on rivers and harbors, appropriations for this purpose, can you re- 
sist the demand upon you, when once you have entered upon the sys- 
tem, for corresponding works from all sections of the country for like 
improvements? Can you refuse them after once having made this a) 
propriation and entered upon the construction of the Hennepin Canal? 
And, if so, upon what ground? I warn you that the demands from other 
sections of the Union will not be and can not be resisted. 

The necessity of works of this kind all over the country will be pre- 
sented, and pressure will be brought in favor of like works from one 
ocean to the other. Canal works of this character will be deemed nec- 
essary in every section of the Union where great bodies of water can 
be united by artificial channels. You will yield to those demands or 
else “you will be compelled to meet the charge of local partiality in 
your legislation. 

I trust, Mr. Chairman, the House will not enter upon this system. 
There is nodemand for it outside of Illinois. If it is so valuable a work 
as gentlemen claim, why has not Illinois or private enterprise taken 
hold of it. It is estimated to cost all the way from $7,000,000 to $30,- 
000,000. 

No satisfactory estimate has ever yet been made as to what the act- 
ual cost will be. I admit that the engineers have made their esti- 
mates; there have been first and last a number of surveys made, but 
Congress long since learned the want of value in these estimates. No 
man can do more than estimate roughly the cost. I predict that if you 
now enter upon the work and appropriate this half million of dollars 
that the committee recommends as a beginning public sentiment will 
not sustain you. 

Permit me, Mr. Chairman, to indulge in that prediction, for I do 
not and can not believe that the people of our country, borne down as 
they are by a taxation, a taxation that you are steadily increasing, 
will consent to a system by which local interests shall be promoted at 
the expense of the industry of the whole country. I trust and believe 
that public sentiment will condemn it, for if entered upon it will be a 
fruitful source of unjust favoritism in our legislation and of profligate 
expenditure. Benefits which gentlemen seem to anticipate will not be 
realized; not even the local interests of the State of IIlinois will be 
promoted. 

I predict that the mditure that shall be made will be an abso- 
lute loss to the abilo teary without benefit to the country. If any 
benefit arise, it will be local. ` > 

I am in favor of reasonable and just appropriations of public money 
annually. for the improvement of the harbors and rivers of our country 
of general interest. The inland rivers and their harbors are entitled 
to the same fostering care ofthe Government to promote and encourage 
our internal commerce as the harbors on the seaboard to promote our 
foreign commerce. Iam willing to support every such measure, but 
enterprises localin fact should be left to the respective States interested 
in their advancement. 

[Here the hammer fell. J 
al CUTCHEON withholds his remarks for revision. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I do not think that it matters 
much about what the fathers” thought about the matter of improv- 
ing rivers or harbors or the making of roads. I believe that when we 
look at the early legislation of this country we will find their acts to 
be a sufficient explanation of what their opinions were so far as the 
Constitution is concerned. Now, in looking over an admirable digest 
made by General Parke to the Forty-ninth Congress of the laws of the 
United States relating to the improvement of rivers and harbors, I find 
that Congress passed a bill which became a law on the 30th of April, 
1824, containing this language: 

The President of the United States is hereby authorized to cause the neces- 
sary surveys, p and estimates to be made of the route of such roads and 
canals as he may of national importance, in a mercial or military 


com 
int of view, or necessary for the transportation of the public mail, designat- 

ins in the case of each canal, what parts may be made capable of sloop naviga- 
n. 


See Appen- 


Now, Mr. Chairman, there are three views held forth in the first leg- 
islation on this subject ever had by Congress. 
They were, first, these roads and canals. 


The surveys were to be 
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entered upon for their improvement, first, for commercial reasons; sec- 

ondly, for military reasons, and, thirdly, for the transportation of the 

public mails. : 

On May 13, 1826, a law was passed by Congress authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to subscribe for or purchase in the name and for 
the use of the United States not exceeding one thousand shares of the 
capital stock of the Louisville and Portland Canal Company, and to 
pay for the same at such times and in such proportions as might be 

required of and paid by other stockholders of said company, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Now, here we find the Congress of the United States authorizing the 
Government not only of its own volition to make these canals or roads, 
but also to enter in with an incorporated company in purchasing stock 
and paying for that stock out of the United States Treasury, and fur- 
ther authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to vote for the president 
and directors of said Louisville and Portland Canal Company, accord- 
ing to such number of shares, and that he shall receive upon said stock 
the proportion of the tolls which shall from time to time be due to the 

United States on the shares aforesaid. Why, we could not wish for 
more specific laws of the ‘‘ fathers” than that. 

Then I call attention to a matter very much nearer to Illinois than 
even the Hennepin Canal project. 

On March 2, 1827, an act wassigned giving, for the opening of a canal 
to unite the waters of the Illinois River with those of Lake Michigan, 
a quantity of land equal to one-fifth of five sections in width on each 
side of said canal, and reserving each alternate section to the United 
States, to be selected by the Commissioner of the Land Office, under 
the direction of the President of the United States, from one end of 
such canal to the other, and that the said lands shall be subject to the 
disposition of the islature of said State for the purpose aforesaid,and 
no other. In the third section of that act it was stated that the said 
State, under the authority of the Legislature thereof, after selections 
shall have beenso made, shall have the power to sell and convey the 
whole or any part of the said land, and to give a title in fee-simple 
therefor to whosoever shall purchase the same or any part thereof. 

Now, in these three cases what have we got? First of all, we find 
authority to survey and to improve; then to take stock in corporated 
companies to carry forward these different improvements; and then vot- 
ing away the public land for the express purpose of building a canal in 
the State of Illinois. 

Added to that, Mr. Chairman, I want to state that Iam anxious to 
show, in respect to canals, that in the case of the Dismal Swamp Canal 
and the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal the Congress of the United States 
even ordered the Secretary of the Treasury to take up the forfeited 
shares of those canals so as to complete them. 

abes CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York.has 
expired. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I now yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. BucKALEW]. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I have felt reluctant to permit this measure to 
pass without entering a few words, not of debate, because that is im- 
possible, but a few words of protest against the proposed new departure 
proposed in this bill to be taken by the Government of the United 
States. However, I do not doubt the power of Congress to dig a canal 
or to construct a railroad under certain circumstances; and when such 
works become 8 and therefore proper in the execution of the 
powers which the people of the respective States have granted to this 
Government, then the work becomes a means to a legitimate and au- 
thorized end, and where it is appropriate to its own end and clearly 
necessary in the execution of such power the work may be done. 

This is, so far as in the hurry of a five or ten minutes speech-making 
debate can be said, all that is necessary to be said upon the general 
doctrine, leaving, however, to those who individually desire action in 
this question or this matter the burden of bringing their proposed 
measure within the definition and within the limitation which it as- 
sumes. 

Now, sir, I was not surprised that the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. BLANCHARD], who spoke so elaborately in favor of the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River the day before yesterday, found constitu- 
tional authority for the digging of a canal in the State of Illinois, which 
the necessities of commerce of that portion of the country have not se- 
cured either by the action of that great State or by some commercial 
company chartered by that State and authorized to make it. 

Our canals in New York and in Pennsylvania and in other States, 
great lines traversing mighty Commonwealths, have been built either 
by the State itself or by corporations authorized to do the work under 
State management and State control. The common sense of the peo- 
ple of the country, who do not trouble themselves, unless their attention 
is especially called to it, about refined constitutional argument, will ask 
members of this House on their return home with a vote for the Hen- 
nepin Canal upon their shoulders why this canal, if its construction be 
necessary and will produce enormous transportation over the proposed 
line, and consequently give an enormous profit to the State or corpora- 
tion which makes it—why so great an enterprise was not made by the 
resources of the great State in which it lies or by a corporation author- 
ized to do so by the laws of the State. 
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I suppose the only answer that can be made will be in the same line 
as the argument of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] 
the day before yesterday, to which I have already referred. That gen- 
tleman says that the States, the cities, the people a toes Missis- 
sippi, for the protection of their own lands against inundation, have, 
for more than half a century, built levees or barriers against the river 
floods. The United States, especially in modern times, has taken 
charge of the channel of that river, first to dig out sand-bars and to 
remove snags and ‘‘sawyers’’ and like impediments to navigation, 
and more recently, upon the theory that leveesin certain cases are nec- 

to improve the channel itself, to scour the bottom so that a suf- 
ficient depth of water can be maintained, has erected Government 
levees, and contemplates, doubtless, hereafter, under the authority 
which it possesses and which it has exercised, the extension of the 
levee system as far as the needs of navigation may require. 

But the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] says he is not 
content with that. He desires that the burden heretofore borne by 
those States, those cities, and those communities along that great 
stream shall be transferred to the Treasury of the United States, and 
that local liberality and local appropriations and local means shall no 
longer be demanded for these purposes. He desires that this Govern- 
ment shall assume the burden of the whole flood question, with its 
tremendous issues, as well as the question of the navigation of the river. 
If the arguments of the gentlemen who speak in favor of this canal 
appropriation be sound, it will be a work largely in the interest of 
commerce; if it be what itis said to be and what its advocates claim 
for it, a line of enormous commercial transportation between the lakes 
and the Mississippi River, which, according to their description, would 
be exceedingly profitable if owned by a State or a corporation, what 
does this provision in this bill mean? ; 

It simply means that the burden of making this line of communi- 
cation shall be transferred to the Treasury of the United States, like 
the burden of the flood upon the Lower Mississippi, and that this Gov- 
ernment shall become the paymaster for all species of outlays and for 
all sorts, on the Mississippi River from one end to the other, as it is 
now responsible for the navigation of the river and of the lakes and 
for the safety and preservation of commerce thereon so far as the Gov- 
ernment can interfere. It means that this Government shall also as- 
sume the burden of aninternal improvement in the State of Illinois such 
as this has been described to be by its friends. For these reasons, sir, 
independent of the constitutional argument which I would state if I 
had time, I am immovably opposed to this proposition and to all like 


ones. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. . 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise to discuss the consti- 
tutional aspect of the question presented here. We have almost reached 
the point in this great body that if a man refers to the Constitution 
he is regarded eithef as a pedant or a bore—— y 

Mr. OATES. Ora crank.“ [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROGERS. Or, as my friend from Alabama suggests, a crank.“ 
At the rate at which we are traveling, in twenty-five years the House 
of Representatives of the United States would not know the Constitu- 
tion if it met it on the public highway. The clear, lucid, and forcible 
statement of this subject made by the distinguished Pennsylvanian 
[Mr. BucKALEW] who has just taken his seat will have as little effect 
upon this body as the patter of the rain upon the roof. The answerto 
it all is precedent, and there are a thousand precedents to be found in 
the history of our Government for every violation of the Constitution 
that is perpetrated. Precedent! precedent! Every breach of the Con- 
stitution is invoked to justify ahother breach. 

The importance of this legislation everybody is willing to concede, 
but the question of the power to build a canal inside of a State, not 
crossing any State lines or affecting interstate commerce, is not worthy 
of consideration in a great body like this while we are living under a 
written constitution. Precedents which have as little application to - 
this case as they have to any other imaginable question are quoted in 
support of this proposition. I do not know of any authority or power 
to be found anywhere in the Constitution that would authorize the 
Congress of the United States to go into the State of Texas, for instance, 
and dig a canal from Houston to Dallas, without reference to any river 
orany line of communication whatever, in the interest of commerce, 
agree with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BucKALEW] that 
under proper conditions the Government might build a canal, but he 
states the rule correctly when he says that parties who insist upon the 
construction of it should bring themselves within the rule, and there 
is no effort made to do that here. Mr. Chairman, in two minutes you 
can not discuss anything; but I simply wanted to express my irrecon- 
cilable and unalterable opposition to this proposition, and that I have 
done, ; 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Will the gentleman from Illinois oecupy 
any more of his time now? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, I will yield to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BucKALEW] who last spoke seemed to 
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rest his argument upon the question whether there was a necessity for 
the exercise of constitutional power in the constructiort of this work. 
I claim that there isa necessity, and one that is paramount, namely, 
the necessity for curbing the rapacity for railways and of stopping the 
robberies committed by them in exorbitant and extortionate freight 
charges upon the people all over the country. This Hennepin Canal 
project means simply this: That by it you extend lake navigation to 
Rock Island. It means to the farmers of my State, and also to those of 
Iowa and Nebraska and other Western States, millions and millions ot 
dollars a year saved in lower freight rates than those now paid. 

We have reached the point as a nation that the roads, being practi- 
cally pooled under the worst form of a pool—namely, quiet agreements 
between their agents—are to-day charging not simply all that the 
traffic will bear, but more than the traffic will bear. And there, gen- 
tlemen, in my judgment, is the great cause for the agricultural de- 

ression of the West. Where the United States Government collects 

20,000,000 under the tariff the railways of the United States are 
collecting between $1,000,000,000 and $1,100,000,000 a year. Where 
the Government collects $1 they collect $5. Its collections are regu- 
lated by law; their collections are without law and in spite of law. 
The only effective check upon them is that of water transportation. 
So that the Hennepin Canal means an extension of lower rates to all 
Western farmers; and it is to the interest of every trunk-line of railway 
in the United States to oppose it. 

We are getting to this further point: either the railway rates must 
be regulated by the competition of water transportation or else the 
Government must take the railroads and run them; and I am not quite 
clear that the time will not soon be upon us when, the utter disregard 

ol law by the roads and their power to prevent the passage of laws, the 
Government will have to operate the roads as a paramount necessity 
for the protection of the people. Why, here is a single instance in my 
district, The roads there are ing for hauling a car-load of corn 
from Marysville to Chicago $84, and that car-load of corn is worth $100; 
they are ing on a car-load of cattle $55, and that car-load of cattle 
is worth $1,000. This is only an illustration of the manner in which 
they are bleeding the farmers to death. 

o me this Hennepin Canal proposition is worth all the rest of the 
river and harbor bill put ther; and so it is to the West and to the 
whole country, for the simple reason that it provides for the placing of 
checks, by water transportation, upon the rapacity, the cupidity, the 
bowelless and merciless extortions of the roads. And I hope most ear- 
nestly that the Committee of the Whole will vote down the motion to 
strike out the provision for the Hennepin Canal; because in the fut- 
ure—in 1910—there will be as many people living west of the Missis- 
sippi River as were living in the United States at the time of the cen- 
sus of 1880; and no government, realizing the present and legislating 
for the future, can afford to t any combinations of men or any 
processes of rtation to continually bleed, bleed, bleed 50,000,000 
of its people living in the West. : 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask permission to insert an extract 
from a letter relative to the corn charges, 

There was no objection. The extract is as follows: 

The fact that we pay $84 freight on a car-load of corn from Marysville to 
Chi and $55 for a car-load of cattle creates the impression that there is 
something not fair about the corn rate. ially when we notice that agents 
are here constantly soliciting shipments of cattle, and cars for that purpose are 
es are always furnished promptly, but cars for corn are scarce and sel- 

m ed when needed. If there is no profit in the cattle rate wy. =n 


railroads traveling expenses, hotel bills, livery bills,and good 
agents pa sp lla for t —— of cattle? An ordinary car-load of cattle 


is worth $1,000, 

In caso of a smash. up the company would be liable for that amount. They 
assume this responsibility, and in addition to this they give the shipper a free 
pass from here to Chicago and return, and pay an agent for securing the ship- 
ment and are glad to get the work at $55 per car. 

On the other hand. a car-load of corn is worth only $100,and in case of smash-up 
would not all be lost and could not have more than a $0 responsibility. There 
is no expense of eee agent, no pass for shipper, no fixed schedule of time 
to make, and consequently can y be sup to be entitled to a lower rate 
of freight thax would be required for a car-load of cattle. Yet for thie $100 
worth of ora ee have to pay $84 transportation and on $1,000 worth of cattle 
we 0 5 s 

Dor DEDA are firmly of the 8 that there is at least a 812 steal in the 
freight rate of every car of corn s . „and 
the same rates and same opinions are universal all over the a ict and 
all over the State. No one knows how to get at it, because present laws do not 
recognize it as theft or embezzlement, but there is a general opinion that there 
ought dy be another section added to the chapter that defines crimes and pun- 
ishmen 
er the United States of America got to say about this crime against 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. OATES]. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, I have been one of those who believe 
that this is a Government of limited and enumerated powers and I 
have adhered to that construction, believing that it was the true one. 
But we have reached a point where it appears that that has ceased to 
be a test of political faith; and I admit that I am somewhat in doubt 
whether the time has not arrived for the men of the South, who have 
generally adhered to this doctrine, to abandon it and engage in the 

‘grab game for all that it is worth. 


I am fully satisfied that there is no constitutional power on the part 
of Congress to appropriate the public money to dig canals. Whenever 
this preceden established a is no end to the operation which 
may be given to it. It simply opens the floodgates; and we had as 
well have no limitations at all upon the power of . for at 
last the question goes back to that. The powerof Congress to lay and 
collect taxes is unlimited. If the power to appropriate the taxes when 
raised is likewise unlimited, I ask where is the restraint of the Consti- 
tution? Where will you find any limitations upon the power of Con- 
gress? You had as well strike out every other provision in that instru- 
ment if this construction be true. 

This canal project has been urged in every Congress of which I have 
been a member. If this canal would be so valuable, if it would be of 
such vast benefit to commerce, why, I ask, has not a charter been ob- 
tained by some of the great capitalists who own more millions than 
they know what to do with, and why have they not engaged in the 
construction of this canal? Why, sir, a few years ago—lI believe it 
was during the first session of the last Congress—I went to the trouble 
to make an examination in reference to every canal in the United 
States. I found these canals were one hundred and two in number, 
of which fifty-two have never fully paid the running expenses, fifty 
have paid running ex and one or two or three—not more than 
half a dozen—have paid net dividends. This is the reason, I presume, 
why the State of Illinois is so anxious to get rid of the old canal that 
she proposes to cede to the Government of the United States, if it will 
construct the Hennepin Canal connecting with the Mississippi River. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope the gentleman from Alabama will state in this 
connection how many important canals have been actually aband 
like the Ohio and Cumberland Canal right here in sight of the Capitol. 

Mr. OATES. At least one-half of the canals that have been con- 
structed haye been abandoned because they were not paying institutions 
and could only be run at an absolute loss. But whenever there isa 
doubtful enterprise which it is desired to consummate it has become 
quite popular to saddle it on the Treasury of the United States. 

The friends of this measure has been all 8 it, because 
they conceive that it will be of vast benefit to those States which border 
on the proposed canal, which are adjacent to it, as well to the great 
State in which it is to be constracted. 

Now, it seems to me, if this isof such benefit to the commerce of the 
city of Chicago itself, that before this they would have constructed the 
canal. But they are unwilling to risk expenditures for this purpose. 
They want to saddle the whole cost upon the Government of the United 
States; and I am unable to conceive how it will be of any benefit 
whatever to the people of Georgia or those of Alabama or the i 
or, in fact, to the Tanger peo rtion of the other States of the Union, It 
neyer was intended by the framers of the Constitution that this power 
should be lodged in Congress, for it was seen that it was unfair to dig 
a river, for that is what it amounts to, and give all the facilities of 
water transportation to men who had gone and bought their homes, lo- 
cated where there were no waters and no water transportation, and 
thus give them at the public expense all of these facilities. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr.SWENEY. Mr. Chairman, much has been said with reference 
to the original intent of the framers of the Government with reference 
to entering upon improvements of this kind. President Madison has 
been mentioned in that connection; and it has been asserted that no 
such project wholly within one State was at an early time given coun- 
tenance of the Government. I desire to call theattention of the com- 
mittee to the Niagara Ship-Canal in the State of New York. As early 
as 1807 a resolution was adopted in the Senate calling for surveys for 
a ship-canal wholly in New York around Niagara Falls. Albert Gal- 
latin, as Secretary of the Treasury, reported, in response to the resolu- 
tion, as follows: 


Tho General Government can alone remove these obstacles; with resources 


* 
amply sufficient for the completion of every 5 improvement, it will 
always supply the capital wanted for any work which it may undertake as fast 
as the work itself can progress, avoiding thereby the ruinous loss of interest on 
a dormant capital and reducing its real mse to the lowest rate. 

With these resources e: the whole Union, it will complete on any 
given line all the improvemen wever distant, which may be necessary to 
render the dome) aaa) and eminently beneficial. 

The — . — cient aid of the Federal Government is recommended by 
still more important considerations, The inconveniences, complaints, and per- 
haps d which may result from a vast extent oſ territory can no otherwise 
be radically removed or prevented than by * speedy and . 
cations through all its Good roads ang canals will shorten d oes, fa- 
cilitate commercial and personal intercourse, and unite by a still more intimate 
community of interests the most remote quarters of the United States. No 
other single operation within the power of Government can more effectuall 
tend to strengthen and perpetuate that union which secures external independ- 
ence, dom peace, and internal liberty. 

The surveys were made, and President Madison, in his message of 
1816, recommended improvements of that character, including this 
Niagara Ship-Canal, as follows: 

I icularly solicit the attention of Congress to the expediency of exercising 
thelr existing 4 and when necessary of resorting to the prescribed modes 
pl pore g em. in order to effectuate the comprehensiv scheme of 

neludin 


e roang 
and canals e as have tho of drawing more closel 
together every part in the common stock of national prosperity. 


In 1826 and on down to this time it has been recommended by com- 


t 
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mittees of Congress, This is but one of many instances which might 
be cited of the same character. 

This Hennepin Canal, so called, Mr. Chairman, is designed to con- 
nect more than 10,000 miles of natural water ways with the Atlantic 
Ocean and with the Gulf. Itis the greatest scheme for national in- 
ternal improvement of this character that the Government has ever en- 
tered upon. It is great in promise of great results. It is not a matter 
in which the State of Illinois is alone interested. It is not a matter of 
securing an appropriation for the benefit of that State or of the State of 
Iowa or of Kansas; for the whole Mississippi Valley is equally inter- 
ested with Illinois in this improvement. It is a matter of national im- 
portance, not only to the West, but to the East, for cheapening food 
transportation to the East, so that the products may be brought down 
by water transportation from this immense granary of the world in the 
Mississippi Valley and delivered to the consumers even to the coast. I 
do not stand here to advocate this for the purpose of securing an appro- 
priation for the State of Iowa; for with one-thirtieth of the population 
of the country only $30,000 is accorded her in this bill to improve the 
harbors of the rivers flowing on either side of the State. Not one dollar 
is given for improvements within the borders of the State of Iowa, and 
yet, Mr. Chairman, I advocate the passage of this appropriation because 
of its great importance to the whole country, because of the beneficial 
results to follow, benefits in which Iowa will share with the rest of the 


country. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, Mr. Chairman, I desire, inreply to 
some remarks of my friend from Indiana, Judge HOLMAN, to say 
that I do not anticipate the danger he seems to fear from the proposed 
construction of this canal. I myself would not advocate a canal unless 
thereby we could connect large and extensive systems of navigation 
and make them the more valuable to the people and the commerce of 
the country. And I do not think that there is very much danger, 
looking at the past history of this country, to be apprehended from this 
precedent which the gentleman so much fears. far as canals are 
concerned we have constructed them before, and I do not see that any 
serious danger has resulted. 

I find in a book I hold in my hand a proposition to connect Lake 
Pontchartrain with New Orleans, or rather with the Mississippi, in 
1809, under the administration of President Jefferson. But here we 
connect, as has been so well said, the Upper Mississippi River with the 
Atiantic seaboard at the city of New York, making a continuous water 
way from the great cities of gaia a and St. Paul, with their 300,- 
000 inhabitants, to the city of New York, the great commercial metrop- 
olis of the country. If that is not in the interest of cheaper transporta- 
tion, if it is not in the interest of commerce and in the interest of the 
people of this country, then I say we had better abandon the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors altogether, and there onght never to be an- 
other dollar appropriated for the Mississippi River or any of the other 
rivers of this country. 

If it is not in the interest of the people to make a continuous water 
line of transportation more than half way, I may say, across the con- 
tinent, then, Mr. Chairman, I am at a loss to understand what can be 
of interest to them. 

We have expended more money for railroads than for water transpor- 
tation, and that is the cheapest transportation in the world. We have 
expended, however, only, as Ifind here, from August, 1790, to March 3, 
1887, a total for the improvement of rivers, canals, and harbors of 
$157,962,762. This is our total expenditure for river and harbor im- 
provements in nearly a hundred years. 

I have here tables showing that France since 1814 has expended in 
round numbers one hundred and thirteen millions for the construction 
work in improving rivers, and one hundred and fifty-two millions for 
canals, making two hundred and sixty-five millions in all; and for 
their maintenance and repair during the same period, for rivers seventy- 
fixe millions, and forty-six millions for canals; and if I may be allowed 
to add a single remark further, that for the improvement of harbors she 
has expended one hundred and ninety-four millions, making five hun- 
dred and seventy-four millions of expenditure in seventy-six years, 
against one hundred and fifty-seven millions expended by this great 
Government in ninety-seven years. Surely after making such large ex- 
penditures as we haye for we can make this small expendi- 
ture for the farmers of the great Northwest, to give them cheap trans- 
portation to the markets of the country and of the world. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, when this canal scheme 
hinged on the point of order, I had small hope that it would be stricken 
from the bill; but when it depends on the Constitution I confess, sir, 
that I have no hope at all. 

It is a fitting thing, Mr. Chairman, that a Congress which devised a 
system of bounties for men who make sugar and burdens for those who 
make other things should inau te a canal system by which one sec- 
tion is to be taxed for the benefit of another. The two may very well 
go together. At the outset of the debate on the motion to strike out 
this clause, I caused to be read at the Clerk’s desk certain proceedings 
which took place in the constitutional convention. I have heard in 
reply certain statements on this question said to have been made by 
Mr. Monroe and Mr. Madison. 

I hold in my hand, sir, a veto message by Mr. Monroe, dated the 4th 


day of May, 1822, on a bill which was entitled An act for the preser- 
vation and repair of the Cumberland road,” in which he lays down this 
proposition: 

Ifth it must be either because it has bee call 
the United States or that it fa incidental to some power whlch ins been specific 


ally granted. If we examine the specific grants of power, we do not find it 
ae them; nor is it incidental to any power wh has been specifically 


grun 
It has never been contended that the power was specifically granted. It is 

claimed only as being incidental to some one or more of the powers which are 

e granted. The following are the powers from which it is said to be 
erived: 


First. From the right to establish post-officesand post-roads. Second. From 
the right to declare war. Third. To regulate commerce., Fourth. To pay the 
debts and provide for the common defense and general we! Fifth. From 
the power to make all laws necessary and proper for carrying into execution 
all the powers vested by the Constitution in the Government of the United 
States or in any department or officer thereof. Sixth and lastly. From the power 
to dispose of and make all needful rules and regulations respecting the terri- 
tory and other property of the United States. 

According to my judgment it can not be derived from either of those powers 
nor from all of them united, and in consequence it does not exist. 


In reply to the position which my friend from Louisiana attributes 
to Mr. Madison, in 1815, I cite a veto message of Mr. Madison when 
President, dated March 3, 1817, on an act entitled An act to set apart 
and pledge certain funds for internal improvements, and which sets 
apart and pledges certain funds for constructing roads and canals and 
improving the navigation of water courses, in order to facilitate, pro- 
mote, and give security to internal commerce among the several States, 
and to render more easy and less expensive the means and provisions 
for the common defense. 

He says: = 

The power to regulate commerce among the several States can not include 
the power to construct roads and canals and to improve the navigation of wa- 
ter-courses, in order to facilitate, promote, and secure such a commerce, with- 
out a latitude of construction departing from the ordinary import of the terms, 
strengthened by the known inconveniences which doubtless led to the grant of 
this remedial power to Congress. 

To refer the power in question to the clause to provide for the common de- 


fense and general welfare,” would be contrary to theestablished and consistent 


rules of interpretation, as rendering the special and careful enumeration of 
ro 


powon, which follow the clause, nugatory and improper. Such a view of the 
mstitution would have the effect of giving to Congress a general power of 
legislation, instead of the defined and limited one hitherto understood to be- 
long to them, the terms common defense and eral welfare” embracing 
every object and act within the purview of a legislative trust. 

And, sir, at a later time, when Mr. Jackson was President, he vetoed, 
and sent to Congress a message upon, a measure of a similar kind, in 
which he exhausted and elaborated all the arguments against the as- 
sumption of power which is here claimed. But of what avail is it to 
call up the dead or to invoke the Constitution against a scheme which 
stands associated with $20,000,000 distributed among all the districts 
of the United States? This inception of canals starts out boldly on a 
pog even now estimated to cost six millions and a half. Where will 
it end? 

The honorable gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEoNn], who has 
just made a speech in favor of the retention of this clause of the bill, 
happens to be the author of a measure re by his own committee 
the Committee on Railways and Canals—which provides for the pur- 
chase of the Portage Lake Canal. Other members want a canal across 
New Jersey, or a canal across Maryland, a great canal and water way 
from New York to the capes of Florida. Still other persons wish a canal 
across the peninsula of Florida, and some of our people crave a canal 
connecting the Tennessee River, through the streams of Georgia, with 
the Atlantic Ocean. The great State of New York may well ask us to 
purchase the Erie Canal and relieve her treasury of the heavy expense 


necessary to its maintenance. With a six million canal as a starter, 


what possibilities stare us in the face! 

The CHAIRMAN, The time for debate upon this amendment by 
agreement of the committee has expired. The pending question is the 
motion of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] to strike out on 
page 50, commencing in line 7, the provision in the bill on that page 
and also on page 51 down to and including line 23. 

The question was put; and the Chair announced that the ‘‘noes”’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 88. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, and Mr. HEN- 
DERSON, of Illinois, were appointed. : 
rae committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 50, noes 


So the motion to strike out was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: . 


at earns 49 Mississippi River above St. Anthony’s Falls: Continuing im- 
rovemen le 

m Improving the Mississi pi from the landing on the west bank below the Wash- 
ington Avenue Bridge, neapolis, to the Moines Rapids: Continuing im- 
provement, $500,000, of ipag sum $30,000, or so much t as may be nec- 


essary, shall be expended eers in charge in the sand-bars 
and other obstructions to navigation in the East Channel of the ppi River 
opposite the prairie, on which the city of Prairie du Chien, in the State of Wis- 


W. 
consin, is located, the same being between Minneapolis and Des Moines Rapids; 
and. in the discretion of the Secretary of War, the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, shall be expended in removing the bar in the riverat Port 


5255 


5256 


Byron, in the State of ‘TWinois ; $5,000at e and $2,000 at Montrose, 
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Iowa. And the Secretary of War is hereby to pay, out of said sum, to 
M. J, Adams 2 in full of all claims and demands growing out of the test 
made by him of what is known as the Adams Flume, on the Upper Mississippi 
River, the said test having been authorized by Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the last word. 

I have sought the floor for the purpose of calling the attention of the 
gentleman from Illinois having charge of this bill to the paragraph that 
has already been passed: 

For continuation of operations upon the reservoir at the headwaters of the 
Mississippi River, $40,000. 

An act of Congress was passed reserving certain lands from disposi- 
tion for the purpose of making the reservoir. A bill has now been in- 
troduced; and was submitted to the Committee on Public Lands, for 
the purpose of restoring those lands to the public domain. The state- 
ment has been made that the whole enterprise providing for reservoirs 
is a failure, and this bill, of which I have spoken, was ordered to be 
reported to the House, and I presume has been reported to the House 
by Mr. Payson, the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, 
that these lands should be restored to the public domain, and that they 
should be disposed ofunderthe homestead law. I do not know whether 
my friend is aware of that fact or not. - 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I will state to the gentleman from 
Indiana that my understanding is that it has not proven to be a fail- 
ure by any sort of means, but, on the contrary, t it can be made 
a success. The engineers certainly haye made no such statement in 
their report as the gentleman suggests. I will, however, yield to the 

ntlemanfrom Minnesota [ Mr. SNIDER], who is far more familiar than 
Ein with that branch of the subject. 

Mr. SNIDER. Mr. Chairman, I am entirely familiar with the bill 


~ which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] refers to. The 


original proposition for the construction of reservoirs for the purpose of 
improving the navigation of the Mississippi River contemplated their 
construction at the headwaters of the river and also at the headwaters 
of the Chippewa Riverin Wisconsin. Early this session, one of the Rep- 
resentatives from Wisconsin pro to restore to the public domain 
the lands in that State that had been reserved by Congress for the pur- 
pose of flowage, and consulted with our delegation in regard to it. Of 
course we had no objection so far as the State of Wisconsin was con- 
cerned; but by some mistake the Committee on Public Lands reported 
a substitute for that bill including the lands in Minnesota as well. 

The proposition for the construction of reservoirs in Minnesota orig- 
inally involved the construction of five reservoirs, of which four have 
already been 1 8 and have proven a great success. Without 
going into detail, I will state that the report of Major Allen, the Gov- 
ernment engineer, for 1888 says that the four reservoirs already con- 
structed furnished 40 per cent of the entire volume of water that passed 
the Falls of St. Anthony and the city of St. Paul during the summer 
season, and that the construction of those reservoirs has had an effect 
on the river for a distance of 450 miles. The $40,000 which it is pro- 

to appropriate is for the maintenance of the four dams already 
existence and for the construction of a telegraph line between them, 
and also of the remaining dam at Sandy Lake, which is to cost about 
$10,000. I can understand very readily how the gentleman from In- 
diana got the idea he has expressed here, because a bill was reported 
by the committee and passed this House restoring these lands to the 
public domain, but when that bill passed I supposed and the other 
members of our delegation supposed that it referred simply to the 
Wisconsin lands, as had been agreed upon. It appears, however, that 
by some mistake it was made to include also the lands in Minnesota, 
but we have taken steps to have the mistake corrected. 

Mr. FLOWER. Where are these dams located? Above the Falls of 
St. Anthony? 

Mr. SNIDER. They are at the headwaters of the Mississippi 
River. Here [exhibiting a map] are the drainage basins which they 
occupy. The entire work is completed except a small dam at Sandy 
Lake, which is to cost about $10,000. 

Mr. FLOWER. Was the clause taken out of the bill by which they 
were required to open the river for navigation above St. Anthony’s 
Falls? 5 

Mr. SNIDER. The Mississippi River is navigable up to a point 
about 350 miles above the Falls of St. Anthony. : 

Mr. FLOWER. The river is not filled with booms, is it? 

Mr, SNIDER. There are sheer-booms. 

Mr. HOLMAN, A report cameto the Committee on Public Lands— 
I can not state exactly in what form it came—that this reservoir en- 

rise had proven to be an entire ſailure 

Mr. FLOWER. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will go right 
on with his talk, but I thought I had the floor. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was not aware that the gentleman 
from New York was addressing the committee, 

Mr. FLOWER. I was asking the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
SNIDER] some questions and he was answering them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thought the gentleman from New 
York and thè gentleman from Minnesota were engaged in private con- 
versation. E eil 

Mr. SNIDER. I will just add that the $10,000 which is here ap- 


propriated is to care for the existing works, which, as I have said, have 
ven to be a great success, and for the construction of a telegraph 
ine between them, which the engineer recommends. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Minnesota has 
expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwas about to say that the statement was made 
some form to the Committee on Public Lands—I will not say that i 
was in the form of an official report—that this enterprise has proven an 
entire failure, that the works were beneficial simply to some lumber 
interests having no connection with navigation and that the lan 
ought to be restored to the public domain and disposed of under th 
public land laws. That report came to us in a form so direct and 
tangible and seemed to be so well founded that the bill to which the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. SNIDER] has referred was ordered to 
be reported, restoring all these lands to the public domain, and if that 
statement be true my friend from Minnesota will see that this appro- 
priation ought not to be made. I believe, Chairman, we have 
passed this paragraph; otherwise I should feel it my duty under the 
circumstances to move to strike it ou 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Mississippi River from Des Moines Rapids to the mouth of the 
Illinois River, $165, out of which $25,000 shall be expended in continuing the 

ging in Quincy Bay, in the State of Illinois, and the Secretary of War is 
authorized and directed to cause an examination and report to be made bya 
competent engineer upon the advisability of reopening Willow Slough, or some 
other channel, from the Mississippi River to Quincy Bay; and also $15,000 of 
said sum may be used in the rectification of the river at Clarksville, Mo., as sug- 
gested in the report of Captain Ruffner, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: ` 

Page 53, line 13, after the word “sum,” amend by striking out “may” and in- 
e the word ™ shall;“ and in line 15, after the word Ruffner,” strike out the 
period and insert a semicolon; also add the following words: and also $25,000 
of said sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, may be expended, at the 
discretion of the Secretary of War, to protect the banks of the river from erosion 
and prevent the destruction of the embankment of the Suy Island levee,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Mississippi River from Head of the Passes to the mouth of the 
Ohio River, including salaries and traveling expenses of the Mississippi River 
Commission: Continuing improvement, $2,000,000, which sum s be ex- 
pended, under the direction of the Secretary of War, in accordance with the 
plans, ee ee and recommendations of the Mississippi River Commis 
sion : ided, That no portion of this appropriation shall be expended to 
repair or build levees for the purpose of reclaiming lands or prevent injury 
to lands or private property by overflows: Provided, however, That the commis- 
sion is authorized to ropas and build lev if in their judgment it should be 
done, as part of their P ns to afford ease and safety to the navigation and com- 
merce of the river and to deepen the channel Out of the sum appropriated for 
this reach of the river the commission is authorized to expen 8257000 in the 
protection and preservation of the harbor at New Madrid, Me. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I move to amend the paragraph 
just read by striking out the word two,“ in line 3, and inserting 
*fone;’’ so as to read, continuing improvement, $1,000,000,” ete. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, the House was kind enou 
two or three weeks ago to pass a joint resolution appropriating $1 - 
000 as an emergency appropriation for the Lower Mississippi River, 
with the understanding at the time, as stated by myself, that this sum 
was to be taken out of the appropriation for the Lower Mississippi in 
the regular river and harbor bill. The amendment now offered by the 
chairman of the committee is in pursuance of the understanding had 
at that time. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BOATNER. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “improvement,” in line 3, 54, insert the words “ of its 
channel and to restrain its flood waters,“ and strike out all after the word " com- 
mission,“ in line 6, down to and including the word “channel,” in line 13, . 


TheCHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this amendment will be 
considered as agreed to. The Chair hears no objection. 5 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend on page 54 by striking out in 
lines 1 and 2 these words: Including salaries and traveling expenses 
of the Mississippi River Commission.“ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, Is there not an amendment pend- 


tai 


ing? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment which was offered was adopted. 
The question is now on the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. 

The Clerk read Mr. HoLMAN’s amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the proposition 
of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. BoATNER] was adopted. That 
amendment strikes out all limitations on the expenditure of this sum 
of $1,000,000 and of course would strike out all limitations on the ex- 
penditure of the $1,000,000 already appropriated. That is to say, 
limitation which has been placed on this bill ever since the first 
propriation was made under this commission plan—the limitation w 
provided that money shall not be used to erect levees except where 
necessary to improve navigation—that I understand has been stricken 
out. Now, for one, I wish to say that I su the amendment was 
a formal one, coming from the committee. I did not suppose the Co 


mittee on Rivers and Harbors would permit so radical a change in 


ment pro 
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policy of the Government in regard to the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River to be adopted without having something to say. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I did not understand the motion of 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] to have been adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was adopted. 

Mr. BLAND. I did not understand it was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendment of the gentleman farthest from 
the Chair [Mr. BoATNER] has not been adopted. 

Mr. BOATNER. I understood the Chair to say it was adopted. 
The Chair stated that he heard no objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I supposed the amendment was 
pending, and that was why I asked the question a moment ago when 
the gentleman from Indiana offered his amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. Many members were not aware that the amendment 
was being voted upon. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. It was the committee amendment 
which was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was in error. The Chair was advised 
that the amendment pending was one offered by the chairman of the 
committee [Mr. HENDERSON, of pean The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. BoATNER] will be again read and it will 
be submitted to a vote of the Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk read Mr. BOATNER’s amendment, as follows: 


After the word “improvement,” in line 3, page 54, insert the words of its 
channel and to restrain its flood waters,” and strike out all after the word 
“commission,” in line 6, down to and including the word channel,“ in line 13. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposed this was an amendment 
offered by the chairman of the committee. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. BOATNER] is recognized to speak in support of his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] thought it necessary to oppose the 
adoption of this amendment. It is true, as he says, that the amend- 
to strike from this bill a provision which has been in- 
corporated in the river and harbor bill since 1882. At the same time 
it constitutes a restriction upon the powers of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission, which has prevented that body from carrying out and executing 
the functions imposed upon it by the law which created it. 

Before proceeding further, Mr, Chairman, I wish to call atttention 
et change which this amendment proposes. The bill now pro- 
vides: 

Continuing improvements, $1,000,000, which sum shalPbe expended, under the 
direction of the Secretary of War, in accordance with the plans, specifications, 
and recommendations of the Mississippi River Commission: Provided, Thatno 
portion of this appropriation shall be expended to repair or build levees for the 

urpose of reclaiming lands or preventing injury to lands or private propert; 

y overflows: Provided, however, That the commission is authorized to repair 
and build levees, if in their judgment it should be done, as part of their plans 
to afford ease and safety to the navigation and commerce of the river and to 
deepen the channel, 

Under a provision similar to this in the existing law the Mississippi 
River Commission have not felt themselves authorized to construct any 
levee whatever, unless such levge was directly necessary to assist in 
improving the navigation of the Mississippi River and in deepening its 
channel. My amendment proposes to strike out that restriction and 
to add after the word improvement the words of its channel and to 
restrain its flood-waters.’’ 

So that the Mississippi River Commission will have authority under 
the law to execute the plans and recommendations they make; and 
they will have authority to execute the duties imposed upon them by 
the law creating the commission. 

I beg to call the attention of the committee for a moment to the 
fourth section of the act creating the Mississippi River Commission, 
which is in the following words: 

That it shall be the duty of said commission to take into consideration and 
mature such plan or plans and estimates as will correct, permanently locate, 
and deepen the channel and protect the banks of the Mississippi River, improve 
and give ease and safety to the navigation thereof, prevent disastrous floods, 
and promote and facilitate commerce, trade, and the postal service. 

This was the duty imposed by law upon the commission; and in the 
execution of that duty, Mr. Chairman, they have made repeated ex- 
aminations of the river and have made repeated reports to Congress, 
and in each of which they have recommended the construction of levees, 
not only as aids to the navigation of the river, but as the best means of 
preventing destructive overflows. That was one of the objects of the 
creation of the commission and for which the law was passed; and yet 
in every act which has been passed making appropriations to carry out 
the plans, recommendations, and estimates of the commission, Congress 
has seen fit to put in a proviso that no portion of the money so appro- 
priated shall be used or applied to one of the principal objects of the 
creation of the commission. They limit them in the expenditure of 
the money by refusing to allow them to provide proper facilities to pre- 
vent destructive floods. 

I believe it will not be denied by any gentleman whose mind is open 
to conviction, who has studied the subject at all, that the construction 
of levees upon the banks of the Mississippi River, which confine the 
flood-waters to its channel alone, must, as an immediate consequence, 
have for a result the improvement of the channel and the ease of 


— 


the navigation of the river to a ter d than any other 
which has thus far been devised 5 There is an almost Son 
lutely unanimous consensus of opinion on that subject. z 

Some members of the commission say itis not absolutely n 
to build levees; some of them say thatit is not the cheapest plan 
improving the channel, but all of them unite in the declaration that 
does tend to improve the channel, and incidentally it prevents 
e overflows and is of enormous benefit to the people of the val- 

ey. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

In answer to the gentleman from Louisiana, I think he entirely mis- 
apprehends the scope of the words he desires to have stricken from 
bill. The provision does not prohibit the construction of the levees, 
I understand the language, but proposes that no portion of the appro- 
priation made by the bill shall be expended for the constraction of 
levees where the purpose is manifestly the reclamation of private land 
or the protection of the same, The bill itself provides: 


That no portion of this appropriation shall be expended to repair or build 
levees for the purpose of reclaiming lands or preventing injury to lands or pri- 
vate property by overflows. 


That far and no farther. 

Provided, however— A 

And this is the language which I think the gentleman from Louisiana 
misapprehends— 

That the commission is authorized to sopan and build levees, if in their judg- 
ment it should be done, as part of their plans to afford ease and safety to the 
navigation and commerce of the river and to deepen the channel. 

So, Mr. Chairman, it seems clear that the gentleman is in error as to 
the scope of the language to which he refers. - 

Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I regret exceedingly to 
have to differ, as to the propriety of this amendment, with the gentle- | 
man from Louisiana [Mr. BoATNER] who recently addressed the com- 
mittee. Ithink perhaps he has misconceived the power which the 
Mississippi River Commission now has under the law; and I am sure 
that if he contends the Mississippi River Commission has power to 
do that which is prohibited in this proviso, he certainly has misappre- 
hended the powers of Congress in the creation of the Mississippi River 
Commission, as considered in the light of the Constitution of the 
country. 

There is no authority therein vesting the right in this Congress to ap- 
propriate money to the improvement of rivers and harbors except that 
which they find in the grant of powers enumerated in the eighth sec- 
tion of the first article of that instrument. Paragraph 3 of the eighth 
section of this first article of the Constitution provides that Congress 
shall have power to regulate commerce with foreign nations and among 
the several States. 4 

Under that power, Mr. Chairman, which is a specific grant of power, 
it has been held and maintained always that the regulation of com- 
merce may embrace the improvement of rivers for the purposes of navi- 
gation; in other words, that commerce meant navigation, the terms 
being synonymous, and under that power and that authority alone Con- 
gress has gone forward and made appropriations to rivers and harbors for 
their improvements, justifying them upon no other ground. 

The proposition the gentleman now submits to this Congress is to 
strike from this bill altogether a proviso which was intended to make 
the bill plain and which restricts the powers of the Mississippi River 
Commission, or any other commission, which proposed to proceed in 
their work in violation of the language of the Constitution. I think, 
Mr. Chairman, that if the proviso had never been placed in the bill, 
the River Commission could have done exactly what they could do with 
or without it; they could not do that which is prohibited in itself, that 
is to repair or build levees for the purpose of reclaiming lands or pre- 
venting injury to lands by overflows; that is another and different sub- 
ject; and unless the power to do that can bederived from that provision 
of the Constitution which provides that the Congress may levy taxes, 
etc., and provide for the general welfare of the country, why of course 
it can not be done. f 

Now, Mr. Chairman, under that provision of the Constitution which 
declares that— ' 


The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
Arnoni to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general 
welfare— 


It is also provided that— 

Duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the United States, 

Under that provision no specific power is given as to the object in 
the Constitution to provide for the general welfare. In other words, 
there is only one grant of power in that provision. That grant of power 
is to lay taxes, imposts, and excises, and to do that for the general wel- 
fare of the country. 

It has been contended that there were two distinct powers: one was 
the levying and laying of taxes and the other was to do whatever was 
necessary to provide for the general welfare of the country. No such 
power exists; no such authority exists. There is only one power given 
and it has been construed by the best expounders of the Constitution. 
It was so recognized by Judge Story, who observed that this clause of 


~ 
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the Constitution should be read as if it contained two words Which are 
in effect implied, and it will then stand as follows: 
gress v lay and collect taxes, duti imports, and 
excises in 8 ua ths public debts and erma Pyar eng the an aae defense 
welfare. 

There is no distinct power given there to provide for the general wel- 
fare of the United States, because to give that power, Mr. irman, 
would be to abrogate all the provisions of the Constitution which leok 
to the fact that the power granted to Congress was a delegated power. 

Mr. BOATNER. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, it is and always has been to mea matter of profound 
regret that the people of the Mississippi Valley, who have suffered 
the untold privations and losses, the value of whose property is so 
greatly impaired, and whose energies year after year are yzed by 
the constant and imminent danger of annual destructive floods, should 
be met when they ask for relief by constitutional objections to this 
Government’s discharging its duty of protecting them from the dis- 
astrous effects of these floods. 

I ask, gentlemen, if it is unconstitutional to prevent destructive 
floods, why it was that a Democratic House, with a Democratic Speaker, 

an act creating the Mississippi River Commission and imposed 
upon it the duty, not only to provide for the improvement of the 
naviyation of the river, but also to protect that valley from disastrous 
annual overflows. Here is a law passed by Congress which created this 
commission, imposing certain duties upon it, and here is Congress bi- 
annually thereafter making appropriations to carry into effect this pro- 
vision of the law aud yet imposing conditions which render it imprac- 
ticable and impossible for the commission to do that which it was made 
their duty to do. 

Now, we find that this commission has been in existence since 1879, 
and after every overflow you find gentlemen coming forward here and 
saying this whole thing ought to be stopped, because this commis- 
sion is not accomplishing the results intended by the law creating it; 
that the levees do not protect the country from overflow; and itis pro- 

to disregard their advice and try some new plan. Yet there is 
ted in this act a provision which practically says,“ You shall not 
do the very thing which yon are charged to do.” 

Now, sir, in support of my position that the commission should be 
untrammeled in the execution of the great trust confided to them, I 
quote from the message of President Arthur: 

The ee of the law making appropriations in aid of these objects 
can not be questioned, while the report of the commission submitted and the 
plans proposed for the river's improvement seem justified as well on scientific 
. as by e oe, and on the approval of the people most interested. 

also desire to leave to the judgment of Congress to decide upon the best plan 
—— i s — and complete improvement of the river and for the protec- 

The eee and widespread suffering of the people Sree near the 
river induce me to urge upon Con the propriety of not only making an ap- 
propriation to close the gaps in the levees occasioned by the recent floods, as 
recommended by the commissio: t that Con should inaugurate meas- 
—— red e 5 improvement of the navigation of the river and security 

The distress and destitution caused by these floods is so widespread 
that the suffering people, surrounded by water and cut off from all 
means of support, are compelled to appeal to Congress for bread. 

Yet some representatives of the people, who should have the welfare 
of the entire country at heart, say that the prevention of such a national 
calamity can not be effected by Congress, because in so dong wewould 
protect private property from overflow, and want a provision put in 
the bill which prevents the engineers from using the money according 
to their best judgment, which dictates not only that important points 
should be leveed, but that the entire waters of the river should be con- 
fined to the channel. 


Mr. HERMANN. Where is there anything in the bill which would 


indicate that ? : 

Mr. BOATNER. The provision of the law which I refer to is that 
which says that the money shall not be expended to repair or build 
levees for the purpose of reclaiming lands or protecting lands or private 
property from overflow. The fact that the floods are not controlled 
and proved disastrous is proclaimed as evidence that the plan of im- 
8 recommended by the commission is unreliable and as a 
y it is inefficient and incompetent. 


It is contended by a great many people and some members of the 


commission, I am informed, believe that there is no right under the law 
to use the money in building levees, because in their judgment the le- 
vees do not aid in the nayigation of the river or at least are not neces- 
sary to the improvement of its channel. 

Mr. HERMANN. ‘The gentleman would not contend that this lan- 

admits of that construction? 

Mr. BOATNER. Some gentlemen contend that it does, and it ren- 
ders the commission subject to criticism all the time and prevents them 
from spending the money in the way they would spend it, and they 
have only a partial where they would have a complete system of levees. 
It is in the interest of the valley, it is in the interest of the commission 
itself, and the desire of the whole people that this Mississippi River 
Commission should be given the power to do work not only for the im- 
provement of the channel of the river, but also for the protection of 
that vast country from overflow. I say this is an object which is 


worthy the attention ofthis body, and is not simply a local matter, I 
demand attention to it in order that the magnitude of the interests in- 
volved in this proposition shall be understood. 

I speak, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, from actual 
knowledge. Iam a resident of that valley and know what the horrors 
and disasters of these floods are, and the restraints that are being put 
upon the commission prevent it from doing that which in its judg- 
ment is necessary to prevent destructive floods. I say to this commit- 
tee that it should take off the restrictions and give the commission an 
opportunity to go forward and execute the duties which were imposed 
upon it by the law of their creation, which are not only to improve 
the navigation of that river, but also to prevent disastrous floods. 

I will not undertake, in the short time I have, to argue the consti- 
tutional question raised by the gentleman from Georgia at length; but, 
Mr. Chairman, in my opinion Congress has the same constitutional 
right to appropriate money for the construction of these levees that it 
has to appropriate money raised by taxation for the promotion of the 
general welfare in any other direction. The very first article of the 
Constitution declares that one of the fundamental purposes in estab- 
lishing the Union was “ to promote the general welfare.“ The power 
to impose taxes is conferred to pay the debts, to provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United States; and Isay if the legis- 
lation we ask does not promote the general welfare of the United States 
there is nothing we can be called on to do which can be said to do so, 

If it will not promote the general welfare to protect two or three 
millions of citizens of the Unfted States, in their property, homes, 
means of livelihood, andemployment, I do not know what legislation 
of this body has ever reached the high standard demanded by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia. If legislation which affects three States directly, 
and half the United States indirectly, and prevents great disasters, the 
remedy for which is not only beyond the power, but beyond the juris- 
diction of the States menaced by it, may be characterized as local and 
for the protection of private property, I would like to have an illustra- 
tion of some law which is general and protective of the public. In or- 
der to give a better idea of the necessity of the amendment, I append 
as a part of my remarks the testimony of Capt. Smith S. Leach before 
a committee of the Senate, which in my opinion demonstrates conclu- 
sively not only that the construction of levees will prevent destruct- 
ive floods in the Mississippi, but afford ease and certainty in its navi- 
gation: 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER—STATEMENT OF CAPT. SMITH s. LEACH, 


Capt. Smith S. Leach; United States Engineers, in charge of first and second 
districts of the 3 River, appeared before the committee. 
aaa nr ga How long an acquaintance have you had with the Missis- 

ver 
Stain Leacn, Since 1878. ~ 

The CHAIRMAN. Are you a member of the commission? 

Captain LEACH. No, sir; I am a subordin ate officer of the commission, 

The CHAIRMAN. Where are yon located? 

Captain Lxach. At Memphis. 

The CHAIRMAN. State what your experience with the river has been, 

Captain Leacn. In the summer of 1878 the of engineers was e 
which was referred to here by General Comstock and others. I was then sec- 
ond lieutenant of engineers and was assigned to duty as recorder of that board, 
That board undertook extensive surveys, examinations, hydrometric measure- 
ments, eto. The field-work of a large part and the computations of all of these 
were placed in my immediate charge. Ibegan from that time to study this 
question from the original data and measurements made upon thestream itself, 
and I have done nothing else professionally from that day to this. 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you observed the overflows of the river? 

Captain Leaca. Repeatedly. I have been over the river in its whole length 
and at almost every stage of water. 

The CHAIRMAN, State to the committee as briefly as you can your idea of the 
improvement of the Mississippi River for navigation. 

ptain Leacn, To start with what should not be done, I would mention thi 
project of taking off any portion of the water of the natural discharge of ths 
river at any s. whatever or for any pu or at any point. The salient 
point in connection with that topic is, first, the question of the effect upon the 
channel of the river aboye and below resulting from taking off such water un- 
der such circumstances, 

Ihave here a complete map of the delta of the Mississi pi showing its ap- 

k will be denied 
y any one, that this single-trunk channel as it approaches the Head of the 
Passes is one of the finest 2 flowing streams on the face of the earth. 
It is of reasonable width, very deep, and has at all times a 9 and moderate 
current. Ata Ene here [indicating on map] it is divided into three principal 
branches. Each one of those branches is narrower and shallower and more 
irregular in its regimen than isthe mainstream. This is the Head of the Passes 
[indicating on map y 

At this point where this main stream is divided into three branches the phe- 
nomenon is presented of a large and deep and good channel being transformed 
into three narrow and shallow and r channels. A great deal of talk has 
been heard about the difficulty that tain Eads had in removing the bar at 
the mouth of South Pass bar. Ifhe were here to-day he would confess a much 
more serious difficulty in dealing with the shoal water at the head of that pass, 
This is the bar that gave him the real difficulty [indicating on map]. This is 
the bar at the Head of the Passes at the point of diffusion, at this point divis- 
ion of the main stream. It was to get a greater depth over this barat the head 
of South Pass that he laid a sill over the other two passes and constructed the 
funnel-sha) prolongations of the natural banks or this pass in order to aug- 
ment the flow of water through there. 

We havethese three passes, each having a bar at eachend and each being 30 
feet average depth between tho bars in its original and natural condition a3 
against 125 or 130 feet depth of the main stream. Here is the South Pass [indi- 
cating on mepi: This is the one that has the great depth. This is the one that 
— from 26 to 30 feet, This Southwest Pass carries less than that, perhaps 


Now, the point I make is this: This phenomenon occurs here [indicating on 
map}. It oceurs ata corresponding Peg on every known alluvial sedimen- 
tary stream on the face of the earth that branches into a delta formation. 
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ls occurs here when the 
if you there 
than 


e universe terms 


When a crevasse is closed and immediately after that closure—let me 
ge the form of that statement—when a crevasse opens and immediately 
after that opening, by exact measurement, there is found to be a deterioration 
of the channel of about 12 per cent. of its area; and in, when this same 
crevasse is closed after next succeeding flood, there is found to be a recoy- 
Hdd of this 12 per cent. lost. Ido not think any other hypotheeis will explain 


Second in importance will be the deterioration of the navigable depth in this 
channel, which is now an extraordinarily good one and which can be main- 
tained there, as the experience of the last ten years has shown, at a very tri- 
fling expense. If that channel were injured and deteriorated by the natural 
and inevitable result of taking off a portion of the flood discharge at a 
point higher up the river, you would then, instead of having little or no ex- 
pense to keep it open, have an enormous annual and even then the 
condition of the el would be so ious that the effect on commerce 
would be very detrimental. Ships go to a where they know they will 
find 26 feet of water, without doubt, more readily than they would go to a port 
where they were promised 30 feet and t find but 20 feet. A reliable 
26-foot channel is better than a precarious 30-foot channel. 

The CHAIRMAN. You are familiar with the methods of the Mississippi Com- 
mission as to improvements? 

Captain Lzacu, Will you bear with me a little further on this topic? 

The CHAIRMAN, Yes, sir, 

Captain LEACH. The question has been discussed over and over again as re- 
ps the elevation of the bed of the river as the result of the construction of 
jovees, and also as to the deterioration of the channel below the outlet. I 


know of no 9 authority that can be quoted in support of this view. 
os ae , and as you have had a little . before you I 
would e to some full and complete extracts. I have before me the re- 


of Colonel Ellet. I would like to read a few extracts from it; it will take 


moment. 
I will read n much in extenso, 
The CHalnxax. When was report made? 

Captain LEACH, teen hundred and fifty. It is a report, and the only one 
I know of, where an engineer of any standing has deliberately and definitely 
pro to make a certain definite outlet. 

“Tn this paper the causes of the more frequent and more extensive overflows 
of the delta of the Mississippi in recent than in former times are considered, and 
plans suggested for the ion of the evil. 

3 greater frequency and more alarming character of the floods are attrib- 


“ Primarily, to the extension ofcultivation throughout the rege pea nd eee a 
by which the evaporation is easy to be in the te diminished, the 
drainage obviously increased, and floods hurried forward more rapidly into 


the o 
2 Secor the borders of the — 
* 


“Secon 
and of its ch the water that was former 


W. 
to the extension of the levees alo 


sequently bro t down more rapidly from the country above and precipitated 
more rapidly u the country below. 8 

“ Fourthly. Jho guiya ess of the delta into the sea, by which the 
course of the river, at its pa adrt ipeo is lengthened, the slope and 8 
there are di i , and the water consequently thrown back upon the lan 
above, 

“It is shown that each of these causes 3 be progressive, and that the 
future floods throughout the length and b: th of the delta and along the 

great streams tributary to the Mississippi are destined to rise higher and higher 


as socie! over the up States,as population adjacent the river in- 
Nee 5 5 in value 


sreases value. 

“For the prevention of the in dangers wing out of these several 
Real yg rags wee eter gl sumer Ps and advocated : 

First. Better, higher, and stronger levees in Lower Louisiana, and more 
efficient surveillance—a local measure, but one requiring State legislation and 
official execution and discipline. = 

Seoond. The prevention of additional cut-offs; a restraint which may call for 
national legislat or possibly judicial interference to prohibit the States and 
individuals above from del the country W, 

The formation of an outlet of the greatest attainable capacity from 
the Mississippi to the head of Lake Borgne, with a view, if possible, to convert 
= "Fourth. ‘The onlargeme o tox fh f gi 

Fourth. ment oi vou Plaqui e, for the of giv- 
ing reliefto that of the coast which now suffers most from the 8 
to the borders of the Mississippi from above Baton Rouge to New Orleans. 

“ Fifth. The en ment ofthe channel of the Atchafalaya for the purpose of 
extending relief higher up the coast, and conveying to the sea, by an independ- 
ent n the discharge from Red River and the Washita. 

“Sixth, The creation of 8 reservoirs, and the increase of the ca- 

ity of the lakes on the t tributaries, by placing dams across their out- 
with apertures sufficient for their uniform di rge, so as to retain a por- 
tion of the water above until the floods ha ve subsided below. It is proposed by 
this process to com in some d for the loss of those natural reser- 
voirs which have been and are yet to be destroyed by the levees; and, at the 
same time, and by the same expedient, improve the navigation of all the great 
tributaries of the Mississippi, while affording relief to the suffering and injured 
population of the delta.” 8 
ow read Eg from part 2 of Prolongation of the Delta: 

“Itis a pop belief that the bed of the Mississippi is gradually rising, and 
to that assumed cause is not unfrequently attributed the constantly increasing 
height required for the protecting levees. But this belief can be traced to no 


nature 
uences of the changing and movable character of the soil thro) 
ppi flows, shores which 


stream, e consequent diminution 
of the plane of descent. But this elevation of the bed is Bor ta 


1 elevation of the bed of the Mississi asipp has been produced and is 
still going forward in consequence of the extension 

dation in experience or philosophic deduction. The extension of the levees. it 
will be hereafter shown, exercises great influence upon the height of the floods, 
but not, as is supposed, by raising the bed oftheriver. It is true that by the 
ine transporting power which the levees give to the river and by their 
prevention of lateral deposits the Mississippi is enabled to convey greater de- 
posits into the Gulf, and thus, in some slight degree, accelerate the formation 
of land opposite its mouths. To thisamount, and no further, the extension of 
ote the elevation of the river's bed, but this is not an ap- 


It is customary to point to the Po in evidence of the effect of embanking the 
bed of th ‘And it is 


hat because the bottom of the Po and of all rivers that yeys kega the 
Adriatic is to be found in the great quantity of earthy matter which trans- 
port to the sea, and the shallowness of the gulf into which this material is con-. 
veyed, this deposit in the course of twenty centuries has produced a — 
tion of the della of the Po, estimated at about 25 miles, and has converted cities 
which at the commencement of the christian era were le seaports, 
into inland towns, at this day 20 miles from the seashore.” 
tor Gtnsox. You mean to say that more modern investigations have 
shown that the Po did not rise. 
Captain LEACH. At the time that Colonel Ellet was writing in the United 
States Lombardini had written in 


“Among the causes of inundations that have —.— Gerona so much loss 
and distress on the Lower Mississippi, in the opinion writer, must be enu- 
merated the cut-offs which have m made at and below the mouth of Red 
River, It is true that men of science have denied and do still contest this point. 
But the opinion here entertained rests on what are deemed to be the natural 
laws of the flow of the river, and, moreover, on indisputable results. The theory 
which is entertained by many intelligent gera that by shortening the chan- 
nel and outting off the bends of the river velocity of the current will be in- 
the channel scoured out wider and deeper, the floods conveyed more 
rapidly to the sea, and the surface therefore reduced is all perfectly true, ex- 
copting the practical conclusion.” 
he following extract is read to show that Colonel Ellet's mind eee 
3 an outlet as a means ot taking off water that could not be con ed 
any other way: z 
But there is another ground for the practical clusion that extensive out- 
lets may be eee without a shadow of fear for preservation of the chan- 
nelbelow. The 3 and its natural outlets are now greatly overbur- 
dened in times of extreme high water and are unable to vent the volume which 
is poured into them by the distant tributaries as fast as it is brought down. 
This excess of water finds new outlets by overflowing the na‘ banks or 
through crevasses in the artificial levees. Outlets, then, acting only as h- 
water vents through which this surplus may be let off, can not possibly 
ish the actual area of the river’s section below, for such outlets will discharge 
water which does not pass through the channel at all, 7 


* 
“Again: It has been seen that the volume discharged by the floods of the lower 
Mississippi is annually increasing, in consequence of the extension of levees 
above. In opening outlets below Red River sufficient to give passage to this 
increased supply, as it comes, we can not possibly impair the efficiency of the 
present channel, for this increased discharge has had no part in the creation or 
maintenance of the . ‘ 


passage on the same subj 

A word may be added in allusion to the fear often,expressed that the new 
outlets which it is proposed to open at points where the route which the waters 
will follow to the sea will be shortened may ultimately become so as 
to absorb the Mississippi itself, and thus leave the city of New Orleans on some 
secondary bayou. Í 

‘The reply to this apprehension is the fact, already stated, that the water 
passing through such vents is never known to cut out or deepen its channels 
without assistance. The bayous which still lead from the river into the adjoin- 
ing lakes and swamps have been in activity during tho of years, and do 
not seem to have gained the least on the coda ones“ while the whole delta 
shows evidence of ancient outlets which have been filled up by deposits, and 
now no longer act in relieving the discharge of the river. X 


* 

Indeed. the writer is not in possession of any fact which goes to show that 
any outlet can be made from the Mississippi above New Orleans, which, left to 
itself, will become larger and ultimately excavate a new channel into the Gulf. 
If we could calculate with confidence on such a result, the problem of protect- 
ing the country below Red River would be relieved of all its difficulties at once, 
for we might then o an outlet into Lake Borgne, and turning the Missis- 
sip into that arm of the Gulf, transfer its embouchure to the deep water south 

ip Island, and thus promptly reduce its high-water surface some 6 feet at 
New Orleans, But, unfortunately, the water can not openi the way 
sistance, and the new channel will not be produced wi 

Senator WASHBURN. You infer that he favors that if it could be done? 2 

Captain LEACH. His conclusion appears very plain. He is in favor of a lim- 
ited high-water outlet. 

He goes on to say: 

These objections to the use of outlets to a limited extent are not tenable, 
It is, therefore, proposed to resort to high-water vents so far as is necessary to 

in prompt though limited relief from pressing distress and impending ca- 
lamity, but not to rely on this expedient exclusively or even to look to it for 
full protection or permanent security. 

“The object of examination is not considered to be merely the 7 scene 
of the country below Red River from the difficulties against w. popula- 
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tion there is now struggling, but to embrace the whole area of the delta, and 
to do the work by some plan that will not be incompatible with the intention 
of Congress, as it is manifested in recent legislation, to reclaim all the lands in 
that vast area which are subject to inundation. These great purposes will be 
aided but not accomplished by outlets, which, therefore, are now only recom- 
mended for local rel efand limited application.” A 4 fs 

After describing outlets in full he says: 

But, in addition to all this, the protection of Lower Louisiana will require 
other expedients. For this State, indeed, there is no alternative. She can not 
wait for Congress to discuss, doubt, survey, and appropriate. She can not wait 
for the slow machinery of legislation. She must build levees without hesitation 
or delay, or see her fields annually swept by the floods.” ha 0 

“But, while recommending these prompt and vigorous measures, it is the 
duty of the writer to express his conviction that, after all these means of relief, 
carried as far as prudence and proper regard to economy and the interests upon 
which this excess of water will be turned, have been exhausted, they will be 
found insufficient tosecure even the State of Louisiana nst the floods which, 
atno distant day, will be poured down the TOONDE , While the great area 
subject to inundation in the States of Arkansas and Mississippi can receive no 
sensible relief from any of these expedients but that of levees. To secure the 
whole delta it will be necessary to commence prone, and press vigorously 
the great work of retaining the water in the mountains.”’ 

This is the reservoiridesa. There are more of these extracts than I thought 
there were. I think Ihave read all that ure really important, and I hope enough 
to give you the opinion that the idea, the tenor of this report, as previously put 
porra yous is erroneous. Ihope it was unintentionally done, but I can scarcely 

ve T 

Now, if this report is read, the impression is obtained that Colonel Ellet was 
in apprehension of a perfectly api ling increase of floods iu the Mississippi. 
He so far as to say that he thinks in no long period of time the increase of 

due to the p: of deforesting and the extension of cultivation and 
drainage, together with the building of levees, will cause an increase in the 
height of the floods of 15 feet at Red River. Since that time deforesting has 
gone on for forty years, and I believe now is about ata maximum. I think that 
tree-planting is coping pace with deforesting. Cultivation and drainage have 
ne on in the Mississippi Valley, and have gotten nearly as far as they are go- 
ng, and we have had no such elevation of floods. We have as yet had no floods 
that could not be restrained with levees of moderate heights. 

Such floods as Colonel Elietanticipated have never been realized; never will 
be; never can be. The whole tenor of his report shows vey y paint that he 
was forced to accept the outlet theory against his deeper con ion, simply be- 
cause he thought that no levees which could possibly be built would restrain 
the floods which he expected in the future. 

His idea was that the extension of the levees would hurry forward the dis- 
charge from above. The elevation of the flood-line would begin at Cairo and 
increase until it reached this figure, 18 feet at Red River. 

Subsequent experience has shown that these apprehensions were entire] 
unfounded. We get a d illustration of that from the Po at Ferrara, whic 
occupies a position on the Po about the same as that of Vicksburgh or Natchez 
on the Mississippi, The super-elevation of the flood surface within the history 
of the Po for several hundred years, due to the extension of levees and other 
causes, is about 3 feet. It is reasonable to suppose that the super-clevation 
caused by the hastening forward of the discharge of the floods will bear some 
relation to the slope of the river and its size, 

In slope the Po leaves off at the sea about where the Mississippi begins at 
Cairo, the hastening forward of the flood on the Po, with a slope of from 80 
inches per mile at its headwaters to 5 at the sea, results inan increased height 
of 3 fect at Ferrara, we may reasonably expect that the super-elevation of floods 
due to the same cause on the Mississippi will be less in amount—less than 3 
feet, since the greatest slope of the latter stream is but little in excess of the 
least slope ofthe former. 

The CHAIRMAN. In how long a period? 

Captain LxAch. Forever; the causes of increase 

The CHAIRMAN. Captain Leathers says the bott 
feet now. 

Captain Leacu, I know he does, 

The CHAIRMAN. What do you say about that? 

Captain LEACH. The gauge records show that the absolute elevation of the 
low-water surface is about, as nearly as can be figured, where it always hasbeen 
at various points. Captain Leathers runs his boat through low water, at about 
7 feet bx , and if the bottom had risen 7 feet, the surface remaining stationary, 
he would have no water to run his boat through. He would have to run it on 
wheels. The low-water surface bas not risen, We have unquestionable evi- 
dence as to that, 

We have measurements just as good as any man can make. We have records 
that haye been made at various places by a great many different people, so that 
there could be no collusion about it, no mistake about it, Toer per- 

fectly; they are consistent with each other. Their reports are that the low- 
water surface is exactly where it was for about the same volume of discharge, 
The records at Natchez go back to the beginning of this century. 

e CHAIRMAN, Captain Leathers says the bottom of the river has risen at 


Mem 
Captain Lach. Ido not know what Captain Leathers has stated. The rec- 
crds at Memphis show nothing of the kind. 
The CHAIRMAN. Now, ca , the committee will be glad to have ae ' ive 
pied e 


ust culminate at sometime. 
of the river has risen 7 or8 


your views as to the plan the commission have ado to improve ver. 

Captain Leacnu. As to the improvement of the river, I do not know that I 
have anything new to add over and above what has been stated. The plan of 
the commission has been outlined. The d of success that has been at- 
tained has been stated. In all those points I can do no better than to say that 
I fully concur. d Š 

The CuarmMAn. General Comstock says that in his opinion levees are not 
necessary to improve the navigation of the Mississippi River, while or 
— ys arsed in his opinion the levees are essential. is your opinion 
abou 

Captain LEacn. My * is that they are absolutely essential; that there 
are certain well defined possibilities to the improvement of the Mississippi 
River. There are certain natural conditions present which by proper seientit 0 
treatment can be made to peaaos a stream ofa certain degree of navigability. 
It has its ultimate possibilities. With levees that possibility can be attained: 5 
without levees it can not. Without levees a stream can be improved; with 
levees it can be improved much more. That is my idea of the river with and 
without the levees. 

The CHAIRMAN. General Comstock, what is your view? Is it best in makin 
an appropriation of two or three millions for the improvement of the Mississipp 
River to direct the expenditure of money at particular points? 


General Comsrock, If the money is intended to be speni in protecting towns 
and cities and vill along the river, that object will 
ess, oa probably will 
generally. 
The CHAMAN. Has not the commission, so far as navigation and its inter- 
ests are concerned, been very much crippled by the action of Congress in thus 
disposing of its appropriations? : 


attained by that proc- 


ere be very little left for the improvement of the river 


General Comstock. I think so in some degree because I think Congress would 
have given us probably a larger amount for the general improvement of the 
river, if they had not made eon a e For instance, in the last 
bill there was an appropriation of rat or $60,000 for Columbus, some for 
Greenville, and so on down. Those were all places where money would come 
8 WAAR we otherwise would have had to use for the general improvement 
Q! ie river, 

The CHAIRMAN. Major Suter, I want to ask you the same question? ‘4 

Major Surer. My opinion is about the same as General Comstock's. 

9 Leacu. That is a question rather higher in the horizon than I have 
ever been called upon to consider., Iam only asubordinate. I have tried to exe- 
cute the plans of the commission and to carry out the will of Congress exp’ 
in the law,and in regard to probable or possible improvement in the method of 
making appropriations I do not know that I have any opinion to express. 

Senator WASHBURN, [wouldliketoaske question. Suppose Congress should 
appropriate two and a half or three million dollars for the no pe etsy ex of the 
Lower Mississippi without restriction, how would it be expended by the Missis- 
sippi River Commission? 

General Comstock, I can answer that. I do not think it would bg an unjust 
distribution to make the distribution we have made heretofore, two-thirds for 
the improvement of the river and one-third for levees. 

Senator Grason. Captain Leach, you are not a member of the Mississippi River 
Commission? 

Captain Leacn, No, sir. 

Senator GIBSON, I su e shortly after you graduated from West Point you 
were assigned to the Mississippi River Commission? 

Captain LEACH. I graduated in 1875 and in 1879 I was assigned as secretary of 
the commission. 

Senator Grnson. Did you have any preconceived notions as to how the river 
should be treated? 

Captain LxACH. Not at all. ~ 

Senator Grason. Your opinion is based upon your experience and observa- 
tion on the river? 

Captain Leacn, Entirely so, 

Katri Grimson, Are you a native or a resident of the valley of the Missis- 
Sipp 

Captain Leaca, No, sir; I am a native of Indiana, 

Senator WAsnBuURxN. You do not with Colonel Ellet in the opinion that 
these outlets, what you call high-water outlets, are desirable? 

ptain LEACH. No, sir. 

Senator WASHBURN. Under no condition of things? 

Captain Leacn. No, sir; because the conditions under which Colonel Ellet 
arrived at the conclusions he did were predictions for the future. We are now 


in a good part of that future. Wesee that those predictions will not be realized, 
Senator Wasnnunx. Why should not the same principle apply? We have 
had very high water this year, perhaps not as high as he eee ee but cer - 


h 
tainly ver, Figh. Why should not the same principle apply in the very high 
water we have had this year as he contemplated ? 

Captain LnaCH. The best method of controlling a flood is by levees. There 
are P ysical limits to the building of levees, and if a flood went so high as to ex- 
ceed those limits, then it would be necessary to obtain relief, It was under such 
apprehension, in my opinion, that Colonel Ellet ee un outlet. 

Senator WASHBURN. Major Suter takes the 187 tion that the river with these 
outlets would not discharge the water as rapidly as though it were held in one 


channel, 

Gapian Leacu, I think it is fully agreed that there would be an immediate 
relief. The t destruction will come on the second or third generations 
hence, and of course if a man is under water he will get out, regardless of what 
is going to happen to his descendants. 

nator WASHBURN. You think that by making these outlets, take the Atcha- 
falaya, we would afford immediate relief from the fi z 

Captain Lacs. It would afford slight local relief from the pending flood, un- 
doubtedly. 

Senator WASHBURN. In other words, it would discharge the water more rap- 
idly than though you attempted to maintain it in one channel? 

Captain LEACH, I do not know. 

Senator WASHBURN. You would get rid of it? 

Captain Leacu, Yes, sir; it would reduce the level slightly. Two years ago 
I thought myself, and stated before a committee of this Senate that I thought, it 
possible to reduce the surface 10 feet by opening the Lake Borgne outlet. I 
should be compelled to divide that by 2 now—5 feet, by any possible outlet. 

Senator WASHBURN, And you hold still further that the degree of elevation 
would decrease as the years went by? 

Captain LAC. Very much. The scope of the river to the mouth of the 

would be increased. Now, if you want to increase the inclination of a 

ine one end of which is fixed, it can only be done by raising the other end. 

The Mississippi River from the Gulf to New Orleans is such a line. Its lower 

end is fixed at Gulf level, and if it is compelled by division to take a steeper 

slope, it can cu ao it by raising its level at New Orleans. The divided chan- 

nels must inevitably take a higher slope, and in doing so the point of their di- 
vergence must be elevated absolutely. 

Senator Grsson, And that would make a bar. 

Captain LRACH. Unquestionably, and it will raise the flood line also, Noth- 
ing else you can do will elevate the flood plane so certainly. In fact, that is 
the solitary thing that must give New Orleans bigger floods than ever before. 

The CHAIRMAN. Captain Cowden wants me to ask you certain questions, 
Would you levee-dike ur-dam, etc., the . end of a sediment-bearing 
stream before you would improve the lower end of such a stream? 

Captain LxAch. That would depend entirely upon the conditicns, If the 
lower end demanded improvement in the interest of navigation and the upper 
end did not, I would sacrifice my theories and improve the lower end first, pro- 
vided I held such theory, and on the conyerse if the upper end demanded im- 
Feorementece the lower end did not, I would improvethe upper end. I would 

rove the end which first demanded it. 
he CHAIRMAN, Will water flow down an angle or incline of 2 inches to the 
mile faster than it will flow down an incline of 1 inch tothe mile? 

Captain Lxacu. Not necessarily, It may flow very much faster down the 
lower inclination, 

The CHAIRMAN. The same volume and the same width? 

Captain Leaca. No restrictions with regard to volume were made. I was 
only asked one question with regard to velocity and slope. The velocity de- 
pends, as nearly as it can be stated in brief terms, on the square root of the 
angle of the fall and the square root of the mean depth. To increase the mean 
depth will increase the velocity just as much as an equal increase of slope. 
The average mean velocity of high water from Cairo to New Orleans does not 
differ very much from 6 feet in asecond; that regardless of considerable chan 
in slope. Repeated observations, hundreds of them, are available to show 
oar xe remarkable uniformity in the mean flood velocity from Cairo to the 

ulf, 

The CHAIRMAN, Js the fall greater at Cairo than at New Orleans? 

Captain Leac. It is. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the current greater at Cairo than at New Orleans? 

Pay pany Lach. A little greater at low water, but at high water it is almost 

e same, 
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The CHAIRMAN. Then does not the greater current above bring the mud down 
faster than the slower current at the lower end can discharge it? ~ 

Captain Leacu, There is no greater current above. 

The CHAIRMAN. If you build levees higher at the lower end than at the up- 
per end, does that increase or decrease the angle of fall? 

Captain Leac. I do not think it has any effect at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is claimed that the inflow of water is 2,100,000 cubic feet 
1 second and that the outflow of water at the mouths of the Mississippi is 
eae cubic feet per second, and, if this be true, how would you prevent over- 

ows 

Captain Leac. By one of the best known principles of river physics, that is, 
that there is a very i ret ty reservoir effect in the volume of the channel it- 
self. Ifthe water is flowing in at Cairo faster than it is flowing out at New Or- 
leans and Iam asked where the surplus goes, I um able to reply that it goes to 
raising the surface of that water. There are thousands of square miles of water 
to be raised and it rises sometimes in places as high as 2 or 3 feet a day. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the South Pass in any sense an outlet of the Mississippi? 

Captain LEACH, Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are the mouths of the Mississippi in any sense outlets? 

Captain LEACH. In every sense. 

The CHAIRMAN. If you want to get the flood water of the Mississippi into 
the Gulf of Mexico quicker than it would now flow through the present mouths, 
would you close up all of the present mouths or would you open more outlets ? 

Captain LxAch. I certainly should not close up all the mouths of any 
stream under any circumstances. I admit that I would leave at least one 
open. 

The Cnainxuax. Would you open any more outlets? 

Captain LEACH, No, sir. N 

The OKAIRMAN. If it were possible to make the Lake Borgne outlet wide 
enough and deep enough to lower the flood-line of the Mississippi River at that 
place down to the Gulf level, would that enormous outflow of flood-water in- 
crease or decrease the current of the Mississippi River? 

Captain LEACH. It would increase the current for a short distance above enor- 
mously and it would decrease the current below. In fact, if the hypothesis 
stated were re: there would not be any current at all below except a 
little ebb and flow of the tide, and of course it would increase the current enor- 
mously above; it would aggravate the destruction of the banks, and in that way 
would net only make the maintenance of a Jevee system along there very pre- 
carious, butit would make the work of regulation of the stream very difficult. 

The e How do this yeur's floods compare with floods of previous 


ears? 

Captain Leacn, The data are notin yet. There are some peculiar develo 
ments that would require study before expressing a definite opinion. I would 
say as the result of what I have seen that I believe the flood at Memphis was 


about 5 cent, less than in 1882, the in volume we have ever had, 
taking the whole length of the river. At Helena it approached closely to the 
1882 flood, and below Helena it was the greatest flood of record in every 


except one, duration. In every other respect it was the greatest flood on record 

„ How does the land actually overflowed compare with that 
o ? 

Captain Leac, About 20 per cent. as much, 

Senator WASHBURN. Twenty per cent. less than in 1882? 

Captain LEACH. Only 20 per cent. of what was overflowed in 1882, 

The CHAIRMAN. What do you charge that to? 

Captain Leacu. The levees. The overflow was made possible by the breaks 
in the levees, There were breaks of less than 2 miles, perhaps, in 1,300 miles. 
I may say, generally speaking, in regard to the possibility of maintaining a 
levee system for restraining floods, we have this year with the greatest flood 
seers approached more nearly the complete restraint of the flood than ever 

re 


ore. 
The CHAIRMAN, Suppose the levees had not broken, would the overflow not 


have ? 

Captain LEACH. The river was almost at its height before the breaks began, 
e committee later it will be 
place 400,000 
cubice feet per second, had a very slight, unexpectedly slight effect in reducing 


and in other parts no hi, 
controlled from the 


Captain LEACH. I do not know exactly where to put it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Were they built by the United States engineers? 

Captain LEACH. Some of them and some not; but the foundation was simply 
what nature left, not prepared ee TeS I think, however, that we ha 
underestimated the necessity of thoroughly exploring the foundations of the 
3 I think all the engineers connected with the levee work are agreed upon 

now. 

The CHAIRMAN, Do the levees cave into the river? 

Captain LEACH. Occasionally. The commission within the last two or three 
years has distinctly committed itself to the policy of preferring, in the order of 
progress in bank protection by revetment, localities where the caving will in- 
volve large levees. I may say, generally, with regard to the history of thelevee 
system, that over three-fourths, probably, of the entire sum of money expended 
by the States in the last ten or fifteen years in the construction of levees would 
have been saved if the United States had prevented the banks from caving. 

Senator Grsson. You said that this recent flood was the greatest flood of which 
you have any record? 

Captain Leacu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Greson. You mean in its height or in its volume? 

Captain Leac, In its volume. 

Senator Grsson. You were gof the volume? 

Captain LEACH. Yes, sir; but at some places it was ter in height. 

Senator Grsson. More water has passed down the issippi this winter in 
its flood stages than ever before? 

Captain LEACH. I believe so; that is, below the mouth of the White River. 
The very top of this flood was caused by the discharge of a phenomenal vol- 
ume of water out of the White and the Arkansas Rivers upon the fairly large 
flood which was g Memphis. 

eee Gipson. Have you any knowledge, from tradition or data, of the flood 
o n 

Captain Leaca. There is some data on that subject, but Iam not familiar with 
it now. Ihave not looked at it for a long time. 

Senator Greson. Have you heard from old people living in the valley any 
thing about the flood of 1828? x 

Captain LEACH. No; Ihayenot. The only thing I know about it is that there 
is a paragraph about it in the Humphreys and Abbott report, and what data 
there is is collated there, 3 


Senator Grsson. You ascribe these breaks in the levees to the enormous body 
of water that pressed against them? 
Captain LEACH, To the water against them, so long and with greater head 


than was ever known before in their history. By greater head I do not mean 
= actual height of water in the river, but you know very well that if 

evees break extensively and back-water rises behind them, of course there is 
little or no head them. In the flood of 1882 the levees, to be sure, were 
exposed to water perhaps50 or 60 per cent. longer than this year, but this year 
they were mostly dry behind. 

Senator Grssoy. What are the facts, first, as to the number of miles that gave 
away this year in 5 the floods of 1882 or 1884, and so on, and, sec- 
ondly, the number of breaks? 

Captain LEACH. I have here the report of a number of engineers made to tho 
recent Vicksburg convention. It is ed by about fourteen or fifteen — 
neers. This number comprises the United States engineers in charge of the d 
trict where the principal overflow this two members of the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission, and all the civil pod been G under all State 
organizations in the 1 and maintenance of levees during this flo If 
anybody in the world has information about this thing these men have, and if 
any statement could be relied upon these gentlemen’s statements can. 

The disasters from the recent flood have been exaggerated and magnifi 
beyond their true proportions by the sensational treatment, and which has 
tended to shake confidence in the efficiency of the levee system. In confirma- 
tion of this, attention is called to the Dilonieg: 

In 1882 the total number of crevasses in the levees was 281, aggregating 589 
miles in width. 

In 1883 the number of crevasses was 224, with an aggregate width of 341,1 


miles. 

“Tn 1884 the crevasses numbered 204, aggregating 106.04 miles in width. 

The result of the crevasses enum uring Praag — years were the 
general overflow of the Mississippi delta. 

In the present flood, the of which are nearly the crevasses 
which have occurred number 23, ting about 4} miles in width in a total 
length of 1,100 miles of levee—one- of 1 pe cent, of the total line of le- 
yees—no! 8 the present flood exceeded those of the three 
3 in the height attained and all points below and has not exceeded in 

uration.” - 

Senator Grsson. I wish you would state what levees constructed by the Mise 
sissippi River Commission, or in accordance with their plans, by the Army en- 
gineers, have given pos E 

Captain LEACH. I really have no information on that point whatever. 

Senator Greson, Has a single one given away? 

Captain LxACH. I do not know. None of these levees are in my district, 

Senator GSO. Yours isthe Memphis district. 

Captain LEACH. The first and second. This year we had but a single break, 
one at Austin, less than 300 feet wide. * 

Senator GIBSON. Built by the United States? 

Captain Leaca. By the State. 


Senator GmSON. Has aay ot the work in vour district built by the United 


States engineers given away 

Captain LEACH. No, sir. 

Senator GInsoN. Are there any there? 

Captain Leacu. Yes, sir; I have about 30 miles on one side and 15 on another, 
45 miles in all, at Plum Point reach, and about 15} from Helena down. Half of 
this was built by the United States and all the Plum Point levees. 


While I am on the subject of the Plum Point levees I would like to make a 


little statement. 

The commission in carrying out the work in the early years at Plum Point 
had not provided for any levees. In a debate in the Senate on one of the river 
and harbor bills the point was made by a Senator that the ion was pro- 
fessing to make an experimental application of their system at Plum Point 
reach, and a part of their plan was a levee, 

That year an allotment was made and a levee built on the Tennessee side of 
the reach. The next year an allotment was made for levees on the Arkansas 
side and those levees were built. A party was all the time in making 
surveys. The surveys made after the construction of the second line of levees 
and before the first flood and again after the first flood showed that the high 
bars in the regulated or deepened channel of about 3,500 feet width had had 
their tops scalped off 8 feet uniformly. Nothing of the kind had ever occurred 
before, and in the two gs under control and under im: 
maximum depths had increased in one case 1 foot and in an 
and they have remained to this time. 

The CHAIRMAN, Since the levees were built? 

Captain LEACH. Yes, sir. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. Have you any idea what it would cost to repair these levees ? 

Captain LEACH. That would depend entirely upon the scheme ted. 
belief is now that we can strike with much more ty than ever before, 
This flood, with all its disasters, has convinced me and others, I think, 
we before believed, but could not prove; that is, that we can with reasonab! 
levees confine any flood we are likely to have, and it seems to me that instead 
of working as we have heretofore we ought to change the plan er and 
give a little more money and reduce the risk. I think itis paper no now— 


er case 2 feet, 


FFFFFCFFCCCCCCCCC SUO ai the nesphibor 
w al an 0 su w ene: r- 
hood of $10,000,000 # at prevailing 2 * 

The CHAIRMAN, Ten millions for repairs alone? 


Captain Leacn, To repair and 9 5 and levee the St, Francis basin. 
repair the present breaks alone, I thi $100,000 will do at present rates. The 
breaks are not very large and do not occur where the leveesarevery high. No 
very highlevees have broken. The massive levees areall intact, 

r. WASHBURN, Let us understand what you propose to do with the $10,- 

Captain Leacu. Ten millions will put up a line of levees 4 feet above the 
highest known water, with strong peoa on the west bank, from Cairo to the 
mouth of the St. Francis. ‘That is the first thing. It will also increase the work 
at Plumb Point to that standard. It will build up the White River from Helena 
toand including Laconia to the same pe and profile. It will enlarge the 
Arkansas levees from the high land at es Ridge do past Arkansas City 
and on past the State line down to Red River. It will enlarge the lower district 
of the Yazoo front, and make some enlargements from point to point as may be 
necessary in the upper It will increase and strengthen the levees on 
both sides of the river wherever they now exist. 

Senator WASHBURN. Would it build all the levees that are required? 

Captain LEACH. Yes, sir. 4 

Senator WASHBURN, What is going to become of the other $65,000,000 which 
have been estimated for? 

Captain LEAch. That sum will be required for the caving banks and for any 
other work that may be necessary in closing high-water chutes, and in case of 
local obstructions of navigation, taking such means as may be necessary to re- 
move them. I mean that the sixty-five millions will control the whole river. 

Senatar WasRBURx. How will t adder: Golde millions be expended? You 
poros to expend ten millions for levees; how would the other sixty: five mill- 

ons be ded? 

Captain LEACH. In the first place I may sa; 

um estimate of any engincer con 8 with the work. My own esti- 
mate would be less than half of it, and I do not think my estimate is the lowest 
possible. Some of the money would have to be expended to protect the ban 
of the river from caving. 


To 


that sixty-five millions is the 


1 


‘ovement the 
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Senator Wasnnunx. How do you get at that? 
„ By a system of revetment, mattresses of brush ballasted with 
ne. 
The CHArrMAN, Haye not some of these mattresses caved in? 


? 2 
Captain Leac. Fifty millions will do it handsomely. 
agree with General Comstock that so far as the 


rogress- 
complete improve- 


Channel works will 
ks. lete improvement is 


erable trouble. They do it effectually by nging the joint in at an acute 
angle. If water flowing squarely intoa sewer will obstruct it, why would it 
not do the same thing in a river? There is only one way to keep it from flow- 
ing in and out of the river, and that is to build a levee. The water does harm 
when it comes out and it does harm when it goes in. 

The CuarmmAw. I suppose the most important place is the middle of the levee 
where the water goes out and returns in the same pes 

Captain Leacn. Yes, sir. I think the leveeshould be made to follow the con- 
volutions of the river as closely as the nature of the ground will permit. If they 
could be built at a uniform distance, a mile apart the whole length of the river, 
the conditions would be the most perfect that could be hoped for. If that is im- 
possible, then the next best thing is to build them as nearly at a uniform dis- 
tance apart as can be done. 


Mr. LESTER, of Georgia, Mr. Chairman, I had not quite finished 
what I was saying. I meant simply to say that the had no 
wer or authority to do that which this proposition of the gentleman 
Mes Louisiana suggests and asks Congress to commit themselves to. 
They have the power under the commerce clause of the Constitution 
to improve the navigation of the Mississippi River, but that is all they 
can do. If, in making those improvements, levees are necessary to 
be built for the of improving the navigation, why, of course, 
they can be built. But if it is proposed to build levees simply for the 
purpose of reclaiming private lands I say that can not be done, and 
such a provision onght not to appear in any bill passed by this Con- 
think the gentleman [Mr. BoATNER] is mistaken when he 
undertakes to say that the authority given to the commission formerly 
o that which he suggests by the striking out of the 


If he is right, however, this provision in the bill is most eminently 
per, because it confines Congress tothe power whichithas. Ifinthe 
building of levees lands are reclaimed, all well; and that levees are nec- 
essary to be built, at least in some places, to improve the navigation 
of that river is, I think, quite possible and probable. When such 
levees are to be built of course the work will benefit the lands which 
otherwise would be overflowed, and an ‘‘incidental protection? will 
occur to those lands by reason ofthoseimprovements. That isa case of 
improvement with incidental protection,“ but that is all I think Con- 
gress has a right to do. As to reclaiming lands or applying the pub- 
c money to private purposes under the welfare clause of the Con- 
stitution, Congress under such a construction would have to determine 
what was the general welfare, and, Congress having determined that, 
of course no court could say otherwise than that what they had deter- 
mined was the general welfare, so that such a power could be made to 
embrace every subject which relates to the prosperity of the people. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered by my 

- colleague is on the line laid down in the remarks which I submitted 
to the House on day before yesterday. I then took the ground that 
the time had come for the Congress of the United States to recognize 
the obligation, which I think incumbent on the Federal Government, 
to take of the Mississippi River, which is our great continental 
avenue, for the twofold purpose of improving ifs channel navigation 
and preventing its destructive floods. I stated that this river is the 
great sewer of the Union which drains the rainfall of twenty-five States 
of the Union, extending from the southern part of the State of New 
York to the tops of the Rocky Mountains in the West. 

I stated further that the waters which engulfed your fellow-citizens 
living in the lower valley of the river were not the waters which fell 
upon the territorial limits of the Southwestern States bordering on the 
lower river, but were the surplus waters flowing from the hill and 
mountain districts and the prairie districts of the North, the Northwest, 
and Northeast, represented by you gentlemensittingbeforeme. I now 
repeat that in view of these facts, in view of the fact that through the 

of the State of Louisiana pours the rainfall of two-thirds of the 
American Union, the Mississippi River should be differentiated from 
the other rivers of the United Bkates, and the policy should be adopted 
by Congress, here and now, of making appropriations to restrain its 
flood waters as well as to improve its navigation. 

This amendment of my colleague brings the question squarely before 


Congress. Heretofore, appropriations made for the Mississippi River 
have been solely with the view of improving the 8 of the river. 

This amendment goes a step further and declares it to be the duty of 
the Federal Government not only to improve its navigation, but to so 
harness its flood waters that they shall not prove an engine of destruc- 
tion to those who dwell in the lower yalley of the river. 

Now, if this isa great national question, it is time for Congress to 
face it and to adopt the amendment. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move to strike out the last word. Mr. Chair- 
man, every dollar expended upon the Lower Mississippi has beenspent 
directly in the improvement of the navigation of the river, by works 
in its bed, or else in the construction upon its banks of levees where, in 
the judgment of the Mississippi River Commission, levee-building was 
necessary as anadjunct to channel improvement. Under that policy of 
the commission they have expended in eleven years in co-operation with 
the State authorities and the levee district authorities on the lower 
river about $3,000,000 in levee construction; but the commission have 
been compelled to halt in the work of restraining the flood waters of 
the river right at the point where, in their judgment, levee-buildingon 
the banks of the river was a necessary adjunct to channel improve- 
ment. They have not ventured to go beyond that point. 

This amendment of my colleague removes that restriction, and, if 
adopted, will enable the commission to build levees wherever they 
may be needed for the purpose of protecting the country from destruct- 
ive floods. ; 

Mr. Chairman, it will not do for gentlemen here to hedge around a 
great question like this with constitutional quibbles. If the Missis- 
sippi River is the property of the National Government, and I dare say 
no man on this floor will gainsay that it is, then itis incuambenton the 
Government to so manage its own property that it shall not destroy the 
lives and property of our le situated in its valley. 

I say that under the police power of the Federal Government over 
its own property, which police power has been constantly exercised 
over the Territories, the public domain, and the Indian tribes, the Gov- 
ernment can put its hand upon the Mississippi River and manage, - 
late, and control it, even as it has managed, regulated, and 3 
them. 

Again I say that under the general-wel fare clause of the Constitution, 
without departing from the Democratic interpretation of that clause, 
the power is derivable for Congress to make appropriations to restrain 
the flood waters of the river as well as to improve its navigation; and 
from that clause of the Constitution relating to the establishment of 
post- oflices and post-routes authority is derived which authorizes the 
Government of the United States to locate in the valley of the Missis- 
sippi River a system of post-routes and innumerable post-offices; and 
fromthe same source springs the authority to make appropriations to 
protect those post-routes and post-offices so established from interfer- 
ence by the river. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, there can be no doubt—it wasso stated by the 

resident of the Mississippi River Commission himself in the recent 
ee before the Senate Committee on Commerce—that if a complete 
line of levees were constructed from Cairo to the Gulf along the Mis- 
sissippi River it would cheapen very greatly the cost of the improve- 
ment of the river for purposes of navigation. Thus, also, upon the au- 
thority found in the Constitution to regulate commerce, under which 
all our rivers are improved, may be based this appropriation for the 
Lower Mississippi River, as it would read if the amendment of my col- 
league were adopted. 

Mr. HILL. Are we to understand from the gentleman’s argument 
that he takes the position here that the United States Government has 
authority to protect all navigable streams against overflow ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, my position is that the Missis- 
sippi River is the great continental avenue of our country, affording a 
sewer through which is drained the rainfall of twenty-five States of 
Union, and use of this fact it should be differentiated from every 
other river in our country. It is a great national feature of our coun- 
try which can be handled only by the power and resources of the Fed- 
eral Government. It is upon that ground I base the claim that not 
only has Congress authority to take the great river in hand and restrain 
its flood-waters, but that it is its duty to do so. The water that falls 
upon the district of my friend from Illinois [Mr. HILL] and the other 
districts in his section of the country, northeast and northwest of him, 
are the waters that engulf our people in Louisiana. And that being 
the case (and it is the case to a greater extent as regards the e 
River than in reference to any other river in the country) it is a fit s 
ject for the Federal Government to deal with, and we want your votes 
to sustain the proposition. 7 ; 

[Here the hammer fell. ] a 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER]. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 25, noes 66. 

Mr. BOATNER. Icall for tellers. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Soy ene Gos trust I may be 

itted to say a word. This matter has been ught before the 
mmittee of the Whole at the present time without haying been con- 
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sidered by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. The amendment 
involves a departure from the policy which has been pursued hereto- 
fore in our river and harbor bills, and I can hardly say that it ought 
to be passed now by the Committee of the Whole without having re- 
ceived consideration at the hands of the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. The question is coming before the country and it ought to 
be considered. I can only say that the proposition has my full sym- 
pathy. But I think it ought not to be pressed at the present time. 

Mr. BOATNER. I withdraw the demand for tellers. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BoaATNER] 
withdraws his call for tellers. The amendment is rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend by striking out in lines 1 and 2 
on page 54 the words including salaries and traveling expenses of 
the Mississippi River Commission.“ 

Mr. Chairman, before proceeding to discuss this amendment I wish 
to call the attention of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] 
to the fact that, while generally the money here appropriated is to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, there is in lines 
13 and 14 of the paragraph this provision: 

Out of the sum appropriated for this reach of the river the commission is au- 
thorized to expend $25,000 in the protection and preservation of the harbor at 
New Madrid, Mo, 

It will be observed, therefore, that while the mass of this appropri- 
ation of $1,000,000 is to be expended under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of War $25,000 of the amount may be expended under the direc- 
tion of the commission in the improvement of a certain harbor. Now, 
was it the intention of the committee to put this $25,000 upon a differ- 
ent footing from the expenditure of the remainder of the $1,000,000? 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Iwill answer the gentleman. It was not the in- 
tention to place this particular work in any different position from 
other work which is to be done. I see that the provision to which the 

tleman calls attention may give rise to a technical objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me it would be*proper to insert the 
Secretary of War! instead of the commission.“ 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The difficulty of the gentleman may be met by 
an amendment which will make the clause read, out of the sum ap- 
propriated for this reach of the river $25,000 may be expended ” ete., 
without stating by whom the expenditure is to be made, 

Mr. HOLMAN. That will remove the difficulty. Now, I wish to 
say a word or two upon the amendment I have submitted. 

Mr. Chairman, the appropriations for the payment of the salaries of 
this commission have heretofore been in the main under the charge of 
the Committee on Appropriations and haye been included in the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill. It has been the understanding—it was 
the understanding of that committee in the Forty-eighth and Forty- 
ninth Congresses—that this commission would be abolished; and appro- 
priations were not made for it regularly. A Senator from the State of 

friend from Louisiana years ago asked only that the commission 
might be continued in existence for a single year. 

I do not say the gentleman from Louisiana who stands before me 
[Mr. BLANCHARD] said so, but a Senator from his State. There was 
no difference of opinion in the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses 
as to the proposition that the commission should be abolished. The 

tleman will perceive that this money is to be expended under the 
t cp a Maer of the Secretary of War. Hence what is the neces- 
sity for the commission? You would not place the disposition of a 
large fund like this in the hands of an irresponsible commission. It 
is not the habit of legislation in this country to trust a commission of 
this character with such expenditures. You direct the Secretary of 
War to carry out the plans and specifications of the commission. These 
plans have been made years ago. The Secretary of War is in posses- 
sion of them, and hence there is no necessity for keeping up the com- 
mission, and ih the lower Mississippi it is more important than any- 
where else that the present efficient Corps of Engineers, with its 
exceedingly efficient chief at his head, should have entire and absolute 
control of the matter. 
It will remove some objection, I will state to the gentleman, to the 
tion of large sums of money for the improvement of the Lower 
Mississippi if the expenditure were placed under one responsible head. 
You have never been benefited by the commission. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Let me ask the gentleman from Indiana what 
he means by using the term an irresponsible body.“ You do not 
ran to say that the Mississippi River Commission is an irresponsible 


y? 

Mr. HOLMAN. What I mean is that the disposition of this fund 
should be under the control of some one more directly responsible to 
the Government; for instance, the Secretary of War. 

Mr, CATCHINGS. Is not the Mississippi River Commission as re- 
sponsible to . ge: as the Secretary of War? 

Mr. HOL „It is incidentally responsible, not directly. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Is it not absolutely so? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not in the samo sense that the head of a bureau 
or the head_of a Department is responsible to the Government. Of 

course there is a degree of responsibility. It is an irresponsible body, 

however, having no value so far as I am able to learn, and I have ex- 

amined the subject somewhat as to the effect of such an arrangement 


upon the improvements of the Missouri River. Iam confident that 
the Missouri River Commission could be dispensed with—a commis- 
sion having charge of some $900,000—without detriment to the im- 
provement of that river. The regular officers of the Government, com- 
pletely identified with the Government, absolutely impartial, directly 
responsible, are more reliable, more proper to be trusted in the ex- 
penditure of public moneys and in the direction of expenditures of this 
character than an irregularly organized commission. 

I should not hope to have the salaries of the commissioners stricken 
out unless it is acquiesced in by the commission themselves. I pre- 
sume it will remain, and that some $25,000 will be expended annually . 
which ought to go to the improvement of the river; and gentlemen 
who are interested, as we are all interested in the improvement of the 
river, should feel the importance of having every dollar that is appro- 
priated for it expended for the benefit of the river and for its improve- 
ment, and not in the payment of salaries to officials whose services could 
be dispensed with, not only without injury to the improvement, but to 
the benefit of the river; for here is an organization, a commission, 
composed of men placed in charge of this work, one of whom, at least, 
up to the time of his appointment, had nevor seen the Mississippi 
River. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] : 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

I want to begin the remarks I shall make now by stating that when- 
ever my distinguished friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] comes for- 
ward and professes himself as the friend and champion of the Missis- 
sippi River I feel very much like exclaiming, ‘‘Save us from our 
friends!“ I do not think the gentleman will ever be happy until he 
succeeds in getting the commission abolished. He has tried to do this, 
directly and indirectly; and when Congress, notwithstanding his pro- 
test on the floor of the House against the commission, refused to strike 
it out of the bill, when he was one of the manipulators of the purse- 
strings of the Committee on Appropriations (having failed in the effort 
to strike out the provision on the floor), he tried to starve them out by 
refusing to make an appropriation for their salaries. And it is a fact 
that at one time the salaries of the board were in arrears for about two 
years, Therefore, having some apprehension that we might meet with 
some more of that same character of objection, we thought it better and 
wiser, knowing the necessity for this commission, to provide that the 
salaries should come out of the $2,000,000 appropriated for the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River. 

The statement of the gentleman that this is an irresponsible body is 
utterly without foundation. > 

Mr. HOLMAN. i did not catch the gentleman’s last remark. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I said that you had stated, which I deny, that 
this is an irresponsible body of men. Thatstatement is without foun- 
dation. They do make reports to Congress, They are responsible, and 
their report is put in print and is transmitted to Congress annually by 
every Secretary of War, where every gentleman can reach it who de- 
sires to inform himself upon the subject. . These gointotheen- - 
tire subject with extreme minuteness and convey a fund of information 
and intelligence gained by a practical knowledge of the river and its 
wants. In fact, they have shed a world of light upon the whole ques- 
tion of improving the Mississippi River; and I doubt whether in any 
similar compass you can find more valuable information and deep re- 
search on the question of the hydraulics of that river than in the re- 
ports of this commission. 

This is a greatstream, Mr. Chairman. In this section to which refer- 
ence is made it is 1,100 miles long. It is a matter of vital consequence 
that it should be treated systematically and according to a given, clearly 
defined, and well matured method. We can not secure that unless 
under a single head. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would that not be more perfectly and properly done 
by the Chief of Engineers? ~ 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No, because nine-tenths of the work of the 
Chief of Engineers consists in a kind of clerical supervision of the en- 
tire work done by the corps of engineers under him, and if my friend 
from Indiana should have occasion to visit General Casey, and could 
see how entirely his time is occupied by the transmission of orders and 
examination of reportsfrom all over the country, he would see that there 
can be no probability of his being able to undertake the entire super- 
vision of this work. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But there is already a very efficient corps of engi- 
neers under him. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Precisely; and, Mr. Chairman, nobody knows 
better than the gentleman from Indiana that the actual work done on 
this river is done by the engineers belonging to the Army corps, and 
that they have the supervision of this work, that year by year they , 
take observations of the progress of the work and formulate the plans 
by which this work shall be continued. So, Mr. Chairman, we are 
pursuing the methods that have been found to be the best on the Rhine, 
Rhone, Vistula, the Po, and other rivers for many years. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say to my friend from 6 - 
my opposition to this commission I am not opposed to the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River or of its navigation. My constituency have 
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as much interest in the navigation of that river as perhaps has the 
constituency of my friend. The Ohio River furnishes a very large pro- 
ion of the commercial business transacted in the city of New Or- 
eans and other places on the Mississippi River. I presume as large a 
number of my own constituency use the river as a channel of commerce 
as of the constituency of the gentleman from Mississippi. I wish tosee 
this Mississippi River Commission abolished, because this matter ought 
to be under the charge of a competent department of the Government. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. To meet the views of the gentleman from In- 
diana, I will move to insert, in line 15, on page 54, after the word “‘in,’’ 
the words may be expended;“ so that it will read: Out of the sum 
appropriated for this reach of the river $25,000 may be expended.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. One moment. I have no objection to the 
words being stricken out, ‘‘the commission is authorized to expend,” 
but I do not want the words ‘‘may be’’ in there as proposed. Let it 
be out of the sum appropriated for this reach of the river $25,000 
shall be expended in the preservation of the harbor at New Madrid, 


Mo.” 
Mr. BLAND. I hope the word shall“ will be accepted. My col- 


league [Mr. WALKER] wanted that done, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. WALKER, of Missouri, is absent, and it is 
in his behalf I ask that it shall be amended in that way. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana? [After a pause,] The Chair hears 
none, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. HOUK. I offer an amendment, to come in immediately after 
line 16, on page 54. : 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


That John Cowdon and such others as may be hereafter associated with him, 
or his and their assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized, on the conditions 
and terms herein set forth, at their own expense to construct an outlet for the 
flood-waters of the Miss i River from a pointabout 10 miles below the city 
of New Orleans to the Gulf of Mexico, through Lake Borgne, on such lands as 
they or any of them may own or uire, such outlet to be not less than 1 mile 
in width, with an average cross-sectional depth of 10 feet below Gulf level, and 
of sufficient capacity to discharge the flood-waters of the Mississippi River at 
that place, and to be provided with proper levees or em ents from river 
2 = lake, to preserve the lands immediately above and below it from inun- 

on, 

That, as compensation for right of way for the land acquired, either by condem- 
nation or —.— and used in the construction of said outlet and for the work 
and labor and expense of anges ya | the same and for the reclamation and 
——.— of the 70,000,000 acres of valley lands of the Mississippi River and its 

ributaries from overflow and for the permanent improvement of their naviga- 
tion, and also for 1 . up of a new and improved commercial communica- 
tion with Mobile, Pensacola, and all eastern Gulf ports, John Cowdon and his 
as aforesaid, or his and their ass š ll receive from the United 

States, and shall be paid such sums as may be agreed on between the above- 
named parties and t OPINY of War per foot, and — for each fractional 
rt of a foot that the flood-line of the Mississippi River shall be lowered by the 

e © outlet at the city of New Orleans, mouth Red River, Vicksburg, 
mouth Ar River, Helena, Memphis, and Cairo within sixty ee after 
the outlet shall have been opened, the greatest difference to be determined by 
reference to the stage of the water on the wee gang kept by the Govern- 
ment officers at or near the city of New Orleans and the above-named places, 
and before any natural fall of the Mississippi River at Cairo, notes to be taken 
just before the outlet shall be opened, and Aah within sixty days thereafter by 
a board com of five three of whom shall appointed by the 
President of the United States and two by the said John Cowdon or his legal 
shall be hydrographic engineers from 


tary of 
has not been so lowered 1 foot or more at any one or all of the above-named 
places, then the Secretary of War, upon the filing of the report of said commis- 
sioners in his office, shall, without delay, issue to said John Cowdon or his! 
re tatives his warrant upon the of the United States for the 
amount of money so found due them, and the same shall be paid by such Treas- 
urer on presentation: however, Ean poni the said Secretary of War 
disapprove the findings of the repre of the said board, he shall report the mat- 
ter to the President, who shall thereupon appoint another board as aforesaid, 
which shall e ine the said measurements and report their findings to the 
Secretary of War, which last report shall be final and conclusive of the matter. 
That in order to further improve river nav on, should there be during the 
next successive and following five years an additional eee oe the flood-line 
of the Mississippi River at the above-named places, by otherand auxiliary work 
of said Cowdon and associates, as aforesaid, or his and their assigns, they shall 
be paid the same rate of compensation as above stated, measurement to be made 
annually and determined as lu the case of the first measurements made by the 
same board of commissioners just after each successive high-water period. 
Thatso soon as a navigable and practicable low-water channel of 8 feet in 
depth shall be created in the Mississippi River between Cairo, III., and New 
Orleans, La., by the work of said John Cowdon and associates, as aforesaid, or 
his and their assigns, the Secretary of War shall cause to be paid to the said 
John Cowdon and associates, as aforesaid, or his and their Apak jasan such sums 
of money as may be on as aforesaid, and a for each additional 
foot that the low-water channel of said river may be further deepened between 


New Orleans and Cairo within the next following and successive five after 
the Lake Borgne outlet may be made, this to be determined b; aboye- 
named board of commissioners, measurements to be made on all shoal bars be- 


tween the above-named places during or at the end of each low-water period, 

and, as above, the report of a majority of said board shall entitle the said John 

Cowdon and associates, as aforesaid, or his and their assigns, to be paid by the 

Secretary of War the additional amounts of money that may be found due them 

= 9 the low-water channel of the Mississippi River from New Orleans 
ro. 

That the sums of money necessary to make the payments which may become 
due under the provisions of this act, upon a compliance with the terms thereof, 
are hereby appropriated outof any moneys in the Treasury of the United States 
not otherwise Ne 

That should any of the above-named board of commissioners resign, die, or 
from any cause become incapacitated from performing said duties, then the 
place of such person or persons shall be filled by the same authority appointing 


the original board of commissioners. And incase of the death of the said John 
Cowdon before the 5 of the work herein provided for, the same shall 
be prosecuted and completed by his legal representatives and his associates 
aforesaid, wi the same powers, rights, obligations, and compensation as if 
done by him in person. 

That the Lake Bo outlet shall be ready for opening by the Ist day of Jan- 
nary, 1891, and shall be opened as soon thereafter as the water-gauge at or near 
the city of New Orleans shows 14} feetabove the low-water mark of the Missis- 
os River at that place. ~ ° 

hat the Secretary of War be. and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
into effect the provisions of the act, and when the said John Cowdon and hi 
associates, as aforesaid, or his and their legal representatives, shall have fulfilled 
their part of the several foregoing conditions of this act, to draw his. warrants 
Mee the Treasurer in favor of the said John Cowdon and his associates, as 
oresaid, or his and their legal representatives, in payment of the aforesaid 
on as they respectively become due, according to the provisions of this 


Durg the reading of the amendment, 
The CHAIRMAN said: The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Tennessee that the hour has arrived when the committee must rise 
under the special order for 4 o'clock. If there be no objection, the 
amendment will be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. HOUK. Very well; let it be printed in the RECORD, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent to print the amendment 
which I hold in my hand in the RECORD with that of the gentleman 


from Tennessee. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. = 


The amendment of Mr. HOLMAN is as follows: 


That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to cause to be constructed an 
outlet from the Mississippi River to Lake Borgne, in the State of Louisiana, and 
such other outlets to said river, either above or below New Orleans, as may be 
found necessary-and proper to improve the navigation of said river in prevent- 
ing the overflow of the waters thereof in great floods, such outlets to be of such 
dimensions as the of War shall determine. He is authorized to enter 
into contracts with John Cowden or any other responsible person or persons 
for the construction of sych outlets, orany, oreither of them, on such conditions 
and limitations and with such guaranties, bonds, and security for the faithful 
performance of such contract or contracts as he may deem proper, or he may 
cause such work to be done as other public works under his con are con- 
structed. He may obtain such lands as may be required for either or any of 
ion in ay with law, as he 


_ Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, I move that the committee do now 


rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. PERKINS having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BURROWS reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the bill (H. H. 9486) making appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


Mr. GROSVENOR obtained unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD the following memorial without the names; which was 
referred to the Committee on Labor: 

Hon. C. H. Grosvenor, M. C., Fifleenth District of Ohio: 


The undersigned, members of the various labor 5 of Marietta, 

Ohio, res ly call your attention to the almost versal of the 

eight-hour law in the various public works being constructed by’ Govern- 
tty use your in- 
0 


ment in all ons of the country; . 

fluence in calling the attention Congress to this fact and to the enforcement 
of the law as it now stands, 

CAROLINE M, M’DOUGAL. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to call up for consider- 
ation the bill (S. 3045) for the relief of Caroline M. McDougal, widow 
of the late Rear-Admiral David McDougal, United States Navy. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like the gentleman from Illinois to explain 
the provisions of that bill and the reasons for it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The fact is there was no appropriation made and 
the whole matter is explained fully in the report of the committee. 
It has the Senate and there is a unanimous report from the Com- 
mittee on Claims of this House in favor of this bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suppose there will be no objection to it coming 
up on Monday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman ask unanimous 
consent on Monday. “The gentleman from Iowa demands the ferula? 
order, which is equivalent to an objection. ; 

THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE DAVID WILBER, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolutions I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the business of the Hoúse be now suspended that opportanity 
be afforded members to pay proper tribute to the memory of Hon. David — 
ber, late a resentative from the State of New York. 

Resolved, in the death of David Wilber the country has lost the services 
of a safe legislator and faithful public servant. 
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Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to his memory the House shall at 
the conclusion of these ceremonies adjourn. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, by death the living are taught a les- 
son; of death they know nothing, can learn nothing; in it the heart 
responds not to the living; the muscles have lost their power; the will 
is gone. Its awful mystery falls short of grandeur only by reason of 
the stinging pain, which blunts all sensibilities save that of sorrow. 
Whether it comes with the startling vividness of the lightning or with 
the certain premonitory warning of the low thunder, it is alike incom- 
prehensible. The now and the then are so near, the invisible line 
which marks the division of the real and the hallowed, sanctified unreal 
is so narrow that a single step unravels the mystery. But that step 
taken is never retraced. 

The revelation that comes thereby sheds nolight this side the gloam- 
ing. The lesson startles; it warns us of, but does not reveal the here- 
after. Rightly viewed it strengthens our belief in Divinity and molds 
our lives to share the happiness thus tobe found, The portal we call 
death is sooner or later opened for us all. That one bare fact palsies 
argument. Upon it the christian and the pagan can find no ground of 
difference. Well does that man live who is ready to enter therein 
when it opens for him, and render up the account of his stewardship to 
his Maker: 

So live that, sinking in thy last long rai 
Calm thou mayst smile, while all around thee weep. 

To-day we pay our last tribute of honor, of respect, of affection, for 
one who did so live, 

On April 1, aſter a long and well spent life, the immortal of David 
Wilber passed to the higher existence. In his seventieth year, in the 
State of his nativity, almost in sight of the place of his birth, he died; 
and there, on a beautifal knoll overlooking the valley in which were 
passed all the active days of his life, his body sleeps 

The sleep that knows not breaking, 

Mr. Speaker, David Wilber was a remarkable man. He was astrong, 
forceful character. From boyhood he made his own way in the world. 
An honest heart and a large brain he inherited from his Quaker par- 
ents. The advantages of an acadenric education it was not his fortune 
to receive. Yet his brain had remarkable absorbent and retentive power. 
Nothing of moment ever escaped his attention, and once noted it held 
place in his mind ever afterward. Habits of industry and frugality 
were learned in his youth to be followed through life. 

With these habits and the little money he had saved from the earn- 
ings of his hands for his capital, he started in the business world fifty 
years ago, in Otsego County. Step by step he advanced. His foot 
never slipped backward because he never allowed it to. His forward 
course in the road of prosperity was as steady and as strong as the cur- 
rent of a mighty river. This was notso by chance. It was because 
his will power was exhaustless, his energy untiring. His vocabulary 
knew no such word as fail.“ It was because he had more of con- 
servatism than of daring. It was because 

He knows the com „ sail, and oar, 
Or never launches from the shore ; 
Before he builds computes the cost, 
And in no proud pursuit is lost, 

Before entering upon any undertaking he viewed it from every stand- 
ing-point; he scanned every detail; he thought out a plan of action. 
That plan was made with far-sighted shrewdness. It wasexecuted with 
industry and perseverance, 

He could not be said to have kept pace with the progress of the time, 
for he was its leader. He marked the pace of industrial growth and 
business advancement for the entire community in which he lived. He 
was identified with every enterprise which had in view the advance- 
ment of his town, his county, or his locality. 

Not a few of them had their inception in his brain. Of his time, his 
means, and his experience he wasa liberal contributor to the business 
life of the community. His shoulder at the wheel was a force so well 
known in the later years of his life that even the chronic doubter 
known in every community made way for the advance of progress. His 

nal affairs he managed with wonderful sagacity. The capacity of 

is mind was even greater than the requirements of his extensive and 

varied interests. Neither his hands nor his mind were ever idle. He 

was both ‘progressive and aggressive. He reaped the fruits of untiring 

energy and unquestioned honesty, His business life was successful to 
an extent even greater than that of most successful men. 

In the county where he tilled the soil for others for a meager pit- 
tance fifty years before, at his death he owned 4,000 acres of well cul- 
tivated land. And yet this was but a portion of the accumulations of 
his life. This was not the result either of selfishness or greed. He 
was frugal, but not parsimonious; generous, but not wasteful. The 
accumulation of wealth affected not his heart. To all David Wilber, 
the capitalist, was the same kind, approachable, unostentatious David 
Wilber of earlier days. He was ever ready to give to others the lesson 
he had learned by experience. With so gracious a mien did he carry 
his wealth others did not covet his success, but rejoiced with him be- 
cause of it. He made for himself a reputation in the business world for 
pluck, perseverance, and integrity which will not soon be forgotten. 

Politically he was a potential factor for a quarter of a century. He 


XXI——330 


was a molder of public opinion. For many years he was the political 
leader of his county. e assumed not to dictate, but by common con- 
sent his judgment was always consulted and very generally followed. 
His political convictions were strong. He was not swayed by every 
changing breeze. Hisaction was guided by principle, not by prejudice. 
Here as elsewhere was shown his iron will and determination. In 
1858, 1859, 1862, 1865, and 1866 he represented the town of Milford, 
where he then resided, in the board of supervisors of Otsego County. 
This was a Democratie town; always so, except when David Wilber 
was a candidate, 

Differing in party opinion and affiliation from the acknowledged 
majority of the town, he never knew defeat at the polls. Not only 
his energy and force were shown by these elections, but the esteem 
in which he was held by neighbors, regardless of party. His rare 
good sense, his kindly manner, and his wonderful tact in managing 
men made him during these years the principal factor in local legisla- 
tion. It does not need the broader field of State or national Legisla- 
tures for a strong mind to make itself known and felt, nor for a lead- 
ing spirit, by its natural force, to assert itself. 

David Wilber from 1859 to 1865 showed the truth of ‘this state- 
ment. Men of the positive qualities of Mr. Wilber do not 
often escape the public view. He was no exception to the rule, In 
1872 he was elected to the Forty-third Congress, and again, in 1878, to 
the Forty-sixth Congress. The reapportionment of the Congressional 
districts of the State placed Mr. Wilber in a Democratic district just 
prior to the election of the Forty-ninth Congress, and during that Con- 
gress the district was represented by a Democrat, an able, upright man. 
Against his will, Mr. Wilber yielded to the urgent. request of others 
and became a candidate for election to the Fiftieth Congress. He 
conducted this campaign with limitless energy. His election by a 
handsome majority followed a campaign noted for its thoroughness and 
its iveness, 

Frequent and severe illness took him often from his seat on this floor; 
and yet he kept a close watch upon legislation. Mr. Wilber often ex- 
pressed a determination to retire from Congress at the close of that 
term. But the demands were so urgent for him to become his party’s 
standard-bearer in the Presidential campaign of 1888 that finally, over- 
persuaded, he took up the task of another campaign. He carried it 
through with a measure of success beyond the most sanguine expecta- 
tions. 

In the Fifty-first Congress he never took his seat. He was taken se- 

zional ill on October 30 last, and from that sickness he never recov- 
ered, 
By special order of the House he, with his distinguished colleague 
from Pennsylvania, with whom he was paired, took his oath of office 
athis home. The pair he so much hoped to end by his presence here 
God dissolved. 

In Congress he never took part in debate. He was not a conspicuous 
figure upon the floor. It was in committee that his constructive genius 
found play. Herepresented his constituency faithfully and well. His 
value as a member consisted not in that he was an orator or 
wonderfully quick perception, but because of his plodding industry, his 
constant watchfulness, and his excellent good judgment, = 

As in business so was he here, genial, approachable, kindly. He 
did not share the common belief that here each must make his path- 
way forward over the prostrate forms of his colleagues, Were it nec- 
essary to crowd some other back that he might push forward he was 
content to remain behind. He was frequently a delegate in State con- 
ventions and was also a delegate to the national conventions of 1880 
and 1888. His participation in public affairs covered a period longer 
than the life of many of his colleagues on this floor. 

His record is that of an honorable man who never shirked a duty or 
diverged from the path where conscience led. 

Of Mr. Wilber’s domestic life I will speak but a single word. 

He was married in 1845, and his wife and two sons survive him. In 
the family circle Mr. Wilber was always cheerful, considerate, and 
loving. The cares of his life he carried alone, its happiness he shared 
with his family. The light his sunny dispositionshed about his home 
will never wholly fade. What was bright and tender and true of him 
will be uppermost in the mind of the bereaved wife, softening her 
sorrow until they shall meet again. 

Mr. Wilber was a firm supporter of the church and the school. He 
was a director in more than one educational institution. His christi- 
anity was not of the sectarian type; he had an affection for all men. 
He did good for the love of it. To him no single creed could point the 
road to Heaven. Desirous was he to help any good work under the 
auspices of whatever denomination it was instituted. No deserving 
charity went empty-handed from hisdoor. To do for others was to him 
a pleasure. Injustice he could not tolerate. Sham in every form he 
scorned. In his friendship he was intensely strong and true as steel. 
Strangely, perhaps, his dislikes were not as strong as his likes, He was 
slow to anger, plenteous in mercy. He was quick to see an injustice 
and sensitive to a personal affront, but-he quickly forgave and forgot. 
He was well balanced; his body, his mind, his heart kept even pace 
with each other. What he appeared to be he was: a large-hearted, 
broad-minded, plain-spoken, kindly man. 
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Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Speaker, my flrst acquaintance with David 
Wilber wags in the beginning of the Fiftieth Congress. He was my 
colleague in committee, and, although at that time suffering to some 
extent from disease, he took anactive part in all the work of the com- 
mittee.: I was impressed with his strong, good sense and his out- 
spoken convictions. He was a type of manhood not uncommon in 
this country of great opportunities. He was honest, industrions, and 
self-reliant, and these qualities had made him a success in life, Born 
to poverty, self-educated, and without any of the advantages that 
wealth and social position give to those who possess them, he fought 
the battle of life single-handed and acquired for himself both wealth 
and position. Four times he was elected to Congress by a district 
doubtful with any other candidate; once he represented his party in 
its national convention, and for more than thirty years he had held 
positions of trust and responsibility. Everywhere and at all times he 
performed his duty with fidelity and he leaves to his family an honored 
name. 

His life is another example of what may be accomplished by honest, 
energetic, well directed effort. From a poor boy he came to be a wealthy 
and honored citizen, loved and respected by all who knew him. Those 
who knew him best and longest trusted him implicitly, and their 
confidence was never betrayed. 

He died amongst the people with whom he had spent his life, his 
birth-place being in one of the counties comprising the district he so 
faithfully represented in Congress. 

Mr. Wilber was a business man of rare ability, and, accustomed as 
he was to business methods, the long debates in Congress and the 
delays in legislation were exceedingly distasteful to him. In the first 
session of the Forty-sixth Congress, on May 15, 1879, he made a brief 
speech, in which he used this language: 

I have met here day after day and listened to wild theories upon different 
subjects, and in my judgment as a business man this 8 has not done as 
much legislation that will benefit the country since the day of March as 
any ten good business men would do in one half day. 

My relations with Mr. Wilber were only such as came from commit- 
tee association, and of his good works and his virtues asa citizen I will, 
therefore, leave others to speak who knew him well. I have given only 
my impressions of the man acquired during my very brief official ac- 
quaintance with him. This was sufficient, however, to make me re- 
gret his loss to his family, to the community in which he lived, and 
to the country he served so honorably and well. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, death has stricken another name from the 
roll of the membership of this House. David Wilber, the late Repre- 
sentative from the Twenty-fourth New York district, has fallen into the 
sleep that no pain shall wake, and the public business is now sus- 
pended that his friends may have an opportunity to pay proper respect 
to his memory and to study his virtues. 

In the observance of this long-established ceremonial we meet as 
members af a common family. At the grave it has been said that ‘‘envy 
holds her breath, partisan bitterness is hushed for a moment, and even 
silence, that rare visitant here, extends her tranquillizing wings fora lit- 
tle while over us. It is amid such surroundings that the weakness of 
the individual, the necessity for a stronger fraternity of man, and the 
power and beauty of the paternity of God are forcibly impressed upon 
us. Such occasions, though sad, are beneficial to the living in that they 
serve to open the way for that great truth that man’s duties reach out 
beyond the lines that inclose party or sect and touch his fellows wherever 
they may be found. By this act we honor the lamented dead and at 
the same time should be reminded of our own mortality and how fleet- 
ing are the honors of this world. 

Naturally in the presence of death our reflections turn to the grand- 
eur of that ambition which aspires beyond the affairs of life, and so 
it is in that better life that we think of our friend to-day. That there 
is another and better life, to which death is but the entrance, and that 
the soul is immortal I do not in the least doubt, nor do I doubt that 
through divine it is the privilege of all who will to enjoy that 
life throughout eternity. The innate cravings for the infinite, the long- 
ings of its every emotion, its growth and holy aspirations all declare 
there is such a life beyond the grave. ‘‘Intelligence speaks and says 
that the light of reason shall not go ont in the grave. Revelation 
points out man’s escape from the shadow of death; the sun of righteous- 
ness with effulgent beams lights up the charnel house. Tis only a 
resting place. Our d. friend had been baptized into the faith of 
the great Gallilean and died a believer in the christian religion, and 
so we feel assured that he shall awake to immortality beyond the con- 
fines of the tomb. Mr. Wilber was more than thirty years my senior, 
but to some extent I enjoyed his confidence and friendship during the 
time I knew him. 

What I knew of him I learned from seeing him on this floor and by 
service with him in the committee-room during the Fiftieth Congress. 
Others who knew him at home and who are more familiar with his life 
have ina befitting manner spoken of his achievements in private life and 
of his successful public career, as well as of those qualities of head and 
heart which endeared him to the people who knew and honored him. 
While from my knowledge of him I would not feel warranted in nam- 


ing him as one of those great characters who have marked the periods 
in our country’s political history, I can truthfully say that <p 
sessed many qualities which have commended themselves to the good 
of all ages and without which there is no true greatness. z 

While he was ly a man of affairs and business, he loved his 
country and her institutions and was proud of her growth and pros- 
perity. He was honest in all ener public and private; just to both 
friend and foe and pure inpurposeand morals. His publiclife wasone 
of strict integrity and his private character was without stain. His 
benevolent nature made him the friend of all mankind, and he was 
generous in his helpfulness to all the needy and deserving. Sincere 
and earnest, he intended always to do right and to render to every one 
his dues. He was faithful to his convictions, true to his friends, de- 
voted to his family, and always acted under a sense of duty. A Ger- 
man writer has said that ‘‘there are two things supremely beautiful 
in this world, the starry sky above our heads and the sense of duty in 
our hearts.“ 

This sense of duty appeared to be always present with our friend. 
Not that he was always right, for some of us must say, to be true to 
our own convictions, that he was often wrong on questions of govern- 
mental policy, and yet it does not change the argument that he so be- 
lieved. We shall miss him npon this floor; the people of his district 
will miss him; his family will miss him more than all; but he has left 
us a legacy of good examples, his people at home the record of a faith- 
fuland honorable service as their Representative, and his family a good 
name and ample fortune honestly acquired. His many deeds of charity 
and kindness will be long remembered by his neighbors and friends. 
To the grief-stricken widow and sons we can only commend the lan- 
guage of inspiration: Now he is dead. Wherefore should I fast? Can 
I bring him back again? I shall go to him, but he shall not return to 
me.“ As we lay this tribute on the grave of our friend and bid him 
adieu we do so in the full confidence that he has gone— 

Out of the shadows of sadness, 
Into the sunshine of gladness, 
Into the light of the blest; 

Out of a land very dreary, 


Out of the world very weary 
Into the rapture of rest. * 


Out of to- day's sin and sorrow, 
Into a blissful to-morrow, 

Into a day without gloom; 
Out of a land filled with sighing, 
Land of the dead and the dying, 

Into a land without tomb. 


Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, my acquaintauce with Hon. David 
Wilber was formed during the Fiftieth gress through association 
on the Committee on Railways and Canals. He was among theoldest 
in years in that association and I among the youngest. Between us 
was the half portion of that period which is the allotted age of man. 
But there was a separation in age only. In acquaintance the difference 
in our years proved a strong span and a tender tie by which I came to 
know of our dead brother’s kind heart and generous humanity. 

In what society in life are found so great jealousy of success and so 
little sympathy for failure as here in our Congressional association ? 
But David Wilber’s nature spurned that jealousy and cultivated that 
sympathy. His was an exceptional disposition, unselfish, kind, help- 
ful, considerate. It is a full appreciation of that noble disposition 
which prompts from me to-day a young man’s tribute to an elder’s 
guidance, support, and encouragement. He, of fullness in experience 
and of knowledge in affairs, was ever ready to impart that experience 
and that knowledge; not to parade it as a patent assigned to his own use 
and bequest, but to diffuse it, that his fellows might use and profit. A. 
character which shuts not up its good qualities for selfish purposes and 
personal dizement is beautiful and chivalric anywhere. It is 
notable and beneficent in Congress. 

During the sessions of the last Congress Mr. Wilber’s health was 
failing. His attendance on his duties here was a great physical effort. 
He was oftener in the committee-room and at home in his hotel to his 
friends than on this floor. It was in those places that we came to 
know him and to love him. In revered memory we recall him com- 
fortably resting in easy chair or on lounge and interestingly talking on 
questions of public import in Congress and in the nation. Decided in 
opinion, grounded in his political faith, reasoning his views, his Con- 
gressional work was that of suggestion and encouragement to those 
whose physical strength permitted vigorous action on the measures in 
which he believed. His counsel was given so as to conceal even the 
semblance of arrogance or aged wisdom. It was as the teaching of an 
instructor who has first gained the affection of the pupil and then be- 
stows rather than dictates knowledge. The cheerful, helpful, ingen- 
nous association which our friend gave to his fellows lives in my mem- 
ory as his eminent characteristic. I thank him forthat association 
which was forbidding to none, inviting to all, honest and honorable 
always. ’ 

Mr. Speaker, I can not refer in detail to the business and political 
life of Mr. Wilber. His colleagues from New York State will do that. 
They, more appropriately than myself, can make reference to those 
qualities of heart and head which in the privacy of the family circle 
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and in the intimacy of close relationship made him the good and true 
man. I have spoken of his fellowship here, which was free and un- 
pretentious, and carried with it cheer and comfort and benefit to us 
who came within its influence. But I must not overlook a character- 
istic which impressed itself upon all who came into his association. 
It was a purpose indomitable, though not belligerent; it was a pur- 
suit indefatigable, though not obnoxious. 

Whatever he undertook was pursued with the purpose of an accom- 
plishment. His whole life was energy, active and not bombastic. His 
force was success achieved and not merely contemplated. The unfail- 
ing purpose and the untiring pursuit which rai him to prominence 
and affluence in business carried him through the embarrassments and 
contentions of political life. His intimate political associates must rank 
him as a propelling power, if not a showy pennant, attached to the 
political craft of the great Empire State. 

Mr. Speaker, whatever may be the great hereafter, we who loved 
the fellowship of David Wilber here and we who recall his honest pur- 

pae and his honorable pursuits in life would renew association with 
: um in that hereafter and in holy purpose and eternal pursuit be with 


again. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, few persons appreciate the variety of 
emotions a member of this House is subject to in the performance of 
his duties. There is always before him the knowledge that he must 
never deviate from the line marked out by his oath to support the Con- 
stitution, and this when public questions are being considered occa- 
sionally brings to him anxiety of mind when deciding whether he should 
support orapprovea proposition. At. times he is annoyed and irritated 
by the difficulty of obtaining what he deems proper consideration from 
committees to which his measures have been referred, while at other 
times he is gladdened by success and made grateful to those colleagues 
who have aided him in accomplishing results to effect which he has 
worked so earnestly; and, Mr, Speaker, while he is thus satisfying some 

delicate question of conscience or is being moved by feelings of anger, 
joy, or gratitude, there comes a day when another emotion is aroused, 
and he is startled by the announcement that death has entered the 
ranks and removed one of his co-laborers, and he is grieved at the loss 
of a ceca and filled with sympathy for the afflicted family of his 
friend. 

Alas, such a shock as this has not been an infrequent occurrence of 
late. Only a little more than half the Fifty-first Congress has passed, 
and we who remain have to mourn the loss of nine of our colleagues. 
Burnes, Townshend, Nutting, Gay, Laird, Cox, Kelley, Wilber, and 
Randall had many devoted friends and were menof exceptional strength 
in their respeetive districts. Of them all, however, the gentleman in 
whose memory eulogies are being pronounced to-day was the only one 
representing a constituency the normal majority of which was opposed 
to the party of its member of Congress. 

The phenomenal success of Mr. Wilber as a candidate before the peo- 
ple must have been a great gratification to him, and his surviving rel- 
sve and friends may well take pride in the record of his political 


e. 

During the many years he lived in the county of Otsego he may be 
said to have worked constantly, but while all this time he was accumu- 
lating wealth the-people realized that their prosperity was also being 
added to through his efforts; and his advice was sought by those inter- 
ested in public improvements and by individuals seeking counsel to 
guide them in their private enterprises. 

Whenever in a rural community we find a man, long a resident there, 
who is selected by common consent to lead in all movements for the 
general welfare, we may safely conclude that he has been a true and 
unselfish friend to his neighbors. While attending Mr. Wilber’s fu- 
neral several weeks ago I was greatly impressed by the evidences of af- 
fection and respect with which our late colleague was regarded by his 
constituents. There appeared to be a total suspension of business 
that day in the active village of Oneonta and a large influx of visitors 
who cameas mourners from different of thedistrict. The tributes 
paid to his memory by the several present at the services 
gave evidence of Mr. Wilber’s unbounded charity and of his great no- 
bility and purity of character, both in public and private life. 

The procession which formed at the close of the church ceremonies 
included in the line various organizations named in honor of Mr. Wil- 
ber, and composed of men of splendid physique, who bore on their in- 
telligent countenances expressions of sincere grief. 

As our colleague was laid at rest on the hillside overlooking the 
beautiful valley of the Susquehanna, one could but feel that for many 
years to come his tomb will be pointed out to the traveler as inclosing 
the remains of one who had been a friend of the people, working for 
them and with them at home, and modestly but firmly advancing and 
guarding their interests in the Congress of the United States. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, long, long years ago, in the land 
in which I was born, there was a custom that when they laid in the 
earth their dead chiefs, or the patriarchs of their families, mourners 
came to mark the resting-spot of the revered dead with stones from the 


brook and the mountain side, until there was erected over the bleak 
places and in the rich vaileys of that northern land the memorial cairn 
which stands to-day the memento of the love permeating the old tribal 
condition of the Celtic race. I come to-day, as a matter of duty, asa 
matter of kindness, as a matter of the most imperative demand of my 
own heart, to add my tribute to the memorial cairn of David Wilber. 

I know, Mr. Speaker, it is quite customary on occasions like this— 
for I have sat many years in this House—to hear orations with fine 
turned periods, furbished and refurbished for a funeral occasion, full 
of eulogy, full of expressions that I may even say are overdone for the 
individuals, but still that come from hearts that gush with feeling 
for those whom they would eulogize. I could not, if I would, stand on 
57 * to-day with any finished oration to the memory of David 

ilber, 

Ah! his was a character that needs no finely turned sentences, A 
pioneer of that part of Western New York w when he was born 
was almost a wilderness; a great, rugged, struggling, fighting, pushing 
character that made his way in the world against all obstacles; a man 
whose cardinal principle was honesty, and after that generosity. No 
fine words can carry bach to David Wilber’s home a single - expression 
of kindly esteem that the good, honest poopie of Western New York 
will not recognize as truth and justice when spoken in his memory. 

Why do we regret to lose such men here? If it were ble it 
would be my wish that this Congress and all succeeding Congresses 
might have within their halls many David Wilbers. He was a man 
whose opinions were formed in the practical school of life, so that he 
could instantly detect right from wrong, evil from falsehood from 
the bright diamond of truth. David Wilber fought the battle of life 
honestly, cast his freeman’s vote honestly, acted honestly, and all his 
advice to kin or neighbor was honest. Such men, may I say, are some- 
what rare in Congress, for there is often such dissembling in our polit- 
ical votes and wordy contests here that I say the honest line of 
life of David Wilber is the one that all of us ought to emulate and 
strive to match. 

David Wilber assumed and accepted political service not for its hon- 
ors. He was called into political life by what you might call neigh- 
borhood desires and claims. He was asked to re t the sentiments 
of his district, the business of his district, the of his district, as 
an integral part of a national body; and in assuming these duties he 
came to Congress repeatedly with the same simple-heartedness, the 
same honesty of purpose, to serve not alone his neighbors and his peo- 
ple, but to serve, in his share, the whole United States of America, 

National in all his opinions, generous to all those who neither believed 
in his political ideas, nor even in his religious tenets, David Wilbersought 
to ingraft upon all legislation God’s honest truth, and nothing else. 
Why should he not have been carried to his last resting-place in New 
York with the tears and bewailments of hundreds of his neighbors ? 
For he had served them all faithfully. Ah, that reputation which 
comes to a manon this floor may often be well earned, yet in the lapse 
of a few years it proves to be transient, it passes away, till not even 
one line is left; whereas such a life as David Wilber’s lives as an ex- 
ample to the young, as well as a consolation to the old, of the section 
where he was so well beloved. 

I thank God, and I thank the people of the State of New York, that 
he was sent from that old Otsego district repeatedly; that they gave 
us an example of a public man of rugged honesty, a man of practical 
political affairs, as well as a generous and noblecitizen. None in that 
State, none here, can add one word to the eulogy which his own char- 
acter and life can pass upon David Wilber. To his people, to his nee 
bors, to his beloved family, his character will 0e Yee years r 
all memory of his political honors has passed away. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the adoption of 
the resolutions offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The resolutions were unanimously ado; ; and in accordance there- 
with (at 4 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BALTIMORE. 

Letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting an 1 riation 
of $20,000 for United States post-office, court-house, etc., uilding at 
Baltimore, to complete building and approaches—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and G®ounds, 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED.} 


Under clausé 2 of Rule XXIV, a Senate bill of the following title was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 1900) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
on i Hal Canton, Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

roun 
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z RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. STEWART, of Texas: 


Whereas the commercial necessities of the country uire the speedy com- 
letion of the improvement now being constructed by the Government of the 
nited States of the St. Mary’s River and Hay Lake Channel, as well as the im- 


t of the harbor at Galveston, Tex.: Therefore, 
Pepeit r — — That Senate bills No. 1631 and No. 2716 be made the order 


May 27, 1890, next, after reading of the Journal and from day to 
ons . until disposed of, not to interfere with general appropriation or 


day 
revenne bills or prior special orders; 


to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. HANSBROUGH: 


Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Accounts be, and they are hereby, instructed 
to provide for the payment out of the contingent fund of the House the sum of 
9270 to William C. Smith, salary as temporary clerk in the House document- 
room, from January 1 to May 15, 1800, at per month; 


to the Committee on Accounts. 


— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. THOMPSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10103) to prevent the dese- 
cration of the United States flag, reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill 
(H. R. 10475) to prevent desecration of the United States flag; which 
was read twice, and referred to the House Calendar. 

_Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 5145) granting a 
pension to W. H.Obrien—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

~ He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5144) granting a pension to Jonas H. Keen 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the following bills of the House; which were severally referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 9736) granting an increase of pension to Lovey Aldrich; 

A bill (H. R. 9225) granting a pension to Theodore L. Alexander; and 

A bill (H. R. 8119) to grant a pension to Margaret Hawkins. 

Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with 
amendment the following bills of the House; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 7471) to provide increase of pension to Hosea Brown, of 
the war of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. 6676) granting a pension to John J. Tully; 

A bill (H. R. 4853) to pension Gabriel Stephens; 

A bill (H. R. 4396) granting a pension to John Grant; 

A bill (H. R. 2005) to increase the pension of Bennett S. Shang; and 

A bill (H. R. 1676) to pay to Eliza B. Dorrance, widow of the late 
George W. Dorrance, chaplain United States Navy, a pension. 

Mr. PARRETT, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 4514) for the relief of Polly Gray—to the 
Committee of the Whole House, 

He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5106) for the relief of Squire West—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 7900) providing for the 
erection of a monument at Put-in Bay, Ohio, commemorative of Com- 
modore Oliver Hazard Perry and those who participated in the naval 
battle of Lake Erie on the 10th day of September, 1813—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported favorably the following bills of the House; which were 
severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 9945) to increase the pension of Charles Barker; and 

A bill (H. R. 9054) granting d pension to Sarah McCormick. 

Mr, McCORD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7262) to appropriate to the Eastern 
Shawnee Indians the sum of $9,079.12, reported, as a substitute there- 
for, a bill (H. R. 10477) to appropriate to the Eastern Shawnee In- 
dians the sum of $9,079.12, trust funds belonging to said tribe depos- 
ited in the United States Treasury in lieu of investment and accrued 
interest thereon, and to make additional allotment of land to the mem- 
bers of said tribe; which was read twice, anè referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. À 

Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which was re- 
ferred a letter of Ahe Secretary of the Treasury (H. R. Ex. Doc. No. 
375), transmitting a communication from the Secretary of State, with 
accompanying papers, in relation to an appropriation required for the 
relief of Joseph Montanari, late United States vice-consul at Port 
Mahon, reported a bill (H. R. 10478) for the relief of Joseph Montanari; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 


House. 
Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 


the ſollo bills; which were severally referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House: ; 

A bill (H. R. 1890) to pension Winemah Riddell; 

A bill (H. R. 10154) to increase the pension of John N. Harris; 

A bill (S. 2720) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Baker; and 
A bill (S. 1602) granting a pension to Wills C. Harrell. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 10476) to authorize the construc- 
tionof a bridge across the Missouri River at the most accessible point 
within 1 mile above or below the town of Quindaro, in the county of 
Wyandotte and State of Kansas—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BUNN: A bill (H. R. 10479) to establish a United States 
district court, to be held in Raleigh, N. C.—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 10480) to authorize the Presi- - 
dent to retire from the service a certain class of Army and Navy offi- 
cers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 10481) to increase the pay of letter- 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10482) to refund moneys paid for Government 
lands purchased at $2.50 per acre in the State of Missouri since June 
a 55 and for other purposes to the Committee on the Public 

8. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BARNES: A bill (H. R. 10483) granting a pension to Mar- 
cellus A. Stovall—to the Committee on Pensions. ‘ 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 10484) for the relief of W. B. Tay- 
lor—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 10485) for the relief of Cynthia H. 
Quackenbush—to the Committee on Pensions. > 

By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H. R. 10486) for an actappropriating money 
for the payment of the claim of the Western Paving and Supply Com- 
pany, for paving with asphalt the roadways of Pennsylvania and Court 
streets in front of the United States custom-house and post-office build- 
ing in the city of Indianapolis, Ind.— to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 10487) to grant a pen- 
sion to Archelaus Rudder—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: A bill (H. R. 10488) for the relief of the heirs 
at law of W. L. Barnes, of Cobb County, Georgia—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10489) for the removal of the political disabilities 
of Charles I. Graves, of Georgia—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. - 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 10490) for the relief of James H. 
Curry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 10491) granting a pension to 
Halem L. Cook, of Franklin, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GREENHALGE: A þill (H. R. 10492) to increase the pen- 
sion of John S. Daniels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 10493) granting a pension to 
the minor heirs of Samuel C. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 10494) grantinga pension to Ezekiel 
M. Lacey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10495) granting a pension to James E. McNair, 
of Webb County, Missouri—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 10496) granting a pension to 
George W. Armor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R. 10497) for the relief of Peter Casey— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McADOO: A bill (H. R. 10498) for the relief of the Wash- 
ington Iron Works—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: A bill (H. R. 10499) granting a pension to 
Charles Ratliff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire (by request): A bill (H. R. 
10500) authorizing the commissioners to grant to the Veteran Volun- 
teer Firemen’s Association use of certain property in the city of Wash- 
ington—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 10501) directing the Secretary of War 
to place the name of John W. Jones on the rolls of Company D, Third 
Arkansas Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 10502) ting a pension to John 


McGhee, late private Company K, First United States Veteran Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 10503) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jeanie Brent Davenport—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 10504) for the relief of Luster P. Chester 


` 


1890. 


and Freeland Chester, and Luster P. Chester and Freeland Chester, 
executors of Thomas R. Chester —to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 10505) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Grace T. Arms—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 10506) to reimburse 
W. V. Vernon, late postmaster at Wirt Court-House, W. Va. (now Eliza- 
beth, W. Va.)—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 10507) for the relief of the Portland 
Company—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A bill (H. R. 10508) for the relief of F. B. 
Colver—to the Committee on War Claims. > 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 10509) for the relief of John C. Carter 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 10510) for the relief 
4 Thornton A. Washington — to the Committee on Private Land 

aims. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10511) granting a pen- 
sion to Cornelius Mozingo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania: Petition of 120 citizens of 
Pennsylvania, praying for changes in the national-banking law—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of 30 citizens of same State, for same relief—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BLAND: Protest of 120 citizens and stockmen of Calloway 
County, Missouri, inst the passage of the Conger bill, which taxes 
compound lard; said bill if passed will place a tax on beef fat and 
thereby depress the cattle industry—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BLOUNT: Petition of J. Q. Buffington and 45 others, of Pike 
County, Georgia, for passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. I. Mays and 29 qthers, of same county and State, 
for same relief—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. A. Stone and 53 others, of Jasper County, Georgia, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRUNNER: Petition of citizens of Allentown, Pa., in favor 


‘of continuing the national-banking system—to the Committee on 


Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Papers in matter of Western Paving Company, of 
Indianapolis, Ind., for claim for asphalting streets adjacent to court- 
house and post-office at Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr, CHEADLE: Petition of R. B. Vernon and 2 others, of Tip- 
ton, Ind., for passage of House bill '7162, and others—to the Committee 
on Waysand Means. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of La Fayette Farmers’ Alliance in 
Walker County, Georgia, for improvement of Galveston Harbor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of J. G. Wood and 12 others, citizens of same county 
State, for the same purpose—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

ta. . 

Also, petition of W. A. Chambers and 12 others, citizens of same 
county and State, for same purpose—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of H. W. Tully and 12 others, citizens of same county 
and State, for same purpose—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of W. J. Lamson and 26 others, citizens of Bartow 
ered Georgia, for same purpose—to the Committee on Rivers and 

rbors. 

Also, petition of Sunny Side Alliance, Cobb County, Georgia, for 
same purpose—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of M. L. Palmer and 11 others, citizens of Floyd 
98 Georgia, for same purpose to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

Also, petition of C. L. Burns and 19 others, citizens of Gordon County, 
Georgia, for same purpose—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of S. L. Hilton and 24 others, citizens of Haralson 
2 Georgia, for same purpose to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

Also, petition of W. G. Taylor and 23 others, citizens of Polk County, 
Georgia, for same purpose to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of J. N. Crow and 24 others, citizens of Whitfield 
County, Georgia, for same purpose—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. NE 

Also, petition of William McBrayer and 12 others, citizens of Pauld- 
ing County, Georgia, for same purpose—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of J. C. Westbrook and 24 others, citizens of Pleasant 
Grove Alliance, Haralson County, Georgia, for passage of House bill 
7162—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of L. M. Beauchamp and 18 others, of same county 
and State, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Also, petition of A. A. Sheldon and 13 others, citizens of Floyd 
8 Georgia, for same measure —to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. 

Also, petition of Joshua Lee and 24 others, citizens of Chatooga 
en Georgia, for same purpose—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, - . 

Also, petition of W. A. Lovett and 29 others, of Franklin County, 
Georgia, for the same purpose—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of A. E. Handy and 22 others, of Paulding County, 
Georgia, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of B. S. Drake and 45 others, oſ same county and State, 
for same purpose—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. L. Clay and 26 others, of same county and State, 
for same pu to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of A. M. McMichen and 22 others, of same county and 
State, for same pur to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. D. Huckabee and 51 others, of Gordon County, 
Georgia, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONGER: Resolution of Post No. 36, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, for per diem pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania: Papers to be filed with 
House bill 10271, toamend section 968 of the Revised Statutes—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Ry Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of General James A. Garfield Post, 
No. 215, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of dependent, service, 
and per diem pension bills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of H. C. Ashby and 39 others, in favor of 
e harbor at Galveston, Tex. to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

Also, petition of L. D. Scroggins and 52 others, citizens of Hopkins 
County, Kentucky, praying for the passage of a bill to repeal the special 
limitation on prosan claims of State militiamen disabled in the mili- 
tary service of the United States and subject them to the limitations 
of the general pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of L. A. Jones and 109 others, of Henderson County, 
Kentucky, in favor of House bill 7162 - to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, í 

Also, proofs to be filed with House bill for the benefit of R. M. Whit- 
lock—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition of W. M. Wilson and 74 others, in favor of the passage 
of House bill 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Resolutions of the McNairy County (Tennessee) 
Farmers and Laborers’ Union, against fraud in the manufacture of boots 
and shoes—to the Committee on Manufactures. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of L. C. Barron and 20 others, of Cher- 
okee County, Alabama, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. : 

Also, petition of J. B. Chapnin and 40 others, of Cherokee County, 
Alabama, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of J. S. Bune and 39 others, of Blount County; Ala- 
bama, in fayor of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of J. S. Cunningham and 47 others, of Cherokee 
County, Alabama, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: Memorial of Commercial Club of Kansas 
City, Mo., for reciprocity with Mexico—to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

By Mr. GRIMES: Petition of L. J. M. Camp and 14 others, of Car- 
roll County, Georgia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of F. M. Heard and 32 others, of Heard County, Georgia, 
mkiag passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of W. H. Searcy and others, citizens of Talbot County, 
Georgia, for a first-class harbor on the Gulf coast of Texas—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of K. A. C. Hardy and others, citizens of Heard 
County, Georgia, for a first-class harbor at Galveston, Tex. to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of J. B. David, E. P. Willis, and others, citizens of 
Muscogee County, Georgia, for the same improvement—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. f 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: Petitions of residents of Grand Forks and 
Pembina Counties, North Dakota, for the passage of the bill (H. R. 
5978) Wee the transportation of intoxicating liquors, ete.—to 
the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL: Petition of W. R. Thompson and 18 others, 
citizens of Kershaw County, South Carolina, in favor of House bill 
8648—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of D. S. Morrison and 30 others, citizens 
of Reading, Lyon County, Kansas, asking for the prompt e by 
Congress of a law prohibiting citizens of States or Territories from ship- 
ping into other States intoxicating liquors in violation of the laws 
thereof—to the Committee on Commerce, 
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By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of union prohibition meeting held at 
Colfax, Iowa, favoring a law preventing sale of ori packages of 
liquors in States where the local laws prohibit such sales—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LAWS: Petition of citizens of Nebraska, against of 
the Windom bill and favoring free coinage of silver to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of R. S. Perry and 27 others, of Hitchcock County, 
Nebraska, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Charles Beall and 17 others, of Thayer County, 
Kansas, for same measure —to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McRAE: Resolution of Maryville Wheel, No. 1397, of Shuler, 
Union County, Arkansas, indorsing the Featherston bill to authorize 
Government loans on farm lands—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of R. G. Shaver and others, in support of the bill for 
the relief of Thomas C. Simpson—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. MOORE, of Texas: Petition of J. H. Salley and 74 others, 
of Wilson County, Texas, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. A. McDonald and 19 others, of Wilson County, 
Texas, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. MOREY: Resolutions of Lewis Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Xenia, Ohio, favoring the passage of the Ingalls-Cheadle pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition from a conference of 21 Congregational 
churches of Taunton, Mass., and vicinity, praying for the passage of a 


bill designed to give States the privilege of regulating liquor traffic 
within their borders—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 4 


By Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS: Petition of the Commandery of the Loyal 
Legion of Missouri, for early publication of the rebellion records—to 
the Committee on Printing. . 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Memorial of the veterans of Ohio 
who served in the Mexican war, praying for the erection of a monu- 
ment in the city of Washington to Zachary Taylor, their victor and 
commander on the battle-fields of Palo Alto and Resaca de la Palma 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of Jonathan May and 53 others, business men of Phil- 
fidelphia, praying forthe passage of laws for the perpetuation of the 
national-banking system—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of A. H. Craig and 15 others, of Wilson 
County, Kansas, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of D. S. Coleman and 26 others, of Labette County, 
Kansas, opposing the passage of sundry bills - to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Also, petition of T. U. Stutterd and 53 others, citizens of Crawford 
County, Kansas, asking for an appropriation for a deep-water harbor 
at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PERRY: Petition of citizens of Fairfield County, South Caro- 
lina, for passage of Senate bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. x 


By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of U. S. Elliott and 49 others of Miner 
County, South Dakota, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Yars and Means. 

, petition of S. E. Parrist and 170 others of Pennington County, 
Sonth Dakota in favor of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of 49 citizens of the city of Butler, Mo., asking pas- 
sage of a bill prohibiting transportation of intoxicating liquors into pro- 
hibition States—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Trafic. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition for the passage of laws for the per- 
eee of the national-banking system, under which the interests of 

epositors are protected by Government supervision to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of citizens of McKeesport, Pa., asking for 
the of the McKinley tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Belle Vernon, Pa., asking for passage of 
same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Fayette City, Pa., for same measure—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of other citizens of same State, for same measure—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of A. P. Smith and 15 others, citi- 
zens of Lincoln County, Tennesse, in favor of passage of Senate bill 
2716, providing for a first-class harbor on the coast of Texas—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. = 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Charles Banks, of Avoyelles Parish, 
Louisiana, to accompany House bill for his relief—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 


` Union and other organizations, containing 222 signatures, from the State | J. Janney, clerk, praying that our people be encourag 


2 Se for a national Sunday-rest law—to the Commiitee on 
T. a 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of J. J. Frost and others, citizens of 
Lewis County, New York, in favor of increased duty on farm products— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of W. A. Newbold and 14 others, citi- 
zens of Perquimans County, North Carolina, for passage of Senate bill 
2716, for improvement of Galveston Harbor to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of F. M. Godfrey and 14 others, of Pasquotank County, 
North Carolina, for measure of House bill 7162—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. H. Elliott and 21 others, of Chowan County, 
oe Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. SMYSER: Petition by Hon. George W. Crouse and 22 others, 
business men of Akron, Ohio, asking for the perpetuation of the na- 
tional-banking system —to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois: Petition of the Railway Postal Clerks 
Association of Chicago, favoring the passage of House bill 6459 and 
objecting to the passage of House bills 4974 and 8299—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of 43 employés of a knitting mill, Cohoes, 
N. Y., favoring tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: Petition of H. L. Yends and 30 others, 
for appropriation for deep harbor on Gulf coast of Texas—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of John C. Carter, praying for reference of 
his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of Butchers’ National Protective 
Association, Nashville, Tenn., asking passage of compound-lard bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition of Martha A. Cluristiom 
and M. P. James, administrators, of Jackson County, Alabama, for ref- 
— of claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

Jaims. 

Also, petition of Thomas Brown, of same county and State, for same 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: Petition of Nave, McCord & Co., Steele 
& Walker, Riley Bros., R. T. Davis e Company, and others, whole- 
sale merchants and dealers, of the city of St. Joseph, Mo., favoring the 
Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition W. W. Ramsay, Nat Sisson, and 160 others, citizens of 
the city of Maryville, Mo., praying that a pension be granted to Cor- 
nelius Mozingo, late Company C, Fourth Missouri State Militia—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: Petition to accompany bill grant- 
ing pension to J. H. Bonson—to the Commitee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, May 26, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
Tae Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
SENATOR FROM KENTUCKY. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Lask, Mr. President, that the oath of office be 
administered to John G. Carlisle, a Senator-elect from the State of 
Kentucky for the unexpired term which is to end on the 4th of March, 
1895. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator-elect will please come for- 
ward and be sworn. 

Mr. CARLISLE advanced to the Vice-President’s desk, escorted by 
Mr. BLACKBURN, and, the oath prescribed by law having been admin- ` 
istered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the 
Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, relative to an increase in the appro- 
priation for collecting statistics in regard to commerce; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. FARWELL presented a memorial of Chicago (III.) importers 
remonstrating against the passage of theMcKinley tariff bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Chicago (III.) dealers in tin-plate 
remonstrating against any increase of duty thereon; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GORMAN. I present a petition of members of the Society of 
Friends, belonging to the Baltimore Yearly Meeting, be by Joseph 

to adopt peace- 
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ful measures in the settlement of international differences, and to in- 
_ vite all nations with which we have intercourse to obligate themselves 
to adopt the same rule instead of resorting to war. 
Mr. President, these petitioners are the representatives of a num- 
ber of the best citizensof Maryland, who believe that the nation’s honor 
and progress will be best promoted by means of peace, by diplomacy 


and not by wars. Their views are entitled to great consideration, as 
they only seek to er the welfare of the whole people of the Union. 


Mr. President, I request that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, : 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be so referred. 


Mr. CALL presented a petition of the Matanzas Farmers’ Alliance, 
No. 464, of the State of Florida, and a petition of the Evergreen Sub- 
Alliance, of Bushnell, Fla., praying for the speedy passage of House 
bill 5353, relating to dealings in options and futures; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry: 

Mr. CALL. I present the petition of J. R. Tysen & Co., of Jack- 
sonville, Fla., stating that the decline of the commerce of the United 
States is one of the most disgraceful chapters in history, and they for- 
ward a petition for the passage of the tonnage bill, being House bill 
4663, as reported by the Committee on Marine and Fisheries of the 
House of Representatives. I move thatthe petition be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, , 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of the Board of Trade of Jackson- 
ville, Fla., praying for the passage of what is known as the Torrey 
bankruptey bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CALL. I present the petition of George Shearer, master of the 
American schooner Scotia, and a large number of other masters of 
American shipping vessels at the port of Apalachicola, Fla., and alsoa 
petition of S. N. Kimball and a large number of other citizens of Ap- 
alachicola, Fla.,praying Congress to give attention to the great need of 
a light-house at the entrance of East Pass in the Bay of Apalachicola, 
and stating that a very large number of vessels from and to different 
parts of the world enter and clear at this port, and placing great stress 
on the fact of having a light-house, and that the interests and necessi- 
ties of commerce in that port require the immediate construction of a 
light-house at that place. 

I will state that Apalachicola is a large port of shipment of lumber 
for foreign countries, paying, I think, a large amount of money annu- 
ally to this country. I ask the consideration of the Committee on 
Commerce to this petition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. : 

Mr: CALL. T also ask that there may be printed as a miscellaneous 
document the resolutions and communications which have been for- 
warded to me upon the subject of the use of free passes or tickets by 
railroad officials and agents, not through courtesy or charity, but to in- 
fluence the election of Senators; and also a letter of my own upon that 
and other subjects addressed to the people of Florida. I ask that the 
papers be printed for the use of the Interstate Commerce Committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, if there be no ob- 
jection. à 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of citizens of Kans., 
praying for the passage of the bill preventing the adulteration of lard; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial 
Union, of Crawford County, Kansas, praying for the free coinage of sil- 
ver; a deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex., and the passage of the 
warehouse bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Grand Army of the Republic Post 
No. 154, at Uniontown, Kans., praying that the remainder of the Fort 
Dodge military reservation may be donated for use as a soldiers’ home; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Wage- Workers’ Political Alliance 
of Washington, D. C., praying that a certain petition and bill in the 
interest of Moses Harman, of Valley Falls, Kans., now pending before 
the Committee on the Judiciary, be printed as a public document; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VEST presented the memorial of Messrs. Latimer & Wycoff and 
other merchants of Nevada, Mo., remonstrating against the increase of 
duties proposed by the McKinley tariff bill on dress goods manufactured 
wholly or in part of wool, and on manufactures of silk goods, plushes, 
and velvets; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Pike and Lincoln 
Counties, in the State of Missouri, praying for the passage of House bill 
ae 838, for the free coinage of silver; which were ordered to lie on the 

e 


Mr. VEST. I present the petition of William F. Tygard and others, 
citizens of Rich Hill, Mo., praying for the erection of a post-office 
building at that place. As the bill to which the petitioners refer, pro- 
viding for a post-office at all towns having over $3,000 postal revenue 
annually, has already been reported and is on the Calendar, I move 
that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. MOODY presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Hand County, South Dakota, praying Congress to bring 
to its speedy passage the bill now pending to prohibit the im i 
of liquor into prohibition States; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of citizens of Sparta, III., pray- 
ing for the passage of Senate bill 398, subjecting imported liquors to 
the provisions of the laws of the several States; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of Grange No. 731, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Mifflin County, Pennsylvania, praying for the free coin- 
age of silver; which was ordered to lie on the table. ; 

He also presented a resolution of the Adams County a 
district convention of the Patriotic Sons of America, in favor of a serv- 
ice-pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions of Lieutenant David H. Wilson Post, 
No. 134, Grand Army of the Republic, of Mifflintown, Pa., in favor of a 
per-diem service-pension law; which were referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 7 

He also presented resolutions of Post No. 2, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of Pennsylvania, at Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of 
the speedy publication of the Rebellion Records; which were referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented a petition of the Charleston (S. C.) Cham- 
ber of Commerce, praying that an appropriation be made for the jetties 
in that harbor; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. PIERCE presented a petition of citizens of Reynolds, N. Dak., 
praying for the prompt passage of the bill making it unlawful to trans- 
port liquor from any State or Territory of the United States into any 
other State or Territory contrary to the laws thereof; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of Joseph Smith and 165 
others, citizens of Michigan, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest 
law; which was refi to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of a large number of citizens of 
Lyon County, Kansas, praying for the passage of a bill it un- 
lawful to transport liquor from any State or Territory of the United 
States into another State or Territory contrary to the laws thereof; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a communication from William L. Elseffer, 
civil engineer, of New York City, on the anomalous high-water condi- 
tion of the Lower Mississippi River in February and March, 1890, caused 
by the jetty system of Government works. This is sent to me by Mr. 
Elseffer with a request that I present it to the Senate and ask that it 
be printed as a public document and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, although it is formally addressed to the President of the 
United States, to whom he says he has sent a copy. I move that the 
communication be printed as a public document and that it be re- - 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE. I present the petition of W. B. Davis and 58 other citi- 
zens of Franklin County, Texas, praying for the passage of House bill 
7162 or Senate bill 2806. I believe that these are the warehouse or 
subtreasury bills, so called. I desire to say that I have no sympath 
with either of them and am opposed to them. I move that the peti- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of citizens of Colorado, praying for 
the retention of the duty on sugar; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Pueblo, Colo., 
praying fora uniform system of bankruptcy; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Pueblo, Colo., 
praying for the passage of a.bill to establish a limited postal telegraph 
svia; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

Mr. SHERMAN. I presenta petition of the Miami Quarterly Meet- 
ing of Friends, with a membership of more than 500, residing chiefly 
in Warren, Clark, and other counties in Ohio, praying that a law may 
be passed prohibiting the transmission through the mails of the Police 
Gazette and other such papers that are injurious to the morals and 
good order and happiness of the people of the country. The petition- 
ers state that under the law of the State of Ohio the circulation of sich 
papers is prohibited, and they ask Congress to pass a law that will 
enable the Postmaster-General to exclude them from the mails. I 
move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Reads. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EUSTIS presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
Louisiana, declaring in favor of the levee system as against the outlet 
system; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Concurrent resolution No, I. 


SECTION 1. Be it resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring 
therein), That we, the General Assembly of Louisiana in session convened, do 
unhesitatingly affirm and assert our entire confidence in the levee system as at 


. 
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present maintained for the at dquo of the people of Louisiana from the dey- 
astation and destruction of their property and homes by disastrous floods. 

SEC. 2. Be it resolved, ete., t we do condemn what is known as the outlet 
theory an eee and as destructive of the property interests of this State 
and people. 


eee 
r of the House o, resentatives, 
7 R JAMES VER FRIES 


Lieutenant-Governor and President of the Senate, 
FRANCIS T. NICHOLLS, 
Governor of the State of Louisiana. 

Approved Ma 2 ro 

e L. F. MASON, Secretary of State. 
Mr. PLATT. I present a petition of the governor and many promi- 
nent officials and citizens of Utah, irrespective of party, praying for 
the passage of a law to restrict the franchise to those who give un- 
qualified allegiance to the Government of the United States. This pe- 
tition is in the form of a telegraphic dispatch, which says that a peti- 
tion has been mailed to me, but it is deemed of sufficient importance 
to telegraph the petition in full with the signatures thereto. I move 
that the paper be referred to the Committee on Territories. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented resolutions of a mass-meeting of 
citizens of Shenandoah, Page County, Iowa, and resolutions of the 
General Association of the Congregational Churches of Iowa, praying 
for the passage of the bill declaring unlawful the transportation of 
liquor from one State or Territory to another contrary to the laws 
thereof; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Healso presented resolutions of the Non-Partisan Prohibitory Amend- 
ment League of Nebraska, in favor of the passage of an act prohibit- 
ing the importation of intoxicating liquors into a State in contravention 
of the laws thereof; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions of Farmers and Laborers’ Subunion, 
No 2061, of London, Mo., in favor of the passage of an act making ap- 


propriation to pay the claim of Miss Anna Ella Carroll; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of more than 175 employés in 
the Globe Knitting Mill, at Cohoes, N. Y., and a petition of 47 em- 
ployés of J. & R. McLaren’s knitting mill, at West Sandlake, N. V., 
praying for the passage of the pending tariff bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented a petition of Bernard Dreyfus and others, of New 
York City, praying that the duty on dice be raised; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Mrs. Hannah L. M. Frye, praying 
for a renewal of certain patents; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Non-Partisan Prohibi- 
tory Amendment League, praying Congress will so amend the laws 
regulating commerce between States as to prohibit the importation of 
intoxicating liquors into States having prohibitory laws, except in con- 
formity with the police regulations adopted by such States; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of A. B. Bright and 30 other farmers 
of Nebraska, praying for the passage of the bill known as the Cullom 
bill, providing for Government loans on farm securities; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Post-Offices 

and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2317) to simplify 
and economize the collection and management of the postal revenues, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 
Mr. STANFORD, from the Commitiee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3888) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Al- 
ameda, in the State of California, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Library, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1535) to subject to State taxation national-bank 
notes and United States Treasury notes, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 590) to amend an act entitled An act to create an 
auditor of railroad accounts, and for other purposes, approved June 
19, 1878, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
5 (S. 335) for the relief of John Spicer, submitted an adverse report 

ereon, 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask the consent of the Senator from Oregon to 
let that case go on the Calendar. 

Mr, MITCHELL, I have no objection to that. 

Mr. VOORHEES. So that it may be looked into. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will be placed on the Calendar 
with the adverse report of the committee, > 


Mr. PLUMB. The Committee on Public Lands instruct me to re- 
port back the bill (H. R. 7254) to repeal timber-culture laws, and for 
other pu with an amendment, which consists of a proposition 
to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert a substitute. 

Talso report adversely from the same committee the bill (S. 66) to re- 
peal all laws providing for the pre-emption of the public lands, the laws 
allowing entries for timber culture, and for other purposes, which is 
rendered unnecessary by reason of the report I have just made. 

The bill was indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 64) to limit the time within which suits may 
be brought against accounting officers and the sureties on their official 
bonds, reported it with amendments. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE KELLEY. 


Mr. HAWLEY. From the Committee un Printing I report with- 
out amendment the joint resolution (H. Res. 127) to print the eulo- 
gies upon William D. Kelley, and I ask for its present consideration. 
t is the usual resolution in the case of deceased members. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That there be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon 
the late William D. Kelley, a Representative in the Fifty-first Congress from the 
State of Pennsylvania, 25,000 copies, of which 6,000 copies shall be for the use of 
the Senate and 19,000 copies shall be for the use of the House ot Representatives; 


and the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to have rinted 
a portrait of the said William 


D. Kelley toaccompany said eulogies, and forthe 
purpose of engraving and printing said portrait the sum of $1,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 8 out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. T of the quota to the House of Rep- 
resentatives the Public Printer shall set apart 50 Dp which he shall have 
bound in full moroeco, with gilt edges, the same to be delivered when completed 
to the family of the 8 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


IMPORTED LIQUORS—STATE LAWS, 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I reporf from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary an amendment to Senate bill 398 subjecting imported liquors 
to the provisions of the laws of the several States, and I ask, in order 
that it may be brought to the attention of Senators as early as practi- 
cable, that it be printed in the RECORD, and also that it be printed in 
bill form by the time the bill shall be considered to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence of 
objection. 

The amendment is as follows: 

Amendment to Senate bill 398 reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, 


Strike out all after the ensine clause and insert the following : 

That when any intoxicating liquors or liquids shall be transported from one 
State or Territory into another State or Territory, or from a State to a Territory, 
or froma Territory to a State, or from a State or Territory to the District of 
Columbia, or from the District of Columbia to a State or Territory, or from any 
foreign country to any State or Territory or the District of Columbia, such liq- 
uors or liquids so transported shall, when the actual and continuous transporta- 
tion of the same shall have terminated, be considered to have ceased to be the 
subjects of commerce with foreign nations and among the several States and be 
a sts of the common mass of property within such State or Territory or the 
District of Columbia, as the case ay be, and subject to the respective powers of 
such State, Territory, and the District of Columbia in respect of all police regu- 
lations of prohibition, regulation, or taxation equally and in common with 
other like property subject to the police powers of any such State, or Territory, 
or the District of Columbia, 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (S. 3935) for the relief of Louisa 8. 
Guthrie, widow and executrix of John J. Guthrie, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SANDERS introduced a bill (S. 3936) for the protection of the 
title to mineral lands; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 3937) for the relief of the estate 
of Claiborne De Loach, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 3938) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to convey to the Rio Grande Junction Railway Com- 
pany certain lands in the State of Colorado in lieu of certain other 
lands in said State, conveyed by the said company to the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. INGALLS. I introduce a bill which was prepared by the 
Wage-Workers’ Political Alliance of Washington, D. C. I introduce 
it at their request and am in no manner whatever responsible for its 
provisions. 

The bill (S. 3939) to abolish landlordism, and for other purposes 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 3940) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building at Fresno, 
Cal.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, : 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S, 3941) granting leaves of absence 
to clerks and employés in first and second class post-offices; which was 
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read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3942) to amend section 5478 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3943) to pay employés of the Post- 
Office Department additional compensation for extra hours of duty re- 
quired of them in the year 1885; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3944) to remove the charge of 
desertion against Joseph P. Swope; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB. I introduce a bill which has been forwarded to me 
for the purpose by Mr. William P. St. John, aleading banker in the city 
of New York. The bill in the main meets with my approval, but I 
wish it to be offered with his indorsement, because of his recognized 
position in the financial world. 

The bill (S. 3945) to provide for the purchase of silver for use as law- 
fal money was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3946) directing the Secretary 
of the Interior to reissue the pension certificate, No. 55356, of Charles 
R. Miller, late private Company D, Eighth Ohio Cavalry Volunteers; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 3947) for the relief of George W. 
Quintard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3948) granting a pension to Morris 
Leavy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. . : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3949) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to employ a special agent to investigate judgments and other 
debts due to the United States and to secure the collection thereof; 
Hian was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. * \ 

Mr. EUSTIS introduced a bill (S. 3950) to authorize the New Orleans 
Terminal Railway and Bridge Company to construct, operate, and 
maintain a bridge, and all the necessary approaches thereto, over the 
Mississippi River from or near the lower limits of the city of New Or- 
leans, State of Louisiana, on the left bank of the Mississippi River, to 
the opposite bank in said State; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 3951) to increase the 
pension of John N. Harris; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR IRRIGATION PURPOSES. 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Whereas by the act of October 2, 1888, an appropriation of $199,000 was made 
for topographie 1 1 and $100,000 for investigations and surveys for the pur- 
pose of irrigation; an 

Whereas by the act of March 2, 1889, an appropriation of $200,000 was made for 
8 phie surveys and $250,000 for irrigation investigations and surveys: 

erefore, á 

Beitresolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
how much, i any, of the money appropriated for irrigation investigations and 
surveys has been diverted and used for topographic surveys and matters con- 
nected therewith; and, ifany of such money has been so diverted and used, to 
inform the Senate by what authority of law, where 8 are made by 
Con for several purposes, the money appro ted for one purpose can 
be diverted and used for another purpose for which an appropriation is also 
made in the same statute. 


MORE LIBERAL PENSIONS. 


Mr. MITCHELE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Whereas under existing law the widow, surviving minor children, or de- 
pendent relatives of a d soldier can only be placed on the pension-rolls 
where the death of such soldier is shown to be due either to the causes for which 
he was pensioned, if a pensioner, or to some othercause which originated while 
in the military service and in line of duty: Therefore, 

Reso'ved, That the Committee on Pensions be, and they are, directed to con- 
sider the advisability of amending the existing pension laws so as to provide 
in a more liberal manner for the widow, surviving minor children, and de- 
pendent relatives of a deceased soldier. 


PRINTING OF TARIFF SCHEDULES, . 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no further morning business 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed —— 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the resolu- 
tion I offered on Saturday. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution submitted on the 24th instant by Mr. PLUMB was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Finance Committee be directed to report to the Senate in 
connection with House bill 9416, commonly known as the tariff bill, a state- 
ment showing the duties levied by the present law, the duties as they would be 
8 to said House bill, and the duties as proposed by said committee; all 
said duties to be stated in parallel columns or otherwise, as may be most con- 
venient for examination and comparison. 

d said committee is specially instructed, in the event it shall recommend 


the levy of duties not now provided by law, or shall recommend the increase of 
duties beyond those now im to furnish to the Senate in writing the reasons 
in each case which have led the committee to recommend the addition of such 
new duties or the increase of present duties, respectively. — 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
ution, 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to ask the Senator from Kansas whether 
he desires the last part of the resolution to accompany the first part, or 
whether he would be content to have the committee make a report 
covering what is included in the statement provided for in the first part 
of the resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is so much confusion in this immediate neigh- 
borhood that I can not hear all the remarks of the Senator from Ver- 
mont. As I understand, he desires that the last part of the resolution 
be omitted. 

Mr. MORRILL. No, I do not. I merely inquired whether the 
Senator would be content to have that part of it included in any re- 
port of the committee. 

Mr. PLUMB. Undoubtedly; that is the design, provided the re- 
port shall accompany the bill or come so nearly after it that the Senate 
shall have it for use before the bill is considered. It seems to me that 
this is of sufficient importance to admit of a direction on the part of the 
Senate to the committee such as is contemplated in the resolution, 
that if the duties are to be increased, whereby nominally at least the 
cost of articles consumed by the people of the United States is to be in- 
creased, the reasons which have induced the committee to make a 
recommendation of that kind to the Senate (a recommendation, too, 
which is likely to be potential) should be laid before the Senate in time 
for its consideration in connection with such votes as may be given for 
such increase, 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask what the meaning of the clause in the lat- 
ter part of the resolution is; whether the committee shall give their 
reasons for a general increase of duties or the reason why they recom- 
mend the increase of any particular duty? 

Mr, PLUMB. In each case the resolution is designed to be specific, 
It says in each case. 

Mr. PLATT. That would impose a great deal of work. 

Mr. PLUMB. Well, Mr. President, I am aware that that will im- 
pose work and it will possibly cause some little delay, though I do not 
know about that; but it seems to me that it is much more important 
that we should do this work well than that we shall do it in a hurry, 
and as it is generally conceded that whatever revision of the tariff takes 
place now is to answer for a decade—in fact I have seen it stated by 
those who advocated the passage of the pending bill that there will be 
no farther tariff revision for twenty years—if that be so and as it is 
manifestly certain that once this work is off its hands Congress will 
not take it up again until it is compelled to do so by the demand from 
outside, the work ought to be done with the utmost deliberation that 
may be, and the Senate ought to be advised, in advance of the imme- 
diate consideration of any 8 of the reasons, if there be such, why 
the Committee on Finance, to which it looks for advice on this subject, 
has recommended an increase of duties; which would, of course, be a 
step in a direction not heretofore contemplated in a public discussion 
of this question. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Kansas before 
he sits down whether he means that the Committee on Finance shall. 
make a report of the reasons for the increase of duties in the bill as it 
came from the other House or only the increase which may be reported 
by the committee? 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘Beyond those now imposed,” the resolution states 
very specifically and explicitly. 

Mr. GRAY. Lask whether it includes what I have suggested. 

Mr, PLUMB. It certainly does. The resolution says if the com- 
mittee ‘‘shall recommend the increase of duties beyond those now im- 
posed ” it shall ‘‘ furnish to the Senate in writing the reasons in each 
case which have led the committee to recommend the addition of such 
new duties.“ : 

Mr. ALLISON. I think we had better have a clear understan 
in respect to the question put by the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. Gray]. 
As I understand the resolution, glancing at it this moment, it means 
that the committee shall report their reasons for any increase of duty 
that the committee may recommend. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will pardon me, any increase of duty 
that the committee approves of. $ 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly; it must recommend to the Senate 
any increase proposed. It could not very well give reasons that may 
have occurred to people in another place. 

Mr. PLUMB. No; but wherever the committee recommends that 
the Senate shall increase a duty beyond that now existing; and I do 
not understand that the duty exists because another body may have 
recommended that we increase it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. 

Mr. PLUMB, Very well; then there is no dissent between the Sen- 
ator from Iowa and myself. 

Mr. GIBSON.. I will ask the Senator if such a statement has not 
always accom ed a tariff bill? 

Mr. PL No, I think not, 
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Mr. GIBSON. I do not mean that the committee itself has made 
such a statement, but has not the Treasury Department always pre- 
pared a table showing the effect of the proposed bill on the revenue? 

Mr. PLUMB. I can notsay as tothat. I know that pending the 
discussion of the tariff bill in the last Congress the Senate committee 
did furnish to the Senate, or at least there were furnished in connection 
with the bill as it came from the committee, and with the authority of 
the committee, comparative tables such as are covered by the first part 
of this resolution. I only desire that the committee may do as much 
in connection with the bill which it will undoubtedly report after a 
time, and that in addition to that it may add its immediate and specific 
and verbal sanction of such amendments as it may propose increasing 
the duties that are now imposed according to law. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish merely to make an observation which occurred 
to me in connection with an earlier one by the Senator from Kansas, 
that this should be done because the manifest tendency of this increase 
of tariff is to increase the price of the necessaries of life. I hope it 
may not be assumed simply for that reason that the tariff is to be objected 
to. In fact, I suppose we might well give it as a reason why the tariff 
should be imposed, and perhaps in some cases why it should be in- 
creased. That certainly is the basis of the reason which has been given 
to us so vigorously, and it seems to me in many respects quite effi- 
ciently, for the enactment of the silver bill, that the direct and specific 
tendency is to increase all those necessaries of life which are produced 
in the Western part of the country, and perhaps in some other parts. 
The Senator will remember that we can not reason that a bill shall not 
be passed or that a certain thing shall not be done in the way of a mod- 
ification of existing law, simply because it may havea tendency to in- 
crease the prices of the necessaries of life. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam content with the statement of the Senator from 
New Hampshire because he admits (which is a very great ission 
one geographically situated as he is) that silver is a necessary of 

1 

Mr. BLAIR. I certainly do, and to necessary business; and I do 
not object to an increase in the price of silver; but I do not like that 
those who see their own section of country alone should fail to extend 
their vision to the extreme jurisdiction of all the United States bearing 
in all directions. The tariff has its influence and its effect everywhere. 
We enact it for the general welfare. The silver bill, which in its gen- 
eral features with its increase of prices is also (perhaps with a modifi- 
cation) a bill for the general welfare, perhaps could well claim support 
from all parts of the country. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the resolution as it now stands 
imposes upon the Committee on Finance an impossible duty, in my 
judgment. There are in this bill nearly eight hundred specific items, 
most of which will be varied, some raised some lowered. Itinvolves 
not only seven hundred or eight hundred items, but probably three 
thousand all told, because in a single ph there may be many 
articles named. Take up the billanywhere, and it will be found that 
there are in each paragraph several articles of a similar character and 
description. Now, to require the reasons in writing in each case, would 
be a work so voluminous, so difficult, as to be practically impossible. 
The committee would naturally, and always have done so, furnish the 
information to the Senate required by the first part of the resolution, 
and I really have no objection to the whole of it except the words in 
each case. I suppose if the general reasons are given which lead the 
committee to recommend an increase in duties this would be sufficient, 
without applying to every particular case. So, in cases of a reduction 
of duties, to report in each case would be almost impossible, but a gen- 
eral statement could cover a class of cases. 

I think if the Senator from Kansas will consent to strike out the 
words in each case it would be better, because when the bill is 
under consideration it is easy then, by verbal inquiry and an answer, 
if an answer is required, to give the information orally, and the per- 
son in charge of the bill could give it. I therefore will move to strike 
out the words in each case,“ and, if that is done, asa matter of course 
it may be well to give the general reasons for a reduction or an in- 
crease. i 

Mr. PLUMB. Iamnotconvinced by the argument of the Senator from 
Ohio. If there is anything valuable, it is worth being put upon the ree- 
ord in connection with this discussion. It will take time, but for the 
reason which I have stated before it is important to do this work well 


if it does take time. 
I ean conceive that the person in charge of the bill might respond to 
an inquiry of an individual Senator, a particular ph being under 


debate, as to the reason for an increase of duty which has been pro- 
E and which would not represent the judgment of the committee, 

t only his own individual judgment. But in addition to that these 
inquiries must be made and answered when the partieular provision of 
the bill is under discussion, and the effect therefore is lost because in- 
stant decision will have to be made. 

I think this bill, being the final revision of the tariff for the next ten, 
fifteen, or twenty years, according to the statements I hear about it, 
should be accompanied by a declaration sufficiently ample in each in- 
dividual case to explain the position of the committee and so far as pos- 
sible satisfy those of us who are in general accord with the protective 


idea which is supposed to be represented in this bill, and who may be 
called upon to explain sometimes why we have voted to increase duties 
when the expectation was that we were going to reduce them. The 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAwLEY] says income.“ That is 
perhaps an entirely different question. 

„ HALE. Mr. President 

Mr. PLUMB. I think we can dispose of this matter now. 

Mr. HALE. I would not have consented to yield to the Senator from 
Kansas for this matter if I had supposed that the resolution would give 
rise to extended debate, but would have insisted that it go over until 
to-morrow morning, because it is very desirable that we should pass 
the naval appropriation bill to-day. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to say to the Senator from Maine that I do 
not think the resolution can lead to any extended discussion, and as 
the tariff bill has come from the other House and is here the Finance 
Committee will evidently very promptly adopt its policy as to the 
method of treating it, and I think it important that this resolution 
should be disposed of, and disposed of this morning, if possible. Of 
course, if it leads to any extended debate or the consumption of time, 
no one will insist on it. 

Mr. HALE. Ido notseek to interfere if the 
posed of soon. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to say with regard to the resolution of the 
Senator from Kansas that it seems to me that such a report as the 
early part of his resolution requires is absolutely necessary to an in- 
telligent discussion and understanding of the subject-matter, a report 
which will show the rate of duty imposed upon every article under 
existing law, the rate of duty proposed by the bill as it comes from 
the House, and the rate of duty recommended by the Senate Commit- 
tee. That, I think, is indispensable to a fair and reasonable com- 
prehension of the bill and to intelligent understanding of its various 
items. 

The reasons which thé latter part of the resolution requires to be fur- 
nished in respect to al Partieles where the duties are increased I think 
would certainly be very interesting and perhaps instructive. I see no 
objection to the whole resolution and am decidedly for it as it stands. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amendment to 
the resolution, to come in after the word comparison. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is an amendment to theresolution 
now pending. 

Mr. REAGAN. I was not aware of that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is an amendment offered by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 10 of the resolution, after the word 
reasons, it is proposed to strike out the words in each case;’’ so as 
to read: 

To furnish to the Senate in writing the reasons which have led the committee 
to recommend the addition of such new duties or the increase of present duties, 
respectively. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let that amendment be again reported. 

The Chief Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand it now. I hope the amendment will 
not be adopted. I do not want any general report upon this subject. 
I would rather let the whole resolution go. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio. 

The amendment was rejected, there being on a division—ayes 14, 
noes 32. 

Mr. REAGAN. As the lines in the resolution are not numbered, I 
can not give the number of the line, but after the word comparison, 
near the middle of the resolution, I move to insert the words: : 


With a column showing in dollars, cents, and mills the amount of duties 
en compound duties are levied, as well as in cases where the duties are spe- 
e. 


resolution can be dis- 


The question is on the amendment of the 


If we get the three columns called for by the resolution, wherever 
there are compound duties levied, in case one has limited information 
about these things, as I have, he can not know anything about them 
and no one but an expert can tell what it means, whether it is an in- 
crease or a diminution of duty. 

It would be but a limited amount of trouble to the committee, while 
making up this report, to add one or more columns showing what the 
duties would be, raised or decreased, in the case of compound duties as 
well as in other cases, so that it can be seen at once in all what 
the duties are. Otherwise we can not comprehend it, and it will lead 
to discussion and debate, and misunderstandings will occur as to what 
a particular rate of duty will amount to. y 

I hope the amendment will be adopted, so that we may know just 
what the increase or diminution will be, 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment be again stated, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 2 
The CHIEF CLERK. In line 7, after the word comparison, it is 
proposed to insert: ’ 

With a column sho 


in dollars, cents, and mills the amount of duty where 
compound duties are levied, as seule. 


well as in cases where the duty is 
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Mr. MORRILL. The clerk of the Committee on Finance is at work 
nights and Sundays, and so far as the first portion of this resolution is 
concerned the information will be received at an early day; but if you 

to adopt the proposition of the Senator from Kansas it oughtreally 

fo zo to the Treasury Department rather than to the Committee on 

nee. I hope, if it is intended that we shall any tariff bill at 

the present session, we shall not delay its report by this resolution, so 
that the bill can not be received here for weeks and weeks to come. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like the attention of the Senator from Texas 
for one moment. His amendment seems to look to the purpose of hay- 
ing translated into dollars and cents the actual ad valorem of the specific 
and ad valorem duties where they are compounded. 

Mr. REAGAN. That is what I was trying to get at. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not think the Senator has succeeded in expressing 
it very well, because he asks that in a separate column the amount be 
given, instead of asking that an estimate be made of what the ad valo- 
rem and compound duty will be. 

Mr. REAGAN. That is the idea I was trying to get at, and I shall 
be glad to have the amendment modified as suggested by the Senator 
from Delaware, so that we may get exactly what increase or diminu- 
tion is made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senater state the amendment 
definitely in writing ? 

Mr. REAGAN. „The Secretary has the amendment. 

Mr.GRAY. I will suggest to the Senator from Texas that he use 
some such language as this, that the compound duty shall be trans- 
lated into an equivalent ad valorem duty.“ 

Mr. REAGAN, Will the Secretary toke down the words of the Sena- 
tor from Delaware ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK read as follows: 

That the compound duties be translated into an equivalent ad valorem, 

Mr. REAGAN, I desire to say a. word in response to what was said 
by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

The Senate Committee on Finance is charged with the duty under 
this resolution, if it should be adopted, of presenting ‘‘a statement 
showing the duties levied by the present law, the duties as they would 
be according to said House bill, and the duties as proposed by said 
committee.“ Now, if they obtain that information the additional in- 
formation which will be required will cause but little additional labor 
and it would be satisfactory information. If the committee is charged 
with obtaining this information and finds it convenient to do so, there 
is no trouble about its referring it to the Treasury Department and 
having a statement made from there. At any rate I hope we shall not 
be content with partial instructions under which the committee may 
be deprived of the opportunity to furnish us that information which 
will enable us to know what we are doing. , 

Mr. ALLISON. Is the amendment of the Senator from Texas open 
to amendment? : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I move to insert the w. ‘* where practica- 
ble. It will be impossible in many instances to furnish absolute in- 
formation as to an ad valorem where compound duties are inserted in 
the bill, for the reason that the classification may be changed. After a 
hasty examination of this bill as it comes to us from the other House, 
I observe that there are a great many changes of classification. Now 
there are no data at the Treasury Department or anywhere else that 
will translate ad valorem equivalents into these compound duties, be- 
cause where a table of that kind is prepared it must be pre upon 
some pre-existing data and there will be no pre-existing’data possible. 
Wherever the data are attainable it ought to be furnished. Therefore 
I have no objection to the amendment if the Senator will allow to be 
inserted the words where practicable.” There are many cases where 
it is not practicable to furnish such information. 

Mr. GRAY, I think the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa is rea- 
sonable, and so far as I have any power to do so I am willing to ac- 
cept it. 

r. REAGAN. It seems to me that it will be somewhat singular 
if the bill is presented to us levying compound duties and the com- 
mittee can not know what rate of duty is levied. It seems to me a 
queer proposition. 

I will state one thing that I think will be very certain, that when 
the bill makes compound duties they will never go any lower than the 
present tariff, and I want to know how much higher they are going 
than the present tariff; and I do not know how we are going to get 
that information, unless the committee state the amount of duty in 
the manner I have suggested. There may be and I suppose there is 
no doubt that the House bill changes the classifications, but with the 
classifications changed it is certainly possible foran expert to determine 
what the rate of duty would be under any intelligent classification. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator from Texas ought to perceive that 
the calculation of these compound duties must be based upon the last 
year’s importations. Now, as stated by the Senator from Iowa, if the 
classification is changed so that it is different this year from what it 
was last year, there are no data upon which it can be ascertained. 


Mr. BLAIR, May I ask the Senator from Vermont a question? I 
ask, if this is a matter the committee can not find out about, how are 
we to act intelligently upon the bill itself? 

Mr. MORRILL. We can give what it waslast year, but we can not 
give what it will be for the year to come. 

Mr. ALLISON, We can give a reasonable guess. 

Mr. BLAIR. What was the Senator’s remark? 

Mr. ALLISON. We can give a reasonable guess. 

Mr. BLAIR. A reasonable guess. I suggest, then, that the com- - 
mittee could probably give us a reasonable guess. The pendingamend- 
ment, then, would seem to go to the extent of what the committee can 
find out. I understood the suggestion of the Senator from Texas to be 
that wherever there isa compound duty imposed the committee trans- 
late that into a pecuniary statement, so that the people and the Sena- 
tors who are to vote upon it can comprehend how much of an actual 
pecuniary percentage the tariff may be upon the cost of the article. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I will put a conundrum to my friend: How 
is that possible until you know the value of the thing assessed? and 
you must get those data from the Treasury Department upon a classi- 
fication already imposed, and that is impossible in the case suggested. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President 

Mr. BUTLER. Iwas going to suggest to the Senator from Iowa 
that possibly that might be reached i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] as being entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg pardon. ; 

Mr. VANCE. I do not think that the words suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa ought to be included in the resolution, that wherever 
practicable the committee shall do what is proposed, for the simple reason 
that if it would be impracticable for the Treasury officers to ascertain 
what the duty is going to be I do not see how they can impose the duty 
when the bill is passed. It is a fact that they can by a little trouble 
ascertain what the proposed duty will be, although the article to be 
taxed is classified under a different name, because nothing will come 
in under this proposed bill that has not heretofore been coming in all 
the time. The change of a classification will only put the officers of 
the Treasury Department to a little more trouble to ascertain what 
article in the present classification is the same as the old classification, 
and therefore to ascertain the rate of duty. So I think we shall be 
saving the Treasury officers a little trouble and imposing a great deal 
of trouble and uncertainty upon the Finance Committee and the Senate 
by the proposition now made. 

Mr. REAGAN. It seems to me that the Committee on Finance, who 
will have this in charge, ought not to present a bill to the Senate when 
they do not know the rates of duty under it. They certainly can know 
by proper investigation what the rate of duty will be in each item. If 
there is a change of classification, let the calculation be changed to meet 
the classification. I can not comprehend that a bill may be submitted 
to us and that the very committee which submits it does not know how 
much it changes the rate of taxation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Texas as amended. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isuggest that the amendment come in after the word 
‘committee ’’ in line 5 of the resolution. ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be so reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 5, after the word committee, it is 
proposed to insert, ‘‘and where practicable with a column showing in 
dollars, cents, and mills the amount of duties where compound duties 
are levied as well as in eases where the duty is specific, the compound 
duties to be translated into an equivalent ad valorem.““ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VANCE. Is this the amendment providing for the insertion of 
the words where practicable ? ”’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment has been agreed to. 
The question now is on the amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 8 

Mr. HAWLEY. We shall be glad to know, of course, what the 
probable effect is to be in case of an apparent increase of duty, but it 
may be to reduce the revenue. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] 
apparently had in view only increases of revenue. Ishould be glad also 
to have the committee report upon reductions of duties, which in many 
cases will probably lead to an increase of the revenue, but at any rate 
they are quite as significant as the increases. I move to insert in line 
9, after the word ‘‘ increase,’’ the words or reduction.“ 

Mr. BUTLER. There is no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Comer CLERK. In line 9, after the word increase, it is pro- 
posed to insert or reduction;’’ so as to read: 

And said committee is specially instructed in the event it shall recommend 
increase 


the levy of duties not now provided by law, or shall recommend the 
or reduction of duties beyond those now imposed, etc. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, a jocular remark which has been 
made that this will take a little trouble reminds me of the fact that 
there never has been since the war a tariff bill reported in which there 
was not a yery large addition to the free-list and a very considerable 
reduction in every individual case, and especially so in the bill that 
the Committee on Finance reported in the last Congress. I think there 
the reductions were quite as significant as the increases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. INGALLS. The words “or reduction“ should be repeated in 
the last line, after the word “‘increase.’’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Secretary will make the necessary 
verbal correction. 

Mr. PLUMB. | I think the words or decrease,” after the word in- 
crease,” in the last line will answer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the resolution so as to 
make it read: 


Resolved, That the Finance Committee be directed to report to the Senate, in 
connection with House bill No, 9416, commonly known as the tariff bill, a state- 
ment showing the duties levied by the present law, the duties as they would be 
according to said House bill, and the duties as proposed by said committee, and 
where practicable witha column showing in dollars, cents, and mills the amount 
of duties where compound duties are levied, as well as in eases where the dut: 
is 1 the compound duties be translated into an equivalent ad valorem, a 
said duties to be stated in parallel columns, or otherwise, as may be most con- 
venient for examination and comparison; and said committee is specially in- 
structed, in the event it shall recommend the levy of duties not now provided 
by law, or shall recommend the increase or reduction of duties beyond those 
now os many to furnish to the Senate in writing the reasons in each case which 
have led the committee to recommend the addition of such new duties or in- 
crease or decrease of present duties respectively. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The amendment was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on agreeing to the 
resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MOPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had elected Hon. JuLrus C. BUR- 
Rows, a Representative from the State of Michigan, as Speaker pro 
tempore during the temporary absence of the Speaker. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
1900) to provide for the erection of a public building in the city ot 
Canton, Ohio. Y 

The message further announced that the House had the bill 
(S. 55) to e the limit of appropriation for the public building at 
Jacksonville, „with an amendment in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 


* PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 24th instant, approved and signed the act (S. 1221) granting a pen- 
sion to Helen Plunkett. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I move now that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. CALL. I nope the Senator from Maine will allow the resolu- 
tion I introduced calling on the President for information, to be voted 


upon, 

Mr. HALE. After the naval bill is taken up I will yield to the Sen- 
ator from Florida in case his resolution does not give rise to debate, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Maine. 

The motion was to; and the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole resumed the consideration of the bill (a: R. 8909) making ap- 

propriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1891, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, the naval bill having been taken 
up on my motion by the Senate, as I have the right to make the mo- 
tion at any time during the morning business or out of it, I am will- 
ing that the resolution submitted by the Senator from Florida shall 
come up now for action, if it gives rise to no debate. 


AFFAIR AT CEDAR KEYS, FLA. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the follow- 
ing resolution, submitted by Mr. CALL on the 23d instant: 


Be it resolved by the Senate, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested 
to communicate to the Senate such information as may be in the possession of 
the executive department relating to the landing of an armed force from the 
United States revenue-cutter McLane at Cedar Keys, Fla., and the entry of the 
homes of citizens by force, and their pursuit of citizens of the United States in 
the surrounding country, and the authority under w the commanding offi- 
cer of the cutter acted. . 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 


lution. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think the word all. ” should be inserted 
e word pursuit.“ 


before the word landing, and also before 


Mr. HALE. I understand that that has already been done. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think only in one place. 

Mr. HALE. That word ought to be inserted in all places where 
charges are made. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the word alleged“ be inserted, be- 
cause we do not know the facts stated to be true. 

Mr. CALL. I have no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read as proposed 
to be amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

ee resolved by the Senate, That the President be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested—— 

Mr. HALE. If the Secretary will report the putting in of the word 
“alleged ” at the proper places, it will satisfy the Senate. The resolu- 
tion has been read over and over again. Let the Secretary read where 
the word alleged“ is to come in. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 3, before the word“ landing,“ it is 
proposed to insert the word alleged so as to read ‘‘relating to the 
alleged landing of an armed force.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 6, before the word entry.“ it is pro- 
posed to insert the word alleged,“ and in line7, before the word pur- 
suit,“ to insert the word alleged; so as to read: 

And the alleged entry of the houses of citizens by force,and their alleged pur- 
suit of citizens of the United States, etc. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is one more, Mr. President, Add at the 
end the words ‘‘in any such matter,’’ because we do not know that 
there is any such matter: under what authority the commanding of- 
ficer of the cutter acted in any such matter; that is, if there is any such 
matter. I am sure the Senator from Florida will not object to that. 

Mr. CALL. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add at the end of the resolu- 
tion the words in any such matter; so as to read: 

And the authority under which the commanding officer of the cutter actedin 
any such matter. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolutiom as amended was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 2451) grant- 
ing a pension to Juliet Opie H. Ayers. 

The m also announced that the House iusisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (S. 903) for the erection of a public building in Cedar 
Rapids, Iowa, to the conference asked 1 Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and appointed Mr. MIL- 
LIKEN, Mr. KERR of Iowa, and Mr. DIBBLE managers at the confer- 
ence on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
6498) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Eastern Branch 
ofthe Potomac Riverat the Bennings Road, in the District of Columbia; 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

EATH OF HON. DAVID WILBER. 

er conveyed to the Senate the resolutions of the 
House of Rep tatives commemorative of the life and services of 
Hon. David Wilber, late a Representative from the State of New Vork. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
(H. R. 8909) making appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice for the fiscal year nampa. Fed une 30, 1891, and for other purposes, the 
pending question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. COCKRELL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Missouri will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 43, line 25, after the word contract,“ 
it is proposed to strike out down to and including the word each,“ 
in line 8, on page 44, as follows: 

Three sea-going coast-line battle-ships designed to carry the heaviest armor 
and most powerful ordnance upon a displacement of about 8,500 tons, with a 
coal endurance of about 5,000 knots on the total coal capacity at the most eco- 
nomical rate of speed, and to have the highest practical speed for vessels of 
their class, to cost, exclusive of armament and of any premiums that may be 
paid for increased speed, not exceeding $4,000,000 each. 

So as to make the clause read: 

That for the purpose of furtherincreasing the naval establishment of the United 
States the President is hereby autho: to have constructed by contract one 
protected cruiser, ete. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, Iwas much gratified that the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] on Saturday last in the dis- 
cussion of this bill so frankly admitted the object of this measure in 
these words: 


upon the 
Mr. President, this shows clearly the object positively. It shows 
clearly that the object of this clause isin fall accord with the remark, 
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able recommendations of what is known as the policy board. I hold 
in my hand the report of this so-called policy board, Senate Executive 
Document No. 43, Fifty-first Congress, first session, and it is transmitted 
by the Secretary of the Navy to Congress in pursuance of a resolution 
of the Senate, and the Secretary takes occasion to say that he does not 
approve of all its recommendations. 

I desire to read from the recommendations of this remarkable policy 
board for the information of the Senate and that the country may see 
what is in contemplation. This report is dated January 20, 1890, and 
is submitted by the Secretary. They say: 


Sır: In submitting a report under your instructions of July 16, it is deemed 

necessary in the nning to state clearly, as they appear to the board, the con- 
siderations demanding the maintenance of a MORE TASR force by the United 
States. Thence the limits of a sufficient force may be evaluated and its differ- 
ay elements determined with reference to the services shown to be required 
of it, 
It need not be pointed out that there are several ways of approaching this 
subject, and especially of estimating in gross the m: itude of the force re- 
quired, The following argument, besides covering the broad questions, defines 
s 3 ot the more important types and supplies certain of their controlling 
features. 

It may be stated that a navy is essential (1) for waging war and (2) to prevent 
war; and the second purpose may be far more important t the first. The board 
in making this statement does not overlook the many important duties which 
a navy has to perform in time of „but a navy which is adjusted to meet 
the requirements of the country in time of war will, undoubtedly, be ample to 
perform the duty required of it in time of peace; and it may be rigidly accepted 
that there is no real ultimate economy in the maintenance of vessels apparently 
aape tothe more economical performance of the latter duty, if ill-adapted 
to the former. The magnitude of the naval force to be maintained by a govern- 
ment— 


I repeat— 
The magnitude of the naval force to be maintained by a government should 
be adjusted on the one hand to the chances of war and the magnitude of the 


nayal force which a war would bring against it, and, on the other hand, it should 
be commensurate with 


Now mark the words— 
commensurate with the wealth of the country and the interests at stake in case 


of war. 
Oh, that tempting surplus in the Treasury! It has bred more ills 


in the last few years than have fallen to the lot of many nations of the 
earth, 


Ifthe chances of war are slight and the interests to be guarded are unimportant, 
certainly the naval force to be maintained need not be great; if the chances of 
war are great, then the naval force which should be maintained ought to be 
limited by nothing but the limits of the nation’s wealth; for, in case of war, its 
life is at stake. V tever may be the chances of war, if the interests to be 
guarded are great, then the naval force to be maintained should also be great, 

In these cases it is assumed that the protection required is best given by a 
naval force. For the United States it may confidently be asserted that the 
chances of war are much less than for most European nations, or at least that 
the chances of war with any nation comparable with this in wealth and pox 
are much less than the chances of war anong the nations of Europe. The iso- 
lated position of this country removes many incentives to war. 

We fear no encroachments upon our territory, nor are we tempted at present 
to en upon that of Our territory does not obstruct the free pas- 
sage to the sea of the commerce of any nation, nor is ourown obstructed inany 
1 N We have no colonies, nor any apparent desire to acquire them, 
nor 
flowed its vast limits or its great resources become strained to maintain it. 

At present our foreign commerce is carried in foreign vessels, and our manu- 
factures compete with those of other nations in but few markets, when we con- 
sider the eee Sua hey of this country. 

All these reasons combine to make the United States self-contained toa greater 
degree than any other important nation, and, as a consequence, we are brought 
into conflict with the interests of other nations to the least possible extent. For 
this reason the of war would seem to be at a minimum. But there are 
not wanting indications— 7 ~ 


That commences with the realm of speculation, fancy, imagination. 
After having shown that practically there is no possibility of war, then 
this paper says: 

But there are not wanting indications that this com tive isolation will 
soon cease to exist, and that it will gradually be rep by a condition of af- 
fairs which will bring this nation into sharp commercial competition with oth- 
ers in every of the world. Even now our commercial relations with our 
nearest neighbors are clamoring for modification both by sea and land, and in 
the adjustment of our trade witha neighbor we are certain to reach out and ob- 
stract the interests of foreign nations. 

The time can not be distant when we shall compete in earnest with others for 
the vast and increasing ocean-carrying trade; the time is near at hand when 
so own peome will find it profitable to carry at least their own goods to for- 

mar 

The construction of a canal to form an ocean route between the Atlantic and 
Pacific van paas this nation under great responsibility, which may bea fruit- 
ful source of danger. 

While these changes in our national affairs and relations which loom up in 
the near future all tend to contribute to the wealth and greatness of the natio 5 
they will also bring with them responsibilities and chances of war which we 
should prepare to meet. When weconsider fora moment the naval force which 
might be brought against us in case of war, even by a second-rate power, we 
are astonished at our own weakness and total lack of preparation. Never in 
the history of the country have we been so unprepared as now to maintain our 
rights upon the seas ortodefend our on shores. In years gone by our ships were 
as good as any in the world, but while for a quarter ofa century we have dis- 
regarded all advances in naval warfare others have steadily pursued a policy 
of 8 embodying the improvements which have grown in such num- 
bers and character that the modern man-of-war in no way resembles the fight- 
Ey Sey of fifty years ago. 

ot only, then, have we a navy which is insignificant in numbers, in compari- 
son with those of other nations, but even those vessels which we possess are not 
capable of meeting their great armored ships. Fifty years ago a ship and 
her armament could be constructed in a few months. Even in our late war it 
was possible to improvise a fleet of considerable power from our merchant ship- 
ing; but the fighting ships of to-day require years to construct and demand 

r the work such great mechanical appliances that a nation withoutsuch ships 


desire probably arise until the population of this country has over- 


ready built, in time of war, is certain to suffer defeat. This is unquestionably 
the condition of the United States at this moment. 

When we consider the wealth of our country or our ability to maintain a 
navy— 

Now we come back to the surplus again— 
and the interests at stake in case of war, we are again forced to admit that our 
Navy is insignificant and wey a rtionate to the greatness of the coun- 
try and to the task which woul: inly fall to it in case of war. 


In other words, we must increase our Navy in proportion to the in- 
crease of wealth and population, regardless of other ! This board 
further says: 

It matters not whether this commerce is carried in foreign ships; ifit were to 
cease it would produce wide-spread misery. It is not, then, alone sufficient that 
our seaports be protected against bombardment—they must not be blockaded— 
our commerce must be free to enter and leave at its accustomed ports. The 
board feels that it can not emphasize thistoostrongly. Ifthe port of New York 
alone were blockaded for even three months it would produce greater confu- 
sion and loss than would be directly inflicted by a bombardment of the city, 
even in its presentunprotected condition. 


Then they go on to speak of the exports and imports and our carry- 
ing trade. Theysay: 

Considering, then— 

1. That we are a nation possessed of great and increasing wealth; 

2. That much of this wealth 3 to and fro across the ocean or along 
our coast, where it is ex to capture or destruction in case of war; 

3. That we are now ly unprepared—even against second - rate powers—to 
protect our commerce, to prevent the blockade of our ports, or to maintain our 
rights and honor away from home; 

N t these objects can only be secured by a navy; 
5. That while we are now at peace with all nations, this fortunate condition 


of affairs may not always continue; 
it is evident that we should proceed with all ble dispatch to provide a Navy 
ciently serve these 88 
complete solution upon 


of such a character and m: tade as will 
To do this isa naval problem which depends for i 

several conditions, which, in turn, are fixed or known witha m degree 

of exactness, 


The board considers these conditions nnder three heads: 

The first may be stated as the naval strength of our possible psc amg ee 
is, in all cases, so far as concerns the naval stren, of individual nations, known 
with precision; but the possibility of combinations, either for or against us, in- 
troduces an element of uncertainty which, under given circumstances, may be 
estimated, but can not be anticipated. 

The second condition is the proximity of the respective bases of coal and am- 
munition supplies to the area which we might be called upon to attack or de- 
fend. The imperative necessity of an ample supply of coal and ammunition to 
insure the maximum efficiency of a modern fighting ship renders it certain that 
the nation which is best supplied in these respects will have an enormous ad- 
vantage. 

Third, The extent of the area to be attacked or defended. The greater the 
area or coast line to be defended against a given force the greater will be the 
force required, whereas in many cases the force required to attack may be much 
smaller than the defending force. A few cruisers may attack and greatly injure 
the commerce of a nation having many cruisers in search of the marauders. A 
few armor-clads may attack and destroy public stores or dock-yards, notwith- 
standing a much greater defending force. Consequently, if we know the naval 
strength of our possible enemy, his facilities for re lenishing his supply of coal 
and ammunition as com with our own facilities, both acting in any given 
part of the world, and give due weight to our respective positions in regard to 
the areas to be attacked or defended—that is, whether we are defenders with a 
convenient base or the reverse—we shall have a reliable basis upon which to 
estimate the naval force which should be maintained by the United States. 


First, then, if other conditions were equal we should maintain a navy 
at least equal in strength to the most powerful navy in the world, on 
the theory that we might have to fight such a nation. This is a start- 
ling position for American officers to take: that the United States must 
maintain a navy at least equal in strength to the most powerful navy 
in the world. 

Mr. HALE, Will the Senator yield to me for a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. : 

Mr. HALE, What document is the Senator reading from at present? 

Mr. COCKRELL, The report of the policy board. 

Mr. HALE. I supposed so. I only wish to say, as I said before, 
that it would be difficult for the Senator from Missouri to find a Sena- 
tor on this floor or any official of the Government having responsible 
place, including the Secretary of the Navy, who is in the least degree 
in favor of the policy board's report. The Senator may read from that 
report until the sun goes down and he will be attacking nobody that 
will defend it here, so faras I know. The officers of that board were 
able and competent and skillful men in their profession, but they were 
seized and possessed with the idea that the one thing for the American 
Government to do was to build up an enormous navy equal to that of 
any of the nations of the Old World. Nobody else that I know of isin 
favor of that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This board was appointed by the Secretary of the 
Navy for the purpose of giving him information, suggestions, and rec- 
ommendations on the subject. 5 

Mr. HALE. There are a great many valuable things to be found in 
this report in the way of information, but the Secretary never in any 
degree accepted the board during its operations as being a guide for him 
or as outlining his policy, and in the lettet which he sent to Congress 
with the report he took care to disclose his whole position, and that 
letter has been read in the course of the debate, showing that the Sec- 
retary is moderate and only asks for a respectable navy. 

That navy provided for by the policy board is the thing that is the 
root of all the mischief in this matter. It startled the country, it 
alarmed the press, it alarmed Congress, it alarmed the Senator from 
Missouri. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no! 

Mr. HALE. He takes a great interest in legislation, is honest in 
what he says, and is seeking to accomplish a patriotic purpose in his 
view, and no wonder that that report did sound that note of alarm 
throughout the country, and that is why the legitimate p which 
we ought to make in building a navy hasbeen hindered. It is the fear 
of this vast, grand, lo scheme laid out by the policy board. I 
hope the Reporters will take that down correctly. The other day when 
I spoke of this as a lordly scheme I was reported as saying a laud - 
able’? scheme. The two words do not mean exactly the same. 

Mr, COCKRELL. As I stated, this board was organized for the pur- 
of giving information, suggestions, and recommendations to the 
tary of the Navy. It made its report to the Secretary of the Navy, 

and while the Secretary of the Navy has not indorsed the report in 
full he has adopted it in part. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose if he had agreed to recommend one vessel, it 


would be adopting it in 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will show to what extent he has adopted it in 
his recommendation, 

This report seems to have had the effect, at least, of calling forth cer- 
tain recommendations by the Secretary of the Navy in the of the 
navy it has recommended. I desire to do no injustice to the distin- 

ished Secretary of the Navy, but I wish to treat him with perfect 

ness and candor, and I will now read from the letter of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy himself transmitting this report to Congress. This 
letter is dated January 28, 1890. 

Mr. HALE. What is that? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am now about to read from the letter of the 
Secre of the Navy. 

Mr. E. What is the number of the document? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Senate Executive Document No. 43, first session, 
Fifty-first Congress. I read from the letter of the Secretary of the 
Navy transmitting this so-called policy board’s report to Congress, He 
says: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., January 28, 1890. 


port, 

the De- 
that while the report is entitled to consideration 
reason of the high professional character of the officers. who have signed it, 
and the care and ability with which the characteristics of the proposed vessels 
have been worked out, there are numerous points covered in the general field 
ot discussion, upon which the report must not be understood as presenting the 
views of the Navy Department. 

In oe the Department deems it necessary to state that it not only does 
not s the doubts and if ere rer of the rd as to the ability of the 
mechanical industries of the United States to meet the new de of naval 
construction, but after repeated communications and conferences with leading 
firms it is perfectly satistied of the capacity of this country to complete the 
os battle-ships, the authorization of which the Department has recommended 
at the present n. 

Upon the further question what might constitute an effective navy for pur- 
poses of defense, the opinion of the Department, which it has seen no occasion 
to modify, was thus stated in its annual report: 


I will read now from the annual report referred to in this letter, in- 
stead of from the document which I have before me: 


The necessities of our vulnerable position therefore demand the immediate 
creation of two fleets of battle-ships, of which eight should be assigned to 
the Pacific and twelve to the Atlantic and Gulf, They must be the best of their 
class in four leading characteristics: armament, armor, structural stren; and 
S The last is nearly as essential to the battle-ship as itis to the r. 
may safely be assumed that, other things being the battle-shi 
h i Bory will, as a rule, be the victor in action, for she can choose her i- 
tion and keep tho enemy at a vantage. Not only must the our 
battle-ships be high, but it must be uniformly high, for the speed of the fleet is 

ulated by that of the slowest vessel, 
n addition to the battle-ships, the situation of the country requires at least 
twenty vessels for coast and harbor defense. 


It seems, Mr. President, that the Secretary of the Navy was some- 
what shaken up in his fears by the report of this policy board, this 
lordly board. 

These vessels, although restricted In their range of effectiveness, are neces- 
sary components of a naval force which hasa seacoast to defend. Their em- 
oyment as floating fortresses requires that they should have a 5 5 bat- 
and the heaviest of armor, combined with moderate draught. At the pre- 
sent time eight vessels of this type are under construction, five of which are re- 
constructed monitors. 

The one problem now before the Government, in the matter of a naval policy, 

is to get these forty vessels built at the earliest possible moment, 


Quickly, immediately, ‘‘earliest possible moment;’’ great danger, 
unprotected coasts, undefended cities; nations liable to attack us at any 
day! It would seem that all these things had been stirred up by the 
report of this policy béard. 

The steps necessary to their completion, namely, legislation, design, and 
construction, can not take less than five in 8 of each one, 199185 
the existing yards, public and private, are rged and restocked with plant, 
not more than eight could be built atone time, and the construction of the oth- 
ers would have to wait for the launching ofthe first, Using the utmost prompt- 
ness, the ships most essential to efficient protection could not be supplied in less 
than twelve or years, 

It is therefore recommended that the construction of eight armored vessels be 
authorized at the coming session, and that they be of the type of battle-shi 
rather than coast-defense shi © former ng more generally eee 
und there being only three of them now in process of ction as 
eight of the latter. 


In reference to fast all modern 
essential cts of an armored fi and the ortion of three cruisers to 
one is believed to be sound and e. This would make the 
future navy consist of twenty battle-ships, twenty coast-defenso ships, and sixt: 
saana hea one hundred Bape hee 9 — sich to bea meer esti- 
mate of the p stren, e e cruisers requ: thirty- 
one are now bulit or authorized. For an increase in the 8 of cruisers, 
considered simply as auxiliaries to the fighting force of battle-ships, we may 
wisely wait until the latter are in process of construction. 

Now the 


This is what the Secretary quotes from his annual report. 


Secretary says, in this letter: 

It therefore ap that of the onehundred vessels referred to forty-two are 
now built or authorized. These include the following; Twenty-three new un- 
armored vessels, eight small iron vessels of the old Ne „which will bably 
continue in service, eight coast or harbor;defend: and three battle-ships, 

To bring this fores up to the total suggested in the . would re- 
quire the construction of seventeen battle-ships, twelve fenders, and 
twenty-nine unarmored v s, 

The costof this programme, covering fifteen years, would involve an annual 
appropriation for construction, including also ordnance, of about $9,000,000, or 
less than half the amount proposed by the programme of the M: n board, 

As I understand, this policy board so called is the McCann board, 
of which W. P. McCann, commodore United States Navy, was presi- 
dent. He says that is about half the amount proposed by the pro- 
gramme of the McCann board. Whatis this, Mr. President? Nine mill- 
ion dollars annually, for fifteen years, $135,000,000, to be expended in 
the construction of naval vessels. I read from the letter of the Secre- 
tary further: 

The Devartment can not state too explicitly that the suggestion for an ulti- 
mate force, expressed in its annual report and repeated here, is simply a general 
exposition of its views touching the problem of naval defense considered in its 
completeness and entirety, is general suggestion was not made with any 
expectation or desire that the United States should at this time— 

At this time— f 
adopt or commit itself to an ee policy reaching out so far into the 
future, it being assumed that each Congress will determine for itself the number 
of vessels to be authorized during its term, according to the conditions then ex- 
isting. The actual recommendations of the De ent were therefore con- 
fined to what it deemed the urgent necessity of present hour, namely, the 
construction of as large a number of battle-ships as might be conveniently un- 
dertaken at this time, having in view all the circumstances and conditions. 
This number it has fixed after a careful consideration at eight. In expressin 
this opinion, which further examination of the question has strongly confirmed, 
the Department conceived it to be its duty to set forth the general conditions of 
the problem of a complete nayal defense, not with a view to engaging the Goy- 
ernment to a solution fifteen years in advance, but in order to arrive at an in- 
telligent conclusion as to the deficiencies in the existing force and the immedi- 
ate steps necessary to supply these deficiencies, 

This recommendation of the policy board is only in accord with the 
recommendations of another board. I refer to the fortifications board, 
the report of the army board on fortifications. I hold in my hand 
Executive Document 49, House of Representatives, Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, first session, being the report of the board on fortifications and 
other defenses, appointed by the President of the United States. This 
report was submitted by the Secretary of War January 23, 1886, to the 
8 er of the House of Representatives. I propose to read to you, 
Mr. President, the recapitulation of what this army fortification board 
recommended in regard to coast defenses, etc.: 

The following consolidated estimate presents the cost of defending our entire 
seacoastand lake frontier upon the plan recommended by the board and, also, 
that for defending the eleven ports where the expenditure is most urgently re- 
quired. The cost af machine guns, ammunition, t rtation, and for prov- 
ing guns and armor is not included, because somewhat indefinite in character, 
although not very great. The appropriations will be asked for as needed by the 
proper Departments. 

There was a scare here in 1885, that our defenseless coast, our de- 
fenseless cities were about to be cannonaded and contributions levied 
upon them by the ironclads of the world, and we must hasten to do 
what? This board absolutely recommended an expenditure of $126,- 
377,800 to be spent in coast defenses, in brick and mortar, and that kind 
of defense of our coast. 

Now, suppose we expend $126,000,000 in fortifications, and build up 
seacoast fortifications, a Chinese defensive wall around the borders of 
the United States on and on sea, for fear some ironclad or ship of 
some foreign country may come in and make an attack upon some of 
our cities or towns or ages and demand a contribution, what will 
be necessary? If you increase the coast defenses as recommended by 
this army board and practically indorsed by the late Secretary of War, 
what do you have todo? You have got then to double your standing 
Army in order that it may man these harborand coast defenses. In the 
last ten years the present Army, not exceeding 25,000 men, has cost 
the tax-payers of the United States an average of $40,900,832 for each 
year. Now, double yourArmy and you double the cost, and practically 
more than double the cost, and what will you then have? A standing 
army sucking the life-blood of the taxpayers of this country to the 
extent every year, year by year, day and night, of 881, 801, 664 annually. 


rience goes to show that they are 


Well, then, suppose we adopt the recommendation of this policy - - 


board and the recommendations of the Secretary of the Navy and be- 
gin the construction of this immense naval defense, at it is called, this 
imniense number of naval vessels, of war-ships, battle-ships, fast cruisers, 
ete. Their construction will largely increase the expenditures for the 
naval establishment, During the lastten years, from 1880 to 1889, in- 
clusive, the annual expenditure for the Navy has averaged $16,000,000. 
Now you are to complete the Navy; you are to equip the Navy with 
the vessels contemplated directly in view; by the recommendations of 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5279 


this policy board and by its indorsement pro tanto of the Secretary of 
the Navy of the number of vessels recommended you have got to go on 
and increase it until you double the maintenance of the naval estab- 
lishment, and then, instead of an annual ex iture of $16,000,000, 
you will have an annual expenditure of over $32,000,000, which, added 
to the $81,000,000 for the Army, will make $113,000,000 every year for 
the maintenance of a standing army, to man our coast defenses, and 
our regular Navy, and naval establishment, in order to keep some 
country from sending a war vessel here and attacking our coast, some 
city, or town, or village. : 

In other words, we are to be in such a condition that we shall ter- 
rorize the world, instead of setting an example to the nations of the 
earth of peaceful pursuits and of peaceful arbitration of all difficulties, 
We must tell them, We, this great, peaceful new Republic, the 
shining light of the world, intend to resort to the same old means that 
you foreign nations, regal governments, monarchies, have resorted to 
from time immemorial; that is, that the strongest man shall rule.“ 

There is no necessity for these expenditures, either for coast defense 
or for the increase of the naval establishment; none in the world, Mr. 
President, But we are to build battle-ships, they tell us, great, strong 
vessels that can resist the attack of any of the vessels of the crowned 
heads of Europe. We must have ships sufficient to cope with them. 
Well, it has been exceedingly fortunate for our nation and for our tax- 
payers that we have never engaged in this speculative building of naval 
vessels, of ironclads, of battle-ships, Other nations have followed it; 
other nations have built them, have constructed heavy ironclads, and 
to-day they are absolutely helpless and worthless. The inventions 
and the improvements in the inventions of artillery, of cannon, of ex- 
plosives, and of torpedoes to-day render practically useless all the 
heavy ironelads of the nations of the earth, and the continuation of in- 
vention will render these battle-ships utterly useless long before any 
of them will be constructed. 

I desire to read an article from the Scientific American on the new 
submarine boat Goubet, a torpedo-boat: 


A NEW SUBMARINE BOAT. 


The submarine boat Goubet (so call from its inventor), the adventures of which 
are already celebrated, has just ee p79 anew phase. It has. in fact, left 
the Napoleon basin, where it has been si for fifteen months in an unoceupied 
corner of the Cherbourg military arsenal, in order to proceed to definite experi- 
ments, a trial in diving in the Commerce basin. j 

It was six weeks ago that these curious experiments took place before the eyes 
of hundreds and thousands of witnesses, and, if we are to believe the accounts 
pamek dy correspondents have transmitted to us, they were all wonderfully suc- 

u). 
Thus. on the Sist of January, the Goubet started all alone 


T call attention to this— 


all alone, without guide or towboat, from the maritime arsenal, and, after a 
few evolutions in the roadstead that lasted less than an hour and a half, en- 
tered the Commerce basin without hesitation and without turn or zigzag,in 
spite of the difficulties and obstacles without number in this place in the way 
of buoys, dead bodies, ships at anchor,and intercrossed . chains. This 
little promenade took place on the surface without doubt, but it was none the 
less a peremptory demonstration of the manageableness of the Goubet and its 
capability of steering straight. There was no lack of persons, in fact, to believe 
and say that if the Goubet resembled a fish it was a drunken“ one, and that 
it would never be capable of traversing a channel ever so narrow and variable 
without bumping inst the walls. 

To the honor of new torpedo-boat it is well to add that the currents are 
at times very strong at the entrance of the port of Cherbourg,and that upqy 
this day the sea was very rough. k- 4 

Two days afterward the Goubet proceeded to new experiments. Withoutany 
fastenings, and consequently given up to its own forces and resources, the 
strange boat sank several times to different depths, with its two navigators her- 
metically immersed within its sides of bronze. It remained stationary for four 
hours successively at 1 meter and 3} meters, thus proving its perfect stability, 
its habitability, and its curious faculty, apparently contrary to all physical laws 
s Rae aor immovable beneath the water as long as it pleases and at a defi- 
n epth, 

During this immersion the Hpi hadia away their time in playing nu- 
merous games of piquet, and in asting. Owing, in fact, toa supply of 
oxygenated gas strongly compressed in tight tubes, and which an ingenious 
arrangement automatically distributes at the ordinary atmospheric pressure, 
prer a pump = the gascous residue, it is as easy to breathe in the boat as 

n the open air, ; 

We know that at the time of the first official experiment the two navigators 
of the Goubet remained eight full hours under water without any other com- 
munication with the outside world than the telephone-wire that they used to 
give their impressions, which, by the way, were of a ful character, When 
they made their appearance they were fresh, well, and lively, having been able 
to attend to all the functions of life,and being ready to begin . There 


was still in the tubes enough oxygen to last twenty hours. 

It has been said of the Goubet that it is a realization of the dream conceived 
by Jules Verne in his Twenty Thousand Leagues Under the Sea, but the Goubet 
is better than that. It is not only one romance, but it is rather two of the t 
amuser's romances amalgamated. It is both Twenty Thousand Leagues Under 
the Sea and Doctor Ox in action! 

It is well to note, by the way, that the Goubet is not only the sole submarine 

that has remained for eight hours under water with men inside, but also 
the sole one from which a like power has been ag mage The conditions im- 
d upon the inventor by the contractor were, in fact, exceptionally hard- 
t in the serenity of his assurance and with that superb faith that mocks at 
the worst difficulties Mr. Goubet accepted all. 

Figs. 3 and 4 represent two of the phases of the dramatic eight-hour experi- 
ment. In Fig.3 the Goubetis preparing to disappear, in Fig. 4 it has come to a 
rest at a depth of one meter, to remain there for twenty minutes. How the Gou- 
bet realizes this paradox it is impossible to say. That isa secret between the 
. 7 5 the D hile thi pies i 

may be seen from . 1, where it is he Chee suspended by the chains 
of a crane, the Goubet has the form of a stu cigar, or rather of an elongated 
— It was in bronze in a single piece, It is5.6 meters (18 feet) in length, 
1.53 meters (5 feet) in diameter, and weighs, all „6,000 kilograms 


ext DORIAN, iona permitting of 0 4 Faine sumed from one poa — ns world 
other, like a package or a 's launch, upon a railway oron 
board of an ironclad. y 

This relative lightness does not 2 its having, by reason of its lines, a 
wonderful trim, and being remarkably seaworthy. When it is floating on the 
surface, even coring = rece sea, it carries two or three men very well upon top 


(Fig. 2) without roe 
The Goubet is vided underneath with a mass of lead of 900 sp ip aparare 
orth eae deh which may be freed by turninga bolt. This is termed the safety 
we 
It remains to state that the boat is capable of being steered under water in 
spito of the o ty of the medium and of the disturbance of the compass near 
e dynamo t urnishes the motive power. The Goubet can run by ear, but 


its submarine paddles can be used only for running forward, Itis not possible 
with their aid to back water, Mr. Goubet therefore had to remove the rudder 
helix, movable in all directions, which he uses both for running and 3 
and to replace it by a provisional apparatus which will permit him to perform 

he evolutions d esirable, without the help of electricity, for the en time of 
the experiments. This change had to be e because the administration of 
bridges and highways would not allow Mr. Goubet to run his boat by electricity 
in the Commerce basin, 

Mr. Goubet isstudyinga play of mirrors that will permit him, when immersed 
to perceive, within a certain radius, all the objects rising above the surface of 
the water, and also a combination d to protect his compass against the 
disturbing influence of the electric motor.—Abstract from Le Monde Tiiustré. 

Mr. President, this is only one of the inventions showing what is 
about to occur, what has occurred, and what will occur in the very near 
future. Explosives manufactured to-day can be shot out of a cannon 
and striking against one of these iron-clads would blow it into atoms. 
It is only a question of dollars and cents and the composition of the 
explosive in order to make it sufficient to destroy any of these immense 
iron-clads. And for us now, in view of all these things, to engage in 
this hazardous undertaking, in this useless undertaking, in this ex- 
travagant undertaking, I say, is simply folly. 

Now, Mr. President, what has tempted this? It is the surplus. 
The surplus has invited all these schemes, It is well to remember that 
that surplus has already gone. It is only amythto-day, and when the 
legislation of this Congress shall have been enacted and become laws 
there will be no more surplus, and the people of the United States may 
be very thankful if taxes do not have to be increased. I wanted to read 
a particular quotation from the report of the Secretary of the Navy in 


regard to the surplus. I read now from the annual report of the Sec- 


retary of the Navy. 


The cost of building a navy casts no perceptible burden upon a country of 
our vast resources, It is the premium paid by the United States for the insur- 
ance of its acquired wealth and its wing industries. Compared with the 
interests that are secured, the rate is low. It is a cheap price to pay 99 
We collect in duties in six months at a single a greater sum than we could 
spend in building a new navy in six years. For the past two years the Gov- 
ernment has paid its creditors for the privilege of discounting its debt before it 
was due twice the sum we have spent in reconstruction, And the fact must be 
remembered that of the amount which we spend for the construction of a ship, 
only a small fraction, perhaps one-tenth, goes for absolutely raw material. 
while the remaining nine-tenths represents, in one form or another, the earn- 
ings of American labor. 


I have read already other parts of this same idea in the letter which 
I have read of the Secretary of the Navy transmitting the report of the 
policy board. 

Now, Mr. President, for the reasons I have given, itis not in my 
judgment wise or judicious or expedient or politic from any standpoint ~ 
that we should construct any more of these battle-ships. There is no 
necessity for doing it, in regard to our national honor, to protect our 
flag in every part of the earth and among all the nations and kindreds 
and tongues of people. We perfectly safe. We can rely upon se- 
curing justice without any manifestation of physical or visible force, 
ahd I trust that the amendment I have offered will be agreed to and 
that these three battle-ships will be stricken out of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam not sure that I understand exactly the ques- 
tion. Is this simply to strike out the three vessels? Let the amend- 
ment be reported. 


The CHIEF CLERK. On page 43, line 25, after the word contract, 


it is proposed to strike out down to and including the word each, 


in line 8 of page 44. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That will do. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I am well persuaded that we ought 
to have a respectable navy. Wehave in process of construction a num- 
ber of ships. Whether we should construct line-of-battle ships rather 
than cruisers with a few heavy guns is a question which perhaps others 
can determine hetter than myself. 

I only rose to say that my vote on this bill will not be as it has been 
on former bills, for reasons which I very briefly referred to when the 
subject was up on some amendments which were acted upon two or 
three days ago. We all remember how much of a wasteful and extray- 
agant expenditure and how much of a scandal there was about the Navy 
Department for a number of years, The matter attracted attention 
until Congress took it in hand and made provisions by which it was 
hoped that wasteful expenditures wöuld be avoided by reducing the 
number of yards in which construction should be carried on. 

We adopted amendments the other day which, while the word ‘‘con- 
struction was stricken out of two of them and left out of the third, 
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mean, if they mean anything at all, that we are to restore three yards 
as yards of construction in addition to the three that were contemplated 
by former action. I say this because of the understanding that the 
bill contains, without the provisions which the Naval Committee 
moved to strike out, what was necessary to preserve those yards as 
they had heretofore been preserved. The report of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs seems to have had no influence with the Senate. 

Now, what is the effect of what has been done? It seems to me it is 
simply to provide $100,000 for two additional yards and $50,000 for a 
third one, that they may be spent to employ local people, to influence 
elections, and to benefit the communities where these expenditures are 
to be made without any special reference to the advantage of the Navy. 

Sir, I do not wish to see money spent in that way, and especially I 
do not wish to see it so spent in view of some other facts which exist. 
It is affording money for local purposes, where local benefits are not 
specially needed, and adding taxes upon people who are scarcely able 
to get along at the present time. , 

There are some interesting facts that ought not to escape our atten- 
tion. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas yield to 
the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator, I- hope, has not forgotten that upon the 
clauses which the Committee on Appropriations reported to the Sen- 
ate in reference to navy-yards, striking out the, House provisions giv- 
ing money for putting the yards in preparation for building and repair- 
ing ships, upon the motion of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] the Senate unanimously, without a division, struck out that 
important portion of the House clauses that provided for the yards he- 
ing fitted up for building ships, leaving the appropriation simply for 
tools and for putting the yards into condition to repairships, and I doubt 
very much whether the Senate would have embarked upon thescheme 
of reopening these yards for building ships, setting aside the question 
that the Senator has referred to of using the yards for local and polit- 
ical purposes which have created scandals in both parties heretofore. 

I think it is the feeling of the Senate, of Congress, of the country 
generally interested in this subject, that the ships can be better built 
in private yards. I would not have voted for the propositions if the 
words providing that the yards should be putin preparation for building 


-ships had not been stricken out. Ido not think the Senator from Con- 


necticut, who offered the amendment, would have done so. So the 
Senator will bear in mind that the provisions as established by the 
vote of the Senate are robbed of the great danger he sees that the yards 
may be used for these pores hereafter. Not a ship will be built in 
them. The ships can be built better elsewhere. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I would ask the Senator from Maine, 
a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs, if without the clauses in 
the bill which the Committee on Appropriations recommended should 
be stricken out, there was not sufficient money provided in the bill to 
preserve these yards in the condition they were and to enable them to 
go on with repairs? 

Mr. HALE. No. It is believed that so far as repairs go small ap- 
propriations are needed. Now, $50,000 is not very much for a great 
yard for tools and for keeping it in condition to repair vessels. The 
money will be spent, not in workmen, not in laborers, but largely in 
tools that are necessary to fit up; and when the words providing for 
building were struck out all that portion of the use of the yards that 
gives rise to the employment of large numbers of workmen went with 
them. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President 

Mr. BUTLER. May I interrupt the Senator from Texas one mo- 
ment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas yield to 
the Senator from South Carolina ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. . ; 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to call the Senator’s attention to the fact that 
the language of the bill we are now discussing, the amendment of the 
Senator from Missouri to strike out the provision for three battle-ships, 
provides in terms that they shall be constructed by contract. They 
are not to be constructed in the navy-yards, but by contract. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iwasnot referring to that clause of the bill. Iwas 
referring to the action of the Senate on other preceding amendments, 
bed on the reason for the course which I intend to take with reference 

the bill. 3 

It was assumed in the debate, and I did not hear it contradicted, as 
to those amendments (it is more than $50,000; for the two amendments 
it is $100,000 and for the third it is $50,000 more) that these appro- 
priations were made, in the first place, without any recommendation 
from the Navy Department and, in the second place, that they were 
useless unless it was intended to go on and make additional large ap- 
propriations. If we are to abandon the recommendations of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy and insert provisions like this, it seems to me that 
that of itself ought to raise the question in our minds whether they 
are necessary or not, The Secretary of the Navy certainly is not dere- 
lict in making all the recommendations which he believes to be neces- 


sary for the construction and repair of ships. He made no such recom- 
mendation. It will enable the employment of some thousands of 
workmen a few days before election. 

Remember that it is contemplated by one of these amendments that 
new and improved tools shall be purchased of the kind necessary for 
the construction of steel and iron vessels. If it had no reference to 
construction, why should the words have been put in to enable the 

archase of tools for the construction of steel and iron vessels? It 
is to aid, as I said, that part of the country which has been benefited 
by the legislation of Congress to such a degree that it has created a 
totally different condition between it and other parts of the country. 

To exhibit how the money of this country is distributed, I have a 
table here which shows that in the nine States designated as manufact- 
uring States especially the amount of capital, surplus, undivided profits, 
and individual deposits in banks of all kinds, with a population of 
17,000,000, is $3,378,295,000. That is the amount of capital, surplus, 
undivided profits, and individual deposits. Then all the rest of the 
States, with 47,000,000 population, have $1,823,376,000. Money is 
necessary to give activity to business of all kinds. When we find that 
about one-fourth of the 8 of the country owns over three- 
fifths of the banking capital and deposits, it is calculated to raise in- 
quiry, and that inquiry when it reaches solution will be that by legis- 
lating for a particular class of the country and its interests we are 
transferring the capital of this country to that section and draining 
the others, 

The per capita in what are called the nine manufacturing States of 
this country is $198 and for the other States $40. This is shown by 
the report of the Comptroller of the Currency, which I hold in my 
hand. Massachusetts alone has 8691, 184, 000. The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts called our attention during the last Congress frequently to 
the large amount of deposits there. It has more than the nine States 
of Indiana, Michigan, Wisconsin, Iowa, Minnesota, Kansas, Nebraska, 
Missouri, and Colorado. Is it possible that there is more enterprise in 
that single State than there is in these nine growing States of the West? 
Or is it because by a system of legislation the money of this country is 
transferred to a particular part of the country? New Hampshire, with 
a population of only 381,000, has as much money as the two States of 
Indiana and North Carolina, with an aggregate population of 4, 000, 000, 
and Rhode Island, with a population of 343, 000, has more than Georgia, 
South Carolina, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, and West Virginia, 
with an aggregate population of 8,000,000, 

Mr. President, it is not pleasant to have to call attention to these 
things, but we hear the mutterings of discontent from the portions of 
the country oppressed by a system of class legislation until they can be 
no longer very well ignored by those who control the legislation of the 
United States. Such facts as these must strike the imagination with 
some degree of force, must show that there is some abnormal condition 
of things, because it is not true that in a people of the same race, of the 
same education, aspirations, hopes, and activity, one portion of them, 
the larger portion of the country, thirty-three of the forty-two States, 
should have $40 per capita of this capital, while the other nine shall 
have $198. 

I call attention to this because while these items are small, as was 
suggested by the Senator from Maine, only $100,000 for two clauses 
and $50,000 for another, making $150,000 that are involved, it is to 
lay the predicate for additional appropriations and to spread out yards 
of construction where patronage may be used, money expended, peo- 
ple employed, elections controlled, not because it is reeommended by 
the Department of the Government that has of this subject, but 
because the local interest of the people concerned demands it, and with- 
out an estimate from the Department demands it to go where I have 
pointed ont so much money goes under other laws for the protection of 
domestic manufactures and various other sorts of class legislation. 

Mr. President, while I concur in much that the Senator from Mis- 
souri hassaid about avoiding the extra of extraordinary appro- 
priations for the benefit of the Navy and for seacoast fortifications, I 
do believe that the policy of this country requires a respectable navy. 
I do not believe that we can rely simply upon the population and 
wealth and intelligence of this country for the proper defense and care 
of American interests. Under that belief I have sustained the idea 
for several years of securing a respectable navy. 

I do not have faith in the idea of peace congresses and peace conven- 
tions. Peace congresses and e conventions are like the law of na- 
tions in their effect, very good when they suit the convenience of a power- 
ful nation and entirely ignored when they fail to suit the interests of a 
powerful nation. Great Britain no doubt would enter into an arrange- 
ment with the United States to settle controversies by negotiation. 
She has a good reason forit. In her experiments of trying to settle diffi- 
culties with this country by arms she has not been successful. In her 
negotiations she has never gone through a negotiation where she did 
not get the advantage of thiscountry. While she might agree to enter 
upon arbitration with this and other powerful governments, she would 
not arbitrate with India; she would not arbitrate with the Boers of 
Africa; she would not arbitrate with Egypt, nor with any power that 
she felt she could plunder and rob with impunity. 

I feel as proud as any one of the achievements of English sagacity, 
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English perseverance, English skill, but it is due to truth to say that 
I believe England is the greatest robber nation on the face of the earth 
and the least governed by the principles that underlie the law of na- 
tions. I do not believe any case in her history can be pointed to 
where the law of nations came in the way of her aggressive purposes 
that she paid one particle of attention to it. She will not arbitrate 
with the weak powers that she can plunder. She may arbitrate with 
those she fears. > 

It is very good to feel that great controversies, great expenditures of 
money, great expenditures of blood and loss of life might be saved by 
arbitration. That isa very pleasant theory to think of; but practically 
the human family have not reached the point in elevation of character 
and in devotion to christian principles to adopt it. 

The nation that will bind itself by the rules of absolute right and 
make itself defenseless because war is wrong isa foolish nation. China 
has many times more population than the United States has, and yet 
Great Britain, or Germany, or France, any one of them, can dictate to 
her any terms they please. Why? Because they are prepared by great 
naval armaments and great armies to enforce their demands by power, 
not by moral persuasion, not by the rules of right, but to enforce the 
demands that their cupidity may induce them to attempt to enforces 
The very fact of our great wealth, if we leave ourselves undefended, 
would be but to invite aggressions by the strong powers of the world. 

So I think it is well for usto look at this subject in a practical way. 
While we do not need great standing armies; while we do not need a 
navy like the Governments of Western Europe, who have tostand guard 
all the time for fear of an attack from one another. while our isolated 
condition from the great Governments of the earth is in a large measure 
our protection, still the United States has grown into the position of a 
first-class power. She has now got to assume the relations, the duties, 
and the responsibilities of a first-class nation. Her commercial rela- 
tions are continually expanding to the different parts of the earth. 
Our commerce, our business interests bring us more and more in con- 
tact with them. I have no doubt that in the near future we are to 
have a water transit through the isthmus to the south of us. When 
we have that our position will be brought still more and more in con- 
tact with the commercial interests of the world, and we should be pre- 

red for whatever responsibilities it may bring. The commerce ot 
Western Europe and of Asia would pass almost by our doors. It is 
true that that is a matter in the future, but the construction of a proper 
navy is a matter in the future. Whatever may be necessary to protect 
our interests it has always seemed to me ought to be done. 

Mr. President, with these views I shall not vote for the construction 
of these three line-of-battle ships. I shall vote for whatever will limit 
appropriations in this bill, because I believe we started in the three 
propositions that were voted upon the other day to provide for expendi- 
tures without the recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy and 
over the recommendation of the Senate Committee on Naval Affairs. 
We cut loose from both of them, and we have started again the process 
of spending money ostensibly to build upa navy, but to be applied for 
local employment, local uses, political uses, and for the pecuniary ad- 
vantage which is to come to the particular localities. 

I felt as if it was necessary for me to say this in explanation of the 
votes which I shall give on this bill, which will not be as my votes 
have been on other bills in past years. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I did not intend to participate in 
this discussion, but it seems to me that if the Monroe doctrine is to be 
maintained, if the United States is to occupy a position which will en- 
able her to protect the weaker nations on this hemisphere from aggres- 
sion, if she is to have any moral influence in arbitration throughout 
the world among other nations, she must have the power to protect the 
weak and she must have the power to enforce any decree that may be 
made by arbitration. The people of the United States have expressed 
a policy in various ways: that we are against war; that we are in favor 
of settling all disputes by arbitration; that we are in favor of universal 
peace. No doubt that is the sentiment of the country, but we have 
got to take the condition of the world as-it is and mankind as it now 
exists, and act accordingly. p 

Great Britain is the dominant power on the sea. Is she governed in 
her conduct towards foreign nations by any principles of humanity or 
justice? Can we protest against her aggressions? Did she not wage 
war upon poor Egypt, batter down Alexandria, and place her officers 
there to collect taxes which reduced the people to slavery? Are not 


the people of Egypt, the laborers there, flogged from day to day to ex- 


tort money from those poor people to pay a margin of debt? Is that 
justice? If that had been left to arbitration, what people on earth 
would have said that debt, contracted between a lot of speculators at 
exorbitant interest and a parcel of weak rulers, ought to be paid? 
Prudent men ought to have known that such a debt could not and 
ought not to be paid. But, with all its accumulation of interest, the 
parn of that debt is being enforced, and by flogging the poor la- 
rers, 


Look at China, with its hundreds of millions of people. China at- 
tempted to save her people from the opium habit that was destroying 
them. England, for the purpose of selling opium, took possession of 
portions of China, made war on China, and forced her to open her ports 
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and take in opium. The opium trade of England, for the pore of 
gain in China, is a disgrace to humanity and has been so denounced 
from time to time by Britain’s leading men in Parliament. Still they 
take it and enforce it, Is there any justice in that? 

I might enumerate hundreds of instances where the aggressive and 
grasping power of England is doing this vast injustice. Germany now 
is doing the same thing. They are overrunning the weak powers, ab- 
sorbing them, and enslaving them. 

Look at India, enslaved by military power, and will you say that a 
helpless people have any chance for justice in the present condition of 
things? Look atall Europe. Itis virtuallyamilitarycamp. Every 
power in Europe is building a navy. 

We want to arbitrate. Our voice in arbitration would amount to 
nothing unless we have power to enforce it. I say we must either be 
prepared to abandon the proud position that we have occupied in main- 
taining the Monroe doctrine, we must submit to allow European na- 
tions to make any aggressions they please on this continent, or we must 
gradually build up a navy. 

I have been of this opinion for many years. Over twenty years ago 
in this Chamber I offered a resolution of inquiry as to the expediency 
of commencing in a small way to build up a navy. I am glad that 
the Navy Department and the Committee on Naval Affairs are at work 
at it. I do not feel disposed to quibble with them about the details 
that they have investigated. They are not going to fallinto any great 
mistake; they are going along gradually. I believe in supporting them 
and taking their judgment after they have made investigations. I 
have not the time and ability to make the necessary investigation of 
details. When they say to us that their purpose is to gradually build 
up a navy and place the United States in a position where it will have 
its legitimate influence in keeping peace in the world I will stand 
by them, because that is the correct purpose, and it should be carried out. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator let me say a word right in the line of 
what he is saying? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. The bill reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
which is now before the Senate contains only about one-third of what 
was recommended by the Naval Committee. Instead of its being the 
recommendation of the Policy Board, that has been quoted here, or of 
the Secretary of the Navy, or even of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
so conservative is the bill that it covers only about a third of what the 
Naval Committee reported. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator from Nevada will allow me I will 
state that the last clauses of the bill about building these vessels create 
en original expenditure of $8,120,000 in addition to what is necessary 
for the completing of other vessels in progress. The whole appropria- 
tion contained in these last clauses of the bill amounts to $23,520,000. 

Mr. STEWART. Well, that is a very small sum for this great na- 
tion. It is a very small sum compared with the benefits of having 
some influence and protecting the independence of the various Govern- 
ments upon this hemisphere. The moral effect of a Republican power 
ought to have its effect in preserving Republican institutions for man 
on this hemisphere. But if we abandon that and we are helpless, these 
weak powers will have to submit to whatever dictation in trade or busi- 
ness or anything else European nations may see fit to im upon them, 

Now, it is a mistake to suppose we are not in danger all the whileof 
either war or a humiliating surrender of our rights. On Behring Sea 
and on the eastern coast there is constant complication. If we have the 
power to enforce our rightsthis great Republic will never have to go to 
war, but if without the means of defense we hold out a vast prize on 
each coast, a temptation to foreign powers to levy contributions upon 
us, we are liable to have war at any day, we are in danger any day. 

What American is not humiliated by the history of the British fleet 
coming up the Potomac in 1812 and taking possession of Washington, 
burning down the Capitol, and driving everybody ont of this city be- 
fore them? It was the greatest humiliation that this nation ever 
experienced, and it was owing to the lack of reasonable precaution 
which might have been taken then to have a navy that would have 
prevented the British navy from coming up the river. What would 
prevent them now from coming up the river here? What would pre- 
vent a British fleet from coming here to-day? Nothing would prevent 
them but a matter of expediency on their part. What would prevent 
a British fleet from going into any port on the Atlantic or Pacific coast 
to-day? What have we got to prevent them? Nothing. 

We say we have a moral power, but the nations of the earth re- 
pect physical power. They have not got past the point of respecting 
physical power. Moral power with physical power behind it is very > 
persuasive; but look at the hundreds of millions that England con- 
trols and makes slayes of. The moral power of hundreds of millions 
amounts to nothing without physical power. Look at all China de- 
graded, the people absolutely destroyed by the opium habit, bowing 
and taking it from England. Look at India all enslaved. If num- 
bers give moral power they have ten times the numbers that we have, 
Numbers do not amount to anything without physical force. 

It is a matter now of preparation; it is a matter of the instruments 
of war. Without those instruments man is powerless. Those things 
can not be done in a minute; it takes time; and I say it is wrong for 
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us to delay an hour in getting ready to take a position that will give 
us the moral s th, will give us the voice in the affairs of mankind 
to which this great Republic is entitled. If free institutions are worth 
anything, they should have all the physical power at their command 
to enforce the principles of our institutions, to maintain on this hemi- 
sphere the independence of republican government, All the Govern- 
ments of this hemisphere now arerepublican except where Great Britain 
dominates. 

However we may talk about having arbitration among ourselves 
what would our arbitration amount to, what would the arbitration of 
all the people of this hemisphere amount to if nobody is able to enforce 
the decree? A little combination with asmall European power would 
break it all up. What confidence will they have in our arbitrating 
their disputes if we have no power to carry the arbitration into effect? 

No, the need of the hour is a sufficient navy and coast defenses to 
pas the United States in a position of safety and give to the United 

tates the position morally that she has physically if her physical force 
could be exerted. Then you meet the demands of the hour. Then 
you meet the aspirations of every American citizen. Let this ques- 
tion be discussed anywhere between the two oceans, and every man in 


every audience will throw up his hat fora navy sufficient to protect |. 


the old flag and make it respectable if need be. 

You can not bring this subject before the people anywhere but what 
you strike a sympathetic chord. Every man is opposed to having the 
Government of the United States in a position to be humiliated by any 
power, and however much he may be for peace, if he is a man of rea- 
son he knows the only way to preserve peace is to be prepared for any 
emergency. 

J hope that the Committee on Naval Affairs will be sustained, that 
they will go on in their good work, and that we shall gradually build 
up a navy that will satisfy the demand of the hour and give confidence 
to every American citizen that his Government has power to protect him 
at home or abroad. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I could well content myself to 
remain in my seat and define my position by my vote, but there is 
something so grotesque and repugnant to my mind in this whole as- 
sumption that I feel impelled to say a few words. 

The American people are no more in favor of increasing the Navy of 
the United States and making a standing Navy than they are of in- 
creasing the Army and making a great standing Army. I represent 
one of the States in the Mississippi Valley, where I doubt if five men 
could be found who would approve a vote appropriating over $12,000,- 
000 at this time for the building of new ships. 4 

Mr. President, this proposition involves too much. The Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. STEWART], whose observation I noticed, says we must 
be strong physically in order to have an influence upon foreign nations. 
If that, means anything, it means that we must not only get ready now, 
but stay ready to fight all the maritime powers of the earth from this 
time on. In order to have peace we are to have a stupendous stand- 
ing navy. I believe in nothing of the kind whatever, and I shall show 
by my observations further on that nothing of the kind is necessary 
and never has been in the history of this Government. 

This annual farce, Mr. President, of fear of war, which comes once 
a year, is becoming tiresome and monotonous. I am not a physician; 
I can not tell whether it is a malarial fever or a mercenary fever, but 
the periodicity about it is that it comes on appropriation days. When- 
ever the naval appropriation bill is up, then gentlemen who have spent 
w whole year peacefully and quietly, with no apprehension in their 
minds, get up here and work themselves into a perfect fever, storm 
around here, and, as the Senator from Connecticut Mr. HAWLEY] the 
other day, depict how an English fleet could get here. I do not know 
whether the old officers of the English navy will attach much impor- 
tance to his nautical route or not, but I was rather amused at the man- 
ner in which he pointed out from place to place how they could get 
here and what they could do after they got here. 

Ithink this fever or pretended fever must havea very peculiar effect 
upon the minds of men. The learned and scholastic and usually accu- 
rate Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], whom I regret not to see 
in his seat, spoke the other day of the having sunk the Chesa- 
peake down in Lynn Haven Bay, and he said if England had known 
what a power we could develop she would not have sunk the Chesa- 
pers as she did. Immediately afterwards the accomplished Senator 

m Maine [Mr. HALE] followed in saying that when the Chesapeake 
pyan down what happened then. Well, the Chesapeake did not go 
own. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iam not mistaken, for I have been looking you 
up. 

Mr. HALE. I never thought that the Chesapeake went down any 
more than the Capitol went down. It was the flag that was struck. 

Mr. VOOR We shall see what the Senator said. 

oe HALE. It was the flag was struck, but the Chesapeake did not 
go down. 

Mr. VOORHEES. We will see. The Senator from Massachusetts 
LMr. Hoar] said: 


I think no careful student of the history of this country will doubt that if we 
had had a decently equipped navy in proportion to our national strength, 


* 


which was then not very great, in the years orion: to the war of 1812, we 
never should have had that war. If England known, when the Leopard 
sank the Chesapeake and when she set up that most ou pretense of a 
to search all our ships and seize any man whom any little British mid- 


pman might think or say he thought was an subject, and take him 
forcibly out of the ship where he was serving—if had known the nayal 
w we afterwards developed,she never would have eted either 


stre 
of those outrages which drove us so reluctantly into the war of 1812. 

Now, if that does not mean that the Leopard sunk the Chesapeake 
it must mean that the Chesapeake sunk the Leopard. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. Iam only speaking of the effect which 
this incurable periodical fever of fear has upon the minds of men in 
stating facts. 

Mr. HALE. This mental fear evidently is not confined to this side. 
I am not here to fight the battles of the Senator from Massachusetts, 

Mr. VOORHEES. No, he is very capable of fighting his own. 

Mr. HALE. He is well capable of fighting his own battles; and no 
man is more historically correct upon subjects of the past in American 
eee and Lotier 3 thun he. If he said inadvertently that the 

pard su e Chesapeake, it was a lapsus linguæ. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think so. 

Mr. HALE. Because it is a subject that anybody who reads Amer- 
ican history takes notice of. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I was only showing what effect panic has upon 
usually accurate men. 

Mr. HALE. Buta panic does not lead men to misstate a matter of 
history. Everybody understands that the wanton attack there, so far 
as it went, was a massacre, and that Captain Barron pulled down his 
flag and the country was disgraced, but the ship no more went to the 
bottom than the Senator from Indiana is going to the bottom of this 
question. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 
said. 

Mr. HALE. Whatever is reported there in the RECORD. If I said 
the Chesapeake was sunk, it was like what the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts said. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from Maine-said this: 


I was going to say that, even narrowing it ond what the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts has, I have always believed that if Chesapeake at that time when 
that most wanton attack was made upon her had been well armed equipped, 
and ready (and if she had been she would have come out conqueror in con- 
fiict) that would have averted the war and would have settled the question of 
the impressment of seamen the other way. Buttheattack was and was 
successful, and the prestige went with it, and the American ship went down 


Mr. HALE. Go on. 

Mr. VOORHEES— 
because she was not prepared, and because, studen natio: 
history knows, the ‘anton of the adtsintstration had toon poe 3 
all the years preceding. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will read on he will see I referred to the 
flag being struck. She did go down in the conflict. The ship did not 
go to the bottom of the sea; she was not sunk. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Well, the Senator said the American ship went 
down.“ I will read a little further: 

The general tone under which the Government was run was in the direction 
the Senator from Missouri is talking, that no trouble would come, 

The question of the flag being struck is not within a mile and a half 
of where the Senator kank the Chesapeake, the American ship. Asa 
matter of course I know the Senator knew better than that. 

Mr, HALE. The Senator is certainly making a point on a very 
small matter. s 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iam not making any point about it except to 
illustrate how a panic may come upon men’s minds and how they may 
get up theories and support them by misstatements. 

Mr. HALE. Suppose the Chesapeake had been sunk, it would have 
been still worse. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Now, I have got something to say about the 
Chesapeake. The case of the Chesapeake and the Leopard was cited 
by the Senator from Maine and likewise by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts for the sole purpose of showing the weakness of the American 
Navy, and the Senator from Maine used the term disgrace in con- 
nection with it. Iam here prepared to say that the American Navy 
illustrated the test success of American arms in the first year of the 
war of 1812. The affair of the Chesapeake occurred in 1807. She 
fought again that fateful battle off Boston in 1813. The question in re- 
gard to the Chesapeake and Leopard had nothing to do with the policy 
of this Government. It was five yearsbefore war wasdeclared. The 
Chesapeake was fired upon by a treacherous, audacious, bullying foe, 
who found her without the slightest preparation, and the American 
Government made a scapegoat, in my judgment, of Commodore Bar- 
ron and he was unjustly treated, for he had no reason to suppose that 
he would be fired upon by the Leopard. 

But, Mr. President, when war was declared on the 19th of June, 
1812, the disasters that came did not come because of the want of a 
fleet. The disasters in the first year of the war were not on the ocean. 
Hull surrendered Detroit in the first year of the war. The massacre 
of Raisin River occurred the first yearofthewar. The defeat at B 
town occurred in the Northwest the first year of the war. 2 

Before six months had elapsed after the first year of the war Ameri- 


Now, let us see what the Senator from Maine 
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can valor on the ocean lit up the world with a blaze, capt vessels 
in every direction. We met with no great disaster so far as the Navy 
was concerned during the warof1812. Why, evenwhen one ship was 
captured off Boston, when the Shannon, after that murderous t in 
which Lawrence died exclaiming not to give up the ship, so great was 
the joy and exultation of England over the capture of even one Ameri- 
can vessel that they illuminated London, they rang bells, they fired 
their guns in triumph at the Tower, and why? Because up to that 
time victory after victory had crowned the efforts of the American Navy. 
We needed but a little time, scarcely any time at all, to get ready to 
meet ‘‘ thé mistress of the seas.“ 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senatorallow metoask him a question there? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana yield to 
the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HALE, Iagree with the Senator in what he says about the 
prowess of the American Navy as established in the first year of the 
war, but that was five years after the most wanton attack of the Leop- 
ard upon the Chesapeake. Suppose that war had resulted immedi- 
ately upon the capture—call it the capture or whatever you choose— 
of the Chesapeake by the Leopard. Her flag was struck, although 
the Leopard did not choose to take possession of her. After that event 
suppose war had occurred at once, does the Senator believe that the 
American people would have beenjustas well prepared for war as they 
were five years afterwards ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. They would have fought just the same. 

Mr. HALE. But does not the Senator know as a matter of history 
that that entered into the American heart and ed the American 
mind, so that that outbreak which ran from one end of the country to 
the other resulted in the Administration setting itself to work and in 
the five years following getting ready for war, building frigates, equip- 
ping them and manning them, and then we were ready for war? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Does the Senator from Maine know how many 
war-vessels we had afloat when the war broke out? 

Mx. HALE. I do. 

Mr. VOORHEES. How many? 

Mr. HALE, I have whole tables here, but I can not give the totals 
now. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I can. Wehad about twenty vessels all told in 
commission, and seventy-five or eighty gunboats on the coast. 

Mr. HALE. When the Leopard fired on the Chesapeake and 
obliged her to strike her flag and disgrace her crew and captain (and I 
agree with the Senator that Barron was made the scape-goat unjustly, 
because he did not believe the enemy would fire upon him), we were 
in no respect ready with our eighteen or twenty ships. We were in 
1812. We got ready because of just such insults. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have great faith in the power of the American 
people to get ready. I have seen them get ready. . 

Mr. HALE. It took us five years to get ready then. 

4 Mr. VOORHEES. I have seen them get ready upon very short no- 
ice, too. 

Mr. President, I stand here to protest in behalf of the overburdened, 
overtaxed people against this proposition, which, if it leads to anything 
at all, leads to a mighty standing Navy, equipped to cope with that of 
England. We have got to rely upon that inherent power to get ready 
rather than rely upon a system which we are foreign to. The policy 
and spirit of our people is opposed to standing armies and standing 
navies, but is not opposed to the principle of getting ready whenever 
the call is made. I can not be alarmed, as the gentlemen are on the 
other side of the Chamber, with a dread of a foreign war. TheSenator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] well s ted to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, I believe, the other day (when the Senator from Massachu- 
setts said that had England known what power we had to get ready, 
what power we had to make war upon a sudden, she would have never 
fired upon the Chesapeake), that she had found that out now. All the 
nations of the earth know that now. They know it just as well asif 
we had frowning battlements all around our coast. The world knows 
it just as well as if our ships swarmed with their black guns in every 
harbor and every bay. The world knows it without having those 
things to look at. 

The Senator from Nevada spoke as if we needed to have a Kinder- 
garten and teach by object lessons to say to England, Look there at 
that ship, beware! Look at the size of the gun! See how far she can 
shoot!’’ On the contrary, all that England has got to do is to look at 
the history of this people, recall some things in her own recollection, 
recall the names of Isaac Hull, and Bainbridge, and Truxtun, and 
Porter, and Perry, and Decatur, and Stewart, of the old Ironsides. 
When she does that she will have no need of object lessons. She will 
have no need to have a big fleet pointed out to her as a warningagainst 
attacking us, England is not a stupid nation. There is no more 
danger of war between England and this country now and in the fat- 
ure than between this country and Kamchatka. All her great interests 
lie in a different direction. All her experience is averse to it. 

Why, Mr. President, when the occupying army of Great Britain 
evacuated New York at the close of the Revolution, after the surrender 
of Cornwallis, the British Government was not satisfied that these col- 


onies were lost to her forever. There is a historic circumstance of 


great significance to my mind. As the last British troops were going 
aboard the launches and dropping down the bay a British sailor ran up 
the flag-staff and instead of taking down the British colors he nailed 
them to the head of the staff, there where the Battery is now, and he 
slushed the pole all the way down with grease so that our folks could 
not climb it and take down that hated piece of bunting. You will find 
this fact stated historically by the writers of that period. It was an 
American sailor boy by the name of John Van e, a name in my 
own family, one of those Dutch-Holland, enterprising, naturally mari- 
time people, who climbed that pole, singing as he went, and tore down 
that It was nailed there as an emblem of remaining power. 
Never, sir, until after the war of 1812 was England satisfied that there 
was a people on this side of the ocean that she would do well tolivein 
peace with. There was not a day from the evacuation of New York or 
the surrender at Yorktown that the British Government through its 
agents along the border and out in the Northwest was not engaged in 
stirring up the Indian tribes to bloodshed against the American settle- 
ments and frontiers. The history of the country is full upon that 
point. They were not satisfied with the result, and when the war of 
1812 came, and on their own favored element they were crushed time 
and again in their proudest vessels like egg shells, England will not 
court a collision soon again. 

Mr. President, in regard to the policy that has been pursued towards 
the Navy of the United States, it is amazing to my mind, it certainly 
will be to the American people, that nearly $500,000,000—four hun- 
dred and eighty-odd millions of money—has been spent since the close 
of the war on the American Navy, not appropriated merely, but ex- 
pended. Where is it all? We are told here by the committee that 
we are in abject meekness. Well, if we are in abject meekness there 
must have been some stupendous robberies. Nearly $500,000,000 have 
gone. Some one suggests it has been spent in the expenses of paying 
salaries, etc. Be that so. But in the seven years, since 1883, we 
have appropriated $32,000,000 for new ships 832, 000, 000 taken from 
a people who are not easy in their circumstances, a who are un- 
easy, sore, and oppressed by the manner in whic are taxed. 
Now comes this proposition to appropriate over $12,000,000 more for 
three other vessels, with no more probability of war or danger of war 
than there is of a collision with one of the outlying planets of the uni- 
verse. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May J ask a question? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator, for my information, kindly tel 
me how much of the $32,000,000 appropriated within the seven years 
was upon the earnest request of a Democratic Administration supported 
by a Democratic House? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ido not know. I generally speak for myself. 
I generally speak for myself, I repeat. There is a good deal of locality 
in this question, as it was once said there was as to the tariff; and this 
periodical fever, the fear of a foreign war, generally strikes certain belts 
of country. — 

But I undertake to say that the policy of the Democratic party on 
the subject of the Navy will stand careful investigation. For a long 
time wrong and jobbery, gonial rascality, ran riot in our navy-yards. 
That is well known. hey were kept open as sources of political 
power and political management, and I regret to see that some of them 
are to be opened again. It was in 1882 that a policy was inaugurated 
under Democratic auspices to close all the navy-yards, except Norfolk, 
Brooklyn, and Mare Island, and I can see no reason why it should not 
remain so now. 

Bic HALE. That policy was framed and adopted by a Republican 
ouse. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It was a Democratic House. 

Mr. HALE. No; a Republican House passed the appropriation bill, 
reported by a Republican member, adopted by a Republican Senate, 
and approved by a Republican President. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Then I would only ask why you are going back 
on your own record. 

Mr. HALE. We have not gone back on it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is the only good thing and correct policy I 
have known by the Republican party in connection with the Navy, and 
now you are taking that back. 

Mr, HALE. No; that has not been gone back on. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will stand corrected if I was wrong about there 
being a Demoeratic House at that time, but in standing corrected I ask 
the Senator to stand by his own policy, if he claims it was a good 

cy. 
* HALE. It was a good policy. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Very well, Why have we been undoing it here 
last week? 

Mr. HALE. We have not undone it? 

Mr. VOORHEES. We have to a great extent. 

Mr. HALE. The main point is as I explained. Ido not want to 
interrupt the Senator, though I know he is always courteous about 
Aero ‘The thing that made the navy-yards the sport and tool of 
poli parties upon either side was the building of ships in the yards, 
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whole policy of this Government. For my part I enter my humble 
protest against any such policy. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I quite agree in one respect with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Vooruexs], that our strength in the future 
must depend y, as it has in the past, upon the fact that the na- 
tions of the world, as he has eloquently put it, have become very well 
acquainted with the power of this great country of ours and the ability 
of this Republic to get ready when an emergency approaches; but Ido 
not think that his patriotic reliance and exploitation of that power of 
the United States is exactly apposite to anything that is involved in 
the consideration of the pending amendment. If I understand any- 
thing about the policy hitherto of the United States in regard to its 
military preparation both upon the land and upon the sea, it is that 
we should avoid as far as possible imitating in any degree the policy 
of sce fae countries or monarchical countries in maintaining large 
establishment, whether of the Navy or of the Army; but it has been 
our policy for several generations that we should maintain the nucleus 
of a standing army, preserve the character of an army organization 
which may be adapted upon emergency to the needs of the time. 

So with our Navy. While we have never entered into competition 
with the nations of the world in building great battle-ships or in mak- 
ing costly experiments in ironclads, we have always maintained a fine 
personnel of the Navy and such matériel as would prevent the art of 
the mariner and the art of the navy officer from growing into desue- 
tude. Therefore, I think in line precisely with that well settled policy 
is the clause proposed to be stricken ont of the bill. In view of the 
changed condition of things, the movement from the old wooden, sea- 
going man-of-war to the new conditions which make it absolutely nec- 
essary to any navy that pretends to be worthy of the name that there 
should be modern ironclad vessels, we have provided in a very mod- 
erate way that these vessels should be built, that there should be arm- 
ored cruisers, and now in this provision that there should be that ab- 
solutely essential instrument of war, a battle-ship, if a navy is ever to 
fulfill its obvious purpose and has at some time to zear an enemy. 

The purpose of every naval establishment ultimately, of course, is to 
fight, and if we have no instruments, not a great establishment, not a 
good instrument with which a fight may be successfully carried on, we 
may as well abandon altogether the traditional and time-honored policy 
of the United States and go out of the business of a navy entirely. 

As the Senator from Maine has said, the Committee on Naval Affairs 
in considering this subject and after having had all the light they could 
possibly get, in their opinion, upon it, after hearing the report of the 
Secretary of the Navy supplemented by the policy board, deliberately 
threw overboard the recommendations of the policy board, discarded 
the recommendations of the Secretary of the Navy in some respects as 
to the extent of the establishment required, and reported a bill that 
seemed to them a wise one, in which eight battle-ships were recom- 
mended. 

Now, this clause which comes from the Appropriations Committee 
provides for only three of those absolutely necessary instruments of war- 
fare. We might as well abandon the use of modern ordnance in the Army, 
we might as well close our arsenals and factories to the manufacture of 
modern guns, as to decline, if we are to keep any naval establishment 
at all, to manufacture and create a modern battle-ship. We must have 
such ships unless we are to be the sport of any naval power that chooses 
at any time hereafter to invade or trespass upon the rights of the 
United States. 

Mr. President, we can not go on forever living in a fool’s paradise. 
We can not go on forever relying upon the ability, which has been so 
eloquently dwelt upon by the Senator from Indiana, of getting ready 
for a fight in an emergency. It will not do to told our armsand to be- 
lieve we are competent to maintain the dignity and honor of this 
country unless we have at least the beginning from which prepara- 
tion can be made when the emergency arises. 

While I am, therefore, thoroughly at one, as I believe, with the tra- 
ditional policy ot this Government to avoid large standing military es- 
tablishments, either on the land or on the sea, yet I am in favor of 
this moderate recommendation of the Committee on Appropriations 
and will vote for these three battle-ships. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I had supposed that if there wasany 
one policy decided upon by Congress and by the Government, it was 
that we should go forward and construct a respectable navy. In 1882, 
I believe, the first appropriation was made for the construction of what 
are called the new style of vessels, steel cruisers. Under that appro- 
priation we got the Dolphin, the Chicago, the Atlanta, and the Boston. 
Under subsequent appropriations we have provided for a number of 
other vessels, some of that type and some of a different type. 

Whilst I agree in the main with a good deal that has been said by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] and the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. VOORHEES] as to the power, prestige, and invincibility of 
the American people, I am not prepared to go to the extent to which 
they seem willing to goin abandoning preparations for what may over- 
take us in the future, It has been said in debate that we occupy an 
isolated position, that we have no colonial policy and no need for a 
navy to protect our colonies; that we have no objects of conquest. ete. 
How can a country be isolated which has, I believe, 12,000 miles of 


the great employment of labor, the amount of money expended. In 
the old days the scandals were something too intolerable to be borne. 
They’ were first investigated in the days of Democratic supremacy. 
The live-oak, the Swift contract, the building of ships in yards, the 
prostitution of men there to political services at the time of elections 
came from Democratic Administrations. If there were any abuses 
afterwards they were met fairly and squarely and dealt with in a manly 
and courageous way by a Republican House and Senate and President 
in 1882. Iam opposed, and I believe the Senate is opposed, and the 
other House is opposed, and the President and the Secretary, to open- 
ing these- yards for the building of ships. There may be some small 
repairs that an iron ship will need at any time if war comes. If there 
is conflict, in case repairs are needed at the Portsmouth yard or the 
Boston yard or the New York yard, they ought to be open for that 
urpose, 

‘4 rhea aoe that is given in the clauses of the bill that have already 
been agreed to is a bagatelle. It will all bespent pretty much in tools. 
There will not be fifty men put on at any one time at any navy-yard 
because of the little appropriations that are made here for tools for fit- 
ting up for repairs. : 

Iam opposed now and here and, until I change my mind, always 
to opening these yards for the building of ships. -Let the contractors 
do that. Let the contractors, who have been encouraged in the past Ad- 
ministrations, and have done so much to improve American ingenuity 
and American skill, and have developed the power of building the finest 
ships in the world, continue, though in almost all instances Democrats 
have these contracts for building ships. It is not a party question. 

The Senator talks about the arousing upon this side of the Chamber 
on this question. This thing, as the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GORMAN ] eloquently said the other day, never has been a party meas- 
ure, Democrats rallied to the support of the first attempts of the 
Government for building a navy in 1882, and I with others stood here 
and sustained a Democratic Secretary all through his administration. 

The Senator from Indiana talks about the enormousappropriation that 
was being made. The first year it was $8,000,000. We gave Secretary 
Whitney in next to the last year of his administration $11,000,000 to 
spend on the Navy and bade him God speed; and in the last year we 
gave him $7,500,000 and told him to goon. There was no party ques- 
tion that arose, and the Senator here and now on this patriotic issue 
can not array this Senate on party lines as to whether we shall go on 
and continue building up in a moderate way the American Navy and 
thereby preserve our self-respect. It is not a party question. 

Mr. VOORHEES, All I have to say in reply to the last remarks of 
the Senator from Maine is to quote the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock] and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, who, if I understood them cor- 
rectly last week, looked upon this movement of reopening these navy- 
yards as the re-establishment of the old system and policy. 

Mr. HALE. That was before the amendment moved by the Senator 
from Connecticut [ Mr. HAWLEY] had been adopted, which robbed the 
clause of its mischief, ~ ` 

Mr. VOORHEES. By the Senator's own statement, however, a wrong 
policy was pursued some eighteen years without any outcry from him, 
and since that time for a period of about eight years a correct policy 

“has been pursued which is now changed and, in my judgment, is to be 
broken down. 

Now, Mr. President, in regard to the general question here on which 
we are at variance one with another, has anybody presented any peti- 
tions here during this Congress asking that the taxes may be increased 
upon the American people in order to build new ships, in order to in- 
crease a standing navy? Have any been presented even from Massa- 
chusetts? There have been none from my part of the country. A 
large number of most excellent people have petitioned Congress not to 
make these heavy appropriations or any appropriations with a view to 
war-like preparations, 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator never report bills to the Senate for 
the appropriation of money that are not asked for by popular peti- 
tions ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ob, yes, as a matterof course, but this is a policy 
we are talking about. As a matter of course I do, but I am speaking 
now of the absence of petitions as some of the evidences why the Amer- 
ican people are not asking for this thing. 

This is a great national question. Now, great national movements 
are generally indicated by public opinion. On the question of the res- 
toration of silver (and I was surprised to hear my friend from Nevada 
[Mr. STEWART] speak ‘fifteen minutes without mentioning it) the 
American mind is stirred and it expresses itself. If there was to be a 

increase of the standing Army we should hear something about 
it. So I think in regard to the Navy. 4 

Thad not, Mr. President, intended to occupy the floor as long as I 
have done. Iam sincerely and conscientiously of the opinion that we 
need no such expenditure of money; that the American people are not 
asking for it, or wishing it, or needing it; and that if we go into th 
business of creating a great navy for its effect upon foreign nations we 
shall be objects of ridicule to the world unless we continue it from 
year to year and until we pass away and others come to change the 
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seacoast? How can a country be isolated which is bounded upon its 
northern border by thé territory of a foreign Government? How can 
‘a country be isolated whose entire southern border is bounded by a 
foreign Government? How can we be isolated, Mr. President, when 
off almost every point of our coast there are islandsand military estab- 
lishments and fortresses controlled by foreign Governments? 

Mr. HOAR. A part of our territory is separated from the rest. 

Mr. BUTLER. As the Senator from Massachusetts says, a part of 
our territory is separated from the rest. How can it be claimed then 
that we are isolated, that we are independent, that we are free from at- 
tack? Why, sir, it seems to me to be preposterous. 

My friend from Missouri devoted a good deal of his argument this 
morning to prove that the necessity for iron-clads, or line-of-battle ships, 
or coast-defense vessels, or war ships, or armored vessels had all been 
superseded by the wonderful progress in science in developing the tor- 
585 system, and the dynamite system, and so on, and he read an in- 
teresting extract in regard to some French torpedo-boat, I believe, giv- 
ing its performances under certain conditions and, I suppose, intending 
to illustrate and to demonstrate by that fact that there was no need for 
vessels of war; that this little boat could destroy the heaviest and most 
powerful armored vessels in the world; that the torpedo and dynamite 
guns were sufficient of themselves to protect the American people against 
a naval attack by a foreign government. 5 

Sir, I rejoice as much as the Senator from Missouri can at the won- 
derful progress made in that direction, and yet I am almost willing to 
venture my opinion that none of them will be found to be effective when 
practically tested against vessels of war. I have no doubt that they 
will accomplish precisely what he claims for them if the vessel of 
an enemy would lie in such a position thatit could be attacked accord- 
ing to the plans laid down by the inventors; but it is a rule of war, I 
believe, that the enemy does exactly. the opposite of what you want 
him to do. 

Therefore, sir, I think it is unsafe to suppose that in a great Govern- 
ment, with immense possibilities of great commercial supremacy in the 
future, with immense interests, pecuniary, commercial, and moral, 
at stake, we can afford to sit down and fold our and say that we 
are going to defend those interests by torpedo-boats and dynamite 

ms. For one, sir, my regret is that there is no provision for eight 

ttle-ships in this bill, as was recommended by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, instead of three battle-ships and one cruiser. 

Mr. President, whilst we are indulging in this complacent feeling I 
desire to call to the attention of the Senate the exact condition of the 
American Navy to-day and see if we have a Navy even equal to that 
which we had in the war of 1812. I find in the report of the Bureau 
of Construction and Repair the following: 

The list of serviceable wooden vessels is rapidly diminishing. There are no 
“ first Loney i among the “second rates” can be named but five, the Lancaster, 
emi Sad nsacola, Richmond and Omaha; of the third rates“ there re- 
main fifteen, namely, the Ossipee, Swatara, Galena, Marion, Mohican, Iroquois, 
Kearsarge, A , Alliance, Essex, Enterprise, Nipsic, Tallapoosa, Thetis, an 
Zenne: The Dispatch is the only “fourth rate wooden vessel now in the 

ice. 
he Lancaster and Brooklyn have been recently surveyed and ordered re- 
paired, which will continue them in service for eight or nine years. 

The Omaha after extensive repairs may continue serviceable for about six 
years, The Pensacola has just been repaired and will doubtless last for six 
years Sour The Richmond will probably be condemned after three years 

ce. 

fene third rates the Swatara, Galena, Marion, Iroquois, Kearsarge, Enterprise, 
and Talla: can not be expected to continue serviceable for more than three 

ears, While the Adams, Alliance, Thetis, and Yantic may last for four years. 

he Mohican has been recently repaired and may continue serviceable for six 
years. The Essex is now repairing,and with the new boilers which are being 
placed in her will continue in the service for seven or eight years. The hull of 
the Ossipee is now being surveyed. It is known that she will require new boil- 
ers, and, unless the cost of her repairs is ascertained to be less than is anticipated, 
she will have to be condemned. 

The Nipsic has been repaired temporarily at Honolulu to enable her to pro- 
ceed to the navy-yard, Mare Island, for survey. The bureau isof the opinion 
that, in consideration of her type, it will not be advisable to make any further 
repairs to this vessel. The Dispatch will continue in service but little over two 


years. 
If the expectations of the bureau are realized there will remain at the end of 
years but ten of the twenty-one vessels above mentioned; after four 
years, six; after six years, three, and after eight or nine years there will be no 
en vessels remaining in active service. 


* 

That is the condition of the Navy so far as it relates to the old-style 

- wooden vessels. It is true that under the variousappropriations which 
we have made some vessels have been put in commission perhaps since 
the date of this report in 1889. The Chief of the Bureau of Construc- 
tion says: 

With the Sas of the vessels now building and appropriated for, the 
United States will possess 10 armored vessels, 13 single-turreted monitors, 21 
steel cruisers or gunboats, 2 dynamite cruisers, a practice-cruiser for cadets, an 
armored ram, 1 first-class torpedo-boat, and 7 iron steamers. 

Seven iron steamers, as I understand, belong to the old Navy. So 
in the course of six or seven years there will be nota vestige left of one 
of the old twenty-one vessels now serviceable. As I stated in the be- 

inning, the policy I supposed had been determined upon deliberately 

Congress and as I believe with the full consent and approbation of 
the American people without regard to partyor section. If wearenow 
to halt in the progress of reconstructing the Navy we shall indeed be 
the langhing-stock of the nations of the earth, 


Mr. President, by reason of our having a republican form of govern- 
ment, a government of the people, I can see nothing incompatible with 
that form of government in a navy prepared at all times to protect 
and defend the interests of the people of that government. It is said 
that we have no standing army of account—25,000 men. Senators 
forget that whilst that is true we have an invincible army of volunteer 
militia in this country, prepared, ready almost with a moment's notice 
to take the field. . 

What have we, sir, so far as the Navy is concerned, beyond what I 
have stated from the report of the chief of the Bureau of Construction 
and Repair? We have no naval reserve, as almostevery maritime na- 
tion of the earth has. We have very few ships, not enough now abso- 
lutely to police the waters of the earth; and yet we are expected to 
withhold an appropriation of $12,000,000 for the construction of three 
battle-ships, which, as I said, I hope is only the beginning, and from 
which when completed the American people can derive some pride and 
comfort. 

The Senator from Missouri quoted extensively from the report of the 
policy board, and as I understood him reflected somewhat upon that 
board. That board of naval officers did nothing more nor less than obey 
the orders of their superior, and for one I am pre to thank them 
for the invaluable information which they have given to the country 
and to Congress, As my friend says, they have conferred a great pub- 
lic service upon the country im thatYeport, from which we may be able 
to, and Idare say will, derive valuable suggestions in the future either 
in maintaining or constructing additional vessels for the Navy. ~ 

For one, sir, I not only shall vote for this appropriation for the three 
great battle-shipsand the cruiser, but I regret that it is not in my power 
to vote for eight instead of three, which I would do without any hesi- 
tation. 

The Senator from Indiana says we have appropriated $32,000,000 in 
eight years, since 1882, about $4,000,000 a year. I believe that $32,- 
000,000 was never more profitably appropriated by the Government of 
the United States than that which has produced ships that, I believe, 
will be the equal of any of their class in the world. 

If the time should ever come—I pray God it may never come, but if 
it should—I am satisfied that they will vindicate the wisdom and pro- 
priety of Congress in making that appropriation. If we should go on 
until we have constructed ships enough to make at least a respectable 
Navy, I believe the wisdom of that too would be justified by future 
generations. : 

I have no special fear of war; but, Mr. President, the millennium 
has not come; we are not even on the verge of it, I fear. Should the 
Government fold its arms and say, I am invincible and the civilized 
nations of the world dare not attack me? It seems to me that Sen- 
ators who take that position have shut their eyes to the lessons of his- 
tory. 

Whilst I have no more love for England than perhaps any Senator 
upon this floor and whilst I have felt inclined to resent her policy 
towards this Government, I think it will be found to be a great mis- 
take if anybody supposes that she may not invite collision, as the Sen- 
ator from Indiana has said. Neither do I believe that upon a proper 
occasion and upon a proper issue she will avoid a collision. 

Mr. President, I do not care to extend this debate further than to 
say that I do not believe England or France or Germany or Spain or 
any of the Governments of the earth desire a collision with the United 
States; they have nothing to make by it; and yet, as was said by the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] the other day, collisions 
sometimes come at the most unexpected periods and seasons and from 
the most trivial causes. 

England haserected upon our northwestern coast, on Puget Sound, an 
enormous fortification crowned with the heaviest and most improved 
ordnance of modern times. She is prepared to rendezvous there upon 
the shortest notice a powerful fleet of armored ships. She could do 
the same on the Atlantic coast at almost any point or as forthat matter 
on the Gulf coast and the Lower Pacific. Ido not believe that she 
intends to do that wantonly, but it is not saying too much, perhaps, 
to remind the Senate that there are some very delicate and difficult 
questions pending between the two Governments. I need not refer to 
them in detail. I trust they may be settled by arbitration. I sin- 
cerely hope they may, but, as long as human nature is as weak as it 
is, it is unsafe, to say the least, to assume that we are in no danger of 
a collision with any foreign power. 

I trust, sir, that the amendment of the Senator from Missouri will 
not prevail. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I desire to move an amendment. .On 
page 44, in the eighth line, where the appropriation is made, the $12,- 
000,090 for line-of-battle ships, I move to insert, after the word each, 
the words: 

But this ee shall not be available until the Government of Great 
Britain shall have been requested by the President to withdraw all her naval 
forces from American waters and to dismantle her naval stations in both North 
and South America and in the adjacent islands, and shall have declined or shall 
have neglected for one year so to do. . : f 

Mr. President, it is quite evident that we need some navy. We 
need a navy for possible coast defense, for the defense of our x 


they should be attacked. We may need perhaps armored 
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visit distant seas wherever our embryo or yet-to-be-created commerce 
may abound in the future. It is necessary that the flag should be 
seen all around the world, and sometime it will be again unquestion- 
ably, for commerce will revive and there will be American shipping 
wherever there is salt water deep enough to float a ship. 

But to my mind we do not need a navy ſor much more than home 
police for protective purposes, We are not immediately threatened 
nor in serious danger. At the same time it does seem to me that we 
can not ignore the possibilities which might result from the existence 
of the enormous navies of the world, that of Great Britain being, if I 
remember correctly, as large as those of all or nearly all other nations 
combined. 

Great Britain has naval stations surrounding the continent of America 
at points from which she can attack and can subjugate and close every 
American port. She is stationed in the West Indies where she can con- 
trol the great transit of the Isthmus in the future. She is at the Ber- 
muda Islands, from which she can assail any portion of the Atlantic 
coast of North or of South America. She is at Halifax. She is at 
Puget Sound, and at any one of these stations she could rendezvous al- 
most her entire navy. There must be some purpose in all this and 
there must be some danger attending the fact that all this exists. She 
has great possessions to the north of us, and most delicate questions 
have arisen already with reference to our relations to the great country 
of Canada. There is the fishery question. There are Pacific coast com- 
plications. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator allow me to correct a wrong im- 
pression into which he has fallen, and the same thing was repeated by 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think I amsomewhat to blame for creating the im- 
pression, or helping to create it, that Great Britain has some fortifica- 
tions on Puget Sound. She has an immense dry-dock at Esquimalt, 
and I had supposed until I visited Victoria last summer in connection 
with other Senators that she had commenced the emplacement for for- 
tifications; but I think that is all on paper yet. 

Mr. BLAIR. I had the understanding thatshe had slight fortifica- 
tions and plans for extensive ones which she is soon to carry into effect. 
I do not understand that she has yet those impregnable fortifications 
and modern guns mounted that the Senator from Sonth Carolina spoke of. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr, BLAIR. Certainly. à 

Mr. BUTLER. My information was derived from a citizen of the 
State of Washington in the last day or two that Great Britain had 

uite an extensive fortification at Victoria just across a narrow channel 

m the State of Washington. I do not know to what extent, but I 
have always been informed that they had extensive works there and 
also that it was the terminus of a line of steamers to China. 

Mr. PLATT, At Vancouver. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no doubt that she contemplates and has taken 
the initial towards the establishment of an immense naval station 
for the control of the commerce and the carrying trade of the Pacific. 
In fact, we are told, and I have never seen it contradicted, the very 
first transportation by way of the Canadian Pacific Railroad was of 
military armament designed for that port. 

Mr, President, there is great danger from the fact that this great na- 
val power sees fit to locate in our immediate vicinity with these hostile 

“demonstrations. What have we in existence or what have we in the 
sentiments of the nation which calls for any preparation on the part of 
Great Britain to defend herself in this, to her, remote quarter of the 
globe against any form of aggression on our part? Have we ships, 
have we fortifications, have we the aggressive spirit of conquest that 
she needs dread anything from the United States of America? Most 
certainly not. But these fortifications are planted, those naval estab- 
lishments are kept up, those vessels of the British navy are at these 
various points in order to exhibit the power of Great Britain, and if it 
be essential, if there be any occasion whatever for the exercise of her 
power, that she shall be in readiness not alone for defense, but in read- 
iness for aggression. 

There is no need of it. It is simply a menace to the United States 
and to the weaker governments in sympathy with the United States 
upon the American continent and for whose protection we have enun- 

ed and to some extent have maintained the Monroe doctrine, 

As the nations to the south of us and our own are developed aud in- 
ternational complications become inevitable, and are, in fact, already 
existing, it is clear to any one who reflects upon this subject that unless 
the power which menaces us shall withdraw that menace we will be 
under the necessity of doing as other nations have done, of being pre- 
pared for war on our own soil; but, more than that, we must be pre- 
pared to repel ſoree upon the sea. We shall be obliged to do this. We 
shall be obliged to do it, and we ought to be instructed by the fact that 
the mencce of war is upon us already and surrounds us upon every side. 

I have heard of no inclination on the part of this great European 
power, with a navy able to cope with those of the entire world besides, 
that she is inclined to withdraw from her military and from her naval 

itions in our vicinity and in American waters. Unless she should 
this the policy of the Naval Committee must become, as in fact it 


is already, the policy of the country. Now, what does that policy 
mean tous? The Senator from Maine is very candid and says that 
these three line-of-battle ships are but a beginning. He does not mean 
to understand that our expenditure is to stop here. He was for the 
construction or the immediate appropriation for the eight naval ships. 
He was for $346,000,000 of expenditure being fastened upon the coun- 
try at the present time. 3 

Mr. HALE. No, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. How much was it? 

Mr. HALE, I was for the eight ships, which would cost about 
$40,000,000. 

Mr. BLAIR. For the beginning? 

Mr. HALE. I do not say for the beginning. I say this is the be- 
ginning. I am in favor of more than three ships. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understood that the Senator was in favor of build- 
ing up a navy that would cope with those that might assail us. 

Mr. HALE. No, sir; I am in favor of building up a navy that will 
be able to protect our coasts and our great cities. 2 

Mr. BLAIR. May I inquire of the Senator how large a navy he 


thinks we need? 

Mr. HALE. I think we ought to have upon the Atlantic coast a 
half dozen of these good war ships that could raise a blockade at any 
time. I think we ought to have upon the Pacific coast, which is more 
open than this is, if anything, four or five more. So far from that 
being a navy that would cost $350,000,000, so far from its being a navy 
that can compete in strife, in open conflict with the great navies of the 
war powers of Europe, it is very moderate. Nobody here or in the 
other House has expressed a disposition for an enormous or even for 
what would be called a large navy. We ought to have some navy, a 
reasonable navy of fighting ships, and I hope the Senator from New 
Hampshire will join with us in bringing about this desirable result. 

Mr, BLAIR. I propose to do so. 

Mr. HALE. On Saturday the Senator figured out how important it 
was that we should have a rendezvous for 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not yield to a reply and comment upon my entire 
career, but I asked a question myself. I am for a navy large enough, 
if we are obliged to have it, but I am for taking those measures which, 
although they may not seem to be exactly in accordance perhaps with 
the ordinary plenipotentiary relations between nations, yet would break 
through the crust, through the ice, if you please, these diplomatic for- 
malities, and ascertaining whether it is ble before we enter upon 
this expensive, warlike career, before we me ourselves a great naval 
power as well as one having the possibility of great military power, be- 
fore we push along in this direction to any considerable extent or to 
any extent which is further than is necessary for local defense—whether 
we can not by approaching our possible adversary lay the foundation 
of future peace and the avoidance of it all. 

Look at Europe with her tremendous standing armies to-day, Great 
Britain with her enormous navy, France and Germany doing their ut- 
most to imitate her, and even Italy with a navy probably five times, 
at least, as powerful as that of the United States; and Spain with a 
larger and more formidable navy than that which we possess. Just 
see the people of all Europe oppressed, ground down to the earth by 
the enormous taxation that is imposed upon them by the circumstances 
of their situation, when any great power among them, Great Britain, 
or Germany, or France, or Russia, by making a proposition (undoubt- 
edly with the tremendous forces of public opinion behind the power 
making that proposition), would be able to force a disarmament and 
put an end to these enormous expenditures in the direction of war 
which make the most highly civilized portion of this globe the worst, 
the nearest hell of any portion of it. 

Now, we are at a point where we are likely to move in the same un- 
fortunate direction. We are menaced by this great European force, 
not likely to attack us in combination, and yet we know not what 
difficulties may come in the transit across the Isthmus. France has 
interests there, Great Britain has interests there, Germany has inter- 
ests there, and nobody knows what the combination there may be of 
European naval and military power in perhaps the not remote future, 
for each of these powers is interested in the commercial questions 
Which center at the Isthmus as much as we, perhaps more. 

Mr. President, we ought to take a step for peace, it seems to me, be- 
fore we enter upon this course of expenditure of warlike development 
that will load down the people of this Republic, of all the republics of 
America, in the same way that the nations of Europe are now oppressed, 
I say we ought to make some effort to secure a disarmament or with- 
drawal of this menace; and I believe that an effort in this direction 
might be productive of great good. I believe that no nation could 
undertake it so well as could the United States. We have demon- 
strated in a thousand ways our desire for peace. Yet the Government 
of Great Britain alone menaces us by her naval stations. Let us pro- 
pose to her, before we enter upon this course of great expenditure in the 
way of preparation to meet her in the possible combats of the future, 
that she withdraw her pro establishment of a naval station at 
Puget Sound, that she withdraw from Halifax, that she withdraw from 
Bermuda, that she evacuate the West Indies with her naval power. 

We have none to withdraw. Thus she would demonstrate to us the 
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sincerity of her peaceful intentions now and for the future. If she 
declines to do this after a proper and respectful application by the Pres- 
ident, if she declines to withdraw this menace from our shores, then 
we shall be forced to the policy of the Committee on Appropriations 
and the Committee on Naval Affairs; we shall be obliged to build these 


ships. 

Mr. HALE. What does the Senator think would be the reply of 

Great Britain if the President, through the State Department, should 

ropose to her to dismantle her fortifications at Halifax, Bermuda, the 
Wat Indies, and at Esquimalt on the northwestern frontier? Aside 
from the broad laugh and derision that would come, what does the 
Senator think would be the formal answer of Great Britain ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I should hape it would be favorable, 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator believe it would be? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes; I do not know why it should not be. A very 
large proportion of the British Parliament is in favor of arbitration. 
ay. should not they not then be in favor of a disarmament? 

Mr. HALE. Let me say here that the Senator is not nearly so sim- 
ple as his remarks would indicate; he is not as lacking in common 
sense and I may say the craft that characterizes the section of the 
country, the State from which the Senator comes, and if put into a re- 

nsible position of diplomacy, representing the honor and dignity of 

e country, he would be the last man who would venture to make 
such a proposition to the British Government. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr, HALE. Therefore I ask the Senator to give us the benefit of a 
little candor and tell us what he thinks would be the answer of the 
British Government to a proposition that they should dismantle all 
their fortifications and remove their shipping, their navy, from those 
ports where they have spent tens of millions of pounds in making them- 
selves strong and impregnable. I am ready now for the answer. 

Mr. BLAIR. Well, I would ask the Senator a question. I ask if 
he ever read the Bible and if he has any idea that there is to be a mil- 
lennium, if he understands that there is a time to come when nations 
shall learn war no more. j 

Mr. HALE. Would the Senator.himself be ready 

a r. BLAIR. Task the Senator to answer that question. [Laugh- 
ter. : 

Mr. HALE. -If the Senator desires an answer, I haveread the Bible. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is good so far, though I did not suppose it. 
[Laughter.] Lask the Senator if he believes the time is to come when 
the nations shall learn war no more? 

Mr. HALE. In the Senator’s day or in mine, I do not believe it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does he believe it will ever come unless there be an 
effort to bring it about? 

Mr. HALE. Well, I do not believe 

Mr. BLAIR. I see the Senator is not well up in theology or in the 
hoped-for future of the human race. He is facing backward, towards 
the dark ages, the remoter periods of antiquity, nearer to Homer, prob- 
ably, and the wars of savage times. 

Mr. HALE, It does not add anything to peace for a nation like ours 
to remain defenseless, to refrain from using every resource which we 
might put into a navy to protect us. That, instead of being a protec- 
tion, is a temptation to every great power to attack us. 

Mr. BLAIR. Can I go on? 

Mr. HALE. So far as I am concerned; but I do not know but what 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hiddixs] has something to say. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, in view of the argument he has made, if he does not think that 
the best place for this country to begin in its career of peace would be 
by dismantling or by continuing the dismantling of all the nayy-yards? 

Mr. BLAIR. I will answer the gentlemen seriatim. I have not pro- 
posed that the United States should get down in the dirt or dismantle 
the navy-yard at Portsmouth. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have learned that. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have simply proposed that we should ask Great 
Britain to take her hands off, to evacuate Puget Sound with her naval 
power, to take herself from Halifax, to leave the Bermudas, to quit 
Jamaica, to let the United States and North and South America alone 
to develop in and if she will not do it we will build a navy, but 
if she will do it we will not. Wethenshall not, except for local police 
purposes, and we can put fast cruisers on the ocean to carry our flag, 
to protect our commerce if need be against pirates and the less civilized 
powers. 

But what are we proposing? What is the Senate proposing? Simply 
that we shall in a bold, unreflecting manner imitate the course of Euron 
both on land and at sea, and get ready to be a greator the greatest war 
power of all time. Thatis the logic of this whole thing. But I in- 
sist that we make an effort in the direction of peace, to secure the dis- 
armament of the Old World, to abolish those establishments which are 
the chief danger to themselves, and which are the only threat from 
which we are in apprehension now or will bé in our future history. 

I should he glad were Great Britain invited to withdraw the menace 
of force upon our coast and in all American waters. There is the Mon- 
roe doctrine, that we shall maintain to the last drop of American blood, 
and the nations might as well know it now as ever. We shall fight 


for it until we have made bloody every drop of the Atlantic and of the 
Pacific if it be necessary to maintain that doctrine and the independ- 
ence of republican government on this side of the Atlantic and in the 
inclgsure of these two great oceans of the world. We shall do that, 
inevitably if need be, but not unless it be necessary. 

We are threatened only by Great Britain and the Euro powers. 
This is the beginning of the lifetime of our nation, the 8 of the 
development of civilization, of peace or war in America, both North 
and South. Then why not at this beginning give the Old World an op- 

rtunity to withdraw within their own inclosure and to permit us to 

ive a peaceable life for the next five thousand years? Why not give 
us the opportunity? Why not let us ask for it? That is what I desire, 
and that is all I desire. 

. Now, these line-of-battle ships are not necessary to us unless line-of 
battle ships from across the seas attack us; and if we first propose to 
the only power that is now a menace to us that she shall indicate her 
purpose for future peace, if we ask her to do that and she does it what 
occasion is there for our expending within the next ten years $500,- 
000,000 in order to become a great naval power? Isit not worth try- 
ing? Give us peace. 

If we have not faith in the Bible, not faith in the millennium, if we 
believe not as we have been taught from our childhood that this world 
is to be the scene of paros rather than the strange mingling of peace 
and war, and which made history war rather than peace through- 
out six thousand years, then it is useless to say more; but if there is 
to be a change, if the millennium is to come, there must bea beginning, 
and here should be the initiation of the policy of peace. The first- 
time in our history that there comes a proposition that we really are 
to arm against the world, let us see whether it be not possible to avoid 
the terrible expenditure of money, strife, and blood, and misery, which 
is before us if we refuse to take this course. 

It is in direct line with the efforts of those who are for peace in the 
Old as well as in the New World, for there are people who have faith 
in the ability of civilized men to live at peace among themselves as 
nations, just exactly as civilized nations preserve order among their 
own people in social relations, There are those who believe it, and it 
seems a strange commentary upon the assertion that we possess reason 
and can exercise it in our own interest if this be not so. Otherwise 
civilization is a curse and the hopes of humanity are doomed to failure 
in advance. What I say is let us adopt this amendment, let us ap- 
proach Great Britain with the olive branch. Some time it has got to 
be done, some nation must do it, some nation must ask this question 
(although for doing it the world will laugh at us, the Senator thinks), 
or it will never be done. Is it such a strange thing that a great nation 
like ours, with sixty-five or seventy millions of people, should ask Great 
Britain, our mother, for peace . whom aſter all we would probably 
fight quicker than with any other nation on the earth if provoked), to 
withdraw her navies from our shores? I believe she would gladly 
do it, and that we might be saved by such an effort all this expense, 
all this getting ready for something which under the circumstances 
ought never to 2 75 — 

Suppose we did this, suppose Great Britain should assent, would not 
Great Britain and the United States be fast allies thenceforth forever? 
Then the navy of Great Britain would be the navy of the United 
States and the ten millions of militia now upon our soil would be the 
standing army, if need be, of Great Britain and the United States as 
against the world. Under these circumstances it would not be ten 
years before the standing armies of the world would dissolve into 
peaceful vocations, and this great curse, growing apparently worse 
than ever—this great curse of war would cease in a short period of 
time. Wars would cease, to be used only as the power of civilization 
might be asserted more and more over savage tribes for their elevation 
and gradual discipline to conditions of self-government and happiness 
among themselves. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not like to have the Senator from Maine 
get up here and wonder that I should be in earnest in offering an 
amendment of this kind. I donot want him to think that I am making 
any error in moving an amendment of this sort. I am not ignorant 
of the fact that it probably falls upon the ears of the Senate as a unique 
amendment to say the least. But, Mr. President, it isan amendment 
that we ought to adopt. We ought to do something in the direction 
of peace before we enter upon this tremendous expenditure for war, as 
I believe unnecessary war. At all events I will demonstrate my sin- 
cerity by asking a vote upon the amendment. 

There is one thing more I want to say, and that is this: If we have 
any $12,000,000 to pay out I wish we might use it to teach school and 
instruct the illiterate children of our country. There is nothing that 
gives such tremendous force to a people in war as to teach them to 
think. We know all about the thinking bayonet, and a man-of-war 
that has a common school on board is a very formidable affair. Give 
general education to the people of the United States, South and North, 
in our great cities and everywhere; pay out the $12,000,000 for schools— 
twice what we tried to get a little while ago to start with—-pay out 
$12,000,000 a year for ten years for the education of our people, and we 
will havea fighting force, if it be necessary, of at least double the vigor 
and power of that which we now possess. í 
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There is no question about that; and in the common industries, the 
productive industries of mankind, the intelligent laborer produces from 
twice to four times as much as the same laborer without education. 
The common statistics show that. And if it comes to the question 
whether we have money for this or that pu: and we are obliged 
to elect between the purposes, why not notify Great Britain that we 
would rather keep this money to educate our children if she is willing? 
Why not notify her and wait a year and see if she is willing that we 
should educate our children and dispense with the Navy, and see if she 
will not take away these great guns and floating batteries with which 
she menaces us at the present time? I believe she will doit. Weare 
natural friends. There is no occasion that we should fight, now that 
we are both grown up. We are beyond the period of youth or that 
time when a mother thinks it is her duty to chastise the child, although 
she may still think the child needs the enforcement of discipline. We 
have passed beyond that. She must remember that. We are twice 
her numbers and real power. 

We are upon an equality in rank, but we have no need of fleets and 
armies, We have not the environment which surrounds Great Britain. 
She needs allies; and with a friendship established between Great 
Britain and the United States and a navy common to both and an in- 
fantry common to both, what has Great Britain to fear from all Europe 
or from the developments which lie in the East? Nothing. Every 
motive that could exist should make Great Britain and the United 
States allies and allies for peace, and if she can not disarm against the 
rest of the world she should withdraw this threat, this menace from 
our shores. We could try for pee before we prepare for war. 

I hope the amendment may be adopted. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, it is difficult to express one’s feel- 
ing in rising to advocate a respectable national policy after sucha speech 
as that to which we have just listened. 

When our good friend, the Senator from New Hampshire, first offered 
his amendment providing that we should wait on Great Britain fora 

ear to reduce her forces before we went building our ships, I thought 
it was a fine piece of wit, but I am very much afraid he was in earnest. 

Now, sir, I am, as everybody says on such an occasion, as much in 
favor of peace as anybody, but a proposition from a nation that is 
already disarmed to Great Britain to disarm, is simply ludicrous. 

We have always been for peace. The policy of the United States has 
been from the beginning, as the world has well understood, in the gen- 
eral direction of industry and peace, and there is no finer chapter in 
all history illustrative of that than our great Geneva arbitration with 
that mother country which had tome to be considered our natural en- 
emy. Nor do I conceive that I am in any way departing from the teach- 
ings of the Holy Scriptures in being in favor of a reasonable prepara- 
tion in opposition to violence and gross injustice, for there inevitably 
come times in the history of the world when in very shame, for the 
sake of manhood and decency and patriotism, for the sake of God and 
our country, we must fight. Those are the days to uplifta people out 
of that groveling sensualism, from the worship of the almighty dollar, 
and when they go out by the thousands, forgetting their taxation and 
their Jabor, and ready to offer their lives for something outside of them- 
selves. Those are the great days that clear away the fogs and make 
men of millions of people. 

The gentleman is mistaken if he thinks the teachings of Scripture 
are in any respect against patriotism or manliness or the resenting of 
wrong or the punishment of wrong. $ 

We forget how great a people we have got to be in spite of ourselves. 
We forget the necessities of our situation. 

The Senator is very much mistaken, I think, in his Scripture. I 
will remind him of a fact that all through the New Testament, and I 
need not refer to the Old Testament in this connection, but take the 
language which is used in the New Testament, and he will find no finer 
compliment was ever paid to a man, not a follower of Christ, than is 
paid to the Roman Centurion, who said: 


For I am a man under authority, having soldiers under me; and I say to this 
man, Go, and he th; and to another, Come, and he cometh; and to my serv- 
ant, Do this, and he doeth it. à 


And the Savior said: 

I have not found so great faith, no, not in Israel. : 

Nor will the Senator find anywhere in the New Testament a con- 
demnation of the profession of arms. 

I started to say that we forget the place, the body we are in. Be- 
sides, with our own history, with our gradual development, we are not 
aware that we are sixty-six millions, and in a short time, which most 
of us, I trust, will live to see, we shall be over one hundred millions. 
Does any man suppose or will any man say that that place does not 
bring with it great responsibility? There are to be sorts of con- 
troversies in the world with other peoples, and is this great nation to 
be laughed at as one that is entirely defenseless? Arethere nocircum- 
stances under which it will be our bounden duty to say with all the 
might that is behind us Stop! to some people who are endeavoring 
to trample other people into the dust or to exterminate them? Are 
yon absolutely certain that there will not come a time when there will 

no chance of having a controversy of our own? 

For example, we interfered in a mild and civilized way in a contro- 


versy between Chili and Peru, and even Chili was inclined to be al- 
most im ent to us. We bave chartered the great Nicaraguan 
Canal. I favored our undertaking it directly by our own men and money. 
American capital, United States capital is conducting it. Is every- 
body sure that there will come no time when that company will not 
break down hopelessly and under such circumstances and such out- 
side pressure that it will become our duty to take up the enterprise 
and finish the canal? That is a work in the interest of our own nation 
and in the interest of humanity and the general p of the world 
that should be carried through. If it be needed let us do it, but we 
can not do it now against the sentiment of any considerable power of 
the world. A few ships at either end of the line would stop it. 

I am somewhat surprised at the attifude of some gentlemen here 
who profess above all things to be Democrats, but I am rejoiced to 
hear the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] and the Senator from 
South Caralina [Mr. BuTLER] meet us upon common patriotic ground. 
Weand they are Americans of America this afternoon, aside from all our 
political controversies. ; 

The Democratic party controlled this country, I suppose they would 
say, forthe largest part of our history. In 1830, in 1840, and along there, 
under the system of defense adopted then and vigorously prosecuted, 
we had the fortifications works at Sandy Hook, the magnificent fortress 
at Fortress Monroe among these works that have cost about $3.50 for 
every individual person in the United States, whereas that great scheme 
offered by the board of fortifications a few years ago that stunned so 
many men would have been about $2.50 apiece divided among the whole 
nation; and yet we are a very much richer people than in the old days 
in which there was a genuine democracy, when there was a generous 
and high-toned American patriotism. They kept the interests of their 
country before them and worked hard to put it in a condition of hon- 
orable defense. : 

Do not forget that just before the great civil war broke out in 1861 
we had the handsomest and most effective Navy in the world. We had 
some of the largestand strongestships and the bestand the mosteffective 
guns in the world. And so when the insult to the United States in the 
person of the Chesapeake was resented and we to build, then we 
built ships, then we led in naval architecture, then we led in naval 
armament, and then came the victories under the gallant Hull and 
others. They were the best vessels that could be got. We took the 
best in the Old World and made them better, and we did then just 
what some of us are asking that the nation shall partially do now: be- 
gin to build and build better than anybody else, begin to make guns 
and make guns better than anybody else. That has been again and 
again the history of the country. 

Well, my friend from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], with whom it is 
a great pleasure for me to agree so often as we do, dwells upon the 
progress of science, and feels certain if we do anything somebody will 
do something better. That is equally a reason against wearing clothes, 
or eating, or doing anything else. Somebody will do everything bet- 
ter than it is being done to-day. There is no use in building a house, 
because some man will improve upon the construction of houses and 
build them cheaper and better hereafter. He asks if we spend $500,- 
000,000 within some certain period upon a navy, what shall we have 
to show for it? We shall have to show for it a tolerable condition of 
things. When a navy was in existence it died from time to time, as 
all the works of men and men themselves do die. 

Why, sir, the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] gave us some 
figures. Let me illustrate. It is probable he expends a year to 
clothe himself and has done so for forty years, at a cost of $8,000 for 
clothes, and what has he got to show for it? He has got about a year’s 
supply probably. He has likewise paid for his food, and altogether it 
will make $20,000, and nothing is left to the Senator from Indiana but 
a good suit of clothes for all this vast expenditure. 

The Senator from Missouri told us how the new submarine vessel 
had succeeded that they had built in Francé, and it appears to be a 
very credible experiment that could probably go some distance under 
water, and, if the tide was not too strong and something did not break, 
would probably hurt somebody. In the Revolutionary war young 
Bushnell, a graduate of Yale, went out into the waters of Long Island 
Sound and sank a British ship more than one hundred years ago. But 
torpedoes of no kind have yet taken the plave of guns and ships and 
men. 

The Senator made no proposition concerning submarine vessels. If 
we are to turn divers and fight our battles under water, let us get the 
secret of that French submarine vessel and let us build some of them. 

The Senator said this thing is a matter of local feeling. It is, to some 
extent. My feeling is, also, and I trust there is generally, a feeling of 
general patriotism. Many of us who live along the coast do not like 
the idea that in the case of a difficulty we are first to be hit when war 
breaks out. Connecticut had her full experience during the Revolu- 
tion, and in the war of 1812 her full e: ience. 

Tam happy to say that no hostile force ever staid three days within 
her limits, for our people gathered around them like hornets. But in- 
evitably, if war comes, the States of New England are to suffer, andso 
is the State of New York, and so are all the States along the coast. 

I do not wish to call attention to the fact that while it is a local 
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' feeling and we of the coast are in favor of it, the Senator from In- speech from the throne, something which would d 


diana, who is 800 miles from the coast, does not care about ships, but I 
do not sup that sort of consideration really governs him. He says 
that he does not think the English officers will follow the routes I laid 
down in my speech for their ships. I do not lay them down. I only 
happened to read abont them. It was not altogether by accident that 
Great Britain fortified the great harbor of Halifax and made it im- 

regnable and a rendezvous for her great ships. It was not a matter 
br accident with reference to the existence of the continent of North 
America that Great Britain fortified other points. It is not a mere 
accident that she has fortified right against thé northwest part of our 
country in British Columbia. 

The disasters our friends tell us of in the war of 1812 were on the 
Jand, and not on the water. Ido not see how that helps us at all. 
There were disasters resulting from an insufficient preparation, but we 
had as much gallantry among the militia of the country then as we have 
now, but they were not ready. They made mistakes, but there was 

the fact again and again that they whipped us upon land, and upon 
this very ground upon which we stand British fire destroyed the Capi- 
tol of our country. 

Why, sir, we ought to think of that as if it were but yesterday, 
for it is but yesterday in the history of the nation, not in the way of 
anger or insensate resentment, but as touching common sense in the 
way of preparation for the possibility of such a thing in the future. 
Would Great Britain have attacked the Chesapeake if she had known 
what power of recuperation we „What power of unification 
we ? She knows it now, says the Senator from Indiana, So 
she does. She knows that if she should inflict a grievous insult upon 
us as she did in the case of the Chesapeake, in like manner we should 
go to work and in five or six or seven years we should be in a condition 
to resent it. She knows that, itis true. But we did not fight the war 
of 1812 without preparation, as we did our battles on land compara- 
tively without preparation. We had then some of the best ships, and 
when old Hull conquered with the Constitution it was the bestsailing 
ship of her kind in the world, not only in fighting, but in sailing. 

The Senator says England's experience is against it; she will not 
fight us. I do not think that her experience in the war of 1812 was so 

eat a discouragement in the matter of fighting the United States, al- 
Bonsh she hit us some very severe blows and wesuffered much. We 
were willing to end that war without gaining that for which we 
it very largely. Great Britain did not expressly renounce the right of 
impressment, unless I have misread history. 

Mr. HOAR. That question was never heard of again, never. 

Mr. HAWLEY.~ I am very well aware that Great Britain did not 
insist upon it again, but it was her own good faith and good sense. 
We quit the fighting without her ever saying that she would not do it 
any more, 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask the Senator if that would be possi- 
ble when we had such a tremendous navy as he has been describing? 

Mr. HAWLEY, ‘The Navy gave a very good account of itself dur- 
ing that war, but we did not hanker to carry on the war. 

Mr, HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to make an observation ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Sir Howard Douglas’s Treatise on Naval Gunnery is the 
great English authority on that subject published by the admiralty, and 
it is the admitted naval authority on that subject to 1860, when the last 
edition was published, when steam began to take the place of wooden 
vessels, and in that every illustration in regard to naval gunnery was 
drawn from actions, some twenty or thirty in all, in which the United 
States was victorious over Great Britain. The index is a great curi- 
osity. It gives actions, naval,” and then goes on and gives the list 
which is so familiar to us, giving the various naval victories, and there 
are only two in the whole list in which the English were victorious. 
The author says that while the navy of England had swept the navies 
of Europe from the sea she surrendered to a naval power she antag- 
onized who was her superior in discipline and her superior in gunnery. 

There is another fact I should like tostate in that connection. The 
great English authority is the naval history by William James, the 
author of James’s Naval History of England. There was published in 
London some months ago by the son of George Canning’s secretary, 
Mr. Stapleton, some of Canning’s correspondence which had never been 
published before. Among that correspondence first given to the world 
in 1889, in October or November, there isa letter from Mr. James to 
George Canning, written early in the year 1826, in which he says the 
great topic of conversation in London is John Quincy Adams—his mes- 
sage was delivered in December, 1825, just before that time—and Mr. 
James says the object of his letter to Mr. Canning is to inform him of the 
condition of publie feeling. Mr. Adams’s message had been somewhat 
belligerent in tone. He says that everybody says we must not gointo 
any war with the Yankees for we shall get nothing but hard knocks 
there, and another will say something else, which he quotes. He said 
men who would treat with utter contempt the idea that an English- 
man should be afraid of two Frenchmen or two Spaniards are filled 
with terror at the idea of a naval conflict with the Yankees, and that 
this feeling pervades ali classes of society. 

That was about eleven years after the close of the war of 1812, and he 
desired Mr. Canning to put into the answer to the King’s speech, the 
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that popular 
English feeling; and then he goes on to suggest that the great Bghting 
quality of a nation may be shown as well in defeat as in victory, 
that the British, though beaten in their naval contest with us, showed 
the great qualities which belonged to them in those defeats. 

This man is the great naval authority in England, and he was writ- 
ing to George Canning, the Sey 8 minister. 

There is one other fact which I should like to state in connection 
with the Senator’s statement that we did not come out of that war ac- 
complishing anything. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No, no. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish one more sentence. The Duke of Well- 
ington was asked to come here and take command after the first over- 
throw of Napoleon, when Europe was at peace. He replied in a letter 
to Lord Castlereagh, or the Marquis of Londonderry, if he went to 
America it would only be to go to make a peace which might as well 
be signed now, and it is my duty to say to your lordship that the 
condition of the war does not justify you inmaking any demand of ter- 
ritory from the United States.“ x 

Now, although it is true, as the Senator says, that we did not geta - 
formal renunciation of the claim for impressment from she 
never ventured to try that threat again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am sorry, but the last ten minutes I am not re- 
sponsible for. 

I am glad to hear these chapters of history. I was perfectly well 
aware of what that high English authority said. Ihad just been say- 
ing that we whipped them at sea because we had the best ships and 
had made the best guns and were fairly in advance in gunnery, and I 
am asking to put this country there again. I had boasted of our suc- 
cess at sea in the war of 1812, and I said gentlemen must acknowledge 
(and it is all I did say) that we quit without making them promise 
they would not do it again. They did not happen to do it again, but 
they did not say they would not, and we quit fighting. 

Now, sir, I appeal to our friends on the other side—but I need not, 
I am sure—to meet us on common patriotic ground, and I repeat what 
was said by the Senator from Maine that when the Democratic party 
came into power five years ago every Republican said ‘‘now we will 
vote the utmost limit for ships and say nothing about charges of fraud 
or wastefulness or anything of the kind; we will treat the administra- 
tion of the Navy Department as if it were one of our own creation; ” 
and I hope upon this question we shall receive a similar frankness and 
patriotism from the other party. 

Our weakness is an invitation to the world. Our militia is nothing 
but what Wellington called meat for the cannon ” as a the in- 
ternational war that will be waged now if we have one, for if will not 
be a war on land. We shall not have an opportunity to repeat even 
our history of 1812, for the fighting will be off at sea, and we I need 
our picked forces, our cavalry and our artillery; we shall need the 
heavy line of battle-ships and when the ships are away we shall need 
floating and harbor defenses; we shall need the torpedo boats and the 
sunken torpedoes, and all means of offense and defense. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I concur absolutely with the opinion of 
the honorable Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], although I do 
not think it necessary to fail to do justice to the gallantry of those who 
have gone before us or to misunderstand or misstate our own history. 

When we went into the war of 1812 we were in a condition of naval 
preparation for that struggle with which nothing in the condition we 
are in now and nothing in the condition we can get in forsome several 
years to come can for a moment compare. he 

We had, as the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] said a little while 
ago, five years’ notice as to the purpose of Great Britain, and we had 
made our naval preparations during that whole period. It was alsoa 
war to be conducted with wooden ships. It was a contest of seaman- 
ship, and daring, and resources, and of gunnery, in time of danger. 

ur great fishing population in the New England Statesand to some 
extent of the other States, furnished a constant training and nursery, 
and discipline, and preparation, for that great emergency. Every 
native of a town on the coast of Maine, of New Hampshire, of Massa- 
chusetts, and so on down largely to the Middle States, was almost 
born web-footed. Allthe ambition, all the boy stories, all the dreams 
of the child’s life were connected with the sea. They were skilled 
boatmen; they were skilled managers of wooden ships. There was 
nothing in the relation of any considerable part of our population to 
the steamer, although those qualities are of value now especially for 
boat service, which can be compared with that. The lesson, therefore, 
of the brillant success of our seamanship and discipline in the war of 
1812 is not a lesson against adequate preparation for the new sea war- 
fare which is to be conducted in ironclads and on vessels propelled by 
steam, but itis the strongest possible lesson in favor of the policy 
which is now proposed to the Senate. 5 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

Mr. BLAIR, Will the Senator, if he is to make the closing address, 
give me a moment now rather than after he has concluded? 

Mr. HALE, I will give the Senator a moment, but I propose to 
take as little of the time of the Senate as possible, because I desire a 
vote. 
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Mr. BLAIR. I would prefer to do it as occupying the floor myself 
rather than as interrupting the Senator from Maine. . 
Mr. HALE. I will hear the Senator from New Hampshire briefly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I feel satisfied that the Senator from 
Maine will be more comfortable if he sits down than he will standing 
upon his feet. 

It is very difficult to reply to a seventy-four-gun ship that comes into 
action double-shotted, like the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY ], and I shonld not think of saying anything that would influence 
a body of men determined to fight right off this afternoon under all 
circumstances, 

I said nothing that looked to an abandonment of the manhood of 
the nation or submitting to insult or of eliminating the quality of 
patriotism from our people. I do not think it is essential to demon- 
strate the courage of acourageous man by bullying and threatening upon 
every occasion. I think the man of real courage is the man who is 
willing to keep silent and only fight when he is obliged to, and not get 
red in the face six months or ten years in advance. 

I merely suggested that, before we enter upon a course which has 
. cursed Europe and cursed all history, we invite the only power that 
exhibits the slightest inclination to threaten us, and that by any pos- 
sibility could do us danger by naval force—inyite her to withdraw the 
menace, so that we might not be under the necessity of building these 
line-of-battle ships; $12,000,000 worth of them this year, $24,000,000 
next year, and $48,000,000 the year after, and so getting ready for war 
upouall oceaus and at all times. Is that, and I gave some rea- 
sons why it seemed to me quite possible for the mother country, if thus 
appealed to by her child, now twice herself in force, to be willing to with- 
draw the menace and lay the foundation of amicable relations between 
the great Anglo-Saxon race for all time, a race which could not only 
keep pace with itself, but, keeping pace with itself, could dictate peace, 
where it conld not persuade, to all the world, and bring civilization 
and elevation, and that millennium which I have some faith is to come, 
renter of the Senator from Maine and the Senator from Connecticut, 

r 

I merely suggested an effort, and if the result is ever to be attained 
there must be a first effort, and that effort can be nothing else than a 
proposition by some power to others that they take the initiatory steps 
of disarmament, or at all events of that policy which will not make it 
necessary to continue toarm. A great nation like ours, which is at 
peace, and strong in peace, so strong that no nation is likely to attack 
her, could make this suggestion to the rest of the world, and now is 
ea for us to make the suggestion rather than expend these millions 

ve 

I merely by this amendment that we take that first step— 
that is all—and if it fails then I am for building the battle-ships, I am 
for the regular Army, Iam for war. I might possibly get there long 
after the Senator from Connecticut, and perhaps be too late for action; 
very likely victory would perch upon our banners before I could hear 
the sound of the cannon; but notwithstanding I might go to war in 
safety and let him die gloriously for his country. Ido not want to 
lose him yet; Ido desire not to initiate a policy which will involve the 
whole futurein blood. I would like, too, tosave our money, so that our 
children down South and up North should have the opportunities of 
education. That is what I would like to do, and I should like the co- 
operation of the Senator from Maine and the Senator from Connecticut 
in that sort of expenditure. I think it might be well for belligerent 
Senators to consider whether a little money paid out in that way might 
not do as much for the general welfare as to build these ships before 
we find out by asking Old England whether we want them or nof. 

Senators seem to think it is rather a saucy question to ask her not 
to threaten to fight us, not to build fortifications along our lines, not 
to maintain her armaments and her guns where we see every cartridge 
and smell every particle of powder that she burns in time of peace in 
preparation for war. Why, Mr. President, I think the amendment 
which I offered, which is to wait ayear to seeif Great Britain will not 
indicate that she would like to live in peace with us and give America 
the Monroe doctrine without being obliged to fight for it—I think 
that amendment ought to be adopted. I supposed it would be looked 
upon as ridiculous or worse by the Senator from Connecticut and the 
Senator from Maine. It took me some time to cross-examine the Sen- 
ator from Maine so that he could remember the fact that he had read 
the Bible and enable him to recall what was evidently one of his very 
earliest recollections, no recent fact. 

There are the Quakers, who always contrive to live in peace, and they 
have a theory which, if we acted upon it, would keep peace through- 
out the world. There is no question about that, and yet a Quaker will 

ht, himself, to the death in self-defense. I have advocated a course 
which would place us in a condition for self-defense. The rest of the 
bill will give us self-defense. We have a Navy of four or five iron and 
steel ships already, among the best in the world. We already have 
the Cushing; and divers and sundry other vessels and contrivances for 
destruction are already under way. The rest of the bill proposes a 
large expenditure in other diréctions, for cruisers to sail the world and 
protect our and take care of our merchant vessels against pirates 
and the assaults of smailer and i ible nations. Wait a year; 
nobody is to attack us at present; and if, during that year, Great Brit- 


ain will not say We will withdraw our vessels and we will withdraw 
our threats, then we can begin to get ready; we can be assured then 
that it will be necessary that we should do so. > 

Senators should not be forever appealing to the past as though there 
could be no different future. I am tired of attending church and hear- 
ing Sabbath after Sabbath encouragement to expect peace in the future, 
the millennium, a better state of things here on earth when christianity 
or some great powerful peace-creating influence shall permeate the 
world and give happiness to individual mankind—I say I am tired of 
listening to this if the only reply is to be in the form in which this 
great nation has been admonished that we must still prepare for war; 
that there is to be nothing but war; that peace is impossible; that we 
have got to accept the bloody history of the past as the probability of 
the future and act upon that; that we are not to hope for the realization 
of the loving traditions of childhood nor act in tangible ways for their 
realization; that we shall practically deny all faith in those better con- 
ditions to come which have been the essence of our hope in the past, 
as they are in the present, and as I hope they will be in future years, 

It ought not to be a matterofridicule or surprise that one Should rise 
in the American Senate and suggest that we make an effort in the di- 
rection of peace. It ought not to be deemed ridiculous for a nation 
that is not armed to ask another to disarm. We are in this situation. 
With our power to produce an army double that of Great Britain, and 
if we undertook to arm we should undertake, as we could, to arm 
against all the force that is likely to come against us, and being in that 
situation and knowing that sne is likely to be the only enemy threat- 
ening us, there would seem to be anecessity for knowing her intentions. 
We say toher, ‘‘ We wish peace; we desire not to prepare for war; can 
we rely upon your assurance that we are to.have peace? Answer us 
that question within a year.“ 

If she declines to say ‘‘ We will live in peace with you and will 
withdraw our menace of war, if she declines for a year after a proper 
invitation on the part of the Executive of this nation to answer the 
question, we have nothing to do but to build our ships, cast our guns, 
gather our cartridges and cannon balls, and get ready to make war in 
the same old style that has prevailed from the beginning. But until 
we have made an effort we are not without guilt. I say, in my belief, 
we have no right to make this preparation until we have endeavored 
to take peaceful and proper steps which might prevent this expenditure 
and save the blood of our fellow-men. 

That is all I wish to say. 

Mr. HALE. I do not mean to take much of the time of the Senate, 
because the hour is late and it is desirable to have a vote upon the 
amendment and to have the appropriation bill out of the way, not to 
impede other business that is pressing. 

I should hope, Mr. President, that the vote upon this amendment, 
upon striking out the clause for this small number of ships, would not 
disclose anything like a party division. The history of the work of re- 
building the American Navy is familiar to every one here, and the 
brightest side of that history is that all parties largely, here and in the 
other branch of the Legislature of the United States, have joined in 
bidding God speed to the work. The appropriations were small under 
the Republican administration of President Arthur, whose Secretary 
of the Navy was Mr. CHANDLER, now Senator from the State of New 
Hampshire; but the work was fully laid out and embarked upon and 


“greatly enlarged when the Cleveland Administration came into power 


and Mr. Whitney was selected as Secretary of the Navy. 

Early and late, Mr. President, during that administration, Repub-- 
licans here and elsewhere vied with each other in giving liberal ap- 
propriations for the rebuilding of the American Navy and putting the 
money into the hands of a Democratic Secretary. Nearly all of the 
bills reported in that direction were either originated here in Repub- 
lican committees or the bills as coming to this house from the other 
body were taken by our committees and enlarged, so that in the four 
years of the Administration that I am alluding to, under Secretary 
Whitney, we gave for the purposes of rebuilding our Navy more than 
$28. 000,000, an average of over $7,000,000 yearly. The present clause 
that is now in dispute provides for only three ships, to cost in the ag- 
gregate not more than $14,000,000, the expenditure of which will be 
strung over four yearsof time, and will only be an average at the most, 
for ships and armament, of three and a half millions of dollars a year. 

The only fault with this bill is that itis so small. It ought to be 
double, it ought to be treble; but in the spirit of conciliation, and not 
of stirring up opposition, and believing that a moderate appropriation 
was wise this year, the Committee on Appropriations decided upon 
this small bill. It does not suit the earnest friends of the work of re- 
building a navy for the United States. It by no means satisfies them, 
but they think it should be twice or three times as large as it is; and 
because it was believed that the bill reported as it has been from the 
committee would not arouse opposition, it was there agreed to in its 
very meager terms and stipulations by the friends of the work of build- 
ing the American Navy. 

Now we have come to what may be called the parting of the ways. 
We have gone on building the eruisers and the gunboats, and we now 
reach the period where we are to decide whether we shall have a fight- 
ing ship, not a great fleét, only three this year, su to be followed 

y 


three another year, and three after that, until we get a dozen or 
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fifteen. The expenditures then will not be greater than they have 
been for the last four years that the country has not only submitted to, 

but has been glad to see made. And the question is, if trouble does 
come, whether we shall then be found without a single fighting ship 
to maintain any right that we may have, not abroad, but at home. 

Senators t Mr. President, about the advisability and about the 
necessity of nothing but harbor-defense ships. What does a war-ship 
need to be in a harbor for? She can do nogood there. You might as 
well with a mob at your front door retire to your back door or to your 
dining-room to fight the mob. If you have got the police force or the 
soldiery, the place is ontside tosave your doors and your windows and 

our property; and if the time comes that suddenly out of a clear sky, 
use of some conflict between two vessels unforeseen by human power 
or by human ken, the country is inflamed in war, no man will dare to 
resist the clamor for it, and whatever Administration is in power will 
be carried into it. Then we shall need, not the cruiser, not the gun- 
boat, but the war-ship. It is not bombardment alone that is to be 
feared; the trouble commences earlier than that. In a war between 
us and Great Britain the first thing that would be done would bea 
blockade along cur coast. 

But Senators suggest that this is largely or to some extent a local 
feeling. A blockade that would destroy the business of the country 
would press with its tremendous congesting force upon every State in 
this Union; the population of Nebraska or Iowa and the far West would 
feel it as much as we would feel it here; and then the men who had 
opposed any measure that should put the nation into condition where 
it could assert itself and could break the blockade by a respectable 
force of war-ships might well, as they will if they arrive at that time, 
call on the rocks and mountains to hide them from the indignation of 
the American people. 

I do not know, sir, that there will be any war, but I know current 
events that are occurring each day. I take from the morning papers 


this item: 
: M OTTAWA, May 24. 
Senator Macdonald, of Victoria, B. C., says the sealers will simply ignore the 
action of the American Executive. The Canadian sealing fleet,“ he says, 
“ started on their annual hunt early in January last. They go down tlie coast 
as faras San Francisco, and then follow the seals north, picking them up as 
they go along. They will go into Behring Sea, as they consider they have a 
perfect right to do. eve long thought that the whole matter will be brought 
sudden maturity by some act of bloodshed on one side or the other. Some 
bold captain, with a ship-load of valuableskinsand feeling himself legitimately 
in possession of them, will defend his property, and the diplomats will regret 
per did not use more expedition in bringing about a termination of the dis- 
pute. 
The same warning I get from another paper, in this item: 
Loxpoy, May 21. 
The British admiralty has decided to increase the strength of the North Amer- 
ican squadron by the addition of four torpedo-boats. The vessels are now being 
made ready, and are expected to join the fleet about the middle of June. 

I donot know that anything will come from this. I know that they 
are current events, I know that no man in the United States could 
have foreseen the action that has been referred to repeatedly between 
the Chesapeake and the Leopard; and then nothing but the greatest 
self-repose prevented the nation from being precipitated into a war, un- 
prepared as it was. ` 

I visited just one year ago to-day the northern extremity of Puget 
Sound and the capital of British Columbia, and on a bright morning 
in the late part of May we drove out and visited the fortifications at 
Esquimalt. As fortifications for defense they are not yet great, but 
across the bay, half a mile away, we saw two formidable British ships 
of war, one of the second elass and one of the first class. 

Those two ships, Mr. President, in the presence of any trouble, in 
the presence of a conflict such as has been indicated here by the mem- 
ber of Parliament in the British Dominion, taking place in the Behring 
Sea that would precipitate war, would sweep the coast of the Pacific 
from Puget Sound to Lower California, and no man could say them nay. 

I realized then the force of war. A British officer said at the time 
that Esquimalt held a pistol at the head of San Francisco and every 
port on the Pacific coast, and so she does, sir; and until the American 
people show a realization of this situation and of the possible danger— 
I will not say probable danger—by coming out plainly and showing to 
the world that we realize it, and make preparations in accordance with 
what may be the needs of the case, just so far and just so long every 
British iron-clad ship that crosses the sea holds the pistol at the head 
of every American port on our American seas. It is to avoid this, itis 
to begin a policy that shall make us respectable, that the Appropria- 
tions Committee has reported this moderate bill. There are single 
British ships, as suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar], that to-day could overcome every ship that we have afloat on 
the waters of the globe. s 

Mr. BLAIR. deny that. 

Mr. HALE. I will not deny that the Senator is much more ot a 
warrior than I am. 

Mr. BLAIR. No ship can do it. 

Mr. HALE. I affirm again that a single British ship of the iron- 
clads, the class they have built, could destroy seriatim every ship that 
wehave afloat. We have not built fightingships; wehaveno fighting 
ships; we have cruisers. Weare at work on some harbor-defenseships, 
but they can not go out. Every ship that can make the run as these 


ships can from our own ports to Halifax and to Bermuda and the vexed 
ports on the Caribbean Sea and of the Isthmus is a floating fortification 
which costs less and can be transported to the scene of danger. If New 
York be menaced she is there; if the mouth of the Chesa e is men- 
aced she is there; if Charleston is threatened the war-ships are there; 
and that is the great merit of these structures, just as the Secretary says, 
that the war-ship that is provided for in such small numbers in this 
3 more features of usefulness than any and all others to- 
gether. 

I might go on and talk for hours, until all the daylight went out, but 
Iam so earnest in the desire to finish this bill to-day that I will not 
take any more time of the Senate, hoping we shall get an early vote. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I shall vote for the building of these 
ships, but I shall not doso for many of the reasons that have been given. 
I shall vote for the appropriation because the dignity of this Govern- 
ment, in my opinion, requires that it sho be represented by some 
naval force somewhat adequate to the strength of the country, to its 
possible needs, I have no sympathy with the idea that there is a war 
to be apprehended with Great Britain, nor with the disparaging com- 
ments that are made upon that Government. The British peoplé are 
the lights of the civilization of the world. They have been so for centu- 
ries in the history of the past. They are the pillars of free government, 
of free thought, and of all the liberal principles of law that are to gov- 
ern us, and they are so recognized in our national and our State juris- 
prudence. We are descended from them and are a part and parcel of 
their civilization. ‘Their interests upon a broad scale are in common 
with ours. č 

For all these reasons I deprecate the perpetual commentary upon 
possible differences or possible war between these two great countries 
of civilization who have so much in common. 

But, Mr. President, certainly I approve of the idea of international 
arbitration, for in the first years when I came to the Senate I intro- 
duced a resolution for arbitration between the United States on the one 
side, or intervention rather, in the shape of arbitrators between Peru 
and Chili, and with a view of enforcing a status of peace and 
the right of this Government to intervene in the affairs of the other 
nations upon this continent to preserve peace, Appreciating the sug- 
gestions of the Senator from New Hampshire that international arbi- 
tration should be the rule of international policy, it is to be obtained 
by a convention of the civilized nations of the world and the establish- 
ment of a code of jurisprudencesuch as has been recommended by the 
eminent lawyer of New York, Mr. Field; and until that is done we 
can have no practical or reasonable system of arbitration established 
as the rule of law for the settlement of international differences, and, 
even if it were, there must be some corresponding force on the part of 
every civilized government to interpose and enforce the resolution of a 


-council of arbitration. 


In every aspect the construction of a reasonable naval force is an ob- 
ject of necessary public policy. For that reason, sir, and that pave I 
I shall give my support to this bill. I should prefer with the limi 
knowledge I have upon this subject that it were a different class of ves- 
sels, but I submit my own judgment in that respect to the conclusions 
at which the Naval Committee have arrived. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote, Mr. President. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator will not be too eager for the sacri- 
fice. This is a great question and concerns the expenditure of many 
millions of dollars. I want to say something. 

Mr. HALE, Would not the Senator as lief make his remarks on 
the next bill that comes before the Senate? 

Mr. BLAIR. That may not be for some time to come, Mr. President. 

Mr. HALE. The Senate is very desirous of taking the vote. The 
Senator can hinder it. I do not deny his power. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not lack that information, but I have no power 
that does not belong to every other member of the Senate. Any Sena- 
tor can do that. The Senator from Maine can do that. 

Mr. President, I should like to make one inquiry in the light of the 
historical researches and statements of theSenator from Massachusetts, 
in which he demonstrated the mortal dread that Old England is in of 
the United States and was in when we had a population of not over 
8,000,000, and perhaps not more than 6,000,000, who fought the war 
of 1812. Nowwe have almost double her own population. Even 
then Wellington did not dare to show himself on this side of the water. 
He would not come here for any other purpose than to make peace, 
and under no circumstances would Old England get into a war with 
those Yankees even then. 

Now, I should like to know what reason there is to build line-of- 
battle ships against a nation like that. It is a perfect absurdity, as I 
think the Senator from Maine observes. 

Another thing: My colleague [Mr. CHANDLER], who is absent try- 
ing to recover his health, is quoted as a great authority in these naval” 
matters, as having been the originator, as I think he was, perhaps, of 
this so-called policy of getting ready to fight if necessary and of build- 
ing afew ships; but if he is such an authority as that we are to vote 
upon his authority, why should not the Senator from Maine quote him 
in reference to these same line-of-battle ships, to the building of which 
he is opposed, as is very well known to the whole conntry? Why call 
a witness to prove what you want to believe, and ignore him and his 
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testimony upon those points which are vital and essential to this de- 
bate? He is against your line of-battle ships, the whole of them. 

T should like to ba the Senator from Maine another question. He 
will recollect that while I was talking ſor peace I was accessible to in- 
quiries, and he made several little speeches—about the best I have 
heard him make, and he has made as good as any man since Demos- 
thenes, interjecting them into my remarks. But when he came to 
speak I made an effort to stem the tornado of eloquence as he was mak- 
ing his closing argument, or rather his closing address, upon this bill, 
and tried to ask him a question; but I could not possibly make him 
hear, and that renders it necessary that he should hear me now, unless 
he stops his ears. 

I was going to ask him with reference to that blockade all along our 
coast. Nobody can blockade us but Great Britain; nobody has a navy 
to do it with except G Britain. She is our only possible assailant, 
and she has the carrying trade to-day. Is she to blockade our ports 
against her own ships and to starve her own people? The Senator 
seems to think it is an inevitable consequence that we shall be block- 
aded all along the line. Ido not believe that will be done before 
another year. Ido not believe that can be done until there shall be 
time to ask Old England if she is not willing to withdraw her naval 
ships and dismantle her fortifications which threaten our peace. 

Mr. President, there is quite a question still involved between the 
line-of-battle ships and other methods of defense. It is a question 
which is incapable of elucidation in a single day of debate. The Navy 
is not united upon this question, and I holdin my hand an article from 
the Army and Navy Journal containing testimony from strong and able 
and, as Iunderstand them to be, very able naval officers bearing directly 
upon this question of the prover form of naval armament for us to con- 
struct for the purposes that the United States should seek to carry outif 
she is to build a navy at all. It is also important as bearing upon that 
bugbear of the destruction of New York City. How many times New 
York City has been destroyed in debate! 

I should be sorry to lose New York City. I should be willing to 
have her bombarded on election day, and I think the Senators from 
New York would believe that it would conduce to the purity of elec- 
tions if Old England or some other power should drop a few bombs into 
her ballot-box on election day. So it was a few years ago, although 
to be sure it has been purified somewhat since. I would do anything 
that would be necessary to defend that great commercial metropolis, 
but these line-of-battle ships are never going to defend New York. I 
wish to have read by some sweeter voice than mine these comments by 
naval officers, and I will ask the Secretary to read so much as I have 
inclosed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


BATTLE-SHIPS AGAIN, ` 


The New York Herald filled several columns of its last Sunday’s issue with 
an article presenting in the usual sensational newspaper way the story of the 
defenseless condition of New York. With it are given the opinions of various 

ersons on this subject, some of whom are evidently creations of the reportorial 
Toagination, Like a woman’s letter, the substance of this article is in its post- 
t. At the end we find this statement: 

pt. J. N. Miller, who is on duty at the navy-yard, served through the war 
on a monitor, and is particularly looked up to as an authority on that arm of 
the Navy. He maintains that the monitor, if anything, will be the salvation of 
the country in the event of war with a foreign nation, but he deprecates many 
of the changes that have been made in the Ericsson model.” 

vou can build a vessel on the modern plan,” he said, with alow, free-board, 
and all around fire, that will contend inst any vessel that will be brought 
against her from any country. She is lutely invulnerable. All you have 
got to do is to make displacement enough and you can put on all the armor you 
want. Now, when you commence to build your vessel with a turret system, 
with high free-board, you must necessarily bring in a great many weak points, 
and they are not able to contend against the large battle-ships of England or 
the groat foreign powers. You want a vessel of moderately speed. 

“The monitor system, with the aid of our torpedoes and that, could keep 
foreign vessels from getting near enough to our large cities to shell them or 
place them under contribution. To-day some of these large ships can get near 
enough to Sandy Hook to anchor, and I think, without looking at the chart, 
they could throw shell into New York City, certainly into parts of Brooklyn, 
I think there is no en about that. At present there is nothing existing to 
prevent this that I know of. Now it is absolutely essential to provide some 
means of driving those vessels away,and my idea is the monitor is the thing. 
They would seek close quarters. ing practically invulnerable they would 
get the closest they could to the attacking — 7 5 

Capt. William K. Kirkland, United States Navy, also said: 

Well, I pin my faith to monitors. I believe in making a broad monitor with 
just as light a draught as possible, so that she can get out of the way when nec- 
essary and the big ships can not run her down. Undoubtedly the best vessel for 
harbor service to-day is the double-turreted monitor. She might be supple- 
mented by the single-turreted monitor, but you can get more fight out of. the 
double-turreted monitor. They don’t need to go veryfarout. For harbor de- 
fense 9 get on the flats and shoals, where they can not be reached, and 
no ship that floats can long withstand their fire.“ 

05 t armament would you give them?” ° 

“I would give them the biggest guns that could be got—l6-inch, forinstance— 
and make them handy to turn around, so that they could always keep their 
bows on, and have them well built forward so that they could not be rammed. 
Jam not a believer in the battle-ship. It takes five or six years to build one.” 

But should we not have ships for use on the outer line to intercept the enemy 
before he could get to his coaling station and fight him there?“ 

“No; I would let them go and get all the coal they wanted, and whip them 
when they got here. If the United States is goihg to send out cruisers to meet 
and fight foreign cruisers, she will have to have coaling stations, too, and we 
do not own any to-day, and a cruiser without coal is not going to doa t deal 
of you propose to build an offensive fleet you must Fave: ri- 
marily, coaling stations all over the world, You can not go out and do a little 
fighting and then run back here after more coal. It must be clear to any one 
that it is practically useless to build cruisers to destroy commerce unless we 
have the means of supplying them with coal,” 


e 


But the Alabama got her coal.” 

“Well, the Alabama her coal mostly in lish ports. But there is nota 
lace where coal could be furnished that England would not have a big line of 

ttle-ships ready to meet you, no matter whom ye were going to fight.“ 

“What do you think the fighting distance will be in these days?” 

"I suppose five.or six hundred yards. Then you want to fire torpedoes out 
of your monitor,” 

Commander G. W. Pigman, of the Langon Island nayy-yard, said: 

The monitor system is unquestionably the strong defense for us. The mon- 
itor has revolutionized naval warfare, It is the model of the best fighting s 
afloat to-day. One of its advantages is the very small target it presents to 
enemy. It is a good floating battery for harbor defense, and is just the th 
for fighting in smooth water. While not invulnerable, it is difficult to pene- 
trate, its turrets being heavy and of small dimensions, It has no special speed, 
but is easy to handle.” 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I am aware that it is late and how ex- 
hausted the Senate must be, but I think this is a great question and it 
is not settled by any means that we should enter upon the construc- 
tion of these line-of-battle ships at all. As far as Iam able to under- 
stand this subject and the position of naval authorities upon it, there 
is a preponderance of naval intelligence against the line-of-battle ships. 

There is no question that for defensive purposes the monitor system 
is better with the torpedo than with the destroyers, the rams, and all 
the various combinations of naval architecture which we are familiar 
with more or less, and upon the construction of which we have alread 
entered. They are the necessary means of defense as against forei 
aggression by sea. 

If we are to fight offensively at sea an enemy at t distance, line- 
of-battle ships may or may not be necessary. The developments of 
science and the developments of the next five or six years which i 
will take to build these ships will settle that question, and may make 
it absolutely useless to build such vessels, a mere waste of money. 

But, Mr. President, even if that should not be so, if Great Bri 
upon being appealed to from these higher considerations in the inte 
of peace made by her own blood upon this side of the water should be 
willing to withdraw the menace which now threatens us, certainly 
there would then be no occasion for the line-of-battle ships whatsoever. 

And so, without taking more time of the Senate and thanking the 
Senate for the great courtesy it has exercised in allowing me so mu 
time, I will submit the question, protesting that we ought to make the 
effort to savę this great expenditure and to initiate the possibility of 
an era of perfect 

Mr. HALE. If we can have a vote on the amendment I shall not 
move to lay it on the table; but otherwise I shall. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Now Hampshire to the amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose my amendment will be voted upon first. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire be reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, It will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 44, line 8, after the word each“ it 


is proposed to insert: 


Britain shall have been requested by the President to withdraw all her na 
forces from American waters and to dismantle her naval . N. 
and South America and in adjacent islands, and shall have d or 
have neglected for one year so to do. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. HALE and Mr. COCKRELL addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay upon the 

Mr. COCKRELL. Have I been recognized? 
PS VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Senator from 

issouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply desire to present and have inserted in 
the Recorp—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair begs pardon of the Senator 
from Missouri. He had already recognized the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE, IL yield. 

Mr. COCKRELL.. I want to present to the Senate and ask per- 
mission to have printed in the RECORD Report 174, Senate, Fifty-tirst 
Congress, first session, made by Hon. WILLIAM E. CHANDLER, from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, protesting in very strong language against 
the construction of these vessels, and showing very conclusive argu- 
ments why they ought not to be constracted and will probably become 
utterly worthless before their completion has been secured. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think the Senator from Missouri is mistaken, if 
the Senator from Maine will allow me. I understand that that report 
was made upon the bill reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
which recommended the building of eight battle-ships, and not these 
ships at all. Is not that so? 

Mr. HALE. That is so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have in my hand this report, and it is in oppa 
sition to Senate bill 538, which proposed to build eight battle-ships, 
of which these three in this bill are part. 

Mr. HALE. No; they are not. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Missouri is mistaken. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are, according to the estimates. 

Mr. HALE. They dre of the second class; but these are not the 


That this appropriation shall not be available until the Government of 5 


1890. 


; ö 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5293 


high-power battle-ships with twelve or fifteen thousand miles endur- 
ance that were reported by the Naval Committee. These are not those 
ships. These are three of the second kind that the Secre recom- 
mended, and the bill does not contain all those battle-ships that the 
former Secretary of the Navy argued for. There are none of those in 
this bill. 

Mr, BLAIR. Certainly they represent the battle-ships in the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are of the same name, and they are to cost 
according to this report $5,640,000 each, and, as I understand, the ves- 
sels named in the bill are to cost about $5,000,000 each. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no; $4,000,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. Four millions. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is a matter of indifference. The Senator from Maine 
says this is but a beginning. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And this, Mr. President, is a report upon a bill 
which the Senator from Maine, as I understand it, reported to the Sen- 


ate. - 

Mr. BLAIR. A distinction is sought to be made between the kind 
of line-of-battle ships. Does it say that his opposition is confined to 
the big ones? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No. This minority report was submitted upon 
the bill which the Senator from Maine reported favorably from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, which bill provided for the construction of 
eight of these battle-ships. This report isa very able and interesting 
one, and was made in opposition to that bill, and the grounds and the 
arguments and the reasons set forth in this report apply with equal 
force to the three battle-ships in the appropriation bill now under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will just wait one second I will 
finish; if not, I will keep the floor a little longer. I Will ask that this 
be printed in the Recorp. I will not take the time of the Senate in 
reading the report. I also wish to present to the Senate in support of 
my distinguished friend from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] a concur- 
rent resolution to invite international arbitration as to differences be- 
tween nations; and I will ask that this may be printed in the RECORD. 
It has been by the Senate at the instance of the distinguished 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and passed the other House. It 

ves the President full authority to negotiate and settle all those things. 

connection with that I desire to have printed in the RECORD a list 
of treaties of arbitration between the United States and foreign powers 
from 1776 to 1889, which shows—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Were any of them made when we had not a gun? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Made when we did not have a gun or anything 
else, and they number two hundred and thirty-three. I ask that this 
list may be printed in the RECORD. Last but not least, Lask that the 
resolutions of the Universal Peace Union, adopted in this city and ad- 
dressed to the Senate, may also be incorporated in the proceedings. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 

MINORITY REPORT OF MR. CHANDLER. 
| Fifty-first Congress, firstsession. Senate. Report No. 174. Views of minority.] 


Mx. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, submitted the follow” 
in; awe or the minority (to accompany bill S. 538) : 

armored, heavily armed, ocean-going, line-of-battle ships, estimat 

less than $45,120,000, or $5,640,000 each. 

These are to be eight of the ten battle-ships first mentioned in the report of 
the policy board of the Navy Department, which advises the expenditure for 
ships and guns of $349,515,000, or, deducting the sum of $67,965,000, which they 

say oy — any of expended or authorized, the additional expenditure pro- 
= posed is $281,550, 

The full recommendations of the board are as follows: 


Recommendations of policy board. 


uires the construction as soon as practicable of eight thickly 
to cost not 


Estimated 
Tonnage, Cou 
10 first-class battle-ships, of great endurance 10, 000 | $56, 400, 000 
3 thi of great endurance. 6,300-7,500 | 11,000, 000 
$tirst-class, of limited enduran 8,000 | 39,890, 000 
12 second-class, of limited enduran 7,100 | 52,200,000 
5 third-class, of limited endurance 6,000 | 18,000,000 
6 harbor-defense monitors... 3, 815-6, 060 | 25,000,000 
1 aain monitor. 3,800 1, 900, 000 
11 rams (I of 2,000, 10 Of 8,500). . . . . . . sesers] . . 4 19, 500, 000 
9 thin-armored cruisers ....... 6,250 | 28,800,000 
4 first-class protected cruisers. 7,500 | 15,760,000 
10 first-class protected cruisers... 5,400 | 28,000,000 
12 second-class protected cruisers.. „| 3,000-4,500 | 22,500, 000 
6 third-class protected cruisers...... 1. 700-3, 1 5, 500, 000 
10 gun vessels and dispatch boats. à 850-1, 4, 500, 000 
16 to o-cruisers, including the Vesuvius, about 900 | 7,500,000 
3 ee, .. ͤ KV 5, 000 6. 500, 000 
126 
101 torpedo-boats.......... LE SEER S ä 3 rea 65 6, 565, 000 
227 D e Goss a 610,035 | 349,515, 000 
The above total includes $67,965,000 for ships and guns 
already expended or authorized. . . . . .. . . . 3 67, 965, 000 


The und ed dissents from the proposition to now enter m the con- 
struction of eight armored battle-ships to cost $5,640,000 each, or $45,120,000 in all, 
and briefly states his reasons. ? 

I. — THE UNITED STATES OUGHT NOT TO BUILD ARMORED BROADSIDE BATILE-_ 


SHIPs, 

The time has not yet arrived, if, indeed, it will ever come, for the construc- 
tion by the United States of the ponderous, unwieldy, and costl broadside 
armored vessels, with which European nations are making — . —— of at 
least doubtful value. 

Whether the jority of the committee approve the whole programme of the 
policy board, involving the construction of an American Navy, to cost not less 
than $349,000,000, or wliether they dissent from some of its features, does not 
appear. One point, however, the adyocates of this comprehensive plan must 
frankly admit: that if this nation is to build and maintain the battle-s! 
which it includés, the rest of the plan must be substantially adopted, in order 
make the fleet contain all the classes of ships necessary for a vast and well- 
proportioned navy. 

Secondly, it seems equally clear to the undersigned that if the whole plan is 
to be adopted, and yet construction is to proceed by degrees and not by atonce 
authorizing the whole expenditure, then the very last ships to be built should 
be heavy, armored line-of-battle ships, costing $5,640,000 each, whereas the 
majority of the committee propose to build these first and to appropriate com- 
paratively little money for the construction of the harbor-defense moni 
rams, cruisers, gun boats, and torpedo-boats, recommended by the policy 
asa 5 of their scheme for a complete and adequate navy. 

It is the opinion of the undersigned that in the progress of the reconstruction 
of the American Navy by suitable steps and reasonable and moderate appro 
tions, which has been auspiciously and successfully n, the new consi 
tions next to be authorized should be acertain number of proper harbor or coast- 
defense vessels and a considerable number of moderate s cruisers and 
boats, varying from vessels of 1,500 and 1,700 tons, like the Dolphin and York- 
town, up to ships like the Boston and Atlanta, of 3,000 tons. Our unp 
harbors will thus be made partially secure, our naval officers will be able to 
spend more of their time upon the water instead of being housed on shore duty; 
tħey will become familiarized with our own coast, and will, estan, become s 
ficiently proficient in practical seamanship to be able, whenever time 
if the future brings such a period, to take charge of large, armored battle-ships 
and go out upon the ocean to meet and destroy, if they can, the fleets of Euro- 

powers, 

But to assume that we have now reached a point when weshould substantially 
discontinue other naval constructions and begin the work of building thirt 
eight armored battle-ships, to cost $177,490,000, or even that we should build fo 
with eight of such ships, to cost $45,120,000, is a grave m e, which, if per- 
sisted in, may become a fatal barrier to real, wise, and judicious progress in the 
rehabilitation of the Navy. We do not now need heavily armored, broadside 
battle-ships. We probably never shall need them. 

II. —THE PROPOSED BATTLE-SHIPS MAY BECOME OBSOLETE BEFORE COMPLETION. 

There is much reason to fear that such ironclads as we may construct under 
this bill will become obsolete before they are completed, 

The advisory board, organized by Secretary Hunt, in their report of Novem- 
ber 7, 1881, while giving their reasons for not recommending the construction 
of ironclads, say: 

It is the experience of foreign navies, up to the present time, that any t; 
of iron-clad vessels introduced becomes so inferior as to be almost obsolete 
general purposes in a period of about ten years,” 

This proposition is as true now as it was eight years ago. It is doubtful 
whether any naval per has a broadside armored vessel even five years old 
such as it would build to-day when constructing more ironclads. 

Our own limited experience is the same. Con by the act of August 5, 
1882, directed the naval advisory board to report in detail concerning the 
double-turreted monitors Puritan, Amphitrite, Terror, and Monadnock, “whether 
any changes inthe original plan or plans should be made,” 

The board made reports, dated December 15, 1882, January 11, 1883, April 5, 
1883, May 31, 1883, and October 25, 1883 (Navy Department Report, 1883, pages 74 
81), substituting roller- base turrets for the original style of monitor tu and 
settling the final plans for the completion of the vessels. The board also say: 

“It is easily possible to complete the vessels by taking advantage of the re- 
cent developments in armor, guns, and machinery, without making any radical 
changes in the designs, so that their speed, endurance, battery-power, protec- 
tion, and sea-going qualities shall be fully equal to those of any foreign iron- 
clad of similar dimensions designed previous to 1879.” 

Congress favorably regarded the reports and plans of the naval advisory 
board, and. March 3, appropriated “for the engines and machinery for the 
double-turreted ironclads, in accordance with the recommendations of the 
naval advisory board, 81.000, 000.“ t 

Yetsuch has been the assumed 8 of invention and im ment in 
ironclads that instead of these ships being brought to completion in accordance 
with the recommendations of the advisory board, radical changes 1 
made, completely depriving them of their special character as low- 
revolving-turret ships. The turreta have been taken off the Puritan, so that 
she may come up higher out of the water, and stationary barbette protection 
for the guns has n adopted, and sons Hes to be fired from above the ram- 
patag covered only by a steel umbrella, which will be blown away by any 

eavy projectile and the guns disabled. Moreover, running between ‘the 
barbette towers a commodious superstructure has been built on the deck,in 
order that the officers may not be obliged to endure the discomforts of living 
below deck, where the crew must live. Whatever may be the real value as u 
war-ship of the once-more-reconstructed Puritan, she is no longer a low-free- 
board, double-turreted monitor, and it is clear, if what been done has been 
socs wisely, that an ironclad carefully designed in 1883 became obsolete before 


Take another astonishing fact: Con reluctantly, in 1886, ventured to be- 
gin the construction of two ironclads, the Maine and the Texas. The act of Au- 
gust 3, 1886, authorizes as follows: 

“Two sea-going double-bottomed armored vessels of about 6,000 tons dis- 

lacement, designed for a speed of at least 16 knots an hour, with engines havy- 
Ing all necessary appliances for working under forced draught, and costing, 
including engines and machinery, and excluding armament, not more than 
$2,500,000 each. Said vessels shall have each a complete to: o outfit and he 
armed in the most effective manner.” 

The utmost pains were taken in the preparation of the plans of these two 
ironelads, No care, labor, study, or research concerning recent inventions in 
naval warfare was spared, and the plans adopted undoubtedly were intended 
to embody the best conclusions of the ablest designers of wa ips. - : 

Secretary Whitney says, in his rbport for 1886: 

“The subject has been referred tothe Bureaus of Construction, Steam Engi- 
neering, Equipment and Recruiting, and Ordnance, to take the necessary seps 
to rovers plans for the letting. The Department has also deemed it wise 
offer to all approved naval architects and ship-builders an opportunity to com- 
pete with the work of the De ment in the designs for these new shi 
the sum of $15,000 has been offered as compensation for any d. 
either of the vessels, the working drawings to be the subject of 
agreement. There are many disi guished architects who of late years have 
had much greater experience in new work than the liberality of our Govern- 
ment has made it possible for our own to enjoy, and in starting upon the crea- 
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tion of a new navy the Department has no embarrassment in desiring to avail of 
the best talent anywhere to be found in 5 with 
the best of other countries, from which point it is e safe predict that 
the ingenuity and talent of our own countrymen will to keep us in the 
front rank for future work.” 

Secre Whitney further says, in his report for 1887: 

“Plans were received from various sources and much interest was elicited. 
A board of naval experts was appointed to consider the same, and the award 
‘was unanimously made to the Barrow Ship-Building Company, of England, for 

lans prepared by the eminent naval architect, Mr. William John. One of 
iais vessels will therefore be built upon the plans of the Department and one 

n those of the successful competitor,” 


nor the fighting or resisting force of a battle-ship. The Texas is practical! 
the same way. It has a little heavier armor, but it has not sufficient 
The $5,000,000 are gone, and what shall we have to show or use in return for our 


money? - 
In view of this, our ence so far with armored ships, may it not reason- 
ay. be concluded that the time has not yet arrived for d the present 
cy of the United States concerning sea-going broadside iron namely, 
tof building few or none of them, and allowing Eu nations to pro- 
ceed with the experiment of producing these monsters of naval architecture, 
80 many of which have proved costly failures? 

The 1 — to be solved in designing a heavily armored vessel grow out 
of the doubts concerning the condition of the arts of producing, 1, the hulls of 
such ships; 2, their armor; 3, their engines, and, 4, their pom. 

As it is true that ee any one of these ches of work ten 

ro ago is worthy of reproduction now, so it is more than probable that within 
than ten years to come continued progress will make useless all construc- 
tions now contemplated. 

No fixed point has been ‘reached. 1, Is it conceded that we have attained to 

‘ect s for hulls either under water or above water? 2. Is the armor 
of the future to be compound armor, steel-faced and iron-backed, as in the past, 
or has steel armor been devised and fabricated which will supersede compound 
armor? a most difficult, doubtful, and expensive question yet to be solved. 3. 
Aro triple-expansion engines, worked by steam, the limit of improvement in 
naval propulsion? All engines made seven years ago are obsolete now. Has 
the 3 of our engineers for improvement in motive power been worked 
out? 4, Is the built-up steel gun, now being made, a perfect instrument of de- 
struction, so that it is not to be superseded within five, ten, or fifteen years? 

No evidence whatever on these important and far- ing questions has 

su to the committee, or sought by it, asa prudent preliminary to 
a decision to direct the building of eight iron-clads, each of which will cost 
$6,000,000, and all of which may prove to be obsolete before they are completed, 
if they ever are, by some one of the Administrations of the Government which 
are to come after the present one. 

If it be * that we have in this country reached so near to perfection in 

designing and building naval vessels and guns that we may safely 
invest $45,000,000 or $177,000,000 in ironclads, such do not appear to be the con- 
ditions of construction in England. 

Of the Britisli navy the Admiralty Gazette says; ‘ 

* We seem to have made the ships too small as well as too short, and the 
guns, on the contrary, too thin and too long to efficiently perform their work; 
and we have likewise overburdened our ships with them, without due consid- 
eration of the conditions under which they would have to be fought. The re- 
sult is that our modern vessels have been described as unhealthy, overpacked 
boxes of guns,full of machinery which is sure to break down when most 
wanted.” (Army and Navy Journal, January 25, 1890, page 420.) 


III. - TE PROPOSED BXTTLE-SHIPS ARE NOT SUITABLE COAST-DEFENSE VESSELS-- 
MONITORS ARE PREFERABLE, 


It is that by building these battle-ships we not only obtain a fleet 
which can go out upon the ocean and do battle with the navies of Europe, but 
that the ships are in effect also suitable harbor-defense This is a mis- 


take. zer are to draw 25 feet of water, and will be, therefore, excluded from 
all the shallow waters of our coast, and can enter but few of our harbors. 

If, in accordance with the policy which is advocated by some, of neglecting 
and slighting lines of defense by land and water, and of sallying forth to pro- 
tect our coasts and harbors by finding and destro; the enemy’s fleets, our 
vessels should find themselves ov: ed, as they possibly might, and be 
compelled to fly, there will be for them almost no harbor of refuge; and they 
will have to run away from our coast instead of falling back for its defense; 
and the proper efense vessels would be found to be ships of compara- 
tively light draught, yet with great offensive as well as defensive power. 

Such vessels are those of the monitor type, broad and of light draught, with 
low free-board, exposing little side surface to the enemy's fire, and with a few 
heavy guns protected by revolving turrets of the thickest and most impenetra- 
ble armor peng They are the ideal ships for the defense of the coast and 
harbors me: 

It is thought to be a sufficient answer to the opinion that vessels of the mon- 
itor 1 * ee coast-defense ships to say that no such ships are 
t in Europe. 


thei 
lined with heavy fortifications and high-powered 
s. When we have thus fortified our 4,000 miles of coast line, not 3 
t of Alaska, we may, if we then choose, imitate European powers in build- 
ing ing broadside iron-clads instead of low-free-board, leſense mon- 
itors. But until we have spent many millions in such fortifications the best 
kind for us of coast and harbor defense vessels will be the monitor class. 

Naval officers undoubtedly have a great aversion to monitors and will not 
allow them to be built if they can prevent it. Lene 6 prefer living in commo- 
dious and airy quarters, above the water line, to going below to the close and 
narrow rooms which the monitors afford. But the question is not one of com- 
fort for naval officers; itis, What is the best fighting ship for coast defense; a 
monitor with all its advantages, or a cumbrous, deep-draught, broadside, line- 
ot · buttlo ship, which, whatever may be its usefulness for some purposes, it is 
grossly misleading to call a coast-defense ship? 


IV.—PORTY-SIX MILLION DOLLARS NOW FOR BATTLE-SHIPS WILL TAKE MONEY 
AWAY FROM FORTIFICATIONS AND HARBOR DEFENSE, 


The expenditure, under the head of the increase of the Navy, of $46,000,000 


for cight armored battle-ships, to be authorized by the present rag — is out 
pall pee —— to any sum likely to be authorized for certain objects 
w 


be considered in connection with the naval appropriations. If 
the line-of-battle ships will be in no proper sense coast-defense vessels, how 
much is to be a for such defense-vessels and how much for fortifi- 


preparations made 
1882, for reconstruction of the Navy, the subject 
oniba Was ˙ Cro ERA Jalir, TA anes 


March 3,1885, the fortifications board was appointed, consisting of the 
mal coon Sat two 


ris,for masonry and earthworks, $31,- 
metal, $3,320,000; 
batteries 
150,000 ; 

000; and fi g 
board recommends appropriations for the 


„or 
the soundness of r recommendations, but because Congress has not con- 
sidered the country as in a condition of emergency requiring undue haste, but 
has believed that by moderate and reasonable appropriations the work of es- 
tablishing a suitable coast and harbor defense by fortifications and floating bat- 
teries, and of rehabilitating the Navy, could be carried forward without ex- 
travagance or waste. 

The question now raised is whether a present direction to spend $6,000,000 for 
eight naval battle-ships is contrary to or in accordance with the general cy 
of Congress concerning fortifications, coast defenses, and naval constructions. 

If the national interests 7 yee us to contemplate and to at onco enter upon . 
the expenditure of $200,000,000 under the War Department for fortifications and 
coast defenses, in pursuance and in enlargement of the plans of the fortifica- 
tions board, and under the Navy Department of $281,550, for naval vessels, 
as recommend by the policy board, supplemented by at least $50,000,000 for the 
rehabilitation of the League Island and other navy-yards, then we 8 
bly justify continuing na val construction by building eight large armored line- 
of-battle ships, costing $46,000,000, that cannot go in or out of our shallow har- 


European naval 
seamen from 7, 
structions, for repairs of 
yond any sums hitherto adv: 
tain our naval force upon such a fooling thas we may at an 
to engage on our coastand out upon 0 

with the most formidable naval powers of the eastern peata veea ga If we are, 
here is indeed a new departure, and one that should be en 


ail 
The undersigned is not in favor of sucha naval policy. Coast defense should 


be first amply provided for, All the arts of naval warfare should be t alive 
among our people. Industries necessary to the construction of an: ind of 
war-vessels or guns should be domesticated. We should restore the of our 


merchant ships and revive the carrying trade in American vessels in all the 
waters and in all the commercial ports of the globe, and protect our mercantile 
marine when thus re-established. We should construct and maintain a navy 
superior to that of any nation of the western hemisphere and to that of the 
nation owning the island of Cuba; and there we can stop, it is to be hoped, for 


many years. 

But to build a navy embracing as its 8 feature the enormous armored 
battle-ships of European countries and to make ready to fight at any moment 
naval engagements on the high seas with those powers, has not hitherto been 
considered the true American policy. To maintain such a navy, and also a 
system of fortifications and coast defense, with a land army commensurate - 
with such a naval force, would go far toward bringing the United States into 
the lamentable condition of the nations of Central Euro They are burdened 
with great navies and enormous standing armies wh are draining the life- 
blood of the people and ee burdens of debt and taxation so grievous-that 
before many years relief from them, if not afforded in any other way, will be 
accomplished by revolutions. 

It may be ing to our national pride to talk of building a fleet of enor- 
mous arm battle-ships, with which, disdaining fortifications and coast de- 
tense, we may in case of war go out to seek and destroy our enemies upon the 
ocean or to carry the war into their country. But when the proposition takes 
the concrete form of an authorization at time of eight such ships, to cost 
$5,640,000 each, or $45,120,000 for the eight, as the inception of a scheme to build 
thirty-eight line-of-battle roy to cost $177,490,000, as a of a navy to cost 
S ,000, it would seem to be wise for Congress at once to consider with great 

... 
fortifications and coast defense, and to settle policy upon a more reason- 
able and conservative basis. 

WM. E. CHANDLER. 


ARBITRATION RESOLUTION. 

( Fifty-first Congress, first session, House Mis. Doc, No. 113. Report No. 628.] 
Concurrent resolution to invite international arbitration as to differences be- 
tween nations, 

Is THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 14, 1890, 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Presi- 
dent be, and is hereby, requested to invite, from time to time as fit occasions 
may arise, negotiations with any Government with which the United States 
bas or may have diplomaticrelations, to the end that any differences or disputes 
arising between the two Governments which can not be adjusted by diplomatic 
agency may be referred to arbitration and be peaceably MG EOS such means. 
Attest: ANSON G. McCOOK, Secretary. 


MEMORIAL OF THE UNIVERSAL PEACE UNION. 
Wasntncrox, D. C., May 26, 1890. 
the United Slates: 


To the Senate 
Sen Washinpion,D. C es le twenty-fourih enniversaiy, and Tope 
terian n, D. C., onitstwenty-fo anniversary, and repre- 
senting thousands 9 in America Europe: We most seriously re- 
monstrate to the Senate of the United States that the bill now before your honor- 
able body for building three line-of-battle ships at a cost to the people of 812,000. 
000 should not become a law, for reasons of policy, economy, and international ~ 
good will, which we regard as self-evident 99 U 


LIST OF TREATIES AXD ARBITRATIONS BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND FOR- 
` EIGN POWERS FROM 1776 To 1889, INCLUSIVE. 

The following list of arbitrations, the su of which treat of nearly every 

class of difficulties that have arisen or w. may hereafter arise between na- 
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tons, ba have been successfully — — and ratified between the Ae peat —— 
the various other powers of the world; and many wars that orhi 
— have arisen have thus been avoided. All of these arbitrations — 
have not cost as much as a single war would have done, and no lives have been 
thereby or bitter hates engendered. Thisshows usconclusively that 
is not a necessary evil,and may always be avoided by permanent treaties 
of arbitration. 

The United States has pod concluded treaties of amity and commerce with 
many of the Central and South American states, but it is the earnest desire of 
the Universal Peace Unidn that such permanent treaties of arbitration may be 
concluded between the United States and each and every one of them, as to ren- 
der war with them hereafter impossible. 

1, Payment of loan; July 16, 1782. 

2. 3 of amity and commerce, with the Netherlands; October 8, 1782. 

3. sary hd to treaty of yeca; with Great Britain, boundary, ete.; No- 
vember 30, 1 

4. 3 January 20, 1783. 

5. Amity and commerce, with Sweden; April 3, 1783. 

2 Peace; September 3. 1783. 

vA Treaty of amity and commerce, with Morocco; January, 1787. 

8. Peace, amit: 1 navigation, boundary, claims, and extradition; 
November 19,1 

9. Treaty with Reversion to trade with the West Indies; November 19, 17%. 

10. Treaty of peace and amity, with Algiers; concluded September 5, 1795. 
1 75 e Washington, President. 

friendship, limits, and navigution, with h apnar October 27, 1795. 
1x Liberty to pass and repass the border, ete. y 4, 1796. 

13. Peace, N and navigation, with Tripoli; November 4, 1796. 

14. Peace, friendship, navigation, and commerce, with Tunis; August 29, 1797. 

15. Amity and commerce, with Prussia; July 11, 1799. 

16. Peace, commerce, navigation, and 2 September 30, 1809. 

5 eee eho Spain; August 11, 1 

Louisiana; April 30, 1803, ‘Payment of $60,000,000 by the United 
ede aise against France to be paid. 
19. Peace, friendship, navigation, and prisoners, with Tripoli; June 4, 1805. 

20. Pence, boun ,andtheslave trade, with the West Indies; December24, 1814. 

21, Commerce, duties, and consuls; July 3. 1815. 

22. Peace and amity, with Algiers; July 6, 1815. 

23. Amity and commerce, with Sweden and Norway; September 4, 1816. 

24. Peace and amity, with Algiers; December 22, 1816. 

25. Arbitration between the United States and Great Britain {about St. Croix 
River and the Lakes); 1816. 

26. Armed vessels on the lakes; April 28, 1817. 

27. Fisheries, boundarics, and slaves: October 28, 1818. 

28. Amity, settlement, and limits, with Sacre February 22, 1519. 

Commerce, na ion, and and thirteen others relating to claims, 
consuls, and extradition, with France; June 24, 1822. 
30, Difterences referred to Emperor ‘of Russia; July 12, 1822, 
31. Navigation, fishing, and trading in the Pacific 88 with Russia; April 


5. 1821. 
22. Friendship, commerce, and navigation, with the Republic of Colombia 
ee ee Granada, and Venezuela); October 3, 1 
S. Treaty of commerce and navigation, with Central America; December 5, 


31. Indemnity ; November 13, 1826. 

35. Commerce and navigation, with Sweden and Norwny; July 4, 1827. 

36, Not to affect the trade with Finland; July 4, 1827. 

37. Boundary and ee of commercial convention; August 6, 1827. 

38. PORT differences to be referred to an arbiter; September 29, 1827. 

39. The United States and Great Britain, about boundaries, referred to the 
King of The Netherlands, in 1827. 

40. Friendship, commerce, and navigation, with Hanseatic Republics; Decem- 


ber 20, 1827. 
41. Boundary, with Mexico; Janu: 12, 1828. 
42, Commerce and navigation, with ussia; May 1, 1828, 
43. Treaty of friendship, commerce, and navigation, with Brazil; December 


214. 75 bg A of commerce and navigation, with Austria and Austria-Hungary; 


Au e 
Denmark; March 28, 1830. 
46. Ottoman ire, Sane an commerce; May 7, 1830, 
47. Treaty of ty, commerce, and navigation, with Mexico; April 5, 1831, 
48. Friendship, commerce, and navigation, with Chili; September 1, 1833 (ex- 
Pi Provi May 16, 1832. 
5 for the payment of awards mador the convention of October- 


be Ser Certain r with other powers ＋ to be invoked, with Russia; 


x 6,1 
51. Amity and commerce with Siam ; March 20, 1833. 
52. Amity and commerce with Muscat; September 21, 1833. 
58, Belgium and Holland ; in 1834. 
— France and England; in 1885. 
55. Claims; Decem „ 
55 Friendship, commerce, and navigation, with Venezucla; January 20, 1836. 
57. Friendship, commerce, and navigation, with Denmark; April 26, 1836, 
58. of amity and commerce, with Morocco; September 16, 1836. 
59. Friendship, commerce, and nayigation, with Peruand Bolivia; November 


. Treaty of commerce and Sage gee with Greece; December 10-22, 1837, 

él. Indemnity of brigs Pocket oa Durango, with Texas; April 11, 1838. 

62. Commerce and navigation, with Sardinia; November 25, 1838. 

63, Commerce and navi; one Netherlands: January 19, 1839, 

64. Friendship, na a and commerce, with Ecuador; June 13, 1839. 
Friendship, „ and with the United States and Mexico; 1839. 

65. Treaty of commerce and n: avigation, with Hanover; May 20, 1840. 
66. Commerce and navigation, with Portugal ( (certain claim referred to arbi- 
- ter); August 25, 1840. 6 

67. Bo neni slave-trade, and extradition ; August 9, 1842. 

68. Mexico jaims—payment of awards to claimants; an 30, 1843. 

69. Abolition of droit d’anbaine and taxes on emigration, w with G Grand Duchy 
of Hesse; March 26, 1814. 

70. Abolition of droit @aubaine and taxes on emigration, sani e A 


Pr . — ty, and commerce, with China; July 3, 1844, 
22. Abolition ¢ or droit @atbaine and taxes on emigration; Jan 21, 1845, 
78. Treaty of commerce and navigation with Belgium; November io, 1845. 
74. Abolition of droit d' aubaine and taxes on emigration; May 27, 1848. 
75. Treaty of commerce and na on with Hanover; June 10, 1846. 
5 5 Boun west of the Rocky Mountains; June 15, 1840. 
77. Treaty of amity, commerce, and navigation with New Granada and United 
States of Colombia: December 12, 1846. 
— Commerce and navigation, with Oldenberg; March 10, 1847. 
8 of droit d aubaine and taxes on emigratio m, Swiss Confedera- 
80. Commerce San navigation, with Mecklenburg-Schwerin; December 9, 


AE 
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SI. Peace, friends , limits, and 


claims; 2, 1848. 
ting the amendments of the Senate to the treaty of Feb- 
wae 2 48085 3 „ 1848, 
cn Treaty ‘of aug, commerce, and navigation, with Guatemala; March 3, 
3 Pamir oe, navigation, and extradition, with Hawaiian Islands; Decem- 
r 
85. Amity, navigation, and com with San Salvador; January 2, 1850. 


merce, 
55 Ship-canal from Atlantic to Pacific; April 19, 1850. 
tae 87, Treaty of peace, amity, and consular jurisdiction with Borneo; June 23, 


88. Friendship, commerce, and extradition with Swiss Confederation; No- 
vember 25, 1850, 
89. Cession of Horseshoe Reef; December 9, 1850. 
90. Amity, commerce, and navigation, with Costa Rica; Ji or 10, 1851. 
91. Friendship,commerce,and navigation, with Peru and Bolivia; July 26,1851. 
92. Extradition with Prussia and other States: June 16, 1852. 
ja ayi io commerce, and navigation, with Argentine Confederation; 
nly 
91. Free navigation of Paranaand Uruguay Rivers, with sauni July 27, 1853, 
95. Treaty of extradition and accession, with Bremen; also seatic Re- 
public; eee 1853. Extradition Mecklenburg-Strelitz; December 2, 1853. 
» 96. Boundary road across Sree e December 30, 1853. 
97. The United States and England; 
98. Reciprocity of trade and Dahan S with British possessions in North 
America; June 5, 1854, 
99, Treaty ofamityand commerce, with Japan; March 31, 1854. 
100. Treaty of friendship and commerce,with Loo Choo; J uly 11, 1854. 
101. Claims, British possessions in North America; J uly 17, 
oe emo as to disposal of property, with Brunswick and Lunenburg; 
gust 21, x 
103. The two Sicilies—the rights of neutrals at sea; January 13, 1855. 
104. American consuls in Dutch colonies; January 22. 1 
105. Commerce, navigation, and extradition, with Sicily; October 1, 1855, 
106, Rights of neut at sea; July 22, 1856. 
107. Friendship and commerce with Persia; December 13, 1888. 
108. The Danubian commission, established in 1856, in really a standing court 
of international arbitration. 
109. Sound and belt dues, Denmark; ao 11, 1857. 
110. Privileges of whaling ships; July 4 , 1857. 
111. The United States and New Granada; in 1857. 
112. The United States and Chili; in 1858. 
1183. Treaty of 5 commerce, and navigation, with Bolivia and Peru 
aud Bolivia; May 13, 1 
114, Peace, amity, and commerce. with China; June 18, 1858. 
115. Treaty of commerce and navigation, with Belgium; July 17, 1888. 
116. Regulation of trade; November 8, en 
117. Regulation of claims; November 8, I 
IIS. With same arbitration of eee claims; November 10, 1858. 
119. Friendship, commerce, and na ion, and United States and 5 
Navigation Company with Paraguay; ebruary 4. 1859. 
120. Commercial intercourse, pona, 'and consuls; June 7, 1859. 
121. Costa Rica claims; July 2, 1860. 
122. Commerce, navigation, and extradition with Venezuela; August 27, 1860. 
123. Deserters; July 11, 1 
124, Commerce and navigation with the Ottoman Empire; February 25, 1862. 
125. Slave trade; April 7, 1862, 
126. The United States and Ecuador; in 1802. 
Treaty of commerce and navigation with Liberia; October 21, 1862. 
128, Claims; November 25, 1862. 
Slave trade; February 17, 1883. 
130. Import duties and capitalization of Scheldt dues; May 20, 1863. 
131. Claim of Hudson's Bay and Puget Sound Agricultural Companies, award; 


Jaly 1, 1883. 

12, Extinguishment of Scheldt dues; July 20, 1863. 

133. Great Britain and Brazil; in 1863. 

134. The United States and Peru; in 1863, 

135. Friendship, ee e and navigation with the United States of Colom- 
7 5 February, 10. 1864 

35. Friendship, commerce, and navigation, with Honduras; J ors 1864. 

127. Commerce, navigation, and extradition, with Hayti; November 3, 1864. 

138. The United States and Ecuador; in 1881. 

139. Convention for the amelioration of ae condition of persons wounded in 
war between 3 Baden, Bel 


Au- 


141. Venezuela claims; 
142. Amity, commerce, ier and extradition, with the Dominican Re- 
8 February 8, 1867. 


3. Treaty of commerce and navigation, with M: Fe 14, 1867. 
143 Cession of Russian possession in North Ame tothe U States ; 
March 30, 1867. 
145, France and Prussia; in 1867. 
146. Turkey and Greece} in 1867, 
147. So. gr and Spain; in 1867. 
148. North German Union, naturalization ; 3 22, 1808. 
140. Consuls; February 8, 1868. Extradition ; Mai 23, 1868. 


150. Naturalization and extradition; mh hea 
151. Treaty of trade, consuls, religious Hh eg and immigration; July 28, 


152. a forces; October 20. 
The United States and Merio; in 1868. 
154. The United States and Peru; in 1868. 
155. Claim of Hudson's Bay Agricultural Compa pany; Hos pres ved 
156, The United States and Peru, referred to the King e in 1869. 
157. The United States and Brazil; in 1870. 
158. Great Britain and Portugal; in 1870. 
159. Friendship, commerce, «s navigation; with Nicaragua; June 25, 1870. 
160. Friendship, commerce, and navigation 6, 187 
161, Certain claims for wro) in Cuba; bee 11. “in 
162. Renunciation of naturalization; February 23, 187 = 
. February 26, 1871. 
May 8.1871. 
y Se and trade-marks with Germany; December 11, 1871. 
166, The United States and Spain; in 1871. 
167. The United States and Great Britain (San Juan dispute); in 1871. 
768. Naturalization; May 6, 1872. 
169. Extradition; June 28, 1872. ee October 10 1872. 


170. Commercial and ö e regu 1872. y 
mman p tis . Germany; October 


aaa Northwest water boundary, award 
172. Claims as to place of holding session of Claims Commission; January 14 
1878. ' - — 7 


- 
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178. Definition of Northwest boundary; March 10, 1873. — 

174. Protocol of conference respecting time when articles 18 to 25 and article 
30 of treaty of May 8, 1871, should go into effect; June 7, 1873, 

175. Pro of conference respecting the time when articles 18 to 25 and ar- 
ticle 30 of the treaty of May 8, 1871, should go into effect with respect to New- 
foundland; May 23, 1874. 

a Right of foreigners to hold real estate in Ottoman Empire; August 11, 


177. Extension of duration of Claims Commission; November 20, 1874. 
178. Commercial reciprocity; January 30, 1875. 
179. Commerce, navigation, and trade-mark ; March 8, 1875. 
180. International bureau of weights and measures; May 20, 1878. 
yan eo commerce, with Prussia; July 9and 28, August 5, and Septem- 
„1875. 
182. Great Britain and Portugal (about Delagoa Bay), referred to the President 


187 oe and commerce, coaling station, with Samoa; January 17, 1878. 
188, Amity an 


191. Great Britain and Liberia; in 1879. 

192, The United States and Spain (about Cuba); in 1879. 
193. Great Britain and Nicaragua; in 1879. 

194. The United States and France; in 1880, 

195, Protection of the Moors in Morocco; July 3, 1880. 

196, Immigration; November 17, 1880. 

197. Comm intercourse and judicial procedure; November 17, 1880. 

198. Termination of the commission under the agreement of February 12, 1871; 
February 23, 1881. 

199. Friendship and commerce; May 13, 1881. 

200, Commerce and duties, with Servia; October 14, 1881. 

201. The United States and Costa Rica; in 1881. 

202. France and Nicaragua; in 1881. 

203. Chili and Colombia; in 1881. 

204. Great Britain and Nicaragua (about Mosquita Islands); in 1881. 

205. Chili and Argentine Republic (about Straits of Magellan, etc.), referred 
to the President of the United States; 1881. 

206. Amity, commerce, and navigation, with Corea; May 22, 1882. 

207, Trade marks; June 1, 1882. Commercial reciprocity; January 20, 1883, 

208, Treaty for protection of industrial propesty at Paris: March 20, 1883. 

209, Extradition, Luxemburg; r 29, 1883. 

210. Recognition of the flag, with Congo; April 22, 1884. 

211. Extradition; June 11, 1884. 

212. Commercial reciprocity, coaling station on Pearl River; December 6, 


1884, 
213. Holland and Hayti; in 1884. 
214, The United States and Spain; in 1885. 
215. Abolition of droit d’aubaine and taxes on emigration, with Saxony; May 


14, 1885. - 
216, FOAIE time fixed by convention of July 29, 1882, to relocate and re- 
survey frontier line; December 5, 1885, 

217. Commercial reciprocity, further extending Mae to pas necessary laws 
to put in operation convention of January 20, 1883; y 14, 1886. 

218. Apy, commerce, and navigation, with Tonga; October eer 

219. For the protection of submarine cables; May 886, and July 7, 1887, 

220. Friendship, commerce, and navigation; August 31, 1887. 

21. England and Germany, about Fiji Islands; 1887. 

222, The United States and Denmark; 1887. 

223, Germany and Spain (about the Caroline Islands), referred to the Pope; 


1887. 
224. England, France, and Italy, with Chili (about losses in the war between 
— and Peru); Peru and Japan (about the seizure of a Peruvian bark); in 


225. Nicaragua and Costa Rica (about boundary), referred to President Cleve- 
land in July, 1887. 

226. Italy and Colombia, referred to the Spanish Government; in 1888. 

227. A joint commission on the fisheries question between Great Britain, Can- 
ada, and the United States, assembled at Washington and recommended the 
reference of their future disputes on this question toa mixed (arbitral) commis- 
sion and an umpire; in 1888, 

228, Conyention between the United States of America and the United States 
of Mexico to revive the provisions of the convention of July 29, 1882—to survey 
and locate the existing boundary between the countries west of the Rio Grande, 
and to extend time fixed by article 8; February 18, 1889. 

229, A dispute between Denmark and the United States, with reference to an 
attack on American vessels by Danish officials, was settled by reference to the 
British embassador at Athens; in 1889. 

230, Arbitration of the claim of Carlos Butterfield & Co. against the Govern- 
ment of Denmark; May 24, 1889. 

231. A reopening of the claims of citizens of the United States against Ven- 
ezuela under the er of April 25, 1866; June 4, 1889. Extradition of erimi- 
nals proclaimed June 21, 1889. 

232. The United States with Belgium, Brazil, Italy, Portugal, Servia, and 
Spain, for the immediate exchange of the official journals, parliamentary an- 
nals and documents; July 15, 1889. k 

233. Arbitration with reference to Samoa, between the United States, England, 
and Germany; July, 1889. 

(Issued by the Universal Peace Union, Philadelphia, November 11, 1889,on the 
illustrious occasion of the visit of the delegates from ventral and South Amer- 
ica to the International American Congress.) 


Mr. PLUMB. I, of course, can not doubt anything the Senator from 


Maine says deliberately about the character of these ships; but all the 
time, not only on account of their description, hut on account of the re- 
rt of the Secretary of the Navy, in which he asked for ships of this 
ind and described them as battle-ships, and on account of the action 
of the Naval Committee, of which the Senator was the organ for the 
purpose of making the report, I have accepted it as true that these were 
the battle-ships which the Secretary asked for and which he described 
as battle-ships, while describing another class as vessels for coast and 
harbor defense. He certainly asked that these battle-ships be first pro- 
vided for. I want to vote intelligently upon this amendment. Iam 
against the battle-ships, not because Iam not in favor of proper de- 


* 


fense, but because I do not think this is proper defense, and I want to 
know exactly what we are to get. i 

Mr. HALE. These are battle-ships, but they do not belong to the 
first order of battle-ships, such as the Secretary recommends in his re- 
port, and such as the Committee on Naval Affairs recommended the 
building of eight. They are a smaller kind, with less speed and with 
less endurance, what.is called coal-endurance. ‘They can not go so far; 
they cost less money, and they are the ships that the House of Repre- 
sentatives put on the bill and kepton after discussion, and the Appro- 
priations Committee thought under these circumstances, having the 
House bill, that it would not increase the bill by putting on any of the 
larger and more expensive ships. Representing the Naval Committee 
upon the Committee on Appropriations, that was my view, although 
the membersof the committee know that I was ill-content and wished 
for a bill carrying more ships. But it is right to state to the Senator 
from Kansas and to the Senate that they are to be battle-ships, but 
with less endurance. S 

Mr. PLUMB. Then, according to this, it seems to me we are to 
have something the Secretary does not call for at all. He says: 

The necessities of our yulnerable position therefore demand the immediate 
creation of two fleets of battle-ships, of which eight should be assigned to the 
Pacificand twelve to the Atlantic and Gulf. f 

Then he goes on to say: 

In addition to the battle-ships, the situation of the cuang requires at least 
83 vessels for const and harbor defense. These vessels, although restricted 
in their range of effectiveness, are necessary components of a naval force which 
has a to defend. Their employment as floating fortresses requires 
that they should have a powerful battery and the heaviest of armor, combined 
with moderate draught. Atthe present time eight vessels of this type are under 
construction, five of which are reconstructed monitors. 7 

It is evident we are not to get either one of these classes. We are 
to get a vessel of the very greatest draught that is at all consistent with 
a vessel entering any harbor on the Atlantic coast even at high tide. 

Mr. BLAIR. Except Portsmouth. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from New Hampshire says except 
Portsmouth.“ I shall begin to believe presently that Portsmouth is 
rather more important than the Navy. 

Therefore, we are not to get anything for which the Secretary calls 
at all. It seems to me that that is a development which ought to re- 
quire a good deal of consideration, and it may be that these ships we 
are to get are the very kind we ought to have, although I am very 
doubtful of it. Certainly if they are battle-ships they are not what 
we ought to have in accordance with my views. If they are not bat- 
tle-ships, then they are not what the Secretary calls for; but we are 
asked to enter upon something wholly new and untried, lacking execu- 
tive commendation, so far as anybody knows, of experience and obser- 
vation, for any purpose whatever of coast defense or offense. 

Mr. HALE. The subcommittee having this bill in charge sent for 
the Secretary of the Navy and he approved these ships very warmly. 
They do not have equal endurance, as I have stated. They carry 
heavier armament. They are as strong and perhaps stronger battle- 
ships in conflict than the class first mentioned in the report of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy and provided for in the bill of the Naval Commit- 
tee. They have heavier plate, but they do not have the power of going 
to sea and steaming away 10,000 miles or 6,000 miles, but they have 
an endurance of 4,000 miles, That gives them the entire range of our 
coast, and they make with these combinations a most formidable battle- 
shi 

Tis claimed for them that they are a better fighting sip in conflict 
than the other ships, and I believe myself that they are, but they do 
not that additional feature of coal endurance. But they are 
battle-ships, they cover the purposes that are sought to be attained by the 
Naval Committee so far as they go. They have the entire, direct, and 
explicit approval of the Secretary of the Navy, and will make, when 
completed, as effective battle-ships as any that are possessed by any 
naval power. 

I move to lay the amendment on the table, because I desire to get 
the vote of the Senate. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to ask the Senator a question. Do these ships 
have a tonnage greater than the 1 t ships of the second class rec- 
ommended by the Secretary of the Navy by 500 tons? 

Mr. HALE. Perhaps about 500 tons difference. The others were 
to be of 10,000 tons or a little over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine moves to lay the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri on the table. 

Mr. HALE. I am w to take a direct vote if we can have it, if 


the Chair will put the qu on the amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. e question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Missouri. 


Mr. PLUMB. Let us have the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is this a motion to lay on the table? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 

ment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when Mr. CHANDLER’s name was called). My cal 
league [Mr. CHANDLER] is necessarily absent by reason of ill health, 
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but I suppose him to be paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
BLODGETT]. If present, I suppose my colleague would vote in the 
affirmative, but I have no authority to say further. I have understood 
he was against these ships. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE], who is absent, and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERsoN]. If he were present, I 
should vote nay.” 

Mr. PADDOCK (when Mr. MANDERSON’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is paired with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. My colleague is detained from the Senate 
by serious illness, 

Mr. REAGAN (when his name was called). I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. -If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). I am paired on political 
uestions with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. I do not un 
erstand this to be a political question. I therefore vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
senior Senator fram Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. If he were present, I 
should vote“ yea’’ and he would vote nay.““ 

Mr. WASHBURN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. 
would vote, I withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PUGH. I am requested by the Senator from West Virginia 
Mr. KENNA] to announce his pair with the Senator from Colorado 
Mr. Wo.cotr]. 

Mr. BATE. Iam also requested by the other Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], who is necessarily absent, to announce his 
pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have a pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE]. I do not see him present. Does any one know how he 
would vote? 

Mr. PUGH. As you do. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then my vote may stand. 

Mr. PLUMB, The Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] went out 
some time ago and he told me he was paired with somebody on the 
other side of the Chamber, I think the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
GIBSON]. At all events he requested me to announce that he was 
paired and necessarily absent. i 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to inquire if the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL] is recorded as voting. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He is not. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam paired with him upon all questions. I do not 
know how he would vote on this. I voted yea, but I withdraw my 
vote on this question if the Senator is not recorded, not knowing how 
he would vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 33; as follows: 


Jam paired with 
Not knowing how he 


YEAS—18. 
Bate, Coke, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Berry, Dolph, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Blair, Ingalls, ugh, Wilson of Md. 
Carlisle. Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Cockrell, Moody, ‘oorhees, 

NAYS—33, 
Aldrich, Dixon, Hiscock, Sanders, 
Allen, Edmunds, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Allison, Eustis, Paddock, Spooner, 
Barbour, Farwell, Squire, 
Butler, Gorman, Payne, Stewart, 

Call. Gray, Pierce, Stockbridge. -~ 
Cameron, Hale, latt, 
Cullom, ees Power, 
Dawes, Hawley, m, 
ABSENT—33. 
Blackburn, Faulkner, McMillan, Stanford, 
lodge Frye, McPherson, Teller, 

Brown, tge, Manderson, Turpie, 

7. Gibson, Mitchell, Vance, 
Chandler, Harris, organ, Washburn, 
8 Hearst, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Higgins, Quay, 

Davis, Jonesof Nevada, 
Evarts, Kenna, Sherman, 


So the amendment was rejected, 

Mr. DOLPH. I now movethe adoption of an amendment submitted 
by myself on Saturday last and withdrawn. 

Mr. HALE. I moveto lay that on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 43, line 25, after the word contract, 
it is proposed to strike out all down to and including the word each,“ 
on page 44, line 8, as follows: 

Three seagoing eoast-line oe designed to carry the heaviest armor 
and most powerful ordnance upon a ry pap re pa of about 8,500 tons, witha 
coal endurance of about 5,000 knots on the total coal capacity at the most eco- 
nomical rate of speed, and to have the highest practicable speed for vessels of 


their class, to cost, exclusive of armament and of any premiums that may be 
paid for increased speed, not exceeding $4,000,000 each, 


XXI— 332 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 


Three floating batteries of the 8 recommended by the board on 
fortifications and other defenses, appointed by the President under the pro- 
visions of the act of Congress entitled An act making appropriations for forti- 
fications and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, approved March 3, 1885, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HALE. I should just as lief have a direct vote upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Then the question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I should like to call the attention of 
the Senator from Maine to a portion of the report of the Secretary of 
the Navy with a view of having some explanation of what appears to 
be rather an extraordinary position of affairs, The Secretary, on page 
29 of his report, speaking of the Government property in his possession, 
proceeds to say: 

I shall have occasion to speak elsewhere in this report of the vast quantity 
of stores which have been allowed to accumulate at the navy-yards. These 
stores amounted in nominal value on June 30, 1888, to $15,000,000. A part 
of them are useless. So far from decreasing during the fiscal year 1888-80, the 
stock on hand at its close showed a net increase of over $189,000, 

Irecommend that these useless stores, which are only a source of expense, 
be sold, and that out of the proceeds of sales the sum of $550,000, being the 
amount by which the expenditures of 1886-1888 for yards and docks were re- 
duced below those of 1882-1884, be reappropriated for the preservation of Gov- 
ernment property in the navy-yards, 

On a subsequent page of his report he refers to the report of the 
Paymaster-General as follows: 

The returns annexed to the report of the Paymaster-General show that the 
stock on hand at shore stations of articles belonging to the Navy June 30, 1889, 
amounted in value to $16,486,885. 24. 

I can readily see how in the course of time a large portion of the 
material which we provided for will become out of date, as these bat- 
tle-ships probably will before we get them constructed, But I am not 
prepared to indorse the accumulation which has occurred during the 
last year while we have had this question of new construction under 
consideration and new material on hand, which amounts, acco 
to the statement of the Secretary of the Navy, to nearly $200,000, that 
is to say, of material which is useless. There ought to be some pro- 
vision of law whereby the Secretary should have authority either not 
to purchase that which he does not want or, having purchased it, to 
dispose of it. I hope that the Senator from Maine, who has given 
more attention probably to this subject than almost any other mem- 
ber of the Senate, will have some suggestions to meet the case, so that 
we shall not present the spectacle of holding out enormous temptations 
each year to purchase supplies and stores for the maintenance of the 
Navy, a considerable proportion of which is constantly rendered use- 
less by the lapse of time. 

It is mismanagement which purchases that which the Navy does not 
require. Of course this has been going on fora great many years; and 
the Senate will remember that about 1874, I think it was, at the time 
when there was some anticipation of a war withSpain, when the Navy 
Department, then under the administration of Mr. Robeson, had laid 
keels for the monitors, which remained so long unfinished, for the pur- 
pose of providing himself with funds he sold a large quantity of sup- 
plies which had accumulated during the war, when I had supposed, 
without knowing anything about it, that at that time these various 
supplies had disap; so that there was nothing left. It seems that 
a policy of accumulation had been pursued. Of course whatever blame 
there is about it attaches to all administrations since that period of 
time probably; at all events, to very many of them. 

I do not speak of this to criticise the present Secretary or any of his 
predecessors, and I take great pleasure in saying that not only the 
present Secretary, but certainly those of his predecessors who have had 
to do with the construction of the Navy, have brought to that work 
and the administration of the Navy generally qualities of the most ad- 
mirable character, and have justified, ina general way at all events, 
the confidence placed in them, and which induced Congress to give 
them large sums of money for construction. 

But here is something which is a general impeachment of the ad- 
ministration of the Navy, something which it is important we should 
not permit to go on any longer; and more especially does this come up 
in connection with the construction we are now proposing to carry on 
upon a very largescale, bringing to mind as it does the suggestion that 
in all human probability in a very short period of time we shall have 
on hand $3,000,000 worth of useless guns and useless ships and other 
munitions of war which we have unadvisedly purchased for construc- 
tion. Any how, at the beginning, at the threshold of what is said by 
the Senator from Maine to be only the beginning, in the construction 
of these three ships, involving as it does an expenditure of some $60,- 
000,000 until the time the vessels shall have disappeared, as they will 
in about twenty years, which is only a drop in the bucket, and is pre- 
paring the way for several hundred million dollars to follow, we ought 
at least to clear the decks, clear the navy-yards of the old material, 
and establish some principle of administration whereby there shall not 
be an unnecessary accumulation at least of old, useless material to be 
a temptation in the manner of disposition and also unnecessary. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. How much does the Senator say the amount is? 

Mr. PLUMB. Some $16,000,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does itsay what time the accumulation began, 
how far back it dates? 

Mr. PLUMB. No. It states, however, the kind of material, and the 
inference is that a great deal of it has been on hand for a long time: 

The largest items in the list are: Guns and carriages, 84,624,047. 23; ammuni- 
tion and explosives, $2,292,120,05; oak timber, $1,721,185.63; paints and chem- 
icals, $909,558,61, of which about $800,000 is represented by a stock of niter ac- 
quired during orsubsequent tothe war for prudential reasons; gun equipment 
and implements, $802,214.25; brass, copper, etc., $541,070.69; chain, 

These stores, which take up valuable space at navy-yards and involve ex- 
pense for preservation and custody, and a large part of which will never in any 
contingency be used, ought to be condemned under the act of August 5, 1882, 
section 2, not being such as can be profitably used by reworking or otherwise 
in the construction or repair of vessels, their 5 armor, armament, or 
equipment.“ The act requires that all such sales shal be at public auction, a 
method which is well adapted for small sales, but which gives opportunities for 
combinations of bidders inst the Government where the amounts involved 
are large. I recommend that this statute be amended so as to provide for sales 
in the een of the Secretary, either by public auction, as at present, or by 
FTT proposals, in the manner now p! bed 

law for sales of condemned vessels, 

Mr. HALE. That last tells the whole story about this mat- 
ter. Itis old material that accumulated there, some of it sixty 
years. The old guns are good for nothing and will sell for very little. 
So with the munitions, and even with the paints. There has been so 
much advance in all chemical appliances and mixtures that the paints 
are good for nothing. The Secretary has the power now, but I suppose 
the truth is that the difference between the nominal value, the cost of all 
these articles, and what they would bring is so great that a Secretary 
hesitates to put them up at public auction and sell them, as he ean do. 
The chances are that if in the different navy-yards he would announce 
a sale on a given day, and put up these old stores at auction, he would 
not get out of one navy-yard $20,000, and fault would be found and 
clamor raised, and it would be said that the whole thing was farmed 
out. What the Secretary wants is authority to subdivide and to make 
sales upon proposals, 

This was connected by the Secretary with another proposition that 
we should authorize this sale and then reappropriate out of the pro- 
ceeds $500,000 for the preservation of yards. That the Committee on 
Appropriations generally, always I think, declines to do, and instead of 
making reappropriations which do not count as expenditures makes 
the appropriations outright and covers all the proceeds into the Treas- 


. these reasons the committee did not think it advisable to go in 
now and change the law. It isa question more of administration than 
it is of law. The act that is referred to is plenary in its provisions, 
and the Secretary can act under it if he will take the risk. L should 
wish that any Secretary would take the risk. This old stock is good 
for nothing, but it will bring nothing, and therefore, as I said, the Sec- 
retary hesitates. : 

Mr. BLAIR, I suggest that we have a vote. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is being added to, I will say to the Senator, from 
year to year. There has been added $250,000 a year. At that rate 
much of the material can not be so very old, as it is purchased from 
year to year. 

Mr. HALE. I have no doubt that what was added last year will be 
utilized in some way. It is lying there. A 

Mr. PLUMB. But the Secretary makes no discrimination. He 
speaks of it as bein of these same stores. 

Mr. HALE. It is part of the same. 

Mr. PLUMB. He says: 

A of are useless. So far from decr d the fiscal 
a i tbo mock on hand at its close — aye | erie of over 

That must have been new material. Ishould think that would bring 
to the mind of the Senator from Maine a suggestion of a diminution 
of the appropriation for administration somewhere in the bill. 

Mr. HAL The committee has by no means given the appropria- 
tions that were asked for. 

Mr. BUTLER. I offer an amendment to come in after line 16, on 
page 27. The Senate has passed upon the measure, and therefore I 
take it for granted there will be no objection to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK., On page 27, after line 16, it is proposed to insert: 

Towards the construction of a timber dry-dock at the coaling station, Port 
Royal, S. C., in accordance with the recommendations of the commission to re- 
port as to the most desirable location on or near the coast or the Gulf of Mexico 
and the South Atlantic coasts for navy-yards and dry-docks, $200,000. And the 
8 the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized to make a contract for 
the ction of timber dry-dock, the eost not exceeding $500,000, 

Mr. HALE. That is right; $675,000 has been changed to $500,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. reel. 

The amendment was to. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to offer an amendment to eome in after 
line 21, on page 15. At that point I move to insert: 
_ Naval station at New London: For rebuilding the wharf, 86.5 
This is duly estimated for and I have received a letter to-day from 


the chief of Yards and Docks, who says it is a matter of economy to 
save that wharf. 

Mr. HALE. That is in the estimate? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is in the estimate. 

Mr. PLUMB, I should like to inquire if there is any other place on 
the New England coast not provided with a navy-yard or on account 
of which an appropriation in this bill has been omitted. If there is 
such a place, I should like to have the authority given the Senator from 
Maine to insert it. 

Mr. HALE. I refer the Senator from Kansas to the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope we may have a vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was re to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. CALL. I have an amendment to offer. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine if he ex- 
pects to finish this bill to-night. 

Mr. HALE. I want to have a vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator desires the bill to go over, I will move 
that the Senate adjourn, 

Mr. HALE. Ido not. 

Me, BLATR. pos the Senator really 8. rough 

r. the Senator ly ex to th ? 

Mr. HALE. Les, I expect to have a Boda = 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. CALL. On page 14, after line 3, I move to insert: 

One hundred dollars are hereby appropriated for the construction of 
the necessary plant and machinery atthe navy-yard at Pensacola, Fla., for the 
construction of steel vessels of war. . 

Mr. HALE. Is that regularly estimated for? 

Mr. CALL. I do not think there is any estimate for if. 

Mr. HALEN Then I shall have to raise the point of order on the 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is not in order. If there 
be no further amendments, the question is on ordering the amendments 
to be engrossed and the bill to be read a third time. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr, MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 2630) for 
the relief of holders of District of Columbia special assessment certifi- 
cates, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
7056) establishing a free public bathing beach on the Potomac River, 
near Washington Monument; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: : 

A bill S 404) granting a pension to William Clawson; 

A bill (S. 821) granting a ion to Mary Pollock; 

A bill (S. 1293) for the relief of Charles F. Bowers; ` 

A bill (S. 1717) granting a pension to Mrs. Harriet Dada Emens, 
formerly Miss Hattie A. Dada; 

A bill 5 2144) granting a pension to Edmund T. Spotswood; 

A bill (S. 2714) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a pante building thereon at Aurora, in the State of Illinois; and 

A bill (H. R. 5618) grantinga pension to Malvina P. Fletcher, widow 
of John B. Fletcher, late private Company D, First Michigan Engineers. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 6498) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River at the Bennings Road, in the 
District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 7056) establishing a free public bathing beach on the 
Potomac River, near Washington Monument. 


TREASURY NOTES AND SILVER BULLION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the un- 
finished business coming over from a previous day, being the bill (S. 
Z) authorizing the issue of Treasury notes on deposits of silver 
bullion. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate adjourn. : 

The motion was to; and (at 6 o’clock and 16 minutes p. 
= eh ety adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 27, 1890, at 
120° m. 
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MONDAY, May 26, 1890. 


The House was called to order at 12 o'clock m. by Hon. EDWARD 
McPHERSON, its Clerk, who said: 

Gentlemen of the House of Representatives, the Speaker of the House 

necessarily absent to-day and will be to-morrow, and probably during 

e next day, by reason of the death of his mother. Under the rules 
‘of the Honse in stich case it is the duty of the Clerk to call the House 
to order that the House may proceed to elect a Speaker pro tempore, to 
be chosen to serve during the temporary absence of the Speaker. Nom- 
inations are now in order. 7 

Mr. McKINLEY. L offer the resolution I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Hon. JUL Burrows, a Representative from the State of 
in, = and hanes ay 3 Speaker pro tempore during the temporary 
ce of the Speaker. 
The resolution was adopted. 
fuse Burrows then took the chair as Speaker pro tempore, amid ap- 
use. 
= Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 


NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE. 
Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution I send to the 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to notify the Senate that the 
House has elected Hon. Jurrus C. Burrows, a Representative from the State 
— Michigan, as Speaker pro tempore during the temporary absence of the 

jpeaker, 5 


The resolution was adopted. = 
PUBLIC BUILDING, CANTON, OHIO. 


Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
from the further consideration of the bill (S. 1900) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Canton, Ohio, and put the 
same upon its passage at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to objec- 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise. 
a sito and causeto be erected thereon a suitable pano ii including fire-proof 
vaulis, heating and ventilatin tus, elevators, and approaches, for the 
use and accommodation of the United States fice and other Government 
offices, in the city of Canton and State of Ohio, the cost of said site and build- 
ing, including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and 
approaches, 4 sue not to exceed the sum of $100,000, 

oposals for sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest fl aregas 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisément 
for the opening of said proposals, 
Pro made iu to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said 
sites, and such otbers as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written report 
to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats. and statements which shall have come into his 

ion relating to the said roposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of maid reportand accompanying papers, the 
of the —— shall deem further investigation necessary, he may . — a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shal! also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 

of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or sub- 
mitted to br pars ee like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to Depe 
ceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the 
ee e shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be 


erect 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be feces only his actual traveling expenses. 

No money shall be used or appl for the purpose mentioned until a valid 
title to the site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until 
the State of Ohio shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction 
over the same, during the time the United States 1 be or remain the owner 
thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said 
State and the service of civil process therein. 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio? \ 

Mr. HOLMAN, I hope the report will be read. < 

Mr. HATCH. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio first 
if there is any special reason why this bill should be taken up ont of 
the order in which the bills have been reported by the Committee on 


Public Buildi and Grounds and made a special exception ? 
Mr. ROGERS. Before the discussion proceeds I wish to reserve the 
point of order. 


Mr, McKINLEY, I will state to the gentleman from Missouri that 
this bill has been reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds of the House. 

Mr. HATCH. There are quite a large number of bills so reported. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Yes, and I simply ask unanimous consent for its 
preon, consideration. Of course, if any gentleman objects, that is an 
end of it. 

Mr. HATCH, Can we make any arrangement about having equal 
recognition on this side ? 

Mr. McKINLEY. This bill has been passed by the Senate and re- 
ported from the House Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HATCH. So I understand, but I did not know but there might 
be some special reason why it was necessary to take it up at this time. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear the necessity ex- 
isting for the erection of this public building at this time before with- 
drawing the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lask that the report of the committee be read be- 
fore consent is asked or given. N 
; A te report (by Mr. Post) to accompany the House bill was read, as 

‘ollows: 
The Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 723) to provide for the erection of a public building in the city of Can- 
ton, Ohio, submit the following po 


report: 
The city of Canton has a pop on of not less than 30,000. It has had awon- 
derful growth in the last ten years. The post-office revenues of the city for 


"| 1888 were $32,750.33 gross and $20,148.89 net. In 1889 the gross revenues were 


$37,401.13 and the net revenues were 822,219.26. It is one of the most prosper- 
ous cities in the State, constantly growing in population and importance, Its 
manufacturing interests are ve: 2 t is situated on three great lines of 
railway; two north and south lines, and one east and west line, that of the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company. There is not a city between Pittsburgh and 
Chicago with the tonnage equal to that of Canton. 

Your committee believe t a public building at this pias is required, and 
therefore recommend the passage of the bill with the following amendment: 
Strike out “$150,000” wherever it occurs and insert in lieu thereof $100,000,” 
making the limit of cost $100,000. 

Strike out all after the word “alleys,” in line 16, down to and including the 
word Treasury,“ in line 20. 

Mr. McCREARY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio a 
question, Is there any Government office at Canton except the post- 
office ? 

Mr. McKINLEY. 

Mr. McCREARY. 
an office there? 

Mr. McKINLEY. 

Mr. McCREARY. Is there any United States court? 

Mr. McKINLEY. There is no United States court. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ROGERS. I did not withdraw the objection, Mr. Speaker, but 
intended to do so. I wanted to say, in deference to the uniform cour- 
tesy of my friend from Ohio to this side of the House and the ascer- 
tainment of the fact that we are likely to havea sort of division of this 
thing, I did not insist upon the objection. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered toa 
third reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. McKINLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
R. 723, for the same purpose, will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, JACKSONVILLE, FLA. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, Mr. Speaker, in behalf of my colleague [Mr. 
BULLOCK], who is necessarily absent because of sickness and has been 
for several days, I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union be di from the further 
consideration of the bill (S. 55) to change the limit of appropriation 
for the public building at Jacksonville, Fla. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read subject to the 
right of objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act for the erection of a public 
building at Jacksonville, Fla.,’’ be amended by making the limit ſor said build- 
ing $275, 000, and that sum is hereby fixed as the limit of cost thereof. 

xc. 2, That the Supervising Architect and the officers of the United States 
Government having charge of the erection of public buildings are authorized 
and required to be goyerned by the limitation hereby prescribed in making 
contracts for the e ion of said building. 

Sec, 3. That the further sum of $120,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purposes of this act. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. LEHLBACH) was read, as follows: 


There is a deputy revenue collector's office. 
There is no collector of internal revenue who has 


No, sir. 
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and the committee Ar —— ne that the amount is reasonable and recom- Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I withdraw the demand for the 


mend the passage 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I will not object if the gentleman will assent 
to an amendment striking out section 3 of the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What is that? 

Mr. CANNON. It strikes out the appropriation. This has been 
done in all cases, 

Mr. DAVIDSON. As I stated, I am acting only in behalf of my 
colleague; but I believe no bill has passed the House with that provis- 
ion in it, and so, if the gentleman insists upon the amendment, I will as- 
sent to it. 

Mr. CANNON. I believe, with a single exception, all the bills that 
have passed have been passed without the appropriating clause. 

. KERR, of Iowa. Except in the case of the gentleman from Cal- 
fornia. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio if 
the bill just contained the appropriating clause. 

Mr. McKINLEY. No, sir; it did not. 

The SPEAKER protempore. , What amendment does the gentleman 
from Florida suggest ? 

Mr. McKINLEY. I understand simply to strike out the appropri- 
ating clause of the bill. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. The bill, then, will fix the limit at $275,000, but 
strikes out the appropriating clause. 

Mr. CANNON. It strikes out the third section of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Florida to move to amend the bill by striking out the ti third sec- 
tion? 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Yes, sir. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment 
adopted, and the bill as amended ordered to a third reading; and being 
read the third time, was passed. 

Mr: DAVIDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REPRINT OF BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


Mr. EZRA B, TAYLOR. I submit the following resolution, and 
ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Publie 3 is hereby instructed to reprint and deliver 
at the document room 1,000 co oopa of House bill 3316 as amended by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and the report of the committee, No, 1383. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, this is consented to, as I un- 
derstand, by the Committee on Printing. The whole cost will not be 
more than $13. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What bill is that? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The bankruptcy bill. 

The resolution was agreed to, 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the 


bill was ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I demand the regular order. 
[After a pause.] I yield to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Mon- 


RILL]. 

112 MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yields to me to make a request. Lask unanimous consent that Wednes- 
day eyening be substituted for Friday evening of this week for the con- 
sideration of private pension bills. I do so for the reason that Friday 
is Memorial Day and probably there will be no session of the House 
on that day. 

Mr.ENLOE. Lask, Mr. Speaker, that Wednesday, in the day, be set 
apart for the consideration of business on the Private Calendar, in lien 
of Friday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair can submit but one request 
at atime. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from 
Kansas? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to Wednesday standing on the 
same footing as Friday, but I will object otherwise. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can put but one request 
at atime. The present request is that Wednesday evening of this 
week be set apart for the consideration of private pension bills. 

Mr. ENLOE. Unless that request can be amended as I have sug- 


gested I shall object. 
The SPEAKER tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee objects. 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman from 


New York [Mr. BAKER]. 
Mr. BAKER. On behalf of the Committee on Commerce, I desire 
to ask present consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that he can not demand the regular order and then 
yield to different gentlemen. 


Th SPEAKER The Chair will th th 
e pro tempore. je r en recognize the gen- 
tleman on the right of the Chair 

Mr. CANNON. I renew the demand for the regular order. 

ROCK CREEK PARK. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Then I ask unanimous consent 
for a vote on Senate bill No. 4, authorizing the establishing of a public 
park in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Pending that, I wish to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. s 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will kindly suspend 


until the House is in order. [After order was restored.] The gentle- 
man from i Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] calls up Senate bill No, 4. 
The pending motion, the Chair understands, is to 7 on the table the 
motion of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was rejected. 
Mr. McCREARY. What is the bill? 
he The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 4) authorizing the establishing of a park in the District of Columbia. 

Mr, DOCKERY. In view of the lapse of time since this motion was 
made, I would suggest to the Chair that both motions be stated, with 
their effect, so that the House may understand. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Idesire to ask, as I do not recollect, whether the 
yeas and nays were ordered on that motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Can not the bill be reported? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the question will be stated to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands, upon an ex- 
amination of the RECORD, that the previous question was ordered on 
the bill and amendments; then the question was put upon the passage 
= the bill, and it was rejected ; then the gentleman from South Caro- Caro- 

ina— 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was rejected, and the gentleman from Georgia in front of the 
Chair [Mr. BLOUNT] moved to lay that motion on the table. That is 
the pending question, and upon that the gentleman from Georgiå de- 
mands the yeas and nays. 

-The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I would like to submit a question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will suspend until the 
House is in order, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I desire to submit an inquiry to the Chair, in 
order that the House may understand the question. Those who are in 
favor of the passage of this bill will vote no“ on this motion and the 
other side will vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
76, nays 124, not voting 127 ; as follows: 


YEAS—76. 

Abbott, Crispi Kilgore, Penington, 
Anderson,Kans, Davidson, Lacey, Pere 4 
Anderson, Miss. Dibble, Lane, Pie: 
Barwig, Dockery, Lanham, Reed, Iowa 
Bergen, Dunnell, 5 n, 
Bland, Featherston, Mansur, Rogers, 
Bloun Finley, Martin, Ind. Rowland, 
Brookshire, Forney, Martin, . covets, 
Brown, J. B. mston, McClellan, Shively, 
Brunner, ifford, McCreary, n. 
Buchanan, N. J. Goodnight, MeMillin, 

unn, es, McRae, Taylor, III. 
ay k Mills, Tillman, 

arke, Ala, Haugen, Montgomery, Turner, Ga. 
Clements, Haynes, Morgan, Turner, 

bb, Heard, Morse, Wade, 
Cooper, Ind. Herbert, Wheeler, Ala, 
Cowles, Holman, Paynter, Williams, III. 
Craig, Kerr, lowa Peel, Wilson, Mo, 

NAYS—124. 

Allen, Mich, Caswell, Gear, Lewis, 
Andrew, Catchings, Grosvenor, 
Arnold, Cheadle, all, MeAdoo, 
Atkinson, Pa. Chipman, Hansbrough, 
Baker, y. Harmer, McCord, 
Banks, Clark, Wis. Hatch, McKenna, 
Bartine, Clunie, Hayes, McKinley, 
Belknap, Hemphill, Milliken, 
Biggs, Coleman, Henderson, Iowa Moffitt, 
Bingham, Co Hermann, Moore, N. H. 
Blanchard, Conger, ill, H bodo f 
Poni ——.— Keenned M A 

oatner, n, ennedy, utcbler, 
Boothman, Dingley, Kerr, Niedringhaus, 
Brickner, Dorsey, Ketcham, Nute, 
Burton, bes op Kinsey, O’Neall, Ind. 
Cand len Mass, A Knapp. O'Neill, Pa. 
Cannon, 7 Laidlaw, Osborne, 
Carter, 5 . Payne. 
Caruth, Fowler, La’ Perkins, 
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Pickler, Rusk, Springer, Townsend, Colo, 
P ar * * T 4 
ey, 0 u, Y, 
Raines —.— — Wander 
es, rman, andever, 
Randall, Skinner, Stone, Ky. Walker, Mass, 
Ray, Smith, III. Struble. , Mass, 
Reyburn, Smith, W. Va. Sweney, Wallace, N. Y. 
Robe u. Smyser, ‘Taylor, E. B. Washington, 
Rock Snider, Taylor, J. D. Wilson, W. Va. 
Rowell, ner, Thomas, Yoder, 
NOT VOTING—177, 

Adams, Covert, La Follette, Scull, 
Alderson, Culberson, Tex. Lawler, Seney, 
Allen, Miss. Culbertson, Pa. Lee, Simonds, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Cummings, Lebibach, Spinola, 
Bankhead, Cutcheon, Lester, Va. Stewart, Tex. 
Barnes, Dalzell. Lind, Stivers, 

yne, Darlington, Magner, Stockdale. 
Beckwith, De Haven, h, Stone, Mo. 

den, e Lano, ason, Stump, 
Boutelle, Dolliver, McCarthy, Taylor, Tenn, 

waden, Dunphy, McClammy, Thompso: 
Breckinridge, Ark. Edmunds, McCormick, Turner, N. V. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Elliott, iles, Turpin 
Brewer, Ellis, Moore, Tex Van Schaick, 
Brosius, nloe, Morrow, Venable, 

wer, Ewart, udd, Waddill, 
Buchanan, Va. Fitch, Norton, Walker, Mo, 
Browne, T. M. Fithian, Oates, atson, 
Browne, Va. Flower, O'Donnell, Wheeler, Mich. 
Buckalew, Forman, O’Ferrall, hiting, 
Bullock, Frank, O'Neil, Mass. Whitthorne, 
Burrows, Geissenhainer, Outhwaite, i 5 
Butterworth, Gest, wen, Ind. Wike, 
Caldwell. Gibson, Owens, Ohio Wiley, 
Campbell Greenhalge Payson, Wilkinson, 
Can ler, Ga, Grout, eters, Willeox, 
Carlisle, Henderson, III. Phelan, 8 Ohio 
Carlton. Henderson, N.C. ilson, Ky. 
Cheatham, Hitt, Quackenbush, Wilson, Wash. 
Connell, Hooker, illy, right, 
Cooper, Ohio Hopkins, e. Yardley. 
Cothran, Kelley, Scranton, 


So the motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the table was not 


agreed to. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that my colleague, 
Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, is absent on account of sickness. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, I was in my seat, but failed to hear my 
name called on the second call. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Tennessee, Mr. PHELAN. If he were present, he would vote no 
and, if I were not paired, I would vote ay. 

The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 
ther notice: ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, with Mr. ENLOE. 

Mr. CoGSwELL with Mr. O' NEIL, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. THompson with Mr. OATES, 

Mr, CONNELL with Mr. WALKER, of Missouri. 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. STONE, of Missouri. è 

Mr. GROUT with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa with Mr. StocKDALE. 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. NORTON. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. HOOKER. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. Payson with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. REILLY, from this day until further notice. 

Mr. LEHLBACH with Mr. Stump, from May 23d until further no- 
tice. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. BucHANAN, of Virginia, from the 22d, 
except on river and harbor bill, until further notice. 

The following were announced as paired on this vote: 

Mr. LIND with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. LEE. 

Mr. BAYNE with Mr. Moore, of Texas. 

Mr. Dr LANOo with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 

Mr. O'DONNELL with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 

Mr. Stivers with Mr. O’NEALUL, of Indiana, 

Mr. McCormick with Mr. PHELAN. 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. STEWART, of Texas, on this 
vote. If present, Mr. BROWNE would vote for the park bill, Mr. STEW- 
ART it. 

Mr. BOWDEN and Mr. LESTER, of Virginia, were announced as paired 
from May 22 to May 26, but not on the river and harbor bill. 

The following were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr. QUACKENBUSH with Mr. PRICE. 

Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr, BULLOCK. 

Mr. MILES with Mr. CuLBERSON, of Texas. 

Mr. BREWER with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. CuLBERTSON, of Pi Ivania, with Mr. TURPIN. | 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, with Mr. WILKINSON. 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. VENABLE, 

Mr. Hopxrns with Mr. CoTHRAN. - 


Mr. SIMONDS with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. ScuLL with Mr. BARNES, 

Mr. MUDD with Mr. SENEY. 

The following were announced as paired on this bill: 

Mr. WIKE with Mr. FITCH. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr, FORMAN. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, were an- 
nounced as paired until June 3, 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, and Mr. FITHIAN, until June 10. 

Mr. GIBSON and Mr. TURNER, of New York, were announced as 
paired on the Rock Creek park bill; Mr. Grsson would vote for and 
Mr. TURNER t the bill. 

On motion of Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous con- 
sent, the reading of the names of members voting was dispensed with. 

Mr, CONNELL. Mr. Speaker, it seems from the reading of the pairs 
that I am paired with Mr. WALKER, of Missouri. My understanding 
was that that pair had expired by limitation. However, I withdraw 
my vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs upon the motion 
of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] to reconsider 
the vote by which this bill was rejected. 

Mr. BLOUNT, On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. e 
RESIGNATION OF REPRESENTATIVE CARLISLE. 

Pending the call of the roll, the Speaker pro tempore laid before the 

House the following communication: 
WAsHIxGTON, D. C., May 26, 1890. 

DEAR Sin: I have forwarded to the governor of Kentucky my resignation 
as a member ofthe House of Representatives from the Sixth Congressional dis- 
trict in that State, to take effect to-day. 

Very respectfully, etc., 
Hon. Tnoxas B. REED, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
ROCK CREEK PARK BILL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the motion of 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] to reconsider the 
vote by which this bill was rejected. Upon that question the yeas and 
nays are ordered, and the Clerk will call the roll. : 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—y 
118, nays 70, not voting 138; as follows: 


J. G. CARLISLE, 


YEAS—118. 

Andrew, Crain, McKenna, Smyser, 
Arnold, Cutcheon, Milliken, Snider, 
Atkinson, Pa, Dargan. Moffitt, Spooner, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dingley, Moore, N. H, Springer, 

ker, Dorsey, More: Stahlnecker, 
Banks, Evan Mutchler, Ste Vt. 
Bartine, Farquhar, Niedringhaus, Stock br 
Belknap, Gifford, Nute, pve. boy 
Biggs, Grosvenor, O’Neall, Ind, e, 
Bingham, Hall, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, E. B. 
Bliss, Harmer, Osborne, Taylor, J. D. 

tner, Hatch, Payne, Thomas, 
Boothman, Hayes, Perkins, Townsend, Colo, 
Brickner, Hemphill, Post, Townsend, 
Buckalew, Henderson, Iowa Pugsley, Tracey, 
Burton, Hermann, Quinn, Turner, Kaus 
Candler, Mass. Hill, Raines, rpin, 
Cannon, Houk, Randall, Vandever, 
Carlton, Kennedy, Ray, Van Schai 
Carter, Ketcham, Reyburn, ade, 
Caruth, Knapp, Robertson, Walker, Mass, 
Cheadle, Laidlaw, Rockwell, lace, 
Chipman, Lansing, Rowell, Wallace, N. Y. 
Clancy, Laws, Rusk, Washington, 
Clunie, Lewis, Russell, Whiting, 
Cogswell, Lodge, Sanford, 11 
Coleman, McCarthy, Sawyer, Wilson, W. va. 
Conger, McClammy, Skinner, 
Connell, ‘cComas, Smith, III. 
Cothran, McCord, Smith, W. Va. 
NAYS—70, 
Abboit, Dockery, Lacey, Pierce, 
Alderson, Dunnell, Lane, Reed, Towa 
Anderson, Kans. Finley, Lanham, Ri n, 
Anderson, Miss. Flick, Lester, Ga. Rogers, 
Barwig, Forney, Mansur, Rowland, 
Bergen, Fowler, Martin, Ind, Sayers, 
Bland, Funston. McClellan, herman, 
Blount, Goodnight, McCormick, Shively, 
Brookshire, Grimes, McCreary, Stewart, Ga, 
Brunner, Hare, MeMillin, ey, 
Buchanan, N.J. Haugen, Mills, Taylor, III. 
Bunn, Haynes, Montgomery, man, 
Clarke, Ala, He: orse, Turner, Ga. 
Clements, Holman, tt, Wheeler, Ala, 
Cobb, Kerr, Iowa Paynter, wi III. 
Cooper, Ind. Kerr, Pa. Peel, Wilson, Mo. 
8 Kilgore, Penington, 
Dibbie, sey, Perry, 
NOT VOTING—133., 

A Beckwith, Breckinridge, Ky. Browne, Va. 
Allen, Mich, Belden, Brewer, B Va. 
Allen Blanchard, rosius, Bullock, 
Bankhead, Boutelle, Brower, Burrows, 
Barnes, Bowden, Brown, J. B. Butterworth. 
Bayne, Breckinridge, Ark. Browne, T. M. Bynum, 


* 
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Fithian, McAdoo, 

Campbell Flood, McKinley, Stephenson, 
Candler, Ga. Flower, McRae, Stewart, Tex. 
Caswell, Forman, Miles, Stivers, 
Catchings, p Moore, Tex. Stockdale, 

eatham, Gear, Morgan, Stone, Mo. 
Clark, Wis, Geissenhainer, Morrill, Stump, 
Comstock, Gest, Morrow, Swencey, 1 
Cooper, Ohio Gibson. Mudd. Taylor, Tenn. 
Covert, Greenhalge, Norton, ‘Thompson, 
Cowles, Grout, Oates, ‘Tucker, 
Crisp, O'Donnell. Turner, N. Y. 
Culberson, Tex. Heard. O'F Venable, 
Culbertson, Pa. Henderson, III. O'Neil, Mass. Waddill, 
Cummings, Henderson, N. C. Outhwaite, Walker, Mo. 
Dalzeil, Hitt, Owen, Ind n. 
Darlington, * Owens, Ohio Wheeler, Mich. 

dson, Hopkins, ı Payson, Whitthorne, 
De Haven, Kelley, Peters, Wickham, 
La Folleite, Phelan, Wike, 

Dolliver, Lawler, Pickler, Wiley, 
Dunphy. — 5 ice, Willcox, 
Edmun Lehlbach, Quackenbush, Williams, Ohio 
Elliott, Lester, Va. illy, Wilson, Ky. 
Ellis, Lind, e, Wilson, Wash. 
Enloe, Magner, Scranton, . jd 
Ewart, S Seull, Yardley. 
Featherston, Martin, Tex. Seney, 
Fitch, Mason, Simonds, 


The following additional pairs were announced for the rest of this day: 

Mr. Dr LANo with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 

Mr. ScRANTON with Mr. WALKER, of Missouri. 

Mr. LIND with Mr. COWLES. 

The following additional pairs were announced on this vote: 

Mr. O'DONNELL with Mr. GEISSENHAINER, 

Mr. WIKE with Mr. FITCH. 

Mr. BAYNE with Mr. Moore, of Texas. 

On motion of Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous con- 
sent, the reading of the names of members voting was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask the previous question on the 
third reading and passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. : 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the 
bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to recommit the bill to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, with instructions to strike out in section 7, 
lines 3 and 4, the words one million two hundred thousand dollars,“ 
and insert ‘fifty thousand dollars.“ 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Mr. Speaker, is a motion to lay that on the table 
in order? 

Mr. BLOUNT demanded the yeas and nays, but subsequently with- 
drew the demand. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 

ntleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], to recommit this bill to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia with instructions. 

Mr. CANNON. In view of the adoption of the amendment of the 

tleman from Illinois [Mr. Paxsox} I want to ask the gentleman 
rom South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL], why should not the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Georgia go in by unanimous consent? 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is because of the adoption of the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] that I have made this mo- 
tion. I understood that the assessments would pay for the work, so 
that this large appropriation would seem to be unnecessary. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask my friend from South Carolina why the 
amendment of the gentleman from Georgia can not be agreed to by 
unanimous consent, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Ihave never stated that this appropriation is 


unnecessary. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not say that the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina so stated. The gentleman, as I recollect, did not participate much 
in the debate. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I did, Mr. Speaker; but I made no such state- 
ment as that. The chances are that there will be a considerable por- 
tion of this charge, whatever it may be, levied on the adjoining pro 
under the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 
But it seems to me that if we are going to do anything like justice 
in this bill—and the sentiment of the House seems to be decidedly in 
favor of it—it would be very unfair to pass the bill and give no money 
to carry out the scheme. 

Mr. CANNON. What would my friend say to an appropriation of 
$200,000 ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If the gentleman would say $500,000, I might 
agree to it; I think that will only give us 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is it not the fact that a report has been made 
3 that the assessed cash valuation of this property is only $300,- 

? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I ean not understaid the gentleman. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I ask whether it is not true that a report has 
ners made showing that the cash value of this property is only $319,- 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, no, sir. There is a great difference in this 
city, as in all other cities, between the assessed value of property for 
taxation and the actual value. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I withdraw the motion to recommit. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
HEMPHILL] to consent that the bill be now amended so as to carry an 
appropriation of $500,000 instead of $1,200,000. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I think that if the majority of the Honse arein 
favor of this measure we had better appropriate money enough to do 
what we undertake to do. 

Mr. CANNON, I do not want to make a motion to recommit. 

d . If the gentleman will say $600,000, I will agree 
0 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman himself just said that 8500, 000 would 
be satisfactory. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Iknow, but I do not think that would be enough. 

Mr. CANNON, Well, then, make it $600,000. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish it understood that I agree to no arrangement 
which depends upon unanimous consent. I think that whatever may 
be done in this matter should be done upon a yea-and-nay vote, letting 
every member take the responsibility. n 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That raises another question. If we can not get 
any sympathy or support from gentlemen whom we are trying to satisfy 
we will do the best we can. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I will move to recommit the bill to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia with instructions to report it back 
pipes with an amendment appropriating $600,000 instead of $1,- 
200,000. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Instead of that I would prefer that the gentle- 
man Ss offer an amendment and let us take the sense of the House 
upon it, \ 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. An amendment is not in order at this 
time except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. CLUNIE, I object. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let us have the yeas and nays; I want a recorded 

vote. \ 
Mr. CANNON. Then I will make the motion to recommit to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia with instructions to report the 
bill back at once with an amendment striking out $1,200,000 and in- 
serting $600,000. That would enable the House to dispose of the bill 
at once; it would not delay it at all. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Why can not an amendment be submitted and 
the sense of the House be taken upon it? 

ar SPEAKER pro tempore. An amendment at this time is not in 
order 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Except by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Except by unanimous consent, as the 
Chair has already stated; and objection was made. The Chair will 
agajn submit the question. Is there objection to considering the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object to the authority to report the bill back at 
once. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] moves to recommit the bill to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, with instructions to report the bill back with an amend- 
ment striking out $1,200,000 and inserting $600,000. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. In order to test the sense of the House on that 
question, I move to Jay on the table the motion of the gentleman from 
Illinois. S 

Mr. CANNON. A direct vote on my motion will test the sense of 
the House j ust as well and may save one vote. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Very well, then; we will take a direct vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. HEMPHILL] withdraws the motion to lay on the table. The 
question is on the motion of the gentleman. from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON], as already stated by the Chair. [The question was put.] The 
noes seem to have it. . 

Mr. CANNON. I cail for a division. 

The question was again taken; and there were—ayes 42, noes 73. 

So the motion to recommit with instructions was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

Mr, BLOUNT and Mr. HOLMAN called for the yeas and nays. 
[Cries of Oh, no! “] 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the afflrmative 
yeas 107, nays 82, not voting 137; as follows: 


YEAS—107. 
Andrew, Belknap, Breckinridge, Ark. Carter, 
Arnold, Biggs, Buckaiew, Caruth, 
Atkinson, Pa. BOSNA, Burton, Catchings, 
Baker, Blan: 5 Caldwell, Clancy, 
Banks, Bliss, Candler, Mass. Clunie, 
Bartine, Boothman, Cogswell, 


1890. 
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oe Kennedy, Payne, ecker, 
$ Ketcham, Perkins, V 
Laidlaw, ey, Struble, 
Gaten ng, Sweney, 
Date, nes. Taylor, E. B. 
3 ane dall. Taylor, J. D. 
mas, yY, omas, 
en 1 ‘ownsend, Colo. 
Lisy en Y, 
— ner McKinley, Rockwell, Vandever, 
Milliken, Rowell, ‘an 
898 Moffitt, Rusk, Walker, Mass, 
Moore, N. H. 1 Wallace, Mass. 
Hanzbro ugh, Morey, Sanford, Wallace, N. Y 
— orse, 
Mutchler, Sm Seite i Whiting, 
Nute, Smith, W. Va. 
ein, O’ Neall, Ind. Smyser, Wilson, W. Va. 
Hon erson, Iowa O'Neill, Pa. Spooner, = 
Osborne, Springer, 
NAYS—82, 
Abbott, Crisp, Lacey, Penington, 

* Dibble, Lane, Perry, 
Anderson, Miss. Dock Pierce. 
Barwig, Dunnell, Laws, Reed, Iowa 
Biland, Edmun Lester, Ga. Rogers, 
Blount, Ellis, y Rowland, 
Breckinridge, Ky. — — ress 
Brookshire, 3 n, Tex, erman, 
Brunner, Forney, McClammy, Shively, 

. J. Fowler, a y 
Bunn, Goodnigh Tarsney, 
um Grimes, M Taylor, Ill, 
Candier, Ga, Hare, MeMillin, Tillman, 
5 nag Rae, 3 Ga. 
Cheadle, rbert, 
Clements, Montgomery. Wheeler, Ala, 
Cobb, Holman, Mo. . 
Connell Kerr, lowa oF A 1 
Cooper, In Kerr, Pa. Parre! Wilson, 
Covert, Kilgore, Paynter, 
. 5 Peel. 
NOT VOTING—137. 
Adams, Culbertson, Pa. Lawler, Simonds, 
Fg ne Cummings, Lee, Snider, 
Allen, Dalzell, Lehlbach. inola, 
Allen, Miss. Lester, Va. Stephenson, 
Carpe pi Va. Davidson, Lewis, Stewart, Ga. 
E ze Haven, Lind, Stewart, 
Barnes, Lano, er, Stivers, 
Bayne, Dolliver, 2 Stockdale, 
Beckwith, Dorsey, Mason, Stone, Ky. 
iden, 2 McAdoo, Stone, Mo, 
Bergen, ott, Miles, P, 
ns Moore, Tex. Taylor, Tenn. 
Bow Bar M To Pa. 
wde orrow, wnsend, 
ewer. Fithian, Mudd. Tucker, 
Briekner, Flower, Niedringhaus, Turner, Kans. 
Brosius, Norton, ‘Turner, N. Y. 
Brower, Frank, Oates, Turpin, 
Brown, J. B. Funston, O'Donnell, Venable, 
Browne, T. M. Gest, O'Neil, Mass. Waddill. 
Browne, Va. Gibson, Outhwaite, Walker, Mo. 
Buchanan, Va. Gifford, Owen, Ind. W. T 
Bullock, Greenhal Owens, Ohio er, Mich. 
Burrows, Grosvenor Payson, Whitthorne, 
Grout, Peters, ike, 
Campbell, Haugen, Phelan, Wiley, 
Caswell, Haynes, Pickler, ilicox, Å 
Cheatham, Henderson, III. ce, Williams, Ohio 
Chipman, Henderson, N. C. Quackenbush, Wilson, Ky. 
Clark, Wis. g W: 
Clarke, Ala. H 5 Richardson, W t. 
Comstock. Hopkins, Rife, V. ve 
Cooper, Ohio Houk, Scranton, 
Cowles, 2 Scull, 
Culberson, Tex. La Follette, Seney, 
So the bill was passed. 


The following pairs were announced on this vote: 

Mr. HAUGEN with Mr. PHELAN. 

Mr. O'DONNELL with Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 

Mr. BAYNE with Mr. Moore, of Texas. 

Mr. STIVERS with Mr. CLARKE, of 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. BERGEN with Mr. Dorsey, on this bill. Mr. BERGEN would 
vote against the bill and Mr. Dorsey for it. 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. Stewart, of Texas. Mr. 
BROWNE would vote for the bill, Mr. STEWART against it. 

Mr. Houx with Mr. RICHARDSON, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. Haynes, for the rest of the day. y- 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. Houx] 
on this bill. If he were present, I should vote no.’ 

Mr. TURNER, of New York, I am paired with Mr. GIBSON on 
this question, If he were present, he would vote ay“ and I should 
vote no.“ 

The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, moved ‘to reconsider the vote by | yee 


SUBURBAN RAILWAY COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMRIA. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent poah 
the bill (H. R. 9059) inco: the City Suburban Railwa; 
pany of the District of Columbia be recommitted to the Co — 
the District of Columbia. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of “the United States was 

communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, on 


of his secretaries, who also announced that the President had approv 
and signed acts of the following titles: 


An act (H. R. 1471) granting a pension to Laura Yourtee; 

An act br R. 2351) granting a pension to Allen McCowan; 

An act (H. R. 1987) granting a pension to Mary A. Kinsley; 

An act (H. R. 2131) granting a to Gustavus Alonzo Draper; 

An act (H. R. —. granting a pension to Matthew J. J. Cagle; 

An act (H. R. 2722) granting a pension to Mary Ann Trainor, widow 
of Francis Trainor, deceased; 

An act (H. R. 2738) granting a pension to Christiana Schneider; 

An act (H. R. 2769) granting a pension to Isaac Clark; 

An act 125 R. — granting a pension to Alvira A. Edwards; 

An act (H. R. 2989) granting a pension to Mrs, Martha E. Jones; 

An act (H. R. 3058) granting a pension to George L. Beighley; 

An act (H. R. 3108) granting a pension to Levi M. Lincoln; 

An act (H. R. 3545) granting a pension to Harriet F. Bowers; 

An act (H. R. 3574) granting a pension to Mary E. Tipton; 

An act (H. R. 4028) granting a pension to Agnes Vetter; 

An act (H. R. 4030) granting a pension to Mary Ann Allen; 

An act (H. R. 4038) granting a pension to James Fitzgerald; 

An act (H. R. 4127) granting a pension to Rhoda Williams; 

An act (H. R. 41 „ Bryant; 

e e granting a n to Eveline M. Alexander; 

An act (H. R. 4424) granting a pension to Fannie E. Woodbury; 

An act (H. R. 4527) granting a pension to Daniel M. Dull, late a 
soldier of the Mexican war; 

An act (H. R. 4866) granting a pension to Ida L. Martin; 

An act (H. R. 4868) granting a pension to Henrietta Judd; 

An act (H. R. 5632) granting a pension to Sarah Sheldon; 

An act (H. R. 1400) for the relief of Patrick Culhan; 

An act (H. R. 3404) for the relief of John Curran; 

An act (H. R. 3594) for the relief of Mary Conley; 

An act (H. R. 3596) for the relief of Harriet E. Brown; 

An act (H. R. 4024) for the relief of Daniel W. Parrish; 

An act (H. R. 4393) Pe hamei Ot MEF Diekham; 

An act (H. R. 4414) for the relief of Wesley W. Taylor; 

An act (H. R. 4531) for the relief of William D. Hunimer; 

An act (H. R. 4532) for the relief of Thomas M. Maxwell; 

An act (H. R. 3530 to grant a pension to Huldah Burton; 

An act (H. R. 3536) to grant a pension to Samuel L. Dark; 

An act (H. R. 3543) to grant a pension to John Green Reed; 

42 8 f TE Sony e e We Woeiok te Clark; 
3 H. R. 3583) to pension Samuel W. Wyrick for service in the 

ian war; 


naa (H. R. 3584) to pension William J. Dunn for service in the 
war; 

An act (H. R. 3586) to pension William E. Carter ſor service in the 
Indian war; k 

An act (H. R. 3588) pree Mary J. Mann, widow of John W. 
Mann, who served in the Indian war; 

An act (H. R. 200 te en aia Bas 

43 855 . R. 4306) to pension Rebecca Bolerjack; 

An act (H. R. ce to pension Christina Edson for meritorious sery- 
ices rendered the Government during the Indian wars in the Oregon 
Territory, now the State of Oregon; 


R. 5081) to pension Helen A. More; 
5082) to pension Polly Robinson; 
Boos} to pension Emily G. Mills; 
- 5905 to pension Thomas K. Edwards for service in 


An act T R 3961) to increase the pension of Stephen Cooper; 

An act (H. R. 4422) to increase the pension of Lucian L. Sanborn; 

An act (H. R. 5456) to increase pension of Richard W. Spain, late 
sergeant Company A, Second Dragoons, United States Army; 


wJ. 
erguson; , À 
An act (H. R. 1622) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Sallie T. 


Ward; 
An act (H. R. 1633) granting an increase of pension to Abraham Dur- 


which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- haath (H. R. 4152) granting an increase of pension to Albert Mabb; 


sider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. ; 


\ 


An act (H. K. 2495) increasing the pension of Mary Minor Hoxey; 
_ An act . R. 5739) increasing pension of nopiaa hia Schimmelfennig, 
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widow of*Alexander Schimmelfennig, late brigadier-general and major- 
general by brevet; ‘ 

An act (H. R. 3218) to place the name of Pauline Bichwiler on the 
pension-roll; 

0 act (H. R. 6688) asking an increase of pension for Mary H. Nich- 
olson; 

An act (H. R. 7985) to amend an act entitled An act to aid vessels 
wrecked or disabled in the waters conterminous to the United States 
and the Dominion of Canada,“ approved June 19, 1878; and 

An act 2 R. 749) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a pablic building thereon at York, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment a joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 127) to print the eulogies upon William D. Kelley. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 
2548) for the relief of the board of the commissioners of the sinking 
fund of the city of Louisville, Ky.; in which concurrence of the House 
was requested. 

BENNINGS ROAD BRIDGE. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, the bill (H. R. 
6498) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Eastern Branch 
of the Potomac River at the Bennings road in the District of Columbia 
has been reported from the Committee of the Whole with a favorable 


recommendation. I ask that the bill be now put upon its 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that this bill is 
reported from the Committee of the Whole without amendment, and 
the question is on its passage. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to have the bill read in full. 

The bill was again reported. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being coprono it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. T moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 


and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. 5618) 
granting a pension to Malvina P. Fletcher, widow of John B. Fletcher, 
late private Company D, First Michigan Engineers; when the Speaker 
pro tempore signed the same. 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. MIL- 
LIKEN, Mr. KERR of Iowa, and Mr. DIBBLE as the committee of con- 
ference on the bill (S. 903) for the erection of a public building in Cedar 
Rapids, Iowa. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution I send to the 


desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to inform the President of the election 
of Hon, Jultus C. Burrows, a Representative from the State of Michigan, as 
Speaker pro tempore of the House of Representatives during the temporary ab- 
sence of the Speaker. 


The resolution was adopted. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was ted as follows: 

To Mr. GIFFORD, for one day, on account of important business. 
To Mr. WRIGHT, for three 

To Mr. HOPKINS, for five days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. GREENHALGE, for one week, on account of important busi- 


ness. € 

To Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, Mr. BREWER, Mr. STUMP, and Mr. LEHL- 
BACH, for five days, on account of a hearing of the Committee on Im- 
migration, 

To Mr, CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, for two weeks, on account of 
important business. 

To Mr. Scuol, until June 1, on account of important business. 

To Mr, OWENS, of Ohio, for one week, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. BARNES, indefinitely, on account of sickness, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, I move thatthe House now re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 
the purpose of considering bills reported from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. PERKINS in the chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole for 
the purpose of considering bills reported from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. . 


“benefits and pleasure 


FREE BATHING BEACH, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. S. , I call up for con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 7056) establishing a free public bathing beach x 
on the Potomac River, near Washington Monument. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby instructed to construct a h and dressing-houses upon the east shore 
of the tidal reservoir against the Washington Monument grounds, and to main» 
tain the same for the purpose of free public bathing, under such regulations as 
they shall deem to be for the public welfare; and the Secretary of War is re- 
quested to t such use of the public domain as may be required to ac- 
complish the obj above set forth. 

Sec, 2. That the sum of $3,000 is hereby appropriated; from any N 
moneys in the United States Treasury, to be immediately available for the pi 
poses of this bill. 


Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I will ask that the report ac- 
companying the bill be read. 
The report (by Mr. GROUT) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bil} 
(H. R. 7056) establishing a free public bathing beach on the Potomac River n. 
the Washington Monument, submitted the same to the District commissione: 
and they say: The commissioners are in favor of the enactment of Housg 
bill 7056, establishing a free public bathing beach on the Potomac River n 
Washington Monument, rred to them.“ = 

The bill was also referred to the Secretary of War and by him to the office 
the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, where a favorable report 
8 by 5 Thomas Lincoln Casey and by Col. Peter C. ins an 

‘ol. O. H, Euus 


ict, which we attach and make a rot 
The committee report back this bill to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 


In presenting ie accompanying bill for your consideration the undersigned 
officers of the Washington Beach Association beg leave to state concerning its 
object and the necessity for itsenactment as follows: Every year many persons 
are drowned in the Potomac, some because they could not swim, others be- 
cause they stole sor to get out of aes poles reach, and were conse- 
uently beyond help in their time of need, Every person over five years old 
ould be able to swim so well as to feel perfectly at ease in deep water. 

Besides the residents of the city there are hundreds of persons . in 
the Departments who can not leave their duties to go to the seashore in the 
heated term, and who would Fladly, avail themselves of the luxury of frequen 
bathing if a suitable place could be in open water. Even home bath-tu! 
can not be by all, and they do not offer to any that . 
which comes from the relaxation of open-water bathing with family and frien: 
to help enjoy it. This subject has more or n the rs 
every year, but none took measures to accomplish the desired end until this 
association was formed with the following-stated objects: 

To enable ladies, girls, and children, as well as men and boys, to obtain the 
of open-water bathing. 

To forin a suitable for bathing purposes at a point on the Potomac River 
convenient to the Washington public, 

Tv in and decorum upon the beach and its surroundings, and to 
enforce such ions as tend to the free enjoyment of the beach as a bath- 
ing place for all respectable and well persons, 

he first necessity was a place where there is no current to enter the water. 
A location was selected beside the Monument Lot. A narrow strip of the bot- 
tom and shore was graded and the soft, slimy mud, which everywhere prevails, 
was covered with velly sand, making a nice clean bottom: a 1 rough 
house was built with two compartments for dressing, and this little beginnin 
was a lively scene from morning till night, even until the weather was too coo. 
for comfort. Over one hund and fifty boys a day on an average bathed freely 
on this beach, even though the house was notopen tothem and they had to hide 
in the tall weeds to dress. The better class was fully represented, and sons of 
Congressmen enjoyed it as much as any. ~ 

The experiment was a success and met with universal approbation and large 
oe of membership for the com: season. But now a more roomy beach 

desirable, in order that the whole public may enjoy it freely under proper re- 
st ms as to clothingand conduct. By consul with Colonel Hains, who 
heartily indorses this move, we have ascertained that the expense of forming 
the sea-wall and making the fill * according to the present plan of fillin 
the flats would grade a 100 wide from a line 5 deep under water 
low tide, and cover the same with sand aad gran to the required depth to 
maintain its stability, and build suitable d g-houses with separate personal 
compartments; to make a beautiful beach for 500 feet along the shore, graded 
from the level of the ball-ground to deep water, cover it with sand, and provide 
houses to accommodate one hundred bathers at a time, would cost only $3,000, 
and about that much would be spent on that shore without the beach. Under 
the direction of the eommisio: Major Moore furnished policemen to 


this region, and the boys bathed in safety under a restraining hand. We now 
ask that the said com: oners be instructed by Congress to take charge of the 
whole mattter for the public benefit, 


This matter should n without delay, because work is now being 
done which might be saved by beach plan of construction, and because by 
grading the now and allowing the earth to settle for awhile before the 
sand is leveled over it a better foundation will be insured and the beach ma: 
be ready for use the coming season. Let the Capital of the nation have this li 
tle space to approach the broad Potomac unbarred by wall or mud, is the prayer 


of your humble petitioners, 
W. X. STEVENS. 


W. I. PHILLIPS, 
JOHN B. CLARK. 
P. L. TATE. 


acted u 


We shall be glad to present a plan and tlie result of experience to aid the com- 
mio Congress in shaping their instructions to the commissioners at your 
convenience, 

Please address W. X. Stevens, No. 705 G street northwest, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send to the 
desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting after the word “ that,” in the first line of section 2, the 
words “half of; also by inserting after the word Treasury,” line 3 of section 
the words and the other half is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of 
District of Columbia.“ 
The CHAIRMAN, The —_— is on agreeing to the amendment 


proposed by the gentleman from Illinois, 


55 


ö 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I have only a word to say. I sup- 
this will furnish a very pleasant sport for the youth of the Dis- 
biet of Columbia, and perhaps some of the grown folks; and I commend 
it to the farmers’ organizations of the country whose mortgages are be- 
ing foreclosed, as the relief tendered to them by the Fifty-first Congress, 
notwithstanding what was promised during the campaign, namely, the 
appropriation of public money for the purpose of furnishing a bathing 
place for the people of the District of Columbia. 

That is all I desired to say upon the question at this time. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would like to ask a question before this bill 
passes, if it is to be passed, and that is, whether there is any provision 
made for filtering the water of the Potomac River before they bathe in 
it. Now, I have never seen it except when it was pretty full of mud, 
and I know that a fellow who calls himself Bill Nye“ said that he 
had taken a bottle of it home for the purpose of scouring knives; and 
I heard another gentleman who was coming in a steamer up the river 
say that he thought it was the water the Savior walked on, because 
there was about as much land as water in it. If such be the facts, I 
am afraid our boys will disport themselves in a mud bath rather than 
in water. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I wish to sayin response to the 


_ gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Rocrrs] that this is the only Northern 


city I know of that has not a bath-house for its people. There are such 
establishments in the city of Philadelphia, in the city of New York, 
and almost everywhere, and as a sanitary measure I have universally 
heard those who use them state it is desirable that they should be es- 
tablished. The bill comes from the committee with a unanimous re- 
port. The expenditure is comparatively small, and it will be to a very 

t extent permanent, because the improvements made under this 

ill will be of a lasting nature. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, this bill certainly is one to 
provide for a purpose that is purely local, and the allusion in that re- 

rt to the sons and children of members of Congress bathing in the 
e River does not take it out of the general provision that it is 
for special local benefit. It does not seem to me that the people of the 
United States ought to be charged with the expense of keeping the 
people of Washington clean. I think they ought to furnish theirown 
soap and everything necessary for that purpose, and the people living 
in other parts of the country ought not to be required to pay any por- 
tion of that expense. 

In the early days of the Roman Empire the people of Rome took care 
of themselves. As the city declined and became more opulent and less 
patriotic, it was said by a Roman historian that they had declined so 
much in public virtue that their only aspiration was to be furnished 
with theaters and with bread. I hope that is not the condition of the 
people of Washington City. I hope they havea little of the spirit which 
was spoken of by a distinguished gentleman, who afterwards became 
the candidate of the Democratic party, Mr. Greeley, who said that the 
most unfortunate day in a man’s life was the day in which he made 
up his mind to get a dollar without earning it.“ I think that the most 
unfortunate day for the city of Washington is the day in which its 
people ask for money without earning it, as other people in the coun- 
try around them have to do. 

If they want baths and other things of like character, they ought to 
be required to pay for them, like other cities of the United States. 

Mr. PEEL. I would like to ask if that is the reason why Greeley 
failed of success: that he was trying to get the indorsement of the 
Democratic party without having earned it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Well, I do not know but that is the fact. I 
never could see any good reason why he received it, unless it was that 
he furnished the bail for Jefferson Davis. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, I want to say one word. This is 
not a very large appropriation and it is not for a very bad purpose. 
Bathing is not an improper thing; but I think it is a proper matter 
for this House, before this bill is passed, to have some idea of what it 
is doing. The District appropriation bill, which has passed the House 
and been amended in the Senate, carries several hundred thousand 
dollars of . e more than, even by the largest estimate that 
has been made by any officer of the District or of the Treasury De- 
partment, will be realized in receipts or revenues by the District in 
the coming fiscal year. The Senate, recognizing this fact, has pro- 
vided an amendment in that bill remitting or deferring the payment, 
so far as the District’s half is concerned, of an amount appropriated by 
the last Congress, to-wit, for the extension of the water service on Capi- 
tol Hill and the purchase and equipment of the Zoological Garden, for 
which they have nothing in the existing revenues for the next year 

This morning this House passed a bill ing an appropriation for 
$1,200,000 for the purchase of a park, in addition to what is in that 
bill now in conference. So that from any standpoint it is absolutely 
certain that more money has been appropriated than there will be to 
pay in the next year. Now, as business men—and I have no war to 
make upon this proposition—but as business men, dealing with the 
facts as they are, what will be the situation? Here is a general appro- 
priation bill for current expenses calling for more money than there is to 

with. Then comes the District’s half of the Zoological Garden for 
ts equipment, the District’s half of Rock Creek Park passed this morn- 
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ing carrying far more money than there will be to pay. What will be 
the situation with the Comptroller of the ? Will he sa 
that the cost of the park be paid and the equipment of the 
logical Garden, or the current expenses of the District, or this bathin, 

lace? There must be a place somewhere to decide what mo! shall 

paid and for what purpose it shall be used. Here is a call as it were 

for $20 and only $10 appropriated, and some one must decide what the 
money shall be appropriated for; or will it be decided upon the old 
plan of first come first served?“ These are business questions, 
political a, but they are facts nevertheless, and we are actin, 
right in the face of them. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I have no objection to the establishment of bath- 
ing grounds in the city of Washington on the shore of this adjoi 
river, nor do I see any objection to the amount of money proposed 
be appropriated in this bill. It is certainly a very modest sum. Bu 
I have great doubt about the propriety of the location of this py 
bathing ground. The Washington Monument grounds are intended 
ultimately to be improved, to be open and unobstructed by Sc dos | 
which will detract from the beauty or from the sentiment 
with that great and world-renowned structure as it is to be; and I sus- 
pect that a lot of sheds or shanties along the shores of the Poto: 
would detract very much from the ultimate beauty and 3 
that property, which the Government has expended so much rey 
upon, and from the impressiveness of the great monument which 
the result of the liberality of individual contributions from all parts 
of the country and from foreign lands. 

Again, sir, this place is selected just below where nearly the entire 
drainage of the filth of the city of Washington is swept into the Poto- 
mac River, and, especially in low water, the contaminated streams that 
go into the river naturally followthe shore. Why that particular spot, 
of all others along the river, should be selected for a bathing ground I 
can not conceive. It seems to me it is the most inappropriate place 
possible. Now, sir, unless my colleague from bene nie [Mr. 
KINSON ] can give me some explanation to remove my objections, whi 
Perupa e Reece ea I, for one, shall be obliged to vote 
against his bill. : 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the location fo: 
this bathing beach was selected by the engineers of the United States 
Army who are in e of the Potomac River improvement, and it is 
believed that this is the most desirable location for such a bathing 
beach. As far as the objection made by my colleague from P l- 
vania [Mr. BUCKALEW] is concerned, as to this proposed bathing 
ground being near the sewer, I think he is mistaken about that. The 
sewer empties into the Potomac River above this point, it is true, but 
there is practically no connection between the lake where this bathing 
beach is to be and the mouth of the sewer, which empties into the main 
river. The beach is to be upon one of the pools that have been created 
by the improvement of the Potomac, This pool has been dredged out 
by the dredgers in the operation that has been under the control of the 
Engineer Department of the Army, and I believe that the water in it is 
not fouled by thedischarges from the sewers which empty in at another 
place. 

I know less about the financial condition of the District probably 
than the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS]. I know that at 
the end of the last fiscal year there was a balance in favor of the Gov- 
ernment, a surplus on hand, of $1,362,000. That is a fact that I get 
from the commissioners’ report. Whether or not that money has been 
all appropriated 

Mr. CLEMENTS, Will the gentleman state at what time there was 
that surplus? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. It is the balance that was on 
hand July 1, 1889, and is found on page 5 of the annual report of the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Well, I will simply say that that surplus has 
been swept away by the appropriations that have been made since that 
time, except a small amount that will come over from the end of this 
fiscal year, but is taken up by appropriations already made. So that 
the facts I have stated are absolutely correct. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Has the gentleman a statement 
of the actual amount of the expenditures provided for in the District 
appropriation bill for this coming year? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I have. I have not the bill now before me, but 
I stated those facts when the Rock Creek Park bill was up some days 


ago. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If mycolleague on the committee [Mr. CLEMENTS] 
will permit me, I would like to state that the statement made only a 
few days ago repeated and confirmed to the Appropriations Committee 
that the appropriations made by the House in the District appropria- 
tion bill exhausted the annual revenue, less 1 cent; and the Senate 
has added new matter which is largely in excess of the annual revenue 
of the District for the next fiscal year. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Is it possible that that 1 cent 
has been disposed of in the Senate? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is open now to the gentleman and the com- 
mittee, 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, Thereisicentremaining. Well, 
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it is very gratifying to me to know that we have somebody and some 
means to rely upon to forward this most meritorious measure that we 
now have House. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I want to say to my friend that I am in favor of 
the boys having a place to bathe. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I am glad to know that. I 
know that the gentleman is always in favor of liberal action towards 
the District of Columbia, and I believe that if this bill were pending 
before the boys down there (the House pages), instead of before the 
boys of larger growth in these seats, it would go through unanimously. 
The lobby has not, I believe, been active this session. I have not been 
asked to favor many bills, and I know that our boys would not do any- 
thing improper, but a number of them have been to see me to-day in- 
quiring, apparently with much interest, whether we were going to try 
to get this bathing-beach matter through. I know the boys are for it 

I believe they ought to be. 

Now, it has not been considered the duty of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to look into the financial affairs of the District, 
because we present very few bills that carry appropriations with them, 
and we must naturally rely upon the gentlemen who are upon the Ap- 
propriations Committee for information ting the financial condi- 
tion of the District, except as we may findeinformation upon that sub- 
ject in the annual report of the commissioners. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. I desire to ask my friends a question. 
Have we any assurance that in case this bill should go through provid- 
ing this bathing ground these boys will not, at the next session of Con- 
gress, ask to have bathing suits provided at the public expense? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. T really do not know, but I pre- 
sume this Congress will be quite as capable of taking care of the inter- 
ests of the nation at the next session as they are at the present session, 
and when such an application is made we will consider it. 

Another matter which I wish to bring to the attention of the House 
pon I conceive this bill to be of great importance) is this: By act of 

gress the District of Columbia was authorized to issue $15,000,000, 
in bonds bearing interest at the rate of 3.65 per cent.; and I find by 
the last annual report of the commissioners that the entire amount of 
these bonds has not yet been issued, the whole issue thus far being 
cole $14,660,000; so that there is yet $340,000 that may under the 

Ww 
ah the District. I wish to ask some gentlemen representing the Ap- 
propriations Committee whether that amount has been expended. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. What amount does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. The amount which may be is- 
sued of the $15,000,000 loan. As stated in the report of the commis- 
sioners there is a balance of $340,000 yet remaining to be issued. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Iwill say that I have no knowledge of the bonds 
being issued to the full extent of the authority there claimed to exist 
or of the expenditure of any money under the issue of such bonds. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Then, assuming this report of 
the commissioners to be correct, I presume there is a fund of $340,000 
out of which we may pay this petty sum of $3,000 for the establishment 
of this swimming-beach. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I do not suppose the gentleman claims that the 
District has any money on hand by virtue of the authority in that law 
to issue bonds which it has not issued. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. As, according to the report of 
the commissioners, bonds to the amount I have named have not been 
issued and as gentlemen on the Appropriations Committee who are 
familiar with the financial condition of the District do not know that 
they have been issued, I assume that they have not been, and that 
therefore the boys may properly be allowed a place to swim. 2 

Mr. McCOMAS, I think that, perhaps, independently of this ques- 
tion of the 3.65 bonds the District might wrestle with the expenditure 
of $1,500, being its half of this proposed appropriation, for the benefit 
of the boys, as the gentleman But my friend will find that 
FFF 

ific purposes, W purpose of as is in 
no 3 ee Those bonds — not be issued for a general pur- 
is, 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Do you know what were the 
terms of the law which authorized the issue of those bonds? 

Mr. McCOMAS, I know that those bonds were to be issued under 
certain restrictions, for specific p Ican not state those pur- 

from memory, and shall not undertake to generalize about them. 

ut the loan was authorized for certain specified purposes and there 

is no authority to issue the bonds for the payment of current annual 
expenditures, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. ATKINSON ] has expired. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I am one who was led 
to believe in my a that this was a Government of limited powers. 
It is true that in later years I have to some extent changed that opinion. 
But I want to emphasize the suggestion that if there ever was a bill 
presented here of a purely local character and for a private purpose 
this is such a measure. Where is the authority for the General Gov- 
ernment to make appropriations for private purposes, to promote the 


— 


issued to meet such legitimate expenses as are imposed by law |“ 


interests of private individuals? Iam aware that the appropriation 
here proposed is a very insignificant sum of money; but why not, as I 
have already suggested—and I did not say it in the way of ridicule— 
why not appropriate also for the purchase of bathing suits and car 
tickets; why not fill the bill” entirely if we undertake to accom- 
modate private persons in this way? 

I want to emphasize the statement—and I would that every tax- 
payer could hear it—that this is a bill solely to promote private con- 
venience and private interests. And I earnestly protest that there is 
no authority in the General Government to levy and collect taxes and 
appropria the money thus collected for a purpose that is in no sense 
a public purpose. ; 

Mr. BLISS. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the District of 
Columbia having a public bathing-house, but I have objections to the 
United States Government paying forit. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment as a substitute for that of the gentleman from Illinois. It is to 
strike out, in line 2 of section 2, the words ‘‘any unexpended moneys 
in the United States Treasury,“ and insert the words the revenues 
of the District of Columbia; so that the section will read: 


That the sum of $3,000 is hereby appropriated from the revenues of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to be immediately N for the purposes of this bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. There are two amendments pending. This 
amendment is not in order unless offered as a substitute. 

Mr. BLISS. I offer it as a substitute. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to offer an amendment as a substitute for 
the pending proposition. 


The CHAL It may be read for information; but there is a 
substitute pending. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That the sum of $8,000 for the purpose aforesaid be hereby appropriated out 
of the funds of the Distriet of Columbia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN] that this is substantially the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Briss]. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I did not hear that amendment read. I hope it 
will be read again. 

The CHAIRMAN, The amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Michigan will be again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out section 2 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

That the sum of $3,000 is hereby 3 from the revenues of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to be immediately available, for the purposes of this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is of course substantially the same in effect 
as my amendment. I wish to say that I think the object of this bill 
a very one; but being a matter of purely local concern the ex- 
penses ought to be borne by the District. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I rosefor the purpose of making the 
very statement just made by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hor 
MAN]. I apprehend that they have built bathing places at Phila- 
delphia, but I apprehend also that the Federal Government did not pa 
for them, but that they were paid by the city government; and Ithink 
if we are going to appropriate public money or enter into this business 
at all it ought to bein the shape of a bill authorizing the commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia to locate and pay for this establishment 
from the District funds. t 

I concede, sir, that we have the power to do it, for we can do what 
we within the limits of the District of Columbia. We have 
exclusive authority here. But I do not believe it would be right for Con- 
gress to appropriate the money paid by my constituents to make bath- 
ing places for the people of this District. We had just as well appro- 
priate money to build tennis grounds for the people of the District, or 
baseball grounds, or to erect ten-pin alleys, or anything else in the shape 
of amusement, as to appropriate the public funds for the paepae speci- 
fied by this bill. Al of these are sources of amusement pleasure. 

I do not think the American people will indorse that doctrine, of ap- 
propriating the public funds of the Government, derived by taxation 
from the people, to the formation of sporting grounds for the boys of 
the District of Columbia, and I have not any idea, Mr. Chairman, that 
I could maintain that proposition before the constituency I have the 
honor to represent for one moment. I think they would laugh me off 
the stump if I undertook to defend it, and I do not think the gentle- 
man’s constituency in Pennsylvania will sustain him in appropriating 
the public money to build playgrounds in this city—to build a wash- 
hole, to put it in another form for the boys of this District. I believe 
it entirely right and proper to have bathing places here, as elsewhere; 
but when they are built I think it is a tax that properly belongs to the 
people themselves, and is not one that should be levied upon the peo- 
ple of this country, who have enough of their own to pay. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I wish to ask the gentleman a 
question, to know whether or not in his own district there is not main- 
tained a free bathing place by the Government of the United States? 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes; and the Government owns it. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. That is the same principle. 

Mr. ROGERS. And it has one bath free forthe indigent people. It 
is not gotten up for the benefit of those who have wealth or those who 


go there for sport. s 
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Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Can not the wealthy bathe, if 
they want to, as well as the poor? I thought it was open to all the 
people of the United States. 

Mr. ROGERS. No, sir; not free. y 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Do you require a man to make 
a statement of his financial condition before he is permitted to take a 
bath? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. Well, Mr. Chairman, I supposed I would answer one 
question of the gentleman and go on with my argument. Now, I am 
not going to enter into a discussion of the policy of the Government in 
regard to its property at the Hot Springs. It is only necessary to say 
that the Government owns about $2,000,000 worth of property there, 
or real estate, including allthe hot water; and whatever express man- 
date or what provision of the Constitution is found for it I do not 
know, but the Government has established this bathing place on its 
own property for the benefit of the indigent. That is all there is of 
that question. Butthe balance is sold to the world equally, to the rich 
and poor, to all who are able to pay ſor it. It is the property of the 
Government; it belongs to the nation; it has improved its own prop- 
erty, and it has a right to do that, just as any State of the Union would 
have a right to improve its own property. 

The Government has power to go down here and build a wall along 
both sides of the Potomac River. I do not know any power to prevent 
it, if it is deemed wise. I re Mr. Chairman, that the Government 
of the United States has al] the power here of both the Federal and 
State governments inside of the District of Columbia, but I do not 
think it right, as a matter of public policy, nor a proper precedent to 
appropriate money for the purposespecified in this bill. Hence I think 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], the 
leader of the House on the other side, ought to have gone to the ex- 
tent of allowing the District of Columbia to pay out of its own money 
as much as is necessary, or as much as it desires to pay, to build places 
of the character specified here. I do not careto make an appropriation 
out of my pocket for it, however worthy the proposition may be, and 
I certainly do not want to see my people taxed for it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, this is rather a small matter, and 
it is scarcely worth while to consume a great deal of time on it. Gen- 
tlemen have suddenly become deeply interested in the expenditure of 
the money of their own constituents out of the public Treasury. They 
seem to forget that the Congress of the United States has taken into 
its power and under its exclusive control the legislation for the people 
of the District of Columbia; and not only that, but have taken to them- 
selves the power to levy taxes upon them; and when they did it it was 
done by express compact that whatever Congress should deem neces- 
sary to expend for the District of Columbia one-half of that sum should 
be taken from the publie Treasury and one-half from the local taxes of 
the District. So, Mr. Chairman, when we are voting money for this 
purpose, or any other, for the District of Columbia, we are voting it in 
accordance with anagreement which the Congress of the United States 
has made, and which it can abrogate at any time if it sees fit to do so; 
but until Congress does see fit to abrogate that agreement made with 
the people of the District of Columbia it is binding, and there is no 
reason why we should not give the people exactly what they have the 
right to expect, and what they themselves would give if we had not 
deprived them of the power of saying anything about it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, my experience in reference to expenditures of 
cities is rather limited, as I live in an agricultural community; but I 
am informed that in every city in the country they have what are 
known as free baths, in order that the poorer classes of the people 
may get the benefitof them. Now, we are going to say by our vote 
on this question, if we follow the gentleman from Arkansas, that this 
city shall be deprived of what every other city has, and it will be so 
deprived because we would not vote the public money for that purpose 
when we are bound by a contract which we of ourselves entered into 
to provide for the people of the city as they would provide for them- 
selves if they had the power. If we want to levy taxes upon the peo- 
pe of the District of Columbia, then let us abrogate the contract. 

t us say to them that we, although we own half of the property in 
the District and pay no taxes, will compel the city government to pay all 
of the taxes themselves; but at the same time that we make thatarrange- 
ment and abrogate the contract we entered into with them, let us go 
to the full extent of it and give them the power to elect their own rep- 
resentatives and control their own local affairs. But so long as we 
stand here in the attitude that we do towards the District there is one 
obligation upon us, to say the least; and since we claim to represent the 
legislative powers of the people of this District we ought to have the 
same regard for their sentiments that we would have for the senti- 
menis sr the people of any other locality over which we had exclusive 
control. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Letme ask the gentleman from South Carolina 
how this is to be paid, if there is no revenue in the Treasury and no 
authority to issne bonds. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That is a question on which the House must de- 
cide. I have no doubt that funds will be forthcoming. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Does the gentleman think it would be advisable 
to issue bonds? 


Mr. HEMPHILL. We do not propose to issue bonds; but if we 
make the appropriation and the money is not there it is not effective, 


that is all. 
But, as I was going to remark, the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia is not with the appropriation bill, and therefore we are 


not as well posted as to the financial condition of the District as we 
would be if we were in the position of the gentleman from - 
[Mr. CLEMENTS]. But $3,000 is not going to break the District of 
lumbia or the Government; and it is too small a mattes to consume all 
our time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending motion is exhausted. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I think this House would save time if it will pass a 
bill to take the doors from the vaults of the Treasury and allow ev 
man to go thereand help himself. [Applauseon the Democratic sided 
A gentleman here suggests they take the sides out, and that would be 
better. We have passed this morning 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. The sides or the insides? 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. We will take the inside out very soon. 

We passed this morning a bill voting $600,000 out of the Treasury 
for a park for this city, an unnecessary park. It is an unnecessary ap- 
propriation, and the is very close when every member upon this 
floor will have to face his constituency and give an account of his acts 
here. When he is asked to give an account of his acts by the men 
who contribute this money, it will not do for him to say that he has 
voted appropriations of money for parks for the District of Columbia 
and unnecessary bathing places. 5 — 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield fora 
question? ’ 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Are you in favor of the retèn- 
tion of parks in the city of Chicago, or was it a misapplication of money 
to buy them, and do you want to sell them? 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. The city of Chicago has a million in- 
habitants and it has 2,000 acres of parks. The eity of Washington 
has about 200,000 inhabitants, and has nearly 3,000 acres of parks. It 
has a thousand more acres than Ohicago now. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Where do they lie? 

Mr, TAYLOR, of Illinois, They lie all around. Look in your 
RECORD and you will see. i 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. There is nothing like the 
amount that the gentleman says. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. When we go to our constituents, the sol- 
diers, who are looking to us for pensions and pensions that are de- 
served, will not deem it a proper reply to them to say that we have not 
pensioned them, as we were com to vote for parks for the city of 
‘Washington and for bathing places. Therefore I desire to enter my 
protest here and now against this extravagant expenditure of money. 

Mr. McCREARY,. I desire to read the title of this bill. It is a 
bill establishing a free bathing beach on the Potomac River near the 
Washington Monument.“ 

Now, sir, if the patriots and statesmen who were active in having 
that grand monument erected were here to-day, in spirit or in person, 
they would certainly be filled with regret and surprise that a public 
bath-house was to be created or opened there under the shadow of the 
monument erected to the memory of the Father of his Country. Sir, 
while I am in favor of public bath-houses, while I am in favor of the 
people bathing and having every opportunity to bathe, I do not be- 
lieve the commissioners or the men intrusted with the selection of the 
place have made proper selection for these public bath-houses. Iam 
opposed to a public bath-house, as I said before, under the shadow of 
the Washington Monument. 

Wehave miles of river frontage around Washington. There are many 
places where these bath-houses may be provided for, but that spot and 
the park around the Monumentshould be held sacred to their memory, 
should be held to commemorate what the patriots and statesmen in- 
tended the Monument should commemorate when it was erected, and I 
enter my protestagainst the building of a public bath-houseat that point. 

Mr. SHIVELY. You are in favor of a public bath-house? 

Mr. McCREARY. Iso said. y 

Mr. SAWYER. I have felt as though my constituents had been 
wronged for a long time, but I have been unable to satisfy myself as to 
what the wrong was from which they suffered. I have just learned 
what it was. Wein Western New York have been taxed for years to 
furnish baths for the indigent poor in Arkansas somewhere. Now, I 
think that is all wrong, and I desire to enter my protest against it. 
The idea that in a time like this, when the soldiers are deman 
money and the farmers are crying for relief, they should be com 
to support baths in Arkansas for the indigent poor of that State! I 
think it is all wrong. But if it is proper to take the public money to 
furnish bath-rooms for the indigent poor of Arkansas, I ean see no rea- 
son why we can nottake a little bit of money to support a bath for the 
wealthy poor of the city of Washington. 

I can not see why it is not competent. And, Mr. Chairman, I think 
there is a great deal of force in another objection. The idea of . 
bathing under the shadow of the Monument reared to perpetuate 
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memory of Washington! It is wrong. But the difficulty is, I do not 
know where the boys or the grown men could go to take a bath where 
they would not be under the shadow of the Washington Monument. 
I do not see how it can be done. Now, I recollect reading that John 
Quincy Adams every morning, summer or winter, was in the habit of 
going down on the shores of the Potomac and taking a bath. Fortu- 
nately forthat good man the Monument had not been reared [laughter], 
so that he did not do that improper thing right under the influence 
and the inspiration of that grand Monument. [Laughter.] 

But, to be serious, the city of Washington can not have a place fora 
public bath unless Congress gives it the right to doso, and here are two 
or three hundred gentlemen, some of us with gray hairs, who dare not 
vote for this measure because, as one gentleman has said, we have got 
to go home and face our constituents.“ [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question? 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes, sir; six of them, if you please. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to ask the gentleman whether it is not 
also true that, notwithstanding the Washington Monument was not 
built at the time to which he refers, still the water in which Adams 
bathed himself flowed down past the burial place of Washington at 
Mount Vernon? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes; and I do not doubt that there were protests 
by gentlemen against it at that time, and I suppose that for allowing 
it to be done many of our predecessors were compelled toanswer to in- 
dignant constituents. [Laughter. ] : 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, the Committee 
on the District of Columbia are somewhat surprised at the opposition 
which has been made to this bill. In the first place, the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Rod ns] that it is outside of the 
province of Congress to legislate upon this matter has no foundation 
whatever. 

Mr. ROGERS. If the gentleman will permit, I did not state that. 
I distinctly announced the contrary. 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. I understood the gentleman to 
convey that idea. I accept his explanation and am very glad that he 
takes the proper ground, namely, that it is not only within the prov- 
ince, but it is the duty of Congress to legislate in this matter. It is 
the duty of Congress, under the Constitution, to exercise exclusive 
legislation for the District of Columbia, and whatever relates to the 
sanitary condition of that District comes within that purview. Now, 
it is the law of made by itself in its contract with the peo- 
ple of the District of Columbia, that it shall pay one-half the cost of 
the municipal government of this District. Therefore, when the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia proposes that something shall be 
done to provide bathing facilities in this community and Congress 
adopts that proposition, it is simply exercising its proper police power 
for the sanitary and moral welfare of the community. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. I have only five minutes, and if 
the gentleman will excuse me I shall be obliged to him. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Tell us about that contract.“ 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, a free bathing 
place for the community is a necessary regulation in every large com- 
munity. Why? Because unless it is provided the boys of the com- 
munity will take their own will to exercise that necessary prerogative 
of American youth. They will bathe in places that are exposed to the 
public, and therefore will become a nuisance. They will bathe in dan- 
gerous places, and therefore run the risk of their lives. In a letter 
from the United States engineer on this subject he says distinctly that 
it this bathing place is provided for the boys of this District it will 
save the lives of boys who are accustomed now to bathe in dangerous 
places on the Potomac, Thereſore your committee, in making this 

rovision, which is exceedingly small, are not only making provision 

or the hygienic benefit of the community, but they are making pro- 
vision to save the lives of the boys of this community. There has been 
during this session of Congress no more sensible proposition presented 
here, none more in line with the duty of Congress under the Constitu- 
tion than this little petty bill which calls for the enormous sum on the 
part ot the Government of $1,500. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I move that all debate upon 
this proposition be limited to one minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had already recognized the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. The Chair will next recognize the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] to make that motion. 

Mr. ROGERS, Mr. Chairman, nothing is to be gained in debate by 
8 I stated as distinctly as I could state any proposi- 

on— 
{ Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. I trust the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas will not intimate that I have 3 I withdrew 
the ronek which I had made and gave him the full benefit of his own 
remark. 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman need not apprehend any trouble. I 
was about to say that nothing is to be gained in debate by misrepre- 
sentation. I distinctly stated that the Congress of the United States 
had all the power over the District of Columbia that the State and Fed- 
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eral Governments combined could exercise over a State. I could not 
put the case any stronger than that. 

We therefore have the power to do this thing if we choose to do it. 
I do not deny that. I think myself it would be good pary to havea 
bathing place here. I do not dispute that. But I think that this city, 
like all other cities, ought to pay for its bathing places if it wants to 
have them. And, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mur. HEMPHILL) was equally unfortunate in his allusion, for if, as he 
said, the Congress of the United States has made this compact by which 
weare bound to pay half the cost of all these things and the District the 
other half, and if we are going to embark in this class of legislation, 
we had better alter the compact; and if we made it I suppose we have 
a right to alter it. When we start to legislate for pleasure resorts, for 
base-ball grounds, and tennis grounds, and bathing grounds—when we 
enter that domain of legislation we had better modify the contract, 
and then these people will not want so much of this legislation when 
they find they have to pay for it. 

I agree with my friend from Illinois that Chicago paid for her parks 
and undoubtedly Philadelphia has paid for her parks, and the Federal 
Government does not pay for either of them. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I would like to know why we should provide 
baths for ourselves at the public expense and refuse them to the poor 
people of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ROGERS, As that was done, perhaps, during the gentleman's 
term of service and before I came here, he can answer the question as 
easily as I can, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. We came here together. 

Mr. ROGERS, I did not assist in providing for it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Neither did J; but you have voted every session 
since you came here to maintain these bathing accommodations. 

Mr. ROGERS. And I presume you have. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I have. 

Mr, ROGERS. Now, you have gained no information, and you did 
not expect any. 

So far as my friend from New York is concerned, some years ago I 
had occasion to go down to Hot Springs to deliver a speech. I was 
struck with the remarkable character of the audience. When I got 
through I inquired of a friend of mine, Where are these people from?” 
„Well,“ said he, about three-fourths of them are from New York, a 
large sprinkling from Chicago, some from Philadelphia, some from al- 
most everywhere else, and a few from Arkansas.“ I do not know just 
what attracted these New York people there, unless it was the peculiar 
characteristics of the water, and if that is true I think the gentleman 
from New York owes the Government a debt of gratitude above all oth- 
ers, as about three-fourths of the visitors to the Hot Springs were re- 
puted to have come from that State. [Laughter.] 

Seriously, Mr. the Government, I believe, is now deriv- 
ing from this Hot Springs property in Arkansas—a valuable property, 
worth, perhaps, a couple of millions of dollars—an annual inne of 
about $30,000; and when it is deriving profit to that extent, it might 
very well afford to be a little liberal towards the poor who come there 
from various quarters—not from Arkansas in any considerable num- 
bers, but largely from all over the world. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the form which this bill ought to take in order 
to do what is just and right would be simply this: First, having fixed 
upon the selection of the ground, the power ought to be conferred upon 
the commissioners of the District to appropriate a given sum of money 
for the specific purpose indicated, to be paid out of the District funds— 
not out of the Treasury of the Government. 

If we would We that policy in regard to bills of this kind, the 
people here would begin to draw the line in regard to these matters of 
embellishment and pleasure which they now advocate here so earnestly 
and memorialize Congress to adopt. That would beasaferule. In mat- 
ters of purely business import—the improvement of the streets, the 
support of the public schools, the ordinary charities—everything that 
ought to be done by every evilized community, no one, I think has any 
objection to treating the District of Columbia as liberally as we treat 
anybody else or to paying our proportionate share of the expense under 
the arrangement we have adopted, because the Government is a large 
property-holder. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON]. 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I yield the floor to the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEon]. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, this is the common council of 
the city of Washington now in session here, the only common council 
that the District has. If this city is to have a public bathing-house, it 
must be provided for by Congress, because there is no other govern- 
mental authority adequate to make provisions for it. I believe there 
is scareely any large city of the United States that has not provided 
some place where the public may resort for the purpose of enjoying 
free baths. As suggested a few moments by the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL], the members and oper’ of the 
House and Senate are provided with free baths at the public expense. 

Now, Isubmit that probably all of us could go to some other place 
to provide ourselves with baths; but the law-making power has seen 
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fit—from time memorial, so far as I know—to provide in this Capitol 
baths for the members and employés of the two Houses. 

It was said a great while ago that ‘‘ cleanliness is next to godliness.” 
In other words, make a man clean outwardly and in some you 
make him clean inwardly as well. Iam inclined to think it is a good 
thing to provide a decent place where the boys of the District of Co- 
lumbia ean go and wash and be clean, If the Father of his Country 
were to-day upon the top of the Washington Monument looking down 
from that height and should see the boys of the Capital city that bears 
his name washing themselves and making themselves more decent in 
the waters of the Potomac, if that could be done in its present condi- 
tion, I do not believe he would suffer any pangs in any way from the 
spectacle. On the contrary,from what I know of the character of that 
great and venerated man, I believe he would be pleased tosee the boys 
of this Capital enjoying that privilege in the only place where it can be 
enjoyed; for there is no other beach accessible within the city limits. 
They can not go to Rock Creek; that is a sewer; and from there down 
to the public grounds there is no place available for public baths, 

But without detaining the committee, it seems to me that the argu- 
ments urged here against this bill have no weight. They would have 
none if used in the council chamber of New York, or Boston, or Phila- 
delphia. Wesit here as the municipal government of the city of Wash- 
ington. If this is a proper object it is becoming that we should pro- 
vide forit, and itseems to me the Committee on the District of Columbia 
has done well in reporting this bill. I hope it will pass, and I trust 
that the boys of Washington will thus have the same privileges that 
boys in other cities of the Republic enjoy. 

Mr. CHEADLE addressed the Chair. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I desire to move to close debate. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair recognized the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania a moment ago for that p . He will ize him agai 
immediately after the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADCE] has 

ken. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, this House has to-day voted the 
entire product of 40,000 acres of wheat at 20 bushels to the acre and at 
75 cents a bushel to pay one-half of the expense of purchasing as a public 
park for this city property which is assessed for taxable purposes at only 
$319,000. i 

It is now proposed to have the General Government defray one-half 
of the expenses for the constraction of proper bathing grounds for the 
city of Washington. I want to say to the gentleman in charge of this 
bill that there is no object lesson that can make strict constructionists 
of the Constitution so rapidly as an unwarranted and unconstitutional 
proposition to tax the people of this Government for the purpose of 
maintaining bath-houses for the citizens of the District of Columbia. 
And I am astonished, Mr. Chairman, when I consider the wealth of 
this city and the number of public-spirited people who are supposed 
to live here, that the valuable time of this Congress should be used to 
consider a proposition of this character. It is an insult to those great 
and weighty questions which affect the people of this Government, and 
that are not considered because the time of Congress is taken up in the 
consideration of such propositions as this. 

It is true, Mr. Chairman, that the Government proposed, in a com- 
pact some years ago, to defray one-half of the expenses of the city gov- 
ernment, butit isalso true that such matters as this were never thought 
of at that time or in that connection. Itis enough for us to know that 
the tax rate in Washington is less than in any other city on this con- 
tinent of equal population, because the Government contributes one- 
half of the expense, and we ought to draw the line at some point, and 
certainly there is no better one than at this unwarranted appropria- 
tion on the part of the General Government for the benefit of the citi- 
zens of the District of Columbia. I hope the substitute offered by the 
gentleman from Michigan will prevail and the appropriation will be 
paid exclusively out of the taxes of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I move that all debate on this 
bill and the amendments thereto to be limited to one minute. 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to send up an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are two pending amendments. The mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania will not preclude the gentle- 
5 from Kentucky from offering amendments, but simply limits the 

ebate. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. ATKINSON, of Penn- 
sylvania, to limit debate, it was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on agreeing to the substi- 
tute proposed by the gentleman from Michigan for the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois, which substitute will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike outsectioy Zand insert the following: "That the sum of $3,000 is hereby 
8 from the revenues of the District of Columbia to be immediately 
ayailable for the purposes of this bill.“ 

The substitute was adopted. ; 

The amendment as amended was adopted. 

Mr. McCREARY. I now offer a further amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A : * 
eee 1 by adding the following Provided, That the publicbathing 


g-houses shall not be within one thousand yards of the 
Washington Monument,” 
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Mr..McCREARY. In to this amendment 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been limited by order of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. McCREARY. Not on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania ie that all debate upon the bill and pending amendments should 
be limited. ` 

Mr. McCREARY. But my amendment was not pending at that 


time, 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Then I hope the amendment 
will be again read and I will ask for a vote. 

The amendment was reported. . 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is that debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been limited by order of the com- 
mittee, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I simply wanted to know if there was any other 
place, outside of 1,000 yards, available. I do not know of any. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. McCREARyY, the 
committee divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes 46, 

Mr. McCREARY. LI ask for tellers. 

Mr. BLAND. There is no quorum and we must have tellers, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. McCreary and Mr. Moore, of New Hampshire, were appointed 
tellers, 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 37, 
noes 62. 

So, no farther count being demanded, the amendment was rejected. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


SPECIAL-ASSESSMENT CERTIFICATES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I now call up for consideration 
the bill (H. R. 5401) for the relief of District of Columbia special-as- 
sessment certificates, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask unanimous consent to substitute Senate 
bill 2630, which is identical with the House bill, and consider that. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia and 
their successors are hereby authorized and directed to receive and audit all 
claims that may be presented to them by holders of ener lien cer- 
tificate, scrip, or stock issued by the government of the District of Columbia or 
former municipal corporations in said District, whether on account of paving or 
other special or local rovements or general taxes, in cases where the security 
for the payment of such certificates, scrip, or stock has been impaired or de- 
stroyed by action of Congress, the courts, the government of the District of 
Columbia, or former municipal corporations in said District, or where such cer- 
tificates, scrip, or stock has been issued upon property exempt by law from tax, 
or are or hereafter may 
the property in respect of which they were issued. And said commi. oners 
and their successors are hereby authorized to hear and determine all such 
claims, and to issue to the person or persons found entitled tothe relief 
drawback certificates for the amounts respectively found to be due them on 
such certificates, scrip, or stock, including interest thereon as therein specified, 
to the date of this act. 

Sbg. 2, That the drawback certificates herein provided for shall be receivable 
for all arrears of general taxes due and unpaid on and prior to the 30th day of 
June next preceding the issue thereof. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say to the com- 
mittee, in explanation of this bill, that these certificates referred to 
here are lien certificates, issued under authority of law, upon the ad- 
jacent property along the public streets upon which improvements 
have been made. That was alien by law upon the property. Con- 
gress then by subsequent legislation took the lien off this property, 
relieved the property from the lien of the certificate obligations in 
some cases; and, by passing other acts retroactive in their effect reliev- 
ing church property, school property, and other classes of property of 
that kind, they have taken away from the original holders the lien 
which they had. This is simply a bill authorizing the District com- 
missioners to investigate these cases and issue to these holders what 
are known as drawback certificates, which may be paid in for taxes 
from time to time. 

The total amount estimated will not exceed $40,000 to $45,000; and 
the holders of these certificates have lost their liens, not through any 
neglect of their own, but simply because when the property has been 
relieved from taxation by Congress, or where the property has come 
into the possession of the United States Government for any purpose, 
of course these certificates have become valueless, and this is to enable 
these people to get their money back by paying these in the shape of 
taxes. > 


If there is no further information desired and if there are no ques» 
tions to be asked, I will ask for a favorable report upon the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I move that the committee now 
rise and report these bills to the House. 

Mr. ELLIS. Before that is done I ask consideration of the bill 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I will yield to the gentleman 
to have that bill considered, but I first wanted to have the two bills 
that have been passed in committee passed in the House. - 


e, from such or any cause, not enforceable inst 
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Mr. ELLIS. Then I will withdraw the bill for the present. 

The motion that the committee rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BURROWS having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. PERKINS re that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration eertain bills reported by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and had directed him to report the same to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


PUBLIC BATHING BEACH ON POTOMAC RIVER. 


The first bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the bill 
(H. R. 7056) to establish a public bathing beach on the Potomac River 
near the Washington Monument. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read as follows: 

Amend Aud striking out all of section 2 and inserting the following: 

“Seo. 2. That the sum of $3,000 is, hereby appropriated from the revenues of 
the District of Columbia, to — for the purposes of this bill.“ 

Mr. ROGERS. I do not know what the rule on that subject is, but 
I should like to have the bill reported 

Mr. BUCKALEW. The word bill“ ought to be act in the 
amendment just read. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. If there be no objection, that change 
will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ROGERS. I want the bill read. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. ROGERS. If I could get the attention of the gentleman from 
Pennsyvania, I want to suggest to him, by unanimous consent, to change 
the first line of the bill. It says, “the commissioners are instructed.’’ 

I desire to change it so that it will read that the commissioners are 
hereby authorized and itted.“ 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then I ask unanimous consent to amend the bill 
in that way. 

The amendment was 

The amendment reported ies the Committee of the Whole was 
agreed to. 

ae bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; 

mere, 5 grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

1 ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by 

Which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA SPECIAL-ASSESSMENT CERTIFICATES, 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the bill 
(S. 2630) for the relief of holders of District of Columbia spectal-assess- 
ment certificates, and for other purposes, without amendment. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
en it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 

sider be ‘aid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER tempore. If there be no objection, the bill (H. 
R. 5401) corresponding with the Senate bill will be laid on the table. 
The Chair hears no objection, and it will be so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
8 of bills reported from the Committee on the District of 

lumbia. 

The SPEAKER pro pgs le Pending that, the Chair desires tolay 
some matters before the 


ENROLLED BILES SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re ed 
that that committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (S. 2714) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Aurora, in the State of Illinois; 

A bill 8 2144) granting a pension to Edmund T. Spotswood; 

A bill (S. 1717) granting a pension to Mrs. Harriet Dada Emens, 
formerly Miss Hattie A. Dada; 

A bill (S. 821) granting a pension to Mary Pollock; 

A bill (S. 1293) for the relief of Charles F. Bowers; and 

A bill (8. 404) granting a pension to William Clawson. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheCommittee on Military Affairs re- 

port back the bill Ti R. 2941) for the relief of Samuel Lancaster, as 

g improperly referred to that committee, and ask that it be referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. If there be no objection, it will be 
£0 referred. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


. ~ ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The motion of Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole was then agreed to 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. PERKINSin the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is inCommittee of the Whole for the 
oe cot of bills reported from the Committee on the District of 

um 


RAILROAD SIDING ON VIRGINIA AVENUE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I call up for consideration the 
bill (H. R. 7795) for the relief of certain property-owners in the city of 
oe D, C., and yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 

LIS 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Let Loe Polydor be of square east of square 643 be, 


and they are hereb; 
ing a raliroad sid eG 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 7795) for the relief of certain 8 in the city of Washing - 
ton, 3 of Columbia, have — e same and think it ought to bo- 
come a law. 


This bill was sent to the commiasioners of =e District with request for advice 
concerning it and they made reply favorin 

The lots named in the bill are in a part of t * where real estate is not high- 
priced and the owners of same can best and most fully enjoy and use it only by 
exercise of the grapts which this bill provides. 

The committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. ELLIS. If no one wishes to discuss the bill I will move that it 
ba mug aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommen- 
on. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wonld like to know something 
about that bill. 
Mr. BLAND. The bill has not been read hy paragraph or section 
for amendment. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks there is but one sec- 
tion, and that has been read. 
Mr. BLAND. I hope this committee will not allow that bill to be 


laid aside until it shall have been considered. I see that we are asked 
to permit the Pennsylvania Railroad Com pany to take possession of a 
large tract of land tlft it holds now, and whenever it wants to come 
into this city it is to be at liberty to take any property it sees proper 
from the Government, and we are to permit the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad to have the right under the general statutes to condemn all 
the land they want, and to take possession of the city of Washington 
and the District of Columbia ad libitum. This is to pass this commit- 
tee without objection, I suppose. I hope gentlemen will explain that 
bill and let us see what it 

- Mr. ELLIS. I wish to state to the gentleman from Missouri that 
he is entirely mistaken in reference to the character of this bill. 

Mr. BLAND, Mr. Chairman, I have just sent for a copy of the bill 
of the kind I described, and I supposed this was it. It may be that I 
misapprehended the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill again 
for the information of the House. 

Mr. BLAND. I came into the Hall du the reading of the latter 
part of the bill, and I find that it is not the bill I thought it was. 
This is a bill I know nothing about. 

Mr. ELLIS, I will say for the information of the gentleman from 
Missouri that it is an unimproved lot belonging to private parties, which 
lies along the line of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad. It is in a 

of the city where the property is of comparatively small value, and 
is useless except as that class of property may be utilized for the pur- 
pose of lumber and coal yards. To enable the owners of this property 
to so use it is the only object of this bill. The owners of this property 
desire to be permitted to use it, so as to derive some advantage from it, 
and without his legislation they can not. They want to lay a switch 
in connection with the railroad, so that they may establish lumber and 
coal yards on the property. That is all there is in this bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky if he knows where this square is. 

Mr. ELLIS. Ido. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Where is it, then? 

Mr. ELLIS. In the neighborhood of Tiber Creek. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Is it east of Four-and-a-half street? 

Mr. ELLIS. I am net sufficiently advised to inform the gentleman; 
but I can say that I have a map here which shows where it is located. 
It is on the banks of the Tiber Creek or near the bank of that creek. 
It is in the vicinity where nearly all the property-holders use their 

property for coal and lumber yards and other like purposes. 

— — HILL. Will the gentleman permit a question? Is this to au- 

perty-owners to construct a switch over their own land? 

. lr. EA This This is to authorize them to construct a switch into 
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their own lot and to connect it with the railroad. It was that 
the District commissioners had the right to grant this privilege, but 
that is now doubted. This bill was referred to the commissioners o 
the District for their opinion as to whether or not it would be ee 
to grant this privilege, and they have recommended that it be granted. 

Mr. HILL. Will thisswitch run over gut belonging to the United 
States? 

Mr. ELLIS. It will not; except that it will cross a street on which 
there is already a railroad located. 

Mr. PICKLER. What street? 

Mr. ELLIS. Virginia avenue. 

Mr. HILL. At the grade? 

Mr. ELLIS. Les, sir. 

Mr. HILL. Then what is there to prevent the railroad making con- 
nection with the switch? 

Mr. ELLIS. The railroad company can not groty consent to cross 
the publicstreet. That is the very question involved, the one that 
makes the of this bill necessary. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
mendation that it do pass. 


GIRLS’ REFORM SCHOOL, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. I call up the 
bill (H. R. 5967) to vide for the of a site and the erection 
of buildings fora girls’ reform school of the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

enacted, cic., That th f $50,000 be, and the same is, iated, - 
one moneys in ‘the 9 ropriated, tor Tho purpose of 8 
enabling the commissioners of the District of Columbia to umbia to purchase a s a = — 
en buildings for the Girls’ Reform School 
fe 
Sec. 2. That no more than $50,000 e penta rer That oi te with 


that thereafter the commissioners.of 
mates for the 6272707070707. as in the case of other reformatory 
institutions in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, at the last Con- 
gress a bill was passed authorizing the establishment of a girls’ reform 
school. It was contemplated that this school should perform for the 
girls the same e N that the Boys’ Reform School performs for the 
boys of this District. As vou all doubtless know, there is a flourishing 
reform school for boys in this District, which we believe has been the 
means of accomplishing great good. "After the passage of the bill in 
the Jast Congress establishing a girls’ reform school, it was expected 
that the Committee on Appropriations would make an appropriation to 
put this institution on its feet. This expectation, however, was not real- 
ized,and no appropriation for this purpose was made. The Committee on 
the District of Columbia, believing that this school should be established, 
having assurances from the highest possible sources that the school is 
ended here in this city, now come before you with this bill appropriat- 
ing for this purpose the sum of $75,000. The testimony in relation to 
the importance of establishing this school is from the District commis- 
sioners, from the superintendent of the police, from the judges of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia, and from the judge of the 
police court of the District. 

The judges of the supreme court say, under date of March 3, 1890, 
that they— 


of the opinion that 
vely demanded, rr 


trolled and discipl: 
education, learn to work, and to acqui 
elsewhere have proved successfi 


Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHEADLE. There is now no reform school in this District for 

girls, I understand? 

TH ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Not for girls. There is a very 
excellent reform school for boys. I desire to say further to the com- 
mittee that I conceived it to be my duty to examine the facilities that 


this District has for the detention, punishment, and reformation of 


women that are convicted of petty offenses in the police or other courts, 
I visited the work-house the other day and I found that, while the ac- 
commodations there may be sufficient for the adult women that are 
sent down, they are quite insufficient for the youngerones. Girls when 
committed are brought into contact with the worst of their sex, and it 
coh tet ashes ruin for them to be sent there to be exposed to such 
associations. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquireof the gentle- 
man why the committee raised the sum from 850, 000 to $75,000. 3 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Because it was supposed that 
$50,000 was not sufficient. The first ition was to buy an old 
house and improve and change it so as to make it suitable for this pur- 
pose, but on consideration it seemed to be better to buy land and erect 
a structure from the foundation, which we should know would be suit- 
able for the purpose in view, and on that ground the appropriation was 
to be increased. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire, if not too late—and I think it is not—to 
make a point of order upon this bill. I did not know what the bill 
was Se ee ane PAREDE E it. It is purely and simply an ap- 
propriation bill, and I d that this committee has any power 
originate a billof that kind. It seems to me that the bill is subject 
the point of order. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will you hear dis- 
cussion upon the point of order? 

Mr. CANNON. The point is simply this: That all estimates for the 
support of the General Government and the government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia were referred by the House to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, not to the Committee on the District of Columbia, In- 
stead of offering an amendment to the District appropriation bill, it has 
suited the purpose of the District Committee to volunteer to bring in a 
separate appropriation bill for a separate object. I did not notice it 
until the gentleman commenced his remarks, when I sent for a copy of 
the bill, and I find it is purely on appropriation bill, of which this com- 
mittee has no jurisdiction whatever. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Will my friend from Illinois allow me 
a question ? 


Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Suppose the point of order is sustained, 
what I want to know from my friend is whether his committee will 
bring in a bill to cover this case? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, now, I will say to my friend 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mi The mere statement of the fact that there 
is not now such an institution as this in the District is a sufficient and 
ample argument for its immediate erection. TheStateof Michigan has 
iad a aeiio this kind for years, and the happy results that have 
flowed from it ean not be estimated in dollars and cents. Certainly 
the District of Columbia is one hundred years behind the times if it tas 
no reformatory school for young girls, an institution designed to save 
them from destruction. Certainly if the point of order is well taken 
(a matter in regard to which I have not much doubt) I hope my friend 
from Illinois will see to it that a bill providing for this object is brought 
in, that we may have an opportunity to act on it and pass it. 

Mr. CANNON. In reply to the remarks of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan upon the merits of this proposition, I will say that the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill the House with liberal provisions 
for the charities of the District—as liberal, I think, as those made for 
any city that I know of in the United States, possibly more liberal. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Will my friend allow me to read two lines from 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill as passed by the House? 


For raising magazine building two stories, and constructing an addition 
thereto, and fitting it for female work-house, $20,000. 


And the appropriation has been increased in the Senate to $25,000. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. That is allright; the provision 
there is fora work-house. This bill is for a reform school, quite a 
different thing. The object is to take euan from the work-house 
and put them under such influences as will be thrown around them in 
a reform school. The appropriation to which the gentleman from 
acd pite: CLEMENTS] refers does not cover the purpose contemplated 
by this bi 

Mx. ALLEN, of Michigan. May I ask the acting chairman of the 
District Committee whether it is not the intention of this bill to save 
young girls, not hardened criminals who would besent toa work-ho 
but girls who need this home for their protection and safety? 

Mr. 2 of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Such an institution is worth more in 
= cents and in every other respect than a hundred Rock Creek 
par 

Mr. ROGERS. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. CAN- 
Nox], the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, what his 
point of order is. 

Mr. CANNON. My point issimply this: This report shows that the 
bill incorporating the Girls’ Reform School became a law July 9, 1888, 
and this bill is in the nature of supplemental legislation upon the sub- 


Jech the supplemental legislation being, when you examine the bill 
th the amendments, 


nothing more nor less than an iation to 
eee the taiag AW. Naw, my point is that the Committee on 
the District of Columbia has no jurisdiction given to it by reference 
from this House over matters of ap: iation. 
Mr. ROGERS. Let me ask the gentleman whether, as a matter of 
fact, the bill we are now considering was introduced and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


i 
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Mr. CANNON. Possibly so. 

Mr. HEARD. You know it was. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not. 

Mr. HEARD. The bill itself shows it. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, what if it does? 

Mr. ROGERS. I will state, if the gentleman will permit —— 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman from Illinois 
has concluded his remarks in relation to the point of order, I would like 
to be heard. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. ROGERS. I was in the act of answering the gentleman from 
Illinois myself. According to the rules under which we are operating, 
where a bill has been referred, whether erroneously or otherwise, to 
any committee of the House, three modes are pointed out for the cor- 
rection of the reference, if erroneous. Of these three modes, which 
may be adopted on any day immediately after the reading of the Jour- 
nal, one is by unanimous consent, another by the action of the com- 
mittee to which the bill has been referred, and still another on motion 
of the committee to which the bill should have been sent; and if the 
error of reference is not corrected in that way it can not be corrected 
at all after the committee has acted on the bill, placed it on the Cal- 
endar, and had it referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CASWELL, That is the same point which was ruled on the 
other day. 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes, it is the same point which was ruled upon on 
Saturday. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I wish to say that I adopt the 
statement made by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] as my 
argument, calling attention, however, to the facts in this case. This 
bill having been referred to our committee and not having been claimed 
by the Committee on Appropriations, our committee having exercised 
the jurisdiction conferred upon it by virtue of the reference by the 
House, having considered and reported the bill, and the bill having 
gone on the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House without 
any objection from the Committee on Appropriations, and now being 
before the Committee of the Whole, I take it that it is too late to make 
this point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. This point of order, as the Chair understands, 
was made after the Committee of the Whole had entered upon the con- 
sideration of the bill. Therefore the Chair is disposed to overrule it 
on the ground that it comes-too late. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think the Chair is right on the ground stated, 
and on the farther ground which might have been stated, the ground 
taken by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to suggest that as a further 
consideration. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But the point of order made by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] ought certainly to be held good to the ex- 
tent at least of inducing the Committee of the Whole to strike this ap- 
propriation from the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. That isa matter to be addressed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole by way of argument and is not a point of order to 
be considered by the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON. A single word, Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON]. 

I want the attention of the committee for a few moments touching 
this proceeding. The rules of the House are intended manifestly for 
the convenience of the House. The Chair has just ruled that this point 
of order comes too late, we having proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill. Now, what are the facts? The facts are these 

Mr. ROGERS. Before the gentleman proceeds will he be kind 
N ee to state the matter before the committee? I do not know what 

t 
Mr. CANNON. Certainly. — 

If I can have the attention of the committee for a few moments I 
will state the proposition pending. It seems that a bill incorporating 
the Girls’ Reform School became a law July 9, 1888, This seems to 
be a bill appropriating $75,000 to carry out that law. The rule cre- 
ating the District of Columbia Committee refers to that committee all 
matters of legislation touching the District of Columbia, and that is all 
it does refer to it. The rule creating the Nee Committee 
refers to it all matters of appropriation, and all appropriations for the 
District of Columbia go properly to that committee. 

In December last this House passed the District of Columbia appro- 
priation bill, and the voice of the gentleman from Pennsylvania was 
silent by way of amendment touching this item. That bill went to 
the Senate and there it was amended by adding some six or seven 
hundred thousand dollars to it, and the billis now pending in a confer- 
ence committee. 

Now, somebody introduces this bill appropriating the sum of $75,000 


and sends it, not in open House, but through the box, to the District 


of Columbia Committee. It is reported back favorably and is now up 
for consideration. The first knowledge that I had of any such bill— 
and I judge what is true of myself is true also of every other mem- 
ber except the members of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia—the first knowledge that I had was when the bill was called up for 


conel eration this morning; and after it had been read or as soon as 


Mr, BLOUNT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask if the appropriations for this charity 
the estimates for it—were referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CANNON. I am not aware that the estimate in tins cular - 
case was. But all matters of appropriation touching the et of 
Columbia were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and this, 
too, if it was incorporated in the estimates, as I presume it was. Ifit 
was not in the estimates, the law providing for the Reform School, it 
was perfectly competent for any member of the committee or for any 
men r of the House to move to amend the bill when it was before the 

ouse. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not ask by way of argument, but because I 
presumed that the Committee on Appropriations, having charge of the 
District of Columbia appropriations, would most likely have received 
this estimate if it had been made. I presume, of course, it would have 


me there. 

Bye CANNON: Now, gentlemen can see at once that if you have 

ous committees on appropriations and they perform their function 
all members of the House know just where to look for that kind of 
legislation; but if, in the mean time, notwithstanding the rules of the 
House—I will not say surreptitiously, but it amounts to that— these 
bills are to be referred to various committees and you in that way have 
every committee an appropriation committee, then you can not any- 
thing about your expenditures, What, then, is the condition at this 
time? By the recommendation of the House and Senate this day ap- 
roa have passed either the House or the Senate and are in con- 
erence that exhaust all the revenues of the District of Columbia and 
amount to over a half million dollars more. Yet they come in with 
this bill and propose to add $75,000 to the other amounts. 

It may be that this is more important than some of the items of 
the appropriation bill, but it is proper that they should all be consid- 
ered in that bill and that these appropriations should not be passed in 
this way. Otherwise you can not tell where the money is to come 
from to meet the appropriations when they are made, and if this bill 
passes there will not be one single cent of the revenues of the District to 
pay it, Therefore, I hope, as the point of order came too late, that the 
bill will not be passed. Let the matter be treated in the proper way 
by the proper committee that has the knowl or is chargeable with 
the knowledge, as to what the income is and what the outgo should be. 

Mr. BUCHANAN , of New Jersey. Will the gentleman answer a 
question ? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly, if I can do so. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I ask purely for information. 

Mr, CANNON. Certainly, I will answer it if I can. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Is the one-half million deficiency 
you apoak of independent of the park bill that was passed a little while 


ago 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; independent of the park bill that was passed 
a little while ago; and it the park bill takes any money out of the 
Treasury (I did not vote for it, and I do not believe it will take any 
money out of the Treasury, but if it does) or if this bill now under con- 
sideration takes any money out of the Treasury, it is an appropriation 
without $1 to meet it. Now, if it is the will of Congress to pass these 
bills appropriating these moneys, then running along with them, by 
way of amendment, let us levy additional taxes to get the money. 
Gentlemen may talk about the unfortunate classes in the District. 
They will still be unfortunate, notwithstanding you have passed this 
bill unless you provide the revenue. 

I want to add a word about charities in this District, and then I am 
done. In the District of Columbia bill, for the Reform School, for work- 
houses, for the Freedmen’s Hospital, for Providence Hospital, for Gar- 
field Hospital, for the Homeopathie Hospital, for the Little Sisters of 
the Poor, for the Orphan Asylum, and for other charities which do not 
now occur to me, simply splendid, useful, and I might say magnificent 
provisions have been made for such charities all along the line. 

I was not chargeable with the District appropriation bill as a mem- 
ber of the subcommittee, although I am a member of the Committee 
on Appropriations; but the gentlemen who did prepare that bill, from 
the examination I made of it, were liberal as well as humane in their 
recommendations for charities all along the line. In my opinion this 
bill ought not to pass, unless you pass it with an amendment levying 
an additional tax to meet this expenditure. 

Mr. ROGERS and Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire, addressed the 
Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
New Hampshire, who is a member of the committee, and then will rec- 
ognize the gentleman from Arkansas, 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. I desire to say on behalf of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia that at no time when this bill 
has been under consideration has any 3 been made that the 
committee was trenching on the provinee of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. This bill was referred to the committee after the appropria- 
tion bill for the District of Columbia had been presented to this House 
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and passed. It came to us in the ordinary way, was introduced by a 
responsible member of this House, referred to the committee, and has 
been more fully considered by the committee than any bill that has been 
before it. The reasons that necessitate or call for this bill and this ap- 
propriation are simply appalling in their character. 

ow, assuming that we have not interfered with the duties of the 
Committee on Appropriations, I want to state briefly and succinctly to 
this House the condition of things that exists in this city to-day. 

Last year there were eight hundred females brought before the munie- 
ipal court of this city and sentenced to the work-house. Of that num- 
ber there were one hundred and thirty-five below the age of sixteen 
years. They were all put in the work-house, where there is no separa- 
tion whatever; where those old in crime and old in vice are broughtin 
close contact with those who are there for their first offense. The old 
and the young are huddled together, as any member of this House can 
see who will visit the work-house in the city of Washington. I visited 
that work-house the other day and made a careful examination. I had 
brought before me a good many of the youngest members of that work- 
house, and the statement which the superintendent made to me was of 
such a character that it will not bear repetition on this floor. I say to 
the members of this House that the condition of things is such there 
that it is not only a disgrace and a wrong and a crime to this city, but 
itisa ce and a wrong and a crime to this nation. I venture to 
say that there is not a condition of things existing anywhere in any of 
the great cities of this country such as exists in the work-house with 

to those who are carried there in this city of Washington. It 
is simply appalling. I did not know that such could be done in a civ- 
ilized community. Now, how long is this condition of things to con- 
tinue? The Committee on Appropriations has made no move. They 
have never put one dollar in the appropriation bill; and it was put in 
here, too, prematurely, to meet this extraorai case. Your commit- 
tee have acted in perfectly good faith, without any idea of interfering 
with the Committee on Appropriations, 

Now, it can be deferred longer and this appalling condition of things 
continued Jonger in this ae: uk if it does continue and if nothing is 
done to separate the female criminal classes of this city, then I say 
that the downfall of more than one and more than a score of the chil- 
dren of this city will lie at the doors of Congress, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RoGERS addressed the Chair. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. 
this bill be limited to five minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask the attention of the gentleman from Illinois, 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations —— 

Mr. HEARD. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will not 
ask that debate be closed in five minutes. 


{ move that all debate on 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I would like to have debate. 


limited to some time. 

Mr. HEARD. I wish to submit some observations on this bill my- 
self. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Then I will make it ten min- 
utes, and yield five minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas and five 
minutes to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BLOUNT.. I hope debate will not be limited. 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope this will not be taken out of my time. 

I think that this is a proper occasion, Mr. Chairman, after the ob- 
servations made by my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], to invite 
his attention to the necessity for a change in this rule. To my mind 
this is the best legislation coming from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. It commends itself to my mind more than any bill your 
committee have presented. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Irise toa question of order, and 
that is that the gentleman is not addressing himself to the subject be- 
fore the committee. [Cries of Oh!“ 

Mr. ROGERS. If my friend from Pennsylvania had listened he 
would have known that the very last remark I made was in commenda- 
tion of his committee for peene this bill. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, It deserves commendation 
where it is right. 

Mr. ROGERS. I remarked, and for the benefit of the gentleman I 
I say again, that I had just stated that to my mind this bill com- 
mended itself more strongly to me than any other piece of legislation 
that has recently come from that committee. i 

Now, I wanted to say this to my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
in this connection. The observations which he has made illustrate 
the attitude in which we are placed. Early in the session that matter 
was illustrated when the Committee on Territories assumed the crea- 
tion and the organization of Oklahoma Territory, and in the exercise 
of that power, under a bill which they brought in here, they took 
charge, not only of the whole Indian Territory, but also introduced pro- 
visions involving the jurisdiction of the Federal courts in these States, 
but we were unable, under the provisions of our rules, to raise a point 
of order against these provisions of the bill. Finally, before we reached 
the stage where we could have raised the point of order if the rules 
had permitted it, the bill was taken away from the Committee of the 
Whole by order of the House and the opportunity never arose. Under 


XXI——333 


another rule fixing the jurisdiction over private claims from time to 
time references of bills have been made to committees which had no 
jurisdiction of the subjects. 

For example, bills inyolving private claims have been referred im- 
properly to the Committeeon the Judiciary. That committee, in good 
faith to the House, have uniformly reported those bills back and had 
an order made that they be sent to the Committee on Claims or to the 
appropriate committee, whatever it might be. But if this committee 
which now reports this bill, in the exercise of a perfect jurisdiction and 
for a commendable object, had embraced in it a provision for the con- 
struction of a public building, a bill for that pur, first having been 
erroneously referred to it, there is no time under our present rules 
where the point of order could be raised against such a provision. 

Now, will not my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] stop for a mo- 
ment and consider whether or not sound legislation, good government, 
the avoidance of confusion, and the preservation of that condition of 
things which will enable a parliamentary body to know where they are, 
what their chart is, where they are sailing, what they are doing, do not 
require a change? Will not the gentleman take it upon himself to in- 
vite the attention of the Committee on Rules to the third paragraph of 
Rule XXII and try to have these rules of ours so modified that when 
any committee have undertaken to exercise jurisdiction over a subject- 
matter referred to them inadvertently or erroneously, and that matter 
has come back into the House, there shall be some stage of the proceed- 
ing, either in the House orin Committee of the Whole, when a point of 
order may be raised and the error corrected? 

It seems to me that this suggestion which I make to my friend from 
Illinois [Mr. CAN NOx] is in the interest of economy, in the interest of 
sound legislation, in the interest of good goyernment, in the interest 
of the correct disposition of the public business, and points out the 
only means which will enable us, as legislators, whether as Committee 
of the Whole or as the House, to know just what we have done and 
what we have not done. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HEARD, Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, I have to say with reference to this bill that it 
came to us for consideration with very strong commendation from many 
of the public-spirited people of this District, and especially from the 
courts, which have to do with the criminal business of the city. 

The proposition did not come before the committee this session for 
the first time. There was in the last Congress an application made for 
the relief which this bill proposes to give, and the reasons offered in 
favor of such a measure have never been successfully met, either be- 
fore the committee or on the floor of this House. 

Now, the question for the House to consider in this connection is 
not whether the bill got before this body from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia or by permission of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. The fact is the bill is here, and it proposes to do certain things, 
and the question for the House to determine is whether those are proper 
things to be done. If the gentleman [Mr. CANNON] proposes to resist 
the passage of this bill upon the ground that there is no money in the 
Treasury with which to pay for this proposed institution, let the argu- 
ment be made and let it stop there. If it is proposed to resist this bill 
because the proposed institution is not needed and if that fact can be 
established, then there is certainly good reason why the bill should 
not 

But, is it sufficient reason to resist the passage of this bill that the 
Committee on Appropriations have not recommended it? Two years 
ago a bill came to this House proposing substantially this same thing. 
My recollection is that it proposed to appropriate a certain amount for 
the construction of a building and then a certain additional sum which 
might be applied to the maintenance of the institution for the first year. 
It was claimed by the Committee on Appropriations that we were invad- 
ing the province of that committee, and that part of the bill was struck 
out. My recollection is that that part was struck out and the bill 
passed as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has stated. Now, 
as has been said by the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Moore], 
that bill had become a law and was a proper matter for the Committee 
on Appropriations to consider, and it had jurisdiction to consider the 
subject of that bill when it was making the appropriations, which, as 
we are told, have taken every dollar out of the District treasury. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Was not the bill to which the gentleman refers a 
bill granting a charter for this institution? 

Mr. HEARD. While I do not profess to be perfectly accurate in my 
recollection, my impression is that the original bill contained an ap- 
propriation, but that as it it was without the appropriation. 

Mr. CANNON. The billis here andit merely incorporates the Girls’ 
Reform School. 

Mr. HEARD. [state that the bill as originally proposed carried an 
appropriation with it. That is my recollection. Of course I will not 
say that I can not be mistaken, but I am very clear that Iam not. The 


point was made that we were outside of our jurisdiction in trying to 


make an appropriation. J 
Be that as it may, that is mere history, not argument. The bill was 


passed; it became a law. But the gentleman from Illinois says that 


no appropriation has been made by the Appropriations Committee, 
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Now, the first question, in my judgment, is this: Is this institution 
needed? And upon the evidence presented to our committee we held 
that it was. Besides, the District appropriation bill had already passed 
this House before this bill was considered in our committee. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I go back again to the proposition that if this 
institution is not needed this bill should be negatived; if it is needed 
the bill should be passed, if we can pay the expense; if there is no 
money out of which to pay the expense proposed, then the question 
for the House to determine is whether or not we will make an appro- 
priation without the means to meet it? But do not let us decide this 
matter upon a mere question of offended dignity on the part of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I now move to 
limit all debate on this bill and pending amendments to ten minutes. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I hope that motion will not be adopted ; this is 
an important matter. a 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. 
dy has almost expired. 

he CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] to limit debate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word 

The CHAIRMAN, The motion made by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] to limit debate is in order. After that 
motion is disposed of, the Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Georgia. The ee is on the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that all debate on this bill and pending amendments be lim- 
ted to ten minutes. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry: Is 
it within the power of the Committee of the Whole, as distinct from 
the House, to limit debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. In other words} is it not necessary 
that the Committee of the Whole should rise in order that the House 
may limit debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. Notatall. Under the present rules the limita- 
tion of debate is entirely within the control of the Committee of the 
Whole. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that all debate upon the bill and pending amendments be 
limited to ten minutes. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being—ayes 33, noes 42. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of the 
Committee of the Whole to the fact that when the act was passed charter- 
ing the institution named in the bill it was not in the contemplation 
of Congress at all that there was to be any appropriation for the in- 
stitution from the public Treasury. The bill, after naming the corpora- 
tors, declares— 

That said corporation is authorized to establish and maintain a reform school 
for giris at any place within the District, and for that purpose may take and re- 
ceive by gift, grant, or devise such real estate and personal property as may be 
necessary for the purposes of said corporation. 

Then the act goes on and provides for a board of trustees, for the 
adoption of by-laws, etc. There is not a line or a word in the bill 
conveying the suggestion that Congress ever intended to appropriate a 
dollar for this institution. We have other charitable institutions in- 
corporated by Congress, but they are not chargeable upon the public 

ry; yet we are considering this matteras though there been 
provision made that the expenses of this institution should be paid 
out of the public Treasury; and at this very moment, before that mat- 
ter has been properly wane in discussion, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON ] is calling for the close of debate. That, 
sir, is the attitude of this matter. It never was contemplated that a 
dollar should be paid to this institution out of the public Treasury. 
You might just as well provide appropriations for other charitable in- 
stitutions that the Government has never taken under its care. 

It does seem to me that if we have been proceeding upon the idea 
that Congress assumed the responsibility for the expenditures in su 
port of this institution—and it is manifest now by the reading of 

ww that such has never been its design - we certainly should put a stop 
to the misapprehension. My friend from New Jersey calls my atten- 
tion to the fact that the law incorporating this institution provides for 
the trustees compensating the employés. Everything in the act points 
to a private institution. 

But there is something further to be considered in reference to the 

resent situation. We have had brought to our attention this morn- 

by my colleague [Mr. CLEMENTS] the fact that we have already 
provided appropriations enough to consume the funds which are con- 
templated to be raised by taxation for this District. In addition to 
that we have this very day passed a bill providing for the Rock Creek 
Park and embracing an diture of $1,200,000. And now, in vio- 
lation of the rules of this House, which give the jurisdiction of appro- 
priations for the District to the Committee on Appropriations and deny 
to the District Committee the consideration of these appropriations, 
we find the District Committee coming in here with a recommendation 
for the appropriation embraced in this bill. 

I would like to know how we are to te expenditures if, having 
committed the rate of expenditure to Committee on Appropria- 


Our time is almost up; the 


tions, we should on any excuse or upon any possible contingency aban- 
don that rule and allow any committee to bring in appropriations for 
matters which should be properly considered by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and in this way impose charge after charge upon the Treas- 
ury of the United States or upon the funds of the District of Colum- 
bia without the money being provided to meet the expenditure. I say, 
sir, that the high in ce of this House forbids that; sound busi- 
ness methods forbid it; and I appeal to gentlemen on both sides of this 
ee not to permit our affairs to be brought into such a state of con- 
usion. 

Let us reject this bill, first, because it has no business here. It comes 
from a committee that has not gone over the field to see what 
we have to expend, It comes from a committee that, so far as 
debate goes, has been under the utter misapprehension (and has led the 
House along that line) of supposing that this institution was designed 
by Congress to be a charge upon the Treasury. That isnow proved to 
be a mistake. In addition to that the bill comes here proposing an 
appropriation when we have already exceeded the amount of money 
that can be used in this way. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I am sorry, Mr. Chairman, that this bill has 
created so much discussion here. There can beno purpose in prevent- 
ing the House from deciding it now, unless the p is to refer itto 
the Committee on Appropriations with the intention of killing it. If 
we are going to pass the bill we can pass it as well to-day as we can 
when it comes from the Committee on Appropriations. we are not 
going to pass the bill, why, we may as well kill it and not go through 
the form of referring it to the Committee on Appropriations. 

That there is some necessity for the reforming of girls in this city, 
I do not suppose any gentleman on this floor 8 and it is very 
unfortunate if we are opposed to that, if we shall cast our votes here 
in opposition toa measure for reforming the girls of this District. The 
boys already have a reform school; and it will be very difficult indeed 
to explain to the country why it is that one sex in this District should 
have somebody to take care of them at public expense, and to try to im- 
prove their morality and bring them up as upright and honest citi- 
acns. sod another portion of the population should be denied the same 
privilege. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the point of order has been decided, as I under- 
stand, by the Chair, so we might as well come down to the simple 
question whether or not this District shall have what every other city 
has that makes claim to civilization and advancement; whether we 
shall vote this limited sum of money in the interest of good order to 
improve the morality and endeavor to bring about this reform, where 
reform and improvement may be necessary, among certain classes of the 
people of the city. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I would like to ask the gentleman from South 
Carolina where is the appropriation for the boys’ school ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Intheappropriation bill, the District bill. That 
was established many years ago, and in all instances where institutions 
have been established in the past the Appropriations Committee has 
charge and makes the annual Ff e 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I would like to ask the eee if the same 
Committee on Appropriations should have this bill before them whether 
they could not adjust the other bill in committee of conference so as to 
admit the future of this. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Well, I do not know what arrangements the 
Committee on 1 might make 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Might they not cut down some other appropria- 
tion less meritorious and give the whole of this appropriation, which is 
claimed to be so much needed? 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Well, if we pass the bill as it is, the Committee 
on Appropriations will know that it is the will of the House. Then 
in making up their bill they will know that we have appropriated so 
much money; and inasmuch as the receipts of the District are only so 
much, they must make that allowance. It will be, in other words, in 
the nature of instructions to the Committee on Appropriations, if the 
House shall pass it now. So, under any circumstances, we have come 
to a point where we can determine the question without further delay. 
If we want to pass the bill and appropriate the money we have now the 
opportunity and we can vote the money for it; but if we want to kill 

e bill and be done with it, if we do not want to inaugurate this re- 
form, then let us dispose of it and take up other matters which are 
pressing. That is all. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, this question involves a t deal 
more than the mere popen as to whetheror not we will favor the 
inauguration of this tution in this city. It goes far beyond that. 
The District of Columbia appropriation bill for the next year as it 

the House appropriated the sum of $5,332,000. This was 
amended by the Senate by an additional net appropriation of 8 
making the total, as the bill now stands, $6,085,000. Since the 
FFF app tion has 
made for the equipment of the Zoological Garden of $46,000, or 
that amount of it paneon of agbara hel the — eg Saget 
bia, the total appropriation being 000; appropriation 
bathing establishment, the appropriation for Benning’s bridge, and other 
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similar matters will increase this total, not to mention the $1,200,000 
for the Rock Creek Park. 

The revenues available, including every dollar of the little surplus 
on hand at the beginning of the year, together with the estimated re- 
ceipts for the next fiscal year, as made up by the District officials, all 
told, amount to the sum of $2,909,000. That amount doubled will 
make $5,818,000. So it will be seen that we have already adh 
ated more money than it is possible to raise next year under the exist- 
ing law, perhaps amounting in all, including the Rock Creek Park, to 
one and one-half millions of dollars in excess of the revenues. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what, as business men, are we to do in this con- 
dition of affairs? Gentlemen representing the District of Columbia 
and I make no reflection upon them—but they tell us they have not 
looked into the question of raising the revenue at all. We are told by 
all of the gentlemen who have spoken in favor of the propor don that 
they have loòked to the importance of the question involved without 
regard to the matter of making payment for it. But, Mr. Chairman, 
it is our duty to look at this question first and determine what our re- 
sources are before we undertake to make extravagant appropriations. 

Only about four years ago the annual appropriations for the District 
of Columbia amounted to but $3,360,000. Now it is up in the neigh- 
borhood of $6,000,000 a year, and we are going in the direction of ap- 

priating more money, and we will the Treasury Department 

all manner of complications (there being less revenue belonging to 
the District than will pay the appropriations) as to which shall be paid 
out of the revenues, too s. to pay all of them. The Rock Creek 
Park bill passed without having provision made for bonds or any man- 
ner of raising the money. No provision has been made to increase tax- 
ation in the District of Columbia, and hence there is absolutely no pro- 
vision of law to meet these increased expenditures, 

The question will come before the Treasury Department as to which 
appropriation shall be paid. Now, I do not deny that many of these 
things might improve the condition of the city. There is no doubt 
about that. There are many desirable things all over the country 
which ought to be done; but a business man who wants to do a dozen 
things and is only able to do a half-dozen with the means at his con- 
trol will so measure his expenditures by his necessities as to enable 
him to select those which are the most desirable and to leave undone 
the least desirable things. 

[Here the hammer fell. j 

The CHAIRMAN. o question is on the amendments recom- 
mended by the committee, which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 1 so it will read as follows: 


“ Be it enacted, cic., That half the sum of $75,000 be, and the same is hereby, ap- 
ropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropria! and 
The other half is hereby appro) ted out of the revenues of the of Co- 


lumbia, for the pu 0 the commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia to pu a síte and erect and furnish buildings for the Girl’s Reform 
School of the District of Columbia.” 

Strike out sections 2 and 3. 


Mr. ROGERS. The purpose and object of the committee I think 
have been fully stated. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield to 
allow us to have a vote on these amendments? 
fe ROGERS. I will yield in about four and a half minutes, not 

lore, 

I was going tosay, Mr. Chairman, that I hayeseen no bill in relation to 
the construction of a public building which comesin the shape that this 
does. Iwant to invite the attention of the gentleman of Pennsylvania 
and also that attention of the committee to it, to the bill itself. Here 
is an appropriation of $75,000 for the construction of a building for the 
Reform School in the District of Columbia, and the money appropriated 
forit without one particle of limitation whatever. They can ai $75,000 
under the provisions of this bill and use every y of it for a site, if 
they choose to do so. They may use $60,000 for a site or $10,000 for 
a nn or any other sum. There is no restriction of any character in the 
bill. 
The second and third provisions of the bill have been totally stricken 
out, so that the bill does not contain any restrictions at all now. But 
having stricken out the second and third sections they have seen 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who introduced the bill for $50,000, 
and gone him $25,000 better, leaving out uny troublesome restrictions 
that might have been imposed in the original bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is not the way to legislate with reference 
to a public — FF ublic buildings of any sort. We send a bill to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and they do not re- 
port it without fixing a limit of cost to the people; but we have no limi- 
tation here, so far as I know; and we have no data or information of 
any description, either in the report or out of it, where they have lo- 
cated it, what the site is to cost, or 9 it at all, except they 
simply ask us to turn over $75,000 into the hands of these incorporators 
to be used for the purchase of a reform home for girls. Mr. Chairman, 
this bill ought to be recommitted to some committee, or some disposi- 
tion opie of it so that it may be matured and proper safeguards placed 
aroun 


Mr. BLOUNT. I move to strike out the enacting clause of the bill. 


The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the noes” 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 38, noes 41. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN, No quorum has voted, and for that reason tellers 
will be ordered. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLOUNT] and the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. MoorE] 
to act as tellers. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, Parliamentary inquiry. Will 
it be in order to move that the committee rise? 

The CHAIRMAN. The demand for tellers hasbeen made. The di- 
vision has been ordered, and the Chair thinks that it would not be in 
order to move that the committee do now rise. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 48, noes 
56. 


So the motion to strike out the enacting clause was rejected. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, I move that the committee do 
now rise, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Bunnows having resumed - 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr, PERKINS reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 7795) for the relief of certain property- 
owners in the city of Washington, D. C., and had directed him to re- 
port the same to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third . 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, moved to ider the vote by 

which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 

sider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ANNUAL REPORTS OF STREET RAILWAY COMPANIES OF THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I call up for consideration the 
bill (H. R. 9105) requiring the street railway companies of the District 
of Columbia to make annual reports. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
` Beit eic., That each and every street railway company of the District 
of Columbia shell? within thirty — Are this bill becomes a law, and annu- 
ally, on the 15th of January of each and every year thereafter, to 
gress a full report of the affairs, business, and condition of the company for the 
year 3 December 31 preceding such report, and report shall be 
signed and sworn to by the ent and treasurer of the company, or by a 

rity of the directors, and shall specify the following items: 
irst. Capital stock fixed by charter, 
Second. ital stock subscribed and actually paid in in cash. 

Third. Dividends made to stockholders on capital stock of the company 
and when made, 

Fourth. Total capital stock at the termination of the previous year. 

Fifth, Funded debt of the company and in what way secured and the rate of 
interest paid thereon. 

Sixth, Floating debt of the company. 

Seventh. Total indebtedness of company exclusive of capital. 

COST OF ROAD. 

Dey a Total cost of rails, chairs, spikes, and other iron or steel used in con- 

ruction. 

Ninth, Total cost of ties, stringers, and other wood or timber used in construc- 


nm. 
Tenth. Cost of paving-ston vel, and all other material used in construc- 
tion, not above eaumennied. 8 

Eleventh. Cost of labor in the construction of the road. 

Twelfth. Cost of engineering and salaries paid to officers and agents of the 
company, and discount or interest paid on loans, 

Thirteenth, Amount expended in repairs of road. 

COST OF EQUIPMENT. . 

Fourteenth. Number and cost of cars. 

Fifteenth. Number of horses or mules used in the service of the road and cost; 
or, if an electric the cost of the electric plant and number of volts of elec- 
tricity transmitted to the line from the dynamos; or, if a cable road, the cost of 
the cable and the motive power by which it is propelled; or, if any other power, 
the costand character thereof. 

Sixteenth. Cost of harness and other appointments. 

Seventeenth, Cost of tools and fixtures, including furniture of offices. 

Eighteenth. Cost of real estate and improvements thereon by the company. 

CHARACTERISTICS, 

Nineteenth. Total length of road, measured as a single track, including 
switches and turnouts, 

Twentieth. Weight and character of rail. 

Twenty-first. Number of passengers carried during the year. 

Twenty-second. Average number of passengers per trip. 

INCOME OF ROAD. 
Twenty-third. Total receipts from passengers. 
Twenty-fourth, Total receipts from other sources and what sources. 
EXPENSES OF OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF ROAD. 

Twenty-fifth, Amount of salaries paid to officers of the company. 

Twenty-sixth. és, with the number each of 
conductors, drivers, station-keepers, dad laborers 
in the service of the company. 


Twenty-seventh, ount paid for taxes of all Ands, and oe, 
en hth, Amount paid for reconstruction of and repairs to tracks, turn- 
outs, and other structures, 
Twenty-ninth. Amount of dividends paid during the 1 in eash, 
and dividends in stock to stockholders, and percentage of each the amount 
ae es lus fund. 


crease of capital stock, if any, during the year. 
Thirty-first. Number of persons killed or seriously injured on the road during 
the previous year and the causes A 7 
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Src. 2. That any president, secretary, director, or other officer of a street rail- 
way company who shall swear to a false report of such company shall be guilty 
of jury; and if any street railway company shall neglect or refuse to fur- 
nish such an annual report as is herein provided for at or before the time above 
stated, said street railway company shail forfeit and pay the sum of $50, anda 
like sum of $50 for each and every period of ten gap during which such report 
shall be withheld, and said sums may be sued for in an action of debt in any 
court in the District of Columbia, and the amount recovered shall be paid into 
the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the District of Columbia, 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania whether this bill is now before the House for consideration. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. It is before the House for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to offer an amendment to it. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I want to make a remark or two 
in relation to the bill, and then the gentleman can offer his amend- 
ment, I desire to say that this bill provides forsuch report as was re- 
quired of the Washington and Georgetown Company in its act of in- 
corporation of 1864. I beiieve there is a provision in the charter of 
every street railway company in the city requiring an annual report; 
but there is no method in these annual reports. All of them are so 
gotten up that it is impossible to tell the exact financial condition of 
the road or very much about them. Apparently the skill of the book- 
keeper is sometimes taxed to make up a report that will disclose the 
least or fewest possible facts, 

In order to secure uniform reports from these companies this bill has 
been presented and penalities are fixed for the failure to furnish an- 
nual reports in accordance with its provisions. It requires nothing 
new, but it does require a uniformity of reports from all the companies 
of the District of Columbia. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to offer an amendment, which I will read: 


Src. 3. That street railway companies in the District of Columbia shall cause 
their cars to stop at all street crossings where connections are made with lines 
of cars on other streets and transfers are given a sufficient length of time to en- 
able passengers to make connections with other cars. No car shall depart from 
such transfer crossing when a car approaching on the connecting line is within 
100 feet of such crossing or 8 Any street railway company violating 
the provisions of this section shall forfeit and pay a sum not less than $50 nor 
more than $100 for each offense, to be recovered in an action of debt, one-half 
of the fine to be paid to the informer. 

Sec. 4. No street railway company in the District of Columbia shall demand 
ron any street car unless such nger is 
furnished a seat in such car. And for every violation of this provision the com- 
pany shall forfeit and pay not less than $50 nor more than $100 for each offense, 
— be recovered in an action of debt, and one-half of the fine shall be paid to the 

former. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention to the facts—— 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I wish to make a point of order 
against the amendment. First of all it is quite possible that the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois contains many meritorious 

rovisions. I could not hear it distinctly, but I assume from what I 

eard that it does contain meritorious positions. Similar proposi- 
tions I think have been embraced in bills before the committee not yet 
considered. But the point of order I desire to make is, Mr. Chairman, 
that this amendment or these amendments are not germane to the bill. 
The bill relates purely to the annual reports of the street railway com- 
panies, and in support of my point of order I quote the seventh clause 
or section of Rule XVI, on page 12 of the rules: 

A motion to strike out and and insert is indivisible, but a motion to strike 
out being lost shall neither preclude amendment nor motion to strike out and 
insert; and no motion or proposition on a subject different from that under 
consideration shall be admitttd under color of amendment. 3 

Now, the subject under consideration here is admitted. Itissimply 
that street-railway companies shall make annual reports; while the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois is so comprehensive, if I 
understood it correctly, that it regulates the entire management of 
street-railway cars. Ishould be perfectly satisfied—pleased, perhaps— 
if the gentleman will incorporate his amendment into a separate bill, 
let it go before the committee, let it be referred to the commissioners, 
let it be considered as bills relating to all such subjects are considered, 
and reported back to the House. We will then have the opportunity 
to discuss it and act intelligently upon it. As itis, I presume but few 
in the House understand the full scope of the amendment offered by 
the gentleman. But Iinsist upon my point of order, Mr. Speaker, that 
it is not germane, but relates to a subject different from that under 
consideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the Chair allow me to make a suggestion ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think while this bill does not in the sections 
already reported by the committee cover the subjects-matter of the 
amendment that I have offered, yet it will not be foreign to the subject 
to incorporate these additional provisions. This bill is for the p 
of regulating the affairs of the street railways of the city of Washing- 
ton. The provisions reported by the committee—— 

Mr. ATKINSON, of ylyania. No, that is the fundamental 
error of the gentleman. The bill is only to compel them to make an- 
nual reports—— . ° 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, that is a regulation. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. While this amendment regulates 
their affairs—two very different things. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Compelling them to make reports is making a 


or collect fare from any passen 


regulation for their government, so that we will understand better how 
to legislate in their behalf. These railroad companies in the city of 
Washington, especially the Georgetown road, have franchises that they 
have received from the Government for nothing, franchises which are 
of immense yalue, and while they are enjoying these immense fran- 
chises there is poorer service and less accommodation to the people than 
in any place I have known in the United States, One of the amendments 
I have offered simply requires that at the crossings where they furnish 
transfers they shall hold their cars long enough for passengers to go 
from one car to another, a matter which is attracting the attention of 
all persons who have occasion to use these cars. I have noticed fre- 
quently when making the transfer at Seventh street and Pennsylvania 
avenue that the conductors make it a point to get out of the way when 
they see a car approaching, to prevent the passengers from making a 
transfer and getting the car on the cross line. This thing has been re- 
peatedly done, and ladies of this city have been required to stand in 
the rain for ten or fifteen minutes because the car to which they wished 
to make the transfer drew ont, although the one from which they came 
was there ready to make the transfer. 

The other amendment is that where they take passengers upon their 
cars and furnish them no seats they shall have no pay. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. t is right. 

Mr. SPRINGER. These street - railway companies are making im- 
mense dividends, but half the time ngers riding in them can not 
find seats and have to stand up and hang on to the straps. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will ask the gentleman if he does not think that 
to require these companies to give every passenger a seat would be 
more likely to inconvenience the people than the com ies, 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; it would compel the companies to put 
on cars enough to accommodate the people, which they can well afford 
with the immense business that they do. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But if they do not get the pay they will not be 
likely to put on the cars. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If you go to other countries where the street cars 
are properly regulated you will find that there is sufficient accommo- 
dation provided for the community, such as is not given here. I ho 
the gentleman from P. lvania [Mr. ATKINSON] will now with- 
draw his point of order and allow this matter to be settled upon its 
merits, 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I sympathize 
with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] and appreciate the 
force of much of what he has said. We had before our committee a 
proposition looking to about the same object which his amendment 
contemplates, namely, that no street-car company should charge a pas- 
senger a fare unless a seat was furnished him, and this answer was 
made to the proposition: Suppose there should be two vacant seats in 
a street car and four people should come ina party together. The 
whole four could not occupy those two vacant seats, yet the party might 
not want to separate, and two of them might prefer standing up rather 
than staying behind. Now, why not allow them to get on the car and 
stand up if they choose to pay their fare and stand? I know there is 
much to be said in criticism of the railway accommodations in this 
city—— [Cries of “Vote!” ‘‘Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order, 
the amendment relating to a subject different from that contained in 
the bill under consideration. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I wish to offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


S In line 10, after the word court“ insert the words of competent jurisdic- 
on. 


DE 


The amendment was sged to. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. . Speaker, there is a formal amendment 
needed at the beginning of the bill where it provides that these reports 
shall be made thirty days after the enactment of this bill.“ I move 
to amend by striking out bill“ and inserting act.“ as 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out, in line 7 of the 
second section of the bill, the word“ fifty ’’ wherever it occurs and in- 
sert in lieu thereof one thousand.“ 

Mr. Speaker, I rd this bill as a very wise one, as one of the highest 
importance, but I have not the slightest expectation that these com- 
panies are going to make the reports here contemplated unless we fix 
such a penalty as will compel them to do so. What isa penalty of $50 
to a railroad company for failing to make a report? It is probably not 
the earnings of a single car for one day. And then ten days must 
elapse before you can recover another penalty of 850, and so on. It may 
very possibly be that the companies would be willing to submit to such 
fines rather than make these reports. 

Again, who is going into court upon his own msibility to prose- 
cute these suits for ? A suit may be instit to-day; it may be 
six, eight, or twelve months before it comes to trial, and probably two 
or three years before it reaches the supreme court of the District. Now 
that is simply sticking in the bark. It does not even amount to 
tickling these companies. You must adopta 2 that will com 
the company to meet this requirement of the law and a penalty which 
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will induce persons to prosecute the companies if they fail to make 
these reports. 

The reports are important to the whole District, important to the 
country, important to Congress, important to private citizens; and in 
my amendment I have aia et compel these companies to make these 
5 at the proper time in the proper way. I propose to strike out 
550 and insert 51, 000 as the penalty for failure to make the re- 
ports required by law. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I presume the gentleman will follow up this 
amendment by onestriking out, in lines7 and 8 of the section, the words 
en like sum of $50.” n 

Mr. ROGERS. Ipro to offer subsequent amendments conform- 
ing to that I have aay mahala 

Mr. HEARD. That is the point; the provisions should be uniform 
throughont. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I can not say that I have any 

ecial objection to the penalty proposed in the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas, except that occasionally a sss sar by inad- 
vertence might fail to get in its report at the time fixed by thestatute, 
and in that case the penalty would seem to be excessive. I shall not, 
however, offer any opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. HEARD. I hope my colleague on the committee [Mr. ATKIN- 
SON, of Pennsylvania] will accept the amendment, 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. ROGERS, it was 

to 


Mr. ROGERS. I move further to amend by striking out, in lines 7 
and 8 of the section, the words a like sum of 850 and inserting 
“í the sum of $500;” so as to read: 

And the sum of $500 for éach and every period of ten days, ote, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I move the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add as a new section the following: 

“Serc, 3. That all street railways in this city at the point of crossing or junction 
shall issue transfer tickets and transfer passengers without extra charge.“ 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I make a point of order against 
that amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WATER-MAIN TAXES. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I desire to call up for considera- 
tion a bill of only six lines; and when that is disposed of I will move 
that the House adjourn. I call up from the House Calendar the bill 
(H. R. 10193) providing for theassessment and collection of water-main 
taxes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That from and after the 30th day of June, 1890, all rents for 
water and all taxes for water-mains in the District of Columbia shall be col- 
lected by the collector of taxes of the District on bills prepared in accordance 
with the existing law by the assessor of the District, 

Mr. ATKINSON, ot Pennsylvania. Under existing law the water- 
main taxes are collected by the engineer department. This seems to 
be an improper arrangement; and the commissioners of the District 
unite in requesting that these taxes may be collected in the same way 
as other taxes, by the regular collector of the District. That is all 
there is in the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

: CATHERINE MORIN. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent to put on its 
Ra the bill (II. R. 7637) ſor the relief of the heirs of Catherine 

orin 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it NN elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Alfred T. Morin, J. R. Morin, Sallie A. Stillwell, 
Edward H. Morin, brew Bates, Keturah M. Bennett, Richard Morin, and 
Alice Morin, heirs of Catherine Morin, deceased, late of Campbell County, Ken- 
2 sep sum ~< meaty tm 8 for a use aa occupation a ve 

am one ro and for > fs 
5 the Uniled Stats troops . Coe the war ce ie nen 3 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of this bill? ‘ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 20 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 

taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
PENALTY FOR OBSTRUCTING INTERNAL-REVENUE OFFICERS. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, oeng a copy of a let- 
ter of Commissioner of Internal Revenue, recommending amendment 
to section 5447, Revised Statutes, according to draught inclosed, provid- 
ing penalty for obstructing storekeeper or gauger in his duty—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
APPROPRIATION FOR MESSENGER IN FIRST COMPTROLLER’S OFFICE, 

Letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting copy, with in- 
closure, of letter of First Comptroller asking for appropriation to pay 
messenger in his office for extra services—to the Committee on Appro- 
Wiations. 
ADDITIONAL ESTIMATE FOR PRINTING AND BINDING FOR DEPART- 

MENT OF STATE. 8 

Letter of Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting copy of a com- 
munication from the Secretary of State, submitting an estimate of 
deficiency for printing and binding for Department ot State of $5,000, 
requesting immediate action—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATES OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting supplemental 
estimates of appropriations required by the various Departments of the 
Government for fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and prior years, $151,- 
577.66, and for postal service $1,584,237.83—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 8 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following memorials and resolu- 
tions of a State Legislature were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Resolution of the Legislature of the State 
of New York, favoring investigation of the subject of the revolving 
turret gun battery, and whether the same was not invented by Theo- 
dore R. Timby, of New York—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, concurrent resolution of the Legislature of the State of New 
York, favoring the non-adulteration of malt liquors, ete.—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules are hereby requested to report with- 
out delay a special rule setting apart an early day for the consideration of H. R. 
3316, as favorably reported by the Committee on the Judiciary, and providing 
that the consideration shall be in the House, and that the previous question 
saa be considered as ordered on the day following at the close of the morning 

our; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
with amendment the bill of tħe House (H. R. 6964) to define the 
standing of officers of the Coast Survey during the late civil war—to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the following bills of the Senate; which were severally referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (8. Saa granting a pension to Rebecca McDonald; 

A bill (S. 3635) granting a pension to George Blum; 

A bill (S. 639) granting a pension to Thomas Redmond, late private 
Company K, Fourth United States Infantry; i 

A bill (S. 3498) granting a pension to G. L. Pease; and 

A bill (S. 1541) granting a pension to Mary White. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Elections, to which was referred 
the contested-election case of John V. MeDuffle vs. Louis W. Turpin, 
of the Fourth Congressional district of the State of Alabama, in behalf 
of the minority of said committee, submitted their views in writing 
sha which were ordered to be printed as part 2 of Report No. 

5. 

Mr. WILLCOX, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (S. 2222) for the relief of William C. Dodge—to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WALKER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8831) to amend 
an act entitled An act authorizing the construction of a bridge over 
the Missouri River at or near Kansas City, Kans., and not over 10 
miles above the Hannibal and St. Joseph Railway bridge at Kansas 
City, Mo.,“ approved March 1, 1889—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 


By Mr. BOUTELLE: A bill (H. R. 10522) granting a pension to 
Sarah Perham—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H. R. 10523) granting a pension to Edwin 


ported favorably the following bills of the House; which were sever- 
ally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 
A bill (H. R. 5342) for the relief of Charles Gallagher, and to refer 


his claims to the Court of Claims; McLain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (H. R. 3075) for the relief of Mary P. Mullin; By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 10524) granting a pension to John 
A bill (H. R. 5191) for the relief of Andrew Lutz; 7 Winkler, late private Company H, Fifth Regiment United States Cav- 
A bill (H. R. 3206) for the relief of W. S. Henry; alry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (H. R. 3247) for the relief of T. J. Pitzer; and By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 10525) granting an increase of 
A bill (H. R. 2736) for the relief of Lucy Ann Lee and Allen G. Lee. sion to Mrs. Caroline Trauernicht—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R. 19526) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Ezra Abbott, Company I, Twenty-first 
Michigan Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 10527) to reappoint William T. 
Dodge, late first lieutenant Twenty-first United States Infantry, and 
to place him upon the retired-list with the rank of first lieutenant— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10528) for relief of Mrs. Ellen A. Presho—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 10529) for the relief of Thomas Boyle 
reported in lieu thereof the following resolution: to the Committee on War Claims. 
fain Tost the following bile: H. R8789, for the relief of Thomas AT, | By Mr. EWART: A bill (H: R. 10590) for the relief of James Bal- 

obbs an or, o! m ne County, Ala a; II. ox the relief o —to the Committee on ilitary Affairs. 

| x and 10 ‘ : 
the estates et John Blower, deceased and Thomas blower deceased. 1e ef | Also, a bill (H. R. 10531) to place the name of Cornelia C. Hughes 
iam G: Bisebett, decaged, late of } eee 2 e County, — and bill 7 Saag? e the Commie on Invalid Pensions. 
the same are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims under the provisions of Kal te th D Hs 8 gan A ean to Alexander 
the act of Congress commonly known as the Bowman act“ and an act to 9 Vommi on ensions, 
provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States, |- By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 10533) for the relief of Arthur Frank- 
lin Weaver—to the Committee on Claims. 


approved March 3, 1887; f 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House. Also, a bill (H. R. 10534) granting a pension to Arthur Franklin 
Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, rted with amendment 
the bill of the House (H. R. 3120) for the relief of theassigneesof John | By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 10535) granting a pension to Myron 
A. Hudson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Roach, deceased, to pay balance due on the United States steamer Dol- 
By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 10536) for the relief of David Moul- 


phin—to the Committee of the Whole House. 
der, administrator of the estate of George W. Moulder, deceased—to 

the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 10537) granting a pension to Sarah C. 
Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 10538) granting an honorable 

; B; 

y Mr. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which were referred the following bills of the House: 

A bill (H. R. 3789) to refer the claim against the United States of 
Thomas M. Hobbs and brother, of Limestone County, Alabama, to the 
Court of Claims; 

A bill (H. R. 9913) for the relief of the estates of John Flower, de- 
ceased and Thomas B. Flower, deceased; 4 

A bill (H. R. 9912) for the relief of the estate of William G. Birchett, 
deceased; and 

A bill (H. R. 7483) for the relief of Branon Thatcher, of Frederick 
County, Virginia, 


1 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 10512) providing for the adjustment of 
acccounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight- 
hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 10513) granting certain franking priv- 

_ileges to the agricultural experimental station ted at or near Ge- 
neva, N. Y.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: A bill (H. R. 10514) for the erection of a publio 
building at Chillicothe, Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 10515) to apply a por- 
tion of the proceeds of the public lands and the receipts from certain 
land-grant railroad companies to the more complete endowment and 
support of the colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic 
arts established under the provisions of an act of Congress approved 
July 2, 1862—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 10516) to authorize the Postmaster- 
General to rent certain premises in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 10517) to amend-section 5478 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 


to John S. Evans—to the Committee on Military 
MANSUR: A bill (H. R. 10539) granting a pension to Mrs, 
Stacey E. Stanley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10540) granting a 
pension to M. W. Goff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. OWENS, of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 10541) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of John Percella—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 10542) for the relief of Henry S. Spivey, 
administrator of the estate of Joel Harrell, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 10543) for the relief of Mary E. 
Koogan; of Shelby County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

By Mr. QUINN: A bill (H. R. 10544) gas a pension to James 
McHugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 10545) for the relief of Bluford 
Reeder—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS; A bill (H. R. 10546) ting a pension to Ed- 
ward Gardner —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILKINSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 10547) for the re- 
lief of William W. Handlin—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDERSON: Petition of C. R. McClury and others, asking 
that Mr. LAWLER’s resolution of January 30, 1890, in respect to rules 
to be adopted for spelling in works for Congress and for the Depart- 
ments, be adopted—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BERGEN: Petition ot citizens of Salem, N. J., for amend- 
ments to-national-banking law—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, petition of citizens of Salem City and County, of New Jersey, 
for restriction of immigration—to the Select Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of citizens of Kansas, for amendments 
to the interstate-commerce law, to forbid the traffic in intoxicating liq- 
uors—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of George Stetson and others, of Bangor, Me., for laws 
to strengthen the national-banking system—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Petition of J. J. Wilson and 17 others, citizens 
of Norfolk County, Virginia, in support of Senate bill 2716—to the 
Committee on Rivers Harbors. 

Also, petition of W. D. Nothan and 25 others, citizens of Princess 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were made: 

A bill (H. k. 10498) for the relief of the Washington Iron Works— 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 7226) granting a pension to William J. Stanff—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, gane bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: . 

By Mr, ABBOTT: A bill (H. R. 10518) for the relief of Thomas J. 
Campbell—io the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10519) to increase the pension of J. N. Mabry— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BARWIG: A bill (H. R. 10520) to reimburse H. W. Keys 
for money wrongfully paid to the United States for commutation—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10521) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Joseph Scharbonaugh, late of Company B, First 
ry ey Michigan Cavalry Volunteers—to the Committee on Military 

airs, ° 
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Anne County, Virginia, in support of the same measure—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Also, petition of Bruce Smith and 28 others, citizens of Nansemond 


Cona, Virginis for the same measure—to the Committee on Rivers 
and bors. 


Also, petition of J. H. English and 23 others, citizens of Isle of 
Wight County, Virginia, for the same purpose—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. BUNN: Petition of Thomas W. Davis and 100 others, citizens 
of Franklin County, North Carolina, asking the passage of House bill 
2716—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia: Petition of I. M. Holliday and 14 
others, of Jackson County, Georgia, in favor of House bill 7162— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. W. Woott and 27 others, of Jackson County, 
Georgia, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 


Also, petition of H. B. Mikel and 21 others, of Milton County, 
Georgia, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of J. H. Davis and 47 others, of Jackson County, 
Gonga, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. P 


Also, petition of W. J. Potter and 25 others, of Jackson County, 
eorgia, in faver of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 
Also, petition of J. H. Jones and 16 others, of Dawson County, Georgia, 
in favor of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of J. W. Woott and 25 others, of Jackson County, 
Georgin in favor of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

Also, petition of B. Bagwell and others, for the passage of Senate bill 
2716—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of B. Harbin and others, of Dawson County, Georgia, 

in favor of Senate bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of J. R. Attaway and others, of Cherokee County, 
Georgia, in favor of Senate bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers and 

rbors. 

Also, petition of E. A. Perry and others, of Jackson County, Georgia, 
in favor of the passage of Senate bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of John Winkler, late a private in Com- 
py H, Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry, for pension—to the 

mmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of citizens and tax-payers, of Wayne 
County, Michigan, 3 the passage of House bill 8526—to the 
Committee on and Means. 

By Mr. COBB: Petition of W. R. Dawson and 82 others, of Chilton 
County, Alabama, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. CONGER: Memorial of a mass meeting of citizens of Des 
Moines, Iowa, May 18, 1890, urging support of Senate bill 398, sub- 
jecting imported liquors to the provisions of the laws of the several 
States—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CRISP: Petition of W. H. Wise and others, citizens of Dodge 
County, Georgia, asking the eee of bill L providing for deep water 
at Galveston Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of A. W. Dunn and others, citizens of 
Mercer County, Missouri, opposing the demonetization of silver—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of the executive committee of the Non- 
Partisan Prohibitory League of Nebraska, in favor of amendment to 
interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of National Women’s Christian Temperance Union, 

ing for a national Sunday-rest law, and against needless Sunday 
4 me Government's mail, and military service—to the Committee 
on r. ti 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of George N. Johnson and 40 others, citi- 
zens of Christian County, Kentucky, favoring deep-water harbor at 
Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of J. S. Hamilton and 33 others, of Mc- 
Nairy County, Tennessee, asking for the passage of House bill 7162— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EWART: Petition of H. B. Morgan and citizens of Polk 
County, North Carolina, for the passage of House bill 7162—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of J. H. Mathis and 37 others, of Jackson County, 
North lina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


Also, petition of T. F. Toms and 25 others, of Rutherford County, 
North Carolina, for same measure—to the Committtee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. FITCH: Petition from the North American Turnerbund, 
protesting against any change in the existing immigration and natu- 
3 laws— to the Select Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 


By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of P. J. Wyatt and 32 others, citizens of 
St. Clair County, Alabama, asking the passage of Senate bill 2716, fav- 
oring a harbor on the Gulf coast in Texas—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Also, petition of Charles A. Corner, of Cherokee County, Alabama, - 
for reference of claim to the Court of Claims under provisions of Bow- 
man act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of citizens of the Second Congressional 
district of Kansas, asking for law to permit each State to prohibit 
woe traffic—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 

raffic. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of citizens of Elm Grove Township, Louisa 
County, Iowa, in regard to the decision of the Supreme Court in re- 
gard to original es—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: Petition of J. W. Brake and others, of Todd 
County, Kentucky, for harbor on the Gulf coast of Texas—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, petition of J. L. Gilliam and 62 others, of Todd County, Ken- 
tucky, for House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of Karl H. Wagner and 35 others, 
workingmen, of Marietta, Ohio, for an eight-hour day for employés on 
all Government works—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: Petition of E. S. Evanson and 92 others, 
of Traill County, North Dakota, asking passage of House bill 7162— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAYES: Protest of B. F. Tufts and others, railway postal 
clerks, against House bill 8299 and in favor of House bill 6459—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of citizens of Saline County, Missonri, in 
favor of passage of Senate bill 2716 for improvement of Galveston Har- 
bor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Resolution of the Women’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Blackhawk County, Iowa, favoring the Wil- 
son amendment to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina: Petition of J. K. Graham 
and 25 others, of Rowan County, North Carolina, asking passage of 
House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of William Righsel and 12 others, of Randolph County, 
North Carolina, asking same—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of A. P. Torrence and 8 others, citizens of Iredell 
80 North Carolina, asking same to the Committee on Ways and 

Leans. 

Also, petition of A. P. Torrence and 10 others, of Iredell County, 
North Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of R. L. Adderton and 23 others, of Davidson County, 
North Carolina, asking same—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. D. Coward and 42 others, of Randolph County, 


North Carolina, asking same—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of Jackson H. Wright and 23 others, of Randolph County, 
North Carolina, asking same—to the Committee on Ways and Mears. 

Also, petition of James A. Parrish and 14 others, of Davidson County, 
North Carolina, asking same—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of R. J. Steel and 11 others, citizens of Montgomery 
County, North Carolina, asking same to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of W. W. Harris and 29 others, of Rowan County, 
North Carolina, asking same—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of R. J. Pentecost and 55 others, of Davidson County, 
North Carolina, asking same—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of J. H. Brigham and others, members 
of the order of the Patrons of Husbandry, of Stony Point, Jefferson 
County, Indiana, for the passage of the bills presented in the House in 
behalf of that order—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition in support of House bill 1431—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Memorial from the Commercial Club of Las Vegas, 
N. Mex., asking that the interstate-commerce law be amended—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of 47 citizens of Maple Hill Township, 
Wabaunsee County, Kansas, asking Congress to appropriate $6,200,000 
for the purpose of securing a deep harbor on the Gulf coast of Texas, 
thereby securing a nearer and cheaper outlet to that vast agricultural 
country of which Kansas is a part and saving to that region many _ 
millions of dollars in freight charges—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Resolution of Bay 
610, Kemper County, Mississippi—to 
M 


eans. 

Also, petition of Union Alliance, Pontotoc County, Mississippi, Will- 
iam Hodge, president—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Yalobusha County Alliance, Yalobusha, Miss., 
R. G. Emboy, secretary—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Farmers’ Alliance, Cleburne, Tex.—to the Com- 


Spring Farmers’ Alliance, No. 
the Committee on Ways and 


mittee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, resolution of Suballiance No, 347, Kansas—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of A. J. Holmes and 49 others, of Carroll County, Mis- 
sissippi, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

Also, petition of H. C. Stokes and 14 others, of same county and 
State, for same purpose—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of P. E. Ferguson and 51 others, of same county and 
State, for same purpose—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. S. Bailey and 48 others, of same county and State, 
for same pu to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of J. C. Tott and 26 others, of same county and State, 
for same pur; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of N. E. Duke and 13 others, of same county and State, 
for same purpose—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of James M. Brown and 27 others, of Pontotoc County, 
Mississippi, for pans porpo 2 the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. B. Dickson and 57 others, of same county and 
State, for same purpose—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr, McA : Petition of citizens of Hoboken, N. J., in favor 
of appropriation for Indian schools—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Petition of Barbecue Alliance, Duplin County, 
North Carolina, asking for passage of House bill 7162—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. . 

Also, petition of R. D. Johnson and 20 others, of same county and 
State, for same purpose — to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John A. Oates and 92 others, of Sampson County, 
North Carolina, for same measure to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of G. W. Barbour, of Pender County, North Carolina, 
for Galveston Harbor improvement—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of citizens of Ohio for a national Sun- 
day-rest law—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition for increased duty on dice—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of A. C. Cowdon, for passage of the 
McKinley tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. MOORE, of Texas: Petition of J. D. Rice and 53 others, of 
Caldwell County, Texas, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of J. L. Mooney and others, citizens of Caldwell County, 
Texas, for passage of certain laws—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of Andrew Dempsy and 120 others, 
colored citizens of Warren County, Mississippi, against the Conger bill 
taxing compound lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of P. C. Hall and 102 others, colored citizens of War- 
ren County, Mississippi, against taxing compound lard—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Henry Coleman and 115 others, colored citizens of 
Warren County, Mississippi, against same—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 5 

Also, petition of Walter Page and 125 others, colored eitizens of 
same county and State, against same to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. 

Also, petition of Ed. Woods and 123 colored citizens of same coun 
and State, against same—to the Committee on Agriculture. - 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition asking the extension of the national-bank- 
ing law—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of Henry S. Sproey, praying the reference 
of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of Mary A. Lee, widow of W. D. Lee, of 
Shelby County, Tennessee, for reference of her claim to the Court of 
Claims under provisions of Bowman act—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. PIERCE: Petition of John M. Powell, Hinds County, Mis- 
sissippi, on claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

„ petition asking pay for destruction of Baptist Church, taken 
by United States troops in 1862—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition of 115 citizens of Chillicothe, Ohio, to 
limit the hours of labor and grant leaves of absence to post-office 
clerks—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Friends in Clinton and other counties in Ohio, for 
amendment of law so as to prevent improper use of mails—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. . 

By Mr. RAINES: Petition of citizens of Blood’s and North Cohoc- 
ton, N. Y., for the passage of House bill 5987—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. ~ 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Isaac Bloom, of New Orleans, La., 
for re-reference of his claim to the Court of Claims under provisions of 
Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS (by plana Petition of J. W. Smith and 15 others, 
from Franklin County, Arkansas, asking passage of House bill 7162— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


Also (by request), petition of J. W. Smith and others, for Galveston 
Harbor improvement—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also (by request), petition of citizens of Sebastian County, Arkan- 
sas, for Galveston Harbor improvement—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also (by request), petition of farmers of Arkansas, for abill for their 
relief—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Resolutions of Putnam (Conn.) Non-Partisan 
Women’s Christian Temperance Union, in favor of legislation to pro- 
hibit importation of liquors for beverage in States which have declared 

inst the liquor traffie—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of J. P. De Wolf and 43 others, citizens 
of Fostoria, Ohio, favoring the eight-hour bill for postal clerks—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of J. E. Read and 29 others, citizens of 
Comstock County, North Carolina, for Senate bill 2716—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of W. E. Garrell and 34 others, citizens of Martin 
County, North Carolina, for passage of House bill 5353—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Randolph County, 
Illinois, for the of House bill 5978, prohibiting the rta- 
tion of liquors from one State to another—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, : > 

Also, petition from citizens of Randolph and Perry Counties, Ilinois, 
for legislation prohibiting the carrying through mails of certain char- 
acterof literature—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SNIDER: Petition of wholesale grocers of St. Paul and Still- 
watts Minn., against the Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

By Mr, STAHLNECKER: Petition of residents of the Fourteenth 
Congressional district of New York, favoring the national-banking sys- 
tem—to the Committee on and Currency. 

Also, petition of other residents of same district, for same purpose— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of manufacturers, to retain mica on the free-list—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Virginia State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, 
favoring pure-food legislation—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Buffalo (N. Y.) Merchants’ Exchange, against 
increase of duty on barley—to the Committee on Ways and A, 

Also, petition of the executive committee of the National Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, to correct the system of taking excessive tare 
on American cotton bales, ete.—to the Committee on culture. 

By Mr. STEWART, of.Georgia: Petition of citizens, in favor of Gal- 
veston Harbor bill—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of other citizens of Georgia, for same measure—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr, TARSNEY: Memorial of Kansas City distillers and whole- 
sale liquor dealers, praying for the passage of an act authorizing the 
removal of distilled spirits from distillery warehouses to special bonded. 
warehouse for storage in bond—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Resolution of the Pueblo Board 
of Trade Association, of Pueblo, Colo., in favor of a bill to establish a 
uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of same body, in favor of bill to establish a limited 
postal-telegraph service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


Also, petition of citizens of Pagosa Springs and Archuleta County, 
Colorado, against the passage of te bill 2845, to establish a State 
park at Pagosa Springs—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Georgia: Petition of Jos. W. Gaskins and 31 
others, citizens of Berrien County, Georgia, for improvement of Galves- 
ton Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of J. A. Pope and 23 others, citizens of Thomas County, 
Georgia, forsame improvement—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

Also, petition of J. S. Moseley and 15 others, citizens of Early County, 
con; for same improvement—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


Ts. 
By Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts: Petition of Fitchburg Let- 

ter-Carriers’ Association, praying for of bill relative to readjust- 

ment of salaries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of H. L. Watson and 28 others, 
of Stewart County, Tennessee, for House bill '7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John B. Allen and othe: 
deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex. to the 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of John F. McKee and others, for passage of Senate 
bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of G. W. Williams and others, for passage of same 
measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


for passage of bill for 
mmittee on Rivers and 
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Also, petition of John T. Parchman and others, for passage of same 
measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of G. Fowlkes and 89 others, of 
Hickman County, Tennessee, favoring House bill 7162—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: Petition for the relief of William W. Hand- 
lin, a citizen of Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: Petition ot James G. Ruckman 
and 42 others, of Hampton County, West Virginia, asking for an ap- 
8 for Galveston Harbor to the Committee on Rivers and 

‘bors, 


Also, petition of W. W. Ramsay, Nat Sisson, and 160 others, citizens 

of the city of Maryville, Mo., praying that a pension be granted to 

rnelius Mozingo, late private of Company C, Fourth Missouri State 
itia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE, 
TUESDAY, May 27, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, in view of the committee as- 
signments that I have I feel warranted in asking the Senate to excuse 
me from further service upon the Committee on Territories. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky will be ex- 
cused from farthér service upon the Committee on Territories, if there 
be no objection. The Chair hears none. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Italian Marble 
Mosaic Workers’ Union of the City of New York and the State of New 
York, praying for the passage of a joint resolution proposing an amend- 
ment to the national Constitution securing to the women of the United 
States the exercise of the rights of suffrage on terms equal with men; 
which was referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. VEST presented the memorial of John Taylor and others, mer- 
chants of Kansas City, Mo., remonstrating against any increase of duty 
on woolen dress goods, plushes, and velvets; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a petition of the Presbytery of South 
Dakota, praying Congress to prohibit work upon the World’s Fair 
buildings on Sunday, ang to require the fair to be closed on Sunday, 
and to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquor upon the fair grounds; 
which was referred to the Select Committee on the Quadro-Centennial. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented resolutions adopted by a mass 
meeting of citizens of Winterset, Madison County, Iowa, favoring the 

of Senate bill 398, prohibiting the importation of intoxicating 
8 into a State in contravention of the laws thereof; Which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CALL. I present a communication from S. K. Causseaux, pres- 
ident of the Farmers’ Alliance of the town of Crawfordsville, Fla., trans- 
mitting a petition from W.-W. Walker and a large number of other 
farmers, members of the Farmers’ Alliance of Wakulla County, Florida, 
praying for the passage of House bill 5353, relating to dealings in op- 
tions and futures, and stating the reasons therefor. 

I also present the petition of C. M. Cox, county judge, and a large 
number of other members of the Farmers’ Alliance, in Wakulla County, 
Florida, praying for legislation upon the same subject. ; 

I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to, : 

Mr. CALL. I also present a petition from another association of 
farmers, belonging to the Farmers’ Alliance, of Wakulla County, Flor- 
ida, praying for the passage of House bill 7162 or Senate bill 2806, 
so changing the present financial system of the Government as to give 
the volume of circulating medium a flexible quality equal to the fluctu- 
ation in demand caused by the marketing of the products of agricult- 


ure, 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I also present a petition of the mail clerks and post- 
office clerks in the city of Jacksonville, Fla., signed by A. E. Sawyer, 
Edwin Higgins, D. J. Madison, jr., and some ten or twelve others, 
praying Congress to enact some legislation by which they will be fur- 
nished with the adequate means of carrying on the service, and for 
bettercompensation, They state that the lowest point has been reached 
at which competent labor can be secured for the pay given to them; 
that they are compelled to work upon Sundays and holidays and for 
long hours in the night, and the paucity of their compensation is such 
that they are not able to live with comfort, I move that the petition 
be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. GEORGE presented two petitions of citizens of Yazoo County, 
Mississippi, praying for Government aid to rebuild the levees on the 
Mississippi River; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. ALLISON presented resolutions of the Commercial Club of Bur- 
lington, Iowa, remonstrating against the imposition of any tax on ores 
containing lead imported into United States from Mexico, and rec- 
ommending a reciprocity treaty with Mexico and the fostering of our 
ane with that country; which were referred to the Committee on 

nance. 

He also presented resolutions of Myers Post, No. 39, Grand Army 
of the Republic of Iowa, favoring the Senate dependent-pension bill 
and opposing the Morrill service-pension bill, and favoring the service 
pension recommended by the national encampment of the Grand Army 
of the Republic; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented resolutions of Post No. 26, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Dexter, Iowa, favoring a per diem service pension; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

He also presented resolutions of citizens of Elm Grove Township, 
Louisa County, Iowa, resolutions of citizens of Des Moines, Iowa, and 
resolutions of citizens of Tabor, Iowa, praying for legislation to pre- 
vent the importation of intoxicating liquors into States where the sale 
thereof is prohibited or restricted by State laws; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of R. C. Lockwood and other 
citizens of New York, praying for the imposition of duties on foreign ag- 
ricultural products as proposed by the McKinley tariff bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Duluth, Minn., remonstrating against the e of House bill 5353, 
gening options and futures; which was refi to the Committee on 

nance. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of the Non-Partisan Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, praying for the passage of a law to 
vent the importation of intoxicating liquors into States where prohib- 
itory laws exist; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of hat manufacturers of South Nor- 
walk, Conn., and a petition of upwards of 2,500 employés in hat fac- 
tories in Danbury, Conn., praying for the imposition of the duty on 
the importation of hats proposed in House bill No. 9416; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition of citizens of Pittsfield, Mass., 
praying for the passage of an eight-hour law; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of Wyandotte Indians, living in Kan- 
sas, remonstrating against the sale of their old burying-ground at Wy- 
andotte, Kans.; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. REAGAN. I present a petition of the Sugar Planters’ Association 
of Texas, which adopts a memorial of the Sugar Planters’ Association 
of Louisiana, and presents the fact that they have invested their means 
in that business and can not carry it on successfully in free competition 
with foreign-made sugar. I move that the memorial be to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 175) providing for the adjustment of accounts 
of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2576) granting a pension to Mary G. Colby, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow 
ing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and submitted 
reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3543) granting a pension to Sallie B. Merrick; 

A bill (S. oa granting an increase of pension to Albert P. Davis; 

A bill (S. 2073) granting a pension to Joseph B. Pierce; 

A bill (S. 3448) granting a pension to Clara H. McIntire; 

_A bill (S. 2616) granting a pension to Harrison De F. Young; 

A bill (S. 2575) granting a pension to t Flaherty; 

A bill (H. R. 8730) granting a pension to T. G. Metcalf; 

A bill (H. R. eat ting a pension to Sarah Ann Noe; 

A bill 5 R. 7728) ſor the relief of Mary Walsh; 

H. R. 7638) granting an increase of pension to John Pardy; 
H. R. 7588) granting a pension to David Rose; 
H. R. 7586) granting a pension to James O'Donnell; 
H. R. 6801) increasing the pension of Alonzo L. Page, late 
of Company B, Third Vermont Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 6647) for the relief of John A. Whitcomb; 

A bill (H. R. 6001) granting an increase of pension to Elnathan 
Meade, late of Company C, Forty-fourth New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 4702) granting a pension to Mary Mayberry; 

A bill (H. R. 258 granting a pension to William Wetzel; 


( 
1 


A bill (H. R. 3379) granting a pension to Lydia W. Sayre; 
A bill (H. R. 2838) granting a pension to Sarah N. West; 
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A bill (H. R. 2756) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 


Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 2423) granting a pension to Lucy Hale; 

A bill (H. R. — granting a pension to Charlotte Small; 

A bill (H. R. 2168) granting an increase of pension to Stewart Her- 
bert; 

A 

A 

A 


bill (H. B. 1569) granting a pension to William Quimby; 
bill (H. R. 1564) granting a pension to Samuel Wilson; 
bill (H. R. 1147) granting an increase of pension to Merritt Lewis; 


bill (H. R. 8603) granting a pension to Catherine Sattle. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam instructed by the Committee on Education and 
Labor, to whom was referred the bill (S. 704) to provide for the making, 
publication, and distribution of the Register of Labor herein named, 
to report it without recommendation of the committee, and ask that it 
be placed on the Calendar. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7008) granting a pension to Thomas Shannon; 

A bill (H. R. 6833) to grant a pension to John B. Vile; 

A bill (H. R. 4043) to grant a pension to James Y. Law; 
A bill (H. R. 1594) granting a pension to Anson Freeman; 
A bill (H. H. 11 granting a pension to Mary Ann Griswold; 

A bill (H. R. 9311 
mond; 

A bill (H. R. 7999) granting an increased pension to Adeline Whelan; 


and 

A bill (S. 721) granting a pension to Jeanie Brent Davenport. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1640) granting a pension to Helen A. Beebe, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3139) to aid the State of South Dakota to sup- 

a school of mines, reported it with an amendment, 

Mr. BLODGETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted re thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1188) granting a pension to Elizabeth Cheesman; 

. R. 3261) ting a pension to Sarah Connally; 

R. SN or the relief of Ernst Barth; 
H. R. 3065) granting a pension to Mary Donohue; 
H. R. 3066) granting a pension to John Dunn; 
bill (H. R. 4042) granting a pension to Chester Denton; and 

A bill (H. R. 7972) granting a pension to Joseph Whitmore, for serv- 
ice in the Indian war. 

Mr. FAUL from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3830) to 8 book-making of 
any kind and pool-selling in the District of Columbia for the purpose 
of gaming, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2313) for the relief of Silas F. Field, one of the sureties on the 
bond of Jonn G. Halliburton, deceased, late marshal of the United 
States in and for the eastern district of Arkansas, submitted an adverse 
report thereon. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask that the bill be placed on the Cal- 
endar, and I present, to accompany the majority report, the views of 
the minority of the committee, which I ask may be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
with the adverse report of the committee, and 
ity will be printed with the majority report. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: N 

A bill (H. R. 3601) to increase the pension of Andrew Langton, late 
of rer Wee E, Twenty-seventh Indiana Volunteers; and 

A bill (H. R. 6756) granting a pension to Joseph Morris. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: ‘ 

A bill (H. R. 6110) to grant an increase of pension to Harvey T. Al- 
cott, late of Company K, One hundred and twenty-sixth New York 


Infantry Volunteers; 
A bill (H. R. — granting a pension to Freeman Buell; 
A pill (H. R. 5545) granting a pension to Absalom Carney; and 


A bill (H. R. 8326) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Douglass. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3952) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Alabama River, at or near Selma, Ala., by 
the Selma and Cahawba Valley Railroad Company; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 3953) granting a pension to Co- 
lumbus H. Bishop; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. ; 


granting an increase of pension to Morgan Di- 


bill 
bill 


e views of the minor- 


The bill will be placed on the Calendar | tary 


Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 3954) to provide for the purchase 
of asite for a military near Franklin, Tenn., and for the construc 
tion of suitable buildings thereon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr, FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3955) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to cause to be investigated and to provide for the pay- 
ment of all claims for the use and occupation of church, college, and 
school buildings for Government purposes by the United States mili- 
tary authorities during the late war, and the value of any such build- 
ings destroyed during such occupation by the United States, and all 
claims for repairs to any such buildings and the furniture of the same, 
rendered necessary by such occupation by the United States Army; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3956) for the relief of Freder- 
ick A. Bee and William Bell; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. PIERCE introduced a bill (S. 3957) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. Mary McIntosh; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, REAGAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3958) to increase 
the compensation of jurors and witnesses in the United States courts 
in Arizona; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. HARRIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. e 


TRANSSHIPMENT OF GOODS IN BOND, 


Mr. CULLOM. I submit a resolution and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate under what authority merchandise in appraised or un- 
appraised, and goods of domestic origin are permitted to be forwarded between 
Atlantic and Pacific ports of the United States over the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
on arrival at Vancouver, British Col bei 


Also, that said Rometory be, and he is hereby, instructed to report by what 
authority merchandise other than the products of contiguous countries is 
mitted to enter the United States under consular seal and proceed to dest ion 
without entry or examination at the port of first arrival. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution ? * 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask that it be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask the Senator from Illinois pre- 
a what is meant by the expression as to such transshipment herve | 

consistent with the laws governing the coasting trade of the Uni 
States. Isuppose that that would ask merely for an opinion as to 
whether the policy is consistent with the policy of securing the coast 
and carrying trade of coastwise commerce to American citizens and 
American transportation companies. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to say that there seems to be a good deal of 
doubt as to just what the law authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury 
to do, and I think that we ought to have a report from him before any 
legislation is attempted, so that we may know exactly what the Secre- 

thinks about it, and whether there is anything n to be 
done in order to secure the transportation of goods which pass 

foreign countries. As it is now, goods go up from along the coast of 
Oregon, and Washington, and California, and ate transshipped at Van- 
couver, and come around the country on the Canadian Pa Railroad, 
and foreign goods come from China or wherever else under consular 
seal from Vancouver around to points in the United States. 

All that subject seems to be somewhat in doubt as to just what the 
authority is and what bs atop se ought to be enacted, if any, in order 
to protect the interests of the United States both in its transcontinental 
commerce as well as the ports of the United States along the Pacific 
coast, and also on the question whether some additional legislation is 
not necessary in order to secure the revenues of the Government in its 
transshipment and in the transportation of goods from the Pacific 
coast. 

There is evidence before the Treasury Department, I may say, of 
very pes irregularities, and there is evidence that the Government is 
probably losing some of its revenue by the manner in which the com- 
merce of the country from foreign Governments comes through Van- 
couver and through Canada into the United States. 

I thought that this resolution won Sig, ons a response from the 
Secretary of the Treasury as to exactly what the condition is, and 
8 2 his judgment anything additional is necessary in the way 
of legislation. 

Mr. DOLPH. I know what the facts are, Mr. President, in 
to the transportation Bred eatin through the Canadian provinces 

over Canadian roads transportation lines, I have no objection to 
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the Secretary of the Treasury being requested to furnish the Senate 
with information upon that subject, not only as to what is being done, 
but as to the law and the regulations under which it is being done. I 
have an impression that quite recently the Secretary of the Treasury 
in answer to a resolution furnished information upon that subject, and 
in his communication stated that there was no loss or probable loss to 
the Government by the arrangement. 

The portion of the resolution that I inquired about was the portion 
which required the Secretary of the Treasury to state whether this 
practice is consistent with our policy in regard to the coastwise com- 
merce, That is a mere matter of opinion, and while I should have no 
objection to taking the opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury upon 
it, I can not conceive that his opinion on that subject would be very 

much more important or valuable than the opinion of any other well 
informed man. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the Secretary probably would be able to 
furnish some information that would*be of service to us in legislation, 
if any is needed. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, this is only the beginning of a raid 
in the interest of the trunk railroads of this country, and I hope before 
the resolution passes it will be referred to a committee. I will object 
to its consideration to-day, but I would prefer that it should go toa 


committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to the resolution going over, 
but as to the remark the Senator from Minnesota makes, that this isa raid 
in favor of the trunk lines of the United States, I simply desire to say 
that there is no raid proposed, but it may be that some legislation is 
necessary in order to protect American interests against foreign inter- 
ests in this hemisphere. I have no objection to the resolution going 


over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolution goes 
over. 
GOODLOE’S COLONIAL RECORDS. —_ , 


Mr. BLAIR. I submit a concurrent resolution for reference to the 
Committee on the Library. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by he Senate (the House of Rep 


ibrary be 
this „ “Phe Birth of the Republic,” containing the 


of the county, 
olution. R. Goodloe, and report upon the expediency of purchasing 
C and the several Departments of the 
Government. 


Mr. BLAIR. The book referred to I have in my hand. It is a com- 
pilation of original documents quite rare and difficult to be procured 
and not available for general reading, appertaining to every State of 
the original thirteen. I think it is quite a valuable book and contains 
matter interesting to the whole country, and probably it would be for 
the interest of Congress that there be some copies for general 
distribution, certainly for the convenience of Congress. I ask that the 
renolution be referred, with the book accompanying it, to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

MARGARET KENNEDY. 


Mr. SPOONER. I moved the other day that the House of Repre- 
sentatives be requested to return to the Senate the bill (S. 1618) for the 
relief of Margaret Kennedy. I also entered a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the Senate passed the bill. I desire to call up the mo- 
tion to reconsider. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin moves to re- 
consider the vote by which the Senate passed the bill. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. As the bill was unanimously reported adversely 
by the Committee on Claims, unless seme Senator desires to be heard 
in favor of the bill, I ask that it be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. PASCO, Wecan not hear on this side of the Chamber what 
the Senator from Wisconsin is saying. 

Mr. SPOONER, This bill for the relief of Margaret Kennedy was 
unanimously reported adversely by the Committee on Claims. In the 
absence of myself and other members of that committee during the last 
week or two it came up, and, I think by inadvertence, was passed by the 
Senate. I entered a motion to reconsider the vote by which it was 
passed. That has been done, and my present motion is that the bill 
be indefinitely postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The motion to postpone indefinitely will 
be considered as agreed to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. I may say to the Senate, as it will take but a mo- 
ment, that this claim was before the last Congress, and Congress passed 
a bill authorizing the Quartermaster-General to ascertain and state the 
value of all timber, fences, and fruit trees on the farm of John Ken- 
nedy, deceased, in the vicinity of this city, which were taken for use by 
the Army, and also appropriated the money necessary to meet what- 

er award might be made by the Quartermaster-General. That bill 
17 a law. The investigation was made by the Quartermaster- 
General, and his award of some $1,300 or $1,500 was made, covering all 


the items of the bill, and was paid and the claim receipted for in full. 

When this Congress met there came back this bill to appropriate $10,- 

000 to this claimant, and it was this bill that the committee reported 

ig favor of indefinitely postponing and that the Senate passed the other 
ay. 

3 Mr. DOLPH. At whose request was the bill placed on the Calen- 
ar? - ‘ 

Mr. SPOONER, It was once indefinitely postponed, but that action 
was reconsidered on the motion of the Senator from California [Mr. 
STANFORD], and at his request the bill was placed upon the Calendar. 

Mr, DOLPH. Has the chairman of the committee had any confer- 
ence with the Senator from California in regard to it? 

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir; I have had none with the Senator from 
California about it, except that I had a little conversation with him 
some months ago in regard to it, and he did not know any more abont 
the claim then than that the claimant was a very clever person. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wiseonsin moves tha 
the bill be indefinitely postponed. : 

The motion was agreed to. 


© 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERson, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills, with 
amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill O n for the erection of a public building at Martinsburgh, 
W. Va.; an 

A bill (S. 2403) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Beaver Falls, in the State of Pennsyl- 


vania. 

The m also announced that the House had the follow- 
ing bills; in Which it requested the concurrence of Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 7795) for the relief of certain property-owners in the 
city of Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 9105) requiring the street-railroad companies of the 
District of Columbia to make annual reports; and’ 

A bill (H. R. 10193) providing for the assessment and collection of 
water-main taxes. $ 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED., . 

The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 


A bill (S. 1900) to provide for the erection of a public building in the i 


city of Canton, Ohio; 
A bill (S. 2451) granting a pension to Juliet Opie H. Ayers; and 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 127) to print the eulogies upon William D. 


-Kelley. 


FANNY L. DAVIS, 


Mr. VOORHEES. Senate bill 3046 has been passed by the House 
and returned to the Senate with an amendment, which I move shall 
not be concurred in, and that the Senate ask for a conference thereon. , 
It is a pension bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3046) granting a pension 
to Fanny L. Davis, which was, in line 5, after the word of,“ to strike 
ont one hundred“ and insert fifty.“ 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the amendment be non-concurred in. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate ask a conference on the 
disagreeing votes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. DAvis, Mr. BLAIR, and 
Mr. TURPIE were appointed. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE, 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I move that the Chair be authorized 
to fill the vacancies on the several commiftees occasioned by the death 
of the late Senator from Kentucky, Mr. Beck, and also the vacancy 
upon the Committee on Territories occasioned by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLAcKBURN] having been excused from further service 
upon the same. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and that order will be made. The Chair appoints the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] as a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations, and the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] a 
member of the Committees on Finance, Territories, and Woman’s Suf- 


frage. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT JACKSONVILLE, FLA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 55) to change the limit of 
appropriation for the publie building at Jacksonville, Fla., which was 
to Soe of section 3 all down to and including the word act, 
in line 

Mr, PASCO. I have examined the amendment, and it simply makes 
the bill harmonious with the action of the two Houses through their 


< „ 
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committees of conference. I move that the amendment of the House 
of Representatives be concurred in, 

The motion was agreed to. 

IMPORTED LIQUORS—STATE LAWS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ` If there is no further morning business, 
that order is closed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask that the order of the day be laid be- 
fore the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order of the day will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 398) subjecting imported liquors to 
the provisions of the laws of the several States. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Now, Mr. President, I desire to present the 
amendment reported from the Committee on the Judiciary to the bill 
in the nature of a substitute. I ask that it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed tostrike out the following amend- 
ment at first reported from the Committee on the Judiciary: 

That no State shall be held to be limited or restrained in its power to prohibit, 
regulate, control, or tax the sale, keeping for sale, or the transportation, as an 
article of commerce or otherwise, to livered within its own limits, of any 
fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liquids or liquors by reason of the 

the same have nim into such State from beyond its limits, 
whether there shall or shall not have been paid thereon any tax, duty, impost, 
or excise to the United States. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The amendment I desire to have placed 
before the Senate now and read is the one reported yesterday from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, to take the place of the substitute for the 
bill formerly reported by the committee. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill and insert : \ 

That when any intoxicating liquors or liquids shall be transported from one 
State or Territory into another State or Territory, or from a State to a Terri- 
tory, or from a Territory to a State, or from a State or Territory to the District 
of Columbia, or from the District of Columbia to a State or Territory, or from an 
foreign country to any State or Territory or the District of Columbia, su 
liquors and liquids so rted shall, when the actual and continuous trans- 

rtation of the same shall have terminated, be considered to have ceased to be 

e subjects of commerce with foreign nations and among the several States and 
be a part of the common mass of property within such State or Territory or the 
District of Columbia, as the case may be, and subject to the respective powers ot 
such State, Territory, and the District of Columbia, in respect of all police regu- 
lations of prohibition, regulation, or taxation, equally and in common with other 
like property — 2 to the police powers of any such State, Territory, or the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the bill before the Senate proposes to 
grant to the States the permission of Congress to deal with imported 
liquors, whether coming from a foreign country or from another State, 
and to tax them or prohibit their sale, as to them may seem wise and 
proper; and this, although the liquors may be in the hands of the im- 
porter in the original and unbroken packages. The bill is predicated 
upon a dictum several times repeated in the opinion of the Supreme 
Court, in the case from Iowa, of Leisy vs. Hardin, recently decided, to 
the effect that such powers as this bill proposes to delegate to the States 
can not be exercised by them without Congressional permission,“ 
because they are powers which, under the Constitution of the United 
States, belong exclusively to Congress. This bill was reported from 
the Judiciary Committee, of which I am a member, but I was not 
present when it was considered in that committee, nor when it was 
reported to the Senate, but was attending the session of another com- 
mittee. So I deem it proper to state to the Senate very briefly the 
reasons for my opposition to the bill and for the vote I shall cast. 

The Constitution confers upon Congress the power to regulate com- 
merce with foreign nations and among the several States and with the 
Indian tribes. This clause of the Constitution has several times been 
construed. by our court of last resort with special reference to commerce 
or traffic in intoxicating liquors. Thatspirits and distilled liquors are 
subjects of ownership and property, and therefore are subjects of ex- 
change, barter, and traffic, it is believed nobody denies; and, this being 
true, it follows that this species of property is a legitimate subject of 
interstate commerce, and so it has always been held. It is generally 
conceded that the power of Congress over commerce among the States 
and with foreign nations“ is identical in scope and bearing, and that 
the importer of liquors from a foreign country and he who imports 
from another State stand on substantially the same footing so far as the 
power and jurisdiction of Congress are concerned. Chief-Justice Taney, 
in the license cases, 5th Howard, quoting Chief-Justice Marshall in 
Ward vs. Maryland, 12th Wheaton, expresses the constitutional view of 
this subject as applied to the pending bill, in the following language: 

That an article authorized by a law of Congress to be imported continued to 
be a part of the foreign commerce of the country while it remained in the hands 
of the importer for sale in the original bale, package, or vessel in whichit was 
imported. That the authority given to import necessarily carried with it the 
right to sell the imported article in the form and shape in Which it was imported, 
and that no State, either by direct assessment or by requiring a license from the 
importer before he was permitted to sell, could impose any burden on him or 
the property imported beyond what the law of Congress had itself imposed, but 

when nal package was broken up, for use or for retail, by the im- 
rter, and also w. the commodity had passed into the hands ofa purchaser, 
ceased to be an import ora part of foreign commerce, an me subject to 

the laws of the State, and might be taxed for State purposes, and the sale regu- 
lated by the State, like any other property. 


The principle thus formulated has been repeatedly reaffirmed by the 
Supreme Court, and the latest affirmation of it is found in the Iowa 
case referred to. _The jurisdiction over interstate commerce having 
been by universal consent lodged in and delegated to Congress by 
express grant of the Constitution, I hold that it is not competent for 
Congress to abdicate the power, as is proposed to be done in the pend- 
ing bill, and redelegate it to the States. It is a familiar principle of 
law, embodied in the maxim Delegatus non potest delegare, that del 
gated power can not be delegated. The States in the convention whic 
framed the Constitution delegated the power of regulating intersta 
commerce to Congiess, and on the clearest principles, both of law an 
construction, Congress can not turn around and redelegate the samé 
power to the States. 

The Constitution is the supreme law for the States and for Congress. 
Congress can not exercise jurisdiction reserved to the States, nor can 
the States exercise jurisdiction sglemnly lodged by the Constitution in 
Congress. To hold otherwise would be to say that the Constitution 
may be changed, not in the mode provided in the Constitution for its 
own amendment, but by an act of Congress setting aside and nullify- 
ing it, and overthrowing its supremacy. The powers of Con and 
those reserved to the States are fixed absolutely by the Constitution. 
Neither Congress nor the States can abridge or enlarge the powers of 
each other, if the Constitution is the supreme law we have always un- 
derstood it to be and as I hold it to be. If the Constitution is to be 
set aside and the powers of Congress under it are to be transferred, at 
the behest of any one or more of the States, to all or a portion of the 
States, how long will it be before, under the influence of such a prece- 
dent, we will have the States bargaining and intriguing with Congres- 
sional majorities for undue advantages? How long will it be before 
the great and powerful States of the Union will secure advantages over 
their weaker sisters ? 

The Constitution was intended to be an unvarying rule of law for 
all the States in all matters of general and national concern, such as 
are embraced in this bill. The non-use by Congress of its powers in 
purely local matters, such as harbor pilotage, the improvement of 
harbors, the construction of bridges over navigable rivers, the erec- 
tion of wharves, piers, docks, etc., and the use of them by the States 
without any positive or affirmative permissive action by Con 
present an entirely different question from that propounded by this 
bill, which is a great national question affecting interstate commerce 
throughout the length and breadth of the country; and one, too, upon 
which Congress from the beginning of the Government to this day has 
exercised to the fullest extent its granted powers. A great national 
policy like this should not be subordinated to the wishes of a few lo- 
calities, to the destruction of its symmetry and uniformity, 

Besides, Mr. President, this bill violates the theory of our Govern- 
ment in that it is a grant of power by Congress to the States, when in 
fact the States are the creators of Congress and have endowed that body 
with all the powers it If the States have granted to Con- 
gress powers which should have been reserved, instead of humbly ask- 
ing Con to restore them (which Congress can not do without vio- 
lating the Constitution) let the States, for the sake of preserving the 
Government in its purity, demand an amendment of the Constitution. 
If inconvenient or vicious in administration the Constitution should be 
amended, not violated or evaded. The language of the Constitution 
which I have quoted, conferring jurisdiction over commerce amon, 
the States isso clear, so comprehensive, so all-embracing that no doubt 
can arise as to its meaning. There is no limitation upon it not im- 

by its own terms, nor is there any ambiguity in it. 

Whatever is interstate commerce is embraced in the constitutional 
grant of power to Congress. Of this there can be no question, Are in- 
toxicating liquors the subject of traffic, of commerce in this country ? 
All will answer that they are. Then, there being no law which makes 
traffic in them unlawful, it is an inexorable consequence that when 
passing through the channels of interstate commerce the regulating ju- 
risdiction of Congress attaches to them and is exclusive. This being 
true, I hold that Congress can not ignore, throw off, or abdicate the 
jurisdiction. The police powers of the State, about which so much has 
been said, do not conflict with the powers of Congress over interstate 
commerce. The diseased meat, the diseased animal, the diseased man, 
the infected clothing, the impure and unhealthy food, which the police 
laws of the State take hold of, are not subjects of lawful interstate or 
other commerce, are not protected against State interference for that 
reason. Dynamite, nitro-glycerine, gunpowder, and other explosives, 
fall within the same category, being substances against which the 
States, through their police laws, may protect themselves, 

While acts of Congress provide that the States may protect them- 
selves against the explosives named, such acts were in my judgment 
unnecessary, because the right of the States to protect their people by 


proper legislation against the dangers accompanying these osives 
was perfect without them, in virtue of their police powers. e State 
can not part with her right of defense against dangers to the lives and 


health of her people; and her police powers for tliese objects being in- 
alienable and known to the framers of the Constitution to be so, are 
necessary and understood exceptions to the grant of jurisdiction to Con- 
gress over interstate commerce. But, Mr. President, for an article of 
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consumption the world over and from the beginning of time, an article 
of commerce in every country in the world, an article of necessity in 
some form or other everywhere, which is dangerous only when improp- 
erly and excessively used to say that such an article can be supp 

and excluded from interstate commerce under the police laws of any 
State is to go to an utterly unwarrantable extreme, 

I do not propose to discuss here the subject of prohibition of the 
liquor traffic, whether the majority have the right to dictate to the 
minority what they shall or shall not eat, drink, or wear. My convic- 
tions on this subject are clearand strong, but need not be expressed here. 
The right of the several States to deal in their own way within their 
own territorial limits with the liquor question has been sustained by 
the courts. There I propose to leave it and to resist so far as lies in 
my power all efforts at interference with the proper operation of the 
Constitution of the United States in its bearing on that subject. The 
four or five States which have adopted prohibitory liquor legislation 
have no right to demand that the uniformity and equality of taxation 
and legislation respecting interstate commerce shall be broken and a 
vicious precedent set for their benefit, 

A strict adherence to the Constitution as it is, and an amendment of 
it in the mode provided by itself when amendment is needed, is our 
hope for the perpetuation of our Government with its attendant bless- 
ings. The history of the Constitution shows that the most powerful 
of all the incentives to its formation was a desire to establish and per- 
petuate free trade between the States of the Union, and we should be 
slow to make a breach, which may be indefinitely widened hereafter, 
in the constitutional wall which has been built to protect this pur- 


Pose. 

Now as to the dictum of the Supreme Court in the Iowa case on 
which the pending bill is predicated, which in effect says that the 
powers and jurisdiction of Congress over interstate commerce may be 
delegated to the States, while I have great respect for the opinions of 
that court my oath to support the Constitution requires me to construe 
that instrument for myself, as in my judgment every Senator should do. 

This Government is divided into three great departments, the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial, each independent of the other. 

The legislative department must act primarily on all questions be- 
fore they can reach the judicial department, and each Senator and 
Representative is responsible to his constituents for his action and is 
presumed to have a judgment of his own on the great questions to be 
dealt with. 

Well considered decisions of the Supreme Court on cases before them 
must always command the highest respect and be eminently persuasive; 
but to accept them as absolute authority would be for Congress to abdi- 
cate its functions as the law-making department of the Government 
and to invest the Supreme Court with a power not given to it in the 
Constitution. How much more would this be the case for Congress to 
predicate its action on a great question upon a dictum of the court or 
an observation of the court ona case not before it and by which the 
court would not feel itself bound. 

This dictum, this suggestion of the court that Congress may by law 
transfer to the States a jurisdiction, a power conferred by the Constitu- 
tion on Congress, over a subject of great national interest, a jurisdiction 
held to be exclusive in Congress, is a proposition I can not assent to, 
and the bill first reported having been introduced to effectuate it I felt 
constrained to oppose it. 

The substitute for the original bill, also reported from the Judiciary 
Committee, proposes to accomplish exactly the same purpose under 
a different form of phraseology. Whatever of difference is found be- 
tween the two is purely verbal. The purpose to be accomplished in 
both bills is precisely the same. The power to regulate commerce is 
the power to regulate existing commerce, neither to create nor destroy 
commerce. The right to import carries with it, says the Supreme 
Court, the right to sell in the shape imported. The right to transport 
from one State into another—which can not be refused or denied—car- 
ries with it in the same way the right to sell in the shape or form or 
package in which it is carried. 

To deny the right to sell, or, what amounts to the same thing, to au- 
thorize the State to deny that right, is equivalent to a denial of the right 
to import, for who would import when forbidden to sell? If importa- 
tion is thus prevented by the action of Congress, it is not a regulation, 
but a destruction of commerce. Suppose Congress should enact that 
neither cotton, nor wheat, nor corn, nor pork, nor beef, nor eitherof these 
products, should be transported from one State to another for sale or 
for any other purpose, does anybody believe that such an enactment 
would be held to be a regulation of commerce? To concede to Con- 
gress the power to destroy commerce under the power to regulate it 
would be to acknowledge in Congress the power to control production 
in the States; for who would produce when the power to transport or 
sell the product is denied? The power of Congress is no greater over 
liquors and intoxicants than it is over any other property. 

The police powers of the States commence where the regulating power 
of Congress ends, and this regulating power can not end constitution- 
ally in a way to defeat the very object which it was created to promote, 
to wit, foreign and interstate commerce. The very object of this bill 
is admitted to be to defeat and suppress commerce, the control over 


which (in order that it might be free and unrestricted and as far as 
possible removed from the jealousies of local State interests) was placed. 
under the exclusive regulating power of Congress, Congress can not 
refuse to execute this power or be a party to its emasculation and over- 
throw in an indirect and roundabout way. 

Too much depends on an impartial, uniform, and proper execution 
of this great power for it to be tampered with or dealt with by indi- 
rection, or in any other way than in the furtherance of the high na- 
tional purpose for which it was granted. I yield to no man a greater 
desire to perpetuate the autonomy of the States and all the rights of 
local government than I possess, but do verily believe that the Consti- 
tution as it came from the hands of the fathers prescribes the best 
mode ever yet devised for doing this, and that in a strict and rigid ad- 
herence to its provisions will be found the highest security for the 
rights of the States. If the Constitution as it came down to us is to 
be departed from, letit be by amendment in the mode prescribed by 
itself, and not violated, evaded, or cast aside by an act of Con 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the question presented + this bill is 
one of very grave importance to the American people, both inits practical 
effects and as a matter of constitutional law. The fact that I concurred 
with the majority of the judiciary committee in the Fiftieth Congress in 
reporting adversely to the bill as then presented and the fact that I now 
feel constrained to support this bill, which is substantially the same as 
that rejected by usin the Fiftieth Congress, make it necessary possibly 
that I should explain to the Senate the reason of this seemingly incon- 
sistent action. 

When I concurred in the report made in the Fiftieth Congress, the 
Supreme Court had not made the decision that the regulation of im- 
ported liquors, whether coming from abroad or from a sister State, was 
not within the police power of the States; nor had they decided that 
the power thus denied to the States could be exercised by them by the 
permission of Congress. My convictions have been all along and, if I 
may say so with due deference to the Supreme Court, they are now that 
regulation to the extent of prohibition of the sale of intoxicating liquors, 
whether made within the State or imported from outside of its borders, 
is one of the necessary and essential police powers of the States. I be- 
lieve that jurisdiction of the States was never surrendered to the Federal 
Government; that it is one of their reserved rights and in fact inalien- 
able by the State governments or by the people. 

The decision of the Supreme Court to which I have alluded, Mr. 
President, was made after I concurred in the report made in the 
Fiftieth Congress. I concur partially with the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Coxe], though not altogether, that it is the duty of Senators and 
Representatives in Congress to formulate their own opinions as to the 
meaning of the Constitution, to a certain extent, the limit I will state 
before I get through. I propose, therefore, to state the grounds upon 
which I hold that this power to regulate and prohibit the sale of in- 
toxicating liquors is an essential power of a State and is just as full, 
just as broad, whether that liquor was made within the State or brought 
thither from outside of its limits, 

I confess that the decision of the Supreme Court denying to the State 

of Iowa, and therefore denying to all the States, the right to regulate 
the sale of imported intoxicants struck me with surprise, and the more 
so since that court had on two occasions before that settled principles 
which are, in my judgment, in direct antagonism to this decision 
of the court. The court in these former opinions held that the police 
powers of a State were not touched, were not influenced, were not re- 
stricted by any clause of the Constitution of the United States. 
did not put it in that broad language, but they made these decisions 
with reference to the effect of a clause in the Constitution which the 
court had before most sedulously enforced as against State action and 
State legislation. 

In 97 United States Reports occurs one of these cases. The Beer 
Company against The State of Massachusetts is the style of it. A char- 
ter had been granted by the State of Massachusetts to this beer com- 
pany authorizing it to manufacture and sell beer within the limits of 
that State. Massachusetts repealed that charter so far as the power of 
selling beer wasconcerned. The point was made by the company in the 
court, that the repeal of this charter right was in violation of that clause 
of the Constitution of the United States which prohibits any State from 
passing any law impairing the obligation of a contract. 

The Senate will take notice that, if this charter had been made with 
reference to any other article of property not coming within what is 
termed the police powers of the State, it would have been held, as it 
has been held by a long train of deeisions commencing with the Darts- 
mouth College case early in the history of the Government down to the 
present time, that the charter was a contract, and, being a contract, a 
right secured by it can not be taken away by the subsequent legisla- 
tion of a State. That case stood exactly in the way of the repeal if the 
article mentioned in the charter had not been an intoxicant or some 
other article of like legal character. How did the court answer that 
position, Mr. President? I will read from the opinion of the court, on 
page 192 of 97 United States Reports: 


Whatever differences of opinion may exist as to the extent and boundaries of 
the police power and however difficult it may be to render a ry defini- 
tion of it, there seems to be no doubt that it does extend to the protection of the 


lives health, and property of the citizens, and to the preservation of good order 


tion in that other clause which declares that Congress 
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and the public morals, The Li 
the power to provide for these objects. 

Speaking now with reference to intoxicating liquors— 

They belong emphatically to that class of objects which demand the applica- 
tion of the maxim Salus populi suprema lex; and they are to be attained and pro- 
vided for by such appropriate means as the legislative discretion may devise. 

discretion can no more be bargained away than the power il (Boyd 
vs. Alabama, 94 U. S., 645.) 

Mr. President, the principle settled by this case is this: That wher- 
ever the subject-matter of regulation by State law relates to the health, 
to the good order, to the safety of the people of that State, the power 
to enact that regulation, though it may be in the mode of its exercise 
if applied to any other subject in violation of the Constitution of the 
United States, is not a violation of that Constitution, because the Con- 
stitution is supposed not to have affected that particular power of the 
States. 

Now, I put it to Senators, if the police power of a State is strong 
enough to prohibit the sale and manufacture of intoxicants, of beer and 
distilled spirits, and is outside of and unaffected by that provision 
of the Constitution of the United States which prohibits a State from 
tapaning the obligation of a contract, by what process of reason- 
in t be maintained that that power is subject to the Constitu- 
shall have the 

wer to regulate commerce between the States? And yet the court 
Tis made both decisions. In the one case the court has decided that 
the police power of a State is unaffected by the restrictions of the Fed- 
eral Constitution and in the other that the power is destroyed by the 
Constitution, 

Teall attention to another decision of the same court upon the ex- 
tent of the police power ofthe States. It is true thatthe subject ofthe 
decision was not, as in the case of the Beer Company against Massachu- 
setts, an intoxicant. But it was another subject which the court says 
in that very opinion like intoxicants is within the police power of the 
States. Before I read this case it may as well be stated that the police 
power of the States with reference to preserving the morals of the people 
is no greater and no stronger than the police power of a State to preserve 
the lives and the health of its people, and therefore,if, as I have shown 
in the case of the Beer Company against Massachusetts, intoxicants are 
so clearly within the police power of a State that the State is not re- 
strained by a positive provision of the Federal Constitution in reference 
to its dealings with intoxicants, the same principle which applies to any 
other branch ofthe police power or any other subject which may be 
regulated by the police power comes within the same rule. All sub- 
jects relating to the health, morals, safety, and good order of the peo- 
ple, and coming within the police power of the States, stand exactly on 
the same footing with reference to any restraint, or want of power of 
restraint, by the Federal Constitution. 

In the case of Stone vs. The State of Mississippi a charter had been 
granted for a lottery, and that charter was repealed, and the incorpo- 
rators in that case, exactly like the incorporators in the Beer Compan 
case in Massachusetts, invoked the rule laid down in the Dartmout 
College case that a contract had been made by the charter, and that it 


can not, by any contract, divest itself of 
They belong— 


_ was incompetent, because it was a violation of the Constitution of the 


United States, for the Legislature to impair it or destroy it. That was 
the argument made and insisted upon. Now, what dia the court say 
with reference to that? 

The question is therefore directly presented whether, in view of these facts 
the loglatature of a State can, by the charter of a lottery company, defeat the 
will of the le, authoritatively expressed, in relation to the farther continu- 
ance of such business in their midst. We think it can not. No legislature can 
bargain away the public health or the public morals, The people themselves 
ean not do it, much less their servants. The supervision of both these sub- 
jects of iad exec wer is continuing in its nature, and they are to be 
dealt with as the special exigencies of the moment may require. Government 
is organized with a view to their preservation and can not divest itself of the 

wer to provide for them. For this ee the largest lexislative on 
3 and the discretion can not be parted with any more than the power 


Mr. BUTLER, What case is that? 

Mr. ee Stone against Mississippi, in 101 United States Re- 
ports, 

So, then, we have thisadditional argument against the decision of the 
8 Court denying to the State of Iowa (and the other States) the 
right to regulate the sale of imported intoxicants. It is that Govern- 
ment itself, in the nature of things being possessed of the power to 


‘regulate these matters for the protection of the morals and the health 


and the lives and safety of the people, is incapable of alienating it. If 
incapable, how can it be said that in acceding to the Constitution of 
the United States the States alienated this ienable power? 

Is there any answer to that, Mr. President? The power isinalienable 
from its very nature, so essential to the very life of the Government 
that parting with it is a destruction of the Government itself; and yet 
the Supreme Court, after having announced that doctrine in two well 
considered cases, held in the Iowa case the astounding doctrine that it 
was in fact alienated and could only be restored by the permission of 
Congress. The court held that this power, this inalienable and essen- 
tial power of the lives, the health, the morals of the people 
of a State, conceded in two former cases to have been outside of and 
unaffected by the limitations and prohibitions of the Constitution, was 


in fact surrendered by the Federal Constitution. As to all other parts 
of the Constitution this t and essential power of the States, say the 
court, is supreme. It falls only before the commercial power. In the 
opinion of the Supreme Court, as shown by these two cases, the police 
powers of the States stand unaffected by a provision of the Constitution 
which expressly prohibits a State from passing any law impairing the 
obligation of contracts.“ Yet this same power yields to a prohibition 
which, if it exists at all, exists only by implication from a grant of 
power to regulate commerce, 

The Supreme Court has from the power to ate interstate com- 
merce erected a fetich before which the State police powers must bow. 
The court holds that, for the purpose of protecting the lives, the health, 
the morals of the people of the State, a State may prohibit the man- 
ufacture and sale of intoxicants within its own borders ; but this right 
to defend itself, this right to protect the morals and the health of its 
citizens is ava Sr into helpless imbecility in the face of intoxicating 
liquor imported from another State or from a foreign country whilst 
it remains in the original package and is owned by the importer. 

Logic of that sort, I must confess, I do not understand. If the force 
of this police power of a State be so that the Constitution touches 
it nowhere else, although acts in the exertion of the power may be 
in direct contravention of the letter of the Constitution, as deciles by 
the court itself, I can not understand why this great and essential 
power when it comes simply to a-question of commerce falls before that 
power and comes within the restrictions and limitations of one par- 
ticular clause only of the Constitution., 

Let us stop and think now how we are placed, how the people of the 
United States are placed in reference to this matter. In lowa—that is 
the State now which is the occasion of this legislation—a man may not 
manufacture intoxicants and may not sell them, but that same man 
whose dram shop is closed up this morning when he undertakes to sell 
liquors manufactured within the State of Iowa may reopen it to-mor- 
row if only he will telegraph to Chicago or some other place outside 
of the State and have the liquors imported and then sell them in the 
original packages. 

That, with great deference to the court, ap to me to be an 
absurdity when applied to the great principle of the right of self-pres- 
ervation by a State. In other words, the State of Iowa and each of 
the other States is all-powerful—for what? To quote some of the 
language of the decisions of the Supreme Court, for self-preservation, 
for the protection of the lives, the health, the morals, and the good 
order of its people; all-powerful to destroy a business within the State, 
yet falls defenseless before an imported original package. 

This great right which the court declared was inalienable and could 
not be bargained or contracted away, this great right of self-protection 
is a right simply to protect the State against internal attacks, leaving 
her open to attack from outside of her borders. The State is all-pow- 
erful to protect herself against a domestic foe, but if the shaft be shot 
from across her border it may be directed by her own citizens and on 
her own soil to the mark at which it is aimed. 

That is the condition, sir, in which the decision of the Supreme 
Court has placed not only Iowa, but all the other States in reference 
to what the court itself has decided is a matter of self: preservation. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will it interrupt the Senator for me to make a sug- 

tion? 
1 GEORGE. It will, unless you waut to ask me a question about 


is case. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. 

Mr. GEORGE. Well, now, Mr, President, that is the condition in 
which the court has left us, The court has decided that Co: can 
not exercise police power within a State, and that the State of Iowa, the 
State of Kansas, or any other State can not exercise the police power 
in reference to imported intoxicants, At this point the court found 
itself in this extraordinary situation, that as to imported intoxicants 
they had decided that there was no y power, none in Congress and 
none in the State, which could regulate or control their sale, and so 
the court was bound to go further. The court could not leave this im- 
portant right suspended like Mohammed’s coffin, touching neither the 
Federal Government nor the State governments, and so the court gave 
out some doctrine upon that subject which it is important to consider. 
The doctrine is that, though the State has lost the power to regulate the 
sale of imported intoxicants and though the Federal Government has no 
such power, yet Congress may create the power and donate it to the 
States. That, sir, is in effect the decision of the court in holding that 
the State may exercise the power by the permission of Congress. There 
is no mode of expression, no legal euphemism, which can conceal it. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], the other day, said the ex- 
pression of the court on this point was an obiter dictum. The Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], as I understood him, conceded that 
that was the fact, and the Senator from Texas [Mr. Coker] this morn- 
ing repeats it. In my opinion it is not an obiter dictum; it is as much 
a solemn decision of the court as any other declaration made by it in 
that case. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Do I understand the Senator from Mississippi to state 
newborn e ONAE ons with this police question of selling 
liguor within a State 
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Mr. GEORGE. Not directly. It can not te it. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Can it not absolutely prohibit by its internal- revenue 
tax the sale or traffic in liquor in any of the United States if it has the 
co to do it? - 

Mr. GEORGE. Ah, Mr. President, the power of taxation, as was de- 
cided by Chief-Justice Marshall long ago, is a power of destruction. I 
am not talking now about the taxing power. That question is not in- 
volved in this bill. There is no limit to it except the discretion of the 
body that lays the tax, and therefore, as Chief-Justice Marshall said in 
McCulloch vs. land, the power to tax included within it the power 
to destroy. But t is a very different matter from exercising the 

lice power of regulating or prohibiting the sale of intoxicants ina 

tate. 

Mr. President, I return now to the point from which I was diverted by 
the Senator from Louisiana, namely, to the question whether the de- 
cision of the court that Congress may permit a State to regulate the 
traffic in imported liquors was a mere dictum. 

Now I say that this is not only not an obiter dictum, but, as I discover 
in reading the opinion in the Iowa case, the court had before that de- 
cided the same thing. This was unknown to me when I wrote the 
majority report in the last Congress. Of course the court shrank from 
the conclusion that there was no power to regulate this traffic so far 
as imported intoxicants were concerned; and so on page 7 of its opin- 
ion, after showing that this power of regulating commerce between the 
States was not a concurrent, but an exclusive power, the court says: 

Hence, inasmuch as interstate commerce, consisting in the transportation, pur- 
chase, sale, and exchange of commodities, is national in its character and must 
be governed by a uniform system, so long as Congress does not pass any law to 
regulate it, or allowing the States so to do, it thereby indicates its will thatsuch 
commerce shall be free and untrammeled. 

In the very outset of the argument made by the court, which, with 
due respect to the court I must say is a very inconclusive one, the court 
assumes, as one of the premises upon which it argues the whole case 
and reaches the conclusion which it finally reached, that the Congress 
may give this lost police power to the States. Again, on the same page 
the court says: 

That ardent spirits, distilled liquors, ale, and beer are subjects of exchange, 
barter, and tratio like an other —— 5 pd baler ee . 
8 the decisions of outta, is not denied. ` 

The court forgot right there that it had in the Kansas case separated 
intoxicants from all other property in deciding that it was within the 

er of Kansas to prohibit the manufacture of such articles. The 
prohibition of the exercise of an employment is the highest exercise of 
the police power. If there be a Senator here who supports the decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court in the Iowa case I would ask him if it is true 
that there is no distinction in the articles on which the police power 
of the States can be exerted? Would it be a constitutional exercise of 
power for a State to prohibit a citizen from planting cotton or making 
ms or calico or pursuing any other business except the manufact- 
ure and sale of such things as, owing to their peculiar nature, their in- 
jurious effects on the morals, health, safety, and good order of the peo- 
ple are subject to the cag power of the State? Yet the court in the 
extract I have read classes all articles of commerce exactly alike. 

But I proceed with the reading— 

Being thus articles of commerce, can a State, in the absence of on on 
Con prohibit their importation from abroad or from s sister 
State, or when . their sale by the importer? If the importa- 
tion can not be prohibited without the consent of Congress,when'does property 
imported from abroad or from a sister State so become part of the common 
mass of property within a State as to be subject to its unimpeded control. 

Here again, for the second time, we have the express recognition by 
the court of the power of Congress to give consent to the exercise of the 
power by the States, which, without such consent, the court denied to 
exist. 


Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to call his 
attention, in support of his proposition that this matter is not obiter 
dictum on the part of the majority of the court, to page 16 of the Senate 
reprint of the opinion of this language in the opinion of the court: 

Whatever our individual views may be as to the deleterious or dangerous 
qualities of particular articles, we can not hold that any articles which Congress 
eran 77... evan nan notsuch, — that . S 
they that character. if 
Thus placing the decision of the court upon the fact whether or not 
Congress has recognized the particular articles as subjects of interstate 
commerce. 

Mr. GEORGE. I am obliged to the Senator for the suggestion. 
That is one ground on which the court But I am now en- 
gaged in showing that the position taken by the Senator from Missouri 
and assented to by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR], and re- 
iterated by the distin Senator from Texas [Mr. Coxe], that this 
is a mere obiter dictum, is utterly unfounded. On the contrary, it con- 
stitutes the web and woof of ry Ae pe of the court in reaching the 
conclusion to which the court ly came. 

The court, on this . not only reiterates the doctrine of 

tate action by permission of the but quotes a statute of 

in support of the position. I will read it hereafter, because I 
am attacking in my feeble way, but fairly and respectfully, I hope, the 


position assumed by three distinguished Senators of this body, that 
this is a mere obiter dictum. Now let us see whether it is or not. The 
court say: 
= = 
e , —— rrian gierige a ont difer- 
ent and upon the subject of the rtation of rs and mer- 
chandise, Statutes, sections 4252 to , inclusive, including the trans- 
portation of nit lycerine and other similar explosive substances, with the 
porin that, asto them, “any State, Territory, District, city, or town within the 
nited States! should not be prevented by the language used “from regulating 
persons and places lying or belas witha thelr respective territorial Limits, or 
from prohibiting the jatrodustion: thereof into such limits for sale, use, or con- 
sumption therein,” is referred to as indicative of the intention of Congress that 
the transportation of commodities between the States shall be free, except where 
itis positively restricted 8 itself, or by States in particular eases by 
the express permission of gress. 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator from Mississippi a question ? 

Mr..GEORGE. You may. 

Mr. VEST. I will ask the Senator if an obiter dictum is not an ex- 
pression by the court upon a question which is not necessary to the ad- 
judication of the issues presented by the record? I ask the Senator 
that question. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is that all the question? 

Mr. VEST. That is all I want to know now. 

Mr. GEORGE. Get through with your questions. Lou may be 
laying a trap for me, and if you are I want to see it. 

Mr. VEST. In connection with that, because one question is neces- 
sary to the other 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well; get all the questions out first, and then 
I will see the trap, if there is a trap. 

Mr. VEST. I object tothe word trap,“ because I am not hunting 
now. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then I will withdraw the word trap.“ 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator in that connection this other question: 
Was the expression which he first read here in regard to permission by 
Congress to a State necessary to the adjudication of any question pre- 
sented by the record in that case? A 

Mr. GEORGE. Iwill answer the Senator’s questions before I get 
through. I can not answer them categorically. I will say this now, 
that it was the duty of the court, its constitutional duty, and I will 
show that before I get through, if it entertained that opinion, to express 
it. That must stand for the answer for the present. If the Senator 
will only give me his attention, he will find before I get through that 
I am amply sustained in that position. 

Well, now, Mr. President, here are three times that the court has 
said in its opinion, as the basis of its argument, that this thing may be 
done by the States by permission of Congress, referring to a statute of 
Congress as illustrating the position. Here is the statute of Congress, 
sections 4278 and 4279 of the Revised Statutes, which ee the 
mode in which explosives, nitro-glycerine, and things of that sort may 
be transported, ee them therefore as lawful objects of com- 
merce. I might as well reply tothe Senator from Texas [Mr. 
Coxe], who draws a distinction between nitro-glycerine and intoxi- 
cants and assigns nitro-glycerine into the same class with lepers, con- 
taminated clothing, and diseased meat. That was the position of the 
Senator. He stated as to explosives that they were like these and 
were not lawful objects of commerce. In this he was mistaken. 

Mr. President, Congress recognized them in these sections of the 
statnte as lawful objects of commerce, and they, in that respect, are 
exactly like intoxicants. When innocently used and properly used 
they do no harm. Whenimproperly used they do great harm. I should 
like the Senator from Texas or any other Senator who thinks with 
him to draw the distinction in principle between the regulation of 
nitro-glycerine and intoxicants, both being lawful articles of com- 
merce, Both have their innocent and proper use, and as such nobody 
objects to them, but both are capable, in the opinion of a great many 
of the best citizens of this country, of the most outrageous and de- 
structive use, not only to men who use them, but to society. The 
parallel is complete. 

Here is what Congress said after regulating and recognizing the law- 
fulness of nitro-glycerine as an object of commerce: 

Sec. 4280. The two preceding sections 


Which are the ones regulating the trade in it— 

The two ing sections shall not be so construed as to prevent any State, 
Territory, district, city, or town within the United States from regulating or 
from prohibiting ws 8 or ee of = . 
— prohibiti 3 thereof into su limits, for sale, — 
sumption therein. 

The court cites that, in support of its argument that Congress might 
yield this power to the States. What reason could there be for the court 
citing this statute, unless the court intended to make the ission of 
Congress a lawful source of the exercise of the power of the States one of 
the grounds ofits decision? But I am not through with the proof on 
this point, Mr. President. I have changed my position on this bill from 
what it was in the Fiſtieth Congress on account of this decision of the 
court, My position then was antagonistic in results to what it is now, 
though entirely consistent when considered with the explanation which 
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I make; and as I have made this change on the authority of this decision 
I trust the Senate will indulge me in pursuing this matter a little 
further than I otherwise would. 

The court quotes another decision which I did not know of in the Fif- 
tieth Congress. It quotes from the decision made by Mr. Justice Mat- 
thews, I believe, in the case of Bowman vs, Chicago and Northwestern 
Railroad Company. 

It— 

The State, says Justice Matthews—the court is quoting from him or 

from the opinion of the court in that case— 
It— : : 
The State— 


may adopt any measures tending, even indirectly and remotely, to make the 
policy effective until it passes the line of power delegated to Congress under the 
Constitution. It can not, without the consent of Congress, expressed or im- 
piad, regulate commerce between its pooplo and those of the other States of the 
nion in order to effect its end, however desirable such a regulation might be.. 


I bave quoted three express declarations of the court in this case. 
Then I have quoted from the quotation made by the court of a prior 
decision made by the same court to the same effect. Is all that mere 
obiter dictum? Then the court, after arguing on this statute and on 
these decisions made before this case, on page 13 says this: 

The conclusion follows— : 

This was the argument, all these statements were the grounds upon 
which the judicial mind traveled to the conclusion, and now let us see 
what the conclusion of the court was: 


The conclusion follows that, as the grant of the power to regulate commerce 
among the States, so far as one system is required, is exclusive, the States can 
not exercise that power without the assent of Congress, and, in the absence of 
legislation, it is left for the courts to determine when State action does or does 
not amount to such exercise, or, in other words, what is or is not a regulation 
of such commerce. 


The court on and quotes from another decision made by itself. 
I will read the language. Itis very strong. The Supreme Court, in 
this last quotation, says it was something more than a mere power in 
Congress to do or not to do, but it was a duty, a responsibility“ was 
the language of the court. 

The court after having quoted from Mugler vs. Kansas about the im- 
portance of this police power of the State for self-preservation, goes on 
and says: 8 


Undoubtedly it is for the legislative branch of the State governments to de- 
termine whether the manufacture of particular articles of traffic or the sale of 
such articles will injuriously affect the public, and it is not for Congress to de- 
termine what measures a State may properly adopt as appropriate or needful 
for the protection of the prane morals, the public health, or the public safety; 
but, notwithstanding it is not vested with supervisory power over matters of 
local administration, the responsibility is upon Congress, so far as the regula- 
tion of interstate commerce is concerned, to remove the restriction upon the 
State in dealing with imported articles of trade within its limits, which have 
not been mingled with common mass of property therein. 


Is all that mere obiter dictum? Then on page 16, and I will not 
weary the attention ofthe Senate by reading it, right at the very close 
of the opinion, twice on that same page, court repeats the same 
thing. Now, if all that is mere obiter dictum, then the court, instead 
of performing the great constitutional function which I will show it 
was appointed to perform, has held out false lights to delude and en- 
snare the people of the United States. The question before the court 
was as to the relative power of the States and of Congress over the 
subject of imported intoxicants. Having denied the police power of 
the States and Co; arogan police power, it was manifestly the 
duty of the court, fn settli e question before it, to say where the 
power lay. In doing this, the court said, as it was bound to say, that 
the States had such power as Congress would permit them to exercise. 

Mr. President, I come now to the last ment upon the subject of 
obiter dictum. Possibly—now answering the question of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. l the court might have got along 
in deciding this case and ing the judgment which it pronoun 
without using the expressions which I have quoted. The court mihi 
have discharged only one-half its duty and left unperformed the other 
half. The case before the court required it to decide what were the 
powers of the States in regulating the sale of imported intoxicants. 
if the court had said the States had no power whatever, and had yet 
entertained the opinion they had the power with the consent of Con- 

it would have made a false exposition of the Constitution if they 

ad not said so. So it was the duty of the court to speak to the whole 

question instead of to a part of it. But the Supreme Court of the United 

States on the constitutional question sustains a singular, unparalleled, 

not to say unique position. tt is the duty of that court to do more than 

to decide the precise question of meum and iuum, between A the plain- 
tiff and B the defendant, when constitutional questions are involved. 

I will read authority for that, the highest authority known to Amer- 
ican constitutional law and American jurisprudence. In the last 
opinion ever drawn up by that great light of constitutional learning, 
Chief-Justice Taney, will be found the exposition of the function whith 


the Supreme Court of the United States performs with reference to the 
Constitution. This is the opinion in Gordon rs, The United States, 
drawn up by Judge Taney, who died before it was delivered, and it 
was found by his executor, given to the reporter, and he published 


it in an appendix to 117 United States Reports; and he quotes from 
Mr, Madison in The Federalist, as I shall read. Says Mr. Madison: 

It is true that in controversies relating to the boundary between the two ju- 
risdictions— 

That is, as shown by the preceding language, the national or Fed- 
eral jurisdiction and the State jurisdiction— ~~ 
the tribunal which is ultimately to decide is to be established under the Gen- 
eral Government. 

That tribunal is the Supreme Court. Mr. Madison, as we have seen, 
said there has been a tribunal established by the Constitution to run 
the boundary line between State jurisdiction and Federal jurisdiction 
as a distinct function. Now, let us see what Chief-Justice Taney says. 

The existence of this court— 


The Supreme Court— 


is, therefore, as essential to the organization of the Government established b, 
the Constitution as the election of a Presidentor members of Congress. It 
the tribunal which is ultimately to decide all judicial questions confided to the 
Government of the United States, 


Then he goes on to show that no other court ever was invested with 
such power; that the highest court in England could not set aside an 
act of Parliament, but must carry it into effect; and that the office and 
function and the very purpose for which this court was established were 
to settle the meaning of the Constitution, to draw a line, fix the bound- 
ary, using Mr. Madison’s language, between the jurisdiction of the 
States and of the Federal Government, Judge Taney, after alluding 
to that, proceeds: 

It was necessary to give it— 

This great jurisdiction— 
from the complex character of the Government of the United States, which is 
in part national and in part Federal, where two separate governments exer- 
cise certain powers of sovereignty over the same territory, each independent 
of the other within its appropriate sphere of action, and where there was. 
therefore, an absolute necessity, in order to preserve internal tranquillity, that 
there should be some tribunal to decide between the Government of the United 
States and the government of a State wherever any controversy should arise 
as to their relative and respective powers in the 20mmon territory. The Su- 
preme Court was created for that purpose. 


Mr. President, that being so, what is the duty of the court when it 
comes to run the boundary line—to use Mr. Madison's language —be- 
tween the powers of the State and of the Federal Government on any. 
particular question? Can it run it only half way? You call in a sur- 
veyor to run the disputed boundary line between two adjoining pieces 
of property. Is it his duty to run it clear through or to stop at any im- 
aginary poins that might suit his convenience? 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to ask him 
a question there, so that I may understand the full scope of his argu- 
ment on this point? I should like to ask the Senator from Mississippi 
whether his contention is that the function of the Supreme Court, to 
which Mr. Madison alludes, of defining the boundaries between State 
and Federal power means more than that they shall perform that func- 
tion by deciding the very point of the case that may happen to be pre- 
sented to them, or that they have a right to go farther in any case and 
as a matter of speculation and constitutional exegesis lay down by lines 
of demarkation what they conceive to be the boundaries between Fed- 
eral and State power where such demarkation is not necessary for the 
decision of the case before them ? 7 

Mr. GEORGE. My contention on that subject is this, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that the court is not restricted in any case that is before it to 
the decision of the mere point itself, but when a particular question is 
up and fairly involved in the record the court not only has the power 
but it is its duty to settle the whole question, not half of it. In this 
case the question was as to the relative powers of the Federal and of 
the State governments with reference to the prohibition and regulation 
of the sale of imported intoxicants, and to have denied it to the States 
when the court made it a basis of its argument that it could be exer- 
cised with the consent of the Federal Government, without med ea 
would have been to perform but half its duty. It would have 
like the surveyor to whom I alluded who had been employed under 
an order of court to run a litigated boundary line between two adjacent 

ieces of property and who had stopped halfway. Isay the case must 
> before the court, the case must involve the question, but when that 
is there the court must settle the whole of it and not a part of it only, 
and that has been the practice of the court. 

Take the first great case of constitutional law decided by Chief-Jus- 
tice Marshall, Marbury us. in 1803, I think, and what did he 
do in that case? He devoted three-fourths of the 1 N to settlin 
constitutional questions incident to the case, involved in the case, an 
then devoted five pages or one-fourth of the whole number in deciding 
that the court had no jurisdiction at all. Yet the principle settled 
the fifteen pages or three-fourths of that celebrated opinion by Chief- 
Justice Marshall is cited every day as authority, and Ido not recollect 
that I ever saw the actual point decided cited at all. Take the case of 
Gibbons vs, Ogden, the great case in which the commercial power of 
the Government was settled, and what was the point in that ? i = 
cording to this sticking to the letter, ing a dez t of the 
functions of the court, the syllabus of that case would ust simply 
this: The court decided that the State of New York had no right to 


1890. 


grant the exclusive right to navigation in the Hudson River. That is 
all there was in it, and yet that great case, the leading beacon light of 
constitutional exposition of the power of Congress and the States over 
the lation of the commerce, has stood unquestioned for years. Take 
the celebrated case of Scott vs. Sanford, that produced so much excite- 
ment in the United States some years ago. The court spent many pages 
in that decision in deciding a question of constitutional power, and 
then decided that it had no jurisdiction of the case; that the plaintiff 
could not sue. And so of many other cases. 

It is true the court has no right to make a case the mere pretext of 
delivering a constitutional lecture upon questions outside of the rec- 
ord, but it is the duty of the court, and it has always practiced on 
that idea, that when the questions were involved, although they might 
not have been absolutely essential to the decision of the case, if they 
were necessary in order to make the constitutional exposition which 
the court ought to make full and clear, the court has always done it. 

So they have acted in this case. In my poor judgment the court 
was wrong on both the points decided by it. It was wrong in de- 
eiding that the States had no jurisdiction to regulate the sale of im- 
ported intoxicants; it was wrong in deciding that Congress could con- 
fer that jurisdiction. But I am giad to be able to say that it was de- 
eidedly and most clearly right in that it decided the whole case, and not 
a part of it only. The opinion expressed is, as I think, a serious error, 
but, being entertained by the court, the expression of it was not only 
clearly right, but a failure to do so would have been a failure to dis- 
charge a plain constitutional and judicial duty. But what is my duty, 
what is the duty of other Senators here in a case of that sort? 

I believe, as the Senator from Texas argued, that the States are the 

tors and not the grantees of power; that power comes from the 

tates to the Federal Government, and does not go from the Federal 

Government to the States. In my humble judgment the court erred 
in depriving the States of this essential police power. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLAIR in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Mississippi yield to the Senator from Alabama ? 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PUGH. I have examined the question the Senator is now dis- 
cussing with so much force and ability, and I have satisfied myself, as 
he is satisfied, that the Supreme Court has decided that Congress can 
pretermit its power so as to allow the exercise of police powers by a 
State as specified in the bill before the Senate. I will ask the Senator 
the question, if it be obiter dictum in this case, how is it possible to 
make a case in which an expression of opinion by the Supreme Court 
that Congress could pretermit its power would not be obiter dictum ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Unless we pass this bill. 

Mr. PUGH. Exactly. That is what I asked the Senator from Mis- 
souri. I should like to know how it is possible ever to get any other 
opinion from the Supreme Court upon the power of Congress to preter- 
mit the exercise of its commercial power as mentioned in this bill if 
it be obiter dictum in the case from Iowa? 

Mr. GEORGE, I answer that, Mr. President, as the Senator evi- 
dently suggested I would answer it by the tenor of his question, thatif 
this bill be not passed, so thata case may not arise under itand go to the 
Supreme Court, if the decision in the Iowa case is obiter dictum, every 
other expression that the Supreme Court can ever make on this point 
would also be obiter dictum. = 

Mr. EUSTIS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Mississippi a 
question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to the Senator from Louisiana ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I should like to ask the Senator, if he believes that 
this measure is unconstitutional, whether he thinks it is properly 
within the province of Congress to pass an unconstitutional law in or- 
der to ascertain whether the Supreme Court of the United States may 
possibly decide it to be constitutional. 

Mr. GEORGE. Most emphatically I donot, Mr. President. If the 
question I am discussing were res nova, in my humble judgment we 
could not properly pass the bill. We can not send a power back to the 
States; but the Senate, all the Senators, and all the Representatives, and 
the President together, all combined, have no power to overrule the 
decision of the Supreme Court. We may pass a law here unanimously 
in this body, unanimously in the other House, have it approved by the 
President, and if the Supreme Court holds it to be unconstitutional 
it is not worth the paper upon which it is written. So if we pass a 
law in direct contravention of a constitutional principle that the Su- 
preme Court has already settled it is utterly null and void. I will not 
vote for a law which I believe to be unconstitutional in order to test 
the question; but I hold, as I am bound to do, my constitutional con- 
victions subordinate to the decisions of the Supreme Court, with this 
one reservation and no more 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me state the reservation. With this one res- 
ervation, and no more: If the Se Court decides that Congress 
has a power asagainst the States, which I do not believe isa fair construc- 


XXI—334 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


— 


5329 


tion of the Constitution, whilst I yield to that ruling as having the force 
of law, as a Senator I decline to exercise the power as a matter of expe- 
diency. I hope I am understood. it will be good ground for any Sen- 
ator to refuse to support a bill which the Supreme Court has decided 
to be constitutional if he doubt, independent of that decision, or if he 
believe, independent of that decision, that it is unconstitutional; but 
he could not do it upon the ground that he thought the law would be 
null and void if enacted by Congress, for the court has decided that it 
would be good and valid and that decision would make it so. Now I 
will yield to my friend from Alabama. , 

Mr. PUGH. If the Supreme Court were to overrulea decision which 
denied to the State the power that we both agree it has under the Con- 
stitution, would the overruling of that opinion restore to the States the 
power or would it amount to a delegation of the power to the States 

y the Supreme Court? 

Mr. GEORGE, Ifthe court should overrule its decision it would 
just say that it was mistaken in the first decision and that the power 
rested with the States all the time, and there would not be a delegation 
of power. 

Mr. PUGH. Then how can the consent of Congress pretermitting 
the exercise of its power amount to a delegation of power to the State 
which it already in our opinion under the Constitution? 

Mr. GEORGE. I was about to state my e on that point. 
Here is this police power which I think the States have, or ought to 
have, or would have, rather, if the Constitution be rightly expounded. 
I believe if the Constitution be rightly construed that this power de- 
nied in the Iowa case to the State of Iowa exists in all the States. I 
believe that, but I know (it can not be disputed) that the court having 
decided that. the State does not have the power it can not exercise it. 
I see my friend the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] before me. I 
ask him if the practical effect and the material force of this decision of 
the Supreme Court is not now to-day in the State of Iowa and also in 
the State of Kansas that those two States can not regulate the sale of 
imported intoxicating liquors, and that all their laws, all their ma- 
chinery, all their officers whom they have appointed to execute and 
enforce their laws are now utterly without power. Is not that the 
fact? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. In answer to the Senator from Mississippi, 
I will say that that seems to be the fact in Iowa, that instead of having 
control of the subject of the traffic in intoxicating liquors, since the 
announcement of the decision in the case to which the Senator has re-. 
ferred, the original-package business and the matter of the establish- 
ment of saloons all over that State has become quite active, and the 
State is without any remedy unless we shall take the step now pro- 
posed to extend relief. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, that isthe effect of the decision of the Supreme 
Court. I think the decision is wrong, but thatis a speculative opinion 
of myself as a Senator from the State of Mississippi. The stubborn 
fact, notwithstanding my opinion, notwithstanding the opinion of a 
large majority of this body, is, there stands a decision of the Supreme 
Court, whether right or wrong, which denies to the State of Iowa and 
the State of Kansas and the other States of the Union the right, the 
power to regulate this traffic so far as imported intoxicants are con- 
cerned. I believe that the decision is all wrong, but still that is the fact. 
I can not ignore the fact. I can not go through the world blindfolded, 
stumbling, rushing my héad and armsand body against these stubborn 
facts that impede my pathway. a 

Then whatam I todo? Thatsame court which denied this essential 
power to the States as of their original and inherent and reserved pow- 
ers, says that they may have the power by the permission of Congress. 
Now, what is a man who believes the first proposition todo? If he 
believes that the States did not and ought not to have it, that it was 
not thescheme ofthe Constitution that the States should have this po- 
lice power to regulate the traffic in imported liquors, and the court were 
to decide, as it did decide, that we might give it to them, he would 
say, or be justified in saying, that the Constitution has run the line 
here and I am not going to violate it, as far as I am concerned. But 
I do not agree with that man. I think the Constitution runs the line 
of division between State and Federal power so as to give or concede 
to the States this reserved power. The Supreme Court takes this power 
away from the State, and at the same time tells us there is a way to 
get it back again. I say I do not like the way to get it back. I pro- 
test, sir, against the mode of getting it back. But as a practical man, 
when I see the States robbed of an important attribute of their sov- 
ereignty, am I, because I do not like the way in which the wrong of the 
robbery may be repaired, to refuse to aid in a restoration of the im- 
properly taken power? If I do so upon the ground that I do not like 
the way in which the restoration is to take place, I play the childish 
part of refusing a right which is clear because some one has improperly 
coupled with it an assertion which I condemn. 

Mr. President, I think we ought to be practical in the affairs of life, 
practical in the affairs of legislation. If I travel the road and meet 
nine men who are utterly irresponsible in law, who are above the law, 
and they take from me my property, property essential to my health, 
property essential to my comfort, property essential to the welfare of 
my family, Iam utterly without the power of redress, I protest to 
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them that the taking is pure robbery and ask them to restore my 
property. They refuse, but tell me: We will not do it, but we will 
tell you how you can get it. Just go over the way; there is a body of 
four hundred men; get their permission, and you shall have the prop- 
erty.” Shall I, being bound hand and foot, being unable to help my- 
self, refuse to take my property back even by the on of men 
who I think had no right to give the permission? That is exactly the 
attitude of this case, Mr. President. 

Here stand the States effectually deprived of this great power, not 
theoretically merely, but actually. The Senator from Iowa tells you 
Towa is effectually deprived of it. The Senator from Kansas nodded 
assent to my assertion on that same point, his State being affected by 
it. All the States are affected by it. Here are the imported intoxi- 
cants going into these States, being sold against the State power denied 
by the Supreme Court and sold against the will of the State. I say 
nothing about jhe right or wrong of the legislation of Iowa. That is 
a matter for her decision, not for the action, or even the advice, of Con- 
gress. Iam notin favor of her exercising her undoubted power in favor 
of prohibition nor against it. I am for her exercising the power as she 
wills and not as any other power may will. It is her business, not 
mine. 


Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Mississippi a question? 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me go a little further, and I will yield. Here 
is all that liquor-selling going on in Iowa against her will. There is 
no practical way of stopping this wrong to her sovereignty; there is no 
practical way of restoring this power to the State except the one which 
the Supreme Court has pointed out. Now, shall we refuse to do it? 
I obey the court in its decision taking away the power. I am com- 
pelled to do that. I obey the court in its decision showing the way to 
restore it because I believe that there ought to be restoration and there 
is no other mode by which it can be done. Now I will hear the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. My interruption presents rather a different view 
from that presented by the Senator from Mississippi. As I understand 
the Senator from Mississippi, he states that the decision of the Su- 
preme Court prevents only those States that may be termed prohibi- 
tion States from exercising their police powers in the control of intoxi- 
cating liquors. If I understand that decision in its full effect, itis not 
simply confined to those States which have passed prohibitory laws. 

Mr. GEORGE. It applies to all. 

Mr. BUTLER. But it applies to every State in the Union. 

Mr. GEORGE. Every one. I have said nothing contrary to that. 

Mr, BUTLER. It applies, I understand, to my own State—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course it does. 

Mr. BUTLER. Where we have what is known as local option, and 
the municipalities impose a license upon the retail and wholesale sale 
of liquors. If I understand the full scope and operation of this decision 
it absolutely paralyzes that power in my State. If those who are en- 
gaged in the sale of intoxicating liquors will simply cross the line and 
have liquors imported in original packages, all they have to do is sim- 
ply to say to the authorities, I decline to pay this tax and I defy 
you to lay your hands upon me.“ I should like to have the Senator’s 
opinion upon that point, 

Mr. GEORGE. I have been arguing that way all along; if the Sen- 
ator had listened he would have known it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was out of the Chamber for awhile. 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course I could not be soillogical as to hold that this 
decision only applied to the prohibition States. I mentioned the prohibi- 
tion States as those where it was practically operative now, as an exhi- 
bition of its effects. Of course itapplies toSouth Carolina and Missis- 
sippi as it does to Iowa and Kansas. It applies to every one of the 
States. It applies, as the Senator from South Carolina has suggested, 
which I had not done before, not only to prohibition, but to the taxing 
of what you might call original-package saloons. The decision not only 
sets up these o 5 saloons in every State in the Union with- 
out taxation as other saloons are taxed, but without regulation of any 
sort. The original-package men can import their liquor in pint bottles, 
half-pint bottles, and sell them without a tax and without regulation. 

Mr. President, I believe I have discussed the questions involved in 
this bill as much as I desire to discuss them. I did intend to say some- 
thing more about the effect of this bill. I have conceded all along that 
it is a return or a grant of power to the States. I believe that it is. 
The substance of it is a restoration. You can not by any trick of ex- 
pression do away with the fact that now, to-day, the States have not 
this power under the decision of the Supreme Court, and with the other 
fact that if the bill be passed to-day to-morrow they will have it. If 
that is not returning the power or granting the power I do not know 
what itis. But I am not going to quarrel with either the friends of 
= bill or the opponents of the bill upon that point. Thatis my view 
of it. 

I should have been glad, sir, if the Sapreme Court had held, which 
I believe would have been right, that the States have the inherent power 
to deal with this question as they see proper. Having failed to do that, 
and by denying this power, having made, as I solemnly believe, a serious 
wound in the Constitution, I am glad they made another, because one, 
being a wound of deprivation and spoliation, the other is a wound of 
restoration and the redress of wrong. As the court could not see that 


the States had this power ori, y and inherently and inalienably, I 
am pm the court could see there was a way by which they could 
be allowed to exercise it. 


I have detained the Senate longer than I expected. The question is 
an important one. I desire it to be understood and to put it upon the 
record that I protest against the doctrine that Congress can give power 
to the States. I protest against the doctrine that the States of the 
Union shall hold this great reserved power, inherent and inalienable, 
as the Supreme Court has decided, by the uncertain tenure of the 
will of Congress, which, if it may give, may take it away. Yet, acting 
in obedience to a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
which the States have no power to resist, and in a case where the act of 
giving is merely an act of restoration of that which has been impro; 
erly taken from them, I find it to be my duty to support this bill. tn 
no other case, but in making restoration to the States of a necessary 
power, of which they have been wrongfully deprived by a decision of 
the Supreme Court, would I give even by the remotest implication any 
assent to a bill which would favor the construction of a grantof power 
by Congress, the creature, to the States, the creators of the Constitution 
and the grantors of all power held under it. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, as I intend to vote against this bill I 
desire briefly to state to the Senate the very serious objections I have 
been able to discover with regard to this proposed legislation. 

We all understand the condition with which we are confronted upon 
this question. There is no doubt that it is very perplexing, for it rep- 
resents on one hand large interests, interests of property which are re- 
cognized by the United States Government, and these encounter a 
strong moral sentiment in one or two or more States, which of course 
has to be considered. Therefore the difficulty of the question arises 
in our attempt by this bill to reconcile the conflict between the rights 
of property under the Constitution and the laws and this moral senti- 
ment known as prohibition in some of the States which are attempting 
to execute the police power of the State. Iregret that some solution of 
this question has not yet been discovered, for I consider the bill which 
tem proposed by the Judiciary Committee to be clearly unconstitu- 
tional. 

It is impossible to describe what this proposed law is. It is not any 
affirmative legislation in the ordinary sense. It is to be simply a de- 
claratory law by Congress, a law to interpret the Constitution of the 
United States differently from the interpretation which it has received 
from the Supreme Court of the United States, a law which by its dec- 
laration and interpretation is a nullification, in my judgment, of a pro- 
vision of the Constitution. There is no doubt that Congress has the 
power to pass a declaratory Jaw interpreting its own statutes, declaring 
what effect in the future that declaratory law shall have; but I main- 
tain that this is the first time in the history of this country that the 
Congress of the United States has ever been called upon to interpret 
the provisions of the Constitution of the United States by a Congres- 
sional enactment. The Constitution is superior to a Congressional law; 
therefore the latter can not interpret the former. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has decided what within 
the meaning of the Constitution is commerce among the States, Con- 
gress proposes by this bill to interpret what is the meaning within the 
Constitution of the United States of the expression ‘‘ commerce among 
the States, and predicating its law upon a mere declaration of certain 
facts, we are then called upon to declare that that is not commerce 
among the States within the meaning of the Constitution. 

That is what this measure is, and nothing else. It is not to be a 
mandatory law; it is not to be a prohibitory law; it is to be a legisla- 
tive what-is-it, and nothing else. I challenge any lawyer in this body 
to state that it is other than what I have asserted it to be, an attempt 
on the part of Congress to declare, in defiance of what the Constitution 
of the United States provides, in defiance of the interpretation which 
has been placed upon the Constitution by the highest tribunal of the 
land, that such and such a condition of facts will not in the opinion of 
Congress constitute commerce among the States. 

Mr. President, you may use whatever artful or mystifying phrase- 
ology you can invent, when you study the effect and the intent and 
purpose of this proposed law it is hothing but to confer a power upon 
the States, to enable a State to exercise a power by virtue of your leg- 
islation which it has not the right to exercise by virtue of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. The Constitution of the United States 
confers upon Congress the power to regulate commerce. That power 
was transferred by the States to the Congress of the United States, 
transferred without any qualification, transferred without any reserva- 
tion whatsoever. It was as absolute, as unqualified, and as unequiv- 
ocal a transfer of power as could be made by one sovereignty to an- 
other sovereignty. 

It was an absolute cession of power to the Congress of the United 
States by the States, by which the States declared that in the interest of 
public peace, in the interest of public order, in the interest of public 
decorum, in the interest of commercial fair dealing, commercial justice, 
and commercial equity, we do not deem it safe, as among each other 
and as against each other, to exercise that power which we have exer- 
cised before the adoption of the Constiiution of the United States; for 
that reason, in the interest of the public good, we transfer that power 
from ourselves to a central authority, the Federal Government of the 
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United States, Therefore, Congress has the exclusive power to regu- 
late commerce among the States. 

That is the meaning of the Constitution of the United States; that 
is the meaning of the Constitution of the United States as interpreted 
by the Supreme Court of the United States, and by this measure you 
propose not to exercise legislative power, but judicial power by inter- 

reting the Constitution of the United States in the sense in which you 
ink it ought to be interpreted, because in your judgment you differ 
from the interpretation which has been made by the Supreme Court of 
the United States. You propose to substitute a legislative redistribu- 
tion of power between the States and the Federal Government, and not 
leave it where it was lodged by the States themselves, in the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

That is the effect and the intended effect of your proposed law, to 
tell the State of Iowa to-morrow that, although the Constitution of the 
United States says that the power to regulate commerce among the 
States is exclusively vested in Congress and has been so decided by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, as I shall show, yet we, the Con- 
gress of the United States, 8 to expunge that provision from the 

nstitution of the United States by a process of interpretation, and by 
a mere enactment of ours tell the State of Iowa, the Constitution of 
the United States to the contrary notwithstanding, the Supreme Court 
decision to the contrary notwithstanding, ‘* You shall have that power 
to regulate commerce among the States. 

Mr. PUGH. I hope my friend will excuse me for asking him a 
question just at that point. 

Mr. EUSTIS, Certainly. 

Mr, PUGH. If this power of Congress be absolute and exclusive, 
does it not extend to deciding what articles shall be the subject-mat- 
ter of interstate commerce, and if it extends to deciding what articles 
shall constitute the subject-matter of interstate commerce can not 
Congress decline to exercise that power in respect to a particular arti- 
cle of interstate commerce ? 

Mr. EUSTIS. My answer to the Senator is that, if this bea power 
which is vested in the Congress of the United States as an exclusive 
power, Congress can pass no constitutional law which shall render 
possible the exercise of that power by a State. 

Mr. PUGH. Then I ask my friend this other question: Has not Con- 
pa the power to decide that intoxicantsare not the subject-matter of 

nterstatecommerce? And, ifitso decides, then the police power of the 
State attaches to them and can be exercised over them. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I deny that power. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator will permit me, I will state that 
this very decision refers to that point and holds that the Constitution 

ives Congress express power on that very question. 

Mr. PUGH. There are many decisions to that effect, but the power 
of saying what articles shall constitute the subjects-matter of inter- 
state or foreign commerce is not a judicial power; it is a legislative 
power to be exercised by Congress. If there is no limitation to it, 
then Congress can hold that intoxicants are not the subject - matter of 
interstate commerce. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Why is it not said so in the proposed law? 

Mr. PUGH. I refer the Senator to the Supreme Court for an answer 
to that question. 

Mr, EUSTIS. Isay that when the Constitution of the United States 
declares that Congress has the power to regulate commerce among the 
States the Congress of the United States, by interpreting what the ex- 
pression ‘‘ commerce among the States“ means, can not by a mere bill 
interpreting the Constitution of the United States transfer to the States 
the power which is exclusively vested in Congress. I say that the ex- 

ression ‘‘ commerce among the States,“ like the word! admiralty,” 

or instance, and a hundred other words in the Constitution of the 
United States, had a meaning at the time of the adoption of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and it meant that as to all subjects of 
commercial dealing, all commercial commodities, all commercial mer- 
chandise, commercial intercourse, and so on, so far as it could exist as 
a matter of business or trade or intercourse among the States, that 
whole question could only be determined by a regulation of commerce 
by the Congress of the United States. 

There was a reason, Mr. President, why the States transferred that 

wer from themselves to the Government of the United States. The 

ramers of the Constitution of the United States intended this to bea 
confederated Republic, based upon friendship and concord and harmony 
and public peace. But such a law as is proposed with reference 
to intoxicating liquors, and it can be extended to any other article 
which enters into the circle of commercial dealing, and you will find 
that you will produce that very condition of things in this country 
which it was the anxious desire and purpose of the States to ayoid 
and which they intended to prevent by conferring this power upon 
Congress and disqualifying themselves from exercising it at all. 

It is a proposition by Congress to the States to declare against each 
other a moral and an industrial war. It is a proposition by Congress” 
to the States to engender all the State jealousies, the State rivalries, 
and the State conflicts which can be produced and engendered by selfish 
local interests. It is a proposition to the States to invite against each 
other unfriendly and hostile legislation as to their commercial relations 
and commercial interests. 


I say that in the Constitution of the United States the States declare 
that we reserve the police power over our own citizens and over the 
property within the limits of our State; that power we will not dele- 
gate to the Federal Government, because whatever laws we may pass 
reflecting any interest or any sentiment or any wave or any popular 
craze, if you choose, can only affect the citizens and the property within 
the limits of our State, and we can exercise absolute power and sov- 
ereignty over their condition and their business and their relations and 
their dealings among each other; but when it comes to the question 
of affecting the rights and the interests of citizens who are not citizens 
of your State, but who are citizens of other States over which your 
municipal law has no jurisdiction whatever, when you think it will 
be necessary to promote your local interests to pass laws which shall 
affect the property and the interests of citizens beyond your State, then 
we, the States, by common accord, say that it is dangerous for us to 
exercise any such power. 

It is a detriment to the common good of the Republic. It is unsafe 
to even trust ourselves to determine how we shall deal with the in- 
terests and property of the people of other States, and for that reason, 
by a vote of 9 to 2, we, the States, transfer this power to the Congress 
of the United States, placing upon the Congress of the United States 
the responsibility of exercising that power, and believing that the 
Congress of the United States, representing the people and the States 
of the entire Republic, can pass no law and will pass no law which 
will favor one section of the country or one State as against another 
section and another State. 

That, Mr. President, was the condition of the States before the 
adoption of the Constitution of the United States, when in The Feder- 
alist it was said: 

We are not authorized to expect that a more liberal or more equitable spirit 
would preside over the legislation of the individual States hereafter, if unre- 
strained by any additional checks, than we have heretofore seen in too many 
instances racing their several codes. We have observed the disposition to 
retaliation excited in Connecticut in consequence of the enormities pe 
by the Legislature of Rhode Island; and we may reasonably infer that in simi- 
lar cases, under other circumstances, a war, not of parchment, but of the sword, 
would chastise such atrocious breaches of moral o ligation and social justice, 

It was intended, Mr. President, leaving out the liquor question, 
which has its peculiar moral aspects, that the commerce among the 
States should be free and untrammeled and unfettered. So far from 
there being any impediment and obstruction to interstate commerce, 
it was intended that the blood in the commercial veins of each State 
should flow freely and unobstructed. Our forefathers perfectly under- 
stood the question of local commercial jealousy. They knew what 


‘condition of affairs had existed among the ancient republics, what con- 


dition of affairs had existed in the Middle Ages, what condition of af- 
fairs existed at the time of the adoption of the Constitution of the 
United States, 

They knew that there can be no greater peril to the stability and 
perpetuity of a republic of the States, that there could be no greater 
danger to the common peace and common prosperity ot a Republic such 
as ours is unless these temptations for commercial advantages to be 
obtained by hostile legislation were removed from the States, and they 
were all of them to be subjected equally to a uniform system of inter- 
course and commercial dealing. 

Iam not in the habit of quoting, but I find an apt quotation in 
Shakespeare. Referring to the time when there was so much jealousy 
among those small sister republics, Shakespeare said: 

It hath in solemn synods been decreed, 
Both by the Syracusans and ourselves, 
To admit no traffic to our adverse towns. . 

Sir, I have always understood that the greatest triumph which was 
claimed for the overthrow of the feudal system, the result which pro- 
moted civilization more rapidly and more completely than any other, 
was the tearing down of those commercial barriers between jealous 
cities and jealous communities and, as you propose to have them, jealous 
States. To-day you propose to legislate gat the brewers of Mil- 
waukee, the brewers of Missouri, the whisky producers of Kentucky 
and North Carolina, and so on, and to tell the people of Iowa that they 
shall have the power to regulate commerce between themselves and all 
the other States upon the liquor question. What will you be asked 
to do to-morrow ? 

In my State we produce a large quantity of cotton-seed oil. The 
value of that property amounts to millions and millions of dollars. 
These local prejudices, these local jealousies, these local sentimental- 
isms, or whatever you choose to call them, must necessarily find their 
expression ultimately in your legislation. There are some States to- 
day, powerful States, appealing to Congress to passalaw by which no 
cotton-seed oil shall be used in the manufacture of lard, but that it 
shall be made exclusively of the fresh fat of slaughtered swine. Con- 
gress passed an oleomargarine law. What was that law but legisla- 
tion favoring the industry of certain States at the expense of other 
States, 3 

But it is not necessary to invoke any longer the taxing power of the 
United States in order to have enacted this special and favored legis- 
lation. We have discovered a new mode by which one State can de- 
clare war against another State, by which one State can destroy the 
industries of another State, as the State of Minnesota tried to destroy 
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power of a State to regulate commerce among the States and with for- 
eign nations, uses the following language: 

These decisions rest upon the undoubted right of the States of the Union to 
control their y internal affairs, in doing which they exercise powers oe 
surrendered to the national Government; but whenever the law of the Sta 
amounts essentially to a regulation of commerce with fore nations or amon 
the States, as it does when it inhibits, directly or indirectly, the receipt of ak 
imported commodity or its tion before it has ceased to become an article 
of trade between one State and another, or another country and this, it comes 
in conflict with a power which, in this particular— 

With a power which, in this particular“ 
pes been exclusively vested in the General Government, and is therefore 
void, . . 

There is a declaration by the Supreme Court of the United States 
that that power is exclusively vested in the General Government. 
Exclusively as to whom? Not as to Great Britain or France, but ex- 
clusively as to the several States of the Union, because they are the 
ones who created that power and who bestowed that power upon the 
Federal Government, and there is the language of the Supreme Court 
of the United States announcing what is the settled doctrine, after a 
most thorough review of all the decisions which have been rendered 
before this case, that this power is not only vested in the General Gov- 
ernment, but that it is exclusively vested there; that is, to the exclu- 
sion of its exercise by any State. 

That that was the clear intention of the Constitution of the United 
States appears by other provisions of the instrument. There are 
powers which are absolutely and exclusively vested in the Congress of 
the United States by the States, and the power to regulate commerce 
is such a power, as we all know, and as the Supreme Court of the United 
States has so oſten declared. Now, there are powers which were trans- 
ferred by the States to the Federal Government which were not abso- 
lutely transferred by the States, but which were transferred with a 
reservation, and that is the distinction between that power and the 
other powers to which I call attention. For instance, the Constitution 
provides: 

No State shall, without the consent of Congress, lay any imposts or duties on 
imports or exports, except what may be absolutely necessary for executing its 
ins ion laws, and the net produce of all duties and imposts laid by any State 


on pe or exports shall be for the use of the Treasury of the United States, 
and all such laws shall be subject to the revision and control of the Congress. 


That is to say, the States declare we transfer this power to the Con- 
gress of the United States, but there may be circumstances and con- 
ditions when it may be proper for us to exercise it, and therefore we 
reserve the right to exercise it subject to your consent. The States 
did not transfer to Congress the power to regulate commerce with any 
reservation that the States should exercise that power with the con- 
sent of Congress, as is proposed by this bill. 

So again: 


* 
the principal industry of the State of IIlinois when she passed a law 
that no, beef should be used in the State of Minnesota unless that beef 
came from an ox or a cow that had been inspected on the hoof. The 
— Supreme Court of the United States declared that law unconstitutional, 
ont why? Because it decided that the State of Minnesota had not the 
constitutional power to regulate commerce between herself and the 
State of Illinois or any other State. 

But, if this proposed law be constitutional, what prevents Congress 
from d ing that dressed beef shall not be considered an article of 
commerce within the meaning of the Constitution of the United States, 
that cotton-seed oil shall not be considered an article of commerce 
within the meaning of the Constitution of the United States, that North 
Carolina tobacco shall not be considered an article of commerce within 
the meaning of the Constitution of the United States? You give every 
State the power to build on its exterior limits an impenetrable wall 
which shall exclude, if it choose, the product of every foreign country 
and every State within the Union. Why not? If a State has local 
advantages it certainly will have the local selfishness, for we all have 
that; it is not necessary to acquire that from Congress. Why will it 
not be within the power of Congress to permit every State to promote 
and develop its local interests, to aggrandize its local fortune, and to 
ee its local welfare and prosperity at the expense of every other 

tate in the Union? 

Now, Mr. President, if Senators think that that isa desirable condition 
for the country to be in, by which Congress is to be appealed to every 
day in behalf of some local self-interest, either reflecting some moral 
sentiment or not, I am free to say that it can not be done by my vote. 
I am a State-right Democrat of the strictest school, and those powers 
which the States reserved and determined that they ought to exercise 
Jam in favor of their exercising to an unlimited extent; but those powers 
which they decided for themselves it would be unsafe for them to ex- 
ercise and that they did not want to exercise, and for that reason trans- 
ferred them from themselves exclusively to the Congress of the United 

* States, I, for one, am willing that those powers shall continue to reside 
where they lodged them and where I believe they were saſely lodged. 

An amusing feature of this discussion has been that we have heard 
New England Senators, Republican New England Senators, preach- 

ing to us the doctrine of State rights. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. HOAR] the other day in discussing this question almost 
seemed to be shocked that we on this side did not furiously rush to 
the support of this extraordinary bill. 

I must say that I was a little surprised at this sudden conversion of 
these Republican Senators. I could not understand how it was that 
they abjured their political faith, renounced their political education, 
repudiated their political convictions, and falsified their political rec- 
ord; why it was that up to this time they had always favored central- 
ization, Federal centralization, as against State rights, and had se- 
lected this particular occasion to advertise their ardent conversion to 
the doctrine of State rights. 

Mr. President, I say it with due respect that such a performance as 
that, as I believe, having been intended only to captivate the excited 
imaginations of a prohibition audience, was to me inexpressibly com- 
ical; that you, gentlemen, should stand forth as against us, as the 
champions and defenders of State rights as against Federal centraliza- 
tion! I would tell those Senators that there have been and will be 
a great many occasions when they will have the opportunity of prov- 
ing the sincerity of their present professions of conversion to the State 
rights doctrine. 

lf they were to ask me to give them a dispensation for their political 
apostacy, I would reply to them that your conversion has been too 
sudden, your novitiate too unexpected, and your probation too brief to 
be permitted to enterour holy order. When upon the question of Fed- 
eral elections, when upon the question of civil rights and other kindred 
laws, you shall show to us that you have penitently counted your beads 
and said your prayers and are truly converted, then we shall be ready 
tə give our fatherly blessing. ~ 
ut, Mr. President, such a proposition as this, no matter who may 
step forward to the footlights and play the heroic rôles, can not deceive 
the sober intelligence of the American people. From the first time that 
the question was presented to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
when the State of Maryland boldly asserted the power to tax by a 
license an importer to carry on the business of importing goods, up to 
the last case, which is the Iowa case, every attempt made by a State 
Jaw to regulate commerce with foreign nations or among the States, 
the State law has been struck with nullity by the solemn decree of 
that high court. 

Mr. President, I do not, like the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GrorGE], criticise that long and unbroken line of decisions which are 

reported in the reports of the Supreme Court of the United States. I 
do not believe that with one single excention—and that case was over- 
ruled, the New Hampshire liquor case—there has been any deviation 
from that doctrine by the Supreme Court of the United States. The 

only criticism that I make is that that court used expressions which 
ought not to have been used and which I think are irreconcilable and 
misleading. The Supreme Court of the United States, after reviewing 
all the decisions that had been rendered upon this question of the 


No State shall, without the consent of Congress, lay any duty of tonnage, 
keep troops or ships of war in time of peace, enterinto any agreement or com- 
pact with another State or with a foreign power, or engage in war, unless act- 
ually invaded or insuch imminent danger as will not admit of delay. 

The States said, ‘‘We will agree to make no compacts among each 
other, but we can obtain the consent of Congress to make compacts 
with each other, and having obtained that consent from Congress we 
may exercise it, because we reserve the power to exercise it with the 
consent of Congress,’’ and therefore Congress can authorize the State 
of Mississippi and the State of Louisiana to make compacts with refer- 
ence to a general levee system. 

So then we see that in every case where it was ne that the 
States should exercise a delegated power with the consent of Congress 
it was so expressed in the very terms of the Constitution itself, and 
when that consent of Congress was not made a condition for the exer- 
cise of power, but the States absolutely and unequivocally transferred 
the power to Congress to regulate commerce, where does Congress get 
the authority to retransfer to the States the power which the States 
said they would not reserve and would not exercise? 

Where is the Congress of the United States to obtain the right to 
redistribute the powers between the States and the Federal Govern- 
ment, to give to Iowa, to Kansas, a power to regulate commerce, that 
power not existing to-day, they not being able to exercise that power 
to-day, but only being able to exercise it by virtue of the law which 
you propose to and which is nothing, in my judgment, but an 
enabling act conferring upon the States the right to exercise an uncon- 
stitutional power? 

Call it permission, call it pretermission (which is a favorite expression 
of my friend from Alabama), call ita license, callita grant, disguise it 
as you may by cunning phraseology, looking to the dictionary for some 
words which can cover the true purpose and effect of this bill, and, 
after all, it isnothing but bestowing upon the State of Iowa that which 
she has not now, in order to enable her to te commerce among 
the States in violation of the Constitution of the United States and in 
defiance of the interpretation of that Constitution by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not at all conceal from myself the 
perplexing situation in which the late decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in the Iowa case has left us in regard to this ques- 
tion of Federal and State powers, so far as it is affected by the com- 
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merce clause of the Constitution. I think in some respects that situa- 
tion is embarrassing to a degree which is not susceptible of relief by 
Congressional legislation. It has brought confusion, in my humble 
ow pore unnecessarily, into the relations between the States and the 

‘ederal Government by a disregard of the just powers of the States as 
. subjects- matter of interstate or foreign commerce; and it is a 
situation so serious that I think itimperatively demands relief to what- 
ever degree we may give relief by the interposition of Congress. 

I do not think, sir, that so strong a presentation as has been made by 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] of the want of logical con- 
sistency of Congressional action under the Constitution in this situa- 
tion can go without remark as having made no impression upon those 
who heard it. No one on this side of the Chamber, at least, no one, I 
think, on either side of the Chamber who considers these questions of 
the relation of the State governments to the Federal Government im- 
portant at all, will disagree with the Senator from Louisiana that it is 
not in the power of Congress to reinvest a State with a power that has 
been exclusively granted under the Constitution to Congress, will dis- 
agree with him in the proposition that it is not the province of Con- 

and can not be under any proper construction of the powers of 
is limited Government of ours to redistribute powers which have 
been ceded by the States to the Federal Government among the States 


again. 

But that Senator did not present the whole question. He did not 
take into consideration all the phases of this very embarrassing situa- 
tion. The power conferred under the commercial clause of the Consti- 
tution has been from the beginning a source of trouble and doubt to 
those who have undertaken to interpret it and fix by metes and bounds 
the proper scope within which it should be exercised. 

It was impossible from the earliest times, when this clause came to 
be considered by the courts, not to take notice of the-fact that the 

wer to regulate commerce among the States must at some point and 
fh some ways impinge upon what were claimed to be the reserved rights 
of the States, unless those reserved rights were capable of precise and 
logical definition; but I do not believe that but for the late decision of 
the Supreme Court it ever would have been doubted that the confer- 
rence of this power under the commercial clause of the Constitution 
upon the Federal Government, was ever intended to take along with 
it one iota of those reserved powers of the States expressly reserved by 
the Constitution itself in words, and necessarily reserved, because 
they are inherent in all governments such as ours. 

In other words, when the States conferred upon the Federal Govern- 
ment the power to regulate commerce they did not intend and could 
not have intended that the power to control their own domestic affairs, 
to regulate matters of absolutely interior concern, was in any wise to 
be construed as having gone along with that power to regulate com- 
merce foreign and among the States. No just canon of construction of 
the Federal Constitution that has ever up to the date of the late de- 
cision received the sanction of the Supreme Court of the United States 
could have worked a conclusion such as that, by the conferrence of this 
far-reaching power of the regulation of commerce among the States, 
the right of a State to exercise a police power as to persons and prop- 
erty within its own borders was impinged upon or impaired in the 
slightest degree. 

the grant of power must be taken and ought to have been taken 
to mean a regulation of commerce among the States apart from and 
without impinging at all upon those inherent powers that belong to the 
primary governments of the States themselves. 

But, however that may have been, Mr. President, we have to deal 
with the situation as we find it after the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in the Iowa case, and we find, and are startled by 
finding, that the length to which the court have gone in construing the 
commercial clause of the Constitution, has left the so-called police 
powers of the State in confusion at least, if not entirely stricken down 
and destroyed so far as concerns transactions between persons within 
its borders and those without or concerning articles that have been 
transported from without to within the State—a condition of things 
with which we are confronted, it seems to me, for the first time in our 
history in all its length and breadth. 

We were reposing, I supposed, under the current of decisions com- 
mencing with Brown vs. The State of Maryland, and running through 
the License Cases, including the New Hampshire case, which seemed 
to regard the police powers of the States as outside of the pale of Con- 

ional action, outside of the operative influence of this commercial 
clause of the Constitution; and that, it seems to me, would have been 
a wholesome, just, and rational condition in which to leave these ques- 
tions, and thereby have upheld the integrity of the police powers of the 
States, so far as they have any relation to this granted power, which 
theretofore had been considered to be shorn of any portion of the mu- 
nicipal power to regulate internal affairs in a State. 

Now, Mr. President, the collision between the power to regulate 
commerce, which is reposed in Congress, and the police powers of the 
State—I use that phrase as a convenient one for want of a better—was 
never considered with reference to an alleged power in a State to regu- 
late interstate commerce. Of course, the proposition is too plain to be 
questioned or made the subject of debate that no State can make a 


regulation of interstate commerce; and the decisions of the Supreme - 


Court of the United States and all the debates upon this question hay 
been occasioned by the fact that certain municipal regulations, not in- 
tended as an exercise of any power to regulate interstate commerce, 
have been found to indirectly affect it, by either imposing difficulties 
upon those who are exercising it or so affecting the subject-matter of 
that commerce as to practically amount to a regulation, as the language 
of the court is. In no case has it ever been brought into dispute that an 
attempt by a State to enact a tion of interstate commerce would 
be unconstitutional. Indeed it has never been the occasion of debate, 
because no question of that kind has ever come before the courts. 

So, then, the situation in which we find ourselves to-day is by reason 
of an extension of the doctrine announced in Brown vs. The State of 
Maryland. In that case, as we all know, the law of the State of Mary- 
land imposing a license tax upon those who dealt in imported articles 
of merchandise was declared to be unconstitutional upon the ground 
that practically, although not professedly, it amounted to a regulation 
of commerce with foreign nations, because it interfered with the freedom 
of those who were engaged in it and made it more difficult for them 
to prosecute their business, and upon the ground that the articles which 
were the subject of that decision had been recognized by the Congress 
of the United States as subjects-matter of foreign commerce by bein; 
included in the dutiable schedule of the tariff laws of the Uni 
States. . 

Now, Mr. President, we have gone a little further, and it has been 
declared by the Supreme Court of the United States in this Iowa case 
that subjects-matter of interstate commerce are beyond the control of 
the State Legislature in the exercise of its police powers, not in at- 
tempting to exercise the power to regulate commerce, but are beyond 
the control of the States upon this ground, and I. read from the de- 
cision of the majority of the court in the Iowa case as delivered by the 
Chief-Justice: 

Whatever our individual views may be as to the deleterious or dangerous 
qualities of particular articles, we can not hold that any articles which Congress 
recognizes as subjects of inters commerce are not such, or that whatever are 
thus reeognized can be controlled by State laws amounting to regulations while 
they retain that character. 

Thus making the ground of the decision in that case to be the al- 
leged fact that Congress had recognized these particular articles, these 
intoxicating, fermented, and distilled liquors, as subjects-matter for 
interstate commerce. How Congress has done that thing the court 
does not point out; no legislation of Congress has been referred to which 
does make these articles the subjects of interstate commerce, but the 
court has made that alleged fact the basis of its opinion. It is not 
obiter dictum, It is the statement of a fact upon which the opinion is 
conditioned and without which the decision, as I have read the lan- 
guage of the court, was impossible. 

Then, Mr. President, it is beyond the power of the State of Iowa to 
make her laws relating to intoxicating liquors applicable to these liquors 
brought into the State, because, says the Supreme Court of the United 
States, the Congress of the United States has recognized such articles 
as the subjects-matter of interstate commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator allow me one moment? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ishould be very glad to have the Senator’s opinion 
upon this point. I believe we all agree on both sides of the Chamber 
that the power to regulate commerce is vested in Congress. I believe 
we are agreed further that that power is an exclusive one; that Con- 
gress has the exclusive power to regulate commerce with foreign na- 
tions and among the States. The difficulty with the amendment which 
has been proposed by the Committee on the Judiciary as a substitute 
for the bill which they offered the other day, in my mind is this 

Mr. HOAR. Which amendment does the Senator speak of now? 

Mr. BUTLER. The amendment reported by the Senator from Iowa 
yesterday morning. The amendment says after some preliminary 
lines: 

When the actual and continuous transportation of the same shall have ter- 
minated, be considered to have ceased to be the subjects of commerce with for- 
cign nations and among the several States and be a part of the common mass 
of property within such State or Territory, etc. ' 

Now I should like to ask the Senator from Delawareif he believes an 
act with that language would be such an abdication or surrender or 
delegation of that exclusive power as would make it improper for Con- 
gress to enactit intoalaw? Wouldthe mere fact, inother words, that 
Congress simply said that certain articles, recognized as articles of 
commerce by the laws of the United States, should cease to be articles 
of interstate commerce when they have crossed the State line and be- 


come part of the common mass of the property of the State, so that the 


police power, the taxing power of the State laid its hand upon them 
would that be a surrender of the exclusive power of Congress to regu- 
late commerce between the States? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I can not answer that question ina 
word, but I will endeavor to address myself to the difficulty which the 
Pamer suggests in regard to the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee. ' 

It must be remembered, as I said at the outset, that the conferrence 
of this power to regulate commerce among the States from the very 
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earliest time has been considered a matter of difficulty when it came 
to be construed, and of difficulty by reason of the fact that it was con- 
fessedly within the power of the State, notwithstanding the exclusive 
power granted to Congress, to so shape its legislation that the subjects- 
matter, or those things which might be the subjects-matter of inter- 
state commerce, were so regulated and controlled in the exercise of the 
undeniable police powers of the State that that commerce when en- 
gaged in would be practically valueless. 

That is a difficulty to which the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] 
did not allude; that is a difficulty which he did not bring within the 
scope of the remarks which he has just made and which were exceed- 
ingly interesting and able. But, confessedly, under the view which 
he takes of this question, and a very strong one it is, under the view 
that he takes of the power of Congress in this regard, it is still unde- 
niably in the power of the State, in the exercise of its ordinary control 
and regulation of ye ed and persons within its own borders, to so 
shape its legislation t this interstate commerce may be practically 
valueless, practically of no worth or concern, and in which no one 
would think it fit or profitable to engage. 

By the decision which the Senator referred to, of Brown vs. The State 
of Maryland, as soon as the articles imported into a State are taken from 
their original packages, as soon as they become incorporated, as the 
phrase is in that decision, in the common mass of property in the State, 
then the power of the State attaches, then the Legislature of the State 
can make such provision and such regulation as it pleases, and the liq- 
uors that are brought in casks, or in boxes, or in bottles, or in cases, as 
soon as the cover is taken off and they are taken from the original 
pack are, according to that decision and according to the opinion 
of the tor himself, entirely within the control of the police powers 
of the State, So far there is a practical difficulty at the very outset, 
e neither his theory nor mine can entirely reconcile or do away 
with. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, has not Congress the power to declare what 
shall be the common mass of property, and will it be a surrender or a 
delegation of that exclusive power to say so? 

Mr. GRAY. I will come to that in a moment. As I said at first, I 
can not answer the questions in a breath. 

That being so, and that being a difficulty quite as great and creating 
an anomaly quite as hard to reconcile with the relations between the 
State and the Federal Government as the one that he has dwelt upon, 
I would call his attention and also that of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina to this further consideration, that the power to regulate commerce 
is only interfered with, so far as the cases go, by the indirect effect of 
municipal regulations. 

No State has ever yet undertaken, so far as I know, to pass a law di- 
rectly to regulate commerce beyond its borders, but the difficulties have 
all come from the exercise of powers which we admit they have, powers 
which were reserved, powers which they have had in all their ampli- 
tude, except so far as the courts have decided that they impinge upon 
this Federal power to regulate commerce, and that is a matter of fact 
to be decided in each particular case. So then the power to regulate 
ecommerce has not taken away the police power so called of the States 
or their right to control property and persons engaged in either inter- 
state or foreign commerce. 

If that be so, why is it a grant of power by Congress to the States 
to say that this regulation of commerce that we alone have the right to 
make shall not be taken, for Serup of legislation, to apply to this 
class of articles which are undeniably within the power of the State to 
regulate, when they happen to be within its own borders and to put 
the point of time when they shall become mixed with the mass of prop- 
erty a little further back than the breaking of the original package? 

There is nothing in the Constitution of the United States about 
original ; there is no line drawn there to show us when the 
power of Congress over these articles commences or ceases or when or 
where the power of the State begins. When we seek in a particular 
case as to a particular subject-matter, and under the circumstances sur- 
rounding it as a matter of fact, to know when and where the importa- 
tion ceases to be a commercial transaction of interstate or foreign com- 
merce, we are told by the court that on the facts before it this com- 
mercial transaction has not ceased while the goods are in the hands of 
the importer in their original packages, That is all. 

Now, what is a conferrence of power from Congress to the States? 
Is it the grant of a privilege to the State, which would be as obnoxious 
to me as to the Senator from Louisiana, to say that that original pack- 
age shall not be considered a subject of interstate or foreign commerce 
in such a fashion or in such wise as to interfere with the municipal con- 
trol and police power of the State; to say that this commercial trans- 
action under the commerce clause of the Constitution shall cease with 
the act of importation or actual transportation ? 

That is the view I take of this exceedingly perplexing question, and 
in order that we may not have our dual system, so admirable as it has 
been in o n, thrown in this into confusion, I shall su 
port some measure to be enacted by Congress that shall remedy, so 
as we may, the hurt that seems to me to have been given to sys- 
tem by this late decision of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Delaware a 
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question. What does the right to import amount to if the importer 
has not a right to sell? For instance, you give a man in the city of 
New 8 merchant, the right to import goods from France; what 
does right amount toif the very moment that those goods are put 
upon a wharf in New Orleans the municipal police power or the tax- 
ing power of the State can confiscate those goods? I should like to 
know from the Senator what that right amounts to in that case, 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I have not disguised from myself the 
trouble that any attempt to construe this clause of the Constitution 
under the guide of the decisions of the Supreme Court must put upon 
one who attempts it. I can only answer the Senator’s question by 
asking him what would the right to import a bale of dry: from 
France amount to to an importer in New Orleans if, after he has im- 
ported them, no retail store in New Orleans is allowed to sell them ex- 
cept under some onerous condition imposed by State law? 

It is true, vou may say, that he may sell them in the ori; con- 
taining one hundred rolls of silks, but that would be a right shorn of a 

t deal and a large portion of its value unless those rolls were after- 
wards to be sold over the counter of retail stores without the oncrous con- 
dition that the State of Louisiana might impose upon them and has the 
right undeniably to impose upon them. I grant I am answering one 
difficulty by proposing another. Thevone difficulty is as destructive 
of the value of the right as the other difficulty the Senator from Louisi- 
ana puts, so that the intrinsic value of the argument the Senator 
makes—— 

Mr. EUSTIS. If such an absurd law were passed the importer would 
manage to have the goods he imported put in original packages so that 
they could be sold in the same way that they are putting liquors and 
beer into original packages in Iowa so that they ean be sold. For in- 
stance, suppose this law is passed, if I were living in Iowa and Ishould 
give a dinner party I should want to give my guests champagne and 
other wines. To-day under the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States I could purchase those luxuries and those delicious bev- 
erages, which I think all mankind onght to indulge in, but you pass 
your law and that is an absolute prohibition of the purchase by any 
one in the original packages of any of these imported goods. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I never understood that the decision 
in Brown vs. The State of Maryland and the current of decisions since 


‘supported the view that the Senator from Louisiana has taken. 


do not mean and did not mean by the construction that they have put 
upon the commerce clause of the Constitution, to provide a way by 
which that clause could be evaded. 

They did not mean to point out a trick by which articles that were 
undeniably within the purview of State municipal regulations could 
be taken from without those ions. They merely pointed out 
the exclusive character of the grant of power under the commercial 
clause and left the consequences, however confusing and however em- 
barrassing, to take care of themselves, 

It was not intended that this commercial clause should give merely 

e opportunity, by this invention of a phrase not in the Constitution, 
but used by the Supreme Court in illustrating and defining what the 
scope and extent of that power was, to become the means of evasion 
and of nullifying a State law by a trick of phraseology in a judicial 
opinion; and yet that is just the result which it seems to me the ar- 
gument of the Senator from Lonisiana commends as a wholesome and 
a just and a proper result. 

Mr. EUSTIS. That is the decision of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand the Senator from Louisiana. It is the 
decision of the Supreme Court, but what I mean to say is that the 
Supreme Court was not concerning itself with the result of its decision. 
The consequences were to take care of themselves. They decided 
what their consciences compelled them to do upon the exclusive nature 
of this clause, and that is one of the consequential results with which 
they had nothing to do and could not pretend to have anticipated. 
They did not say that the commercial clause of the Constitution con- 
ferred upon an importer into a State a right to evade the State laws as 
long as he kept his goods in the original package. They merely made 
a decision which sharp and ingenious men could take advantage of for 
that purpose. 

I only speak of this to show what I concede with him to be the em- 
barrassing nature of this question. I do not conceive that we are at- 
tempting to confer power upon the States or redistribute power to the 
States conferred upon the General Government, when we undertake to 
say, in the language of the Supreme Court, that goods imported into 
a State from another State or from a foreign country shall be subject 
to the control of State regulations, notwithstanding they are still in 
the original That is all. Wedo not pretend to say the 
State may forbid their importation, 2 I grant their importation 
would be valueless if the State imposes burdens of taxation on the arti- 
cles such as I have described. 

They can be imported so far as the mere physical act of carrying 
them across the border is concerned, but it is only a question of degree 
as to the embarrassment and confusion that will result whether we say 
that the State power attaches to these goods before the nails have been 
drawn out of the box or the bung taken out of the barrel, or a moment 
afterwards. 
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Then, Mr. President, some action of looking to that result, 
I think, is imperatively necessary to be not because I would not 
vote for it with some reluctance inasmuch as it seems upon its face to 
reverse the old theory of the relation of the States to the Federal Gov- 
ernment, but because I think the absence of legislation of this kind 
will lead to confusion and embarrassment much more serious than any 
mere objection, on account of form or phraseology, to its exertion. 

In regard to the amendment reported by the committee this morn- 
ing there are some matters which I should like to call to the attention 
of the Senator from Iowa who reported it and of those who are in- 
clined to vote for it. 

It seems to me to be defective in one or two respects. 

In the first place, some of its phrases, Ithink, are open to objection 
as being phrases that are not within the proper limits of statutory pro- 

ty. F think that the phrase, ‘‘fermented, distilled, or other intox- 
ting liquors” is a better one than ‘intoxicating liquors or liquids.” 
That is a mere matter of verbal criticism, however. 

Ido not think it is that this action by Congress should 

have included the District of Columbia. We have no trouble about the 

er with reference to the Districtof Columbia. We can at any time 
regulate the liquor traffic within this District by virtue of the power 
that rests in Congress, the sole and exclusive power. Therefore, I think 
that tke District of Columbia should have been left out. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I would suggest to the Senator from Dela- 
ware that if there were not some regulation in respect of the District 
of Columbia and the liquor traffic here, liquor might be shipped from 
the District of Columbia into any State or Territory unless the District 
of Columbia should be included in this bill. 

Mr. GRAY. But you say to the District of Columbia“ as well. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I know we say to“ and we also say 
“as from. 

Mr. GRAY. There is no doubt about the power of Congress to reg- 
alate the whole matter of the liquor traffic in the District; but there 
is a more serious matter to which I would call the attention of Sena- 
tors who propose to vote for this amendment, and that is in line 10, 
where it says when the actual and continuous transportation of the 
same shall have terminated.’’ 

It seems to me that an amendment so framed leaves it obnoxious to 
the criticism made by the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] last 
week, and that the objection would lie which he pointed out in regard 
to that great importing city where I suppose a very large portion of 
all liquors that are imported into the United States come. Liquors 
that are imported into Missouri and Texas or the most remote States 
are very apt to come through the port of New York. And yet, under 
the language of this amendment, they are made liable to regulation, to 
control or taxation by the State of New York as soon as they are landed, 
though they may be intended to go to the State of Delaware or the 
State of Iowa or the State of Missouri or any other State. 

As to these I would say that the commercial transaction under the 
commerce clause of the Constitution had not ceased. Ido not think 
that ought to be. Ido not think that the right to import to a great 
importing city like New York should be interfered with, unless it be 
with reference to matters that the State has legitimate police control of. 
Therefore I should prefer an amendment which would read thus: 
tats tae Beate ot Nem teoey trees a 9 pein of such vere nis 
tory for use, consumption, or sale therein— 

Thereby putting the limitation the Senator from New York pointed 
out as necessary to be placed upon the powers of the State in regard to 
liquors that might be landed on the wharf from a steam-ship in the 
port of New York. Such liquors— 

8 exempt, nor shall the owner or person in possession thereof be ex- 
em) 


Which I think is the proper assertion— 


from the regulation, control, and police or taxing power of such State or 

Territory affecting or applicable to all other like property by reason of such 

a being in the original package of importation or transportation as subjects 
in or foreign commerce. 


That I shall propose as a substitute for the amendment offered by 
the committee. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I suggest to the Senator from Delaware 
that until the intoxicating liquors or other articles embraced within 
this bill reach the termination where they are to be delivered they 
would not be subject to the tax he speaks of, because they would be 
in the course of transportation; and, again, they would not be subject 
under the terms of the amendment reported from the committee, ex- 
cept to such regulation, or taxation, equally and in common with 
other like property subject to the police powers of any such State, Ter- 
ritory, or the District of Columbia.“ 

Mr. GRAY. Les; but a citizen of the State of Missouri, for exam- 
ple, has no right to have the importation of liquor through the port 
of New York made difficult and burdened by the police regulations of 
the State of New York because the actual transportation makes its 
first stop there. Suppose those liquors are put into a bonded ware- 
house and subject to the order and disposal of the citizen of Missouri 
when he would choose to take them out, the actual transportation for 


the time being has ceased when they have been landed from the ship 
and are within the jurisdiction and territory of the State of New York. 
Physically they are there, and under the terms of this amendment are 
subjected to the regulation and control of that State, which may be 
applicable to all other property of a like kind. 7 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That would depend upon the fact whether 
the persons who imported them were residents of New York. The mere 
fact that they arrived at the custom-house in New York would not, 
under the operation of this amendment, consign them to the common 
mass of property of the State, because they would not yet have reached 
the termination of the transportation. 3 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, in the view that I take of the situation 
that has been brought to our attention by the decision of this Supreme 
Court, the result aimed at in the amendment reported by the commit- 
tee is one which commends itself tomy judgment. Ithink the phrase- 
ology adopted in the amendment I have suggested as a substitute for 
it, will better bring about that result and will avoid the difficulties 
that I have pointed out as seeming now to be inherent in the amend- 
ment as at present constructed. Ishall ask for a vote upon my amend- 
ment as a substitute, and for the reasons that I have stated. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PuGuH] put the question to the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evst1s] 
as to whether Congress could not by act declare that alcoholic liquors 
were not an article of commerce. The same question was propounded 
by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] to the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. I take it that these questions were asked with 
a view toreach a solution of apparent troubles in the way of protecting 
the reserved rights of the States. ‘ 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator misunderstood my question if he un- 
derstood me to ask if such articles might not be declared not to be ar- 
ticles of commerce, The question I put to the Senator from Delaware 
was whether or not Congress had the right to determine when an arti- 
cle should cease to be an article of commerce, when, after crossing the 
State line, for instance, it was to be considered as part of the mass of 
the property of the State. I did not go to the extent of saying that it 
might be declared not an article of commerce, though I think Con- 
gress has the right to do that. 

Mr. REAGAN. IL suppose I may have misunderstood the Senator. 
Do I understand him now to say that he supposes Congress has the 
right to do that? 

Mr. BUTLER. No; I do not know that Iam willing to go to that 
extent, that Congress has the right to declare that itis not an article 
of commerce. 

Mr. REAGAN. I call attention to this because no definite answer 
was made, as I understood it, to that question. The power of Con- 
gress is a power to regulate commerce; that is, commerce as it exists 
by custom and among the people and in the States, the commerce of 
the country. Ido not understand that Congress can declare what is 
and what is not commerce, for I do not understand that Congress has 
power to make or to destroy commerce. 

Mr. PIERCE, Will the Senator from Texas allow me? Did I un- 
derstand him to say that Congress has no power to decide what are 
articles of intérstate commerce? 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not understand that Congress has power to 
declare that. 

Mr. PIERCE. I understood the Senator from Delaware to say that 
all these decisions of the Supreme Court were predicated upon the fact 
that Congress had declared that these articles were articles of interstate 
commerce, : 

Mr. GRAY. No, the Senator misunderstood me. I did not intend 
to say that if I did say it. 

Mr. PIERCE. Did I not understand the Senator to say that in the 
case he quoted the court decided that these articles were included in 
the tariff law and therefore they were articles of interstate commerce ? 

Mr. GRAY. Isaid that in Brown vs. The State of Maryland the 
decision was expressly put on the ground that the property in question 
was included in the dutiable schedules and had paid a tariff tax; that 
in the License Cases the conclusion of three of the judges, including 
Chief-Justice Taney, was put on the ground that Congress had not leg- 
islated upon the subject at all; and I read from the decision just made 
in the Iowa case to show that that was put precisely upon the ground 
that Congress had recognized these goods as articles of interstate com- 
merce. : 

Mr. PIERCE. That is the way I understood it. Now, let me ask 
the Senator from Delaware as a mere matter of inquiry, if Congress has 
the power to decide that they are articles of interstate commerce, has it 
not power to decide, as this amendment practically does, that these 
articles are not articles of interstate commerce? 

Mr. GRAY. I think so; and I agree with the Senator, if that is his 
opinion, entirely. 

Mr. PIERCE. That is my view. 

Mr. GRAY. One can not escape the logie of that situation. 

Mr. PIERCE. No, sir. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, Congress may recognize the exist- 
ence of an article of commerce. It does not create it; it does not make 
it an articleof commerce; it does not declare that it is not an article of 
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commerce; but it recognizes the existence of an article of commerce 

which was made commerce by the customs of the country in the States 

2 among the people. This is my understanding at least of that ques- 
on. 

As an evidence that alcoholic liquors are an article of commerce, for 
instance, take the matter that is under consideration. They are per- 
mitted to be imported by the laws of the States, by the laws of the Re- 
poe As an evidence that they are articles of commerce they are 

ught and sold and taxed in the States. So we find that they are 
treated as articles of commerce. When Congress comes to adjudicate 
en a question like this it just determines from the evidence before 

t. n 


I noticed the Senator from Delaware said that in this case the Su- 
preme Court held thgt alcoholic liquors were an article of commerce 
without specifying the evidence of the fact that they were an article 
of commerce. The court undoubtedly took it for granted. An article 
which is on the schedule of imports, which pays its duties, which is 
an article of commerce in the States, which is subject to the taxation 
of the States, the court would undoubtedly recognize as commerce and 
would hardly think it necessary to enumerate evidences of the fact 
when these evidences are, I might use the expression, historic and no- 
torious; it would not be necessary. So, on that point, when we speak 
of the regulation of commerce we speak of regulàting that which is 
commerce, which is recognized in the country and by its laws and by 
its customs as commerce. 

Now, sir, thereis a way in which alcoholic liquors might be outlawed 
by the joint action of Congress and of the States declaring them inju- 
rious to public morals and public health. If that were done, no impor- 
tation permitted under the laws, no taxes levied on them under the 
laws so as to recognize them as articles of commerce, being outlawed, 
Congress would have nothing to do with them, but the States under 
their police powers might exclude them from use just as they exclude 
anything else which they regard as injurious to public health or public 
morals or in any way injurious to the community. 

But aside from that, Mr. President, it must occur to every one that 
if Congress could declare an article recognized in the country as an 
article of commerce not an article of commerce, it would be a power 
too dangerous to be tolerated or thought of. If they can declare one 
article so situated, that is recognized by the laws of the Union and the 
laws of the States as commerce, not an article of commercéin the sense 
of the Constitution, then they can declare any other article they choose 
not to be commerce under this clause of the Constitution. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator if in his opinion this amend- 
ment does so declare, that alcoholic liquors are not objects of commerce? 

Mr, REAGAN. No; I do not understand this amendment so to de- 
clare, I will say a word about that in a moment. So it seems to me 
that the danger of placing such a power in the hands of Congress is so 
great that no one can tolerate the idea of allowing such a power to be 
exercised or of its being possible that it could be exercised, 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. ; 

Mr. BLAIR. Who can declare what articles are subject to the police 

wer? 

Mr. REAGAN. The State authorities. 

Mr. BLAIR. They have that power, have they? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. They have the power to decide what article is subject 
to the police power? $ 

Mr, REAGAN. I think so, 

Mr. BLAIR. Who can decide what articles are subject to the police 

wer? 5 
aes REAGAN. The State authorities. But, Mr. President, there 
is where the trouble comes in this whole question, the determining the 
line of division between the power of Congress to regulate commerce 
among the States and the police powerof theState. The police power 
of course is exercised by the States for the preservation of the lives and 
the health and the morals of the people, for beneficial purposes, to abate 
nuisances, to preserve the welfare of society. 

Mr. President, I am very much in sympathy with the purposes of 
the Senator from Iowa, but it seems to me that every effort to extend 
the police power so as to abridge the power to regulate commerce must 
be vain. If we fix as the boundary the language of this amendment, 
such liquors and liquids so transported shall, when the actual and 
continuous transportation of the same shall have terminated,” we 
come in contact with the view presented by the Senator from Mary- 
land a short time ago, that there may be importations into this coun- 
try from abroad, and if that language was adopted these importations, 
though simply intended to pass through the port of entry into an in- 
terior State, would be subject to taxation in every State into which 
they went, and we should be in the condition of the Republic of Mex- 
ico and tax the commerce to enter the Republic and then tax it to pass 
through the States, which that country happily is getting over. 

Then besides that, although I was very much inclined to think I 
would support this amendment, the argument which my colleague 
made this morning showed thatif this provision were adopted it would 
place it in the power of the State, when articles were brought into it, 
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to tax them. Thatwould be to destroy commerce by the action of the 
State. Ofcourse that would depend upon the State authority; and if 
we put ourselves in the position of saying that as soon asa 

reaches its destination in a State it may be taxed to any extent or its 
sale prohibited, we have then destroyed commerce. That Congress has 
no right to do. It can only regulate commerce; it can not destroy it. 
That argument determined me that I could not support this amend: 
ment. 

I simply mention the re-enforcement of it by the view presented by 
the Senator from Delaware, that it would be subject under this clause 
to taxation anywhere where the package reached the end of its trans- 
portation. 5 

Mr. President, I do not realize the difficulty before us as wiser Sena- 
tors have seemed to realize it in this case. It seems to me that we all 
understand that the power of Congress to regulate commerce among 
the States has been determined by the courts to extend to commerce in 
transitu up to the time when the article into use in the several 
States. Can we any law that would not be declared unconstitu- 
tional that would arrest the power over interstate commerce short of 
that point? If we can not, then it seems to me to be vain to endeavor 
to abridge the power. 

I understand what has given rise to this trouble is that it has been 
assumed, under this original-package arrangement, that the-law is 
evaded, that the right of the State is trampled upon and defied by the 
introduction of all sorts of packages into the States. Why, Mr. Presi- 
dent, a mere subterfuge, a mere attempt to evade the law is better met 
at home by the laws of the States than by coming to Congress and 
asking us to strain the Constitution in order to relieve the people from 
wo duty of protecting themselves as they havea right to protect them- 
selves, 

The moment this commerce comes from one State into another or 
from a foreign country into a State, it comes under the authority and 
jurisdiction of the State, and it may tax it, it may prohibit its use, it 
may do as it pleases with it. 

There is nothing to prevent the State of Iowa or any other State from 
passing any laws which will control and regulate the subject after the 
article shall have ceased to be an article of interstate or international 
commerce. So I do not really see the great difficulty there is in the 
ease. I want tosay, further, that I do not think we can get a defini- 
tion which is better and safer than the definition which has been given 
by the courts, that property in interstatecommerce remains under the 
influence of that clause of the Constitution until it passes into the State 
and goes into general use and becomes a part of the general mass of the 
property of the State. 

I did not intend, Mr. President, to say more than to refer to the ques- 
tion as to whether Congress has the power to declare what shall be in- 
terstate commerce, but I have drifted into these other remarks on that 
subject. With my sympathies in favor of any reasonable and legal 
abridgment upon the use of alcoholic liquors, I do not feel that it 
would be safe to attempt to pass a law that would strain the Constitu- 
tion, and that would probably be declared to be unconstitutional if we 
should pass it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair), The Chair 
understands the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] to submit an 
amendment to the amendment reported by the committee. It will be 


read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liquors transported or — 
into any State or Territory from a point or place outside of such State or Terri- 
tory, for use, consumption, or sale therein, shall not be exempt, nor shall the 
owner or person in possession thereof be exempt, from the regulation, contro), 
police, or taxing power of such State or Territory affecting or applicable to all 
other like property, by reason of such liquors being in the original ages of 
importation or transportation as subjects of interstate or foreign commerce, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on ing to the amendment p by the Senator from Delaware 
to the amendment reported by the committee? 

Mr. VEST. I should like to have an executive session, if it suits 
the Senator from Iowa. We can not finish this bill to-night. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire very much to get a vote on the 
bill to-night, but I understand there are several Senators who wish to 
make some observations on it and it is the desire also to have an ex- 
ecutive session. The order under which the bill is being considered is 
a continuous one, so that it will come up immediately after the routino 
morning business to-morrow. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Iwill therefore yield to other business now, 
this bill being informally laid aside with the understanding that its con- 
sideration to-morrow will be continued to a conclusion. I shall ask 
the Senate to-morrow to remain until we dispose of the bill. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 7795) for the relief of certain property-owners in the 
city of Washington, D. C.; 


1890 


A bill (H. R. 9105) requiring the street-railway companies of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to make annual reports; and 4 

A bill (H. R. 10193) providing for the assessment and collection of 
water- taxes. 


' PAY OF CONGRESSIONAL EMPLOYÉS. 


Mr. PL I am instructed by the Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 167) authorizing and 
directing the payment of the salaries of the officers and employés of 
Congress for the month of May, 1890, to report it favorably without 
amendment. I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Kansas asks unanimous consent of the Senate that the joint 
resolution reported by him be now considered. Is there objection? 

Mr. EDM Let it be read. 

Mr. PLUMB. The purpose of it is that the payment of salaries for 
this month may occuron the 29th day of the month instead of the 30th 
day of the month, that being Decoration Day, and as the President of 
the United States is to leave town in the morning, if it is to take effect, 
the joint resolution must be passed to-night in order to be enrolled and 
sent to him. : a 

‘Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read at length. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as ſollows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and instructed to pay the 

fficers and employés of the Senate and House of Representatives their respect- 
ve salaries for the month of May, 1890, on the 29th day of said month. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 4) author- 
izing the establishment of a public park in the District of Columbia, 
with amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the con- 
current resolution of the Senate to print additional copies of the report 
of the Committee on Interstate Commerce, being Senate Report No. 
847, Fifty-first Congress, in relation to the transportation of the United 
States and Canada. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
ports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 856) to amend section 1 and section 9 of an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the Denison and Washita Valley Railway Com- 
pany to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, 
and for other p approved July 1, 1886; and 

A bill (H. R. 4970) to simplify the laws in relation to the collection 
of the revenue. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concurrent 
resolution for the printing of the report of the Smithsonian Institution 
and National Museum for the years ending June 30, 1888, and June 30, 
1889, in two octavo volumes for each year. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT MARTINSBURGH, W. VA. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLAIR in the chair) laid before 
the Senate the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 278) for the erection of a public building at Martinsburgh, W. Va., 
which were, on page 1, line 10, to strike out one hundred and twenty- 
five“ and insert ‘‘ seventy-five,” and on page 1, line 11, after the word 
dollars,“ to strike out all down to and ineluding the word“ appro- 
priated, in line 13. 

Mr.FAULKNER. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House. 

Mr. SPOONER. What bill is that? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The bill for the Martinsburgh court-house. 

Mr. SPOONER. [Is that the bill I reported? 

3 FAULKNER. Yes, sir; it is all right. I spoke to the Senator 
about it. 

The motion to concur in the amendments of the House of Represent- 
atives was agreed to. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 
day approved and signed the following acts: ; 

An act (S. 758) granting a pension to M. Cornelia Brown; 

An act (S. 778) granting a pension to William Church; 

An act (S. 782) granting a pension to Rachel Dixon, mother of James 
Dixon, deceased; 

An act (S. 800) granting a pension to John Watson; 

An act (S. 812) granting a pension to Robert A. Bride or McBride; 

An act (S. 1368) granting a pension to Mary H. Casler; 

An act (S. 1371) granting a pension to John C. Abbott; 

An act 8 2223) granting a pension to Kate H. Taylor; 

An act (S. 2611) granting a pension to James Anderson; 


rolls; and 
An act (S. 133) to increase the pension of Thomas Chapman. 
CUSTOMS ADMINISTRATION. 


Mr. ALLISON, I wish to submit a conference report on House bill 
970. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The conference report will be read. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to have it understood that this 
Senate bill 398 is merely informally laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The conference report to be presented 
by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will not displace the pend- 
ing business, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I do not wish it to be displaced. 

Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4970) to simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of revenues, having met, after a full and free con- 


ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to thei respective 
Houses as follows: 


59, 62, 67, 68, 70, 71, 74, 75, 78, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 90. 

That the House recede from its d ent to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23 27, 28, 29, 80, 
31, 32, 33, H, 35, 36, 37,39, 40, 41, 42, ees 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52,54, 56, 57, 60, 61, 
e same, 


4 


numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
in the matter proposed to inserted the word “ten,” in line 13, and in leu 
thereof insert the word “eight ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 26, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In the 
matter proposed to be inserted in line 4of section 12, strike out the words “five 
hundred ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 87, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
in line 1, section 28, the figures 30,” proposed to be inserted, and insert in lieu 
thereof the figures“ 29; and the Seuate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 92, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
aui mae paragraph proposed to be inserted and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 

owing: 

u „ That this act shall take effect on the Ist day of August, excep! 
so 8 section 12 — pox wba toc the 3 of nine 3 = 
praisers, which shall take effect immediately; 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

W. B. ALLISON, 
NELSON W.ALDRICH, x 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
W. McKINLEY, In., 
J. C. BURROWS, 
. Managers on the part of the House, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Parr in the chair). The ques- 
tion is, Will the Senate concur in the report? 

The report was concurred in. ‘ 
Mr. ALLISON. I do not know what the memorandum is upon the 
bill, but the conferees believed that on page 36, line 49, the ae : 

prior to the of this act’’ should be stricken out and the wo: 
prior to the taking effect of this act inserted. The conferees on the 
part of the House were to ask unanimous consent to have that change 
made, IL suppose it has been made in the ether House. It is in sec- 
tion 28 of the bill. reat eS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would inquire of the Sena- 
tor from Iowa whether the proposition is contained in the report of the 
conference committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not. It is not a proper subject of conference, 
as we concluded. The House conferees were to ask unanimous consent 
for the insertion of those words, and I believe it was done in the House. 

I do not know whether any amendment has been noted on the bill to 
that effect. . 

Mr. McPHERSON. 
ing on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair must request the Senate to 
be in order. It is impossible to hear whatis being said by Senators or 
to transact business intelligently. Senators will please suspend con- 
versation and take their seats. ‘ 

Mr. McPHERSON. I only wanted to ask the Senator from Iowa if 
he will please state to the Senate in what respect the bill differs as it 
comes from the conference committee from the amendments agreed to 
in the Senate, if he is not already proceeding to do that. There has 
been so much confusion in the Chamber that I do not know what he 
has said. 

Mr. CULLOM. The report has been concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the ques- 
tion was put on concurring in the report of the conference committee, 
and it was decided by the Chair that the report of the conference com- 


mittee was concurred in. 
It was agreed to as a whole without taking 


It is impossible to hear anything that is go- 


Mr. McPHERSON. 
up the amendments in their regular order, each individual amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HARRIS. The question could only come up asa whole to agree 
or disagree to the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question could only be taken 
on agreeing to the report of the conference committee. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I would be glad to answer the Senator from New 
Jersey any particular matter he has in mind. 

Mr McPHE N. I should like to have the Senator state 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Do I understand correctly that the con- 
ſerence report has been adopted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been adopted. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Then there is no question pending before 
the Senate, 

Mr. McPHERSON. I should like to have the Senator state in re- 
gard to the amendment in line 13, section 11, what was done with re- 

~ spect to the addition of profit. The bill as it passed the other House 
provided for a profit of 5 per cent. on merchandise. The Senate made 
an addition of 5 per cent. 1 making it 10 per cent. What have 
the conference committee agreed pape in to that provision ? 

Mr. ALLISON. They panto < ition of 8 per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ifany Senator pat sa that the ques- 
tion shall be taken over again on concurring in the report, the Chair 
will regard it as being open. 

# M 55 MgGPHERSON. I do not desire to have it taken over again, Mr. 
resident. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Iowa to make a proposition to amend the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON, Ido not very well see how I can make such a propo- 
sition now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It can only be done by reconsidering 
the vote by which the conference report was concurred in. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is not part of the conference report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Then it could only be done by unan- 
imous consent after a reconsideration of the vote on concurring in the 

rt of the committee of conference. 

Mr, ALDRICH. It can be done by an additional act. 

Mr, HARRIS, I ask the Senator from Iowa if the other House by 
unanimous consent has not already made the amendment he suggests? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understood it had, but there seems to be no rec- 
ord of it with the papers. 

Mr. McPHERSON. What is the amendment the Senator wishes to 
have made? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is an amendment, in next to the last section of 
the bill, to strike out the words prior to the passage of this act and 
insert ‘‘prior to the taking effect of this act.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. It isa very important amendment, but it seems 
to me it can only be reached now by an amendatory act, which I have 
no doubt would receive the sanction of both Houses. 

Mr. HOAR. If before this act is sent to the President the other 
House give unanimous consent that it be amended in a certain way 
and then the Senate give unanimous consent, that will do without a 
supplementary act. The only way is to hold the bill on the table and 
55 have it sent tothe President for a day until we hear from the other 

ouse, 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Then, the conference report having 
been agreed to, I will ask the Chair to suggest to the clerks that the 
matter lie over. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill has to be enrolled. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has not yet been enrolled. I do not want to 
have the bill enrolled until this amendment is made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent the clerks 
will retain the bill until it can be ascertained what has been done or 
is to be done with the bill in the way of amendment as suggested. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of e by Mr. MOPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (8. 2630) fo for the relief of holders of District of 
Columbia special-assessment certificates, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 
House had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 167) author- 
izing and directing the payment of salaries of the officers and the em- 
ployés of Congress for the month of May, 1890; and it was thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore. 


INTERNATIONAL AMERICAN BANK. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
“message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be yora 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 

I transmit herewith a letter from the 8 of State, inclosing a report 
adopted by the International American Conference, recently in session at this 
Capital, recommending the establishment of an international American bank, 
with its principal offices in the city of Now York, and branches in the com- 
mercial centers of the'seyeral other American republics. 

The advantages of such an institution to the merchants of the United States 
8 in trade with Central and South America and the pupe intended 

plished are fully setforth in the letter of the Seoretary of State and 

the agron l ra 2 5 = 83 . a ee e States in 
any finan 8 v. but only ve ater vf roposed s corporate 
franchise, and to promote public confidence b ng that its condition and 
transactions shall be submitted to a scrutiny r tot which is now exer- 
cised over our domestic banking system, 


The subject is submitted for the consideration of Congress in the belief that it 
will be found possible to promote the end desired by legislation so guarded as 
to avoid all just criticism. 

BENJ. HARRISON, 


ExECUTIVE MAnsIon, May 27, 1890. 

SMITHSONIAN AND NATIONAL MUSEUM REPORT. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved Ne 3 1 bap ce ease a concurring), That there be 
printed of mithsonian tution and National M for 
the ere ending Jun June Hy ines and June 30, 1889, in two octavo volumes for each 
year, 16,000 copies of each; of which 3, „000 copies shall be for the use of the Sen- 
ate, 6,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 7,000 for the use of the 

Smithsonian Institution. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask the Senate to take up for consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. 3934) to authorize the board of supervisors of 
Maricopa County, Arizona, to issue certain bonds in aid of the con- 
struction of a certain railroad. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
unanimous consent that the pending business may be informally laid 
asidein order to proceed to the consideration of the bill he has indicated. 

Mr. STEWART. I object to that. I gave notice that I should ob- 
ject to everything that would lead to any discussion except the bill 
that has been up to-day. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill. I should like to have a vote of the Senate 
on the question. 

Mr. STEWART. Allright; the Senator can make the motion, I 
shall call for the yeas and nays on agreeing to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 994, 
being the bill (H. R. 3934) to authorize the board of supervisors of Mari- 
copa County, Arizona, to issue certain bonds in aid of the construction 
of a certain railroad. The question is on agreeing to the motion, [Put- 
ting the question. ] 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. STEWART. If debate is not in order 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. STEWART. I call for the yeas and nays. If debate is not in 
order I presume we can have a vote by yeas and nays in regard to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada demands 
the yeas and nays on the motion of the Senator from Arkansas, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Secre will call the roll. 

Mr. COKE. Pending the call, I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 50’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, May 28, 1890, at 12 
o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the Vth day of May, 1890. 
ASSISTANT SURGEONS IN THE NAVY. 

John Evelyn Page, a resident of Virginia, and Robert Morris Ken- 
nedy, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be assistant surgeons in the Navy, 
both to fill vacancies in that grade, 

UNITED STATES MARSHALS, 

Rockwell J. Flint, of Wisconsin, to be marshal of the United States 
for the western district of Wisconsin, vice David C. Fulton, whose term 
expires May 28, 1890. 

George C. Ginty, of Wisconsin, to be marshal of the United States 
for the western district of Wisconsin, vice David C. Fulton, whose com- 
mission will expire May 28, 1890. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 

Levi A. Hughes, of New Mexico, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the district of New Mexico, to succeed Joseph P. McGrorty, resigned. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 

Edmund W. P. Smith, of the District of Columbia, to be secretary of 
the legation and consul-general of the United States at Bogota, vice John 
G. Walker, recalled. 

CONSUL-GENERAL. 

George H. Wallace, of Missouri, to be consul-general of the United 

States at Melbourne, wice James P. Lesesne, recalled, 
UNITED STATES CONSULS. 

Aquilla J. Daugherty, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States at 
Callao, Peru, vice Henry M. Brent, recalled. 

Samuel L. Gracey, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United 
States at Foo-Chow, China, vice John T. Campbell, recalled. 

Rounceville Wildman, of Idaho, to be consul of the United States at 
Singapore, to fill a vacancy. 
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COMMISSIONER FOR ALASKA. 

William R. Hoyt, of Chippewa Falls, Wis., to be a commissioner in 
and for the district of to reside at Juneau City, vice Louis L. 
Williams, whose term of office will expire August 1, 1890. 

\SURVEYOER-GENERAL. X 

Boetius H. Sullivan, of Plankinton, S. Dak., to be surveyor-general 

of South Dakota, a newly established office. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Anton Mehrlich, of Colorado, to be register of the land office at Cen- 

tral City, Colo., vice Jared A. Van Auken, to be removed. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Thomas D. Meads, of Hancock, Mich., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Marquette, Mich., vice Matthew H. Maynard, whose term of office 
will expire June 6, 1890. 

Charles F. Augustin, of Menasha, Wis., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Menasha, Wis., vice Patrick O’ Malley, whose term of office 
will expire July 2, 1890. 

PENSION AGENT. 

Thomas P. Cheney, of Ashland, N. H., to be pension agent at Con- 

cord, N. H., vice W. H. D. Cochrane, to be removed. 


WITHDRAWALS, 
Samuel L. Gracey, to be consul of the United States at Cardiff. 
Rockwell J. Flint, to be marshal of the United States for the western 
district of Wisconsin. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 27, 1890. 
DISTRICT JUDGE. - 
David E. Bryant, of Texas, to be United States district judge for the 
eastern district of Texas. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
Isaac W. Dyer, of Maine, to be attorney of the United States for the 


district of Maine. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


George Christ, of Arizona, to be collector of customs for the district 
of Arizona, in the Territory of Arizona. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL, 
Samuel L. Gracey, of Massachusetts, to be consul at Foo-Chow, China. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Bradford G. Greene, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county of 
Chenango and State of New York. 


John R. Roberts, to be postmaster at Slatington, in the county of | immediatel 


Lehigh and State of Pennsylvania. 

Robert Dott, to be postmaster at Alexandria, in the county of Han- 
son and State of South Dakota. 

George Ritchey, to be postmasterat Leavenworth, in the county of 
Leavenworth and State of Kansas. 

John T. Congdon to be postmaster at Sedgwick, in the county ot 
Harvey and State of Kansas. 

William J. Puett, to be postmasterat Newton, in the county of Har- 
yey and State of Kansas. 

Harvey H. Hopkins, to be postmaster at Nashua, in the county of 
Chickasaw and State of Iowa. 

Thomas H. Prince, to be postmaster at Gallatin, in the county of 
Sumner and State of Tennessee. 

James Bracken, to be postmaster at Webster, in the connty of Wor- 
cester and State of Massachusetts. 

Henry C. King, to be postmaster at Oscoda, in the county of Iosco 
and State of Michigan. 

Nelson J. Davis, to be postmaster at Berrien Springs, in the county 
of Berrien and State of Michigan. 

John L. Whitley, to be postmasterat Osage, in the county of Mitchell 
and State of Iowa. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, May 27,1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. On yesterday when the House adjourned 
I had been recognized to ask unanimous consent to put upon its passage 
a bill which was sent to thedesk. The bill had been read and its con- 
sideration entered upon to that extent when the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] made a motion to adjourn. My point of 
order is that that bill is in reality the unfinished business, and as such 
is first in order to-day. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair will state to the gentleman 
that the bill had not been formally entered u Unanimous consent 
had not been given to itgconsideration. It been read for informa- 
tion, and the motion to adjourn was equivalent to an objection. The 
Chair will, however, endeavor to recognize the gentleman hereafter. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BEAVER FALLS, PA. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House from the 
further consideration of the bill (S. 2403) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Beaver Falls, 
in the State of Pennsylvania. 

The bill was read, as follows: 0 

Bett elc., That the f the T be, and he is hereby, au- 
CCTCCCCCCCVCVVTCCCVCCCVVTTCCT OSME, 
site, and to cause to be erected thereon, a sui 
vaults, heating and 2555 elevato: 
use and accommodation of the tates 
offices, in the city of Beaver Falls and State of Pennsylvania, the cost of said 
site and building, including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, ele- 
vators, and approaches complete, not to exceed the sum of $50,000, which said 


sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated for said purpose, out ofany moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise 8 2 
Proposals for the sale oi d suitable for said site shall be invited by 0 


advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

Proj made in mse to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said 


to said Secretary thereon and the reasons therefor, which be accompa- 
nied by the original proposals and all plats, and statements which shall 
have come into his possession relating to said proposed sites. 


int a 
ae of not more than three rr of whom shall be an —— of 


and grant hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; 
d commission shall within thirty days after such examination make to the 
Secretary y written report of their conclusion inthe ac- 


ore provided in regard to the proceedings 
agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the ‘Treasury 


much of said appropriation as may for the pre on of 
sketch-plans, drawings, i ons, and detailed estimates for building 
by the Supervising of the ry Department shall be available 


ted 
vided, nati valid title to the site for said buil shall be vested in the 


of the criminal laws of said State and service of civil process therein. 
After the said site shall have been paid for and the ske and detailed 


estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the 3 ee 
e In- 


tect and a) ved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secret: 
terior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said roj on shali be 
pvailab! uding fire-proof 


Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania, be- 
fore consent is given, if he will not modify this bill so as to strike out 
the appropriation, conforming therein to other bills of the same char- 
acter passed by the House. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Inasmuch as that has been the 
custom of the House, I will make no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, why should the bill pass at all? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the provision 
making the appropriation, which the Clerk will now report, will be 
stricken from the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

gerry he Tines 13 to a ewe Lge ge bill, the ree “ which Sarie E 
Å e; 
0 5 part n purpose, out of any moneys e 

There being no objection, the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe this bill appropriates $50,000? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That appropriation is stricken out. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was considered, 
ordered to a third reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. I give notice now and beforehand that no such 
bill as that shall pass when I am in the House in the future. 

Mr. BIGGS. You have got one on that side. Now be fair to this 
side; let us have one over here, 
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Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to hear the notice given by the gen- 

tleman from Illinois again. [Cries of Regular order! J 
PUBLIC BUILDING, MARTINSBURGH, W. VA. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union from the further consideration of the bill (S. 278) for the 
erection of a public building at Martinsburgh, W. Va., and put it upon 


its 
Tha SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to the 
right of objection. 

The billwas read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation,or otherwise, a site, 
and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and 
accommodation of the United States courts, post-office, and other Government 
offices, in the city of Martinsburgh and State of West Virginia, the cost of said 
site and building including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, ele- 
— and Approaches, complete, not to exceed the’sum of $75,000, which said 
sum of $75,000 is hereby appropriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in 
the United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by eee 
advertisement in one or more of the era op: of said city of largest circula- 

tion for at least twenty days prior to the specified in said advertisement 

for the opening of said proposals. 7 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agentof the Treasury Department, who shall make written report 
to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommendation 

-thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 
on relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying rs, the Secretary 
of Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may a int a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 

sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate. 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem ni ; an 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the jury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or sub- 
mitted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in to the 8 
ceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the tary of the 
8 shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be 


e 3 
The compensation ofsaid commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $8 per day and actual traveling ex- 
mses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed 
m the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, 
and other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary sur- 
vey thereof be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the Deg es ie of 
sketch-plans,drawings,specifications, and detailed estimates for the building by 
the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 

ded, until a vaiid title to the site for said building be vested in the 
nited States, nor until the State of West Virginia shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supe Archi- 
tectand e by the Scoretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, 
and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be avail- 
able fo the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches. 

The building shall be eer ree to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The House Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds recommend 
the adoption of the following amendment: 

Strike out the words one hundred and twenty-five” and insertin lieu thereof 
the words “seventy-five;”’ so as to make the cost of the proposed building, with 
site, $75,000. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds was adopted. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to ask the gentleman from West Virginia 
a question before this bill is passed. I believe there is a court held at 
this place? 

Mr, WILSON, of West Virginia. Yes, sir; there is a court, and 
there are revenue offices. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I have no objection to the consideration of 
the bill, provided the appropriating clause is stricken out. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I will agree to that. 

The SPEAKER protempore, If there he no objection the appropriat- 
ing clause of the bill will be striken out to conform to other bills of 
like character which have been passed by the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, and being read 
the third time, was paad. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, r2 


Is there objection to the present con- 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr, CANNON. Now, I demand the order, 
Mr. COGS WELL. Mr. Chairman, I unanimous consent 
Mr. KILGORE. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The regular order is for the House to 
bein order. The gentleman from Massachusetts is recognized to make 
a request of the House. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I ask unanimous consent to di the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 10251) making an appropriation to de- 
fray the expenses of decorating the public building in Boston, Mass., 
on the occasion of the encampment of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic in that city, and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read subject to the 
right of objection. 

The bill was read at length. 5 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill ? 

Mr. ROGERS. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is equivalent to an objection. 


ADMINISTRATIVE BILL. 


Mr. McKINLEY. I desire to make a privileged report. 

Mr. CARUTH. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CARUTH. I notice that Rule XXIV, as it gives the order of 
business, provides that after the reading of the Journal, correction of 
reference of public hills, the next order of business is the disposal of 
business on the Speaker’s table. 

1 The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a conference report and is priv- 


eged. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4970) to simplify the laws in 
relation tothe collection of revenues, having met, after full and free conference 
s agreed to recommend and do revommend to their respective Houses as 

ollows: x 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4,11, 14, 18, 38,53,58, 
59. 62, 67, 68, 70, 71, 74, 75, 78, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, S, and 90. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1.3.3) 5, 6. 7, 8, 9. 10, 12. 13, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22, mee er 80, 31, 
54, 55, 56, 57, 60, 61, 63, 64, 


42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50,51, 

88, 89, and agree to the same. 

from its d mentto theamendment of the Senate 
numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
in the matter proposed to be inserted the word ten,“ in line 13, and in lieu 
thereof insert the word eight; and the Senate agree to the same. a 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 26, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In the 
matter proposed to be inserted in line 4 of section 12, strike out the words five 
hundred; ” and the Senateagree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 87, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out in line 1, section 23, the 80.“ proposed to be inserted, and insert in 
lieu thereof the figures 29; and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 92, and agree to the same with an amendment gs follows: Strike 
out the paragraph proposed to be inserted and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 


ing: 

Teo, 3). That this act shall take effect on the Ist day of August, 1890, except so 
much of section 12 as provides for the appointment of nine general appraisers, 
which shall take effect immediately; 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

‘WM. McKINLEY, In., 
J. C. BURROWS, 

Managers on the part of the House, 
W. B. ALLISON, r 
NELSON W. ALDRICH, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

During the reading of the report, 

Mr. HOLMAN said: Inasmuch as the reading of this statement will 
not furnish any information, I ask that the reading be with 
and that the statement of the managers of the conference be read to 
the House. 

Mr. McCREARY. I would like to hear the whole of it read. 

The reading of the conference report was resumed and concluded. 

STATEMENT OF HOUSE CONFEREES, 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
4970) to simplify the laws in relation to the collection of revenues submit the 
following written statement in explanation of the action recommended on the 
amendments as compared with the bill as it passed the House: 

A proviso is added to section 4, which authorizes the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to make regulations by which books, magazines, and other icals pub- 
lished in successive parts of volumes, which may be entitled to entry, shall 
require but one declaration for the entire series. 

In section 23 the amendment made by the Senate provides that the appraised 
value shall be more than 10 per cent. before the penalt; accrue, and the 20 

r cent. of the appraised value as contained in the bill is changed so as to make 

t equal to 2 per cent. of the total appraised value of each 1 per cent. that the ap- 
praised value exceeds the value in the entry; and in the same section 
the amendment of the Senate provides that the app: value shall exceed the 
declared value in the entry more than 40 per cent. instead of 20 per cent, before 
the merchandise is liable to seizure. 

In section 11, which provides for the ascertainment of actual market value, 
the bill provided that a profitof5 per cent. should be :dded to the market value 
ascertained by the customs officers. The Senate made this 10 per cent. and the 
conferees agreed upon 8 per cent. 

Section 12, which des for the appointment of nine general appraisers and 
fixes their salary i 85,000 pax ADDUNT eras amonded by the Senate so as to fix the 
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salary at $7,500. The conferees agreed upon $7,000 for the salary of these ap- 


In section 13 the Senate amended by 8 that a board of three eral 
appraisers shall be on duty at the port of New York to hear agrees and make 
inquiries, or that a board of three general appraisers may be designated by the 
Secre! of the Treasury for duty at such other port as may be necessary in 
disputed cases. Several other amendments made to this section are verbal in 
character. 

In section 14, the amendments are made to correspond with those in section 
13 in reference to places where the board of appraisers shall be on duty. 

Section 15 relates to the referring of cases to the United States circuit court. 
The court is given jurisdiction not only as to the construction of the law, but the 

respecting classification and the rate of duty imposed under such classifi- 
cation connected with the matter in dispute by the Senate amendment. 

Section 16 is amended to authorize the general appraisers in making investi- 
gations to administer oaths. 

Section 17, which the Senatestruck out, is restored. 

In section 20, the last proviso, which exempted articles exported from and re- 
imported into the United States from the provisions of the section, was stricken 
out. 

Section 22 is amended by the Senate abolishing fees now exacted by officers of 
customs except as provided in the act, and a proviso is added that where fees 
under existing laws constitute in whole or in part the compensation of any cus- 
toms officer, such officer is to receive a fixed sum for each year equal to the 
amount which he would have received for fees. 

Section 29 is stricken out, for the reason that this section is included in H. R. 
ecg tag 83 the revenue and equalize the duty on imports, recently passed 

y the House. 


A new section is added by the Senate providing that the act shall take effect 
on July 1. This was amended so as to make the act effective from and after 
the Ist of August, except so much as relates to the appointment of the nine 4 
eral appraisers, which is to go into effect immediately upon the approval of the 


All the otheramendments not especially referred to above are verbal in 


Mr. McKINLEY. I ask the adoption of the report, and on that de- 
mand the previous question; but will yield to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] such time as he may desire. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I have not felt that it was proper 
for me to concur in the report of the conferees, the adoption of which 
would make this bill a law, and I will give very briefly to the House 
my reasons for my opposition to it. 

The object of tariff legislation at this session, in my judgment, should 
be a reduction of taxes, and not an increase. I want tocall the atten- 
tion of the House to the provisions of the bill to show that not only is 
this not accomplished, but that when this bill becomes a law it will 
increase the rate of tariff taxation. We have done that at this Congress 
in every conceivable way: We did it directly and boldly in the bill 
which was passed through the House last week for the purpose of chang- 
ing the ratesof duty. We do it secretly, or rather more appropriately 
I would say we do it covertly, to-day by the adoption of this bill; and 
how? 

One of the provisions of the bill is the one which reimposes a tax on 
the coverings in which the imported merchandise is put up and shipped 
to this country. It is impossible to tell exactly what that will amount 
to, but we have the tariff commission’s report, which sheds some light 
upon it. It will be remembered that that commission in 1883 recom- 
mended the abolition of the tax on coverings, and their recommenda- 
tion was adopted. I will read their language: = 
Rerin recommendation as to increase of duties is largely more apparent than 

They were speaking of the increase on earthenware— 

TIRA AO CEREO RAT EO AS alive tile mneioe of OTONA 
in generaluse perhaps more seriously than any other article embraced in the 
tariff schedules, so that, as will be apparent from the statement of the president 
of the Pottery ers’ Association, and substantially all statements made to 
the commission which bear upon the question, a duty of 40 per cent. under the 
present tariff is substantially equal to a duty of 50 per cent. on these goods with 
the proposed abolition of du le charges. 

On this class of goods the tariff commission, it will be observed, 
laced the cost of coverings at 10 per cent. The gentleman from Ohio 
Mr. MCKINLEY], a few days ago, in discussing this matter, on the 

bill that bears his name in the country, stated that it would probably 
not amount to more than 4 or 5 per cent. on the av Let us take 
him at his word and suppose that it does amount to5per cent. Then 
what addition to the duties now imposed by law will this bill carry? 
The import duties last year (I give them from memory) were $220,000,- 
000. Then if the increase is only 5 per cent. it will give $11,000,000 
increase, or $231,000,000 on the same amount of importations next 
year, even if the tariff bill just does not become a law. So that 
the effect of this bill is to indirectly and in this way increase tariff 
a $11,000,000, according to the confession of the gentleman from 
io. 

Five per cent. does not cover it. Ten per cent. will be nearer the 
figure. Now, is the House ready to do that? Is the House willing to 
impose, in addition to the bill we have just passed, which is now in 
the Senate, 5 or 10 per cent. more upon tariff rates? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman from Tennessee pardon me if 
I ask him a question? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to call his attention to the fact that the 
administrative bill would affect only those imported articles on which 
there is an ad valorem duty imposed, and not those on which there is 
a specific duty, and therefore only part of the articles are affected. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman is correct as to that. It would 


` 


affect those articles imported under an ad valorem rate of duty and 
those imported under a compound rate. But itis nearer 10 per cent. 


than 5; and a great portion of our duties are com Now, I know 
it is stated that a part of the provisions of this bill were recommended 
in the last Congress in the Mills bill, They were. But under what 
circumstances? In the bill we pro a reduction of $53,000,000 in 
import duties and twenty millions internal-reyenue taxes. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will ask that the Clerk read another extract from 
the report of the tariff commission on the vexation and impropriety- 
of taxing coverings. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The sections in question are those which require the addition to the cost or 
value of the imported article of the cost of transportation, shipment, and trans- 
shipment, and all expenses incurred in the transportation of the article from 
the place of growth, production,or manufacture to the vessel in which the shi 
ment is made to the United States, the cost or value of the packages and 
commissions paid, which in no case shall be less than 2} percent. These sec- 
tions apply to paying an ad valorem duty or duty based on value. The 
law has heretofore e these dutiable ” as part of the cost of the 

imported, and the effect of the proposed abolition would be to withdraw 
them entirely from consideration in determining the dutiable value of the 


h, while on the finer and more high] ced goods the reduction will be 
ch less, -i fo 


distribution),the very pon delay in liqui: 
cal n the distribution of the charges on the goods 
voice bearing diferent rates of duty, the delay, annoyance, and expense to the 
importer, arising from the 5 tedious liquidation thus occasioned, and 
because, in the judgment of the commission, these charges should not Le re- 
garded asa part of the cost of the goods. 


There has not a national convention, Republican or Democratic, as- 
sembled in fourteen years that was bold enough to advocate a general in- 
crease of tariff taxes. Promises of reduction of tariff burdens have 
often been made, but no platform has dared threaten the people with 
increase of duties, 

But now let it be remembered that after we have passed a bill which 
increases the duties on other schedules except sugar $65,000,000, we 
come and in this indirect way propose to add other millions to these 
taxes, So much for that provision of the bill. 

In the next place, I object, Mr. Speaker, to the method in which the 
value of imported goods is to be ascertained by the appraisers. They 
take first the materials which enter into the manufacture, then the cost of 
manufacture. That is well enough. Then the other charges incidental 
to the manufacture, and that is well enough. But then they add 8 per 
cent. to all that. The House bill fixed it at 5 per cent., the Senate 
fixed it at 10 per cent., and the compromise recommended here is 8 per 
cent. So that a fictitious value is taken as the basis of assessment of 
these taxes, even at this high rate, and if this bill becomes a law it may 
be truly said that the value“ consists of the material, the labor con- 
tained in the production, and wind. [Laughter.] That is to be the 
basis of the taxation. 

The fees for oaths and other fees heretofore collected at ports of entry 
are abolished, and in lieu of those fees we are required by this bill to 
pay directly out of the Treasury their equivalent in the form of salaries 
to these officers of the Government. We are proposing by these two 
bills to make the duties prohibitory and stop importation, and Sis to 
keep up the expenses of the custom-houses on the same schedules as 
now by direct payment of salaries out of the Treasury. The bill pro- 
vides for nine general appraisers, to whom the matter of appraisement 
is referred where the importer is dissatisfied with the rate fixed by the 
collector of customs, 

I refer to that provision of the bill for the purpose of telling the 
House that the salaries of these nine officers were fixed in the House 
bill at $5,000 each, but were made $7,500 by the Senate. This con- 
ference report fixes these salaries at $7,000. These officials hold their 
offices for life, whichis wrong. That is, they may be removed by the 
President for cause; but we all know what that amounts to. This is 
virtually the creation of several life offices at $7,000 a year, and these 
officials will have nothing on earth to do until August, when the bill 
goes into effect; but as to their appointment and their salaries it takes 
effect immediately after it is signed by the President. Hence we are 
constituting these officers to do nothing for two months except draw 
their salaries and execute receipts therefor. 

Mr, Speaker, in this connection I want to speak of another objec- 
tionable feature of the bill. The right of trial by jury is taken away. 
Hereafter that ancient bulwark of human rights and human liberty 

is to be unknown in the administration of our customs laws. But that 

is not all. The House bill provided that the claimant might have a 
hearing. It provided that he might go before the appraisers by him- 
self or his attorney and be present when his rights were adjudicated; 
but the Senate have taken away that right. This was the provision in 
the bill as it passed the House, under which the claimant was allowed 
to be heard. It will be found on page 20 of the bill: 


The owner, importer, consignee, or agent of imported merchandise subject 
to reappraisement b the board of general . — shall have the privilege 
of being present, with or without counsel, as he may elect. 
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I believe, Mr. Speaker, that was a wise provision. If the right of 


trial by jury was to be stricken down, at least a Star Chamber should 
not take its place. But the Senate struck that out, and now the claim- 
epochal Bi rear ouf avane 5 be permitted to 
be imselfor his attorney, w. is rights are upon. 
What more? Under a provision of the bill he may es genie enir 
and have his case ified to the circuit court of the United States; 
but if the circuit court determines to have further proof taken, to re- 
open the case and give him a hearing, the case goes back, not toa 
referee of a court, but to one of the same arbitrators who have been 


3 from. 
. McKINLEY. Only to take the testimony; not to determine 


the question. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Well, it goes back to the tribunal from which the 


has appealed. That is the substance of it. 
Mr. McKINLEY. Only to take the testimony. 


Mr. McMILLIN. My friend from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] is correct 


in that. Itis only for the purpose of taking the testimony; but my 
experience as a lawyer has been, and I think it will be borne out by 
the experience of every lawyer on this floor, that it is not safe to put 


the claimant back for any purpose into the hands of the man whose 


-jurisdiction he has fled. 


Again, sir, this repeals the law allowing customs officers to make a 
goods, Now, the whole duty must 


reduction on account of da 
be paid or all the goods forfeited. 

Mr. Speaker, it is not my purpose to detain the House at great length. 
There are many things in this bill which are commendable, there are 
many of its provisions upon which we all agree and which we think 
ought to become law; but there are others that were so antagonistic 
to our judgment of what is wise legislation that I thought it proper 
IAS this statement to the House, and not to sign the report of the 

‘erees, 

A careful examination will show that the bill which has recently 
passed the House will raise the rates on dutiable goods to an average 
of 58 per cent. 

This bill added to that, should they both become laws, will make 
the average rate of duty on imports next year between 65 and 70 per 
cent., an amount greater than was ever known in the history of this 

country before, and which will result in the prevention of imports, in 
the closing of custom-houses, and in the destruction of commerce. 

And of all the people of this continent those who live along the sea- 
coast and on the lakes are most deeply concerned in not destroying 
commerce; for when the policy advocated by the majority of this House 
is adopted, and commerce shall have been destroyed and ships sail to 
our ports only in ballast—which our opponents seem to think is the 
best lading for an inbound ship—then it will turn ont that the destruc- 
tion of the commerce of the seas is the destruction of the cities by the 
seas. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say but a single word 
in reply to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN I; for I must 
not detain the House from the consideration of the river and harbor 
bill which has been under consideration for some days past, and which 
it is expected will be concluded to-day. 

This is the customs administration bill which was fully considered 
in the House more than two months ago. It is the same bill in sub- 
stance which has been recommended by Secretaries of the Treasury 
during the last two or three Administrations. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Including Cleveland’s? 

Mr. McKINLEY. Includingthe Administration of President Cleve- 
land, and is practically in many of its features what was in the Mills 
bill in the Fiftieth Con It isa bill, Mr. Speaker, not to increase 
rates of duties, as my friend [Mr. MoMiLLIN] suggests, but a bill to 
prevent frauds upon the revenue, to protect the honest merchant and 
the honest importer against the dishonest importer and the dishonest 
ee and consignee. I want to state that in the restoration of what 
is called the covering clause of thestatute we have excluded from that 
restoration what was in the law prior to 1883, the cost of inland trans- 
portation and commissions. 

This provision is believed to be necessary to the honest administra- 
tion of the customs laws and will impose no hardship, but make easy 
and simple the execution of existing law. The effect upon the revenue 
is not accurately known, but it will not be what is claimed by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. 

The necessity for this section is shown by the report of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, reporting the bill originally, which I read: 


The object of this section is to obviate the insuperable difficulties attending 
the administration of the seventh section of the tariff act of March 3, 1883, as 
interpreted by the courts, notably in the case of Oberteuffer vs. Robertson, 
wherein it was held in effect that the dutiable value of imported merchandise 
is not its value in condition as generally bought and sold in the foreign mar- 
Keu, — r a sonaron Ag of one 3 kind and of all 8 

harges for wrapping, fo „ ticketing, and other expenses necessary to place 
the goods in a marketable state. p 

Early after the passage of the actof 1883 Secretary Folger invited the atten- 
tion of Congress to the difficulties encountered in administering this section, 
and Manning and Fairchild repeatedly expressed to Congress their. 
views as to the impracticability of securing the Piar appraisement of merchan- 
dise while this section remained in force. Mr. irchild, then Assistant Secre- 


tary, in a communication to Hon. A. S. Hewitt, under date of April 26, 1896, re- 
ferring to said decision, said: 

The effect of this decision is to reduce materially, but in an irregular and un- 
certain manner, the duties upon all merchandise subject to ad valorem rates, and 
to afford advantage to importers who are least scrupulous,” 

And in a report dated November 27, 1886, he said, after reciting very fully and 
pointedly the troubles ex in administering said section, that— 

“The law, requiring as it now does, the appraising officer to find the market 
value of articles at the time and place of exportation, and at thesame time di- 
recting them to find such value in a condition in which the articles are notsold 
at that time and place, or at any time or place, presents difficulties which call 
for an amendment of the law. At present ev advantage is offered to the 
unscrupulous and aray disadvantage to the conscientious importer,” 

In his annual report for 1887 Secretary Fairchild observed that— 

The law relating to covering of imported goods should be amended in the 
interest of honest and equitable administration.” 

And again, in his report for 1888, he recommended “the simplification of the 
—. ee. to ahs 8 Pong the 3 ys of oor beac subject 

orem rates, particu! y respect to coverings, packing charges,” etc. 

Secretary Windom in his recent annual report on this subject says: 

It is necessary, in order to enable appraising officers to make uniform and 
satisfactory app ments, that they be relieved from the embarrassments im- 

n them by the law which exempts the Mice iy mi ete., from 
which has been productive of constant trouble, fraud, and litigation. 
In very many cases merchandise has no market value apart from its coveri: 
and incidental packing, and the ee nrg tht that a part of this value shall 
deducted in the assessment of the duty is illogical, and, in fact, requires the ap- 
praising officers to do an impossible thing, to work an incongruity.” 

From March 1, 1823, to March 3, 1883,a period of sixty years, covering, packing 
charges, etc., were elements of the du e value of imported goods ae 
during the brief period intervening between the acts of March 3, 1865, and July 
28, 1866. The haste with which the latter act was passed indicates that the old 
rule was restored on account of the difficulties experienced in administering 
the law providing for the exemption of coverings. 

N all experience appren to justify the conclusion that the only just, 

in, and simple basis of dutiable value is-the merchandise in the complete 

— packed condition in which it is presented to the eye of the app g 
ofticer. 

This section is practically identical with a section of the Mills tariff bill. 

While it returns to the former legislation and will accomplish the 
purpose, it does not include as dutiable items for inland transportation, 
shipment, transshipment, commissions, brokerage, insurance, export duties, etc,, 
as was provided in sections 2907 and 2908, Revised Statutes, 

It omits also the penal duty of 100 per cent. in certain cases prescribed by 
section 7 of the act of 1883. In lieu thereof it subjects unusual coverings con- 
taining free goods or goods — * 2. to specific duty to the duty only to which 
such coverings would be liable if separately imported. 


The effect of the conference report is fully set forth in the detailed 
statement which has been read from the Clerk’s desk. There is no es- 
sential change. The original bill as it passed this House is in substance 
and purpose and effect . The House has yielded nothing 
which impairs the bill. I ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the re- 
port of the committee of conference. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I call for a division. 

Mr. HOLMAN (while the House was dividing). Mr. Speaker, I call 
for the yeas and nays on the adoption of the report. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 126, nays 13, not 
voting 188; as follows: 


uty, an 


YEAS—126. 

Allen, Mich. Darlington, Laidlaw, Rife, 
Anderson, Kans. De Haven, Lansing, Rockwell, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dingley, Laws, Rowell, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dolliver, Lind, 
Banks, Dorsey, Lodge, Sherman, 
Beckwith, Dunnell, McComas, Smith, III 
Belden, Evans, McCord, Smith, a. 
Belknap, Ewart, McCormick, Smyser, 

rgen, Farquhar, McKenna, Snider, 
Bingham, Featherston, McKinley, ner, 

b Finley, Milliken, Ste; 3 
Boothman, Flick, Moffitt, Stew: Vt. 
Boutelle, Flood, Moore, N. H. Stockbridge, 
Bowden, Gear, More Struble, 
Brower, Gifford, Morrill, Sweney, 
Browne, Va. Grosvenor, Morrow, Taylor, E. B. 
Buchanan, N. Hall. Morse, Taylor, J. D. 

Trows, Hansbrough, Mudd Taylor, Ill. 
Burton, Harmer, N iedringhaus, mas, 
Caldwell Haugen, — — Townsend, Colo, 
Candler, Mass. Henderson, III O'Neill. Pa. d, 
Cannon, Henderson, Iowa Osborne, Vandever, 
Carter, Hermann, ne, Van ~ 
Caswell, Hill, Payson, Waddiill, 
Cheadle, Hitt, Perkins, Wallace, Mass, 
Clark, Wis. Honk, Pickler, Wallace, N. Y 
Coleman, Kennedy, Post, Wickham, 

Co: Kerr, Iowa Pugsley, will Ohio 
Con, etcham, Raines, Wilson, Wash 
Connell, Kinsey, Ray. ey. 
Craig, Knapp, Reed, Iowa 
Cutcheon, Lacey, Reyburn, 
NAYS—13, 
Enloe, Mutchler, Turpin. 
* 
ath a Flower, OFE 
Campbell, Lewis, Paynter, 
Cowles, McCarthy, Stockdale, 
NOT VOTING—158, 

Abbott, Baker, Bland, Brookshire, 
Adams, Bankhead, Blount, Brosius, 
Alderson, Barnes, Boatner, Brown, J. B. 
Allen, Miss. Bartine, Breckinridge, Ark. Browne, T. M. 
Anderson, Miss. Bice” — Ky. 8 y 
Andrew, rewer, u. a. 
Arnold. Blanchard, Brickner. Bullock, 


` 


Butterworth, z MeMillin, Skinner, 
Bynum, Geissenhainer, McRae, Spinola, 
Candler, Ga. Gest, Miles, nger, 
Carlisle, Gibson, Mills, ecker, 
Carlton, Goodnight, Montgomery, Stewart, Ga. 
Caruth, Greenhalge, Moore, Tex. Stewart, Tex. 
Caichings, Grimes, organ, Sti 
Cheatham, rout, Norton, Stone, Ky. 
Chipman, Hare, tes, Stone, Mo. 
Clancy, Hatch, O'Donnell, Stump, 
Clarke, Ala. Hayes, O’Neall, Ind. Tarsney. 
Clements, Haynes, O'Neil, Taylor’ Tenn. 
Clunie, $ Outhwaite, Thompson, 
Cobb, Hemphill, Owen, Ind. Tillman, 
n N.C Owens, Ohio Tracey, 
Cooper, Ind. erbert, arrett, Tucker, 
Cooper, Ohio Holman, Peel, Turner, Ga. 
Coth: Hooker, Penington, Turner, Kans, 
Covert, Hopkins, err, Turner, N.Y. 
Crain, Kelley. Peters, Venable, 
Crisp, Kerr, Pa. Phelan, ade, 
Culberson, Tex gore, Pierce, Walker, Mass. 
Culbertson, Pa. La Follette, Price, Walker, Mo. 
Cummings, e` Quackenbush, Washington, 
Dalzell, Lanhain, Quinn, Watson, 
Lawler, Randall Wheeler, 
Davidson, Reilly, Wheeler, Mich. 
De Lano, Lehlbhach. Ri n, Whiting, 
Dibble, Lester, Ga. Robertson, I rne, 
5 . Magner, Rowland, Wiles 
nphy, er, w ey, 
Edmun Maish, Rusk, Wilkinson, 
Elliott, Mansur, Sanford, Willcox, 
lis, Martin, Ind. Sawyer, Williams, III. 
teh, Martin, Tex. Sayers, Wilson, Ky. 
Fithian, Mason, n. Wilson, Mo 
Forman, McAdoo, Scull, Wilson, W. Va. 
Forney, McClammy, Senex. Wright, 
Fowler, McClellan, Shively, Yoder. 


Mr. DALZELL (when the roll-call was concluded). I am paired 
with my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. REILLY]; but as I under- 
stand a quorum has not voted I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is marked present and 
not voting. 

Mr. DALZELL. I believe I have the right to vote to make a quo- 


rum. 

The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 
ther notice: 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. NORTON. 

Mr. ScuLL with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr, GREENHALGE with Mr. WALKER, of Missouri. 

Mr. LEHLBACH with Mr. Stump. 

15 DALZELL with Mr. REILLY. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. HOOKER. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio, with Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. 

Mr. Watson with Mr. Stone, of Missouri. 

Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. OATES. 

Mr. CodswELI. with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. GROUT with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. BAKER with Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia, until further no- 
tice, except on the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. FITHIAN, until the 10th of 
June. 
= Mr. LA FOLLETTE with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, until 

une 3. 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. CRAIN, for three days. 

For this day: 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. WILLcOxX. 

Mr. T. M. Browne with Mr. SPINOLA. 

Mr. WADE with Mr. OUTHWATTE. 

Mr. QUACKENBUSH with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. BREWER with Mr. DIBBLE. 

Mr. STIVERS with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. MILES with Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. 

Mr. Dx LANo with Mr. RUSK. 

On motion of Mr. MCKINLEY, by unanimous consent, the recapit- 
ulation of the names was with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the names of the 
following members noted under the rule as present and not voting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Pes ANDREW, Mr. BLANCHARD, Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentuck „Mr. Brickner, Mr. BRUNNER, Mr. BUNN, Mr. 
Brom, Mr. CANDLER of Geo: Mr. CHI MAN, Mr. CLEMENTS, Mr. Conn. Mr. 
COGSWELL, Mr. eee Mr. Crisp, Mr. DALZELL, Mr. Davibsox. Mr. DockERY, 
Mr. EDMUNDS, M. . GEISSENHAINER, Mr. Goopniegut, Mr. GRIMES, Mr. HARE, 
Mr. Hares, Mr. HAYNES, Mr. HEMPHILL, Mr. HENDERSON of North 
HOLMAN, Mr. KILGORE, Mr. LANE, Mr. LANHAM, M. 
y ia, Mr. MANSUR, 


Mr. Mr. 
MaRrTIN of Texas, Mr. MCADOO, Mr. MeCLaAuux, Mr. McCrEary, Mr. MOMILLES, 
Mr, ss Mr. AAEE Morgay, Mr. OATES, Mr. OUTHWAITE, Mr. PARRETT, 
Mr. F RIcHARDsSON, Mr. Mr. RowLAxNp, Mr. SAYERS, Mr. 
TTT... „Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. TRACEY, Mr. 
WAsHnINGTON, Mr. WIKE, Mr, WILKINSON, . WILLIAMS of Illinois, and Mr. 
Wirsow of West Virginia, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the recorded vote is | the 
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as follows: Yeas 127, nays 13, and with the members present and de- 
clining to vote, 62 in number, there being a constitutional quorum 
„„ the bill is 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I did not vote on this question. I am 

FFF several days with 8 from Ohio 
THOMPSON 

Mr. DALZELL. I did not vote, being paired with my colleague, Mr. 
REILLY. If he were present, I should have voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent 
to recur to section 28, on page 36 of the bill, line 49, where a changeis 
made necessary by reason of fixing the time at a different date when 
the law is to go into effect. The conferees on the part of the House 
and Senate did not feel that they had any right to make a recommenda- 
tion in their report of an agreement on this point, but it was 
unanimously on the part of the conferees of both the House the 
Senate that we would ask our ive bodies for unanimous consent 
to permit the striking out of the word oy in line 49 of this sec- 
tion inthe bill, and inserting in lieu thereof the two words taking ef- 

fect,” so it will read arising from acts done prior to the taking effect 
of this act,“ instead of prior to the passage of the act.“ 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has just stated the re- 

uest. 
iy Mr. McKINLEY. The gentleman from Tennessee is familiar with 
the matter. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Isu Hsin the request ought 
to be stated by the Speaker to the House for the information of those 
who did not happen to catch the suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment 
suggested by the gentleman from Ohio, and for which he asks unani- 
mous consent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in line 49 of the bill, on 36, section the word ú passage,” 

eee ee = 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. CRISP. There is objection. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will state that if this bill is to become a law 
that amendment ought to be a part of the bill. 

Mr. McKINLEY. And the gentleman will remember that we were 
unanimous in our conference that we would ask our respective bodies 
to do this. Of course, if anybody objects that is another matter. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Ohio if that change 
is rendered necessary because of the fact that the bill may take effect 
some time after its 9 2 

Mr. McKINLEY. We have fixed the time when the bill shall take 
effect on the Ist day of August and have provided that all acts and 
limitations, etc., whether applicable to civil or eriminal cases as to 
bringing suits for causes ing under existing law committed prior 
to the passage of the act shall continue until this bill goes into effect. 
Therefore the necessity for the amendment, There will be about two 
months when there will be no right of prosecution, ete. This 
gestion, therefore, is simply a proposition to save the rights of the 
Government as well as all interested and nothing else. 

Mr. CRISP. The only objection to unanimous consent entertained 
by this side is that we do not want, in any manner, by implication or 

expressly, to remove the question that is now made upon this bill, to 
wit, that it is passed without a constitutional quorum. 

Mr. McKINLEY, As you claim. 
we CRISP. As we claim. That is the only objection, so far as I 

cnow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the question 
again to the House: Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. Crisp and Mr. TRACEY objected. 

Mn McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote bo 
which the conference report was adopted; and also move that the mo- 
tion to msider be laid on the table. 

The! motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint res- 
8 of the following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed 

same: 

A bill (S. 1900) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
the city of Canton, Ohio; 

A bill (S. 2451) gran ting a pension to Juliet Opie H. Ayers; and 
Sopa resolution . Res 127) to print the eulogies upon William 

elley. 
DENISON AND WASHITA VALLEY RAILWAY. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I submit a privileged report from 
committee of conference. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The committee of conference on the votes of the two Houses on 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 856) to amend section 1 sec 
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tion 9 ofan act entitled “An act to authorize the Denison and Washita Vall 
Railway Company to construct and operate a 8 áes the Indian 
tory, and for other purposes,” approved July 1, 1886, having met, after full and 
free conferenée have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respect- 
ive Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendments to 
said bill, and consent to the same, 8 


B. W. PERKIN: 

SILAS HARE, 

M. H. McCORD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The statement accompanying the report is as follows: 


This bill R. 856), as it passed the House, extendsto the Denison and Wash- 
ita e il way Company the right to construct its road from a point to be 
selected by the company on Red River, near Denison, Tex., and ranning north- 


easterly to a point near Fort Smith, Ark., with the ht to operate a branch 
running in a northwesterly direction through the Indian Territory and Okla- 
homs to the southern boundary of Kansas. Said House bill also provides that 
one hundred miles of said railway shall be built by said company within three 
years from the passage of the act, or shall forfeit its rights as to portion of 
the railway remaining unbuilt. 

The Senate amended said act, and provided that said company be granted the 
right to build its road from “a point of intersection with the St. Louis and San 
Francisco Railway in the Indian Territory northeasterly to Fort Smith, Ark.,” 
with the branch provided for in the House bill. The Senate amendment also 
provides that said company shall build 50 miles of its main line and 50 
miles of its branch line within three years from the date of the of the 
act, or forfeit its right to that portion of the line not then built; and shall com- 
plete both its main line and branch road within two years thereafter. ° 

The conferees, finding no material difference in the bill as amended by the 
Senate, have agreed to said amendments, 


B. W. 
SILAS HARE 
M. H. McCORD, 
House Conferees. 


2 PERKINS. I demand the previous question on the adoption of 
the report, 

The previous question was ordered; under the operation of which the 
conference report was adopted. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I movethat the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the river and harbor bill. 

Pending the vote— 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives: 

In compliance with resolution of the House of Representatives of the 23d 
instant (the Senate concurring), I return herewith the bills (H. R. No. 380 and 
2007) entitled respectively An act to amend an act entitled An act to author- 
ize the Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company to construct bridges 
across the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers,’ approved January 8,1889,” and 
“An act granting a pension to the widow of Adam Shrake.” 

BENJ. HAPRISON. 
Exxcurive MANSION, May 26, 1890, 


TRANSPORTATION BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND CANADA, * 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
Senate concurrent resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
rinted 15,000 additional copies of the report of the Committee on Interstate 
mmerce, being report 847, Fifty-first a: first session, in relation to 
the transportation interests of the United States and Canada, of which 5,000 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 15,000 copies for the use of the House 
of Representatives ; and that there be printed 6,000 additional copies of the tes- 
timony accompanying the said report, of which 2,000 copies shall be forthe use 
of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 


: LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CARLETON, indefinitely, on account of important business, 

To Mr. TUCKER, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. CoGswELL, for ten days, on account of important business. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 7352) to amend section 4787 
of the Revised Statutes, and othersections, which had been referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, was referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I presenta privileged report from the 
Committee on Printing, and ask for itsconsideration. It will take but 
a moment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concu: 
printed of report of 1 Smithsonian —— and oh T — = 
the year ondini s une 30, and June 39, 1889, in two octavo volumes, for each 
M „16,000 copies, of which 3,000 copies shall be for the use of the 2 AA 

for the use of the House of Representatives, and 7,000 for the use of the Smith- 
sonian Institution. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, that is a substitute resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the original 
resolution will be laid on the table. > 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The substitute was adopted, and the resolution was agreed to. 


APPROVAL OF THE LEVEE SYSTEM. 


Mr. COLEMAN obtained unanimous consent to have printed in th 
RECORD the following resolution of the General Assembly of Louisiana! 


Concurrent resolution No. 1. 


enor cigs Pepa nly OOTES TR A SNA A piece W TPI singe fer 
therein), That we, the General Assembly of — paepae, session convened, do 
8 affirm and assert our entire confidence in the levee system as at 

ntained for the protection of Sie people of Louisiana from the dey- 


es the He if esentati 

2 ouse s ves, 

JAMES JEF. ES, 

Lieutenant-Governor and President of the Senate, 
FRANCIS T. NICHOLLS, 


Governor of the State of Louisiana. 
Approved May 16, 1890. 


A true copy of the original. 
i L. F. MASON, Secretary of Slate. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a similar request. 
I ask that a bill with a preamble be printed in the RECORD. The pre- 
amble explainsits provisions and the absolute necessity for its 
It is one that is indorsed notonly by every Farmers’ Alliance, ane 
by every workingman in the country, and I hope I will have unani- 
mous consent to have it printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


The bill is as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 10553) authorizing the issuing of 1 -tenders for schools and other 
purposes on the lands of the United States, 


Whereas we have in the United States 3,602,990 square miles of territory, or 
about 2,300,000,000 acres, and if we deduct from this aniount 800,000,000 acres for 
rivers, inlets, sounds, swamps, mountains, and barren lands not available for 
ra pages purposes, we would have 1,500,000,000 acres of good tillable land; 


an 

Whereas the area deducted embraces our finest water-powers, including all 
our sounds that are now used for oyster culture, er with thousands of 
acres that will in the near future be so used, it would also include all our inlets 
and other waters from which a large per cent. of our fish supply is now and must 
always be obtained, and all our mountains in which are found gold, silver, iron, 
coal, ee with other of the precious and useful minerals in an almost inex- 
haustible quantity. The area deducted as not now available is six times larger 
than Greece, nine times larger than Denmark, eleven times larger than Belgium 
or Netherlands; larger than the combined areas of Servia, Portugal, and Peru, 
or larger than England, Wales, Scotland, and Ireland combined; and 

Whereas before there was a sod turned on the prairies the Government said 
that our public lands were worth $1.25 per acre, and since that time railroads 
have been built; civilization has redeemed and made profitable millions of 
acres; school-houses, churches, farm-houses, mills, factories, towns, and cities 
have been built, and the value of these lands enhanced a hundred-fold; and 

Whereas it was from the public —from the people—the funds to pay 
for much of this vast do: n were taken; from the people, in tax and toil, was 
taken the capital required to build and make the improvements seen on every 
hand; and from the people was taken, by the strong parental arm of Govern- 
ment, the money they had toiled for to pay for wars, when, by force, we added 
area to our country; and 

Whereas when this parental Government of ours considered its dignity in- 
sulted, and called on its children to surrender to the parent the dearest of all 
earthly possessions, liberty and life, that with child-like obedience the people 
went at the parent’s call; for the time bang hoy guve up their liberty, they en- 
dured privations, suffered discomforts such as ap eres Soldier knows, and 
thousands of the people, from Bunker Hill to the Indian campaign, lost 
limb or life to save the parent, the Government. These patriotic children 
yearned for wealth, for the comforts and oas of home, but they loved the Gov- 
ernment more than all these, more than life; surely, then, whatever we have, 
all that we are, we owe to the people; and 

Whereas thousands of our people can not find employment; millions are 
working for a bare pittance on field or farm, in factory or mine; the mothers of 
the sons of the Republic are stitching, slaving, starving in our city garrets; the 
sturdy farmer, whoin the past has been our boast, comes to Congress in person 
and by petition telling his sufferings, his losses, how, work never so hard, yet 
he can not save the home where his children were born; our sisters, wives, and 
mothers by petition appeal to you to aid them; they too have economized at 
every turn; they have for years known not of luxury; for other „want 

stared them in the face, and we ask of you, our Representatives, who is 
benefited by all this suffering and want? 

We beg of you on your return home to visit, not your wealthy friends in the 
cities, but, instead, rather to the house of the honest laborer who has but 
little food, and that the poorest, to give his little ones; we beg of you togoamong 
the farmers, not among those who are known as 10 per cents,“ who grind the 

r even worse than the Shylocks; we ask of you to go among those that toil 

n factory, farm, or mine, not those who live on others toil, and then say who 

is benefited by all the want and misery you will have seen. The Shylock may 
accumulate more propan but will he be benefited thereby ? 

As individuals, by rooding over wrongs, grow insane, so donations, Let 

ce during her revolution illustrate the case. Shylocks will not be bene- 
fited if anarchists are evolved by all this suffering and want. 

Armies have never and will never hold in abeyance the red hand when the 
people grow infuriated and insane. The farmer, the laborer, our wives and 
mothers appeal to you to aid us while yet you may, We have in the past 
shown our devotion to the Government; we ask that the Government shall now 
show the same devotion to us; that you shall extend the same aid to us that we 
have in the past extended to the Government. In 1774 and ’75 our then parent 
e ee heeded not our prayers, our petitions. Will you not profit by their 
m es? 

We come to you with the best security that God has given us, a security that 
needs no custodian—our lands—and ask of you to give us a currency on 
these lands, and that the currency so given shall be a Jegal tender for publicand 
private dues. Weask of you to issue us currency to supply our n. and we 
offer thirty-five thousand millions of real taxable security. But as individual 
indorsers we propose to secure the State school fund by five thousand millions 
of real property. If this country really belongs to the people then we ask that 
the amount provided for be divided pro rata to the States, for the people, for 
their use and benefit. 

Of late, we, the ple, have heard much of the Constitution. Weask you 
who made it—did Congress ortho people? Is the ereated superior to thecreator? 
But why this unus 1 On the one hand in 1860 this love, this devotion, 


ove? 


did not prevent very eny from doing what they thought was best for their 
people, but unheard of in the Constitution. 

Later on, many did not hesitate to go beyond ted powers for the people’s 
good (?). We have not forgotten all this, and this constitutional cloak has 
8 and stretched again until it is used on all oaeasions to hide behind, 
whenever a measure is displeasing to your masters. 

We beg to submit on a basis of 63,590,000 population the amount the States 
would receive. These estimates are based on State 
but little from the apportionment under the act: 


. $45,000,000 | Missouri .... 807, 500, 000 
37,000,000 | Montana, 4, 000, 000 
45,000,000 | Nebraska 33, 000, 000 
10,500,000 | New Hampshire. 11, 000, 000 
22,500,000 | New Jersey 45, 000, 000 

5,250,000 | New York .... 190, 000, 000 
9,000,000 | North Carolina. 53, 000, 000 
13,500,000 | North Dakota. 7, 000, 000 
52,500,000 | Ohio „nns... 120, 000, 000 
110, 000, 000 | O. n 9,000, 000 
75,000,000 Pennsylvania 150, 000, 000 
55,000,000 | Rhode I 10, 000, 000 
45,000,000 | South Carolina. 40, 000, 000 
66,090,000 | South Dakota... 12, 000, 000 
$2,000,000 | Tennessee..... 55, 000, 000 
20,000,000 | Texas 60, 000, 000 
33,000,000 Vermont. 10, 000, 090 
60,000,000 Virginia 60,000, 000 
67,500, 000 Washingto x 6, 000, 000 
45,000,000 | West Virginia... 25, 000, 000 


There is no discrimination between the banks and the farmers under this 
bill; both receive moner from the Government, both give security based on the 
lands of the people, and both at 1 per cent. : 5 

The revenue to the States, from 1 per cent. per annum, would yield in the ag- 

te $18,750,000 annually. 

The bill proposes that the money so issued be loaned by the States, that ac- 
cept the fund, on real estate, for not longer than ten years, at 75 per cent. of its 
average assessed value for the five preceding years, exclusive of improve- 
ments; and the amount is limited to 32,500 to any one individual. 

We feel that our laborers and farmers can with the advantages conferred by 
this bill save their homes in the time allotted, and that in turn others ought to 
have the same advantages; that 75 per cent. of the real value of the land, then 
deducting the improvements, gives perfect security; that the average for the 
last five years’ assessment would prevent any advan being taken, as no 
one would want to pay unusual and unnecessary tax when he did not know 
that he would be able to secure a loan, and that the limitation to $2,500 is made 
so that as 1 a number as possible could receive the benefits of this act. 

i — — ey ion would prevent combines and large landholders from absorb- 
ng the fun 

Te would give the mort; urdened farmer, who in part ons his land, or the 
laborer who is a ner with the mortgageor in his house and lot, a chance to 
own the farm or lot in fact. 

The cotton farmer could pay his interest on $2,500 with 250 pounds of lint cot- 
ton, instead of 2,500 pounds as now; the wheat farmer with one load of wheat, 
whereas on $2,500 he now gives a car-load as interest. 

There could be very little, if any, loss, as real property would increase in 
value as the rate of interest decreased. One hundred acres of good land would 
not only sell for more, but would be worth far more to the purchaser at 1 per 
cent. than at 10. h county would be anxious to secure the loans perfectly, 
as their school fund would be conditioned on the interest paid. 

township, however remote, would by the pro rata plan receive the same 
pro lonate benefits that another would if solidly built up as a city. There is 
no discrimination between town and country in this bill. Land- owners in a 
bar A joy the same benefits the farmer 
e limitation clause has a tendency to increase small holdings, and thus aid 
those that at present are without hope of home. Public lands and those join- 
ing railroads wogild be rapidly taken up, as opportunities for improving them 
would come with this act. By the provisions of this bill those townships that 
are sparsely settled, or not at all, would at the next census be enabled to obtain 
their just share, and thus additional traffic, by reason of the extension of our 
operations, would inure to the benefit of all. 

Our assets and our liabilities show the value of the security offered. New York 
City would be entitled to about $50,000,000, to be loaned on its real estate at 
per cent, per annum. That investors deem her security good is proved by the 
fact that they have loaned twice that amount on her public debt alone. ow 
manon: more easily could her private indebtedness be paid at 1 per cent. than 5 
or 

Take a rural township without a village, 6 miles square, or about 23,000 acres; 
if it had a population of 1,000 it would be entitled to receive $30,000. Is not 
23,000 acres of good improved land security for $30,000? Investors have loaned 
many times that amount on the same class of security, and many of you Re 
resentatives know of single farms of 500 acres or less with more than $30, 
loaned on them. 

If Mr, A. is worth $60,000 and has outstanding liabilities of $5,000 or less, his 
ability to pay is unquestioned. Under the provisions of this bill, together with 
our present outstanding obligations, this would be about the ratio of indebted- 
ness to our assets. 7 

In 1837 the Government divided in this manner the surplus, 

In some States there were a rg yet the entire loss by that act of Congress 
was not as great as the lossto the depositors in our banks in the month of May 
alone. In some of the States the fund divided in 1837 is still loaned to the peo- 

le, while in many of the States the school fund is now. and has been for years, 

oaned in a similar manner. 

The amount we ask for, together with what we already have in use, would 
only amount to as much per capita as France now has, and of all the nationsof 
earth she is most prosperous. 

These legal-tenders, like our bonds, both issued by the Government, both a 
mortgage on the lands, one bearing interest, the other not; both fiat money, be- 
cause both are predicated on the power of the Government to tax the people 
and collect the same, and as all taxation is based on the 83 the desir- 
ableness of the article taxed, so both the bond and the legal tender are primaril 
based on land, so that if one has value the other would have. Again, this bill 
offers immediate relief, extending benefits to all. 

The people refunding their mortgage indebtedness would return a like amount 
to those from whom they had borrowed, and the amount so displaced would 
furnish an actual capital eitherin gold, silver, certificates, or legal tenders, upon 
which to do a banking business, ch State would have within its borders 
funds with which to do a banking business, and banking would be like mer- 
chandizing, a business and nota 3 

This fund would produce an annual interest amounting to $18,750,000 for our 
schools. Giving our teachers an average of $400 for the ten months required 
of them, this fund would pay for the services of nearly fifty thousand teachers 
annually. In connection with the other school funds already provided for by 
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the States, our schools would be kept open for the school year, and much of 
— present revenue now used for public schools could be diverted to special 
ines. 

Thus our country would be developed evenly and justly in every direction. 
The business world would be re-energized. There is always a 1 percentage 
of power required to run the machinery of a mill or factory; additional power 
is required for the work that the mill or factory is expected to do. So itisin 
trade—in business, A large per cent. of the currency of the country is held, 
and necessarily so, for business operations. Monthly payments by corpora- 
tions mean monthly accumulations to pay with; these and other reserves re- 
quire a argo por cent. of our currency. With the amount added by the pro- 
visions of the bill to the present available currency there would not longer be 
a strain or any unusual friction—no sticking fast when a local machine was 
clogged. Our manufacturers have been so intent on business that they have 
seen but one side of the problem. 

Admitting that in order to induce manufacturing, whether it be an infant 
industry or one infirm by reasons of age and competition, in a country where 
wages ought to be higher and where rates of interest are higher than in 
Europe, admitting that the manufacturer needs a protective tariff, you should 
remember that the farmer andlaborercan not have more for the products he ships 
abroad. The farmer could gorbe benefited by a bounty on his products, leay- 
vig, Feed laborer to get his share from an increase of wages. 

anufacturers should remember that when a 45 per cent. tariff tax is collected 
from the consumer the consumer of the products must receive more for his 
labor or for his farm products, or he falls behind. 

If he does so he grows discontented and naturally seeks to remedy the differ- 
ences by lessening the tarifftax. If relief is not obtained in some way he, like 
the pendulum, swings to the reverse side, so that properties and business be- 
come more and more unsettled and unsatisfactory. 

But we ask you to remember that when the farmer can sell his wheat at $1.50 
per bushel, or his cotton at 13 cents per pound, or the laborer his day's work 
at from $i to $2 per day, they will all pay a higher tariff ä than 
when wheat sells for 60 cents per bushel, cotton for 8 cents per pound, and labor 
for 50 to 75 cents per day. 

Just in proportion as the farmer's and laborer's e are lessened his power 
to purchase is lessened, so that the manufacturer who desires to increase his 
business or profits should, for his own interests as well as for the interests of 
his country, advocate measures that would increase values. Give us enougb 
currency and we will not ask for bounties, and we will be able to pay our 
manufacturers profits that will be satisfactory. Make theory practical. The 
farmer who, after paying all expenses and his living, has 500 bushels of 60-cent 
wheat to sell has only $300 toapply to his interests, or, if luckily he is out of 
debt, to expend on improvements and extend his business. 

If during the year, by reason of a 45 per cent. tariff tax, he contributes to the 
Treasury of the United States $45 on the $100 of purchases made that are duti- 
able, the farmer naturally seeks to lessen his tax, arguing that his profits are 
less than 3 per cent., if indeed he has any, while he pictures the manufacturer 
enjoying his 10 per cent. and all the luxuries of life, 

You may dispute his position. You may state differences in amount of capi- 
tal, but poverty is the most powerful of all logicians and he will accept no other 
conclusions than those already drawn. 

But change the scene; raise the price of his products by increasing currency, 
so that his 500 bushels of wheat shall sell for $750, instead of $300, so that the 
laborer can sell all that he has to sell, his brawn and brain, for $10 per week in- 
stead of $4, and neither will ror to ask you your per cent. of profits, Tarif dis- 
— would be tabooed and once more competition would regulate indus- 
tries. 

We do not raise enough wheat and meat to furnish all our people with a 
healthy normal ration, and instead of sending our food products abroad we 
would either have to raise more or import i of export, if all our people 
were so situated that they could use as much as their natural wants call for. 

We hayseeders deny that a derangement of values would follow. We admit 
that a readjustment of values would be the result of expansion of the currency. 
We admit that dollar would not purchase as much as now, but we would have 
more dollars to purchase with, In Siam, itis said, that for 50 cents you can get 
a good room and board anda servant for a week. But by labor in Siam you 
can not get the 50 cents in a week. 

In 1864, 1865, and 1866 our circulating medium was as large as that of France, 
as as it would be under this bill. You that were in the North remember 
that there was no congestion of money; it sought every corner, and while Jabor- 
ers paid more for products and farmers and manufacturers paid more for labor 
than now, all had much less difficulty in supplying their wants, their needs, than 


now. 

We had neither tramps nor strikes. Our mills did not shutdown. We are 
gravely told that this was caused by an undue expansion of currency, that it 
was not a healthy state or condition. . 

In reply, the people will tell you when November's chilly blasts reach you 
that on the contrary, in the light of facts, it has been clearly demonstrated that 
since that time there has been an undue contraction. They will tell you that 
you could no more redeem the indebtedness of the world with gold or silver 
than you could with diamonds. They will tell you thata Government is but 
an aggregation of individuals, and if it will not apply to the people, it ought 
not to Governments. 

But, more, the people will ask you by what right you have set yourselves up for 
judges as to the amount of currency that we need. We claim that you have no 
more right so to do than you have to tell us the amount and kind of food we 
shall eat, though you have done both; you have said the amount we prescribe 
of currency is Suficient for us, it must be for you; you have said that we must 
eat the coarsest kind of food and an insufficient amount, and for this we pro- 
pose to hold you accountable, 


have our country, our capabilities, our opportunities, and our necessities, ou 
have been — — eee you have called it medication. Wedemand of this 
Con: our servants, that you shall away with leeches and cups, called con- 
traction, away with cathartics and emetics called specie payment, and away 
with the quacks, they shall practice on us nolonger; we want a physician that 
will give us beef and iron and legal,tenders; we want relief and want it now. 
Therefore be it enacted. 

Bill providing for the issuing of legal tenders based on the lands of the United 

States, and the allotment of the same, and for other purposes, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the uxer of the United States is hereby 
authorized and directed to cause to be printed, signed, and ready for issue for 
the purposes hereinafter mentioned legal-tender notes of the United States or 
the denominations of $5, $10, $20, $50, and 8100, to the amount of $30 per capita 
to each of the States complying with the requirements of this act; and when- 
ever any Territory shall be admitted as a State the Treasurer of the United 
States is hereby authorized and directed to issue to the incoming State $30 per 
capita in legal tenders provided for in this act whenever the incoming State 
shall comply with the provisions of this act. 

Sxc.2. That the notes issued by the United States under the provisions of this 
act shall be legal tenders for all dues and Sonan punua and private, l a Relan 
gold and silver for similar amounts, except the interest on the public 
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so issued shall be held in the United States 
law provide for the distribution and 
e annual interest, to be applied as herein- 


Sec. 3. That the notes 
until such times asthe States shall 
lection of the same, together with 


after directed. 
Sec. 4. The 8. Menten of Soe OaS of She Usted FINA ta DOTO 
rected at the ear practicable moment to furnish the Secretary of 5 


. of the population of the differens Staley, torether 
a 0 of the us towns, *. 
8 or 3 pot ot. the States, and the amount and und distribution 

the legal tenders so issued shall conform to the population as shown by the tod 
tified copies so fi and that at recurring census the Superintendent 


of the Census shall forward to the governor of each State 3 of 
the population of the different towns, townships, cities, counti ihes in 
* State ſor the redistribution of this ſund as hereinaſter pro for. 


EC. 5. That any and all States accepting this fund under rd provisions of 


bien bill shall divide the same pro rata between the several towns, 2 


cities, counties, or parishes in proportion to the population as certified to 
the Superintendent oi of the Census. 

SEC. t any and ali States accepting this fund, under the provisions of 
this dul. Aal alist to the several towns, townships, cities, counties, or parishes 
the fund alloted to the State, and shall loan to the citizens of the State on real 
yo proportioned between the school-districts as possible, 

he State, but no loan shall be for a longer term than ten 
: Provided, Tha wotiting in this ast aball be held to debar the reloaning as 
ereinafter described. 

Papiss 7. Any citizen of the United States may make application for a loan to 

S ey tna per authorities, to be designated by the States, under the provisions of 
thks however, Thatno loan FFF 

Teal estate: Te further, That no person shall be allowed to borrow under 
the provisions of this bill more than $2,500 of this fund, and in no case shall 
the loan exceed 75 per cent. of the average assessed value for the five years pre- 
ceding the loan; and in all cases the improvements of a perishable character 
shall be deducted from the assessed value. 

Sec.8. That at each recurring census the States shall reapportion the original 
amountand again divide pro rata to the several townships, towns, cities, coun- 
ties. or parishes, as herein described, and that all loans shall be due ‘and payable 
on the Ist of January, after the taking of the decennial census the United 
States: Provided, If in any case losses occur the amount lost shall be deducted 
from the amount allotted to the county where the loss was sustained. 

Sec. 9, That the amount due the several towns, townships, cities, counties, or 
parishes at each subsequent State allotment be loaned first to those complying 
with the provisions of this bill who have not under other and previous allot- 
ments taken advantage of the benefits conferred by this bill, and after ali who 
have not previously borrowed under the provisions of this bill then any others 
applying and complying with the provisions of this bill may receive such 


Sec. 10. That when any State complying with the Lisp sneer of this act, and 
having received from the Treasurer of the United States $30 pe one aor aap 
of its inhabitants, then the Stateshall allotand loan as 3 directed the l 
tenders so received at I per cent. per annum, and no more; and no part of 


estate only, as 
the fund accept 


fund shall be used for any other purpose or in any other manner than is bm 


vided for in this act. 

Sec. 11. That in all cases the loan must be secured by a first mort 
estate that the proper ony officials shall certify — at the time 
made no mortgage, lien, judgment, or annuity or other incumbrance of any 
kind whatsoever — — it, provided that where a eng oo lien, or 8 
is already given against the land nothing in this act shall be construed to pre- 
vent t re off of such jadement, lien, or mortgage with the loan from the 
State under the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 12. In all cases, preference shall be given to those whose lands are mort- 
waged, „il they comply with the provisions of this act. 

EC. 13. That a failure to pay interest on the loan when due, and all interest on 
this {und shall be due and payable January 1 of each year, shall entitle the proper 
authorities in the counties or parishes to foreclose the sameen the Ist day of 


on real 
loan is 


February after falling due 3 J, and the cost of foreclosure, together with 
the loan, ait See ucted from the purchase moi and the balance —— to 
the morigageo That the purchaser shall, if ae witht 


: Provided, 
be allowed to hold the loan for the balance of the term loaned for. 

Sec, 14. That the interest on the fund allotted under this act shall be La 
to the school fund for school purposes: Provided, That no part of the intere 
of this fund shall be used for erection of school buildings. 

Src. 15. That this act repeals all acts or parts of acts inconsistent wich this 
and that it be in force on and after its passage. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the river and harbor bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

‘The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
further consideration of the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I think that the 
amendments that were submitted by the gentleman from Tennessee 
(Mr. Houx] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] are pend- 
ing and are now to be considered by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Tennessee, which the Clerk will 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, as that amendment 
has already been read once, as it is very long, and as it has been printed 
in the RECORD, I ask unanimous consent to omit the reading of the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the amendment has been read once it is not 
necessary for it to be read again. 

Mr. HOUK. It is true that the amendment was partially read on 


Saturday, and, presuming the House understands the purport of it, I 


will not insist on its being read again. I desire simply to offer a very 
few reflections in regard toit. This amendment provides for what is 
known as the Lake Borgne outlet. It provides that Capt. John Cow- 
don and his associates may open Lake Borgne and make an outlet for 
tie averiow ef the Biskastpel through tha TARNA Of course, in the 


length of time which is allotted for debate, it will be utterly impossible 
to discuss this subject in anything like detail. I have voted for every 
river and harbor bill which has been passed when I have been present 
for the past twelve years. I to vote for this bill. I believe in 
it. I believe it the duty of the Government to improve all the navi- 
gable streams of this country, to open up all its harbors, to promote 
the commerce and thus add to the financial prosperity of the people, 
and I have no constitutional scruples on that subject, either. 

I must confess that, although I have devoted a great deal of thought 
to this subject, and while I know that the river and harbor improve- 
ments have added millions upon multiplied millions to the commerce 
and upbuilding of this country, I am at the same time reluctantly led 
to believe that the simple project of constructing levees is insome sense 
a failure. That is to say, while it may promote the navigation and thus 
enhance the commerce of the Mississippi River, I think every obsery- 
ing man must have come to the conclusion that there is some defect 
somewhere when the overflow comes, and thatsome additional remedy 
must be provided. It has struck me, and it seems to me that damming 
up the mouth of the Mississippi can not have any other effect than to 
increase the overflow; and it has struck me that in order ta stop this 
overflow there should be through Lake Borgne or some other means an 
outlet by which this surplus of water can be run off instead of dammed 
zaas I conceive the Eads jetty system must necessarily do to some 
extent. 

Now, I am aware, Mr. Chairman, that they characterize this project 
as wild, as visionary, and the projector of it as a crank, if not a lunatic; 
but I would remind the gentleman that no great inventor has escaped 
a like characterization during the history of civilization. Why, Mr. 
Chairman, the cranks of one generation become the philosophers of the 
next. The cranks of this generation will be the philosophers of the 
generation tosucceed us. We may look upon this project to-day as wild 
and visionary, and you may characterize this old man as a crank 

Mr. CLUNIE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr, HOUK. Certainly. 

Mr. CLUNIE. Which generation do you belong to? 

Mr. HOUK. I belong to this generation. [Laughter.] This old 
man may be characterized as a crank, but it seems to me that there is 
a vast amount of good sense in his idea which he suggests here of hav- 
ing provision made to get rid of this surplus of water which creates the 
overflow. In order that he may be permitted to speak for himself, I 
insert the following letter in his own defense, as well as in defense of 
his project, the Lake Borgne outlet.“ 


Hon. L. C. Horx: 

If members of Congress will examine my testimony, taken April 26, 1890, and 
printed by the Senate Commerce Commitlee, commencing on on page 9, at the 
words, But in order to defeat,” a and continuing to the bottom o is, they 
willsee bythe highest engineering authority in thie country that there is no 
foundation for the assumption set up by Mr. Catcurses that there ever was 
any shoaling of the bed and channel of the Mississippi River below the Bonnet 
Carré and the Jump outlets, and by the same authority that there never could 
be any shoaling below the Lake Borgne outlet when made. 

The fact as ety the lowering of the flood-line are and below the outlets of 
Bonnet Carré, Morganza, and Atchafalaya has nied. * 

But the following table will show om effect they did have in lowerin; Rose 
mgt line above and below those outlets until the two first named were 

y levees: 


WASHINGTON, May 26, 1890. 


T 222 
Total average below 


high-water mark 


No report. 


The average of which was 4 feet 6 inches at New Orleans; 9 feet 3 inches at 
Vicksburg, 400 miles above; when at the mouth of the White River, 600 miles 
above, it was 1 foot and 11 inches; when at Memphis, 800 miles above, it was 2 
feet Ginches, The upper gauges showed the 5 —.— of water in the Mis- 
9 — aich, came pouring in from kansas, the White, and the 


assumption that Lake Borgne would soon fill up, 

I —— our attention to such tidal and similar outlets as the Southwest and 

th Passes, that have been flowing for one hundredand 5 years. Nor 

ary Salize Pass and Pass à bg that have been flowing for fully two hun- 

dred years; nor with the Jum; has been flowing for forty-seven years; 
nor with Cubit's Gap, that has 83 flowing for twenty-five years. 

It is th: all these Mississi, a its volume ma 


in forming its channels and building up 
and Gulf on either side, there is no good reason 
ng any more than is there reason to say 
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Because I maintain that the flood waters of 2,100,000 cubic feet per second 


flowing in, when at the same time the outflow through the mouth of the Mis- 
sissippi River is only 1,100,000 cubic feet per second, can not be controlled with- 
out outlets near the lower end of the river, Mr, Carcuryaes takes it on him- 
self to make the following statement: À 

“We do most earnestly object to turning the noble stream over to be ri- 
8 with and wrecked and ruined by ignorant theorists and irresponsible 
tinkerers. s 

This reminds me of what was said of Galileo, of Columbus, of Watts, of Stephen- 

mn, of Arkwright, of Hargrave, of Whitney, of Fulton, of Ericsson, of Frank- 
lin for taming the lightning, and of Morse for learning it to talk, 

All those and many more such men had to contend with the prejudice, the 
selfish and educated ignorance of the age in which they lived, and also with 
the many fools who happened to hold high places, and, unfortunately for the 
country, we have a new crop of them. 

The debate in Congress on the Morse telegraph bill should learn these men 
something, but I fear it never will. 

One sage of wisdom wanted to give one-half the appropriation to test Miller- 
ism, when another wanted to divide it into thirds to test mesmerism, when a 

rd man, more wise than all, did not know the difference between teleg- 
raphy, Millerism, and mesmerism;” and when the vote was taken it was 89 to 
84, and had there been three or four more men in that Congress with wisdom 
equal to the speakers referred to it is more than probable that we would not 
have any telegraph to-day. 3 

As rds msibility, will Mr. Ca romixòs tell us who is responsible for the 
destruction of nine fine plantations, two islands, and the caving into the river 
of the levee at Illawara, which in 1882 overflowed and cost the people of Lou- 
isiana $20,000,(.00 that year, and also the cause Of the Raily crevasse this year, 
that will cost many millions more? 

This was caused by the work of “ignorant theorists and irresponsible tinker- 
ers” in the Lake Providence reach, known as the e g River Commis- 
sion. For the evidence of this see the sworn testimony of Capt. J. E. Mont- 

ery, taken in 1888 by the Senate Committee on the Improvement of the 


ippi River. 
Yours, truly, JOHN COWDON. 


That Jetter does not sound much asif it were penned bya crank, nor 
does it show ignorance. 

The following extract from Montgomery’s testimony will give you some idea 
as to the destruction of property 8 the work of the Mississippi River 
Commission, a body of men responsible to no one and totally ignorant of what 
they were doing: 

“They drove their piling over what is called Wild Cat Landing, above Island 
93, and that deflected the water to the right of the island. 

“There were about 2,000acres in that island. ‘To-day there are not 50 acresin 
it. It tore it all away. Tearing that island away deflected the water across the 
river on the Louisiana side, taking it from where it had gone down the Missis- 
sippi side, and it went over to what is called Vista Plantation. It commenced 
cutting the bank there and went on down to Longwood Plantation—the one 
adjoining. Judge Benham lives there, and it cut away his store and within 
twenty steps of his house. He hauled his house back half a mile, and to-day 
the levee is right across within a rod of his house, and the river is within 5 rods 
of that levee, from that change. 

“Marshall, the Governmentengineer, was still there. He then commenced 
and drove two lines of piles from the Louisiana side straight over in low water 
towards the middle of the river, 300 yards out, and put his mattress and rock 
in. He said, ‘I have got it now; I willholdit.’ That deflected the water across 
to the Mississippi shore to the head of the island. We call it Stack Island, the 
sand-bar there, with 3,000 acres in it. It cutaway that sand-bar and went right 
through that island into the chute. The chute has been dry for torty years 
whenever the river has been 12 feet belowits banks. It washed that island ont 
until there were 50 feet of river in the island chute. It channeled the river 
through the island and down the chute. Then it cut away the plantation of 
Ben Lomond, opposite Providenee, filled up the bend of Providence, across the 
river, 2} miles altogether, and went into the Deeson plantation, now owned by 
J. W. Montgomery, and cut his bank away half a mile. He moved his house 
back three-quarters of a mile. 

“Vt 2 that bend and went on down to Jim Bass's place and tore that 
out, and to Abe Bass's and tore that out; and then made a deep bend and de- 
flected across to Mohawk Point, and that turned the water right into the chute 
of Ninety five over on the Louisiana side, and the whole river went through 
that chute, making another cut-off. Then that threw it across to the Mississippi 
shore, 3 miles below, and carried away Christmas's place entirely, also the place 
below it, called Cottonwood, and that drove it down through an island chute 
that had not been navigated for twenty-five years. The chute of islands Ninety- 
five and Ninety-seven (the two islands are ther) it went right through; filled 
up the bend at Transylvania; went across the river and struck just below the 
foot of this island, into a plantation called Illawara; went in and cut the levee 
in two, and drowned everybody out there, and it also drowned out eleven par- 
ishes from that to the Gulf, down through the Tuckapaw country, costing the 
cotton and sugar planters $20,000,000 in 1884, That is what the commission did 

Lake Providence Reach.” 


To further explain and throw light on the Lake Borgne outlet pro- 
ject and show its probable effect, I insert the following from Captain 
Cowdon’s statement before the Senate Committee on Commerce: 


But in order to defeat this outlet being made the River Commission have said, 
among other things, that the outlet would shoal the river below. This state- 
ment was made in one of their first reports and is as follows: 

“Asa portion of the volume of the river is drawn by the crevasse, it is im- 

ible that the current below the crevasse can then be as rapid as it was be- 

ore its occurrence. Being less rapid, it is unable to sustain the whole 3 

of matter held in pospe on by tho more rapid current above the outlet, and 
consequently its surplus sediment falls to the bottom below the crevasse.” 

Subsequently, when called upon by the House Committee on the Improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River, the president of the River Commission, General 
Comstock, said that there were no data for making the above- quoted statement, 
and at the same time he said that theoutlet at Lake Borgne would undoubtedly 
relieve the river of its floods, and would dono harm to the channel of the river 
below the outlet. Again, upon this same subject of a fill below outlets, in the 
annual report of the River Commission for 1 Appendix A, atter an exhaust- 
ive discussion, on 2878, he concludes as follows: 

“It seems that the eleven) cases considered give practically no support to the 
theory under consideration.” $ 

In face of these statements General Comstock now contradicts himself, 
and claims thatthe Lake Borgne outlet would shoal the river below when made. 

I will now quote what General ey pero the late Chief of Engineers, United 
States Army, on 415 and 419, said with reference to the effects of the Bon- 
net Carré outlet, it being the only one where the effects could be similar to those 
ofthe proposed I-mile wide outlet at Lake Borgne: 

“The mean d of the river above the outlet was 1,100,000 cubic feet per 
second, while the mean velocity of the river was 5.44 feet per second above, 
when below the crevasse the velocity was 6.66 feet per second, while the cor- 
responding velocity at the bottom was 4.72 feet per second above the crevasse 


and 5.80 feet below, the velocity of the current below the break being more 
xs 1 aa second greater than above and actually an increased velocity of 

r cen! 

his was a very natural result, for it was a demonstrated fact that by the dis- 
sarge of one-twelfth of the volume of the river through the crevasse the flood 
was lowered 4 feet at New Orleans, 40 miles below, in as many days, and in 
38 thereof the current in the whole river, both above and below the 
Outlet, was in 


5th of April, 1852 (see page 66 of that report), ripe! shower 5 that we 


river W. 

“General HUMPHREYS. That eee examined into by my- 
self when I took charge of the surveys of the ppi River in 1850. There 
is nota single fact that goes to show that bore eevee cn whatever has been made 
below any of those crevasses, The Bonnet Carré crevasse was a great one, and 
it was stated that the river had shoaled below the crevasse, but the measure- 
ments showed that it had not, and that the bottom there was of hard clay and 
Was permanent. Those cross-sections have been repeated from time to time, 
and have been found substantially the same. ‘The river has caten a little into 
aes — bank; but the cross-sections remain of the same dimensions, character, 
and depth, 

“That whole discussion as to the a the river below an opening grew 
out of certain theoretical views propounded by Italian professors some centu- 
ries ago, in the consideration of questions connected with the Po and the Adige. 
They assumed that the river always carried a maximum amount of sediment, 
the greatest amount that it was possible for a river with that velocity to carry, 
and that if from any cause the velocity was decreased the current would imme- 
diately drop this earthy matter until the surplus amount of sediment in the 
swifter current was deposited. far as the issippi is concerned the quan- 
tity of earthy matter per cubic foot of water carried in suspension by the river 
when it was highest and the velocity of the current greatest, both in 1851 and 
1£53, was found to be but little more than the quantity it carried at dead low 
water, when the velocity was least and when the soundings of the survey 
proved that the river made no deposit in its channel. 

“Hence, if enough water had n taken from the river at the date of those 
floods to reduce its velocity nearly to that of the lowest stage, no deposit in 
the channel could have occurred. The exact figures of sediment and velocity 
Ido not now remember, but they are given in our report. That was true not 
only at one point, Carrollton, where observations were made for several 
years, but also at Columbus, near the mouth of the Ohio. In other words, we 
found that there was no fixed relation whatever between the velocity of the 
current and the quantity of earthy matter carried in suspension by the river. 
With the same velocity at different times very different quantities of earthy 
matter were found to be held in suspension. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the outlet into Lake Borgne should only take out the 
oranan, would it, in your judgment, injure the navigation of the river abore 
or below? 

“General IIUNPHREYS. No. 

“Mr, RICHARDSON. And if it only took out the overflow, the surplus water, it 
would relieve to that extent? 

General HUMPHREYS. It would relieve to that extent, of course; but in say- 
ing that it would relieve the overflow to that extent in that locality I do not 
wish to be understood as expressing any opinion about the capacity of such an 
outlet or the difficulty of constructing it.“ 

iy 8 of this subject, General Humphreys, on page 419 of his re- 
port, said: 

“The facts above cited establish that there is no evidence that any filling up 
of the bed ever did occur in uence of a high-water outlet; and, moreover, 
that it is imposs ble that it ever should bur, either from the deposition of sedi- 
mentary matter held in suspension or from the accumulation of material drift- 
ing along the bottom. The conclusion is then inevitable that so far as the river 
itself is concerned they are of great utility. Few practical problems admit of so 
positive a solution. 

1 that * * * ifoutlets are to be made, Lake Borgne is the place to try 
them.” 

On page 417 he says: 

“These observations demonstrate beyond ee that no practicable high- 
water outlet or waste-weir can occasion any filling of the channel by deposition 
of sedimentary matter held in suspension by the water.“ 

On page 416 he further says: 

“An extended series of measurements has been conducted to testify the cor- 
rectness gf two very important assumptions upon which is based the conclu- 
sion that outlets will raise the mean level of the bed of the Mississippi River; 
they have demonstrated both to be erroneous.” 

So much for the testimony of General Humphreys, a man whose statements 
no one can question, < 

I will now refer you to what was said on this point by a board of engineers in 
1875, appointed by Congress to examine into the report on “the reclamation of 
the alluvial basin of the Mississippi River.” On page 9 of their report they say: 

But. it is alleged, actual measurements have established that great crevasses 
do create bars in the river below them, and the several breaks at Bonnet Carré 
Bend are cited in support of this statement. This is an error of fact. No such 
evidence really exists. The mistake has been caused by the discovery from 
soundings made after the crevasse had ceased to flow that the channel below is 
smaller than that above, and it has been assumed that the difference is due to 
crevasses. The truth is there isa natural contraction in the channel at this 
point, which has remained unchanged for at least a 
is highly probable that this contraction, combined 
direction of the river and the excessive 


uarter of a century, and it 
ith the sharp change in the 
height and sandy nature of the levees, 
is the cause of the many breaks at this locality. To put this matter beyond 
cavil, a resounding of the old lines, as nearly as the want of exact bench-marks 
would permit,was made for the commission by Mr. G. W. R. Bailey, of Louisiana, 
in September, 1874. He made a map of five cross-sections of the river, which 
were carefully compared with the original plats now on file in the Bureau of 
Engineer Department of Army, at Washington. 

“The results, considering the fact that the high waters of different floods are 
used as the data, show a surprising accordance and put this vexed question 
forever at rest.“ a 

So much for the river just below the outlet. I will now refer you to the — 
of Maj. C. W. Howell for 1877, who in the following table gives the depth of 
eepest outlet to the Gulf, 


Feet. 


— ——.—. 21. 


the channel in Southwest Pass, then the main and 
where there are no jetties: 


the Atchafa- 
per second and ke; 


This was when the outlets of Bonnet ea. the Morganza, and 


a were all o ut 500,000 cubic feet 
i water — oh New Orleans 6 feet 2 inches 


below the high-water mar 
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* $ 
when at Vicksburg it lacked 11 feet and 5 inches of being to ef mark, 
when up at the mouth of White River it lacked only 2 feet and 2 inches oſ being 
to high-water mark. 

In this connection I now call your attention to another assumption of the 
River Commission, as may be seen in their report, Ex. Doc, No, 58, page 12, 
second session, Forty-sixth Congress. They said: 

“Should the outlet be made to connect the river with Lake Borgne results 
precisely similar to those which have occurred at Cubit's Gap and the Jump 
must be confidently anticipated.” 

In another and preceding paragraph, on the same page, they said: 

At the river's entrance to the Jump the depth is but 3 or4 feet, and in a few 
years more it will be fully closed by the river deposits,” 

By reference to the chart I place before you it will be seen that there were at 
that time 9 fathoms of water in the head of the qumpat its intersection with the 
river, right where they said it was but Sor 4 feet deep, and instead of being filled 
up,as they say would be the case with the Lake Borgne outlet, by the same 

t you will see there is a channel 12 miles long clear through to the Gulf from 
12 to 20 fect deep, and permanent banks on both sides covered with valuable 
timber and in many places cultivated, where forty-three years ago there was a 
shallow bay and worthless sea-marsh, j 

This is just what we will sce through Lake Borgne, with a channel from 12 to 
20 feet deep, clear through to the Gulf, with permanent banks on both sides, 
with thousands of acres of the now worthless sen-marsh contiguous filled up 
and under cultivation. To all this I can see no objection, 

In the same report they say: 

“ Below the Jump it is not definitely known what the shoaling has been, as 
charts of previous sounding are not now available, if any exist; but the Light- 
House Board placed two Saos a short distauce below the Jump to warn ves- 
sels from shoals which exist there.” 

By reference to the same chart you will sce that the soundings above the Jump 
in the main channel show a depth of 15fathoms, while just below the Jump en- 
trance to the river the same chart shows a depth of 30fathoms in the main chan- 
nel; and, as for the two buoys, you observe they are on some old sunken wrecks 
fully a half mileto the eastward of the channel and on the opposite side of the 
river near the bank. 

With these facts proven by oficial charts, which show that their statements 
are not true, I leave it with you to determine whether or not there is any reli- 
ance to be placed on what that commission or any of its members have said in 
the past or may say in the future. 

Instead of being an injury to the depth of water on the sea-bar at the mouth 
of the river the Lake Borgne outlet will be of t benefit, for as in the case 
of the Bonnet Carré outlet which lowered the flood-line 4 feet at New Orleans 
in three days and increased the current in the river below the outlet 6 per cent., 
the Lake Horgne outlet will lower the flood-line 10 feet at that piece and in- 
crease the current in the river below the outlet 15 or 20 per cènt., for the lower- 
ing of the flood-line will increase the angle of fall and accelerate the current from 
above and down to the outlet, and this acceleration from above will force the 
water left in the main river, 100 feet deep, on down to the mouth of the river 
with a greater velocity than at present. 

This same principle governs the flow of water below New Orleans every year 
when the river falls to low-water mark at that city, which is the Gulflevel; then 
there is no fall whatever, and the water in the river would be a still lake were 
it not for the dynamic force of the water from above, which drives it on down 
to the Gulf with a current of abont 2 miles to the hour. 

‘The effect will be precisely the same during the flood periods, only more rapid, 
when we have lowered the flood-line 10 feet by discharging the flood-water into 
the Gulf level in going 5 miles instead of 100 miles to the mouth of the river. 

This General Humphreys one day in his office admitted to me was true, and 


e 7 

On it hinges the whole controversy and satisfies me that there can never be 
any shoaling of the river below the Lake Borgne outlet when made.” 

In this Lam further sustained by two very . J. Will- 
jams, of Tennessee, and John Roy, of New Orleans, La., whose testimony, to- 
2 other important testimony bearing on this subject, I will ask to 

ve prin 

On page 215, question 26 was asked Colonel Williams: 

23. Suppose the outlet of Lake Borgne were made and it increased the cur- 
rent in the Mississippi 25 per cent. at New Orleans and along down to the out- 
let itself, where the river is 70 feet deep below the bottom of the outlet, what 
would be the effect on the rest of the water in the river? Would the water rise 
up out of its bed where it is of the depth just stated, and where the river is 
fally 3,000 feet wide, and push its way on and through a shallow lake only 10 
feet deep to the deep water of the Gulf? Or would it stop flowing entirely at 
that point, or would it, on the contrary, flow as now, on towards its mouth, but 
with increased velocity, brought about by acceleration from above?” 

The reply was: . 

“The water would not rise up out of its bed where it is 70 or more feet deep, 
and push its way through a shallow lake only 10 feet deep, nor would it stop 
flowing entirely at that point, but flow on toward its mouth with increased 
velocity brought about by the acceleration from above,” 

To the same question Mr. Roy returned the following reply: 

No outlet that was not deeper than the river itself could change the course 
of the river except it was dammed,” 

‘he momentum acquired by lowering the river at Lake Borgne outlet, say 
10 feet, would send the waters on with increased velocity to the ocean, 

— the following statement I am also sustained by these two very distinguished 
engineers. 

r now THE OUTLET WILL HELP TO KEEP THE RIVER OPEN, 

Now, when the outlet at Lake Borgne may be made as a great safety-valve to 
take off the floods, then if these two sills across the head of the two main passes 
ean be raised to the surface, forcing all the water through the South or Jetty 

will do no harm to the plantations above. and will give 40 or even 50 feet 
2 of water through that pass if the jetty system be correctas there appia; 
n the same way will the opening of the Lake Borgne outlet greatly benefit 
the jetties, for, when the Mississippi River is low, the water in Lake Borgne at 
high tide is 12 inches higher than the water in the rere River at that 
place, and with a fall of 2 inches to the mile, as it would have in flowing from 
the lake into the river, a large volume of salt water would come into the river, 
and being of greater specific gravity than the river water would fall to the bot- 
tom and scour it out all the way to the Gulf. 

Two-thirds of the time the winds blow from the southeast and bank the 
waters of Lake Borgne up from | to 2 feet above the tide elevation; this would 
add more salt water to the volume sent down the river scouring out the sea-bar, 

There is no speculation or theory about this, for when the winds blow fortwo 
or three days consecutively from the southeast and southwest from the Gulf 
through Barataria Bay, raising the waterfrom 1 to 2 feet in Lake Salvador, I 
have seen the Gulf water force back the gates or locks in the Barrow Canal 
and flow into the Mississippi River at the rate of 1 or 2 miles to the hour. 


In this connection I call attention to the following extract from one 
of General Sar peels reports. He was a former Chief of Army En- 
gineers. He said: 


A high-water outlet of any dimensions can be made; such outlet would lower 
the floods for.many miles above and below; the conclusion is then inevitable 
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that so far as the river itself is concerned they are of the test utility and few 
practical propias admit of so positive a solution, outlets are to be used, 
however, e Borgne is the locality for that trial. 

This locality is where the Mississippi most nearly approaches Lake Borgne, 
about 11 miles below New Orleans, 

The distance from the stream to the lake is about 5.5 miles. 

The fall of the ground from the bank of the river to the edge of the swamp (a 
distance of about 3,000 feet) is 8 feet. . s 

From that point to the lake the country is nearly flat, being 2.5 miles a dense 
swamp, and for the rest of the distance a prairie marsh liable tobe overflowed 
by the lake when the Gulf is unusually high. 

The fall between the river's surface at high water and the mean level of the 
lake is 13 feet. (See Humphreys and Abbott's report, pages 420, 422, 427, 428.) 


These authorities, it seems to me, show at least that there-isa divis- 
ion of opinion as to the practicability of the outlet system and clearly 
and unquestionably refute the statement that all engineers and scien- 
tific gentlomen that are experts are against the system. On the con- 
trary, itis here clearly shown that some of the best engineering talent 
of the 8 favorable to the outlet system. 

As to who Williams and Roy are, from whom Captain Cowdon quotes 
in his statement before the Senate committee, which I have already 
quoted, I will let them speak for themselves. 2 

Williams said before the Senate committee in 1888: 


1. Lam sixty-nine years of , reside in Jackson, Tenn., and by profession a 
civil engineer, and have practiced it in all about forty-five years. I was first 
employed as assistant engineer under Col. George W. Hughes, United States 
as ast engineer, on the survey and construction of the Annapolis and 
Elk Ridge Railroad, and between the years 1840 and 1850 in service United 
States Government in the same capacity under Colonel Hughes, on the survey 
of the military approaches to New Orleans, on the survey of the Ohio River, 
Hudson River, Lake Champlain, superintended the building the breakwater 
at Plattsburgh, and was employed in Colonel Abert's office at different times 
in Washington City, assisting in working up reports, drawing maps and plans 
of surveys, in all, off and on, about five years. Was also under Colonel Hughes 
on the survey for a railroad across the Isthmus of Panama, and I found the 
lowest pass between the two oceans through which the present railroad now 
runs, 

I was principal assistant engineer to Col. J. G. Barnard, United States En- 
gineers, on the survey fora railroad across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec in 
1851-'52, published my N of the same (Colonel Barnard being sick and not 
able to attend to it), which is contained in a book of 295 pages, which was trans- 
lated into Spanish by order of the Mexican Government. The English copy, 
entitled The Isthmus of Tehuantepec, will be found in the Congressional LA. 
brary at Washington, inthe War and Navy Department, and in all the princi- 

l libraries throughout the United States, I found a copy of it in 1871 in the 

ibrary of the Institute of Civil FO ear London, 

I have been employed by four different companies in the last tbirty-five years 
on the surveys of the Isthmus of 8 the Garay, the Sloo, the Stevens, 
and lastly by Captain Eads, and have published a number of reports, including 
that published in London, giving the results of my trip to Europe in 1871 as one 
of the commission composed of the late General J. G. Barna: United States 
Engineers, Julius W. Adams, formerly president Society Civil Engineers, New , 
York, and myself, as chief engineer of the then pro Tehuante ship- 
canal, to examine the ship-canals and artificial water ways of the Old World 
with reference to this canal, of which John Hawkshaw, a very eminent 
civil engineer of England, was to be the consulting engineer. 

If you examine my book entitled The Isthmus of Tehuantepec, referred to 
in the Con; ona! ag yore TAR will find what Colonel Barnard says of me, 
in a letter of his which I published in the preface of my report. 

Besides, Admiral Davis, who was appointed by a resolution of the United 
States Senate, in his report of 1867 upon the different Isthmus routes, says, page 
5, that Lam the best authority for that part of the continent. 

Since 1853 I have been superintendent and engineer Kentucky and Tennessee 
division Mobile and Ohio Railroad for over fifteen years; was chief engineer 
Mississippi Central and Tennessee Railroad, now consolidated with the Illinois 
Central. Iwas also chief engineer of the Paducah branch Mobile and Ohio Rail- 
road. I made the original surveys for Captain Eads's ship-railway, on the Isth- 
mus of Tehuantepec, between the Atlantic and Pacifc plains, and he told me 
and others, in case he built the road, that [should have charge of the construc- 
tion of this middle division of his ship-rallway, 

It would require a paper unnecessarily long to relate all the works upon 
which I have been employed. It may be sufficient to say that when I — 06 
Europe as one of the commissioners before mentioned my salary was $10,000 
per annum, besides all our expenses were paid by the company. 

As far as I know, I am the first one that ever attempted to w the money 
value to the United States which would result from the opening of the Isthmus 
route, so that our ships could pass from one ocean to the other, and thus save 
16,000 miles around Cape Horn. I showed that our Government and people 
could well afford to expend $00,000,000 for that purpose. See my article on this 
subject, published in the Scientific American . July 17, 2 550, 
page 8777, about which the editor wrote me that my article was of national im- 

rtance. This article was first addressed to the Hon. Jons T. Mondx, United 
tes Senator from bama. 

I forwarded to him at the same time the report of the American Scientific 
Commission (of which I wasa member) on the artificial water ways of Kurope, 
with special reference to the then proposed Tehuantepec Railway and Ship- 
Canal. In this report, which I hope Senator MORGAN may, without trouble, be 
able to find oeron examination, I give (pages 22 to 34) my two separate re- 
ports on the Tehuantepec Railway and interoceanic movements, showing the 
probable trade that would pass through the ship-canal. ` 


Capt. John Roy said before the same committee at the same time: 


1. My age is seventy-three years; I reside at 172 South Johnston street, New 
Orleans, ; Lam an engineer, architect, and contractor; worked upon most 
ot We ele buildings and many of the private ones of this city, such as Christ 
Chureh, City Hall, New Orleans custom-house, where I was employed in the 
service of the United States Government eleven years; I built a dredge-boat 
and worked for some time upon the Southwest Pass, bar-dredging, under Gen- 
eral McAllister, who was also at the Pass. I made a pile and concrete foun 
tion and moved the St. Joseph light-house onto the new foundation. I also 
put in a concrete foundation at the Milneburg light-house on Lake Pontchar- 
train under United States Engineer General McAllister, 

Ihad a contract under Maj. CG. W. Howell, United States Engineers, to Jay cane 
mattresses on the harbor at New Orleans during two seasons; the work was 
stop) by the Secretary of War as an unwise expenditure of money. I Aa — 
worked on Horsetail Bar, near St. Louis, under General Gillmore, United 8 
Engineers; and on Des Moines Rapids improvements under Maj. Amos Stick- 
ney, United States Engineers. I have been master mechanic on the J 
Railroad, I designed and built the Robert E. Lee monument, Built over 2¢ 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5349 


miles of the Northeastern Railroad trestle-work through the swamps, and now 
a e posin 5 a mile of revetment and levee on the Canal Caron- 
et, in city. 


I could pile up authority after authority to show that the outlet sys- 
tem is both scientific and practicable, neither visionary nor cranky, 
but these will suffice to show that coming events cast their shadows 
before.’’ The future, the very near future, will, in my opinion, vin- 
dicate the wisdom of combining ‘‘ outlets’? with “‘levees.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. Chairman, the Lake Borgne outlet will in- 
jure New Orleans and I protestagainst the encouragement of any project 
or motion which will retard the prosperity of that great commercial 

me lis. 
` If the Lake Borgne outlet is made, the navigation of the Mississippi 

River will be injured and this injury will be magnified and exaggerated 
by many in the interest of other ports in commercial rivalry with New 
Orleans. 

This outlet into Lake Borgne would ruin the health resorts of Mis- 
sissippi Sound by destroying the salt-water bathing, the oysters and 
the salt-water fish which have made the towns and villages of that 
locality famous as heaith resorts and summer homes for the people of 
New Orleans. This outlet would, by freshening and muddying the 
waters of Lake Borgne and Mississippi Sound, greatly increase the an- 
nual crop of mosquitoes and alligators, and these products of Louisiana 
are familiar tome and might be considered as my constituents, but I 
do not feel called on to protect them as an American industry, and I 

rotest against any outlet“ from the United States Treasury, by 

Renner or otherwise, for the purpose of developing crops of Louisiana 
mosquitoes. 

Mr. Chairman, I assure you that the supply of that Louisiana prod- 
uct is equal to any possible demand, whether for scientific or industrial 
purposes or domestic and foreign consumption. 

Mr. Chairman, the Gulf of Mexico is often called the Mediterranean 
of the western hemisphere, and the city of New Orleans bears the 
same relation to the Gulf of Mexico as Constantinople does to the Medi- 
terranean of the eastern hemisphere. 

Whatever prominence New Orleans possesses is due to the fact that 
it is located near the mouth of the Mississippi River; this city, bearing 
the title of the beautiful ‘‘ Crescent,’’ taking its name from a conforma- 
tion of that majestic inland sea, whose importance as a national natural 
artery of commerce gives to the Crescent City“ the second position 
in the list of export cities of this western hemisphere. 

The Father of Waters“ is a proper name for the Mississippi River, 
and the appropriateness of this aboriginal title can best be understood 
when, standing on the bank of this majestic river, we contemplate the 
service it can render this nation when controlled, and what concern it 
can give where its peculifr characteristics and physical laws are vio- 
lated. It is a remarkable fact that many persons who never saw the 
Mississippi River will advance or support theories which may seem 
plausible asa matter of hydraulics, but which are at great variance with 
the acknowledged facts connected with this special case. I can under- 
stand, Mr. Chairman, how my honored friend, the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Houx], in the fullness of his kind heart, wishing to 
give every man a show, has allowed himself to be put in the position of 
championing this Lake Borgne outlet ignis fatuus. If he had looked 
carefully into the matter, his keen perception and his sound judgment 
would have found the facts in the case, and he would have declined to 
offer this amendment, and he would have sought another outlet from 
Captain Cowdon’s entreaties. 

am aware how plausible it seems, when a river is brimming full, 
- to seek relief from probable overflow by making openings or gaps 
in the river banks to carry off the surplus water, but, Mr. Chairman, 
science and experience have taught those students of the physics of 
this sediment-bearing river who are not too obstinate to learn that the 
protection of the alluviallands of the Mississippi Valley and the main- 
tenance of a navigable channel sufficient to meet the requirements 
of one-half of the people of this Union can be secured only bya system 
of levees strong enough and high enough to confine the current to 
the bed of the river, and by increasing the volume of water and the 
speed of the current give to the river that natural hydraulic force re- 
quired to carry off, not only the tremendousvolame of water, but with 
it the sediment with which it is so heavily charged. 

Mr. Chairman, think of this fact. If one-half of the Mississippi 
River was di through the Lake Borgne outlet at flood tide when 
fully charged with sediment, this sediment being cvs when it 
meets salt water would be sufficient to make a mud or sand pile nearly 
11 feet high and 1 mile square in one month. The effect of this water 
passing from the river through an outlet would cause a bar in the 
river on account of the slacking up of the river current, and this bar 
would render navigation difficult if not hazardous in that locality. 

I will state a historical fact. An obstruction or bar of sand or mud 
60 feet high formed in the bottom of the river below the Bonnet 
Carré crevasse, which disappeared rapidly after the crevasse was closed 
with a new levee. 

Soon after the Morganza crevasse occurred, some years ago, a danger- 
ous sand-bar developed below the opening in the levee which so se- 


riously affected navigation thatsteam-boats each other with great 
caution, notwithstanding the fact that the river is nearly as wide here 
as at New Orleans, but when the levee was rebuilt this bar, like the 
bar below Bonnet Carré crevasse, was soon removed by the effect of the 
current. Last month (April, 1890) the following crevasses below and 
above Natchez, Miss., occurred and they did not lower the river at 
Natchez 1 inch after running one week: Aunaurdla, 1 mile below; 
Ferrady, 8 miles above; Henderson Ashley, 15 miles below; Bayou 
Sara, 75 miles below; Morganza, 80 miles below. 

Careful measurements taken at or near New Orleans this spring 
prove conclusively that before any crevasses took place one-fifth more 
water was passing through the Mississippi River than ever was known 
before, which fact is confirmed by the very remarkable weather that 
prevailed in the Northwest last winter. 

On page 176 of Humphreys and Abbott's report upon the Physics 
and Hydraulics of the Mississippi River, I find the following: 


OUTLETS ARE NOT ADVISABLE. 


arty has been said to demonstrate (with all the certainty of which this 
subject is capable) the disastrous consequences that must follow the resort to 
this means of protection. 

On page 128, Senate Documents, Forty-seventh Congress, first ses- 
sion, volume 1: 

ya 85 T. P. Leathers, of New Orleans, testified before a committee of Congress 
as follows: 7 

came on the river in 1836, The river was very low that year. The aver- 
age depth of water on the shoalest bars from the mouth of the Ohio to the 
mouth of the Arkansas, a distance of about 450 miles, was about d feet. From 
mouth of Arkansas to mouth of Yazoo, about 225 miles, there was about 5 feet. 
From that to the mouth of Red River, about the same distance, the av 
depth on theshoaled bars was 7 feet. Below Red River levees had been built, 
Ido not know how long, but thence to the Gulf there was deep water. 

“Then levees began to be built above Red River in the of Conco: 
Tensas, Madison, and Carroll, the result of which was that in 1857, a period 
twenty-one years, while the river was 20 inches lower in its banks, there was 
not less than 8} feet of water on the shoalest bars in the formerly unleveed dis- 
trict between the Red and Arkansas Rivers, showing an taraksa depth of 4 feet 
scoured out by the current by the concentration of the water. 

“Iam convinced from my observations that if the levees were rebuiltand kept 
up on the low lands the concentration of volume and co uent accelerated 
current would soon wash out a channel 1 and deep enough forany purpose 
of commercial navigation. Iam thoroughly satisfied that in the last ten years 
the frequent breaks in the levees and crevasses, dispersing the water over the 
country and diminishing the current, have caused the river to begin to shoal 
again. It always shoals near these breaks, evidently in consequence of the 
slackened current and natural deposit of sediment on the bottom which follows, 

“T am confident that the only way of deepening the channel and getting re- 
liable navigation is to concentrate the current, and if the great river accommo- 
dates itself by scouring out the bottom there will be no necessity for higher bar- 
riers at the top, and the levees will become more solid and reliable use re- 
lieved in a measure from the great pressure to which they are subjected,” 


Mr. Chairman, how is it possible for Captain Leathers to support any 
outlet proposition, after testifying so strongly in favor of levees? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move to strike out the last word. I shall occupy 
but a very brief time. I do not think it should be a matter of wonder 
that the outlet system should be thought of and brought under dis- 
cussion. As I understood, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCH- 
INGS] in his speech the other day, able as it was, admitted that there 
were misgivings and doubts even among the members of the Missis- 
sippi River Commission itself as to whether the jetty system would ulti- 
mately succeed and certainly meet the purposes for which it was de- 
signed. Now, I think it very natural that when the jetty system fails, 
as it does very often, the question should be asked whether a portion 
of this mighty volume of water might not be carried off, and the river 
be thus relieved. I had a service of four years upon the Committeeon 
Commerce, and during that period I heard a good deal of discussion on 
one side and the other of this question, and I confess that I have not 
at any time looked with disfavor or disrespect upon the venerable Cap- 
tain Cowdon, although he has so far failed to be successful in his en- 
deavors to secure legislation in the interest of the outlet system. I 
have sympathized with him. One thing, Mr. Chairman, has been very 
discoverable here within the last few years. Evidently the Mississippi 
River Commission has captured the Louisiana region. Everybody now 
from the lower Mississippi drinks in without question and without dis- 
púte anything and everything that the commission promulgates. I 

ve never seen so many gentlemen yield so willingly andso completely 
to the wisdom of six or seven men as the gentlemen representing that 
section of country have yielded to the men who compose the Mississippi 
River Commission. I have never believed, and I do not now believe, 
that that commission is a necessary institution. It burdens us with 


an ex of $25,000 a year, more or less 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Nine thousand dollars a year, I would say to 
my fi 


riend. 
Mr. DUNNELL. Oh, the Mississippi River Commission costs more 
than that. r. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Only three members of it receive salaries. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Somebody pronounced the words ‘‘ twenty-five 
thonsand dollars“ in connection with the cost of this commission 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Judge HoLMAN said that, but it was a mistake. 
Only three members of the commission get a salary. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Well, Judge HOLMAN is not very often mistaken, 
and I felt safe in quoting him upon that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


< 
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Mr. GROSVENOR was recognized. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Task unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. DuNNELL] be permitted to conclude his remarks, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I would like to have some under- 
standing as to the Jimitation of debate. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. I withdraw my request for unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I do not wonder that gentle- 
men should have doubts upon so mighty a question as this, and I do 
not wonder that projects of the kind involved in the proposition of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Houk] should be made here. I do 
not undertake to say, either, that his proposition is entirely without 
merit; nor do I undertake to say that the time may not come when it 
will be decided that that scheme—I use the word scheme“ in a re- 
spectful sense—may be deemed the most valuable and efficient for this 
purpose. But I have given this question all the study that I was ca- 

ble of during the five sessions of Congress that I have been a mem- 

r of this committee, and in the brief time allotted to me I can only 
say that my best judgment is that the levee system offers the greatest 
probabilities of success. 

The peculiar character of the Mississippi River makes it one of the 
great engineering problems of the age, and to combat the force of that 
enormous torrent of water weneed the combined efforts of the National 
Government and the State governments along the line. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUNNELL. In the solution of that tremendous problem, do 
any of the members of the Mississippi River Commission play any part 
except the officers of the Government? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ithinkso. Ithinkit may be said of that com- 
mission that it is as stromg and as competent a commission as can be 
formed in the United States outside of men educated in this special de- 

tment. During a recent sitting of the Committee on Rivers and 

rbors we had before us one of the most intelligent members of the 
Engineer Corps, who gave us the results of certain experiments that he 
had made during the height of the flood. 

Those experiments consisted in the measurement of the discharge of 
water out of the main channel of the river through a crevasse 3,000 feet 
in extent which swept away the entire levee down to the bottom of the 
river. Through that crevasse there poured a flood of water equal, as I 
recollect, toabout one-third of the volume of water which passes the city 
of New Orleans. I may be wrong as to the exact amount, but it was 
an enormous flood, and yetit appeared from actual experiment that at 
a point not more than 6 miles above the break there was no fall in the 
river, and at a point more than 6 miles below there was a fall of only 
about 1 foot. So, taking into consideration the fact that the sweep of 
this volume of water between the levees operates to scour out the chan- 
nel exactly as the ebb of the tide operates in the harbors of the country, 
it is my opinion, firmly established at this time, that the course of wis- 
dom is to do all that we can to confine the river within its banks (co- 
operating, as we are, in that respect with the enormous expenditures 
made by the State governments), and trust to the ultimate develop- 
ment of this levee system to work out the desired result. It is un- 
reasonable to suppose that there will ever be a system which will pre- 
vent the Mississippi River from doing some damage at certain stages of 
the water; that is impossible in most of our rivers that have low al- 
Iuvial banks; but that the substantial injury which is now inflicted by 
the overflows of that great river may be minimized by the levee process 
I do not doubt. I have no time to enter upon the objections to the pro- 
posed outlet system. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. WICKHAM having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, 

Am from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed, with amendments in which concurrence was 
requested, the bill (H. R. 8909) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other pur- 


poses. 
The also announced that the Senate disagrees to theamend- 
ments of the House to the bill (S. 3046) granting a pension to Fanny 
L. Davis, asks a conference with the House thereon, and has appointed 
a Davis, Mr. BLAIR, and Mr: TuRPIE conferees on the part of the 
mate. 
RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. HOUK. I renew the amendment to strike out the last word. 

Mr, Chairman, in the moment or two that I propose to occupy I de- 
sire to say that the proposition embraced in my amendment is, I agree, 
somewhat in the nature of an experiment; but it is an experiment 
which according to its terms will cost the Government of the United 
States not one cent until aſter it has been put into operation and proved 
to be successful. Now, it does seem to me that every gentleman who 


is cognizant of the incidents that have transpired in connection with 
the overflow of the Mississippi during the last two months must neces- 
sarily feel that something should be done in order to relieve the people 
of that portion of the country from the distress incident to these over- 
flows, which thus far neither the work of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission nor the levee system has proved successful in averting. 

Mr. COLEMAN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HOUK. I hope the gentleman will be brief; I have but little 


time. 

Mr, COLEMAN. Iwill take but a moment. I wish to know whether 
any provision is made in this proposition for compensation for the dam- 
age that will be done by this experiment? 

Mr. HOUK. There is no evidence that there will be any damage 
done. On the contrary, to my mind it logically follows that the prop- ° 
erty of the people will be improved by this experiment, and that there 
will be afforded a means of getting rid of the overflow, so that the land- 
owners and others there will be protected instead of being injured. 

Mr. BOATNER. I wish to ask the gentleman whether his amend- 
ment looks to the improvement of the nayigation or to the protection 
of the country from the effects of disastrous floods. What is the ob- 
ject of the amendment? 

Mr. HOUK, My amendment has directly in view the single prop- 
osition of improving the navigation and giving it equilibrium at all 
times, and, when there is an overflow and the river attains the condi- 
tion which we have recently witnessed, that the waters shall be gotten 
rid of through this outlet. It will be advantageous to property as well 
as to navigation. In this you have your ‘‘incidental protection.“ 
Navigation as well as property will be protected and improved. I can 
see no reason why this should not be the case. 

It is to my mind queer logic to assume that damming up the mouth 
ot the river and raising its banks will deepen the channel. On that 
question, however, I do not pro to spend any time at present. 
But it seems to me that the thing which should be done in order to get 
rid of this overflow and preserve the integrity of the navigation is to 
have an outlet, a means of getting rid of this surplus water. 

Some gentlemen around me here have inquired why there is such a 
surplus of water down there. Why, sir, it is not at all strange that there 
should be a surplus of water in that Democratic community, because 
they do not use it. [Langhter.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, I did not offer this amendment in order to im- 
pede the improvement of the Mississippi; I did not offer it in order to 
antagonize this appropriation bill. I have offered it because, after ex- 
amining and reflecting upon the situation, I am honestly of the opin- 
ion that sooner or later we shall be compelled to combine the outlet 
with the levee system in order to have a perfect improvement of that 
river and a perfect navigation of it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] REP Š 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, Mr. Chairman, at one time I, my- 
self, felt that the outlet system, or the outlet proposed by thisamend- 
ment, might probably be an advantage in the way of relieving the 
river from high floods. I never believed, and do not now believe for 
one moment, that it can possibly aid the navigation of the river. On 
the contrary, I am fully satisfied that the eftect would be to injure in- 
stead of benefiting the navigation of the river. And after hearing 

Mr. HOUK. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Les, sir. 

Mr. HOUK. When these overflows occur is not navigation stopped? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I think very likely if you were to 
cut a channel in a very different manner from the proposed outlet into 
Lake Borgne, which is almost, as I understand, at adirect rightangle, 
you might possibly prevent the shoaling of the river below the outlet. 
But if you make this outlet at almost a right angle from the course 
of the river, in my opinion the effect of diverting the current to that 
outlet would be to deposit the sediment in the river below, and to 
shoal it. That is the testimony, as I understand it, of the engineers, 
and I believe it to be correct. 

After hearing, as stated by my colleague on the committee [Mr. 
GROSVENOR], the statement of engineers, who are able, capable, scien- 
tific men, who have been there and been through those floods, and who 
have been examining them from year to year, some of them for twenty 
years, I am now satisfied in my own mind that the effect would not be 
even to relieve the river from the floods. 

The engineers say, furthermore, that it would only be a question of 
time when Lake Borgne would be absolutely filled up with the sedi- 
ment of the river, when an effort would be made by the river to form 
new mouths in another direction, which would be just as troublesome 
as the mouths of the river at the Head of the Passes have been. 

A MEMBER. Before the jetties were built. P 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Before the jetties were built. Now, 
my friend from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] says, and I just want to 
say a word in that respect, that somehow the Mississippi River Com- 
mission have captured the people of the Lower Mississippi River. I 
want to tell the gentleman why that isso. It is,in my opinion, be- 
cause their work has been a successful work, because it has helped in 
the improvement of the navigation of the lower river. 

Now, I remember very well when we were considering here in the 
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House the proposition for the creation of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission and the appropriation of money to make a thorough and sys- 
tematic improvement of the river, we confined it to the Lake Provi- 
dence reach. Then we extended it to the Plum Point reach. These 
were two of the worst reaches in the lower river—that is, below the 
Ohio River. The worst above, I believe, is what is called the Horse- 
tail reach, below St. Louis. Now, there is not a single one of those 
reaches in the river, as I understand it, which is not comparatively safe 
and easy of navigation, and certainly so compared with what the con- 
dition was in the past. 

It has appeared before our committee in the preparation of this bill 
that at Plum Point reach, extending 30 to 40 miles, perhaps, which 
Was once so dangerous that steam-boats, especially large ones, had to 
lie up at night, did not attempt to navigate the river at night, and fur- 
thermore had to have lighterage (that is, smaller boats to help remove 
their freights from below this dangerous portion of the river to the safer 
portion)—it appeared before our committee that now boats run there 
day and night with comparative safety, and we were told that only a 
little while ago a tow with 28,000 tons of coal from Louisville, Ky., 
passed safely over the Plum Point reach and went with its cargo 
down to New Orleans in safety at a cost of 75 cents a ton for that coal. 
And I might add that the river is generally greatly improved, and the 
danger of its being injured is either through these outlets or the breaks 
of the levees or crevasses, as they are called, from time to time, for al- 
most invariably the river is somewhat injured following such breaks. 

Now, I hope we will have a vote or else come to some understanding 
as to the Jength of time to be further consumed on this question. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two 
words, simply for the purpose of adding one or two remarks on this 
question. 

Mr. Chairman, thisis by no means a new question; and it has not 
originated with Mr. Cowdon. Mr. Ellet, in his treatise on the Missis- 
sippi River, written forty or fifty years ago, dwelt at length upon this 
system of outlets, and adopted the system as one of the three proposi- 
tions which he had suggested for the improvement of the navigation of 
the Mississippi River and the prevention of floods on it. On the 
strength of that proposition, which was the original one, Humphrey 
and Abbott, two civil engineers, who wrote several years after the date 
mentioned, having carefully considered the whole question, said in 
their reports: 

It has been demonstrated that no ad vantage can be derived either from divert- 
ing tributaries or constructing reservoirs, and that the plans of cut-offs and of 


new or enl d outlets to the Gulf are too costly and too dangerous to be 
attempted. The plan of levees, on the contrary, which has always recommended 


itself y its simplicity and its direct repayment of investments, may be relied 
apon or protecting all the alluyial bottom lands liable to inundation below 
pe lean, 


It is impossible, sir, in the time allotted for the discussion of this 
question, togo into a thorough examination of the subject. My object 
has been simply to incorporate in my remarks a resolution re- 
cently, on the 16th of May of this year, by the Legislature of the State 
of Louisiana, upon the subject, and also to incorporate a report signed 
by fifteen engineers to the convention which assembled at Vicksburg, 


Miss.,on the 30th day of April, 1890. These papers are in the follow- 


ing words: 
Concurrent resolution No. 1. 


SECTION 1. Be it resolved by the senate (the house of representatives concurring 
therein), That we, the General Assembly of Louisiana, in session convened, do 
unhesitatingly affirm and assert our entire confidence in the levee system as at 
present maintained for the protection of the people of Louisiana from the dev- 
astation and destruction of their property and homes by disastrous floods. 

SEC. 2. Be it resolved, cte.. That we do condemn what is known as the outlet 

impracticable and as destructive of the property interests of this State 


3 . Hi rae Rep! tat: 
9 ouse o) resentatives, 
JAMES JEFFRIES, 
Lieulenant-Governor and President of the Senate. 
FRANCIS T. NICHOLLS, 
Governor of the State of Louisiana, 
Approved May 16, 1890, 


A true copy of the original. 
L. F. MASON, Secretary of Slate. 


REPORT OF ENGINEERS, 


Vicksnure, Miss., April 30, 1890. 
To the Committee on Resolutions of the 
Mississippi Rtrer Improvement and Levee Convention: 

Your committee, to whom was assigned the duty of preparing a statement on 
the subject of levees, beg leave to submit the following: 

The testimony of all engineers familiar with the subject is that there is no 
engineering difficulty in the way of restraining the floods of the Mississippi 
River ee the agency of levees, and that this is the only agency through 
which that object can be accomplished. The levees as they existed at the be- 
. the recent flood were admittedly too weak generally, in height and 
width, to stand an extraordinary high water, as was recognized and affirmed 
by all levee engineers. 

The fundamental defect in the present system of levee-building is that they 

ve not been designed and constructed on engineering principles, in the most 

orough manner, with the sole view to certain efficiency, as is the case in all 
other classes of engineering work; but it has always been a mere question of 
doing the best that could be done with an insufficient amount of money. 
e great 8 = po pue up —. much 5 possible — the 

en pest possible way, so as to cover the ‘extent of terri with the 
highest bank of ober attainable with 1 at hand. This 8 
has precluded such treatment of the foundations as the and service of 


the structures demanded, to which deficiency is attributed much of their failure 

to successfully resist the pressure of this flood at various points, 

The disasters from the recent flood have been and be- 

yond their true proportions by the sensational treatment which the subject has 

8 and which has tended to shake confidence in the efficiency of the 
evee system. 

In confirmation of this attention is invited to the following facts: In 1882 the 
total number of crevasses in the levees was 234, aggregating 56.09 miles in width; 
in 1853 the number of crevasses was 224, with an aggregate width of 34.1 miles; 
in 1884 the crevasses numbered 204, aggregating 10.64 miles in width. 

The result of the crevasses enumerated during these three years was a pon: 
eral overflow ofthe Mississippi Delta. In the present flood, the dangers of w 
are nearly the crevasses which have occurred number twenty-three, ag- 
gregating about 4} miles in width, ina total length of 1,100 miles of levi 


or less 
than one-half of 1 per cent. of the total line o notwithstanding tthe 
present flood has exceeded those of the three years cited in the height attained 


at Memphis andall points below, and has not been exceeded in duration. This 
excess of height was, at Memphis 0.5 foot, at Helena 0.6 foot, atSunflower Land- 
ing 1.2 feet, at Arkansas City 2.3 feet, at Greenville 1.7 feet, at Providence3.1 feet, 
at Vicksburg 0,1 foot, at Natchez0.8 foot, and at New Orleans 0.5 foot. The gen- 
eral result bas n s large measure of protection afforded by the levees this 
Year, notwithstanding the extraordinary character of the flood, which has never 
been enjoyed caning previous high waters of considerable magnitude. 

For example, in the Yazoo Basin between 80 and S percent, 3 
tected from overflow, there being only one crevasse of 280 feet in width, affect- 
ing a very small area, in 180 miles of levee, extending from the upper extremity 
southward. There were other crevasses on this front below this locality. On 
the Tensas front are two of continuous levee, being respectively SI and 
125 miles in length. The right bank below Red River has 180 miles of continu- 
ous unbroken levee and the left bank has 200 miles with only one break. Of 
the territory dependent upon the last-named levees 75 per cent. has been pro- 
tected. The percentages of areas protected as above noted embrace all classes 
of lands subject to overflow; as the lands sought for cultivation are the more 
elevated portions, the percentage of their area protected is much greater. 

From our knowledge of this subject we now feel justified in declaring that 
very great progress has been made during the past five years in the construc- 
tion of a complete levee system, by the joint efforts of the General Government 
and the riparian States; and also that the experience of the present flood has 
strongly added to our conviction that such a system presents the only solution 
of the protection of the alluvial valley from inundation, in connection with the 
generalimprovementoftheriver. We unhesitatingly express our condemnation 
ofall theories for the regulation of the Mississippi River and controlling its 
floods by the cased of “‘outlets;" it is our conviction that such a system would 
prove destructive to all the interests which are sought to be conserved and im- 
proved in connection with the treatment of the Mississippi River. Wealsostate 
with thorough conviction and em that the belief entertained by some, that 
the effect of long confinement of the Mississippi River by levees will be to pro- 
duce a permanent elevation of the river bed, is a fallacious one, which is refuted 
by experience and contrary to all observation. Weare with all surveys 
that have been made of the Mississippi and with its present navigation, and de- 
clare that there is no evidence from either of these sow or elsewhere, of pro- 
gressive elevation of the bed of the Mississippi River from levees or other cause, 
except where caused by, and immediately below, outlets. k 

We submit the following information relaling to expenditures upon the levees 
from the following sources: i 


By the United States Government, through the Mississippi Rive 


Commission, since 1882... .. .. . . . $3, 018, 601. 50 
The Mississippi levee boards, since 1582... — 3,098, 745.74 
State and levee districts of Louisiana, since 1866 15, 255, 327. 13 
Of which since 1882 about 5, 000, 000, 00 
E kis 3 000,417.00 


The above do not include expenditures which have been made by counties, 


ron B. M. Harrod, C. E.; J. H. Willard, Captain Engineers, United States 
Army; W. Young, apami Engineers, United States Army; S. 
W. Ferguson, O. E.; Henry B. Richardson, C. E.; W. Starling, 
C. E.; T. G. Dabney, C. E.; H. S. Douglas, O. E.; Arthur Hider, 
O. E.; H. Bolivar Thompson. C. E.: H St. L. Coffee, O. E.; Jno. 
Seg tac O. E.: Henry Goodrich, C. E.; Jno. Ewens, C. E.; Geo. 
M. Helm, C. E. 

It is impossible, as I have said, to discuss this question under the 
limitation of the five-minute rule; and I can only state that there is no 
scientific man of any note or standing in the country, who has given 
the subject any investigation whatever, who has not fully and com- 
pletely arrived at the conclusion that the outlets are not only not the 
proper means for the solution of the great problem of controlling the 
floods, but that they would cause such a radical change in the general 
regimen of the river as to very seriously interfere, in time, with the 
commerce on it below New Orleans, by causing a shoaling resulting 
from a slackened current. 9 oh 

Here the hammer fell. | 
Cries of Vote!“ Vote! ] 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to consume further time 
or to add anything to the remarks which I have already made, except 
to ask leave of the House to submit some documentary evidence and 
other matters in connection with the remarks alrtady submitted. . 

The CHAIRMAN. General leave has already been granted. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman from Ten- 


nessee, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard briefly on this 
question. I had read on last Saturday a pro substitute for the 
pending proposition; but on reflection I will withhold that for the pres- 
ent, until a vote is taken on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, 

I wish to state, Mr. Chairman, that in the Forty-seventh Congress a 
committee was appointed, of which the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Burrows] was chairman and of which the gentleman from Ohio fite 


BUTTERWORTH] and myself, members of the present Honse, were mem- 
bers, and other gentlemen, including Mr. CARLISLE, of Kentucky, to 
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investigate the condition of the improvements of the Mississippi River 
and the jetties, and the system of improvement then in progress under 
the charge of the Mississippi River Commission. The majority of that 
committee reported in general terms. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH], Mr. Hazelton, of Wisconsin, and myself united in 
a report, in which was expressed serious doubt of the success of the 
system of proposed improvement then and still in progress. The re- 
port closed with the following language: 


Col. Nathaniel Hutton, the civil engineer referred to in the report of the ma- 
jority, a gentleman of large capacity and experience in his profession, estimates 
the cost of the Lake Borgne outlet with proper works for the protection of the 
banks, at $559,000; and in view of the large sums of money involved in the 
pieva of the Mississippi River Commission, the great interest at stake in the 

provement of that river, and the experimental and as yet unt char- 
acter of these plans, we do not hesitate to recommend the py aioe of the 
sum named for the construction of the outlet as fully justified by the beneficial 


results likely to be obtained, 
BENJ. BUTTERWORTH, 
WM. S. HOLMAN, 
GEO. C. HAZELTON. 

That report was the result of quite a careful examination, notsimply 
of the river itself and its then existing and former outlets, but of full 
consideration of a large mass of testimony taken at points all along 
the river, testimony of practical river men, captains, and pilots of steam- 
boats, from Pittsburgh, Pa., to New Orleans, and from New Orleans to 
the Gulfof Mexico. This mass of testimony impressed upon the minds 
of these gentlemen, at least, the policy of the outlet system as one 
most certain to be beneficial to the navigation of the river, and inci- 
dentally (a most important matter, a matter of the highest moment) 
protecting a vast region of the must fertile country from disastrous 
floods. The principal argument against relieving the Mississippi Val- 
ley from the great floods of the Mississippi River by the outlet system 
is that an outlet always results in shoaling the river below the outlet. 
This argument is constantly repeated, and the plan of the Mississippi 
River Commission is exactly the reverse of the outlet system, and pro- 
poses to close up the outlets, except the one outlet to the Gulf, and 
thus compel the water to deepen the.channel by being confined within 
certain restricted limits. 

I have before me extracts from a report made by General Humphreys 
in 1876, and also testimony given by him before a committee of the 
Senate in 1882. In the former instrument General Humphreys, a very 
eminent gentleman in his profession, as all gentlemen here know, and 
at one time Chief of Engineers, a gentleman of great experience and 
ability, who had been many years employed as an engineer on the Mis- 
sissippi River, says: 

The facts above cited— 

After giving the facts— 
establish that there is no evidence that any filling up of the bed ever did oc- 
our in 3 of a high-water outlet, and moreover that it is impossible 
that it should occur cither from the deposition of sedimentary matter held in 
8 nsion or from the accumulation of material drifting along the bottom. 

The conclusion, therefore, is inevitable that so far as the river is concerned the 
8 great outlets have produced the shoaling of the river below is not 
corr 

Mr. CATCHINGS. May I ask my friend a question at this point? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The testimony was given in 1882, 

Mr. HOLMAN, That was a part of his report in 1876. 

Mr. CATCHINGS, He testified afterwards in 1882. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ves, sir. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iwill ask my friend now if he knew that after 
he testified in 1842 this Bonnet Carré crevasse was closed and that the 
result of the closure of the crevasse was the removal of this deposit 
which existed there, and which Humphreys and Abbott thought was 
the hard blue clay bottom which had always existed. 

[Here the hammer ſell.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope I shall have a few minutes more, Mr. Chair- 
man, inasmuch as I have been interrupted. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman request? 
Mr. HOLMAN. Five minutes if I can get it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent that he may be permitted to address the committee for five 
minutes. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, in answer to the question of 
my friend from Misgissippi I can state that at the time that I speak of, 
1882, when this committee visited that river, if my memory is correct, 
the Bonnet Carré was in progress of being closed. The committee, in 
consequence of the general statement that the effect of an outlet was 
to create shoals below the point where the outlet occurred, as it was 
used as an argument against the outlet system, made special inquiries 
into the fact—I do not mean simply by taking the testimony of scien- 
tific men, but also of practical men familiar with the river, captains 
and pilots of steam-boats, as to what was the effect of the Bonnet Carré 
crevasse, Gentlemen are aware that the water running through this 
crevasse passed on to Lake Pontchartrains We found no testimony to 
confirm the statement that there was a shoaling of the river below that 
crevasse, 

On the contrary the testimony taken by the committee is conclu- 
sive, to my mind at least, that it did not have that result; that while 


that crevasse remained 
low it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Do you mean to say that there was no shoal be- 
low that crevasse? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was the testimony. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ido not admit that to be the fact. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is what we learn fromthetestimony. I will 
state to my friend that we did not take the testimony alone of scien- 
tific men for theory, but we took the testimony of practical men. I 
admit it is true, as a rule, that where there is an overflow of water, a 
surface overflow, no doubt there is a deposit below of material in the 
bed of the river. That seems to be decided by long experience. But 
where it is an actual outlet, I must say to my friend from Mississippi 
that the testimony taken by the committee was completely in conflict 
weI that theory and sustains the views expressed by General Hum- 
phreys. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I would like to ask my friend this: The Jump 
and Cubit’s Gap are outlets, are they not? 

Mr, HOLMAN. Yes; I understand they are. 

Mr. CATCHINGS, Lask you whether the charts of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey do not show by actual soundings taken on that sur- 
vey that the effect of these outlets was to reduce the sectional area of 
the Mississippi River at least one-third. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have not seen the report which my friend refers 
to, but call the attention of-the committee to this fact: That practi- 
cal men like Captain Leathers, who has been on the Mississippi River 
as captain of steam-boats for the last forty years, one of the experienced 
captains on the Western rivers, if not the most experienced, and such 
practical men as Capt. John Cowdon, who has lived all his life in that 
valley, devoting a lifetime to an investigation of questions connected 
with the Mississippi River and its great floods, Captain Montgomery 
of a life-time of experience on the Western rivers, and most if not all 
other practical men who have given us their opinions in regard to this 
matter concur in the opinion that the true mode of protecting that 
vast region of country from overflow and to permanently improve the 
navigable character of the Mississippi River is a properly constructed 
system of outlets, of which the Lake Borgne outlet is the most im- 
portant, instead of the system by which the bed of the river is raised 
up by contracting and restricting its chaunel and confining its waters, 

As to the effect of the levees as against the outlet system, I wish to 
say that this testimony which I have before me, and it is quite volumi- 
nous, establishes, I think, the fact, as well by practical ag pags as by 
scientific, that as the Mississippi River rises there is a deposit of the 
material held in its flood, and that the scouring process by which 
the river is to be kept clear and deepened begins only when the river 
is within its natural banks. Gentlemen will readily see, I think, that 
this statement is correct, especially when the river, as recently, over- 
flowed the adjacent country, and certainly if the rising of the river in- 
creases the deposit, and the scouring process only occurs when the river 
is declining and its water confined to its natural banks, the levee sys- 
tem will not at least by itself prove to be a success. 

The proposition which I shall submit is very simple in its form, and 
confers, I admit, large powers upon the Secretary of War, with large 
discretion, but requires of the President of the United States express 
approval. It does not propose to interfere for the present with the 
present system of improvement, nor with the appropriations made for 
that pu It is proposed simply to try this plan since others 
up to this time have failed. If it accomplishes no good no serious ex- 
penditure will have occurred; if it is beneficial, as I trast it will be, 
then a very great benefit will accrue to that magnificent valley and a 
vast improvement in the navigation of the Mississippi River will be 
obtained; I trust the committee will favorably consider the proposi- 
tion. No injury can result from the experiment, and perhaps results 
of great value may be secured. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped that a wild,chimer- 
ical proposition like what is known asthe Cowdon outlet scheme would 
not receive the serious indorsement of any gentleman upon this floor. 
There is no engineer of the Army corps of the United States engaged 
in duty upon the Mississippi River who has not unhesitatingly de- 
nounced the ontlet theory as false and misleading. There are some 
eight or ten officers of the United States Engineer Corps who have for 
years been assigned to duty on the lower river, and it is a remarkable 
fact that every one of them, after a brief opportunity of study of the 
river, reaches the same conclusion, namely, that outlets will not do. 

If there was anything in the plan as a means of protection against 
floods it would seem to me that these officials would discover its mer- 
its. My friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] quotes from General 
Humphreys, who was at one time Chief of Engineers of the United 
States Army. Now, I have the work of Humphreys and Abbott upon 
the Hydraulics and Physics of the Mississippi, and this is their con- 
clusion in respect to the outlet system: = 

Enough has been said— 

They state— 
to demonstrate with all the certainty of which the subject is spans the disas- 
trous consequences that must follow the resort to this means of protection. 


And ever since Humphreys and Abbott wrote in 1858 every engi- 


open there was no shoaling of the river be- 
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neer who has had occasion to study the phenomena of the rivers has 
declared with them against the outlet system. Eads, the greatest en- 
geet of his age, was as emphatic as language could make it in his con- 
emnation of the plan. The people who live in the valley of the Mis- 
sissippi River, almost without exception, are opposed to the outlet 
system, and in the river convention, which was held recently at Vicks- 
burg, composed of three hundred delegates, not one of its members 
raised his voice in behalf of the outlets. All united in condemning 
the system and in advocating what is known as the levee system for 
preventing floods. 

Now, is the Congress of the United States going, in the teeth of the 
recommendations of the Mississippi River Commission, composed, the 
greater part of them, of oflicers of the Engineer Corps, with no inter- 
est in this question except the public interest—is it going, I say, to 
adopt an amendment which consigns the great river to the treatment 
of quacks and theorists? The outlet system is not indorsed by a single 
civil engineer of any note in the United States and not one of the Army 
engineers of the United States. Are you going to adopt the views of 
Mr. Cowdon and Mr. Leathers, two gentlemen in civil life, who are not 
engineers, in opposition to the views of the Army engineers, who are 
charged with the duty of the study of the river? I think not, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I offer the proposition I send to the desk, to come 
in after the last paragraph just read 

Mr. HENDEKSON, or Illinois. I would like to inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] whether it is the one that has 
been printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ves; the same proposition. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


That the Secretary of War is na pen seas to cause to be constructed an 


outlet from the Mississippi River to Lake Borgne, in the State of Louisiana, and 
such other outlets to said river, either above or below New Orleans, as may be 
found necessary and proper to improve the navigation of said river in prevent- 
ing the overflow of the waters thereof in great floods, such outlets to be of such 
dimensions as the Secretary of Warshall determine. He is authorized to enter 
into contracts with John Cowdon or any other responsible person or persons 
for the construction of such outlets, or any, or either of them, on such conditions 
and limitations and with such guaranties, bonds, and security for the faithful 
performance of such contract or contracts as he may deem proper, or ho may 
bs sw ge work to be done as other public works under his control are con- 
such works, either by purchase or condemnation in conformity with law, as he 
may find necessary; and the sum of $500,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary for the pu aforesaid, is hereby appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise 8 rovided, however, That each and all of 
the powe conferred on the Secretary of War by the provisions of this para- 
graph shall be executed and carried into effect with and subject to the express 
approval of the President of the United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I wish to say a word on this amendment. It will 
be observed that this proposition confers upon the Secretary of War 
the power in his discretion of entering upon the construction of the 
Lake Borgne outlet or any other outlet above or below New Orleans 
which in his judgment, with the approval of the President, shall be 
thought proper and necessary to lower the waters of the river in great 
floods. Gentlemen are all familiar with the condition of things at 
Lake Borgne. Lake Borgne is about 5 miles from the east bank of the 
Mississippi at a point about 60 miles below New Orleans. It is about 
15 feet lower than the banks of the Mississippi River, and gentlemen 
can form some idea of what a vast body of water would be drawn off 
through a canal constructed there, a mile in width, with such a descent 
as would be created by a fall of 15 feet in 5 miles, 

What effect such an outlet would have, I admit, must be determined 
by experience, and only by experience. It is proposed to appropriate 
for the purpose of constructing this outlet (without affecting the gen- 
eral appropriation for the Mississippi River at all) $500,000. I admit 
that the estimate for the construction of the Lake Borgne outlet with 
proper protection is $850,000, but thesum named in the amendmentis 
of course sufficient for the present appropriation. This discretion can 
be safely left to the Secretary of War, with the approval of the Presi- 
dent, inasmuch as both will undoubtedly act upon the judgment of 
the Chief of Engineers, an officer of great experience and ability, and 
the competent and efficient corps of engineers under his direction. 

It seems to me there can be no possible peril in conferring such dis- 
cretion upon the Secretary and no peril in testing this plan which men 
of practical knowledge and experience are confident will secure good 
results. The Secretary of War of course would not exercise that 
power except upon a fairly clear showing of propriety and necessity, 
and the approval of the President would also be required before the 
work could be undertaken. The resultof such an outlet, if it should 
prove effective, would be so beneficial that it does seem to me that this 
committee ought to authorize this theory for the improvement of the 
great river to be tested and let the river men, the men directly and 
specially interested in the question of navigation of the river, have 
an opportunity of testing their theory as to the proper way of improv- 
ing the navigation of the river, which if successful would in a large de- 
gree protect the greatest valley on the globe from destructive floods. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I move to strike out the last word. 


He may obtain such lands as may be required for either or any of | P 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, this is substantially 
the same as the proposition last voted upon and I ask unanimous con- 
sent that all debate upon it be limited to five minutes. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I want about five minutes myself. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word in refer- 
ence to the effects which the Lake Borgne outlet, mentioned in the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, would have upon the Mis- 
sissippi coast and that part of the State of Mississippi which I have the 
honor to represent. Being very much interested in this question, I was 
before the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and they very courteously 
extended to me the opportunity to interrogate some of the most learned 
engineers in the United States, who testified on this subject before the 
committee. 

I asked them as to the effect of the passage of the water through the 
Lake Borgne outlet; and the opinion of those engineers was that it 
would soon fill up Lake Borgne; that the water would take a tortuous 
course along the Mississippi coast through the Mississippi Sound; that 
in time it would dam up Lake Pontchartrain to the height of 4 or 
5 feet, necessitating the maintenance of guards in that direction by 
the city of New Orleans that the city does not now have; thatit would 
destroy the fishing and oystering industry the whole length of the Mis- 
sissippi coast, and destroy also the numerons and large canning fac- 
tories erected and being erected along the Mississippi coast and throw 
five thonsand people engaged in those industries out of employment, 
not for a short time, but absolutely and permanently destroying those 
industries and the business of enterprising American citizens who have 
placed their plants there at a very great cost, as well as to wipe out of 
existence the employment of a large number of workingmen. The dec- 
laration of these engineers is verified by the fact that when the Bonnet 
Carré crevasse was opened and took the course I have stated, the oyster 
and fish industries of the Mississippi coast were very materially dam- 
aged, and some species of the best fish disappeared from those waters. 

At the present time the flow through Lake Pontchartrain, through 
the Rigolettes, and along the coast is having the same effect. In these 
cases, at least, we have not the unsupported opinion of engineers as to 
the course the water will take and the results it will produce, though 
their opinions are generally correct; but in two instances their opinion 
has been verified in cases of the very same sort as the operations now 


roposed. 

My friend from Tennessee remarks that the damming up of the Mis- 
sissippi causes these overflows. Why, Mr. Chairman, the jetty system 
as established at the mouth of the Mississippi has simply dammed up 
the mouth to the extent of raising the surface on the Outer Pass and 
the Southwest Pass 1 foot; this was done by sinking a line of mat- 
tresses diagonally across the head of each converging at the head 
of the South Pass in order to increase the flow into it, and by means of 
the jetties the depth of the South Pass has been increased from 7 feet 
to 28 feet, and 200 feet wide, so that there is more outlet at the mouth 
of p Mississippi River to-day than before the jetty system was estab- 

ished. 

This proposed Lake Borgne outlet is below New Orleans, and can 
not relieve overflow 500 or 600 miles above. To undertake to say that 
the jetties by damming up the mouth of the Mississippi River cause 
the overflows in the district up as high as Vicksburg and above there, 
where the disastrous overflows occur, is to say that the of the 
surface of the water at the Head of the Passes to the extent of 1 foot 
100 miles below New Orleans will dam up the water to the extent of 
15 feet 500 miles above, and that does seem to me to bea travesty upon 
science and to reverse the laws of gravitation. 

It is said here by gentlemen that they want to try an experiment. 
If they do, I hope they will try the experiment at their own expense 
and not throw five hundred people permanently out of employment 
and destroy an industry in which large plants have been established at 
great cost. I trust Congress will not do this for the sake of trying an 
experiment which every engineer of intelligence in the land says will 
prove a disastrous failure, Con professes to build up industries. 
I hope it will not destroy an industry in Mississippi and Alabama 
which furnishes employment for thousands, and in which thousands 
more are interested, and that furnishes food to millions. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I would like to say a very few words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time limited for debate on this paragraph 
has expired. The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For suryey of the Mississippi River from the Head of the Passes to its head- 
waters: Continuing survey, 85.000. 

Mr. HAYES. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding after line 19, page 54, the following, as a new section: 

For removing sand-bars, formed and forming in the Mississippi River at or 
near the head of ver Island at Clinton, Iowa, and between that place and the 
Iowa shore, 80 as to make navigable and protect the landing on the Iowa sh 
there used for ferry and other boats and i0 make a navigable way from 
landing to the main channel of the river, $5,000.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman offer this as an independ- 


ent paragraph? 
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Mr. HAYES. It is to come in after line 19. 

The CHAIRMAN. Butis an entirely separate matter, is it not? 

Mr. HAYES. Yes, sir. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman offers this as an amendment to 
be inserted as a new paragraph after the paragraph just read. 

Mr. HAYES said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The landing mentioned in this amendment is just 
outside of the main channel-line of the Mississippi River, and in the head 
of a slough that runs some miles along Beaver Island, between it and 
the Iowa shore, the main channel being on the other or east side of this 
island. This slough is navigable at some stages of water, and upon it 
are several large saw-mills that use it for rafts; and there are also on it 
some other business and manufacturing establishments. The ferry that 
continually uses this landing is an important one, running from the 
city of Clinton in Iowa to the opposite shore in Illinois, and to one of 
the best farming sections of that great State; and it is safe to say that 
this ferry, to a greater or less extent and as much as usual in such 
business, affects directly the intercourse, trade, and convenience of 30,- 
000 peuple; and the Janding is used to some extentalso by other boats, 
of which there are a large number owned at and operated from Clinton. 

For years the sand has been forming between this landing and the 
main channel, gradually getting worse, until it has become very dift- 
cult to use it in low water, and so that itis troublesome and expensive 
and causes delay in traffic. 

In the river and harbor act of 1888 there was a provision for a survey 
and examination to determine what was necessary to be done in the 
premises, and a report was made accordingly by Major Mackenzie, 
upon which the committee failed to make provision for this necessary 
work, and it is this oversight that this amendment seeks to remedy, 
and I think that it is plain that it should be done, and I shall attempt 
to demonstrate it from the report of Major Mackenzie itself, not bring- 
ing forward any other fact about which there is the slightest dispute. 
I think this report is founded upon an idea not tenable, and a theory 
that is not only not just when theitems of this bill as a whole are con- 
sidered, but that Congress can not, in justice, afford to give sanction 
to. That there may be no question about the points I desire to make 
I will give this report in full. It is as follows: 


PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION OF THE NZSSISSIPPI RIVER AT AND NEAR THE HEAD 


THY CHANNEL ITSELF THAT RUNS BETWERN BEAVER ISLAND AND THE IOWA 
SHORE, 
UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
Rock Island, IU., 5, 1888. 

GENERAL: The river and harbor act approved August 11, 1888, provides for “a 
23 and examination of the Mississippi River at and near the of Beaver 
Island, at Clinton, Iowa, to determine w. is necessary to remove the sand- 
bars there formed and forming, so as to make navigable and protect the en- 
trance to the western channel and the channel itself runs between Beaver 
<r eL Omen Saler f Engi A t 28, 1888, I charged with 

y ol ners, Augus was 
a prelim examination of the locality above mentioned with a view to de- 
termining whether it is worthy of improvement by the General Government, 
Having completed such mand considered all the information it ap- 
pears practicable to secure, I have the honor to submit the following report 

To ascertain the of work contemplated by those at whose request 
this examination was ordered by Congress I addressed letters to the mayor of 
Clinton and the several lumber firms interested at that point. Under date of 
September 24 the mayor wrote to me as follows: 

I have been trying, since the receipt of your letter of the 10th instant, to get 
an engineer to make an examination of the sand-bar between Beaver Island 
and Iowa shore, so as to give you more definite information than can be 
obtained by ordinary observation, but our bays ap here are very busy in other 
matters just now, ly the survey for the wagon-bridge here, and I have 
not been able to accomplish what I intended. I have learned from G. Lamb & 
Sons and others that the bar is a serious obstruction to the running of the ferry- 
boat to the Illinois shore, and to the running of the steam-boats of W. J. Young 
& Co. and C. Lamb & Sons and other boats of the river necessarily plying in 
that locality, and from personal observation I have no doubt such is the case.” 

Under date of October 13 I again heard from the mayor to the following 


effect; 
“I wrote you in September, in answer to your letter of September 10, with 
reference to the obstruction of the Mississippi River between Beaver Island and 
has been lower and the sand-bar ob- 


the 

that pur; by the publie generally in those States, and by persons traveling 
3 fa east 2 west; also a large amount of trafic 

tween the people of Illinois, for 30 miles or and the people of the city of 
Clinton, in farm products and merchandise, and for several months past the 
business of the public, especially between Iowa and Illinois at this point, has 
been hindered, delayed, and obstructed by reason of this sand-bar, and many 
steam-boats running on the river, which necessarily pass this point, have been 
obstructed in the same way, and such has been the case for several years. Tho 
expense of removing or improving this bar, I am informed, will not be very 
great,and it seems to me that the circumstances warrant its being done.” 

The in this case are as follows: 

The Mississippi River, just below Clinton, Iowa, is divided by Beaver Island, 
the main river and low-water channel lying to the east and Comanche Slough 
to the west of the island, While some work of improvement may be needed 
in the near future, there is at present no obstruction to navigation in the main 
river. Conese Slough has never been considered a nav lo channel of the 
river, its use in com n with through Feb et only le 
high sy eee river. The main use of the slough appears to 
8 or logs and harbor ſor tow. boats of the Clinton mill-owners. The steam 

erry running to Garden Plains, 
Soma herewith 8 the condition of the head of the slough in 1878 


e only practical method o: 5 sand at the head of Comanche 
g. Such bab might give a Meer for several 
permanent as, owing to natural causes, the 
will reform in time. The works devised for permanently maintaining 
channels at other points of the river would hardly be justifiable or permissible 
here, as their effect might be to injure the main river. Instead opening a 
channel through Comanche Slough, it is very possible the slough will have 
eventually to be closed in accordance with the approved plans for the improve- 
ment of through low-water navigation of the Mississippi River. 

The ferry to Garden Plains is undoubtedly of considerable interest to the city 
of Clinton, and possibly its present landing place, considering the present con- 
dition of channels, is not a convenient one at low water, but it a) rs that such 
landing is not on the main river, but in the head of Comanche Slough, probably 
1,000 feet from the low-water channel of the river. A large portion of the city 
lies on the main riverabove the mouth of the slough, and a landingon the river 
might be available for the cara ug were it not that all this water-front, in- 
cluding publie streets, is occupied by saw-mills, private piers, booms, log-rafts, 
etc., and thus closed to the general public. 

From correspondence, interviews, and personal examinations it ap that 
the principal interest to be served 1 the pro work is that of a —— run- 
ning between Clinton and Garden Plains, and owned by C. Lamb & Sons, who 
also own thesaw-mills on Comanche Slough. The general interests of thro: 
navigation of the Upper Mississippi are not interested in the improvement de- 


sired, 

Giving due consideration to the in £ 
anakan in the diced worte, TEEI OANT eppeanttas the ADESEA soo 
or the pone necessity sufficiently great to justify the carrying out of the pro- 

e sone si by the General Government, 
showing condition of the head of Comanche Slough in 1878 and 1888 
7 5 ally, your obedient vary 
ery ` 
A. K gineers. 

The CHIEF or ENGINEERS, U. S. A. e 

It will be observed that the objections raised are: First, that the 
work will have to be dredging, and that in time the bars will reform; 
second, that the slough itself may in time have to be closed in the in- 
terests of navigation; third, that an available landing for ferry pur- 
poses might be had if business interests, saw-mills, and their surround- 
ings did not occupy the river front north of this landing, where the 
main portion of the city lies; fourth, that the principal interest to be 
served by the proposed improvement is that of a ferry owned by C. 
Lamb & Sons; fifth, that the bar is not an obstruction to the naviga- 
tion of the main channel of the river; and, sixth, that the general in- 
terests of through navigation are not interested in the desired improve- 
ment. 

It will be noticed that this report concedes that this ferry, which is 
practically limited to this landing, as I will show further on, is of con- 
siderable interest to the city of Clinton, and this city had over 15, 000 
people at the last census under State law. When this is remembered 
and the usual details of the average river and harbor bill are borne in 
mind, I think I can safely say, not meaning any disrespect to Major 
Mackenzie, that as many foolish and nonsensical reasons were never 
before gathered together upon any like occasion, and that singly and 
collectively they are rot. 

The fact that the same bars would in time reform is not entitled to 
serious consideration as an objection. The same fact applies to all 
dredging, and still it has to be done, and when we remember that this 
particular bar has been some thousands of years in getting so as to be 
a serious obstruction I do not think we need worry ourselves about 
the next dredging. Even my distinguished friend from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] will not need to figure on the cost, and he will reach in that 
direction to the utmost limit. 

The closing of the slough would have no effect upon this landing. 
It is right at its head, is substantially as wide as the river itself, 
and is, in fact, a part of it at this point, and no closing would ever be 
made here. The objection that an available landing could be had if 
private business did not occupy the river front is one that it is hard to 
treat with respect. I will say that the main city landing is more than 
half a mile above the point under consideration and entirely out of the 
question as a ferry landing, by reason of an island, Little Rock Island, 
lying opposite to the city and north of the ferry landing, and so thatif 
the ferry should land there it would have to go so great a distance, as 
well as through a draw-bridge, as to make its trips too long to be profit- 
able or feasible. 

Now, it is true that this space is occupied by private business, but 
this business was there before there was any ferry, and in fact made 
the prosperous city that demands this ferry in its ecommerce, and this 
business includes the largest saw-mill in the world. And to ask orsug- 
gest that these great enterprises that are the life of a prosperous city 
give way, while if they did there would be no occasion fora ferry, that 
this great Government need not spend the paltry sum of $5,000, which 
is conceded to be in the interest of a Jarge number of people and in the 
line of one of its greatest expenditures, is too absurd for any refutation 
more than the statement of the facts. 

It is said that the principal interest to be subserved is the ferry- 
owners. This I deny, and say that the principal interest is the com- 
mercial one mentioned in this report; but even on the other ground I 
imagine the objection is not very weighty and presume that if some of 
the other improvements provided for in this bill were investigated 
it would be found that but few of the great navigators would practi- 
cally use it, and that in fact their navigation was confined to few boats 
and few owners. It is not probable, by way of illustration, that a 
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mighty commerce peeves over Neuse River, but it has $12,000 in this 
pills or Smockey’s Creek, which has 510,000 for dredging only; or 

ing Creek, which has $10,000, with a proviso that bridges must be 
removed before the money is spent; or Waccamaw River, which has 
$12,500; or Mingo Creek, which has $5,000, and, if I remember cor- 
rectly, Sassafras Creek is well provided for. 

The fifth and sixth grounds are that the obstruction is not in the 
main channel and that the general interests of through navigation 
are not interested. I deny the force of either of these objections and 
say that no river and harbor bill ought to be constructed on these 
lines. The money appropriated for river and harbor improvement 
should be put where the interests of commerce demand, where it will 
aid navigation for the use of people in trade by means of water craft, 
and there is no force, reason, or justice in saying that 30,000 people 
who are vitally interested in a commerce across a river can have no 
relief, but that a few hundred who may be interested in some insig- 
nificant lengthwise commerce on a creek can have money without limit, 

If there is uny such precedent itshould beset aside. I observe that 
my colleague [Mr. SWENEY] stated that this bill did not carry a dol- 
lar for harbor improvement in Iowa, with the Mississippi on its east 
line and the Missouri on the west, and I think this ought to be allowed 
not to seem partial, if for no other reason; but it is a worthy improve- 
ment, in the interest of a large number of people, and directly in the 
line of commerce. I trust the amendment will be adopted. [Ap- 
plause.] : 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, when the five minutes 
had expired, 

Mr, HAYES said: I would like to occup¥ a few minutes more. I 
ask unanimous consent that my time be extended for five minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I dislike exceedingly to object; but 
we are very anxious to get through with this bill. 7 

Mr. HAYES. So am I; but I do not very often ask any time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. With the understanding that this 
will close the debate, I will not object. 

Mr. HAYES. Iam content with that arrangement. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the time of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] will be extended for five minutes. 

N HAYES then resumed and concluded his remarks, as already 
ven. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HAYES, it was 


rej 4 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For work in accordance with the plans and specifications of the Mississippi 
ver Commission, 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I move to amend by inserting, after the 
paragraph just read, the following: 
At Hickman, Ky.: Continuing improvement, $50,000, 


Mr, Chairman, I offer this amendment because it seems that, by in- 
advertence or perhaps from a misunderstanding of the report of the 
ineers, the Committee on Rivers and Harbors has left out any pro- 
on for Hickman, Ky. There has been appropriated heretofore for 
the improvement of the harbor at Hickman $88,750. The estimated 
cost of the entire work is $200,000. The engineer says in his report, 
which I have before me, that the sum of $111,250 is still required to 
finish the work. 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors have not included in this bill 
any appropriation for this work, and I offer this amendment maming 
$50,000, because it seems to me to co md with the propdrtion of 
ne estimate which has been allowed at different points named in the 

There can be no good reason why this amendment should not be 

adopted. If there was any reason why the committee left out this pro- 
vision I can not see it. In the report of the engineers an estimate is 
made for this work, just as for every item included in the bill. I sub- 
mit that in view of the importance bf the work and of the fact that the 
engineers have recommended an expenditure of this kind the amend- 
ment should be adopted. The committee should not be partial in 
leaving out provision for the work at*this point, while other points no 
more important are included. 

Mr. CATCHINGS, I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much to oppose thisamendment, know- 
ing as I do that my friend from Kentucky [Mr. STONE] has the mat- 
ter very greatly at heart; but it is due that I should make astatement 
to the committee of the reasons which prompted the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors to omit this item, which he says is to be found in 
the estimates of the Mississippi River Commission. As a matter of 
fact, Mr. Chairman, the Mississippi River Commission do not recom- 
mend this appropriation, and I can substantiate my statement best by 
reading just what they say on this subject. I now read from the re- 
port of the commission. They say, on page 2599: 

Hickman, Ky. (36 miles below Cairo), The same remarks as for Columbus 
apply to mrad Jp aches paneer * yn Pics - a ee pred © in 
tance along the | ow arated above! the bluffs, on whieh most of the’ 8 
DAE ArAnA oF AALA Cpe along tne EE mation ek De oe 

front, which is the only valuable property known to be in danger. 155 


That, I will say in passing, has already been done. 

Should Congress deem it advisable to earry the protection along the low bot- 
tom previously alluded to, a sum of $111,250 will be required in addition to the 
current appropriation, It should be availablefor one year's expenditure. 

Now, it will be seen, Mr. Chairman, that they do not ask for this 
$111,250, that they do not even recommend that it be appropriated; but 
they say that if Congress desires to protect these low lands along the 
bottom it will require that sum to do it; but they do state as plainly, 
I think, as they can put it, that they have already protected all of 
the valuable property of the city, and they leave it to Congress to say 
whether it is desirable that the work shall be so extended as to 
protection to these ‘‘low bottoms above the bluffs, on which most of 
the town is built.“ 

It was upon this report of the Mississippi River Commission that the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors declined to make this appropriation. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Let us bave a vote, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Have I the right to oppose the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi? . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand that the gentle- 
man offered an amendment, except a mere formal one. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. He moved to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of this committee to this 
point: I have not offered this amendment for buncombe or for home 
reading oranything of that kind, but I have offered it because it ought 
to be adopted, and there has been no good reason shown why it should 
not be adopted. Ido not want to say, and I do not have it in my heart 
to say, that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors did anything in the 
matter except what they thought was proper; butI would like to have 
this committee convinced that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors , 
in this particular instance have made a mistake. 

Now, the gentleman from Mississippi stated that the Mississippi 
River Commission does not recommend that this work be continued. 
The Chief of Engineers does recommend that the work be continued. 
He says that this $111,250 can be profitably expended. The Missis- 
sippi River Commission say: 

Should Congress deem it advisable to continue the work. 

Well, now, is not that the case with regard to every appropriation in 
this bill? Is it not a question as to whether Congress ides to con- 
tinue it or not, whether an ee shall be made? They have 
said nothing more in regard to Hickman than they have said with re- 
gard to every other point named in this bill. 

While, Mr. Chairman, the language may be different from that used 
in other cases, yet as a matter of fact are not all of these improvements 
to be withheld or ded unless Congress shall decide that the work 
should be done? It is for Con to say whether the appropriation 
shall be made or not to carry them on. 

Now, upon what sort of evidence or testimony are you going to de- 
cide that this work shall be done? Why, upon the evidence and tes- 
timony of the Chief of Engineers; and he says, on page 2680 of the re- 
port, that it will require $111,250 to complete the work, and that this 
sum can be expended there in one season. Now, the gentleman from 
Mississippi has got an idea that this additional appropriation is to be 
made for the protection of some low lands lying down below the town 
ot Hickman. In this regard he is entirely mistaken, as any gentleman 
who has ever been upon the ground would Be able to say. The work 
already done is just above a point of rocks jutting into the river near 
the upper part of the town; and the idea of the report of the commis- 
sion is that if the work is to be continued at all it should be done be- 
low this bed of rocks and near the center of the town; in fact, immedi- 
ately at the steam-boat landing. 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, the committee will adopt the amendment. 
It is valuable from a commercial standpoint and-most desirable for the 
improvement of the river at that point. It is also valuable and eco- 
nomical as a saving of the work already done and in continuation of 
the project adopted by the Mississippi River Commission at this point. 
I hope, therefore, that Hickman will not be left out simply on account 
of the peculiar use of language in the report of the commission, espe- 
cially in view of the fact that the engineer says positively that this 
$111,000 is needed. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Stone, of Ken- 
tucky, the committee divided; and there were—ayes 49, noes 66. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN announced the appointment of Mr. STONE, of Ken- 
tucky, and Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 49, 
noes 67. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I now offer a further amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

2 end of line 21, insert at Columbus, Ky., for continuing improvement, 


Mr. McCREARY. Where does that come in? 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. After the twenty-first line on page 54. 
The reason for this amendment, Mr. Chairman, is that it was left out 
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of the river and harbor bill altogether, as reported from the committee, 
on a report made on the 4th of June, 1889, that the work was begun. 
The engineer reported that he was of opinion that the appropriation 
already made would complete the improvement there. It was left out 
for that reason. But, in addition to the amount already appropriated, 
Iam informed, from the reports of the engineers, that it will require 
$50,000 more to complete the improvements. For that reason and in 
accordance with the system adopted in the bill—that is, of giving one- 
half of the estimates—I have only asked the appropriation of $25,000 
this year for that work. 

I certainly hope, Mr. Chairman, that as this is asmall sum of money, 
that as Columbus is one of the most important points on the Missis- 
sippi River, one of the finest fruit-growing regions in the United States, 
in the center of the best wheat belts anywhere east of the Rocky Mount- 
ains, the terminus of two great railway systems, the real head of navi- 
gation of the Mississippi River in the severest winters, this appropria- 
tion will be made in order to complete that work at that point, and 
thus save and protect it in the interest of commerce. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 54, after line 25, insert the following: For protection of the harbor 
of Natchez, Miss., $200,000."" 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the indulgence of the 
committee for a few moments while I endeavor to state the very great 
importance of this amendment. Since the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion has made its report and since this bill has been reported, the Mis- 
sissippi River has commenced to cave just above the city of Natchez in 
such a manner as threatens not only to leave that city a mile anda 
half or two miles from the river, but to utterly destroy the town of 
Vidalia on the opposite side of the river. It is a town of five or six 
hundred inhabitants and is the parish site of Concordia Parish, con- 
taining expensive public buildings. The Mississippi River Commission 
have on a number of occasions in their reports pointed out the neces- 
sity for some work being done at Cow Pen Point for the purpose of ar- 
resting the disposition of the river to cut through this bend, but the 
caving has only become so dangerous recently, and I have received and 
sent to the Clerk’s desk to be read the proceedings of a meeting held 
in the town of Vidalia setting forth the urgent necessity for this work. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


RESOLUTIONS OF MASS MEETING, . 


Ata mass meeting held at Vidalia, La., on Tuesday, April 29, 1890, Hon, F. S. 
Shields was elected chairman and John Dale secretary. 

The chairman explained the object of the meeting, after which the following 
resolutions were offered and unanimously adopted, to wit: 

Whereas the harbor of Vidalia, La., and Natchez, Miss., are imminently 
threatened by the making of a cutoff across Cow Pen Point, directly above 
Vidalia, thereby causing the rapid caving of the site of the town and large areas 
of cultivated lands above and below and the leaving of the city of Natchez at 
an early date 2 miles inland; and 

Whereas there is now very groat danger that the river will make said cut-off 
above Natchez, at Cow Pen Point, where a great volume of water is now flow- 
ing across the narrow neck of said point, which is now less than a half mile 
wide, and if the channel of the river should be chan; tothis bed, the current 

be directed against the bank on which is ] the parish seat of Concor- 
dia Parish and the town of Vidalia, which would rapidly be cutoff and the town 
would be entirely destroyed, In which eee would fill the now deep- 
water harbor of Natchez and it would soon be left an inland town, These ca- 
lamities to the commerce of the river, to the harbors of Vidalia and Natchez, 
to the properties of these communities, and to the large railroad interests now 
cente! these cities, are now imminent; and 

Whereas the Mississippi River Commission reported as Ne as 1885 the 
er e for this work, and recommended an appropriation for these harbors; 
an 

Whereas the rapid eycroachment of the river on this land, and evident dan- 

r of the early accomplishment of the cut-off, and untold co uent destruc- 
on to property and injury to the channel of the river here, and all the near 
bends above and below, admit of no further delay: Therefore, 

Be it the citizens of Vidatia and Concordia, in mass mecting assembled, 
That we earnestly urge upon our Senators and Representative of our district 
and the other members of the Louisiana delegation to use every possible exer- 
tion to secure au amendment to the river and harbor bill, or otherwise, for an 
ne 8 for the protection of the harbors of Vidalia and 
Natchez,and thereby a preservation from destruction of our parish seat, with 


all public buildin, 

Be it further 8 That the secretary of this meeting be directed to send 
eopies of these resolutions to our Senators and . at Washington 
and to the members from Louisiana of the Mississippi River Commission, 

F. S. SHIELDS, Chairman, 
JNO. DALE, Secretary. 


Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I only desire to say in conclusion 
that identically the same calamity threatens Natchez that occurred some 
eight or ten years ago at Vicksburg. At that time the river cut through 
a bend just opposite the city and left it about a mile and a half from 
the river, and this Government, I believe, has spent not less than 

_ $1,000,000 to restore a harbor which might have been saved with $100,- 
000, and which can not be restored. Now, if this House will not make 
an appropriation for this work, and this committee will not give atten- 
tion to a matter of such importance and refuses to appropriate for it, 
then the calamity can not be averted. The Mississippi will break 
through above this town, and Natchez, a city of 10,000 inhabitants, a 
large and important manufacturing place, will not only be left away 
from the river, but the river will utterly destroy and wipe out of exist- 


ence the city of Vidalia, on the opposite side of the river, which is the 
county seat of Concordia Parish. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, it is much pleasanter for me to 
favor an amendment than to oppose it, if I can in that way do my du 
as a member of this committee. It is very unsafe to undertake to se 
tle here in this hurried manner the interest of every harbor or landing- 
place lying along the Mississippi River. Now, the reportof the Missis- 
“ppt River Commission upon this point—and I will read it—is very 

rief: : 

Natchez and Vidalia (698 miles below Cairo). No work was done at this place, 
only asmall balance er See formerappropriations for the locality. The 
plan proposed contemplates shore protection and a spur levee along the point 
above Natchez, where a cut-off is threatened. The estimate for the work is 
$750,000, of which $250,000 would be needed the first year. 

In a previous report they say that if spur dikes fail aud they should 
have to use mattress work it would cost twice as much. That would 
be a million and a half of dollars. Now, the Mississippi River Com- 
mission have abundant powerand jurisdiction, if any special emergency 
happens at this point, to expend the general appropriation of the river 
for this purpose, and it will not do to permit in this sort of way every 
threatened invasion of a town or a harbor to call forth without speci- 
fication or without any plans the expenditure of large sums of money 
N Apen the statement of a town meeting. [Cries of Vote!“ 
Vote! 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I hope the gentleman will permit me to speak about such an improve- 
ment as this. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Tdo not object. 

Mr. BOATNER. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Ohio, before he takes his seat, to the plat which I furnished him, 
which shows the danger to which I have called the attention of the 
committee. I call his attention further to the fact that this bill car- 
ries special appropriations for Greenville, for Vicksburg, for Memphis, 
and for New Orleans, and that the Mississippi River Commission may 
very well say If it had been the intention of Congress that any of 
this money should be used to protect the harbor of Natchez it would 
have so stated in the law; and from the fact that it contains no such 
provision they may and will infer that they are not authorized to spend 
any of the appropriation for this p 8 

Now, I ask for this appropriation of 82 00, 000 because it is a matter 
of supreme importance to the localities named. I call the gentleman’s 
attention to where this great cave has taken place. The amount asked 
will arrest that cave and keep the river where it is, and prevent for 
many years the destruction now threatened. [Cries of Vote!“ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can not add anything to what I have said. 
There is no estimate for that sort of work. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


informally; and Mr. GEAR having taken the 
o tempore, a message in writing from the President 
of the United States was communicated to the House of Representa- 

UDEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that 
had approved and signed an act (H. R. 6419) to amend 
section 229 %/of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and for other 


dollars appropriated in advance, or of the amount ee. here, 


Harbor? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Whatever is necessary for the improvement of 
the navigation of the Mississippi ‘River the commission has the right 
to appropriate that money for and whatever is not for the benefit of 
the navigation of the Mississippi River the commission has no right to 
appropriate the money for. sg 

Mr. BOATNER. Would they have a right under this bill to use this 
money for the protection of a harbor which is not named in the bill ? 

Mr, GROSVENOR. If it was in the interest of the navigation of the 
river they would; and navigation“ isa very broad term in its ap- 
plication toa river. It means not only the flow of the water, but also 
the landing of the boats and everything of that sort. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the head of the Atchafalaya and the mouth of Red River, Louisiana, for 
the rectification thereof, by preventing further enlargement of the Atchafalaya 
and restricting its outlet ca ty, and for — the waters of Red River into 


the north or u r channel around Turnbull's Island, and for keeping open a 
navigable channel through the mouth of Red or Old River into the ppi, 
000. 


Mr. BOATNER. I move to strike out the Whole paragraph. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 55, line 6, after the word river,” insert "at low water.” 
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[Mr. WILKINSON withholds his remarks for revision. See Appen- 
dix.] 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much to have to 
disagree with my colleague who has just addressed the committee [Mr. 
WILKINSON], but this work going on at the mouth of the Red River 
and the head of the Atchafalaya is regarded by the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors as one of the most important works in the entire South- 
west for which appropriations are made in this bill. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I want to ask my colleague if it is meant by the 
language of this bill to imply that a high-water dam can be or should 
be built in the Red River? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will answer the question of my colleague by 
stating that the plan adopted for the treatment of the mouth of the 
Red River and the head of the Atchafalaya, called the *‘ rectification ’’ 
of those rivers, is the plan of the Mississippi River Commission. It is 
a plan adopted by them several years ago and recommended to Congress, 
and several appropriations have been made to carry out the plan. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I hope my colleague will answer my question. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. And now, after a large sum of money has been 
expended on the work and when it is nearing completion, a change is 
proposed in the plan by the amendment offered by my colleague. I 
think, Mr. Chairman, we had better stand by the Mississippi River 
Commission. I think we had better stand by Captain Kingman, the 
United States engineer officer in charge of the works there, who ap- 

before the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and made a very 
clear exposition, indeed, of the work he is doing at that point as the 
executive officer of the commission. À 

The plan was one evolved by the Mississippi River Commission after 
some time spent in the study of the problem, and every member of the 
River and Harbor Committee who heard Captain Kingman’s explana- 
tion of the plan was satisfied that it is not only a very important work 
of improvement, but is perhaps the most interesting problem of river 
and harbor improvement going on in the United States. 

Mr. BOATNER. Very interesting to the people who live there. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. This appropriation will nearly complete it. 
My colleague’s amendment is unnecessary, will accomplish no good, 
and I do not think it should be adopted. 


[Mr. WILKINSON withholds his remarks for revision. See Appen- 
dix.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. WILKINSON]. 

Mr. BOATNER. I desire to offer a substitute for that amendment. 
I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the paragraph from line 3 to line 10, on page 55. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, my object in offering this amend- 
ment is to obtain if possible an abandonment of the plan which is now 
being pursued by the Mississippi River Commission at the mouth of 
the Atchafalaya. I think that my distinguished colleague who has 
just addressed the committee is mistaken in saying that this work is 
in execution of a plan recommended by the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion. On the contrary, in 1882 that commission made the following 
recommendations: 

We therefore recommend that, at the earliest possible time, a continuous 
brush sill be laid across Old River between Turnbull’s Island and the Missis- 
sippi, at such point as surveys show to be advisable, with the object of check- 
ing the enlargement of the outlet from the Mississippi at that point. 

The sill should have a base of not less than 200 feet, and a navigable channel 
over its crest of 5 by 200 feet at extreme low water inthe Mississippi. It should 
be continued up and for some distance on the banks, and be well secured 
3 ballast, The growth of the willows on the upper part should 

encoura, . 2 

“the banks above and below the sill should be protected against washing or 
“Ye aiso recommend that the study of the subject be continued in order to as- 
4 “First. The expediency of completing the divorce between the Mississippi on 
the one hand and the Red and Atchafalaya Rivers on the other. 

Second, The feasibility of giving navigable access to the Atchafalaya, Teche, 
and Red Rivers through locks in Bayou Plaquemine. 

Third. The improvements needed for the navigation of the Plaquemine, and 
of the Atchafalaya above its junction with that stream. 

Fourth, The improvements needed in the er below the junction of 
the Plaquemine for navigation and to give vent to the increasing discharge 
from above, 

In other words, they recommend that the Mississippi and the Red 
River systems should be divorced; that the banks between those two 
rivers should be allowed to build up by the annual deposit of sedi- 

ment, and that the Atchafalaya be allowed to carry the waters of the 
Red and Black Rivers, and that the waters of the Mississippi should be 
confined to its channel. Instead of pursuing the policy recommended 
and proposed by the Mississippi River Commission the river and har- 
Bor bill of that year contained an appropriation for opening the month 
of Red River, with a direction to the commission that they should 
maintain a channel between the Red River and the Mississippi. In- 
stead of allowing the Mississippi River Commission to carry out their 
programme of laying a sill across the mouth of Old River where it 
enters the Mississippi, they were commanded by the action of this 
body to keep the mouth open; and an appropriation was made for that 


purpose. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, the whole question is one of the navigation of 
the Red River as the protection of the Ouachita and Black River 
Valleys and the Atchafalaya country from overflow. The Atchafalaya 
is the natural outlet of the Black and Red Rivers, Itisthe river which 
formerly carried their waters to the sea, and if the 3 is kept 
out of there that river is entirely capable of carrying off all the waters 
that come down the Black and the Ouachita, and in that way those 
two valleys will be protected from overflow. 

In connection with my remarks on this subject I ask to have read an 
extract from the proceedings of the police jury of the parish of Concor- 
dia, Louisiana, showing the effect that is being had on the lands of that 
and adjoining parishes by the work now being done at the mouth of the 
Atchafalaya. Before the Clerk reads, I wish to say I am reliably in- 
formed that it is the opinion of the Mississippi River Commission at 
this time that the plan here recommended should be pursued, that the 
old river should be allowed to close itself up, which it would have done 
four or five years ago but for the yearly appropriations and the most 
strenuous exertions of the engineers to keep it open. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[Extract from the proceedings of the police jury of the parish of 8 
State of Louisiana, protesting against the obstruction of the Atchafalaya an 
Red Rivers.] 

The police jury of Concordia Parish met at the court-house in Vidalia, La., 
on Monday, April 7, 1890, and there were present: Hon. J. C. Ferriday, presi- 
dent; L. Lemeunier, A. G. Ober, T. D. Barker, A. Carothers, sr., and A. V. 
DA jr. Absent: H. H. Wilcox, W. H. Harvey, Dr. S. P. Hornsby, and C. B, 

urley. 

The minutes of last meeting were read and approved. 

The following resolutions were, on motion, unanimously adopted, namely : 

Resolved, First. That we regard with alarm the action of the Mississippi River 
Commission in placing dams or sills across the Atchafalaya River and the pro- 

further obstruction to the free discharge of the waters of the Red River 
and its tributaries to the Gulf by way of the Atchafalaya, as tending to cause 
the overflow by back water of this and adjoining parishes, and to deprive the 

Tensas basin of the only drainage outlet in high water provided by nature, 
Resolved, Second. t we most earnestly protest against any obstructions 

being placed in either the Red River or the Atchafalaya which s restrict or 

impede the free discharge of Red River by way of the 8 as an inter- 
ference with vested rights and depriving the citizens of this parish of their prop - 


erty without just compensation, 

Resolved, Third, That we upon our members and Senators in Congress 
to use their efforts to secure the divorcing of the Red River and Atchafalaya 
from the e by continuing the levees of this parish across Red River 
and connecting them with those of Pointe Coupée, and adopting the Plaque- 
mine route for navigation, as originally recommended by the Mississippi River 
Commission. 

Resolved, Fourth. That a committee of three tax- 
sent oopa of these resolutions to Senators and 
from this State, to the Secretary of War, and the Mississippi River Commission, 
and that said committee be further authorized to ascertain what legal proceed- 
ings should be taken to secure the removal of the obstructions already placed 
in the Atchafalaya and to prevent further interference with the natural drain- 
age of the parish if too late to obtain relief at the hands of Congress. 


Adopted April 8, 1890, 
J. O. FERRIDAY, President, 


vers be 1 to pre- 
resentatives in Congress 


Attest: = 
GUS. LEMLE, Clerk. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, in concluding my remarksI wish 
to state that the effect of these works at the mouth of the Atchafalaya 
has been this very season to back the water up the Black River and the 
Ouachita 100 milesand to create an overflow there, before there was one 
drop of crevasse water escaping above. The plan now in process of ex- 
ecution proposes to open the mouth of Old River in order that the Mis- 
sissippi may flow in there; and the Atchafalaya is then dammed up, so 
as to prevent the discharge of the water, the consequence being, as I 
have stated, that the water coming in there has backed up Black River 
100 miles. 

[Here the hammer P 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I now ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. CHEADLE, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out 
the last word of the substitute. I do this for the purpose of eliciting 
some information from the gentlemen representing the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, I am asked here to vote for or against an appro- 
priation of one quarter of a million of dollars for the purpose of im- 
proving the navigation of the Mississippi River. One member of the 
Louisiana delegation in this House thinks that this appropriation ought 
to be left in the bill, while another, living near the locality in question 
and who is acquainted with the facts, says that the appropriation ought 
to be struck out, and that the waters of the Red River ought to be 
kept from coming into the Mississippi River, ought to be permitted to 
follow their natural course to the sea. Now, here is a radical differ- 
ence. If the waters of the Red River ought to follow the old channel 
to the sea, it seems to me the amendment of the gentleman from Loui- 
siana ought to prevail, and this appropriation of a quarter of a million 
dollars ought to be struck out. If that amendment ought not to pre- 
vail, then some good reasons should be given why the waters of the 
Red River should be permitted to flow into the Mississippi River. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, The provision contained in this bill, 
as I understand and as was stated by my colleague on the committee 
[Mr. BLANCHARD], is in accordance with the recommendation of the 
Mississippi River Commission. The committee had before them the 
engineer, who made one of the most interesting statements I think 
that I heard during all of our investigation, showing the effect which 
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this improvement would have. I do not believe there should be any 
change in the provision as contained in the bill. I hope we shall have 
a vote. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr, I move to amend by striking 
out the last three words. I regret to be obliged to differ from my two 
colleagues in regard to this matter. It is safe for me to say that the 
only two gentlemen from Louisiana in the House who take the view 
that this appropriation should be restricted or stricken out are my 
colleague who just now spoke [Mr. BoaATNER] and my other colleague 
who spoke before him [Mr. WILKINSON]. The other members from 
Louisiana agree with me in respect to this matter, as I understand their 
position. f 

A MEMBER. And agree with the commission. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. And agree with the commission. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will my colleague permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BLANCHARD, I regret I can not. My time is limited to five 
minutes. My colleague from the Fifth Con ional district of Loui- 
siana is entirely in error when he says that this is not the plan of the 
Mississippi River Commission. Why, Mr. Chairman, surely my col- 
league has not examined the reports of the Mississippi River Commission 
on this question with much effect, if he takes that position. For two 
or three years the commission were in doubtas to what should be done 
at the mouth of Red River, the head of the Atchafalaya, and took the 
matter under consideration; but finally they evolved out of this situa- 
tion the plan which was adopted by Congress several years ago, appro- 
priations made to carry it into effect, and now the work there is near- 
ing completion. 

If the amendment offered by my colleague from the Fifth district is 
adopted, it strikes with nullity, and loses forever, the large appropria- 
tions which have been already expended by order of Congress in the 
prosecution of this great work. 

Mr. HENDERSON, ot Iowa. 
tion? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Well, I have not much time, but what is it? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iunderstand your colleague says that 
the plan proposed is in direct conflict with the recommendation of the 
Mississippi Kiver Commission. Is that correct? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. On the contrary, the plan is that of the com- 
mission. My colleague is mistaken. The very language of the appro- 
priation shows that the work is to be done according to the commis- 
Sion's plan. Here is the language: 

For work in accordance with the plans and specifications of the Mississippi 
River Commission : 

First. At Greenville, Miss. : 3 improvement, $120,000. 

Second. At Vicksburg, Miss.: Continu: improvement, $120,000. 


Third. At New Orleans, La.: Continuing improvement $100,000. 
Fourth, At the head of the Atchafalaya and the mouth of Red River, La. 


This same language is centained in the last several river and harbor 
bills. It would have been ridiculous to adopt a plan which was not 
the commission’s and then say in accordance with the plans and speci- 
fications of the Mississippi River Commission.“ 

That which my colleague read from the report of the commission was 
what they said about this matter when they had it first under con- 
sideration, but subsequently to that time they recommended to Con- 
gress this plan which was adopted by Congress, and appropriations 
aggregating nearly or quite a million of dollars have been made and 
expended in accordance with their plans. Captain Kingman is the ex- 
ecutive officer of the commission in charge of the work. He told the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors in February last that this $250,600 
would very nearly complete the work. My-colleague of the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors [Mr. CaTrcHINGs] visited this work last 
summer in company with the Mississippi River Commission and fully 
inspected it. I, too, was to have been with the commission at the 
time, but was detained by business and unable to go. 

My colleagues who favor the striking out of this appropriation are 
hardly consistent. They are in hearty accord with the Mississippi 
River Commission when it comes to reporting aĝainst the outlet sys- 
tem and in favor of the levee system, but they now condemn the plan 
ofthe commission at this part of the Mississippi River. If this substi- 
tute were adopted and the Red River were turned bodily down the 
Atchafalaya River, what would be the result? Nearly 3,000 miles of 
navigable water ways in my Congressional district and the district of 
my colleague who offered the proposition to strike out would be totally 
cut off from connection with the Mississippi River. The steam-boats 
that ply those rivers could not get to New Orleans or Baton Rouge, the 
capital of the State. 

What use then would be the large sums appropriated in this bill for 
the Red River and its tributaries and which have heretofore been appro- 
priated for those rivers? New Orleans is the destination of all the 
boats which navigate those rivers, and my poole object to being cut 
off from it and to having the usefulness of their river destroyed. I 
simply ask that the Mississippi River Commission shall not be inter- 
fered with in ee to this work, when the work is so near comple- 
tion, and especially when so large an amount has already been ex- 


Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 


Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman—— 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, Mr. Chairman, I must ask to limit 


debate u this amendment, unless we can have a vote upon it. 
The C The Chair has recognized gentlemen for and 
against the amendment. 


Mr. BOATNER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

; Mr. POATEN Can I be heard in reply to the remarks of my col- 
cague 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has been heard upon his amend- 
ment and another gentleman has been heard in nse. 

Mr. BOATNER. Then I move to strike ont the word. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I would like to be permitted to try 
to reach some understanding in reference to the time of debate before 
the gentleman proceeds. 

Mr. BOATNER. I only want five minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Then I ask unanimous consent that 
the debate be limited to five minutes. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. My colleague [Mr. Ropertson] wants five 
minutes; and I ask the gentleman to make it ten minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Very well; then I will ask that de- 
bate to be limited to ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois ? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to believe, and I do 
not believe, that my colleague from the Fourth district of Louisiana de- 
sires to mislead the House with reference to this question; and yet the 
remarks he has made to the House are, in my judgment, entirely mis- 
leading. Idid notsay that the work now being prosecuted at the mouth 
of the Atchafalaya River was notin accordance with the plans and speci- 
fications of the Mississippi River Commission. I did not say it was not 
being prosecuted in accordance with their recommendations for the 
purpose of maintaining the channel of the Red River to the Missis- 
sippi River; but I did say, and I reiterate it now, that it is in the teeth 
of the plan originally recommended, which was that the Mississippi 
should be divorced from the Atchafalaya, and that recommendation 
was made in the direct line of their opposition to the outlet system, 
the Atchafalaya being then, as it is now, an enormous outlet of the 
Mississippi River. N 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BOATNER. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Do I understand that the gentleman 
is in favor of striking out this appropriation of a quarter of a million of 
dollars? 

Mr. BOATNER. Iam. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Do you propose any other substitute 
involving an expenditure to take its place? 

Mr. BOATNER. No; I do not. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, Then you ought to be heard. 

Mr. CHEADLE. That is just what I said. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I was about to say that many years 
ago the Mississippi River cut into Red River, leaving the part above 
still known as the Red River and the lower end what is known as the 
Atchafalaya, the Red running down the Mississippi and finally again 
into the Atchafalaya River. 

Now, the Mississippi, which had by caving formed a connection with 
Red River, has for the last ten years shown a determination to go back 
to its old channel and to leave the Red River system as she found it. 
Three or four times within that time Red River, which was the bed of 
the Mississippi at the time the connection with Red was formed, has 
gone entirely dry, leaving no channel whatever into the Mississippi. 
I say that the plan which the commission originally commended was 
that the A ya be allowed to carry the water of the Red and the 
Black, and that navigation be maintained through the Plaquemine. 

Now,my colleague who advocates the present plan was at that time 
on the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and, instead of adopting the 
recommendations of the commission, inserted a provision in the river 
and harbor bill of that year making an appropriation to maintain a 
channel at the mouth of Red River, and thus practically commanding 
the commission to do so, 

I have been informed by Judge H. R. Steele, of Natchez, Miss., that 
General Gillmore had informed him that the work at the mouth of the 
Red River was contrary to the judgment of the commission and was 
performed because of the mandatory provision of the act of Congress ; 
that they had recommended that the Mississippi be divorced from the 
Red River and Black River system, so that the Atchafalaya would be 
left to carry the water of those and the waters of the Missis- 
sippi confined to itsown channel, and not allowed to escape through the 
Atchafalaya; that Congress had not seen fit to adopt that suggestion, 
but had inserted a provision in the appropriation bill directing that 
the channel be kept open between the Red Riverand the Mississippi, 
and the commission, as the servants of Co were bound to carry 
its direetion into effect; and that he said it was none of the business of 
the commission to lobby their plans through, but to execute the direc- 
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tions of Congress, who said it was not for the commission to come here 
and lobby; and that Congress had said this communication between 
the two streams was to be kept open, and it has been kept open, asthe 
gentleman says, at an expenditure of $1,000,000. 

Now, I say, as the representative of that particular country—and you 

will recollect that this is in my district—that we do not want our coun- 
try sacrificed and devastated by overflows and back-water in order to 
carry out my colleague’s pet ideas of maintaining an opening through 
Red River into the Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, what I want is that 
navigation between the two rivers shall be had through the Plaque- 
mine, and that the recommendations made by the commission in 1882 
be adopted and acted upon. By this plan the enormous volume of 
watcr which now overflows the country above the mouth of the Atcha- 
falaya will be confined to the Mississippiand the Atchafalaya left to 
periorm its legitimate function of discharging the waters of the Black 
and Red, of which it was formerly only a continuation. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much, sir, to dis- 
agree with my colleague [Mr. BoATNER] who has just taken his seat. 
I will state that this improvement which is now going on at the 
mouth of the Atchafalaya is in my district, and that it affects very 
materially the people who are located near the month of the Atcha- 
falaya. I will state that gentlemen of influence and prominence 
in that section of country are in full sympathy and accord with all the 
works of the Mississippi River Commission in its efforts to correct the 
mouth of the Red River. Now, sir, Ican not see how the change which 
has been made at the month of Red River can in any way affect the 
country that the gentleman speaks of. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BOATNER. You have no objection to a sill being put in there 
which backs the water up into my district. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I do not admit that such is the case. I can not 
for the life of me see upon what ground the gentleman bases his argu- 
ment that placing the sill there has caused the inundation of his district. 
To close the Red River and throw the water down the Atchafalaya 
raises such a tremendous scientific and engineering problem that I for 
one can not and will not submit to a change of the plans of the com- 
mission until some other and better plan has been proposed. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on theamendment tostrike 
out the paragraph. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Permit me to state, Mr. Chairman, that my 
colleague is entirelyinerror. This is the plan of the Mississippi River 
commission, and he has not read the report to any effect if he says to 
the contrary. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

The amendment was rejected. 


[Mr. WILKINSON withholds his remarks for revision. 
dix.] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I hope my friend from IIIinois will 
withdraw 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to know to which one 
of his colleagaes the gentleman refers. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving the Missouri River from its mouth to Fort Benton, includ: office 
and traveling expenses, salaries of commission surveys, permanent bench- 
marks, gauges, etc., $900,000, to be e nded in the systematic improvement of 
the river from its mouth up: That in the discretion of the 
of War such portion of sum as he may deem proper may be expended in 
the protection of harbors and localities on any portion of said river: And pro- 
vided „That $100,000 of said sum may be expended, in the discretion of 
the Secretary of War, on the river above Sioux City, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 56, line 21, after the word “city,” amend by striking out the period and 
inserting a semicolon, and add the following words: y thousand dollars 
of said sum between Sioux City, Iowa, and the north line of the State of South 
Dakota, on said river, and $50,000, the balance of said sum, above the north line 
of South Dakota. 

Mr. HEARD. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEARD. If this amendment offered by the chairman of the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors should be adopted will it still be 
in order to move to strike out the whole of that proviso? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thisamendment merely perfects the paragraph. 

The amendment offered by Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, was agreed to. 

Mr. TARSNET. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out all between 
the word “expended,” in the fourteenth line, and the word pro- 
vided,’’ in the fifteenth line, and to insert in lieu thereof the following: 
Under the direction of the Secretary of War and in accordance with 
the plans, specifications, and recommendations of the Missouri River 
Commission. > 


As this is one of the largest items of appropriation in this bill, as, in 


See Appen- 
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my putami, upon the adoption or rejection of this amendment de- 
pends entirely the utility of this appropriation, and as I have received 
from the president of the River@ommission, Colonel Suter, 
since this provision of the bill was draughted, an important communica- 
tion in reference to this matter which I desire to read for the informa- 
tion of this committee, I ask unanimous consent that I be permitted 
to proceed for ten minutes. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I hope that consent will be granted 
to my colleague, and I trust that I or my colleague, Mr. BLAND, both 
of us being opposed to this proposition, may have a similar extension 
of time if it is desired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I shall object to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. TARSNEY] unless the gentleman will agree to a 
limit of the debate upon the whole paragraph. s 

Mr. TARSNEY. -Ido not desire to take up any time, except enongh 
to make a plain statement of information which I think this Committee 
of the Whole and also the Committee on Rivers and Harbors itself is 
in need of. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We had similar information before us when we 
were making up the bill. 

Mr. TARSNEY, I beg pardon. This information has come to me 
since the bill was reported. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Ido not mean that we had exactly the informa- 
tion to which the gentleman refers, but I mean that this whole con- 
test about the expenditure of this money was up before the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. TARSNEY. The committee had before them statements from 
such scientists as myself and my colleagues from Missouri [laughter], 
and upon the scientific statements made by such high authorities they 
prepared this bill. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I be 
allowed to proceed for ten minutes, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I must object unless we can agree upon a limi- 
tation of the debate upon the paragraph. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that de- 
bate upon this ph be limited to twenty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. I think twenty 
minutes is a very short time for the discussion of this important prop- 
osition. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the objection comes too late. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iwas rising to object, but the 
Chair said he heard no objection and sat down so quickly that I could 


not. [Laughter.] 3 
minu 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, I think twen 
agreed to. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Well. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman, there has been no measure pre- 
sented by any committee of this House at this session of Congress that 
has given to the people of Missouri more satisfaction than this measure 
has. By it is reversed the vicious system that was pursued in the prep- 
aration of other river and harbor bills by which Congress attempted to 
direct when, where, and how the money appropriated should be ex- 
pended. In this bill the committee has wisely appropriated a lump 
sum for the improvement of that river and has committed to the dis- 
cretion of the scientific engineers in charge of the work the question as 
to how and when the money shall be expended. But the committee 
did, in one provision in this bill, insert a clause which, although am- 
biguous in its language, may be construed, and will by the officers of 
the Army be construed, as a direction that they shall commence this 
work at the mouth of the river and shall carry it on systematically and 
continuously up the stream. Having learned what was in the provis- 
ions of this bill in that respect, 1 communicated with Colonel Suter, in 
charge of the work, and asked him whether that provision would inter- 
fere with the plans of the commission, saying that if it would not it 
was satisfactory to my people, but that if it would interfere I wished 
him to state the reasons. I have here his answer, of which I will now 
read a portion. i 

The committee acted upon what they supposed to be a report of 
Colonel Suter made in 1881, in which he said that this work should 
he commenced at the lower end of the river; and the committee un- 
doubtedly understood that language to mean that those in charge of 
the work should commence at the mouth of the river and work up- 
ward. I called Colonel Suter’s attention to that understanding on the 
part of the committee, and here is his reply: 


at ty, ee 
that point t was found, however, that 
nearly to 


mouth. 
necessary to go up some 17 miles above Kansas City, or 
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Kans., in order to secure a heading for the work. This prelimina: 


work will 
have cost when completed nearly half a million dollars, and would probably 


fresh start was made. Therefore it would seem 


have to be repeated whereve 
decidedly bad policy to break in ona plan fairly 


to me very poor economy an 
initiated and well under way, to begin all overagain, somewhere else. It is of 
course not impossible to do so, if there is any advantage to be gained, but Ido 
not know of any myself, and, as far as the commission is concerned, they have 
steadily adhered to the original recommendation. 
If the matter is left to them, the pending appropriation would be mainly ex- 
nded some distance below Kansas City, between Randolph and Missouri 
City 5 eee 3 : 
ery respectfully, your o ent servant, 
CHAS, R. SUTER, 
Lieutenant-Colonet of Engineers, U. S. A., 
President Missouri River Commission. 


It will be observed that Colonel Suter tells the committee it is a 
physical impossibility to commence at the mouth of that stream and 
work upward. If he be correct in this view, then you are appropriat- 
ing 5900, 000 for the improvement of the Missouri River, where he says 
it will take $500,000 te commence over again and do work that is al- 
ready prepared. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the amendment offered 
by my colleague from Kansas City, because I believe the text of the bill 
is exactly right in this regard as it stands. I do not profess to possess any 
technical knowledge as an engineer. I do, however, believe it is ac- 
cepted by most people who proceed upon common-sense views that the 
improvement of this river should begin at the mouth, and so Major 
Suter declared in his report of 1831; and I have heard to-day for the 
first time that the lower end of the river does not mean the mouth. 
I believe that ordinarily these two terms are accepted as synonymous. 
My colleague does not seem to think so, however. 

My colleague has read from the letter of Major Suter in which he says 
he did not intend, in the report of 1881, to insist that they should pro- 
ceed continuously upward with this work, as that is impossible. But 
he does not say it is impossible to begin at the mouth of a river and 
proceed systematically upward in reaches of 50 or 100 miles each as he 
recommended in said report, and as in the judgment of the commission 
it might be practicable to do. 

But, Mr. Chairman, my colleague has altogether overlooked the re- 
port made by Major Suter in 1881, in which he says, as will be shown 
by my colleague [Mr. BLAND], that for obvious reasons this improve- 
ment should begin at the mouth of the river. 

Now, Mr, Chairman, in the name of common sense, why should not 
the mouth of the river be opened before millions of dollars are ex- 
pended on the middle of it without the knowledge that it will be 
opened at the mouth? Unless the mouth of the river is opened in 
order that the commerce of that valley may have egress to the Missis- 
sippi River and to the markets located thereon, I insist that an ex- 
penditure of millions of dollars farther up the river, leaving the mouth 
practically closed, as it is now, would be an unjustifiable expenditure 
of money. 

If we begin at the mouth of the river and demonstrate that it is 
practicable to open it and make good navigation there, the people of 
this country will not withhold from us the appropriations necessary to 
further improve the body of that great river. Jf this improvement 
be begun at the mouth of the river, as proposed in the bill and as I be- 
lieve ought to be done, every stretch of 10 miles which may be opened 
inures to the benefit of the navigation of the entire river from its 
mouth to Fort Benton. If we should begin the work at a point above 
the mouth and extend it downward, then logically we should begin 
at Fort Benton, instead of beginning in the middle of the river. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Major Suter says it can not be done. 

Mr. HEARD. He does not say that. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. He says it is a physical impossi- 
bility.” 

Me. HEARD. No, sir; he says perhaps that it is physically impos- 
sible to proceed continuously upward, but he does not say that this im- 
provement can not be made beginning at the mouth of the river. 

Now, Mr. my colleague has read from the report of Major 
Suter that it cost about half a million dollars to make certain ‘‘head- 
ings’? necessary to protect the work done, etc., and that to secure a 
“ heading ” for the work, to be commenced at another point, it will be 
necessary to make similar expenditures. 

Sir, I have before me astatement from the War Department showing 
that since the organization of this commission in 1884 there has been ex- 
pended in the neighborhood of Kansas City $613,000; and I apprehend 
this embraces the expenditure for headings,“ to which my friend al- 
ludes. He says that it does. Now, there is some confusion of statement 
here. I may be permitted to state that my colleague, when opposing 
local appropriations before the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, stated 
that the money which had been expended on local appropriations had 
been, without exception, used for the protection of railroad bridges; 
and further when asked by one of his colleagues if that was the case 
with the money expended at Kansas City he said, Yes, every dollar 
of it;“ and when the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] 
called up specifically the different items of appropriation expended in 
that locality, my coll e was able to tell him just where those sev- 
eral sums were expended for the protection of this railroad property. 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I repeat, there is some confusion of statement 
about how this money was expended and what for. If the protection 
of railroad property at Kansas City is the making of these headings, 
then I insist that it would be well, perhaps, to begin on a different 
plan where there would be less expenditure on ‘‘ headings’? of this par- 
ticular character, against which my colleague inveighed in his speech 
before the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] f 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I yield two and a half minutes to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has five minutes remaining. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. Mr. Chairman, the last Congress appro- 
priated $1,000,000 for the improvement of the Missouri River. Now, 
nearly all that money was expended in certain localities, as my friend 
and colleague from Missouri [Mr. TARSNEY] stated before the commit- 
tee, in the interest of private individuals. But very little money wa3 
expended upon the river proper, in fact not a dollar on the Lower Mis- 
souri; so that the underwriters objected to insuring boats running on 
that river, because there was no improvement going on there atall, the 
whole river having almost run to rack and ruin. 

Now, the lower river is almost the worst part of the river. The 
mouth of it has changed within the last ten years as much as 6 miles. 
All the improvements which may be made on the upper river will not 
improve navigation at all in the matter of connecting it with the 
mouth, where it enters the Mississippi River. It is shown here that 
the Missouri River Commission contended that to finish the work at 
Kansas City would cost $600,000. Your committee contend that in 
making this appropriation and giving the Secretary of War, and proba- 
bly the commission through him, the authority to protect the work, 
and to make such improvements as are necessary for the immediate 
present, this appropriation would enable the commission to finish a 
section at the lower end of the river of perhaps 50 to 100 miles, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I yield the rest of the time to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. BLAND. In the remarks of my colleague there is evidently 
some misapprehension about Major Suter's letter. As I understand Ki 
he seems not to have read the bill at all. He considers it to mean tha 
this improvement is to be made, commencing from the mouth of the 
river and working continuously up stream. That is not the bill at all. 
If that is his apprehension of it he is mistaken. It is simply to com- 
mence where Major Suter advised. The recommendation of Major 
Suter in 1881 was in these words: 

For many reasons it would be advisable to begin at the mouth of the Mis- 
souri and work up stream, making the improvement continuous and complete 
as it progresses, 

That is all the bill suggests or contemplates. 

Now, the lower river, from Kansas City down to its mouth, has been 
neglected. It had been opened up above, and all the silt and drift- 
wood and everything goes on down on the lower river and chokes up 
the channel and disperses the waters over that country until the con- 
dition of things is such that the pore of Missouri would prefer not 
to have a dollar appropriated for the river unless it is opened up at the 
mouth, so it can sluice its way through. That is the whole situation 
of it. 

As stated by my colleague, improvements have been going on above 
Kansas City for the benefit of cities and railroad bridges, to the utter 
neglect of the river itself. This Missouri River Commission never should 
have been organized orappointed. When MajorSuter made this recom- 
mendation he made it according to plans and surveys made by himself, 
It was a reasonable plan and ought to have been adopted; but it did not 
suit some of the gentlemen higher up the river. They organized the com- 
mission, which should never have been organized, thereby changing the 
whole plan of the river, beginning with cities and railroad bridges, to the 
neglect of the river itself, wasting all the improvements upon them in- 
stead of on the river. 

So far as Major Suter’s letter is concerned it does not conflict with 
the bill at all or with the plans he originally recommended. The 
mouth of the river, as I am told, has changed until you can scarcely 
get out of it or run steamers through it. 

It is very essential that the mouth of the river shall be opened and 
the lower river attended to. I must confess, Mr. Chairman, that from 
the reading of the letter of Major Suter I am somewhat surprised that 
my colleague would contend here that this bill conflicts with his idea 
at all, because the words continuously improving up the stream“ 
are not in the bill, and he bases his letter upon these words. Butit is 
simply to carry out the plan that Major Suter himself recommended, 
and that the people of Missouri desire to have carried out, or else we 
had better not appropriate any money for that river at all. The plan 
is a systematic improvement of the river from its mouth up. The idea 
of improving a river at its headwaters only, and leaving over 300 miles 
of it from its mouth up unimproved, in my opinion is certainly a ridicu- 
lous proposition. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman, we are here about to expend $900,- 
000 for the improvement of this river. It is a good deal of money. to 


appropriate. We want it to be expended in the most advantageous 
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manner, We want it when expended to be expended in such way as 
that we may derive some benefit from it. We want, therefore,the very 
best light we can have as to what should be the mode of expenditure 
so as to derive the greatest benefit. 

The Missouri River Commission and Colonel Suter have told you 
that if this bill is enacted into law as it is now framed, with this limi- 
tation upon the appropriation, it will be physically impossible to carry 
out the projectof improving the river. Colonel Suter has told you that 
if it were not physically impossible it would require an expenditure 
of one-half a million of dollars to do the work that is already com- 
pleted. Now it seems to me that is enough for us to know. 

Again, who is interested in the navigation of this river? Are not 
those who are interested in the navigation of the river better advised 
as to what is for their interest than those who are not so interested? 
In my own city a corporation has been organized, with over $150,000 
raised, and steam-boats purchased to put upon the river, within the 
past six months; and they demand that I shall stand here and protest 
against this appropriation being frittered away and rendered abso- 
lutely useless in the navigation of that stream. The scientific engi- 
neers of the Department protest against it. The experts protest, and 
yet we have the ideas of men who know no more than myself about 
the scientific improvement of that river. 

In 1888 you appropriated $1,000,000 for that river, and those gentle- 

men set up their scientific judgment against the judgment of these 
trained scientists, and you put a legislative direction in providing 
where and how the money should be expended, until less than $225,- 
000 was left to be expended in the discretion of the commission. True, 
a great portion of that was expended for the protection of railroad 
bridges and private property, but from Pomeroy, Kans., to below Kan- 
sas City, a distance of 22 miles, 1 been made to carry 
out this work; and the money that has n expended near Kansas 
City has been expended in that work, and it is a work of utility. 
I want to show how it has demonstrated the utility of the plan of the 
commission by saying that in that 22 miles it has increased the depth 
of water in the river from 3 to 11 feet on every inch of the 22 miles; 
and if these plans are carried out to perfection by this Congress it will 
make the depth of the rivernavigable all the way for the greatest ves- 
sels that will be engaged in carrying the commerce of that great high- 
way. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I only want to say 
this: That the committee have most carefully considered this whole 
question, and that this proposition in the bill is the best that could be 
done for the Missouri River, and that it ought to stand where it is. 
[Cries of Vote!“ Vote! 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the noes” 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 26, noes 69. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Improving Sacramentoand Feathers Rivers, California: Continuing improve- 
ment, $30,000. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman from Illinois, 
the chairman of this committee, offered an amendment to perfect the 
section, I gave notice that I desired to offer an amendment at the 
proper time to strike out the proviso. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I thought you had determined not 
to do so. 

Mr. HEARD. I feel in duty bound to do it, and I desire to have 
two or three minutes to explain Why. [Cries of Vote!“ Vote!“ 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the paragraph is exhausted by or- 
der of the committee. The amendment, however, will be acted upon. 

Mr. HEARD. ‘I hoped I might have permission to do it, because 
the chairman of the committee had at the conclusion of the debate 
liberty to make a statement of the proposition. 

Now, the proposition I desire to speak to 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair allowed the chairman of the com- 
mittee to occupy the time the gentleman from Missouri had not con- 
sumed. : 

Mr. HEARD. I beg the Chair’s pardon. The Chair had rapped for 
my colleague to take his seat before he was through, and the Chair 
then recognized the chairman of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri sat down before 
his time had expired. 

Mr. HEARD. Not until the Chair had rapped him down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was rapping for general order, as the 
Chair very often has todo, The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking out all of said paragraph after the word “river,” in the 
nineteenth line. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
uleman from Missouri. 
The amendment was rejected. 


XXI— 336 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Morritt having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a m from the Senate, by Mr. Mo- 
Cook, its Secretary, announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the joint resolution (H. Res. 167) authorizing and direct- 
ing the payment ot the salaries of the officers and employés of Con- 
gress for the month of May, 1890. 

The message also announced that the Senate agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House to bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 55) to change the limit of appropriation for the public 
building at Jacksonville, Fla.; and 

"A bill (S. 278) for the erection of a public building at Martinsburgh, 
W. Va. 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving San Joaquin River, California: Continuing improvement, e 
ereot 


000. 
regon : Continuing improvement, 000. 
d Washing: 


ton: Continuing improvement, $20,000. z 
A Improving the mouth of Columbia River, Oregon: Continuing improvement, 
125.000. 


Mr. VANDEVER. I desire to offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: ý 
On page 58, insert, after line 20, the following: 
“For constructing a dredge to be used for the rem 
channel of Wilmington Harbor, California, $150,000.”" 

Mr. VANDEVER. I desire to say in reference to the amendment 
which I have offered that the officers of the Engineer Department several 
years ago recommended an appropriation of $150,000 for the construc- 
tion of a dredge to be used at Wilmington Harbor and at other points 
on the southern coast of California; and it has never been acted upon. 
Now, on the improvement of Wilmington Harbor and a number of 
points on the southern Pacific coast, the Government has expended 
within the past twenty years some $800,000, but the appropriations 
have been made from time to time in such small sums that there has 
been no economy in it, while it amounts to a large sum of money at 
the present time. 

A considerable portion of this expenditure has been from time to time 
to pay contractors for dredging at certain points. The chairman of the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors will bear witness that the report of 
the engineers shows that this appropriation is a matter ofeconomy. I 
say now that the commerce of this place is continually increasing, and 
when they commenced making these improvements about nineteen 
years ago the depth of water at the entrance of this harbor was 2 feet 
and to-day at the lowest tides it is 10 feet, and in full tides some 16 
feet over the bar; but they have found that after the sand has been 
removed there is a hard material in the bottom which requires the 
agency of a powerful steam dredge to remove, and until this is done 
this harbor can not be adequately and economically improved. It is 
important to carry on this improvement and deepen this harbor, as it 
is the harbor for Los Angeles, the second city in California in size; and 
itis a matter of economy as well as of necessity that thisappropriation 
of $150,000 should be made for the construction of this dredge. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The engineer in making his report this year 
says that with the view of commencing dredging operations applica- 
tions were invited, and upon canvass of the bids received it was found 
that the prices asked were too high, and the bids were rejected; then 
bids were again solicited and again rejected, and failing to have the 
work done at reasonable figures by public competition they have en- 
deavored to get other parties who have dredging outfits to undertake 
the work; and the engineer says that he expects to have this work done 
by other parties owning these dredging outfits at a price that may be 
considered reasonable and acceptable to the Government. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I desire to say further that the engincers did 
make a strong recommendation two or three years ago, in the interest 
of economy, that the Government should provide a steam dredge. The 
Government has been entirely at the mercy of these contractors, as ap- 
pears by the report which has been read by the gentleman who has just 
sat down [Mr. GROSVENOR], and it is a matter of economy to provide 
this steam dredge for use at this point and at other points on the coast 
of Southern California, in order that the work may be effectively and 
economically carried on and a waste of money prevented. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 13, noes 58. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The term “ South Pass,” as herein 8 shall be construed as embraein 
the entire extent of channel between the upper ends of the works at the h 
of the Pass and the outer or sea end of the jetties at the entrance from the Gulf 
of Mexico; and any willful violation of any rule or regulation made by the 
Secretary of War in pursuance of this act shall be deemed a misdemeanor, for 
which the owner or owners, agent or agents, master or pilot of the vessel so of- 
fending shall be separately or collectively responsible, and on conviction thereof 


shall pay a fine not exceeding $500 or undergo an imprisonment not ex 
six months, at the discretion of the court. 
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Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, in line 22, 
59, by striking out the words ‘five hundred and inserting in 


eu thereof the words two hundred and fiſty.“ Also, in line 23, 
strike out six“ and insert three.“ 

Mr. BLANCHARD. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The Clerk read as follows: 

- Sec. 4. That section 9 of the river and harbor act of August 11, 1888, be amended 
and re-enacted so as to read as follows: 

“That whenever the Secretary of War shall have good reason to believe that 
any railroad or other bridge now constructed, or which may hereafter be con- 
structed, over any of the navigable water ways of the United States is an ob- 
struction to the free navigation of such waters by reason of iasufticient height, 
width of span, or otherw or where there is difficulty in passing the draw- 
opening or the draw-span of such bridge by rafts, steam-boats, or other water 
craft, it shall be the duty of the said Secre! to give notice to the persons or 
corporations owning or controlling such bridge so to alter the same as to ren- 
der navigation through or under it easy, and un ru ; and in giving 
such notice he shall preseribe in each case a reasonable time in which such 
alteration is to be made, If at the end of such time the alteration has not been 
made, the Secretary of War shall forthwith notify the United States district 
attorney for the district in which such bridge is situated to the end that the 
criminal proceedings mentioned in the succeeding section may be taken.“ 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to raise a point of order 
on sections 4 and 5, and I will ask the Clerk to read section 5 now in 
connection with section 4. 

The Clerk proceeded to read section 5. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is asking for the 
reading of section 5, but if his point of order should not be sustained I 
wish to submit a point of order upon the section and I wish to reserve 
that right. 

Mr. ELLIS. I wish to reserve the right to present an amendment 
to the amendment offered to section 4. 

The CHAIRMAN. There has been no amendment offered yet. 

Mr. McCREARY. I had simply asked that section 5 be read in 
connection with section 4. 

The CHAIRMAN. * Section 5 will be read with that understanding. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of section 5, as follows: 

Src. 5. That section 10 of the river and harbor act of August 11, 1888, be 
amended and re-enacted so as to read as follows: 

" That the owner or owners, or manager or managers of any railroad or other 
bridge obstructing the free navigation of any navigable water way of the United 
States who shall willfully fail or refuse to remove the same, or to cause the nec- 
essary alterations to be made in the same so as to render navigation through or 
under it free, easy, and unobstructed to rafts, steam-boats, or other water craft, 
after receiving notice to that effect from the Secretary of War and within the 
time prescribed by him, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction 
thereof, shall pay a fine not exceeding $10,000 and undergo an imprisonment not 
exceeding two years, at the discretion of the court; and every month he orthey 


shail remain in default in respect to the removal or alteration of such bri 
shall be deemed a new offense and subject to the penalties above described.’ 


Mr. McCREARY, I make the point of order that the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors has no authority or jurisdiction to report a bill 
with provisions imposing fines and imprisonment, and that, therefore, 
all, or so much, of sections 4 and 5 of the bill as imposes fines and im- 
prisonment should be stricken out. 

In order to properly present this point of order we should first in- 
quire what authority under the rules of this House has the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. The powers and duties of the committees of 
this House are prescribed in Rule XI. That rule prescribes that the 
powers and duties of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors shall be to 
report bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors. Or, to be 
more specific, I read exactly what the rule provides: 
ee proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named, as fol- 

WS: 


a 


The first, second, third, fourth, fifth, sixth, and seventh sections re- 

fer to other committees. The eighth section of Rule XI reads thus: 
Subjects relating to * * the improvements of rivers and harbors: to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

This rule defines the jurisdiction and powers of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, For many years we had no Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and it was not until 1883 that the House of Representa- 
tives provided by a resolution for such a committee. The resolution 
was adopted the first session of the Forty-cighth Congress, and it gave 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors the same jurisdiction as was 
formerly possessed by the Committee on Commerce. 

The first river and harbor bill that was ever passed by the House of 
Representatives was passed in 1816 and was approved by President 
Madison.. The next river and harbor bill was passed in 1823 and was 
approved by President Monroe. The next was passed in 1824 and was 
0 approved by President Monroe. The next was passed in 1826 and 
was approved by John Quincy Adams. During the terms of General 
Jackson eight river and harbor bills were passed, one each year, and 
each of them wasapproved by President Jackson. From 1816 down to 
about the year 1860 the river and harbor bills were reported by the 
Committeeon Appropriations, and there was never in all that period any 
attempt to put in any river and harbor bill anything but provisions for 
the improvement of rivers and harbors. 

In this bill, however, there are sections authorizing fine and im- 
prisonment, a fine not exceeding $10,C00 and imprisonment not ex- 
ceeding two years; so that it appears that the Committee on Rivers 


and Harbors have usurped the jurisdiction of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, which, under subsection 4 of Rule XI is specially authorized to take 
Pirron of subjects relating to judicial proceedings, civiland crim- 
inal law. 

Suppose, Mr. Chairman, that in this bill reported by the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, which is entitled A bill making appropri- 
ation for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, the committee 
had reported a section increasing the salaries of members of Con- 
gress from $5,000 to $10,000 per annum, and repealing the internal- 
revenue tax on whisky and tobacco, and placing wool and tin-plateon 
the free-list, is there any doubt that the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole would sustain a point of order against such provisions? 

If we have rules tor the government of this House, if we have rules 
that regulate our proceedings, we should be obedient to them. When 
I introduce a bill in this House I am required by a rule either to hand 
it to the Clerk or drop it in the private-bill box, If I call up a bill 
out of its regular order I must obtain unanimous consent. It is not 
wise or just to enforce the rules in the transaction of one kind of busi- 
ness and omit the rules in the management of another kind of business. 
Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration has not taken the usual 
course, but comes before us in an unusual way. No bill on the sub- 
ject of improving rivers and harbors was introduced in this House and 
referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The bill is here because it was originated by the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and when the members of that committee origi- 
nate a bill they must be obedient to the rule which governs such bills, 
The committee, so far as this bill is concerned, does not come under 
the provisions of Rule XXII. That rule provides that where a bill 
is referred to an improper committee it may under certain cireum- 
stances be brought back and referred to the appropriate committee. 
That rule also provides for the raising of a point of order when a bill 
is referred to the wrong committee. This bill having been originated 
by the committee no objection could be made and no points of order 
could be raised as to its usurpation of the jurisdiction of the Judiciary 
Committee, but when the bill was reported to the House all points of 
order were reserved, and thus all was done that could be done. 

The sections of the bill against which I raise this point of order not 
only enable the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to usurp the juris- 
diction of the Committee on the Judiciary, but the Secretary of War ia 
given the absolute right to determine grave and serious questions, in- 
volving fine and imprisonment, and the great right of trial by jury, sa 
dear to every American citizen, is not allowed until the Secretary of 
Was has adjudged the offender guilty. 

Sir, I do not believe that such legislation should be allowed, and I 
do not believe that under the rules of this House the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors have the right to reporta bill with such provisions 
as those against which I have raised the point of order. 

But there is another point of order that I desire to raise. This point 
is under Rule XXI ; 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, I would ask my friend from Ken- 
tucky if he will yield to allow me to make a motion that the committee 
rise? 

Mr. McCREARY. Yes; I will. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Then I move that the committee 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
resumed the chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, having had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 9486) making appropriation for the construo- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and har- 
bors, and for other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 
167) authorizing and directing the payment of salaries of the officers 
and employés of Congress for the month of May, 1890; when the Speaker 
pro tempore signed the same. 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire, from the same committee, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
(S. 2630) for the relief of holders of District of Columbia special-assess- 
ment certificates, and for other purposes; when the Speaker pro tempore 
signed the same. 

POSTAGE ON SECOND-CLASS MATTER. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask unanimous consent to have printed in the 
RECORD a short memorial from the publishers of certain newspapers. 

There was no objection. 

The memorial is as follows: 

To the honorable House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

We beg leave to call your attention to the p: change in the postal laws 
relative to second-class matter. The bill No. 9197, House of Representatives, 
was reported favorably by the committee on April 29, and reads as follows: 

“A bill to provide for the return of second-class matter. 

He it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled Slates o 

America in Congress assembled, That from and after the passage of this act 


unsold and undelivered second-class matter, after it has been once mailed at 


pound rate of postage,shall, when returned by mail to publishers, news- 
agents, or others, be e with postage at the rate of 1 cent for every 4 
ounces or fraction t „fully prepaid by attached thereto.” 


postage-stam 

It restricts second-class matter from having free access theoagh the mails atthe 
rate prescribed bylaw. Second-class matier has always been accorded the priv- 
il of remailing, and there is no good reason for depriving it of this right. 

blishers have almost unanimously assented to the registration of their pub- 
lications, although such registration is not required by law, for the reason that 
there might be no question as to the right of ir publications to be remailed 
by dealers to subscribers or to other dealers; and the fact that some publishers 
at times authorize their agents to buy back from dealers copies of their re- 
spective publications, is no good reason why such matter should be o 4 
when so purchased, four times the ion that it originally paid, as it 
costs no more to carry periodicals, say from Richmond, Va., to Washington, 
than it does to carry them from Washington to Richmond. Congress, in order 
to encourage the use of the United States mail for the transportation of 
ical matter, has held out inducements from time to time for the publishers to 
make use of it to benefit and increase the circulation of their respective period- 
icals, and granted them the right to send an unlimited number of sample cop- 
jes at pound rates. Because some publishers in place of sending out samples 
N to encourage dealers to display their pe ications by authorizing from 
o to time the purchase from them of unsold copies, they should not now be 
compelled to change their method by having a penalty exacted. Such purchase 
concerns only the purchaser and the dealer, and not the Government. All that it 
is essential for the postmaster to know is that the age offered for mailing 
contains nothing but second-class matter afid t the person offering it is en- 
titled to transmit it at second-class rates. 

2. The question of profit or loss by its carriage through the mails should not 
be considered a factor in the case, as the whole people represented by Congress 
have ven e by an enactment what the rate shall be, and the verdict often 
recorded has been that mailable matter now known as second-class matter shall 
be carried at special rates, That unsold copies were not particularly mentioned 
in the present law was owing to the fact that the right of a dealer to transmit 
second-class matter has always been ized and is fully guarantied, and it 
was not contemplated that a postmaster should question this right. The law 
reads as follows: 

“Src, 318. Postage on second-class matter. That all 8 of the sec- 
ond class, except as provided in section 25 of said act (of rch 8, 1879, 20 Stats., 
358), when sent by the publisher thereof, and from the office of publication, in- 
cluding sample copies, or when sent from a news agency to actual subscribers 
thereto, or to other news agents (or publisher) shall, on and after July 1, 1885, be 
entitled to transmission through the mails at 1 cent a pound or fraction thereof, 
such postage to be prepaid as now provided by law.“ (Act of March 3. 1885, 23 


Stats., 387.) 

All mailable matter is entitled to transmission through the mails either way 
at the rates prescribed by law, and why the Department desires to make an ex- 
ception by curtailing the privilege always accorded to second-class matter is 
not apparent, except it be to embarrass the publisher and dealer and make it 
more difficult for both to do business 3 the medium of the United States 
mail, It is claimed that dealers have privileges relative to return copies not 
accorded to publishers. This has been made so by a ruling of the Department 
in 1887. Previous to that the right of a dealer to return copies to a publisher 
was not questioned, and in order to carry out the spirit and intention of the 
law it should be amended by inserting the words or publisher” after the word 
“newsagent,” as indicated above; and we urge this amendment as the only 


change necessary. 
This bill should not become a Jaw, and we earnestly request your influence 
to prevent this act of discrimination against publishers of periodicals, 
New York Morning Journal, by Thomas Burgess, general business 
manager; New York Times, by George Jonos ie The New 
York World, by G. W. Turner, manager; The and Express, 
G. K. Harroun, controller; The Sunday Mercury, William Cauld- 
well, proprictor; The Sunday Times (Noah's), W. D. Gurley, 
editorand proprietor; New York Dispatch eee Y, 
per George F. Kuhn; New York Staats-Zeitung, by Edward Uhl, 
vice-president; New York Press, by I. Phillips, jr., president; 
New York Daily News, W. L. Brown, publisher. 


EVENING SESSIONS FOR BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 


Mr. BAKER. I desire to offer on behalf of the Committee on Com- 
merce the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Monday evening and Tuesday evening of next week, from 8 
to 11 o'clock, be devo to the consideration in the House of bills previously 
reported with favorable recommendation by the Committee on Commerce, to 

the consideration whereof no objection shall be made; thatat 5 p.m.on each of 
said days the House take a recess until 8 o'clock p. m. for the purpose aforesaid, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this resolution? 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I object. 

Mr. BAKER (after a pause). The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KIL- 
GORE] says that he will consent to the resolution if it is modified soas 
to provide for an adjournment at half past 10 o’clock on the evenings 
named instead of 11 o’clock. I agree to that modification. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With the modification proposed, is 
there objection to the resolution? 

Mr. BLAND. Lohject. We have plenty of time to do our business 
during the day. 

SNE BAKER. Let the resolution be referred to the Committee on 

ules, z 

The resolution was referred accordingiy. 


PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO ADMINISTRATIVE BILL, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, in the absence of the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, I desire to ask unanimous consent to 
correct an error in the administrative bill. The committee of confer- 
ence agreed this morning upon the bill; but it appears a mistake was 
made in section 15, in a number with reference to another section of 
the act. The bill as reported refers to section 23. It should have been 
section 24, the Senate having put in an additional section and making 
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renumbering of the sections necessary. I ask unanimous consent to 
correct the error so as to make it 24 instead of 23. 

Mr. CRISP. I object, Mr. Speaker, for the same reason that I ob- 
jected this morning, that we insist this bill has not been passed by the 
requisite constitutional majority, 


PUBLIC BUILDING, CEDAR RAPIDS, IOWA. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I desire to submit a conference report. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: \ 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 903) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Cedar Rapids, Iowa, having met, after full and free 
conference have —— to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: ` 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the first amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same with an amendment, to wit: Strikeout of the 
part proposed to be inserted the words and fifty; and the House agree to the 


same, 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the second amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the word 
“sum,” in line 24, page 1 of the bill, insert the words when appropriated; ” 
and the House agree to the same, 
SETH L. MILLIKEN, 


DANIEL KER 
SAMUEL DIBBLE, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 
JOHN ©. SPOONER, 
SAMUEL PASCO, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
i ae BLOUNT. I would like to know what changes are made in the 
ill. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I can state to the gentleman in a word. The 
only change is to reduce the sum from $150,000 to $100,000 and to con- 
form the bill to those hitherto adopted by the committees of conference 
on the part of the House and Senate. 

The conference report was adopted. 

JOHN M. EDDY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 3223) for the relief of John M. Eddy, 
Elizabeth K. Carroll, Alice B. Eddy, and Frank M. Eddy. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to objec- 
tion. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The report ought to be read, I think, before consent 
is given. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read, in the absence 
of objection. 

The report was read at length. 

Mr. KILGORE. What is the regular order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman object to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. I do; and I demand the regular order. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. BOUTELLE, by unanimous consent, the naval ap- 
propriation bill, with Senate amendments thereto, was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, and ordered to be printed and the amendments num- 
be 


. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. KILGORE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the motion of the gentleman 
from Texas the Chair desires to lay before the House certain personal 
requests. . 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 


To Mr. HEMPHILL, for three days, beginning to-morrow morning. 
To Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, for two days, on account of im- 
portant business. 


To Mr. RUSSELL, until Monday, June 2, 

To Mr. LEE, until Tuesday next, on account of important business. 

To Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, for three days, to attend the unveil- 
ing of the Lee statue. 

To Mr. LAIDLAW, for one week, on account of important business. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MORRILL. Pending the motion of the gentleman from Te 
I desire to ask unanimous consent that to-morrow night be substitu 
for Friday night for the consideration of pension bills, as Friday is 
Memorial Day and many members desire that no meeting shall be held. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. ENLOE. I will object, unless you substitute something for Fri- 


dax. : 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made, 
Mr. O'NEALL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order 
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to move now that when the House adjourn on Thursday next it be to 
meet on Monday? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion would be in order. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Pennyslvania. Then I make the motion that 
when the House adjourn on Thursday next it be to meet on the Monday 
following. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But there is a motion to adjourn pend- 
ing now; and the question is first on the motion of the gentleman from 
Texas, 

The question was taken; and ona division there were—ayes 54, 
noes 59. 

_ Mr. KILGORE. Tellers. [Cries of Oh, no!“ 

Mr. CANNON. I think we had better have tellers on that vote. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. KIL- 
GORE and Mr. ENLOE as tellers. + 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes. 50, noes 


So the motion was to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock aud 25 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, directed to 
transmit to the House of Representatives copies of all the evidence, 1 Acc 
pers relating to or in any wise aang 2 to certain cases lately in 
E the United States court at Pittsburgh, Pa., in which James Campbell, W. E. 
Slicker, et al. were under indictment for the violation of the United States stat- 
ute entitled An act to prohibit the importation and mi ion of ſorei rs and 
aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor in the United 
Territories, and the District of Columbia,” approved Febr. 26, 1885, 
with the result of said prosecution and the opinion of the Solicitor of the Treas- 
ury favoring the prosecution of said parties, the cases referred to being known 
as “the Jeannette glass-blowers’ case ;" 
to the Committee on Labor. 
By Mr. WILKINSON: ` 
Resolved, etc., That there be printed of the eulogies delivered in Con; on 
the late Edward J. Gay, a Representative in the Fifty-first Congress m the 
State of Louisiana, 25,000 copies, of which 6,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
Senate, and 19.000 copies shall be for the use of House of Representatives ; 
and the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to have print 
a portrait of the said Edward J. Gay to accompany said eulogies, and for the 
purpose of engraving and printing said portrait the sum of $1,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated; that of the quota to the House of Repre- 
sentatives the Public Printer shall set apart 50 copies, which he shall have bound 
in full morocco, with gilt edges, the same to be delivered when completed to 
the family of the deceased; 
to the Committee on Printing. 
By Mr. BAKER: 
Resolved, That Monday evening and Tuesday evening of next week, from 8 
o'clock to 11 o'clock, be dev to the consideration in the House of bills 
viously reported with favorable recommendation by the Committee on 
mmerce, to the consideration whereof no objection shall be made ; that at 5 
p. m. on each of said days the House will take a recess until 8 p. m. for the pur- 
pose aforesaid; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered to 
the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 10479) to 
establish a United States district court to be held in Raleigh, N. C.— 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 8283) providing for the payment per 
capitaof the trust fundsof the Delaware Indiansof the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes, reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 
10549) providing for the payment of certain claims of the Delaware 
Indians of the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr, LAIDLAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the following bills; which were severally referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

A bill (H. R. 2303) for the relief of the Shepard & Morse Lumber 
Company, of Burli n, Vt; 

A bill (H. R. 5061) for the relief of Kate A. Hill; 

A bill (H. R. . for the relief of E. B. Eddy, of Hull, Quebec; 

A bill (H. R. 7538) to provide for the adjustment of the accounts of 
Edwin A. Merritt; 

A bill 8 2634) for the relief of T. A. Kendig; and 

A bill (8, 1034) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, administratrix of the 
estate of James L. Day, d 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, from the Committee on reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 8469) for the relief of Hart County, Ken- 
tucky—to the Committee of the le House. 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 6144) to compensate 
George K. Kirchner for his stock of goods taken and destroyed by Fed- 


os soldiers in the year A. D. 1862—to the Committee of the Whole 
ouse, 

Mr. SKINNER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 7731) for the relief of Joseph Dun- 
lap—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 8 
with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 2941) granting the buildings 
and one section of land at Fort Sisseton to the State of South Dako 
for the use of the militia of the State, and to provide for the 
of the remaining portion of said reservation—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BUNN, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3261) for the relief of Maj. G. C. Goodloe, pay- 
master of the United States Marine Corps—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Pensions, re- 

rted with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8262) for the re- 

ief of Parker Adams—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 10320) granting 
acy of pension to Nancy Cato—to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse. s 

Mr. BUNN, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably the bill 
of the House (H. R. 7741) for the relief of Calvin J. Cowles and George 
B. Hanna—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Pensions, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 10445) to increase the 
pension of Evelyn W. Miles—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee reported with amendment the bill 
of the House (H. R. 8822) increasing the pension of Samuel D, Pitcher— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

He also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported favorably the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7258) to establish a pier light at Bayfield, 
Wis,—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 
reported favorably the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 71) direct- 
ing the librarian of Congress, the librarian of the Senate, the librari- 
an of the House of Representatives, and the librarian of the Depart- 
ment of Justice, respectively, to deliver extra or duplicate copies of 
law books to the law de ent of the Howard University—to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with amend- 
ment the bill of the House (H. R. 10435) subjecting oleomargarine to 
= provisions of the laws of the several States—to the House Calen- 

r. 

Mr. SNIDER, trom the Committee on Military Affairs, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 3706) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of John A. Jack—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. SWENEY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10048) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce, approved February 4, 1887—to 
the House Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to the 
Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: : 

By Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Pensions, on the bill (II. R. 
1484) granting a pension to Charles Brassler. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, on the bill (H. R. 4839) for the relief of George W. Schachleiter. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, 
on the bill (H. R. 9301) for the relief of Edmund D. Taylor. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. MCKENNA: A bill (H. R. 10548) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Alameda, in 
the State of California—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. PAYNTER: A bill (H. R. 10550) for the erection of a public 
building at Maysville, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 10551) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Oconee River, in the State of Georgia—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10552) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Chattahoochee River, in the State of Georgia—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr, McCLAMMY: A bill (H. R. 10553) authorizing the issuing of 
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legal-tenders for schools and other purposes, based on the lands of the 
United States—to the Committee on ‘Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 10554) authorizing the 4 
tion of a light-ship, with ſog- signal, to be located at Cornfield Point, 
Connecticut—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN (by request): A bill (H. R. 10555) for the safety 
of such employés of railroads that are now or may be hereafter engaged 
in the operating of passenger and freight cars or locomotive engines— 
to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. QUINN: A bill (H. R. 10556) to enforce the use of automatic 
danger signals and alarms by carriers engaged in interstate commerce 
on the railroads of the United States and Territories—to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

By Mr. FLOWER: Joint ARTA (H. Res. 168) making an ap- 
propriation in aid of the erection of a national monument or memorial 
to General Ulysses S. Grant, at Riverside Park, in the city of New 
York—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. EVANS: Joint resolution (H. Res. 169) authorizing the 
use and improvement ot United States military reservation at Chatta- 
nooga—to the Committee on Military-A ffairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Joint resolution (H. Res, 170) to print eu- 
logies on Hon. David Wilber—to the Committee on Printing. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under an 2of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were 

A bill (HL. R. 7327) for the relief of the legal representatives of P. 
S. Schuyler, deceased—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The following resolution— 

Whereas the FORDIT. of copies of the hearing held before the Committee on 
Commerce April 25, 1890, in relation to Senate bill 2792 to make the Lake 
Borgne outlet and improve the low-water channel of the Lower Mississippi 
River has been exhausted; and 

Whereas, in accordance With an agreement found in the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
ORD of May 4, 1890, this question will be discussed by the House when the 
river and harbor bill is taken up for consideration; and 

Whereas the testimony taken at said hearing should be placed in the hands 
of the members of the House of Representatives at once; and 

Whereas the subject is of national importance and of special interest to sci- 
entists, civil engineers, merchants, planters, river men, pilots, and the whole 
press of the country: Therefore, 

Resolved by the House o; of 9 That 10,000 copies of said evidence and 
hearing be printed for the use of the House— 

Committee on Commerce discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 10557) for the relief of W. G. 
Triece—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H. R. 10558) increasing the pension of 
William Helms—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 10559) for the relief of Paul McCor- 
mick—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 10560) for the relief of Irving R. J. 
Bradfute—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10561) granting a pension to John Hackler, late 
a private in Company B, Seventh Tennessee Cavalry—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 10562) granting a pension to Jesse M. Pukle, late 
of Company G, Third Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10563) for the relief of James Roark, late of Com- 
pany F, Seventh Regiment of Tennessee Infantry, and First Regiment 
of Tennessee Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FEATHERSTON: A bill (H. R. 10564) for the relief of the 
estate of August Heberlein—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10565) for the relief of Martha Ann Lanford, of 
Phillips County, Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORNEY: A bill (H. R. 10566) for the relief of Mrs. M. J. 
Donahoe, of Alabama—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 10567) for the relief of Edwin Par- 
liman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 10568) for the relief of Mark W. Clay 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. KINSEY: A bill (H. R. 10569) granting a pension to John 
Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 10570) to correct the muster-rolls of 
the Seventh Iowa Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LAWS: A bill (H. R. 10571) granting an increase of pension 
to Maj. D. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: A bill (H. R. 10572) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Maria L. McCulloh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: A bill (H. R. 10573) granting a pension to 
Margaret Dowling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 10574) for the relief of Mrs. C. 
C. Bogle, widow and administratrix of J. A. Bogle, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: A bill (H. R. 10575) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Samuel V, Middleton, deceased—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10576) granting a pension to Christian A. May— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: A bill (H. R. 10577) granting a pension to John 
P. Fraley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10578) granting a pension to Henderson Richard- 
son- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 10579) granting a pension 
of $56 per month to Alvan H. Nixon, late captain of Company K, Eighty- 
fourth Regiment of Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers, and lieutenant- 
colonel by brevet of United States volunteers, in lien of the pension 
granted him by the Pension Office—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- , 
sions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10580) to authorize the payment to 
Rear-Admiral John H. Russell of the highest pay of his grade—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 10581) to grant a pension to Lydia M. 
Hobbs, widow of B. F. Hobbs, of Company A, Second Arkansas Cay- 
alry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUINN: A bill (H. R. 10582) to amend the military record 
of Joseph E. Nairn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 10583) for the relief of 
Holman Anderson, late of the Fifteenth Illinois Cavalry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10584) granting an increase of pension to John 
Robbins, late of Company A, Second Regiment of Illinois Volunteers 
in the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10585) granting a pension to William H. Sharp, 
late a private in Company K, One hundred and twentieth Regiment of 
Illinois Infantry Volunteers in the war of the rebellion—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURPIN: A bill (H. R. 10586) to pension Samuel G. Briggs, 
of Hale County, Alabama—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10587) to pension J. J. Moore, of Dallas County, 
Alabama—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 10588) for the relief of W. 
T. Garrett, of Cheatham County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were placed on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BERGEN: Petition of citizens of Elmer, N. J., for réstric- 
tion of immigration—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization, 

Also, petition of citizens of Vineland, N. J., for certain amendments 
to the national-banking laws—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. BROWER: Petition of J. F. Dixon and 11 others, of Rock- 
ingham County, North Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162 or 
Senate bill 2806—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of A. W. Veazey and 52 others, of Granville County, 
North Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: Petition of R. S. Hargrave, secre- 
tary Farmers’ Alliance, for passage of Senate bill for improvement of 
Galveston Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of C. M. Hamlin and others, for same improvement— 
to.the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of C. H. Pierson and 29 others, of Caroline County, 
Virginia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia: Petition of J. E. Watkins and 39 
others, of Cherokee County, Georgia, in favor of House bill 7162—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARLTON: Petition of citizens of Oglethorpe County, 
Georgia, asking passage of House bill 7162 or Senate bill 2806—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hart County, Georgia, for same measure— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Ira M. Brown and 14 others, of Franklin County, 
Georgia, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Green County, Georgia, asking passage 
of Senate bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, petition of citizens of Oconee County, Georgia, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Wilkes County, Georgia, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CRISP: Petition of H. H. Mott and 13 others, of Schley 
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County, Georgia, in favor of House bill 7162— to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of W. B. Owen and others, citizens of 
Mercer County, Missouri, opposing demonetization of silver—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of Rev. J. F. Forsythe and many others, 
citizens of Iowa, for Senate bill to prevent interstate traffic in intoxi- 
cating liquors against the laws of a State—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of Aug. T. Hoffman and 100 others, citizens of Han- 
cock County, lowa, for the perpetuation of the national-banking sys- 
tem—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 3 

By Mr. ELLIS: Resolution of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, of 
Union County, Kentucky, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of A. J. Woodard and 24 others, of Carroll 
County, Tennessee, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of E. Edwards and 50 others, citizens of 
Meigs County, Tennessee, favoring House bill 7162 and Senate bill 
2806—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

a a EWART: Petition of I. N. Ebbs and others, citizens of Bun- 
combe County, North Carolina, asking passage of Senate bill 2716— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of heirs of William L. Cain, of Etowah, 
Ala., for reference of claim for stores and supplies to the Court of CMims 
under provisions of Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of Edwin Parliman, praying that his 
claim for property taken during the late war be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition for jail for Federal prisoners in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Resolution of Joseph Butler Post, 
No. 220, Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring an 
amendment to on Jaws so as to include the widow and children of 
any deceased Union soldier or sailor—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of La Porte City, Iowa, asking for certain 
changes in the national-banking system—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

y Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina: Petition of Jem D. 
Mills and 20 others, citizens of Steele and Mt. Ulla Townships, of 
Rowan County, North Carolina, in favor of House bill 7162, known as 
subtreasury bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: Petition of citizens of St. Anthony, Marshall 
County, Iowa, for passage of House bill 5978, to prevent transportation 
of liquors into States and Territories in violation of the laws thereof. 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of C. C. Cummings and 48 others, of 
Callahan County, Texas, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Com- 
. mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. LAWS: Petition of Interstate Temperance Convention of 
Nebraska, Iowa,and Dakota, asking passage of certain amendments to 
interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LESTER, of Virginia: Petition of citizens of Pittsylvania 
County, Virginia, for harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. F 

By Mr. LEWIS: Petition of H. A. Cole and 117 others, of Carroll 
County, Mississippi, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Petition of W. A. Street and 18 others, of Eu- 
phronia, N. C., asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of G. McLellan, representing 94 members of Goodwin 
Alliance, Cumberland County, North Carolina, asking passage of Sen- 
ate bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of G. L. Fields and 11 others, asking passage of Senate 
bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of Hollywood Alliance, No. 11, Clark 
County, Arkensas, in favor of adeep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

‘By Mr. MOORE, of Texas: Petitionof W. W. Peterson and 40 others, 
of Atascosa County, Texas, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of Frank N. Davis and 360 others, of 
Holton, Jackson County, Kansas, asking passage of House bill 5978, 
entitled a bill prohibiting the tion of intoxicating liquors 
from any State or Territory of the United States or the District of 
Columbia into any other State or Territory contrary to and in viola- 
tion of the laws thereof—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of Henry Miebach and 20 others, of Brown County, 
Kansas, asking for an appropriation of $6,200,000 for deep-water har- 
bor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of J. C. Clark and 27 others, of Brown County, Kansas, 
asking for an appropriation of $6,200,000 for deep-water harbor at Gal- 
veston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of Milton Taylor and 30 others, citi- 


zens of Rockingham County, Virginia, praying an appropriation for 
eee of Galveston Harbor —to the Committee on Rivers and 
ar 

Also, petition of William T. Lewis and 11 others, citizens of Clarke 
County, Virginia, for same improvement — to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: Petition of J. H. Picklesimer and 14 others, of 
Johnson County, Kentucky, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of same people, for deep-water harbor on Gulf coast of 
Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PEEL: Protest of Indian delegates against railroad bills— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of J. H. Grier and 629 others, citizens 
of Pittsburgh, Kans., asking passage of House bill 5978, to prohibit 
the transportation of intoxicating liquors from one State or Territory 
into another State or Territory—to the Select Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic, 

Also, petition of S. Hedges and 280 others, residents and voters of 
Labette County, Kansas, asking legislation giving to States the right 
to control all intoxicating liquors, whether in original packages or not 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traflic. 

Also, petition of M. E. McClain and 206 others, of same county and 
State, for same purpose—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of D. C. Sturtz and 32 others, of Stafford 
County, Kansas, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of George W. Bousman and 84 others, of same county 
and State, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of citizens of Kiowa County, Kansas, favoring deep 
harbor on Gulf of Mexico—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. PIERCE: Petition of farmers of Lauderdale County, Ten- 
nessee, asking passage of Senate bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. QUINN: Petition of Joseph E. Nairn, for relief to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Jesse Langston and 10 others, 
citizens of Lincoln County, Tennessee, in favor of first-class harbor on 
Texas coast—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, of Coffee County, 
Tennessee, in favor of passage of bill known as subtreasury bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROGERS (by request): Petition of numerous citizens of Ar- 
kansas for extension of the national-banking system—to the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Petition of R. M. Moore and 33 others, of An- 
son County, North Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of L. L. Little and 28 others, of Anson County, North 
Carolina, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of R, A. Smith and 98 others, of Union County, North 
Carolina, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of J. F. Thomas and 16 others, of Anson County, North 
Carolina, in favor of House bill '7162—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of J. M. Flake and 30 others, of Anson County, North 
Carolina, in fayor of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

Also, petition of S. B. Alexander and William Alexander and 55 
others, of Mecklenburgh County, North Carolina, in favor of House 
bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and Means. ; 

Also, petition of J. W. Patt and 28 others, of Mecklenburgh County, 
North Carolina, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of W. B. Alexander and 90 others, of Mecklenburgh 
County, North Carolina, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. ~ 

Also, petition of W. F. Camon and 29 others, of Cabarrus County, 
North Carolina, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Alex. Parham and 23 others, of Robeson County, 
North Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of S. F. Blake and 59 others, of Anson County, North 
Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of D. Bullonce and 20 others, of Hert- 
ford County, North Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. E. Powers and 36 others, of Currituck County, 
North Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 
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By Mr. SPRINGER: Resolution of Chicago Post-Office Clerks’ As- 
sociation—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: Petition of citizens of Georgia, in 
favor of Honse bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers and 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: Petition of Society of Friends of Balti- 
more, Md., for promotion of peace—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: Remonstrance of proprietors and managers of 
newspapers published at Kansas City, Mo., against passage of House 
bill 9197—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of A. R. Roller, administrator of estate of Andrew 
Roller, asking that his quartermaster claim may be referred to the 
Court of Claims under the so-called Bowman act—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts: Petition of the Massachu- 
setts Association United Hatters of North America, praying passage of 
House bill 260—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio: Petition of John W. Cusick and 272 
others, of Dayton, Ohio, for passage of a service-pension law—to Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: Petition of 45 employés in knitting mills at 
Pottstown, Pa., asking passage of the McKinley bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, May 28, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a memorial of the Riverside and 
Adrian Packing Companies, of Adrian, Mich., remonstrating against an 
increase of duty on tin-plate; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. GRAY. I presenta petition and ask that it be laid upon the 
table and printed as a document. The Secretary will please read the 
heading of the petition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the petition. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ata meeting of George G. Meade Post, No. 1, Department of Pennsylvania, 
Grand Army of the Republic, beld at Philadelphia, Pa., May 26, 1890, the fol- 
lowing resolution was unanimously adopted: d 

Whereas there is now 2 3 in the United States Senate a bill to transfer 
the revenue-cutter service to the Navy, and as our comrades of the Naval 

United States have recommended its 
we ower its merit in that it will add to the United States 
auxi 


ge, and as 


on the Monitor, with Farragut on the Mississippi and Mobile Bay, with Porter 
before Vicksburg, with the assaulting party at Fort Fisher, and in other naval 
en ents of the late war; 

hereas the Secretaries of the Navy ury have recommended 


thie consolidation of the both Departments, and 
as the Committees on Naval Affairs in the Congress of the United States have 
presented unanimous reports favoring the same, in that it will increase the 
efficiency of the naval establishment and be a measure of economy: Therefore, 

Be itresolved, That Post L of Pennsylvania petition the Congress ot the United 
States to pass this bill as a means to add to the strength of our coast defenses, 
without increase of cost, as a measure to give to veteran officers and to the revy- 
enue-cutter officers, in return for their services, the benefits received by their 
comradesin the Navy. 

Official : 
[sea] 
Hon. GEORGE Gray, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. f 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Delaware desire 

to have the petition printed as a document ? 
. Mr. GRAY. Let it be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr, SHERMAN. It will be printed in the RECORD because it has 
been read, but it is a violation of the rule. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The petition will be printed in the RECORD, as a 
matter of course, becanse it has been read, but it was read in violation 
of the rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will lie on the table. 

Mr. VANCE presented a petition of citizens of Catawba County, 
North Carolina, praying for the passage of the bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food, known as the Laird bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the Society of Friends, of Randolph 
County, North Carolina, and a memorial of the Society of Friends, of 
Guilford County, North Carolina, remonstrating against any increased 
expenditures for the Navy and so-called coast defenses, etc.; which 
were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of Washington 
County, Virginia, praying for the passage of what is known as the sub- 
treasury bill, the bill for Government loans upon lands, and the bill 
for the increase of the silver coinage; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition adopted at à meeting of 


A. C. JOHNSTON, Adjutant, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


the Wholesale Grocers’ Association of the State of Iowa, praying that 
the provisions of House bill 9416, known as the McKinley tariff 

be made not to go into effect earlier than November 1, 1890; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Interstate Temperance 
Union, praying for such amendment of the laws regulating commerce 
between the States as will prohibit the importation of intoxicating 
liquors into States having prohibitory laws; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of Bridget Hopkins, of Norwalk, 
Conn., praying to be granted a pension by special act; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Henry Haase and 492 
other operatives in the knitting mill of the E. H. Godshalt Company, 
at Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the passage of the McKinley tariff bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORRILL presented two petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying that certain duties proposed upon the importation of farm prod- 
ucts in the McKinley tariff bill, especially upon tobacco, shall be im- 

; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT poer a petition of George G. Meade 
Post, No. 1, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, praying for the passage of the bill to transfer the revenue-cutter 
service to the Navy; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


5 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S, 3852) to authorize the Eagle Pass Water Sup- 
ply Company and the Compañía Proveedora de Aguas de Ciudad Por- 
firio Diaz to connect their water-works communications across the Rio 
Grande River at Eagle Pass, Tex., reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3851) to authorize the Texas-Mexican Electric Light and Power 
Company to erect wires across the Rio Grande River at Eagle Pass, 
Tex., reported it with amendments. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committeeon Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2181) to provide for the erection of a 
post-office building at Fortress Monroe, Va., reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2142) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis 
Steelman, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
3881) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis Steelman, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PAYNE. I report from the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
adversely, three joint resolutions of the House, authorizing decorations 
of the Legion of Honor of the French Government to be conferred. 
The committee are of the opinion that our officers ought not to receive 
such decorations; and I report them adversely and ask their indefinite 
postponement, z 

The joint resolutions were indefinitely postponed, as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 68) authorizing Capt. George S. Anderson, 
Sixth Cavalry, to accept from the President of the French Republic a 
diploma conferring the decoration of chevalier of the National Order 
of the Legion of Honor; I 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 120) authorizing Henry Vignaud to accept 
from the President of the French Republic a diploma of commander of 
the Legion of Honor; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 121) authorizing Lieut. Aaron Ward, United 
States Navy, and Capt. H. C. Cochran, United States Marine Corps, to 
accept from the President of the French Republic diplomas of the Le- 
gion of Honor. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7816) granting a pension to Harriet E. Cooper; 

A bill (H. R. 3259) granting a pension to Simon Beakler; 

A bill (H. R. 7449) granting a pension to Ezra E. Annis; 

A bill (H. R. e tor the relief of Lydia G. Carnes; and 

A bill (H. R. 8429) to increase the pension of William P. Squire. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 504) for the relief of the Continental Fire Insurance Com- 
pany, the Eagle Fire Insurance Company, the City Fire Insurance 
Company, and the Commercial Mutual Insurance Company, all of New 
York City; the Western National Bank, the Merchants’ National Bank, 
the Maryland Fire Insurance Company, and the Chesapeake Bank, of 
Baltimore, Md., and the Eastern Railroad Company of Massachusetts, 
reported adversely: thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 588) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to examine certain claims of persons who owned or occupied 
buildings on the Hot Springs Mountain reservation, which had been 
condemned by the Hot Springs commission and afterwards burned, 
and to fix a reasonable value for each of said buildings from the evi- 
dence now on file in the Interior Department, asked to be discharged 
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from its further consideration and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands; which was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on tee grag os whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 7367) for the relief of Sarah M. Williams, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 8009) for restoration of Abner Morehead to the pension-roll, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 186) to provide for a commission on the sub- 
ject of the alcoholic liquor traffic, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 474) to provide for the appointment of a commission on the subject 
of the alcoholic liquor traffic, reported adversely thereon; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3278) to amend section 416 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relative to the establishment of the Department of 
the Navy, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 611) for the allowance of a claim in favor of Milton J. Dur- 
ham, administrator of Leonard Taylor, deceased, of Boyle County, Ken- 
. tucky, for stores and supplies taken and used by the United States 
Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the 
act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9727) for the reliet of Joseph D. Fisher, late Company 
G, One hundred and sixteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 1155) granting a pension to Francis M. Hull; 

A bill (H. R. 5709) granting a pension to Sarah A. Harrison; 

A bill (H. R. 2531) granting a pension to Robert W. Herod; 

A bill (H. R. 3585) to pension James T. Furlow for service in the 
Indian war; 

A bill II. R. 1148) granting a pension to William Elsworth Fletcher; 

A bill (II. R. 4967) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 5118) granting a pension to Amanda J. Delap; 

A bill (H. R. 7958) granting a pension to Christopher C. Funk; 

A bill (S. 3723) granting an increase of pension to Thomas B. Shaw; 

A bill (H. R. 9359) to increase the pension of B. F. Hilliker; 

A bill (H. R. 8910) granting an increase of pension to Clinton Spen- 


cer; and 
en bill (H. R. 4461) granting an increase of pension to Laura L. 

allen. s 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 3458) granting apran to Ann Ruffner, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3335) granting an increase of pension to Clinton ve ngs reported 
adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely, 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8391) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procure- 
ment of heavy ordnance for trial and service tor the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 


INTERCONTINENTAL RAILWAY COMMISSION, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to report an amendment intended to be proposed to the consu- 
lar and diplomatic appropriation bill, which I ask may be read and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was read, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, as follows: 


That the President be, aud he hereby is, authorized to carry into effect the 
recommendations of the International American Conference by the appoint- 
ment, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, of three commissioners 
to represent the United States upon the Intercontinental Railway Commission, 
whose ee shall be paid from the common fund contributed by the 
several nations interested; and that he is further authorized to detail from the 
Army and Navy of the United States such officers as, in his discretion, may be 
spared without detriment to the service, to serve as engineers under such com- 
mission in making a survey for an intercontinental railway; and the officers 
so detailed may receive, in addition to their full lawful pay and allowances, 
such compensation from the intercontinental railway fund, in lieu of expenses, 
as may be allowed them by said commission. And the sum of $65,000is hereb 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
as the share of the United States in the expenses of such commission and sur- 
vey. , 


MODERN LIGHT-HOUSE SERVICE. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to report back Executive Document No. 56, first session, Fifty- 
first Congress, entitled The Modern Light-House Service,” and ask 
that it be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The report was agreed to, 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE TOWNSHEND. 


_ Mr. HAWLEY. From the Committee on Printing I report back the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 134) to provide for printing the eulogies de- 
livered in Congress upon the late Richard W. Townshend, and I ask for 
its immediate consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution; which was read, as follows; 

Resolved, etc., That there be printed, of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon 
the late Richard W. Townshend, a 83 in the Fifty-first Conte 
from the State of Illinois, 25,000 copies, of which 6,000 copies shall be for the use 
of the Senate, and 19,000 copies shall be for the use of the House of Represent- 
atives; and that the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to have printed u portrait of said Richard W. Townshend to accompany said 
eulogies, and for the purpose of engraving and printing said portrait the sum 
of $1,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise N That of the quota 
to the House of Representatives the Public Printer shall have 50 copies bound 
in full morocco, with gilt edges, for the use of the widow of the deceased. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 3959) making an appropriation for 
the improvementof Appoquinnimink River, Delaware; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3960) granting a pension to 
John H. Everitt; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3961) for the relief of Mrs. 
Julia E. Doty, of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committes on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3962) for the relief of Louis Soney, alias 
78 0 Van Castel, late of Battery C, Second United States Artillery; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

OFFICIAL RECORDS OF THE REBELLION. 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following resolution; whith was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to inform 
the Senate at his earliest convenience— 

1. How long, with the present force at his disposal, will it take to complete 
ad See el estat indexing, printing, and binding of the Official Records of the 

ion 

2. What steps, if any, are, in his judgment, necessary to be taken to so expe- 
dite brad work that the entire publication may be accomplished within three 
years ` 


SUBTERRANEAN SOURCES OF IRRIGATION. 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture be instruoted to forward to the 
Senate such information as the Department of Beh, rp De may be in possession 
of, relating to the use in irrigation of artesian-well waters and of other water sup- 
plies derived from subterranean sources, whether the same be supplied by the 
agency of wells, springs, river underflows, and drainage; such information to 
accompany the report of the artesian-wells investigation required by the emer- 
gency appropriation of April 4, 1890. 


COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY. 
Mr. PADDOCK submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the expenses of employing a stenographer to report hearings 
held and to be held on bilis and resolutions referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry be paid by the Secretary of the Senate from the contin- 
gent fund of the Senate on vouchers to be approved by the chairmanof the 
Committee to Auditand Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 


TRANSSHIPMENT OF GOODS IN BOND. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a reso- 
lution coming over from a previous day, submitted by the Senator from 


Illinois [Mr. CuLtom], which will be read. 
Mr. CULLOM. I have been requested to let that lie over another 


day. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over. 
ANN RUFFNER. 
Mr. SAWYER. I ask that the House of Representatives be re- 
quested to return to the Senate the bill (S. 1565) granting a pension 


to Ann Ruffner, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, if there be no 


objection. 
AUGUSTUS J. WERNITSCH. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move that the bill (S. 2749) granting an increase 
of pension to Augustus J. Wernitsch be recommitted to the Committee 
on Pensions, f : 

The motion was agreed to. 

DENISON AND WASHITA VALLEY RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the 3 votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. to amend section 1 and sec- 
tion 9 of an act entitled “An act to authorize the Denison and Washita Valley 
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Railroad Company to construct and operate a railway within the Indian Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes,” approved July 1, 1886, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respect- 
8 e 125 follows: 


e House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendments to 
said bill and consent to the same. r. 
J. K. JONES, 


H. L. DAWES 
Managers on the part of the Benite. 


B. W. PERKINS, 
SILAS HARE, 
M. H. McCORD, 
Managers on the part of the Hous; 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. No action is required. The other 
recedes from its disagreement. 
IMPORTED LIQUORS—STATE LAWS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? If 
not, that order is closed, and the Chair lays before the Senate the bill 
(S. 398) subjecting imported liquors to the provisions of the laws of 
the several States. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 398) subjecting imported liquors to the provisions- 
of the laws of the several States, the pending question being on the 
amendment of Mr. GRAY to the amendment reported by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in the bill that is now pending before 
the Senate we are about to take that first step which it is said always 
counts the most in a journey, especially when the journey is in the 
wrong direction. If the question were not in the Senate entirely new, 
and if the votes to be given upon it were not necessary to be explained, 
I would not venture in my present state of health to undertake to ex- 
press my views upon this bill. I shall do so very briefly, and in doing 
so I do not flatter myself that I shall be able to throw any new or dis- 
tinct light upon the question. I can merely give those thoughts which 
have affected my mind in considering points of this kind during several 
years of professional observation of the course of decisions in the Su- 
preme Court of the United States which at last have drifted into this 
very peculiar attitude. 

It seems now that the Congress of the United States feels called upon 
to make a provision of law whereby the States of the American Union 
shall be permitted to legislate upon a subject that they have not now 
the power or the right to legislate upon, and to legislate to certain con- 
clusions or in certain directions which they can not now do, I do not 
think it was in the contemplation of the framers of the Constitution 
that the States of the American Union through their Legislatures and 
their powers of sovereignty should be called upon as instrumentalities 
of law-making by the Congress of the United States. I think that 
their functions are necessarily confined in the Constitution of our coun- 
try to those matters which are reserved to them expressly in the Con- 
stitution and those matters which they had the original jurisdiction 
and wee over at the time they consented to the formation of the pres- 
ent Union. 

I believe that whenever we dislodge that doctrine which has been 
practically in force for a hundred years in respect of such matters as 
we are now considering we shall enter upon a journey that when it is 
finished well find this country a consolidated empire. Whether that 
is to be the best destiny of the American people or not posterity must 
decide, but I am not willing, for one, to lend the assistance of my vote 
and voice to the disappointment of all the hopes of our ancestry when 
they believed that a self-governing people controlled by oaths to sup- 
port constitutions could maintain the just equipoise and equilibrium of 
the dualsystem under which we are living, and that they could finally 
prove and establish to the nations of the earth the triumph of a great 
constitutional government like ours. 

The particular cause of the anxiety which now exists, which we are 
seeking to relieve, appears to be that one of the States of the Union has 
a peculiar system of legislation on the subject of intoxicating liquors, 
their vending, and other matters in connection with their use. There 
is a very great diversity, a very great contrariety, a very great repug- 
nance in the laws of different States of this Union in respect of this 
vexed matter of controlling the use and manufacture and sale of ardent 
spirits, and there is not any one subject that a Senator may name here 
to-day which a general act of Congress would have such a diverse ap- 
plication to as in respect of this one. 

Many of the States have high-license laws, many of them have local- 
option laws, most of them have prohibition in certain limited dis- 
tricts, 1 around churches and school-houses, and there is 
as much diversity in legislation and in the application of the laws in 
regard to the manufacture, the sale, and the use of ardent spirits as it 
is possible for us to conceive of in regard to any one subject; and when 
we undertake to pass a general statute here we know in the beginning 
Laer that statute can not have a uniform effect throughout the United 

tates, 

The permission of Congress given to each of the forty-two States to 
enact the sort of laws mentioned in this bill would result in as many 
various statutes, each enacted without the advice even of Congress, but 
each having its force derived alone from the consent of Congress. 

A statute which would have a particular effect in Iowa would have 


quite the reverse effect in the State of Alabama and in many other 
States; and as I understand the opinion of the Supreme Court, which 
is challenged directly by able lawyers as being in a large part obiter 
dictum, it undertakes to lay down the doctrine that whatever act of Con- 
gress shall be passed on this subject or any subject granting permission 
to the States to legislate in a certain direction must be an act of uniform 
application. It must be an act which has not merely a peculiar and local 
application within any State, but it must be one the benefits and advan- 
tages of which every citizen of the United States will have in an equal 
degree, and it must be one where special advantages will not be given 
through the agency and operation of the act of Congress itself in favor 
of one State or against another. I gather on page 12 of the decision of 


Leisy and others against Hardin that the Supreme Court in their in- 


timations (for that is about what they are, I believe) have indicated 
that the power of Congress when exerted on this subject should only 
be exerted, and in fact could only be exerted, in those cases where the 
law should have a general and uniform operation and effect. The 
court say: 

Bat, conceding the weight properly to be ascribed to the judicial utterances of 
this eminent juris 

That is, the opinion in the case of New Hamphire, which they are 
overruling— 

But, conceding the weight properly to be ascribed to the judicial utterances of 
this eminent jurist, we are constrained to say that the distinction between sub- 
jects in respect of which there can be of necessity only one system or plan of 
regulation for the whole country, and subjects local in their nature and, so far 
as relating to commerce, mere aids rather than regulations, does not appear to 
us to have been sufficiently recognized by him in arriving at the conclusions 
announced, 

That opinion is assailed upon the broad ground that the learned 
Chief-Justice who delivered it had not paid sufficient attention to the 
distinction between those systems or plans of regulation which apply 
to the whole country and those that are merely local in their nature 
and are said to be rather aids to than regulations of commerce. z 

Now, sir, we will take the proposition contained in this statement, 
and we will inquire whether there may be local laws in the different 
States which are either aids or regulations—and whether the one or the 
other makes no difference under this decision—and we will see whether 
after all the States within the boundaries and purview of this decision 
are not really permitted to make, in cases of local necessity, those dis- 
tinctions and discriminations which are found to. be opportune if not 
necessary for the preservation of the full effect of what we call their 
police powers. 

This decision of the Supreme Court indicates with great certainty 
that the Legislatures of the different States may make aids to com- 
merce and may make regulations of commerce in regard to matters 
which are of peculiarly local significance and application, and that the 
things which the Legislature can not do are those things, and only those, 
that apply alike, if not equally, to all the States and all the people of 
the Union, 

Now, says the learned Chief-Justice— 

That distinction has been settled by repeated decisions of this court, and 
can no longer be r ed as open to re-examination. 

So it appears to be now the settled doctrine of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, as announced in this decision of Leisy Har- 
din, that there are instances in which the State Legislatures from rea- 
sons of peculiar pressure or necessity may legislate in aid of commerce 
or for the regulation of commerce and that without the consent of Con- 
gress. This power, therefore, as announced by the Supreme Court of 
tne United States, which ex proprio vigore breaks down the legislation 
of the States entirely—the power of Congress to regulate commerce 
among the States—is applied by the Supreme Court in no other case 
than one in which the legislation that Congress may engage in applies 
equally to every State and to every human being in the United States. 
That makes it a national matter, as the Chief-Justice goes on to sayin 
his opinion, and not a local matter, and Congress is supposed to legis- 
late with a view to national regulation of commerce among the States, 
and not merely to local regulation. 

I think, therefore, that the bill before us now, relating to the sale or 
taxation, or the prohibition, as the amendment of the committee has 
it, of the sale of intoxicating liquors is one that can not possibly have 
a generaland uniform bearing among the States of the American Union. 
Ido not believe in any legislation by Congress of a general character 
that has only a local and peculiaroperation. Uniformity in taxation, 
uniformity in the enactment of a bankrupt law, uniformity in the exer- 
cise of every branch of power that is confided to the Congress of the 
United States, seems to be a constitutional prerequisite of its exercise, 
and it ought to be. i 

Mr. President, it would be a vain task on my part to undertake in 
an oral argument of a few minutes to assail or try to explain away this 
decision in Leisy vs. Hardin or the very long list of decisions which 
precede it that have been reviewed in the majority and minority 
opinions of the judges of the Supreme Court recently, and it may ap- 
pear to be presumptuous in me to undertake to make any criticism of 
the opinion of the majority of the court; and I would not venture to 
do it anywhere else than in the Supreme Court of the United States ex- 
cept in this Senate, and I do not propose to do it here as an individual, 
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so far as I may go in the matter, but I propose to dissent from it by my 
vote as a representative of one of the States of this Union, whose vital 
and constitutional interests and liberties, as I believe, are at stake upon 
the decision of the question by the Congress of the United States, 
whether we will follow the majority of the court in this new and dan- 
gerous movement. ; 

One of the best ways to ascertain whatis meant by that clause of 
the Constitution which has been so much discussed here, the eighth 
section of the first article, is to understand the state of the law at the 
time when that article was adopted. We should clearly comprehend, 
in the division of the powers and rights between the States and the 
Federal Government and the people, what rights, what privileges 
were kept in reserve, what were granted and what were prohibited, and 
to do this it seems to me entirely necessary that we should refer to the 
Articles of Confederation to ascertain what was then the real state of 
the law upon these same questions and what changes were made in 
the Constitution. 

The second article of the Articles of Confederation reads: 


Arr. II. Each State retains its 5 freedom, and independence, and 
every power, jurisdiction, and right which is not by this confederation ex- 
preasly delegated to the United States in Congress assembled, 


That was the basis upon which the States first went into the Confed- 
eration. It is a firm and very open and powerful statement of what 
each State ordained, and it corresponds with the tenth amendment to 
the Constitution very closely indeed, which is that— 


The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor pro- 
—— by it to the States, are reserved to the States respectively, or to the 
people. 


That tenth amendment adds the reservation of powers—not rights 
merely, but powers—to the people, but in other respects it corresponds 
almost exactly with the seeond article of the Articles of Confederation, 
which I have just read. There can be no doubt after that declaration 
in the tenth amendment, following up the second article of the Articles 
of Confederation, that the rights which are reserved to the States are 
all the rights that are not delegated to the United States by the Con- 
stitution, and the rights reserved to the people are all the rights not 
delegated by the Constitution of the United States to the United States 
or to the States expressly. 

Now I wish to read from Article IV of the Articles of Confederation 
to sce what rights the people had in respect of this matter of commerce 
at the time of the first organization of the initial movement of our 
present Government. 


Ant. IV. The better to secure and perpetuate mutual friendship and inter- 
course among the people of the different States in this Union, the free inhab- 
itants of jan 4 of these States, a pene, vagabonds, and fugitives from justice 
excopted, shall be entitled to all privileges and immunities of free citizens in 
the several States. 


‘The provision was carried almost literally into the Constitution. The 
remaining part of Article IV of the Articles of Confederation was not car- 
ried into the Constitution literally, but was left under the shelter of a 
different provision, that is as follows: 

And the people of each State shall have free ingress and regress to and from 
any other Siate, and shall enjoy therein all the privileges of trade and com- 
merce, subject to the same duties, i reat s and restrictions, as the inhabit- 
ants thereof respectively: „That such restrictions, shall not extend so 
far as to prevent the removal of property imported into any State to any 
other State, of which the owner isan inhabitant: Provided, also, That no im- 

ition, duties, or restriction shall be laid by any State on the property of the 
nited States or either of them. 

You may read the Constitution as carefully as you please and you 

will not find any express provision in it that looks to the preservation 
of these commercial rights of the people, and yet they are very im- 
portant rights, and the Supreme Court of the United States in the case 
before me have said that the amendment to the Constitution which 
confers the immunities and privileges of citizens of any State upon the 
citizens of every other State has no application to anything but the 
political situation, the political relation of the citizens to the Govern- 
ment. 
But here is something more than a political privilege, the right of 
“ free ingress and regress to and from any other State, the privi- 
leges of trade and commerce, without any other impositions or re- 
strictions than such as belong to the people of the State where the cit- 
izen goes. ‘These refer to material interests, personal interests, indi- 
vidual interests, and yet they are not found repeated or anywhere stated 
in the body of the Constitution which was afterwards adopted. 


But, Mr. President, within four years after the adoption of the Con- | ; 


stitution ten amendments had been adopted to it and ratified by the 
different States, and the tenth amendment, the last one that was then 
adopted, which I have just read, declares: 


The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor pro- 
a by it to the States, are reserved to the States respectively, or to the peo- 
ple. 


These words or to the people were intended to cover not merely 
the privileges which had been expressly provided for in Article IV of 
the Articles of Confederation, but they were intended to cover every 
other right of every citizen of the United States that had not been ex- 
pressly or by necessary implication yielded up to the powers of Con- 
gress or to the powers of the States. The right of carrying on com- 
meree, Mr, President, is not the right of the United States, neither 


is it the right of a State government. These governments were not 
formed for the purpose of conducting commerce, or for the purpose of 
creating commerce, or for the purpose of prohibiting or destroying com- 
merce or traffic. The right of the interchange of commodities between 
men is as much a personal right as the right to breathe or to take a 
drink of water. It belongs to the individual American citizen, belonged 
to him when the governments were framed, State and Federal, and not 
only have these rights not been yielded up, but they were so expressly 
declared in Article IV of the Articles of Confederation and by the tenth 
amendment of the Constitution that they have been diligently and in- 
dustriously preserved, and they remain so now, and the rights of the 
people protected by the tenth amendment against adverse action on the 
partof Congress or on ihe part of the States. 

There is no more sacred right connected with property or industry, 
labor, toil, and the leading of the human life through all the exigen- 
cies of the allotted three-score years and ten than that of traffic and 
interchange of commodities, for without it we could have neither fam- 
ilies nor society, nor local nor national governments. In fact, this 
power of commerce, this right of commerce, is the life’s blood, the very 


mainspring of civilized human government. But it does not belong to 


the States, it does not belong to the United States; it belongs to the 
people, and it has been expressly reserved to them, and they are shel- 
tered under the tenth amendment against any invasion of that right 
by either State or Federal Government. The rights of the people re- 
served, in express terms, in the Articles of Confederation, along with 
all their other rights not therein expressly mentioned, are secured 
against all denial by the last sentence in the tenth amendment. . 

We know that the Government of the Confederation was sustained 
by contributions made by the different States which were raised by 
the taxes levied by their own Legislatures and that the Government 
of the United States had no power to levy any tax upon the people of 
any State even for its own preservation under those articles. It made 
its requisitions on the States, and the States complied with them when 
they wanted to do so, and when they did not they would not. 

There is one prohibition in Article V in respect to imposts and duties 
that was imposed upon the States. 

No State shall lay any imposts or duties which may interfere with any stipu- 
lations in treaties entered into by the United States in assembled with 


any king, prince, or state in pursuance of any treaties already proposed b; 
Congress to the courts of France and Spain. i 


With that single qualification or exception the States of the Ameri- 
can Union, during all the period of the Confederation, twelve years, had 
the right to lay imposts and duties, and of course they had the right to 
regulate commerce, because, as I understand the decision in the case 
of Leisy vs. Hardin, and, in fact, the whole current of the decisions of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, the right to tax, that is tosay, 
the right to impose duties and imposts, which amounts to about the 
same thing, I believe, upon commerce, includes the right to regulate 
commerce also, and perhaps the right to impose duties and imposts 
would have been just as fully expressed under the power given to regu- 
late commerce as it was in the first clause of that article of the Consti- 
tution. 

The States had the right therefore at the time of the formation of the 
Constitution of the United States to levy duties and imposts upon 
foreign commerce, and they did it, and not only did they do that, but 
they levied imposts and duties upon commerce coming from one State 
to another, though that, I believe, was not a power that was sanctioned 
by any express action of the Congress of the Confederation or by any 
judicial decision. Nevertheless, as to the power to levy duties, lay and 
collect taxes, and the like, the States had plenary authority at the time 
this Government was formed. 

Mr. President, it was that power, more than anything else, that the 
States yielded up when they put into the Constitution of the United 
States the express power to Congress to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts, and excises,” and, in the next clause but one, to te 
commerce with foreign nations and among the several States and with 
the Indian tribes.” Now, there is some little history about the Indian 
tribes, In the ninth article of the Articles of Confederation, it is said: 


exclusive 
mentioned 


goods or commodities whatsoever; of establishin 
cases, what captures on land or water shall be lega 
taken by land er naval forces in the service of the United States, shall be d 


ora ; of granting letters of marque und reprisal in times of peace; 
bas ting courts for the of piracies and felonies committed on the high 
seas, and establishing courts for receiving and determining finally, appeals in 
all cases of captures. 


And then it goes on in regard to the trial of piravies and felonies, 
and makes a long enumeration of the powers that are conferred upon 
the Congress of the Confederation, and I believe it is in the fifth clause 
of this long ninth article that it is provided as follows: 


The United States in Congress assembled shall also have the sole and exclu- 
sive right and power of regulating— 
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After omitting some things that are immaterial— 
the trade and * Sor affairs with the Indians, not members 


of any of the States: Provide: the legislative right of any State within 
its own limits, be not infringed or violated. 

And then it goes on establishing post-offices and post-roads and the 
like. There then we find that the Congress of the Confederation had 
the exclusive right of managing all affairs with the Indians, and that 
of course included commerce. That was transferred into the body of 
the Constitution when formed, in the clause to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations and among the several States and with the Indian 
tribes;’’? and the power was enlarged in the present Constitution so as 
to include the right on the part of to regulate commerce with 
an Indian tribe, even though that tribe might be occupying territory 
within the borders of a State. 

Now, we find assembled here in this section 8 of Article I of the Con- 
stitution some powers which before that time belonged to the States 
exclusively and some powers which belonged to the Congress of the 
Confederation in a modified form, and we find, under the shelter of the 
tenth amendment to which [have referred, the protection of those rights 
of the people in regard to free ingressand egress from State to State and 
the right of trading, ing on commerce with the people of other 
States, and there is nothing new amongst the powers which are con- 
ferred upon Congress in this third clause of the eighth section of the first 
article except the power to regulate commerce with foreign nations. 

This historical review brings me to the question whether or not it 
was the intention of the framers of our Constitution to give the same 
power exactly to Congress over commerce among the several States as 
is given by the Constitution to regulate commerce with foreign nations 
and with the Indian tribes. Almost from the beginning, each of the 
sentences divided by commas, of which there are three in this clause, 
has been construed in pari materia. They have been construed as if 
they related to the same subject and as if the meaning of the words 
contained in these different sentences was necessarily the same through- 
out; and it is right there that I think a very grave and serious-error 
has crept into the adjudications of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

The difference in the powers of Congress as to the regulation of for- 
eign and interstate commerce are very wide, necessarily very wide. I 
will refer to a few of them and only a few, but enough to point out, as 
I think, that these differences are not merely substantial, but that we 
are obliged to take notice of them when we try to arrive ata correct 
interpretation of this clause of the Constitution. 

I start out with this proposition, which I think no lawyer or states- 
man on this floor will deny, that no foreign state or country and no 
foreign person can carry on commerce with the United States except by 
the permission of Congress. Foreigners can not import anything into 
the United States except by the permission of Congress. Of course 
I include in that permission of Congress the treaty-making power, 
which—perhaps I should not say that positively—may authorize the 
importation of goods from foreign countries without the assistance of 
the general legislative power of Congress. But either in that form or 
in the form of legal enactment it is an absolute prerequisite to the 
right of any person living out of the United States that the permission 
of Congress shall be had before he can import any goods into this coun- 

I put it in that positive form, Mr. President, rather than to say that 
these goods can not be 8 inst the prohibition or inhibition 
of Congress. There must be an enabling act of the United States estab- 
lishing custom-houses rates of duty or a free-list, methods of entering 
and methods of collecting tariffs, and all other matters that relate to the 
protection of the revenue and protection of the country against the 
influx of impure or imperfect articles, which must be provided by an 
act of Congress before any person from a foreign country has the right 
or can come here and enter er in any one of our ports. 

From the very beginning Government would have been seriously 
imperfect if any foreign nation or any foreign man could have brought 
ships into our ports and landed goods without the express consent of 
Congress. And now, Mr. President, contrast that right or privilege of 
a foreign people, for which they must look to Congress, with the right 
or privilege of the American citizen, for which he need not look any- 
where else than to the Constitution of his country, to conduct commerce 
with the people of all these forty-two States. 

An American čitizen may, without any permission, transfer goods 
from one State to another. He may sell them in the State to which he 
transfers them, and whether you call it an import into one State or an 
export from another makes no difference, though really there is no 
import about it, for it is a mere transportation, and nobody can ques- 
tion his right to do it. Under Article LV of the Articles of Confederation 
which I have read that was an expressly tied privilege to the 
American citizen, and when the Constitution of the United States was 
adopted, it being silent as to that, it is not to be construed that that 
Constitution broke down that right, for no power is given to Congress 
to authorize or to license any citizen to trade with any other citizen in 
any State of the Union. 

‘We speak daily and almost hourly here in the Senate about the 
wonderful system of free trade that obtains between the States of the 


American Union, and we are prone to say, and I think I have heard it 
said very many times on the floor of the Senate, that the Constitution 
of the United States ties absolute free trade between the citi- 
zens of the different States of the American Union, and yet you read 
the volume through and you do not find any reference to it. Lou find 
that great right amongst the classification of the rights of the Ameri- 
can citizens not mentioned and not necessary to be mentioned, which 
by the express words of the last sentence in the tenth amendment are 
reserved to the people. \ 

When we come to regulate commerce with foreign nations we have 
not got any of the constitutional rights of the American citizen to deal 
with. You have not got to watch the laws of your progress in legis- 
lation to see whether you are invading some of the privileges reserved 


to him under the Constitution of the United States. You deal with the 


foreigner as a man who has no privileges except those granted by the 
act of Congress. He is an alien, a foreigner, and what privileges he 
gets from us he must take with such conditions as we may impose, and 
he can not claim any rights beyond what we merely choose to concede 
to him. When you come to deal with the American citizen, though, 
you find him panoplied and guarded on every side with the Constitution 
of his country, preserving to him all of his rights belonging to that great 
condition of citizenship and to his manhood, and you find that amongst 
these is the right of free trade and free traffic with the people of the 
different States of the American Union. 

When, therefore, you come to regulate commerce among the States 
you are not regulating something that belongs to a State, for the States 
have no commerce that belongs to them; yon are regulating commerce 
among the people of the States, you are controlling and directing them 
in their manner of traffic with each other, and if in that regulation 
you essay to break down any of their rights by crippling commerce, 
disabling it, prohibiting it, or putting it in the power of aState Legisla- 
ture to disable or prohibit it, you do something that the Constitution 
of the United States gives you no authority to do. 

Now, I will take another illustration. Congress can tax or impose 
duties or imposts upon imported goods coming from any foreign coun- 
try, but Congress can not levy such duties or imposts upon goods ex- 
ported from one State to another, and especially it can not do it under 
this power toregulatecommerce. Theclause of the Constitution which 
gives to Congress the power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, 
and excises,’’ etc., does not say upon foreign goods“ or *‘ upon im- 
portations,’’ but says merely that it may lay and collect duties and 
imposts.’ Those two words define peculiarly and with perfect sig- 

ificance, perfect clearness, that the power toimpose duties and imposts 
is a power to levy taxes upon the importation of goods. 

Besides that, there are several other provisions in the same section ot 
the Constitution which provide that no discrimination shall be made 
between the ports of the different States in the levy of these duties and 
imposts, which means of course that the Congress of the United States 
shall not discriminate against a port into which goods are imported 
from other countries; and that clause of the Constitution, the whole 
eighth section of the first article of the Constitution, as far as it relates 
to this subject at all, has reference to the levy of imposts and duties 
upon foreign goods imported into this country, and not upon goods car- 
ried from one State to another. 

I do not suppose that the most latitudinarian statesman in America 
would offer a billin this Congress for the purpose of levying duties on 
goods imported from New York to New Jersey. Nobody conceives that 
that is a possible thing todo, I sup that no greater shock could 
be inflicted upon the common mind of the people of the United States 
than a statementor a proposition that the Congress of the United States 
has the power to levy and collect duties upon goods carried from one 
State to another. But who denies the power to levy duties upon goods 
brought from foreign countries? 

It is perfectly obvious that you can not give the same construction 
to the language of this third clause of the eighth section of the first 
article, which I have quoted so frequently this morning, when you 
come to apply it to commerce among the States that you are obliged 
to give it when you come to apply it to commerce between the United 
States and the people of foreign countries, Congress may in time of 
peace impose an embargo on imports or exports to and from any for- 
eign country; but when there is no war in the United States, or rebell- 
ion, or insurrection, Congress can not embargo imports or exports from 
one State to another. Congress can not pass a law to prevent Ala- 
bama from shipping her cotton to Massachusetts to be spun and 
woven. That power does not exist in Congress. It is denied from the 
very nature of things in respect to commerce among the States; and 
yet it is a clear power and has been exercised on more than one occasion 
in respect of commerce between the United States and foreign coun-_ 
tries, and that, too, in time of peace, but when there was turbulence in 
the relations between the countries. 

Congress can declare anv foreign article or product suited to war pur- 
poses contraband; can do if in time of profound peace if it does not 
violate any treaty in doing so; and it may exclude any race of people 
from landing or coming into the United States that it chooses to ex- 
clude unless they have treaty obligations that bind us to admit them; 
but Congress can not prevent Chinese or other people from transferring 
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their habitat from California to Ohio and forbid them from going to Ala- 
bama if the people of Alabama want to employ them as laborers, 

There is a subject over which Congress has absolute control so far as 
foreign countries are concerned, and they have gone so far, it is said, 
and I do not feel prepared to deny it, as to break down a solemn treaty 
with China in order to exercise this unquestioned power of Congress to 
exclude her people from coming in here. Well, the bringing in of peo- 
ple, the coming in of people, the passage of people through the country, 
is commerce of a very bigh order, in a very high sense indeed. But 
now that the Chinese are in here, as to all of them that are here, can 
the Congress of the United States undertake to say that they can not 
go to the State of Alabama, but may go to the State of Maine? What 
would you think of an act of that kind, an act of Congress over com- 
merce among the States, discriminating in favor of one State and against 
another? 

Congress can prohibit the Chinese from coming int» any port of the 
United States, or open a certain port and let them in there, because in 
doing so they are dealing with a foreign country either by treaty or by 
law. After you get them in here and you come to consider thé ques- 
tion of commerce among the States, Congress can not discriminate be- 
tween Maine and Alabama by saying that a Chinese laborer may go to 
the one State and shall not go to the other. 

Now, these declarations of power are found in the same clause, and 
the courts have uniformly held, without seeming to have taken proper 
notice of the intrinsic differences in the application of these expressions 
to foreign and domestic commerce, that the words in this third clause 
of section 8 of Article I that I have been reading mean the same thing 
in regard to internal commerce that they mean in regard to external 
commerce, 

Congress, as I have said, may declare articles contraband of trade 
even in time of Can we not declare that dynamite bombs 
loaded in Russi or Germany or elsewhere are contraband and shall 
not be broughtin here and carried to Chicago and supplied to the 
market there? 

Mr. PLATT. Well, suppose they were made in some other State ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I will reach that in a moment. 

We certainly can declare that they are contraband, we can declare 
fire-arms contraband, powder contraband, or anything of the kind. 
But here is the Constitution of the United States that expressly gives 
every citizen the right to bear arms in his own defense. Suppose a 
man loads himself down with revolvers buckled around the outside of 
his clothes, with any amount of ammunition that he can manage to 
walk with, and crosses the State line from Georgia to Alabama, will 
any one pretend that the Congress of the United States, in virtue of 
this general power to declare articles contraband, could prevent that 
. from marching across the line loaded with his guns and ammu- 
nition? 

Mr. GRAY. Is the Senator speaking of a time of war? 

Mr. MORGAN. I am speaking of a time of peace, not a time of war. 
The war power differs from any power under our Government. We 
can not prove anything by the existence of the war power or by its 
scope or breadth or depth or height in t to any civil right of any 
American citizen. Can the Congress of the United States declare that 
that man is contraband and that he shall not go from Georgia to Alabama 
because he has got himself loaded down with revolvers and ammuni- 
tion? Certainly not. It can regulate that kind of commerce with for- 
eign countries, but it can not regulate it among the States. 

A Lonisiana lottery ticket is a valid contract under the constitution 
of the State of Louisiana, as I am informed, and you could sue upon it 
in a Louisiana court, and I dare say you could sue uponitin a Federal 
court in Louisana and recover money under it when you had drawn a 
prize. Congress has expressed its utter abhorrence of lotteries as 
schemes of gambling and as to their demoralizing effect upon commu- 
nities, and has passed all the laws that it has found itself capable of 
passing under some pretty strained constructions of its powers to pre- 
vent the transmission of lottery tickets through the mails. Notwith- 
standing this abhorrence expressed by Congress, notwithstanding the 
givings out from this body of a purpose intense, unyielding, to press 
every possible advantage of law and of the Constitution for the break- 
ing down of this great public wrong and this great act of public and 
general demoralization, yet lottery tickets are as much commerce as 
bills of exchange or a hundred or thousand dollar Treasury note. 

The Congress of the United States has never assumed or dared to as- 
sume the power to prohibit or control or to permit a State to prohibit 
their admission within its borders. The States have gone on, never- 
theless, and have enacted their laws, and there are very few States of 
this Union outside of Louisiana that have not a system of most strin- 
gent laws, highly penal enactments, for the purpose of breaking down 
the bringing in and sale of lottery tickets; nevertheless there is an ar- 
ticle of commerce among the States and it is protected by the guaranty 
of the Constitution against any court, at least in Louisiana and perhaps 
anywhere else, from declaring that the contract is void. 

Certainly it is not void because it violates any law of the United 
States or the Constitution of the United States. It is commerce, and 
it is commerce among the States; it is commerce that has received 
every form of denunciation we can impose upon it, and yet it goes on 


and we can not help ourselves. We can not prohibit the State of 
Louisiana from giving recognition to the validity of those lottery con- 
tracts either in her courts or elsewhere. e 

The importation of lottery tickets from Cuba or Mexico may be ab- 
solutely prohibited by Congress. Congress may declare that they are 
not commerce when foreign people seek to bring them into our ports, 
or that they are nuisances, but as among the States they are com- 
merce, and Congress can not destroy that inherent quality as to a State 
lottery ticket. 

Now, because that is commerce among the States does any Senator 
here suppose that we have got the authority to permit any State Legis- 
lature to pass a law to prohibit their being admitted into the body of 
the State? If there are laws that prohibit their being admitted into 


‘the body of the State, upon what foundation dothey stand? Upon the 


foundation of the rights of the States to enact it. 

They call them police laws and police regulations, I do not find 
those phrases any where in the Constitution—" police laws“ or police 
regulations.“ You find those powers in the reserved powers of the 
States, powers reserved clean and clear, not conditionally, not powers 
reserved to be used in the promotion of morality, or decency, or order, 
or peace, but powers reserved because they are powers that belong to 


‘the States and have never been surrendered. They are powers that the 


States may employ without the consent of Congress, although they re- 
late to and regulate commerce in some important respects. 

Mr. President, I think these circumstances suffice to show that the 
same rules of construction can not possibly be applied to the power to 
regulate commerce with foreign nations that must be applied to the 
power to regulate commerce among the several States. And I think 
the difficulties in our decisions have come more from a neglect to give 
attention to these plain and manifest distinctions in respect of the nat- 
ure and extent of the power of Congress in the one case or the other 
than from any other cause that I can conceive of. 

The power to regulate commerce among the States is intended to 
enable Congress to prevent one State from discriminating against an- 
other in respect of commerce by proper enactments, and to give to the 
Federal courts the jurisdiction to enforce the laws so enacted rather 
than leave the controversies between States to be decided in their own 
local courts. 

Now we come to the next clause, as to commerce with the Indian 
tribes. What a different thing is that from commerce among the 
States, Look over your statute-books and see what you have done in 
respect to commerce with the Indian tribes. Because they were a sub- 
ordinate and dependent people in the United States we have not hesi- 
tated to confine them to their reservations and prevent them from trav- 
eling anywhere in the United States that we did not choose to give them 
passes to go. They can not conduct the commerce of travel at large 
under those acts of Congress. We fence them around with our laws 
and shut them out from all manner of intoxicating drinks. They can 
notindulge in that kind of commerce because of the prohibition of the 
laws of the United States—not of the States, butof the United States— 
laws passed by the Congress of the United States to operate upon tribes 
within the States. 

We deny them guns and gunpowder. We deny them the privilege 
of going out upon the plains and hunting to supply themselves with 
food. ‘The man who trades with the Indians must first of all geta 
license from the United States Government, and give a bond, and be 
sworn into office as an officer of the United States—Indian traders—and 
the Indian is not permitted to trade with anybody else. The Indian is 
not permitted to go into the markets and sell what he may acquire in the 
way of property, whether the hides of bears, or of buffaloes, or of cat- 
tle, or any other kind that he may get in the nature of commerce or 
traffic. We regulate commerce with the Indian tribes, and that is the 
way we do it. 

If each one of these sentences in this clause means as much and the 
same thing as every other sentence in this clause, then the Congress of 
the United States have got the power to treat the people of Alabama, 
as to their commerce, just as they dothe Ute Indians. Was there ever 
a greater absurdity or was there ever one more perfectly illustrated 
in the history of legislation than this statement that all three of the 
powers included in the three different sentences in this clause of the 
eighth section of the first article of the Constitution are to be inter- 
preted in pari materia and mean the same thing? Mr. President, they 
are just as widely different as the American citizen, panoplied with 
all the splendid privileges and powers and protections of the Constitu- 
tion, is different from a foreigner; a Chinaman, a Patagonian, or who- 
ever else he may be. 

Now, sir, when we come to interpret tĦis clause of the Constitution 
in respect of the rights of the American citizen, we have a vast field 
over which our eyes sweep, and being careful not to break in upon, 
intrude upon any of his reserved constitutional rights, we find that the 
powers of Congress are very limited in the control of his right to traffic 
and trade. 

We find not merely the right of traffic and trade reserved to him, but 
free ingress and egress to and from the States is reserved to him, and 
we must respect every one of these rights when we come to put any 
limitations whatsoever upon his power and rights of trading with his 
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fellow-citizens in the difterent States of the American Union. He is | gress. I believe it is a declaration which if it is not a usurpation is a 


not protected by an act of Congress; he is not protected by the absence 
ofan act of Congress. His protection comes directly and straight from 
the Constitution of the United States. It isthe protection that applies 
to those rights that are called rights reserved to the people, and we 
must havea sufficient regard for those rights and for their preservation, 
or we shall find ourselves seriously hampered and embarrassed in leg- 
islating to interfere with them in any respect whatever. 

The States are the appropriate guardians of the rights reserved to 
the people. 

This is a bill to enable a State tointerfere, by its own legislation and 
‘in its own way, with a right of the people of such State in the Ameri- 
can Union to use ardent spirits in any form whatever. That may not 
be a valuable right; it may be one that ought to be restrained by Jaw, 
and I believe that if the Supreme Court of the United States had taken, 
from the beginning, a proper view of this question there would not 
have been the slightest difficulty in according to the States the full 
swing of what are called their police powers forthe control of the traffic 
in ardent spirits and the control of the use of them. That is my belief 
about that. 

But we have gone on now so far about it, and the States having acted 
for so many years upon the idea that they had the right to exercise all 
these powers, and having come suddenly to a dead halt by a decision 
of the Supreme Court which says that, because jurisdiction over this 
question is conferred under the power to regulate commerce upon Con- 

therefore the State legislation is void, the question recurs whether 
we shall yield our opinion to the apon Court of the United States, 
if that be its opinion, that we have the authority over the States to en- 
able them to make such enactments; whether we shall stay where we 
are and Jet the States become interested in the assertion of their proper 
rights. 

I believe, Mr. President, that the decadence of the rights of the 
States in the American Union has been due more to the petting and 
nursing of Congress than anything else. I believe that the States of 
the American Union are far more derelict in the assertion of their rights 
than Congress is eager or anxious to overcome them, and I for one shall 
not give my vote to enable any State of the American Union to become 
a legislative tribunal like a Territorial Legislature to pass laws to carry 
out, under the consent of Congress, the rights that I think they enjoy 
under the Constitution of the United States. 

There might be a policy in that, there might be some temporary 
wisdom in it, there might be a relief from certain anxieties and dis- 
tresses in certain parts of the American Union if we were to take a 
course of that kind; but, sir, there is no permanent good in it. 

Some Senator asked me yesterday, Suppose that the Supreme 
Court of the United States should reverse its decision in this case as it 
has overruled two cases expressly in order to reach the conclusion 
which is now before us in the shape of a decision of that court, then 
what would be the situation?“ Why, sir, we will be legislating with 
both ends in the air. By the time we get our permission out for the 
States to do what they have the constitutional right to do, by the 
time we have put them under our thumb and have permitted them 
to legislate as far as we think they must go, the decision itself may 
be reversed, for they can repeal their decision, and the Constitution 
may rock back upon its old level. 

I think there is no necessity for haste about this matter, unless there 
may be some peculiar political necessity in some quarter of the Ameri- 
can Unionof whichI am notinformed. I know that so far as my own 
State is concerned there is no necessity for it, at least it is my belief 
that there is no necessity for my voting to give permission to the State 
of Alabama to change her system of laws in any respect in regard to 
the use of intoxicants or their sale or anything connected with the com- 
merce that is involved in it. 

Now, here we have been going on for abonta hundred years, and 
not only upon this branch of legislation, but in many other cases equally 
open toassault. We have been enacting State laws and enforcing them; 
we have been filling up jails and penitentiaries with men convicted un- 
der laws that it now appears are unconstitutional. Thousands, hun- 
dreds of thousands, millions of dollars of amercements and fines have 
been collected out and paid into different State and county treasuries in 
the United States. The people of the United States did not have any 
doubt, nor did the statesmen who have been conducting the affairs of 
all these States throughout this broad Union forso many years, or their 
great courts. We have had no doubt at all of the power of the differ- 
ent States to regulate the use of ardent spirits; and our Supreme Court 
have declared in the Kansas cases that the Legislatures of the States 
may absolutely prohibit the manufacture of intoxicants. 

I think, Mr. President, that after so long a time, after so much has 
been expended, after so much has been suffered by the people of this 
country, we had better give a little time to the pulse of public senti- 
ment to see whether or not it can not justify this long line of prece- 
dent and of action against a decision that is said by three of our ablest 
Senators to be an obiter dietum. 

I can conceive of no necessity for haste in this matter, and at pres- 
ent, sir, I am not prepared to vote for this bill from the committee. I 
. believe that this bill is a usurpation of authority on the part of Con- 


mere brutum fulmen, for if it be true that the presence of the power of 
Congress in the Constitution itself to regulate commerce among the 
States is sufficient, ex proprio vigore, to break down any legislation of this 
kind, there is nonecessity, Mr. President, for our trying to remedy that 
state of affairs, for these State laws will go down whether the act of 
Congress is passed or whether it is not passed. If the Constitution of 
the United States breaks. down the power of a Legislature to pass laws 
of this kind Congress can not relieve the States from that impediment 
in their way, and I Believe that the safer and the wiser policy on this 
occasion is to defeat this bill either by its indefinite postponement or 
in some other way. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I have been an attentive listener 
to the remarks which have been addressed to the Senate by those who 
have preceded me both in favor of and in opposition to the measute 
which is now before us for our consideration. I have endeavored to 
give to it the best consideration which the limited time in which the 
measure has been before the Senate has enabled me to do. I regard it 
as one of the most important bills, in the practical results which will 
follow its adoption, w have been presented for the consideration 
of Congress at this session. 

The press of the country and also the learned Senators who have 
discussed this bill have frequently made allusions to the State of 
Iowa as presenting a case which demonstrates the necessity for the 
passage of such a measure, and in fact have sought to limit the con- 
sideration of this question to States that have laws similar to that of 
Towa, the theory being that it was necessary to this proposed law 
in order to give the right to the States that favor prohibition to pass 
laws for the regulation of the liquor traflic that would prohibit abso- 
lutely the sale of that article within the limits and boundaries of the 
State. If that was the only question involved in this bill, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I would not consume a moment of the time of the Senate in ad- 
dressing it; but I feel that the State which I in part represent will, if 
Congress does not take some constitutional action, be far more seriously 
affected in the administration of the affairs of that State than the State 
of Iowa or any other State whose laws entirely prohibit the sale and 
use of ardent spirits. 

If I understand correctly the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, which I shall endeavor to explain to the Senate, it in- 
volves the question whether a State shall collect any revenue, if its 
people favor the license system, or whether, if they prefer the local-op- 
tion system, it may permit its counties to have local option, or whether 
if it believes in prohibition it shall be permitted to pass laws enforcing 
that public sentiment. The State that I in part represent and its cit- 
izens believe in the regulation of this traffic through the license sys- 
tem and partially through local-option laws applicable to the particular 
counties, leaving it to the public sentiment of each county to deter- 
mine the policy it will adopt. 

Now, sir, if I comprehend this decision correctly, should no action 
be taken by Congress, what will be the effect in my State or in any 
State that now authorizes licenses to be issued with a view of con- 
trolling and regulating the sale of liquors? The effect will be that 
there will be transported from across the boundaries of that State to 
any citizen or resident, for sale in ‘‘ original packages,’’ liquor in flasks 
or bottle as an article of commerce, the barter and exchange of which 
will be protected under this decision construing that provision of the 
Federal Constitution, and ina few months we will find bars open selling 
side by side with the men who are honestly paying a license to the 
municipality, the county, and the State for the privilege of exercising 
that calling, while those engaged in selling by the original — 

are receiving all the rewards and profits, without any of the lia- 
bilitiesand burdens assumed by the law-abiding citizen who executes 
his bond with a heavy penalty and pays into the treasury an annual 
sum to secure this privilege. 

The tendency of that will at once be to make every man refuse to 
take out a license. He can not afford to pay a license of five hundred 
or a thousand dollars for the privilege of selling an article when the 
man in the next house has the privilege of selling the same article in 
the original package brought from another State, perhaps just be- 
yond the boundary line of that State, and is disposing of it as an im- 
porter to the citizens of the State without any license and without any 
power whatever upon the part of the State to regulate or control it. 
What would prevent him from selling on Sunday? What would pre- 
vent him from selling toa minor? What would prevent him from sell- 
ing to a man in the habit of becoming intoxicated? What would pre- 
vent him from selling to a manin a beastly state of intoxication at 
the time of the sale? The power of the State to regulate is absolutely 
abrogated by this decision. The police power of the State is abso- 
lutely impotent to control or regulate in any manner, shape, or form 
the disposition and sale of this article by the importer in the “‘ orig- 
inal package. . 

Mr. President, I do not care about auy one misunderstauding the 
position which I occupy in reference to this subject. I am known and 

ized in the State in which I reside as one who believes it impol- 
itic and unwise to control the liquor traffic through the system of pro- 
hibition as adopted in some of the States. I believe that the only true 
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in the in- 
8 of society, of public order, is through the high-license system. 


method by which that traffic can be successfully 


erefore, sir, if it was necessary that I should change the position 
which I have always maintained on this subject before I could give my 
support to the measure now presented for our consideration or before 
Icould consistently favor legislation in reference to this matter, I would 
be one of the first to cast my vote against this or any similar measure 
which would put me in the attitude of adyocating a policy which I 
believe would be mischievous as well as noxious to the people of my 
State, and which would be incompatible with the views which I have 
always held in reference to this subject. 

Now, sir, another point occurs to me before I proceed to discuss this 
decision. I have been seeking some constitutional means of escape 
from this confusion resulting from this unexpected decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. I wanted to see whether we could 
not control this matter by passing a general law providing as to the 
character and size of the package in which ardent spirits should be 
trar „andin that way give some relief without going any further 
in the exereise of the Federal power under the commercial clause of 
the Constitution. But, sir, I findin the 100th United States Supreme 
Court Reports, page 95, in the Trade-Mark Cases, that Justice Miller, 
in delivering the opinion of the court, announces this as the law which 
should control the action of Congress in reference to this question. He 
said: 

E 
ae ar Sree hae te ate caer Ls are 
of Congress. The barrels and casks, the bottles and boxes in which alone cer- 
tain articles of commerce are for safety and by which their contents are 
transferred from the seller to the buyer, do not y become subjects of Con- 
gressional legislation more than other property. . 

Throughout this decision the theory is advanced in the argument 
of the Supreme Court that the article does not come within the influ- 
ence of that provision of the Federal Constitution until it is delivered 
for the purpose of transportation from one State to another, and con- 
sequently that Congress can not control in any manner whatever the 
character of the packages or the way in which they were prepared for 
shipment. 

This view is very strongly advanced by Justice Gray in delivering 
the dissenting opinion in the case under discussion, and it is one of the 
arguments suggested by the minority in the consideration of this case, 
which must necessarily have been brought to the attention of the ma- 
jority in the conference room; and yet, although it presents the prac- 
tical question which is really involved in the results which will flow 
from this decision, the majority in their finding do not allude to or in 
any way controvert the position taken by Justice Gray in the dissent- 
ing opinion. 

On page 38, Justice Gray says: 

If the statutes of a State ed Bory prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
liquors within its territory are to be held inoperative and void as applied to 
liquors sent or brought from another State and sold by the importer In what 
are called original packages, the uence must be that an inhabitant of any 
State may, under the pretext of interstate commerce, and without license or 
supervision of any pan authority, or send into, and sell in, any or all of 
the other States of the Union, intox ng liquors of whatever description, in 
cases or kegs, or even in single bottles or flasks, despite any legislation of those 
States on the subject and although his own State should be the only one which 
had not enacted similarlaws. It would require positive and eo legislation 
on tag part of Congress to convince us that it contemplated or ntended such a 
result. 

There is the deliberate opinion of three dissenting justices in this 
very case, in which they announce the same views which I have ex- 
pressed to the Senate, and confirming the suggestions which I have 
feebly advanced that there is eee by which the State under this 
decision can regulate the sale of ardent spirits even when thesale is by 
the bottle or by the flask. If this is a correct interpretation of the char- 
acter and extent of that decision there can be no question that the State 
and its minor political subdivisions, which I have the honor in ꝓart to 
represent, would lose over a half million dollars in the course of a sin- 
gle year by reason of the commercial transactions in liquors between 
its citizens and others in the importation of this article of commerce 
into the State, and in the sale of it, without license or regulation, in 
the original package.“ 

‘The result of such a practice would stimulate a sentiment among the 

ple which would be satisfied at nothing less than absolute prohi- 
ition of the liquor traffic by and through Congressional legislation. 
This policy, in my judgment, which would be injurious and hurtful, 
would, under the circumstances, be excusable if not justifiable. For 
these reasons, sir, I am not content to quietly sit by and refuse to do 
anything to relieve the situation which confronts us. 

Mr. President, let us examine this decision frankly as lawyers and 
see exactly what it has ruled, what it means, and when we have ascer- 
tained that let us then endeavor to frame some law that will clearly 
come within the constitutional power of Congress, that will not in- 
fringe in any way upon the powers reserved to the State, but which 
will relieve the police power of the State of the difficulties which now 
embarrass its exercise. 

The first point that the court decides is that ardent spirits, distilled 
liquors, etc., are subjects of exchange, barter, and traffic, and are con- 
sequently articles of commerce, protected by the eighth section of the 


first article of the Constitution. That is the foundation of the decis- 
ion. Having once determined that this particular article is an article 
of commerce, they then proceed to consider the question as to the different 
classes of articles that come within the meaning of the term com- 
merce as used in the Constitution, and in doing this the court defines 
two classes of articles as coming within the influence of that clause. 
They hold that all articles or subjects of commerce that fall within the 
meaning of the commercial clause of the Constitution which in their 
nature are local, shall be understood as one class, but that all other 
articles which require a uniform system or regulation as between the 
States shall be regarded as another class. It is important to preserve 
this distinction, because it is upon that that this whole case turns, 

The court next hold that where the article or subject-matter of com- 
merce is in its nature local, such as inspection laws, quarantine laws, 
health laws, laws in relation to bridges, ferries, and highways, there 
is a concurrent power in the State with that granted to the Federal 
Government which will authorize and justify the enactment of State 
police regulations which may regulate and control that local matter, 
although it may affect commerce until has deemed it proper 
in the exercise of its judgment to enact laws covering the same sub- 
ject-matter. 

When that occurs, if it ever should, the court holds that the subject- 
matter, though local, will then be controlled by the law of Con 
and not governed by the State law bearing upon the same subject. 
But, should the subject-matter of commerce require a uniform system 
of regulation as between the States, then it is a matter of exclusive 
Federal jurisdiction, and the fact that Congress has not passed upon it 
does not imply that Congress has assented that the State may act in 
reference to it, but the inference is that it was the purpose and inten- 
tion of Congress to allow the commerce as to that article to be absolutely 
free as between the States. 

Mr. President, to any legal mind how could the court have reached 
any other conclusion, having once established the fact that the power in 
such a case granted to Congress was exclusive? I do not propose todo 
as others have done, argue an abstraction. I do not propose to follow 
others and argue the question whether the Supreme Court correctly or 
neorrectly expounded the language found in the eighth section, Arti- 
cle I, of the Constitution. I propose to take the decision as I find it, 
and try to give a remedy that will meet the emergency that we must 
face. Isit not a sound principle of construction that if, as the court 
holds, the States have surrendered to the Congress the exclusive power 
to regulate this subject there was no residunm left in the States, and if 
no residuum of this power was reserved to the States under the Federal 
compact which they have entered into, necessarily there could exist no 
constitutional foundation or basis upon which they could rest any State 
legislation which would govern, regulate, or control the subject-matter 
which by that compact had been exclusively granted to the Federal 
Government? 

Sir, Iam just that strong State rights man that I recognize that it 
is absolutely essential in the preservation of the dual system of this 
Government that the Federal powers which have been expressly dele- 
gated or which are necessarily implied from those granted should be 
faithfully enforced as that the rights which have been reserved to the 
States should be properly respected and maintained. It is only by re- 
specting the one and maintaining the other that the dual form of gov- 
ernment we have framed, aud which hasstood for a hundred years, can 
be perpetuated with blessings to the people of the whole country. 

The next point decided by the court—it having decided first that this 
was an article of commerce, second that it was a matter requiring uni- 
form regulation between the States, it next proceeds to determine when 
that article ceased to be clothed with the characteristic which entitles 
it to the protection of that clause of the Federal Constitution, and it 
reaches its conclusion by quoting the language used in the case of Brown 
vs. The State of Maryland, and incorporates the views suggested in that 
case as the basis of the opinion of the court. 

Tt is as follows: 

But when the importer has so acted upon it that it has become inco; 


rporated 
and mixed up with the mass of propan + the country, which happens when 
the original package is no longer such in his hands, 


Such is the construction given to the commercial clause of the Fed- 
eral Constitution by the court, and which determines when the article 
of commerce is no longer entitled to protection under its provisions. 
This gives to the importer, under the decision of the court, the full pro- 
tection of that provision until the article has been disposed of by him 
or the original package has been broken. I think in either case it then 
becomes subject to the laws of the State. 

The court having reached that conclusion and having decided that 
this was an exclusive grant of power to Congress to regulate this sub- 
ject as between the States, the court proceeds to quote from the dis- 
senting opinion of Chief-Justice Taney in the New Hampshire case as 
to the powers of Congress over this matter, quoting, as I understand 
with approval, this expression of Chief-Justice Taney: 

And Congress, under its general power to 45 commerce with foreign 


nations, may prescribe what article of merchandise shall be admitted and whut 
cluded; and may therefore admit, or not, as it shall deem best, the importa. 
of ardent spirits. 


1890. 
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That is quoted with approval by the majority of the court, and it 
gives to Congress the power to absolutely exclude, if it deems proper, 
any article coming within the influence of the Federal provision. If, 
therefore, it gives the right to exclude an article as a subject-matter of 
commerce it is evident that the construction of the language to - 
late“ was equivalent to and synonymous with to prohibit,” and such 
has been the rule of construction in some of the States. In others, I 
believe, it has been different. In order to express the opinion of the 
court as to the powers of Congress in reference to this particular sub- 
iect, the distinguished Chief-J ustice who delivered this opinion proceeds 
to say, 

Undoubtedly it is for the legislative branch of the State governments to de- 
termine whether the manufacture of particular articles of traffic or the sale of 
such articles will injuriously affect the public, and itis not for Congress to deter- 
mine what measures a State may properly adopt as appropriate or needful for 
the proteation of the public morals, the public health, or the publicsafety; but, 
notwithstanding it is not vested with supervisory power over matters of local 
administration, the responsibility is upon Co: , 80 far as the regulation of 
interstate commerce is concerned, to remove the restriction upon the State in 
dealing with imported articles of trade within its limits, which have not been 
mingled with the common mass of property therein, if in its judgment the end 
to be secured justifies and requires such action. 

In this expression of the court he presents a new view that has never 
been expressed by any justice of the Supreme Court that I know of in 
treating of this subject, to wit, that it is the right of Congress, under 
the power to regulate, to take hold of and control, the subject of com- 
merce between the States before it becomes mixed and incorporated 
into the common mass of the property of the State, by such legislation 
as under the Constitution it may enact. 

I am not one of those, Mr. President, who concur with those Sena- 
tors who construe the expressions used by the court, by the consent 
ofthe Congress and ‘‘ with the permission of Congress.“ asannouncing 
the doctrine that the Federal Congress has any power which it can trans- 
fer to a State and thereby invest it with a jurisdiction which it had sur- 
rendered by the Federal compact to the exelusive control and regula- 
tion of the Federal Congress. Such a doctrine is illogical and would be 
subject to the most serious abuse if it existed. 

I am of the opinion and belief that the sole motive and purpose of 
the use of those expressions was to indicate to Congress the opinion of 
the court that it has the constitutional power to enact such laws as 
would meet this emergency; but to maintain that those distinguished 
justices who concurred in the opinion of the majority maintained as a 
constitutional principle that the Federal Government can transfer to 
the States any of the powers exclasively vested in it by the States is 
an insult to the intelligence of those gentlemen that I for one would 
not be guilty of intimating. I therefore feel that the only question 
we have to determine in the decision of the matter now before the 
Senate is to ascertain the proper constitutional way by which we can 
bring again into full activity the police powers of the States. 

Mr. President, believing that the original bill reported from the 
Committee on the Judiciary implied that Congress had the power un- 
der the Constitution and under this decision to delegate or to grant to 
any one of the States, or all of the States, the right to regulate this 
traffic, which had been by the Constitution, as held by the court, ex- 
elusively vested in Congress, I proposed an amendment to the original 
bill taking an entirely different view from that held by the committee 
reporting it, and which I believed then and believe now to be con- 
stitutional. That amendment, which I proposed on May 23, provides: 

That when fermented, distilled, or intoxicating liquids or liquors are trans- 
ported or conveyed by a common carrier as an article of commerce from a State 
or Territory into another State or Territory, such fermented, distilled, or intox- 
icating liquids or liquors so transported or conveyed shall be considered as in- 
corporated as a part of the common mass of property within such State or Ter- 
ritory, and subject to its regulation, control, or taxation, in the exercise of its 
police powers, on delivery of the original package by the common carrier to 
the owner or consignee, 

Mr. President, under this amendment it will only be necessary to 
show a single fact to remove from the article the protection which 
the commercial clause of the Constitution gives it when it has once 
been brought within the boundaries of the State, and that is that as 
soon as any article which is admitted to be an article of commerce has 
been delivered to the owner or consignee at the place of destination 
this at once relieves it of all the protection which attached to it as a 
ora ie article, and it becomes subject to the police power of the 

tate. 

The fact that we have the right to regulate and control this matter 
is decided in all the cases which I have had an opportunity of exam- 
ining, and especially in the one which we have been considering more 
particularly as operating upon this article. The object and purpose of 
this amendment is not to grant to a State a power it had surrendered, nor 
does it assume that Congress has the power to delegate any power toa 
State. This amendment simply proposes to declare that when the arti- 
cle is delivered to the owner or consignee it is no longer an article of 
commerce. This it can do, for it is within the power of Congress to 
say this article shall not be considered an article of commerce. What 
would then be the result? 

Suppose Congress would pass a law under the authority of the de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court, sustained by the opinion expressed by 
Chief-Justice Taney, that this article of distilled spirits should not be 


regarded as an article of commerce, what would be the effect of such 
an act? The effect would simply be to allow it to take its chances 
with every other article which is not clothed with the protection of 
that clause of the Federal Constitution; and itcould be absolutely reg- 
ulated by the laws of the State in which it may happen to be found. 
The State would have absolute control and jurisdiction over it. 

If we have power to do that we have the power to determine when 
it shall cease to be clothed with the protection given it by the provis- 
ion of the Federal Constitution, and determine that when delivered to 
the owner or consignee it shall then be subject to the laws and regula- 
tions of the State. That is conferring no power. r 

Suppose when the Supreme Court decided this original -package ques- 
tion and the right of the importer it had decided that it should be re- 
garded as incorporated in and become a part of the great mass of the 
property of the State on the delivery to the owner or consignee, then 
it would have the same effect as the amendment which I have offered 
to the bill. 

But the court went further, and said that the delivery to the owner 
or consignee is not sufficient; the importer must have the right to sell 
it as an incident to the right to import, and no one can take from him 
that right except Congress, that has the exclusive jurisdiction over the 
entire subject-matter. 

This amendment will enable the subject to be regulated and con- 
trolled without infringement upon any of the rights of the State, with- 
out assuming that Congress has the power to delegate to the State the 
exercise of a Federal power by designating when this sball cease to be 
an article of commerce, a matter clearly within the Federal jurisdic- 
tion. It then becomes a matter solely and exclusively for the juris- 
diction of the State, and not a matter of Federal cognizance. 

Since the introduction of my amendment the matter has gone before 
the Judiciary Committee again, and they have reported a substitute 
for the original amendment. I have several objections to that substi- 
tute, The first objection occursin line 4. It reads as follows: 

That when any intoxicating liquors or liquids shall be transported from one 
State or Territory into another State or Territory. 

I think, Mr. President, that the use of the word “ transported“ 
without any qualifications is entirely too broad. In order to bring 
the measure clearly within the jurisdiction of Congress, it should be 
limited. If this amendment is to be construed asa correct interpreta- 
tion of the law, then the term commerce means what? That any 
article, no matter how transported, no matter under what cireum- 
stances transported from one State to another State, is an article of com- 
merce and subject to Federal jurisdiction. I do not admit that the 
Federal jurisdiction over commerce between the States goes to that 
extent. In the Trade-Mark Cases, in discussing this question, Justice 
Miller, on page 96, 100th United States Reports, refers to this provision 
of the Federal Constitution and gives his interpretation and definition 
of what he understands to be commerce among the States. He says: 

While bearing in mind the liberal construction that commerce with foreign 
nations means commerce between citizens of the United States and citizens and 
subjects of foreign nations, and commerce among the States means commerce 
between the individual citizens of different States, there still remains a very 
large amount of commerce, perhaps the la , Which, being trade or traffic 
between citizens of the same State, is beyond the control of Congress, 

That question of citizenship is not involved if this amendment be 
passed. The simple question that brings it under the protection of the 
Federal Constitution. if this is law, if this is a true construction of the 
Constitution, is that the article owned by anybody, transported in any 
manner from one jurisdiction to another, is a subject of Federal cogni- 
zance, because it is a matter of commerce within the meaning of the 
Federal Constitution, This construction I regard as directly in the 
teeth of the decision and interpretation of that clause as defined by 
Justice Miller in 100th United States Reports. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator from West Virginia will allow me, I de- 
sire to ask him if he means that in a transaction of commerce that was 
conducted between two citizens of Iowa, say, one owning a brewery in 
the State of Wisconsin and the other not, the transportation of the 
product of that brewery in Wisconsin, owned by the citizen and resi- 
dent of Iowa, into Iowa for sale to another citizen would constitute 
under his contention now an act of interstate commerce. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It would not; but under this amendment of the 
Judiciary Committee it would be treated as an act of interstate com- 
merce over which Congress had jurisdiction to legislate. 

Mr. GRAY. I only asked the question in that form so that I might 
understand the contention of the Senator. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Under this amendment I might come down to 
the city of Washington, and, not being what is understood in common 
parlance as a teetotaler, I might purchase a bottle of good old Hen- 
nessy brandy and put it in my overcoat pocket and carry it to Mar- 
tinsburgh, W. Va., for purposes of consumption in the State of West 
Virginia, and yet it is an article of interstate commerce under the 
amendment reported by the Judiciary Committee and has all the pro- 
tection that can be thrown around that article by reason of the provis- 
ion in the Federal Constitution. I claim that such is a true inter- 
pretation of that provision of the Constitution. Thesame would be the 
ease if I should buy a pocket-book or any other article, not limiting 
it to the particular article now being discussed. 
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Then there is another objection and a much more serious one, espe- 
cially should it be so considered by the distinguished Senator who has 
charge of this bill, if I am correct in my understanding of the language 
and in my construction of the decisions of the Supreme Court. It ter- 
minates the character of the article as an article of commerce ‘‘ when 
the actual and continuous transportation of the same shall have termi- 
nated.’’ I would ask the distinguished Senator from Iowa the mean- 
ing and definition of that phrase, and to state in plain English when 
that article would be relieved of the character of an article of commerce 
under the Federal Constitution. - 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). Does the 
Senator from West Virginia yield to the Senator from Iowa ? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ido. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. In answer to the Senator’s question, I will 
state that it would cease to be an article of commerce under the pro- 
tection of law whenever, as this amendment states, ‘‘the actual and 
continuous transportation of the same shall have terminated, and by 
way of giving him a clear understanding of the propriety of this pro- 
vision I will state an illustration. > 

It has been customary at some point in the State of Iowa, I know 
not how it may have been in Kansas and other States, for persons deal- 
ing in intoxicating liquors to have shipped from St. Louis, for instance, 
to a point in Iowa a car-load of liquors. Those liquors would remain, 
I presume under some understanding with the railroad company, in 
the car, on a side track, not delivered upon the platform, not placedin 
the warehouse, not subject to the orders of the consignee because the 
freight and charges would not have been paid thereon. 

The owner, in order to avail himself of the protection which the 
practice afforded, would make sale to A, B, C, and D of, for instance, 
a keg of beer to each, send a dray to the depot, pay the freight on that 
number of kegs, and have them delivered, but leaving the remainder 
still in the possession of the railroad company, there being no delivery 
to the consignee until the charges were paid. Thus, in that way he 
would retail out the car-load of beer or other liquors. It is in order 
to prevent practices of that kind that the language was used in the 
amendment to which the Senator from West Virginia objects. 

I suggest to him in this connection that the Jan used in his 
amendment would not avoid the practice which I have described, for 
the reason that the original package would not have been delivered by 
the common carrier to the owner or consignee, the railroad company, 
the carrier, retaining possession, without the payment of charges by 
the consignee, in order, as it is suspected, that the consignee may be 
protected in the sale thereof, because no actual delivery has occurred. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, taking the case which was given 
as an illustration by the Senator from Iowa, the same thing could oc- 
eur under his amendmentif the railroad company should simply switch 
off that car a quarter of a mile or 250 yards from the point of destina- 
tion where, under the terms of the contract, it was bound to be de- 
livered, because he is careful to require that it shall net cease to be an 
article of commerce protected by the Federal Constitution until the 
actual and continuous transportation of it has terminated. Therefore, 
if there is to be any further transportation by the common carrier of 
the article, if it is 500 yards, it would be sufficient to enable this same 
trick or plan that the distinguished Senator has mentioned as an illus- 
tration to defeat the clear intention of the law. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I think the Senator from West Virginia is 
in error in that respect, for the reason that a consignment of intoxi- 
cating liquors from St. Louis or Chicago to Burlington, Iowa, having 
reached Burlington, it has reached, in the technical sense, the termina- 
tion of the transportation. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator from Iowa that I do 
not agree with him as to the technical meaning of the terms used. If 
he relies on technical construction of the language, I fear that if this 
bill is passed it will leave the law exactly where it stands to-day under 
the decision of the Supreme Court. In other words, the very language 
he has used in the amendment has been construed by the Supreme 
Court, and that construction has gone to the extent that the transpor- 
tation of the article would not terminate until there is a sale by the im- 
porter. Ithas by this construction of the Supreme Court, I fear, been 
made to include the sale as well as the transportation, and the very 
language used by the Senator here is used by the justice in passing 
upon that question. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator speaks of an earlier decision ? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ispeak of the most recent one before the latest, 
and that was the case of Bowman rs. The Chicago and Northwestern 

‘Railway Company, 125 United States. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I suggest to the Senator that that con- 
clusion can hardly follow from the language used in the amendment. 


Such liquors and Sow so transported shall, when the actual and continu- 
ous transportation of the same shall have term ed, be considered to have 
ceased to be the subjects of commerce with foreign nations the sev- 
eral States and be a part of the common mass of property within such State or 
Territory or the District of Columbia, as the case may be, and subject to the 
respective ers of such State, Territory, and the District of Columbia in re- 
spect of all police regulations of prohibition, regulation, or taxation, equally 
and in common with other like property — 2H to the police powers of any 
such State, Territory, or the District of Columbia. 


and amon; 


Mr. FAULKNER. I will ask the Senator now to state, in answer 
to my question, just when it is subject to the State police regulation. 

Mr. N, of Iowa. At the very moment when the continuous 
transportation shall have ceased. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is correct. When the transportation of 
the same shall have terminated it becomes then under his amendment 
subject to the police jurisdiction of the State. r 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow me to ask 
the Senator from Iowa what is meant by the words ‘‘regulations of 
prohibition;’’ if he means that the power of the State is only to attach 
after the goods come in the State and have ceased to be the subject of 
a continuous transportation? What does he mean by the word pro- 
hibition,“ the power to prohibit from importation into the State? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It means simply this, that under the laws 
of Iowa, Kansas, and, it may be, other States the manufacture and sale 
of intoxicating liquors is prohibited. That is one of the features of the 
State laws, to which these articles are to be subject upon the termina- 
tion of the transportation. 

Mr. GRAY. ‘Then if the Senator from West Virginia will allow me, 
I should like to suggest to the Senator from Iowa that there is an am- 
biguity about the phrase, for the word prohibition“ is not used with 
any qualifying language to indicate that it means what is technically 
known among temperance people as prohibition, but it is open to the 
interpretation that it may mean prohibition of importation into the 
State. Prohibition“ has a sense in common parlance, as we know, 
in respect to the liquor traffic that may be different from the ordinary 
meaning of the word. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Still the law of the State in respect of the 
prohibitory regulation, as well as of tax or other regulation, does not 
take effect until the article shall have reached the termination of trans- 
portation. Then, whether it be prohibition or tax or other regulation, 
the law applies. : 

Mr. GRAY. . Then the word “‘prohibition’’ is out of place in the 
amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Ido not think so, for the State of Iowa 
does not levy a tax; it simply prohibits the sale, and if you eliminate 
the term ‘' prohibition,” then you eliminate the Iowa and Kansas sys- 
tem from those States or from any other States that may have adopted 
it or may in the fature adopt it. 

Mr. FAULKNER, Mr, President, I had reached the point when 
in reply to the question which I asked the Senator from Iowa as to 
when the article would be subject to the police regulations of the State 
he said when the actual and continuous transportation of tlie same 
shall have terminated.’ 

Now, it has been a universal rule of construction among lawyers that 
where a term has been construed by the Supreme Court of the United 
States, if it is a Federal matter, or the supreme court of the State, if 
it is a State matter, and is subsequently used in the legislation either 
of Congress or of the State, great weight should be given the construc- 
tion intended to be placed upon the language by reason of the previous 
decision construing it by the court of last resort. 

In 125th United States Reports the following language is found, in 
the opinion of Justice Matthews, who delivered the decision of the 
court: 

But the right to prohibit sales, so far as conceded to the States, arises only 
after the act of transportation has terminated, 

He used the identical language found in this amendment, and after 
arguing from the standpoint that the State had no right while the ar- 
ticle is in the hand of the importer to tax or regulate it he uses this 
language as showing that its commercial character would terminate, 
to use the exact language, ‘‘after the act of transportation has termi- 
nated.” That is the language used in this amendment. 

Now, to further strengthen that view, I quote from the opinion de- 
livered in the case which has caused this bill to be framed. On page 
16 the Chief-Justice quotes the case of Bowman vs. The Chicago and 
Northwestern Railway Company, 125 United States Reports, and hold 
that the reasoning and the conclusion of Justice Matthews in that case 
sustained the position of the court in this, that the importer could sell, 
regardless of any regulation adopted by the State under its police pow- 
ers; for he says: 

Under our decision in Bowman vs. Chicago, ete., Railway Company, they had 
the right to import this beer into that State, and in the view which we have 
expressed they had the right to sell it, by which act alone it would become 
mingled in the common mass of property within the State, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. If the Senator from West Virginia will 
read on a little further, he will find that this language was used by 
the court. 

Mr. FAULKNER. On what page? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. On the same page, following immediately 
after the sentence the Senator just read. The court goes on to say: 


Up to that point of time, we hold that, in the absence of Congressional per- 
mission to do so,the State had no power to interfere by seizure,or any other 


solion, in prohibition of importation and sale by the foreign or non-residentim- 
porter. 

So when it does reach that point, then the State law applies, and 
that is the permission, to use the language of the court, which this 
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bill, if it should become a law by the action of Congress, confers in the 
mises. 

7 FAULKNER. The court in the case now specially referred to 

by the Senator holds that Congressional legislation would have to in- 

tervene before the State could interfere with the article until after the 

sale by the importer. 

It affirms the view of Justice Matthews, who says in express lan- 
guage that until the act of transportation terminates it is protected by 
the provision of the Federal Constitution, holding, therefore, that it 
is a continuons act of transportation and under the protection of the Con- 
stitution while in the hands of the original consignee and until he parts 
with it. That is the reasoning of the court in 125th United States Re- 
ports, and that is the construction placed upon that decision by the 
Supreme Sourt in the recent case. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I think the Senator is altogether mistaken 
in view of the language which I have read from the opinion in the 
Leisy case. . 

Mr. FAULKNER. I do not see how that touches the question I 
have made, and do not think you would think so if you understood 
the point I made. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. This is the very exception which the Con- 
gressional permission referred to and spoken of by the court would ex- 
tend. 


Mr. FAULKNER. The only thing stated 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I am free to say, if the Senator will allow 
me, that I have no objection to any modification of this language which 
will make the amendment more effective than itis. I have no objec- 
tion to saying that whenever such property comes within the jurisdic- 
tion of the State it shall be subject to the laws enacted in pursuance of 
the police power of the State. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam not willing to go to that extent. Iam 
interested in perfecting a bill that will be effective in carrying out the 
intention and purpose of Congress, and I am honestly occupying that 

ition. 

My object in calling the attention of the Senator from Iowa to this 
point was the fear that by reason of using the identical language em- 

loyed by Justice Matthews in 125th United States Reports, in which 
R seems to include the right or the power of sale as a matter connected 
with the ultimate termination of the transportation, that it should be 
relieved of any such doubt or question by a clearer statement, which I 
think is contained in the amendment which I introduced. Then there 
can be no question about it. 

The other objection I have to the amendment reported from the Ju- 


diciary Committee is that it interferes with and proposes to operate in 


the same way upon foreign commerce that it does upon interstate com- 
merce. I think it is rather dangerous for Congress to proceed to legis- 
late as to the question of importation of foreign liquors, and provide 
that a State at whose port they are delivered shall have the absolute 
control to prohibit their passage from the port of entry to any point in 
another State. 

There is no question that the amendment reported from the Ju- 
diciary Committee if enacted into law will give any State at whose 
port this article may arrive from a foreign country the absolute power 
after the termination of the transportation to regulate and control it by 
authorizing it to prevent its passage from that State into another State, 
because it having ceased to be an article of foreign commerce on the 
delivery at the port and the payment of the tax it does not become 
protected under the interstate-commerce clause until it starts again to 
another State. k 

Mr. EUSTIS. I suggest to the Senator that his argument may be 
enforced by an illustration. Suppose that all the Atlantic and Gulf 
States and the State of California were to become prohibition States, 
and suppose that all the interior States were to become wet“ or 
drinking States and were to pant for foreign liquors and foreign wines. 
I should like to know how under this amendment they could satisfy 
or gratify that thirst in the interior if the Atlantic and Gulf States were 
prohibition States ? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think it is not necessary to go to this extent 
in order to relieve the emergency which is now pressing on us, and I 
think it would be dangerous for us to go into that field of legislation. 

Now, there is this distinction, and I suggest it because, when I men- 
tioned this view to a Senator, Why,“ he said, they could be trans- 
ferred from the ship into a railroad train under the present law of Con- 
gress as a bonded train and carried to any other port.’’ In thishe was 
mistaken. The sole exception under that law is in the case of distilled 
spirits. These are not permitted to be placed in the bonded ware- 
houses for the purpose of shipment from the port of entry to some other 
port in the United States or into bonded cars. The law expressly ex- 
cepts them from that provision of the law, as I find from the Revised 


Statutes. Ithink, therefore, that the amendment isobjectionable from 
that standpoint. 

There is another objection that I have to the amendment. I object 
to the use of the word “‘ prohibition ’’ in the clause 


In respect of all police regulations of prohibition, regulation, or taxation. 
I should like.to know why the distinguished Senator who draughted 
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the amendment did not put in license“ as well as “prohibition.” I 
can see no reason why one should be in any more than the other, and 
in my own judgment neither is necessary. We are not by this bill con- 
ferring a power upon the State; we are simply allowing the State laws 
to operate naturally and constitutionally, there being no conflict be- 
tween any law of Congress or provision of the Fed Constitution. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President—— - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from West Virginia 

ield? 

Ar. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The Senator has certainly overlooked the 
language of the amendment or he would not have made the point in 
respect of taxation. That is not omitted from it by any means, 

Mr. FAULKNER. What is not? 

WILSON, of Iowa. Taxation. 

. FAULKNER. No; I said license. 

WILSON, of Iowa. Well, license. That is a tax. 
. FAULKNER. License is not a tax. f 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Well, it has been held so by the courts, 

Mr. FAULKNER. A license may be the evidence of the right to 
pursue an occupation and convey an entirely different idea from that 
conveyed by the term“ tax, which is more appropriate when applied 
to property. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. If the Senator was addressing a question 
to me, my attention was diverted by some other Senators at the time, 
and I do not understand it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. My objection is to the use of the word pro- 
hibition ” here as unnecessary. It is a word that rather makes me 
feel like going against a measure that has it in it. Iam not in favor 
of prohibition at all. As the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH] sug- 
gests, it is against my taste. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Well, Mr. President, there are some States 
which are in favor of prohibition. I am quite willing that the Senator 
from West Virginia shall have the full benefit of protection in this re- 
gard, but I ask that the State of Iowa and other States shall have also 
equal protection. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Senator from Iowa whether he would 
not have equal protection if he used the word regulation“ or ‘‘tax- 
ation“ without either “‘ prohibition” or license?“ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It is not the mere regulation; it is the 
decree of the State that no manufacture or sale thereof shall be per- 
mitted. It is an absolute prohibition. That is just what the amend- 
ment says. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I am not speaking now of the manufacture in the 
State, nor can welegislate upon that subject. It is only as to imported 
liquors that we are considering in the measure now before the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Exactly, and we prohibit the sale of the 
imported article as well as prohibit the manufacture. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Task the Senator from Iowa whether, in his judg- 
ment as a lawyer, if the term regulation“ or ‘“‘taxation ” is used, it 
would give any additional power to the State. If it did I would not be 
in favor of the amendment. 

I do not regard that that language can add any force or effect to the 
provision already in the amendment which terminates the commercial 
character of the article at a particular time. We have nothing to do. 
with prohibition, regulation, or taxation by the State. After it ceases 
to become or to be a commercial article then the State acts, and itsown 
laws are absolute, unlimited, uncontrolled, and uninfluenced by any 
legislation by Congress or any clause of the Federal Constitution. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I should fear, Mr. President, to send a law 
in the language suggested by the Senator from West Virginia to the 
Supreme Court for construction, for I should expect a result similar to 
that which was arrived at in the Leisy case. Then in another case, 
commonly known as the Michigan case, the case of Henry Lyng vs. The 
People of the State of Michigan, which was decided at the same term 
(I believe the opinion was filedon the same day), the court emphasized 
this power of Congress to grant permission. In that case the court 
says: 

In Leisy vs. Hardin, the judgment in which has just been announced, that the 
right of importation of ardent spirits, distilled liquors, ale, and beer from one 
State into another includes, by n implication, the right of sale in the 
original packages at the place where the importation terminates, and that the 
power can not be conceded to a State to exclude, directly or indirectly, the 
subjects of interstate commerce, or, by the imposition of burdens thereon, to 
regulate such commerce without Congressio: rmission. 

The same rule that applies to the sugar of Louisiana, the cotton of South Car- 
olina, the wines of California, the hops of Washington, the tobacco of Maryland 
and Connecticut, or the products, natural or manufactured, of any State, ap- 
plies to all commodities in which a right of traffic exists, recognized by the laws 
of Congress, the decisions of courts,and the usages of the commercial world. 
It devolves on Congress to indicate such exceptions as in its judgment a wise 
discretion may demand under particular circumstances. x 

Now, the particular circumstances surrounding this case in some 
States of the Union involve all the terms which are used in the amend- 
ment to which the Senator objects, of prohibition, of regulation, and 
of taxation, and in using the language found in the amendment we 
are indicating, as the court says, the duty ‘devolves on Congress to 
indicate such exceptions as in its judgment a wise discretion may de- 
mand under particular circumstances.” Ihave stated what the cir- 
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cumstances are—not merely the exercise of a discretion upon the part 
of Congress, but indicating in what respects it means to apply the dis- 
cretion when exercised. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The trouble with the Senator and myself is that 
I deny that Congress can transfer any Federal power over to and in- 
vest the State Legislatures with anything whatever on this subject. 
The only way that you can constitutionally and legally reach this sub- 
ject is to exercise your Federal power and your Federal function by 
providing when the article shall cease to be an article of interstate com- 
merce, and as soon as you do exercise that power and declare, as you 
have the right under the Constitution to declare, when that article 
shall cease to be protected by the interstate-commerce ee of the 
Constitution, then the rights of the State as to their police powers be- 
come fully operative, are uncontrolled and unlimited by either the pro- 
vision of the Federal Constitution or Federal law. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That we do by express terms in this amend- 
ment, that whenever the article shall have reached the end of contin- 
uous transportation it shall cease to be a part of the foreign or inter- 
state commerce. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Then, if that is true, it is not necessary for us 
to say that after we have released the article of its entire character as 
a commercial article that we give to the State the right and power to 
prohibit. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The argument that the Senator is making 
now is in opposition to his own amendment—— 

Mr. FAULKNER. No, it is notin opposition to it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Because that amendment says: 

That when fermented, distilled, or intoxicating liquids or liquors are trans- 
ported or conveyed by acommon carrier as an article of commerce from a State 
or Territory into another State or Territory, such fermented, distilled, or in- 
toxicating liquids or liquors so transported or conveyed shall be considered 
as incorporated as a part of the common mass of property within such State or 
Territory, and subject to its regulation, control, or taxation, in the exercise of 
its police powers, on delivery of the original package by the common carrier to 
the owner or consignee. 

The only difference between the two amendments is that the Sena- 
tor’s says upon delivery by the common carrier to the owner or con- 
signee,’’ whereas the amendmentof the Judiciary Committee says upon 
the termination of the continuous transportation. A 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iwill state to the Senator that the latter part of 
my amendment is not exactly subject to the criticism that he suggests, 
because prohibition is left ont. The conclusion of that amendment is 
simply a legal conclusion from the facts that have preceded it, to 
wit, the period of the termination of the article as an article of com- 
merce at the time of the delivery to the owner or consignee; and then 
the legal conclusion from that fact is given by Congress as explanatory 
ofits own understanding of the period of the termination of the char- 
acter attached to the article as asubject-matter of commerce. 

For that reason I think that the word ‘‘ prohibition” had better be 
left out of the committee’s amendment. I think it would be just as 
objectionable for me to move to insert the word license“ in the 
amendment of the committee as to keep the word prohibition” in. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Whether objectionable or not, the Senator 
has in effect the term license“ in his amendment by using the term 
“*taxation.’’ 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ithink myself that perhaps the legal conclusion 
is the same in both, and that it is a correct legal conclusion I have no 
doubt from the fact stated in the amendment which I have offered; but 
Ido not think that the language of the amendment reported by the 
Senator from Iowa, under the constraction given to that language by 
Justice Matthews, would terminate the commercial character of the 
article before the sale was made in the hands of the importer, 

Ishall offer the amendment which I have drawn, Mr. President. I do 
not think I have formally offered it, but Isimply stated that it would be 

posed. Whether it is necessary under the rules of the Senate to 
2 it read I do not know. If so, I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is not now in order. 
The Chair understands that the amendment submitted by the Senator 
aortas Virginia is to be proposed when it is in order. It is not yet 

order. 

Mr. PASCO. I suggest that the amendment be read for the informa- 
tion of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment which the Senator 
from West Virginia proposes to offer at a subsequent period will be 
read for information. - 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That when fermented, distilled, or intoxicating liquids or liquors are trans- 
ported or conveyed by a common carrier as an article of commerce from a State 
or Territory into another State or Territory, such fermented, distilled, orintoxi- 
cating liquids or liquors so transported or conyeyed 1 be considered as in- 
corporated as a of the common mass of property within such State or Ter- 
ritory, and subject to its regulation, control, or taxation, in the exercise of its 
police pow on delivery of the original package by the common carrier tothe 
owner or co ee. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, as there seems to be quite a difference 
of opinion among Democratic Senators on the proposition to relieve the 
States from the consequences of the late decision of the Su e Court 
in what is known as the unbroken-package case from Iowa, I will briefly 


define my own tion, “The Supreme Court in substance decides 
that under the clause of the Constitution granting to Congress the 
power to regulate commerce with foreign nations and among the States 
Congress has the absolute and exclusive right to regulate the whole 
subject of foreign and interstate commerce; that having this exclusive 
power the laws of Congress on the subject are supreme, and all State 
wers, laws, and regulations of any State upon the subjects-matter of 
oreign and interstate commerce must yield and give way to the par- 
amount laws of Congress, and that what articles shall be classed as 
subjects-matter of foreign and interstate commerce is not a judicial 
question for the courts to decide, but is a legislative question which 
Congress alone can determine, 

The Supreme Court also decide that Congress has made intoxicating 
liquors the subject-matter of foreign and interstate commerce, and that 
when these intoxicants are shipped from a foreign country or trans- 
poren from one State to another for sale and consumption in any such 

tate they are under the protection of the laws of Congress allowing 
their transportation from one State to another for sale and consumption, 
and that so long as these intoxicants are in the original package or case 
that is, in the form or condition in which they were prepared for trans- 
portation—they are out of the reach of any power of the States through 
or into which they may be transported, and that no such State can 
touch them by any license law, or tax law, or local-option law, or pro- 
hibition law, or any other Jaw or regulation the State may pass inter- 
fering with their being brought into its limits or regulating the use of 
these intoxicants when they are landed in any State. 

If this decision of the Supreme Court stands as the supreme law of 
the land, what is the situation that some Senators say must remain 
unalfered and unalterable, except by an amendment of the Federal 
Constitution, which means that the situation must stand through all 
comingtime? And whatis the condition in which the States are left by 
the decision of the Supreme Court? A few States by their constitutions 
have prohibited the manufacture, sale, and use of intoxicating liquors 
in their limits. Nearly all the States have established the license wee 
tem. Thesale of liquors is authorized by license from the State, which 
produces large revenue to the State, counties, towns, and cities, and in 
many Stutes laws have been passed known as local-option Jaws. This 
condition of the liquor traffic and use of intoxicants in each State has 
been established by the people of each State for themselves, and under 
this right of local self-government, which the people of each State be- 
lieved was reserved to them by the framers of the Constitution in the 
mass of police powers belonging to each State, and which they have al- 
ways regarded as inalienable and inviolable and inestimable in value, 
the people have for themselves and in their own way regulated this im- 
portant matter of liquor traffic and liquor indulgence.. 

But, to the great surprise of the people, here comes a decision of the 
highest court which wipes out the States’ right of local self-govern- 
ment and makes Congress the custodian of the vital power of 
ing the advent and reignof Bacchus over the people of the States with- 
out their consent and in defiance of their constitutions and laws. As 
matters now stand, let us illustrate the beauties of the situation. In 
my State the license system prevails, and local option where the peo- 

le want it. Application is made for a license to retail intoxicating 
iquors, which is granted on the payment of so much money. 

Take the city of Mobile, where liquor is being sold under license. 
How will it be in Mobile if there is no remedy? Any liquor-dealer in 
New Orleans can sell his intoxicants in cases or barrels, and the pur- 
chaser can bring them in the form in which they were bee ee ſor 
transportation into Mobile and sell them in that form without any 
license or other tax. How will this advantage under the commerce 
power of Congress as expounded by the Supreme Court affect the busi- 
ness of the licensed retailers in Mobile? 

It is manifest that the license system of the city and State will be 
wiped out and this source of revenue to the city and State destroyed by 
this unjust and fraudulent evasion of State laws. As it will bein Mo- 
bile so is it certain to be in every county and town and city in each 
State of the Union. Counties, towns, and cities in which local option 
has been established by a vote of the people under the laws of the State 
will be invaded by those who buy liquors out of the State and bring 
them in the original case, keg, ee or crate, and sell to any pur- 
chaser in the same condition in which they were shipped. Will the 
people willingly submit to this outrage upon their sacred rights? 

Then how are the people of the States to be relieved from this intol- 
erable usurpation and invasion? There are only two wa, Amend 
the Constitution of the United States or pass the bill before the Senate. 
It is trifling with the subject to talk about amending the Constitution 
when there is no serious thought of any such an ok Will 
Congress grant the relief? No, never, say some Senators. ngress 
has no power to grant to a State the right to legislate in any way for any 
purpose. The States have all their rights reserved and Con has 
all its powers by delegation from the States. The rights and powers 
of the States are inherent, self-existing, and reserved for use by each 
State. The powers of Co are derived from the States by grants 
in the Constitution which was ordained and ratified by the States. 

These are all plain truths, too well established to be controverted by 
me. But what are we todo with the decision of the Supreme Court? 
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The States, you say, must obey the decision. There is no way for the 
States to get the rights they thought were reserved by them except to 
amend the Constitution. The decision is binding on the States, and 
whether it is right or wrong, sound, or unsound, it must be obeyed, 
whatever may be the consequences. But the same decision that renders 
the police powers of the State inoperative, the same decision which 
holds that Congress is the custodian of all the power over intoxicants 
as an article of commerce, also holds that Congress ean waive, abandon, 
pretermit the exercise of that power and withdraw its interference and 
take back and qualify and modify its exclusive power of regulating 
commerce, and change its classification and regulation of the articles 
that shall constitute the subject-matter of foreign and interstate com- 
m so as not to include intoxicants when they are transported into 
States that have decided that their use is dangerous to the health and 
life and morals of its citizens. 

The Supreme Court binds the States and the people of the States, but 
it can not bind Congress. It can not compel Congress to act, although 
it can prevent the State from acting and make the acts of Congress void 
by pronouncing them unconstitutional. The Supreme Court can not 
compel Congress to act, but it can put the responsibility of non-action 
on Congress when the court decides that Congress has the power to act 
under the Constitution, Has the Supreme Court the power to decide 
that Congress can pass the bill beforethe Senate? If the bill becomes 
an act of Congress has the court the power to decide that it is consti- 
tational? 

No Senator can deny these powers to the Supreme Court. Then has 
the Supreme Court decided that such a bill as is now before the Sen- 
ate is constitutional. The proposed legislation is in strict accordance 
with the opinions of Chief. Justice Taney and Justice Grier who drew 
the most accurate and luminous boundary-line between the commerce 

wer of Congress and the police powers of the States over intoxicants 
Ia dhe License Cases reported in 5 Howard, and the departure from these 
opinions by the Supreme Court in the Iowa case has caused all the em- 
barrassment. 


I am after substance and not forms and shadows, and any legisla- 
tion that cures the evil will meet my approval. 

Is the proposed legislation constitutional? Has the Supreme Court 
so decided? and, if so, will Senators be governed by the decision as a 
whole or only as to that part which overrides the police powers of the 
State with the commerce powers of Congress? The Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest] and the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] and per- 
haps some other Senators have stated, as I once thought, that the 
opinion of the Supreme Court which gives Congress the power to per- 
mit the States to exercise their police powers, as specified in the bill 
before the Senate, is obiter dictum and therefore not authoritative and 
binding as a decision would be on the issues n ily arising in the 
case before the court. They define an obiter dictum as we all under- 
stand it, and as it is defined in Bouvier's Law Dictionary, to be an 
opinion expressed by a court, but which, not being necessarily in- 
volved in the case, lacks the force of an adjudication.’’ 

Let me quote the language of the court used by Chief-Justice Fuller 
in the decision in the case from Iowa: 


Hence, inasmuch as interstate commerce, consisting in the transpo; 
purchase, sale, and exchange of commodities, is national in its character, an: 
must be governed bya un 


rm system, so long as naps does not pass an 
Jaw to regulate it or allowing the States so to do, it thereby indicates its will 
that commerce shall and untrammeled. 
* * * * = * 


* 

The legislation of Congress on the subject of interstate commerce by means of 
railroads, designed to remove trammels upon transportation between different 
States, and upon the subject ofthe rece paar of passengers and merchandise, 
Revised Statutes, sections 4252 to 4289, inclusive, including the transportation of 
nitro-glycerine and other similar losive substances, with the proviso. that 
as to them, “any State, Territory, District, city, or town within the United 
States” should not be prevented by the language used from regulating or from 
prohibiting the trafie in or transportation of those substances between persons 
or places lying or being within their respective territorial limits, or from pro- 
hibiting the introduction thereof info such limits for sale, use, or consumptiom 
therein,” is referred to as indicative of the intention of Congress that the trans- 
portation of commodities between the States shall be free, except where it is 
positively restricted by Congress itself, or by States in particular cases by the 
express permission of Congress, 

* * s 1 +$ s $ 

And Congress, under its general power to regulate commerce with forei 
nations, may prescribe what article of merchandise shall be admitted and a 
excluded; and may therefore admit, or not, as it shall deem best, the importation 
of ardent spirits. And inasmuch as the laws of Congress authorize their im- 
portation no State hasa right to prohibit their introduction. 

* * * r 


* * * 


The conclusion follows that,as a grant of the power to regulate commerce 
among the States,so far as one system is required, is exclusive, the States can 
not exercise that power without the assent of Congress,and,in the absence of 
legislation, it is left for the courts to determine when State action does or does 
not amount to such exercise, or, in other words, what is or is not a regulation of 
such commerce, When that is determined controversy is at an end. 

* $ è s s * $ 


Undoubtedly it is for the legislative branch of the State governments to de- 
termine whether the manufacture of particular articles of traffic or the sale of 
such articles will injuriously affect the public, and it is not for Congress to de- 
termine what measures a State may properly erg se appropriate or needful 
for the protection of the public morals, the public health, or publie safety; 
but, notwithstanding it is not vested with the supervisory power over matters 


of 88 the responsibility is upon Congress, so far as the 
lation 


interstate commerce is concerned, to remove the restriction upon the 
State in dealing with imported articles of trade within its limits which have 


not been mingled with the common mass of pro therein, if in its judgment 
the end to 1 justifies and requires — goo bong 
* 


g * * 2 
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The plaintiffs in error are citizens of Illinois, are not pharmacists, and have 
no permit, but import into Iowa beer which they sell in packages, as 
described. Under our decision in Bowman vs. Chicago, ete. way Company, 
they had the right to import this beer into that State, and in the view which we 
have Ge gpg they the right to sell it, by which act alone it would become 
mi ån the common mass of property within the State. Up to that point 
Chiesa we bas that, in the absence of Co ional permission to do so, the 
State had no power to interfere by seizure, or any other action, in prohibition 
of importation and sale by the foreign or non-resident importer. Whatever our 
individual views may be as to the deleterious or e ena qualities of poma 
ular articles, we can not hold tbat any articles which Congress recognizes as 
subjects of interstate commerce are not such, or that whatever are thus recog- 
nized can be controlled by State laws amounting to regulations, while they re- 
tain that character; although, at the same time, if directly dangerous in them- 
selves, the State may take appropriate measures to guard against injury before 
it obtains complete jurisdiction over them. 

To concede to a the power to exclude, directly or indirectly, articles so 
situated, without Congressional on, is toconcede to a majority of the peo- 
ple of a State, represented in the State Legislature, the power to regulate commer- 
cial intercourse between the States, by determining what shall be its subjects, 
when that power was distinctly granted to be exercised by the people of the 
United States, represented in Con: and its ion by the latter was con- 
sidered essential to that more ect Union which the Constitution was adopted 
to create. Undoubtedly there is difficulty in drawing the line between the mu- 
nicipal powers of the one government and the commercial powers of the other, 
but when that line is determined, in the particular instance, accommodation to 
it, without serious inconvenience, may readily be found, to use the of 
Mr, Justice Johnson in Gibbons ts. Ogden, 9 Wheat. 1, 238, in a frank and can- 
did co-operation for the general good. ’ 


Was it necessary for the court, in deciding the two cases mentioned, 
to express the opinion contained in the language I have quoted in or- 
der that the rights of the parties in the case might be defined and un- 
derstood? To answer this question it will be an undeniable test of the 
necessity to strike from the decision of the court all that is said by the 
judge delivering the opinion about Congress permitting the State to 
exercise its police powers. 

Strike out all the language I have quoted from each opinion and 
how will the decision stand? It will stand as an unqualified decision, 
absolutely denying to the State all power to act, and the State, asa 
party to the action, will go out remediless withont being informed by 
the court that it can find any relief elsewhere in any other tribunal. 
The court tells the State, You have no power to act; we can afford you 
no relief; the Constitution has granted all the power to Congress; Con- 
gress alone decides what shall be the subject-matter of interstate com- 
merce. ` 

Congress has made intoxicanis the subject-matter of commerce. We 
have nothing to do with settling what articles are subject to the regu- 
lation of Congress under the commerce clause, You must go to Con- 
gress. Congress can permit you to take charge of intoxicants when 
brought into your limits, and withdraw them from the list of com- 
mercial subjects over which it will exercise jurisdiction. 

Was it necessary for the court to tell the State all the court knew in 
that case about the right of the State under theConstitution? Wasit 
necessary for the State to know that Congress could permit it to do 
what the court could notdo? Wasit obiter dictum for the court to 
put the State in possession of the whole character of its rights and reme- 
dies under the Constitution which it was then expounding in respect to 
the identical matter involved in the case before the court? If you 
strike out the language of the court in the two cases from which I have 
quoted you pervert, distort, and so modify and limit its meaning as to 
make it a different opinion. 

The court could not stop by telling the patient it was constrained by 
constitutional obligations which it could not disregard to inflict upon 
the patient a serious injury without informing the patient that the Con- 
stitution which the court was bound to interpret had invested Congress 
with all the power to relieve the patient from suffering. 

Mr. President, there never was an opinion expressed by a court that 
was more necessarily involved. If the court was right in holding that 
the power of Congress over intoxicants while in transitu from one State 
to another and until they were delivered to the owner in the original 
package and the owner made a sale of them in the original package, 
was exclusive and absolute, why is it that Congress in the exercise of 
its exclusive and unlimited power can not qualify, modify, limit, re- 
strain, waive, or pretermit the exercise of that power in making selec- 
tion of the articles that it will class among those to be regulated in their 
transportation from one State to another? 

Mr. President, I say, with due deference, that to my mind the oppo- 
sition to the bill before the Senate is utterly indefensible, and its de- 
feat will leave the States in a most serious predicament. I believe the 
States have the power without any legislation to control the sale and 
use of intoxicants within their limits, whether they are foreign or come 
from another State. This invaluable right of local self-government has 
been rendered inoperative, suspended in exercise, but not in existence, 
by the decision of the Supreme Court, and when my consent as a Sen- 
ator can restore the States to the full and free enjoyment of rights they 
now have under the Constitution I shall give it most cheerfully, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 3337) donat- 
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ing Lake Contrary, in the State of Missouri, to the city of St. Joseph, 
Mo, 


The message also announced that the House had agreed to the re- 

rt of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 

ouses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 903) for the erec- 
tion of a publiy building in Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to some 
and disagreed to other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
8909) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, asked a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. BOUTELLE, Mr. LODGE, and Mr. HERBERT man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the Honse. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill K R. 4153) for the relief of William Thompson; and 

A bill (H. H. 7217) to amend ‘‘An act for the erection of an apprais- 
ers’ warehouse in the city of New York,” and for other purposes. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 27th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 19) to pension Bartola Thebaut, a soldier in the Florida 
Seminole Indian war of 1849 and 1850; 

An act (S. 218) granting a pension to George W. Padgett; 

An act (S. 252) granting a pension to John Gallagher; 

An act (S. 338) granting a pension to Sarah E. Stewart; 

An act (8. 511) granting a pension to Anna A. Probert; 

An act (S. — granting a pension to Jonathan Hayes; 

An act (S. 788) granting a pension to William H. Mays; 

An act 8 1184) to pension Mrs. Theodora M. Piatt; 

An act (S. 1 — for the relief of Mary B. Hook; 

An act (S. 1339) granting a pension to Joanna W. Turner; 

An act 008) granting a pension to Miss Charlotte Bradford; 

An act (S. 1665) granting restoration of pension to Sarah A. Wood- 
bridge; and 

An act (S. 2103) granting a pension to Mrs. Cardline G. Seyfforth. 

The message also announced that the President had this day approved 
and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 2601) to change the route of the Rock Creek Railway Com- 
pany, and for other purposes; 

An act (S. 647) granting a pension to Catharine Simmonds; 

An act (S. 1008) granting a pension to Amelia M. McAllister; and 

An act (S. 1152) granting a pension to Mary O. Hall. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CEDAR RAPIDS, IOWA. 


Mr. SPOONER, submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 903) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Cedar Rapids, Iowa, having met, after full and free 
conference, have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the first amendment of the 
House, and to the same with an amendment, namely: Strike out of the 
part 8 be inserted the words and fiſty; and the House agree to the 

m 


same. 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement tothe second amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same with an amendment, namely: After the word 
“sum,” in line 24, page 1 of the bill, insert the words when appropriated; ” 
and the House agree to the same, 
JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 


JOHN C. SPOONER, 
S. PASCO, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
S. L. MILLIKEN, 
DANIEL KERR, 
SAMUEL DIBBLE, 
Managers on the part of the House of Representatives. 


The report was concurred in. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


‘The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses on 
theamendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7619) making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows : 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 6, 7, 21, and 22. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 3,5, 9, 10, 20, 23, 24, 26, 27,29, and 30, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its d ment to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, and 
after the word “ Department,” inserted by said amendment, the following: in- 


W. 
That the House recede from its 
numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
a proposed insert the following: 513,044, 825. 79; and the Senate agree 
same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
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out the words “eighty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ eighty-four; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 17, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: “ For trans- 
portation of signal officers or parties and their equipments, instruments, sto: 
and supplies, when ordered by proper authority, for military purposes only; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 18, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the 
word “office,” in line 7, 14 of the bill, insert the words: Drill halls, gym- 
nasiums, and gun sheds,” and in line 14,same strike out the words six 
hundred and seventy-five” and insert in lieu thereof seven hundred and 
twenty-five;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. i 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendmentof the Senate 
numbered 19, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After 
the word “canteen” insert the words or post-trader's store,“ and add at 
the end of said amendment the following: In any State or Territory in 
which the sale of alcoholic liquors, beer, or wine is prohibited by law ;" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

W. B. ALLISON, * 


P. B. PLUMB, - 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


B. M. CUTCHEON, 

E. S. OSBORNE 

JOS, WHEELE 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator from Iowa be good enough to state 
how the amendment prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors at army 
canteens stands as modified by the conference committee ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will ask the Chief Clerk to read again the proviso 
contained in the bill and the proposition pro to be-inserted by the 
committee, or probably I may as well state it myself. 

The provision as it stands in the bill, as it passed the Senate, is as 
follows: 


Provided, That no alcoholic liquors, beer, or wine shall be sold or supplied to 
the enlisted men in any canteen or in any room or ding at any garrison or 


military post. 
The conferees modify the provision so that it will read as follows: 
Provided, That no alcoholic liquors, beer, or wine shall be sold or supplied to 
the enlisted men in any canteen or er's store 
The original provision did not include post-trader's store ’’— 


or in any room or building at any garrison or military post in any State or 
* in which the sale of alcoholic liquors, beer, or wine is prohibited by 
aw. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Is the Senator from Iowa able to state whether 
there are any such States or Territories in the Union? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand there are numerous ones. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not understand that there are. It is simply 
giving away the whole proposition. 

Mr. BLAIR. Isupposethe Senator means to be understood that the 
Senate conferees found it necessary to yield the point. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to be understood exactly in that way. 

Mr. BLAIR. Of course no one can fail to understand that it is a 
surrender of the proposition entirely, and I suppose the Senator would 
have it so understood. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not quite hear the Senator. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no army necessary in prohibition States. 

Mr. INGALLS. This is a surrender of the control ot the Army of 
the. Unitel States to the different States in which they may happen to 
be located. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, of course I do not wish to go into 
this question at length, but I will say that the conferees on the part of 
the House were unanimous in their insistence that this proposition 
should not be retained in the bill, and the phraseology adopted here 
is the phraseology that was introduced, supported, and maintained in 
the House by those friends who desired to restrict and restrain the 
liquor traffic in the Army. ' 

Mr. INGALLS. That statement is not in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I withdraw it, Mr. President. So when the 
Senator from New Hampshire (and the Senator from Kansas also has 
the same opinion) says that the committee surrendered this whole 
question, I think I must be permitted to disagree from that view. 

I will say one word further: Of course, this only applies to States or 
Territories where the prohibitory law prevails, as it does in South and 
North Dakota and in several other States where garrisons are. 

Mr. INGALLS, What other States? ° 

Mr. ALLISON. There are several. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think it is within bounds to say that of the 
whole number of military posts in the United States nineteen-twen- 
tieths of them are outside of States and Territories in which the pro- 
hibitory law prevails. 

Mr. ALLISON. Our attention was called to the fact that there were 
a great many troops located in the city of Washington, in the District 
of Columbia, where Congress has exclusive and absolute jurisdiction 
and control, and where it is said, with how much truth I donot know, 
that there are from five hundred to one thousand saloons; and the very 
argument was made that as long as in this District there is no restric- 
tion or restraint as respects the liquor traffic, a District wholly under 
the control of Congress, there should be some discretion as respects the 
control of the troops located in this District, 

The Senate committee did the best possible with this matter; but of 
course if the report is a surrender nothing further is to be said. 
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Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa evidently feels 
as though there was in some way an implied censure or attempt at cen- 
sure upon the Senate committee. I had no such idea as that. I be- 
lieve the Senator from Iowa would battle as long and as efficiently for 
a provision rendering the discipline in the Army of a superior quality 
in this regard as any Senator, and there is no reason why he should 
not do it. But it struck me, and it still is my impression, that the 
language adopted is a substantial surrender of the provision which was 
recommended by the Senate, and that the army canteen will remain in 
substantially full force notwithstanding the use of that language con- 
tained in this report, and if so it should be understood by the country. 

I suppose the committee found themselves in this situation, that the 
bill must fail or they must yied the point. Now, I donot know about 
the language that was used in any other legislative body or semi-legis- 
lative body or half of the legislative power of this country on this sub- 
ject, or any body where half the legislative power of any government 
may be located—I hope I may be parliamentary in my allusion—or 
partly so, but I have never understood that a proposition essentially 
different from that contained in the Senate amendment has been recom- 
mended by those who wished in another body to add to the efficiency 
of the Army in this regard, and certainly if there has been a controversy 
anywhere else to put into this bill a proposition less effective than 
that adopted by the Senate, that was in itself of very slight importance. 

I have no fault to find with the committee, but I do find fault with 
any one being led to suppose that this amendment amounts to anything 
asit is. The army canteen is substantially where it was before this 
agitation commenced, if this report is adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the report of the conference committee. 

Mr. INGALLS, Mr. President, the more this matter is studied the 
more obnoxious it appears tome. Either the control of the Army, so 
far as the sale of intoxicating liquors is concerned, ought to be in the 
United reg Dae it ought not to be, and some soldiers ought not to 
be allowed to have access to the flowing bowl and the festive canteen 
and others denied that privilege. Itis just as wrong morally for the 
Government of the United States to allow soldiers to get drunk in 
Washington as it is in Kansas; and to say that the control of the Army 
so far as its morality, so far as its relation to this great subject is con- 
cerned, shall be relinquished to the States where they happen to be 
located, is to my mind illogical and untenable. 

The Army of the United States ought to be subject to one system of 
control. e either ought to say that all of them shall have the oppor- 
tunity of getting drunk or that none of them shall have the opportu- 
nity of getting drunk. But to say that some may get drunk and others 
not, as they happen to be located temporarily in a State where prohi- 
bition prevails or high license prevails 

Mr. HOAR. And in the Territories as well. 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, in the Territories as well. Here is the way 
the Senate passed it, I believe unanimously. Was there any division? 


Provided, That no alcoholic liquors, beer, or wine shall be sold or supplied to 
the enlisted men in any canteen or in any room or building at any garrison or 
military post. 

That was the declaration on the part of the Senate, that the sale of 
intoxicating liquors under the implied or express consent of the United 
States authorities should absolutely cease and determine, and I think 
it was practically without dissent when it came to a vote. 

Mr. VEST. The yeas and nays were called on it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Well, it certainly was carried by a decided major- 
ity. 
Mr. PADDOCK. By avery strong majority. 

Mr. INGALLS. The conferees on the partof the Senate have changed 
that so as to read as follows: 

That no alcoholic liquors, beer, or wine shall be sold or supplied to the en- 
listed men in any canteen— 

A sop to Cerberus is added by interpolating here 
or post-trader’s store or in any room or building at any garrison or military 


And the committee now add— 
in any State or Territory in which the sale of alcoholicliquors, beer, or wine is 
prohibited by law. 

If that is not whipping the devil around the stump, I must say I 
never saw that process performed. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is to be sold in original packages! 
Mr. INGALLS. It is to be sold in original packages, I presume. 
But to deliberately relinquish the control of this traffic, so far as the 
Army of the United States is concerned, to local legislation; to say that 
some soldiers may get drunk and others must keep sober, according to 
the place where they are located, seems to me to be indefensible, and 
so far as the Senate is concerned it would be a t deal more manly 
and a great deal more straightforward and defensible to relinquish that 
thing absolutely and have the provision stricken ont than to leave it 
as it is, mutilated and emasculated by the addition of the conference 
committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I promised my colleague [Mr. WIL- 
SON, of Iowa] and the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] that if this 
led to debate I would not interfere with the current business, about 


which there is to be a vote taken to-day. Therefore I will take occa- 
sion to call this matter up to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report of the conference com- 
mittee for the present will be laid aside. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON; 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (H. R. 6454) to 
establish a national military park at the battle-field of Chickamauga; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


IMPORTED LIQUORS—STATE LAWS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 398) subjecting imported liquors to the provisions of the 
laws of the several States. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I am in entire sympathy with the idea 
of the States’ absolute control over the question of the traffic in intoxi- 
cating liquors. I do not see how in any other form this question can 
be decided without producing very great difficulty and involving the 
exercise of Federal power in a very obnoxious form in interference with 
the moral and social ideas of the people of the different States. For 
that reason I am willing to vote for almost any amendment that can 
be submitted which will reach that end, and Iam willing to support 
either of the two amendments which have been offered here, the one 
proposed by the Judiciary Committee or the one which will be offered 
by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

I desire, however, to state that it is, in my judgment, a question of 
very grave doubt whether this result can beattained in this way. The 
question presents itself to me in this form: A citizen of a State asks 
the question, Have I the right to engage in commerce among the 
States? Is that a right that is personal to me, and, if so, what is com- 
merce amongst the States?“ The Supreme Court of the United States 
has decided, and I think correctly, that commerce among the States 
is not the right of that citizen to stop in a State and be committed to 
the care of a police officer. It has decided that commerce is not the 
right of that citizen to transport his goods into a State within her ju- 
risdiction and be prohibited from the sale of those goods, The ques- 
tion is whether that is true or not, whether the right of commerce 
which the individual citizen has, and which is protected by this grant 
of pre in the Constitution, means a right which he can enjoy or a 
right which he may be prohibited from enjoying immediately upon his 
entrance into any State. 

Mr. President, there seems to me reasonably no doubt upon that 
proposition. The Supreme Court of the United States, in the Trade- 
Mark Cases, reported in 100th United States Reports, says in express 
terms: 

Commerce among the States means commerce between the individual citizens 
of different States, 

Now, let us ask the question, is there any exception in the case of 
intoxicating liquors made in that grant of power in the right which it 
confers upon the individual citizen? 

Suppose a citizen says, ‘‘I have under the Constitution, as inter- 

preted by the Supreme Court—and a necessary and reasonable inter- 
pretation the right of commerce among the States, and that means the 
right of commerce among the individual citizens of the different States. 
I have the right of commerce with the citizens of Iowa. That is a per- 
sonal right. I appeal to the courts of the United States for my protec- 
tion in this personal right.“ What then would be the effect of this 
act of Congress saying to the State of Iowa, We remit to you, either 
with or without the exercise of any power of Congress, the determina- 
tion of this question? 

But the citizen says, I appeal to the Constitution of the United 
States, which the Supreme Court has always and reasonably and neces- 
sarily decided means the right of commerce between the individual citi- 
zens of Iowa and myself. Whatis commerce? Isit my right toen- 
ter into the State of Iowa? Is it my right to transport commodities 
there and sell them to the people of that State? Or does this right of 
commerce cease when I enter into the borders of the State and Jeave me 
subject to all kinds of impositions and onerous burdens imposed upon 
me in the exercise of that right? Am I to have a right in name, barren 
of result or enjoyment? Is my right of commerce with the citizens of 
Towa to be a right to take my property there and have it confiscated _ 
when attempting to sell it?“ 

I think that this is a status which is entitled to some consideration 
before the courts of the country. The citizen says, ‘‘I have this right 
by the Constitution, and not by the legislation of Congress.“ I sub- 
mit now this question: What would be the necessary decision of the 
court on these propositions: What does commerce mean? What does 
it n y mean? What does commerce among the States in 
its application to this individual citizen mean? Has or has not that 
citizen a right to sell his property to any other citizen of any other 
State or any other person in that State? If he has, then neither Con- 
gress nor the State can deprive him of that right; can confiscate it 
either by taxation or prohibition. 

Mr. President, if that be so, if commerce” means that this citizen 
has a right to enter into the State of Iowa and travel there, to engage 
in the avocations of life, to take his commodities there, to deal with 
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the citizens of Iowa in respect tosuch commodities, who has the power 
to deprive him of them? Has Congress the power to do it? Does the 
power of regulation carry with it the. power of destruction? Is there 
any kind of reasonable connection in these ideas that because you can 
regulate you may destroy, you may prohibit? Was it the intention 
of the Constitution, in giving the power to Congress to regulate, to give 
them the power to prohibit commerce, to prevent commerce either in 
a single instance or in all? What beneficent use could result from the 
power to destroy instead of the power to regulate? 
„Mr. President, the question would occur again, are intoxicating spirits 
N EEE Was it intended that they should be exempted by the 
akers of the Constitution from the subjects of commerce? How shall 
we ascertain that? By the contemporaneous course of legislation. It 
was never heard of in these days when the Constitution was formed 
that dealing in intoxicating liquors was to be prevented by the exer- 
cise of the power of government on the ground that it was not a sub- 
-ject of commerce. From time immemorial, for a thousand years, it 
had been the subject of commerce, and the action of government in 
prohibiting or preventing it was unknown. 

Therefore, there can be no support for the idea, whatever may be our 
wishes upon the subject, that an exception was made, a difference 
was made, in respect to intoxicating spirits as compared with all the 
other subjects of commeree, for such is not historically true, and there 
is nothing in the language or in the nature of this power given to Con- 

to regulate commerce between the individual citizens of different 
States to indicate the truth of such a proposition. 

So, Mr. President, there can be no support given to the idea that in- 
toxicating spirits or the dealing in them is discriminated against in this 
provision of the Constitution or that there is any difference in that re- 

. gard between these and any other subject of commerce. The citizen 

Would stand, I think, in this relation before the courts of the country, 
before any judges who were not afraid to encounter public opinion, 
which is certainly favorable to the control of the subject by various 
methods of restraint and regulation by the States, 2 

So it seems to me, Mr. President, that it is a very grave question 
whether the result which I desire in common with others can be at- 
tained in this way and by this method of legislation. If we were to 
go further into that matter the proposition would be that a provision 
of the Constitution regarded as a power conferred upon may, 
by its non-exercise, leave in the courts of the State a ground to stand 
upon in support of State laws in opposition to the exercise or use and 
enjoyment of the citizens’ right of commerce. If that idea could exist 
they would say, Well, here is a power which Congress may or may 
not exercise, but if has not exercised it, and therefore the State has 
power, and there is no law to interfere with this jurisdiction and power 
of the State authority.” 

But we forget that in the State courts the Constitution of the United 
States has the same obligation upon the judge, and the Constitution 
gives the right to the citizen. In eases where it does not confer any right 
and there might be no individual status of right the laws of the State 
would take effect and have free scope, even though there was a con- 
current power in Congress to legislate on the subject, but in cases 
like this, where it becomes a personal right, where the right of inter- 
course between the citizens of the States, of traffic between citizens of 
these States is a personal right of every citizen with every other citi- 
zen of the United States, secured by the Constitution, that personal 
right must be enforced by the State courtsand State authorities as well 
as by others. 

Mr. President, for these reasons this argument can not apply, nor 
can the action of the court in the use of the language by permission 
of Congress have, in my judgment, force and effect before this tribu- 
nal, because Congress can not permit any action by the States or by 
itself which deprives the citizen of the constitutional right conferred 
upon him. If that be true, no power can deprive him of that right, 


and the highest tribunal in the country to which in the direct course’ 


of judical interpretation the question is submitted has affirmed in ex- 
press terms that the right of commerce amongst the States is a right 
between each citizen with every other citizen of every other State. If 
that be true, what is the ground upon which we ean hope to realize 
from this action of Congress the result which is desired? 
Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] says in 
criticism of this decision of the Supreme Court lately rendered in the 
case of Leisy that the term ‘‘ original package was not in the Con- 
stitution; but it is plainly in the Constitution, unquestionably in the 
Constitution —not this phraseology, but the form of package which the 
power authorized to regulate the importation may prescribe. That is 
what original package means, the form of importation, the manner 
of importation which the power authorized to regulate it may require, 
and it is just there that, having no other or better method of arriving 
at the result, E differ from the able and very forcible and conclusive 
argument up to that point of the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] and 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], which can not in my judg- 
ment be in any way impeached or impaired, but which I think is 
absolutely true. And I agree with the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
GEORGE] in his clear presentation of it, and the Senator from Alabama 
LMr. Pua], and the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], and the 


Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] in his forcible inter- 
tation. : 

Just here I think may be found the point of reconciliation. The 
police powers of a State can not destroy or in any way affect or impair 
the personal right which is given to every citizen under this clause of 
the Constitution to engage in commerce with every other citizen of the 
United States or to enter any State and carry his property there and 
sell it, But the power of regulation as to the method, the time, the 
place, the conditions of sale within the limits of preservation, and not 
to the extent of destruction, may be made use of. 

So between the power of the Congress of the United States to regu- 
late the mode of importation, the package to be imported,.and the 
power of the State commencing where that ends, not at the borders of 
a State, not with the first sale or with the second sale or the third sal 
but taking hold of it immediately, and accompanying it everywhere an 
saying that the ſorm, method, times, places, and conditions of sale 
within reasonable limits must be within the power of the State to pre- 
scribe, within the control of, the domestic police power of the State, 
that is, the power of regulation, not the power of confiscation or de- 
struction, 

I think that the decision of the Supreme Court does not in any way 
contravene that proposition, although they have decided time and again 
and in these general terms that the use of a thing, the sale of a thing, 
is an essential right of commerce; but that that use and that sale in 
the case of intoxicating spirits or anything else which the State in its 
discretion decides is hurtful to the morals or the life or the well-being . 
a a community is the subject of regulation, in the discretion of the 

tate. 

I have no idea that if a State were to decide under some mere pre- 
tense that wheat or corn 1 in another State was injurious to the 
health of the people of that country and that citizens of other States 
dealing or trafficking in it was an offense to the public morals, such a 
perversion ot State power would be held to be good. Ihave no idea 
that the police powers of a State go beyond a reasonable interpretation. 
But that they could go to the extent of prescribing such regulations as 
would effectually control the sale of ardent spirits or liquors of any de- 
scription whatever, as to time, place, manner of sale, and conditions of 
sale, I have no question; whether they would go to the point of prohibi- 
tion in my judgment is a question of very grave doubt, and I do not see 
how and where the court would find the ground for a decision that Con- 
gress can give it to them, either by action or non-action. 

But, as I said before, I agree with those Senators who entertain the 
opinion that it ought to be the right of the States, and that it would 
have been a right of the States if in the minds of those who made the 
Constitution the progress of public opinion and public morals in the 
direction of limiting, controlling, and preventing the use of injurious 
things had been fully realized; and I with them that it is a 
power that has been exercised always by the people of the States, and that 
they are the only authority which can properly exercise and regulate 
the subject, and I shall vote with them to attain this end if it be pa 
ble, and, if it shall not be possible to obtain itin its full extent, to obtain 
it so far as we may. 

Just there, it being a question of individual and personal right and 
this bill affecting the status of individual right only, because when it 
is passed the man in Iowa or the man in Illinois or in any other State 
who wishes to traflic in the State of Iowa finding this legislation of the 
State upon her statnte-books and this authority from the Congress of 
the United States pretermitting its exercise of the power of regulation 
and declaring that commercial right ceases ata particular time, is sub- 
ject to interpretation and decision by the Supreme Court of the United 
States, the tribunal to which the right of the citizen in respect to his 
personal rights or his property right is referable for decision. 

Then, that status of individual right under the form of our Consti- 
tution becomes the subject of judicial interpretation by the Supreme 
Court, where it properly belongs. If the Supreme Court shalldecide 
that it is a personal right conferred upon the citizens under the Con- 
stitution of the United States; that the right to regulate commerce 
means to regulate the commerce between the citizens of the different 
States, and that it does not mean the power to destroy, but the power 
to promote—if that shall be the view of the Supreme Court, as it has 
always been heretofore, then we shall have to resort either to an amend- 
ment of the Constitution or to some effective State methods of regula- 
tion relating to the time, place, conditions of sale, and not to absolute 
destruction of commercial rights, aided by the exercise of national 
power. We shall have to goas far as the limit to which we may be 
permitted to go in the interpretation that may be made by the Supreme 
Court. 

I am not one of those who believe the Supreme Court can limit the 
constitutional power of Congress or that its opinions in the cases pre- 
sented beforeit are to furnish the conclusive rule of legislation. I hold 
that each Senator has a right and it is his duty to have his own judg- 
ment upon the Constitution, and to act upon that judgment, whether 
the Supreme Court in the particular case which may have been before 
it entertained the same or a different opinion. I do not believe that 
the Supreme Court.and that the Congress of the United States and the 
Legislature of any one State can change the Constitution; but I do be- 
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lieve that this question of the interpretation of the commercial clause 
in the Constitution and of the personal rights it confers upon the citi- 
zen of Iowa to deal with the citizen of New York, or the citizen of New 
York to deal with the citizen of Iowa, and the property rights which 
attach to it, are matters to be decided by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

Therefore I shall support this amendment, preferring the amend- 
ment of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] for the 
reason that it may be interpreted to be a regulation looking as far as 
possible in the direction of giving to the State the opportunity of abso- 
lute prohibition. Ithink it is the more reasonable and proper method 
of attaining the result to leave theState in the exercise of the right to 
prohibit the use of intoxicating spirits, and if it chooses not to prohibit 
to let it go to the farthest extent that the Constitution permits it to go 
in the present condition of things, believing as I do, and being willing 
tosupport every amendment and every bill which will have the prac- 
tical result of giving to the State the largest power which it is possible 
to have in dealing with the question of the use of intoxicating liquors 
within the limits of the State. 

Mr. President, this is a very important question, and it is one which 
there is no method of treating, as the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH] have stated, and 
as the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] has stated, except 
by some legislation of Congress, which shall leave the question open for 
action in the different States by some final interpretation made by the 
Supreme Court. I believe, however, with the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
Coxe] that it is a dangerous thing to deal with limitations upon this 
absolute right of commercial intercourse between the citizens of the 
different States, and that if we are to have any action by which that 
right shall be limited it should be very strongly applied to those things 
which are really of a hurtful nature, and that there should be no op- 
portunity allowed to any State to interfere, under the pretense of sani- 
tary regulations, or of health regulations, or of laws affecting morals, 
with the commerce of the country. 

But I am of the opinion that this power may be safely lodged in the 
different States. They are the source of all power in the Constitution, 
and the very theory of our Government is that the public opinion of 
the people of the different States is reliable in every contingency in 
which public action is required by the Federal Government; that it is 
reliable for public morals and for their local affairs and their local re- 
lations and their connections with the Federal Goverament. It is 
upon that hypothesis that all our institutions are based. We can, 
therefore, refer the decision of this question, in my opinion, safely to 
the people of the States, taking care, however, that we shall not leave 
an opportunity in any moment of excitement or of sentimental excite- 
ment or of opposition to different sections to use this power, whichshall 
be left to them, in a manner detrimental to the great commercial in- 
terests which the Constitution was designed to carry out. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. President, a somewhat singular phase of this 
discussion is the practical unanimity with which Senators regret the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court and desire to relieve it of its unfortunate 
consequences if only they can do so without violating the Constitution 
themselves. Even those who declare that they can not support the 
bill reported by the Senator from Iowa do so, not, as they declare, be- 
cause 2 wish to obtain advantages from this decision ſor the liquor 
trafic, but because they can not reconcile legislation of this character 
with their interpretation of the Constitution. 

The embarrassments that spring trom this decision are numerous and 
they grow as they are examined. My own State has inserted a pro- 
hibitory clause in the Constitution, and the law to enforce this pro- 
vision goes into effect on the Ist of July next. As a representative of 
a State which has adopted this constitutional prohibition I feel an in- 
terest in the pending bill, but it is not necessary that Senators should 
have constitutional prohibition behind them to favor a measure of this 
character. 


It is not necessary, in speaking of the bill, to talk either from the 
standpoint of a prohibitionist or an anti-prohibitionist. The question 
is broader and deeper, and concerns interests beyond and besides the 
mere one of temperance reform. The question is whether the States 
are to be deprived of powers which they have exercised ever since the 
Union was formed and which in many ways affect their very existence. 

Under this decision, say some Senators, States can not confiscate, de- 
stroy, or prohibit the traffic in intoxicating spirits, and while they seem- 
ingly deprecate this condition of affairs I fancy there is not any very 
keen regret that sumptuary and violent legislation can not be enforced 
while this decision stands. 

But, Mr. President, does it not go further than that? I should like 
to inquire how, under that decision, the locai-option laws of South 
Carolina, the excise laws of New York, the high-license laws of Mi- 
nois and Minnesota are to be enforced? Can you prevent or tax by 
license or otherwise the sale of intoxicating liquors under that decis- 
jon? 

Does it not absolutely throw open the doors for the unrestricted sale 
of liquor in original packages in every State and city in the Union, 
local laws to the contrary notwithstanding? If not, why not? You 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5383 


might stand the blow at actual prohibition, Will you stand it, will 
the country stand it when the decision is so sweeping in its effect as 
to absolutely prohibit laws for the license and regulation as well as 
sale of intoxicants? ; 

Now, Mr. President, this discussion has been not only interesting, 
but very instructive. It has shown the full extent of the decision, 
the necessity for corrective or remedial legislation, but it has done 
more than that. It has,in my judgment, shown us also an effective, 
constitutional, and logical way out of the difficulty. This decision, 
like those before it on similar subjects, is based on Congressional ac- 
tion. It says in effect: States can not prohibit the sale in original 
packages of articles of interstate commerce. Intoxicants are such ar- 
ticles because Congress has so declared in certain acts which recognize 
their commercial status.“ 

Now if Congress has the power, as l said yesterday, to say that cer- 
tain articles are articles of commerce, it has the same power to declare 
what articles shall not be so considered and not be admitted to such 
privileges. In this opinion the distinguished Senator from Delaware 
coincided, and when this power is admitted the wholedifficulty is over- 
come. $ 

Why, Mr. President, Congress has already gone further than this 
bill goes indeclaring certain articles of trade, like dynamite and nitro- 
glycerine, outside the regulations governing subjects of interstate com- 
merce, These are excepted because they are explosives, dangerous to 
life; butsurely the right and the power to declare these articles outside 
the rule will extend to articles regarded by many as far more danger- 
ous to life and morals than the deadliest explosive. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. Coxe] in his very interesting argu- 
ment says that intoxicating liquors being subjects of commerce Con- 
gress can not ignore, throw off, or abdicate the jurisdiction.’ Butit 
has abdicated such jurisdiction as I have said in the case of the explo- 
sives I have mentioned, although such articles are plainly subjects of 
commerce, showing very plainly, it seems to me, that Congress holds 
itself to be the judge, and that what is or what is not an article of com- 
merce is a question to be decided by the legislative and not the judi- 
cial branch of the Government. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], while in sympathy with the 
purposes of the pending bill, feels that he can not support it because 
it places it in the power of a State to tax an article of commerce out of 
existence. Why, Mr. President, that power has always existed. The 
license fee of $1,000 required for retail liquor dealers in Minnesota isin 
effect a prohibition to all except the larger towns of the State. It is well 
understood that taxation is frequently so burdensome as to exclude 
dealers in various kinds of merchandise from certain cities and towns. 

But under this new version of an old decision the dealer can sell an 
original package of silk, just enough for a dress pattern, or an original 
package of anything else, and you not only can not prohibit him, but 
you can not levy taxes, State, county, or municipal, upon him, so 
long as he deals in original packages imported into the State from 
Manchester or Marseilles or New York or Chicago or New Orleans or 
any other city outside the State where the articles are offered for sale. 
This, as I said, is an old decision. Chief-Justice Taney, in a case al- 
ready referred to, quotes Chief-Justice Marshall as holding— 

That an article authorized by a law of Congress to be imported continued to 
be a part of the foreign commerce of the country while it remained in the hands 
of the importer for sale in the original bale, package, or vessel in which it was 
imported. That the authority given to import necessarily carried with it the 
right to sell the imported article in the form and shape in which it was imported, 
and that no State, either by direct assessment or by requiring a license from the 
importer before he was permitted to sell, could impose any burden on him or 
the property imported beyond what the law of Congress had itself im „but 
that when the original 22 was broken up, for use or for retail, by the im- 
porter, and also when the 8 had passed the hands of a purchaser, 
it ceased to be an import or a part —— commerce, and became subject to 
the laws of the State, and might be taxed for State purposes, and the sale regu- 
lated by the State, like any other property. 

The doctrine, therefore, is old, but no one thought of using it to ab- 
solutely destroy the taxing power of the State until whisky was struck, 
when immediately all the possibilities of deviltry which lurked in these 
repeated decisions of the Supreme Court leaped into prominence, to be 
grasped and used in the evasion of any local law or regulation which 
conflicts with the decision. 

No wonder, sir, the Supreme Court suggested a way out of the diffi- - 
culty! And I call the attention of the Senator from Texas to the fact 
that the court expressly declares in this decision that Congress ma; 
legislate as to what is or is not an article of interstate commerce. If 
it may do this it may certainly do the lesser act proposed by this bill 
and declare when the article ceases to be subject to the rule and 
merges into the common property of the State. 

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] says there is a comical 
side of this discussion. It has amused him to see certain Senators ad- 
vocating the doctrine of State rights, Senators whom he had long 
regarded as oblivious to such rights and only in favor of centralizing 
power in the General Government. He says: 


I must say that I was a little surprised at this sudden conversion of these Re- 
publican Senators. I could not understand bow it was that they — their 
political faith, renounced their political education, repudiated their _— 
convictions, and falsified their political record; why it was that up to time 
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they had always favored centralization, Federal centralization, as against State 
rights, and had selected this particular occasion to advertise their ardent con- 
version to the doctrine of State rights. 

So far as I know there is no one in this Chamber seeking to confer 
any new right on the States. The exercise of the power of the State 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors is older many Senators 
on this floor. Shearing them, depriving them, of that power is the new 
departure and brings up a new question. But, Mr. President, if the 
Senator sees only one comical side to this discussion, I assure him he 
only beholds half the shield. The other side ought to convulse him 
with laughter, and probably would were it not impossible for one to 
be in the position of a spectator and spectacle at the same time. 

Think of this old doctrine of State rights, the controversies it has 
aroused and the crimes that have been committed in its name! From 
the days of Jackson and Webster and Calhoun this battle has proceeded, 
and from the Senator’s earliest public service the doctrine has found in 
him, as he tells us, an ardent champion. When the fourteenth amend- 
ment was under discussion the air grew lurid with the eloquence of the 
Senator and his friends against the so-called blow at State rights. 
I Was in the galleries of this Chamber during part of the discussion 

on the civil-rights bill, and I well remember with what vehemence 
the proposed enactment was denounced as a deadly blow at the right 
of a State to regulate its own internal affairs as it saw proper. On the 
force bill and all the reconstructive measures the same consistent op- 
position was manifested, and it has been kept up with clock-like regu- 
larity since. 

This cherished doctrine was the alleged cause of the great rebellion 
in which the Senator took a prominent part. Nothing, I am sure, but 
a religious conviction that the salvation of a republican form of gov- 
ernment and the preservation of the liberties of the white men of the 
South depended upon throwing down the gage of battle and dying in 
the last ditch, if necessary, ever induced him to enter upon that gigantic 
struggle, where human life weighed nothing in the scale, where human 
blood flowed as water, and where treasure was poured out without 
stint or limit. It was a fearful sacrifice, but he made it, and others 
made it, in the hope of maintaining the sovereignty of the States, the 
right of the State to regulate its own internal affairs. 

If the Senator has ever hesitated, ever paused in his efforts, before 
to-day, no matter what the cost or the sacrifice, his dearest enemy has 
not discovered the fact. But, sir, he stops now. He has met a war- 
rior at last who gives him pause. We have discovered the vulnerable 
place in his shield. In the words of the old temperance song: 

There is a worm that warps the will; 
‘There is a worm with power to kill; 


It is the worm of yonder still; 
It lays the proud man low. 


If there is any other power on earth that could change the Senator 
it is beyond human ken to tell what it is. We appealed to his patri- 
otism, but he declared that patriotism was on the side of State rights, 
We appealed to his fear of personal consequences, but his courage 

brooked no fear and he periled his life for his cherished principles. We 
placed before him the dire consequences of entering upon a civil war 
for such an idea, the inevitable devastation and death which would 
follow, but he marched away content to feel the one and meet the 
other if only State rights were preserved. 

Nothing would avail or has availed until finally that nectar of the 
gods, familiarly known as sour mash, stands in peril, and the Senator, 
becoming oblivious to all else, not seeing the really comic side of the 

_ picture, rushes down the mountain of State sovereignty with frantic 
appeals to Senators to come to the rescue and with the strong arm of 
the General Government crush out this attempt of the States to regu- 
late their internal affairs to suit themselves. 

I heard General Gibson, of Ohio, say that once upon a retreat, when 
his brigade was pursued by an overwhelming Confederate force and was 
in danger of capture, he ordered a sutler’s wagon loaded with beer to 
be driven into an open field and abandoned; and then hesaid toa Ger- 
man regiment, ‘‘ You stay in the neighborhood of that wagon as long 
as possible and cover our retreat.“ He went on with the rest of the 
command, joined the main army in safety, and sent back a large force 
to rescue the German regiment. He found them camped in the same 
field and the Confederate army throwing up breastworks to protectitself 
against this desperate regiment of Germans, who had repulsed five sep- 
arate charges of the Confederates and were strongly inclined to begin 
on the offensive. 

With that exception, Mr. President, I never knew so desperate an 
ene willingly assumed as that which the Senator leads upon 

oor. 

Why, sir, all the combined acts passed or proposed by Congress and 
affecting State rights do not equal in their nullifying and emasculating 
effect this one decision of the Supreme Court carried to its logical and 
inevitable conclusion. And yet the Senator fiddles while his Rome is 
burning and smiles while New England comes to the rescue of the 


ngae e has abandoned. 
ell, be it so, Mr. President. Iam glad that there are Senators on 
this floor of both parties who eee confront a 

out stopping to inquire whether the act 


with- 
harmonize with all things 


which they have spoken or done since they attained their majority, for 
it is by such independence that practical legislation must be secured, 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I received to-day a petition addressed 
to the Senate of the United States, which, as the billis underdiscussion, 
I will introduce as part of what few words I have to say at this time, 
It is as follows: 

We, the undersi $ 
hereby petition e ney Sa og peices ng 3 to bl making 
it unlawful to transport liquor from any State or Territory of the United States 
into any other State or Territory contrary to the laws thereof. 

Then follow the names of a large number of citizens of that city, their 
original signatures, and places of residence. The petition is sent to me 
by Dr. A. C. Rembaugh, of Philadelphia. 

I should like to movean amendment to the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Iowa, in the eleventh line, by striking out the word 
‘terminated ’’ and inserting instead thereof the words begun within 
the limits of the State of their destination;’’ so that it shall read: 

That when any intoxicating liquors or liquids shall be rted from one 
State or Territory into another State or Territory, or from a State toa Terri- 
tory, or from a Territory to a State, or from a State or Territory to the District 
of Columbia, or from the District of Columbia to a State or Territory, or from 
any foreign country to any State or Territory or the District of Columbia, such 
liquors and liquids so transported shall, when the actual and continuous trans- 
portation of the same shall have begun within the limits of the State of their 
destination, be considered to have ceased to be the subject of commerce with 
foreign nations and among the several States and be a part ot the common mass 
of property, ete. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
submits an amendment for the purpose of perfecting the text of the 
amendment reported by the committee. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire to the amend- 
ment of the committee, 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I think if any anything could have 
shown the impossibility—I may use that word ee ee with 
the subject of the traffic in intoxicating liquors in an effective way 
under the existing Constitution and laws of the country this debate 
would be that demonstration. What do we witness? From the foun- 
dation of the Government almost, certainly since the time of the Liquor 
Cases, it has been the settled belief of the whole country, of judges, 
lawyers, courts, and the laity of the country, that the States had the 
power within theirown limits of absolutely controlling by prohibition 
and by regulating in various ways the traffic in intoxicating liquors. 
That has been the general belief. 

All at once comes a decision of the highest court of the land, the voice 
of God in the Constitution, irreversible except by the court itself, bind- 
ing upon all the forces of the country, that this supposed jurisdiction 
over this pa evil in the States is a myth, and that really the people 
of the United States to-day and all along, if they had known and un- 
derstood the laws and the Constitution under which they were living, 
have beensubject absolutely to theindiscriminate and unrestricted traftic 
inrum, that no power whatever has yet been exercised which can reach 
and control it, and that condition exists by virtue of the Constitution of 
the United States. That is the condition in which we find ourselves 
to-day, and the Congress is almost absolutely forced to legislate upon 
this subject, which it has ignored to the utmost in all previous times, 
in order to produce that legal status which everybody had believed 
to exist from the beginning until now. Congress is driven to legislate 
in order to produce that condition of the law which we had hitherto 
assumed as a matter of course to be the law. 

If we pass this bill the Senator from Iowa only hopes that the con- 
dition will be made legal which everybody had believed in hitherto, 
which the courts of Iowa had acted upon, which the courts of the 
United States had acted upon, which the executive departments of the 
State and the nation and the people at large had acted upon, simply to 
establish that condition which everybody had previously believed to 
exist. $ 

This measure will add nothing in the great controversy between 
those who believe in prohibition, those who believe in what we call 
temperance, and those who hold to the opposite belief. It will add 
nothing to the relative strength of the position which either of these 
parties has hitherto occupied. Not to pass it is to be sure to have 
the effect of ranging all the powers of the State and of the nation upon 
the side of intoxication‘and indiscriminate trade in intoxicating liquors; 
but to enact it into law has none other effect than I have alluded to. 

And we have great question whether we should pass this bill. The 
Senate is divided upon that question. Very able arguments were made 
here to the effect that this bill will be unconstitutional if it becomes a 
law and that the Supreme Court will set this legislation aside. If we 
do make this measure a law we are still surrounded by all the sub- 
stantial difficulties with which we have controverted from the begin- 


ning. 

Take now this decision of the court. I find om the seventh page, 
in summing up the points which have already been stated, which 
nobody N with reference to the W rage of intoxicating 
liquors, it is said that the right to sell an cle imported is an in- 
separable incident to the right to import it. > 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will pardon me, I wish to say that 
I do not agree to that at all. He says everybody agrees to it. 
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Mr. BLAIR. I do not remember the precise expression which I 
used. Isay, in reading this opinion the court cite Brown vs. Maryland, 
and sum up the various points which, as the court assert, have already 
been decided. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not undertake to say that the Senator from Ver- 
mont be not right, and if I used language so broad as to include him 
asconceding that, I will withdraw the language with very great pleasure 
indeed. I am only reading from the decision of the court. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will pardon me, I had hoped to 
take five minutes to state what I thought was this situation, but as I 
suppose a great TART of the Senate are in favor of this proposition I 
donot intend, so far as I now see, to doit. However, on this particular 
point that the Senator isspeaking of I wish tosay that Chief-Justice Mar- 
shall, speaking for the court in Brown rs. Maryland, did not say anything 
ofthe kind. He said that when Congress had authorized the importa- 
tion of a thing there followed by inference the right to sell it, and that 
if Congress chose to say a man should not have a right to sell it, then 
Congress had the right to say it; that it was because Congress had au- 
thorized in its discretion the importation that by implication and as a 
se of the authority that Con has given, the man might sell it. 

t is all that the Supreme Court said in Brown vs. Maryland, and 
that was the case of a tax upon an importer as an importer, and not a 
tax upon the property of everybody, importers and all others alike. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont is a very 
great lawyer. The Supreme Court is made up of great lawyers and 
they promulgate this opinion and this summing up of the state of the 
law as they understand it. Iam reading simply from this statement 
of the law by the Supreme Court as they understand it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President 

Mr. BLAIR. Now, it may be wrong. They may have misunder- 
stood the decisions which they cited and may have cited therefore 
wrongly. L admit all that. I am not arguing as to who is right or 
who is wrong with reference to this at all, but I am arguing to this 
point, Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Vermont? The Senator from Vermont 
is addressing the Chair. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am sure my friend from New Hampshire does 
not mean—I know he does not—to put the Supreme Court in a wrong 
position. They are independent in their chamber and we are inde- 
pendent in ours, and each of us must go according to the light that we 
have. Now, I think it due, disagreeing as I do to the conclusion to 
which the Supreme Court has come, in justice to them, to say that I 
think my friend has misinterpreted what the Supreme Court said. 
When they say it is an inseparable incident they intend to say, and 
that is the fair meaning as I understand it, knowing all that had passed 
before, and they did not need to state it in words, that so long as Con- 
-gress authorized the importation it was an inseparable incident to that 
importation under the authority of Congress granted, to make the sale, 
and they did not intend to have anybody understand that Congress 
could not say, If you bring it in and bring it into the property of the 
State, if we choose to say we take our off you must take your 
chance like everybody else under the State law.” 

Mr. BLAIR. I will read what the court say in a moment, to meet 
the Senator upon his precise ground that the Supreme Court did mean 
to say that they—in citing the decision which they did of Justice Mar- 
shall—that they understood him to mean to say in his decision that the 
right of sale was an inseparable incident of the right of importation. 
Take it exactly upon the Senator’s ground. This amendment leaves 
unim d the right of importation into the State and to the point of 
destination within the State. Now, does the Senator say as to the 
right of importation which is left in the proposed amendment reported 
by the Senator from Iowa, the right of importation into the State and 
to a point of destination in the State, that the citations which I make 
are not applicable to the point that the right of sale is inseparable to 
that importation? If he does not say that, then he says that the right 
of importation is simply the right to import for destruction, and the 
court say that the implication is that where they give the right to im- 
port, along with that right to import goes the right to sell as an in- 
separable incident. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, if my friend will pardon me, Iam sure that 
he wishes to do what I do, to leave the States to exert the power in 
their own region according 

Mr. BLAI I have offered an amendment to just that end. So the 
Senator is quite right. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I see, a good deal more, too. No matter for that, 
and I just want to read, because I do not wish to take the time of the 
Senate about this business 

Mr. BLAIR. This is important enough. I think the Senator can 
well take all the time he deems n 2 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould be glad to read what Mr. Justice Mar- 


\ 


shall said in announcing the opinion of the court on the very point the 
Senator is now talking about. It is this: } 
It must be considered— 

That is, the authorized importation— 
as a component of the power ngress 
not — to 8 ieee per — 8 to a em 

Then he goes on to say that Congress having authorized the importer 
to bring in and not sell, having brought in and brought the property 
into that State, he must stand on an equality with everybody else, and 
stop there, and the implication was of a right to sell as inseparable, as 
Con had leftit, from the right of importation. That is whereit is. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is just what I said. That is just the way I 
understood it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very good; then we agree. 

on BLAIR. I understood it just the way the Senator has now 
stated it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now Congress proposes to say that the right to 
import is not to carry the implication of the right to sell against the 
policy of the State, but if you import at all you must import, and 
when you have got it there it must take its chance with all the other 
property in the State where the health and safety of the State arecon- 

ed. > 


cerned. 

Mr. BLAIR, At that point I have offered an amendment which will 
be operative as soon as it arrives within the limits of the State. Now, 
I will read what the present Supreme Court say in their citation: 

In Brown rs. Maryland (supra) the act of the State 2 drawn in ques- 
tion was held invalid as repugnant to the 3 of the Constitution upon . 
the States to lay any impost or duty upon imports or epa and to the clause 
granting the power to regulate commerce; and it was laid down by the great 

rate who led over this court for more than a third of a century that 
the point of time when the prohibition ceases and the power of the State to tax 
commences is not the instant when the article enters the 8 but when the 
importer has so acted upon it that it has become incorporated and mixed up with 
the mass of property in the country, which happens when the o package 
is no longer such in his hands; that the distinction is obvious between a tax 
which intercepts the 5 as an import on its way to become incorporated 
with the general mass of property and a tax which finds the article already in- 
corporated with that mass by the act of the importer; that as avers: to reg- 
ulate commerce none of the evils which proceeded from the feebleness of the 
Federal Government contributed more tothe great revolution which introduced 
the present system than the deep and general conviction that commerce oughtto 
be lated by Congress; that the grant should be as extensive as the mischief, 
and should comprehend all foreign commerce and all commerce among the 
States; that that power was complete in itself, acknowledged no limitations 
other than those prescribed by the Constitution, was coextensive with the sub- 
pa on which it acts, and not to be stopped at the external boundary of a State, 

ut must be capable of entering its interior; that the right to sell any article im- 
ported was an inseparable incident to the right to i it; and that the principles 
expounded in the case applied equally to importations froma sister State. Mani- 
festly this must be so, for the same public policy applied to commerce among 
the States as to foreign commerce, and not a reason could be ed for con- 
fiding the power over the one which did not conduce to establish propriety 
of confiding the power over the other, 


Then they cite Story upon the Constitution, paragraph 1066, and they 
cite Gibbons rs. Ogden, and various other cases. : 

Mr. President, I do not think that the Senator from Vermont orany- 
body else can contend that there is not great controversy among the 
lawyers of the country and between the courts of the country as to 
just what the Constitution means, to say the least, and that this dif- 
ficulty we find ourselves in is by reason of the dominant authority, 
the Supreme Court of the country, having established the law so that 
practically the liquor traffic is unrestricted and independent by virtue 
of the powers of the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No lawyer pretends that at all, with very few ex- 
ceptions. À 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know what theSenator meanstosay. It may 
be that there are very few angan the courts. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, Mr. ident; my friend will pardon me, if 
he is really in serious earnest. : 

Mr. BLAIR. I am quite in serious earnest. I do not know but 
that I misunderstand the Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I really submit to my friend that there is no ex- 
pression in the decision of any court from 1824, or whenever the first 
case was, of Gibbons vs, Ogden, I believe, that raised these questions, 
and then Brown vs. Maryland two or three years later, and all the 
time down to this—I submit to my friend with entire respect and sin- 
cerity that I shall be glad to have him state to the Senate or to me any 
opinion of any judge of the Supreme Court of the United States that 

ere was any constitutional rightin t of this matter involved at 
all, but it was merely a question of the touch of the regulations that 
Congress had the authority to make, and by the very word regula- 
tions“ to restrict or to enlarge in the powers of the State in respectof 
its domestic affairs. I think that no judge has ever hinted that there 
was a constitutional right involved about it, except as to the touch of 
powers between Congress to go this far or that far and the State to go 
this far or that far. There was no constitutional right of a citizen in- 
volved, and if there is any exception to that I shall be glad to have 
my friend state it. 

Mr. BLAIR, I have always understood that in construing this power 
to regulate commerce the court had settled the right of the citizen to im- 
port from other countries, the right to export from one State to another; 
and that in the license cases and in the recent decision touching the con- 
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dition in Iowa between a citizen of Illinois and a citizen of Iowa and 
others all these difficulties arise by virtue of this constitutional power of 
Congress to regulate commerce, and in the regulation of commeree it has 
protected this traffic in intoxicating liquors and has placed it beyond 
the power of the State. It has placed it beyond the power of the State 
certainly without action of Congress, which never has been had hitherto. 
It has placed it beyond the power of the State to prevent the introduc- 
tion of the imported article in theoriginal packages; and that has been 
the universal practice of the country, and supposed to be, I say, a con- 
stitutional right as between the citizens of the States and acted upon 
all these years. 

This very bill only goes to the extent and is designed, as the Senator 
from Iowa informs me, to go to the extent of permitting individuals 
to introduce the article from one State into another in the original 
package and carrying it to the point of destination, not assuming a 
greater power over it than that, nor undertaking to exercise a greater 
power over it than that; for what are these other powers which are ex- 
ercised as against the will of the State in contravention of the police 
power of the State and regulation of this article by the State unless 
they be powers derived from the Constitution of the United States? 
What other power is superior to that of the State save that of the Con- 
stitution of the United States and the laws enacted under it? What 
is the difficulty about? Why are we legislating at all? Simply be- 
cause a constitutional power as interpreted, not created, by the Supreme 
Court has overthrown the police power of the States. 

No, Mr. President, I do not think anybody who studies this subject 
carefully, whether from a legal standpoint or from a philosophical 
standpoint, can fail to see that the power of the prohibitory States, if 
I may speak of them in that way, to regulate and to destroy the traffic 
in intoxicating liquors within their limits is nullified by reason of the 
limitation of their police powers imposed upon them by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. But for that Constitution New Hampshire 
would have the power of an independent nation over this traffic. She 
could prevent the introduction of liquors within her limits at all. She 
could prohibit exportation as well as importation, and the manufact- 
ure and the sale for any purpose which she deemed hostile to the real 
interests of her people. 

But some force has been imposed upon her, some force has been im- 
posed upon the.action of Iowa and of other prohibitory States, so that 

ractically their efforts to prevent the evil of intemperance within their 

imits have been nugatory. Whence comes that power if it be not from 
the Constitution of the United States as the courts have construed 
those powers? 

I believe that the great fortress, the real defense of the liquor trade 
in this country is the Constitution of the United States, and that but 
for that Constitution many of the States to-day would have freed them- 
selves almost absolutely from the entanglement and the injury which 
result from this bad traffic. I hold to that doctrine, and I do not be- 
lieve any one who studies the subject can arrive at any other conclusion. 
Now, I am very glad indeed to vote for this bill. I will withdraw 
my amendment if itis to embarrass anybody in restoring the status 
existing before the late decision, but I do desire that my amendment be 
accepted, that this measure be made so efficient that it would restore 
the superior power of the State in the exercise of its police function at 
the exterior of its own geographical limits, so that the moment that this 
bad article, bad under its laws, prohibited under its laws, had arrived 
at itsown territory, then it could interfere to prevent the right of sale, 
could exercise if need be the right of seizure in enabling itself to exer- 
cise its police power completely for the defense of its people. 

That is what I should like to see done and made the common law in 
every State. Then every State would be an independent nation for 
the destruction of the liquor traffic within its own limits, because the 
moment it came from England, the moment it came from New York 
to the territory of Iowa, Iowa would meet it with a supreme State law 
for its destruction, a State law which for this purpose would be the 
supreme law of its land, and which would be conclusive upon every- 
body outside of the limits of the State of Iowa. She could stop the 
article at her borders, she could seize it on the spot; and, that power 
existing in the State, there would be no motive left for its importation. 

This simple provision added to the existing amendment would make 
every State absolutely independent to put an end to this crime, as she 
can to murder within her own limits; and when she has pronounced 
it to be a crime, when she has placed it under the ban of her laws in the 
exercise of her police powers—for the State can exercise very little but 
police power—when she has done that and has by her own laws de- 
nounced this great evil as a nuisance and as a crime, then she can put 
an end to it as such; she can use her armed forces if necessary, just as 
to-day the armed forces of the United States can carry liquor in these 
Pte sae packages to the point of destination everywhere within the 
State. 

No, Mr. President, after we have adopted this bill it will be found 
that the great temperance controversy is in substantially the same posi- 
tion that it has been heretofore; no worse for the decision of the Su- 
pen Court, because this act of Congress will have rectified that evil; 

ut so far as the future contention is concerned we shall be where we 
were, and we shall still need an enlargement of the powers of the States 


or an amendment of the Constitution of the United States which shall 
liberate those powers to the full exercise of the power which they pos- 
sess for their own protection, or an amendment of the Constitution of 
the United States, which, I say, will give every State the power of an 
independent nation within its own limits over this subject; and, better, 
a still broader and more comprehensive amendment of the Constitution, 
which shall not only do that, but shall re-enforce the police powers of 
the State by an absolute prohibition, a national prohibition extending 
over the whole country. 

That would be no interference with the police powers of the State, 
because we are admitting here in this very legislation that for the pro- 
tection of those powers it is necessary that the national arm be re- 
moved and that the States be enabled to exercise those which are in- 
herent for their own protection. 

If, then, we should in thatsame direction passan enactment or adopt 
a constitutional provision of the United States re-enforcing that police 
power by prohibition, we should be not destroying the police powers of 
the State but we should be assisting them, enabling them to accom- 
plish their own just and proper ends. The claim which sometimes 
we hear set up that the national prohibition of the liquor trafie is 
a destruction of the police power of the State is so far from being true 
that, on the contrary, national prohibition would be a re-enforcement 
and preservation of that police power, without which I believe the 
police power of the State will never be effectively exercised. 

Mr. President, I wish to read once more the amendment suggested 
by myself in connection with the language of the text, not reading the 
whole, but commencing in the ninth line: 

Such liquors and liquids so transported shall, when the actual and contin- 
uous transportation of the same shall have begun within the limits of the State 
of their destination,be considered to have ceased to be the subjects of commerce 
with foreign nations and among the several States and be a part of the com- 
mon mass of property within such State or Territory or the District of Columbia, 
as the case may be, and subject to the respective powers of such State, Terri- 
tory, and the District of Columbia, in respect of all police regulations of prohi- 
bition, regulation, or taxation, equally and in common with other like property 
1 5 to the police powers of any such State, Territory, or the District of Co- 

That makes the power which by virtue of this bill attaches when 
transportation ceases at the point of destination within the State at- 
tach at the exterior limits of the State, and only in that way do I be- 
lieve we shall ever get anything that is really effective in the direction 
ot the suppression of the liquor traffic in the States by national legis- 
lation. So long as liquor can be brought into a State in the original 
packages, carried to every locality, whether it belargeor small, through- 
out the State, and there deposited in the original packages, the appe- 
tite already existing and being an appetite as much a matter of fact 
throughout the country as the appetite for natural food, the ingenuity 
of the American people will contrive to get possession of those original 
poriga they will satisfy the appetite, and the consumption will con- 

ue, 

Drunkenness will never be eradicated from our land until there is a 
power which can seize this article in transitu, ay, more, a power—a 
national as well as a State power—which can prevent its manufacture 
and its importation for any other but useful purposes, as for medicine 
and for use in the arts. 

I know this measure originates in an ardent desire to prevent a sud- 
den and tremendous disaster to the whole country. Ishould like to 
ask the Senator from Iowa whether he is willing to accept the amend- 
ment to it which I suggest. + 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Iam representing the report of the com- 
mittee, and consequently I can not accept a modification. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the import of the Senator’s amendment? 

Mr. BLAIR. It is that the police power shall attach as soon as the 
article being transported has reached the limits of the State of its des- 
tination, instead of attaching when that transportation ceases at the 

int ot actual delivery. I will not withdraw the amendment, Mr. 

resident. ; 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I wish to enter my objection to the 
protest of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] against the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court with respect to the question as to whether 
the importer has the right to sell the importation. Adverse to bis 
opinion I believe that the right of importation carries with it the right 
to sell in the first instance, because I think it was presumed by the court, 
and willbe by any tribunal of justice, that theimporter was a purchaser, 
A citizen of oneState purchased the goodsin another State andimported 
them into his own. He is therefore the owner of the goods, and under 
the law of nature, the law of nations, the inalienable right of citizens 
in every free country that has ever existed, one of those rights of pro- 
1 is the right to sell. The owner of it has a right to sell it; 

e has a right to pledge it; he has a right to give it away, and no leg- 
islation by any nation or by any State can destroy those rights or pro- 
hibit their exercise, though they may be the subject of legal regulation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana yield 
to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. TURPIE. I do not, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not suppose the Senator would on such a 
statement as that. 
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Mr. TURPIE. If the Senator from Vermont will do me the great 
favor to put his question in writing and send it to this desk, if it is 
to be a matter of catechism, we will conduct the discussion by ques- 
tions and answers, holographic from the beginning. 

No State Legislature and no national Legislature has the right to de- 
stroy or to deny the right to a proprietor to sell, pledge, or give away 
that which he owns, being a commodity of commerce, I care not what 
it may be. Consequently I affirm, if any affirmation is necessary, and 
agree, if any agreement could add anything of strength or force to the 
opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States, that the right to im- 
port by a purchaser carries with it the right tosell, That right may 
be regulated. The State may prescribe to whom he shallsell, at what 
hours he shail sell, where he shall sell, what he shall pay for selling, 
but it can not deny the right to sell, to pledge, ortogiveaway. Those 
are inalienable rights. They belong to the reserved rights, not of the 
States, butof the people. 

There has been much said here about the sovereignty of States and 
the sovereignty of the nation, very little about the sovereignty of the 
individual, of the free citizen. The man has some sovereign rights 
called natural, inalienable. ‘They attach to him whatever his locality 
may be, and we ought not to be called upon to conform the legislation 
of a great nation to what I may call the local, temporary, transient 
fanaticism of such a State as Iowa. On the contrary, those States 
should conform their legislation to the policy of the Constitution of 
the United States and of the commercial world. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, let me understand the re- 
mark of the Senator from Indiana. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana yield 
to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. TURPIE. For what p 2 have not heard the request. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa.- I understood the Senator to make some re- 
mark about Iowa. I did not catch exactly what it was. . 

Mr. TURPIE. I made noremarkaboutlowa. Isimply mention 
the name. I mentioned it in connection with a local temporary fanati- 
cism under which the people were laboring that ought not to control 
the commercial policy of the whole nation and of the world. - 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. No; but Mr. President 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, allow me to say 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Indiana to decline to yield. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, allow me to say that perhaps the 
most remarkable thing in this discussion is the position of the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. He thinks that the Constitution 
of the United States, formed one hundred years ago, is wrong because 
it does not allow absolute prohibition by Congress or does not even 
treat of prohibition by the several States. My own inference from the 
very fact he states is that it was never contemplated by the founders 
of the Government with respect to such social, personal rights and re- 
lations as those embraced and included in this legislation—it was never 
contemplated by the founders of the Government that there should be 
national Jegislation upon such a subject. 

I therefore conclude that with to our action as members of 
the Senate we have herein, under the Constitution of the United States, 
no duty whatever to perform. With respect to that very shadowy, 
thin, transparent, and gauzy essence or image of an essence which is 
called moral sentiment, which demands prohibitory legislative action 
here or elsewhere, I do not believe we have a denomination of coin 
small enough to measure its value. The moral sentiments are very 
precious, but they are matters not of law, but of grace—voluntary 
emotions stirring in the heart and conscience of their possessor, com- 

ed by no action of others. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] as a sub- 
stitute for the amendment reported by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liquors transported or brought 
into any State or Territority from a point or place outside of such State or Terri- 
tory, fer use, consumption, or sale therein, shall not be exempt, nor shall the 
owner or person in on thereof be exempt, from the regulation, control, 
police, or taxing power of such State or Territory affecting or applicable to all 
other like property, by reason of such liquors being in the original packages 
importation or transportation as subjects of interstate or foreign commerce, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That isan amendment to the committee’s amend- 
ment, as I understand it. 

ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. Itisan amendment to the committee’s 
amendment. 


Mr. FAULKNER. Task the Senator from Delaware if he will ac- 
cept an amendment, to insert after the word rted ’’ the words 
as an article of commerce, as I believe it is in the third degree. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Delaware can modify his amend- 
ment, if he chooses, 


Mr. FAULKNER. Iknow, but I can not offer a further amendment 
now, as his is in the second degree. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Virginia sug- 

a modification of the amendment of the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. FAULKNER. After the word transported,“ to insert as an 
article of commerce.“ Transportation means to carry from one point to 
another, no matter how it is done. 

Mr. GRAY. I have no objection to that, though I do not see how 
it helps it any. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware ac- 
cept the modification? 

Mr. GRAY. LI accept it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be reported as modified. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liquors transported as an arti- 
cle of commerce or brought into any State or Territory from a pointor place 
outside of such State or Territory, for use, consumption, or sale ther®in, shall 
not be exempt, nor shall the owner or person in possession thereof be exempt, 
from the regulation, control, police, or taxing power of such State or Territory 
affecting or applicable to all other like property, by reason of such liquors be- 
ing in the original packages of importation or transportation as subjects of 
interstate or foreign commerce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, I wish the Chief Clerk to read the amend- 
ment reported from the committee for which this is moved as asubsti- 
tute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That when any intoxicating liquors or liquids shall be transported from one 
State or Territory into another State or Territory, or froma State to a Terri- 
3 from a Territory to a State, or from a State or Territory to the District 
of Columbia, or from the District of Columbia toa State or Territory, or from an 
foreign country to any State or Territory or the District of Columbia, su 
liquors and liquids so trai shall, when the actual and continuous trans- 
portation of the same shall have terminated, be considered to have ceased to be 
the subjects of commerce with foreign nations and among the several States and 
be a part of the common mass of property within such State or Territory or the 
District of Columbia, as the case may be, and subject to the respective powers of 
such State, Territory, and the ct of Columbia, in respect of all police =- 
lations of prohibition, regulation, or taxation, equally and in common with other 
like property — — to the police powers of any such State, T. 


erritory, or the 
ict of Columbia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Delaware is to take the place of this proposition last 
read; and without any comment I shall simply ask for the yeas and 
nays upon that proposition. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GRAY. Before the vote is taken let me say a word about this 
amendment. I intended in drawing it and supposed myself at least 
to be in Bympathy with the object aimed at by the Senator from Iowa. 
In scanning the amendment offered by the Committee on the Judiciary 
I thought I discovered phraseology that would defeat the object of the 
amendment and other phraseology which would import into the law 
a meaning for which I could not vote. Without dwelling upon the 
merely verbal criticism I might make to the amendment, which does 
not affect its substance, let me call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that in the substitute proposed by me there is this language: 

That fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liquors transported or brought 
into any State or Territory from a point or place outside of such State or Terri- 
tory, for use, consumption, or sale therein. 

For use, consumption, or sale therein,“ thereby meeting the ob- 
jection and the criticism made by the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock] the other day upon the amendment then before the Senate. 
The amendment of the Senator from Iowa does not meet the objection 
that the Senator from New York made to the then pending bill, to wit, 
that an importation of liquors might be made at the port of New York, 
where perhaps the largest proportion of all the liquors imported into 
this country come, and that when liquors were landed upon the wharf 
or put into a bonded warehouse there the first step in the transporta- 
tion had ended, and then under the amendment as proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa, they became subject—I know he did not intend 
it, but they do, literally, under the language of the amendment, be- 
come subject to whatever laws the State of New York may make to 
control the traffic in the article of intoxicating or fermentéd liquors. 

That certainly is not the intention of the Senate in the passage of the 
bill, and they will not consent that liquors which have been landed 
out of a ship for transportation to a distant State, or some other State 
than the State in which they are landed, shall be made subject to the 
local laws of that State. So, in that t, I think my amendment 
is an improvement, and at least removes the doubt which must nec- 


= essarily exist as to whether the committee amendment, as it is now 


phrased, will meet that objection. - 

There is another point in which I think the amendment proposed 
by me will improve the committee amendment and better effectuate 
its object. It is in respect to the language used commencing with the 
fifteenth line. After stating that they shall cease to be the subjects 


of commerce with foreign nations and among the several States and be 
a part of the common mass of property within such State or Territory 
or the District of Columbia, as the case may be, it proceeds to say: 


And subject to the respective powers of such — „and the District 
of Columbia in . police regulations eee 
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Now, I would like to ask the Senator from Iowa what the police 
regulations of regulation means, for that is the language—‘‘in re- 
spect of all police regulations of prohibition, regulation, or taxation.“ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I answered earlier in the afternoon, when 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] was addressing the 
Senate, that the policy in some States is thatof prohibiting the sale of 
intoxicating liquors within their limits, and because of that definite 
policy in some of the States this term was incorporated in the text of 
this bill. 

Mr. GRAY. I have great respect, of course, for the opinion of the 
Senator from Iowa in this matter; but does he not see that the use 
of the word “prohibition” there is ambiguous? He is using it in 
the sense that has come to it in the common parlance in the temper- 
ance agitation, The prohibition and the regulation of prohibition the 
Senator means to be some regulation promotive of what is called a pro- 
hibitivglaw. But the word ‘prohibition’ as used in a statute can 
not be used with that significance, which is a mere secondary and lim- 
ited one. That word “‘ prohibition ” there may mean and will be con- 
strued to mean, it seems to me, the prohibition of importation at all, 
and it is impossible to get away from that suggestion. 

Mr. W. N, of Iowa. The very terms of the amendment exclude 
any such interpretation. 

Mr. GRAY. Then, with all deference to the Senator from Iowa, it 
is rather a bad and inapt use of a phrase when we can use a better one. 
You have to resort to other provisions of the statute in order to inter- 
pret it. We may make it plain now. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It is not an unusual thing in interpreting 
the words of a statute to take them all together. 

Mr. GRAY. Not at all; but it is not necessary to do it when you 
are shaping and fashioning the law itself, and can make it mean what 
you intend it to mean. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. This does mean exactly what we intend it 
to mean, 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to ask if he 
is entirely satisfied with this amendment as reported, as it reads? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. IfI could have had my own way in every 
respect, I think I probably should have presented a different phrase- 
ology from what there is in this amendment, 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I should like to ask what is the meaning of 
one phrase of it. z 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. What is the phrase? 

Mr. SPOONER. As the case may be,” in this clause: 


As the case may be, and subject to the respective powers of such State, Terri- 
tory, and the District of Columbia in respect of all police regulations of prohi- 
bition, regulation, or taxation, ete. 


What is the meaning of police regulations of regulation? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Why, the terms taken all together embrace 
the entire field upon which the State has acted in respect of the exer- 
cise of its police powers. ~ 

Mr. S N Take it altogether—‘“ in respect of all police regu- 
lations of prohibition, regulation, or taxation.“ What is the police 
regulation of regulation? 

Nr. WILSON, of Iowa. Why, the Senator may play upon that 
term—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not playing upon the term. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. "Regulations of prohibition,” that is one 

hrase. There are regulations of various kinds, and if you do not in- 
clude the term prohibition, you do not meet one phase of the case 
that exists in some of the States. 

Mr. SPOONER, The police power is the power which gives to the 
people of a State the right to enact a prohibitory law. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, Mr. President, we have had so many nice 
distinctions made during this discussion, we have had such a nice dis- 
tinction made by the Supreme Court, that I prefer to have this term, 
which is well understood, retained inthe amendment. I think it may 
avoid possibly some of those nice distinctions or the repetition of those 
nice distinctions in the future. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the amendment ought to be made sensible. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. And beyond that, I may.say to the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin, as I remarked at an earlier period of the afternoon, 
that in regard to this I am representing the report of the committee. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was anxious to ascertain from the Senator just 
what this amendment was fairly to be construed to mean, and I could 
not quite see, although it may be obtuseness in me, what is meant by 
this phrase, ‘‘In respect ofall police regulations of prohibition, regula- 
tion, or taxation.“ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The two phrases cover a wider field. 

Mr. SPOONER, There is no such thing, so far as I know, as a police 
regulation of taxation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, in the Committee on the Judiciary 
we went all over these various phrases, thousands of which almost it 
might be said were suggested all around everywhere, but I wish to say 
to my friend from Wisconsin that it appears to me, if he will look at 
this with his usual distributive powers of observation, look 
at each word by itself, he will see that the thing that the law says 


these matters are to be subject to is the power of the States. Now 
then, what is the meaning of powers of such State, Territory, and thé 
District of Columbia in respect of all police regulations?“ 

What are police regulations? The committee have supposed that, 
although you can not until you get a particular case determine exactly 
where the boundary is, the general substance of a police regulation is, 
not what the captain of police says or the police court says, but it is 
the exertion of the domestic power, the governing authority in the par- 
ticular place: 

Mr. GRAY. Iam much obliged to the Senator for the definition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is not that a good definition? 

Mr. GRAY. It is good for some people. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Is it not good enough for my honorable friend from 
Delaware? 

Mr. GRAY. If I needed it, yes: 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think the Senator needs it, although from 
some observations he has made if I did not know him I would have 
suspected that he did need it. 


In respect of all police regulations. 


That is, the domestic power as the Supreme Court of the United 
States for a hundred years has defined it and declared it in those very 
terms, the exertion of the domestic power in internal economy and 
safety and order and good 1 That is all that is meant by 
police regulation; and I confess that no member of the Judiciary 
Committee, so far as I know, had any doubt as to what police regu- 
lation!“ meant when it was imputed to a State or Territory or any 
other domestic government that had any authority to deal with the 
subject at all. ; 

Now we come to the later one, taking it step by step in order to 
cover in a few words, if we can, the whole of this point of terminol- 
ogy which we have been puzzling ourselves about for five or six days, 
probably. 

Of prohibition, 


That reference has been explained to be to the exercise of domestic 
police power in a particular State. If it wishes to prohibit the sale of 
these things entirely or their use, so be it. 

Regulation.“ If the States do not wish to prohibit, they may 
regulate by high license or low license or inspection, to see that the 
whisky came from Kentucky instead of coming from Canada; and, 
from what information I have, I think there is a great difference even 
for the health of mankind between Canada whisky and Kentucky 
whisky, and if I were forced to drink either I should stand by Ken- 
tucky every day in the year. 1 

Now I have made an illustration here, Mr. President, which is an 
argumenium ad hominem to a good many of the people who hear me, 
and I think that ought to illustrate what the power of police regula- 
tion is, 5 

Mr. SPOONER. Regulations of regulation!“ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Regulation by prohibition, regulations by that 
thing which is below prohibition, in all its aspects the economy of the 
State which it sees fit to pursue. You might adopt some word which 
would not make the provision sufficiently broad. 

Mr. HOAR. I think I can save some time of the Senate by mak- 
ing a suggestion, if the Senator will allow me, in regard to this point, 
which I am quite sure the Senators from Vermont and Iowa will agree 
to, and that is a change of its phraseology so that it will read in the 
seventeenth line: 


In arn ee of all police regulations, whether prohibition, taxation, or other 
tion. 


Mr. SPOONER. If it is entirely right, why should it be changed? 

Mr. HOAR. It is bad English, bad style, as it is. Nobody doubts 
that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Nobody would suppose that bad English would 
come from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. If the Senator from Wisconsin is only having a 
fad with the Committee on the Judiciary on the subject of taste, I am 
done, Mr. President. I sitdown, yielding to my honorable friend from 
Wisconsin on that proposition at once. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to strike out, in the seventeenth and eighteenth 
lines, the words of 3 regulation, or taxation,“ and substi- 
tute whether prohibition, taxation, or other regulation.“ 

Mr. FAULKNER. I inquire whether or not that amendment is 
now before the Senate for action and subject to be amended, when the 
amendment offered as a substitute by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY] is before the Senate and the yeas and nays have been ordered 
on it? 

Mr. HOAR. This is a perfection of the text, which is all proposed 
to be stricken out by the substitate, so that it comes in order first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Chair thinks it is in order to 

rfect the text proposed to be stricken out by the amendment of the 

tor from Delaware. The Secretary will report the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The CHIEF CLERK, In line 17, after the word ‘‘ regulations,” it is 
proposed to strike out of prohibition, regulation, or taxation, and 
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insert whether prohibition, taxation, or other regulation; so as to 
read: 


And subject to the respective powers of such State, ee and the Distriet 
of Columbia in respect of all police regulations, whether pro ibition, taxation, 
or other regulation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hon] to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now recurs on the 
amendment of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. GRAY. Ithink the language of the committee’s amendment 
has been somewhat improved by the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], but it still retains the ambiguity which 
was the principal object of such criticism as I made. The word pro- 
hibition ” still remains to vex future interpreters of this law. It is all 
well enough for the Senator from Iowa and the Senator from Vermont 
to say what they understand the word prohibition” in this connec- 
tion to mean; but when you come to precisely determine the force and 
meaning of a word in a statute, we may not have the Senator from 
Towa and the Senator from Vermont right at hand to tell the court 
just what that does mean, for apart from that explanation there is 
nothing in the collocation of the words of that sentence to show that 
the word “‘ prohibition’? there does not mean the prohibition of impor- 
tation, so that it would be obnoxious to the criticism of the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Hiscock], that under this amendment the State 
of New York might, by the adoption of certain police laws and regula- 
tions, prevent the landing of a single case of champagne on the docks 
of New York, for ‘‘ prohibition’? means something else besides the 
meaning that is attached to it in temperance circulars and by those 
who are making speeches; it also means an absolute embargo upon a 
certain thing. 5 

Mr. HOAR. The articles have got to get in. In order to have this 
statute binding at all they have got to get into the State or Territory. 

When any intoxicating liquors or liquids shall be transported from one State 
or Territory into another. 

Then and then only this provision of law is applicable. Therefore 
we can not be told (which ihe Senator thinks is possible) that we are 
authorizing the State to exclude the article from its limits. 

Mr. GRAY. That would be a very good argument made by the 
Senator from Massachusetts as a lawyer before a court which had the 
interpretation of this law in hand, and I grant you it would be a very 
lawyer-like argument to show that inasmuch as the statute itself pro- 
vided for the importation it could not mean the absolute prohibition 
of liquors or liquids of this kind from the borders of the State entirely. 
But will the Senator from Massachusetts undertake to say that that word 
is not susceptible of the meaning that a State may prohibit, in thesense 
that the Senator from New pshire contended awhile ago, the 
further transportation of liquors after they have crossed the State line? 
There are various meanings to the word ‘‘prohibition.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. I can not conceive that any court likely to sit on any 
bench in this country, State or national, will interpret a statute of the 
United States which declares that any liquor transported from one State 
to another may be the subject of police regulations of that other 

Mr. GRAY. Of prohibition? 

Mr. HOAR. Regulations of all sorts, all kinds. No court would 
hold that such language could be construed to mean that there could 
be such police regulations as to prevent its transportation from one 
State to another. It covers only liquors which have been introduced 
from one State into another which are subjects of legislation. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the whole trouble arises from the use 
of a word that is out of place in this connection. What necessity is 
there for adding to the term police regulations“ (which is sufficiently 
broad a phrase to govern the whole matter) the word prohibition ?”’ 
Thephrase police regulations“ wassufficient to prescribe the powersub- 
ject to which these liquors were imported into a State, and it adds noth- 
ing to the breadth or meaning and efficacy of that phrase to add police 
regulations of prohibition;“ if prohibition may mean as the Senator 
from Iowa contends, it can only mean prohibition in the sense that tem- 
perance theorists use the word, that is, a prohibition of all traffic and 
of all sale or use of liquor at all. It ENTS the prohibition of the do- 
mestie use, the use a person undeniably has in most of the States where 
he uses liquor which he has brought in lawfully. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The Senator from Delaware is giving an 
entirely mistaken construction to this provision. In the first place, 
the terms of this amendment will not apply to any liquors whatever 
until they shall have entered the Siate and reached the point of desti- 
nation, They do not become subject to the operation of this amend- 
ment, if it shall become a law, until after they shall haye reached the 
point of destination, and thereby have become a part of the common 
property of the State. When they shail have become a part of the 
common property of the State, then they will be subject to its regula- 
tions, whether of prohibition or of whatever character. 

But the Senator says that may mean the prohibition of a man’s right 
to use in his own family. We are not undertaking here to determine 
what the policy of the State shall be. Weare leaving that entire field 


to the State itself and let it select its policy, whether it be of prohibi- 

tion, of license, or of other regulation; and when it shall have selected, 

then the liquors that come in and reach the point of destination and 

thereby become a part of the common property of the State become 

roca to that policy which the State itself, not Congress, shall have 
opted. 

Mr. STEWART. Allow me to ask a question. I should like to 
know why the District of Columbia is mentioned in this bill. I call 
the attention of the Senate to the fact that this whole bill is inopera- 
tive if there is no Jaw in the State or in the Territory. It is entirely 
inoperative unless there be a local law. If there is a local law of Con- 
gress in the District, that is operative anyhow, and if they have no 
local law the statute has no operation. So I do not see why the Dis- 
trict of Columbia is in there at all. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. For this reason: If the District of Colum- 
bia should not be included in the provision of the bill which relates 
to the transportation from various places, then a liquor dealer in the 
District of Columbia might send over the transportation lines of the 
country liquors into the State of Iowa, because there is nothing here 
to prohibit the starting of them, which would be perfectly legal, from 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. STEWART. What is there to prohibit them from starting 
from Canada, or England, or any place else outside, et be can operate 
this law locally in the States to which it is transpo: ? 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Iowa will let me speak to the ques- 
tion propounded by the Senator from Nevada. 

In the amendment I have offered, which is found on page 5645 of 
the RECORD of to-day, the objection is obviated because the 
is transported or brought into any State or Territory from a point or 
place outside of such State or Territory.“ That would cover the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. But the Senator from Iowa, in the amendment he 
has reported from the committee, by the phraseology he has used, has 
made it n to repeat State, Territory, and the District of Co- 
lumbia’’ four or five times, and has also included liquors brought into 
the District of Columbia and made them subject to the police regula- 
tions of the District. That is entirely unnecessary, for the District of 
Columbia is completely within the legislative control of Congress, and 
we can regulate the liquor traffic here just as we please, We are only 
concerned, therefore, in this bill to relieve the embarrassment that is 
created in the States, and in the Territories also, if you please. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I do not wish tointerrupt my hon- 
orable friend. 

Mr. GRAY. Not at all; I yield. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, As tothe District of Columbia the Senator is right 
in point of the broad principle that Congress has the power here, but 
Congress has committed to the governing authority in this District, 
whatever its limited powers may be, the exertion of certain pia reg- 
ulations, if it is possible, without offending my friend from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPOONER] or i Se Bed refer to police regulations 

Mr. SPOONER. The tor will not offend me unless he says 
certain police regulations of regulation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I will take care not to say that, because 
there is no man in the world that I should more dislike to offend than 
my friend from Wisconsin. 

Now we will come back to the point. There exists at this moment 
of time, under the authority of Congress, law, whether made by the 
commissioners or whoever in this District, in regard to operations in 
this particular kind of traffic. I call it law“ because it has the force 
of law and is enforced by the courts every day. Now, after this de- 
cision of the Supreme Court, a man can stand up in this District just 
as anywhere else and say that, inasmuch as Congress has made no lim- 
itation upon the effect of an importation from France or Great Britain 
or wherever the thing comes from, the police regulations which exist 
in this District having the force of law are overridden by that decision, 
and an astute lawyer can make a very good argument in that partic- 
ular, and I am inclined to think he would be right. 

Now my friend thinks it is a work of supererogation. I want, for 
one, to say that the universal law which applies to domestic ee 
shall exist in this District and leave nobody to raise a question abou! 
it; and therefore we put in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GRAY. i do not see how it is possible, with deference to the 
opinion of the Senator from Vermont, for any difficulty to arise in the 
District of Columbia in regard to this interstate-commerce law, for there 
is no restriction upon Co: in regard to police regulations reserved 
in the District of Columbia as they are reserved to the States. The 
power to make police regulations here is in Congress; and the question 
can not arise for the reason that any legislation of Congress would be 
applicable to the District of Columbia that concerned any general mat- 
ters within its limits, The commerce clause of the Constitution puts 
no restraint upon us in the District ot Columbia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But, Mr. President, if my friend will pardon me, 
the commerce clause between the States has another effect from th 
commerce clause as respects ety ice Under this decision 
the Supreme Court the authority to import they say implies the author- 
ity tosell. Therefore, a man comes here into the District of Colum- 
bia and says, Oh, yes; under this decision of the Supreme Court, 
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notwithstanding the local police regulations’’—if I may use such a 

- terrible once more—‘‘we are now protected. I do not think 
it would hold myself; but as a matter of precaution we thought it 
right to tie up that thing if anybody is for it, and I begin to doubt 
whether anybody is. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator will observe that the police regulations in 
this District are made by authority granted by virtue of an act of Con- 

and therefore no legislation is necessary in order to bring in 

uors or regulate the sale of liquors within this District under the 

purview and operation of these police regulations, for they have already 
been authorized by Congress. ? 

Now, we are seeking to so regulate the interstate commerce as well 
as the foreign commerce that they may not interfere with the power of 
the State to make its own police regulations; and the proposition upon 
which I stand, and on which I justify my vote for legislation of this 
kind, would be that, if the States can not in the exercise of their police 
powers so regulate persons or property within their borders as to in- 
terfere with or obstruct the right of Congress to regulate commerce 
among the several Sta may, on the other hand, so regulate 
that commerce as not to interfere with the exercise of the reserved po- 
lice powers of the States, Therefore I am in sympathy with the object 
of this amendment, and have only sought by the substitute I have pro- 
pes to more effectually accomplish what I believe to be itsobject, and 

submit thissubstitute, which I have drawn with such care as I could 
bestow upon it, to the better judgment of the Senate, whether it. will 
not improve the situation by adopting it. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I am anxious to see this amendment put 
in a shape that will be operative and attain as far as possible the ob- 
ject desired. I am going to vote for this amendment after voting for 
the adoption of the amendment of the Senator from Delaware and the 
Senator from West Virginia, but this amendment practically affirms 
the definition given of the police powers of a State by the Senator from 
Vermont, which is as follows: that commerce amongst the States means 
the right of each citizen to trade with the citizens of every other State, 
subject to the police powers of the States, the domestic police power ot 
each State to decide what shall be the police regulations of that State. 

Now, is that a proposition which can be sustained before the courts, 
that the power given to Congress to regulate commerce among the 
States means a right of each citizen, which the Supreme Court has de- 
cided, to trade with every other citizen of every other State, subject 
to the unlimited, unqualified, and absolute powe of each State to de- 
cide what is the domestic police power of that State? I doubt very 
much whether such a proposition can be sustained in the courts. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Delaware and also the amendment pending are de- 
fective in one respect, as it occurs to me. Both are confined to intoxi- 
cating liquors. ‘There are numbers of other things which are just as 
necessary to be controlled as the sale or importation of intoxicating 
liquors. In my own State, for instance, the sale of pistols or pistol- 
cartridges is forbidden by law. If there is not some modification of 
the effect of the Constitution as construed by the Supreme Court, of 
course that will be nugatory, and outside of the State may 
ship pistols and cartridges into the State for sale and sell them when- 
ever they choose, 

I think for that reason that this amendment should be made broader 
and cover other articles of commerce besides intoxicating liquors, and 
T ask the Senator from Delaware to accept as an amendment the fol- 
lowing, to come in before the amendment that is already pending: 

‘That any article of commerce the manufacture or sale of which is meng ee 


within any State by the laws thereof in the exercise of its police powers 
not be transported or conveyed for sale into such State from any other State or 


Territory or the District of Columbia or a forei, 9 any railroad com- 
pany. express Company, OF Other common carrer; but shail not be held to 
prohibit the trans; n of such article of commerce to persons in such State 
authorized by the laws. thereof to receive the same, or through such State as 
aforesaid, or prevent the sale or manufacture thereof in any other State or Ter- 


ritory in which such manufacture or sale is not prohibited. 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I should be very glad to help the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas promote the efficacy of the laws of his State by 
which one citizen of Arkansas may be prevented from killing another 
citizen with an original package, wh it be an ordinary pistol or a 
pocket pistol of another kind, but this whole subject is so new in all 
respects that, while I am inclined to think that his amendment would 
be right, I am afraid to embark in so extensive a field of legislation, 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, it is due to the Senate to say that 
this subject of covering a variety of things that are within the same 
principle and are probably wi the same necessity (which a 
many people in all the States perfectly understand) was before the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. We were not blind to it, but we felt the press- 
ing and urgent thing now was this very matter of alcoholic drinks, 
and that, to put into the bill a phi single object covering what 
I agree ht to be covered; but the result of this unwise decision, as 
I think, of the Supreme Court would be that we should get no legisla- 
ee aime ee e of time how far the 
thing ought to go, and what it take in, and what it should leave 
out, etc., and then in another House, and so on; so we concluded to 
deal with the emergency that now presently existed, in order that we 


might do that. Of course we could not hope that no enemy of doing 
anything would propose seductive of carrying it further, etc. 

I know my friend from Arkansas [Mr. Jox xs] is not an enemy to 
this measure, and so I do not allude to him, but anybody who does 
not believe in the thing at all and wants to have universal free trade 
would pursue this very course, I have a good many letters since this 
thing came up on the subject of interfering with the rights of man, and 
the honorable Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] has made a great 
speech to-day on the subject of interfering with the intrinsic rights 
of man to do whatever he pleases with anything he can make or get 
hold of, and all that sort of thing. If we are in earnest to strike the 
evil that is pressing, we should not be led off into anything else now, 
however philosophic it may be. I hope, therefore, that anybody who 
means to do anything will let us dothis one thing first and then care- 
fully consider how much further we ought to go. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am heartily insympathy with the pur- 
pose of the bill now. under consideration. If the States have not now 
under the laws of the land and the Constitution of the United States 
the power to absolutely control and regulate the manufacture and sale 
of intoxicating liquors within their limits, they ought to have it, and, 
so far as I am concerned, Iam earnestly in favor of some solution of this 
trouble. But itseems to me that when we undertake to deal with one 
branch of this difficulty, when we undertake to avoid one of the diffi- 
culties presented by the recent decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, there is no reason why weshould confine it to one difi- 
eulty alone. Itis as easy to say thatany article of commerce shall be 
treated in a particular way as that intoxicating liquors shall be, and I 
believe that everything that by State laws, under the exercise of their 
police powers, has been forbidden to be sold or used ina State should 
be included as well as intoxicating liquors. 

I do not think I could possibly vote for the bill as originally reported 
from the committee, which seemed to be an effort to confer by Congress 
upon the States a power which the Constitution of the United States 
conferred upon the Federal Government. I am not willing to vote for 
the amendment for the reason that it seems to be an effort on the part 
of Congress to construe what is properly and legitimately a judicial 
question. 5 

When the Constitution of the United States has conferred upon the 
Federal Government the power to control interstate commerce, what- 
ever isembraced in the words ‘‘interstate commerce“ is conferred upon 
Congress to regulate and control. Whatever may be embraced within 
the expression ‘‘ interstate commerce’? or the control of commerce be- 
tween the States is a matter for judicial ascertainment. I believe that 
we have the power and the right under the Constitution to pass the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Delaware. 

I think it much less objectionable than the amendment proposed by 
the committee and which is now pending, but I believe that it would 
be better to have that embrace other subjects besides intoxicating 
liquors, and whatever is forbidden to be used by the police powers of a 
State ought not to be carried by interstate commerce into the State. 
For that reason I should be glad to have the amendment that I have 
suggested to the Senator from Delaware accepted by him and accepted 
by the Senate. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I should like to ask the Senator in what State is the 
largest number of pistols manufactured? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I have no idea; but I suppose Massa- 
chusetts would most likely carry the palm. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I would ask the Senator whether the amendment 
which he proposes would not strike down one of the industries of Mas- 
sachusetts ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I shall have to leave that to some Sena- 
tor from New England to answer. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask the indulgence of the Senator from Delaware 
to amend his amendment. I su an amendment to it to this effect: 
After the word ‘‘from*’ and before the word regulation,“ insert 
“shall be exempt from the operations of the laws or the regulation, 
control, and police or taxing power of such State or Territory. 

Mr. GRAY. I accept that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The reason I make the suggestion is this: I confess 
I like the amendment proposed by the Senator from Delaware on the 
whole better than the one reported by the committee. It is barely 
possible that it will stand the criticism that his amendment would 
not cover a case absolutely of prohibition ina State. If the words I 
have indicated are inserted there can be no doubt on that point. 

Mr, CULLOM. What were they? I did not hear them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
from New York to suggest a modification of the amendment, which the 
Senator from Delaware accepts. Will the Senator send the modification 
to the desk so that it may be reported? 

Mr. HISCOCK. The amendment which I suggest is after the word 
t‘ from ” and before the word regulation“ to insert: 

Shall be exempt from the bs jee of the laws of, or the regulation, control, 
and police or taxing power of, such State or Territory, ` 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed modification will be 
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The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert in the amendment, after 
the word from“ and before the word regulation.“ the words: 

Shall be exempt from the operations of the laws of, or the regulation, control, 
and police or taxing power of, such State or Territory. 

Mr. GRAY. You do not want the word and“ before the word 
„police.“ It should read regulation, control, police, or taxing power.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the modifica- 
tion to be accepted by the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The yeas and nays having been ordered on the | Cull 


amendment of the Senator from Delaware, I respectfully submit that 
it can not be modified. 

Mr. VEST. Was I recognized? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator was recognized. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that motion I ask for the yeas and nays, Mr. 
President. 

The yeas aud nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with theSen- 


ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

Mr. PLATT (in the chair). Iam paired with the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called), 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [ Mr. e and withhold my vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. WASHBURN (when his name was called), 
the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Maryland | Mr. WILSON], but before 
leaving the Chamber to-day he told me that I might be free to vote 
upon the pending bill and also for the purpose of making a quorum. 
I therefore vote nay.“ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. I withdraw my 
vote, therefore, unless it is necessary to make a quorum. If it is, I 
shall allow it to stand. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the affirmative). I wish to in- 
quire if the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] is recorded as vot- 


"Fine PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam paired with him and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK. My colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is paired with 
the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. My colleague 
is detained from the Senate by sickness. 

Mr. COLQUITT (after having voted in the affirmative). I with- 
draw my vote. Iam paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
BLODGETT]. 

Mr. DIXON (after having voted in the negative). I have a geaeral 


I am paired with the 
Iam paired with the 


I am paired with 


pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampron]. I do not 
see him in the Chamber and I withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 20; as follows: 
YEAS—10. 
Bate, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Walthall. 
Call, George, — 
Coke, Gray, Turpie, 
NAYS—20, 
$ Davis, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Allison, Dawes, ngalls, Spooner, 
Blair, Edmunds, Mitchell, Squire, 
Casey, Hawle: Moody, Ste 
Cullom, H À Paddock, Wilson of Iowa. 
a ABSENT—54. 
Aldrich, Dolph, McMillan, — — 
Barbour, Evarts, McPherson, Sanders, 
A Farwell, Manderson, Sherman, 
burn, Faulkner, Morgan, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Frye, Morrill, 
Brown, Gibson, Pasco, Teller, 
Butler, Gorman, Payne, Vance, 
Carlisle,” Hami K Your 
s am ‘i 
Chandler, pee ee Platt, 8 
Cockrell, Hearst, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
at Puo wer, Wolcott. 
Dixon, Kenna, —— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum voting, the Secretary 
will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Jones of Arkansas, 


Allison, Edmunds, Spooner, 
Bate, Eustis, Mitchell, Squire, 
Blair. Faulkner, Moody, Ste 
Call, George, Pad x Teller 
Coke, Gray. Pasco, Turpie, 
Colquitt, Fey Ta 2 
om, ~ Hawley, ug! 
Davis, Hiscock, Ransom, Wal 
Dawes, Hoar, Sanders, Wilson of Iowa. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty Senators have answered to 
their names. There is not a quorum voting. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Call the absentees. 

Several SENATORS. Oh, no. 

Mr. TELLER. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.: 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr, HARRIS. I wanted to state a fact that I think ought to have 
some little weight if the Senate will allow me to do so. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not object. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply desire to say this: I know of some Senators 
who have left the Chamber because they understood that the Senator 
from Iowa, in charge of this bill, would allow it to go over until to- 
morrow; and as there was to be no vote to-day they left some time ago. 
It is obvious that there is not a voting quorum, and I hope in view of 
these facts that the Senate will adjourn. 

So far as I am personally concerned, I am perfectly willing to agree 
to sit the bill ont to-morrow, to stay here late or early, or as late as 
may be necessary, if it is all night, to sit it out. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. IfI may be allowed to make a statement 
before the adjournment, I will say that yesterday I gave notice that I 
should ask the Senate to continue in session to-day until this measure 
should be disposed of. I have not stated to the contrary to any one 
to-day, and therefore there is a misapprehension as to my purpose. 
Now we are in, of course, the difficulty suggested. I see the Senator 
from Vermont desires to say a word 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wish to say anything except to demand 
the yeas and nays. The Senator from Iowa has shown that there is 
no such understanding as has been suggested. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is perhaps proper that I should say that the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. Gorman], who had some conversation, as I 
supposed, with the Senator from Iowa, understood him (I of course do 
not know what passed between the two Senators) as agreeing that the 
matter might go over for to-day, and in view of what he understood 
the Senator to agree to he told me he was obliged to go away and left. 
‘I know of one or two other Senators who left under the same under- 
standing, perhaps derived from that Senator. Of course I have no per- 
sonal knowledge of the matter. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That is simply a misunderstanding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will observe that this de- 
bate proceeds by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. Absolutely. I asked consent of the Senator from 
Colorado, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Lask unanimous consent to occupy one minute. 
In less than a week from now this Congress will have been in session 
for six months, and, so far as laws go, public buildings and a few other 
things of great national concern have passed, and some time or another 
this great Calendar of ours and this particular instant question and 
urgent question have got to be decided. Day after day my friend from 
Iowa has endeavored to bring it to the attention of the Senate, and we 
have been listening to learned dissertations upon the subject of the 
Constitution and to critical and rhetorical dissertations upon the sub- 
ject of phraseology, and somehow or other it looks to me as if we are 
going to run this thing along with changes aud doubts and quibbles 
and dissertations and criticisms until—it requires a good many powers 
to pass a bill—the thing shall come to an end and come to nothing. 
For one I intend that on the yeas and nays, whenever I can get them, 
we shall see if we can not get on with the business of this Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Vermont knows very well that 
we shall not progress with any business at this hour, when there is no 
quorum. It is now half past 6 o’clock. We have been here since 12 
o’clock, and, so far as I am concerned, I am here every day, including 
Saturdays. We have been here steadily, and if we have not done any- 
thing, at least we have been in continuous session. I think the most 
of us have been here continuously. I believe I have not missed a sin- 
gle day during this session of six months, or whatever it may be, and 
Iknow, and everybody knows, that there is nothing gained by sitting 
here longer, and I therefore made the motion. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Lask leave to make an observation. When 
the order under which this bill is now before the Senate was made, 
that it should be taken up immediately after the routine morning busi- 
ness and continued until concluded, I stated to the Senate that it would 
be necessary for me to leave the city next Monday, and that is owing 
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to conditions of health and other considerations. I hope that we 
shall be able to dispose of this bill before I go, because, notwithstand- 
ing the arrangements which I have made and the reasons therefor, I 
shall stay here, if it takes all summer, until this bill is di of. But 
if now we can have an agreement by which this bill shall be put to a 
vote and disposed of to-morrow, in view of the fact that we have not 
a quorum here now, I shall make no objection to an adjournment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the Senator ask unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate that we dispose of the bill to-morrow before we adjourn. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent, as the order now 
exists, for the bill to be taken up after the routine morning business, 
and that we shall proceed to vote thereon at 2 o’clock to-morrow and 
continue until the bill shall be disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mousconsent that this bill shall be taken up to-morrowimmediately after 
the routine morning business and that debate shall cease upon it at 2 
o’clock, and that amendments to the bill shall then be voted upon. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. VEST. There is no quorum here, and it is proposed now to make 
an order without a sufficient number to transact business. 

Mr. EUSTIS. We can not make such an order without a quorum. 

Mr. TELLER. I insist on my motion. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that 
under the circumstances I hope he will not object to the agreement. 

Mr. VEST. We shall not have any more lectures, if I can help it. 
I insist on the objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Regular order. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] moves that the Senate do now adjourn, upon which motion 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] calls for the yeas and nays. 
pret hace and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when Mr. DoLpPH’s name was called). I desire 
to state that my colleague [Mr. DOLPH] was called away from the 
Senate by indisposition. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] and withhold my vote. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I in announce my 
pair with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). The occupant of the chair 
is 3 with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. 

r. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. a 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN]. 

Mr, VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague [ Mr. 
MANDERSON] with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], and i therefore with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. CASEY. My colleague [Mr. PIERCE] was called away by a tel - 

announcing the death of a friend. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] recorded 
as voting? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not. 


Mr. HISCOCK. Iam paired with him and withhold my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—12, 
Allen, Sa Gray, Spooner, 
Bate, E Pugh, Teller. 
Coke, Faulkner, Sawyer, Walthall, 
NAYS—12, 
Blair, Dawes, Hoar, Paddock, 
Casey, Edmun Mitchell. Stewart, 
Cullom, Hawley, Moody, Wilson of Iowa, 
ABSENT—0, 
Aldrich. Dixon Jones of Arkansas, Quay 
Allison, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Barbour, E enna, n, 
4 Farwell, MeMillan, Sanders, 
Blac! burn, Frye, McPherson, Sherman, 
Blodgett, George, Manderson, Sq! 
Brown, Gibson, Morgan, Stanford 
Butler, Gorman, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Call, Hale, x Turpie, 
Cameron, Hampton, Payne, Vance, 
Carlisle, pe ig Pe W, Vest, 
Chandler, oa Pierce, Voorhees, 
Daniel, ' Hiscock, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Da Ingalls, Power, 0 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate refuses to adjourn, but 
no quorum has voted. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Call the roll of absentees under the rule, Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll of ab- 


sentees. 
Mr. HOAR. The first duty is to call the roll of the Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll will be called. 
ore Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered to 
names: 


Allison, Dawes, Ingalls, Spooner, 

Allen, Dixon, Mitchell, — 

Bate, Edmunds Moody, Stewart, 

Blair, Faulkner, Paddock, Teller, 

Casey, Gray N Vance, 

Coke, Harris, Platt, Vest, 

Colquitt, e Pugh, Walthall, 
Cullom, iseock, m, Wilson of Iowa. 
Davis, Hoar, Sawyer, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The number of Senators answering 
to their names is 35—less than a quorum. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Call the roll of absentees. 

Mr. BLAIR. Isa motion to adjourn in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It is. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not believe we are in any condition to pass a tem- 
perance bill to-night, and I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order that no business has 
intervened since the last motion to adjourn, and there must be a call 
of the Senate. We can not go around and around in this way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There has just been a call of the Sen- 
ate. The Chair is of opinion that unless some Senator moves that the 
majority of the Senate direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to request the at- 
tendance of absent Senators a motion to adjourn is in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move, then, that the Sergeant-at-Arms be di- 
rected to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. BLAIR. That motion being pending, now I move to adjourn, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS] moves that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the 
attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. BLAIR. I raise the point of order that the motion which I 
made to adjourn was in order and is not superseded by the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont to send the Sergeant-at-Arms for the absent 
members. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that certainly pending the motion of the Senator from Vermont there 
can be no question that the motion of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well; that is satisfactory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that the mo- 
tion to adjourn is in order pending the motion which the Senator from 
Vermont has made to request the attendance of absent Senators, 

Mr. HARRIS. The making of that motion is business, and pending 
that the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] moves that the 
Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from New 
Hampshire is now in order if he chooses to renew it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I make that motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and na: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BLAIR] moves that the Senate adjourn and the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] asks for the yeas and nays on that motion. 
Senators in favor of sustaining the call will rise. [After counting. ] 
The call is sustained, and the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Mr. PASCO. I make the point of order that a sufficient number was 
not up. Only two hands were raised in the Senate. à 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair saw more hands than the 
Senator from Florida did, but the Chair will put the question again, 
since the point of order has been raised. Is the call for the yeas and 
nays sustained? [Putting the question.] The Chair thinks a sufficient 
number is not up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then call the other side and see how many are 


present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair onlysaw three hands raised, 
and he is of opinion that that is not one-fifth of the members present. 
The question recurs on the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for a division on that point, Mr. President 
I think I have a right to do that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont calls for 
a division on the motion to adjourn. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 23, nays 
10. 

So the motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m. 
oe . — adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, May 29, 1890, at 1 
0 m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 28, 1890. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings ot yesterday was read and approved. 


QUALIFICATION OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I have placed upon 
the Clerk’s desk the credentials of the Hon. Richard Vaux, a member- 
elect from the Third district of the State of Pennsylvania, to fill the 
unexpired term of Hon, Samuel Jackson Randall, deceased. 

The SPEAKER. The credentials will be read. 

The credentials were read. 

Mr. VAUX then appeared at the bar of the House and was duly qual- 
ified by taking the affirmation prescribed by law. 


MILITARY PARK AT THE BATTLE-FIELD OF CHICKAMAUGA, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Lask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further 
consideration of the bill H. R. 6454 and to consider the same at this 


e 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6454) to establish a national military park at the battle-field of 
Chickamauga. 


Beit enacted, etc., That for the purpose of preserving and suitably marking 
for historical and professional military study the fields of some of the most re- 
markable maneuvers and most brilliant fighting in the war of the rebellion, and 
upon the ceding of jurisdiction to the United States by the States of Tennessee 
and rgia, respect vely, and the report of the Attorney-General of the United 
States that the title to the lands thus ceded is perfect, the following-described 
highways in those States are hereby declared to be approaches to and parts of 
the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park as established by 
the second section of this act, to wit: First, the Missionary Ridge Crest road 
from Sherman Fieights at the north end of Missionary Ridge,in Tennessee, 
where the said road enters upon the md occupied by the Army of the Ten- 
nessee under Maj. Gen. William T. Sherman, in the military operatiohs of No- 
vember 24 and 25, 1863; thence along said road through the posicions occupied 
by the army of General Braxton Bragg on November 25, 1863,and which were 
assaulted by the Army of the Cumberland under Maj. Gen. George H. Thomas 
on that date, to where the said road crosses the southern boundary of the State 
of Tennessee, near Rossville Gap, Georgia, upon the ground occupied by the 
troops of Maj. Gen. Joseph Hooker, from the Army of the Potomac, and thence 
in the State of Georgia to the junction of said road with the Chattanooga and 
Lafayette or State road at Rossville Gap; second, the Lafayette or State road from 
Rossville, Ga.,to Lee and Gordon's Mills, Georgia; third, the road from Lee and 
Gordon's Mills, Geo: to Crawfish Springs, Ga.; fourth, the road from Craw- 
fish Springs, Ga., to the crossing of the Chickamauga at Glass's Mills, Georgia; 
fifth, the Dry Valley road from Rossville, Ga. to the southern limits of McFar- 
land's Gap in Missionary Ridge; sixth, the Dry Valley and Crawfish Springs 
road from MeFarland's Gap to the intersection of the road from Crawfish Springs 
to Lee and Gordon's Mills; and each and all of these herein-described roads shall, 
after the passage of this act, remain open as free public highways, and all rights 
of way now existing through the grounds ôf the said park and its approaches 
shall be continued. 

Sec. 2. That upon the ceding of jurisdiction by the lature of the State of 
Georgia and the report of the Attorney-General of the United States that a per- 
fect title has been secured under the provisions of the act aperased August 1, 
1888, entitled“ An act to authorize the condemnation of land for sites of public 
buildings, and for other purposes,“ the lands and roads embraced in the area 
bounded as herein described, together with the roads described in section 1 of 
this act, are hereby declared to be a national park, to be known as the Chicka- 
42 and 8 National Park; that is to say, the area inclosed by a 
line beginning on the Lafayette or State road, in Georgia, at a point where the 
bottom of the ravine next north of the house known o the field of Chickamauga 
as the Cloud House, and being about 609 yards north of said house, due east to the 
Chickamauga River and due west tothe intersection of the Dry Valley road at 
McFarland’s Gap; thence along the westside of Dry Valley and Crawfish Springs 
roads to the south side of the road from Crawfish Springs to Lee and Gordon's 
Mills; thence along the channel of the Chickamauga River to the line forming 
the northern boun of the park, as hereinbefore described, containing 7,600 
acres, more or less. 

Sec. 3. That the said Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Park, and the 
approaches thereto, shall be under the control of the Secretary of War, and it 
shall be his duty, immediately after the of this act, aud of acts ceding 
jurisdiction of the roads and lands descri in the previous sections of this act 
by the States of Georgia and Tonoa, to notify the Attorney-General of the 
purpose of the Uni States to acquire title to the same under the provisions of 
the act of August 1, 1888; and the said Secretary, upon receiving notice from the 
Attorney-General of the United States that perfect titles have been secured to 
the said lands and roads, shall at once proceed to establish and substantially 
mark the boundaries of the said eon 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to enter into agree- 
ments, upon such nominal terms as he ag prescribe, with such present owners 
of the land as may desire to remain upon it, to occupy and cultivate their pres- 
ent holdings, upon condition that they will preserve the 8 buildings and 
roads and the present outlines of field and — and t they will only cut 
trees or underbrush under such regulations as the re may prescribe, and 
that they will assist in caring for and protecting all tablets, monuments, or 
such other artificial works as may from time to time be erected by proper au- 


jority. f 
Sec, 5. That the affairs of the ee ir and Chattanooga National Park 
shall, subject to the supervision and direction of the Secretary of War, be in 
charge of three commissioners, two to be appointed from civil life by the Sec- 
retary of War, and a secretary, who shall be detailed bythe Secretary of War 
from among those officers of the Army best acquainted with the details of the 
battles of Chickamayga and Chattanooga. The said commissioners and secre- 
tary shall have an office in the War Department building, and while on actual 
duty shall be paid such compensation, out of the appropriation provided in this 
act, as the Secretary of War shall deem reasonable and just. 

Sec.6. That it shall be the duty of the commissioners named in the preceding 
section, under the direction of the Secretary of War. to superintend the opening 
of such as may be necessary to the purposes of the park and the repair of 
the roads of the same, and to ascertain and definitely mark the lines of battle 
of all troops e: in the battles of Chickamauga and Chattanooga, so far as 
the same shall within the lines of the park as defined in the previous sec- 
ng them in ascertaining these 


tions of this act, and, for the purpose of assisti: 
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lines, the Secretary of War shall have anthority to employ, at such com 

tion as he may deem reasonable and just, to be d out of the appropriation 
made by this act, some person recognized as well informed in regard to the de- 
tails of the battle of Chickamauga and Chattanooga. 

Src.7. That it shall be the duty of the commissioners, acting under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War, to ascertain and substantially mark the locations 
of the nt troops, both infantry and artillery, within the boundaries of the 
park, and to erect monuments upon those positions as Congress may provide 
the n appropriations, and the Secretary of War in the same way may 
ascertain and mark all lines of battle within the boundaries of the park. 

Sc. 8. That it shall be lawful for the authorities of any State tavini troops 
engaged either at Chattanooga or Chickamauga, and for the officers and direct- 
ors ot the Chickamauga Memorial Association, a corporation chartered under 
the laws of Georgia, to enter upon the lands and approaches of the Chickamauga 
and Chattanooga National Park for the purpose of ascertaining and markin 
the lines of battle of troops engaged therein: Provided, That before any s 
lines are permanently designated the position of the lines and the A 7 — 
methods of marking them by monuments, tablets, or otherwise shall be sub- 
mitted to the Secretary of War, and shall first receive the written approval of 
the Secretary, which approval shall be based upon formal written reports 
which must be made to him in each case by the commissioners of the park. 

Src. 9. That the Secretary of War, subject to the approval of the President of 
the United States, shall have the power to make, and shall make, all n 
regul«tions for the care of the park and for the establishment and marking of 
the lines of battle and other historical features of the park. 

Sec, 10. That if any person shall willfully destroy, mutilate, defi injure, orre- 
move any monument, column, statue, memo structure or work of art that 
shall be erected or placed on the grounds of the park by lawful authority, or shall 
willfully destroy or remove any fence, railing, inclosure, or other work for the 
protection or ornament of said park, or any portion thereof, or shall willfully 
destroy, cut, hack, bark, break down, or otherwise tojas any tree, bush, or 
shrubbery that may be growing upon said park, or shall cut down or fell or re- 
move any timber, battle relic, tree or trees growing or being upon such park, 
except by permission of the Secretary of War, or shall willfully remove or de- 
stroy any breastworks, earthworks, walls,or other defenses or shelter, or any 

rt thereof, constructed by the armies formerly engaged in the battles on the 
ands or 1 to the park, any person so offending. and found guilty 
thereof, before any justice 8 of the county in which the offense may 
be committed, shall for each and every such offense forfeit and pay a fine, in 
the discretion of the justice, according to the aggravation of the offense, of not 
less than five nor more than fifty dollars, one-half to the use of the park and the 
other half to the informer, to be enforced and recovered before such justice in 
like manner as debts of like nature are now by law recoverable in the several 
counties where the offense may be committed. 

Sec, II. That to enable the Secretary of War to carry out the purposes of this 
act, including the condemnation and purchase of the necessary land, marking 
the boundaries of the park, opening or repairing necessary roads, and the pay 
and expenses of the commissioners and their assistant, the sum of $250,000, or 
such portion thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriata out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and disbursements u 
this act shall Sens the approval of the Recretery of War, and he shall make 
annual report of the same to Congress. 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon giving unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr, Speaker, I am very much inclined to object. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I hope the gentleman will not do so. 

Mr. KILGORE, I have been importuned by gentlemen on both 
sides not to do so. I am opposed to this character of legislation. I 
do not believe Congress ought to indulge in legislation of this kind and 
appropriating the people's money to buy lands to make parks all over 
the country; but I will ask the gentleman what the appropriation is. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The bill as printed carries an appropriation of 
$250,000, but we propose to strike it down to $125,000. 

Mr. KILGORE. I suppose I ought to allow the bill to come up for 
consideration if there is a d tion to consider it now in the proper 
way, and not rush it through without discussion or consideration. 
AE BLAND. Itought to be considered in the Committee of the 

ole. 8 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I desire to inquire of my friend 
from Ohio whether this bill is going to take any length of time to dis- 
cuss it. If it does I shall feel called upon to object. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It will not take much time to dispose of its 
consideration. We shall ask for general leave to print remarks in the 
RECORD, so that everybody can be heard from in that way. . 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order on this bill 
o it must be first considered in Committee of the Whole under the 
rules. 

The SPEAKER. The request was for unanimous consent to take it 
up and to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union from its further consideration and consider it in the House; 
no objection was heard, and the Clerk will report the amendments. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is only one amendment reported by the 
8 but there are several others which it has been agreed shall 

offered. 

The SPEAKER. There are several amendments attached to the bill 
as it was handed to the Clerk. f 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But they are not offered yet. I desire to yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] to offer an amend- 
ment on the third page of the bill. 

Mr, CLEMENTS. I desire to offer the following amendment. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Illinois. I desire to submit to my friend from 
Ohio that this matter is undoubtedly going to take some time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is now before the House, and the gentle- 
man from Georgia offers the following amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On 3, line 39, after the word Mills,” insert “seventh, the road from 
Ringgold, Ga., to Reed’s Bridge on the Chickamauga River.” 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. There is no objection to the amendment by the 
committee. [Cries of Vote! 10 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. GROSVENOR. _I offer the following amendment on page 4. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 4, in secti on 3, strike out all after the word “act,” in line 4, to the 
word under,“ in line! 8, and insert the following 

“To notify the Attorney-General of the Sof the United States to acquire 
title to the road and lands described in the previous sections of this act.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I offer the following amendment to section 5. 
The Clerk read as follows : 


In section 5, page 5, in Hoan —— strike out the word “secre and insert 
“third.” In line 8, “ Chattanooga,” add the N “who 
shall act as secretary of 8 5 

“Two to be appointed fon civil life by the Secretary of War, and a third, who 


shall be detailed by the Secretary of War from among those officers of the Army 
best 8 with the details of the battles of uga and 
nooga, who shall act as secretary of the commission.” 


The amendment was to. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I offer the following amendment to section 6. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In section 6, line 9, after the word them,“ insert the following: in their 
duties and; so as to make it read as follows: $ 
nee For the purpose of assisting them in their duties and in ascertaining these 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. The committee have reported an amendment 
to section 6, which is contained in the bill. 
Tue amendment was read, as follows: 
Amend section 6, line 14, by inserting after “Chattanooga” the following: 
“And it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War from and after the passage of 
through the commissioners and their assistant in historical work, and 
under act approved August 1, 1888. regulating the condemnation of land for 
ublio uses, to proceed with the preliminary work of establishing the park and 
is approaches as the same are defined in this ac and the expenses thus in- 
shall be paid out of the appropriation provided by this act.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield now to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Evans], who desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add, at the close of section 7, the following: ‘ And erect plain and substantial 
historical tablets at such points in the vicinity of the park and its approaches as 
he may deem fitting and . to olearl 8 the positions and move- 
ments which, although without the —— the park, were directly connected 
with the battles of Chickamauga and 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


In line 1, section 11, page 8, insert after the word to the word begin.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 6, section 11, on 8, strike out “two hundred and fifty” and insert 
“one hundred and twenty-five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to occupy the time 
of the House by addressing it upon the subject of this bill, but I ask 
unanimous consent that gentlemen who desire to do so may have leave 
to print inthe RECORD remarks upon the general questions involved 
in the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of this 
bill whether it has been scien unanimously by the committee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It been reported unanimously, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will ask him also whether the amendments 
which he has proposed have been recommended by the committee. 

Mr. CUTCHEON., I will say in reply to the question of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee that the bill is recommended unanimously by the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and that these amendments, although 
they have not been formally passed upon by the committee, have been 
submitted to the members of the committee and, I believe, are not ob- 
jected to by any of them. 

. Mr. RICHARDSON, 
as I understand. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. They are approved by the committee. 

The question was taken on Mr. GRoSVENOR’s request for unanimous 
consent for members to print remarks upon the subject of the bill and 
there being no objection, it was so ordered. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time and 

—ayės 120, noes 8. 

Mr. MILLS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

a and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


o 


They are approved, then, by the committee, 


LAKE CONTRARY, MISSOURI. 


Mr. MCRAE, Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee on 
the Public Lands to report back with a favorable recommendation Sen- 
ate bill No. 3337, and, at the request and in behalf of my friend, the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WILSON J, I ask unanimous consent for 
its present consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, ete., That there be, and is hereby, ted to the city of St, Joseph, 
in the State of Missouri, the tract of land covered by, water and known as Lake 
Contrary, together with lands on the margin thereof, not heretofore disposed of 
by the Government and not occupied by persons in good faith claiming to enter 
the same under the settlement laws of the United States, as said tract of land is 
shown upon official maps of the survey of roan ag numbered 56 and 57 
north, range 36 west, fifth principal meridian, Missouri, on file in the General 


Land Offi approved July 23, 1812, and November 4, 1840, and being portions 
of fractio! sections numbered 3, 10. and IL of the first-named town: ip, and 
fractional and 35 of the last-named township, upon the express 


onal sections 26, 27, 28, 
condition that said lake shall be held for public use, resort, and recreation 
out discrimination or distinction, said lands or — t hereby granted to bo 
inalienable; and whenever said tracts shall cease to pia for the p keporo 
above mentioned or whenever Congress shall declare the trust herein d 
to have been violated, said tract and all ts hereby granted revert im- 
mediately to the United States, but the — ts of lessees 5 this act shall be 
saved to them according to the terms of their respective leases, 

Sec, 2, That leases may be made by said city of St. Joseph of privilegesto keep 
places of entertainment, boats, and other appliances for purposes of recreation 
upon said lake for terms not exceeding ten years, the proceeds to be ed to 
the improvement of said lake and the roads leadin — but no lease shall 
be so made as to interfere with the proper use of lake by the public, 


Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, unless it is desired that the report be 
read, I will ask to have it inserted in the RECORD instead. The bill 
explains itself. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Arkansas ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I think there ought to be some explanation 
of this bill. 

Mr. MCRAE. If the gentleman had listened to the reading of the 
bill, he would have seen that it issimply an act granting to the city of 
St. Joseph this lake for park purposes. The land is entirely unfit for 
settlement or cultivation; the people use it now for park purposes, and 
this bill grants it for that use and for that use only. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Suppose the city ceases to use it for that pur- 

? 


Mr. McRAE. Then it reverts to the United States. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, an 
Mr. WILSON, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
WILLIAM THOMPSON. : 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Committee of the Whole be discharged from further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 4153, and that the same be now put upon 
its passage. I will state that this is simply a bill to correct the record 
of a soldier who was promoted to a second lieutenantcy, and the object 
is to give him the difference between the pay of a musician and that of 
a second lieutenant for eight months and ten days. The bill passed 
the last two Houses, but did not get through the Senate. 
2 bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, etc. That the Secretary of the Treasury 
horned to pay to William Thompson, late of Gompaay „Third Regiment of 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, the pay and allowance of a ‘second lieutenant of 
infantry, from November 28, 1865, until June 9, 2 deducting therefrom the 
pay he received as a principal musician of infantry. 
Mr. DUNNELL, I will ask the gentleman from Iowa whether this 
bill has been reported from a committee? 
or DERSON, of Iowa. The committee have reported it unan- 
imo 
Mr. DUNNELL. What committee? 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The Committee on War Claims. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing gugon, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
HENDERSON, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


APPRAISERS’ WAREHOUSE, NEW YORK. 


Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 


ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 7217) to amend An act for the 
erection of an appraisers’ warehouse in the city of New York, and for 
other purposes.“ and to erect a custom-house in the city of New York, 
The bill, which is as follows, was read to the end of section 1: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act for the erection of an apprais- 
ers’ warehouse in the city of New York,and for other approved 
September 14, 1888, be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking out the 
words in the vicinity of each other“ 2 the same occur, so that 
the Secretary of the Treasury may locate said appraisers’ warehouse at — 2 
2 within the collection district,and by Zaha thereto the following add 
tional sections: 

“Src. 5. That the ofthe Treasury be, and is hereby, authorized, i he 
deem proper, toappoint five citizens of the State of New York, to be reg east — 
him from the two principal political parties (three from one and two from 


and he is hereby, au- 


1890. 
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other), who shall be designated as United States build commissioners, and 
who shall be 2 with the erection and construction of a new custom-house 
— 2 ngle site, as provided for in the second section of the act to 
W. 

“Sro. 6. That said commissioners, ora 3 of them (subject to the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasure), shall have full 


an amendment, 


wer to purchsse all material, 
contract for and employ all labor, including ski and professional services, 
with or without advertisement, and the said Secretary shall fix a fair and rea- 


sonable compensation for the services of the said commissioners, who shall be 
paid out of the appropriation for the construction of said custom-house. 

“ Sec.7. That A Lt loareet of the Treasury shall cause proper plans and esti- 
mates to be made by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, so that no ex- 

nditure shall be made or authorized for the fall completion of said custom- 

use beyond the sum of $7,500,000, which is hereby appropriated out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and after said building is 
completed and oc-upied by the Government the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
soll at public auction, after due advertisement, the present custom-house pro} 
erty in the city of New Vork to the highest and best bidder, and the pi s 
of such sale shall be covered in the Treasury of the United States, after payment 
of all expenses incident to said sale: Provided, That said property shall not be 
sold for less than $3,000,000,” 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, the committee recommend amend- 
ments striking out the additional sections proposed to be added to the 
act which this bill is intended to amend, and simply making the bill 
provide for amending the original act by striking out the words “in 
the vicinity of each other ’’ wherever they occur, and authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to locate the appraisers’ warehouse at any 
point within the collection district, north of Liberty street, on the 
west side of the city of New York. I will state the object of this bill. 
The money is all approprated for the custom-house and appraisers’ 
stores, $2,600,000, but the merchants of New York desire to have the 
_ custom-house separate from the appraisers’ stores, and this bill has been 

introduced to amend the act so that the Secretary of the Treasury may 
have a wider discretion in the selection of the site for the appraisers’ 
warehouse. I move that the amendments recommended by the com- 
mittee be concurred in. 

Mr. LANSING. I desire to have the bill read through. 

Mr. FLOWER. The part of it which the committee desire to have 

has been read through. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. All of it has been read that is recommended to 
the House by the committee. 

Mr. LANSING. Is this the committee's report? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes, sir; this is their report. 

Mr. FLOWER. I move to concur in the amendments recommended 
by tbe committee. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “may” so us to make the phrase read wherever 
the same our.“ 

In section 1, strike out the following: And by mee ace the following 
additional sections,” and insert in lieu thereof the follow : “North of Liberty 
street, on the west side of the city of New York.” 

Strike out sections 5,6, and 7. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read A bill to amend an act for the 
erection of an appraisers’ warehouse in the city of New York, and tor 
other purposes.’ 

Mr. FLOWER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


JAMES W. HARVEY. 


Mr. HOUK. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 555) for the relief of James W. Harvey, as assignee of Joseph Parkins, 


Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and is hereby, appropriated to James W. 
Harvey and the legal representative of Samuel K lanber, deceased, sureties upon 
bond executed by Joseph Parkins to the United States to secure rmance 
gem, ous of cay money ta te Troneury ue ANAT WID appropriated: tie samt 

0 any money in not erw appro; „the sum oi 
$4,925, the said sum hav’ been e: ded by said Harvey and Klauber in per- 
forming said contract and in furnishing material thereunder, and never having 

paid either to the contractor or said sureties, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. HOUK) asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of this bill. 

Mr. KILGORE, I think the report ought to be read or there ought 
to be some explanation. ` 

Mr. ROGERS. I reserve points of order until I can hear what this 
case is. 

Mr. HOUK. The facts were simply these 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read. 

Mr. HOUK. Let the report be read. It is a Senate report adopted 
by the House committee. 

The Clerk read the 
aoe ee Is there objection to the present consideration of 

Mr. BYNUM. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Indiana demands the regular 
order, which is equivalent to an objection. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to make a privileged -report from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, upon the Senate amendments to the naval 
appropriation bill, recommending concurrence in certain amendments 
and non-concurrence in others, and asking that a committee of confer- 
ence be appointed on the disagreeing votes ot the two Houses. 

The report of the committee was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8909) 
making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 1891, and for 
other purposes, as amended by the Senate, ask leave to rt said billand 
nese beni with recommendations that the House concur in Senate amend- 
ments numbered 6, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16,15, 1s, 25, 96, 27, 28, 98,90, $1, 82. 98, 96, 98,87, 48, 
49, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 68,71, 72,73,74, and 76; that the House non-con- 
cur in Senate amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4,5, 7. 8,9, 10, 19, 20, 21, 22, 28, 24, 85, 
38. 39, 40, 41, 43. 44, 45, 46, 47. 48, 50, 51, 52, 53, 64, 65, 66, 67, 69, 70, 75,77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 
and 83; and ask that a committee of conference appointed ‘upon ‘the 
grecing votes of the two Houses. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the various amendments, 
which will be considered as concurred in or non-concurred in, as recom-. 
mended, unless some gentleman desires a vote. 

Mr. DUNNELL. There ought to be some statement to the House 
in regard to the character of these amendments, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The amendments are largely of a formal char- 
acter, 

Mr. DUNNELL. Are they all formal? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I say they are largely of a formal character. 
Many of them, for instance, are amendments of punctuation. It is 
desired that a committee of conference may be appointed in order that 
the views of the two branches of Congress may be brought into har- 
mony, 8 

Mr. McCREARY. Does the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] 
desire simply to have a committee of conference? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire that the House may formally non-concur 
and that a committee of conference may be appointed, so that we may 
report the amendments to the House hereafter in more complete form, 

Mr. McCREARY. You do not propose to agree to the amendments? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No; to non-concur. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As this is a proposition merely to non-concur, I 
see no objection. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, the committee proposes 
to concur in a portion of the amendments. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understood the gentleman to state that it was 
not proposed to concur in any of the amendments. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. We recommend concurrence in some of the typo- 
graphical corrections, but in no substantial amendments. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the House will non-con- 
eur or concur in the amendments respectively in accordance with the 
recommendation of the committee, and a conference with the Senate 
will be requested. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. = 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the fur- 
ther consideration of the river and harbor bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union (Mr. BURROWS in the chair) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 9486) making appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other pu 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, when the commitee 
rose yesterday a point of order was pending and was being discussed 
by the-gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary]. * 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, yesterday in Committee of the 
Whole I raised a point of order which I discussed to some extent, the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ALLEN] then occupying the chair. 
Before I had completed what I had to say on the point I yielded to a 
motion that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the point of order applies 
1 8 portion of the bill on page 60 in reference to the removal of 

ridges,  - x 

Mr. McCREARY. As I made yesterday an argument of some ten 
or fifteen minutes, which was addressed to the gentleman then in the 
chair, I simply desire to know whether the present occupant of the 
chair heard or read my remarks. į 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has examined the argument made by 
the gentleman. 

Mr. McCKEARY. Then I will goon with my argument. 

Mr. Chairman, in my remarks yesterday, before I yielded for a mo- 
tion that the committee rise, made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HENDERSON], I endeavored to show that the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors had no jurisdiction to report a bill authorizing fines and im- 
prisonment, but that that power and authority belonged to the Judi- 
ciary Committee, and I also endeavored to show that as the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors had originated this bill, it should be held to 
strict compliance with Rule XI, which limits its jurisdiction to sub- 
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jects relating to the improvement of rivers and harbors. I especially 
desire the attention of the Chair in this argument, because I differ with 
the Chair in his rulings of a few days ago. And I desire again to re- 
peat, in order to impress upon the Chair, that I endeavored to show 
yesterday that, as the Committee on Rivers and Harbors had originated 
this bill which is now before the Committee of the Whole, itshould be 
held to a strict compliance with the provisions of Rule XI, which limits 
the committee in its jurisdiction to subjects relating to the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors. 

I believe that the point of order should be sustained, and that, if the 
chairman of the Committee of the Whole has any doubt (as he seemed 
to express a doubt a few days ago on asimilar point of order) as to his 
right as Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union to sustain this point of order, then he should do as Cush- 
ing directs, from whom he quoted in his former decision. 

On page 768, section 1982, Mr. Cushing, in his Law and Practice of 


Legislative Assemblies, says: 


Ifany doubt should arise in the committee as to a point of order or other pro- 
ceeding which the committee can not agree upon or which may appear to be be- 
yond the province of the Chairman to decide, the course is to direct the Chair- 
man to leave the chair, report progress, and ask leave to sit again. for the purpose 
of ee the instruction or direction of the House in reference to the matter 

Then Cushing goes on to refer to a number of instances in which the 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, when a point of order was 
raised, referred the point of order to the House for its consideration 
and direction. I hold, therefore, that if the Chairman of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole has any doubt about his right to decide my point of 
order raised in the Committee of the Whole, as he seemed to have on 
a former occasion, then, I say, it is right and proper under general 
parliamentary law for the committee to rise, and for the point of order 
to be submitted to the House. 

Mr. Chairman, in asking that my point of order be sustained I am 
only asking the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole to do that 
which has been done often in Committee of the Whole. 

Points of order have been raised against certain provisions in every 
appropriation bill that has been considered this session, and under 
clause 2 of Rule XXI, the points of order have been sustained and the 
clause changing existing law stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman from Kentucky allow the 
Chair? 

Mr. McCREARY. L shall be very glad to yield to the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman hold that a river and har- 
bor bill is a general fag od gir bill? It has been uniformly held 
that a river and harbor bill is not an appropriation bill, and hence the 
rule does not apply. 

Mr, McCREARY,. I understand the Chairman to state that the river 
and harbor appropriation bill is not a general appropriation bill, and on 
that point I desire to make a few remarks. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what is an appropriation bill? Because it is 
necessary—and I hope I will get the attention of members, since the 
Chairman evidently is of opinion to-day, as he was before, that the 
river and harbor bill is not a general appropriation bill, and it is upon 
that point I desire to be heard—it is necessary to define exactly what 
appropriation bills are in order, that the point of order may be prop- 
erly presented. What is an appropriation bill and where do we go 
for authority to find out whether the river and harbor bill is an appro- 
priation bill? We mustyMr. Chairman, go back to see where you 
get authority to call any bill an appropriation bill; go back and see 
what has been the history of the river and harbor appropriation bills 
which have been considered in this House in the past. 
` I can show, Mr. Chairman, that the river and harbor bills have stood 
side by side with the other appropriation bills; that they have for many 
years been reported by the same committees, and that they have had 
the same consideration and carried with them all of the privileges at- 
taching to the other appropriation bills. I can show that in the rules 
adopted by the Forty-third and Forty-sixth Co there was a 
rule distinctly designating the general appropriation bills. The rules 
that we have adopted at this session of Con do not name the gen- 
eral appropriation bills. I contend, therefore, that if the rules which 
now govern the House of Representatives do not designate the general 
appropriation bills we can only determine what is a general appro- 
priation bill by the provisions contained in it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The language of the rule, the gentleman will ob- 
serve, is general appropriation bills.“ 

Mr. MeCREARVY. Mr. Chairman, Rule XI, in clause 3, in defining 
the powers and duties of the committees, is as ſollows: 

All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
ceding rule, as follows, namely: Subjects relating, * * * to on pL ey ore 
of the revenue for the support of the Government, as herein provi , viz: for 
legislative, executive, and judicial ses; for sundry civil expenses; for 


expen: s 
fortifications and coast defenses; for the District of Columbia; for pensions; 
and for all deficiencies: to the Committee on Appropriations. 


It seems that these bills for the support of the Government were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. Is a general appropria- 
tion bill a bill that provides for paying the expé of the Govern- 
ment or what is a general appropriation bill? In order to throw some 
light upon what a general appropriation bill is I have gone back to the 


beginning of the history of the appropriation bills, and find that dur- 
ing the first forty years after the organization of our Government all 
appropriations, except an occasional special bill, were made in one bill, 
and only one, which was entitled A bill making appropriations for 
the support of the Government.’’ The bills were not reported sep- 
arately then, but were all embodied in one bill, and this bill was re- 
ported by the Committee on Ways and Means. i 

In 1823 appropriations for fortifications and in 1826 appropriations 
for pensions were made in separate bills, Although the first appro- 
priation for rivers and harbors was made in 1816, the first separate act 
for rivers and harbors was passed in 1826. In 1847 appropriations 
were made in nine separate bills, namely, the Army, the diplomatic, 
deficiency, fortifications, Indian, Military Academy, naval, pensio 
and post-offices and post-roads. In 1857 the legislative, executive, an 
judicial appropriation bill was passed as a separate measure; and in 
1862 the sundry civil appropriation bill was passed as a separate 
measure. All of these were reported by the Committee on Ways and 
Means, for up to that time in this country, as in England and France 
to-day, the Committee on Ways and Means reported bills raising rev- 
enue as well as bills making appropriations of the public moneys. 

The Committee on Appropriations was not created until the 2d of 
March, 1865, in the second session of the Thirty-eighth Congress. Up 
to that time, as I said before, the Committee on Ways and Means had 
reported the appropriation bills, with the exception of an occasional 
river and harbor bill, reported by the Committee on Commerce. This 
continued until 1880, when the agricultural bill and the District of 
Columbia appropriation bills were first reported in separate bills, In 
the revision of the rules in the second session of the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress, in 1885, certain appropriation bills were taken from the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. The Army and Military Academy bills were 
given to the Committee on Military Affairs, the consular and diplo- 
matic bill to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the Indian bill to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and the naval appropriation biil to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, ; 

Mr. Chairman, I have gone into the history of appropriation bills 
and I have referred to the time when the Committee on Appropriations 
was created in order to show that if the present rules of this House do 
not sufficiently describe or designate the general appropriation. bills, 
we have the right to determine whether the river and harbor bill is a 
general appropriation bill by the provisions contained in it. 

It certainly appropriates money. It is as general in its nature as 
the Indian appropriation bill, or the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill, or the naval appropriation bill, or the Military Academy bill, or 
any bill enumerated in the rule which sends certain appropriation bills 
for the support of the Government to the Committee on Appropriations. 

So much in response to the statement made by the Chairman. I wish 
to go back a little to the decisions. It was held by a ing officer 
in the Committee of the Whole in 1881—and I think the decision was 
referred to by the present occupant of the chair—that the river and 
harbor bill was not a general appropriation bill; and I agree with the 
decision. At that timethe river and harbor bill was not a general ap- 
propriation bill. At the time that decision was rendered the old code 
of rules, in Rule LX XVII, designated by name the general appropria- 
tion bills. The rules adopted at the inning of this session do not 
name the general appropriation bills, and the Chair can determine 
whether the river and harbor bill is a general appropriation bill or 
not, and if it is a generalappropriation bill, then it clearly comes under 
that rule—Rule XXI, clause 2—which provides that— 


No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be in 
order as an amendment thereto, forany expenditure not previously authorized 
by law unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and ob- 
jectsas are already in progress; nor shall any provision changing existing law 
be in order in any general appropriation bill orin any amendment thereto. 


Peay CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman from Kentucky pardon the 
air? 

Mr. McCREARY. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN, Rule XXIII, clause 4, seems to exclude this bill 
from the list of bills, as not an appropriation bill. 

In Committees of the Whole House business on their Calendars may be taken 
up in regular order, or in such order as the committee may determine, unless 
the bill to be considered was determined by the House at the time of going into 
committee, but bills for raising revenue, general appropriation bills, and bills 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors shall have precedence, 

The rule seems to make a distinction. 

Mr. McCREARY. I think not. There is running through all these 
rules vague and indistinct references to general appropriation bills, but 
there is no distinct enumeration of the general appropriation bills un- 
der clause 3 of Rule XI: } 

i ons of the revenue for the support of 
G eee committees, ei Hio 

Sections 10, 11, 12, 13, and 14 authorize other committees to report 

appropriation bills. 

Chairman, I shall not occupy the time of the committee any 
longer. Relying on the point of order raised by me, and also upon the 
statement I have made in response to the question of the Chair, and be- 
lieving that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors has no jurisdiction 
to bring in a bill which authorizes fines and imprisonments, thereby 
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usurping the power and authority of the Judiciary Committee, I ask that 
the chairman of the Committee of the Whole sustain my point of or- 
der, or, under the section I have already referred to in *‘Cushing’s 
Law and Practice in Legislative Assemblies,’’ have the committee rise 
and report the fact to the House of Representatives, so that the House 
may take proper action upon the point of order. 

Mr. BLANCHARD addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to pass upon the question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, time here is very valuable, and 
I do not know what the real object the gentleman from Kentucky has 
in this except to preserve a correct line of decisions. He seems to have 
no objection to the legislation itself. 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors are charged with the duty of 
legislating upon subjects relating to the improvement of rivers and 
harbors. I hold in my hand a volume containing the laws upon the 
subject from 1790 down to 1887, and for more than twenty-five years 
this class of legislation runs right through the enactments of Congress 
in the riverand harbor bill. This law itself was enacted in the bill of 
1888, and we are only seeking to amend it. That is all there is of it, 
and the only question of order that can be made is, does this relate to 
rivers and harbors? 

Mr. McCREARY. I did not hear the statement of the gentleman 
from Ohio, as I was on the other side of the Hall. p 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I said that I understand that subjects relating 
to the improvement of rivers and harbors are by the rule sent to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors; and I have stated that through this 
volume, which contains the enactments from 1790 down to 1887, they 
show that exactly this sort of legislation appears in the enactments 
everywhere. è 

Mr, McCREARY. For how many years does the gentleman say ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly so far back as 1872, and probably 
back of that, 

Mr. McCREARY. It is the fact, however, that the river and har- 
bor bill, or a bill making appropriations for rivers and harbors, was 
for a long time reported by the Committee on Ways and Means and 
for a long time reported by the Committee on Appropriations. Sub- 
sequently the Committee on Commerce for a time reported the river 
and harbor bill, and then in 1883 the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors was created, and after that that committee reported the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, we are all familiar with that fact; but this 
legislation never came from the Committee on the Judiciary, never. 

Mr. McCREARY. But the point of order that I make, if the gen- 
tleman will allow me, is this: That in all the river and harbor bills 
that have been reported here until the last two years there has never 
been a provision in any one of them imposing fine and imprisonment. 

Mr. EROSVENOR. Possibly not imprisonment. 7 

Mr. McCREARY. The river and harbor bill has always been con- 
fined, in the language of the rule, to subjects relating to the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors. , 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is only repeating what he has 
already stated, which I heard last evening, and which I have read care- 
fully in the RECORD. 

Mr. McCREARY. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], 
however, draws it out by his remarks. = 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I draw it out by saying that the gentleman 
from Kentucky is wholly mistaken. 

Mr. McCREARY. Well, the gentleman from Kentucky thinks the 
gentleman from Ohio is mistaken. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ihave prepared in my own volume of these 
laws citations to various enactments. The criminal statute of 1888 
did not contain a provision for imprisonment, so it was totally disre- 
garded, and therefore we put into this bill a provision for imprisonment, 
and that is the only material alteration that comes from the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. McCREARY. But there was no point of order raised then. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I only want to answer the whole proposition of 
the gentleman from Kentucky upon this branch of his argument by 
saying that if the Chairman of this Committee of the Whole can find 
from the RECORD that the section under consideration does not relate 
to rivers and harbors, then I give it up; but if the subject of the enact- 
ment 

Mr. McCREARY, Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
right there? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If it does relate to rivers and harbors, then 
clearly it comes within the scope of the rule. 

Mr. McCREARY. I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Ohio 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Will my friend permit me to ask my col- 
league a question? ? 

Mr. McCREARY. When I get through. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. It will take only a moment. 

Mr. McCREARY. I only want to correct a single word which the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR} has used. He said if there 
was anything in this section which did not relate to rivers and ħar- 
bors’’ the point of order might lie; otherwise not. I want to correct 
him. He should have said, if there was anything in it relating to 


the improvement of rivers and harbors,” because that is the language 
of the rule. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well. Now, who shall limit the meaning 
of the word improvements? ‘To improve a river or a harbor is to 
take an obstruction out of it. 

Mr. McCREARY. This House has a right to limit the m 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Of course. That will be the question upon 
the passage of the bill. But an improvement“ may consist in the 
removal of an obstruction and the punishment of a man for putting it 
in, just as much as in any other thing that can be done. ; 

Mr. McCREARY. But this House has a Committee on the Judi- 
ee to consider the subject of the punishment of men who violate the 

aw. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The question that I wish to submit to my 
colleague from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] is simply this: Suppose under 
the rules the bill should have gone to one committee and it really has 
been sent to another, what of it if it is before the House now? What 
advantage can be taken of that fact? There is nothing here like a pro- 
ceeding in a court. A committee is simply a convenience for the pur- 
pose of getting business before the House, it is a part of the House, 
and when the subject comes back to the House, what difference does it 
make to anybody whether it has come from one committee or the other 
or how can you avoid it if it comes from one committee or another? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to state to my colleague [Mr. Ezra B. 
TAYLOR]—and I am very much obliged to him—that his tion is 
in the line of the ruling made by the Chair the other day, and applies 
to a branch of the argument of the gentleman from Kentucky which I 
did not intend to reply to and shall not now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, I desire to state, Mr. Chairman, in addition to 
what has been stated by the gentleman from Ohio in opposition to the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Kentucky, that this whole 
subject of preventing the obstruction of the navigable water ways of 
the Uni States was referred by the House to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. It was referred in three separate instances dur- 
ing the session. In the first place the annual report of the Chief of En- 
gineers, which was sent to Congress and by Congress referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, carries an urgent recommendation 
that legislation be passed preventing the obstruction of the navigable 
water ways of the United States. 

On the 18th of December last I introduced a bill to prevent the ob- 
struction of navigable waters and to protect public works against tres- 
pass and injury; and on that day the bill was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. That bill, I will 
state, was considered by our committee, was reported favorably with 
5 on February 26, 1890, and is now pending on the Calen- 

ar. 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion very briefly ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iwill after I get through with my statement. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, what is known as Senate bill 88, which is like- 
wise a bill to prevent the obstruction of navigable water ways of the 
United States, passed the Senate, came to this House, and was referred 
by the House first to the Committee on Commerce. That committee 
referred it back to the House with the recommendation that they be 
discharged from its consideration and that it be sent to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, which was accordingly done. The Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors considered that bill and reported it favorably, 
and it is now on the Calendar. These two bills are measures in part 
materia with the sections upon which thé gentleman from Kentucky 
has made the point of order; they are measures of a similar character; 
and if the Committee on Rivers and Harbors had the right to sit in 
judgment on those two separate bills, as the House considered it had 
the right to do because they were referred to us, we had the right to 
incorporate in the river and harbor bill these two clauses relating to 
the same subject-matter. i 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee rose informally, when 
The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. BOUTELLE, Mr. 


LODGE, and Mr. HERBERT as conferees upon the part of the House on 


the amendments of the Senate to the naval appropriation bill. 
~‘ RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Several MEMBERS., Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the biil. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky (interrupting the reading). 
Did the Chair decide the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided the point of order—over- 
ruled it. e 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There was no announcement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated distinctly that the point of 
order was overruled, but recognized the gentleman from Louisiana 
LMr. BLANCHARD], as he desired to make a statement in regard to it. 
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When the gentleman had concluded the Chair did not think it neces- 
sary to make the announcement 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The Chair may have meant 
to do so— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did so. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But no such announcement 
was made that was heard by the House at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair made a distinct announcement that 
the point of order was overruled. 

Mr, ELLIS. I desire to offer an amendment to sections 4 and 5, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I want to reserve the privi- 
lege of moving to strike out these provisions entirely. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tacky [Mr. ELLIS] proposing to perfect the text will first be in order. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. ELLIS, as follows: 


Amend section 4as follows: Strike out all of said section after the word "the, 
in line 12, and substitute the following: Attorney-General, who shall institute 
proceedings in the cireuit court of the district where such bridge is situated 
against the persons or corporations owning or controlling such bridge to have 
same declared a nuisance. Ifupon final hearing it shall be adjudged that such 
bridge obstructs the free navigation of the water way over which it is con- 
structed, either by reason of insufficient height, width of span, or that there is 
difficulty in passing the draw-opening or the draw-span by rafts, steam-boats, 
or other water craft, it shall be the duty of the persons or corporations owning 
or controlling such bridge so to alter the same as to render navigation through 
or under it free and unobstructed. If the owners or managers of such bridge 
fail or refuse, when yequired by the judgment or orders of the court, to aller 


same so as to render navigation through or under it free, easy, and unobstructed 


to steam-boats or other water oraft, such owners or managers shall be deemed 

guilty of a contempt of court and may be fined in any sum not exceeding $10,- 

000 or 555 not exceeding two years, at the discretion of the court,” 
Amend by striking out all of section 5. 


Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a brief explanation of 
this amendment. Section 4, as reported by the committee, provides 
that if in the opinion of the Secretary of War a bridge obstructs navi- 
gation, no matter whether that bridge be a railroad or other kind of 
bridge, he may, upon an ez parte statement and without a hearing to 
the parties in interest, direct that the bridge be taken down or that it 
be altered. The objection to that provision, as I conceive, lies in the 
fact that a bridge may be ordered to be taken down upon the mere sug- 
gestion of the Secretary of War, without an opportunity being afforded 
to the parties who own or control the bridge to be heard upon the ques- 
tion whether or not it is an obstruction to navigation, and this amounts 
to confiscation. Section 5 prescribes penalties which amount to a fel- 
ony; and after the Secretary of War has determined that a bridge does 
obstruct navigation the parties owning or controlling such bridge can 
make no other defense than that they have not received the notice from 
the Secretary of War; they can not show that the structure is not an 
obstruction to navigation. 

Mr. Chairman, I deny the right of Congress to pass a law which will 
affect the interests of citizens in that way. Parties owning or control- 
ling a bridge may not be required to take it down until the fact has 
been ascertained whether or not it is a nuisance. They have a right 
to be heard, and until they are heard they can not be deprived of valu- 
able property rights. 

Furthermore, I wish to state that in my own district there are bridges 
across Green River which were constructed under charters granted by 
the State of Kentucky, charters which became a contract between those 
owning the bridges and the State, and I deny the right of Congress to 
ignore these vested rights. Since the granting of those charters the 
control of the streani has been ceded to the General Government, but 
I deny that this gave the authority to Congress to interfere with rights 
which became vested under the charters granted by the Legislature at 
a time when that body had the right to legislate on the subject. The 
amendment I have offered does no more than give the owners of bridges 
crossing navigable streams the right to be heard upon the question as to 
whether or not such bridges do in fact obstruct navigation. It does 
what should be done in every case: itgives the accused a day in court. 
The arbitrary power which this bill confers upon the Secretary of War 
in respect to bridges over navigable streams is enough to condemn it 
and secure its defeat. I hope the amendment I have offered will be 
adopted. It secures to the Government all n power over the 
subject and at the same time respects the rights of the citizen. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. ELLIS]. 

The amendment was rejected; there being—ayes 18, noes 47, 

Mr. McCREARY, I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding the following to section 5: 

“ Provided, That the penalties herein prescribed shall not be enforced against 
the person or persons owning or controlling a bridge which was built under 
authority of an act of the State Le ture passed and approved before the 
river over which the bridge is located was ceded to the United States. 


Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I am not opposed to proper leg- 
islation for the purpose of preventing the managers of railroad or other 
bridges from obstructing the free navigation of any of the navigable 
waters of the United States; but Ido not think this House should 
undertake to interfere with vested rights. 

The object of the amendment is to except from the provisions of sec- 
tions 4 and 5 such persons or corporations as have obtained legislative 


4 s 


authority to construct bridges over certain rivers, and which bridges 
were constructed many years ago, and since their construction the 
State has by an act ceded control of the rivers to the General Govern- 
ment. Now, Mr. Chairman, these bridges were built under the act of 
the Legislature of the State, and thousands of dollars have been paid 
out for their construction; and as afterwards by an act of the Legislature 
the control of the rivers was ceded to the General Government the 
necessity for such an amendment is apparent, I assert that the Con- 
gress of the United States should not compel those who constructed 
the bridges to remove them, because Congres by appropriating money 
has built locks and dams, and deepened the water and brought it 


“nearer to the bridge, thereby impeding navigation. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I trust the amendment will not be 
adopted. Ifa State legislature gives to a railroad corporation the right 
to build a bridge across a navigable stream on a given plan and if the 
United States, in the interest of commerce between the States, has ex- 
clusive jurisdiction of that question, as we recognize to be true, then I 
deny that any State legislature can by any act of its own, with any 
corporation or for any purpose, destroy the power of the Federal Gov- 
ernment over that subject, and thereon and on that basis vest rights in 
the railroad company or corporation as against the powers and author- 
ity of the Federal Government. 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr.BLOUNT. I would take special pleasure in yielding to my friend, 
but Ihave but a moment. I will say like my friend himself, who 
has local suggestions from his district, so I have from my own. 

Mr. McCREARY. The point I sought to make was that if the gen- 
tleman desires to raise the bridge the Government should pay for it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, the gentleman says the Government of the 
United States shall pay in such case, the Legislature of the State hav- 
ing no right to vest in any railroad corporation the rights claimed N 
my friend, or that, because the State government has done it, the Fed- 
era] Government must come to the front and pay the expenses, thereby 
relieving the State of the cost of doing it. 

Mr. McCREARY. I simply want to say to the gentleman that he is 
mistaken. I did not make that statement. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Perhaps I misapprehended my friend’s point. Very 
possibly in this five-minute debate we had better contine ourselves ex- 
pressly to the question before us rather than to undertake to under- 
stand each other, for we are very apt to waste all the time in that way. 

But I will discuss the proposition of my friend, which is the recom- 
mendation, as I understand it (after the State government has given 
to the railroad corporation a vested right in the erection of a bridge, 
exclusive of the right of the Federal Government), for Congress to come 
in and take cognizance and control of the stream and remove all ob- 
structions to it under its interstate-commerce powers. I believe that 
power is properly vested in the Federal Government, and that there 
can be no right growing up as against the Government of the United 
States which Np ea on our part, legally or morally, any obligation 
to build such a bridge. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, so far as the power in the Secretary of War to 
determine what is or is not an obstruction and so far as the power to 
determine what changes ought or ought not to be made is concerned, 
these sections of the bill do not aceomplish that, sections 9 and 10 of 
the river and harbor act of 1888 giving this power already. 

I will ask here, Mr. Chairman, with the view of preserving the record 
of it, to print a circular issued from the War Department on the 15th 
day of October, 1889, and also one on the 22d of October, 1889, showing 
the method which has been adopted by the Secretary of War in adjust- 
ing these matters between the railroad corporations and the War De- 
partment as to the removal of such obstructions. 

These papers are as follows: 


[General Orders No. 9. ] 


HEADQUARTERS Corrs OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES Army, 
Washington, D. &, October 22, 1880. 

The following instructions of the Secretary of War as to the manner of pro- 
ceeding under the ninth section of the act of Congress of August 11, 1888, are 
published for the information and guidance of the officers of the Corps of Engi- 
neers and ts of the United States serving under the orders of the Chief ot 
Engineers, The accompanying letter-forms have been approved by the Secre- 
tary, and he directs that they be used, substantially, in cases arising under the 
5 of a 9 of the act ee pen to. 
command of Brigadier-Gen: Casey. 

* CLINTON B. SEARS, 
-~ Captain, Corps of Engineers. 


War DEPARTMENT, Washinglon Oily, October 15, 1889. 


Instructions as to the manner of proceeding under the ninth section of the act 
of Congress of A 11, 1888, entitled“ An act making appropriation for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes. s 
TheSecretary of War directs that whenever hereafter int shall be made 

that a designated bridge over a navigable water of the United States is an ob- 

struction to navigation the Chief of Engineers shall refer such complaint to the 
engineer officer in charge of the district in which the bridge is si ho 
shall y same and ascertain in what manner and to what 
extent, if at all, it is an obstruction, and, if the obstruction be found to exist, 
how it can be remedied. If he shall find that the bridge is an ruction to 
navigation he will afford the person or corporation owning or controlling it, 
as well as the complainant, an opportunity of being heard as to whether its 
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i uld be ired. F t improb- 
alteration sho’ requ = pper p 


and propositions e on the matter as the persons representing the in 
of the commerce over the brid 

For this represen board wi 
and place of hearing, and will grant any continuance of the hearing which may 


a 

z e èvidence, statements, and eee submitted to the board will be re- 
duced to writing. The board will recommend such action as, under the cireum- 
stances found to exist and under the law cited, may appear to be reasonable 
and necessary. 

The board will forward the record of its proceedings to the Chief of Engineers, 
by whom it will be submitted to the Secretary of War. 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
Secretary of War. 


Draught of letter of instruction to local engineers.] 


Sm: In order that such measures as may be taken under the provisions of 
the ninth section of the river and harbor act of August 11, 1888, with reference 
to the alteration of bridges which may be found to be obstructions to naviga- 
tion, shall best comply with the requirements of the law, and at the same time 
do noavoidable — to the interests of either of · the parties engaged in com- 
merce over the b or on the water way, the Secretary of War directs that 
hereafter the course indicated in this letter ofinstruction will be pursued by the 
engineer officer of the Army in charge of the districts in which bridges, com- 
plained of as obstructions, are situated. 

The engineer officer, upon kee of any such complaint directly from the 
complainant, will forward it, together with such information bearing upon it as 
he may possess, to the Chief of Engineers, by whom, if it shall appear to be 

made tn good faith and to be reasonable, it will be returned for investigation. 
Similar complaints made to the authorities at Washington will also be sent to 
the local engineer officers for investigation. 

For the purposes of such investigation the engineer officer will personally in- 
spect the bridge with reference to which complaint has been made and will as- 
certain in what manner and to what extent, if at all, it is an obstruction to nay- 
igation, and, if such obstruction be found to exist, how it can be remedied. 

If he shall find that the bridge is an obstruction to navigation, he will afford 
the person or corporation own or controlling it, as well as the complainant, 
an opportunity of being heard as to whether its alteration should be required. 

He will invite the les above mentioned to meet in his presence, and will 
encourage an amicable settlement. In the event of there being an apparent 
improbability of reconciling conflicting interests, he will ascertain whether the 

— desire a further hearing, and will then report the whole matter to the 
hief of Engineers, who will Jay it before the Secretary of War. 


[Draught of letter from local engineer to the complainant.] 


Sin: Your complaint, dated „against the bridge over the J 
owned or controlled by „as being an obstrnction to navigation, has been 
referred to this office for investigation, the object being to ascertain whether it 
isa popas case for proceeding under section 9 of the act of Congress of Au- 
gust 11, 1888, entitled “An act making appropriations for the construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 

urposes. 
phie is to inform you that you will be afforded an opportunity to meet the 
party owning (or controlling) the said bridge and to submit to me such further 
statements in this matter, and such evidence and propositions as you may de- 
sire on the —— day of at — o'clock, at in order to enable this office 
to make the report upon the subject which has been called for. 

Should you not wi to be present zon are requested to submit, in writing, 
such further statements and such evidence or propositions as you may deem 
pertinent on or before that day, 


Draught of a letter from local engineer to the person or corporation owning or 
$ controlling the bridge] 


The complaint of against the bridge over owned or 
controlled by , as being an obstruction to navigation, has been referred to 
this office for investigation, the object being to secure an alteration of said 
bridge under the provisions of the ninth section of the act of Congress of Au- 
gust 11. 1888, entitled An act making appropriations for the construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other pu ” 

The aid complainant avers that the said bridge isan obstruction to naviga- 

tion by reason of X 

It is the purpose of this letter to afford you an opportunity to meet the com- 
plainant and to submit such statements, propositions, and evidence in reply to 
the said complaint or bearing upon the subject as you may deem pertinent. If 
you desire to do this, you are requested to do so on the —— day of at — 
o'clock, at in order to enable this office to make the report upon the 
subject which has been called for, Should you not wish to be present I shall be 
pleased to receive, in writing, such statements, ede nga or evidence as you 
may consider responsive to the complaint on or before that day. Please in- 
form me by early mail if you desire a hearing in the matter, 


War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, October 15, 1889, 
Instructions as to the manner of proceeding under the ninth section of the act 
of Congress of August 11, 1888, entitled An act making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes.“ 


The Secretary of War directs that whenever hereafter complaint shall be made 
that a desi bridge over a navigable water of the United States is an obstruc- 
tion to navigation the Chiefof Engineers shall refer such complaint to the engi- 
neer officer in cha of the district in which the bridgeis situated, who shall 
personally inspect the same, and ascertain in what manner and to what extent, if 
at all, it is an obstruction, and, if the obstruction be found to exist, how it can 
be remedied. If he shall find that the bridge is an obstruction to navigation 
he will afford the person or corporation owning or controlling it, as well as the 
complainant, an 2 of being heard as to whether its alteration should 
be required. In the event of there being an apparent improbability of recon- 
ciling 1 interests, he will ascertain whether the parties desire a further 
hearing. He will then report the whole matter to the Chief of Engineers, who 
will lay it before the Secretary of War. 

The Secretary of War, if he deem further investigation necessary, may cause 
aboard to be convened for the purpose of hearing such evidence, statements, 
and propositions bearing on the matter as the persons representing the interest 
of the commerce over the bridge and on the water way may re to submit. 
For this purpose such board give reasonable notice t> both partiesof atime 


and place of hearing, and will grant any continuance of the hearing which may 
a to be reasonable. 
evidence, statements, and propositions submitted to the board will be re- 

duced to writing. The board will recommend such action as, under the cir- 
ype see. found to exist and under the law cited, may appear to be reasonable 
and necessary. 

The board will forward the record of its proceedings to the Chief of Engineers, 
by whom it will be submitted to the Secretary of War. 

REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
. Secretary of War. 
Mr. ELLIS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 


Mr.BLOUNT. I would yield with pleasure, but I see my time has 


expired. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLANCHARD, Mr. Chairman, the War Department, in its re- 
ports to Congress 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Then I move to strike out the last word. 

The War Department, in its reports to has repeatedly urged 
upon the Congress of the United States the advisability of enacting some 
legislation which would compel the removal of bridges obstructing the 
navigable water ways of the United States. 

The Riverand Harbor Committee of this House have been hampered 
for years by reports from the Engineer Department that rivers for which 
Congress had made large appropriations—and the river in my friend’s 
(Mr. crap State is one of the principal ones 

Mr. McCREARY. What is it? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The Kentucky River. This river is obstructed 


by bridges 
I would like to ask the gentleman where the 


Mr. McCREARY. 
bridges are located. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will state to the gentleman where they are 
located; but I beg not to be interrupted, as I have but five minutes. 

Mr. McCREARY. There has been no notice given to me. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. If notice has 
not been given to him, it has been given to the three corporations own- 
ing the bridges on the Kentucky River. 

Mr. McCREARY,. I would like the gentleman to name them. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, I will name them. 

In accordance with the request of the War Department on that sub- 
ject we placed in the river and harbor bill of two years ago the enact- 
ment of legislation which we thought would meet this difficulty and 
force the railroad corporations and other owners of bridges obstructing 
the navigable water ways of the United States to either remove them 
or else so alter them as to permit of the free and easy passage of boats 
under or through them; but during the time your Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors sat incubating the present appropriation bill the Chief of 
Engineers of the United States Army ap before us and told your 
committee that that legislation did not meet the requirements of the 
case, and suggested additional legislation on that subject. In accord- 
ance with that recommendation the old sections on this subject, in the 
last river and harbor act, have been remodeled and re-enacted in the 
form in which they now appear in this bill. 

No gentleman of this House appears before the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors and urges an appropriation for his river more earnestly, 
eloquently, and zealously than does my friend from the State of Ken- 
tucky [Mr. McCreary], who wishes these clauses taken out or 
amended. He appeared before us and urged a large appropriation for 
the Kentucky River, and we embodied such an appropriation in this 
bill; and yet, Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand the report of the Chief 
of Engineers, in which he states to the Congress of the United States 
that t are three bridges obstructing the navigation of the Kentucky 
River to-day, and I will state where those bridges are. I will state 
that under the provisions relating to the removal of bridges in the river 
and harbor bill, which last became a law, notice was given to each of 
these corporations so obstructing the Kentucky River, and these no- 
tices are to remove these bridges or else to so alter them as not to ob- 
struct the navigation of that river. 

First, a notice dated January 2, 1889, was served upon the mayor of 
the city of Frankfort, Ky., in regard to the bridge over the Kentucky 
River at the foot of St. Clair street in that city, prescribing the Ist day 
of January, 1889, as the time when the required alteration. is to be com- 
pleted. Upon request of the authorities of Frankfort County and the 
city of Frankfort, dated July 9, 1889, the time for completing the al- 
teration was extended by the Secretary of War to January 1, 1891; 
so that the owners of the bridge at Frankfort, Ky., across the Ken- 
tuc Spa which obstructs the navigation of the river, having been 
notifñed— 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to say to the gentleman from Louisiana 
that Frankfort, Ky., is not in my district, and he should address him- 
self to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. . 

Mr. BLANCHARD. As this is an important matter, I hope that 
we may have more time to consider it. 

Mr. McCREARY. Give us another case. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I want to state that I have onl 


five minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has one minute left. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. Then I will take up that time by asking for 
five minutes more, as this is a very important matter. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Louisiana ? s 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope that my colleague will be granted that 


time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I should like to have the 
same time to respond to the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope there will be á limit placed upon the 
debate on this section. 

Mr. McCREARY. I would suggest that the gentleman from Loui- 
siana be allowed to have five minutes and that the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] in whose district Frankfort is located 
also have five minutes. 8 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman ſrom Ohio made some suggestion as 
to the time that I did not hear. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Lask that all further debate on this amend- 
ment be limited to ten minutes, and that the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana be given five minutes and the gentleman from Kentucky five 
minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Oh, no. 

Several members objected. ; 

Mr. BLANCHARD. ask that debate on this section be limited to 
twenty minutes. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. I have no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana asks that the 
debate on this section be limited to twenty niinutes. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. The time to be equally divided. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time to be equally divided, and the Chair 
will recognize the ee from Louisiana to control on one side 
and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] to control the time 
on the other side. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But they are on thesame side, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair will recognize any one in op- 

tion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would suggest that the Chair 
recognize the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
9 

Mr. BLANCHARD, Then I understand I am recognized to control 
ten minutes of the time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope gentlemen on that side will not take all 
the time, but will permit this side of the House to have some of the time. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, I will try to state all I desire to say in five 
minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. So that at Frankfort, Ky., Mr. Chairman, if not 
in the district of my good-looking friend from Kentucky, Governor 
McCrEAky, at least in the district of my other friend from Kentucky 
[Mr. BreckInRIDGE]—at Frankfort, Ky., there is a bridge obstruct- 
ing the Kentucky River, and notice has been given to the proper author- 
ities for the removal of that obstruction, and they have asked the Sec- 
retary of War for two years’ time in which to effect the alteration, and 
that time has been given, Then there is another bridge over the Ken- 
tucky River, and that is a bridge owned by the Louisville and Nash- 
ville Railroad Company, and I will ask my friend if that bridge is in his 
district? ? 

Mr. McCREARY. Go on with your remarks. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Notice was given on January 2, 1889, to that 
railroad corporation by the Secretary of War to remove that bridge 
or else to alter it so that it might no longer be an obstruction to navi- 

tion, and prescribing that that alteration should be completed on or 

fore the 1st of January, 1890. Subsequently that railroad corpora- 
tion applied to the Secretary of War for an extension of that time, and 
that official very generously extended the time until the Ist of Janu- 
ary, 1891 ; so they have two years from the time when the notice was 
first given in which to effect the alteration of that bridge. 

Mr. McCREARY. Where is that bridge located? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It is on the Louisville and Nashville Railroad, 
in Franklin County. 

Mr. McCREARY. That is not in the district which I have the honor 
to represent. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Then I come to one that is. On January 2, 
1889, there was a notice served upon the secretary of the corporation 
in regard to another bridge of the Louisville and Nashville Railroad 
Company, operating and controlling the bridge at Worthville, Ky. 
Maybe that is not in the gentleman’s district? 

Mr. McCREARY. That is not in my district. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, Then the gentleman is fortunate, Mr. Chair- 
man, in having none of these bridges obstructing the navigable waters 
of the Kentucky River in his district; but they are all over the Ken- 
tucky River. One of the best speeches made before the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors in behalf of the Kentucky River, and requesting 
a large appropriation, was made by my friend [Mr. McCreary]. 

Now, I wish to know whether these gentlemen expect the Co 
appropriations for the Ken- 


of the United States to go on making large 
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tucky River and other rivers obstructed by bridges without enacting 
something in the way of legislation to require these bridges to be so 
pow ga as to make the navigation by or through or under them safe 
and easy. 

Now, the argument of the gentleman from Kentucky that the Ken- 
tucky River was ceded to the Federal Government is certainly a re- 
markable argument. I presume the gentleman refers to the act of the 
Legislature of Kentucky ceding to the United States, not the Kentucky 
River, because the Kentucky River has always been a navigable water 
way of the United States, but the works constructed by the State of 
Kentucky upon that river. The river itself has never ceased to bea 
navigable water way of the United States, is now and always has been 
such; and what is a navigable water way of the United States has been 
ee defined by the Supreme Courtin the case of Daniel, 10 Wallace, 


Those rivers,” say the court, ‘constitute navigable waters of the United 
States within the meaning of the acts of Congress, in contradistinction from the 
navigable waters of the , When they form, in their ordinary condition, b 
themselves or by uniting with other waters, a continued highway over which 
commerce is or may be carried on with other States or foreign countries in the 
customary modes in which such commerce is conducted by water.” 

Now that applies to the Kentucky River, which, by its connections, 
has an outlet to the Gulf of Mexico, and is therefore, under the terms 
of this decision in 10 Wallace, a navigable water way of the United 
States. That being so, the United States has paramount jurisdiction 
over it, and the State of Kentucky could never cede to any eorporation 
authority over that river in respect to the works constructed on it for 
its navigation which would be paramount to the superior rights of the 
Federal Government under itscontrol of the river asa navigable water 
way of the United States. 

Mr. McCREARY. I want to say that the State of Kentucky, by an 
act of its Legislature, ceded to the Government of the United States 
the works on the Kentucky River, the control of the Kentucky River, 
and the right to construct other works on the river. That is what the 
act did, and that is what I endeavored to say, but perhaps the gentle- 
man from Louisiana did not hear all that I said. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. ‘ As I caught the reading of the amendment, it 
referred to bridges erected over navigable water ways before they were 
ceded to the United States. Now no navigable water ways have been 
ceded by any State to the United States. 

Mr. McCREARY. The control of them. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. All the water ways which, under the decision 
of the Supreme Court, which I have cited, are denominated navigable 
water ways of the United States, have been the property of the United 
States from the time the United States became a sovereign power, and 
it did not lie with any State of the Union to cede to the Federal Govern- 
ment a navigible water way coming under the definition contained in 
this decision. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And the States have never attempted to do so. 
There have been cessions from the States of personal property, but not 
of the control of the water ways. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I believe I control five minutes 
of the time on this side, and I will yield now to my colleague [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does my friend from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] desire to proceed now ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No, I believe I will wait. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, as this is an 
annual bill and this question may come up annually, I desire to put 
on record my dissent from the decision made by the Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole upon the point of order made by my coll Q 
[Mr. McCreary]. I do not believe the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors had jurisdiction of this matter. 

As to the subject under discussion, Iam in a condition of as absolute 
impartiality as any Representative upon this floor can possibly be. The 
Kentucky River meanders through my district, and the improvements 
already made and to be make upon it will be of very great advantage 
to the people who live along its banks. 

In the district which I represent or in the adjoining districts, and 
owned largely by persons whom I represent, are turnpike-bridges, erected 
some of them many years ago, before the State of Kentucky constructed 
locks and dams in the river, or when the State was making those im- 
provements, and at a time when it was believed that rivers altogether 
within the boundary of a State belonged to the State and were under its 
exclusive jurisdiction, and not to the United States. That was also the 
impression of Congress, and evidently the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors have still some such opinion to-day, for in the very bill which 
they have reported here is a provision to purchase a certain lock and 
dam on the Monongahela River, evidently upon the idea that certain 
rights can be vested by the State; and there have been similar provis- 
ions in all such bills. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. But we expressly state that they have got no 
franchise as against the National Government. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes; you expressly state that 
they have no franchise as against the National Government, but you 
buy their improvements all the same. 

Mr. B CHARD. We merely buy the works, not the franchise. 
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Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. You buy what they had the 
right to put there, under permission granted by the State, and there isnot 
a Congress that ever assembled here, and I hope to God there never will 
be a Congress which, under any plea, would confiscate the property 
which citizens pnt into works on rivers altogether within the bounds 
of a State at a time when it was the impression that such rivers be- 
longed to the State, and not to the United States. 

Now, therefore, I stand in a condition of absolute impartiality. I 
want the Kentucky River improved. And I waut more money than 
the committee are in the habit of appropriating forit. I begrudge git- 
ing the money to places where I know it will be wasted instead of giv- 
ing it to such rivers, As it is now we suffer from an annual waste by 
insufficient appropriation. A proper and wise appropriation would 
finish tho job and get done with it; then the commerce of the river, 
opened up entirely from the mouth to the source, as it should be, would 
be profitable. But now delay, uncertainty, and waste by reason of in- 
sufficient annual appropriation occur, and will under the present pol- 
icy. I donot want the Federal court given additional criminal juris- 
diction, and certainly not under a provision by means of which persons 
who are entirely innocent may be punished on the report of the Secre- 
tary of War, which really means the report of some subaltern from 
West Point, where they do not teach civil and hydraulic engineering, 
and who is sent out on these Western waters to learn engineering. 

This does not mean the decision of the Secretary of War or of the 
Chief Engineer. I do not want innocent persons punished in the 
Federal court for obstructions which may not be obstructions, and 
which can anyhow be better removed by the civil jurisdiction of the 
Federal court than by the criminal arm of the court. It seems to me 
that this provision is the remedy of brute force, a provision made by 
an Army officer trained to the conception of force, to use the criminal 
arm of the Government, when the civil jurisdiction can be made ample 
and when a compromise between those who desire to use the river aud 
those who have put up these bridges would be affected on equitable 
terms. 

I believe that the gentlemen on the Ri ver and Harbor Committee—a 
committee that is exceedingly industrious and has my sincerest admi- 
ration for the skillful attempt which has been made by its members to 
compromise existing difficulties and to make a bill that is as honest as 
they can afford to make it so as to have it pass this House [laughter], 
a committee that I have always admired—I believe that this commit- 
tee, looking at it from thestandpoint of the river, has done that which 
is unwise in many respects. It has given too large jurisdiction to the 
Secretary of War. It has given too great criminal jurisdiction to the 
Federal courts, and it has failed to make the right remedy, which is the 
civil jurisdiction of the Federal court, to be invoked by the Secretary 
of War upon the proper proceedings, after notice to the parties inter- 
ested and to be exercised in accordance with the rules of equity. 

So there is no need of any criticism of Governor McCREARY or my- 
self. There is no need of dramatic rhetoric; it is simply a question of 
business, There are conflicting interests, each valuable, based on legal 
grants, and the remedy for the conflicting interests is not in my judg- 
ment that proposed. The simple remedy is to give to the civil court 
jurisdiction to try the issues, and upon equitable terms have these 
bridges removed whenever the Secretary of War files information that 
they obstruct the proper navigation of the streams. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the growing necessity for the 
improvement of the rivers of the country has brought to the surface the 
fact that in a great many cases rivers have been obstructed by railroad 
bridges, vastly more frequently in the South thaninthe North. The 
appropriations for the great system of water ways rising in the neigh- 
bothood of Birmingham, Ala., and running southward to Mobile would 
be a waste of money if Congress should recognize the proposition of the 
gentleman from Kentucky involved in this amendment. The railroad 
companies have constructed their bridges there, either under acts of 
the State Legislatures or without such acts; but the position which the 
committee take as embodied in the pending provision of the bill is that 
the right to control absolutely and under all circumstances the naviga- 
ble water ways of the country is vested irrevocably in the Congress of 
the United States; and there is no such thing—I say it with due re- 
spect to the great ability of my friend from Kentucky there is no such 
thing ized as a vested right under a State enactment in a water 
way that is navigable. And the question of the navigability of a water 
way does not depend upon an act of the State Legislature or a declara- 
tion by Congress. If it was navigable once—if the Almighty made it 
a navigable river—then under the construction which we have adopted 
it always remains a navigable river and can neyer be alienated from 
that character. 

It is true that Congress, exercising a sort of equitable relation towards 
these improvements, has bought out some of them; and we are propos- 
ing to buy out the improvements on the Monongahela River; but we 
are doing so over the protests of the gentlemen who own them, they 
claiming that we have no right to compel their relinqguishment. We 

ize that the property of that corporation was put in there by the 
tacit consent of Congress, and therefore equity demands there should 
be some payment. 


But, Mr. Chairman, I want to impress upon the committee that this 
is the point at which the aggressions of the rai corporations upon 
the navigable waters of this country must be met. We have put into 
this bill an appropriation of $450,000 for the improvement of the Har- 
lem River. But the navigation of that river would be worthless, all 
the action that Congress has taken and the vast expenditure of money 
sanctioned by Congress would be useless, if the provision now proposed 
by the gentleman from Kentucky should go into this bill, for across 
that stream are bridges so low as to destroy the navigation, bridges 
erected there under the authority of the Legislature of New York. But 
the New York Central Railroad Company, through its president and 
counsel, do not claim a vested right in its bridge at the height it stands 
now; they are willing to concede the right of Congress to regulate the 
height of that bridge. 

So, all over this country, especially in the States of the South—in 
Alabama, Georgia, Arkansas, and elsewhere—I could point out in- 
stances where the appropriations we make would be absolutely wasted 
but for the superior right of Congress to control this question and com- 
pel the removal of these railroad bridges. 

Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this legislation is to produce a result. 
If the officers of a rai corporation or any other corporation do not 
want to be punished in the courts of the country, do not want to go to 
jail, do not want to pay a fine, let them do exactly what they ought 
to do and conform their bridges to the great and superior right of Con- 
gress to dictate through the Secretary of War what ought to be the 
height, the draw, etc., of these structures. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, since I have been in Congress I 
have uniformly voted for what is called the river and harbor bill ; and 
in the point of order I raised yesterday and the remarks I have made 
upon it to-day, I had no desire to defeat the bill or to do anything hos- 
tile to it. Iam a friend of the present river and harbor bill, and I 
expect to vote for it; but whenever I see in this bill, as in any other 
which may be considered, a provision which I think unjust, unfair, 
and improper, I feel it is my duty to oppose it. Hence I raised the 
point of order, and hence I have offered the amendment now pending. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been the recipient of many courtesies from the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. As the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. BLANCHARD], formerly the distinguished chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, has referred to me, I feel that I should 
now express to him my gratitude for the courtesies that he has uniformly 
extended to me when he was chairman of the committee and since he 
has oceupied a position at the head of the Democratic members of the 
committee. He has been a faithful and able member of Congress, as 
well as a faithful and able member of that committee. Ile was mis- 
taken in saying that the railroad bridges he referred to were in my 
district; but I pardon him for that. It gave him an opportunity to 
be dramatic and an opportunity to be eloquent, and he took advantage 
of the opportunity. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is proper that I should say that the gentle- 
men from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] and from Ohio [Mr. GRosvE- 
NOR] should not confine their remarks to railroad bridges. There are 
a number of turnpike-road bridges, built perhaps forty years ago, over 
rivers in Kentucky the control of which have since been ceded to the 
Federal Government, and there are other rivers outside of Kentucky 
where the same condition exists. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The bill applies to all obstructions, 

Mr. McCREARY. It applies to all; but these bridges were built 
forty years ago, some of them costing forty or fifty thousand dollars, 
and these must also come under the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I would be in favor of a civil suit to determine whether 
the bridges are an obstruction to navigation or whether they shall be 
elevated or removed. That is what I favor. That, I think, would be 
just and fair, But Iam opposed to a provision allowing the Secretary 
of War to determine, upon information, that the bridge shall be re- 
moved, and if the person or persons owning or controlling the same 
shall fail to obey the order within the time specified that he, such per- 
son or persons, shall be subject to indictment, fine, and imprisonment. 

I hope the distinguished and able chairman of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors [Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois], who has served his 
district so ably and faithfully I believe for twenty years, and the other 
members of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, will support my 
amendment, and that the members of the House generally will support 
it, for it is just and fair and proper. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky has 
expired, and debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. McCREARY. Task the Clerk to report the amendment on which 
a vote is to be taken. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding the following to section 5: 5 

Provided, That the penalties herein prescribed shall not be enforced against 
a person or corporation owning or controlling a bridge which was built under 
authority of an act of a State L ature, and approved before the river 


over which the bridge is located, or the works and improvements on the river, 
were ceded to the United States, 


The amendment was rejected, 
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[Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, withholds his remarks for revision. 
See Appendix, ] A 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 8. That it shall not be lawful to build, construct, or erect any bridge or 
other structure over orin any navigable water way of the United States within 
the limits of a State of the Union without first obtaining the approval of the 
Secretary of War to the plans of the proposed bridge or structure, which plans 
shall be required to secure and ca: Uy provide for and protect the safe and 

passage of the boats or other water craft usually navigating such river 
under, by, or through such bridge or structure; and any person who shall 
willfully violate the provisions of this section shall be = of a misdemeanor, 
and, on-conviction thereof, shall pay a fine not exceeding $10,000 and undergo 
an imprisonment not exceed two years, at the discretion of the court; and 
any bridge or structure e in violation of this statute shall be deemed a 
n Danen and may be abated as such. Nothing herein contained shall be con- 
strued as preventing 9 or the Secretary of War from causing the altera- 
tion or removal of any bridge or structure herein authorized to be erected upon 
the approval of the plans of same by the Secretary of War whenever the in- 
terests of navigation and the growth of commerce require the same. 


Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out thelast word, 
and I do it for the purpose of,asking the chairman of the Rivers and 
Harbors Committee whether by this section it is intended to do away 
with an act of Congress authorizing the construction of a bridge over 
any navigable river. It would seem that this section gave to the Sec- 
retary of War the power to grant the privilege of putting a bridge 
over a navigable river, which t has been heretofore conferred by 
special act of Congress. Is this new legislation to that effect? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I yield to the gentleman from 
Louisiana to answer the question, 

Mr. BLANCHARD, Mr. Chairman, I will state to the gentleman 
from Minnesota that the purpose of this section 8 is to remedy what 
has been an evil for many years. Perhaps more than half of the rail- 
road bridges that are now spanning the navigable water ways of the 
United States have been erected without any authority of Congress. I 
know of three bridges on Red River, which is an interstate river, that 
were constructed without authority of any law. 

Now, many of these railroad bridges are constructed under authority 
obtained from the State Legislatures; and the State Legislatures will 
continue to geant authority to corporations to construct bridges over the 
navigable water ways; railroad corporations will continue to erect 
bridges over the navigable water ways of the United States without 
coming to Congress, Now, then, this law is enacted to prevent them 
from doing so, and it prescribes a penalty against any one who will con- 
struct a bridge across a navigable water way of the United States, 
whether by State authority or without any authority, unless the plans 
on which the bridge or bridges shall be built are first submitted to the 
Secretary of War and approved by him. 

Now, then, I call the attention of the committee to lines 19 and 20, 
which make this section applicable only to those rivers within the 
limits of a State of the Union, and it is the object of this eighth sec- 
tion to give authority to the Secretary of War to approve the plans of 
bridges proposed to be erected wholly within the limits of a State 
without requiring the party who prepares to erect that bridge to come 
to Congress for the authority to do so; but it is the intention of this 
section that no interstate-commerce river like the Mississippi, the Ohio, 
the Arkansas, the Red, and others shall be bridged by any authority 
unless that authority shall have been obtained previously from Con- 


Mr. ROGERS. I concur both in the object of the committee and 
in the idea contemplated by the provisions of this section; but what is 
the necessity for the words in line 19, within the limits of the 
State? Why not let the provision of the section be broad enough to 
prohibit the construction of a bridge across any one of the navigable 
waters of the United States, either within a State or whether it be the 
boundary line between two States, either by the authority of the State 
or without the authority of the State? Why not prohibit the build- 
ing of all bridges across the navigable waters of the United States 
without authority of the Government? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I fully concur in the idea that 
no bridge should be constructed over any navigable water way of the 
United States within the limits of a State or an interstate river unless 
the plans of such bridgeshall be submitted to the Engineer Department 
of the United States and shall receive the sanction and approval of the 
Secretary of War; but I do not desire to go to the extent of authoriz- 
ing, lor instance, the Secretary of War to approve the plans for the con- 
struction of a bridge over a water way of the United States which is 
interstate in character, the authority for the erection of that 
bridge shall have first been given by Congress insome act. But as re- 
gards the small rivers, entirely within the limits of a State, it is in- 
tended to go to the extent of authorizing the bridging of such rivers 
without getting the authority of Gongress to build the bridge, provided 
that the plans for such bridges across such small rivers be submitted 
to the Secretary of War and approved by him. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. i I offer an amendment to this 
section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, on 62, section 8, line 17, the words “it shall not be lawful 
to” and insert the following: 


y ms or corporations having lawful au- 
Tis, tn Mines 18 and $0, ative ond the wonde 


thority therefor may hereafter.” 


within the limits of a State of the Union without” and insert the word “ by; 


er water way of the United States by first obtaining the approval 

Mr. WASHINGTON. My object in offering this amendment is to 
go further than it is proposed by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
at this time, and I believe for very good reasons. The gentlemen of 
the committee have conceded that it will be of very great advantage 
to the commerce of the country and to the business of this House to 
allow rivers that are entirely within a State to be bridged by corpora- 
tions having State authority therefor, by submitting their plans for 
the approval of the Secretary of War. 

Now, I think this House should be relieved of the greatly increasing 
burden of passing bridge bills here every session, and in order to do 
that my amendment e that any corporation or any persons hay- 
ing authority from a State (or, where the river lies between two States, 
from both States) may lawfully erect a bridge. In many of our States 
there is a general act of incorporation by which this authority can be 
obtained, and the object of this amendment is to make such a course 
lawful, after submitting their plans to the Secretary of War for his rat- 
ification and approval. If he approves of these plans then the bridge 
will be a lawful structure. It will relieve this House of the formality, 
which we go through day after day and month after month, of passing 
bridge bills, of which this House knows nothing save the report of the 
committee, which, after all, is based upon the recommendation of the 
Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of War. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I find that in the Forty-ninth Congress there 
were passed sixty-eight bridge bills; in the Fiftieth Congress there were 
passed one hundred and twenty-one bridge bills. These bills were 
all passed in a merely formal manner, and, unless it might be a bridge 
over the Mississippi River at some point below the city of Memphis 
or over some river like the Hudson near New York, I can not see where 
there could ever be any objection to the plan proposed by my amend- 
ment to this section, and ifit be best the Lower Mississippi and perhaps 
the Hudson might be excepted from the provisions of the general stat- 
ute. 

My amendment does not propose to do away with any of the penal- 
ties or any of the restrictions in thisclause. Itsimply enlarges it; and 
we have a precedent for this rule. 

My amendment does not propose to do away with any of the penal- 
ties or any of the restrictions in this clause. It simply enlarges it. 
And we have precedents for this. I find by looking at the Revised 
Statutes that the Ohio River, which is one of the largest and most navi- 
gable of all our rivers, can be bridged now under a general statute, 
without coming to Congress for a special act, and that act has been 
supplemented by the one which is found in volume 22, page 414. This 
authority has been conferred for the bridging of the Ohio River under 
a general statute, and I think we can well afford to extend like pro- 
visions to the other rivers, and relieve Congress of this burden. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON] will not 
be adopted. If it should be adopted this section would then be ob- 
noxions to the fault found with it by the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. DUNNELL]. It was not the intention of the committee, in rec- 
ommending this section, to di with Congressional action to au- 
thorize construction of bridges over navigable waters of the United 
States, and I do not think we ought to do so. The object of this pro- 
vision is simply that, if a navigable river wholly within the limits of 
a State shall be bridged or if the State shall authorize the construction 
of a bridge over it, the approval of the Secretary of War shall first be 
obtained, and it does seem to me that that is a wise provision. 

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 7 

Mr. CRISP. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] 
understand that the section to which he is now referring does grant the 
right to any individual, upon having his plans approved, to construct 
5 bridge across a navigable stream lying wholly within the limits of a 

tate? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. No, sir. 

Mr. CRISP. Well, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] 
as I understood him, stated that that was the intention of the act, and 
as I read the language it is not capable of any other construction. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, Ithink the gentleman from Loui- 
siana [Mr. BLANCHARD] must have been misunderstood. 

Mr. CRISP. How can the gentleman from Illinois find this pro- 
vision consistent with any other idea? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. It provides that no person or cor- 
poration shall be permitted to construct a bridge over a navigable 
water way within the limits of a State without first obtaining the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. CRISP. Now read the proviso. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. There is no proviso here. 

Mr. CRISP. Read, beginning on line 7, page 63: 


Nothing herein contained shall be construed as preventing Congress or the 
Secre! of War from causing the alteration or removal of any bridge or struct- 
ure herein authorized to be erected upon the approval of the plans of same by 
the Secretary of War whenever the inlerests ef navigation and the growth of 
commerce require the same, 
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Now, does not that authorize these bridges to be erected across nav- 
igable streams which are wholly within the limits of a State if the Sec- 
retary of War approves the plans? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Tes; if the State authorizes the con- 
struction of the bridge. I know that was the intention. 

Mr. CRISP, But that is not in the act. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BLANCHARD] prepared this provision of the bill himself, and I know 
that the understanding and intention of the committee was simply to 
provide for the case where a State authorizes a bridge to be constructed 
over a river that lies wholly within the limits of that State. 

Mr. CRISP. But the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] 
states that it means what I have said, and that is what I think it 
means, namely, that any person, whether authorized by a State or 
not, may, upon the approval of his plans by the Secretary of War, have 
authority to construct a bridge across any navigable stream which lies 
wholly within the limits of the State. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Even that, I think, would be en- 
tirely and absolutely safe. 

Mr. CRISP. Well, I do not object toit. I have a bill pending, but 
if this provision covers the case it will not be necessary for me to urge 
that bill to its passage. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. That would be safe, but that was 
not the intention of thecommittee. ` 

Mr. CRISP.. The gentlemen differ about that. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. No, we do not. The idea of the committee 
was this: Take the case of a railroad corporation going to the Secretary 
of War with the plans of a bridge across a river lying wholly within 
the limits of a State. The Secretary of War asks, ‘‘By what authority 
do you propose to erect this bridge? Have you got an act of Congress? 
No, Have you got an act of the Legislature?” No.“ Then 
the Secretary will refuse to approve the plan. Now, if, on the other 
hand, the applicant says, I have not got an act of Congress, but I 
have got an act of the Legislature of this State, then the Secretary 
of War, giving effect to the authority of the State Legislature to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across a water way wholly within 
the limits of that State, will examine the plans of the proposed bridge, 
and if they are satisfactory to him and such as will conserve the inter- 
ests of navigation he will approve them; otherwise not. And if any 
one goes on to erect such a bridge in spite of the refusal of the Secre- 
tary of War to approve the plans, then the penal clause will apply. 

Mr. CRISP. It was very easy to put that limitation into the actif 
such was the intention of the committee, but it is not there. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out section 8. 
During the debate here within a few minutes it has been said that a 
State may give authority to build a bridge over a stream or navigable 
river within the limits of a State. Now, I dislike that proposition. I 
do not believe in dividing up the navigable rivers of the United States. 
They belong to the Government of the United States. A navigable 
river which happens to be within a given State is, to all intents and 
purposes, the property of the United States, to be improved and pro- 
tected; and the fact that it is within the limits of a State furnishes no 
reason why there should be recognized by any possible legislation here 
the right of a State Legislature to control a navigable river, a water 
way of the United States. 

Take, for instance, the State of Minnesota. We own two sides of the 
Mississippi River; a portion of our State lies on the one side and a por- 
tion on the other. Now, while I have great confidence in the Legisla- 
ture of Minnesota, I would be unwilling that Congress should surrender 
its right to control the Mississippi River within my own State. The 
legislation here proposed is dangerous, and I question whether it might 
not have been objected to on the point of order as new legislation upon 
an appropriation bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I make this motion now in good faith. What trouble 
have we had in this respect in the past? If a navigable river is to be 


bridged let the ies interested come to Congress, as has been done 
for the last hun years, and ask permission to build a bridge over a 
navigable river. 


This bill proposes to give away authority which has been exercised 
by Congress since the inning of the Government. It proposes to 
allow the Secretary of War to permit bridges to be built over navigable 
rivers. If this provision passes there will be no more coming to Con- 
pan cases of tbat kind. The Secretary of War will hold in his own 

the control of all the navigable rivers of the country. That is a 
large power to be conferred on the Secretary of War, He might rep- 
resent in the Cabinet a State where there were large local interests— 
conflicting interests. It is unnecessary to confer this power. The 
railroad-building interests of this country, the navigation interests of 
thé country, have not been suffering at all in this respect for the last 
fifty years. We havea session of Congress every winter. Ifa railroad 
desires to construct a bridge let application be made to Congress, as in 
times past, to obtain such authority. 

I was sorry to hear the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] 
admit that they have been building bridges over navigable rivers in 
Louisiana without any authority of law. A State legislature has no 


business to grant such authority. It is unlawful, it is revolutionary, 
for a State to undertake to authorize the construction of bridges over 
navigable streams. 

75 BLANCHARD. The people of Louisiana did not give author- 
ity. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Who did? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Nobody; the railroad corporation took it. 

Mr. DUNNELL, Well, the railroad corporation should be prose- 
cuted. This section, so far as it goes in that direction, is a very 
provision; but I am radically opposed to the whole thing. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. BAKER. I move to amend by striking out the last two words. 
This is a question of considerable importance, and it ought to be un- 
derstood that the Committee on Commerce has had something to do 
with propositions in regard to the building of bridges over navigable 
streams. That committee is now engaged in considering a general bill 
to provide for the construction of bridges in proper cases, The bill 
will necessarily be guarded, providing fora repealing power on the 
part of Congress, for the submission of plans to the Secretary of War, 
and for all the other safeguards which ought to be thrown around the 
authority granted in such eases. I submit that the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] is right, and that this sec- 
tion ought to be struck out. = 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. The only effect of this section, it 
seems to me, is to provide that no- bridge shall be constructed over a 
navigable river without the approval of the Secretary of War being 
first obtained. 

Mr. BAKER. Such approval is necessary now. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Yes; whenever a bridge bill is re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, it is reported with such a pro- 
vision. I have no objection to the section being stricken out. 

Mr. BAKER. I hope it will be stricken ont. à 

_Mr. BLANCHARD. We are willing that the section be stricken 


out. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. We do not want it stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON ]. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. In support of my amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man, I simply want to add that it has been admitted, it seems to me, 
by the gentlemen on the committee that their intention is to allow 
rivers entirely within a State to be bridged, by having the plans sub- 
mitted to the Secretary of War for his approval or rejection. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, Will the gentleman from Tennessee 
allow me to say a word? The intention of the committee was not to 
allow anything of the kind, but simply to say that no bridge should be 
constructed without the approval of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, the section reads that way, 
and I think we ought not to make fish of one and fowl of another. A 
river entirely within a State should not be subject to one rule anda 
river that is interstate subject to another. Congress is constantly 
troubled with these bridge bills, and the action taken by this House 
is merely formal. They are always rejected when the Secretary of 
War decides against the plan. The committee indorses the action of 
the War Department and of the Chief of Engineers. If this section is 
to be adopted I hope my amendment will prevail. I also hope the 
gentlemen who wish to strike out the whole section will first allow the 
adoption of my amendment, so that if the provision becomes a law it 
will stand in proper shape. As I said, we have the Ohio River now in 
that position, and there is no reason why the Missouri, the Tennessee, 
the Cumberland, and other interstate rivers should not be added to the 
list. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WASHINGTON, 
it was rejected. 

The question then recurred upon the amendment of Mr. DUNNELL; 
and it was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 10. That in determining the mileage of officers of the Corps of Engineers 
no 


traveling without troops on duty connected with works under their 


deduction shall be made for such travel as may be necessary on free or — 


aided or land-grant railways. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of asking a ques- 
tion, I move to strike out the last word. a 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, this section is, in my 
judgment, entirely proper, and for this reason: At present engineer of- 
ficers ordered off on duty to make examinations and surveys of rivers, 
wherever they travel over railroads which are not bond-aided, which 
have not received aid from the Government, receive their mileage, and 
their mileage nearly pays their expenses. But you take Oregon, you take 
California, you take those States where the bonded railroads are, and 
wherever an officer is ordered to perform a duty and travels over these 
railroads, getting no mileage whatever, he is forced to pay his entire 
expenses. It is a very great hardship, and this was inserted at thesug- 
preston ortho Chief of Engineers, who called attention to the hardship 
it involv: j : 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, the entire matter of the mileage 
of officers of the Army, including the Engineer Corps, is provided for 
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in the Army appropriation bill, It was one of the matters that wasin 
controversy between the House and Senate and was settled in confer- 
ence yesterday, the House providing for a mileage of 4 cents a mile in 
addition to the actual cost of transportation, which was stricken out 
by the Senate and 3 cents a mile inserted. But after conference we 
have reached a conclusion, and the old rate will obtain as heretofore, 
if the conference report shall be adopted. Officers traveling on duty 
are entitled to the actual fare paid by them, and in addition to that a 
mileage fee of 4 cents a mile. We have had considerable correspond- 
ence with the different branches of the War Department in regard 
to this matter, and we are satisfied that this is sufficient. The Army 
appropriation bill provides in regard to this matter of bonded railroads; 
and it seems to me that whatever regulation is made in regard to it 
should be embodied in the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. HERMANN. Let me ask the gentleman from Michigan if that 
applies to Army engineers where officers are directed to take charge of 
river and harbor work. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It applies to all officers on all branches of serv- 
ice. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I hope this will not be done, and I 
will say further to my friend from Michigan, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, that this section only applies to the Corps 
of Engineers. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I observe that. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. And the Chief of Engineers presented 
a letter from one of the engineers in the State of Oregon showing that 
on being ordered to perform a certain duty calling him over one of these 
bonded railroads he was put to an expense, I forget how much, but 
largely in excess of the compensation received. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But he is entitled to 4 cents a mile in addition 
to his transportation. ; 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Under the law as it stands hereto- 
fore there are pending now before the Secretary of the Treasury hun- 
dreds of claims of this character which have been disallowed on the 
very ground that these gentlemen could not claim any compensation. 
I hope the provision will not be adopted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move to strike out the last word. I simply 
desire to take the floor for the purpose of submitting a statement of the 
law and practice with reference to the mileage of officers of the Engi- 
neer Corps which was prepared by the Chief of Engineers. It is in 
support of the proposition as embodied in the bill and shows conclu- 
sively that the proposition is a good one and should be maintained in 
the bill. I pee it to the desk to be incorporated as a part of my re- 
marks, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the gentleman has any reason to show why 
the officers of the Engineer Corps should be an exception to any other 
officers of the Army I would be glad to know it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, It is enabodied in this paper, which I ask to 
have printed as a part of my remarks, 

The paper referred to by Mr. BLANCHARD is as follows: 

MILEAGE TO OFFICERS OF THE ARMY (WHEN TRAVELING ON DUTY WITHOUT 
TROOPS). 

The general law governing mil allowances is given in section 2 of the act 
of July 24, 1876 (19 Stats., 100), as follows: 

That when any officer travels under orders, and is not furnished transporta- 
tion by the Quartermaster’s Department, or on a conyeyance belonging to or 
chartered by the United States, or on any railroad on which troops and supplies 
of the United States are entitled to be transported free of charge, he shall be al- 
loweé 8 cents a mile, and no more, for each mile actually traveled under such 
order, distances to be calculated by the shortest usually traveled route; and so 
much of section 1273 of the Revised Statutes or of any act as conflicts with the 
provisions of this section is hereby repealed.” 

This is the law governing in all deans, exons those where mileage is paid from 
the appropriation for mileage, contained in the Army appropriation acts,where 
the rule set forth (25 Stats,, 827) is as follows: 


For mileage to officers when traveling on duty without troops, when author- 
ized by law, not to exceed $150,000: Provided, That in disbursing this amount 
the maximum sum to be allowed and paid to an officershall be 4 cents per mile, 
distance to be computed over the shortest usually traveled routes, and, in addi- 
tion thereto, the cost of the transportation actually paid by the officer over said 
route or routes, exclusive of sleeping or parlor car fare and transfers: And pro- 
vided further, That when any ofticer so Pkt shall travel in whole or in part 
onany railroad on which the troops and supplies of the United States are enti- 
tled to be Lory eyes free of charge, or over any of the bond-aided Pacific rail- 
roads, he shall be allowed for himself only 4 cents per mile as a subsistence fund 
for every mile necessarily traveled over any such railroads: And provided fur- 
ther, That the transportation furnished by the Quartermaster’s Department 
to officers traveling without troops shall be limited to transportation in kind, 
not including sleeping or parlor car accommodations, over free roads, over bond- 
aided Pacific 8 and by conveyance belonging to the said Department.“ 

The great mass of the Army—staff, artillery, cavalry, and infantry—are paid 
under the army act and from the mona appropriated in that act. The officers 
of Engineers, on the contrary, are in accordance with the first-named act, 
= ee ee appropriations for the engineering works upon duty for which 

ey travel. 

Sacra mileage is concerned, there are three classes of roads or routes of 
vel: 

First c’ass, Those in regard to which no deduction is made in the allowance 


for mil or of which, in other words, no note need be taken in respect of the 
mileage allowance. This class includes— 
a. which are under no obligation to orm any service what- 


ever to the United States at different rates from 
service to the general public, 
b. Those roads which are under obligations to transport property of the 
United States for a lesser rate than the general public has to pay ; these are the 
ed “50 per cent. roads,” 


ose at which they render 


Second class, The so-called " free roads,” those roads over which, for example, 


a of the a Ex 88 all times bo transported 
expense in respects of the company or corporati 

or their successors or assigns having or receiving the benefit of the land 
grants,ete. (See 14 Stats., 88, section 3 of the act of July 4, ews t ; 

Third class. The bond-aided Pacific roads, in respect of which payments for 
services to the United States are not made, but are credited to the roads in the 
general account. 

The first class may be dismissed at once. 

When an officer of cavalry, artillery, infantry, etc., is ordered to make a jour- 
ney without troops, involving payment from the army appropriation bill, and 
the route to be taken lies wholly or in part overa led “ free road” or over 
aso-called , bond-aided” road, he is required to apply to a depot quartermaster 
foran “order for transportation” over such " or “ bond-aided " road, 
This order he uses over the roads in question,and purchases tickets over the 
other roads, for which purchase-money he is reimbursed and gets 4 cents a mile 
besides for subsistence. 

But in the case of an officer of engineers being ordered on a jonny over a 
“free road“ in connection with river and harbor work, the mileage of which 
is to be paid out of the appropriations for rivers and harbors, the order for 
transportation“ can not be given by the quartermasters because they do not 
control these funds, so the orders for transportation“ over such roads have 
latterly been sent from this office with the order for the journey, but the au- 
ditor will allow no mileage to the officer or anything for subsistence, and if the 
roads refuse to take the order for transportation the officer has to pay all 
* and gets nothing whatever in return. 

Referring to this second class of roads, the so-called “free roads,“ it is to be 
remarked that they are very few in number and affect very few officers on 
river and harbor duty, but those they do affect suffer severely. These r 
will now be referred to in succession. 

A. Michigan Central Railroad, from Lansing, Mich,,to Mackinaw City, Mich. 
(See opposite page.) 3 

« * * “The said railroads shall be and remain public highways for the use 
of the Government of the United States, free from toll or other charge upon the 
transportation of any property of the United States. (11 Stats., 22.) 

+ * © “And provided further, That the road mentioned in the first section of 
this act shall be and remain a public rep arabe for the use of the Government of 
the United States, and shall transport, free from toll or other charges, all prop- 
erty, troops, and munitions of war belonging to the same.” (14 Stats., 70.) 

This road, in its portion from West Bay City northward, affects the officer sta- 
tioned at Detroit, Mich., in cha of the works at the Sault Ste. Marie, and his 
assistant. The Michigan Cent | refuses absolutely, on the advice of 
its attorney, to accept orders for transportation“ for travel in connection with 
engineer works, holding that the transportation of an officer on river and harbor 
duty is not such service as the law demands of the road without compensation i 
in other words, that such duty does not come within the designation troops 
as contemplated by the law. The oficer stationed at Detroit now receives no 
orders for transportation and is therefore compelled when he visits the works 
at the Sault Ste. Marie to pay for his transportation, and on demand of the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury he has returned to the Treasury mileage re- 
ceived for such travel, leaving him, in this case, without any reimbursement 


for expenses incurred. 
The road south of Bay City and the other "free road” south of Lansing do 
harbor duty at all. 


not affect travel on river an 

2 Mimon Pacific Railway, from Bird’s Point, on Mississippi River, to Tex- 
arkana, Ark. 

Memphis and Little Rock Railroad, from Mississippi River, opposite Mem- 
phis, Tenn., to Argenta, Ark. 

Little Rock and Fort Smith Railway, from Argenta, Ark., to Garrison avenue, 
Fort Smith, Ark. opposite page. = 

These roads chiefly affect the officer stationed at Little Rock in charge of river 
improvements in Arkansas; in a less degree, because less uently, they af- 
fect the division engineer supervising these works, and the ve in the past 
affected a member of the 1 River Commission, of the Missouri 
eee N ee then station Galveston, in travel to St. Louis and to 

emphis. 

The officer at Little Rock reports that one of these roads is questioning their 
obligation to transport him free, 

The "free road“ in Southeastern Kansas affects no travel in connection with 
river improvement. 

C. On the opposite page are exhibited two “free roads in Southern Minne- 
sota. Neither of them affects travel in connection with river improvement at 
present, but cases might arise in future. 

D. Oregon and California Railroad, from Portland, Oregon, to southern 
boundary of the State. 

+ è © “Said railroad shall be and remain a public highway for the use of 
the Government of the United States, free of all toll or other upon the 
transportation of the property or troops of the United States; and the same 
paper transported over 2 road at eee Soares; and 2 of ee 17755 
porations or companies owning or operating the same, when so requ: y 
the Government of the United Sates” 

Central Pacific Railroad, from junction with Central Pacific Railroad to south- 
ern boundary of Oregon. (Same act as above.) (See opposite page.) 

This line of free road“ chiefly affects the officers stationed at Portland, 
Oregon, in ch of the improvements at 88 Bay, Coos Bay, Umpqua 
River, Coquille River, etc., on the west coast of Oregon. This officer reports, in 
regard to a recent trip made to Coos Bay and return, for which he had “ orders 
for transportation” over the “free from Portland to Drains and return, 
that his actual expenses were $37, while his return in mileage was but $13.76, so 
that if he should visit these works in his charge but once a month on the ayer- 
age, he would be out of pocket almost exactly 10 per cent. of his pay. 

hesse roads also affect the travel of the division engineer when traveling to 
supervise the works in this region. 

‘The roads alluded to above are all the “free roads” in the country, and the 
travel of no other officers of engineers than those referred to is affected by 
them ep in such infrequent cases as examinations by special boards or by 
the Chief o Engineers. 

Third class, The bond-aided roads, It will be noticed that these roads are 
not mentioned in the act of July 24, 1876, under which act officers of engineers 
should draw mileage for their journeys on engineer works. But d reason of 
certain provisions of the Army appropriation act (25 Statutes, 483, 828) ) ea med 
to transportation furnished by the Quartermaster’s De ment, in the follow- 
ing words: That the transportation furnished by the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment to officers traveling without troops shall be limited to transportation in 
kind, not including sleeping or parlor car accomm ons, over free roads, over 
bond-aided Pacific railroads, and by conveyance belonging to the said De 
ment; “ the Auditors of the Treasury have decided that this language applies to 
officers of the Corps of Engineers traveling on engineer works, when it was only 
intended for the appropriations contained in the Army bill, and have held that 
it prohibits to them, when traveling over bond-aided roads, any bursement 
or travel allowance of any description whatever. 

Now, what should be allowed an officer when visiting his works is a sum suf- 
ficient not only topay for his tickets, but also his subsistence and | while 
absent from his on. It is not to be expected that officers of en 
with works scattered all over the country will willingly visit 


any property or troo; 
at the cost, charge, 


neers 
em and attend 


1890. 


by personal inspection to their necessities, if such duty is a grievous charge upon 
their small compensations, 

The engineer officers do not ask for a per diem while absent from their sta- 
tions and engaged on the works of harbor and river improvement, as is granted 
to ordnance and other officers in act of September 22, 1888 (25 Stats., 91). 
Neither do they ask for actual expenses, including hotel bills, as is paid to civil 
employés. Neither do they wish the cost of the tickets and 4 cents a mile (3 
cents in pending bill), as is given inthe Army appropriation bill, They simply 
ask for the š cents per mile which has been given ali along, and they will make 
that do, whatever may be, in some cases, their losses, 

It is not always practicable for officers of engineers to obtain the “ orders for 
transportation” referred to above. Frequently they have to leave their stations 
instantly, upon a telegram from their works that some exigency has arisen re- 
quiring their immediate attendance, or while traveling on some t or convey- 
ance belonging to the works they may be stranded where it is impossible to 
obtain such “ orders for transportation,” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 11. That whereas the United States, in compliance with its obligation to 
the Buffalo Bayou Ship-Channel Company, has constructed a ship-channel 
through Galveston Bay from the Bolivar Channel tothe channel constructed by 
said Buffalo Bayou Ship-Channel Company, known as Morgan’s Cut, for vessels 
of 12 feet draught, it is therefore declared that the ship-channel through Gal- 
veston Bay from Bolivar Channel to the point where the San Jacinto River 
enters what is known as the Morgan Channel, excavated through Morgan's 
Point, is now the property of the United States, and is declared to be free to 
navigation; and the Secretary of War is hereby directed to keep said ship- 
channel free to navigation. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I move the adoption of the amend- 
ment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 11 by adding the following proviso: 

“ Provided, That the Secretary of War shall first ascertain by a commission 
of United States engineers, to be by him designated for that purpose, and whose 
report shall be subject to his approval, the 8 value of any portion of said 
channel which may have been constructed by the Buffalo Bayou Ship-Channel 
Company, agreed to be paid for by the Uuited States in the act of March 3, 1879; 
but in appraising the value thereof no account shall be taken of the charter 
granted to said company by the Legislature of Texas or of any franchise-right 
claimed thereunder, and the amount so ascertained and certified to be correct 
by the Secretary of War shall be paid to said Buffalo Bayou Ship-Channel Com- 
pany, and is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated.” 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman if there is not 
a contract in the office of the Secretary of War regulating and fixing 
the compensation to be paid to this company. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. As I understand the proposition 
the contract between the Government and the ship-channel company— 
this is one of the means by which the value of the improvements is 
to be determined. So that this amendment is in accordance with the 
contract, fi 

Mr. PERKINS. Again let me ask the gentleman what is the prob- 
able expense to which the Government would be subjected under this 
provision. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. That is a very difficult matter to 
determine; but not probably exceeding $150,000 or $200,000. The 

tleman from Texas can answer the question. 

Mr, STEWART, of Texas, Perhaps a statement of the facts is 
necessary to explain the nature and importance of the amendment. 
The Buffalo Bayou Ship-Channel Company, spoken of in the amend- 
ment, is a corporation chartered by the State of Texas for the pur- 
pose of constructing a channel through Galveston Bay to the Gulf of 
Mexico. . That company, after cutting the canal through the peninsula 
about a mile in length and excavating some 3 or 4 miles farther into the 
bay, made a proposition to the United States Government, which I 
can best state by reading it. 

The proposition reads: 

That when the Government of the United States shall have completed a ship- 
channel for vessels of 12 feet draught from Bolivar Channel to the channel con- 
structed by this company, it will turn over and surrender to the United States 
Government the said work at cost, or at the valuation that may be ere upon 
it by a commission of United States engineers designated by the Government 
of the United States to determine the value of the same. 

That proposition, Mr. Chairman, was accepted by the United States 
Government in an act of Congress passed March 13, 1879, which reads: 

In consideration of the proposition of the Buffalo Bayou Ship-Channel Com- 
pany to turn over their work at Morgan’s Point and to surrender their charter, 

nted by the lature of Texas, and the rights accruing thereunder, to the 
Enitea States, wh 3 is now on file in the War Department, and is 
hereby accepted, the Government adopts the line surveyed from the cut in Red 
Fish Bar to the cut in Morgan's Shere! and the sum of 380.000 is hereby appro- 
priated for the improvement of that line: Provided, That no part of said sum 
shall be expended untit said Buffalo Bayou Ship-Channel Company shall file 
with the Secretary of War, in manner and form to be by him approved, their 
acceptance of the provision of this act. 

Thus it will be observed that there was a proposition made by this 
company and duly accepted by the Government, and thereon a con- 
tract was made and entered into by the contracting parties. The Gov- 
ernment has complied with its obligation. It has made the channel 
from Bolivar Point to that point where it was constructed by the Buf- 
falo Bayou Ship-Channel Company. The Government has demanded 
through its engineer a surrender of the channel. The company refuses 
to surrender unless the Government complies with its obligation by 
paying for the work it had contracted for according to the terms of the 

ment. It was agreed that the present value of the work should 
be determined by a commission of United States engineers designated 
by the Government, and that is the amendment that is proposed. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5405 


The CHAIRMAN. | The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BIGGS. Has there not been a valuation placed upon it? 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. No, sir. 

Mr. BIGGS. This report says there has. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. You havea report from the survey made 
in 1877, long before the Government entered into contract with this 
company. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas 
whether in his judgment it would not be better to provide for the appraise- 
ment of these works by these engineers, and that the Secretary of War 
should report that appraisement to Congress for its action rather than 
to dispose of it without further consideration by Congress, 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. I would state to the gentleman from 
Kansas that the result of that would be to continue to keep this com- 
pany in charge of that ship-channel for at least three years to come 
and enable them to exercise the power of a monopoly over it, as has 
been done before. The importance of this is shown in a memorial to 
the Cotton Exchange of the city of Houston, a city of more than 50,000 
inhabitants, and I will read just one item: 

Cotton carried through that channel from the Ist of September, 1889, to Feb- 
ruary 14, 1890, 219,617 bales. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec, 12, That the Secretary of War is hereby directed, at his discretion, to 
cause examinations or surveys, or both, to be made,and the estimated cost of 
improvement to be estimated, at the following localities, to wit: 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I offer the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting after line 24, page 64, the following: 

“ARKANSAS, 

“Clarendon, to determine the effect of backwater from the Mississippi, and the 
means and cost of preventing injury therefrom.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ARIZONA. 


Colorado River above Yuma to Eldorado Cafion, to determine the advisa- 
bility and probable cost of improving said river, 
ALABAMA, 
Sucarnochee River, from its mouth to the Mobile and Ohio Railroad bridge, 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, I offer the following amendment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 65, after line 7, amend by adding: 


“Alabama River, to ascertain cost of sccuring a 6-foot channel at low water 
from the mouth of Wetumka.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
CALIFORNIA, 
Sacramento and Feather Rivers, to be considered by a board of three United 
States engineers, with a view to project for future improvement. 


San Rafael River, 
Alviso Harbor and straightening of Alviso Creek. 


Mr, CLUNIE. I desire to offer the following amendment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend page 65, line 13, by inserting after the word “straightening” the 
words “deepening and improving.” 


The amendment was py 80 10. 
Mr, HENDERSON, of Illinois. I offer the following amendment: 
The Clerk read as follows: : 

On page 65, at the end of line 7, amend by inserting: 

Mouth of Gunter’s Creek, at Guntersville, with a view of ascertaining the 


eee e and eee cost of improving the same so as to secure a safe 
nding place above high-water mark.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
NORTH DAKOTA AND MINNESOTA. 


Red River of the North, with a view of improving the na ion of the same 
by the construction of a lock and dam at Goose Rapids in said river, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I offer the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 65, between lines 16 and 17, amend by inserting the following words: 

“ FLORIDA, 

“St. John’s River, from Jacksonville to Sandford, to obtain an estimate of the 
cost of deepening the channel, so as to secure navigation for ocean steamers, 
and tó report separately the cost of opening the nnel of the river in the 
vicinity of Orange Mills.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, Mr. Chairman, I will state that that amendment 
ought to be modified; and for that purpose I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend as follows: 

Insert after line 16, page 66, the words Charlotte Harbor, Peace River.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mississippi River at Warsaw, III., with a view of removing bar, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 
Page 67, after line 5, insert: 


“INDIANA, 
“ Wabash River from Terre Haute to La Fayette, with a view of removing ob- 
8 of snags and bars, and to re-establish navigation of said river between 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
KENTUCKY, 


Harbor of Owensboro, Kentucky, on the Ohio River. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Loffer the amendment which Isend 
to the desk: 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

With a view to improving the Ohio River between the mouth of Green River. 
in the State of Kentucky, and the city of Evansville, in the State of Indiana, an 
confinin, ng the waters of the first-named riyer within its present channel, and 

venting danger to a from any changes therein, the Secretary of 

ar is hereby authorized and directed to make, or cause to be made under his 
direction, a complete survey of the Ohio River between the points named, to- 
‘gether with full estimates o any expenditures that may be necessary to prevent 


any injuries or threatened injuries to its permanent use and navigation, 


The amendment was adopted. 
Mr. POST offered an amendment; which was read, as follows: 
ILLINOIS, 
From La Salle to the Mississippi River, as recommended by Capt. W. L. 
Te Ceen Çorps of Pogisa, in his report dated March 7 5 1890, with a view 


what lands 9 be Lake Michigan to 3 the construction of 
a 93 water way betwee: ippi River. 
The amendment was pated to. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I offer the amendments which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

Amend after line 6, page 67, by adding thefollowing surveys: Russell's Fork 
of the Big Sandy River, with a view to removing obstructions from the same.“ 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Page 67, between lines 7 and 8, amend by inserting the following words: 

“KENTUCKY AND TENNESSEE. 

“ Mississippi River from high-water mark, Lake 3 3 to high- 
water mark, Fulton County, Kentucky, north and west of Reelfoot Lake, to 
ascertain if navigation of the river can not be improved by restraining the flow 
of water into ant d lake and adjoining low lands,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, offered the following amendment: 

After line 7, page 67, insert, the harbor of Smithland, Ky.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mermenton River, including its tributaries and course through Lake Arthur 
and Grand Lake to the Gulf of Mexico. 

Bayou Cocodrie, 

Mr. ROBERTSON offered the following amendment: 

After the word Cocodrie,” line 18, page 67, amend by inserting the words 
“in St. Landry’s Parish.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Shoals on Lake Pontchartrain near the Rigolets, known as the “ Middle 
Ground,” with a view of 8 10 feet deep and revetting the sides 
of the same. 

Mr. COLEMAN offered the following amendment: 
Page 67, line 24, insert the following: Bayou Chevreuil, Bayou Tigre, Lake 


des Allemands, to ints near Vacherie, Chigby, and Malagay, settlements in St. 
James Parish, for 3 of bars and other obstruotions to navigation. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
Mr, BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, at the request of my varan 
Mr. BOATNER, who is necessarily absent from the House, I ask the 


adoption of the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
After line H, page $7, add Bayou Castor.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 
la MARYLAND. 
Turner's Creek. 


Rock Hall Harbor. 

Nanticoke River, the northwest fork of the same. 

Linchester River. 

zanpa River, from the Craighill channel to the sugar-refinery wharves, 
Curtis 


. River, above Havre de Grace. 
Broad Creek. 


Warwick. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Loſler the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


nee 68, between lines 11 and 12, amend by inserting the following: Piscat - 

way „St. Leonard's Creek, Newport Creek, and head of Wicomoco 

River, Charles Gomiz: Smith’s Creek, Eastern Branch of Potomac River, in- 
cluding that portion in the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
MAISE. 


Kennebec Rivyer, from Waterville to steam-boat wharf at Augusta, Me. 
ube Hancock County, Maine, with a view to its improvement for 
n. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Ilinois. Loſfer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 69, after line 5, amend by inserting the words “ Lubec Channel.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The American channel of the Detroit River, nning at the western bound- 
ary of the city of Detroit, and thence continuc y in American waters to Lake 
Erie, with a view to deepening said channel to the same depth as has been at- 
tained and is contemplated under present plan in the Canadian channel of said 
river, the said survey to a made in the channel of said river fronting the towns 
of Springwell, Dearborn, Nonquagon, and Trenton, and the American shore of 
said river to such a int in Lake Erie as may be n 2 to reach a proper 


depth of water in said lake to correspond with the in depth of the river 
contemplated by this bill. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


69, line 19, amend by adding the letter s“ to the word “Springwell,” 
ni al r “n ma 
88 ͤ K 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Ship-channel 20 feet in depth and of suitable width in the shallows of the 
connecting waters of the lakes between Chicago, Duluth, and Buffalo. 
MINNESOTA, 
8 River and tributaries above Fergus Falls and Crookston, and of Big Stono 
e, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 70, between lines 5 and 6, amend by inserting the following porte! ai 
“Grand River, with a view to determine the existence or non-existence of un 
lying rock, the hydraulics of the river, and the detailed topography of the valley 
subject to overflow.“ ` 

The amendment was agreed to, 
Also the following: 
Resurvey and location of harbor line in Lake, Houghton County, 
Michigan, in conformity with the provisions of recent law. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
MONTANA. 


Missouri River, between Great Falls and Stubb's Lr 
Tongue River, with a view of determining the practi ility Lora 5 pE 

cost of straightening the channel of said river, . west o es Clty 

and north of the Northern Pacific Railroad truck 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, offered the following amendment: 
On page 70, between lines 21 and 22,amend by inserting the following: 
“ NEBRASKA AND SOUTH DAKOTA, 

“Missouri River from the mouth of the Big Sioux River to the north line of 
the State of South Dakota.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1 River, Suffolk County, and Mattituck Bay, Suffolk County, for break - 
water. 


r. HENDERSON, of Illinois, offered the following amendment: 
5 page 71, after line 8 — insert the following: 
From main channel from Jamaica Bay easterly to Long Beach Inlet, for 
The amendment was agreed to. 
12 HAYES. I desire to go back to page 67, to offer an amend- 


rh, CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] asks 
unanimous consent to return to 67. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There will be several matters of that sort which 
will have to receive attention. I suggest that we first go through 
with the bill. 

Toy Nei read as follows: 


hres ah antes of of the Corps of ps pas; United States Army, whose duty it 

be to thorough!) pa the vor, 

eee New York rk City and the State dam at Troy, N. Y., and report a eot 
said river between 


to secure a navigable channel 12 feet deep at mean low anh Said board shall 
accompany their report with a statement as to the usefulness of such yeah 
ments and of their relations and value to commerce, and of the advisability of 
onenig upon the same at this time; and the Secretary of War shall transmit 

rts to Congress with his own views and those of the Chief of Engineers 
Futte sta States Army thereon, and the expenses of said board shall be Bnd ag out 
of the aprons made in this act for the improvement of the Hudson River, 
not to exceed $10,000. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, offered the following amendment. 

On page 72, in line 6, strike out the words New Baltimore,“ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Coxsackie. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ea eed te mouth on Lake Champlain to Willsborough, N. X. 
ver, 
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Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, offered the following amendment: The Clerk read as follows: 

o page 72, orange a 2i, amend by inserting the following: 5 Rear usm on 2 line 23, by adding after the word “creek” the words 

5 oi y, above s, s pper Creek.” 

e EE A A EIEE EE] Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I hope that amendment will not be 

The G | se follow: y adopted, because the matter is provided for in an amendment which I 
Eiig Egg Harbor Bay and Inlet with reference to establishing a harbor of sa gre Ao Onan Very well; I withdraw my amendment. 


281 r The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, offered the following amendment: 5 
On page 78. in line 3, strike out the word “Great” and insert the word “Lit- | Nottoway River, for snagging from mouth of river to Courtland. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, offered the following amendment: 


Aſter“ inlet“ insert the words “including Great Bay." On page 75, after the words “Nottoway River,” in line 3, amend by striking 


The amendment was agreed to. - out the words “for snagging ;” and between lines 4 and 5 amend by inserting 
The Clerk read as follows: she following: „ A 
West Neck River, to and beyond Dozier’s bridge. 8 
NORTH CAROLINA. Western branch of Elizabeth River. 
Water way from Pungo River to the town of Sladesville. Upper Machodoc Creek.” 
Northwest River up to Moyock. The amendment was agreed to. 
Dimm paeh, : The Clerk read as follows: 
Water way between Pamlico River and Bay River. e Vier. as follows: 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, offered the following amendment: Nooksack River. n 8 
On 73, between lines 16 and 17, amend by inserting the following: Gray's Harbor and Bar, survey of harbor to Cosmopolis. 
“White Oak River from Roberts's Landing to Collins Grossing.” Gray’s River, for snagging. 4 


The amendment was adopted. Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I offer the amendment I send to the 
The Clerk read as follows: desk. 


Coquille River, for deepening channel from Coquille City to Myrtle Point to The Clerk read as follows: 


4 feet at mean low depth. On page 75, between the lines 11 and 12, amend by inserting the following 
RS 570 1 : surveys: 
Mr. ND ON, of Illinois, off the following amendment “Swinomish Slough, with the view of constructing a ship-channel through 


On page 74, between lines 3. and 4, amend by inserting the following: the same connecting Saratoga Pasagi Skagit Bay, with the Padilla Bay, and 
“ PENNSYLVANIA. — ers the zoe suitable and feasible plan for making such improvement, 
best e cost e same. 
R gion yrs Bay wina eee pase com sien RA for „6 “Olympia Harbor, from deep water in Budd's Inlet to the Fourth: street bridge 
The examination to de made by a comm nof three e r officers, who | in the city of Olympia, and separately from said bridge to the mouth of the Des 
will make the examination and submit to the Secretary of War a report thereon, ele e piepe a atig eg enea asra 
with —.— refuge chann easi 

a project and estimate of of construction of such a harbor of "| game for navigation by the class of vessels employed on Puget Sound, and also 

The amendment was agreed to. to cause to be made an estimate of the cost of each of such improvements. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, offered the following amendment : “Columbia River, below the city of Vancouver, with the view of removin 


Insert after the amendment just adopted the following: Spe hak ta ei Sloe ‘ 
“The West Branch of the Susquehanna River, in the State of Pennsylvania, | The amendment was adopted. 
in order to ascertain if the navigation of said river can be materially and per- The Clerk read as follows: 
Garvey aldo te Un RAAE VAIN E view ol AANAND the bent CENAN costed 2 i 
survey to made with a view of asce: ning the p! eme 
of confining the waters of said river in times of great floods to the general course | „enori upon the condition thereof ma well as whether it isadvienble Lo coutinus 
of its channel. the same at Government expense or in lieu thereof cut a new channel or en- 
The amendment was agreed to. 5 to ee bay poise the Openin N peer 8 — 
ania com oin nd to report fully upon the su of the m e ul, and eco- 
eee e Toffer an amendment to e in after nomical entrance to the said Bay of Superior yrn approximate estimate of the 
The Clerk abe sy 2 : cost of each plan or of any other plans that the engineers may deem advisable. 


Mr. COMSTOCK, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out 
Š Amend by inserting the following: 


“ all of line 12, down to and including line 21, on page 75. 
to eee eee C of e radh crc tice ate! The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota moves to strike 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. There is no objection to that amend- out the paragraph just read. 


ment. Mr. COMPRES Mr. 5 1 1 to call an Lm ieee of 
agreed the committee to this clause of the bill, w is entitl isconsin. 
2 ee phage so The survey, I will state to the committee, is to be wholly in the State 


* 0 of e e e be wholly within my own district. No mem- 
1 ber of the delegation from Minnesota had any hearing beſore the River 
W. River from Camden to the falls of the Catawba, also of the bend P ~ 
Sete te aia eee about 4 2 below Camden between the plantations of and Harbor Committee, not from any desire on the part of the com- 
Witte and Williams, to determine if it is advisable in the interest of navigation | mittee to prevent a hearing, but because the fact was not called to their 
to make a cut-off across the neck of said bend. notice that Minnesota was involved. . 
Mr. ELLIOTT. I move the amendment which I send to the desk. I wish to state that there is no public demand whatever for this | 
The Clerk read as follows: scheme. It was inserted at the request of certain citizens of West Supe- 
Amend by inserting the following after line 11, page 74: “Black River from | rior, in the State of Wisconsin, The city of Superior proper did not 
Kingstree to its mout even favor it, for I hold in my hand at this time a protest from the 


The amendment was agreed to. Board of Trade of the city of Superior, protesting against the passage 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, I offer an amendment to come tn | of a provision of this character. So I say there is no public demand 
after the amendment last adopted. emanating from any source whatever for the proposed improvement. 
The Clerk read as follows: : The Federal Government has already expended in maintaining the 
TENNESIEB. harbor at this point more than $1,000,000. Two fine entrances exist 
Ae in Oblon County, outh to the crossing of the Louisville and Memphis | already to the harbor and they are entirely sufficient and satisfactory 
Little Pigeon River from mouth to Sevierville. to the people. They are sufficient for all the needs of commerce, and the 
The amendment was agreed to. only purpose to be subserved by adopting the provision in this bill is 
The Clerk read as follows: 2 4 7 e ae in bn Kapena aoa 7 ae a . of 
„000 population at the present time and rapidly growing, as well as 
Chath is teen ieee mouth of Double Bayou in Chambers | the city of Old Superior. The people of my own district are all o 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, offered the following amendment: posed to this provision of the bill. Every member of the delegation 

t On p ze 7, between lines 19 and 20, í wert the following: ; pr to its passage, and I trust the amendment I offer will be 
“ Colo: ver, with a view of rem mouth of same, id 

“ st Charlos Bay, with a view ot removing obstructions at the mouth of same. Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard for a moment. 

a Aransas Bay, to remove fe ett My friend from Minnesota objects to this; in the first place, because he 

nel 8 — Wess Bay 6’»„ CLE, WE VIO ROC ROTI etme says the improvement is wholly within the State of Minnesota. The 


agreed Bay of Superior reaches, part of it, into Minnesota, but most of it lies 
aoe gauge e en a re in front of the mainland of Wisconsin. There is a long sand-bar reach- 
VIRGINIA. ing out from the Minnesota shore, lyingin front of the Bay of Superior, 


Water way to connect Lynn Haven Bay with eastern branch of Elizabeth extending down over about 6 or 7 miles in all. That is this Minnesota 
River, Si 8 Point, so called. That point belongs to Minnesota, but the bay back 
Potomac Creek. of it, most of it, lies in front of the mainland in Wisconsin. Of course 
Mr. CLUNIE, At the request of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. if you are going to have an entrance through that point at all you have 
LEE], who is necessarily absent, I offer an amendment to which I be- to make it through Minnesota soil as far as that point is concerned, in 
lieve there will be no objection. order to get into the bay. 


Ae 
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There are two entrances now into the bay. All that this bill pro- 
poses is to leave it to the engineer to say whether it is advisable for 
the Government to keep up those two entrances or whether a new en- 
trance should be established, and I do not know whether it is advisa- 
ble or not. I take it my friend from Minnesota does not know. I 
propose to leave it to the engineers as far as I am concerned, and I 
think he ought to be willing to do so. There is a precedent for this 
subheading, ‘‘ Wisconsin,“ to which he objects. In the last river and 
harbor bill, passed by Congress two years ago, there was a provision for 
a survey of this same point, and it was at that time accredited to Wis- 
consin, just as it is now by this bill. I have the act before me, and will 
send it up to be read if it is necessary. 

Mr. COMSTOCK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him aques- 
tion? : 

Mr. HAUGEN. Certainly. 

Mr. COMSTOCK. Does that provide for a survey of a canal through 
Minnesota Point ? 

Mr. HAUGEN. No; it provides for asurvey of the point for another 
purpose in connection with navigation and in connection with the pro- 
tection of the harbor. 

Now, the gentleman refers here to a petition from the Board of 
Trade of Superior. ‘The old town of Superior lies opposite the natural 
entrance and is a small town. Within the last four or five years quite 
a large city has sprung up at what is called West Superior. It is in- 
corporated with the old town into the city of Superior; but they have 
two Chambers of Commerce in that place, one in the old town of Su- 
perior, and that is the Chamber of Commerce from which my friend has 
the petition; but there is another Chamber of Commerce at West Su- 
perior, where nearly all the lake traffic comes; and I will say that the 
traffic of Superior was last year about the same as that of Duluth, and 
the two together had a larger commerce last year than the lake com- 
merce of the city of Chicago, which goes to show the importance of 
properly improving this Bay of Superior. 

Now, I think that for the future benefit of the whole community at 
the head of the lake this proposition should be left in the bill. It 
simply calls for the opinion of the engineering department of the Gov- 
ernment as to what will best subserve the future commercial interests 
of the west end of Lake Superior. This determines nothing of itself; 
and it is for the War Department to advise future Con as to 
whether the present entrances to Superior Bay shall be maintained or 
whether one single central entrance shall be substituted for them. It 
is a fair proposition and should not be stricken ont, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would like to have the committee 
understand the scope of the amendment of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota., To do so I will locate Daluth at that, the left, end of the Hall, 
extending beyond the wall. Then the wall in front of me will repre- 
sent Minnesota Point, running 2 or 3 miles and averaging about a quar- 
ter of a mile wide. West Superior is off here on my right, running 
out to Minnesota Point. 

That first door there on the left will represent the present canal, upon 
which thé Government has expended more than 8400, 000, and the com- 
merce of the lake serving Duluth passes through that cut. ‘The propo- 
sition as in the bill is intended to close that cut and open one here 
opposite West Superior, so that the commerce of Lake Superior will be 
compelled to go, not through that convenient and established channel 
for the great commerce of Duluth, but to go up around here near West 
Superior, and then double around a mile and a half, making a circuit 
of 3 miles in order to reach the port of Duluth, west of the present 
cut. 

It will be seen at once that the proposition, as it stands in the bill, 
wipes out nearly half a million expended upon that cut and compels 
the commerce of the lake to go up here to pay homage to West Supe- 
rior. It is an effort to make a real-estate boom in West Superior by a 
sacrifice of the vested rights and 8 interests now planted adja- 
cent to that cut already made. I submit, Mr. Chairman and gentle- 
men of the committee, that this Congress is not going to lend its aid to 
any such purpose. I submit that that cut shall ngt be closed. 

I do not object to their making another cut there opposite West Su- 
penos, if Congress deems it best; we are not fighting that battle; but 

do not propose that the interests and channel that are now secured 
by and are accommodating the commerce of Lake Superior and Duluth 
shall be closed and taken away from that people and be given to West 
Superior. This illustrates the whole thing in a e and shows 
what there is in the amendment offered by the gentleman from Minne- 
sota, which ought to be adopted. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN] says he does not 
know where the canal should be cut, and this is a proposition to have the 
engineers determine that question. I reply that the engineers have 
determined that question, and that.the canal, at great expense to the 
Government and to Duluth, has been selected and built, and no reasons 
are given for the atandonment of conveniences already secured by this 
wonderful city of Duluth, a city destined to astonish our marvelous 
country by its growth and future greatness and commercial power. 

Jam asking that nothing belonging to West Superior be taken from 
it, and I protest against robbing Duluth of anything that it bas fairly 
secured and justly enjoys, Wisdom should be ex in giving new 


ponge to cities, but privileges once secured and enjoyed should be 
defended by the Government. } ` 

I plead for fair play. I plead for the defense of vested rights. I 
plead for broad views and liberal laws, for the cheapest modes of trans- 
portation, and I plead that Duluth, the gem of all the lakes, may not 
be crippled in the onward march to certain and merited commercial 
greatness. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa 
what he means by closing up the canal at Duluth. What proposition 
is there in this survey to close up the canal at Duluth? e whole of 
his argument is based on that, and it is not correct. He might as well 
have said that when they cut the canal that made Duluth they killed 
Old Superior. His geography or his logic is wrong. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The proposition in the bill says to in- 
vestigate to see whether it is advisable to continue the same at Gov- 
ernment expense, or in lieu thereof cut a new channel or entrance to 
said bay.“ That is the proposition, and there is no use trying to befog 
it. It is to close that cut and drive the commerce of Duluth up to 
West Superior, and if it was not for that object it would not be here. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I am not in this fight, but I 
want to say a word about this proposition, and I do not want one of 
the remarks of the gentleman from Iowa to pass out to the country as 
the sense of this House. I think I ought to know something about 
this matter, as I was one of theoriginal pre-emptors near Duluth, and 
I know every foot of the land thereabouts; and I was also a resident 
of Old Superior in early days. 

Now, sir, the entire matter is this: Through the long stretch of sand 
called Minnesota Point there is a natural entrance to Superior Bay, 
which was improved before the canal was cut. By the cutting of the 
canal, which is near to the shore-line of Minnesota, Duluth got exist- 
ence and has become the city she is. 

This proposition as I understand it—and I know nothing about the 
local discussion of it—is that between this canal and between the old and 
present entrance to the Bay of Superior, they shall survey for a new 
canal or new cut to accommodate both Superior Bay and St. Louis 
Bay, and that is all that is asked. When you say it is to make a real - 
estate boom, you are either scared or begging the question. There is 
not anything in it. They have as much right on the Wisconsin side 
to reach West Superior from Lake Superior by cutting through Min- 
nesota Point as they had to cut at Duluth. Ido not think itis fair 
that a proposition of this kind should be put before the committee in 
any sia see condition. Let both sides be fairly heard; no harm can 
come of it. 

Mr. THOMAS, I move to strike ont the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
to strike out lines 13 to 21, inclusive. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I think that the gentlemen who are opposing this 
provision misunderstand the scope of it. It is not to cutacanal. It 
is simply to get the views of the engineers as to the propriety of doing 
this. Are gentlemen so much interested as to not have an honest opin- 
ion of the engineers as to whether this should be done or not? Is West 
Superior to be cut off and Duluth to have all the benefits? Is there 
any justice in that? R 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will my colleague allow me to make a suggestion ? 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I desire to state that the engineer who has for years 
had this work in charge at Duluth and Superior is a resident of Duluth 
and is a constituent of the gentleman from Minnesota, and the gentle- 
man ought to be willing to trust this work to one of his own constit- 


uents, : 

Mr. THOMAS. The city of Duluth should not trust any ofits own 
citizens upon a question of this kind. That shows whether there is 
merit in the proposition or not. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I suppose, Mr. Chairman, 
that I can hardly be considered to have an interest in this in any ob- 
jectionable sense, when that interest lies at the place that it is pre- 
sumed will be benefited by the part of the bill we are now at, and I 
am opposed to what is in the bill. I am somewhat acquainted with 
the locality in question and have been for a numberof years, There 
are two entrances to Superior Bay. The bay is 7 miles long, and there 
is an entrance at either end. The proposition the House is called upon 
to consider is the adoption of a central entrance, in the language of the 
bill, in lieu of those which are now maintained. The entrances which 
are now maintained accomplish two pu : they afford commercial 
facilities to both the north and the south end of the bay, that is, to Du- 
luth and the two Superiors, and they are so distributed that they afford 
adequate drainage along the wharfage on both sides of the bay and of 
its estuaries. 

If those entrances are closed up then the harbor in front of Duluth, 
and in front of Old Superior at least, will be wholly destitute of ade- 
quate drainage, and the sanitary condition will be very bad indeed. 
1 wish the House to understand that the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors are making no insistence about this part of their bill. Com- 
ing simply as a proposal for an examination or survey, they accepted 
it in a pro forma manner, That is the statement of the chairman of 
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the committee to me. I wish the House to understand also that there 
is not a single citizen of the city of Duluth who asks for this change. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, It ought to be understood by the House that 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors do not examine and consider the 
propriety or impropriety of these proposed surveys. They are put into 
the bill in large part pro forma. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is the point I am stat- 
ing, and I am glad the gentleman from Ohio, who is a member of the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, corroborates my statement. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, I believe there is not a single voice heard here from the 
great city of Duluth, where four-fifths of the population in that neighbor- 
hood reside, asking for this change. I am satistied, also, that there is 
not a voice from the city of Old Superior that asks for it. Sofar as my 
individual interests and those of my family are concerned, they are 
centered in West Superior, the place that is supposed to be benefited, 
more than in any other locality. We have no interest in Duluth which 
would be injured by this proposed step, all our interests being at the 
place that is supposed to be benefited, and at Old Superior, which also 
might profit by a blow at Duluth, But commerce needs stability. 
The Government has spent hundreds of thousands of dollars there upon 
carefully selected lines, and upon the selected openings now improved. 
People from all parts of the world, individuals and companies, have 
come there and put down their improvements, and now tostart a propo- 
sition like this is to disturb all values and all lines of improvement at 
the head of the lake. It renders the future uncertain, where now all 
is reasonably satisfactory with every part. I consider that a narrow, 
an unwise, and unjust policy, and as one associated with the very com- 
munity that this change is supposed to benefit I protest against it as 
against public policy and as detrimental to the general interests and 
the rights of the masses of the people there. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma amend- 
ments will be considered as withdrawn, — 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that 
so far as this provision of the bill is concerned there has been no con- 
test before the committee in regard to it. There was a simple propo- 
sition made to havea survey there, with tho understanding on my part, 
and I have no doubt on the part of the committee, that the object was 
merely to have an examination to see whether oné communication or 
one channel might not be constructed through Minnesota Point so as 
to avoid the expense of constructing and maintaining two. But no 
gentleman from Minnesota so far as I know said anything to the com- 
mittee or to any member of the committee upon the subject. I have 
no feeling myself in regard to it, and I do not know that the commit- 
tee has any special feeling in to it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will remind the gentleman 
from Illinois that the other channel is already constructed, so that all 
that is required is simply to let it alone. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, Well, Mr. Chairman, I only wanted 
to say that the committee were entirely ignorant of there being any 
controversy over this subject of a simple survey. 

Mr. SNIDER. Mr. Chairman, it is not surprising that the Minne- 
sota delegation knew nothing about this, because, although the pro- 
poa improvement is within the State of Minnesota, it appears in this 

ill under the head of Wisconsin.“ . 

Now, to show that there is no necessity for this pro improve- 
ment, I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have as part of my 
remarks an extract from the report of the Chief of Engineers for 1888. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IMPROVEMENT OF HARBOR AT DULUTH, MINN. 

The location of Duluth Harbor is exceedingly favorable for its economical 
maintenance, and also for the ease with which vessels can enter it under all con- 
ditions of weather. 

The anchorage area is generally free of ice some time before the ice outside 
will pane vessels to approach the head of the lake, and the docks are there- 
fore in complete readiness for the accommodation of the commerce upon the 
opening of navigation. Asa general rule, I believe that vessels can make Du- 
luth Harbor whenever the entrance to the lake is possible, and usually the har- 
bor and lake outside are not frozen over in the winter until some time after the 
Sault Canal is closed. 

Previous to the construction of the Duluth Canal a good deal of money was 
expended in the efforts to create a harbor in the lake east of Minnesota Point, 
but before the breakwater could be completed or properly secured an extraor- 
dinarily severe storm destroyed the work. The canal between Lake Superior 
and Superior Bay had been partially completed by the citizens of Duluth at the 
time of the severe storm, and it also received considerable damage. The citi- 
zens of Duluth, not feeling able to repairthe damage tothe canal, requested the 
United States to assume control, since which time the Government has made 
such eee repairs as from time to time me necessary, but no compre- 
hensive plan of improvement has been advocated, for the principal reason that 
the title to the canal was never legally transferred to the United States. 

e ber of Commerce, which is composed of the principal business men 
of the city, 3 the importance of the United States having undisputed 
peoa of this canal, and eee to make suitable disposition to secure 

his object. The titles to the land covered by the canal were secured, not, how- 
ever, in some cases without considerable personal outlay on the part of some 
loyal citizens, and a deed was finally perfected in which this valuable property 
is presented to the United States by the city of Duluth. This deed is Fated 
January 9, 1888. 

Mr. SNIDER. Mr. Chairman, there is something more involved in 
this matter than may appear. The report of the engineers states that 
the entrances to Duluth Harbor are perfectly satisfactory; that of all 
the ports on the lakes it is one of the easiest of entrance; that there is no 
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difficul ty whatever in any lake vessel entering it in any stress of weather. 

But there is a further reason why the people of Duluth, a people 
numbering nearly fifty thousand, with the enterprise of twice that 
number, are opposed to this proposed survey. At the present time the 
waters of the St. Louis river, which bring down a lurge amountof clay 
and sand, scourout not only theartificial canal, but theold outlet to the 
harbor, 6 miles across from Minnesota Point; and they believe that if a 
canal were cut through Minnesota Point at the central part the proba- 
bilities are that the harbor would fill up almost as rapidly, perhaps- 
more rapidly than the Government dredges could remove the earth, 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, as the interests of the historic city of 
Duluth seem to be involved in this legislation, I wish to move to post- 
pone the further consideration of this subject until my absent friend, 
Hon. J. Proctor Knott, of Kentucky, shall return to the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Comstock] to strike out the section. 

The amendment was agreed to; there being—ayes 125, noes 10. 

Mr. CATCHINGS offered the following amendment: 

After line 12, on page 75, insert the following: 

“Allouez Bay, at the westend of Lake Superior; also the Nemadji River for 
a distance of 4 miles above its mouth, with the view of determining the 
method of improving and making them available as a portion of the harbor 
system of the city of Superior.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. MCADOO. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding after section 13 the following, to be know as section 14, 
which shall read as follows: 

“That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to apply the money herein 
and hereafter appropriated for improvements of rivers and harbors, other than 
surveys, estimates, and gaugings, in carrying on the various works by con- 
tract wherever practicable, as may be most economical and advantageous to 
the Government. 

That all work for which appropriation is made shall be as far as practicable 
done by contract; that proposals shall be advertised for, and when received, 
if in the judgment of the engineer oficer in charge or the Chief of Engineers, the 
eager named are unreasonable or exorbitant all pro is may be rejected and 

he work readvertised, and if upon the second bidding the same result ensues 
then the bids shall u be rejected and the work shall be done under such con- 
— as shall be most economical and best for the interest of the Govern- 
ment. 


[Mr. MCADOO withholds his remarks for revision, and they will ap- 
pear hereafter. ] 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, it is already the law 
that the Secretary of War in applying the money appropriated for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors shall let the work by contract wher- 
ever that may be most economical and advantageous to the Govern- 


ment. 

I will read the provision of the law. The Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors two years ago inserted in the last river and harbor bill this 
section: 

SEC. 3. That it shall be the Saly of the Secretary of War to apply the money 
herein and hereafter appropriated for improvements of rivers and harbors, ` 
other than 1 estimates and gaugings, in carrying on the various works, 
by contract or otherwise, as may be most economical and advantageous to the 
Government, Where said works are done by contract such contract shall be 
made after sufficient public advertisement for proposals, in such manner and 
form as retary of War shall prescribe; and such contracts shall be made 
with the lowest responsible bidders, accompanied by such securities as the 
Secre ot War shall require, conditioned for the faithful prosecution and 
completion of the work according to such contract. 

So that the law is now already, in my judgment, just as it ought to 
be; and for the very reason that in some instances it has been known 
to the Engineer Departa of the Government that syndicates and 
combinations have been formed, and an agreement entered into, by 
which the prices of such works are advanced (for dredging and per- 
forming other works in regard to improvements of rivers and harbors) 
so thatin the judgment of the committee it was deemed advisable, 
after mature consideration of the subject, to put it in such shape as we 
have embodied it in this bill. It will not do to say that all of these 
works shall be advertised to the lowest bidders, for the reason suggested. 
The law already requires it to be done; and at least 90 per cent. of all 
the money appropriated for riverand harbor improvements is expended 
under contract by the Engineer Department. 

Mr, McADOO. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman speaks of syndicates 
and combinations of contractors. I take it he means combinations to 
raise prices. But if the gentleman had listened to the amendment I 
proposed, it provides that this work shall be advertised, and if the pro- 
posals received therefor are not satisfactory that it shall be readver- 
tised, and then if no satisfactory price can be obtained that the work 
shall be done under the supervision of the Secretary of War in such 
manner as he may deem advisable, The section of the law the gentle- 
man had read was before me when I drew up the amendment. It pre- 
scribes the mode in which this work shall be done where done by con- 
tract, that it shall be made after sufficient public advertisement for 
proposals, but that it may be done by contract or otherwise, aud my 
amendment provides that it shall be done by contract wherever acon- 
tract is possible to be obtained, provided the prices at which the work 
can be done by contract are satisfactory. 

That is the sole difference. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the eer in charge of the 
works on the upper lakes, especially Lake igan, reports to the 
committee through the proper channels that combinations have been 
formed to such an extent that the bidding was at least 40 cent. 
above the value of the work; and he reports that these combinations 
are standing in the way of carrying on the public works of this country 
from one end to the other. 

Now, the proposition of the gentleman falls exactly in line of these syn- 
dicates and combines, while it was for the very purpose of defeating 
the object of these combinations that this enactment was made. 

Take the operation of the law as my friend would have it, and what 
is the effect? The law would require in that case that we advertise 
for sixty days. Say we get the river and harbor bill by the 
middle of July; it takes two months to get the advertisements out, 
and to get the estimates, and probably more. Suppose, then, that the 

ce was too high and we can not do the work under the advertisement. 

en, according to his plan, we must readvertise, go all over the work 
again; and the result is that it will take until late into the winter, 
when all along the Northern lakes every chance of making any im- 
provement at all during this year will be destroyed before we could 
ever begin. 

I have stated on information before us in authentic form that there 
are certain combinations and syndicates existing to control these prices; 
and, while I know that my friend from New Jersey would be the very 
last man on the floor, possibly, who would make a proposition to ben- 
efit them, yet, if they had the power of making this law themselves, I 
am satisfied they would adopt the very form and words that he uses. 

Mr. McADOO, I am quite satisfied, if my friend from Ohio thinks 
it necessary to do so, to so modify this as to keep out the syndicates, 
My only object is to secure the proper enforcement of the law. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is no necessity for theamendment at all. 
It is fully covered by existing law. No money is expended better than 
that which is appropriated for river and harbor improvements. The 
Engineer Department of the Government knows within the fraction of 
a mill what it is worth to dredge any place; and if the Government 
had unlimited authority it would get the work done for the money 
appropriated. They have been able to doit even against the combi- 
nations which I have described. The bill has worked wellin the past. 
This provision of law has been entirely satisfactory. It has broken 
down the power of the combination, and now let us stand by it. 

The committee took full steps, understanding what was needed, to 
meet these obstacles which stood in the way, and I hope that this com- 
mittee will not paralyze the arm ofthe Government by opening the door 
to these combinations, which, I believe, would be the effect of the 
amendment of my friend from New Jersey, so that they might put up 
the prices and demand that the Government should pay them their own 

ices, no matter what the exigency, or thereby prevent the work from 

done at all. Now, let them take the price that we offer or not 
touch the work. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. MCADOO. I desire to offer a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. i „there are several 
amendments which I ask consent to go back and make to this bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask unanimous consent to return to page 46, 
in line 19, to strike out the word final.“ 

There being no objection, the amendment was considered and adopted. 

Mr. HAYES. I ask unanimous consent to recur to page 67, after 
line 5, for the purpose of offering an amendment in the following words: 

IOWA. 

Mississippi River at and above Clinton, Iowa, with a view of removing the 
bars north of Little Rock Island. 

There beingno objection, theamendment was considered and adopted. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I now ask unanimous consent to 
recur to page 47 to offer an amendment. This is an amendment which 
I omitted in going over the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 47, line 23; amend by striking out the period after the word dol- 
Jars” and inserting a semicolon and by adding the following words: ‘‘ Twenty- 
five thousand dollars of which shall be 8 above Bay City.” 

There being no objection, the amendment was considered and adopted. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. I ask unanimous consent to return to 

67 to offer an amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Was that partof the bill pmitted at the time? 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. I have received a communication in 
relation to this matter since we passed that part of the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to be understood 
as waiving the right to object, but the amendment can be read with 
the right of rejection reserved. 

The Clerk rend as follows: 

On page 67, afterthe word water,” in line 2, add the following: 

“Yellow River, from the railroad bridge, near Covington, tothe Ocmulgee, 
with a view to obtaining a steam-boat lof 5 feet deep at mean low Water.“ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment was to. 


Mr. eee 8 2 * e there nes some 
paragraphs passed whi now be read. paragraph as to 
Passaic River, on 24, was passed in order to permit the gentleman 
from New Jersey i Mr. LEHLBACH] to offer an amendment; but he is 
not now present, and I ask that the paragraph may be read and dis- 


of. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
‘noe Passaic River, below Newark, N. J.: Continuing improvement, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. There is no amendment offered to 
the paragraph. On 42, an item was passed to allow the gentle- 
man from Louisiana[ Mr. ROBERTSON ] to prepare an amendment, which 
was agreed to at the time. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by striking out lines 15, 16, 17, and 18, on page 42, and. inserting the fol- 


lowing: 

8 B e Chitto River, Louisiana, $5,000, to be expended from its 
mouth to where the first bridge obstructing the navigation is located.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. On page 46 there was an amend- 
ment pending and it was passed by at the time. I hope the amendment 
will not be adopted. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 45, line 24, add the following: . 
according to the suxveymadlo ln 1880. Ganon the river and taster eee 
Nn gon nun y k er an r act approved 

Mr. MONTGOMERY.. Mı. Chairman, the amendment which I of- 
fered to this bill the morning it was called up, and which is still pend- 
ing, looks to the continuation of the improvement of Green River above 
the mouth of Big Barren River, one of its tributaries. I think I will 
be sustained by the reports both of the engineers of the State of Ken- 
tucky and those of the United States in asserting that Green River, 
whether considered from the standpoint of its susceptibility to improve- 
ment or the importance of the commerce its improvement would attract 
and facilitate, is one of the two most important rivers located exclu- 
sively within the State of Kentucky. 8 with the absolute 
necessity of its improvement, the State of Kentucky, early in the his- 
tory of the development of the section which it drains, began a system 
of locks and dams, four of which secured first-class navigation for a 
distance of 165 miles to the mouth of Big Barren River. 

The fourth gave similar facilities up Big Barren River to Bowling 
Green, then and now the most important city on the waters of Green 
River or its tributaries. The same dam at the mouth of Big Barren 
River gives navigable water 20 miles up Green River to Floyd's Land- 
ing, where, under the plans of the State of Kentucky and under the 
survey of the United States engineers, thefifth dam on Green River was 
to be built. This reach of 20 miles on the main river, without farther 
improvement by the erection of a dam at Floyd’s Landing and a con- 
tinuation of the improvement, is practically worthless as the traffic on 
the river is at the mouth of Big Barren directed up this stream, which, 
though only a tributary, has been improved above its mouth to Bowl- 
ing Green. 

Now eat the first session of last Congress the State improvements 
on Green and Barren Rivers were, under the river and harbor bill, 
turned over to the Federal Government, and it is plainly and mani- 
festly the duty of Congress, if it proposes to continue the improvement 
of navigable rivers, to promptly extend the system of locks and dams 
of Green River at least 100 miles to Greensburgh to give to the counties 
of Butler, Edmonson, Hart, and Green and the great scope of coun 
tributary to them, the water tion so essential to the develop- 
ment of the great agricultural, timber, and mineral resources shown 
by the engineers’ reports to exist and be inaccessible and worthless 
without the outlet furnished by this river. 

Mr. Chairman, it is impossible under the rule limiting debate to five 
minutes to do justice to the importance of thisimprovement. But I 
would like to call attention to the fact that almost 300 miles of this 
river has been and can be rendered navigable by the expenditure of less 
money in proportion to the length of river improved and the benefits 
conferred than will secure the same results in the case of two-thirds 
of improvements now being successfully prosecuted by the Govern- 
ment. One hundred and sixty-five miles of it has already been given 
slack-water navigation by the locks and dams built by the State and 
recently turned over to and accepted by the General Government. If 
these improvements had been made by the Government instead of re- 
ceived from the State at a merely nominal sum there would be no other 
thought or expectation than to continue the improvements of this river 
as we are by this bill continuing the improvement of similar rivers. 

Mr, Chairman, this is no mere local project confined to one Congres- 
sional district. The portion of this river that has been or can easily 
be made a great channel of commerce runs through four out of the 
eleven Congressional districts in the State, and its commerce, when the 
improvements originally contemplated by the State are completed, will 
Res more people than the improvement of any water way in the 

tate. ‘ 

The surveys and report found in volume 3 of the report of the Chief 
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of Engineers for 1880 fully sustain all I have said, and justify ere 3 clause, and to insert the substitute which I send to the Clerk’s 
es 


committee in making even a greater expenditure than is asked in 
amendment. 

Indeed, Mr. Chairman, nothing has prevented the claims of this river 
from being successfully urged before Congress years ago except the fact 
that the works erected by the State on the lower part of the river were 
controlled by a private corporation under a lease from the State of 
Kentucky. This incumbrance has now been removed and full control 
of the river turned over to the Government, and I appeal to this com- 
mittee, not in the interest of the district which I represent only, for it 
is less interested than others, but in the interest of an immense terri- 
tory, rich in developed and undeveloped wealth, through which for a 
distance of almost 300 miles runs this splendid river, off means of 
cheap and safe transportation excelled by few rivers of similar length 
in this country. 

Indeed, I have a right to make this appeal in the name of the State 
which turned over to this Government over 200 miles of this and Bar- 
ren River, already improved, withoutexacting one cent for over $1,000,- 
000 which she had expended. I feel that I havea right to expect 
that Congress will extend the improvement of the river so as to secure 
additional navigation and furnish a cheap outlet for the commerce of 
the vast territory between Greensburgh and its mouth. With a view 
to this I have offered this amendment appropriating $90,000 for this 
river, hoping that when the matter is called to the attention of the 
committee it will be deemed of sufficient importance to secure a fayor- 
able consideration. 

I know, Mr. Chairman, that every amendment increasing or making 
additional appropriations to the bill as reported by the committee has 
been voted down by overwhelming majorities, and if this amendment 
shares that fate I wish to assure the House I shall follow this bill to 
the Senate and urge for these people before the committee of that body 
the measure of justice which might not, and I hope will not, be denied 
them here, and so long as I am a member of this House shall, in season 
and out of season, urge the claims of this great water way till it re- 
ceives the just consideration which its importance justifies. But these 
people are entitled to this appropriation here and now, and I hope it 
will not be refused. 

The question was put on the adoption of the amendment of Mr. 
1 and the Chairman announced that the noes seemed 
to haveit. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 81. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. If the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
PARRETT] is now present I wish he would withdraw his amendment 
on page 47, which I understood him to say he would do. 

Mr. PARRETT. Believing it to be the manifest ition of the 
committee not to embrace items of expenditure in the bill for which no 
estimates have previously been made and the committee having per- 
mitted a slight amendment of the bill by which proper estimates are to 
be made, and for which they have provided, I withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
turn to page 21, line 5, and move to amend by inserting after the words 
“Merrimac River“ the words at Mitchell’s Falls.“ 

There was no objection, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HERMANN, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to return 
to page 73, line 23, and I move to amend by inserting after the word 
near“ the words ‘‘the city of; so as to make the clause read: near 
the city of Corvallis.” : 

One word, Mr. Chairman, in reference to thisamendment. While 
this Congress in the course of a few minutes will congratulate the coun- 
try, the people of the lakes, the people of the Gulf, the people of the 
great rivers of the Atlantic coast, they will also have occasion to con- 
gratulate the people of the Pacific Northwest, and as an evidence of the 

t work which has been already accomplished by these river and 

r appropriations, I desire to read a dispatch received within the 

last hour with reference to the great improvement now being brought 
to a close upon the second greatest river ot this Republic. 

Maj. T. H. Handbury, United States engineer in charge of the improvements 
at the mouth of the Columbia, had soundings made on the bar a day or two 
since, to see what effect the jetty, so far as completed, had produced. It was 
found that a straight channel had ‘been cut clear across the bar, having a depth 
of 25} feet at low water. This is as much water as has ever been known from 
the river to the ocean, and . that the jetty is producing the 
effect in ended, and that when it is compile there will be sufficient water on 
the bar for all purposes required. 

[ Applause. ] 

And, Mr. Chairman, when another great work, the boat-railway, shall 
be completed, then the great object of the extension of navigation from 
= T Mountains to the sea will have been accomplished. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise and report this bill to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I move that this bill be reported 
back to the House with the recommendation to strike out all after the 


The substitute was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the of this act there shal] be 
created a board to be known as the board for river and harbor improve- 
ments, and which shall be constituted as follows, namely: The of 
War, the Secretary of the Navy,the Chief of Engineers of the Army,and two 
civil engineers from civil life, of the highest ability and repute in their profes- 
sion. Such civil engineers shall be og apap by the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, for a term of seven years at an annual 

of $15,000 each and all necessary traveling expenses. This board shall 
have full control of all gone work on rivers, harbors, and canals, and shall 
determine the amount, from the general appropriation herein made, that shall 
be expended in any one year on improvements ordered made by law. 

Src.2 That the civil engineers mentioned in the . shall give 
their whole time and attention to the duties of their office and shall have equal 
control with that now exercised by the Chief of Engineers of the Army over 
the force engaged in actual field-work. They shall personally, so far as they 
are able, inspect all work going on or being suryeyed and report . 
the Executive and Congress. All * peaks on surveys, made or contemplated, 
shall be made to the full board d — pene herein or a majority of them. As 
far as possible said civil engineers si make personal inspection of all places 
on which preliminary surveys have been ordered, without regard to or interfer- 
ence with such officer as may be des ted to make the same, and shall, if 
they see fit, report their findings or opinions as to the advisability, practicabil- 
ity, plan, and cost of such work. 

Sec. 3. That, in addition to the present report as made by the Chief of Engi- 
neers of the Army, all other reports under this act, and the pencoosings of 
board, and a full and detailed account of the amount expended every year, and 
the reasons for the expenditure on each particular improvement shall be made 
annually to the President and Congress, or oftener if asked for by both or eicher 
House of Congress. No money sbali be expended in any public improvement 
not ordered surveyed and by Congress nor ex ing the amount stated 
by law when any limit is fixed by the same, 

Sec, 4. That the sum of $10,000,000 is hereby appropriated, to be paid out otang 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be immediately avai. 
able, and to be expended as far as p: cable under contract, under the direc- 
tion and control of the board for river and harbor improvements hereinbefore 
designated, for the construction, completion, repair, and preservation of public 
works heretofore ordered, or to be designated, by law to be made or 
carried forward to completion. 


[Mr. McADOO withholds his remarks for revision, See Appendix.] 


Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I desire tosubmit some remarks 
on this bill, but I shall ask consent to print them in the RECORD. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- . 


man from New Jersey [Mr. MCADOO]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Give him three minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I must object, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] that he be permitted to print re- 
marks in the RECORD upon this bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, Lask a similar privilege. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I now call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo] that the Committee of the Whole 
report the bill back to the House with the recommendation to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and insert what has been read. 

The motion was rejected; there being—ayes 16, noes 98. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the motion of the 


gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] that the committee rise 
and report the bill to the House with the amendments and with a fav- 
orable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. BURROWS reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 9486) making 8 for the construction, repair, 


and preservation of certain publie works on rivers and harbors, and for 


other purposes, had directed him to report the bill back with sundry 
amendments and with the recommendation that it be passed asamended. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, demanded the previous question 
upon the engrossment and third reading of the bill, and upon its pas- 


sage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The Clerk was proceeding to read the amendments reported from the 
Committee of the Whole, when 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, said: I would like to ask whether it 
is thedesiretohavealltheamendmentsread? [Criesof‘‘No!’? No!“ 
I move, then, unless some member desires a separate vote on some 
amendment, that the amendments be adopted in gross. 

The SPEAKER. Is there unanimous consent that the reading of 
the amendments be dispensed with? 

There was no objection. : 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union were then agreed to : 

and read a third 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I move that this bill be recommitted to the Com- 


mittee. on Rivers and Harbors with instructions to report it back 


rahe House with the provision as to the Hennepin Canal stricken 
ou 
The SPEAKER (having put the question), The noesseem to have it, 
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Several MEMBERS. Division. 

Mr. DOCKERY. To save time, I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; there being—ayes 37, noes 136; 
more than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. t 

The question was taken; and it was determined in the negative— 
yeas 61, nays 127, not voting 139; as follows: 


YEAS—46l. 
Andrew, Dockery, Martin, Ind. 
Bland, Edaun Martin, Tex. Rowland, 
Blount, Ellis, McCarthy, + Sayers, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Enloe, McClellan, Stewart, Ga. 
Brookshire, Flower, McCreary, Stone, Ky 
Brown, J. B. Forney, McRae, omas, 
Brunner, Fowler, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Bunn, Goodnight, Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
Bynum, Hare, Mutchler, Turner, N. Y, 
Candler, Ga. Hatch, Oates, aux, 
Clancy, Henderson, N. C. O'Neall, Ind. Wade, 
Clements, Herbert, Paynter, Washin 
Cobb, Holman, Peel, Wilson, 
Cooper, Ind. Kerr, Pa, Penington, 
Cowles, Lanham, rry, 
isp, Lester, Ga. Pierce, 
. NAYS—127, 
Alderson, Dibble, La Robertson, 
Allen, Mich. Dolliver, Lewis, Rowell, 
Anderson, Kans. Dunnell, Lind, Shively, 
Atkinson, Pa. Evans, McClammy, mith, 
Atkinson, W. Va. uhar, McCord, yser, 
Baker, Finley, MeCormick, Snider, 
Banks, Flick, McKenna, Spooner, 
Beckwith, lood, Milliken, Springer, 
Belknap, Forman, Moffitt, Stephenson, 
Bergen, A Moore, N. H. Stewart, Tex. 
Bingham, Geissenhainer, Morey, Stockbridge, 
Bowden, est, orrill, Stockdale, 
Brickner, Gibson, Morrow, Struble, 
Brosius, Gifford, Morse, Sweney, 
Browne, Va. Grosvenor, Niedringhaus, ey, 
Burton Hansbro O'Donnell, Taylor, E. B. 
Caldwell, Harmer, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, Ill. 
Cannon, Haugen, e, Townsend, Colo. 
Caswell, sare, Berens ee 
Catchings, es, r rpin, 
Chipman, peda m. Pickler, Vandever, 
Clark, Wis. Henderson, Iowa Post, an 
Clarke, Ala, Hermann, rice, Wallace, Mass, 
Coleman, Hill, Pugsley, Wickham, 
Comstock, Hitt, Quackenbush, Wike, 
Conger, Houk, Quinn, Wiley, 
Connell, a Kennedy, Raines, Wilkinson, 
vert, Kerr, Iowa Randall, Williams, I 
Cutcheon, Kinsey, Ray, Wilson, Wash, 
Darlington, napp, Reed, Iowa Nadia; 
v x A e Yardley. 
De Haven, ng, ie, 
NOT VOTING —139, 
Abbott, Cogswell, Lawler, Scranton, 
Cooper, Ohio Lee, Scull, 
Allen, Miss. Cothran, Lehi Seney, 
nderson, Craig, Lester, Va. Sh 
Beata) | Seip teed e |e eee 
nk ‘ex. r. n 
Barnes, x Culbertson, Pa, Ma Sm tih, W Va. 
Bartine, Cummings, Mansur, Spino 
Barw 1, Mason, Inecker, 
Bayne, McAdoo, Stewart, Vt. 
Belden, De O, McComas, Stivers, 
Biggs. Dingley, McKinley, Stone, Mo 
Blanchard, 88 MeMillin, Stump, 
Bliss, Danphy, Miles, Taylor, J. D. 
Boatner, Elliott. Mills, ylor, n. 
, n, Ewart, Moore, Tex, Thompson, 
Boutelle, Featherston, Mudd, Y, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Fitch, Norton, Tucker, ` 
Brewer, Fithian, Nute, Turner, Kans, 
Brower, Frank, O'Ferrall, Venable, 
Browne, T. M. Funston, O'Neil, Mass. Waddill, 
chanan, N.J. Greenhalge, Outhwaite, Walker, Mass, 
Buchanan, Va. rimes, Owen, Ind. Walker, Mo. 
Buckalew, rout, Owens, Ohio Wallace, N. Y. 
Bullock, $ Parrett, tson, 
ws, Fear’: on, Payson, Wheeler, Ala. 
Butterworth, em 8 
aoa Phelan, Whiting, 
ler, 3 Reilly, Whitthorne, 
Cariton, elley, R n, Willcox, 

2 Ketcham, Rockwell, * W Ohio 
Caruth, 228 Rusk, Wilson, Ky. 
Cheadle, La Follette, Russell, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cheatham, Laidlaw, Sanford, Yoder. 
Clunie, Lane, Sawyer, 


So the motion of Mr. DOCKERY to recommit with instructions was 


ected. 
i LANHAM. My colleagues from Texas, Mr. ABBOTT and Mr. 
CULBERSON, are absent in consequence of sickness. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I would like to vote if I may be permitted to do 
so. I was here during the first roll-call and a part of the second. 

The SPEAKER. Chair has no authority to entertain the gen- 
tleman’s est. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. If permitted to vote, I would vote ay.“ 

The following-named members were announced as until fur- 
ther notice: 

Mr. Grout with Mr. BANKHEAD, 


Mr. CoGsSWELL with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. 
Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. OATES. 
Mr. WATSON with Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 
Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. OWENs, of Ohio. 
. PETERS with Mr. Hooker. 
. DALZELL with Mr. REILLY. 
. GREENHALGE with Mr. WALKER, of Missouri. 
Mr. Scuny with Mr. LAWLER. 
. SCRANTON with Mr. NORTON. 
. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. MoMrLLIx. 
HALL with Mr. SKINNER. 
. BREWER with Mr. MAGNER. 
Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. GRIMES. 
Mr. LEHLBACH with Mr. Stump. 
Mr. BowDEN with Mr. Lester, of Virginia, except on the river and 
harbor bill. : 
Mr. WADDILL with Mr. BucHANAN, of Virginia, except on the river 
and harbor bill. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, with Mr. TUCKER, except on public build- 
ings and Chickamauga bill. 
For this day: 
Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr. DARGAN. 
Mr. LopGE with Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. 
Mr. DE LANO with Mr. ABBOTT. ‘ 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR with Mr. BARNES. 
Mr. MILES with Mr. VENABLE. 
Mr, FRANK with Mr. SPINOLA. 
. SMITH, of West Virginia, with Mr. BucKALEW. 
. BAYNE with Mr. SkNEx. 
. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. CuULBERSON, of Texas. 
. Hopkins with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 
. CONGER with Mr. RICHARDSON, except on the river and harbor 


. CRAIG with Mr. MAIsH, on this vote. 

. DORSEY with Mr. MANSUR, on this bill. 

. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. Cumminas for the 28th and 
29th instant, except on river and harbor bill. 

Mr. WHEELER, of ray, with Mr. Brower, on the river and 
harbor bill; if present, Mr. WHEELER would vote for and Mr. BROWER 
would vote against it, 

Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. McApoo on this question. If Mr. BLAN- 
CHARD were present, he would vote no“ and Mr. McApoo would 
vote ay.“ ts 
Mr. n with Mr. HEARD, until Monday, June 10, on all ques- 
tions except river and harbor bill and bills reported from the Military 
Committee. 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. CRAIN for three days. 

Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. CARLTON for ten days. 

Mr. CARTER with Mr. BOATNER until June 20. 

f Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. FirHtan until 10th of 
une, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, until 
Monday next, except on river and harbor bill. 

Mr. BooTHMAN with Mr. YODER until Monday next. - 
5 — dk FOLLETTE with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, until 

une 3. 

Mr. RuUssELL with Mr. O’FERRALL until Monday next. 

Mr. Owen, of Indiana, with Mr. Lrg until Tuesday next, 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER, The question recurs on the of the bill. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I ask for the question. 

The SPEAKER. Some gentleman has demanded the yeas and nays, 

a COOPER, of Indiana, and Mr. MCCOMAS demanded the yeas 
and nays. j 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MUTCH- 
TARA O wires ames the yeas and nays. 

e yeas and nays were refused, there being but 24 members voting 
for and 172 in opposition to the demand. 

The question being taken, the bill was passed. y 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, one 
of his secretaries, who also announced that the President had approved 
and signed acts and a joint resolution of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 42030 granting a pension to Edwin S. Furman; 

An act (H. R. 4863 ting a pension to John Carter; and 


Joiut resolution (H. Res. 167) authorizing and dirgeting the payment 
of the salaries of the officers and the employés of Congress for tha 
month of May. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate requested the House to return to the Senate 
the bill (S. 1565) granting a pension to Ann Ruffner, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the joint resolution (H. Res. 134) to provide for the print- 
ing of eulogies delivered in Congress upon the late Richard W. Town- 
shend. 2 

The message further announced that the Senate agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4970) to 
simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenues. 


BUSINESS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS, 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged report, 
which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the resolution of March 13, 
1890, in relation to fixing a time for the consideration of public building bills, 
beg leave to as that they have considered the same and that they report the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That immediately after the reading of the Journal on Thursday next 
the House proceed to consider such bilis as may be indicated by the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, such consideration to be first had in Commit- 
goat the Whole House on the state of the Union, and to continue during the 

Mr. CANNON. Upon that I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. - 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I believe we are entitled to 
twenty minutes for debate? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule twenty minutes for debate in favor 
of and twenty minutes against the proposition are allowed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not desire to occupy the 
time of the House, but we could not hear the resolution, except that it 
set apart a day for the consideration of public buildings; but the con- 
ditions were not heard in this part of the Hall. I simply take advan- 
tage of the time allowed for debate to ask the gentleman who makes 
the report either to allow the reading of the resolution again or for 
some information in regard to it. 

Mr. CANNON. I will state, if the gentleman will allow me 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. The resolution provides that to-morrow, after the 
reading of the Journal, the remainder of the day shall be set apart for 
the consideration of reports from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, in mmittee of the Whole House. That is all. 

Mr. O'NEILL, ot Pennsylvania. Would that prevent the introduc- 
tion of a resolution that when we adjourn to-morrow we adjourn to meet 
on Monday next? 

Mr. CANNON. Let this be first acted upon. Then the resolution 
will be in order. 

The SPEAKER, There will be no difficulty. That can be offered 
hereafter if the gentleman desires to submit the resolution. ` 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There is one thing that we 
did not catch in the resolution, and that is the order in which these 
bills are to be brought up. 

Mr. CANNON. Thatis to be in charge of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, ‘They will control the order for themselves. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not desire to occupy 
further the time of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Task a vote on the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER DECORATION DAY, 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to have 
this resolution read from the desk for informafion and present action. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolred, That when the House adjourns on Thursday, May 29, it stand ad- 
journed to meet on Monday next, June 2. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I ask a vote on that proposition. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
tha resolution? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, the only object is 
that we adjourn over for Decoration Day; and as many gentlemen de- 
sire to be absent from the city, this proposes that we hold no session 
on Saturday, but meet on Monday next. I hope it will be adopted. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 


BUSINESS FROM COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent that Monday and Tuesday 
evenings next be set apart for the consideration of bills reported from 
the Committee on Commerce, to which there may be no objection, in 
accordance with the resolution submitted by me on yesterday and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. ENLOE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York? ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee moves that the 
House do now adjourn. 5 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, Pending the announcement of the vote, the Chair 
desires to submit certain formal matters and personal requests. 


RETURN OF BILL TO THE SENATE, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution: 
Is THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, May 28, 1890, 
Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- 
tives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 1565) granting a pension to Ann Ruffner. 
The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the request of the 
Senate will be complied with. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BOATNER, until June 20, on account of important business. 

To Mr. VENABLE, for three days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. ELLIOTT, for two days, on account of important business. 

“To Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, indefinitely, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. SAWYER, for ten days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. LESTER, of Virginia, until Monday next, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. CoLEMAN, until Monday next. 


NEGOTIATIONS WITH CHEROKEE AND OTHER INDIANS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 26th instant from the 88 
the Interior, and accompanying item of appropriation, to enable the t 
to continue negotiations authorized by sections 14 and 15 of the Indian appro- 

riation act, approved March 2, 1889, with the Cherokee Indians and all other 

ndians owning or claiming lands west of the ninety-sixth degree of longitude 
in the Indian Territory, for the cession to the United States of all their title, 
claim, or interest of every kind or character in and to said lands, ete. 

The matter is presen for the favorable action of Congress, 


BENJ. HARRISON, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 28, 1890. 


INTERNATIONAL AMERICAN BANK. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of State, inclosing a report 
adopted by the International American Conference, recently in session at this 
Capital, recommending the establishment of an international American bank, 
with its principal offices in the city of New York and branches in the commer- 
cial centers of the several other American Republics. 

The advantages of such an institution to the merchants of the United States 
engaged in trade with Central and South America, and the purposes intended 
to be accomplished, are fully set forth in the letter of the Secretary of State and 
the accompanying report. It is not proposed to involve the United States in 
any financial responsibility, but only to give to the proposed bank a corporate 
franchise, and to promote public confidence pe Het deg that its condition and 
transactions shall be submitted to a scrutiny ilar to which is now exer- 
cised over our domestic banking system. 

The subject is submitted for the consideration of Congress in the belief that 
it will be found possible to promote the end desired by legislation so guarded 


as to avoid all just criticism. 
BENJ. HARRISON, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 27, 1890. 


The motion of Mr. ENLOE was then agreed to; and tat 5 o’clock and 
30 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


ORDNANCE AND ORDNANCE STORES FOR STATE OF MAINE, 

Letter from the Secretary of War, calling attention to public act No. 
116, approved May 14, 1890, relating to ordnance and ordnance stores 
for the State of Maine, that no appropriation has been made to carry 
the act into effect—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

MILEAGE TO ARMY OFFICERS, 

Also, a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting letter of Maj. 
Gen. O. O. Howard, remonstrating against the omission from deficiency 
bill an item for mileage for officers for journeys in last fiscal year—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, - 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was presented 
and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COLEMAN: Concurrent resolution of the General Assembly 
of the State of Louisiana approved May 16, 1890, affirming and assert- 
ing their entire confidence in the levee system and condemning the 
outlet theory as impracticable and as destructive of the interests of the 
people—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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RESOLUTIONS. . 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. MORRILL: 

Resolved, That Thursday evening, May 29, be substituted for Friday evening, 
May 30, for the consideration of private pension bills, bills for the removal of 
political disabilit and bills ee charge of desertion, under the same 
conditions and restrictions as provided in Rule XXXI; 


to the Committee on Rules, 
By Mr. DIBBLE: 


Resolved, That the following private bills, heretofore referred to the Commit- 
tec on War Claims, to wit, II. R. 6505, a bill for the relief of Thomas G, White 
and other persons therein named, and II. R. 6504, a bill for the relief of Clifford 
Oakman and other persons therein named, be referred to the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the fourteenth section of the act entitled “An act to 
provide for bringing suits against the Goyernment of the United States,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1887, to ascertain the facts in each case, as provided in said sec- 
tion, including any facts posting upon the question whether there has been 

y or laches in presenting said claims, and any facts bearing upon the ques- 
tion whether the bar of any statute of limitations should be removed, or which 
shall be claimed to excuse the claimants for not having reso: to any estab- 
lished legal remedy, and report its findings in each case; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, 2 

Resolved, That the following private bills, heretofore referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, to wit: No. 1512, for the relief of Thomas Black; No. 1513, 
for the relief of J. R. Mordecai; No. 1517, for the relief of Robert Chisolm ; No. 
1519, for the relief of John R. Read; No. 1525, for the relief of George W. Williams; 
No. 1526, for the relief of Wiley T. Burger; No. 1527, for the relief of Geo W. 
Williams & Co.; No. 1528, for the relief of irp rte E. ia UA No. 1529, for re- 
lief of B. E. Tripp; Nö. 1530, for the relief of E. and J.J. p; No. 1531, for the 
relief of W.O. P. Tripp, administrator; No. 1532, for the relief of W. O. P. Tripp, 
and No. 1533, for the relief of John R. Read, be referred to the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the fourteenth section of the act entitled “An act to 
provide for bringing suits against the Government of the United States,“ ap- 

roved March 3, to ascertain the facts in each case, as provided in said sec- 
Bon. including any facts oni upon the question whether there has been 
delay or laches in presenting said claims, andany bearing upon the ques- 
tion whether the bar of any statute of limitations should be removed, or which 
shall be claimed to excuse the claimants for not having resorted to any estab- 
lished legal remedy, and report its findings in each case; 


to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also: 


Resolved, That the following private bills, heretofore referred to the War 
Claims Committee, to wit: No, 1534, for the relief of Mary A. Capers; No. 
1535, for the relief of Edward Capers; No, 1539, for the relief of Francis C, 
Capers; No. 1537, for the relief of H. II. Von n; No. 1688, for the relief 
of W. À. Chisolm; No. 1539, for the relief of J. A. Hamilton and W. H. Perry- 
clear; No, 1540, for the relief of S. E. Scanlan; No. 1541, for the relief of Ann 
Pritchard; No. 1542, for the relief of Franklin Talbird; No. 1543, for therelief of 
F. Talbird, executor; No. 1544, for the relief of Thomas R. Chaplin; No, , for 
the relief of Heph J. Pope; No. 1546, for the relief of F. Slawson; and No. 1558, 
for tho relief of Edward W. Marshall and others, be referred tothe of Claims 
under the provisions of the fourteenth section of the act entitled An act to pro- 


vide for bringing suits nst the Governmentof the United States,” roved 
March 3, 1887, to ascertain the facts in each case, as vided in said section, in- 
eludi 


any facts bearing upon the quesiton whether there has been delay or 
laches in preseating sai — and any facts bearing upon the — A 
whether bar of any statute of limitations should be removed, or w shall 
be claimed to excuse the claimants for not having resorted to any established 
legal remedy, and report its findings in each case; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also: 

Resolved, That the following private bills, heretofore referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, to wit: No. 1547, forthe relief of Moses Goldsmith ; No, 1548, 
for the relief of Thomas Black; No. 1549, for the relief of Henry C. Stell; No. 
IBH, for the relief of William Morrison; No. 1553, for the relief of Stephen Ri- 
ley ; No. 1556, for the relief of Robert Oswald; No, 1557, for the relief of erick 
Williams; No. 1552, tor the relief of Robert De T. Ellis; No. for the relief of 
the heirs of L. Reeve Sams, deceased ; No. 1881, for the relief of Julius J. Sams; 
and No. 1550, for the relief of Eugenia F. Sams, be referred to the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the fourteenth section of the act entitled “An act to 
provide for bringing suits against the Government of the United States,” up- 
proved March 3, 1887, to ascertain the facts in each case, as provided in said sec- 
tion, including any facts bearing upon the question whether there has been 
delay or laches in presenting said claims, and any facts bearing upon the ques- 
tion whether the bar of any statute of limitations should be removed, or which 
shall be claimed to excuse the claimants for not having resorted to any estab- 
lished legal remedy, and report its findings in each case; 


to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. ROBERTSON: : 


Resolved, That the aha rivate bills, heretofore referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Cinims, to wit: A bill for the relief of David Roos and other persons 
therein named; a bill for the relief of Charles O. Pickett and other persons 
therein named; a bill for the relief of Alexis and Letitia Lague and er per- 
sons therein named; anda bill for the relief of Susan W. Pannell, administratrix 
of Henry Gibbon, and other persons therein named, be refe to the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the fourteenth section of the act entitled An act 
to provide for bridying suits against the Government of the United States.“ ap- 
vod March 3, 1887, to ascertain the facts in each case, as provided in said sec- 
ion, including any facts bearing upon the question whether there has been de- 
Jay or laches in presenting said cla and any facts bearing upon the question 
whether the bar of any statute of limitations should be removed, or which shall 
be claimed to excuse the claimants for not having resorted to any established 
legal remedy, and report its findings in each case; 


to the Committee on War Claims. 
Al 


so, 
Resolved, That the following 
mittee on 


rivate bills, heretofore referred to the Com- 
‘ar Claims, to wit: R. 6553, 


and other persons therein named; H. R. 6556, for the relief of Francis E. Fera; 
and other persons therein named; H. R. 6557, for the relief of Thom 5 
rsons therein named; and H. R. 6549, for the relief of Joseph 
named, be referred to the Court of Claims 
section of the act entitled Au act to 


Bird and other 
Bernard and persons therein 
under the provisions of the 


on w. 
shall be claimed to excuse the claimants for not having resorted to 
lished legal remedy, and report its findings in each 


to the Committee on War Claims. 


K 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 10040) to pay John Foster, of Eliza- 
beth, W. Va., for ferrying United States soldiers during the late war, 
socom panied by report (No. 2193)—to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse. 

Mr. THOMAS also, from the same committee, submitted a report 
(No. 2194) on the petition of Mrs. Mattie S. Holland, accompanied by 
the following resolution, namely: 


States, and that he report all the facts and evidence for the co: 
gress; 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably with amendments the bill of the House (H. R. 3505) direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to correct his records in case of Lieut. Joseph 
T. W. Barnett, accompanied by report (No. 2195)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Labor, reported favorably the 
bill of the House (II. R. 10512) providing for the adjustment of ac- 
counts of laborers, workmen, and 8 arising under the eight- 
hour law, accompanied by report (No. 2196) —to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PERKINS, from Committee on Indian Affairs, reported fa- 
vorably with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 9952) to enable the 
Secretary of the Interior to carry out an act entitled “An act for the 
relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minne- 
sota,” accompanied by report (No. 2197) to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. e 

Mr. GEST, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favorably 
the following bills of the House; which were severally referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House: 
ea R. 8043) for the relief of Emeline E, Musgrave. (Report 

0. ) 
ge 11 (H. R. 3201) ſor the relief of Frank S. Sowers. (Report No. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 
reported the following joint resolution and bill of the Senate; which 
were severally referred as follows, namely: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 15) for the erection and location of a bronze 
statue of Christopher Columbus and the removal of the naval monu- 
ment to a new site to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. (Report No. 2200.) 

A bill (S. 3359) to compensate the heirs of Joseph Henry, late Sec- 
retary of the Smithsonian Institution—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. (Report No. 2201.) 

Mr. POST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported favorably with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 3282) to 
provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Rock Island, in the State of Illinois, accompanied by report 
ie. 2202)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. : 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, rted favorably with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 6219) for the relief of the 
owners of the schooner Walter B. Chester, accompanied by report (No. 
2203)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported favorably the following bills of the House, which were sever- 
ally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: : 

Pe Oe (H. R. 2892) for the relief of John G. W. Brooks. (Report No. 


Tenessee Cavalry, United States Ca . (Re No. 2210.) 
ie (H. R. 8556) for the relief of Louisa Kearney. (Report No. 


Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 5063) tor the relief of Charles W. Lam- 
ber, accompanied by report (No. 2207)—to the Committee of the Whole 

Dunes 


— 
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Mr. CAREY also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
fayorably the following bills with amendment; which were severally 
referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse: 

A bill (H. R. 3229) for the relief of Samuel Burrell. (Report No. 
2208.) 

A bill (H. R. 5699) for the relief of Nicholas Dunfee. (Report No. 
2209. 


. 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, reported favorably the following bills of the Senate; which were 
severally referred to the House Calendar: ` 

A bill (8. 3599) to provide an American register for the steamer Sac- 
robosco. (Report No. 2212.) f 

A bill (S. 3571) to provide an American register for the barge Ottawa, 
of Philadelphia, Pa. (Report No. 2213.) 

Mr. POST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 7706) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to purchase land adjoining the new post-office 
in Watertown, N. Y., accompanied by report (No. 2214)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A bill (H. R. 10589) to provide for the survey, 
location, and reservation of reservoir sites, the storage and reservation 
of water for irrigation in the arid region of the United States, for the 
disposition of the same, the preservation of timber, and for other pur- 

Sto the Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the 
nited States. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 10590) to carry into effect the recom- 
mendations of the International American Conference by the incorpora- 
tion of the International American Bank—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 


By Mr. COVERT: A bill (H. R. 10591) for the establishment of a buoy 
light at or in the vicinity of Shagwong Reef, Long Island, New York— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 10592) to prevent fluctuations of 
the currency by substituting Treasury notes in lieu of bank notes re- 
tired—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were ted and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 10593) for the re- 
lief of L. B. F. Champion— to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ANDREW: A bill (H. R. 10594) granting a pension to Annie 
Pierce, widow of Samuel W. Pierce to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10595) granting 
an increase of pension to Mrs. Lou Gobright McFalls—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 10596) to correct the record of Elindsley 
W. Murray—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 8 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 10597) for the relief of the estate 
of Nathan Trotter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10598) for the relief of the estate of T. M. Tucker 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FEATHERSTON: A bill (H. R. 10599) for the relief of the 
renege of James W. Barnett, deceased—to the Committee on Mili- 

airs. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 10600) for the relief of John S. Span- 
gles—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 10601) to amend an act incor- 
porating the Washington and Sandy Springs Narrow-Gauge Railroad 
8 approved March 2, 1889 to the Committee on the District of 

um 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 1060) granting a pension to Charles 
T. Sloat—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 10603) to pension Walker H. Fomby 
for service in the Indian war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire (by request): A bill (H. R. 10604) 
for the relief of George G. Peck—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 10605) granting increase of 

sion to Amos D. Avery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10606) granting increase of pension to John Smoke— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 10607) authorizing the President to 
appoint Wilson B. Strong to the position of second lieutenant in the 
United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10608) for the relief of 
Anthony Koons—to the Committee on War Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10609) a pension to L Quisenberry— 
to the Committee on Invalid 8 55 : 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10610) for the relief of David Carroll—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 10611) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Ellis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10612) granting a pension to David J. Bailey—to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 10613) to place the name of Hettie 
McConnell on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: Petition of G. E. Curd and 25 
others, of Washington County, Kansas, asking passage of House bill 
7162—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of Peter Eckert and 32 others, of same place, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. T. Summers and 28 others, of same place, for 
same purpose—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of 48 citizens of Dickinson County, Kansas, asking 
passage of Senate bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. > 

Also, petition of E. E. Wilkin and 20 others, citizens of Marshall 
County, Kansas, asking passage of same measure—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of 38 citizens of Washington County, Kansas, 

of same measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Josiah Hocker and 25 others, citizens of Ottawa 
County, Kansas, asking passage of Senate bill 2716—to the Committee 
on Riversand Harbors. 

Also, petition of 33 citizens of Blue Rapids, Marshall County, Kan- 
sas, for same measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of 13 voters of Dickinson County, Kansas, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Solomon Post, Solomon City, Kans., asking Con- 
gress to pass an act donating the remainder of the old Fort Dodge res- 
ervation to the State of Kansas for Kansas soldiers’ home—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Clifton Camp, Clifton, Kans., asking passage of 
same measure—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, petition of citizens of Wamego, Kans., asking Congress to 
amend the interstate-commerce act to prohibit the sale or importation 
of intoxicating liquors into States whose laws are contrary thereto—to 
the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, petition of 500 citizens of Manhattan, Kans., asking Congress 
to pass such legislation as will secure prohibitory liquor laws from being 
rendered ineffective by the decision of the United States Supreme Court— 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, resolutions of the Clay County Sunday-school convention, ask- 
ing Congress to pass such legislation as will prevent the sale of and 
shipping liquor into the State of Kansas—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of 34 citizens of Washington County, Kansas, asking 
Congress to pass House bill 7162 and Senate bill 2806—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 17 citizens of Lawrence, Kans., asking Congress to 
amend the interstate-commerce act, prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in any State contrary to the laws thereof—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Also, petition of James Johnson, Salina, Kans., against increase of 
tariff on granite—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Commercial Club of Kansas City, Mo,, asking 
that interstate-commerce laws be amended—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of Mapleton Monthly Meeting of Friends, protesting 
against the recommendation of the Senate Naval Committee for the ex- 
penditure of a large amount on the Navy—to the Committee on Naval 


By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania: Memorials from sixteen Farm- 
ers’ Alliances in Pennsylvania, for free coinage of silver to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

Also, nine memorials from Granges in Pennsylvania, for higher duties 
on farm products—to the Committee on Ways and Means, $ 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Petition of Moline Grange, for pure lard 
against option dealing—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BIGGS: Resolution addressed to Pacific Railroad Commit- 
tee—to tbe Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition and papers to accompany House 
bill 4710,to grant a pension to Sarah A. Gentry—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Resolution of W. S. Byerly Post, No. 511, Grand 
Army of the Republic, in relation to pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, memorial from Grange No. 3, Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, 
in favor of the tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, petition of 80 citizens of same county and State, in favor of 
same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of George H. Hess Post, No. 571, Grand Army of the 
Republic, relating to pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 225 citizens of Pennsylvania, against appropriating 
too much money to create a Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BUNN: Petition of M. E. Felt and 30 others, citizens of 
Nash County, North Carolina, favoring Galveston Harbor bill—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of S. W. Marshall and 22 others, of Franklin County, 
North Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of A. Theo. Cotton and 22 others, of Wake County, 
oe Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. CAINE: Resolution of the Utah Valley Chamber of Com- 
merce, comprising the cities of American Fork, Alpine, Lehi, and Pleas- 
ant Grove, Utah, adopted at American Fork, Utah, May 15, 1890, in 
favor of the free and unlimited coinage of silver, remonetizing thesame 
and making it a full legal tender equal with gold; also in favor of the 
imposition of a duty on Mexican lead and silver ores—to the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 4 

Also, memorial of the Utah Valley Chamber of Commerce, compris- 
ing the cities of American Fork, Lehi, Pleasant Grove, and Alpine, 
Utah, adopted at American Fork May 16, 1890, asking that section 
36 of township 4 south, range 1 east, be improved by the Govern- 
ment as a reservoir for the storage of water for irrigating purposes—to 
the Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the United States. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Protest of certain Detroit papers, against pas- 
sage of House bill 9197, relating to second-class postal matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of T. P. Everett and 34 others, of Floyd 
County, Georgia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. C. Stagg and 21 others, of Gordon County, Georgia, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 8. E. Gregory and 34 others, of Murray County, 
Georgia, in favor of appropriation of $6,200,000 for Galveston Harbor— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of J. E. Clark and 19 others, of Paulding County, 
Georgia, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. CONGER: Memorial of mass meeting of citizens of Winter- 
set, Iowa, in favor of Wilson bill, relating to the transportation of in- 
toxicating liquors—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Memorial of Post No. 192, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Reynoldsville, Jefferson County, Pennsylvania, in favor of de- 
pendent and service pension bills—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of voters of Franklin County, Kansas, 
praying for passage of a bill fora deep-water harbor at Galveston, 
Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of State Sunday Schoolof Kansas, asking for alaw 
empowering States to control the sale of alcoholic liquors imported into 
the State—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. GEST: Protest of 176 citizens of Moline, III., against the 
passage of laws materially changing existing laws relative to immi- 
gration and naturalization—to the Select Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina: Petition of Richmond G. 
Sheak, of Davie County, North Carolina, praying that his war claim 
be referred to the Court of Claims under provisions of the Bowman act— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of C. Canup and 10 others, citizens of Rowan County, 
North Carolina, in favor of appropriation of $6,200,000 to improve the 
harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of 23 citizens of Wabaunsee County, Kan- 


By Mr. MAISH: Petition of Col. H. J. Finn Post, No. 415, Mechan- 
iesburgh, Cumberland County, Pennsylvania, praying for the 
of the dependent pension bill proposed by the committee of the Grand 
Army, aud of a per diem and service-pension bill and opposing the 
Morrill bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Gtange No. 262, of Cumberland County, Pennsyl- 
vania, in favor of free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of citizens of York County, Pennsylvania; praying for 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting 
the union of church and state in States, counties, and municipalities— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Grand Army post at Delta, York County, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the passage of the dependent pension pill N 
by the Grand Army, and of a per diem and service-pension bill and op- 
posing the Morrill bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Washington Camp, No. 414, of the Patriotic Or- 
der Sons of America, of Adams County, Pennsylvania, praying for the 
prompt ge of the service-pension bill which recently received the 
approval of the House—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLS: Petition of M. T. Neil and 47 others, of Milan County, 
Texas, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire: Petition of George Carpenter 
and 15 others, citizens of Cheshire County, New Hampshire, in favor 
of pure lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of C. A. Preston and 20 others, citizens of Hillsbor- 
ough County, New Hampshire, in favor of pure lard—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 5 

By Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Memorial of the Philadelphia 
Board of Trade, favoring the House bill of Hon. HEX RT CABOT LODGE 
on 7555 bei and parcel post—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roa 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, favoring selling 
by railroads the universal commercial ticket to commercial travelers— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelpia Board of Trade, asking Congress 
to make effective the recommendation of the United States delegates 
to International Marine Conference—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. $ 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of A. B. D. Smead, favoring House bill 
8282—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Local Assembly 7524, Knights of Labor, favoring 
the postal-telegraph bill to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


By Mr. PEEL: Petition of voters of Fulton County, Arkansas, in favor 
of deep harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

Also, petition of voters of Liberty Lodge 2118, Benton County, Arkan- 
sas, in favor of same measure to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of Richard Wilson and 49 others, citi- 
zens of Crawford County, Kansas, asking for the pemes of the Vance 
subtreasury bill, the free and unlimited coinage of silver, and the deep- 
water harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of A. Z. Brown and 30 others, from Wilson County, 
Kansas, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Kansas State Sunday-School Association, ask- 
ing for legislation giving to States the right to regulate the nay Sehr 
of intoxicating beverages—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of W. E. Reed and 21 others, citizens of Elk County, 
Kansas, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Carl Ben and 21 others, of Elk County, Kansas, 
asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 


sas, asking Congress to appropriate $6,200,000 for the improvement of | Means 


Galveston Harbor, on the Gulf coast of Texas, thereby securing nearer 
and cheaper outlet to that vast agricultural country of which Kansas 
is a part, and saving to that region many millions of dollars in freight 
charges—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LANE: Petition of Benson Wood and others, of Elliottstown, 
Effingham County, Illinois, requesting passage of House bill 5353—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition W. T. Hackney and 112 others; of Cor- 
yell County, Texas, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. b 

Also, petition of D. M. MeAfee and 53 others, of same place, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LEE: Petition of 16 citizens of Fauquier County, Virginia, 
pee the Galveston Harbor bill—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. = 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Petition of Robert D. Carr and 27 others, of 
Duplin County, North Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162 - to 

the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. PETERS: Petition of C. H. Moots and 13 others, of Harvey 
County, Kansas, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of J. C. Miller and 27 others, from Stafford County, 
Kansas, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

Also, petition of J. R. Townsley and 20 others, from Stafford County, 
Kansas, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

Also, petition of citizens of Edwards County, Kansas, in favor of 
deep Gulf harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Sedgwick County, Kansas, in favor of 
deep Gulf harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, tion of citizens of Stafford County, Kansas, in favor of deep 
Gulf harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of C. C. Williams and 18 others, of Harvey 5 
Kansas, asking passage of House bill 7162 - to the Committee on 5 


ing and Currency. 
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Also, petition of E. J. Heterick and 27 others, of Stafford County, 
Kansas, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. é 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition for the perpetuation of the national- 
banking system—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Petition of A. C. Rozier and 16 others, citizens 
of Robeson County, North Carolina, asking for appropriation to es- 
tablish a deep harbor on the Gulf coast of the United States—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of Plume & Winton, favoring 
pure-lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: Petition of citizens of Washington, D. C., 
against sections 24 and 25 of House bill 8278—to the Committee on 
Commerce. ` 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition for the relief of Robert B. 
Gregory—to tħe Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of James H. Bugg and 50 others, of Hickman County, 
Kentucky, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. W. Ryan and 48 others, of Trigg County, Ken- 
tucky, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: Petition of A. B. Crittenden and 29 
others, ex-soldiers of Ashtabula County, Ohio, praying for a service 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of 43 voters in Alliance 604, Virginia 
(Fluvanna County), in favor of Galveston Harbor bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Farmeis’ Alliance of Fluvanna County, Virginia, in 
favor of deep harbor at Galveston, Tex,—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio: Petition of Asa Little and others, citi- 
zens of Yellow Springs, Ohio, for passage of bill to pension Hettie Me- 
Connell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of W. W. Miller and others, citizens of Kansas, pray- 
ing for passage of special act for relief of Mrs. Hettie McConnell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of Allen Reiber and others, citizens of Pleasant Hill, 
Ohio, for passage of special pension act for the widow of General H. 
K. MeConnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Silas Laird and others, citizens of Eaton, Ohio, to 
increase salaries of postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: Petition of R. H. Jones and 93 others, 
of Buchanan County, Missouri, in favor of House bill 838—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Washington: Petition for the perpetuation of 
the national-banking system—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, May 29, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


INDIAN LANDS IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senale and House of Representatives : 

Itransmit herewith a communication of 26th instant from the Secretary of 
the Interior and accompanying item of appropriation to enable the President 
to continue the negotiations authorized by sections 14 and 15 of the Indian ap- 
propriation act, approved March 2, 1889, with the Cherokee Indians, and with 
all other Indians owning or claiming lands west of the ninety-sixth d of 
longitude in the Indian Territory, for the cession to the United States of all their 
title, claim, or interest of every kind or character in and to said lands, ete. 

The matter is presented for the favorable action of Congress. 


BENJ. HARRISON, 
Exkcurtvn Mansion, May 28, 1890. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting supplemental es- 
timates from the Secretary of the Interior for ‘‘Salaries, Indian Office,” 
for the ensuing fiscal year; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting additional information in regard to al- 
leged evasions of the Chinese exclusion act; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Immigration, and 
ordered to b2 printed. ; 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a recommendation from the First Comp- 
troller of the Treasury for the employment of additional clerks in his 
office; which, with the ene bmw papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the Senate, 
certain information in regard to the alleged non-fulfillment of the 
treaty with the Chippewa Indians; which, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 


be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 

of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of May 16, 1890, a re- 
port from the Chief of Engineers relative to work at North Point and 
on Anastasia Island, in the harbor of St. Augustine, Fla.; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received yesterday from the House of Representa- 
tives, were read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 4153) for the relief of William Thompson; and 

A bill (H. R. 6454) to establish a national military park at the bat- 
tle-field of Chickamauga. 

The bill (H. R. 7217) to amend ‘‘An act for the erection of an ap- 
praisers’ warehouse in the city of New York and for other pur, * 
was rend twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Buildings and Grounds. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented resolutions of the General Assem- 
bly of the Presbyterian Church in the United States of America, in ses- 
sion at Saratoga Springs, N. Y.; resolutions of a mass meeting of citi- 
zens of Maxwell, Story County, Iowa; a petition of 193 citizens of 
Hampton, Franklin County, Iowa; a petition of 46 citizens of Geneva, 
Franklin County, Iowa, and a petition of 42 citizens of Sheffield, Frank- 
lin County, Iowa, praying for the passage of an act prohibiting the im- 
portation of intoxicating liquors into a State in contravention of the 
laws thereof; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COLQUITT presented the memorial of G. W. Conger and 24 
other citizens of Georgia, remonstrating against the passage of what is 
known as the Conger lard bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of George Carpenter and 15 other 
citizens of Swanzy, N. H., and the petition of C. A. Preston and 20 
other citizens of New Ipswich, N. H., praying for the passage of House 
bill 283, known as the Conger lard bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of 6 citizens of De View, Ark., praying 
for the passage of the education bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial of merchants of Winona, Minn., 
remonstrating against an increase of duties on woolens, silks, and lin- 
ens; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions of the St. Paul (Minn.) Chamber of 
Commerce, favoring the repeal or amendment of section 4 of the inter- 
state-commerce law, and remonstrating against a certain proposed 
amendment of section 5 of that act; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of National Club No. 1, of Tacoma, 
Wash., praying that Congress direct the Commissioner of Labor to 
collect statistics of industrial and technical education as taught in 
public and private schools and other institutions of learning of the 
country, and such general information as may be obtained in foreign 
countries; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a petition of the Minnesota Command- 
ery of the Loyal Legion of the United States, praying that the publi- 
cation of the Official Records of the Rebellion be proceeded with as 
rapidly as is consistent with accuracy and completeness; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I present a memorial of jobbers and retailers of 
domestic and foreign dry goods, respectfully protesting against the 
great increase of duties proposed by the McKinley tariff bill on dress 
goods manufactured wholly or in part of wool, on the ground that the 
present rate, averaging over 70 percent., ishigh enough to give Ameri- 
can manufacturers sufficient protection, and that the sentiment of the 
country will notapprove of the great advance proposed by that bill. 

The memorial is signed by the jobbers and retailers of these goods 
in the city of St. Joseph, in the State of Missouri. I move that the 
memorial be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present resolutions of the Loyal Legion of Iowa, 
praying that the publication of the Official Records of the Rebellion 
proceed as rapidly as is consistent with accuracy and completeness. As 
that is a matter which depends wholly upon appropriation, I move that 
the resolutions be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON ted resolutions adopted by the Veteran 9 55 

noe Club, of Moines, Iowa, favoring the of the 


fore Congress to so amend the interstate-commerce law that the 


importation of intoxicating liquors into States where the sale is pro- 
hibited by State enactment may be prevented; which were ordered to 
lie on the table, N 

He also presented resolutions. of the William Layton Post, No. 358, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Oakland, Iowa, favoring a per diem 
pension bill; also favoring the passage of a law to equalize bounties, and 
favoring some measure that will recognize the prisoners of war ; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions of the T. F. Bradford Post, No. 24, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Tama, Iowa, favoring a per diem pen- 
sion bill, and the repeal of the limitation in the arrears: act; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of 18 citizens of Jasper County, Iowa, 
praying for the free coinage of silver; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented the petition of Frank Dickey and others, of Casey, 
Iowa, praying for some legislation to prohibit the dealing in options, 
etc., on farm products; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and F v 

Mr. PLATT. Ihave been requested to presenta memorial of 436 
non-Mormon citizens of Ogden, Utah, who, it is stated, embrace the 
bankers, capitalists, merchants, officials, professional and business men 
generally, protesting against the passage by Congress of the pend- 
ing bills having for their object the disfranchisementof all believers in 
the Mormon creed, and asking that all citizens of Utah who are will- 
ing to take the oath prescribed by act of Congress, of March 3, 1887, be 
left in the enjoyment of such liberties as remain to them under the 
laws of that Territory. 


Lalso present the memorial of Fred Simon and 76 others, non-Mor- 


mon citizens of Salt Lake City, Utah Territory, remonstrating against the 
passage of the same bill, but asking that Congress appoint a commit- 
tee to impartially investigate the present situation of that Territory 
and report to Congress, > 

x move that the memorials be referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of the morocco manufacturers of 
New York, Baltimore, Lynn, Mass., Wilmington, Del., and Philadel- 
phia, praying for an increase of duty of 5 per cent. on tanned and 
tanned and finished skins for moroceo; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of Hirsch & Co., of New York 
City, praying for the imposition of a tariff duty of 60 per cent. ad 
valorem on laces; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 10 citizens of New York City, pray- 
ing for legislation restricting immigration; which was referred to the 
Committee on Imm: i 

Mr. CULLOM ted resolutions of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Post No. 179, of Prairie City, III., unanimously indorsing the 
dependent pension bill passed by the Senate; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2471) for the relief of certain officers and enlisted 
men of the First Kansas Colored Volunteers, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
3560) granting an honorable discharge to Almon Wetmore, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7330) granting a pension to William R. Arey; and 

A bill (S. 2184) granting a pension to Sarah L. Knight. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
mont, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2418) granting a pension to Jonathan Dean, sr. ; 
H. R. 1404) granting a pension to Mary Ann Lang; 


ferred the bill (H. R. 1405) granting a pension to Betsy Cole, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1639) granting a pension to Betsy E. Cole, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3943) to pay employés of the Post- 
Office Department additional compensation for extra hours of duty re- 
quired of them in the year 1885, reported it without amendment, and 
moved iu reference to the Committee on Appropriations; which was 
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He also, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3942) to amend section 5478 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, reported it without amendment, 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1043) for the relief of Samuel Noble, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3721) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, administrator 
of the estate of J. M. Hiatt, deceased, and for other purposes, reported 
it without amendment. ; x 

He also, from the same committee, to whom wasreferred the bill (S. 
3745) granting to the Northern Pacific and Yakima Irrigation Com- 
pany a right of way through the Yakima Indian reservation in Wash- 
ington, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. BLODGETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 7263) to increase the pension of Henry L. Potter, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3801) authorizing the use of the Louisville and Port- 
land Canal Basin on certain conditions, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally withont amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill ir R. 7369) to restore the pension of Jane M. McCrabb; 

A bill (H. R. 7824) granting.a pension to Mary F. Cochran; 

A bill (H. R. 6280) granting a pension to Lawrence Dougherty; 

A bill (H. R. 6601) granting a pension to Archibald F. Coon; 

A bill (H. R. 1110) granting a pension to William J. Bryan; 

A bill (H. R. 6831) for the relief of Norman Cleveland; 

A bill (H. R. 6913) granting a pension to Alexander G. Davis; and 

A bill (H. R. 1783) granting a pension to Mrs. Alice A. Cunningham. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2056) for the relief of Monroe Blackburn, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 4711) for the relief of Nathaniel Crane, submitted an adverse 
pecan Speer which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed in- 

efinitely. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8363) to relieve Enoch Venter from the 
charge of desertion, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon, 5 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 2511) to relieve Benjamin F. Smith of the of desertion, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 


(H. R. 4909) for the relief of Henry East, submitted an adverse report 


thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3843) to provide for the establishment of a port of 
delivery at Rock Island, III., reported it with amendments. 

Mr. COKE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3353) to create a port of entry at Eagle Pass, Tex., 
in lieu of Indianola, Tex., reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2672) authorizing the Librarian of Congress to pur- 
chase ‘‘ Townsend’s Library of National, State, and Individual Rec- 
ords, comprising a collection of historical records concerning the origin, 
progress, and consequences of the late civil war,” reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2188) for marking the lines of battle and the 
positions of troops of the Army of Northern Virginia at Gettysburgh, 
Pa., reported it without amendment. 


PERSUNAL EXPLANATION—IRRIGATION OF ARID LANDS, 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I rise to a question of privilege, 
and ask the Secretary to read the part marked in the newspaper which 
I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tlie Senator from Nevada rises toa 


question of personal privilege. The Secretary will read as requested, 


if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows from the Evening Star, Washington, 
Wednesday, May 28, 1890: 
THE IRRIGATION PROBLEM—MAJOR POWELL SAYS HE WANTS TO SAVE THE LAND 


FROM SPECULATORS—HIS EXPLANATION OF EFFORTS NOW MADE BEFORE CON- - 


GRESS—WHY HE DEEMS IT DESIRABLE TO WITHDRAW IERIGABLE LANDS FROM 
THE REACH OF ALL BUT HOMESTEADERS. 


The two reports made by the majority and minority of the Senate I tion 
Committee have produced anactive controversy. Interest has been added tothe 
situation by the resolution offered by Senator Stewart and adopted, cal 
upon the Secretary of the Interior to inform the Senate 5 it any, o 
money appropriated for irrigation had been diverted and u: for to; hic 
surve Senator STEWART is quoted as saying that it is alleged r 
Powell, Director of the Geological Survey, has not been satisfied with the amount 
. by Con for the fc surveys, and that he has used for 


purpose 000 ated eee If true, 
CC t to misapply money voted by 


1890. 
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Congress for aspecific purpose. He ney 
appropriated for irrigation should a ed to that object and should not be 
used by or Powell to carry out pet projects of his own. It was an unheard- 
of assumption of power by an official which should not be tolerated. 


. STEWART] was determined that mo 


| “The struggle that I am at in with relation to the irrigation 
question," said Major Powell, Director of the Geological Survey, toa Star writer 
13 is a fight against the speculators pure and simple, fam doing what 
can to prevent moneyed sharks from gobbi ing up the gor lands of the 
arid belt, together with the waters upon which they will depend for fruit- 
ess, and so establishing « sort of hydraulic feudal system, to which Ameri- 

can farmers would be helplessly subject. 
The last Congress passed a bill appropriating money for the location by sur- 
vey of irrigable tracts and of suitable sites for reservoirs wherein to store water 
the wet season for use during the dry in various parts of this enormous terri- 
tory of drought. It was provided by this same law that the lands marked out 
as irrigable by the proposed works should be withdrawn trom the operation of 
the desert-land, timber-oulture, and pre-emption acts, in order that speculative 
companies and individuals should not be able to absorb under those acts the 
tracts and sites selected, at the expense of persons wishing to establish home- 


nt en; 


How wise thts provision was is even now being shown by the tremendous 
efforts which the speculators, with $500,000,000 to back them, are making to se- 
cure the repeal of the law by Congress, in order that they may rush in and 
Jone these areas and supply waters, which the Geological Survey has recently 

leclared to be so valuable. The profit in their scheme, if it succeeds, may be 
surmised when consideration is given to the fact that the proposed irrigation 
of the lands selected by the survey will make 100,000,000 now worthless acres 
rise toa value of from $25 to 820 an acre. This is the sort of opportunity that the 
speculators look for in their dreams. Once in possession of the lands—more 
pola of the water rights upon which the value of those lands altogether 
nds—they can soll or rent the broad acres at their own prices and turn the 
water on or off as they please, so thatthe miserable agriculturists will be little 
less than serfs, altogether at the me of corporations and monopolists. It 
will be another great step taken tow: what now appears to be the inevitable 
destiny of this country’s territory, namely, to be absorbed and held by a few 
enormous syndicates 

“Tt is this project of the speculators that I am trying my best to defeat. They 
wield great influence and they have misled certain honestly disposed members 
of Congress into taking their view of the case. The result is a move in Con- 
23 in favor of repealing the law and letting the speculators have their way. 

ttacks have been coat ie the survey, and its adversaries are trying to 
hand over the irrigation business to the Department of ioulture and to have 
the hydrographic division of the work transferred to the Service. Ihave 
myself been accused of applying to topographical work money that was appro- 

for irrigation. But how on earth the survey was to ascertain the man- 


ner in which irrigation was to be successfully accomplished without W a 
nary ma) g 


ing out of the regions exhibiting the problems to be solv 

ness teat! ows, A t gation survey is divided into three 
parts. First comes Fee branch, by which catchment areas, reser- 
voir sites, canal sites, and irrigable lands are discovered. Second is the hydro- 
graphic branch, by which streams are and the volume of water to be 
controlled by reservoirs determined. Third is the engineering branch, by which 
lines of canals, reservoirs, sites, etc., are surveyed, for the purpose of making 
plans and reckoning cost, All of these things the law and therefore the 
charge referred to is absurd on the face of it.“ 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the subject of irrigation is a most 
important one, but it is in a most unfortunate condition. Over twenty 
years ago, while a member of the Senate, I started an investigation 
with a view of bringing this matter to the attention of the country. I 
secured an examination of the San Joaquin and Sacramento Valleys, 
which inaugurated irrigation of that part of the country. 

Soon thereafter I left the Senate. Nothing was done in a practical 
way looking to the reclamation of the great area of arid lands until my 
return. ‘The sources of water supply were being occupied by persons 

ing where reservoir sites would have to be constructed, and much 
of that land had already been taken. 

I offered a resolution and called attention to the fact that irrigation 
could not be prosecuted successfully unless these reservations were 
made. As a result of it an act was passed by the Senate with a reser- 
vation of sites for reservoirs, making an appropriation also for the ex- 
amination and investigation, and setting apart the irrigable lands 
from the pastoral, mineral, and timber areas. Unfortunately, the sub- 
ject of irrigation came under the charge of Major Powell, Director of 
the Geological Survey, a vast institution brought into existence by 
3 appropriations that had been placed at the disposal of Ma- 
jor Powell. n 

In 1888 there were $200,000 appropriated for topography and $100,- 
000 for irrigation surveys. In 1889 there were $200,000 appropriated 
for topography and $250,000 for irrigation surveys. In an evil hour 
there was a clause putin the act in theother House, at the suggestion, 
it is alleged, of Major Powell, reserving all lands that could be irri- 
gated. That was a very unwise provision. Under this clause, which 
was put in by the other House, the lands to be irrigated by these res- 
ervoirs have been withdrawn or have been placed in such a condition 
that settlers can not go upon them. The result is that our good efforts 
have not aided in the development of the arid country, but prevented 
the people from settling upon the lands thereof and thereby making 
homes for themselves. 

The people of the great West are no better and no worse than pio- 
neers have all been. They desire to make homes under the laws that 
we have. It was not my intention or the intention of those who have 
had irrigation at heart to interfere with their enterprises or to stop the 
advance of their settlements. This clause, secured through Major 
Powell’s efforts, has done both these things. 

The appropriations that were made for irrigation have also failed to 
accomplish the purpose designed. Major Powell has used more than 
half of the $350,000 appropriated for irrigation for another and distinct 
object, to wit, a topographic survey, which was also provided for in 
the same act. I repeat, there was a distinct appropriation made for 


roperly conducted i 


topography. He had no right to use one cent of the money appro- 
priated for irrigation for a topographie survey. The statute is absolute 
and conclusive upon that point. It says, in so many words: 

All sums of yp met for the various branches of expenditure in the public 
service shall applied solely to the objects for which they are vely 
made, and for no others. 

This law will be found in section 3678 of the Revised Statutes. I 
say more than half of the money appropriated for irrigation was used 
for topography, and not for surveying needed by irrigation. There has 
been but a small portion of the total appropriated therefor used for the 
purposes of irrigation. 

The Select Committee on Irrigation has investigated the whole sub- 
ject. It found that Major Powell insisted that thereshould be no irri- 
gation surveys until topography preceded them; that there must be a 
complete topographic-geologic map made at vast expense before we could 
have irrigation work done. 

The committee remonstrated with him; certainly I did, asa member 
of the committee. He was told that we did not want any of these 
large expenditures; that all we wanted was to make surveys and set 
aside the reservoir sites and segregate the irrigable lands trom the other 
lands. The people could then, under the laws of Congress, prosecute 
their work of reclamation and development. We did not want to 
spend millions of the Government money for topographic surveys which 
have no present use and all of doubtful utility in the future. Captain 
Dutton, who had charge, under Major Powell, of the engineering work 
for irrigation surveys, maintains that topography is unnecessary for ir- 
rigation purposes; that such topographical work is good for general 
maps, but not for surveys of the character required for irrigation. 

Every engineer connected with the survey corroborates Captain Dut- 
ton. Without the corroboration of engineers, every man of common 
sense knows that the general topography of the country will not deter- 
mine where ditches ean be located or reservoir sites be found. Lines 
of levels for topography 50 to 100 feet apart furnish no guide for the 
location of a reservoir where a very few.feet will make all the difference 
between success and failure; nor will a topographic survey of a country 
show where dams can be built or what lands are fit for cultivation. In 
fact, common sense and the evidence of engineers alike prove to us 
that surveys for irrigation purposes, the setting apartof reservoir sites, 
and the segregating of irrigable lands from other lands are not aided 
by a general map of the country. Irrigation engineering is entirely a 
separate branch. 

When the committee found that Major Powell had not only misap- 
plied the funds appropriated forirrigation, but contended that he was 
justified in doing so, and, further, that he was determined to subordi- 
nate irrigation and the irrigable lands of the country to his bureau of 
magnificent sciences and liberal appropriations, a bureau which is gov- 
erned by no law and which has the reputation of being a hospital for 
politicians and those dependent upon them, a political hospital where 
no civil-service rules apply, and where members of Congress who will 
serve his schemes can find places for their relatives and dependents, it 
refused its co-operation for such a purpose. The committee was aware 
of the fact that the vast lamp sums which Major Powell has had for 
years under his control have given him enormous power in both Houses 
of Congress. But the majority of the committee could not consent to 
be a party to such schemes. Major Powell has undertaken to use the 
necessities of the people for irrigation as a meansof depleting the Treas- 
ury for wild and irrational purposes. 

Irrigation is essential to the existence of the Western States, and he 
has sought to make the necessities of the people an excuse for large ap- 
propriations for his topographic surveys, which can be of no use in the 
present nor in the immediate future, and are of very little practical 
utilityat any time. If he had been a friend of the people, as he now 
claims he is, why has he failed to take any practical step to aid irriga- 
tion during the long years that he has had these liberal appropriations ? 
He makes the resolution of the Senate, calling upon the Secretary of 
the Interior for the reason why the money appropriated for irrigation 
has been used for another p an excuse for an at upon the 
integrity of the majority ofthe Senate committee, who could not con- 
sent to be a party to hisschemes. He has suddenly turned reformer, 
and claims for himself the credit of protecting the of the West 
from land-grabbers and monopolists, and tells us that $500,000,000 of 
lobby money is behind the opposition to him and to his plans. 

Let Major Powell give the names of the lobbyists! Let him tell us 
who has the money! Let him tell us when and where any schemes in 
the interest of land-grabbers and monopolists were originated! It is 
very easy for him to cry ‘‘Stop thief !” to cover up his own shortcom- 
ings. What folly to talk of $500,000,000 being behind the poor settlery 
who are not allowed to get title under the homestead and pre-emptioy 
laws because Major Powell has secured a provision in the appropria. 
tion bill withdrawing the irrigable lands from settlement. It is well 
for such charges to be made by one who claims the right to practically 
hold and own these lands and exclude all settlers until he has spent 
vast sums from the Treasury of the United States on his favorite hob- 


bies of geology, topography, and other pretended scientific schemes! 
All that has been asked from Congress was this, that the reservoir 
sites should be reserved, so that irrigation would be possible, and that 
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the irrigable lands should be selected from the other Jands. That is a 
work which legitimately belongs to the Government. It is an inde- 
pendent survey of the public lands. It is not a new departure, and I 
could not give my consent to have this very useful survey, this neces- 
sary survey, which is for the benefit of the people, for the benefit of 
agriculture—I could not consent that it should be absorbed in this grand 
scheme of geology, mineralogy, topography, and all the sciences in the 
world, crowded into a vast bureau receiving annually lump sums and 
having an enormous lobby here seeking to control the action of Con- 


gress. 

I could not afford to have this very simple and useful business loaded 
down and swamped with this vast mass of humbug and foolishness, 
with expenditures that have no relation to irrigation. I doubt very 
much the necessity of the work that Major Powell has in charge. I 
doubt very much the utility of his topography. It may be of some use 
in the future, but it is notin this generation, Geology is not an exact 
science. A drove of young and inexperienced boys rambling over the 


country can collect very little reliable information or add much to the | sto 


scientific knowledge of the world. I have given some attention to ge- 
gen Geology does not precede but follows the exploration of prac- 
tical men. 


Much experience is required on the part of those who collect infor- 
mation, and little information can be collected except where the miner, 
the railroad-builder, or some other person engaged in useful occupa- 
tion has preceded and laid bare the rocks beneath the surface. Care- 
ful examination of shafts and excavations and critical comparison of 
rocks may be useful to science. but they need not be done in a day, nor 
millions spent to accomplish the desired results. A few thousand dol- 
lars annually under some competent head is all that is required. 

‘The Geological Survey was never organized by any direct and ex- 
plicit statute. It was built up upon some vague language incorporated 
by accident or design in an appropriation bill to continue the prepara- 
tion of a geological map of the United States. What a magnificent 
structure for expenditures on such a foundation. 

I have been in the habit of examining geologists with regard to the 
formation of the earth in mining litigation for the last forty years. 
They know very little of the subject and their scientific knowledge is 
very limited. e most enlightened of them are modest and claim 
but little knowledge of the formation of the earth. The Bureau of 
Geology in this country, to be useful either now oy in the future, should 
be composed of some experienced men with less parade and less expense. 
If Congress desires to have a geological examination of the country it 
should make specific appropriations therefor and know who is making 
the examination. To place lump sums in the hands of any man is 
dangerous, and it is unpardonable to place millions in the hands of a 
man who will declare in an interview that there are five hundred mill- 
ions behind a vast lobby in Washington to control legislation when he 
knows that there is not one cent. 

Such wild assertions can deceive no one. Major Powell is mistaken 
if he thinks that by his wholesale crimination of others his own mis- 
appropriation of the moneys of the Government will be overlooked or 
disregard: If we could have had this $350,000 used for irrigation 
purposes, used in legitimate surveys by competent engineers, we should 
have done the people some good. Now, it is very doubtful whether 
we can get any appropriation at all, for the money is absorbed in this 
scientific bureau, swallowed up by this great lying-in hospital for lob- 
byists. That is what it is. 

This bureau sets itself up above everything. It is the most auto- 
cratic bureau that exists. I did not go into my examinations with any 
hostility thereto. On the contrary, I should like to have made use of 
it, but I found that its whole machinery was being used in a way that 
would swamp irrigation or anything else that was tied toit. This was 
seen particularly when they want to withdraw all the Jands and not 
let a settler make a home anywhere and acquire title within the arid 
region until all this geological survey should be perfected and this to- 
pographical survey been accomplished. That will take a generation or 
more. Must the settlers of the West wait until Major Powell has ac- 
complished what he desires? 

His excuse for taking charge of it is that there is a lobby behind 
those who oppose his special views. I deny it. There is no lobby be- 
hind us. Let him point out any man who has been here to make any 
representations of this kind in regard to this matter. Talk about a 
lobby! Settlersare deprived of the opportunity of making entries upon 
the public lands; they are poor; they can not come here. On the 
contrary, Major Powell has a lump sum of a million or two a year and 
is able to maintain a lobby that can control in these matters, and he 
boasts that no man can stand up against him; that if any man does he 
will break him down. He is dictatorial, and arrogant, and determined 
to have his own way. 

I protest against any man attempting to run the West that way. I 
protest in the name of the settlers, in the name of the enterprising pio- 
neers who are out there desiring to make homes, against holding lands 
at the di tion of Major Powell. I protest against an administrative 
servant of this Government attempting to bully and defame the people’s 
legislative agents. I want to repeal that law to which he alludes in 
the statement read and let the people enter lands under existing laws. 


What has he done for the settlers during the long years he has been 
running this Geological Survey? Did he ever suggest any means to re- 
serve sites until I suggested it? Did he ever point out any way to 
benefit the settlers until I came here and suggested it; until the Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] joined me, when we talked it over 
here and came to the conclusion that it was necessary to reserve all 
storage sites? Did Major Powell ever think of it before and when he 
had millions at his disposal? Did he ever think of the development 
of that country or do anything except imagine his great performances 
were for the next generation, and not for this? 

I would not have alluded to this but for the statement of the Di- 
rector of the Geological Survey—an administrative subordinate—im- 
pugning the motives of Congress, assailing the characters of men who 
are endeavoring to perform their duty, and saying that there is a lobby 
of five hundred millions behind them. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President—— . 

Mr. STEWART. Iwill take only a moment longer, and then I will 


p. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I hope the Senator will occupy but a mo- 
ment longer. I have been unable to discover the question of privilege 
involved in the statement he has been making, 

Mr. STEWART. I will stop in a moment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I hope the Senator will not occupy much 
longer time or I shall be obliged to raise the question that he is not 
speaking to a question of privilege, so that the unfinished business may 
be proceeded with. ʻ„ 

Mr. STEWART. Iam satisfied, after the most careful and diligent 
investigation, that if the settlers of the West are turned over to Major 
Powell, with his views on this subject, with his absurd notions of the 
necessities of topographical surveys, with his absurd notions with re- 
gard to the people who are settling upon these lands, there can be no 
development or p in the West for years. 

I would not have said this if I did not believe it was necessary to say 
it now and here to prevent the utter ruin of these communities. There 
is no man representing these communities who joins with him in his 
ideas—not one inthe West. Every State and Territory affected by his 
discussion is opposed to him. They do not want settlements stopped, 
and they would rather have no appropriation at all than have the work 
continued in this way. That is the universal demand, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I call for the regular order. 

r Mr. PLUMB. I riseto morning business, I wish to introduce a 

ill. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reports of committees are in order. 
Are there further reports? É i 

Mr. GORMAN. Lask the Senator from Kansas to give way to me 
one moment that I may have permission of the Senate to say a word in 
reply to the Senator from Nevada. 

In rising to make a personal explanation on this occasion the Senator 
from Nevada has proceeded to discuss the main question involved in 
the whole subject of irrigation. He has made two specific statements 
here which I desire to say that I think under the circumstances ought 
not to have been made at a time when there is no opportunity to 
reply to them, 

In regard to the first statement, it is true a majority of the commit- 
tee believe and so reported to the Senate that rr Sa Powell has exceeded 
his authority under the act of 1888 by applying a portion of the money 
for surveys for geological purposes. The minority of the committee do 
not believe that that statement is founded in fact, and a proper defense 
of that officer when the time comes, I think, can be made here. 

The other statement is that Congress by its act of 1888 had not made 
specific provisions for this appropriation, andits expenditure is entirely 
unwarranted. In thesundry civil bill of 188889 provision was made 
making appropriation for this work, and it was provided: 

And the Director of the Geological Survey under the supervision of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior shall make a report to Co on the first Monday in 
December of each year, showing in detail how the said money has been ex- 

nded, the amount used for actual survey and engineer work in the field in 
seating: sites for reservoirs, and an itemized account of the expenditures under 
this appropriation, 

So that the Senator’s comment upon the committee that has hereto- 
fore considered this matter, the Committee on Appropriations, which 
reported both bills, is not justified. It made every provision it was 
possible to make under the law, and that itemized account has been 
made to Congress every session. I say from the examination I have 
given this subject that it has not been shown that there has been a 
misappropriation of a dollar of this money. 

I do not care to extend this discussion, but I believed this much 
was dueto a valuable public officer who I think has discharged his duty 
to the best of his ability, certainly faithfully and honestly. 

I have nothing to do with statements made in the public prints that 
those who advocate another theory intend to grab the public lands. 
I think such a statement was unfortunate, probably, and should not 
have been made by him. But there is a great question involved as to 
the disposition of these lands, and there is a wide field for investiga- 
tion and difference of views as to precisely what disposition shall be 
made of them hereafter. I think it is unjust to this officer that such 
statements should have been made, $ y 


1890. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, I call for the regular order. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to make this reply —— ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa calls for the 

order. 
r. STEWART. I will show this matter up fully when debate 

comes to be in order and when I have a chance to reply. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reports of standing and select com- 
mittees are in order, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 3045) for 
the relief of Caroline M. McDougal, widow of the late Rear-Admiral 
David McDougal, United States Navy, with an amendment in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
The m also returned to the Senate, in compliance with its re- 
quest, the bill (S. 1565) granting a pension to Ann Ruffner. 


EULOGIES ON SAMUEL SULLIVAN COX. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 150) to print the eu- 
logies upon Samuel Sullivan Cox, to report it favorably withoutamend- 
ment. I ask for its immediate consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ithink the joint resolution should lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That resolution for the present had better lie 
upon the table, as I understand no eulogies have yet been delivered in 
the Senate on Mr. Cox and I do not know whether it is the intention 


beg pardon. I had forgotten. The Senator is 
quite correct. I have been absent a little. Have the eulogies upon 
Mr. Cox been delivered here? ; 

Mr. VEST. No. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then the resolution might as well wait, of course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to have it 
recommitted ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It may be recommitted to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. EVARTS. I ask leave to state that with the assent of the Sen- 
ate I propose to call for the consideration of the communication of the 
House ing the death of Hon. Mr. Cox, of our State, and also of 
Hon. Mr. Nutting, on the 12th of June, at 4 o’clock. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I introduce a bill for reference to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and beg its early attention to it. 

The bill (S. 3963) to prohibit the granting of liquor licenses within 
1 mile of the Soldiers’ Home was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3964) granting arrears of pension 
to Silas D. La Sier; which was twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3965) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Joseph Scharbonaugh; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Cammittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3966) to remove the charge of 
desertion against George A. Jeffords; which was read twice by its title, 
and, witht e accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Mil- 


i i 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3967) to incorporate the East and 
West Washington Traction Railway Company of the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. POWER introduced a bill (S. 3968) for the relief of Paul Mc- 
Cormick; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 3969) for the relief of Olive M. 
Hechtman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR. I introduce a bill by request. It is a bill which it 
was desired by the draughtsman should be introduced by the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. FRYE], who is absent, and in his absence I introduce 
it by request. 

The bill (S. 3970) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to em- 
ploy a special agent to investigate judgments and other debts due to 
the United States and to secure the collection thereof was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 3971) to amend section 9 of An act 
making appropriations for expenses of Indian De ent and for ful- 
ailing 1 a ian various Indian tribes for year ending 

une 30, or other purposes, approved March 3, 1885; 
e was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
udiciary. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5421 


Mr. DAWES. The bill which has just been referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, to amend section 9 of the late appropriation 
bill for Indian support, is a subject-matter which has already been 
considered by the Committee on Indian Affairs and reported upon. I 
ask that the reference may be changed to the Committee on Indian 


Mr. VEST. I desire to state that the bill was sent to me by a mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives with the statement that it con- 
cerned simply a question of fees and was intended to meet a decision 
of the Supreme Court of the United States which has been recently 


made, 

Mr. DAWES. That is just what the Committee on Indian Affairs 
supposed they had accomplished in the bill on the Calendar, which was 
drawn in the Interior Department, with reference to the question of 
fees incurred in enforcing the act mentioned in that bill. I have no 
particuiar desire to have jurisdiction of the matter. If the bill reported 

y the Committee on Indian Affairs does not accomplish what the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court renders necessary, any modification of 
that bill would be entirely satisfactory to the committee. I suggest 
to the Senator to examine that bill, as it is already on the Calendar, 
and any amendment to it that will meet his views will be satisfactory, for 
I have no doubt that his views and the views of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs 8 the same. 

Mr. VEST. know nothing about the matter. I introduced the 
bill by request, although I did not state so. I should like the bill to 
just lie upon the table until I can look into the matter further. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of reference will be recon- 
sidered and the bill lie on the table, if there be no objection. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. SPOONER. To-morrow being Decoration Day, I move that 
8 the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday. next, at 12 
o’ 2 

Mr. SAWYER. I hope my colleague will not do that. Let us have 
a session on Sa y. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well; I am willing to say Saturday instead 
of Monday. 

Several SENATORS. Oh, no. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
modify his motion? 

Mr. CULLOM. We ought to be in session on Saturday surely. 

Mr. STEWART. There will not be a quorum here, 

Mr. SAWYER, There is a large number of pension bills which I 
should like to pass. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
modify his motion? 

Mr. SPOONER. , No, sir; I will let the motion stand as I made it, 
3 the Senate adjourn to-day it be until Monday next at 12 
o’clock. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply desire to say that I shall be here if the 
Senate is in session on Saturday, but I doubt very seriously whether 
there will be a quorum, and I do not propose that on that day a mere 
handful of Senators shall transact business for the Senate. I want to 
give that notice now so that Senators will be here if they wish to trans- 
act business, - 

Mr, SHERMAN, I move to amend by inserting Saturday“ in- 
stead of Monday.“ I think on Saturday there will be a quorum 
present, and I think we ought to be in session then. 

Mr. CULLOM. If there is not a quorum we shall find it out, and 
if a quorum is not present and is demanded, we can then adjourn. 

Mr. SPOONER. It isin order for the Senator from Ohio to move 
an amendment to my motion if he desires to do so. 

Mr. CULLOM. He has moved it, as I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro ry vision The Senator from Ohio moved to 
strike out Monday ” and Saturday.“ 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to have unanimous consent of the 
Senate that nothing but pension bills shall be considered on Saturday. 
[‘SNo!?? *‘Not??] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You cannot do that, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio. [Putting the question.] By the sound the 
noes have it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask what is the question before the 
Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER] moves that when Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on 
Monday next. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] moves to 
amend by striking out Monday and inserting ‘‘ Sa ys"? e 
question is on the amendment of the Senator from Ohio, 
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The Secretary ed to call the roll. č 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. . i 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON], and withhold my 
vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. d 

Mr. DIXON. I am paired with the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. HAMPTON]. à 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 

- BARBOUR], on all questions, If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iam with the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. Prerce]; otherwise I should vote nay.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hawley, Sawyer, 
Allen, Dolph, Sherman, 
Allison, Edmunds, oody, Stockbridge. 
Blair, Evarts, Morrill, 
Cullom, Farwell, Power, 

NAYS—32. 
Bate, George, MoMillan, Teller, 
Blodgett, Gorman, Mitchell, 
Cail, Gray, Morgan, Vance, 
Cockrell, 5 Payne, Vest, 
Coke, Hoar, P ý Voorhees, 
8 Ingalls, Walthall, 
Davis, Jonesof Arkansas, Spooner, Washburn, 

ustis, Jonesof Nevads, Stewart, Wolcott. 
ABSENT—34. 
Barbour, 28 —.— Ransom, 
Berry, ‘on, cPherson, 
Blackburn, FE. er, Manderson, Sanders, 
Brown, Squire, 
Butler, Gi 4 Pasco, Stanford, 
Cameron, Hale, 0 Wilson of Iowa, 
Carlisle, Hampton, Pierce, Wilson of Md. 
Casey. Hearst, Platt, 
Chandler, Higgins, Quay, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. Is the 
Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. TELLER. Is this a debatable subject? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is not debata- 
ble. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CAROLINE M. M’DOUGAL. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Lask that Senate bill 3045, which passed the Sen“ 
ate some days ago and has been passed by the House with an amend- 
ment which merely affects the date, may be considered and that the 
Senate concur in the amendment of the House, so that then the bill 


will become a law. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the message been laid before 


the Senate? 
Mr. VOORHEES. I found the message on the desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator will forward it to the 


Chair, the Chair will lay it before the Senate, if there be no objection. 

Mr. VOORHEES sent the bill to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3045) for the relief of 
Caroline M. McDougal, widow of the late Rear-Admiral David MeDou- 
gal, United States Navy, which was, in line 6, after the word “‘ seventy,” 
to strike out two“ and insert three. t 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the amendment be concurred in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the connection be read so that we shall un- 
derstand it. 

The CHIEF CLERK. So as to make the bill read: 


The difference between the pay of a commodore on the retired-list and the 
ral on the retired-list from and after the 24th day of August, 


pra a rear-admi: 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It now reads 1872 in the original bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will state for the information of the Senate that 
the amendment shortens the claim one year and lessens the amount that 
much. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

UNITED STATES ELECTRIC LIGHT COMPANY. 


Mr. VANCE submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


by 
the United States Electric Light Company, a m not chartered b; 
grese to dig up Fourteenth street from New York avenue to Rstreet, n west, 
man-ho t wires 


the purpose of putting in conduits and les, no electric-ligh: 
ha ever been strung overhead on said 1 what authorit; 
ving — —— A street, and, if so, by a 7 


JAMES M. PIPES. 
Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent sas esate 
of the Senate: 


GOLD AND SILVER. 


Mr. TELLER. I offer a concurrent resolution which I ask to have 
read and lie on the table and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives ), That itis the de- 
termined policy of the United States Government to use both gold and silveras 
full legal-tender money under the ratio now existing in the United States or that 
may be hereafter established by the United States alone or acting in accord 
with other nations. . 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table 
and be printed. 
INDIAN TERRITORY PRACTICE. 


Mr. SPOONER. Toffer the following resolution, to go over: 
ve to the Senate any in- 


of the United 
courts at Fort Smith, Ark., and at Paris, — of 
sioners for the inv: tion of offenses committed in the Indian Territory; and 


such examinations, 
What, if any, reason exists why the court for the Indian Territor. 
should not have — — of petit larcenies and other minor offenses, inolud- 
ing felonies of or grades. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 


printed. 
REDEMPTION OF BONDS, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iam requested by the Wage-Workers’ Political 
Alliance of Washington, D. C., to present a resolution of inquiry, and 
to ask that it be received and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be received and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The resolution is as follows: 

Wh th t of March 3, 188 vides that the 
may rico 88 the posts . — in the . 3 
— 4 9 1775 proper, to the redemption of the outstanding bonds of the United 

Whereas section 3693 of the Revised Statutes of the United States des that 
the outstanding bonds of the United States shall not be redeemed before matur- 
ity unless bonds bearing a lower rate of interest than the bonds to be redeemed 
can be sold at par in coin, or the et erate g United States notes are 
convertible into coin at the opse of the holder; an 

Wh both . aoe aa Therefore, 


the 
body at the ear! date possible 
foregoing provisions of existing 


The resolution will lie over and be 


be, and he 4 divected to inform 
when he can pro y begin to execute 
W: 


ANN RUFFNER. ` 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the message of 
the House of Representatives returning, in accordance with the request 
of the Senate, the bill (S. 1565) granting a pension to Ann Ruffner. 

Mr. SAWYER, I move that the vote by which that bill was passed 
by the Senate be reconsidered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the vote by which this bill the Senate 
may be reconsidered. Is there objection? The hears none, 

Mr. SAWYER. Now, I ask that the bill be indefinitely poned, 
because the Committee on Pensions has reported a House bill identical 
with this one. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The vote by which the bill was passed 
having been reconsidered, it will be indefinitely postponed, if there be 
no objection. The Chair hears none. 

WASHINGTON CITY POST-OFFICE. 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent to call up the city post- 
office bill for disposal. It will take up no more time than will be neces- 
sary to read it, for the committees of the two Houses have at last come 
to a conclusion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no furtherresolutions, con- 
current or other, the morning business is and the Senate resumes 
the consideration of the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 398) sub- 
jecting imported liquors to the provisions of the laws of the several 
States. 

Mr. MORRILL. Now, I ask the Senator from Iowa to yield to me 


to call up House bill 407. As the Senate has to adjourn over 
until Monday, it is very important that this may be acted upon, 
and I ask to have it considered now. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I understand from the Senator from Ver- 
mont that he has occasion to leave the city for a time, and if the bill 
will give rise to no discussion I shall not object to the regular order be- 
ing laid aside 3 its consideration. 

MORRILL, I the bill will take no longer time than that 
which will be consumed in reading it. 


1890. 
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Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. If it leads to any discussion I shall have 
to insist on the regular order. f 

Mr. CUCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for informa- 


tion. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (H. R. 407) to authorize theaequisition 
of certain parcels of real estate embraced in square No. 380 of the city 
of Washington, to provide an eligible site for a city post-office; and by 
unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
tg its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments, 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 7, after the words three 
hundred and, to strike out “‘eighty ” and insert twenty-three;“ in 
line 9, before the word ‘‘street,’’ to strike out “Ninth” and insert 
‘*Eleventh;’’ in the same line, after the words east and,“ to strike 
out the building of the Washington Safe Deposit Company on the 
west, at a cost, all told, not exceeding $275,000; and for such purposes 
that sum is,’’ and insert ‘‘Twellth on the west; and a sum of money 
sufficient to pay for said lot or lots or any part thereof, in the manner 
hereinafter provided, is;’’ and in line 22, after the word dollars,“ to 
strike out ‘‘amounting to $1,075,000 in all for the site, building, fire- 
proof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and ap- 
proaches complete;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That in order to provide an eligible site for a city fice the Secretary of 
the Treasury be,and he is hereby, empowered and instructed to acquire, as 
hereinafter prevened, the following-described real estate,cmbraced in square 
No. 323 of said city, bounded by Pennsylvania avenue on the north, C street on 
the south, Eleventh street on the east, and Twelfth street on the west; anda 
sum of monoy sufficient to pay for said lot or lots or any part thereof, in the 
manner hereinafter provided, A hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and cause to be erected thereon a suitabl 
commodious, and substantial building, including fire-proof vaults, heating an 
ventilating appar: tus, elevators, and approaches, for the use of a United States 
post-office in the city of Washington, District of Columbia, the cost of the same 
not to exceed $800,000, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 5, before the word day, 
to strike out sixth“ and insert ‘* twenty-second;’’ in the same line, 
to strike out February and insert ‘‘ May;’’ and in line 6, to change 
the date 1883 to ‘* 18907" so as to make the section read: 

Sec, 2. That the said Secretary of (be Treasury be, and is hereby, empowered 
and directed to purchase the said real estate comprised in the said square atthe 
prices named, and which are described in a certain proposal of the owners or 

ts thereof, dated the 22d day of May, 1890, and annexed as part of this act, 
hibit A; and that where any of the snid owners or agents may be unable 
promptly to execute a full and valid title to such parcel or part or parts as he or 
they propose as by Schedule A to sell at the price named, then the same shall be 
condemned by agreement with such agent or owner, at the price named in the 
said schedule for such parcel or parcelsor parts, in manner hereinafter pro- 
vided for the condemnation of the remaining parcels comprised in the said 
square, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I should like to have the Secre- 
tary read or my friend and colleague state the nature of the clause for 
condemnation, if it does not take any particular time. If it does I do 
not want it. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is the usual clause, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Secretary will report the con- 
demnation clause. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The need not read it, my colleague has 
kindly shown it to me; I think it is all right. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON, I desire to ask a question. 
tion here for the building? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the amount? 

Mr. MORRILL, Task that the House be notified of the disagree- 
ment of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has not yet been passed. 
3 Senator from Iowa has propounded a question to the Senator from 

ermont. 

Mr. ALLISON. I inquired of the Senator from Vermont in regard to 
the bill, whether it contains an appropriation, and, if so, the amount. 

Mr. MORRILL. The amount of the appropriation is the same 
amount that was in the House bill for the building, which was $800,- 
000, but the amount for the site is not stated for the reason that we 
have not got a proposition for the sale of the whole square. We have 
got a proposition for the sale of 27,475 square feet, nearly one-half of it. 

Mr. N. I merely wish to say in respect to this appropria- 
tion that as the Government is now paying a considerable sum for 
property used for a city post-office here, in the construction of the 
building regard should be had to such a building as can be used by the 
United States for other purposes than mere post-office purposes. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is designed to be several stories high. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wanted that understood. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Sixth Auditor's Office onght to be in that 


building. 
Mr. MORRILL, It is intended to accommodate it. 


Is there an appropria- 


Mr. ALLISON. Weare paying about $140,000 a Year here for rents, 
pro 


aromate about 10 or 12 per cent. on the value of perty. 
Mr. . This bill takes in a whole block, and there is plenty of 
room for a large building. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read athird time. : 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to authorize the ac- 
quisition of certain parcels of real estate embraced in square numbered 
= of the city of Washington, to provide an eligible site for a city post- 
office. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to, 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. MORRILL, Mr. 
SPOONER, and Mr. VEST were appointed. 


IMPORTED LIQUORS—STATE LAWS. : 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 398) subjecting imported liquors to the provisions of 


the laws of the several States. 
The Secretary will reportthe pend- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ing amendment, 

Mr. VST. Ishould like to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The rang aati protempore. The Senator from Missouri will state 
his inquiry. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that the pending question when the Sen- 
ate adjourned yesterday was on the amendment to this bill offered by 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. If that amendment, whi 
is in the nature of asubstitute, I believe, should be voted down, would 
the original bill then be subject to amendment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is an amendment to the amendment which 
the Senator from Delaware offered. The first pending amendment, as 
I understand, is that reported by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], 
and the amendment of the Senator from Delaware is an amendment to 
that. Ifthe amendment of the Senator from Delaware should not be 
agreed to, then the committee amendment will be open to further 
propositions of amendment and the bill also. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to strike out and insert 
not being divisible by the rules of the Senate, although a motion to 
strike out and insert is usually regarded as presenting two separate 
questions generally, the Chair sup that the part proposed to be 
inserted by the Committee on the Judiciary is open to amendment in 
the second degree. Therefore 

Mr. VEST. That is the very question, Mr. President, I wanted to ask. 

ae PRESIDENT pro tempore. The eighteenth rule of the Senate 
provides: 

But pending a motion to strike out and insert, the part to be stricken out and 
ae 88 be inserted shall each be regarded for the purpose of amendment as 
quest > 

The Chair would hold under that rule that the proposition of the 
Judiciary Committee was open to amendment in the second degree and 
to be treated as an original question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Therefore, theamendment proposed 
by the Senator from Delaware is open to amendment, 

Mr. COCKRELL. And if it is voted down the amendment of the 
Judiciary Committee will then be still open to amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itwillbeopentoamendment. The 
Secretary will report the pending amendment to the amendment. 

The SECRETARY. In line 10 of the amendment, after the word 
“ from,” insert the words the operation of the laws of or. 

Mr. GRAY. That was accepted by me yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But under the objection of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] it could not be accepted, the yeas 
and nays having been previously ordered. 

Mr, SPOONER. Accept it again. 

Mr. GRAY. I accept it now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can not now be accepted unless 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the proposed amendment be again stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 10, after the word from,“ insert the 
words ‘‘the operation of the laws of or;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Shall not be exempt, nor shall the owner or person in possession thereof, be 
exempt from the o ion of the laws of, or regulation, control, police, or tax- 
ing power of such State or Territory, eto. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For the sake of getting on, I do not wish to insist 
upon any parliamentary rule, and if my friend from Delaware wishes 
to accept that and make it a part of his amendment, I certainly do not 


object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Delaware ac- 
cept the amendment? ` 

Mr. GRAY. By unanimous consent, I accept the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question then recurs on the 
amendment of ihe Senator from Dela as modified by the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. On which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let the amendment be reported just asit is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Lask that the amendment of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee be first reported, and then that of the Senator from Delaware, 
Then the Senator will see just how the two propositions stand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will report the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That when any intoxicating liquors or liquids shall be transported from one 
State or Territory into another State or Territory, or from aState toa Territory, 
or from a Territory to a State, or from a State or Territory to the District of Co- 
lumbia, or from the District of Columbia to a State or Territory, or from any 
foreign country to any State or Territory or the District of Columbia, such liq- 
uors and liquids so transported shall, when the actual and continuous trans- 
2 of the same shall have terminated, be considered to have ceased to be. 

he subjects of commerce with foreign nations and among the several States 
and be a part of the common mass of property within — State or Territory 
or the District of Columbia, as the ease may be, and subject to the respective 
powers of such State, Territory, and the District of Columbia, in respect of all 
police regulations, whether hibition, taxation, or other regulation, equally 
and in common with other like property subject to the police powers of any 
such State, Territory, or the District of Columbia. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Now the proposed amendment of 
the Senator from Delaware will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liquors transported asan arti- 
ole of commerce or brought into any State or Territory from apolni or place 
outside of such State or Territory, for use, consumption, or salé therein, shall 
not be exempt, nor shall the owner or person in possession thereof be exempt, 
from the operation of the laws of or the regulation, control, police, or taxing 
power of such State or Territory affecting or applicable to all other like prop- 
erty, by reason of such liquors being in the original packages of importation or 
transportation as subjects of interstate or foreign commerce. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the a last read. The yeas and nays having been ordered, 
the roll will be called. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON ]. 
colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the 
REAGAN]. 


I am paired with the 
I will state that my 
tor from Texas [Mr. 


Mr. FARWELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 
Mr.-FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 


the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. If he were present, I 
should vote yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea. 

Mr. VANCE (when Mr. RANSOM's name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. Ransom] is absent from the city and is paired with the Senator 
from Mich (Mr. MCMILLAN]. 

Mr. COKE (when Mr. REAGAN’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. REAGAN] is absent from the city and is paired with the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. If my colleague were here, he 
would vote ‘‘nay’’ on this bill and all the amendments. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Casey]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a general pair with 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], but if he were present I un- 
derstand he would vote nay,“ and I shall vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON ], but before he 
left the city he informed me that I might vote upon questions af- 
fecting this bill. I therefore vote nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iam paired with the Senator from North Dakota 


[ Mr. PIERCE]. 
I desire to announce my pair with the Senator from 


Mr. GOR 
Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON]. He is detained from the Chamber by illness. If 
he were here, I should vote yea.” 

Mr, EUSTIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
PADDOCK ] and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. TELLER. I have voted yea.“ Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. I understand if he were present he 
would vote yea,“ and therefore I allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. DAVIS, Iam paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TUR- 
PIE] and withhold my vote. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. Sheed I understand he would vote in the affirmativeif pres- 
ent, and as I have voted in that way I shall let my vote stand. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Iam with the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Hicarys] and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL] on political questions. Not und this to be a po- 
litical question, I have voted, and will let my vote stand. 


Mr. DOLPH. I am paired with the senior Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. Brown]. 8 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
BARBOUR], who is necessarily absent from the city. My pair is gen- 
eral. I should vote nay if he were here. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam informed that the Senator from New York 
[Mr. EVARTS], if present, would vote yea upon this amendment. 
I therefore take the liberty of recording my vote in the affirmative. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will be recorded in the 
affirmative. 2 . 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Call, Hawley, Payne, Stockbri 
Cockrell, Hiscock, Pugh,’ Teller, * 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, Walthall 
Cullom, MeMillan, ner, Washburn, 
Gray, Mitchell, Squire, Wolcott. 
Harris, Morgan, Stewart, 

NAYS—I18. 
Allen, Coke, I ls, Sherman, 
Allison, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Vest, 
Bate, Edmunds, oody, Wilson of Iowa. 
Blair, George, 0 0 
Blodgett, Hoar, Power, 

ABSENT—A3. 
Aldrich, Davis, Hampton, Plumb, 
Barbour, Dixon, earst, Quay, 
ny, Dolph, m, 

Blackburn, Eustis, Kenna, 
Brown, Evarts McPherson, Sande 
Butler, Farwell, Manderson, Stanford, 
Cameron, Faulkner, Paddock, Turpie, 
Carlisle, e, Pasco, ance, 
Casey, Gi ` Pettigrew, Voorh: 
Chandler, Gorman, Pierce, Wilson of Md, 
Daniel, e, Platt, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum not having voted, the 
Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators responded 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Dawes, Ingalls, 
Allen, Dixon, Jones of Arkansas, ner, 
Allison, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, uire, 
Bate, Edmun MeMillan, Stewart, 
Blackburn, E McPherson, Stockbridge, 
Biair, Farwell, Mitchell, Teller, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Moody, ‘Turple, 
$ George, Morgan, Vance, 

Carlisle, e Morrill, Vest, 
Cockrell, Gray 0, Walthall, 

ke. Washburn. 
Colquitt, Hawley, Power, Wilson of lowa, 

lom, H 5 Wolcott. 
Davis. Hoar, Sawyer, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-five Senators have answered 
to their names—more than a quorum. If there be no objection, fur- 
ther proceedings under the call will be dispensed with. The Secretary 
will again call the roll on the question of agreeing to the amendment 
of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] to the amendment of the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The Secretary ed to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I am informed 
from the other side of the Chamber that if the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON] were present he would probably vote yea,” and 
in order to constitute a quorum I will take the responsibility of voting 
“yea” 

Mr. VANCE (when Mr. CARLISLE’s name was called). I was re- 
quested by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] to announce 
his pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown], but am at liberty to vote 
to make a quorum, and I vote yea.” 

Mr. EUSTIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK]. 

Mr. FARWELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). 
pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. 

Mr. VANCE (when Mr. RANsom’s name was called). I again an- 
nounce the pair of my colleague with the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE], and state that if he were present my colleague would vote 
ae en. 

Mr. COKE (when Mr. REAGAN’s name was called). I desire to an- 
nounce that my coll e [Mr. REAGAN] is paired with the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. If my colleague were here he 
would vote ‘‘nay’’ on the bill and all the amendments. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I again announce my pair 
with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CAsEy]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 


I again announce my 
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Mr. McPHERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Hiaerxs] and withhold my vote. : 

Mr. DAVIS. I am paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
1 withhold my vote. 1 

Mr, PLATT. I announce my pair with the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. BARBOUR]. 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—25. 
Blackburn Harris, Morgan, Teller, 
Call, E Hawley, Payne, Walthall, 
Cockrell, 1 Pugh, Washburn, 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, Wolcott, 
Cullom, Jonesxof Nevada, Spooner, 
Dolph, MeMillan, 
Gray, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
NAYS—20. 
Allen Dawes, Moody, Vest, 
Allison, Edmunds, Morrill, Wilson of Iowa. 
b Eustis, Paddock, 
Blair, George, Plumb, 
Blodgett, Hoar, Power, 
Coke, Ingalls, Sherman, 
. ABSENT—39. 
Aldrich, Davis, Hearst, Ransom, 
bour, Dixon, Higgins, Reagan, 
Berry, E Kenna, Sanders, 
Brown, Farwell, McPherson, Squire, 
Butler, Faulkner, Manderson, Sianford, 
Cameron, Frye, Pasco, Turpie, 
Carlisle, Gibson, Pettigrew, Vance, 
pasar Gorman, Pierce, Voorhees, 
ndler, Hale, Platt, Wilson of Md. 
Daniel, Hampton, Quay, 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreeing 
to the amendment as amended. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. VEST. I offer an amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be reported by the 

Mr. VEST. I have not been able to finish writing it, but 
read it. I move to add: 


And all fresh beef, veal, mutton, lamb, or*pork transported or brought “into 
any State or Territory from any point or place outside of such State or Terri- 
tory for use, consumption, or sale therein shall not be exempt, nor shall the 
owner or possessor thereof be exem t, from the regulation, control, or police or 
taxing power affecting or applicable to other like property in such State or 


Territory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator send his amend- 
ment to the desk that it may be reported by the Secretary? 

Mr. VEST. As soon as I can finish writing it, I will. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of the amendment it is proposed to 
add: 

And all fresh beef, veal, mutton, lamb, or pork transported or brought intoany 
State or Territory from any point or place outside of such State or Territory for 
use, consumption, or sale therein shall not be exempt, nor shall the owner or 

r thereof be exempt, from the regulation, control, police or taxing 
power affecting or applicable to other like property in such State or Territory. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, if the principle contained in the bill 
reported by the Judiciary Committee and in thesubstitute proposed by 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] is to be adopted, then, I ask 
that it shall apply to other articles besides intoxicating liquors. It 
has been repeatedly announced in the course of the debate upon both 
sides of this question that this is not a question of prohibition or anti- 
prohibition, but that it is a question of State rights. 

Mr. President, there is an interest, in the West particularly, which 
the farmers and cattle-raisers of this country consider much more im- 
portant or certainly equally as important as the regulation of the liquor 
traffic. It is well known that the cattle interest of the country is more 
depressed than any other. It is well known that legislation by the 

t cattle-raising States in order to protect their herds from disease 

been declared by the Supreme Court of the United States uncon- 
stitutional, because that legislation interfered with the interstate- 
commerce clause of the Constitution. 

The States of Minnesota, Indiana, Virginia, and municipalities in 
Kansas have attempted to get rid of uninspected cattle brought in 
from other States in defiance of their quarantine and police inspection 
laws, and the Supreme Court of the United States, in a decision de- 
livered ten days ago, Minnesota vs. Barber, declared that those States 
have no right to keep out uninspected cattle; that the laws which those 
States make applicable to their own cattle shall not be applied to those 
brought from other States, because any such legislation interferes with 
the interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution. Now, I want to 
know from this Senate and from Congress whether they propose to vio- 
late the principles which I conceive to be at the very foundation of the 
interstate-commerce clause in behalf of the regulation of alcoholic 
stimulants and deny the same sort of legislation to the cattle-raiserg 
of the United States. 

Mr. President, it may be said that I am inconsistent in asking for 
this legislation. I simply ask that the same rule be applied to other 
interests as to this prohibition interest. I give up not one of my 
opinions in regard to this class of legislation. Ihave heard nothing 
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in this debate that has changed my views in regard to the subject. I 
said in the very outset of the discussion what I repeat deliberately 
now, that when we rush into this kind of legislation we shall be asked 
to legislate upon all the different subjects which the respective States 
or communities may consider exceedingly important to them and to 
their interests. We can not afford to stop if we once commence. If 
there is enough political influence to secure legislation by Congress, if 
you pass this bill you have then asserted that it is only a question of 
influence as to the sort of legislation that you will have. 

I have listened very patiently, even to the neglect of other dutiesin 
committee-room, to the arguments which have been adduced in favor 
of this bill. I have not heard one single argument that in my judg- 
ment tended to show that the bill is in the right direction or that it 
is anything else than an innovation upon the established policy of this 
Government and the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States for the last sixty-three years. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pod], who was with me in the 
last Congress against this sort of legislation and who agreed to the 
majority report then prepared by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE], told us in a carefully prepared and written argument yester- 
day that he wanted substance, and not form, that he was not chasing 
shadows. 

Mr. President, what is the amendment reported by the committee 
or the amendment offered by the Senator from Delaware, to-day adopted 
by the Senate? It is the substance of the original bill introduced in 
the last Congress by the Senator from Iowa and reintroduced in the 
present Congress. It is simply a declaration by the Congress of the 
United States that they decline to regulate interstate commerce as to 
liquors, and that they pretermit (to use the euphonious expression of the 
Senator from Alabama) their power upon that question, The original 
bill introduced here granted the power to the States, but that offended 
delicate olfactories and the tender sensibilities of the State-rights 
mocrats in Congress, who werein favor of some legislation, and there- 
fore the Senator from Vermont changed the bill and simply said that 
Congress would allow the police power of the State to take the place 
of the interstate-commerce power of Congress, That is all of it. I 
want substance; I do not want shadows. 

Here is the Constitution of the United States, which says that Con- 
gress shall regulate commerce, and Congress, instead of regulating, sa; 
to the States, We will permit you to extend your police power inside 
of the commerce power of Con up to your State line.“ Is there 
any one of the advocates of this bill who pretends to say that the power 
to regulate commerce does not follow the original package until it leaves 
the hands of the importer? Who is the gentleman who denies that 
proposition and supports this legislation? Then what do you do? You 
simply say to the State: We will now pretermit“ —I like the word— * 
we will pretermit the exercise of our discretion as to the regulation 
of interstate commerce until the original leaves the hands of 
the importer, and we will allow you, gentlemen of the States, to apply 
your police power from the time the original package comes to the ter- 
ritorial limit of the State.“ : 

Now, what is that but the original bill? Whatis that but the same 
identical legislation? I care not if you use the word ‘‘ pretermit’’ or 
any other word, the substance is there. Congress abdicates the consti- 
tutional power put upon it and turnsit over to the police power of the 
State. My friend from Mississippi wrote the report which said Con- 
gress could do no such thing. 

Mr. GEORGE. I say so now, except, I will say, the court in the 
case of Iowa decided that it may be done. r 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, now I come to that proposition. Itmay 
be that I am too much of a lawyer myself to say that the Supreme 
Court will absolutely do one thing or another. It may be that the 
Supreme Court will say that Congress can do this thing, but I will not 
believe it until that question is put directly to that tribunal and so 
adjadicated. I will not give up my convictions upon what I believe 
to be an obiter dictum, not necessary to have been declared by that 
court in the decision of the issues presented upon the record in the case 
which has been so much discussed in the Senate. . 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Curio» in the chair). 
Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to remark now that it may simplify 
the argument of the Senator that as far as I am concerned I do not 
believe any form of expression, any mere legal euphemism; can change 
the substantial character of the bill we are about to I believe 
as the Senator from Missouri believes, substantially, that the bill pro- 
poses to restore to the States that power which has been taken from 
them by the decision of the Supreme Court. I believe as an original 
question that that can not be done by Congress. I believe, however, 
that the Supreme Court in taking away by its decision what I regard 
as the police power of each State to regulate this matter acco to 
its own discretion has pointed out the way, and the only p cal 
way, os pert that power thus taken away may be restored, and that 
is in the bill. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the difference between the Senator from 
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Mississippi and myself is that I do not believe the Supreme Court can 
give away or restore a power to the States, and I do not believe that 

mgress can do it. I believe that the Constitution has defined dis- 
tinctly and emphatically the boundary line between Federal and State 


powers. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not believe, as the Senator says, that the Su- 
preme Court has any constitutional right to take away a power either 
granted to or reserved to the States; but when they decide 
that a power which I believe was reserved to the States has not been 
reserved, I think that that is an authoritative exposition of the Con- 
a which binds me and which binds everybody in the United 

tates. 

Mr. VEST. Ifthe Supreme Court of the United States, upon a rec- 
ord distinctly presenting that issue, should, after discussion, decide that 
question against my judgment, as a matter of course I would aqtiesce 
in it; but I will not assume by indirection that the Supreme Court 
of the United States has made any such decision indirectly, and when 
that decision was not necessary to the adjudication of the issues pre- 
sented by the record. ‘The Senator from Mississippi in fact admitted 
the other day that the expressions to which he refers as haying deter- 
mined that question by the Supreme Court were not necessary to the 
adjudication of the issues presented by the record. He said emphat- 
ically that the Supreme Court could have decided all the issues in that 
record without saying any such thing. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator has partially stated my position. I 
admit that the Supreme Court could have decided the question with- 
out deciding that point, but I said then, as I say now, that the ques- 
tion was involved in the record, and it was the duty of the court to 
decide all the points in the case instead of deciding only a part of them. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it was not involved in the record; I say 
respecttully to the Senator, it was not involved in that record. The two 
questions presented in that case were these, and only two were directly 
presented: One was asto the power of Congress, whetherit was exclusive 
or concurrent with the States, to regulate interstate commerce. The 
court decided emphatically that it was an exclusive power in the Con- 
gress of the United States, threeof the judgesdissenting—JusticesGray, 
Harlan, and Brewer—five of them taking the affirmative of that propo- 
sition. They decided, in the second place, that the interstate com- 
merce power, which was exclusive in Congress, applied to the original 
package until it left the hands of the importer. Now, when and where 
in that whole record came the question as to the power of Congress to 
grant away, or to pretermit, to use the new expression as to constitu- 
tional law, this exclusive power granted by the Constitution to the Con- 

of the United States? 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator desire me to answer that question? 

Mr. VEST. I prefer the Senator to answer me after I get through. 
However, I will yield to him. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask, does the Senator desire me to answer him 
now? 

Mr. VEST. No, because it would involve an argument which the 
Senator can make in his own time. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator looked at me when he asked the ques- 
tion, and I thought possibly he might desire me to answer it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri declines 
to yield, the Chair understands. : 

Mr. VEST. Idonot decline to yield; I always yield toevery brother 
Senator; but I do not care about having a speech or a legal argument 
injected into the body of my own. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator has a right to decline to yield, but I 
thought the Senator by looking at me and asking the question expected 


me to coy A 

Mr. T. Ido not care about going into the question of the ex- 
ercise of my visual organs. I always look at the Senator—certainly 
he is a pleasant object to look at—but I did not mean to elicit a debate 
directly with’ him. 

Isay, Mr. President, that unless we adopt the argument of the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi which he made here the other day—I looked for 
his remarks the next day in the RECORD, but they were reserved for 
revision and I have not seen them since—unless we adopt his argu- 

ment that upon every constitutional question there can be no dictum 
by the Supreme Court, then I say there has been nothing here which 
furnishes a pretense of argument that these decisions or these declara- 
tions of the Supreme Court were not obiter dicta, 

Mr. GEORGE. On that point, if the Senator will allow me, I de- 
sire to correct him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. GEORGE. I did not sa 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has heard no nse 
from the Senator from Missouri. Does he yield to the Senator from 
Mississippi? 


Mr. VEST. Oh, yes; I yield. 

Mr. GEORGE. I did not say, I do not say now, that every dictum 
made by the Supreme Court upon a constitutional question is binding 
as a part of the decision of the court. I did say, and I say now, that 
when a constitutional question is involved it is the duty of the court 
to decide all of it, and not a part of it. 

Mr. VEST. I understood the argument of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi the other day to amount to this (and he read some ancient con- 
stitutional law on that question), that whenever the construction of 
the Constitution was before the Supreme Court it was their duty to 
draw the line, whether it was beyond the record or not, between the 
Federal and the State power. 

Mr. GEORGE. I stated distinctly, Mr. President, that the Supreme 
Court could not draw any line upon any question not involved in the 
record, 

Mr. VEST. Very good. Then we agree; and I make my apology 
publicly to the Senator, because I had not read his remarks, although 

endeavored to listen to them very attentively. I say that the very 
same rule applies to a constitutional question before the Supreme Court 
as to any other, and whenever that court undertakes to go outside of 
the issues involved in the record and declare the personal opinions of 
the judges, they are obiter dicta whether it is the Constitution of the 
United States in its entirety or any clause of it that is under discus- 
sion. Every judge must decide the legal question presented to him 
upon the record, and when he goes outside of it what he says is sim- 
ply his personal opinion and worth no more than that of Mr. Smith, 
or Mr. Jones or any other gentleman learned in the law. 

I have not heard, and I do not think that any lawyer here can show 
me, where the expressions in regard to the power of Congress to grant 
permission to the States were involved in the record in the case that 
was presented to them, and if we are to adopt those obiter dicta as bind- 
ing, what are my friends here, who were advocates of State rights be- 
fore I entered into public life, to do with the expression of the Chief- 
Justice of the United States that Congress can give permission to a 
State? That is the language of Chief-Justice Fuller, without the 
perpflission of Congress. Does my friend from Mississippi believe 

the Supreme Court will never make any such decision, that Con- 
gress can permit a State to do anything in regard to this interstate- 
commerce clause? Yet that is the identical language, those are the 
words of the Chief-Justice of the United States in delivering this ex- 
traordinary obiter dictum, for it is nothing else. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. PUGH. Ishould not like to interrupt the Senator without his 
consent. j 

Mr. VEST. Oh, I give my consent. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator has stated that no lawyer would under- 
take toshow any reason why the question was decided by the Supreme 
Court involving the right of Congress to grant permission. I have un- 
dertaken to do that; I do not know that the Senator was present, and I 
do not suppose he did me the honor to read what I said, I desire to 
repeat it, however, without any expectation whatever that it will reach 
him or change his opinion. 

I stated that if the remarks of the Supreme Court, which he says 
amounted to nothing but an obiter dictum, were stricken from that de- 
cision, it would totally change its meaning and its effect, and that the 
statement of the court that Congress could grent permission to exercise 
the police power in respect to a subject-matter of interstate commerce, 
intoxicants, was necessarily involved, because the court had to state 
the whole character of the right of the State, and when it told the 
State as a party to the action that it could not grant relief, it could 
not say, under its responsibility, that the State had the power to exer- 
cise this right; it said that it belonged to Congress, and that Congress 
could grant the permission. I say the court would have failed tostate 
its whole opinion in reference to the character of the right of the State 
if, when it denied to the State the right under the law to ex- 
ercise it, it did not state the source from which it could derive the right, 
and that was from Congress. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President : 

Mr. PUGH. Of course it was necessarily involved, as every issue 
was, in the case. 

Mr. VEST. It was unnecessary for the Senator to repeat his speech 
of yesterday. I read it in the RECORD. It was a carefully pre 
argument which amounted to what he has said here or to nothing. 
It utterly failed to convince me, which was my fault, doubtless. It 
was unquestionably my fault, but it utterly failed to change my opin- 
ion in to this question. 

Mr. PUGH. I had no idea of doing that. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, that is leather and prunello.” It 
makes no difference what the Senator from Alabama thinks of me or 
what I think of him. That is an outside question, in which the people 
of the United States do not take the slightest interest. I am pro 
to give my opinion as a lawyer and as a Senator in regard to this mat- 
ter, and I notice simply public arguments that are made here. 

It is the first time that I have ever known that the Supreme Court 
of the United States under the Constitution was the suggester of reme- 
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dies. It has been my opinion that under the Constitution it was to 
construe and not to suggest remedies, and that when a case was pre- 
sented to that high tribunal it was for that court to declare what were 
the powers of the litigants, the powers of the States, the powers of the 
General Government under the cardinal and fandamental charter of our 
liberties, the Constitution of the conntry; and for them to be called 
upon to say what were the remedies, what should be done to meet a 
certain case, is to me a novel and unique proposition, 

What in my judgment were the only two questions which were be- 
fore that court upon that record I have stated. I may be wrong, but 
I have read the case over and over, and I can see but two questions in 
the whole of it. 1 have stated them here to-day; and when the court 
went outside and said, We will suggest what can be done, that Con- 
gress can legislate upon this subject, I want to know where that 
question was in that record and where it was necessary for the entire 
adjudication of all the issues presented. 

Mr. President, I have said that I do not believe the Supreme Court 
will ever, when the question is directly presented, make any such de- 
cision. They may. I have been frequently mistaken in regard to the 
decisions of the court. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator will not allow the case to be presented. 

Mr. VEST. Ah, Mr. President, I am not in a moot court. If I 
were in a law university fixing up a case for young students to argue 
before an elected judge of their own, I might be willing to disregard 
my oath to support the Constitution and to vote for a bill that I believe 
violated it in order that it might be discussed in the Supreme Court. 
Here is a bill presented to ns upon which every Senator can declare his 
opinion as to whether it agrees with the Constitution of the country or 
not. 

Are we to vote for bills here that we believe to be unconstitutional 
in order that they may appear again for settlement in the Supreme 
Court of the United States? Why, sir, if thut is to be the practice here, 
then instead of the few thousand bills presented we shall have them 
running up into the hundreds of thousands, because there will be no 
such easy way to settle all the disputed controversies in this country 
as to introduce a bill into Congress, no matter how absurd, and have 
a case under it sent to the Supreme Court for adjudication. I do not 

pose to be the conduit for any such transaction. 

I have said that I do not believe the Supreme Court will make the 
decision. They may; but I will proceed to give some of my reasons, 
outside even of the record in the case that has been so much discussed 
here, why they will not. I read from a gentleman considered a pretty 
fair lawyer in his age before we had some new lights on the Constitu- 
tion, one John Marshall, of Virginia, Chief - Justice of the United States. 
In Gibbons rs. Ogden, in discussing the interstate-commerce clause ot 
the Constitution, the general power to regulate commerce, he used this 
expression: 

If, from the imperfection of human language, there should be serious doubts 

respecting the extent of any given power. it isa well settled rule that the objects 
for which ee Pen especially when those objects are expressed in the instru- 
ment itself, should have great influence in the construction. 

Just before that he said, in his remarkably terse and eloquent lan- 

, for no man used the English language better than John Mar- 
shall, that the object of the commerce clause of the Constitution was 
to produce uniformity. He iterates and reiterates it, ‘‘ uniformity,” 
and yet here we are producing everything else but uniformity. 

Mr. PUGH. Was not that an obiter dictum of Marshall's? 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator want to interrupt me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield? 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator wants to reply to me, let him do itin 
his own time. Iam reading from a decision of the Supreme Court, 
for which, I take it, he cares nothing, but I do. 

We know of no reason for excluding this rule from the present case. 

That is the sort of obiter dictum it was. 

The grant does not convey power which 21 be beneficial to the grantor, 
if 5 ii by himself, or which can inure solely to the benefit of the tee, 
but is an investment of power for the — d antage in the hands o agents 

or that purpose. 

That is, the commerce clause of the Constitution is vested in the Con- 
gress of the United States as agents for that purpose. That is an obiter 
dictum, I suppose! Chief-Justice Marshall further says 


which power can never be exercised by the people themselves, but must be 
placed in the hands of agents or lie dormant. 


He declares that it was put in the hands of these agents, the Con- 
of the United States, and if the English language means anything 
it is that it must be exercised by those agents, in whose hands it was 
placed, or lie dormant. Again, in the same case, Chief-Justice Mar- 
shall says in regard to this same question: 


This prohibition, then, is an exception from the acknowled: wer of 
the States to levy taxes. z aot po 


He is speaking of the taxing power there. 


— duty of tonnage is as much a tax as a duty on imports or 5 and 
the reason which induced the prohibition of those taxes extends to this also. 
This tax may be imposed Ey a ato iR tha — 


Now, I ask attention to this: 
This tax— 


On tonnage— 


ma be imposed by a Stai ii ngress, and it bo ad- 
mitted that — can 8 e virtue of its — — 

How, then, I ask, can Congress give this additional police power to 
the State of Iowa or any other State? I want some Senator to o tell me 
where it gets that right. How can Congress from its own power ex- 
tend the police power cof a State? What is the police power of a State? 
It is the right to manage the internal and domestic affairs of its own 
people, to pass inspection laws, quarantine laws, laws regulating liq: 
uors, laws regulating merchants and auctioneers, and that great and 
enormous mass of reserved powers that are left in the States after they 
have given to their agents, the Congress of the United States, such 
pora as are necessary to be exercised for the general advantage. Yet 

ere we are called upon to give, and ridiculed because we deny or de- 
cline to give, to States a police power which they never had before. 
There is no doubt that the commerce clause of the Constitution 
gives to Congress exclusive power, and there is no doubt that that 
commerce power extends to the original package until it leaves the 
hands of the importer even upon the soil of a State. And yet we, in 
defiance of this declaration of the greatest lawyer who ever lived in 
this conntry, if not anywhere, declare that Congress can extend that 
police power out of its own right, out of its own powers as given to it 
by the Constitution. 

Mr. President, I am not ashamed to follow John Marshall, and Ido 
not propose to be deterred by any sort of ridicule, by any sort of talk 
about my lagging behind and not keeping up to the spirit of this ad- 
vanced age. I do not propose to be deterred from following him and 
the highest tribunal of this country, especially when his decisions co- 
incide with my own views in regard to the powers given to the Gen- 
eral Government and to the States. 

Mr. President, this is not the first time that the principle upon which 
this legislation is based has been discussed in the United States. It 
was done when slavery was in existence, and after the Constitution had 
extended the right to import slaves until 1808, under a bargain made 
between the New England States and South Carolina, as the debates of 
the convention show, when South Carolina said to New England, If 
you will give us the right to bring in negroes until 1808 we will give you 
the right to have such navigation laws as will suit you,” and they re- 
ferred it to a committee, as the debates show, and agreed that New Eng- 
land should have her right to control commerce and that South Caro- 
lina could bring in negroes until 1808. That was in olden times, before 
we found out that slavery was wrong. In 1803 Congress passed an act 
attempting to do in regard to negroes exactly what we are now attempt- 
ing to do in regard to liquor. Chief-Justice Marshall says, in Gibbons 
rs. Ogden: 

The act passed in 1803 prohibiting the importation of slaves into any State 
which shall itself prohibit their importation implies, it is said, an admission 
that the States possessed the power to exclude or admit them, from which it is 
inferred that they possess the same bower with respect to other articles, 

If this inference were correct, if this power was exercised, not under any par- 
ticular clause in the Constitution, but in virtue of a general right over the sub- 
ject of commerce, to exist as long as the Constitution itself, it might now be 
exercised. Any State might now import African slaves into ‘its own territory. 

But it is e that the power of the States over ee previous to the 
year 1808, tutes an exception of the power of Congress to regulate com- 
meree, and the exception is expressed in such words-as to manifest clearly the 
intention to aa. the pre-existing rights of the States to admit or exclude 
SEEE au Sur of ke Bietus CTC 
be prohibited by the Con prior to the ane veer 1808. Phe tab age ah ect of the 
exception is to preserve the power to those States which might be disposed 
exercise it; and its language seems to the court to convey this idea unequivo- 
cally. The possession of this particular power, then, during the time limited in 
e Gonstitution, can not be admitted to proye the possession of any other simi- 

r po 

The inference is irresistible that but ſor that peculiar and exceptional 
grant in the Constitution that the slave trade should continue until 
1808, no such power could have been given by Congress to any of the 
States as to the importation of slaves from Africa, because, according to 
this decision of Chief-Jnstice Marshall, that was a subject within the 
control of Congress exclusively; and but for the specificand exceptional 

and unique provision which I have read, extending the slave trade to 
1808, Chief. Justice Marshall means, if he means anything, that Con- 
gress could not have given the power to regulate that 2 trade to any 
State of this Union. 

What is the case now before us? Instead of allowing negroes to be 
excluded from the States we propose to say that every State which by 
its own laws excludesan article of interstate commerce, alcoholic stimu- 
lants, shall be protected by Congress in the exercise of that right. 
What becomes of the power of Co to regulate interstate com- 
merce if we can abdicate it, hand over the entire subject to the States, 
and instead of the uniformity which was sought by the framers of the 
Constitution produce chaos and confusion worse confounded ”’ as the 
ages shall continue to progress ? 

Mr. President, we have heard a good deal of State rights. We are 
told that the decision of the majority of the court invaded State rights, 
and the newspapers particularly have been very prolific in the state- 
ment that the minority of the court were the peculiar defenders of State 
rights in their dissenting opinion. I happen to have before me a de- 
cision of one of these minority judges, Justice Harlan, from my own 
native State of Kentucky, in what is called the Jim Crow case. This 
case was where the State of Mississippi enacted a law that upon all 


to 
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trains passing through Mississippi there should be separate accommo- 

- dations for white black passengers. The record shows thatthe same 

cars Were provided for whites and blacks, but that the whites werecom- 

led to take one car and the blacks another, and they called these, I 

ieve, Jim Crow cars in Georgia, and therefore this decision is known 

as the Jim Crow decision. The Supreme Court of the United States de- 

cided that the State had a right to make that regulation. Justice Har- 
lan dissented, and here is his dissenting opinion: 


The defendant, the Louisville, New Orleans and Texas Railroad 8 
owns and operates a continuous line of railroad from Memphis to New Orleans. 
If one of its passenger trains—starting, for instance, from Memphis to goto New 
Orleans—enters the territory of Mississippi without having cars attached to it 
for the separate accommodation of the white and black races the company and 
the conductor of such train is liable to be fined as prescribed in the statute, the 
validity of which is here in question. In other words, it is made an offense 
against the State of Mississippi ifa railroad company engaged in interstate com- 
merce shall presume to send one of its trains into or through that State without 
such arrangement of its cars as will secure separate accommodations for both 
races, 


I call attention to the fact that there was no difference in these cars, 
the accommodations were just the same. The question was whether 
the whites and blacks should go into the same car, and some aspiring 
colored gentleman without regard to the accommodations insisted upon 
his right of being with the white people. Hine illz lachrymz; and this 
ease came to the Supreme Court. When the court said that Missis- 
sippi had a right to do that, Justice Harlan dissented. He said: 


In Hall vs. De Cuir, 95 United States, 435, this court declared unconstitutional 
and void,as a regulation of interstate commerce, an act of the Louisiana Legis- 
lature which required those engaged in interstate commerce to give all persons 
traveling in that State, upon the paas conveyances employed in such business, 
equal rights and privileges in all parts of the conveyance, without distinction 
or discrimination on account of race or color. The court, speaking by Chief- 
Justice Waite, said: 


Quoting— 

We think it may safely be said that State legislation which seeks to impose 
adirect burden upon interstate commerce, or to interfere directly with its free- 
dom, does encroach upon the exclusive power of Congress. The statute now 
under consideration, in our opinion, occupies that position. It does not act 
upon the business through the iocal instruments to be employed after coming 
within the State, but directly upon the business as it comes into the State from 
without, or goes out from within. While it purports only to control the car- 
rier when engaged within the State, it must ne y influence his conduct 
to some extent in the management of his business per. Sot his entire voyage. 
Thisd ition of passengers taken up and put down within the State, or taken 
up within to be carried without, can not but affect in greater or less degree 
those taken up without and brought within, and sometimes those taken up and 
put down without. A passenger in the cabin set apart for the use of whites with- 
out the State must, when the boat comes within, share the accommodations of 
that cabin with such colored persons as may come on board afterwards, if the 
law is enforced. 


Now, mark it: . 

It was to meet just such a case that the commercial clause in the Constitution 
was adopted. The river app passes through or along the borders of ten 
different States, and its tribu reach many more, The commerce upon 
these waters is immense, and its regulation clearly a matter of national con- 
cern. If each State was at liberty to regulate the conduct of carriers while 
within its jurisdiction, the confusion likely to follow could not but be pro- 
ductive of great inconvenience and unnecessary hardship. Each State could 
provide for its own passengers and regulate the transportation of its own freight 

less of the interests of others. 

Nay, more, it could prescribe rules by which the carrier must be governed 
within the State in respect to passengers and property brought from without. 
On one side of the river or its tributaries he might be required to observe one 
set of rules, and on the other another. Commerce can not flourish in the midst 
of such embarrassments, No carrier of passengers can conduct his business 
with satisfaction to himself, or comfort to those employing him, if on one side 
of a State line his passengers, both white and colored, must be permitted to oc- 
cupy the same cabin, and on the other be kept separate. Uniformity in the 
regulations by which he is to be governed from one end to the other of his route 
is a necessity in his business, and to secure it Congress, which is untrammeled 
by State lines, has been invested with the exclusive legislative power of deter- 
mining what such regulations shall be. / 

a It seems to me that those observations are entirely pertinent to the case be- 
fore us, 
says Justice Harlan. Yet when the honorable justice came to the 
liquor traffic he forgot all demand for uniformity; he forgot his decis- 
ion as to the rights of colored and white people in occupying the same 
car, and he said Iowa may say one thing, and Missouri another, and 
Arkansas another, and so on from the head of the Mississippi to the 
mouth. Tempora mutantur, et nos mutamur in illis. It applies to judges 
with their ermine upon their shoulders as well as to politicians and 
ordinary men. I should like to know why the doctrine that he an- 
nounced here as to the commerce clause of the Constitution in regard 
to the transportation of passengers does not apply to the article of com- 
merce called alcoholic stimulants, regarded in this country and the 
world over as one of the principal objects of commercial intercourse. 
Mr. President, it is a remarkable fact, not answered in this debate, 
for it can not be answered, that if the framers of the Constitution ever 
intended that the commerce clause of the Constitution or any portion 
of the power granted by it could be delegated to a State, or could be 
pretermitted by Congress, in that clause are not found any exceptional 
words at all. Only twice in the Constitution is there any mention of 
the consent of Congress to a State. One is in regard to imports, im- 
peia and other duties, and the other is in regard to the right of the 
tates to arm themselves even in time of peace to prevent invasion, 
etc. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] the two clauses; 
and yet, upon the next page of the itution, is found the commerce 


clause of the Constitution, which has no such words in it. It is an ab- 
solute grant of power, exclusive in Congress, and without exception. 

Are we to suppose that the men who made that instrument did not 
know what it meant? Are we to suppose that they intended that this 
power in Congress should not be exclusive when they said that it 
should? Are we to suppose that they did not understand the full sig- 
nificance of putting in the words without the consent of Congress 
in the other two clauses? I say the proposition is clear that their in- 
tention was that the power of Congress should exclude every other 
power, and I hope there is not a Senator, upon this side of the Cham- 
ber at least, who will say that Chief-Justice Marshall was wrong when 
he declared that Congress could make no grant of power to the State 
out of its own power. 

As to the amendment that I have offered I may be wrong. It may 
be that my friends here who take a different view of this proposed legis- 
lation are right. If that be so, then I want to say for the cattle-raisers 
of the West that the same privileges which are granted here to the people 
of Iowa and the Legislature of Iowa in regard to the exclusion of al- 
coholic stimulants should be applied to them. 

I have had the honor to serve by appointment of the Senate upon a 
committee to examine into the meat product of the United States. We 


found an exceptional and alarming state of things in to the in- 
spection of meat and beef-cattle. We found that in the t cities of 
the Union there was substantially no inspection at all. e found that 


there is not one man in the Senate to-day who knows when he puts a 
beefsteak into his stomach at breakfast whether he is putting into it 
the larva, the germs of cancer, or of fever, or some other terrible dis- 
ease. 

In the great city of New York our committee discovered that there 
was absolutely no inspection. In the great cattle market of the coun- 
try, Chicago, we found that there was a sort of dual and imperfect in- 
spection, an inspector appointed by the State of Illinois, who made a 
weekly inspection on each Saturday, and a city inspector called the 
health officer of the municipality of Chicago, between whom and the 
State officer there was a continual internecine war. 

In order that I may not be suspected of any prejudice against the 
city of Chicago or the cattle market there, I will read what was said 
by these officers themselves, copied in the report of the committee. 
However, I will read in the first place, for it is very short, thé report 
of the committee on the subjectof inspection preceding the statements. 
The committee say in their report: 

While the States alone have the power to enact inspection laws as to cattle 
within their limits, and not the subject of interstate commerce, the committee 
considered it their duty to examine and report concerning the inspection of live- 
stock in the principal cities of the United States, 

They found the subject in a sin; ly loose and unsatisfactory condition, 
without system, and in many | ties s neglected. 

In Chicago, the controlling cattle market of the country, all cattle received at 
the Union Stock-Yards are i by a State officer and by an officer ap- 
pointed by the city board of health. e latter official inspects the cattle re- 
ceived each day, and on every Saturday the State inspector upon those con- 
demned by the city inspector. If he overrules his d. ion the animal is re- 
turned to the owner, but if he affirms the judgment ofthat officer the animal is 
shot. (See printed testimony, page 224.) 

Under this dual system there are constantly recurring conflicts between the 
State and city officials, as is shown by the following: 

BIG-JAWED CATTLE—CONFLICT BETWEEN CITY AND STATE OFFICIALS AT CHI- 
CAGO. 

Chicago, April 10.—A long-standing dispute between the city authorities and 
the State board of live-stock commissioners in regard to lumpy-jawed cattle 
reached a crisis this morning when B. C. McChesney, a member of the board, 
came into mayor's office and served a paper upon his honor demandin lice 
protection for the removal of some nineteen head of cattle, 3 By the 
city health authorities as diseased from the pen in which they are quarantined 
in the stock-yards to Blue Island. The mayor sent for Health Commissioner 
Wickersham, who immediately declared that the attempt to remove the cattle 
from the yards was simply a scheme to evade the city’s health ordinances in 
the interests of an unscrupulous ring which is endeavoring to create a market 
for lumpy-jawed cattle in this city. 


Mr. GRAY. What is ‘“‘lumpy-jaw?”’ 

Mr. VEST. I will tell the Senator what that means. Lumpy- 
jawed cattle” means cancerous cattle, cattle with cancer. The lumpy- 
jaw” is simply a cancer. It appears in lumps, and sores subsequently, 
upon the jaw of the beef. They cut off the head, throw it away, and 
sell the beef. The diseased blood goes into the blood of the human 
system. It is a feast, sir, to which I invite no friend. 

The mayor called in the corporation council, and a secret conference on the 
question was he city officials finally capitulated, it being the opinion 


begun. T 
of the council that it would be injudicious for the city to interfere with the re- 
moval by the State. 


This was copied from the Chicago papers. 


The committee have no doubt as a rule and except in rare instances, the 
cattle slaughtered at Chicago are healthy and absolutely free from disease; but 
the following from the city health officer, of recent date, is not satisfactory. 


Now, says this health officer: 


That there has been considerable traffic in lumpy-jawed cattle, and that they 
have been put into the market for food pu have good reason to believe, 
The live-stock commissioners themselves. in their statement for the year 1889, 
say that — 44 is not only a highly Say, gm and dangerous disease to 
ani but is transferable to man. I believe I can prove to 7 4 3 
person the manner in which the State board proposes to deal with cattle 
suffering from this disease is an encouragement for people to send them to this 
market. For instance: A dealer in Iowa writes to a commission firm in this 
city that if it be true that he can get 1 cent a pound for lumpy-jawed cattle in 

cago he can collect and send a great many here. 


i 
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The orders I give my officers are that as soon as an animal believed to be suf- 
fering from lumpy jaw is discovered it shall at once be condemned as unfit for 
food and shall be shot, and that kerosene shall be injected throughout the car- 
cass so as entirely to destroy it as food; and that the carcass shall then be sent 
to a rendering establishment, which, under the law, must be without the city 
limits. Now, the State board of live-stock commissioners propose to hold for 
many days at a time the diseased cattle which they discover in quarantine, and 
then to send them to someslaughtering-house, ostensibly to have them rendered 
and not used for food. I believe there is great danger that the carcasses, instead 
of going into the rendering tank, will find their way as food to the public. [ 
therefore ey ar to and opposed thesystem sought to be enforced by the live- 
stock commission. 


And so on. 

Mr. President, in addition to what is said by the health officer, the 
committee found that the disease could be communicated to the 
human frame by eating the meat of these diseased cattle, and they 
found one instance in which a butcher at the little town of Brighton, 
Mass., happened to break the skin on his finger in cutting up a bul- 
lock suftering with lumpy jaw, and he died of blood poisoning, as the 
verdict of the coroner’s juryshows. The other half of that animal was 
sold on the Boston market. The newspapers published it, an investi- 
gation was had in the city council, and they found that diseased meat 
was systematically sold. 

If I had time or if it were an appropriate occasion, I should like to 
read the whole of this testimony. The committee quote from the re- 
port of the board of health of New York City and elsewhere, from vete- 
rinary surgeons, from persons who have charge of the health depart- 
ment of the United States Army, showing that the meat of these 
animals is not only dangerous, but absolutely destructive to human 
life. 

Mr. President, it is to prevent this that I offer this amendment. 
The State of Minnesota an act in which they declared that all 
animals broughtinto the State and proposed to be slaughtered, together 
with all animals in Minnesota and belonging to her citizens should bê 
inspected on the hoof. 

Indiana the same law. Virginia passed it. The house ot 
representatives of the Missouri Legislature it by an overwhelm- 
ing majority, but it was beaten by the dressed-beef combine in the sen- 
ate. The popular verdict of the State was almost unanimously in favor 
of the law, as it is all over the West. But the Supreme Court of the 
United States comes in, in the case of Minnesota vs. Barber, and declares 
that this beef shall come into the State without inspection and be sold 
to the citizens in spite of the attempt of the Legislature to protect the 
public life and the public health. 

Now, I ask the Senate if they propose to make this distinction? Is 
it their purpose to confine this legislation to alcoholic stimulants, or do 
you propose to protect the public health and the public life by going 
further and extending this beneficent law, as Senators term it, to the 
objects indicated in my amendment? 

I ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] to the amend- 
ment reported by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON ] as heretofore 
pews The amendment of the Senator from Missouri will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the amendment as 
amended: 

And all fresh beef, veal, mutton, lamb, or pork transported or brought into 
any State or Territory from any point or place outside of such State or Territory 
for use, consumption, or sale therein shall not be exempt, nor shall the owner 
or possessor thereof be exempt, from the regulation, control, police or taxing 
power affecting or applicable to other like property in said State or Territory, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri asks for 
the yeas and nays on the question of agreeing to his amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. ‘ $ 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called) I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. Iwill also announce the 

ir of my colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] with the Senator from Texas 
Par. REAGAN]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr, COKE (when Mr. REAGAN’s name was called). I desire to an- 
nounce the pair of my coll e [Mr. REAGAN] with the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH . f my colleague were here, he would 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Casry]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 
zi Mr. oA Iam paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 

Asco]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to announce my pair with the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. MAN- 
DERSON] with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. My 
colleague is absent sick. : 

Mr. PLATT. Iam paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
BARBOUR]. If not paired, I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 5; nays 32; as folldws: 


YEAS—5. 
Call, Payne, Stewart, Vest. 
Morgan, 
NAYS—32, 
Allen, Dawes, Ingalls, Pugh, 
Allison, Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 
Bate, Edmunds, MeMillan, pooner, 
Blair, Eustis, Mitchell, Squire, 
Blodgett, Evarts, Moody, Stockbridge, 
ke, George, Paddock, Walthall, 
Colquitt, Hawley, Plumb, Washburn, 
Cullom, Hoar, Power, Wilson of Iowa. 
ABSENT—47, 
Aldrich, Davis, Higgins, Ransom, 
Barbour, Dixon, Hiscock, R 1 
Berry, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, San 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Kenna, Sherman, 
rown, Frye, McPherson, Stanford, 
Butler, Gibson, Manderson, Teller, 
Cameron, Gorman, Morrill, Turpie, 
Carlisle, Gray, Pasco, Vance, 
Casey. Hale, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Hampton, Pierce, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Harris, Platt, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Hearst, Quay, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum haying voted, the Secre- 
tary will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Allen, Dolph, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Allison, Edmunds, Mitchell, Squire, 
Bate, Eustis, Moody, e. 
Blair. Evarts, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Morrill, Teller, 

1, Faulkner, Paddock, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Harris, Payne, Vance, 
Coke, Hawley, Platt, Vest, 
Colquitt, Hiscock, Plumb, Walthall, 
Cullom, Hoar, Power, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, Ingalls, Pugh, Wolcott, 
Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 

Dixon, Jonesof Nevada, Sherman, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty Senators have answered to their 
names—more thana quorum. The roll will be again called on the 
uestion of agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Missouri 
Mr. VEST] to the amendment reported by the committee as heretotore 
amended. 

Mr. VEST. I ask leave to withdraw the demand for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri asks leave 
to withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. If there is no objection, 
the demand is withdrawn. It is so ordered. The question is upon 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri which has been 
voted upon heretofore. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee to the original bill, as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that question, as it is very important, I must 
ask for the yeas and nays, x 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll will be called. 

Mr. COCKRELL and Mr, TELLER. What is the question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as amended will be 
read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enacting 
clause of the bill and insert: 

That fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liquors transported asan arti- 
ele of commerce or brought into any State or Be tory from a point or place 
outside of such State or Territory, for use, consumption, or sale therein, shall 
not be exempt, nor shall the owner or person in possession thereof be exempt, 
from the operation of the laws of or the regulation, control, police, or taxing 
power of such State or Terri affecting or applicable to all other like prop- 
erty by reason of such liquors being in the original packages of importation or 
transportation as subjects of interstate or foreign commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll will be called on the ques- 
tion of agreeing to the amendment as amended. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the question now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the adoption 
of the amendment which has just been read. 

Mr. GEORGE, The amendment reported by the Senator from Iowa 
as amended? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As amended on the motion of the 
Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. INGALLS, The parliamentary state of the question is this: 
The Committee on the Judiciary reported an amendment to strike out 
and insert, The part proposed to be stricken out by the committee 
was amended upon the motion of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 


` 


| 
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Gray]. The substitute having been agreed to, that stands now as the 
original proposition, and the question is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee as amended by the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Delaware. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the way the Chair undertook 
to state the question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The practical question is what it was before, on 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Delaware as against 
the amendment reported irom the Judiciary Committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And that amendment has just been 
read to the Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE, I should like to be informed as to how I shall vote 
in case I entertain certain opinions, Suppose I am in favor of the 
amendment reported by the Senator from Jowa, should my vote be 
“yeg ™ on this question? 

Mr. INGALLS. “Nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE. If I favor the proposition made by the Senator from 
Iowa, I vote ‘“‘nay??’ 

Mr. INGALLS, ‘Then you vote against the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll will be called on agreeing 
to the amendment reported by the Senator from Iowa as amended by 
the amendment of the Senator from Delaware. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called). 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr. FARWELL (when his name was called). 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. i 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. COKE (when Mr. REAGAN’s name was called). I again an- 
nounce the pair of my colleague [Mr. REAGAN] with the Senator trom 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. My colleague would vote ‘‘nay’’ if 
he were here. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. BERRY], but I am informed that he would 
vote yea.“ Therefore I vote yen.“ 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CAsry]. If he were present, I should 
vote yea.“ 

Mr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON, The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] is paired with 
the senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsoM] on the pending 
question and all others connected with this bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. My colleague [Mr. Max DERSON ] is paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. My colleague is ab- 
sent from the Senate on account of sickness, 5 

f 5 


I am paired with the 


J am paired with the 


Mr. PLATT. Iam paired with the Senator from Virginia 
BARBOUR], but I understand that the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
PIERCE], having been called suddenly from the Chamber by the death 
of a friend, left word that he should be paired upon this question, and 
that hehas no pair. I therefore transfer the pair I have with the Sen- 
ator from Virginia to the Senitor from North Dakota, unless some pair 
has been announced for him. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the an- 

nouncement of a pair has been made between the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. CARLISLE] and the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
PIERCE]. 

Mr. PLATT. Then I do not vote. 
- Mr. ALDRICH. I am paired with the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 23, as follows: 


YEAS—24. 
Oall, Gray, MeMillan, Squire, 
Cockrell, Harris, Mitchell, 3 
Colquitt, Hawley, Mo $ Stockbridge, 
Culiom, * Hi Pugh, Teller, 
vis, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, Walthall, 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, Washburn, 
NAYS—33. 
Allen, Dawes, Ingalls, Power, 
Allison, Edmunds, Moody, Sherman, 
Bate, Eustis, pester ia Turpie, 
Blair, Evarts, Paddock, Vest, 
Blodgett, George, yne, Wilson of Iowa. 
Coke, oar, Plumb, 
ABSENT—37. 
Al Brown, y, Far 
Barbour, Butler, Chandier, Faulkner, 
Berry, Cameron, Frye, 
Carlisle, Dixon, 


Gorman, McPherson, uay, Voor! 

Hale, Manderson, 230m, Wilson of Md. 
Hampton, Pasco, Reagan, olco 

H Pettigrew, San 

Higgins, erce, Stanford, 

Kenna, Platt, Vance, 


So the amendment as amended was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no further amendment 
proposed, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I submitted some time ago an 
amendment as a substitute for the bill as reported originally by the 
Committee on the Judiciary. Since thesubmission of that amendment 
an amendment has been reported back from the committee to the orig- 
inal bill, and to that amendment the Senator from Delaware submitted 
to the Senate an amendment in the nature of a substitute, which has 
been carried. I shall not, therefore, offer the amendment that I had 
proposed to offer to the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, I should like to have the Secretary read the 
phrase in the bill that the amendment of the Committee of the Whole 
proposes to strike out and then the amendment of the Committee of 
the Whole, so that we shall understand just how the question stands, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will read the amend- 


at the Committee of the Whole has proposed to amend, so that 
Senate may look at those two propositions. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will read the origi- 
I bill. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the payment of any tax, duty, im orexcise upon, 
or in respect of, the impo on into the United States of any fermented, dis- 
tilled, or other Spgs ea poet or liquors shall not be held to exempt the 
pe eles thereof or any other person or any such property from any penalty, 
forfeiture, or proceeding that now is or hereafter may be provided for by the 
laws of any State applicable equally to all property of the same nature, 
ing the manufacture, sale, furnishing, or possession of liquids or liquors; nor 
shall the payment of any such tax, duty, im , or excise be held to prohibit 
or eee any State from imposinga tax or duty on any such liquids or liquors 
or from making regulations in respect of the same, in common with and re- 
spect of other such liquids or liquors not imported, or from enforce its laws 
operating equally in respect of property imported and property not ried, 
against any such importer or person or any such property, whether the 
same be in the original package of importation or not, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, read the amendment made as in Committee 
of the Whole on which we are next to vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will now read the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. z 

The CHIEF CLERK. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
agreed to the following substitute for the bill: 

That fermented, distilled, or other . transported as an arti- 
cle of commerce or e into any State or Territory from a point or place 
outside of such State or Territory, for use, consumption, or sale therein, shall 
not be exempt, nor shall the owner or person in possession thereof be exempt, 
from the operation of the laws of or the regulation, control, police, or taxing 
power of such State or Territory affecting or applicable to all other like prop- 
erty, by reason of such liquors being in the original packages of importation or 
transportation as subjects of interstate or foreign commerce, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestionis on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to offer a substitute for that 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The proposed amendment will be 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That all fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating por San or liquids trans- 
ported into any State or Territory for use, consumption, or sale, or storage 
therein shall upon arrival in such State or Territory be subject to the operation 
and effect of the laws of such State or Territory enacted in the exercise of its 

lice powers,to the same extent and in the same manner as though such 
fquids or liquors had been produced in such State or Territory, and not 
be exempt therefrom by reason of being introduced therein in original pack- 


ages or otherwise. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
substitute proposed by the Senator from Iowa for the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I shall vote for this substitute, al- 
thongh it is not so effective and is much more difficult of execution 
than the original proposition submitted from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and will impose upon the State authorities, in endeavoring 
to regulate their own affairs, a burden of proof, as the lawyers call it, 
that will make it extremely difficult to produce a conviction in the 
State, either as toa license system ora prohibition system, if it is lawful 
to use the word ‘‘prohibition’’ over one’s breath in the Senate to-day. 


The original proposition of the Senator from Delaware undertakes to 


declare, first, in order to reach this thing, that the article must come 
into the State as an article of commerce, not merely tocome in and let 
the State take hold of it there, but it must be in the course of trade, 
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not willing to allow the State to determine about that; and it throws 
upon the State authorities a difficult matter of proof to show an intent, 
a parpase; and a mode of operation that should make it a purely and 
strictly commercial transaction, such as in criminal cases must be 
přoved where the law states that. 

Then it undertakes to say that the State may regulate the sale of 
that property, etc., as it regulates the sale, etc., of that property in 
other cases. It does not allow a State that wishes to prohibit it alto- 

ther to make such prohibition, but only supports the high-license 

tates or the low-license States, and leaves it, to say the best of it, 
open to extreme doubt whether under the word regulation ” the State 
would have the authority to prohibit altogether. 

I do not wish todo that thing. I wish to give the same liberty, talk- 
ing in the ordinary phrase of business men, or talking as a lawyer I 
wish to take the hands of Congress off from the States in these respects 
80 as to leave each State to manage its own affairs in these respects in 
its own way. If one State wishes low license, very good. If another 
wishes high license, so be it. If a third wishes absolute prohibition, 
as my State does, I do not wish a discrimination made by an act of Con- 

s against her liberty for that reason. So the amendment of the 
Benator from Delaware has destroyed or put in extreme danger the 
subject that the Committee on the Judiciary hoped could be left en- 
tirely to the separate judgment of the State after the property had 
reached it. = 

The amendment that the Senator from Iowa is obliged to offer in or- 
der to mitigate some of the evil features of the amendment agreed to 
in Committee of the Whole is better than what the Committee of the 
Whole has agreed to, although it still imposes matters of extreme diffi- 
culty upon the States in respect of making their proof, which ought 
not to be; but itisso much better than the proposition agreed to in Com- 
mittee of the Whole that I shall certainly vote for it. 

Mr. HOAR. I move toamend the amendment reported to the Sen- 
ate by striking out the words for use, consumption, or sale therein.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. _ 

The Cuter CLERK. In lines 7 and 8 of the amendment agreed to as 
in Committee of the Whole, it is proposed to strike out the words for 
use, consumption, or sale therein;’’ so as to read: 

That fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liquors transported as an 
article of commerce or brought into any State or Territory from a point or place 
outside of such State or Territory shall not be exempt, nor shall the owner or 
person in possession thereof be exempt, from the operation of the laws of or the 
regulation, control, police, or taxing power of such State or Territory affecting 
or applicable to all other like property by reason of such liquors being in the 
original packages of importation or transportation as subjects of interstate or 
foreign commerce. ; 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] on 
hearing the word that I shall say will, as far as he can, accept this 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. WIL- 
SoN] has proposed a substitute for the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOAR. But that is a substitute for the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Delaware, and I propose to amend the text of the 
Senator’s amendment betore the substitute is acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts is in order. 

Mr. HOAR. The objection to the amendment of the Senator from 
Delaware, which has been suggested in the debate, is that it puts upon 
the State authority in all cases the burden of proving the intent with 
which the liquor is brought into the State. In order to maintain any 

tion hereafter, supposing that amendment goes into effect and 

mes the statute, you have got to prove the intent of the individual 

who originally brought the article into the State, because it only ex- 

cepts from the operation of the decision of the Supreme Court articles 

brought into the State witha certain intent“ ſor consumption, sale, or 

use therein.“ Soif you will strike those words out, it leaves the matter 
then without that obligation. 

It may be suggested on the other side that in that case it would 
make the exemption larger than Congress would desire; but, as I un- 
derstand the language of the amendment, all liquor which is not to be 
sold within the State is exempted without this clause, because it goes 
on to say simply that liquor brought into the State shall not be exempt 
from the regulation, control, police, or taxing power affecting or appli- 
cable to all other like property by reason of such liquors being in the 
original packages for transportation as subjects of importation or trans- 
portation. 

All other exemptions—that is, passing through the State on its way 
to another State, and so a mere matter of interstate transportation 
across the State—are left, as now, to have their full constitutional oper- 
ation. 

Mr.GRAY. The criticism of the Senator from Massachusetts would 
he pertinent if this were a law proposed by Congress to regulate the 
liquor traffic and if it were that indictments were to be framed 
under the law, which certainly is not the case. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think the Senator understands me. 
Mr. GRAY. This is not to be a law under which or according to 


which an indictment is to be framed. This is not to be a law the vio- 
lation of which will be a subject of indictment. This is merely a pro- 
posed law by which Congress withdraws from the domain of police reg- 
ulation in a State in respect to certain subjects-matter of interstate 
commerce; that is, by this proposed law Congress proposes to so regu- 
late interstate commerce (for that is the only power that we have un- 
questionably) as not to interfere with the police powers of the State in 
the respect in which they are here limited and described. 

So the effect of this measure would be that the police powers of the 
State would remain in all their vigor, just as they existed before the 
passage of this law. It is not the conferring of a police power upon 
the State in the view that I take of this question, but it is simply de- 
claring that the commercial transaction, so far as the power of Congress 
to regulate interstate commerce is concerned, shall be taken to cease 
at a certain point, thereby withdrawing from the domain of the police 
powers which existed prior to the adoption of the Constitution, and 
without regard to the existence of this law, leaving them in their ap- 
propriate vigor. Any indictment that should be framed in a State 
would be a State indictment, framed under a State law. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. The effect of this act, if passed, would be that if the 
attempt should be made which was made in the late Iowa case to bring 
the matter into the Supreme Court of the United States to determine 
whether the indictment under that law did not infringe upon the com- 
merce clause of the Constitution or the right of Congress to regulate 
commerce, this law being on the statute-books, the Supreme Court 
would be compelled to say that it did not. That is the whole and the 
single operation of this measure, as I understand it to be. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Delaware I think misunderstands 


the point which I endeavored to make. I do not suppose he thought 
seriously that I imagined this was a provision which we were enactin, 


for an indictment under an act of Congress in regard to the sale o 
liquor. The proposition is this, as I understand it—— 

Mr. GRAY. But will the Senator excuse me? I may have misun- 
derstood him, but am I not correct in my understanding that the Sen- 
ator’s proposition was that this law would make it n to averin 
the indictment that the liquor was for consumption, use, or sale in the 
State? 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say a word about indictment in any form, 
shape, or manner. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator said it would be necessary to prove it. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; that is another thing. 

Mr. GRAY. It can not be necessary to prove it unless it is neces- 
sary to aver it. ; 

Mr. HOAR. That is another thing, whatever may logically be the 
connection. I think it may sometimes be necessary to prove a thing 
you do notaver in the indictment. Suppose there is an ordinary in- 
dictmentin a State for the sale of intoxicating liquor contrary to its 
law, and the defense is that that is intoxicating liquor brought into 
the State from another State, and so an article of interstate commerce. 

Now then, comes in this statute and says in substance that that 
shall not shield that transaction of sale from the operation of the police 
power of the State whenever it is brought into the State for certain 
purposes, ‘‘ for use, consumption, or sale therein.“ Otherwise it does 
operate as a constitutional shield, and the State law, so far as it applies 
to it, under the decision of the Supreme Court, is inapplicable. 

I do not conceive that it would make any difference in the pleadi 
but in order to convict the defendant of a sale of liquor which had 
been brought into the State from another and was being sold by a 
citizen of another State, or by somebody who had got it in another 
State, to a citizen of that State, under circumstances which make it in- 
terstate commerce, the State has got to prove, in order to show that the 
transaction is within its police power, that the particular article was 
brought in with a certain intent. 

Now, let the whole matter of whether that would necessarily make 
a change in what was required in the Stateindictment pass. As faras 
Iam concerned, I do not make any pointon that. Lam only speaking 
of the proof. It is very clear to my mind that, with this statute as it 
reads, when you undertake in the State of Delaware to convict a man 
for selling liquor to a boy twélve years old, for instance, contrary to 
the police laws, if that liquor appear to have been brought into the 
State so as to be an article of interstate commerce, being sold to that 
person by the owner from outside, you have got to show the intent with 
which it was brought in as an affirmative article of proof. 

Now, if my amendment is adopted you have not got it to show; but 
the amendment of the Senator from Delaware is so framed that it still 
operates in all other cases; that is, it appearing that it is being brought 
into the State for transfer across the State and not to be used or con- 
sumed there, if that is shown by the defendant, the shield of this 
amendment does not exist, 

So everything the Senator wants to accomplish, everything that the 
Senate want to accomplish, is accomplished without these words, and 
the only effect of leaving the words in is to put a serious and, in most 
cases, an impossible burden of proof upon the State government at the 
trial. 


Mr. GRAY. Now, Mr. President, as I said before (I concede I may 
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be wrong), I conceive that the only effect of this proposed law would 
be that the Government of the United States under the power to regu- 
late commerce was withdrawing itself from the domain of the police 
powers of the State. Now, let us see what would be the course of pro- 
ceeding after this bill became a law, if it should become a law. The 
police powers of the State remain, according to my notion, precisely 
as they were before, in theory at least. The police powers are there, 
How far they shall impinge upon the power to regulate commerce is 
another thing. This measure makes it more difficult for them to im- 
pinge upon the power to regulate commerce, or rather makes it impos- 
sible in a certain class of cases for the power to regulate commerce to 
interfere with the police power of the State. 

Now, the course of things would be this: Under the laws of the State 
requiring a license to sell liquor an indictment is found against a man 
for selling liquor without a license obtained under the laws of the State. 
The indictment makes the necessary averment that Mr. A B, of such 
a county, did, on a certain day, sell intoxicating liquors in such quan- 
tities to such and such persons without having theretofore obtained a 
license to so sell, that being the general frame-work of the indictment, 
No will be paid to this law by the district attorney who will 
draughttheindictment. Now, wecome to the trial of the case, and after 
the factis proved by the State—and all that the State would be required 
to prove in the first instance under an indictment framed under its own 
laws would be that A B, under such an indictment as I bave cited, 
did sell liquor upon the occasion and to the person named in the in- 
dictment, not having theretofore obtained a license as required by law— 
there the State would close, having proved what was averred in the 
indictment, and therefore all that it was necessary to prove. But the 

defendant in his turn comes and alleges as a matter ot defense that the 
liquor so charged to be sold in the indictment was sold in an original 

of importation, and that therefore under the commerce clause 
of the Constitution the State had no right quoad that particular liquor 
to make any regulation at all. 

Mr. HOAR, Is that the defense? 

Mr. GRAY. That would be the defense, 

Mr. HOAR. Is it a defense in the legal sense of the term? It is 
part of the transaction. 

/ Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will wait a moment he will see I am tak- 
ing the case supposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. That being 
a matter of defense, we refer to this law and we find thatliquors brought 
into a State from another, from a place outside of it, whether another 
State or a foreign country, brought in for use, consumption, or sale, 
shall not exempt such liquors from the police powers of the State, not- 
withstanding they are in the original packages of importation as a 
matter of interstate or foreign commerce. 

Therefore the defendant in that case would be required to affirma- 
tively prove, it seems to me, according to every notion with which I 

am familiar of criminal pleading, that the liquor so sold by him was 
not brought in for use, consumption, or sale. He must make out the 
affirmative defense, and if he does make that out to the satisfaction ot 
the jury under the instructions of the court it would be a valid and 
sufficient defense; but it would not embarrass the criminal pleader who 
drew the indictment, nor the district attorney who conducted the trial 
in the first instance, for the reason I have stated. 

Therefore it seems to me that the objection of an embarrassment, 
which the Senator from Massachusetts has suggested as the result of 
the passage of this measure, does not exist and could not exist for the 
reason I have stated. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator’s difference with me results, I think, from 
the error which, as it seems to me, with great respect, he makes in his 
last statement. I do not understand that when the existinglaw makes 
a particular class of transactions punishable and you are indicted for 
one of those transactions it isa defense in a technical sense to say it was 
not that transaction but another. If, for instance, there is a statute 
punishing horse-stealing the burden of proof is not upon a defendant 
who is charged with horse-stealing to prove that the article he stole was 
a cow; it is a part of the original Government case to show that it was 
u horse. 

Now, when the State law (not the Constitution of the United States) 
has not made an exception from a certain class, where the burden is 
thrown upon the defense, as, for instance, saying that people who have 
a certain license may do what the rest of mankind are probibited from 
doing, the burden is upon the defendant to show the affirmative fact; 
but the Constitution of the United States marks out a boundary of 
State jurisdiction within which the State may prohibit and without 
which it can not prohibit, 

It is a part, therefore, of the affirmative case of the Government in 
the case I have put toshow that the transaction charged was within the 
limit or boundary of the State jurisdiction, that is, within the limit or 
boundary in which the State laws are presumed to extend. 

Therefore, if the act of Congress passes in the shape in which the 
Senate has put it, the limit or boundary of the State jurisdiction being 
defined by the intent of the person bringing the liquor into the State, 
that intent has got to be shown. In other words, the law of Delaware, 
in the case I have put, will be enforced as if it read: All persons sell- 
ing liquor in this State, which was brought into it with the intent to be 


sold or used therein from another State, shall be punishable, so and 


s0. It will be necessary, therefore, to prove that fact. That will be 
the existing law, being the State law and this law together. 

Mr. GRAY. I think the Senator has transposed his propositions. 
I see what his intent is, however. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not know how I stated it, but if the Senator sees 
what I intended, that is enough. A 

Now, if you strike out these words you have then the State law pro- 
hibiting the sale of liquor within its borders and the act of Congress 
saying that the State shall not be prevented from making that law as 
regards liquor brought into it from another State by the mere fact that 
it is in the original package. So when the sale is proven the fact that 
it was brought in from another State is proved as it appears, and the 
defendant is not justified unless he shows affirmatively that the liquor 
was brought in merely in the process of transportation. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not agree, of course, with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, Ido not know but that perhaps he intended the proposition 
hestated just now to be taken in itsentire length and breadth, that the 
result of the commerce clause of the Constitution was to define the 
police powers of the State. I do not think so. The commerce clause 
of the Constitution defines its own power, and whenever that should 
be incidentally in the way of the exercise of the police power the 
police power must give way; that is all. 

But, if the Senator will give me his attention for a moment, I think 
the question is interesting enough to be decided, and as I have a ve 

itive opinion about it, which of course may be a wrong 8 
should like him to hear what I have to say. 

The Senator from Massachusetts has come back to what I consider 
his original proposition, that the indictment drawn after the passage 
of this bill into law, found by a grand jury in a State, would have to 
aver not only the violation of the State law in the terms in which the 
State law exists on the statute-book, but also would have to aver (be- 
cause the Senator from Massachusetts says this constitutional provision, 
together with the law of Congress, enters into and becomes a part of the 
State law) that the liquors charged to have been sold illegally as to the 
State law were also for use, consumption, or sale in such State, and 
were in the original package, at least, for use, sale, or consumption in 
the State. Now, as I said before, that could not be. You can not in- 
dict a man for the violation of two laws at the same time, and especially 
of two laws of different jurisdictions. 

The State law, if it is violated, will have to subject the offender to 
an indictment under the terms of that law; and if there bea matter of 
defense existing in the protection that the interstate-commerce clause 
of the Constitution or laws passed thereunder gives him, he will have 
to set up that defense affirmatively; and having set it up he will have 
to prove it, and the burden will be upon him and can not rest anywhere 

lse. 


else. 

Let me illustrate the case a little further, and I think my meaning 
will perhaps be plainer than I have succeeded in making it. 

As the law exists to-day, under the interpretation ot the Supreme 
Court of the United States, the police power of the State does not ex- 
tend to liquors brought into the State from without if they are in the 
hands of the importer in the original package. That is the law of the 
United States, and, as the law of the United States is binding upon 
every State equally with the law of the State, therefore, according to 
the contention of the Senator from Massachusetts, it has been n 
all these years when a man is indicted for selling liquor illegally in 
the State of Massachusetts contrary to its license laws to aver, in ad- 
dition to that violation of the State law, that the liquor was not in an 
original package of importation. 

It would certainly be necessary and has been n all this time, 
if the contention of the Senator from Massachusetts is right as to the 
effect of this law. But this law only recedes one step by withdrawing 
the control of Congress over these liquors as a matter of interstate com- 
merce back of the point where the origi is broken in the 
hands of the importer. That is all that it does. It is by virtue of the 
power given to Congress to regulate interstate commerce, it is under 
that power we are acting. If we are not so acting, we have no power 
to legislate at all in this direction. 

So, then, it seems to me that the proposition of the Senator from 
Massachusetts would carry us to that extreme logic that at present and 
heretofore in all our history any indictment framed for violation of a 
State law should have contained in it an averment that the liquor which 
is the subject-matter of the indictment was not in an original package 
in the hands of the importer. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I shall pass by entirely the ques- 
tion of the burden of proof or pleading on this point of the amendment 
proposed by the Senator, and let us come to the very substance of the 
thing, for after all the proof is that it appears that the liquor was 
brought into the State, not for consumption and sale therein, but with 
the intent when it was brought in to send it into another State or from 
Canada and stored at Ogdensburgh by the hundreds of thousands of 
casks or packages for the purpose of sending them on to New Jersey or 
Vermont or some adjoining State. 

Ontheamendment that has been agreed to in Committee of the Whole, 
that offered by my friend from Delaware, if those packages were brought 
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to Ogdensburgh with that intent, they were not brought to Ogdens- 
burgh for use or sale or consumption in the Stateof New York. There- 
fore the original article of commerce which the Supreme Court has 
created still applies, and Congress has not taken its hands off from that 
store-house with those goods in it and it never can until it passes a new 
law. 

Now, then, suppose—we know how often that sort of thing happens 
in illicit traffic of all kinds—suppose, after the importer has found that 
he can not make so manysales in New Jersey or Vermont as he thought 
he could, he changes his mind and concludes, ‘‘I willsell in New York,” 
and is indicted, and, without going into the question of what shall be 
the proof, that turns out enough to go to the jury on, that may have 
one man on it who wishes to break down the license law of New York, 
where do you stand? It stands so that the State of New York is not 
permitted hy Congress to deal with this class of goods, although they 
are now to be sold in the State of New York and consumed there, be- 
cause when they came into the State of New York they did not fall 
within the category that Congress has graciously described as being 
the only state of the case upon which the State of New York could act. 

I do not think that ought to beso. If we are going to give the 
States the liberty that belongs to them, the right which the Supreme 
Court of the United States for practical purposes has deprived them of, 
we ought to give them over this subject full liberty that shall leave no 
question open and no doubt or possibility of evasion about it. If we 
do not mean to do that, and I should infer that this amendment would 
have that effect—I do not say it was meant, but that it would have 
that effect—then we had better leave the language so explicit that 
there can not be any doubt about it. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Vermont pays the compliment to this 
substitute for the amendment of the committee of supposing that it 
must be so absolutely clear from doubt and so absolutely unsuscept- 
ible of evasion that it will be singular among all the statutes of the 
States or of the United States. ‘There is no law which has been pro- 

by this Congress, or passed by the States, or even the law as pro- 
posed hy the Judiciary Committee, that may not be the subject of in- 
judicious or malicious and evil-intended evasion. But I submit that 
the substitute is as little likely to be frittered away or destroyed in that 
way as the amendment reported from the Judiciary Committee. 

If these words are stricken out, then the moment that wines or tiq- 
uors imported for use in the State of Wisconsin or the State of Ver- 
mont enter into the port of Boston or into the port of New York and 
are landed upon the dock, they will become subject to whateyer police 
regulations the States of Massachusetts or New York may have at the 
time enacted, no matter how unreasonable they may appear to others 
outside of those States or how prohibitory they may be; and it is to 
avoid a complication of that kind. It seems to me that those words 
are absolutely essential in this amendment, and therefore I feel that I 
can not accept the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
which otherwise I should be disposed to do. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Delaware 
in favoring and espousing the maintenance of this phrase is inattentive 
to a point that has perhaps been insisted upon sufficiently. It has not 
escaped his intelligence I do not mean to suggest that he is inattentive 
to the importance of the difference between the bill as it will read with 
or without those words; but the introduction of those words brings in 
an element of intent and makes the jurisdiction of the police powers 
of the State dependent upon an intent by which these articles came 
there, whereas all that the Senator wishes and all that the protective 
qualifications that are useful is that these obnoxious articles therein 
were brought from without, are not within protection affirmatively in 
passing through. 

I think I do not overstate the matter, and as to the point of being 

within the State’s police powers on reaching the State, I may say that 
but for the impediment by the clauses of the Constitution here exerted 
or not exerted by Congress everything that is there, not to be carried 
through, is to be delivered over to the police regulations of the State. 
This is not an enhancement of the police powers or a delegation of them, 
as we all understand in our contentions; but the idea of intent has noth- 
ing to do with the question. There must be an active administrative 
trial and purpose that these articles are to go through in order to save 
them from the operation that follows from the fact that they are there. 
And the Senator will observe thatit is not a merely plausible suggestion 
of tricks of evasion, because, although it is dishonest, yet, if we have 
clauses that permit of internal operations of mind, we are exposed to 
those dangers. 

Now, to illustrate what the difference would be if you would pre- 
serve this phrase use, sale, or consumption,“ if after the word in- 
troduced ’’ you also add or remaining in,” then you would perhaps 
eliminate some of the objections which the Senator has to leaving out 
the introduction thus described. I want to get rid of the entanglement 
with which they came in. All we want to save from the operation of 
the police regulation on those that are there is that they are not there, 
but are going somewhere else. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator from 
Delaware a question. Of course I am opposed to this proposed law, 
but I should like to understand it, if possible. A firm by the name of 


Gus. Leisy & Co., living in Illinois, imported into Iowa 122 one-quarter 
barrels of beer, 171 one-eighth barrels of beer, and 11 sealed cases of 
beer. That beer was seized and confiscated under a law of Iowa. The 
Supreme Court of the United States decided that that seizure and con- 
fiscation were illegal, because the law of the State of Iowa was uncon- 
stitational. That is, to-day, under the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, that law is struck with absolute nullity; it is ab- 
solutely inoperative. It could not prevent Leisy & Co. from import- 
ing into the State of Iowa 122 casks of beer for sale in the original pack- 


ages. 

Now, what I would ask the Senator from Delaware is this: Suppose 
his amendment is adopted and becomes a law, and Leisy & Co., after 
its import into Iowa 122 one-quarter barrels of beer and claim 
the right to sell them in the original packages, does the law which 
he proposes to pass make constitutional that same State law which has 
been declared by the Supreme Court of the United States unconstitu- 
tional? Is that law dead, and do you propose to revive it by an act of 
Congress, or will it be necessary for the State of Iowa to originate 
another law? In other words, is not the unquestionable effect of your 
amendment to render a State law constitutional which the Supreme 
Court of the United States has declared unconstitutional because it 
violates the Constitution of the United States? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, with all due deference to the opinion of 
the Senator from Louisiana and with the greatest possible respect for 
his ability as a lawyer, that seems to me the most remarkable question 
which was ever propounded by a lawyer of his reputation and stand- 
ing. I never before heard the proposition seriously made that the 
Supreme Court of the United States by deciding in a particular case 
judicially before it upon the facts and the circumstances that the par- 
ticular record disclosed, that the operation of a certain State law or the 
attempt to energize the action of a Staté in a certain direction by leg- 
islative enactment was without or beyond the powers of the State be- 
cause it contravened in one particular respect a power conferred by the 
Constitution of the United States on the Federal Government, thereby 
repealed the law of the State. 

There is such a thing as declaring that a law is uneonstitutional in 

every respect; but the Senator from Louisiana certainly knows that a 
court may be called upon to say whether in a given direction the oper- 
ation of a law comes into collision with a power which, being exclusive 
in the Federal Government, thereby paralyzes, to use his own p 
the energy of that law in that particular direction and in that partic- 
ular respect; and that is all that I conceive to have been the effect of 
the practical operation of the decision of the Supreme Court in the 
Leisy case. 
Therefore I do not think that it would be necessary for the State of 
Towa to re-enact the law under which these barrels were seized and 
confiscated in order to have the law operative. The only effect of that 
decision, as it seems to me, and of this act, if it should become a law, 
would be to withdraw the interruption that the commerce clause of 
the Constitution as interpreted by the Supreme Court presents to the 
execution of that law. Thatisall. The law is on the statute-book 
of Iowa, and unless when another case arises and a seizure is made 
under that same law the Supreme Court shall still decide that in that 
particular case the execution of that law infringes upon some power 
exclusively belonging to the Federal Government under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, that law will still be operative. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to ask the Senator from Delaware if it 
is not this and this only that the Supreme Court has decided, that so 
far as that case is concerned the law is unconstitutional, but another 
case exactly like it may come up after the passage of this act and they 
may not say that. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Why may not the Supreme Court decide that this 
law is unconstitutional because you have no power to confer upon the 
State this right? 

Mr. GRAY. They can. 

Mr. DAWES. I assume, in endeavoring to answer the interrogatory 
of the Senator from Louisiana, that this law is constitutional; if this 
law has any effect at all, when another case comes up like that in 
totidem verbis, the Supreme Court will only say that they decided, so 
far as that case was concerned, the State law was unconstitutional; but 
here is another case. Is there any difference to-day between this case 
and the one formerly decided? If this law is effective, it is through 
its intervention that it becomes applicable. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The Supreme Court of course decided this particular 
case, because the particular case was submitted to their consideration. 
There is no doubt of that. But do they not lay down the principle 
that a State law which prohibited the importation of a haga Seat oa 
article and prohibited the sale of that merchantable article was uncon- 
stitutional ? ; 

Mr. DAWES. . This bill goes on the assumption that the State can 
not act in the absence of legislation on the part of Congress yielding that 
police power under the Constitution. This whole discussion and this 
bill are upon that assumption. If that is an incorrect assumption, the 
Senator from Louisiana states the matter truly; that is to say, we can 
not relieve in this case and we can not relieve any condition of facts 
from the operation of the Constitution. 
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But this bill goes upon the assumption that the Supreme Court has 
ot indicated that there may not be a condition of facts to warrant the 
tervention. : 
Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will allow me, here is what the Supreme 
Court say in concluding the whole matter: 


5 in question is to the extent indicated repugnant to the third 
clause section 8 of Article I of the Constitution of the United States— 


Being the commerce clause of the Constitution 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I have no doubt that Leisy & Co. 
have been going on with great glee, since that opinion was pronounced, 
selling beer and whatever else they choose to sell contrary to the laws 
of Iowa. When we pass this bill the question will arise probably in 
the courts of lowa whether the sales they have been making since that 
decision, between that time and the date of this act of Congress, are 
valid or whether they are criminal. Well, the position of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware is necessarily, I think, that they have been crimi- 
nal all the time, notwithstanding the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States that they were entirely lawful. 

The act under which they would be indicted was an act passed by 
the Iowa Legislature some years ago. The unconstitutionality of the 
application of that act, as to the case presented in the record, that of 
Leisy, brought to the Supreme Court, has been announced, and I can 
see no reason, if the act of Congress relates back so as to make that 

nstitutional which was declared ern Supreme Court of the United 
States to be unconstitutional, why Leisy & Co., aeting under the en- 
couragement of the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
may not have incurred very 8 penal ties. 

There must have been a time, there must be a time, when the crim- 
inality of this act was established by law. When is thattime orwhen 
was that time? Will it be from the date of the enactment of this 
law by Congress? Ifso, Congress gives vitality to the statutes of Iowa 
and Congress makes that valid in lowa which was an act of her Leg- 
islature that without the action of Congress would be invalid and un- 
constitutional in the particular case of Leisy. That brings up the very 
serious question. whether Congress can revive, resurrect, and restore 
by its action a void statute of Iowa, an unconstitutional law of Iowa, 

It seems to me that that is rather an impossibility even in these lati- 
tudinous times of constitutional construction, in these times when we 
are ‘“‘ magnifying our office” by extending and multiplying and en- 
larging the powers of the Congress of the United States. Ido not believe 
that we have any capacity whatever in eee like that which 
Leisy brought to the Supreme Court of the United States to restore that 
law until the Legislature first gives its assent by a new act of legisla- 
tion to the provision which we are making here to evade the Consti- 
tution and to evade the decision. It seems to me that that is pretty 
clear. 

Now, while Iam on my feet, I wish to make a few remarks about 
the question that arose between the Senator from Massachusetts and 
the Senator from Delaware as to the meaning of a phrase in his amend- 
ment, and whether or not thatamendment devolves upon any State 
which may seek to prosecute an offender against its laws an unreason- 
able burden of proof; and whether the three words which have been 
mentioned in debate here should be stricken out of the amendment of 
the Senator from Delaware. 

If these three words ſor use, sale, or consumption“ are stricken out 
of this amendment, I can see no reason why the railroad car loaded 
with whisky destined from New York to Ohio may not be seized in 
Pennsylvania because it has entered within the borders of that State, 
and why the party having it in possession may not be indicted because 
he has entered the State with whisky contrary to the laws, we will say, 
of Pennsylvania; and leaving the bill with these three words stricken 
out he is clearly in my judgment indictable for having entered Penn- 
sylvania with whisky, although it may be in transit to Ohio. The 
language of a statute can not be extended by construction in criminal 
cases, but the language of this statute with these three words stricken 
out, it seems to me, opens the to indictment, makes him amen- 
able to indictment when he leaves New York and passes through Penn- 
sylvania en route to Ohio with a cargo of whisky. 

The question has been mooted here, Mr. President, whether or not 
the amendment of the Senator from Delaware makes the intent with 
which the whisky is carried, we will say, into Iowa, a jurisdictional 
faci upon which the State courts must act in undertaking to punish a 
person under their own laws for their violation. The Senator gave an 
outline, and a very correct one, too, of an indictment for selling whisky 
without a license. He went on to show what the indictment must 
contain, and omitted no fact that was necessary to sustain the jurisdic- 
tion of the court. 

Suppose an indictment is brought in a license State, we will say the 
State of Pennsylvania—I presume that is a license State—for selling 
liquor without a license. The plaintif avers that the whisky was sold. 
He does not aver nor is it necessary that he should say anything in his 
indictment about where that whisky was made, whether it was brought 
from Holland or brought from New York, or whether it was made in 
Pennsylvania. That is not a fact that it is incumbent upon the State 
either to aver or to prove in order to convict a person of selling whisky 


within a license State, contrary to the law, he having no license. If 
it isnot n to aver where the whisky was made, of course that is 
not a jurisdictional fact. 

The court has jurisdiction to punish a person for selling whisky with- 
out a license, no matter where it was made; it has jurisdiction to pun- 
ish a person for selling without license whisky made in the State in 
which the indictment is preferred, and there is no necessity and there 
can not be any necessity, in any form of pleading with which I am ac- 
quainted, at least, for the State to take upon itself the burden of prov- 
ing anything about the locality in which the whisky was produced. 
The facts necessary for the State to show are that the whisky was sold 
by the person to another person without a license, contrary to the stat- 
ute, and that is the whole case. 

Now we come to the proof in the case. The necessary fact that you 
mustestablish by proof is that whisky was sold. When it is proved to 
have been sold, the defendant can not answer that he brought that 
whisky into the State for the purpose of transferring it into another 
State as interstate commerce. That would be no reply to the indict- 
ment at all, for the very fact of his having sold it within the jurisdic- 
tion there is conclusively an intent and purpose to sell it, and it makes 
no difference what may have been his intent when he imported it into 
the State; that intent changed a sufficient time before the crime was 
committed to enable him to sell it to a person within that State. 

He may have a cargo of fifty barrels of whisky upon a railway train, 
and as he passes along, for the purpose of paying his expenses through 
Pennsylvania to Ohio or the point of destination, he puts a barrel off. 
The mere fact of his putting a barrel off in Pennsylvania would not 
establish his intent to sell it, nor would it make out the indictment; 
but when he taps that barrel and makes a sale in Pennsylvania, he 
thereby conclusively admits that, as to that barrel of whisky, he 
imported it for the purpose of sale. He can not deny it. He is con- 
clusively estopped from denying by the mere fact that he did sell it. 
After he has sold it the law has been violated, the crime has been 
completed, and the authorities of course can pu 

Mr, HOAR. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. If this amendment pass as it is draughted by the Sen- 
ator from Delaware, nothing is shielded—and that is very clear—which 
is brought into the State for use, consumption, or sale therein. That 
is shielded, and everything else remains as it is now under the decision 
of the court. That has got to be proved by someborly, and, if so, by 


whom? 
Proved by the State when you prove the fact of the 


aie MORGAN. 
è. 

Mr. HOAR. That is precisely my view. That is, in other words, 
it makes no difference to me who has got to prove it, but it isa ques- 
tion of intent which has got to be ascertained at the trial. . 

Mr. MORGAN. Butit has not got to beascertained by proof extran- 
eous of the act. When a man shoots another down in the street the 
presumption is that he shot at him with intent to murder. 

Mr. HOAR. But it may be sold by somebody besides the person 
who brought it in. k 

Mr. MORGAN. That party, then, is the person you indict. Itmay 
be sold by the agent or consignee, It makes no difference who does 
the selling, that person is liable to indictment. 

Mr. HOAR. But the statute makes important upon his indictment 
the question of the intent of the man who brought it in. 

Mr. MORGAN. If this is a statute of Iowa that we are enacting 
here, that is very true; but it is not a statute of Iowa, neither is ita 
penal statute. No offense can be predicated, no indictment, as the 
Senator from Delaware very well stated, can be Ne upon this 
statute in the courts of the United States or in the courts of Iowa or 
any other State. It is a matter of defense on the part of the defendant, 
in the case to show if he can that he did not carry it into Iowa or into 
Pennsylvania, as the case may be, for the purpose of sale, or that 
some one took his whisky surreptitiously and contrary to his consent, 
and sold it; and a matter of defense it may be. 

But whenever he ma es a sale the man who makes it thereby as con- 
clusively admits that he is guilty under that statute, so far as the sale 
is concerned, as the man admits he is guilty of murder presumptively 
when he takes a gun and shoots a man down in the street, a person 
that he may never have seen before in the world and against whom he 
has not a particle of actual malice. 

The statute-books of the various States are full of instances in which 
the doing of certain acts, even without reference to the intent, creates 
a conclusive presumption that the act was done with a certain intent, 
and I suppose that in Iowa or elsewhere they would take good care 
under their laws to make the fact that a sale had been consummated 
conclusive evidence of the intent with which the property was brought 
into the State. 

Mr. DAWES. Do I understand the Senator to express the opinion 
that an indictment in the State of Iowa after the passage of this act 
would be different from what it would be before? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not at all, not in the slightest d different. 

Mr. DAWES. The State of Iowa frames an indictment in refer- 
ence to its own statute, but the defendant comes in and if the defend- 
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ant can show a certain fact he escapes notwithstanding these allega- 
in the indictment. It is all a matter of defense entirely. 

Mr. MORGAN. Entirely. 

Mr. DAWES. But I do not apprehend that there is any more neces- 
sity for any allegation in an Iowa indictment.or in a Massachusetts in- 
dictment after the passage of this act, assuming that this is a valid 
statute, than there would have been before. But when a man comes 
in to make his defense, he says, ‘‘I have not violated any statute of 
Towa that can be enforced.” Why??“ Because I have been en- 

in a business that the Constitution of the United States protects.“ 

ow, if the Constitution of the United States protects with an excep- 
tion, it is not enough for him to say that the Constitution protects that 
Class of cases; he must show that even the exception which the legis- 
lation of Congress sets up does not protect him. It occurs to me that 


way. 

hr. MORGAN, I concur with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 

DAwEs] in his view of the law upon that subject. I think it is en- 
tirely clear. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Doren in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the adoption of the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] to the amendment of the Committee of the Whole. 
Is the Senate ready for the question ? 

Mr. GRAY. The senior Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS], at 
the close of the remarks he made as to the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, proposed, I thought, an amendment to the amend- 
ment as it now stands. If I may have the attention of the Senator 
from New York, I understood him to suggest an amendment of this 
kind. The amendment as it now stands is: 

That fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liquors transported or brought 
into any State or Territory from a point or place outside of such State or Terri- 
tory, for use, consumption, or sale therein. 

The suggestion was that all the objection made by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, as well as by the Senator from Vermont, might be ob- 
viated by inserting—if I am wrong, the Senator will correct me—after 
the words brought into, the words remaining in any State or Ter- 
ritory. ” 

Mr. HOAR. What is the suggestion? 

Mr. GRAY. Inserting, after the words brought into,“ the words 
vor remaining in;’’ so that the amendment would read: 

That fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liquors transported or brought 
into or remaining in any State or Territory from a point or place outside of such 
State or Territory for use, consumption, or sale therein, etc. 

If the Senator from New York still is of opinion that that would im- 

rove the amendment, I am content to accept it. 

Mr. EVARTS. Ithink the Senator from Massachusetts perhaps will 
agree that this insertion strikes at the very question we want to remove 
from doubt by leaving in or by taking out the phrases which we have 
been considering, and therefore I should hope, if the Senator from Del- 
aware is ready, as he states, to accept that qualification, the Senator 
from Massachusetts might be satisfied that the phrase use, sale, or 
consumption“ might remain. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that that would improve the Senator’s amend- 
ment very much and would remove the objection very largely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GRAY. L accept that amendment, if I am at liberty to accept 
it at this stage. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have that amendment reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the request? 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Delaware proposes an amendment, 
I do not mean that he offers a formal amendment, but he suggests an 
amendment that he would be willing to accept under certain circum- 
stances. I should like to have it stated so that it may be understood, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment suggested by the Senator from Delaware. 

The SECRETARY. In line 3 of the amendment, after the wo 
insert ‘‘ or remaining in;’’ so as to read: 

That fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liquors transported or brought 
into or remaining in any State or Territory froma point or place outside of 
such State or ry. eto. 

Mr. HOAR. That would be ungrammatical. 

Mr. EVARTS. It is a little awkward. The idea is all right, but it 
may be put in some better shape. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Alter the word Territory, let the words be inserted 
“ and remaining therein.“ P 

Mr. EVARTS. Or remaining therein.” 

Mr. HOAR. ‘“ Brought into, transported, or remaining therein.“ 

Mr. EVARTS. No; brought in or remaining for use. That is 
already in, “ for use’’—‘' brought in, or remaining for use.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. FAULKNER. L should like to understand that before I vote 
upon it. It strikes me that that goes rather far. You would then 
have to show—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is not the amendment before 


te into, 


the Senate. The amendment before the Senate is the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts Mr. Hoa R] to the amendment reported 
by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOAR: I will withdraw that for the time being and see if the 
Senator will then move to insert after the word Territory ™ the words, 
‘tor remaining therein.“ I withdraw my amendment. A 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts is withdrawn. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Before we pass further upon this subject, as I 
understand, it is with the understanding that the Senator from Dela- 
ware will accept the amendment suggested. . 

Mr. GRAY. I can not accept it now. 

_ Mr. FAULKNER. I mean it is to be offered with that understand- 
in 


2. 
te HISCOCK. Is the word or“ or the word ‘‘and’’ to be used 
there? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ishould like to understand it myself before I 
vote upon any part of this amendment, because if the words and 
remaining therein’’ are inserted, it strikes me they will change the 
whole character of the amendment, and all the proof that may be 
necessary under the amendment in a case brought by indictment under 
the State law. The question of sale is not merely a question ot sale 
by the drink, but would apply as much to wholesale as retail sales; 
and if there is also to be included the matter of the use, sale, or consump- 
tion, or remaining or and remaining,“ as suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, then the article has to be kept within the 
State, or else it does not come within the exception provided for by this 
act. 


A party who receives it in a State could never, therefore, transfer or 
sell it. The intention of transferring and selling it to another State 
would not be protected by the provisions of the act which now is be- 
fore the Senate, and for that reason I object to it. 

Mr. EVARTS. TheSenator from West Virginia will note the differ- 
ence between the use of the word “and” and the use of the word 
or,“ which is the amendment proposed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I understood the Senator from Massachusetts to 
say that the word “and” was to be used, and remaining ’’ after the 
word Territory.“ 

Mr. EVARTS. No; that is not the point. The word is or.“ The 
point is simply this: that under the clause as now read in the text of 
the Senator from Delaware with reference to this introduction for use, 
sale, or consumption, involves the question of an intention to introduce 
it, and if you add what is now proposed these words remaining 
within“ the embrace of the present treatment of the Senator from Del- 
aware, and also over all that are remaining there, for use, sale, or con- 
sumption, will be covered. That, as I understand the Senator from 
Delaware, is all that is produced by this arrangement, 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to ask the Senator from New York 
whether it is the purpose to insert the words or remaining ’’ after the 
word Territory, in the second or in the third line, because it will 
make a difference. 

Mr. GRAY. In the last line. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The last line? It is used in the first. 

Mr. HOAR. The last. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I understand now it is the purpose to insert it 
after the word Territory in the third line, the second time that 
word is used in the amendment. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. Inline 6of the amendment, after the word Ter- 
ritory,“ it is proposed to insert the words or remaining therein;’’ so 
as to read: 

That fermen $ 
a oe eer AS 
place outside of such State of Territory, or for use, con- 
sumption, or sale therein, shall not be exempt, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. X 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, I beg to make the same 
motion the Senator from Massachusetts did. Leaving in the words 
2 rted as an article of commerce“ etc., ſor use, consumption, or 
sale therein, and now the words or remaining therein“ will still 
leave the wholesale dealer in any of the license or prohibition States, 
no matter which, the authority to set up his wholesale establishment 
so long as he sells to another the thing from out of the country or from 
some other State that has either license or free trade in liquors or pro- 
hibition, as the case may be. 

Now, the liberty that I wish to give to the State which I in part rep- 
resent is to regulate all that matter for herself, and Ido not want any 
half-way measure about it; and if she does not choose to allow whole- 
sale operators for exportation to set up their establishments there to 
the injury of the morals of her gorie as she believes, I want her to 
have the right to do it; and on the other hand, if another State wishes 
to do it, I wish that State to have the right to do it. Therefore, this 
thing as it now stands is undertaking to te the conduct of the 
States, instead of undertaking to withdraw the difficulty that this de- 
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cision has made in the power of Congress and leave theStates at liberty 
to act for themselves. I move to strike out the words as an article 
of commerce, and also the words for use, consumption, or sale 
therein,” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed tostrike out, in the third line of the 
amendment, the words ‘‘as an article of commerce,” and, in the sixth 
line, to strike out the words for use, consumption, or sale therein;”’ 
so as to read: 

That fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liquors transported or brought 
into any State or Territory from a point or place outside of such State or Terri- 
tory, or remaining therein, shall not be exempt, nor shall the owners, etc. 

Mr. GRAY. Has the Senator from Vermont any objection to sep- 
arating his amendment and voting on one part of it at a time? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am perfectly willing to take a vote on each and 
every word, one by one, if the Senator desires. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam willing to vote for the amendment to strike out 
the words as an article of commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware call 
for a division of the amendment? 

Mr. GRAY. I call for a division of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question will be taken on the 
first amendment of the Senator from Vermont, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 3 of the amendment of the Committee of 
the Whole, after the word transported, it is proposed to strike out 
the words as an article of commerce.“ : 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator from 
Vermont the object of striking out those words. Have we a right to 
legislate at all with reference to this matter, except so far as it affects 
an article of commerce? And, if we have not, why should we strike 
out that provision? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not know any statute of the United States 
Ido not want to take up time—which undertakes to use the words 
describing things as articles of commerce. Weare speaking of things. 
Whether they belong to the category of things that are the subjects 
or articles of commerce, or whether they belong to something else, is 
a matter for the judiciary, and not for the Legislature, except in some 
extreme case that I do not now recall. Very good. Therefore, statin 
again thefact that I wish to give liberty to the States, and full liberty, 
I do not desire to narrow it by describing what is the particular char- 
acter of that article, for it is for the court and jury and the lawyers 
to haggle over as much as we have over the phraseology of this bill, 
but once for all to remit to each State, according to its own policy of 
license or prohibition or free trade or whatever, the withdrawal of the 
inference that the Supreme Court has drawn from the exertion of the 
powers of Congress, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to ask the Senator from Vermont a single 
question. Under that provision, if his amendment should be adopted, 
would it not be in the power of a State to forbid the transit of all of 
the articles enumerated in the section? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It leaves it still less in the power, because the 
thing that comes into the State for transit, whether we state it or not 
in the law, is an article of commerce, Will it help the difficulty of 
the Senator by striking out those words? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not kuow about that. If you strike out those 
words, then if it comes into the State at all it is subject to all the 
laws of that State. Now, then, supposing the i passes an 
act forbidding the exportation from the State or the passing beyond 
the boundaries of the State of any of these articles, or of their passing 
through the State—— - 

Mr. GRAY. I think the Senator from New York is talking about 
the last branch of the amendment of the Senator from Vermont. We 
are now having a separate vote on the first branch. 

Mr. HI K. Iam discussing the whole amendment. 

Mr. GRAY. Weare having a vote on the first branch, which con- 
cerns the striking out of the words as an article of commerce.“ The 
yote on the other will come afterwards. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not care, when Ihave an answer to the question, 
whether it is before the vote on this amendment or on the other. It 
seems to me, illustrating it again by Milwaukee lager, whether it would 
not put it in the power of the Legislature of the State of New York to 
prevent the exportation if it was carried through New York to Europe, 
where I understand there is a very large consumption of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understood my friend from New York to address 
his inquiry to me as sem icp, re very amendment now 
is the first branch. When the question comes up on the other I shall 
be glad to make such answer as I can to my friend, if heshall so desire. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Seuate ready for the question 
on the amendment to the amendment? 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the second 
branch of the amendment of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the remaining branch of my amendment be 


stated. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. After the word therein,“ in line 6, it is pro- 


ding. That | Bate, 


posed to strike out the words for use, consumption, or sale therein;”’ 
so as to read: 

That fermented, distilled, ther intoxicating I transpo 
a aay 3 x Serias from OME oe Nana. ase of — — 
1 Yy g 5 ing tl * not be exempt, nor shall the owner or person 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. GRAY. Let us have a division on that, Mr. President. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 16, noes 18; 
no quorum voting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Allen, Dawes, Hiscock, Plumb, 
Allison, Dixon, Hoar, Power, 
Bate, Dolph, Ingalls, Pugh, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 
Blair, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Blodgett, Evarts, McMillin, tewart, 
u, Farwell, Mebherson, Teller, 

Ys Faulkner, Mitchell, est, 
Cockrell, George, oody, Voorhees, 
Coke, Gorman, Morriil, Walthall, 
Colquitt, Gray, > Washburn 
Cullom, Harris, Payne, Wilson of Lowa. 

v Hawley, Platt, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-one Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. The question recurs on the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask that the yeas and nays may be taken upon 
that, and we may just as well find out whether there is a voting quo- 
rum here in that as any other way. 

Ror das and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. GRAY. Is this the amendment striking out the words use, 
sale, or consumption?“ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the second branch of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont the yeas and nays were ordered, 


Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. My colleague [Mr. 
ALDRICH] is paired with the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. FARWELL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] and my colleague [Mr. 
Kenna] is with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. *WoLcorr]. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hiddixs] and withhold my vote. 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with my colleague [Mr. SHERMAN]. Not knowing how he would vote, 
I withhold my vote. 

Mr. COKE (when Mr. REAGAN’S name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. REAGAN] is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALpDRICH.] My coll e would vote ‘‘nay’’ if present. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] and withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PADDOCK. My colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN. ] 

Mr. CASEY. My colleague [Mr. PIERCE] is necessarily absent from 
the Senate on account of the death of his father. 


8g | and the roll is being called on the question. 


Mr. PLATT (after having voted in the affirmative), Mr. President, 
I voted without thinking at the time that I was paired with the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR], but my vote is n to make 


a quorum, and it will make no difference in the result, and so I will 
let it stand. 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Allen, Dawes, Moody, Power, 
Allison, Dolph, Morrill, Stockbri 
Blair, 3 N Wilson of Iowa. 
y, n; 
Davis, Mitchell, Plumb, 
NAYS—26, 

2 Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
ti Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Sanes; 
Cockrell, : 

Coke, 
Colquitt, 
Cullom, 
Aldrich, 

* 
Berry, 
B 
Brown, 
Butler, 


i 
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Pie Bengan; Squire, Voorhees, 
Quay, Sanders, pento Wilson of Md. 
m, Sherman, eller. Wolcott. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the amendment of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole by adding, after the word “liquors,” the words or 
liquids,“ so as to save all possible doubt as to whether the word 
“ liquors ” covers wine and beer, and so forth, and to leave the States, 
if we are to give them liberty to do anything at all, not to be troubled 
with that question. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 2, after the word liquors, it is pro- 
posed to insert or liquids;’’ so as to read: 

That fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liquors or liquids transported 
or brought into any State or Territory, ete. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now recurs upon the 
amendment of the Senator trom Iowa [Mr. WILson], which will be 


read, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. There is one modification I would make 
there, and that is the amendment which was made by inserting the 
words or remaining therein.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the Senator 
can amend his amendment. The amendment will be reported as modi- 
fied. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That all fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liquors or liquids trans- 
ported into any State or Territory, or remaining therein, for use, consumption, 
sale, or sto therein shall upon arrival in such State or Territory be subject 
to the operation and effect of the laws of such State or Territory enacted in the 
exercise of its police powers to the same extent and in the same manner as 
though such liquors or liquids had been produced in such State or Territory, 
and shall not be exempt therefrom by reason of being introduced therein in 
original packages or otherwise. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
if that is not a little uncertain. It says it shall be subject to that on 
arrival. Is it certain that it will continue after that to be subject to 
the State police regulations? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, Undoubtedly when the State Jaw begins 
to operate on the subject introduced into the State it will continue to 


operate. 

Ptr. EVARTS. Mr. President, before I am able to vote intelligently 
on the matter now in conflict, I want to inquire whether this word 
“liquid” is understood to cover something beyond what is considered 
matter of consumption as beverage. There are various liquids that are 
intoxicating which do not come within any of the descriptions or in- 
hibitions. Cologne water is a liquid and alcohol is a liquid, bay-rum, 
and a variety of these articles. Now the word ‘‘liquids’’ has never 
been used in a statute on this subject. We all know what is meant, 
especially if we give the description beer, fermented or intoxicating 
liquors.” You may introduce a very difficult proposition if liquids“ 
is extended to things that in rerum natura have an intoxicating prop- 

` erty, but do not fall within the description of articles for consumption 
as beverages or for human use internally. The difficulty, I think, 
arises out of this strange word liquids.“ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think the word “‘liquids”’ is such. I think 
it isin the laws of the State of Vermont, and was put into those laws 
according to what wisdom our Legislature had, in order to cover com- 
modities that came from other States and other counties under the name 
of medicines, which had a little Peruvian bark, for instance, a very good 
tonic, mixed with gin or with brandy or with rum or whatever the al- 
coholic mixture might be, and so with a great number of such things 
that appeared in the State of Vermont the Legislature intended to ex- 
ert its power over. Therefore, in order to clear up this thing and to 
give the State full power over intoxicants, I wanted to use a phrase that 
would not leave room to quibble in the courts about it, and, practi- 
cally, I do not think there is the slightest trouble. 

r. EVARTS. I would ask the Senator from Vermont how he 
would construe that as applying to alcohol. g 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should say if the State of New York or the 
State of Vermont declared that alcohol should not be sold in that State, 
except under such restrictions as it chose to impose, or should not be 
sold at all, the State of New York and the State of Vermont ought to 
have the right to do it so far as the implication arising from the power 
of Congress has any application to it. 

Mr. EVARTS. That is a departure, then, from articles that are pre- 
scribed for use for human purposes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think it is. Alcohol is often used for 
such purposes, 

Mr. EUSTIS. I ask the Chair whether it is in order at this time to 
offer an amendment to the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Then I move that after the word *‘ liquids ” the words 
“ excepting beer“ be inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the second line, after the word liquids,“ it 
is proposed to insert ‘‘excepting beer, so as to read: 

That all fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating] 
beer, transported into any State or Territory, or proba ed 3 


sumption, sale, or storage therein, shall, upon arrival in such State or Territory, 
be subject, ete. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Is the question upon my amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I call for the yeas and nays on my amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand the proposition of the Senator from 
Louisiana is to insert the words ‘‘ excepting beer.“ I desire to say on 
that point that this is a bill to restore to the States their just powers 
over intoxicants, I see no reason why we should make any exception 
in making the restoration of the power. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampton]. My colleague [Mr. 
ALDRICH] is paired with the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. FARWELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hicerys]. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. I do not know how he would 
vote. If he were present, I should vote nay.“ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
BAkBouR]. If my vote would make a quorum I would vote nay,“ 
but I understand it will not. 

Mr. PADDOCK. My colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 2, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Eustis, Vest, 

NAYS—i4. 
Allen Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Allison, Edmunds, McMillan, pooner, 
Bate Evarts, Mitchell, Ste 
Blair, George, M Stockbridge, 
Blodgett, Gray, Morrill, Walthall, 
Call, Hawley, Pad Washburn 
Coke, H Plumb, Wilson of Iowa. 
Colquitt, Hoar, Power, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Pugh, 

ABSENT—48. 
Darton Daa 15 Ark Reaga > 
ur, wes, ones o an 
Diy, : Dixon, Kenna, * Sa — 
Blackburn, Farwell, MePherson, Sherman, 
ona 5 8 — 
utler, rye, organ itanford, 
VVV 
rlisle, rman, ne, Tp 

Casey. Hale, Ae fren al Vance, 
Chandler, Hampton, Pierce, Voor 
Cockrell, Harris, Platt, Wilson of Md. 
Daniel, Hearst, Quay, Wolcott, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum has voted. The Secre- 
tary will call the roll. ; 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: ` 


Allen. Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Allison, Edmunds, McMillan, s 
Eustis, McPherson, Teller, 
Blair, Evarts, Mitchell, Turpie, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Moody, Vance, 
Cockrell Ges ag Mo E Te 
rell, ray, 0 ; oorhees, 
Gola itt, Hawle Pay: Washi 
u awley, ne, rn. 
Cullom, Hiscock, Platt, Wilson of lowa, 
Davis, Hoar. Plumb, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Power, 
Dixon, Jones of Arkansas, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Call the roll on the amendment, 

Mr. EUSTIS. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the call for 
the yeas and nays will be withdrawn. The Chair hears none, and the 
question is upon the amendment of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Eustis] to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question now recurs on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to sub- 
stitute what has been read for the amendment made as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I call for the yeas and nays on that amendment. 
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“The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have already been 
order 

Mr. MOODY. Is the amendment still open to amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I hope the Senator will let us take the vote. 

‘Mr. VOORHEES. Let the amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSecretary will report the amend- 
ment. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That all fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liquors or liquids trans- 
ported into any State or Territory, or remaining therein, for use, consumption, 
sale, or sto: therein shall upon arrival in such State or Territory be subject 
to the operation and effect of the laws of such State or Territory, enacted in the 
exercise of its police powers, to the same extent and in the same manner as 
though such liquors or liquids had been produced in such State or Territory, 
and shall not be exempt therefrom by reason of being introduced therein in 
original packages or heroes. 


3 The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been or- 
ered. 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). On this vote I am 
paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], who was obliged 
to leave the Chamber. I am at liberty to vote in the event that it is 
necessary to make a quorum, and in that case I shall vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. If he were here, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR (when Mr. CHANDLER’s name was called). My col- 
league, Mr. CHANDLER, is absent, and has been for some days past, by 
reason of ill-health. If present, he would vote in the affirmative. I 
make this announcement now and desire it to be considered in con- 
nection with all the previous votes upon the bill. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampron]. My colleague [Mr. 
ALDRICH] is paired with the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], and withhold 


my vote. 

Mr. FARWELL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). 


Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. 


Mr, McPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS]. 
Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 


ator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. If he were present, I should vote 
yea. 

Mr. COKE (when Mr. REAGAN’s name was called). I announce the 
pair of my colleague [Mr. REAGAN] with the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. 

Mr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from Montana [Mr. Babs) 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. IL am paired, as I previously stated, with the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN] is paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 
Therefore, I take the liberty of transferring that pair, with the consent 
of the Senator from Kentucky, in order that he and I may vote, and I 
will vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr, BLACKBURN. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. VOORHEES. I neglected to say, which I presume it was 
hardly n to do, that I would vote ‘‘ nay ” if I were not paired. 

Mr. TELLER. My coll e [Mr. Woxcorr] is paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—23, 
Allen, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 
Allison, Dolph, MeMillan, Power, 
r. Edmun Mitchell, Stock 5 
George, Moody, Washburn 
Cullom, Hoar, Morrill Wilson of Lowa. 
Davis, ock, 
NAYS—2. 
Bate, Coke, Hiscock, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
Blodgett, Eustis, Pugh, Vance, 
Call, Harri Sawyer, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Spooner, Walthall, 
ABSENT—41 ; 
Aldrich, Chandler, Gibson, Kenna, 
Bari 8 Daniel, Gorman, McPherson, 
3 Dixon, Gray, D, 
Brown, Hale, Morgan, 
Butler, Farwell, Hampton, À 
Cameron, Faul n Hearst, Pa 
Cari Frye, Higgins, Pe W, 


the roll. 


Pierce, Stanford Wolcott, 
Platt, ers, Teller, $ 
Quay, Sherman, Voor 

som, Squire, Wilson of Md. 


So the amendment of Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, to the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole as amended. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Did I understand the Chair to announce that 
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa was adopted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair made that announcement. 

Mr. FAULKNER, Is it within the rules of the Senate now to offer 
an amendment to that amendment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir. The Senate has agreed upon those words. 
They can not be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An amendment by way of addition 
is in order. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to offer the amendment I proposed a 
few days ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause and insert: 

That when fermented, distilled, or intoxicating liquids or liquors are trans- 
ported or conveyed by a common carrier as an article of commerce from a State 
or Territory into another State or Territory, such fermented, distilled, or in- 
toxicating liquids or liquors so transported or conveyed shall be considered as 
incorporated as a part of the common mass of property within such State or 
Territory, and subject to its regulation, control, or taxation, in the exercise of 
its police powers, on delivery of the original package by the common carrier 
to the owner or consignee, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order that that is not in order. 
It is to strike out the very words the Senate has just inserted. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I should like to know at what period of time 
this could have been offered other than at this time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Just before the last vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It appears from the proceedings of the Senate 
that the amendment that had been adopted in Committee of the Whole 
was brought into the Senate and a substitute or an amendment strik- 
ing out the entire amendment adopted in Committee of the Whole was 
then acted upon in the Senate and adopted. Now, to say there is no 
opportunity to amend that amendment, which comes before the Senate 
for the first time as really a matter upon which the Senate has voted, 
strikes me as going too far. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order, in the opinion 
of the Chair, is well taken. Those words have been agreed to in the 
Senate upon a vote and can only be amended now by adding thereto. 
Ave there further amendments to the bill in the Senate? 

Mr. VOORHEES. At what stage will a motion to amend the title 
be in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. After the bill has passed. Are there 
further aniendments to the bill in the Senate? The question is, Shall 
the bill be ordered to be engrossed for a third reading? 

Mr. FAULKNER, I move to postpone the consideration of this bill 
until Monday. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I hope the Senator will not insist on that 
motion. He understands the circumstances under which I asked the 
Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill, and it is very impor- 
tant to me that I shall be able to leave the city on Monday morning. 
I hope, therefore, that he will not insist on that motion. The Senate 
has given full consideration to this bill. 

Mr. FAULKNER, Im very anxious to accommodate the Senator 
from Iowa in any way that is possible, but I think the whole trouble 
among the friends of this measure has been brought about by the per- 
sistency with which the Senator has refused to accept anything that 
was acceptable to those mainly on this side, who were aiding in press- 
ing forward this class of legislation to a conclusion, and for that rea- 
son, as I am not prepared now to vote upon that amendment favorably, 
and I think that some legislation ought to be enacted by Congress, I 
make the motion to postpone. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Virginia 
moves that the further consideration of the bill be postponed until Mon- 
day next. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill be engrossed for a 
third reading? 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read 
the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Having been read three times, the 
question is, Shall the bill pass? : 

Mr. VEST. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


Mr. DIXON (when his name was called), I havea general pair with 
the Senator irem South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. The Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] has a pair with the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. SANDERS]. We have transferred those pairs so that the Senator 
from South Carolina stands paired with the Senator from Montana and 
I am permitted to vote. I vote yea.“ 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5439 


Mr. EUSTIS (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. If he were pres- 
ent, he would vote yea and I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. If he were 

resent, I should vote yea and he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. FARWELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. GORMAN (when is name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. If he were present, I should vote 
tpa * 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). On this question 
Iam paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hicarys]. If he 
were present, I should vote nay.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. The Senator from New Jersey 
— BLODGETT] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 

HANDLER]. By an arrangement my pair with the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, is transferred tothe Senator from New Hampshire, so that both 
the Senator from New Jersey and myself can vote. I vote yea. 

Mr. VANCE (when Mr. Ransom’s name was called). I wish to an- 
nounce the pair of my colleague [Mr. RANsom] with the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE]. If both were present, my colleague would vote 
“nay” and the Senator from Maine would vote yea,“ as Iam in- 
formed, 

Mr. COKE (when Mr. REAGAN’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. REAGAN] is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH]. If he were here, my colleague would vote nay.“ 

The roll-call was concluded, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDĘRSON], who is detained from the Chamber by illness. If 
he were here, I should vote nay.” ; 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] 
desired me to state that he was paired with the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. PIERCE]. I desire to state that I am paired on this mat- 
ter with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr. BLODGETT. As has been announced by the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT], my pair with the junior Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER] having been transferred to the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR], I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DIXON. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. 
ALDRICH] with the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. CASEY. I announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. PIERCE] 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. 

Mr. ALLEN. I announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. SQUIRE] 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] 
is detained at home on account of ill health. If present, he would vote 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
BERRY]. I do not know how he would vote; but if he were present, 
I should vote yea.“ ` 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 10; as follows: 


YEAS—3. 
Allen, Dixon, McMillan, Sawyer, 
Allison, Dolph, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Blair, Edmunds, meer Stewa' 
Call, George, Morrill, Stock 
Casey, Haw Paddock, Walthall, 
Colquitt, Hi Platt, Washburn. 
Cullom, Hoar, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa. 
Davis, Ingalls, Power, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 

NAYS—10, 
Bate, Cok: z Turpie, Voorhees. 
Blodgett, Vance, 
Cockreil, Jonesof Arkansas, Vest, 

ABSENT—40. 
Aldrich. Eustis, Hearst, Quay. 
Barbour, E Higgins, Ransom, 
Berry, Farwe Kenna, — moh 
Blackburn, Faulkner, McPherson, San 
Brown, Geza Manderson, Sherman, 
Butler, Gi = . Squire, 
Cameron, Gorman, * Stanford. 
Carlisle, Gray, Payne, Teller, 
Chandler, Hale, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md. 
Daniel, Hampton, Pierce, Wolcott. 
So the bill was 
Mr. VOORHEES. I move to amend the title, and I ask for the yeas 


and nays on the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the title proposed 
by the Committee on the Judiciary will first be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed toamend the title so as to read: 
“A bill to limit the effect of the regulations of commerce between the 
several States and with foreign countries in certain cases. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] to the amendment to the title reported by the 
committee will now be stated. 


‘The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the title so as to read: 
“A bill to overrule the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States in its interpretation and construction of the Constitution on the 
subject of commerce between the States, and to thereby relieve the 
State of Iowa from the consequences of her own misguided legislation.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks for 
the yeas and nays on the amendment to the amendment. ' 
Piik ALLISON. How does this particular matter get before the 

te? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am moving to amend the title after the bill 
has passed—a very ordinary proceeding, 

Mr. ALLISON, I see. That is very ordinary. [Laughter.] Of 
course, if the Senator from Indiana insists upon having the yeas and 
nays on the amendment, he can do so. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I should like to have the yeas and nays on its 
adoption. 

2 A fii and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the ro! 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called), I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. If he 
were here, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. DIXON. Under the transfer of pair, which I had previously an- 
nounced, I am at liberty to vote. Ivote “‘nay.’”? I wish to announce 
that my colleague[Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr, FARWELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I announce again 
my pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hiaarys]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). My pair with the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] has been transferred to the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], and I vote ‘‘nay.’’ J 
Mr. TELLER. My pair with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] 
has been transferred to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], 
and I therefore vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr, VOORHEES, The pair that I have with the Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. SANDERS] has been transferred by arrangement between the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] and myself to the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON], so that the Senator from Rhode Island 
and myself are at liberty to vote. I vote yea.“ $ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. My pair having been transferred to the Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], I vote“ yea.” 

Mr. EVARTS. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MondaxNx ]. If he were present, I should vote nay.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will vote to make a quorum. I vote nay.“ 


The result was announced—yeas 6, nays 37; as follows 

YEAS—6, 
Bate, Eustis, Vest, Voorhees, 
Blackburn, Turpie, 

NAYS—37. 
Allen, Dolph, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Alison, Edmunds, Mitchell, ~ Stew 
Blair, Farwell, rhea f Stock 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Mo Teller, 
Call, George, Paddock, Walthall, 
Casey, Hawley, Platt. Washburn 
Colquitt, Hiscock, Plumb Wilson of ion. 
Dens enii Pueh” 

wes, g 
Dixon, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—-4I. 

Aldrich, Davis, Jones of Arkansas, —— — 
Barbour, Kenna, Sanders, 
Berry, Frye, McPherson, Sherman, 
Brown, Gibson, Manderson, Squire, 
Butler, Gorman, Morgan, Stanford, 
Cameron, Gray, Pasco, Vance, 
Cartels, Hale, Payna 8 Md. 
Chan er, Ham * grew. olco 
Cockrell, eke „ 
Coke, Hearst. Quay, 
Daniel, Higgins, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
8 the title proposed by the committee, which will be again 
sta 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the title so as to read: 
A bill te limit the effect of the regulations of commerce between the 
several States and with foreign countries in certain cases. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the title as amended was agreed 
to. ; 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 9486) 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation 
of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
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PUBLIC PARK AT NEW HAVEN, CONN. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of a bill to which there is no ible objection 


and which ought to be acted npon now. It is Calendar No. 1074, Sen- 
ate bill 3172. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be reported by its title. 


The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 3172) granting the use of certain lands 
to the town of New Haven, Conn., for a public park. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be read for information, subject to objection 

The bill was read; and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in section 1, line 19, before the word ‘‘acres,’’ to strike 
out eighteen and insert thirty,“ and in line 14, after the words 
“upon the,“ to strike out: 
condition that said town shall, through the proper agencies, make and en- 


force police regulations protecting said earthwork from alteration or injury: 
And provided further, 


And insert: 


following conditions and provisions: 

First. t before beginning any use or improvement of said land the said 
town shall present to the Secretary of War detai‘ed plans of such improvement 
and shall have received his approval thereof. 

Second. That said town shall have and exercise power to make and enforce 
lice regulations concerning said tract, and shall protect said earthwork from 
ury or defacement, 

hird. 
So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That there is hereby gran tothe town of New 
Haven, in the State of Connecticut, the right to occupy, improve, and control, 
for the purposes of a public park, for the use and benefit of citizens of the 
United and for no other purposes whatever, the tract of land owned by 
the United States which is situated on the east shore of New Haven Harbor, 
containing 30 acres, more or less, known as the Fort Hale tract, and partly oc- 
cupied by an abandoned earthwork of that name, said tract being bounded 
northerly by the north side of the roadway leading to said tract, easterly by 
lands owned by various private parties, and southerly and westerly by New 
Haven Harbor, upon the following conditions and provisions: 

First. That before beginning any use or improvement of said Jand the said 
town shall present to the Secretary of War detailed plans of such improvement 
and shall have received his approval thereof. 

Second. That said town stat bays and exercise power to make and enforce 

lice regulations concerning said tract, and shall protect said earthwork from 
5 or defacement. 

hird. That the United States reserves to itself the fee in said tract and the 
right to resume ee and occupy any portion thereof whenever, in the 
ju ent of the ident, the exigency arises that should require the use and 
appropriation of the same for the public defense or otherwise, or for such other 
dia tion as Congress may determine, without any claim for compensation to 
said town for improvements thereon or damages on account 

The amendment was a to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read 
the third time. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, Lam in favor of the passage of the bill, 
but I desire to ask the Senator if it is this piece of land to which, in 
reply to my inquiries some weeks since, the Senator from Connecticut 
said the value of the land was about $100,000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not remember making any such remark. The 
land is very poor land on the eastern side of the town. 

Mr. BLAIR. I simply ask the Senator was not the piece of land in- 
cluded in the bill in reference to which, when I asked him its worth 
some weeks ago, he said (and the remarks must be in the RECORD) 
that it was worth about $100,000? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I never remember making any such remark. I do 
not think the lend is worth $10 for agricultural purposes. The United 
States retain the title in full. 

Mr. BLAIR. What is the Senator’s idea of the worth of this piece 
of land. It is near the city of New Haven. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is 5 miles from New Haven. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will make the statement that this is the piece of 
land in regard to which, in response to a question of mine put some 
weeks ago, the Senator responded that it was worth about $100,000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am informed by the Senator from Massachusetts 
on my right [Mr. Hon] that it was Castle Island, in Boston Harbor 
concerning which that remark was made. 

Mr. BLAIR. Notatall. I will inform the Senator that it was not 
that at all, and it was not the Senator from Massachusetts who made 
the remark. It was the Senator from Connecticut, in reference to this 
85 of land which was proposed to be made a park for the city of New 

aven. = 

Mr. HOAR. I will state that when the bill in relation to Castle 
Island, in Boston Harbor, came up, a similar bill to this which was re- 

by my honorable friend from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], the 

tor from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] asked him what the value 

of the land was in my i I do not remember the sum the Sen- 

ator trom Connecticut named in reply, but the colloquy on that subject 
took place in regard to Castle Island. 


thereof. 


Mr. BLAIR. I have no recollection of Castle Island being con- 
nected with it. The Senator from Massachusetts spoke of a bill some- 
time since in which he mentioned the word Marblehead, I think, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will endeavor to put the matter at rest. This 
is the third bill of the kind which has been reported this session. I 
do not remember in either one of the cases to have been asked the 
question or to have put any value on any tract of land. 

Mr. SPOONER. Has this bill been before the Senate heretofore for 
consideration? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It never has been. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then that ought to settle the question as to identity. 

Mr. BLAIR. I made the inquiry of the Senator from Connecticut 
when he reported it from his committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me say to satisfy everybody that this land is 
of no mortal use to anybody in the world as it stands. It is not worth 
anything agriculturally. It is partly marsh and partly sand dunes. 
The guns have been removed. The earthworks are disappearing. In 
converting it into a pleasure per it will be necessary in building roads 
upon it and improving the land to spend many thousands of dollars, 
and the Government retains the full right to occupy it. Any time it 
can demand it back and not pay any damages for what has been done, 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam making no opposition to the ot the bill, 
and shall be glad to give my vote for its and I think there 
could be no better disposition of the land even if it was of the value 
the Senator estimated. 

Mr. HAWLEY. [never did estimate it. 
ae PRESIDING OFFICER, Thequesticn is on the passage of the 

ill. 

The bill was passed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 9486) making appropriations for the construction 
repair, gnd preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. EVARTS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o0’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 2, 1890, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 29th day of May, 1890. 


UNITED STATES CONSULS. 


James F. McCaskey, of Ohio, to be consul of the United States at 
Acapulco, vice Robert W. Loughery, recalled. 

Isaac C. Hall, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United States at 
Charlottetown, P. E. I., vice Newton J. George, recalled. 

Latonu S. Hunt, of New York, to be consul of the United States at 
Guelph, Ontario, vice James U. Childs, recalled. 

Alfred B. Keevil, of Tennessee, to be eonsul of the United States at 
Martinique, W. I., vice William A. Garesché, recalled. 

Byron G. Daniels, of the District of Columbia, to be consul of the 
United States at Hull, England, vice Leopold Moore, recalled. 

Joseph O. Kerbey, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United States 
at P. vice Robert T. Clayton, recalled. 


POSTMASTERS, 


Nels Kellerup, to be postmaster at Black Hawk, in the county of 
Gilpin and State of Colorado; the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1888; the nomination of Mr. Kellerup, who was appointed 
by the President November 19, 1888, not having been confirmed. 

John F. Vivian, to be postmaster at Golden, in the county of Jeffer- 
son and State of Colorado, in the place of William Armor, removed. 

Alfred Wilson, to be postmaster at South Chicago, in the county of 
Cook and State of Illinois, in the place of John L. Walsh, deceased. 

James M. Rogers, to be postmaster at Huntington, in the county of 
Huntington and State of Indiana, in the place of Thad Butler, re- 
signed; Mr. Rogers having been confirmed by the Senate May 14, 1890, 
as James N. Rogers. 

Isaac Brandt, to be postmaster at Des Moines, in the county of Polk 
and State of Iowa, in the place of William H. Merritt, resigned. 

Robert Ray, to be postmaster at Monroe, in the county of Ouachita 
and State of Louisana, in the place of Isaiah Garrett, whose commis- 
sion expired January 13, 1890. 

Loring W. Barnes, to be postmaster at Attleborough, in the county 
of Bristol and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Philip E. Brady, 
whose commission expires June 18, 1890. 

Andrew J. Davis, to be postmaster at Ware, in the county of Hamp- 
shire and State of usetts, in the place of Jeremiah C. Burns, 


whose commission expired May 21, 1890, 
Martin L, Harlow, to be postmaster 


at Whitman, in the county of 
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r and State of Massachusetts, whose commission expires qune 
16, 1890. 

Thomas A. Hills, to be postmaster at Leominster, in the county of 

be and State of Massachusetts, whose commission expires June 
6, 1890, 

Luther B. Edinborough, to be postmaster at West Bay City, in the 
county of Bay and State of Michigan, in the place of William M. 
Green, whose commission expires June 7, 1890. 

William H. Mason, to be postmaster at Battle Creek, in the county 
of Calhoun and State of Michigan, in the place of John W. Fletcher, 
whosé commission expires June 16, 1890. 

Joshua W. Roberts, to be postmaster at Beverly, in the county of 
3 and State of New Jersey, in the place of Joseph H. Toms, 

ec A 

Bernhard F. Gentsch, to be postmaster at Buffalo, in the county of 
Erie and State of New York, in the place of John B. Sackett, removed. 

John Smith, jr., to be postmaster at Peekskill, in the county of West- 
chester and State of New York, in the place of Nelson G. Foshay, 
whose commission expires June 7, 1890. 

Elmer E. Husted, to be postmaster at Wellington, in the county of 
Lorain and State of Ohio, in the place of George C. Bush, whose com- 
mission expired February 19, 1890. 

David L. Barton, to be postmaster at Mercer, in the county of Mercer 
and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of James S. McKean, whose 
commission expired April 6; 1890. 

John L. Wright, to be post master at Columbia, in the county of Lan- 
caster and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Charles F. Young, 
whose commission expired May 18, 1890. 

Clarence L. Bush, to be postmaster at Gatesville, in the county of 
Coryell and State of Texas, in the place of Berryman Moore, removed; 
John T. Haynes, who was nominated and confirmed December 21, 1889, 
not having been commissioned, 

Eustace W. Walder, to be postmaster at Honey Grove, in the county 
of Fannin and State of Texas, in the place of James P. Gilmer, removed. 

Henry H. Sawyer, to be postmaster at Nacogdoches, in the county 
of Nacogdoches and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after April 1, 1890; the nomination of William M. Waddell, which 
was sent to the Senate April 24, 1890, having been withdrawn. 

James E. Brinkerhoff, to be postmaster at Waupun, in the county of 
Fond du Lac and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Samuel Chamber- 
lain, whose commission expired April 16, 1890. 


WITHDRAWAL. 


William M. Waddell, to be postmaster at Nacogdoches, in the State 
of Texas, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 29, 1890. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

Rowland B. Mahany, of New York, to be secretary of the legation of 

the United States at Santiago, Chili. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION AND CONSUL-GENERAL, 

Edmund W. P. Smith, of the District of Columbia, to be secretary 

of the legation and consul-general of the United States at Bogota. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 

Boetius H. Sullivan, of Plankinton, S. Dak., to be surveyor-gen- 

eral of South Dakota. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Charles E. Augustin, of Menasha, Wis., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Menasha, Wis. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 29, 1890, 


The House metat 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. X 
APPROVAL OF JOURNAL. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection the Journal will be considered 
as approved. 
CORRECTIONS. 


Mr. MCRAE, Mr. Speaker, the Journal is incorrect in stating that 
the report upon the bill (8. 3337) was called up yesterday as a privi- 
leged report. It was not privileged, but unanimous consent was given 
for its consideration. 

The SPEAKER, The correction will be made. 

The Journal as corrected was approved. 


XXI——341 


FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged re- 
port. I report back from the Committee on Public Lands with amend- 
ments the bill (S. 2781) which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and I ask 
that it be printed as amended and recommitted to the committee. 

The SPEAKER, Will the gentleman state the subject of the re- 

rt? , 

Mr. PAYSON. It is a Senate bill declaring a general forfeiture of 
lands granted to railways, which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and by that committee has been amended and reported 
favorably as amended. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois? ` 

There was no objection and it was so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 407) to 
authorize the acquisition of certain parcels of real estate embraced in 
Square No. 380 of the city of Washington, to provide an eligible site 
for a city post-office, asked a conference with the House on said bill 
and amendments, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the 
Senate Mr. MORRILL, Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. VEST. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 903) for the eree- 
tion of a public building in Cedar Rapids, Iowa, 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3045) for the 
relief of Caroline M. McDougal, widow of the late Rear-Admiral David 
McDougal, United States Navy. 


CAROLINE M. M’DOUGAL. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speak- 
er's table the bill (S. 3045) for the relief of Caroline M. McDougal, 
widow of the late Rear Admiral David McDougal, United States Navy. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That there shall be paid, out of any money not otherwise 
appropriated, to Caroline M. McDougal, as the widow of the late Rear-Admiral 

vid McDougal, of the United States Navy, the difference between the pay of 
a commodore on the retired-list and the pay of a rear-admiral on the retired- 
list from and after the 24th day of August, 1872, the date of the said MeDougal’s 
commission as a rear-admiral, to August 20, 1882, the date of his death, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think there should be some explanation made 
to the House of the object and effect of this bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The report in this case was made by the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Mansur], and the report is in my, hand. 
The bill has the Senate unanimously and has been reported 
favorably by the House Committee on Claims. The 5 from 
Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] can explain the bill more readily than I can, 
or we can have the report read. The bill has been recommended by 
Admiral Porter and the other nayal officers, As the bill states, it is 
to make up the difference of pay to which this officer would be en- 
titled as rear-admiral instead of as commodore. 

Mr. KILGORE. From what date? I want that to appear. 

Mr. SPRINGER. From 1872 to about 1874—two years. 

Mr. KILGORE, How much money is involved? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think it is two or three thousand dollars. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That is too indefinite. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The record will show. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the third reading of the bill. 

Mr.SPRINGER. There isan amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in line 9, the word “two,” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
Ithree;“ so that it will read“ the 24th day of August, 1873, the date of said Mo- 
Dougal's commission as rear-admiral, eto. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That amendment is required simply to correct a 
typographical error. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pened ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


USELESS PAPERS IN EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 


Mr. BLOUNT submitted the following privileged report: 
To the House of Representatives of the United States: 7 

The undersigned joint committee of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States respectfully submit the following report: 

In pursuance of the provisions of the law entitled “An act to authorize and 
provide for the disposition of useless papers in the Executive Departments,“ 
approved February 16, 1889, the Secretary of War, under date of February 7, 1890, 
submitted to Congress a popon ee attention to the letter of the Secre! 
of War dated February 26, |, prin in Senate Executive Document No.1 
Fiftieth Congress, second session, transmitting to Congress reports of heads ot 
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business, have no 
— (See House Executive Document No. 197, Fifty-first Congress, first 
n. 7 

In pursuance of the same law, the Secretary of the Treasury, under date 
January 27, 1890, submitted to Congress a Jike report, showing the same facts in 

to eee eee fin see eee ee 
in the transaction of current business, and have no permanent value or his- 
torical interest.“ (See Senate Executive Document No. 44, Fifty-first Congress, 


session. 

pe eer strom 

ments, res; y: ese papers muc u space 
in the transaction of public business. 

These rts were referred to your joint committee duly appointed by the 
Presiding Officer of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Ke: tatives, 
and your joint committee have met and fully examined the said reports and 
each of them, the statements therein and the papers therein described, and re- 
spectfully submit to the Senate and House respectively their report of such ex- 
~Y S E Eeey vopert aut sie Kies f papers, records, and 

Your joint com: y of pa; , records, an 
memoranda, which are described in said of the Secretary of War as no 
longer needed or useful in the transaction of the current business of his Depart- 
ment and as having no permanent value or historical interest, are of the char- 
acter and paar peep AGES OES should be sold one. Sat 
otherwise disposed of u best obtainable terms, as provided W. 
with the exceptions of ‘oes “‘roughs of letters sent“ contained in the 4 


neoin, Secretary page 11 under 
nia heading *‘ Office Provost- ” also 


d 
division.” 
and property rights or of historical interest, 

{ most of them are of no value ox historical interest, theyshould 
` 91 und such as can be of no future 


the condi escribed therein, and should be sold as waste paper 
or otherwise di of upon the best obtainable terms, as provided in said 
law, with the fi exceptions, to wit: the bound volumes of the finance 


reports, and of the bureau such as of Internal Revenue, 
Commissioner of Labor, Commissioner of Education, Comptro!ler of the Cur- 
rency, Bureau of Statistics, Life-Saving Service, United States official rs, 
executive documents,and the Attorney-Gencral, and bound volumes of the Cox- 
GRESSIONAL and the files of the New York Herald complete for five 


years. 
Y mmittee would respectfully suggest to the Treasury 
$e tenate 90 she onal SIDOT OE SRS OE PL HET ANS AlO 


volumes of the finance reports, and from the excepted bound volumes, as com- 
plete sets as possible of some 50 to 75 copies of such bound volumes for each 
year, and distribute the remaining volumes to institutions and libraries 


upon applications therefor, and for distribution, that all such bound vol- 
umes be collected ther in some suitable place for ready distribution. 
In consequence great mass of useless 


papers, files, etc., in the 
lar to the labor 


of collecting them all in some suitable for bo great and 
require some extra labor and employment of an extra force a short 
time; and . table sum of money, not exceeding 
‘$2,000, appropriated for such purposes. 
"All of which is respectfully submitted. 
W. G. COOP: 
JAMES H. BLOUNT, 
Members on the part of the House. 
S. M. CULLOM, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Members on the part of the Senate. 


The Clerk, proceeding to read the foregoing report, was interrupted 


by— = 
Mr. DINGLEY, who said: Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of order 

whether, as against the special order setting apart to-day after the read- 
ing of the Journal for al business, this report is privileged. 

The SPEAKER. All that is necessary to be done is to read the re- 
port to the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There is no action of the House required. 

Mr, DINGLEY. But it is taking up so much time. 

The SPEAKER. If there be. no objection, the report can be printed 
and the further reading dispensed with. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think that would be quite aswell. I have no ob- 


ection. 

g The SPEAKER. It is a report of the performance of an official duty. 
If there be no objection, the further reading will be dispensed with 
and the report will be printed in the RECORD. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move that the House proceed to business under 
the special order. 

CONTESTED ELECTION—M’DUFFIE VS. TURPIN. 


Mr. ROWELL. I desire to announce that it is my intention to call 
up on next Tuesday the contested-election case of McDuffie rs. Turpin. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
i Say Banrixx, until Tuesday next, on account of sickness in his 
To Mr, WaxLack, of Massachusetts, for two weeks from June 2 
on account of important business. 


oe Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, for ten days, on account of sickness in 
family. 
To Mr. Satrrn, of Illinois, indefinitely, on account-of important busi- 


ness. 
To Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, for this day. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MILLIKEN and Mr. BIGGS called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. In accordance with the order adopted yesterday 
the House resolves itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union for the purpose of considering such bills as may be indicated 
by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. The gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] will please take the chair. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. BURROWS in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for est orgs of considering bills under the special 
order which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ediately after the reading of the Jonrnal on Thursday next 
to considersuch bills as may be indicated by the Commit- 
and Grounds, such cousideration to be first had in Com- 
hole House on the state of the Union, and to continue during 


the day. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT BAR HARBOR, ME. 


IKEN. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 415) for 
of a public building at Bar Harbor, in ne. 

Mr. LS. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
MILLIKEN] whether there has been anf understanding about how th 
bills are to be ealled up. . 

Mr. MILLIKEN. ‘There has been an understanding, and I havein- 
structions from the committee as to how the bills shall be called up. 
The Calendar bas been changed so as to make the bills come along po- 
litically, according to the political proportion of the bills on the Cal- 
endar. In other words, the Democratic bills are some of them brought 
forward in order to give the Democrats as large a proportion of the bills 
on the Calendar as the Republicans get. 

Mr. MILLS. How is the proportion on the docket? 
Republicans had a great many more bills reported ? 

Mr. STRUBLE. We want to hear what is said. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What was the question of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas will suspend. There 
is no question before the committee. The committee is operating under 
a special order directing bills to be taken up as indicated by the Com- 
mittee on Public and Grounds. The chairman of the com- 
mittee has called up a bill which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 415) for the erection of a public building at Bar Harbor, in Maine. 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase asite for and cause to be erected thereon a 
suitable 1 the accommodation of the post-office and other Govern- 


Have not the 


cording to law, and 
of $150,000: Provided, 
from fire in 


United States, nor until the State of Maineshall have ceded to the United States 
exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shali be 
or remain the owner of the same, for all purposes except the administration of 
the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 


Sxc.2. That the sum of $159,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, from 


any money in the Treasury of the United States not heretofore appropriated, to 
enable the Secre! of the Treasury to carry out the provisions of this act, which 
sum shall be immediately ava 

Mr. MILLS addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands there are some amend- 
ments proposed by the committee. The gentleman from Texas will 
allow those amendments to be read and considered. 

The Clerk read the following amendment: 

In lines 10 and 11 of section 1, strike out “$150,000” and insert 75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk also read the following amendment reported by the com- 
mittee: 

Strike out section 2 of the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that the report be printed in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can be done. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I would like to hear the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the report will be or- 
dered to be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Holatax] what is the object of cumbering the RECORD with this 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the RECORD will show the basis on which 
these bills are : 
! Mr. WILSON, of Washington. I call for the reading of the report. 
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The Goat was read, as follows: 


watering place upon the 

m during the summer is more than „not in- 

cluding some 6, (on the at board at the —— and . more who accommo- 

Soone at . and both its and transient Noy Eog 

at a very rapid rate, a rate indeed, a DN 
laná towns. Its winter usand, is consid: 
less than in summer, . dae e hoigh arer Its —— ben of AARE 
magnificent scenery, bracing air, and abundance of 

——— „ desirable summer residences on the globe. 
is resorted to by people from every State in the Union and from a and 

the time is not distant when at the present rate of increase it will contain more 

than 100,000 le in summer. 


Its present uation i 000,000, and new residences and places 
of businessare neg 7 A . saia SN It has already 14 ai ee 


eee buting office for East Fy , and Sorrento. 
The office * one postmaster and five clerks. 

The labors of the office and mail-matter are increasing with the rapid increase 
of population and business, 

The present accommodations are entirely uate to meet the 
wants of the service, and real estate is increasing in value at the rate 
100 per cent. year. e Spores: erence. sane Aha purchase of a 
site for a publi c building be not delayed 


Your committee therefore recommend that the bill pass with an amendment 
limiting the cost of said site and building, piclens approaches and flre-proof 
vaults, 7 fully completed, to the sum of $75,000. 

Mr. MILLS. I wish to ask the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
MILLIKEN] about the agreement in reference to the disposition of these 
bills. I want to know—— 

Mr, MILLIKEN. I can not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. MILLS. Task the gentleman, politically speaking (as he re- 
ferred to that view of the matter a while ago), in what proportion have 
these bills been reported with reference to politics ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will say to the gentleman from Texas that dur- 
ing the seven years I have been on this committee there has never been 
any politics in it at all; and bills have been reported in the order 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen must suspend their remarks until 

order is restored. [A pause. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. We had about two hundred and thirty bills, if I 
recollect, dropped in upon us. Now, we appointed five subcommittees, 

subcommittee covering a certain territory inthe country, and they 
took the bills which came in their jurisdiction, They reported them 
to a revisory committee, which seca through with them again. That 
revisory committee reported the bills to the full committee, and the full 
committee took up the bills in order as they came to them, and re- 
ported those which they thought ought to be reported at all, in the 
order as they came before them. Now, as it happened, there were a 
few more Republican bills at the head of the Calendar than there were 
Democratic bills. I do not think that was noticed by any one; at any 
rate it never was spoken of. And by what has occurred, since we have 
had two days, in one man on one side and one on the other, 
it happens that more Republican bills toward the head of the Calendar 
have been than Democratie; therefore it left quite a num- 
ber of Republican bills near the head of the Calendar. 

The matter was brought up in committee, and the motion was made 
by a Democratic member of the committee that the bills should be 
taken up in proportion, politically, to the number of bills on the Calen- 
dar. For instance, the Republicans have a larger number on the Cal- 
endar, considerably, than the Democrats; therefore the committee in- 
structed meafter I had reported two Republican bills to bring forward 
a Democratic bill, so that if the bills are called up as the committee 
have instructed me to call them up—and I am not calling them up any 
otherwise—then the Calendar will go through in order, except that 
whenever two Republican bills have been passed a Democratic bill will 
be brought forward to be passed next, and the Democratic—— 

Mr. MILLS. Two to one. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And the Democratic bills will be brought for- 
ward in their order on the Calendar, and the Republican bilis will come 
in their order on the Calendar; andif that should be carried out to the 
end of the Calendar the parties will come ont about even. If we 
should bring forward one Republican bill and one Democratic bill the 
Democrats would have.all their bills passed, and we should have a large 
number of ours left unconsidered. 

Mr. MILLS. How would that be if you passed one on each side? 
How would it be that the Democrats would have their bills passed and 
the Republicans would not have their bills 

Mr. MILLIKEN, If I should do that I should 8 only have to vio- 
late the order of the committee, but it would give our Democratic 
friends a very large advantage in proportion to the number of bills. 
Let me say one thing further before the gentleman sits down. 

ae MILLS. Iam not going to sit down just at present. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 3 tleman trom Texas [Mr. MILLS] 
desires to be fair. 


Mr. MILLS. That is just exactly what I want. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. In making this order we have done what was sug- 
gested to us by the Democratic members of the committee, and it was 
unanimously agreed upon by them. We have done just what they 
asked us to do. Let me say to the gentleman from Texas that in the 
last Congress a good many more | mca” bills were passed than 
Republican bills. 

ou had more Democratic bills. Idonotknowwhy. We have got 
more Republican than Democrat bills. That is one of the things that 
happen in the course of human events, and if they are right 
along in proportion to the number we have, I think that is fair at any 
rate. 


Mr. MILLS. I do not expect that we can have the passage of these 
bills exactly equally on both sides of the House, but we can approxi- 
mately. During the time that I have served here with my friend, and 
I have served a little longer than he, my recollection is that we have 
passed a great many of these bills, perhaps the most of them by unani- 
mous consent. 

A MEMBER. We can not hear what is being said. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will suspend. Members com- 
plain that they can not hear. 

After order had been restored, 

Mr. MILLS said: We have not, asa general rule, Mr. Chairman, taken 
up the Calendar and gone according to the Calendar in passing public- 


of | building bills. Democratic Speakers and Republican Speakers alike, 


so far as I know, have taken the bills 7.89 — mous consent and recog- 

nized first a gentleman on one side of the House and then some gentle- 
man on the other side; and perhaps by the time the session of the Con- 
gress is over one side or the other side may have some more bills passed 
than the other; but this is the first time, so far as I know, Mr. Chair- 
man, that an understanding has been reached by the committee that 
in the disposition of bills of this House one side of the House shall 
have two called up and the other one. I hope that agreement will not 
be ratified by the House. 

Mr. MILLKEN. The gentleman will allow me right there. 

Mr. MILLS, Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, In making this change, we have changed the Cal- 

endar altogether in your favor. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I do not want it if it is wrong. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I was instructed on the other days to take up the 
bills in the order of the Calendar, just as they came up. 

Mr. MILLS. I think that is wrong, too. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, But if we had done that now, you could not have 
done nearly as well as you will now. Now, let me say another thing, 
and this is all in good spirit, because you and I have been in pretty 
near the same condition about oe buildings. 

Mr. MILLS. Everybody has had something to do with them. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. 88 — me say that in this arrangement the Demo- 


crats get exactly the percentage the Republicans do. 

Mr. MILLS. Now, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. LANHAM. I wich to ask the gentleman from Maine a ques- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] has the 
floor. 

Mr. MILLS, As I was proceeding to say, Mr. Chairman, these bills 
are passed generally by unanimous consent or they are taken up by 
unanimous consent, and it is a matter in a great measure of personal 
favor to a gentleman on each side of the House. Weall know what it 
is to pass a 3 bill or what it is to have a public-building 
bill on hand. We know the anxiety of a member in to it, and 
of the people in whose midst it is to be constructed. e know what 
stress Is ced upon him, and we know, therefore, how desirable it is 
that these favors of recognition shall be distributed as fairly by the 
Speaker as possible to both sides of the House. 

It is not only fair in that respect, but about one-half of the people 
of the United States are Democrats and about one-half Republicans, 
Sometimes we have a little majority and sometimes a large one; some- 
times our Republican friends have a little majority and sometimes a 
large one. But of the 12,000,000 voters, in round numbers, in the 
United States about 6,000, 000 belong to one side and 6,000,000 to the 
other. Now, I do not see why we should not distribute "the public 
buildings throughout the county equally as between the two parties. 
We know how im t members are apt to regard the location of pub- 
lic buildingsin the midst of the constituencies they represent. Weknow 
it is worth something to a man to get a public building in his district, 
or he thinksit is at all events; and while it has never been a matter of 
any value to me, yet I do respect the wishes and feelings of others and 
know how solicitous members are to secure recognition for the purpose 
of getting such matters before the House, 

I am, therefore, desirous only, as far as I amindividually concerned, 
of respecting the wishes of gentlemen on this side, friends of mine, and 
Ido not think the plan suggested here is fair or ought to be followed. 


tion, and se on alternately until the business is disposed of for the day. 
F 5 


— 
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. Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me right there? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. When we have got through with the Democratic 
bills on the Calendar under such an arrangement, there will be about 
thirty Republican bills remaining. Now, is the other side willing to 
help us to pass those bills? 


Mr. MILLS. Oh, we always leave some unpassed bills on the Cal- 
endar. Whenever a Democratie Con adjourns there are necessar- 
ily some thirty or forty such bills leftover. That is inevitable. 

Mr. CONGER. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CONGER. It is a matter of utter impossibility to hear a word 
of what is going on. As this is a matter in which the committee is in- 
terested and concerned, I hope we may be able to understand at least 
what is being done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the committee is in unusually 
good order, but the trouble is that gentlemen speak in such a low tone 
that they can not be heard. 

The gentleman from Texas will proceed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield to 
me a moment? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I want to say, in response to 
the suggestion of the gentleman from MAine, in reference to the plan 
proposed by the gentleman from Texas, which would leave, as he says, 
a great many more bills introduced by Republican Representatives on 
the Calendar than by Democratie Representatives, that there are some 
of us on this side who have introduced bills, which have gone’ to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and we have never heard 
anything further about them. This may account to some extent for 
the difference suggested by the gentleman. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I did not understand the suggestion of the gentle- 


man, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. For the reason that a number 
of bills introduced by members on this side have not yet been heard 
from, it is altogether possible that there might be more Republican 
bills die on the Calendar than Democratie bills; but would there be 
any more Republican bills die on the Calendar than Democratic bills 
in the committee? — 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me say in answer to my friend from Ken- 
tucky, and I think every Democrat on the committee will sustain the 
statement, that in taking up, considering, and recommending bills to 
the House the matter of politics never enters at all. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ido not mean to say that it 
does. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And we simply bring to the House the wheat 
that we have sifted. We have some two hundred and thirty bills before 
us, and of course, we can not expect to report more than a small fraction 
ofthem. The committee endeavored in reporting bills to the House to 
select the most meritorious, in their judgment, for present action, leav- 
ing the others behind. Now, what is the political complexion of the 
bills left out I can not tell any morethan the gentleman from Kentucky 
can tell the political complexion of the bills that have been introduced. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not mean to say that 
the committee have not acted fairly in the matter, or impartially, or 
that the political complexion of the committee has affected the color 
of the particular bills so that more Democratic bills were found to be 
unmeritorious than Republican bills, or that there was any partisan in- 
fluence at work which promoted the reporting of more Republican than 
Democratic bills, But, it was a mere coincidence that there were more 
Republicans on the committee and more Republican bills reported, and 
the connection was a mere coincidence and not probably caused by the 
political complexion of the committee. But this I do mean, that when 
the committee is Democratic there are nine Democratic members and 
six Republican, and necessarily 

Mr. CONNELL. I rise to a question of order. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky will suspend and 
the gentleman will state his question of order. 

Mr. CONNELL, The committee is now in session to consider pub- 
lic-building bills under-an order of the House. It is by virtue of a 
resolution adopted just before the adjournment on yesterday, which 
prescribes— 

That immediately after the reading of the Journal 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is familiar with the order. 
Mr, CONNELL (continuing) 


the House |proceed to consider such bills as may be indicated by the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


Now, my point of order is that the business before this committee 
must p in the manner indicated by the order in question, and is 
no longer a subject of debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 
~ Under the resolution of the House the order of considering the bills 

is to be indicated by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
and no other order can be pursued. But the gentleman from Texas is 
entitled to one hour for debate on this bill, and has been recognized. 


Mr. MILLS. I believe the gentleman from Kentucky had not con- 
cluded when the point of order was made. 

Mr. BRECKI DGE, of Kentucky. What I wanted to say was 
that it necessarily happens when there isa majority of Democrats in 
the House and on that committee there will be more Democratic bills 
reported than Republican, and vice versa when the circumstances are 
changed. It is true that in a certain sense public-building bills ought 
not to be partisan. There is no partisan spot to them in a cer- 
tain sense, for the public money coming into the Treasury, being sup- 
posed to be contributed equally by every section of the country and 
every citizen, ought to be distributed as e as possible. 

I know the mode by which that can be done as to public buildin 
is largely through the individual Representatives, and, while I would 
not like to see this adopted as a ruleand would not agree to it myself, 
I would not like to see any rule adopted that would give the Repre- 
sentative of a district the right to pass a bill without having it fairly 
considered, But there should be some arrangement by which this dis- 
tribution of the money collected from the taxes on the people should be 
impartial over the entire country, and not by sections or States, but 
so far as it can be done by equitable relations; and the arrangement 
made by the committee seems to me to work outa rule which is not 
fair in two aspects. First, it is not fair in that it gives two public 
buildings apparently to the Republicans and one to the Democrats, 
Secondly, I apprehend it will be found—though I made no examina- 
tion of the bills—that the appropriations asked for by those tlemen 
who represent Republican districts will be very much larger in propor- 
tion than the amount asked for by the Democratic Representatives. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me say to my friend that if we should get 
through with the bills which we have here I am satisfied it will be 
found considerably the other way. Now, let me say one word further: 
I have been six years upon this committee prior to this Congress. It 
has always been Democratic prior to this Congress since I have been on 
the committee. My friend here, the gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. DIBBLE] has for four years of that time been chairman of the com- 
mittee, and he will correct me if I am wrong in my statement in say- 
ing that we have proceeded in passing these bills through the commiit- 
tee and presenting them to the House in the same manner that we have 
been doing the whole of the seven years that I have been on the com- 
mittee. Polities have not been considered in the committee in refer- 
ence to the bills. The simplequestion has been: What does the public 
service demand and what are the merits of the case? As I said be- 
fore, we have had to sift out three times as much chaff as we brought 
in wheat. 

Mr. BLAND. I want to say that during the last Congress my rec- 
ollection is that we set apart several days for the consideration of pub- 
lic-building bills, and the consideration was alternated. First we took 
up a Democratic bill and then a Republican bill. I have never heard 
before where two bills were to be taken up upon one side of the House 
and only one taken up on the other. Ido not think the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE], the chairman of the committee in 
the last Congress, will verify the statement that there was any such 
rule as that adopted in the Democratic House, 

Mr. DIBBLE. My memory is, without having the records before 
me, that in the last Congress when we had a day bills were taken up 
in the order in which they stood on the Calendar. Now, there have 
been a number of recognitions during the present Congress by the 
Speaker for unanimous consent, one_on either side of the House, and 
as the result of these recognitions the Calendar as it stands to-da 
has eight or nine bills from the Republican side of the House at the 
head of the Calendar. Then comes one Democratic bill; then there 
are five or six more bills from the Republican side of the House, and 
then comes another Democratic bill. In that part of the Calendar it 
so happens that two bills passed this very week from that of the 
Calendar were Democratic bills, while Republican bills which offset 
them in the unanimous consent do not happen to be from the first part 
of the Calendar. Of course that leaves at the head of the Calendar 
none but Republican bills, and if the ordinary number should be 
here to-day in the order of the Calendar it occurs to me that the gentle- 
men on the Republican side of the House would have nearly every bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Let me finish my statement. 

Now, again, the bills on the Calendar show that the proportion of 
hills is about two to one, and therefore it was decided by the committee 
to advance the Democratic bills in that proportion on the Calendar so 
that every third bill should be a Democratic bill. It advances them 
from their order, and, in my judgment, it adjusts practically the rela- 
tion of the bills between the two sides of the House with some degree 
of equity. 7 

Now I will answer the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. 

Mr. LANHAM. The question I desire to ask 

Mr. MILLS. I yield now to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask consent of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS] to answer the question of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. LANHAM]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas has yielded to the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ALLEN]. 
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Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, this seems to be a sort 
of arrangement by which the Committee of the Whole will consider 
bills for public buildings according to the politics of the members in- 
terested. I havea better suggestion to make to the committee than 
that, and it is that post-oflices should be built where needed, regardless 
of the politics of the vicinity or its representation on this floor. As I 
understand it, the proposition is to pass measures giving two post- 
offices to Republican members and then toss one out to a Democrat. 
Why, you ought to reverse your action if you are going into that busi- 

ness and give the Democrats two to one. They need them more. 
[Laughter on the Republican side.] But the absurdity of the propo- 
sition is seen in its statement. 

I do not propose to attack the bill now up for consideration, but use 
the moment given me to enter my protest against the unjust, partial, 
and dangerous practices that have for so many years obtained relative to 
public buildings and the methods of their distribution. Let us make 
a new departure, let us seek a better way. What this Congress ought 
to do, what should have been done years ago, is to pass a general law 
for the erection of post-offices that will distribute them impartially as 
the population, postal receipts, and needs cf the Governmentina given 
locality may show to be necessary. This would be a vast improve- 
ment over the method of dealing them out as is pro to be done 
to-day, to wit, ignoring two-thirds of the bills introduced, and as to 
the remainder dividing them among the members according to their 
political proclivities in the ratio of two to one. 

Sir Matthew Hale himself, who was so thoroughly astonished at 
what occurred when serving on a jury in disguise, would be even more 
astonished at this proposition. I tell you that there is nothing equita- 
ble, there is nothing just, about such an arrangement as that. The 
question is, does Bar Harbor need a post-office? If so, she should have 
it. It does not follow that Bar Harbor should have a post-office in con- 
sideration of the fact that Charleston, S. C., or some other place in the 
South will have one. There should be no consideration of this kind. 
If you are going into this business at all of giving out post-oflicesac- 
cording to politics of the House, then you should divide them equita- 
bly, and not give two to one, either to Democrats or Republicans, for 
the people, not members of Congress, build post-offices, and their neces} 
sities, irrespective of parties, ought first to be considered. 

But the whole system is vicious. It is calculated to demoralize both 
Congress and the people, and every honest man should sit down on it. 
[Applause.] While my responsibility of office rests upon me in the 
shape of an oath, I will not sit idly by and hear men coolly talk about 
dividing post-offices according to the politics of this House. I say, sir, 
that we ought to retrace our steps. The committee should bring for- 
ward the bill now on the Calendar, which proposes to build post-offices 
in this country according to some equitable rule. That bill should be- 
come the law of the land. Then cities where the postal receipts are 
four times as much as those of the one in question would receive what 
belongs to them. But as it now is it is understood that the ordinary 
member of Congress can only get a post-office where there are United 
States courts or where there are other Government offices, and it is re- 
served to the favored few to get them without these accompaniments. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. TARSNEY]. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman, I have here a list of the public- 
building measures that have passed during this Congress. From that 
list it will appear that this political line has been drawn distinctly from 
the beginning, and that twenty-three public-building bills introduced 
by Republican members of Congress have passed this House, and only 
fourteen introduced by Democrats. Now, in addition to that, it is pro- 
posed, following out the line so ably and so honestly condemned by my 
friend from Michigan [Mr. ALLEN], to gostill further, and to pass two 
Republican bills for one Democratic bill. I desire to say now to this 
House that early in the present session I introduced a bill for a public 
building in a city of 250,000 people, where there isa complete embargo 
upon the transaction of the business of the Government by reason of 
want of adequate facilities. I do not say that that bill was designedly 
held back by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, but I 
do say that they indulged in an extraordinary amount of deliberation 
over it [laughter]; for it was not reported until dozens and dozens of 
other bills which were introduced later had been reported to this House. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. Chairman, I am very grateful to the distin- 
guished gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS], who has given me some 
of his time. I think that every gentleman in this House with whom 
I have been thrown in contact will acknowledge that I am at least a 
very modest gentleman, but I, too, have my tale of woe“ which I 
desire to lay before this body. In accordance with the modesty which 
I claim for myself, I have introduced only one bill in the Congress of 
the United States, and that is a bill fora public building in the city of 
Roanoke, in Southwest Virginia, a city which, in the Jast ten years, has 
reached a population of over 20,000 inhabitants, a city that pays an- 
nually over $23,000 of postal revenues to the Government, yet it is 


without a public building, and the Government is renting a little office 
so small that when, on one occasion, I called for my mail, hearingsome 
confusion, the postmaster informed me—and you will see that I am not 
alarge man—that the room was so small only one man could come in 
at a time. [Laughter.] Yet this great city, that I believe in the next 
ten years will have a population of 60,000 souls, is not to have a pub- 
lic building! [ Laughter.] 

As soon as I was elected a member of this House and had taken my 
seat, or as soon thereafter as possible, I appeared before the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds in relation to that bill. I must 


say that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN], the chairman 


of the committee, is certainly one of the most pleasant, most cordial, 
and, I believe, one of the best gentlemen in the world; but, sir, he 
keeps the word of promise to the ear and breaks it to the hope with 
ta smile that is childlike and bland.” [Laughter.] Why, sir, owing 
to his promise I am to-day like that famous animal mentioned in the 
Holy Scriptures, more noted for the loudness than the melody of his 
voice, that fell between two bundles ofhay. [Great laughter.] One 
part of my constituents are wondering why I am not present to-dayin 
Richmond at the unveiling of the statue of the immortal General Lee, 
and I would have been there but for the fact that on the day before 
yesterday I had a very pleasant conversation with the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN |, the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and he told me I had better stay here; that 
they were going to call up some bills and that my Roanoke building 
bill would undoubtedly go through. [Great laughter. ] : 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me a word? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not now. My time is limited, and besides I 
would get off my line of argument. Iam an old farmer, you know. 
[Laughter.] Why, sir, except for the modesty of a gentlemanI am 
very intimately acquainted with, his picture would adorn the Farm- 
ers’ Journal beside the distinguished gentleman farmer from Missouri 
(Mr. HATCH]. 

Mr. Chairman, I have noticed that gentlemen here like to allude 
now and then to the length of time they have been in Congress, and I 
have no doubt, sir, that if I am permitted to remain here until I get 
that Roanoke bill through I too will be able to point to quite a long 
period of service in this House. [Laughter.] Although I am a new 


member here, I am not wholly without political experience. I Served 


eight years in the senate of Virginia and never spoke half an hour dur- 
ing that time, and I could have been there still, but my people, appre- 
ciating my silence and hard work as a member of that body, sent me 
to the Congress of the United States by 4,000 majority. [Laughter.] 
Now, sir, the gentleman from Maine has told me that nobody has ever 
offered a word of objection to my Roanoke bill. He was very pleasant 
about it. [Laughter] I also submitted the matter to the gentleman 
from Alabama [ Mr. BANKHEAD], a Democratic member of that com- 
mittee, but when I went to the committee-room to look after my bill 


I found that they had lost all the papers. [Laughter.] Then I ap- 


pealed to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. LEHLBACH]. He also 
received me pleasantly, but he could not find any of the papers, and 
he wrote a report and left out of it about $13,000 of revenue that should 
have been credited to Roanoke. [Laughter.] And so, Mr. Cha 

here to-day I am missing the glorious old Confederate time in Rich- 
mond by invitation of the gentleman from Maine, who promised me 
that my bill would be called up. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN rose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Waita moment. There has been allusion made 
here to political matters in connection with these bills, and while this 
discussion has been going on I happened to cast my eye upon the list 
and I saw there two bills reported for buildings in places in Virginia, 
and, by the strangest coincidence in the world, they were both for Re- 
publican districts. [Great laughter.] I do not charge anything upon 
anybody in connection with this matter, because I am the politest as 
well as the most modest of men, but I do say that it is a very remark- 
able coincidence that both those bills should be for Republican dis- 
tricts. One of the districts, the Fourth, is Democratic now, but ina 
very short time, for the edict has gone forth from the Committee on 
Elections, the place that knew my friend VENABLE will know him no 
more forever, or at least until another election. [Great laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. ; 

Mr. MILLS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. BYNu™m]. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I most heartily concur in the remarks 
of the gentleman from Michigan. I do not wish to pose before this 
House as an economist or as an obstructionist; but I do think the time 
has come when there onght to be a halt called in the construction of 
publie buildings at such places as Bar Harbor and Houlton, Me. This 
report does not disclose those things which it ought to disclose, but it 
is very profuse in setting out the large quantity of pure air and beauti- 
ful scenery that surround this place. The population of that piace in 
1880 was, I believe, about 1,600 or less. What rental the Government 
is now paying there is not disclosed in this report. The post- office is 
a fourth-class office and the gross receipts are 86,791. I presume the 
net receipts are between two and three thousand dollars, and the popu- 
lation I suppose is between one and two thousand. ; 
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There is no Federal court there; there is no Government office there 
except a post-office. I submit that $10,000 would construct a build- 
ing ample for post-office accommodations in a place of that size. There 
is not a county in the Congressional district I represent but that has a 
town with larger postal business, Jarger revenues, and needing a post- 
office much more than this place. The city of Anderson has increased 
from 8,000 to probably 15,000 within the last two years. The city ot 
Greenfield is also increasing, and isa place of Jarge postal revenues 
and business on aceount of the numerous publications made in this 
city, and the same can be said of the city of Shelbyville. Of these 


` three cities, located in three counties outside of the county of Marion, 


as the committee has charge of these matters they ought to re 


in which Indianapolis is situated, every one is entitled to a post-office 
more than the city of Bar Harbor. 

I simply call the attention of the House to this matter. Of course 
I do not mean to intimate that there is any partiality on the part of 
the committee or that the committee has not labored most strenu- 
ously for the purpose of discovering those places of the greatest merit. 
Still, itis a fact that at Houlton, Me., where they recommended the 
erection of a public building, the rental paid by the Government was 
only $200 a year, and probably the case is about the same at Bar Har- 
bor, Therefore, Isay, Mr. Chairman, that it is time that we should 
consider these measures upon their merits. 

Iam opposed to this bill because I do not think the Government 
ought to enter upon ascheme of constructing public buildings simply 
because a Representative may have special advantages for securing the 
same. 

I think we ought to adopt the general bill which has been proposed 
prescribing uniform conditions in regard to the construetion and cost 
of post-office buildings; there ought to bea uniform system. So jong 
rt bills 
for such places as Kansas City and other large cities where public build- 
ings are an absolute necessity, whatever the cost may be. I think we 
ought to proceed in this matter in a different manner from what we 
have been p i The House ought not to countenance the erection 
of public buildings at these small and there ought not to be a 
combination here between the Representatives desiring public. build- 

to put through any bills of so little merit. 
Here the hammer fell. ] : 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not notice when the gentleman 
from Texas took the floor, and will be obliged to him or any other gen- 
tleman who may have noticed the time. oe 

Mr. MILLS. I hope I may have at least ten minutes more. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ithink I noticed the time at which the gentleman 
took the floor; I think it was at twenty minutes before 1 o’clock, and 
that he has used forty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed by the Clerk that the 
gentleman took the floor about twenty-five minutes before 1; so that 
he now has fifteen minutes. 

Mr. MILLS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Ezra B. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I represent a district that 
never has had a public building, never has asked for one, and probably 
never will—— 

A MEMBER. Good for you. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Yet it is as important a district as almost 
any other. I wish to say a single word expressing my judgment in 
relation to these matters. I am not opposed to a proper system of con- 
structing public buildings. I think that to meet the necessities of the 
public service it ought to be extended even beyond its present limits; 
but how far I do not know. Iam of opinion that there are a great 
many more bills for the erection of public buildings at important 
points suggested and reported by the committee than we can afford 
now to adopt; and for this reason alone I believe there is great force 


in the suggestion which has been made that we should be careful as to 


the sectional location. I am inclined to the idea that a mistake has 
been made in suggesting as a rule that a Republican measure and a 
Democratic measure should alternate. I do not recognize that as be- 
ing the proper significance of the situation. I am distinctly of the 
opinion that we ought not to insist on a sectional division of this mat- 
ter or on an accidental division. If the committee would agree upon 
some proper rule of alternation in this matter I think it ought to be 
adopted by the House, otherwise we shall find ourselves in trouble 
and not make any progress. 

Mr. MILLS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Rod ns]. 3 ~ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman froni Arkansas is entitled tothe 
floor for five minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, that is a longer time than I want 
this morniug because Iam feeling to-day peculiarly scriptural. I never 
was so impressed in my life by a debate with the idea as to how many 

things we miss in this world by not asking for them. 

Up to the present time twenty-three Republicans and fourteen Dem- 
ocrats have passed public-building bills. That is announced as official. 


‘Ido not know whether it is correct or not. I assume, however, that 


it is correct. If you would examine them I apprehend you will find 


these bills carry about five or sixor seven to one in amount in favor of 
those who ask and who receive. ` 

Now, I said I was scriptural to-day. II I recollect aright it has been 
said, Ask, and ye shall receive; 5 and ye shall find; knock, and it 
shall be opened unto you,“ but a friend of mine sitting near me adds 
to that quotation the suggestion that not every one that asketh re- 
ceiveth.’’ [Laughter. ] 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am impressed with another scriptural 
tion. I introduced a bill which was numbered 100. That bill was re- 
ported on the 16th of April. A very excellent friend of mine from an 
adjoining State introduced a bill numbered 8149 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will my friend from Arkansas allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. ROGERS. One moment; wait until I get through with my 
Seripture. That bill No. 8149 was reported one day before mine was. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Will my friend now allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. ROGERS, The difference on the Calendar between 100 and 
8,149 was only 8,049. Ofcourse a man ought not to quarrel over so 
small a matter as a difference of 8,049. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. -+ Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iam therefore impressed again with the fact that 
“ the first shall be last and the last shall be first“ Daughter], and, as 
my friend on this side suggests, very few are chosen. I am through 
with my Scripture now, Mr. Chairman, and am ready to listen to my 
friend from Maine. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Will my friend from Arkansas 
permit me to suggest another scriptural quotation ? 

Mr. ROGERS. Oh, no; only one scriptural quotation at a time from 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Rogers] if he ever appeared before the Committee on Public 
Buildings while they had that bill in charge, to get the case pre- 
sented before that committee, and if he isnotreally derelict himself in 
not having properly taken care of his own bill? Of course the sub- 
committee could not get any information unless they had some source 
to get it from, and the very intelligent Representative from that dis- 
ae could give it to them better than anybody else could. [Laugh- 
ter. 85 
Mr. ROGERS. I appreciate and accept the compliment because it 
isso true. But I want to say, Mr. Chai that on the Judiciary 
Committee, where I have had the pleasure of serving for some years, 
whenever a bill is referred to me I begin the examination of it. I 
do not wait for somebody to come and stick a probe in me to get me to 
move. 

Mr. CLUNIE. Lou do not suppose that anybody else is so indus- 
trious? 

Mr. ROGERS. If nobody comes to give me information with 

to a bill when it is referred to the J iary Committee, I hunt them 
up: and, if it is a meritorious bill, I report it favorably; if it is not a 
meritorious bill, I so report it. Now, I did go before subcommit- 
tee. After two or three interviews, but without any unnecessary delay, 
it acted. Now, I would like to know how it was that that gentleman 
who introduceda bill, 8179, and got it reported 8049 ahead, of me. That 
gentleman should have some credit for his industry. But I do not find 
any special fault with. that matter. 

I do, however, find some fault with the arrangement that has been 
made. I think that in this matter of the distribution of public build- 
ings—being entirely serious—it ought not to depend either upon poli- 
tics or upon localities, It ought to be a matter dependent upon the 
necessities of the situation. I know itis but fair to state that there 
are some States in the North where there are a greatmany towns. You 
may travel for miles and miles and scarcely get out of the view of a 
good-sized town, and their necessities are much ter than those of 
an agricultural district. But, on the other side, I think it is but fair to 
say that, inasmuch as the agricultural districts are not in a condition to 
demand so much as you are and yet pay their distributive share of 
the taxes, there should be simple generosity toward them when they 
do ask and there is a necessity for it. Therefore I think that in the 
distribution of these places we should have fair consideration when we 
come to arrange for their distribution. 

I do not think it is fair, Mr. Chairman, to pass twenty-three Repub- 
lican bills by recognitions and then take the bills up to-day and pass 
two to one in the same order, and so on, whenever we do get any time 
for this committee to present their bills. 

Mr. ROWELL. But we had two days when the bills were taken up 
in their order on the Calendar. 

Mr. ROGERS. These bills, of ne others aga ees to aon 
specially upon their respective merits; and neither the charac e 
towns that ask for them nor the member who introduces them should 
prevail, but the necessity which exists and the demand which the pub- 
lic service makes for them should control. All of these should be de- 
termined upon their merits without reference to location, whether they 
go North, South, East, or West. To-day the boot is on one foot; to- 
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morrow it may be upon the other; and if you pursue the plan suggested 
here it is simply ons of retaliation: one side gets the benefit to-day, the 
other to-morrow, and the public interests must suffer. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But we had two days for the committee without 
any recognitions. 

Th ts CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Arkansas has 
expired, 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, this debate has drifted far away from 
the object I intended to serve when I took the floor. I wanted, if pos- 
sible, to arrive at some understanding in the committee, so that in the 
progress of this business there might be something more of equality or 

irness than the rule adopted indicates. I desire, if possible, that we 
pursue a plan by which the Chairman may proceed fairly in the mat- 
ter, and recognize alternately one gentleman on each side of the House. 

It is no use for us to deplore the fact that Democracy or Republican- 
ism has been mentioned in connection with the debate. It is a fact 
known to the whole country that we must recognize. That aisle em- 
phasizes the fact that there are two distinct parties in the country and 
in this body, just as there always have been and always will be. These 
two parties represent here each about one-half of the people of the 
United States. The usual rule, so far as I know since I have been a 
member of this body, whether the Republican party was ly in the 
majority or whether one side or the other had the control (or even 
where small majorities existed the same rule has always prevailed), 
that this matter should be one of courtesy between the two parties, the 
Speaker recognizing a gentleman on one side and then one on tlie 
other. 


And now, before taking my seat I want to ask of this committee 
unanimous consent to grant that that rule be adopted to-day, and 
that the Chair may recognize a gentleman on each side alternately. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. MILLS. Just let me make that suggestion to the committee, 
that unanimous consent be given for equal recognition, and I will yield 
the remainder of the time to the gentleman. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, In the first place my friend from Texas will recol- 
lect on reflection that when we had days allowed us we have taken up 
the Calendar and considered these bills without regard to politics. 

Mr. MILLS. That is just what I want to have done now. They 
put in one for each side. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I know for the last seven years these bills have 
been put in, and political questions have had no weight in the com- 
mittee, as far as I am aware. Again, when you say that the country 
is nearly evenly divided in polities it is equally true that a great many 
Congressional districts are very evenly divided. There are many Re- 
publican Congressional districts where our Democratic friends are as 
much interested as Republicans in the construction of these buildings. 

Now, let me say one thing more to my friend, and I know he will be 
candid with me. This is an order that has been passed by the committee, 
and the gentleman knows that I can not violate the order of the com- 
mittee. Now, if we are going to do any business let this thing go on 
as itis to-day. I have assurance that we are going to get another day 
for the consideration of public building bills, and then if we can make 
any arran which is more satisfactory than this I am perfectly 
willing to do so. I do not want to do anything unjust. I accepted 
the proposition made by the Democratic members of the committee. 
It was not necessary for me, perhaps not prudent, to say anything that 
occurred in the committee, but I desired to be entirely frank in the 
matter so that gentlemen might know why we were doing it; and as 
we have nothing to conceal I stated the whole of the facts. Now, if 
gentlemen will allow us to goon under the order made, perhaps we 
can get through with a good many of the bills. 

Mr. MILLS. I will ask unanimous consent that the order be 


changed. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I shall make no objection. 

Mr. MILLS. I will ask that the old order be maintained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous con- 
sent that bills may be called up alternately, one on one side and then 
one on the other. The Chair will be compelled tostate that that would 
not be in order. The committee is acting under a special order of the 
House, directing the Committee of the Whole to take up bills in the 
order called up by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and the Committee of the Whole have no power to vacate that order 
by unanimous consent. The only way in which it could be done 
would be for the gentleman from Texas to move that the committee 
rise and ask that that order be made in the House. 

Mr. MILLS. I will state to my friend that he will get along faster 
if he does that. I did not rise for the purpose of opposing this bill. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I can not do that without violating the order of 
my committee, and I know that my friend is too chivalrous to ask me 
to do that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas has three minutes 
of his time remaining. 

Mr. MILLS. I yield that to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I find that the popu- 
lation of Bar Harbor in 1880 was 624; and of course the committee 
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should be governed by that now, as the report itself does not show what 
is the actual population of the place. It gives a number during a cer- 
tain season, when there are visitors there, but it does not give the actual 
population. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do insist that no system of combination or 
of log- rolling should permit a bill of this character to go through this 
House. It is bad enough in our State Legislatures to have representa- 
tives by such a system pass public bills, but in the American Congress. 
it seems to me that the representatives of the people should stand upon 
a higher plaue of legislative duty than this. The gross receipts of that 
office are not equal to three-fourths of 1 per cent. of the money which 
it is proposed to invest in erecting the public building. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Upon the question of the gentleman from Texas concerning unani- 
mous consent, if there is any doubt, the Chair will have a decision 
made in the Thirty-second Congress read upon that point. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I have simply to say in regard to 
Bar Harbor that a bill was introduced in the last Congress to build a 
public building there. It passed both Houses of Congress, and if gen- 
tlemen will take the trouble to look over the veto message of the Pres- 
ident they will find that one of the prominent reasons given for vetoing 
the bill was that it did not carry money enough to buy a site and build 
a building, and that he had information—I think he stated from the 
Postmaster-General—that a site for a building could not be bought for 
less than $20,000. 

Now, gentlemen may sneer at Bar Harbor. If they do I take no 
offense at it. If it gives them any pleasure let them have it, as I like- 
to see people pleased; but Bar Harbor is the largest and most promi- 
nent and the grandest watering-place on the Atlantic coast, and grow- 
ing very fast. During the winter there are perhaps four or five thou- 
sand inhabitants there, and during the summer months there are from 
ten to twenty thousand sometimes. Thesteamers last year alone landed 
40,000 people there. Let me say to gentlemen of this House that if 
they go there the probability is that they will find some of their own 
constituents. It is a place that God made for a watering- place. You 
can get the mountain air and the sea air, and there are five little Jakes 
that supply it with pure water that comes out from the granite hills, 
not fed by any stream. The town is being rapidly built. My last in- 
formation is that the hotels, which will accommodate more than 6,000 
people, have been already opened, and they say that they will be en- 


tirely filled. 

Now, the Senate has a bill asking for $150,000. 

Mr. CARUTH. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARUTH. I understand the gentleman to say that the water 
came throngh from the granite there. Had you not better eliminate 
the granite? Has not such a tax been placed upon it that yon will 
have to take it all away ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I did not hear what the gentleman said. 

Mr. CARUTH. I said you had better eliminate the granite, because 
the tax is so high that you will have to get it away from there. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I want the gentleman to go down there next 
summer, and I wish all gentlemen to go down there, and if they 
should do so I believe that all would vote for the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Can the committee state the annual 
rent that the Government has to pay for accommodations at this place? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I can not state the rent; but the rent in any 


place 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Then how can your committee state 
that there would be a saving 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Allow me to answer your question before you 
ask another. I was about to say that the rent paid in any place is no 
guide to go by as to whether a public bailding is needed there or not, 
There are a good many other towns as well as Bar Harbor that contain 
some little shabby building that is not fit for a post-office, but which 
has to be used for that purpose. Such a building of course brings a 
small rent; but it may be that they can not get anything better in the 
town, and that is the case there. Let me say further that there is little 
doubt that the deputy collectorship will be removed from! The Bluffs 
to Bar Harbor as soon as this building is ready. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Whatare the net revenues of the office ? 
And I willask the gentleman whether we should not give more weight to 
the net revenmes than to the surroundings of the place and its fine scen- 
ery? What the gentleman has said about the scenery of Bar Harbor 
might be said of Manitou, Colo., and a.good many other places that 
have fine air and beautiful scenery; but that is no justification for 
erecting a public building in such a place at a cost of $75,000. Now, 
will the gentleman tell us what are the net receipts of the Government 
at this place? = 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gross receipts of the custom-house are, I be- 
lieve, $7,000 or $8,000 a year. But let me say, in addition to what I 
have already said, that if there were going to these Western places of 
which my friend s people from all over the poe at the rate of 
forty thousand or fifty thousand or sixty tho a year, I think he 
might agree that when they got there they ought to find some sort 
of a decent place in which to do their post-office business. 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, if no gentleman desires to discuss this question 
any further, I ask unanimous consent that general debate be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, this bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass? 

Mr, HILL. I would like to ask the chairman of the committee 
having these bills in charge whether they have adopted any general 


rule as to the amounts to be appropriated in these cases? 


Mr. MILLIKEN. The committee have adopted a general rule, and 
they have varied that general rule only where circumstances required. 
For instance, the committee have found that in one city it would cost, 
perhaps, an exira large amount of money to procure the site, and of 
course they would have to apprepriate more money. for such a place 
than they would in a place where the ground could be got for almost 
nothing. Or perhaps the building is to be used as a court-house or as 
a custom-house, and for that reason the amount may be varied. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon laying this bill aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. [ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 43, noes 40. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 68, noes 
36. 


So the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the re- 
commendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT MANKATO, MINN. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I call up the bill (S. 1384) for the erection of a 
public building at Mankato, Minn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
therized and directed to purchase, acquire by condemnation, or otherwise pro: 
vide a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a suitable building, with a fire- 

roof vault, for the accommodation of the United States courts, post-office, 
e eee and other Government offices at Mankato, Minn. The plans, 
specifications, and full estimates for said building sball be previously made and 
approved according to the law, and shall not exceed, for the site and building 
complete, the sum of $150,000: Provi ‘That the site shall leave the building un- 
exposed to danger from fire in the a errand buildings by an open space of not 
Jess than 50 feet, including streets and alleys, and that no money 9 
for this purpose shall be available until a valid title to the site for said building 
shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of Minnesota shall have 
ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time 
the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except 
the ren acinar of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil proc- 
ess there’ 


The committee recommended an amendment striking out the words 
one hundred and fifty thousand wherever they occur and inserting 
in lieu thereof fifty thousand.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass? 

Mr. BYNUM. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report upon the House bill (by Mr. GIFFORD) was read, as fol- 
lows. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,to whom was referred the 
bill for a public building at Mankato, Minn., submit the following report: 

Mank is the largest city in Southwestern Minnesota, and the fifth in size of 
the cities of the State. It is the county seat of Blue Earth County and hasa pop- 
nlation of about 12,000; four lines of railway center in the city, namely, Chicago, 
St. Paul and Omaha, Chicago and Northwestern, Chicago, Milwaukee and St. 
Paul, and Minneapolis and St. Louis. It is the commercial center of Southwest- 
ern Minnesota, and enjoys an extensive trade, both wholesale and retail. The 
steady growth of the city is not only likely to continue from its central location 
and excellent e facilities, but is assured by the many p rous 
manufacturing establishments in operation. Its quarries are not excelled in the 
State. From ten to fifteen thousand car-loads of stone are quarried annually. 
The cement rock found here is equal to any in the world. The works for man- 
ufacturing it into cement here have a city of 1,000 barrels per day, The 
city, besides having an excellent system of public schools, has a Catholic 
college and the State normal school. 

The business of the post-office for last year was $175,954.88, of which amount 
$14,335.09 was revenue. The House has at the present session a bill for 
holding terms of the district and circuit court at Mankato. Your committee 
the passage of the bill with the following amendments: 

1. In line 12, after the word of.“ strike out the words “seventy-five thou- 
sand dollars“ and insert in lieu thereof “fifty thousand dollars, which sum is 
ere appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
a $ 
2. In line 21 strike out “seventy-five” and insert “fifty.” © 


The Senate bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, MERIDIAN, MISS. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I call up the bill (S. 1977) to provide for the 
construction of a public building at Meridian, in the State of Missis- 
sippi, and I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the formal part 
of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. COWLES. I object. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
, condemnation, or otherwise, a 


1890, addressed 


and accommodation of the United States post-office and other Government of- 
fi in the city of Meridian and State of en ae cost of said site and 
buildin , including said vaults, heating and venti ng apparatus, and a; 
eee to exceed the sum of $50,000, which said sum of $50, 

s hereby 7 for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States 
Treasury not otherwise ee 

Proposals for the sale o suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one ox more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals, 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommen- 
dation thereon,and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
original proposals, and all maps, plats,and statements which shali have come 
into his possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the jury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an meer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; an 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, 2 plats, or documents taken by or submit- 
ted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceed- - 
ings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall thereupon finally determine the loeation of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
pager Provided, That the member of said commission appointed 

e Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the 9 herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals. actual traveling expenses of said agen 
and the compe on and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, an 
other pes incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof be 8 a le. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, rather a Se semper gn and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising itect of the Treasury Deparment shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site, 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
Jnited States, nor until the State of M ppi shall have ceded to the United 

States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been 8 by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the eee of the ep? the ary of the Inte- 
rior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be avail- 
able for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches. 

The building shall be unex: to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys, 


The report (by Mr. Pasco) was read, as follows: 


The committee recommend that this bill be passed, and res; tfully submit 
the following in support of the same: i cgi Z 


? P TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


“OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 
i “ Washington, D. C., 26, 1890, 
Sin: The letter from your committee, dated January 28, 1890, an of- 
ficial report from this office upon Senate bill 1747, introduced Jan 6, 1890, by 


Hon. James Z. GEORGE, and Senate bill 1977, introduced January 13, 1890, by 
Hon. Jauxs Z. GEORGE, amendatory of Senate bill 1747, to provide for the ad- 
quisition of a site and the erection thereon of a public building for the accom- 
m on of the post-office and other Government offices in Meridian, Miss., 


at a cost not to exceed $75,000. 
“Thave the honor to submit the following ag 5 of areport dated January 23, 
to this office by the honorable the Postmaster-General, and a copy 
ol a report dated January 21, 1890, addressed to this office by the postmaster of 


Meri Miss. 

By reference to page 1018, report of the Postmaster-General, 1889, it will be 
observed that the gross receiptsin said city for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1889, were $13,109.69; the salary, clerk-hire, rent, light, fuel, and other inci- 
dental expenses and free 23 aggregated $8,042.92; the net receipts 
were $5,066.79; and that, in addition to said post-office being self-sustaining, it 
yielded a net postal revenue of 29 per cent. 

From computations made, based upon data received in regard to the value of 
land and the W rany of building, it is found that a site can be procured 
and a public building two stories high, with basement—the second story cover- 
ing about one-third of the area of the first story, about 49 by 70 feet in dimen- 


sions—giving about 2,800 square feet of first-floor area for the fiice, and 
1,200 square feet of the second-floor area for the Signal Service, ete., of fire-proof 
construction, including heating apparatus, vaults, and approach sor ra 

ereon for 


ing elevator service, which is not deemed n can be e 
$50,000, or $25,000 less than the limitof cost proposed by 


„000. 

The building contemplated by the computations referred to will provide 1,000 
square feet more of floor area than the number of square feet of floor area now 
occupied by the flice. 

“As elevator service is not deemed necessary in a two-story building, the word 
‘elevator’ should be eliminated from said Senate bill 1977 wherever it occurs, 

“ Respectfully, yours, 


said Senate bill, namely, 


“JAS. H. WINDRIM, 


“Supervising Architect, 
Hon. LELAND STANFORD, $ 
chairman Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, United Slates Senate.” 


Upon the estimate of the Supervising Architect that the proposed building 
can erected for $25,000 less than the sum named in the bill, the committee 
recommend that the sum of $50,000 be named as the limit of of 
$75,000. The committee further recommend that the bill be put in the form 
which has been here followed in like cases during the present Con , and to 
accomplish this they report an amendment in the shape of a substitute for the 
— bill, and recommend the passage of the bill in the form set forth in the 
substitute. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT MILWAUKEE, WIS. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I call up the bill (S. 591) to increase the appro- 
priation for the 2 pumhasa of a site and the erection of a public building 
at Milwaukee, Wis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the amount heretofore fixed as the limit of cost for the 

urchase of site and erection of a building forthe accommodation of the United 
Btates courts, post-office, internal revenue, and other Government offices at the 
city of Milwaukee, in the State of Wisconsin, be, and the same is hereby, in- 
creased to $2,000,000, which sum is hereby fixed as the limit of cost for the erec- 
tion of said building, including the cost of a site therefor. 

Sxc.2. That the sum of $800,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to te used and ex- 
pended for the purposes provided in this act. 

The committee recommended an amendment striking out the words 
tt two million“ and inserting in lieu thereof one million four hundred 
thousand dollars.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. VAN SCHAICK) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred Sen- 
ate bill No. 591, submit the following report: 

The population to be benefited is upwards of 200,000. The revenue receipts of 
the post-office has increased from $171,000, in 1879, to 000, in 1889. The in- 
ternal-revenue receipts in 1889 were $2,765,803.78. The building is intended to 
accommodate all the Government offices in the city of Milwaukee. The busi- 
ness and population are both increasing 3 The Supervising Architect 
has recommended an appropriation of $200,000. The bill has passed the Senate 
for thatamount. The committee recommend that the bill be amended by strik- 
ing out $800,000 and inserting in lieu thereof $200,000, and reducing the limit of 
cost from $2,000,000 to $1,400,000. With these amendments they report the bill 
back and recommend its passage. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say just a word about this. 
We all understand the importance of Milwaukee and that it is a grow- 
ing city, but it seems to me that the amount provided for in this bill 
is unnecessarily large. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana that in 
this case the Senate increased the limit of cost from $1,200,000 to 
$2,000,000, being an increase of $800,000, - Our amendment strikes 
out $2,000,000 and inserts ‘‘$1,400,000,’? being an increase of only 
$200,000. So that the increase proposed in the bill as now reported is 
only one-fourth of the increase proposed by the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I had not noticed that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the first amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Strike out $2,000,000” and insert 51, 400,000.“ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Still I think, Mr. Chairman, that $1,400,000 is a 
very large sum to be appropriated for a building of this character in 
the city of Milwaukee. In saying this, I am comparing it with a pub- 
lic buildin at the capital of my own State. I do not think a greater 
sum should be appropriated for a public building at Milwaukee than 
for one in Indianapolis. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman will allow me to say that, ac- 
cording to the evidence before the committee—and it seemed to be con- 
clusive—a site could not be purchased for less than $400,000. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK. It has been purchased. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The site has been acquired in part by purchase and 
in part by condemnation. I understand the cost to be about $400, 000. 
The larger part of the site has been purchased. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much will be required for the purpose of com- 
pleting the purchase ? 

Mr. HAUGEN, Four hundred thousand dollars will cover the pur- 
chase- price. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And the limit of cost is $1,400,000? 

Mr. CASWELL. For both site and building. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much is that for the site? 

Mr. HAUGEN. About $400,600 will be the whole cost when the 
condemnation proceedings are completed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But nothing has yet been paid? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes; I understand most of the property has been 
paid for, and that condemnation proceedings are now pending as to 
the rest. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much of the appropriation has been available 
heretofore ? 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK. One million four hundred thousand dollars 
is the aggregate limit as now fixed, leaving $1,000,000 for the build- 


ing after the payment for the site. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Do I understand that $400,000 has already been 
appropriated ? 


Mr. VAN SCHAICK. Last session $1,200,000 was appropriated. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. That is right. 

Mr. HAUGEN. One million two hundred thousand dollars was ap- 
propriated last year, of which $400,000 will be required to pay for the 
site. This billas amended by the House committee increases the limit 
of cost to $1,400,000 for site and building. The practical effect, there- 
Tone; of oe bill is to make an increase of only $200,000 in the aggre- 
gate cos 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I understand that the effect of this bill is 
simply to appropriate $200,000 additional. 


Several MEMBERS. That is correct. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It appears then that the limitation of cost is now 
fixed at $1,400,000. I consider this an unnecessarily large amount to 
be expended for a public building in Milwaukee as compared with 
what has been expended for similar purposes in cities of equal impor- 
tance in other parts of the country, 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment of the com- 
mittee striking out ‘$2,000,000 ’’ and inserting ‘‘ $1,400,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

In section 2, strike out eight“ and insert in lieu thereof the word two;"* 
so as to read: the sum of $200,000,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. A single word further. We all remember the ex- 


perience we have had with conferences on these public-building bills. 


I wish to inquire, therefore, whether the sum now proposed in this bill 
as the limit of cost will be satisfactory. 
Mr. VAN SCHAICK. I am satisfied. 


Mr. DARLINGTON. You do not propose to have it raised in confer- 


ence? 


Mr. VAN SCHAICK. I have no idea what will be done in the con- 
ference at all. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be some understanding that this 
sum will be accepted as satisfactory. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK, Ihave no idea what the committee of con- 
ference may do. The limit as proposed by the Senate was cut down 
unanimously in our committee, and has been so reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands there is an appropriat- 
ing clause in this bill. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move to amend by striking out that clause. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
a recommendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT YOUNGSTOWN, OHIO. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I now call up the bill (S. 507) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Youngstown, Ohio. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to uire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, 
a site and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, includin: fire-proof 
vaults, heating and 3 elevators, and 2 2 ſor the 
use and accommodation of the ted States post-office and other Government 
offices, in the city of Youngstown and State of Ohio, the cost of said site and 
building, including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevato: 
and 3 complete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum o 
$100,000 is hereby appropriated for said pu „out of any moneys in the 
United States 9 not other appropriated. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by publica 
advertisement in one or more of the ne pers of said city of py — demas 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the dates specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in mse to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommen- 
dation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have como 
into his possession . to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying pa the Secretary 
of the asu he may appt : 
cero 


a the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premi ac- 
compan 


roceedings 
Department; and the Secretary of the ‘Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual sia oer Beem 
penses: Provided, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury De t shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses, 

So much of the appropriation herein made as — be necessary to defray tho 
expenses of advertising for p: actual traveling e: of said agen! 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, an: 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available 
immediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site, 

No money a propriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
provided, until a valid title to the site for said building s be vested in tho 
United States, nor until the State of Ohio shall have ed to the United States 
exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be 
or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of thé 
criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for, and the sketch-plansand detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the 8 Secretary of Inte- 
rior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, 5 approaches. 

The building shall be unex to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side including strects and alleys. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I ask that the reading of the formal part of this 


for the preparation of 


+ 
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bill be dispensed with, as in other cases. The form is the same in all 
these bills. 

The CHAIRMAN, In the absence of objection, the Clerk will omit 
the reading of the formal parts of the bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. What is the amount of appropriation ? 

The CHAIRMAN. One hundred thousand dollars, as the Chair is 
informed, is the amount in the bill as it comes from the Senate; but 
the House Committee has reported an amendment, which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out ‘$100,000’ wherever it occurs, and inserting in lieu 
thereof * $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move to amend bystriking out the appropriat- 
ing clause in this bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
a recommendation that it do pass. 

PUBLIO BUILDING, CAMDEN, ARK. 


_ The next business called up by the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds was the bill (H. R. 93) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Camden, Ark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, c., That the Secretary of the Treasury, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase or otherwise provi è asite, and cause to be 
erected thereon a substantial and commodious building, with fire-proof vaults, 
for the use and accommodation of the post-office, the land offices, and for other 
Government uses at Camden, Ark. The site and building thereon, when 
completed upon — — and specifications to be previously made and approved 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not exceed in cost the sum of „000; 
nor shall any site be purchased until estimates forthe erection of a building 
which will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the public 
business, and which shall not exceed in cost the — of the sum herein 
limited the site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have been 
approved by the Secretary of the Treasury; and no ee of site, nor plan 
for said building, shall be „ by the f the Treasury involving 
an expenditure exceedin; e said snm of $25,000 — ne site and building; and the 
site purchased shall leave the building unexposed to dan A ARTES fire by an open 
maam at least 40 feet, including streets and alleys: idod, That no partofsaid 
sum shall be expended untila valid title to the Aie all be vested in the United 
States, nor until the State of Arkansas shall cede to the United States exclusive 
jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain 
the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal 

laws of said State and the service of civil process 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SIOUX FALLS, S. DAK, 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, I call up the bill (H. R. 784) for the 
erection of a public building at Sioux S. Dak., and desire to sub- 
stitute for it the bill S. 1354, of the same title. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Senate bill called up by the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds will be read. 

The Senate bill was read, as follows: 


and a eo on he 
$250, y 8 out of any moneys In the United 
States Treasury n otherwise ap 

„ * suitable for said site shall be invited by pu 
advertisement in one or more of the r of said graye si faaata Sing 
tion for at least twenty days prior to th 1 ya nat ar 
meg the opening of 2 


mailed to the 
sites, 


plats, and statements which shall have come into 


his relating to said proposed sites. 

If, u consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the — jis shall deem further investigation necessary, may appoint a 
ioe venan of 


companied by all statements, maps, or documents prs by or submitted 
to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in finer 
said e ent; and the imania the laed 


.... er DAON OANA A be necessary to defray the 
of advertising for of said agent, 
and ma com, and traveling expenses of of commissioners, an 


apogee ore a SO NS reparation of 
— ay lans, ining Architect — and detailed estimates rx the building 
by the vailab! 


N pro Nee the Treasury of such site. 
No money appro, by act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 


* 


rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

nited States nor until the State of South Dakota shall have ceded to the — 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 

shall be or the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the ayy 5 and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the rvising Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the 8 ry of the ia 
rior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said joerea es shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, an roaches, 

The building shall be unex to danger from fire t by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys, 


Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. Lask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. GIFFORD) was read, as follows: 

The Committe on Public eee 3 and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1354) to provide for the pure of a site and the erection of a public 
e yan at Sioux Falls, in the State of South Dakota, submit the follow- 
in similar bill having been introduced in the House and reported by this com- 
mittee at this session of Congress, the y of this bill is recommended as a 
substitute for House bill 787, with the following amendment: Strike out $250,- 
000” wherever it occurs and insert in lieu thereof “* $150,000.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I move also, Mr. Chairman, to strike out the ap- 
propriating clause in the bill. 

The motion was adopted. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. What are the gross receipts of the 


post-office there? 
About $20,000. 


Mr. GIFFORD. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. And you give one hundred and fifty 
thousand. I thought the rule was about one-t 

Mr. GIFFORD. But there is a United States court there also, 


Mr. WILSON, of Washington. We have United States courts, too. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill as amended 
aside. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 


the recommendation that it do pass. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, MANKATO, MINN. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to call the attention of tho 
committee to the fact that the clause making an appropriation for a 
public building at Mankato, Senate bill No. 1384, was not stricken 
out. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move that the same amendment be made asin 
the other bills, that is, to strike out the appropriating clause. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I wish to give notice now, Mr. Chairman, that 
wherever the clause making an appropriation is in the bill, I desire to 
ask unanimous consent that it be stricken out as these bills come be- 
fore the committee. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ST@ALBANS, VT. 


The next business called up by the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds was the bill (S. 2427) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at St. Albane, in the State 
of Vermont. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Bo ii 3 etc., That cae Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is here 
thorized and directed to acquire, by purchase, con demnation, or othe: 
and cause to be erected thereon a suitable ballding, including fire-proot 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the 
use and accommodation of the Un . ae and other 
Government offices, in the city of St. Albans and Sta! ermont, the cost of 
said site and building, including said vaults, soar Agee ventilating 8 
elevators, and ap 8 complete, not to exceed the sum of $75,000, which sai 
sum of $75,000 is] 8 app: — je said iad ty out of any moneys in the 
United States Treasury not ot ppropriated. 
Proposals for the sale of land . ‘or said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the ne pers of said city of largest la- 
tion for at least twent 128 Saya ln prior to the date specified in said advertisement 


sites, and such others as he may iink on proper to desi 
tment,who 


ginal 


If, u ob 83 of said report and accompanying grey ne the Secreta: 
of the Tr shall deem further investigation 8 he N 
com on D not more than three persons, one of whom Tal haves be an 3 — 


the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said oe 
posed cea and such others as the Secretary of the geur may designate, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; 

said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to ‘the 
Seeretary of the ‘Treasury written report of their conclusion in the . — 
accompanied byall statements, maps, plats, — ee taken by or submitt 

to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provi in regard to nr gs 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; bores the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be 

The compensation of said commissioners shall fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall Pa exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided; however, e member of said commission 8 

the Treasury Department ‘shall “es read only his actual „ 

So much of the appropriation herein e as may be 
expenses.of advertising for proposals, actual traveling 5 said etn 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, 
and other e incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary sur- 
vey thereof be immediately a 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
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the Supervisin; tect of the Treasury 
sun e tine approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No mouey appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
poroi aati a valid title to tae site for said building be vested in the 

nited States,nor until the State of Vermont shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the ee Seer 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the tary of the Inte- 
rior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said ropriation shall be avail- 
able for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches. 

The building shall be unex, to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


Mr. COWLES. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. LL ACI) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2427) to provide tor the erection of a public building at St. Albans, in the 
State of Vermont, have had the same under consideration and submit the fol- 
lowing report: > 

The committee have reported a House bill for the same purpose, reeommend- 
ing the expenditure of $40,000. Your committee recommend the passage of the 
Senate bill with the folowing amendmeuts: Strike out the words * seventy- 
ae ee e ” wherever they occur and insert in lieu thereof the words “forty 

ousand.“ 


The amendment recommended by the committee wus adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the clause making the 
appropriation will also be stricken out. i 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, STOCKTON, CAL, 

The next business called up by the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds was the bill (S. 1590) to provide for the construction of a 
public building in the city of Stockton, Cal. A 

The bill was read, as follows: i 

Be it etc., That the Secre of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
. to of ee pone Snares rites or 9 a 
site, and cause to be thereon a suitable building, including tire-proof 
` vaults, heating and ventilating re, elevators, and approaches, for the use 

and accommodation of the United States post-office, land office, and other Goy- 
ernment offices, in the city of Stockton and State of California, the cost of said 
site and building, including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, ele- 
ators. and approaches, complete, not to exceed the sum of $85,000, which said 
sum of $85,000 is hereby appropriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in 
the United States Treas not otherwise appropriated. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the a iag ge of said city of A anpas 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said pro 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 


of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
than three persons, iets shall be an officer of 


gs necessary, an 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury wr 
companied by all statements, maps, 
to them, in like manner as hercinbefore provided ees to the proceedings 
of said agent of the Treasury Department, and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected, 
The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $5 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 


the ‘Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 
So much of the appropriation herein ie as may be necessary to defray the 
nses of r 


g for proposals, actual traveling ex of said agen 
the compensation and actual traveling e: nses of said commissioners, an: 
other 8 incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 

drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury ent shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 

rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

nited States, nor until the State of California shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the = during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal! laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been geraced by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and sprona by the Secre! of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and Postmaster-General, the balance ofsaid sanoi shall be avail- 
able for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on cach side, including streets and alleys. 


Mr. CLUNIE. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that all of these 
Senate bills are substantially the same, I move that the reading of the 
formal parts of the bill be with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the bill ought to be read. 

Mr, CLUNIE. Then I ask unanimous consent that the reading be 
dispensed with in this case. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. COWLES. Let us have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. CLUNIE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill Eao to provide for the construction of a public building in the city of 
Stockton, Cal., submit the following report: > 

A similar bill having been introduced in the House and reported by this com- 
mittee at this session of Congress (see House bill 7711), tfe passage of this bill 
is recommended as a substitute for said House bill, with the following amend- 
ment: Strike out the words “eighty-five thousand dollars“ wherever they 
occur, and insert in lieu the words “seventy-five thousand dollars.“ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 


TheCHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the clause making the 


appropriation will also be stricken out. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, NORFOLK, VA. 


The next business reported from the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds was the bill (S. 875) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building in the city of Norfolk, in the State of Virginia, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, 2 Site, 
1 = be N ee Spock aes ve sanani including ect roof vaults, 

ng and vent ng a us, elevators, and approaches, for the use and ae- 
commodation of the United States courts, and other Government of- 
fices, in the city of Norfolk and State of V ia, the cost of said site and build- 
ing, including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and 
prena complete, not to ex the sum of $150,000, which said sum of $150, 
hereby pent D ween for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States 
Treasury not wise bsp peer 

Proposals for the sale o suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
— for = amry 8 or to the date specified in said advertisement for 

o opening pro: 

Proposals made in nse to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 


person 

to said Seeretary of th 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 
possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

It. upon consideration of said reportand accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Edema ast A shall deem further investigation necessary, he may a t a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
ent, which commission shall also examine the said 


erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual „ 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of commissioners, and 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
eres sis 1 available. 3 t 

mu said appropriation as may be necessary for preparation oi 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury De ent shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money approp by this act shall be availiable, except as hereinbefore 
pnan: until a valid title to the site for said building be vested in the 

nited States, nor until the State of Virginia shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes ex: the administra- 
tion of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid forand the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the 9 Archi- 
tect aud approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said ro tion shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaalts, heating and ventilating a elevators, and approaches. 

The building shall be unex: to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streetsand alieys. $ 


The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the clause making 
the appropriation will be stricken out. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire of the gentleman having charge 
of this bill, what is the population of Norfolk and for what purpose 
this building is to be applied. 

Mr. BOWDEN. This is to provide a building for a post-office and 
United States court. The population of the town proper is about 
57,000; the post-office’s receipts are over $50,000. 

Mr. POST. Over $54,000. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, BEATRICE, NEBR. 

The next business re from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds was the bill (S. 2404) to provide for the of asite 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Beatrice, in the State 
of Nebraska. ¥ 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury bo, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherw 
a site, and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proo’ 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches for the use 
and accommodation of the United States post-office and other Governmentofiices, 
in the city of Beatrice and State of Nebraska, the cost of said site and building. in- 
cluding said vaults, heating and ventilating 2 elevators, and approaches 
complete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum of $100,000 is hereby 
appropriated for said purpose out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
spy ap 

Posals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals, 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause.the said pro- 

sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be ex- 
amined in person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make 
written report to said Secretary thereon and the reasons therefor, which shall 
be accompanied by the original proposals, and all maps, plats, and statements 
which shall have come into his possession relating to the said proposed sites, 

If; upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an olficer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shal! also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designa 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; an: 
said commission shall within thirty days after such examination make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, or documents taken by or sub- 
mi to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regara to the pro- 
ceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the tary of the 
Treasury shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be 
erected. The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $5 per day and actual travel- 
ing a saron Pr. „ however, That the member of said commission appointed 
from the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses, 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 

nse of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, 
and other ex incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary sur- 
bi Romig 1l be immediately available. 

much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building by 
the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 

vided, until a valid title to the site for said building 1 be vested in the 
United Slates, nor until the State of Nebraska shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the 1 9 have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, 
and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said 1 riation shall be avail- 
able for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaults, 
8 x and yentilating 8 and ap 

The building shall be unexpo to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds recommend the 
adoption of the following amendment: 
Strike out one hundred thousand” and insert “ sixty thousand dollars.“ 


The amendment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the appropriating 
clause will be stricken out. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DAVENPORT, IOWA, 


The next bill called up by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds was the bill (H. R. 5380) to provide for the construction of 
a public building at Davenport, Iowa. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pu „acquire by condemnation, or otherwise pro- 
vide a site, and cause to be erected thereon a suitable, commodions, and substan- 
tial building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, 
elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommodation of the United States 
post-office, internal-revenue office and other Government offices, in the cit 
of Davenport and State of Iowa, the cost of the site and the building, includ- 
ing fire-proof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and ap- 

roaches, complete, not to exceed the sum of $200,000, which said sum of $200,000 
b hereby appropriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States 
Treasury not otherwise bd rab gm upon the following 8 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall invited by publio 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city forat leasttourteen 
pE m= prior to the date 8 in the advertisement for opening the proposals. 

he proj Is made in response to said public advertisement, at the time 
named in the advertisement, or within ten days subsequent thereto, shall be 
received, opened, and cousidered by a commission of three persons, who shall 
be appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and it shall be the duty of said 
commissioners to forward to the Secretary of the Treasury, within forty days 
from the date named in the advertisement for opening the proposals, a written 
report, with the original proposals, maps, andso forth, and the oaths prescribed 
by act of Congress approved June 23, 1874, and to definitely state in said report 
the site selected by them, and their selection of the site shall be final, and each 
commissioner shall be allowed a compensation for his services of an amount 
within the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, said compensation not 
to exceed $200 and actual traveling expenses to each commissioner, 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for pro Is, compensation, and actual traveling ex- 
penses of the commissioners, and other expenses incident to the selection of the 
site, shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparaton of 
~ sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 


by the Supervising Architect of the Treasu 9898 shall be available 
* upon the receipt of the report of the commissioners selecting the 
e. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary to make payment for the 
site shall be availa! fe upon the receipt of the written opinion of the Attorney- 
General in favor of the validity of title to the site selected, and when the State 
of Iowa shall have ceded to the United States jurisdiction over the site selected, 
during the time that the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, fo: 
all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State an 
the service of civil process therein; or so much of said appropriation as may be 
8 to acquire title to the site by condemnation shall be immediately 
available. 

And after the site shall have been paid for and the 3 and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the e Archi- 
tect and approved by the retary of the Treasury, the ened of the Interior, 
and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be available 
for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and a proaches, 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys, 


During the reading— 

Mr. MILLIKEN said: I move to dispense with the reading of the 
formal of the bill. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. This is a House bill, and the Clerk will read. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee recommend striking out the word two“ wherever it occurs 
and inserting * one;”’ making it r $100,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


2 committee also recommend to amend by striking out the appropriation 
clause, 


Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. I would like to hear the report read, 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred tho 
bill (H. R.5380) providing for the erection of a public building at Davenport, 
Towa, have had the same under consideration and make the following report: 

At the last session of Congress and on March 13, 1888, a bill for the same pur- 
pose was reported favorably from this committee, the report being as follows: 

“The Committee on Public Buidings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 7044) poing for the erection of a public building at Davenport, 
Iowa, have had the same under consideration and make the following report: 

The city of Davenport is located on the west bank of the Mississippi River, 
and had by the census of 1830 a population of 21,831; by the State census of 
a population of 23,830, 

‘As representing its commercial ear Meare we call attention to its six banks, 
Three savings-banks have 9,553 depositors, having deposits of $4,500,998. Three 
national banks have a capital of $100,000 and a surplus of $250,000, They sold 
exchange in 1887 to the extent of $35,600,000. 

The census of 1880 shows 188 manufacturing establishments, with a capital of 
ag TOT Average number of hands, 1,705; wages paid, $685,469; value of prod- 
ucts, $4,468,987; all of which have materially increased. 

In 1887 public improvements amounted to more than $1,200,000, including a 
court-house, a Masonic temple, Turner hall, several large business buildings, 
and over 200 dwelling houses. = 
PP ae nes trade, done by 30 exclusively wholesale houses, was in 1887 

“The Government is now paying for rent, light, heat, ete., for the accommo- 
dation of its business in Davenport, annually, the sum of $2,838, Of this sum, 
$2,300 is on account of the post-office, $298 is on account of the Signal Service 
quarters, and $240 for the deputy collector of internal revenue. 

The present contract for post-office rental expires in March, 1889, 

er business.—The total amount of the money-order transactions at 
the Davenport fice for the year 1887 was $1,414,334, 16. 

“ Recetpts.,—The total recei prore oftice for the year 1887 were 810, 08. 77, being 
an inerease of more than $2,000 over the preceding year. 

“ The free-delivery service.—The nine carriers handled — the last calen- 
dar 8 pieces of mail-matter, showing an increase in one year of 16 

ren 
To which may be added the following figures from the report of the Post- 
master-General in relation to post-office business at Davenport for the yearend- 
ing June 39, 1888; bd 

he gross receipts of the year were $40,782.26, an increase over the preceding 
year; and the net revenue of the office was 821,638.71. 

The free-delivery service was substantially the same as the 3 year, 

8 twenty years the net profits of this office to the Government has 
n „ - * 

The committee are advised that the business interests of the city of Davenport 
are prosperous and its volume increasing, and that there has been in the last 
few years a marked increase in building 1 witha large addition 
of substantial and modern business houses, in all showing a population, busi- 
ness, growth, and present prosperity that justifies the expenditure for the pur- 
pose of a public building. 

The committee is of the opinion that the amount asked for in the bill is too 
much for such a 5 as will meet public requirements, and that $100,000 will 
be sufficient, and therefore report and recommend the passage of the bill with 
an amendment striking out“ 000 and inserting in place thereof ‘*$100,000"" 
as the amount to be appropriated. 

to 


The motion to strike out the appropriation clause was y 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ROCK ISLAND, ILL. 


The next bill called up by the Committee ou Publie Buildings and 
Grounds was the bill (S. 3282) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Rock Island, in thé 
State of IIlinos. : 

The bill is as follows: 8 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and di to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or 3 a 
site and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating, and . elevators, and approaches, for the 
use and accommodation of the United States Parone and other Government 
offices, in the city of Rock Island and State of Illinois, the cost of said site and 
building, including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, 
and approaches, complete, not to ex the sum of $100,000, 


. 


Pronat for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest f sors 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 


for the opening of said proposals, 
Proposals made in tapons to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the , Who shall 


then cause thesaid proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury De ent, who shall make written re- 


port to said Secretary of the results said examination, and of his recom- 
mendation thereon, sndthe reasons therefor, which shall be accom ied by 
the original proposals and all maps, plate, and statements which shall have 


come into his ion relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an o 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may ane 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem n ; an 
said commission shall, within thirty days r such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the hearer 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, ordocuments taken by or submit 
to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to 3 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected, 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling ewes 

No money shall be used for the purpose mentioned until a valid title to the 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Illinois shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 
same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil peg prominin 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys, 


During the reading, - 

Mr. MILLIKEN said: I ask unanimous consent to dispense with 
the reading of the formal part of the bill. A 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent to dispense with the reading of the formal part of the bill. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee recommend to strike out “one hundred” and insert “sev- 
enty-fire.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Maine, 
ee the reading of the report, what is the population of Rock 
Island ? 

Mr. GEST. About 17,000. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I am informed it is about 17,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Is there any court held at that place? 

Mr. GEST. There is no United States court held there. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What are the postal revenues? 

Mr. GEST. The revenues of the last year, ending in March, were 
over 825,000. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Perea! committee also recommend to amend by striking out the appropriation 
use. 
7 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT REIDSVILLE, N. C. 


The next bill called up by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds was the bill (H. R. 630) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lie building at Reidsville, N. C. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, ali- 
thorized and directed to purchase or otherwise provide a suitable site for and 
cause to be erected thereon a substantial and commodious building, with fire- 
proof vaults extending to each story, for the use and accommodation of the 
post-office, the United States courts, custom-house, internal-revenue offices, and 
other Government offices, at Reidsville, in the State of North Carolina. The 
site and building thereon, when completed upon plans and specifications to be 
previously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not ex- 
ceed in cost the sum of $75,000; nor shall any site be purchased until estimates 
for the erection of a building which will furnish sufficient accommodations for 
the transaction of the public business, and which shall not exceed in cost the 
balance of the sum herein limited after the site shall have been purchased and 
paid for, shall have been approved Py the Secretary of the Treasury; and no 
purchase of site nor plan for said building shall be approved by the Secretary of 
the Treasury involving an expenditure exceeding the sum of $75,000 for site and 
building; and the site purchased shall leave the building independent and un- 
exp to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of not less 
than 40 feet, including streets and alleys: Provided, That no part of said sum shall 
be expended until a valid title to said site shall be vested in the United States, 
nor until the State of North Carolina shall cede to the United States exclusive 
jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain 
the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal 
laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. : 


The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee recommend to strike out the word “seventy-five” wherever 
it ours, and insert in lieu thereof “twenty-five ;” so that it will read “$25,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 3 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SOUTH BEND, IND. 


The next bill called up by the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds was the bill (H. R. 256) providing for a public building in 
South Bend, Ind. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
directed to ngs, or 


to be uth 
Bend, in the State of Indiana, a suitable building for the use and accommoda- 
vaults, the site and the building thereon, when completed accordin; 
and specifications to be previously rf ae by the —— of the Treasury, 
not to exceed the cost of $75,000, and the sum of $75,000 is hereby appropriated, 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
chase of said site and the completion of said building: Provided, That there 
shall be an open space of not Jess than 40 feet upon every side of said buildin 
including streets and alleys, and that no part of said sum shall be expen: 
until a valid title to said site shall be vested in the United States and the State 
of Indiana s cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, 
during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all 
purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the 
service of any civil process therein. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
The committee recommend that the appropriation clause be stricken out. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FARGO, N. DAK. 


The next bill called up by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds was the bill (H. R. 4608) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building in the city of Fargo, N. Dak. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon: 
a suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation o, 
the post-office and United States court, at the city of Fargo, N. Dak. The plans 
specifications, and full estimates for said building shall be previously made and 
approved according to Jaw, and shall not ex for thesite and building com- 
plete, the sum of $75,000: Provided, That the site purchased shall leave the 

uilding unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space 
of not less than 50 feet, including streets and alleys; and for the purposes 
herein mentioned the sum of $75,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided further, That no money appro- 
pa for thia purpose shall be available until a valid title to the site for said 

uilding shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of North 
Dakota shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 
same, during the time the United States shall or re n the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State 
and the service of civil process therein. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee recommend an amendment, to strike out in line 15 the words 
“seventy-five” and insert in lieu thereof the words one hundred.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Bowe committee also recommend to amend by striking out the appropriation 
clause. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COWLES, I call for the reading of the report. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. BucHANAN, of New Jersey, in the chair). 
The bill is in a situation where one amendment has been agreed to and 
another amendment is pending. The gentleman from North Carolina 
calls for the reading of the report, As he is entitled to five minutes 
on the second amendment, the gentleman will be recognized and the 
report read in his time. : 

The report is as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, having had under consid- 
eration House bill 4608,and having considered the same, make the following 
favorable report: 


This bill provides for a public building at Fargo, the largest and most impor- 
tant city in North Dakota; population near 12,000; post-office receipts, about 


000. 
The object and pops of the proposed building are for United States courts, 
„and internal-revenue and other offices. 
The city is progressive and rapidly growing. Four trunk lines of railway 
enter the . 
A term of the United States circuit and district court is established at this 


point. . 

This building is very much needed by the Government for its uses, 

The Supervising Architect reports in favor of an En Laip eerie of $150,000. 

This city has more than doubled in 3 during eight yearsand 
is rapidly growing, and your commi feel justified in say that its growth 
will be rapid in the future, it being located in the midst of a very rich agricult- 
ural country and being well located for commercial and manufacturing pur- 
panai; 1 are several important manufacturing establishments now in oper- 
ation a y. 

Your committee recommend, in view of the establishment of the United States 
courts at this city, that the said bill be amended as follows: 

Strike out the words “seventy-five” from line 11 and insert the words one 
handred” in lieu thereof. > 

Strike out the words “seventy-five” from line 15, on page 2,and insert the 
words one hundred” in lieu thereof. 7 

And, as so amended, your committee recommend that the bill pass, 


During the reading of the report, 

Mr. COWLES said: As I regard this bill as more meritorious than 
many that have passed, I withdraw the demand for the reading of the 
report. 

e amendment to strike out the appropriating clause was agreed to; 
and the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. p 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEWBURGH, N. X. 


The next bill called up by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds was the bill E. R. 2) for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Newburgh, N. Y. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move to take up the Senate bill instead of the 
House bill, and request at the same time to dispense with the reading 
of the formal part of the Senate bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 2316) for the erection of a public building at Newburgh, N. Y. 

Be it pee plane degre Nee rman ns Le au- 
thorized and directed to nequire, by p condemnation, or otherwise, a site 
and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators,and approaches, for the use and 
accommodation of the United States mies and other Government offices, 
in the city of Newburgh and State of New York, the cost of said site and build- 
ing, including said vaults, heating and ventilating pappien elevators, and 
approaches, complete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum of 8100. 
000 is hereby appropriated for said p seed ip out of ‘any moneys in the United 
States 9 not otherwise appropriated, 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of the est cir- 
culation forat least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertise- 
mene for = opening of said proposa! 

made in response to said advertisements shall be addressed and 
alle to tt the Secretary of the Treasury, whoshall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
= prone an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall mare written report 
fo sai Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommenda- 
tion aon and the reasons therefor, which shall be 'aceompanied by Sent 
nal proposals and all maps, plai and statements which shall have come in 
his possession relating to the said proposed sites, 
Ceao aay Snai AAG AATA IOSUA IA LOT DATO 
s! eem er inyi onn e may ap 
eee ot more than three 1 whom shall be an 


of the Treasury 

pon finally deter- 
the Secretary of the 
actual oe ee ex- 


e Treasury Depa: 
So much of the appropriation 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual 
and the compensation and actual traveling pendos 
rep Ca np penema A el the selection of site, and for necessary survey 


thereof shall be immediately available. 
So much of said reek hn ena as may be necessary for the p tion of 
pecifications, and detailed estimates for building 


sketch- . drawings, 
by the eee of the Treasury De ent shall — available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary he Treasury of such site. 
No money a priated by this act shall be ——.— 8 as ‘ore 
rovided, —— a opia Aae to the site for said building be vested in the 
nited States, nor until the State of New York shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive bg tmageeai over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or re: wher thereof, for all: purposes except the administration 
of the criminal eee poy said E State and the saile of civil process therein. 
After the said site shall have been Freon for and the iy the Supervisi and detailed 
tect and approved by the 


tary of the Inte 
5 of the Inte- 
rior, and the 

available for the erection and completion of the building, including 5 


vaults, heating and ventilating „ elevators, and a 
The building shall be unex; to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including strects and alleys. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The committee recommend toamend by striking out the appropriation clause. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MADISON, IND. 

The next bill called up by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds was the bill (H. R. 265) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building for the use of the post-office and other Government offices 
at the city of Madison, in the State of Indiana. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
Sore and directed to purchase or acquire by condemnation a site, and cause 


erected thereon, at the city of Madison, county of Jefferson. in the State of In- 
Seen a suitable building, for the use and accommodation of the post-office and 
other Government offices in said city, with fire-proof vaults extending to 

; thesite, and the 75 when complicated ſ completed a) cunt ing 

to and specifications previously made 8 he Secre! 
of the Treasury, not to 8 the cost of $75,000; and the num of $79,000 is hereby 
propriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise a) ted for 
poe of said site and completion of said building: Provided, tthere 
shall be an open space of not less than 40 feet upon every side of of said building, 
incl streets and alleys, and that no part of said sum shall be expended 
until a valid title to said site shall be vested in the United States, nor until the 
State of Indiana shall cede to the United States jurisdiction over the same for 
all purposes excepting the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of any civil process therein, and relinquish and release its right to 

tax said site and the 1 thereon belonging to the United States. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee recommend to amend striking out, in lines 12 and 13, on 
the second page, “seventy-five” and inserting in lieu thereof * forty.” 


The amendment was to. 
Mr. ROGERS. if the report contains a history of 


Mr. 
this town I would like to have it read. 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Arkansas is recognized for 
dijo aeina anid the vopect will bt asa ta EIS tle J 
Mr. FLOWER. I hope the gentleman from Arkansas will not in- 


sist npon that. This bill is offered by the gentleman from 
(Mr. Horan], and I know that there rie not a member of this House 
when the gentleman from Indiana presents a bill but would be willing 
for it 51 fo go through without reading. 

ERS. If the bill is for the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] I am satisfied he would not accept it unless it was entirely 
ee. and therefore I will withdraw the demand for the reading 

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I see by the census 
reports of 1870 this town had a population of 10,709, andi 1880 it had 
8,900, and if the same ratio of decrease is kept up we can very readily 
see where it would be now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the public building will, of course, help it. 
[Laughter.] My friend reads from the census report of ten years ago. 
Madison is now a very enterprising and prosperous city and steadily 
growing in ulation. 

Mr. That is what he wants a public building for. He 
wants it to keep the town where it is. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pir committee also recommend to amend by striking out the appropriation 
use. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PUEBLO, COLO. 


The next bill called up by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds was the bill (H. R. 154) for the erection of a public building 
at Pueblo, Colo. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, áu- 
thorized and directed to procure a proper site and cause to be erected thereon a 
suitable building, with fire-proof 9 yee in the city of — se Colo., for the ac- 
commodation of the United States district court, land office, and other 
Government offices in said city, ata cost not exceeding $300. 000, includin; 
of site, which site shall be such as will afford an open space between the ana. 
ing hereby authorized and any other building of not less than 40 feet; 8 the 
. of — 000 is L Penge at pect out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
pgp Py ror pees purpose in mentioned: That no 
— 2 shal used or ap pplied for the on mentioned until a valid title to 
the land for the site of su oF gy ta shall ested in the United States; and 
no e 1 of money shal made on the building proposed to be erected 
on said site until the State of Colorado shail dul — 3 ot relinquish to the 
United States the right to tax or in an ite or property of the 
United States that may be thereon, a — oodo. faviediciion over the same. 
during the time that United States sh shall of the owner thereof, for all 
purposes except the ad criminal laws of said State and the 
service of any civil process — ä — 


Mr. COWLES. L ask for the reading of the re 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from No 

nized, and the report will be read in his time. 
The report was read, as follows: 


Carolina is recog- 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred tile 


bill (H. R. 154) for the erection of a publie building at Pueblo, Colo., respectfully 
he city of Pueblo, State of Colorado, is a large and rapidly growing sity, 
and manufac! 


with a population of over 30,000. It is the leading commercial 

uring city in the State, with the e tion of the city of Denver; is the largest 
manu city on the eastern of the Rocky Mountains and west of 
the Missouri River. 


Two terms of the United States district and circuit courts are held at Pueblo 
each year, and much very important 1 is transacted there. 

The post-office at Pueblo is a very la mf hee important office. It is a large 
djstribating office, where the mails are distributed in many points of the cast- 
ern, southern, and western Catan rok the State. The business aggregates over 
$36,000 per annum outside of the money-order business, 

The business of the Pueblo land office has increased ove: 
1885, 8 30 = cent, of the land in the district is. — 1 up. The 
district embraces over 10,000,000 acres. The records of this lan 
voluminous and exceedingly valuable. It would take an immense amount of 
money to replace them, if d 


The report of the Internal-Revenue Office shows that the de; collector at 
Pueblo collected over $40,000 during 1887, and has increased ear since. 

There are five national banks, one savings-bank andtwoprivate banks. The 
total capital and surplus of said banks in 1 1 their deposits 
82.902. 271.58, as shown 4 their statements for December, Large iron and 
steel works and rolling-mills in Pantie Tob over Wine of Aoa per 
annum. 


ot eeveral millions 


annum. 

‘The committee, havin Basi considered the bill, recommend in lines 8 and 
‘three hundred” and insert in lieu thereof one 

fifty,” — line 12, strike out the words one hundred” PR 2 in- 

sert in lieu thereof one hundred and fifty,” and, as thus amended, that the bill 


do pass. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee recommend an amendment striking out “three hundred 
thousand and inserting one hundred and fifty thousand.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘The committee recommend to amend by striking out the appropriating clause. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 


the recommendation that it do pass. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1890. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING, SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. I call up the bill (S. 902) for the erection of a 
public building at Sioux City, Iowa. 
ae bill was read, as follows: 
etc., ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
es and directed to purchase or acquire by condemnation a site for, and 
cause to be erected thereon, a suitable g, with fire-proof vaults therein, 
for the accommodation of the United Sisik district and circuitcourts, post-office, 
custom-house, internal-revenue office, and other Government offices, at the eit, 
of Sioux City, Iowa. The plans, fications, and full estimates for snid build- 
ings shall be previously made and roved according to la w and shall not ex- 
. for the ite and building complete, the sum of $500,000; nor shall any site 
urchased until estimates for the erection of a building Which will furnish 
pak Ae it accommodations for the transaction of the public business, and which 
shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein limited after the site shall 
ve been purchased and paid for, shall have been approved by the Secretary 
of the Treasury; and no purchase ‘of site nor plan for said building shall be ap- 
roved — the Secretary of the Treasury involving an expenditure exceedin, 
8 ‘of $500,000: Provided, That the site shall leave the building 8 
ieee from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of not less than 40 
feet, including streets and alleys; and that no money appropriated for this pur- 
pose shall be available until a valid title to the site for said building shall be 
vested in the United States. nor until the State of Iowa shall have ceded tothe 
United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United 
Btates shall be or remain the owners thereof, for all purposes except the admin- 
istration of the criminal laws of said State and the e civil process therein. 
For the purpose of this act the sum of $500,000 is hereby appropriated, out of 
oy money in the Treasury not otherwise fe A ei cannes , the same to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary o jury. 


The committee recommended an amendment striking out the words 
“five hundred thousaué dollars wherever they occurred in the bill 
and inserting “three hundred and fifty thousand dollars.” 

Mr, STRU BLE. [ask unnmmous consent that the amendment be 
amended so as to make the amount $300,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment of the committee as amended was then adopted. 

An amendment was adopted striking out the appropriating clause of 
the bill. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LIMA, OHIO. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I call up the bill (S. 1512) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Lima, 
Ohio, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to or by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise. 
a site, and cause to be crected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heatingand gt ed Sines a clevators, and 8 for the use 
and accommodation of the United States er Government 


bee. of 3 Lera 
Pro; to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mai. Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause thesaid proposed 


If, u r report and ö ee Papers, the Secretary 
of ae shall deem further investigation necessary, he int a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall * 
the 1 which commission shall also examine the said anal 


others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designato 
and grant 18 a in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary ; 
said — oa shall, within ten report ofthe such examination, make to the 


Secre! of the Treasury their conclusion in the premises, 20- 
compa: by all seem maps, or documents taken by or submitted 
to them, in like manner as 8 prov: 


‘ided in regard to the proceedings 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the of 5 
shall . DOS finally determine tl the location of the building to be erected 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual 8 

penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
The Tre ‘Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much . * mron 5 the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of sai commissioners, and 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
ene 9 ager por b 22 TER 

m o appropriation as may be necessary for the pre: no 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for baldia 
by the Supervising ‘Architect of the Treasury De ent shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

Nomoney r by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 

wided, un valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
nited States, nor until the State of Ohio shall have ceded to the United States 
exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shal! be 
or remain the owner thereof, for all pu except the administration of the 


criminal Jaws of said State and the serv: civil therein 
Afterthe 


tect and approved by the Secretary of the 2 
rior, and the master-General, the balance of 


available for the pen sy 
heating and ven a 
The shall be — 


least 40 feet on each side, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, PORTLAND, OREGON, 


Mr. MILLIKEN. call up the bill (S. 8 to provide for the con- 
struction of a public building at Portland, Oregon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it eee elc., That the Secretary of the 5 be, and he is gern 
authorized and directed to acquire, by mnation, or otherwise. 
a site, and cause to be seemed t thereon a suitable building, including u 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, dee proaches, ſor the use 
and accommodation of the United States courts, 5 and 
other Government offices, in the city of Portland and State of regon, the cost 
of said site and * including said vaults, heating and ventilatin; 
poant elevators, Ay Ne ‘oaches, complete, not to ery the sum of 
000, w hicheaid sum of $5004 . urpose, out oſ any 
moneys in the United States Treasury not are 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable rp meld ait site 


invited by parte 
advertisement in one or more of the age ee of said city of largest cire 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified — advertisement ſor 


the opening of said proposals, 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who * then er- the sud proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proves te o designate, to be examined 
person by an agent of the rtment, who shall Were —.— 

to said of the results o examination and of his reeémmenda- 
and the reasons therefor, which shall emanates by the orig- 
shall have come into 


tion thereon 
inal proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shal 
his possession relating to the said proposed sites, > 
If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papere, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary ofthe Treasury may designate,and 
grantsuch hearings in relation thereto as they deem n 5 Aan said 
commission shall, within thirty days after — examination, make to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, ac- 
companied by all statements, y mape plata, or documents taken by or submitted 
to them, in like manneras herein ru in regurd to LN e af 


jie dA 
nally . of the dates to 
com, m of said commissioners shall be Hod by he Secretary of 
the 8 but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveli: 
: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed 
shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses 
eas mir be necessary to defray the 
ing ——— of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling 8 said commissioners, 
and other pepe poe to the ot of site, = for necessary sur- 


eye for the pre . epee n of 
ns, drawings, specifications, and detailed ee ſor building 
jury 


oney approp! 

provided, until a valid title to the site for said panatag 
ted States, nor until the State of 

States exclusive jurisdiction over — 

shall be or re’ 


estimates for the building shall ha red by the he Supervising 
tect and ap ed by the Secretary pal the r Secretary of fio Tnte 
na, and eneral, the 3 of said ropriation 


The committee eee, an ee striking out the word 
ive“ before hundred thousand dollars“ wherever it occurred in the 
bill, and inserting in lieu thereof four,“ so as to make the amount 
$400,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

5 an 5 was adopted striking out the appropriating clause of 

e bil 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HAVERHILL, MASS. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I call up the bill (H. R. 434) for the erection of a 
public building at Haverhill, Mass. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase a for, and cause to be erected u, u. 
suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, ſor the use and accommodation of 
the post-office and other Government offices, ai the city of Haverhill, rama The 
plans, specifications, and full estimates of said building shall be pronio y made 
and app proved according to slav, and shall not exceed, for the site and ay ding 
complete, TA sum of G That the site shall leave the building 

rom fire in buil by an open space of not 
less than 40 oot RETTET streets and alleys; and no mone appro riated for . 
this purpose shall pe available until a valid title to ai site a baam 
shall be vested in nor until of Massachusetts sh. 
have ceded to the United States exclusive Ganediotion ov over the same, during the 
time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes ex- 
cept the nof the criminal laws of said State and 5 of civil 
process therein. 


The committee recommended an amendment out ‘‘one hun- 
dred thousand before dollars“ and inserting ‘‘seventy-five thou- 
sand. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 
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PUBLIC BUILDING, CHARLESTON, S. C. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. T call up the bill (H. R. 7630) to inerease the 
limit of cost of the public building at Charleston, S. C. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be t enacted, etc., That the limit of cost of the public pelding in process of 
erection for the use of the United States courts, post-office, Signal Service, 
Railway Mail Service, and other Government uses, at Charleston, in the State 
of South Carolina, be extended and increased $50,000. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I hope there will be some expla- 
nation of the necessity for this increase and some statement of how 
much money has been already appropriated for this building. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, the bill as originally introduced by 
me was for $400,000. It was cut down, by opposition and by dilatory 
motions on the floor, to $200,000. I introduced another bill for $200,- 
000 increase, to restore the original amount, $400,000, but the late Su- 
pervising Architect of the Treasury reported that in his opinion $100,- 
000 would be sufficient. The present Supervising Architect and the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in the general report setting forth the build- 
ings on which there will be a deficiency, put this one in the list, and, 
as estimated, it will require $50,000 more to complete the building, so 
I have introduced the bill for that amount. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


PUBLIC BUILDING, BLOOMINGTON, ILL, 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I call up the bill (H. R. 196) for the erection of 
a public building at Bloomington, III. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase, acquire by condemnation, or otherwise pro- 
vide a site and cause to be erected thereon ‘a substantial and commodious 
building, with fire-proof vaults, for the use and accommodation of the post- 
office, internal-revenue office, and for other Government uses, at the city of 
Bloomington, in the State of Illinois, The site and biaa thereon, when 
completed upon plans and specifications to be previously made and a; ee 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not exceed in cost the sum of $ 00,000; 
nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a building 
which will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the public 
business, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein lim- 
ited after the site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have been ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Treasury, and no pu of site nor plan for 
said building shall be approved by the Secretary of the 1 involving an 
expenditure exceeding the said sum of $100,000 for site and building; and the 
site purchased shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire by an open 
space of at least 40 feet, including streets and alleys: Provided, That no part of 
said sum shall be expended until a valid title to the said site shall be vested in 
the United States, nor until the State of Illinois shall cede to the United States 
exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be 
or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of 
the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

Sxc.2. That the sum of $100,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be used and ex 
pended for the purpose provided in this act. 


The report (by Mr. Post) is as follows: 


The Committee on Public pee and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 196) for the purchase of suitable grounds in the diy of Bloomington, 
in the State of Illinois, for the erection thereon of a public building for mopa 
office and for the use of other United States offices in said city, have the 
same under consideration and respectfully report : 

Bloomington is situated within a few miles of the geographical center of the 
State, nearly midway between Chicago, III., and St. Louis, Mo. It is the county 
seat of the county in the State and the richest agricultural county in 
the United Sta Four great lines of railway pass through the city, and two 
of them have branches starting here, the Kansas City branch of the Chicago 
and Alton Railway and a Chicago branch of the main line of the Illinois Cen- 
tral, all together giving ten ways of exit by rail. 5 

The population by a recent enumeration is 26,300, and with Normal, an ad- 
joining suburb, nearly 30,000, and rapidily increasing. 

The postal business of the Bloomington office for the year 1889, exclusive of 
money-order business, was $34,851.62, an increase of nearly 55 per cent. in ten 
years. There are twenty-two clerks and letter-carriers employed. Twenty- 
three mails are received and as many dispatched each day. 

In these mails are received as a daily average forty-five pouches of letters and 
sixty canvas sacks operere: 

e present ce, built especially for a post-office in 1876, is entirely in- 
adequate for the business, and no building in the sper E of suitable dimensions 
Saa TN had without an expensive reconstruction of other buildings or building 


new. 
None of the business houses in the city are detached and unexposed to fire 


yi . 

The shops of the Chicago and Alton Railroad are situated here, where are 
employed from 1,200 to 1,500 men. There are other large and flourishing man- 
ufacturing establishments in the city, extensive nurseries in the immediate 
8 together with a coal mine employing several hundred men. 

The Illinois Wesleyan University is situated here, and in the immediate vi- 
cinity are the State Normal University and Soldiers’ Orphans’ Home. 

An amendment was adopted striking out the appropriating clause. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, LEWISTON, ME. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I call up the bill (S. 2405) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Lewis- 
ton, in the State of Maine, and Lask unanimous consent that the read- 
ing of the formal parts of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. COWLES, I object. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cic., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, 
a site, and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, ingiuding are poor 

es, for 


vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and apptoac 
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use and accommodation of the United States 
foe heii: ea ny h d tila: elevators, and 

ing, inclu said v. ea! and ven apparat e an 
2 complete, not to ex the sum of $75,000, which said sum of $75,000 
x appropriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appro: . 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals, 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to di te, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accom- 
panied by the original proposals, and all maps, pl and statements, which 
shall have come into his ee relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a com- 
mission of not more than three personsrone of whom shall be an officer of the 
Treasury 8 which commission shall also examine the said prop 
sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may Secunia. ond gran 
such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary ; and said com- 
mission shall within thirty days after such examination make to the Secretar 
of the Treasury written 1 — — of their conclusion in the premises, accompanie 
by all statements, maps, , or documents taken by or submitted to them, in 
like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard tothe posoan of said agent 
of the Treasu ey bag meer and the Secretary of the ury shall thereupon 
finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
88 ut the same shall not exceed $5a day and actual traveling expenses: 
Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from the 
Treasury pt penn shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 


post-office and other Government 
wiston and State of Maine, the cost of said site and build- 


So much of the appropriation herein made as may be n to defray the 
expense of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling nses of said commissioners, and 


other expenses incident to the selection of the site,and for necessary survey 
thereof shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be n for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 

rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

nited States, nor until the State of Maine shall have ceded to the United States 
exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be 
or remain the owner thereof, for all pu except the administration of the 
criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein, 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Architect 
and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, and 
the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be available for 
the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaults, heating 
and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The report (by Mr. MILLIKEN) is as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred 
Senate bill 2405, submit the following report; 

Lewiston is the second city in Maine, its population in 1880 hay been about 
19,000 and its estimated population at the present time being nearly 25,000, It 
is the most important manufacturing center in the State, having one of the 
finest water-powers in New England, Fourteen large cotton-mills, employin, 
6,500 operatives, and running 262,548 spindles, last year produced 55,000, 080 wants 
of cotton goods, and three woolen mills, 1,800,000 yards of woolen In ad- 
dition to the cotton and woolen machinery, the Sa has one of the largest 
bleaching and dyeing establishments in New En „lumber-mills, machine- 
shops shoe-manufacturing establishments, carr manufactories, and other 
smaller industrial establishments. 

Lewiston is also one of the most important railroad centers in the State, hav- 
ing heres toy running thirty-two trains daily. Several mail stages arrive and 


de y. 
n the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, the gross receipts of the Lewiston post- 
oftice were $20,289.21; total expenses, $12,561.55; net revenue, $7,727.66. 

There is a special demand for the erection of a Government building in this 
city, arising from the recent destruction by fire of the city building, erected by 
the city at the cost of $214,000, one wing of which was devoted to the United 
States post-office. As there was no insurance onthe building, the city is unable 
to erect an edifice — pe i exp s accommodate the fice, and there is 
no existing building adapted to the requirements of the mail service of a grow- 
ing city like Lewiston. 

Your committee therefore recommends that the bill pass without amendment. 


An amendment was adopted striking out the appropriating clause. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT KANSAS CITY, MO. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I now call up the bill (S. 2349) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Kan- 
sas City, in the State of Missouri. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed 8 purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a 
site and to cause to be e thereon a suitable manie; including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilatin; Spparatan, elevators, and approaches, for the 
useand accommodation of the States ffice, courts, and other Goy- 
ernment e Kansas City and State of the cost of said site and 
building, including said vaults, heating and ventilating ap tus, elevators, 
and ap hes complete, not to ex: the sum of $2,500,000, which said sum 
of $2,500,000 is hereby appropriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appronciates: 

Proposals for the sale of Jand suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said pro; 

Proj s made in nse to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, 5 such pinas 182 a proper ae — 9 seken pans in 
person an agent of the oy Speen who e written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination and of his recommenda- 
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tion thereon and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the origi- 
nal beer and and all maps, plats,and statements which shall have come 
into his possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, and 
grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said 
commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, ac- 
companied by all statements, maps, plate, or documents taken by or submitted 
to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings of 
said agent of the Treasury ment; and the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

Thecom tion of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but the sum shall not exceed $5 per day and actual traveling expenses: 
Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from the 

Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the ro ay ag bo herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expense of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agen 
and the compensation and actual traveling ex 
other expenses incident to the selection of 
thereof shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings, and detailed estimates for the building by the Supervis- 
ing Architect of the ‘Troasory Department shall be available immediately upon 
the approval by the Secretary of the Treaury of said site. 

So soon as the building herein authorized to be erected shall be completed 
and occupied, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to sell the 

resent site of the Government building nowoccupied by the post- o and other 

‘ederal offices in said city, with the buildingsand fixtures thereon, fora sum not 
less than the amount d for said site and building by the Government, which 
sum shall be covered into the jury. 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 

vided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
nited States, nor until the State of Missouri shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administra- 
tion of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the ee of the In- 
terior, and the P. neral, the balance of said appropriation shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
8 and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and app: es. 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. One word, Mr. Chairman, in connection with 
this bill. A remark was made this morning by the gentleman repre- 
senting the district and the bill, that this measure had been delayed. 
The fact in regard to the matter is simply this: The gentleman came 
before our committee and insisted upon an appropriation of $2,500,000 
for the erection of this public building at Kansas City. There is al- 
ready a public building there which cost the Government$400,000; and 
the subcommittee having charge of the matter refused to recommend 
an appropriation for the sum asked by the yentleman. I think that 
the amount recommended by us in the amendment to this bill is all 
that should be allowed. I make this statement now for fear an at- 
tempt may be made in a conference committee to raise the amount, 
against which I should protest. The gentleman from Missouri, how- 
ever, came finally to the conclusion that he would accept the amount 
we have recommended, and after he had arrived at that conclusion the 
subcommittee decided to recommend the appropriation. [Cries of 
“Vote!” Vote! ] 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Strike out in lines 13 and 14,“ 82.500, 000 and insert 51, 200, 000.“ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire what disposition is to be made of 
the present publie building at Kansas City? 

Mr. TARSNEY. The bill provides for that. It is to be sold and the 
money covered into the Treasury. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the appropriating clause 
in this bill will be struck out. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, TAUNTON, MASS. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. On behalf of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, I call up the bill H. R. 440, and desire to substitute for 
it the bill (S. 1548) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Taunton, in the State of Massa- 
chusetts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed toacquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, asite, 
and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, 
heating and ventilating operates, elevators, and approaches, for the use and ac- 
commodation of the United States post-office and other Government offices, in 
the city of Taunton and State of Massachusetts, the cost of said site and building, 
including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and ap- 
ponos, complete, not to exceed the sum of $75,000, which said sum of $75,000 

hereby app. ted for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States 
Treasury not otherwise approp' K 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals. 

Pro made nse 


s in res tosaid advertise: tshall be add 
tothe Seon ware men ressed and 5 


uses of said commissioners, an 
e site, and for necessary survey 
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Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommendation thereon, 
and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original proposals 
and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into possession 
relating to the said proposed sites, 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of the 
Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said proposed 
sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, and grant 
such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said com- 
mission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the Secretary 
of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, accompan- 
ied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submitted 3 
0 


them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedi 
said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be e 

The Poo aly ong of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, erer, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual serene expenses of said 7 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, an 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings. specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury De ent shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money a 8 by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 

rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
nited States, nor until the State of Massachusetts shall have ceded to the 
United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United 
States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the admin- 
istration of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process 


therein, 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and de- 
tailed estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising 
Architect and approved by the tary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the 
Interior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall 
be available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire- 
proof vaults, gran) | and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches. 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the clause making 
an appropriation will be stricken from the bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, RACINE, WIS. 


The next business called up by the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds was the bill (H. R. 964) for a public building at Racine, 
Wis. 7 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase, or otherwise procure, a suitable site, and cause 
to be erected thereon, at the city of Racine, in the State of Wisconsin, a substan- 
tial and commodious public building, with fire-proof vaults, for the use and ac- 
commodation of the collector of pom ao post-office, and for other Government 
uses, The site and building thereon, when completed upon plans and s 
cations to be previously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
shall not exceed in cost the sum of $100,000; nor shall any site be urchased 
until estimates for the erection of a building which will furnish sufticient no- 
commodations for the transaction of the public business, and which shall not 
exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein limited, after the site shall have 
been purchased and paid for, shall have been appro by the Secre! of the 
Treasury; and no purchase of site nor plan for said building shall be approved 
by the Secretary of the Treasury involving an in veer exceeding the said 
sum of $100,000 for site and building: Provided, That no money to be a — — 
ated for said building shall be used until a valid title to the site selected. whi 
site shall leave the building une to danger from fire in t build- 
i gs by an open s of at least 50 feet, includ vg Sapo and alleys, shall be 
vested in the United States, nor until the State of Wisconsin have ceded 
jurisdiction over the same for all purposes, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, except forthe enforcement of the criminal 
laws of the State and the service of civil process therein. 


Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amendment I 
send to the desk for the purpose of correcting the language of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the word otherwise,“ in the fourth line of the bill, 


and inserting in lieu thereof the words by condemnation or otherwise.” 


The amendment was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SAVANNAH, GA. 


The next business called up by the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds was the bill (H. R. 178) to provide for enlarging the pro- 
posed public building at Savannah, Ga.; the purchase of another site, 
if practicable, and for the sale of the present site. i 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That an act of Congress approved June 30, 1886, autho: 
the erection of a public building for the use and accommodation of the Uni 
States circuitand district courts and post-office, and other Government uses, in 
the city of Savannah and State of Georgia, be, and the same is hereby, amended 
so as to increase the limit of cost of site and building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches sompe, 
from $200,000 to $450,000, in order to provide for the enlargement of the building 
contemplated by present plans, and if found practicable, the purchase of an- 
other site, and the sale of the site situated about 172 feet on York street and 90 
feet on Abercorn street, in said city, and that $250,000 additional to the sums ap- 
8 by acts of Congress approved August 4, 1888. October 2, 1888, and 

larch 2, 1889, aggregating, $200,000, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, 
out of any moneys in the United States Treasury not otherwise ropriated, 

Sxc, 2, That should it be deemed practicable to select another site for said 
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building it shall be price ran e srg by condemnation,or otherwise provided, 
npon the following conditions: the sums of money ore by acts 
eee e SEEN) EES eee and 2, 1889, 

„000, shall remain available; and that the $250,000 hereby appro- 
priated be available upon the follow provisions: Proposals for the 
sale of land suitable for said site shall be invi public advertisement in one 
or more of the sens ae city for at least revenge yn, or prior to the date 

ents for opening the proposals. The pro; 0 
to said public advertisements at the time named in the advertise - 


considered by a commission of three ns, who shall be appoi by the 
Secretary of the „and it shall be the duty of said commission to forward 
to the Secretary of the ry, within forty days from the date named in the 


advertisements for opening the proposals, a written report with the original pro- 
maps, and bo Torti and the oaths prescribed by act of Con approved 
une 


retary of the 
ing expenses to 
made as may be 5 to defray the expenses of advertising for pro) 7 


much of the cog jacana herein made as may be necessary for the . 

etailed estimates, ete., by the Supervising Architect of the 
Treasury Department for the enlargement of the building yo Comes designed 
shall bea the commission- 


n space 

Sec, 3. That should another site be selected under the provisions in con- 
tained the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to sell, either at private or publie sale, the land owned by the United 
States known as asite for the United States court-house and post-office, situated 
about 172 feet on York and 90 feet on Abercorn streets, in the city and State afore- 
said, and to make a quit-claim deed to the purchaser thereof, 

Sec. 4. That should it not be deemed practicable to select another site for said 
building, the appropriation herein made shall be immediately available for the 
a of enlarging the building at present designed and erecting the same. 

neluding fire-proof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, an 
approaches complete on the site situate at the corner of York and Abercorn 
streets. 

The report (by Mr. BANKHEAD) is as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 178) to provide for enlarging the pro public building at Savan- 
nah, Ga., the pure of another site, if practicable, and for the sale of the pres- 
ent site, report as follows: 

By an act approved June 30, 1866, the erection of a public building at Savan- 
nah for the accommodation of the United States courts, and for a post-office was 
authorized and $200,000 was app. lated therefor,a site was selected and pur- 
chased, and the erection of a building was begun in 1889, 

It was discovered that the building as planned was not adequate for the pur- 
poses designed and that the site was not altogether suitable. The ee 
of bit eo me yer the work on ino bandingin order that Congress might ad. 
large the limit of appropriation so as e building may be erected, an 
3 9 sito may be selected. 

he building as at t designed is not large enough for the present ne- 

mah, not 0 G of continuing growth of that city in both 

population and commerce, and it does not provide as it should for the offices for 

the engineer in charge of the public worksin Georgia and forthe Geodetic Sur- 
ver. ‘The Government now to provide these offices by renting. 

he population of Savannah is about 55,000, and the receipts from the post- 

— were $77,531.12 for 1889, and the Government rents a building for its post- 


ce. 

The committee therefore recommend that the limit of the cost of the buildi: 
be e to $400,000, and that the bill be passed, with the following amend- 
ments: 

Strike out the words “four hundred and fiſty and insert“ four hundred,” 
in lines U and 12, first section. 

Strike out all of the seventeenth, eighteenth, nineteenth, twentieth, twenty- 
first, twenty-second, twenty-third, and twenty-fourth lines after the word “city” 
in seventeenth line of first section. 

Strike out in second section all after the word “conditions,” in the fourth 
line, down to “ in the tenth line. 

Strike out all of section 2 from and including the thirty-first line down to and 
including the word approaches” in the fifty-ninth line. 

ke out the fourth section and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“Seo. 4. That should it not be deemed practical, on account of cost or otherwise 
to select another site for said building, the ee | on the present site shall 
upon a plan enlarged to the it of $400,000, including the incidental 
and necessary expenses thereof.“ 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. I move the amendment I send to the 
desk. - 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding the following as an additional section : 

“ Sec. 5. t the appropriations heretofore made shall be available for the 
purposes of this act. 


Mr. MILLIKEN, I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Does the gentlemau mean to close 
business for to-day ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. My motion is that the committee now rise. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Ratan. I hope that motion will not prevail. 

Mr. DOLLIVER and others. Oh, no. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman mean to complete the con- 
sideration of the bill now before the committee? 


* 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I thought that had been disposed of. I with - 
draw the motion, > 9 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Does the committee recommend 
that amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is riot informed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. This is a proposition to vote an 
appropriation into the bill, while we have been in the habit of striking 
them ont all day. 

Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. I will state that this bill is for the change 
of the site and also provides for raising the limit. The amount, $200,- 
000, has been already appropriated by previous legislation; and this 
bill raises the limit to $400,000. I thonght perhaps if the bill should 
pass in its present form it might be that there would be no appropria- 
tion provided, and it would be proper to say that the $200,000 hereto- 
fore appropriated should be available. That is the purpose of the 
amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I understand the amendment 
reappropriates the amount already appropriated ? 

Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I move to strike out the last word. 
I wish to state before the committee rises that I havea bill in my hand 
with which the chairman of the committee is familiar, involving only 
$5,000. It provides for a fence around the inclosure where a building 
has been erected. This is necessary to preserve the grass turf, which 
otherwise will bedestroyed. I have sacrificed a great deal of pleasure 
for the purpose of spending the day here, hoping to be able to bring 
this bill up and get it through, and I trust that the gentleman will 
insist that the committee rise until after we have disposed of that 

It is a great sacrifice for a person situated as I am and entertaining 
my feelings to be deprived of the pleasure of joining the joyous throng 
who are commemorating the exalted virtues, perfect character, and 
glorious manhood of the great hero who is accorded the generous ap- 
plause of the world. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Georgia. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I now renew the motion, Mr. Chairman, that the 
committee rise. I have no doubt that the bill of the gentleman from 
Alabama ought to pass. It only calls for $5,000, but it is not now in 
line, and has not been reached by the committee for consideration at 
this time. 

I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was rejected. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HAVERHILL, MASS. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I ask unanimous consent that in the case of the 
public building at Haverhill, Mass., the Senate bill be substituted for 
the House bill, which has already been called up and laid aside with 
a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Maine to substitute Senate bill 3417, to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and for the erection of a public building thereon at Hav- 
erhill, in the State of Massachusetts, for the bill (H. R. 434) for the 
erection of a public building at Haverhill, Mass? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a 
site, and cause to be erected thereon a suitable bull ing, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating ap tus, elevators, and approaches, for the use 
and accommodation of the United States fice and other Government of- 
fices, in the city of Haverhill and State of Massachusetts, the cost of said site 
and building, including said vaults, heating and ventilating a tus, cle- 
vators, and approaches complete, not to exceed the sum of A 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the news: rs of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 


n by an agent of the Treasury Department, who make written report 
orefi hich shall be — 3 
for, w. accompan: y o 
proposals and maps, plate, and statements which shall have come into his 
Su 


of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may ap) ta 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an A of 


of the Treasury written report of the their conclusion in the r 


and the Secretary of the Treasury 

shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 
The said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
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: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed 
ent shall be paid only his actual traveling ex 
So much of the e e herein made as max be necessary to defray the 


expenses of advertising for proposals, actual — pe J of said agen 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses said commissioners, so 
other 8 incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof be immediately available. 
So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
etch-plans, drawin; 1 and detailed estimates for the building 
y the . rehitect 
immedi: . by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 
No money approp by this set shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
United States, nor until the State of Massachusetts shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same. during the time the United States 
shall be or n the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein, 
After the said site shall have been paid for and thesketch-plans and detailed 
mates for the buil shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
and approved by the Secretary ofthe Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, 
aud the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be available 
for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaults, 
heating and ventilating us, e and eee 
The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet ou each side, including streets and alleys. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to bereported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PAWTUCKET, R. I. 


The next bill called op by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds was the bill (H. R. 776) for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Pawtucket, R. I. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be i enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase, or to otherwise provide, a suitable a 
and to cause to be erected thereon, at the city of Pawtucket, in the State o 
Rhode Island, a substantial and commodious public building, with fire-proof 
vaults, for the use and accommodation of the United States post-office and for 
other Government uses. The site and the building thereon, when completed 
according to plans and speeifications to be previously made and approved by 
the of the Treasury, shall not exceed the cost of $100,000; and the site 

urchased shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent 

uildings by an open space of at least 40 feet, including streets and alleys; and 
for the purposes herein mentioned the sum of thousand dollars is 
4 out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise approp! 3 
to be expended under direction of the Secretary of the Treasury: e 
That no part of said sum shall be expended until a valid title to said site shal 
be in the United States, and the State of Rhode Island shall cede to the 
United States exelusive jurisdieti n over the same, during the time the United 
States shall be or remain the ownerthereof, forall purposes except the admin- 


istration of the criminal laws of said State and the service of any civil process 


The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee recommend the following amendment: 

Amend by striking out, in line 12, the words one hundred” and inserting 
in lieu thereof the word “ seventy-five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee also recommend to amend by striking out the clause making 
the appropriation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT AKRON, OHIO, 


The next bill called up by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds was the bill (H. R. 4403) for the erection of a public building 
at Akron, Ohio, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase, or provide by condemnation, a site for, and 
cause to be erected thereon, a suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, 
for the accommodation of the and Government offices, at the 
city of Akron, State of Ohio. The plans, specifications, and full estimates for 
said building shall be 3 made and approved accord to law, and 
shall not ex for the site and building complete, the sum of 000: Pro- 
vided, That the shall leave the building unexposed to dan from fire in 

streets 


ger 
ENIN a tind tas PONAS DNAR Gos thin PPA be aY 
til a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the United States, 
nor until the State of Ohio shall have ceded to the United States exclusive juris- 
diction over the same, during the time the United States shall be or the 
owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws 
of the said State and the service of civil process therein. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is there an amendment to this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment is su by the committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The amount of the bill is $100,000, I believe, and 
the population of Akron is about 10,000. As this bill is fora post-office 
alone, if I am correct it seems to be higher than usual. 

Mr. SMYSER. Allow me to state to the gentleman from Indiana 
that the population of Akron is not 10,000 but 35,000, and the gross 
receipts of the post-office in the city are exceeded by those of only four 
cities for whose benefit bills have been passed to-day. For 1888 there 
were upwards of 35,000 inhabitants. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the Honse with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEWPORT NEWS, VA. 

The next bill called up by the Committee on Public Buildings and 

Grounds was the bill (S. 1027) for the erection of a public building for 


the use of kss custom-house and post-office at Newport ee in the 
district of Newport News, Va., and making an appropria therefor. 
The bill was read, as follows: N 


Beit ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and to ee ga by purchase, condemnation, or — heg a 
site. and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating for the 
use and accommodation of the post-o! and 
other Government offices, in the city of Ne rt News and State of Virginia, 
the cost of said site and building, including said vaults, heating and ventilatin: 
apparatus, elevators, and approaches, complete, not to exceed the sum of $60,000, 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public ad- 
vertisement in one or more of the newspapers of sald city of reulation 
for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said adv ent for the 
opening of said 8 

Proposals o in mse to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed tothe Secretary of the Treasury, whoshall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to 8 to be examined in 


9 . — consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
oi 


such hearingsin relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said com- 
pepe shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to 


‘ore provided in regard to the proceedings of said agent 
of the Treasury De ent; and the Secretary of the chow shall thereupon 
finally determine location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by th Secretary of the 
Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $5 per day and actual traveling expenses: 
Provided. however, That the member of said commission appointed from the 
Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as be necessary to defray the 
expenses of adve ng for proposals, actual tra ve ing expenses of said agent 
and the compensation and actual traveling mses of said commissioners, an 
other incident to the selection of site, and for necessary survey 
See 1 bo for th jon of 

much o! appropriat as may necessary for the preparation 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury De ent shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site, 

No money approp d by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
provided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
United States, nor until the State of Virginia shall have ceded to the United 
States exelnsive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein, 


The Clerk read as follows: . 

The committee recommend an amendment to strike out 8100, 000 and insert 
in lieu thereof $60,000.” = 
Also, to strike out, in line 13, after the word “ dollars,” and Iines 14, 15, and 16, 

being the appropriation clause, 


Mr. ROGERS. IL should be glad to know from the gentleman who 
re ts this district what the population of Newport News is and 
what the receipts are. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I think we had better have the report read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas has the floor. 

Mr. BOWDEN. The report will disclose the facts in the case, 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Can not the gentleman state it ani 
save time? 

Mr. BOWDEN. I can not. The population is about 8,000 now 
and it is a rapidly growing town. 

The CHAIRMAN. The reading of the report has been called for, 
and the Clerk will read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. for the erection of a pantie building at Newport News, Va., respect- 
peg hems b of the Chesapeake and Ohio Railway; 
itisa rapidly g town, abundant wharf accomm: there 4 


sufficient depth of water for the largest 
crease in e rts and im 


Sinton Conable of Goon? R t Is in 
ni ype of vesse 
Its population is y 
3 ie — — pr 3 

The committee are of the opinion that it would be sound policy to erect a 
custom-house and post-office at this place, and therefore recommend the passage 
of the Senate bill with the following amendments: 

In line 13, strike out the words“ one hundred thousand” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words thousand; also, strike out all of line 13.after the word 
dollars,“ and lines 14, 15, and 16, being the appropriating clause in said bill. 


Nr. ROGERS. We do not get any more information from that than 
we get in the bill; and I want to know if they have any houses there; 
and, if so, how many, and what the postal receipts are. 

_ Mr. BOWDEN. I can not state what the postal receipts are, but it 
is a rapidly growing place, 
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Mr. ROGERS. How large? 

Mr. BOWDEN. It is a place of 8,000 or about that large. It bids 
fair to become one of the largest cities on the seacoast. This building 
is principally needed for a custom-house, There is a custom-house 
there, and the Government have to pay for the major part of the hotel 
there in which to transact the custom-house business. 

Mr. ROGERS. Is not that the second bill for that Congressional 
district to-day ? 

Mr. BOWDEN. Yes, sir; that is the fact. 

Mr. ROGERS. Getting along very well! 

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. Are you a member of the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds ? 

Mr. BOWDEN. I am not, and I hada good deal of difficulty in get- 
ing a favorable report on this bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. I think the committee should refuse 
topass this bill, The chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds has created a combination here for the purpose of dealing 
out public buildings to the faithful and the few who happen to be in favor 
with the committee. The committee seems to be loaded. The gen- 
tleman from Maine in control of this publie- building trust, no doubt a 
little frightened at the eagerness with which they take the pork, at- 
tempts to have the committee rise; but, like Smiley’s frog, it is loaded, 
and he can not get it up. The combination has somewhat the best ot 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN], and he can not stop the 
machine now when he would like to. 

I want to say in connection with this that this way of dealing out 
public buildings is all wrong. It is giving away the people’s money 
without question as to whether there is any merit in the demands or 
whether there is any public necessity for a public building in the sev- 
eral localities. And that is what we object to. 

I hope the committee will have this bill laid aside and not insist 
upon its cousideration now. Let the committee go slow and consider 
this matter. We are not asking anything unreasonable. All we ask 
is due and proper consideration. Wecontend that at this point, at New- 
port News, there is not a present necessity fora public building. There 
is no statement of the population given in the report. The town is very 
small, It may be a growing town, but my information is that it issim- 
ply a village, quite unpretentious and without sufficient public busi- 
ness to justify this expense. y 

Now, I think the gentleman who represents this district has no rea- 
son tocomplain, The committee have given him a public building to- 
day and he ought to be willing to wait a little while, to let this matter 
be investigated, so that we may know whether there is merit in the re- 
quest for a public building in this locality. If Newport News is en- 
titled to a publie building, I am willing to vote for it, but I think the 
gentleman should give the committee an opportunity to know the full 
facts. There are other localities seeking appropriations here or the 
enactment of bills to give them public buildings in cases that are 
meritorious. Ithink those towns that have doubtful necessities should 
stand aside until those localities seeking public buildings where there 
is a pressing public necessity have been heard. I hope the committee 
will not pass this bill. 

The gentleman has fared well enough already at the hands of the 
committee; many millions of the people's money are involved in these 
measures; let us proceed with care and not rush over these matters with 
undue haste. Since I have been upon the floor asking for intelligent 
information concerning the necessity for a public building at certain 
guns, a number of members have come to me and begged that I with- 

raw opposition, as it would interfere with the of their bills. 
This simply explains what I mean by combination. Bills for public 
buildings at doubtful places are called up, and members with meas- 
ures that have merit are forced into voting for the one that they may 
secure the other. Whatanimposition on the tax-payer. I give notice 
here and now my voice and vote will be raised against such reckless 
extravagance and doubtful methods of legislation. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I desire to say in reply to my friend on the other 
side [Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania], and in answer to some gentlemen 
on this side of the House who have spoken in somewhat the same 
line, that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds has been 
doing just exactly what he proposes it should do—that is, out of a 
large pile of bills, two hundred and thirty in number, which have been 
referred to that committee, we have reported to the House those which 
we believe to be most meritorious, without regard to politics or any 
other consideration but merit, and it is a mere accident that when we 
came to examine the Calendar this morning we found a large majority 
of Republican bills high up on that Calendar. There has never been 
an instance within my recollection, and I am sure there has never been 
an instance when the question of the political complexion of the dis- 
trict or of the member who represented the district has been consid- 
ered in that committee by either Republican or Democrat. 

Mr. KERR, of Pe lvania. If the gentleman understood me to 
refer to the politics of the gentleman who represents this district he 
was mistaken. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Idid notso understand the gentleman; but Iam 
not talking to that point just now. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I will ask the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MIL- 


LIKEN] whether this bill has not been called up out of its regular 
er. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Iam coming to that in a minute. This bill was 
understood by me to be a Republican bill, and it has not been called 
up in the order in which it would have been called up had it been un- 
derstood to be a Democratic bill, but two distinguished Democrats of 
this House, who I think will be believed as readily as any Democrat, 
and I do not know but as readily as anybody in the world [laughter], 
came to me and stated that we had made a mistake, that this was a 
Democratic bill and should have been called up previously. I asked 
them to go and assure themselves about it. ey came back saying 
that they had done so; and then, because I supposed from the infor- 
mation which I obtained right here that this was a Democratic bill, I 
had it placed in the order in which it has been called up to-day. 
Now, so far as the merits of the bill are concerned they are before 
this committee. So far as the passage of the bill through the House is 
concerned, that question also is for this committee and for the House, 
and I assure gentlemen that, while I believe the bill has merits and 
should pass, I shall not grumble at whatever this committee or the 
House desires to do. 
Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. I think the gentleman misunderstood 
me. The question whether this bill is a Democratic measure or a Re- 
publican measure, whether it comes from a Democratic member or from 
a Republican member, is not the question here. That has nothing to 
do with the merits. 
Mr. MILLIKEN, I did not speak of that in reply to the gentleman, 
but in reply to the suggestion which was made that I had brought the 
bill up out of its order. 
Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. And thatis just what we are object- 
ing to here, for Republicans and Democrats to form a combination 
such as has been formed here to-day to endeavor to get through public- 
building bills withont reference to their merits. 
Mr. MILLIKEN, If the gentleman is cognizant of, or if he is a 
rty to, any combination,“ he has a right to testify to its existence; 
ut he must not include me in it. : 
Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I can say here and 
now that gentlemen have been running to and fro on this floor asking 
members not to object to their bills, saying that they had made an ar- 
rangement with the other side and that if they did not stand by that 
they could not get their bills through. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, if the gentleman expects to change human 
nature he will have a hard job. 
Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. I do not expect to do that. I would 
not attempt to change your nature. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. No; because you would make it worse if you did. 
[ Laughter. ] 
Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. That would be pretty hard to do. 
(Laughter. ] 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, the question here 
is not whether this hill emanates from a Democrat or from a Repub- 
lican, nor whether it is thesecond bill for a building in any particular 
Congressional district. The only question for us to determine as legis- 
lators is the question, Is this bill right? Ought it to pass? Now, sir, 
I know something about the section of country where this proposed 
building is to be erected. 
On my first visit to Newport News, which was only a few years ago, 
there was but one building there, but to-day it is the great shipping 
port upon the Chesapeake Bay, and I believe that in a very few years 
it will be the gieat outgoing port for a large portion of the products of 
this country south of Mason and Dixon’s line. I believe that the ex- 
ports that will go ont through the capes will in a short time be greater 
than that which will go out from all the coast besides below Cape 
Charles, and I believe this to be one of the instances in which it will 
be the part of economy to erect a public building at once. 
This, I say, is one of those cases where it is true economy for the 
Government to erect a public building, not necessarily as a post-office, 
but as acustom-house. A custom-house there is needed, a building in 
which the Government officials may have their offices and may have 
facilities for seeing that the Government is not defrauded of its reve- 
nues. Somegentlemen upon this floor do not seem to know of the com- 
merce that is going out between those capes, nor how very rapidly it 


is growing in volume. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. What is the population? 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It is not a question of popula- 
tion, it is a question of trade. So far as the custom-house is concerned 
it is wholly a question of trade, and that is what I am trying to enforce 
upon this body; but some gentlemen seem to think that the number 
of men, women, and babies in a place must be ascertained before we 
can tell whether a custom-house is needed or not. A practical busi- 
ness man would secure the ground and erect the building now. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. What are the customs receipts? 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The exports last year were over 
$6,000,000, nearly $7,000,000. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. And the receipts? s 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The receipts were correspond- 


ingly large. 
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Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, I presume so, but I thought that perhaps 
the gentleman could give us some definite information on the subject. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The fact is, Mr. Chairman, as I 
stated before, that this commerce is increasing ina rapid ratio. It must 
necessarily increase and I have not a particle of doubt that by the time 
this proposed building is under roof the commerce of the place will be 
double what it is now, perhaps treble. 

Mr. DIBBLE. There is a matter of fact in relation to this bill which 
we have not yet ascertained. We have sent a clerk to the committee- 
room to ascertain it. In the mean time I ask that the bill be passed 
over for the present, and taken up immediately after the next bill. 

Mr. BOWDEN. Ido not see why that should be done. There is no 
reason why this matter should not be acted upon now as well as at any 
other time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BOWDEN] 
objects. 

Mr. DIBBLE. 
jection. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. This is the third Republican bil! called up in 
succession. 

A MEMBER. There has been a mistake. 

Mr. CLEMENTS, There may be a mistake; but it ought to be cor- 


ed. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I do not think the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Conon can assist the passage of his bill by objecting to my proposi- 

on. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me we have not the 
information that this committee ought to have in order to act intelli- 
gently upon this bill. Nobody states definitely what the postal receipts 
at this place are; nobody knows what the custom receipts are; nobody 
knows what the population is, This is the second bill for this Con- 

ional district which has been considered, and is about to be passed 
Eao to-day. Now there are in this country great cities that have no 
ublic buildings; there are very large Congressional districts that have 
had no consideration; and I submit that it is about time to go slow.“ 
I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that in my opinion we are reducing ‘‘ the 
surplus” with very great rapidity. The journals are getting a little hot 
here this afternoon with the motion we have got up, and there will be a 
combustion if we do not look out. In the interest of public buildings I 
t that we should check down a little, slow the speed of the 
machine, and take time enough to find out what need there is of this 
public building, and whether it can not wait until next winter before 
this Congressional district has a second public building. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 

Mr. BOWDEN. If the gentleman will permit me, I will withdraw 
my objection to his request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia withdraws his ob- 
jection. The gentleman from South Carolina asks unanimous consent 
that this bill be passed over for the present. Is there objection ? 

Mr. COWLES. I desire to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. COWLES. I desire to be heard on the bill for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the pending question is whether the bill 
shall be passed over temporarily. 

Mr. COWLES. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. DIBBLE. That was my motion, and if there is to be discussion 
I am entitled to the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is on the request of the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] that this bill be passed 
over for the present. 

Mr. COWLES, I desire to be recognized. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I have the floor if there is to be discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GEAR. I wish to state that the value of the imports at this 
town last year was $274,000. 

Mr. DIBBLE (after a pause). 
tion of the Newport News bill. When the Calendar was a 

Mr. COWLES. I rise toa point of order. I understood that the 
Newport News bill was withdrawn. 

Mr. DIBBLE. But I call it up again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill was not withdrawn, but passed over for 
the present; and now the gentleman from South Carolina desires to call 
it up again. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Iam stating why it was passed over. 

Mr. COWLES. I desire to be recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will recognize the gentleman, if he 
desires it, after the gentleman from South Carolina has spoken. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, when the bill for a public building 
at Newport News was arranged in the Calendar order as first determined 
on by the committee, it was put in its right place, because a House bill 
was introduced by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BOWDEN] and 
the Senate bill was reported; but I and other gentlemen here had in- 
formation, which it turns ont was entirely erroneous, that the House 
bill had been introduced by Mr. George D. Wise while a member of 
this House on the Democratic side; and relying upon that information 


I hope that the gentleman will withdraw his ob- 


Mr. Chairman, I will state the posi- 


and endeavoring to correct the arrangement, this bill was put in out of 
its order. In view of the facts, I move that it be reinstated in its 
proper place on the Calendar under the order of the House. It does 
not belong in the place it now occupies, and therefore I desire to with- 
draw it for the purpose L have stated. I hope the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Cowles] will speak on some other bill. This 
came up by reason of a misapprehension and is deranging the order, 
causing injustice to gentlemen on both sides of the House. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman sits down 
I will ask him, in order to make this thing exact, whether he did not 
himself inform me—— 

Mr. DIBBLE. I so informed the chairman of the committee, hav- 
ing erroneous information m That information being now found 
to be erroneous, the bill ought to be withdrawn, and take its proper 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw the bill? 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I will ask to withdraw the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is withdrawn. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, ROME, GA. 


The next business called up by the Committee on Public Buildin; 
and Grounds was the bill (H. R. 3279) for the erection of a public 
building at Rome, Ga. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase or otherwise provide a suitable site and cause 
to be erected thereon a substantial and commodious building, with fire-proof 
vaults extending to each story, for the use and accommodation of the United 
States post-office and other offices of the Government at Rome, Ga. Thesiteand 
building thereon, when completed pos peat and specifications to be previously 
made and approved by the Secret the Treasury, shall not exceed in cost 
the sum of $100,000, which said sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose oub 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, nor shall any site be 
purchased until estimates for the erection of a building which will furnish suf- 
ficient accommodations for the transaction of the public business, and which 
shal! not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein limited after the site shall 
have been purchased and paid for, shall have been approved by the Secretary 
of the Treasury: Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended until a 
valid title to the said site shall be vested in the United nor until the 
State of Georgia shall cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 
same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil process therein, 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amendment, 
to wit: : 


Strike out the words “one hundred” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
fifty,“ in line 12. Also strike out the words which said sum is hereby ap- 
propriated for that purpose out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated,” in lines 12, 13, and 14. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted, 

Mr. KILGORE. I can not understand why North Georgia should 
have all the money in the Treasury. [Laughter.] Only yesterday 
twenty-five thousand 

Mr. CLEMENTS. This is a question of a public building, not dol- 
lars. 


The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the appropriation 
clause in the bill will be stricken out. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That is embodied in the committee amendments 
and has been adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 


PUBLIC BUILDING, ROCKFORD, ILL. 


The next business reported from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds was the bill (H. R. 4559) to provide for the construction 
of a public building at Rockford, III. 2 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to purchase, Sanne by condemnation, or otherw 
provide a site, and cause to be erected thereon a suitable, commodious, and 
substantial building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and ventilating appa- 
ratus, elevators, and appi , for the use and accommodation of the United 
States post-office and other Government officesin the city of Rockford and State 
of Illinois, the cost of the site and the building, including fire-proof vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, complete, not to 
ascend thesum of $100,000, which said sum of. $100,000 is hereby appropriated for 
said pu , out of any moneys in the United States Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, upon the following provisions: 

roposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city for at least fourteen 
days prior to the date specified in the advertisement for opening the proposals. 

The proposals made in response tosaid publicadvertisement,at the time named 
in the advertisement, or within ten days subsequent thereto, shall be received, 
opened, and considered by acommission of three persons, whoshall 3 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. and it shall be the duty of said commissioners 
to forward to the Secretary of the Treasury, within forty days from the date 
named in the advertisement for opening the proposals, a written report, with 
the original proposals, maps, etc.,and the oaths prescri by act of Congress 
approved June 23, 1874, and to definitely state in said report the site selected by 
them, and their selection of tbe site shall be final, and each commissioner sh 
be allowed a compensation for his services of an amount within the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, said compensation not to exceed $200 and 
actual traveling expenses to each commissioner. 

So much of the 5 herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, compensation, and actual traveling ex- 
penses of the commissioners,and other expenses incilent to the selection of 
the site shall be immediately available, 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the ration of 
sketch-plans, drawings. specifications, and detailed estimates for the building by 
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the Supervising Architect of the Department shall be available im- 
med lately aie the receipt of the report of the commissioners selecting the site. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary to make payment for the 
site shall be available upon the receipt of the written opinion of the Attorney- 
General in favor of the validity of title to the site selected, and when the State 
of Ilinoisshall have ceded to the United States jurisdiction over the site selected, 
during the time that the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for 
all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil process therein, or so much of said appropriation as may be 
necessary to acquire title to the site by condemnation shall be immediately 


ailab! 
s ft d for and the sketch-plans and detailed 


And after the site shall have been 
estimates for the building shall have n prepared by the Supervising Architect 
of the Interior, 


and a) ved the Secretary of the Treasury, the € 
and EE S ee the balance ofsaid appropriation shall be available 
for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaults, 


heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and * 
The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The report (by Mr, Post) is as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill H. R. 4559) to provide for the construction of a public building at Rockford, 
IIL, having considered the same, submit the following report: 

Rockford, III., is a city of upwards of 25,000 inhabitants, and rapidly growing. 
The population in 1880 was 13,129. It is an active manufacturing town, having 
upw: of 5,000 employés on the pay-rolls of its one-hundred and fifty manu- 
facturing establishments—watch, watch-case, silverware, boots and shoes, 
clothing, knit-goods, cotton, woolen, agricultural implements, furniture, ete. 
In furniture alone there are twelve factories, employingover 1,100 hands. There 
are Sve seed farms and two insurance companies, which do a very large postal 
geo business in 1878 amounted to but $18,000; in 1888 it was $44,166.33, 
and is increasing at this rate. 

In the post-office are employed thirteen letter-carriers, eight clerks, and two 
mail messengers. = 

The work of the office is now necessarily ‘performed in a space of 30 by 100 
feet, and twice as much is required, as everything is greatly crowded, especially 
in the mailing department, where upwards of 20,000 pieces of outgoing mail 
daily must be died ina space of 15 by 20 feet. 

A site which would be central and suitable could be now purchased at a cost 
of, say, $20,000, but values are enhancing rapidly in the city, which will ly 
eee PAR Se ES YOR ne emcee ee Nee te Ie wee volume 

During last year (1889) there was of new capital invested $525,000; new busi- 
ness blocks, $136,900; new factories $311,100; permanent city improvements, 
yen public buildings erected, $77,900; new residences and Janeous, 

01.000. z d 

15 view of all these facts, your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the appropriating 
clause of the bill will be stricken out. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would like to know if this is the second bill to- 
day for Rockford? : 

Mr. HITT. Itisnot. Perhaps the gentleman is thinking of Rock- 
land. This is the only bill for Rockford, 

Mr. Chairman, Rockford is a very active, flourishing, business town 
of over 25,000 population, with immense manufacturing interests, and 
fice is so large that this last year it reached 
nearly 846,000. ‘They need the public building badly, for the present 
rented office quarters are overcrowded and the inconvenience is increas- 
ingevery day. I will not delay this committee by farther details in be- 
half of a measure of such evident merit. The report of the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, where this bill was examined with 
much care and where I presented very full information touching the 
importance, the industries, and the wants of the city of Rockford, 
states the more important facts. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, FORT DODGE, IOWA. 


The next business called up by the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds was the bill (S. 953) for the erection of a public building 
at Fort Dodge, Iowa. x 

Mr. COWLES. I desire to have read from the Clerk’s desk an item 
of some interest bearing upon one of the bills presented to-day. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the House of Representatives : 

Ireturn herewith without approval House bill 4467, entitled An act for the 
erection of a public building at Bar Harbor, in Maine.” 

The entire town within which Bar Harbor is situated contained in 1880 1,639 
inhabitants, ich io by the census of that year. There ia no pretense that 
— is any n of a public building there, except to accommodate the post- 


ce. 

This is a third-class office, and the Government does not pay rent for offices 
of that class. The receipts of the office for the year ended June 30, 1887, 
are reported by the Postmaster-General at $5,837. The postmaster reports that 
he employs five clerks in the summer and three in the winter. fact that 
Bar Harbor is a place of very e ive summer resort makes its 8 ex- 
eee variable, and during a part of the year it is quite likely that the in- 
flux of pleasure-seekers may make a more commodious post-o desirable, 

gh there dees not seem to be much complaint of present inconvenience. 
The postmaster pays a rent of $500 eed annum for his present quarters. 

The amount appropriated by the bill is quite moderate, being only $25,000, but 
the postmaster expresses the opinion that a proper site alone would cost from 
twenty-five to thirty thousand dollars. 

I am decidedly of the opinion that if a public building is to be erected at this 
place, of which at nt there appears to be no necessity, it should be done 
under a system which will not give the post-office and the postmaster there an 


GROVER CLEVELAND, 


advantage over others of their 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 5, 1888. 


Mr. COWLES. - I desired to call the attention of the committee and 
of the House to the bill named in that veto message, because when it 
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comes up for consideration in the House I imagine we will have but 
little time to discuss it there. I therefore take this means of intro- - 
ducing the subject, and also to call the attention of the gentleman who 
presides at the other end of the avenue, in the Executive Mansion, at 
the present time to the wisdom contained in that message in to 
the proposed measure and its application to many other bills of like 
nature. 

The erection of public buildings throughout the whole country is be- 
coming a matter of very grave concern. They are getting to be almost 
as plentiful now as martin boxes, and they would be just about as 
much use as martin boxes in winter time if the gentlemen on both 
sides of this Chamber would unite with me toabolish the entire system 
of internal-revenue laws and tax, and reduce the tariff toa revenue 
basis. We could repeal these laws and get along without them. 

A MEMBER. How about the post-offices? 

Mr. COWLES, Oh, the post-offices get along very well. They al- 
ways did without any such provision, We had very few public build- 
ings erected for post-offices in the olden times, and we got along just 
about as well as we do now. But your common excuse was in the 
Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses, when you held up your hands in 
holy horror and asked, Do gentlemen intend to keep the money in the 
Treasury?” Whenever there was an opportunity for appropriations 
of money, it was poured out by shovelfuls, There is no account taken 
of the extravagance. 

I say this is a very poor way to get rid of the money in the Treasury. 
That money represents the hard earnings of our people. It represents 
the sweat and toil of the nation. It comes from the burdens they have 
to bear; and I say the way to get rid of the surplus in the Treasury is to 
repeal the unjust tax laws which we have already on our statute-books, 
both the exorbitant tariff and the inquisitorial and oppressive internal- 
revenue tax and system of taxation also. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, rose. 

Mr. COWLES. I will yield to you directly. I believe I have an 
hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entitled to an hour. 

Mr. COWLES. Now, I desire to say further that this matter of 
public buildings is getting to be as bad as the river and harbor bill. 
Why, sir, there are more jobs and mutual-admiration societies run 
under it than any other legislative proposition in the House—regular 
vou tickle me and I’ll tickle you?“ society. Men get together on both 
sides of the Chamber; they log-roll and say, Now. what bills will you 
have put through? or, How much will you take? What bill 
will you have reported? What bills will you have called up?” 

This is carried on to a great extent; it casts a disgrace upon our legis- 
lation, and it ought to stop here. These publie-building bills ought 
to stand on their own merits or not at all, as the river and harbor ap- 
propriations ought to stand on their merits. 

I favor the erection of public buildings where they are absolutely 
needed for the accommodation of the Federal courts and for post-offices 
and custom-houses; but in many instances where they have Federal 
courts they can be accommodated as in the past, when the business in 
the Federal eourts in most of the interior districts at least was much 
larger than it is now, and when they were held in the county court- 
houses or State buildings being used for that purpose. 

Now, sir, I insist that this matter has gone far enough.. Weare just 
shoveling the money out of the Treasury by the millions; scattering 
it broadcast, here and there, indiscriminately, except that some por- 
tions of the country—the district I represent, for instance—get very 
little, getting none at all in fact. A 

Mr. MORSE. What is done with the money that is spent for public 
buildings. Where does it go? 

Mr. COWLES. To the experts and artisans and the contractors; who 
for the most part live in Washington and other large cities, and under the 
iniquitous tax system we have, both by tariff and internal revenue, it 
is not very long before the money is brought back into the Treasury, 
and the people reap no advantage of it. It is not left with them long 
enough to answer their n 

Now, sir, if you repeal that iniquitous system, cut down the tariff 
to a revenue basis, and abolish the internal-revenue tax, especially the 
tax upon tobacco—a tax upon agriculture and a tax upon the laborand 
the sweat of the poor farming people of this country [applause on the 
Democratic side]—you will get rid of a good deal of the surplus in the 

without scattering it abroad without any proper necessity and 
leave the money in the pockets of the people where it belongs. 

I sympathize with my friend from Virginia [Mr. EDMUNDS], who 
has, I believe, one of the most meritorious bills upon the Calendar and 
has not been allowed to get it up for consideration. Like him I should 
have been in Richmond to-day, participating in the tribute to the mem- 
ory of the honored dead, but for the duty which called me here. 

I sympathize with my friends who come here with certain jobs foisted 
upon them. I know their constituency foist them on them and say, 
Lou must get through a public building for this town or for that, or 
you will never get back to Congress any more.“ I sympathize very 
much with them when that is the case; but if campaign money 
must be expended—and I am opposed to expending it, and think it is 
a disgrace to the people, and a disgrace to men who spend it, and 
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a pollution of the ballot-box; still, if it is to be spent, let it come out 

the pockets of the men who want to profit by it, instead of coming 
out of the Treasury of the Government, thereby increasing the burdens 
of the people to serve individual necessity. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe I have 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair would suggest to the gentleman that 
there is nothing now before the committee. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COWLES. I do not understand the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Possibly the bill had better be read before any- 
thing further is done. ; r 

Mr. COWLES. Can I be recognized after the bill is read? _ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will take pleasurein recognizing the 
gentleman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 953) for the erection of a public building at Fort Dogde, Iowa. 

Be tt enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a 
site and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof 
. Vaults, heating and beer e ee elevators, and approsches, for the 

use and accommodation of the United States post-office and other Government 
an ae end e ee works: = nereo Lona ap cost of * and 
building, including vaults, heating and ven ng apparatus, elevators, 
and approaches, complete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum 
of $100,000 is hereby appropriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the 
United States Treasury not otherwise oy sivehirest 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited oo petite 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in response tosaid advertisementshall be addressed and mailed 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then eause the said sites, 
and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in person 
by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written report to 
said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats,and statements which shall have comeinto his 
posses<ion relating to the said proposed sites. 

if, upon consideration of report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the of the Treasury may designate, and 
grant such hearings in relation thereto as 8 shall deem necessary. and said 
commission shall, within thirty days after examination, make to the Sec- 
retary of the ury written report of their conclusion in the premises, ac- 
companied Hd all statements, maps, plats, and documents taken by or submitted 
to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the 
of said agent of the Treasury Department, and the of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The ee of said commissioners shall be fixed by the of the 
Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $5 per day and actual tra ex- 

: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed 
Rene the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses, 
So much of the foes Bh eee herein made as may be defray the 


thereof s 
So much of said appro) ion as may be necessary for the pre tion of 
sketch-plans, 5 and detailed estimates for the building 
by the —— itect of the Treasury ent shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treaury of such site, 
No money ee by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
vided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
nited States, nor until the State of Iowa shall have ed to the United States 
exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be 
or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the 
criminal laws of said State and the service [of] process therein. 
have been paid for and the si ans and detailed 


sites . errs aden hall h; bee: pared by the rvising Archi- 
mates for the building shall have n pre t upervi A 
tect and approved by the of the . the Secretary of the Inte- 


Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropristion shall be 
the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
Sorts eri feras gaar ang te auras trem bee Be tn oan seta aaa 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. x DE 

During the reading of the bill, 

Mr. COWLES said: A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. The 
bill was read or commenced to be read before I began my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that the bill was not 
read, 

Mr. COWLES. Did not the Clerk read the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill was not read. 
aon COWLES. I stood here and listened to it. What was read, 

en ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was read by its title, possibly. 

Mr. COWLES. No, sir; the bill was read. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be considered 
as read. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state to the gentleman from North 
Carolina that the only item that has been read was the veto message 
which was sent to theClerk’s desk by the gentleman. The bill has not 
Sap read, and the gentleman confounds the veto message with the 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee recommend to strike out one hundred thousand” and insert 
“seventy-five thousand.” 
Also to strike out the appropriation clause. 


Mr. COWLES. Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the House to 
another fact in connection with this Bar Harbor bill, and that is that 


rior, and the 
avail: 


the bill which called forth that most excellent veto message of Mr. 
Cleveland, which I think will make very good reading for many of our 
friends now and which I am abundantly gratified is to go into the 
RECORD where it does, called for $25,000. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. COWLES, Not now. That bill, sir, went to the President, and 
upon investigation of the full facts as to the necessity for this building, 
he vetoed that bill calling for $25,000 and sent it back to this House 
with his reasons therefor, and his veto was indorsed by the House. 

Now, sir, this bill, as I understood the reading, calls for $75,000 for 
the erection of a public building at Bar Harbor, three times the amount 
called for by the bill vetoed by President Cleveland. 

I now yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Tli- 
nois [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to take 
up the time of the committee interfering with the passage of bills of a 
meritorious character; but while this veto message is before the com- 
mittee I wish tocall the attention ofthe gentleman from Maine [Mr. MIL- 
LIKEN], the chairman of the committee, to the fact that hestated when 
the bill was pending that it was vetoed by President Cleveland for the 
reason that the amount appropriated was insufficient. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, That was one of the reasons. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, That is the way I remember his state- 
ment; and he gave it withont any modification. 

Now, if he will read that veto he will find the reason for it was be- 
cause President Cleveland did not consider it necessary to erect a pub- 
lic building at that place. He thought if there should bea public 
building erected there it should be done under some general law that 
yale give that post-office no advantage over post-offices of the same 

ass, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it will be seen that there are three clerks there, 
and five clerks during the summer, and yet this bill calls for $75,000, 
amounting to 815,000 for each clerk, for a post-office to accommodate 
the people of that little town, thus making the people in districts who 
have better towns pay taxes to erect this building. I say if there is 
one thing that would induce me to oppose a meritorious bill advocated 
by one of my colleagues on this floor it would be to see him join in 
combinations to assist in putting a bill of this character through to 
help out his own bill, which ought to stand upon its own merits, For 
one I am opposed to passing such bills as that, and desire to give notice 
now that when this bill comes upin the House I will demand the yeas 
and nays upon its passage. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I desire to say in response to the gentleman from 
Illinois that the amount appropriated by the bill vetoed was only 
$25,000, and President Cleveland stated that ‘‘the postmaster ex- 
pressed the opinion that a proper site alone would cost from $20,000 
to $30,000.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. That is a part of the veto message. 
Read on further. r 

Mr. MILLIKEN. You read the remainder of it, and I do not dis- 
pute your word. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Before concluding, he says it was not 


necessary. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment, which the 
Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking out one hundred thousand do " wherever it oceurs 
Ha bill, and insert in lieu thereof the words “seventy-five thousand dol- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend by striking out the clause making the appropriation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

? PUBLIC BUILDING AT SHEBOYGAN, WIS. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I call up the bill (H. R. 953) for a public build- 
ing at Sheboygan, Wis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacied, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase or otherwise procure a suitable site and cause 
to be erected thereon, at the city of Sheboygan, in the State of Wisconsin, a 
substantial and commodious public building, with fre- vaults, for the use 
and on of the col r of customs, posi and for other Gov- 
ernment uses, The site and keer thereon, when completed upon plans and 

fications to be previously e and 9 by the Secretary of the 

ry, shall not exceed in cost the sum of $100,000; nor shall an: 

chased until estimates for the erection of a building which will 
cient accommodations for the transaction of the public business, and which 
shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein limited after the site shall 
have been purchased and paid for, shall have been approved by the Secretary 
of the Treasury; and no purchase of site nor pan for said building shall be 
approved by the of the Treasury involving an expenditure exceeding 
the said sum of $100,000 for site and building: Provided, That no money to be 
appropriated for said building shall be used until a valid title to the site selected, 
which site shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent 
buildings by an open s; of at least 50 fect, including streets and alleys, shall 
be vested in the United States, nor until the State of W nsin shall have ceded 
jurisdiction over the same for all purposes, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner the Shar pinsa enforcement of the crimi- 
nal laws of the State and the service of civil process therein, 
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The committee recommended an amendment striking out the words Mr. OATES. Mr. S 


‘fone hundred and fifty thousand’’ wherever they occur in the bill, 
and substituting ‘*‘ fifty thousand dollars.“ 

The amendment was to. 

The report (by Mr. CLUNIE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 953) for a public building at Sheboygan, Wis., submit the following 


report: 

8 is situated on Lake Michigan, and enjoys an extensive trade and 
commerce. It is the trade center of the Fifth Congressional district, Wisconsin. 
Its wth has been rapid during recent years, and its business and population 
are increasing constantly. The population is estimated at between eighteen 
and twenty thousand, The postal receipts are $12,581.07. A post-office and cus- 
toms office are to be provided for. The Supervising Architect recommends 
$100,000, for which amount a bill has been introduced. In the line of economy 
the committee have amended the bill by striking out $100,000 and inserting in 
lieu thereof the sum of $50,000, and with such amendment the committee report 
H. R. bill 953 and recommend that it do pass as amended. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 


the recommendation that it do pass. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 49, noes 46. 

Mr. ROGERS. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. ROGERS and 
Mr. MILLIKEN. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 44, noes 
42. 

So the motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Burrows, from the Committee of the Whole, reported 
that they had had under consideration, under the special order of the 
House, bills reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and had directed him to report back to the House bills for 
the erection of public buildings with sundry amendments, and with 
the recommendation that they be passed as amended. 


RECALL OF A BILL. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- 
dent be requested to return to the House of Representatives the bill (H. R. 7345), 
authorizing and directing the Secretary of War to establish new harbor-lines in 
Portage Lake, Houghton County, Michigan. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Michigan ? 

Mr. ROGERS. Before we grant unanimous consent, I wish to ask 
what is the meaning of this? 

Mr. BURROWS. Simply to recall the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. What Ís the matter with the bill? 

Mr. BURROWS. The object is to recall the bill for the purpose of 
making a correction in it. 

Mr. ROGERS. What sort of a correction, clerical or otherwise? 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not know what the correction will be when 
the bill comes back. This resolution is simply to recall the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS, I should think that before we recall a bill from the 
President we ought to know what the purpose is in recalling it. 

Mr. BURROWS. It is a usual thing. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is one of the reasons why I am inquiring about 
it. These errors are getting to be so usual that I want to know what 
the trouble with this bill is before I give consent to its recall. 

Mr. BURROWS. I can not say what the exact trouble with it is; 
but the friends of the bill desire to haveit recalled. I am just advised 
by my colleague [Mr. STEPHENSON ] that there is a single amendment 
which the Secretary of War desires to have inserted in the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS, What is the amendment? 

Mr. STEPHENSON. It is in regard to the waste into Portage Lake. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

‘There was no objection. 

The resolution was adopted. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. OATES. Mr. S. er, I ask unanimous consent of the House 
to allow my colleague [ Mr. TURPIN] to prefer a request to the House, 
and that he have one minute to state the reasons therefor. 

Mr. TURPIN. I will state briefly that, very much to my surprise 
and to the surprise of the people who sert me here, a majority of the 
Committee on Elections have decided that they can do without TURPIN 
any longer, and they have named next Tuesday as the day to put him 
upon the rack. Therefore I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill which I send to the desk, and which, I will say, was 
the third bill on the Democratic side in regular order on the Calendar. 
It is a public-building bill, a meritorious case. 

Several MEMBERS, Let him have it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not consider that a request that 
has yet been submitted to the House. The Chair lays before the House 
the following personal requests of members 


er, the request that I made was that my 
colleague [Mr. TURPIN] should have one minute to prefer a request 
for unanimous consent and to state reasons therefor. 

TheSPEAKER. That was not submitted to the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is made now for submission to the House. 

Mr. OATES. My colleague [Mr. TURPIN] now asks unanimous 
consent that the Committee of the Whole be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill which he has indicated. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent was asked that the gentleman 
might make a statement. Thatis the way the Chair understood it. 
Is the Chair mistaken? 

Mr. TURPIN. I myself asked unanimous consent to make a state- 
ment. 

Mr. OATES. I asked consent for my colleague to make a request of 
the House for unanimous consent and to state the reasons therefor, 
and he has made his statement and his request. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
TURPIN] has made a request, a very reasonable one, which I hope will 
be granted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the request to be that the 
gentleman should be allowed to make a statement. 

Mr. TURPIN. That was my colleague’s [Mr. OATES’s] request. I 
have made a request myself for unanimous consent to take up this bill. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, the request I made was that my col- 
league [Mr. TURPIN] might be allowed to ask the House for unanimous 
consent for the consideration of a measure and might have one minute 
to state the reasons therefor; and he has had the opportunity and he 
has made the statement and asked the unanimous consent of the Houso 
to consider the bill which he has indicated, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I will have no objection to 
the gentleman’s request for unanimous consent provided the same 
courtesy is extended to myself as Representative of the Third district 
of Ohio. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. You are not in the same fix. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I am. 

A MEMBER. Why? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Why? Simply because my bill is on the 
Calendar and has not been reached, and my constituents sent me here 
to get that bill passed. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. You are going to stay here, but my 
friend [Mr. TURPIN] is not going to stay here. 

A MEMBER on the Republican side. How do you know? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, Oh, I know too well. I have been 
there myself, [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The statement of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
WILLIAMS] is equivalent to an objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. DALZELL, for three days, beginning Monday, June 2, on ac- 
count of important business, 

To Mr. PENINGTON, until Tuesday next, on account of important 
business, 

To Mr. CurcHEoN, for two weeks from Monday next, to attend to 
official business as visitor at West Point Military Academy. 

To Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, for ten days atter to-day, on account 
of important business. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the first bill reported from 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. OATES. Do I understand that the Chair declines to submit 
the request of my colleague [Mr. TURPIN]? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILLIAMs] has 
made an objection. 

Mr. OATES. I did not so understand. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has made an objection. 
The Clerk will proceed. ~ 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman from Ohio said he would not ob- 
ject if he could have the same privilege. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BAR HARBOR, ME. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill (H. R. 415) for the erection of 
a public building at Bar Harbor, in Maine. 

The reading of the bill having been concluded, the amendments re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union were read, as follows: 

Amend by Bed rin out, in lines 10 and 11, “ $150,000" and inserting in lieu 


thereof $75,000.” s 
Amend by striking out section 2. 


The SPEAKER (having put the question on agreeing to the amend- 
ments). The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. TURPIN. Division! 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 74, noes none, 

Mr. TURPIN. I raise the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER, No quorum present? 

Mr. TURPIN. No quorum present and no quorum voting. 
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The SPEAKER (after counting the House). One hundred and six- 
teen members are present—not a quorum. 

Mr. BURROWS. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move a call of the House. 

The motion to adjourn was agreed to, there being—ayes 79, noes 44; 
and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House, in ac- 
cordance with its previous resolution, adjourned until Monday next. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


- G. T. LARKIN, 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, inclosing a communication 
from the Attorney-General in reference to the expenses of G. T. Larkin, 
late deputy marshal eastern district of Tennessee—to the Committee 
on Claims. z 

EXPENSES UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, inclosing a communication 
from the Attorney-General, submitting revised estimates for the expenses 
of the United States courts for the fiscal year 1891—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

GROUNDS AROUND CUSTOM-HOUSE AT ROCKLAND, ME. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting an appropria- 
tion of $3,000 for the improvement of the grounds around the custom- 
house at Rockland, Me.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


EMPLOYMENT OF COUNSEL IN SUIT AGAINST STATE OF TEXAS. 


Communication from the Attorney-General, requesting that provision 
be made for the employment of counsel, etc., in the prosecution of a 
guit in behalf of the United States against the State of Texas—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: 


Whereas questions of jurisdiction have from time to time arisen between the 
authorities of the States of Ohio, West Virginia, and Kentucky as to the juris- 
diction of said States along the Ohio River in cases ar under the civil ad- 
ministration and also the criminal administration of States and of the 
United States; and 

Whereas it is reported that persons charged with high crimes, and in some 
cases murder committed upon steam-boats and other craft navigating the Ohio 
River and below high-water mark, and on the Ohio side, have been turned at 
liberty without trial because of the uncertainty of the jurisdiction of the sev- 
eral States aforesaid: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary of the House be authorized 
and empowered to examine into and investigate as to whether or not addi- 
tional legislation is necessary to insure the punishment of persons guilty of 
crimes at said locations and to report tally the condition of the law at this time; 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, 


Whereas it is reported by the Engineer Department that persons along the 
Ohio River and its tributaries in the thickly settled portions of the country are 
and have been for a number of years building houses, stores, shops, factories, 
and other structures upon land abutting upon said rivers; and 

Whereas it is turther reported that divers persons and corporations have 
along the line of said rivers and upon Jand not owned by them built out and 
penean large depositsof earth, stone, and other material, so as to form lots 
and portions of exes Gar which lumber structures and buildings of various 
kinds have been p ; and 

Whereas said parties are without a clear title occupying said land and seek- 
ing to carry title by occupation; and 

hereas such occupation and the building of such projections and structures 
have the effect of narrowing the Ohio River at sundry points, and especially 
within the corporation at Cincinnati, to the serious detriment of the navigation 
ofsaid river; and 

Whereas it is reported that further important projects in the same direction 
are being arran for, and that large buildings will be constructed upon land 
of this character shortly unless interfered with: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Rivers and Harbors be instructed to as- 
certain and report without delay as follows: First, whether any persons, cor- 
porations, or individuals have, by deposits of material, constructed embank- 
ments or projected abutment lots out into said river, and are gps fom J the 
same without legal title thereto; second, whether such projection of material 
and building of buildings is a detriment to the navigation of the Ohio River 
and its tributaries; third, if such occupation had been made as they represent 
a list of the names of such persons so offending, with the places, lots, and loca- 
tions where such interference has taken place, and all the facts and circum- 
stances necessary to a full understanding by this House as to the continuance of 
such occupation, and what steps are necessary to prevent the continuance of 
such trespassers and the removal of those already made. For this purpose the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors is authorized to employ an additional clerk 
and stenographer, and to travel from point to point wherever necessary either 
as a whole or by a subcommittee, and such necessary expenses as may be 
piede in such investigation shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 

ouse; 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. PICKLER: 


Resolved, That the Committee oa Rules be requested to fix as early a day as 
possible for the consideration of H. R. 5978, entitled “A bill prohibiting the trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors from any State or Territory of the United States 
or the District of Columbia, into any other Stateor Territory, contrary to and in 
violation of the laws thereof,” and for consideration of similar bills on same sub- 


to the Committee on Rules, 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
tothe Clerk and disposed of as follows: ; 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 360) for the relief of John F. 
Mahler, accompanied by Report No. 2216—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported the following bills with 
amendment; which were severally referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House: 

a 585 (H. R. 9400) granting a pension to BazilLemley. (Report No. 

17. 

A bill (H. R. 10054) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret D. Mar- 
chand. (Report No. 2218.) 

8 * 1117) granting a pension to Sarah E. Palmer. (Report 

0. 9. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 6218) to increase the pension of 
Alexander Forsyth, accompanied by a report (No. 2220) to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 9370) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the record of James Morrison, alias James C. McIntosh, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2221)—to the Committee of the Whole House, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, from the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds, reported favorably the following bills with amendment; which 
were severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union: 

A bill (H. R. 4563) to construct a public building at Oskaloosa, Iowa, 
and for other purposes. (Report No. 2222.) 

A bill (H. R. 7182) for the erection of a public building at Creston, 
Iowa. (Report No. 2223.) 

Mr. POST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3358) for a public building 
for a marine hospital at Gallipolis, Ohio; accompanied by a report (No. 
2224)—to the Committee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union. 

Healso, fromthe same committee, reported with amendment the bill 
of the House (H. R. 214) to enlarge the present custom-house and 
office building at Chicago, III., accompanied by report (No. 2225)—to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 7625) for the purchase of a site and the erection of 
a public building at Cleveland, Ohio, reported, as a substitute there- 
for, a bill (H. R. 10614) to provide for the purchase of site for a public 
building at Cleveland, Ohio (Report No. 2226); which was read twice, 
oe referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported the following bills with amendment; which were 
AYET referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 

e Union: 

A bill (H. R. 9349) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Winston-Salem, N. C. (Report No. 2227.) 

A bill (H. R. 3309) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
thecity of Nashua, in the State of New Hampshire. (Report No. 2228.) 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 2872) for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi 
(Report No. 2229)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 1075) to provide 
for the purchase of a site for a public building at Walla Walla, in the 
State of Washington (Report No. 2230)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills of the House; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

7 95 (H. R. 8713) granting a pension to Rhoda Buck. (Report No. 
N R. 5213) granting a pension to Frederick Hart. (Report 

0. 

A bill (H. R. 2428) granting a pension to Emily Onderdonk. (Re- 
port No. 2233.) 

Mr. BELKNAP also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported with amendment the following bills of the House; which.were 
severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 2420) granting a pension to Julia W. Freeman. (Re- 
port No. 2234.) 

A bill (H. K. 2430) granting a pension to Ruth A. Ball. (Report 
No. 2235.) 

Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 9934) granting a pension to Con- 
tad McClain, accompanied by Report No. 2236—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
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sions, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 10427) granting 
a pension to Ruth Collier, of Tennessee, accompanied by Report No. 
2237—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 9915) providing for the 
construction of a light-ship for Fenwick’s Island Shoal, accompanied 
by Report No. 2238—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 594) to 
provi e for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Kansas City, in the State of Kansas, accompanied by Report 
No. 2239—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 2240) creating an additional land 
office in the State of North Dakota, accompanied by Report No. 2240— 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 2076) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John E. Walton, accompanied by Report 
No. 2241—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3418) in relation to the pay of Rear- 
Admiral James E. Jouett, retired; accompanied by Report No, 2242— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. McCREARY, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 10441) to provide for a survey 
and to encourage the construction of a continental railway to connect 
American nations; accompanied by Report No. 2243—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 4250) granting a pension to Joseph S. Henderson. 
(Report No. 2244.) 

5 bill y 2043) granting a pension to Edgar M. Cherry. (Report 

0. 2245. 

A bill (S. 2386) granting a pension to John Conolly. (Report No. 
2246.) 

Mr. FLICK also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10031) granting a pen- 
sion to William Tolle; accompanied by rt No, 2247—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 8259) to grant a pension to Lydia 
Ziegler; accompanied by Report No. 2248—to the Committee of the 


Whole House. 
He also, from the same committee, reported fayorably the following 


bills; which were severally referred to the Committee ot the Whole | Pe 


ouse: 
A bill (H. R. 6148) granting a pension to Mrs, Mary J. Sanders, the 
widow of Thomas A. Sanders, who was a scout in the service of the 
United States Army in the war of the rebellion. (Report No. 2249.) 

A bill (S. 1211) granting a pension to Levi B. Smith. (Report No. 


.) 8 
A oe (8. 2753) granting a pension to Polly McArthur. (Report No. 
1 


A bill 5 2266) granting a pension to Mary A. Newcomb. (Report 
No, 2252. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, rted 
favorably with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8595) for the 
relief of William Bishop, accompanied by a report (No. 2253)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CASWELL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported favor- 
ably the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 60) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States extending the right of 
poi, to women, accompanied by a report (No. 2254)—to the House 

endar, 

Mr. GOODNIGHT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 10491) granting a pension 
to Halem L. Cook, of Franklin, Ky., accompanied by a report (No. 
2255)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the bill 
of the House (H. R. 6563) for the relief of John O. McDonald, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2256)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. DARLINGTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8550) 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 

in the city of Elizabeth, N. J., accompanied by a report (No. 2257)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state ot the Union. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 189) to 
provide for the prenas of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Nashua, in the State of New Hampshire, accompanied by 
+ report ses 2253)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 

: e 4 s 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
owen titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
wi: 


By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 10615) for the relief of members 
of the United States Sanitary Commission and their widows—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 10616) to regulate the management 
of lumber rafts upon the Great Lakes and connecting waters—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr, GROSVENOR: A joint resolution (H. Res. 171) relating to 
practice in the Court of Claims on war claims under the Bowman act— 
to the Committee on War Claims. f 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BELKNAP; A bill (H. R. 10617) granting a pension to Mary 
E. Danbury, widow of Lewis G. Danbury—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10618) granting a pension to Mary Jones, formerly 
widow of J. R. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JASON B. BROWN (by request): A bill (H. R. 10619) for 
the relief of Patrick Carroll—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr, CLANCY: A bill (H. R. 10620) to increase the pension of 
Mrs. Julia S. Finney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 10621) granting the use of certain 
real estate to the city of Pittsburgh, Pa., for a public park—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: A bill (H. R. 10622) for the relief of A. C. 
Cameron—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H. R. 10623) for the relief of William But- 
ler & Co,—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 10624) for the relief of Jonathan H. 
Rogers—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 10625) to pension John W. New- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire (by uest): A bill (H. R. 
10626) to amend the act giving the approval 5 sanction of Con 
to the route and termini of the Anacostia and Potomac River Rai 
2 the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

By Mr. MORGAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 10627) for the relief of 
Nora Walsh— to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 10628) granting a pension to Au- 

gustus Pyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. O'DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 10629) granting an increase of 
nsion to Russell B. Norton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10630) granting a pension to Catherine Carpen- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 10631) for the relief of James Garret 

—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 10632) for the relief of Levi J. Law- 
rence—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 10633) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mrs. Emily Williams—to the Committee on In- 
r Mr. THOMAS A bill (H. R. 1 ting a pension to Clark 

y Mr. g R. 10634) gran a to 
Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 10635) for the relief 

of Olive M. Hechtman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


3 clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were e: 7 

A bill (H. R. 10310) granting relief to B. F. Shuttleworth & Bro., of 
Clarksburg, W. Va., for supplies furnished during the late civil war— 
Committee on Military Affairs discharged and referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 10309) granting relief to James R. Shrodes, for services 
rendered during the late civil war—Committee on Military Affairs dis- 
charged and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 7327) for the relief of the legal representatives of P. 
S. Schuyler, deceased—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged and 
referred to Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Petition of the postmaster at Norfolk, Va., and 
a large number of business men and citizens of that RA for the passage 
of House bill 6449, limiting the hours of labor of clerks in first and 
second class post-offices to eight hours—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, 


— 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5467 


By Mr. CON GER: Resolutions of Union Temperance Meeting at 
Maxwell, Story County, Iowa, for amendment to interstate-commerce 
law prohibiting importation of intoxicating liquors into States where 
such is unlawful—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of Chicago Tribune, Herald, News, 
and Times, against the passage of House bill 9197—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of residents of Alexandria County, 
Virginia, in favor of House bill 925, for the construction of Falls Chureh 
and Potomac Railway—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of laboring men from Twenty-second 
district of Pennsylvania, in favor of the McKinley tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Petition of J. H. Graves and 22 others, of Polk 
County, Florida, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of D. W. Proctor and 27 others, of Hillsborough 
Connty, Florida, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of G. S. Fleming and 26 others, of Levy County, 
Florida, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of James H. Meeks and 22 others, of Hillsborough 
County, Florida, asking passage of House bill '7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of James Holland and 30 others, of Leon County, Flor- 
ida, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of J. L. Beauchamp and 20 others, of Calhoun and 
Jackson Counties, Florida, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Charles W. Blount and 19 others, of Gadsden County, 
Florida, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of G. W. Swain and 24 others, of Taylor County, Flor- 
ida, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways aud 


eans. 

Also, petition of John Clark and 39 others, of Gadsden County, Flor- 
ida, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Resolution of Interstate Union of Kansas, Iowa, 
Nebraska, and Dakota, in reference to suppression of liquor traffic to 
the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. FLOWER: Petition of Isaac Mills and 10 others, of New 
York City, favoring the restriction-of-immigration laws—to the Select 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr, FUNSTON: Petition of citizens of Johnson County, Kansas, 
urging passage of a law parenting the importation into any State or 
Territory of intoxicating liquors or any other article the manufacture or 
sale of which is prohibited by the Constitution or laws thereof—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of voters of Ohio Township, Franklin County, Kan- 
sas, praying for passage of the Galveston Harbor bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Johnson County, Kansas, asking for pas- 
sage of House bill 5978, prohibiting the transportation of intoxicating 
liquors from any State or Territory of the United States or the District 
of Columbia into any State or Territory contrary to the law thereof— 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 

Also, resolution of Alliance No. 773, Vinland, Kans., asking for pas- 
sage of bill preventing the importation into any State or Territory of 
intoxicating liquors, the manufacture or sale of which is prohibited by 
an thereof—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 

0. 

By Mr. GEST: Resolutions of Grand Army of the Republic, Post No. 
179, Prairie City, III., indorsing the dependent pension bill of the Sen- 
ate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of citizens of Tyndall, Bon Homme 
County, South Dakota, asking passage of a law prohibiting the impor- 
tation of liquors into States adopting prohibition—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor 

Also, petition of General Lyon Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Canton, S. Dak., for a service pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: Resolution of Davenport (lowa) Business Men’s 
Association, in favor of postal telegraph—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, 
No. 1564, Farley, Dubuque County, Iowa, urging of the But- 
terworth bill against gambling in farm products—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, resolution by the Wright County (Iowa) Sunday-School con- 
vention asking passage of House bill 5978—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, resolution of the Farmers’ Alli No. 1564, i of 
the Conger lard bill—to the ef. geg 3 W 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina: Petition of R. J. Steele, 


and 11L others, citizens of Montgomery County, North Carolina, in favor 
of improvement of Galveston Harbor, Texas—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of A. P. Torrence, and 8 others, citizens of Iredell 
County, North Carolina, favoring same measure—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MCCORMICK: Petition of Hugo Muench and others, protest- 
ing against any material change in the immigration or naturalization 
laws—to the Select Committee on Immigration aud Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of Grange No. 815, Bradford County, Pennsylvani 
for free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, ee 
Measures. 

Also, memorial of Grange No. 384, Tioga County, Pennsylvania, for 
free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. i - 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of W. H. Quayle and 36 others, citizens of 
Hempstead County, Arkansas, in favor of the subtreasury bill, H. R. 
7162—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. A. McKee and 34 others, citizens of Hempstead 
County, Arkansas, in favor of deep harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MOREY: Resolution of the Miami Quarterly Meeting at 
Waynesville, Ohio, asking for prohibition of the Police Gazette in the 
United States mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, 

By Mr. MORRILL: Resolution of the Kansas State Sunday-School 
Association, asking for the speedy passage of a law against allowing 
right to sell intoxicating liquors transferred in any State contrary to 
the laws of the State—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of Theodore Bodine and 46 others, asking for repeal 
of limitation of arrears, universal service-pension law, and equalization 
of bounties—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Philadel- 
pes Pa., asking for the prompt passage of Honse bill No. 5978, pro- 

ibiting the transportation of intoxicating liquors from and through the 
States—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of 114 citizens of Fayetteville, Ark., for 
appropriation to Federal cemetery at that place—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, petition of citizens of Arkansas, asking passage of House bill 
5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition and paper of Levi J. Lawrence, asking 
that his claim for property taken by the Army during the late war be 
referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of citizens of Texas, asking for ihe pas- 
sage of House bill 9862—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, petition of citizens of Texas, esting for the passage of same 
measure—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of R. H. Smith and others, citizens of 
Herkimer County, New York, asking passage of the Conger bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SNIDER: Memorial ofthe Jobbers’ Union, of St. Paul, Minn., 
in favor of amendment to interstate-eommerce law so as to allow free 
competition at competing points regardless of the long and short haul 
clause, and to allow division of traffic among railways at competing 
points, subject to control of the commissioners—to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

Also, petition of Minnesota Commandery of the Loyal Legion, favor- 
ing early completion of publication of the Rebellion Kecords—to the 
Committee on Printing. 


By Mr. STEWART, of Texas: Petition of citizens ot Montgomery ~ 


County, Texas, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitionof W. D. Young and 14 others, from Trinity County, 
Texas, asking passage of Honse bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Memorial of citizens of Crittenden 
County, Kentucky, praying passage of bill providing for deep-water 
harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Resolution of Monona County Alliance, urging 
passage of House bill 5353 and House bill 283—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: Petition of Stephen Horner and oth- 
ers, for passage of bill preventing adulteration of beer—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of James Conroy and others, for same measure—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Arch, Snyder and others, for same measure—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. W. Nettleship and others, of Phillips County, Kan- 
sas, favoring deep-harbor appropriation on coast of Texas—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of J. Gledhill and others, from Smith County, Kansas, 
favoring above measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of J. F. Bryant, M. H. Kerr, and 
others, citizens of Mau y County, Tennessee, in favor of appropriation 
to improve Galveston Harbor to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
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SENATE. 
MONDAY, June 2, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, May 29, 1890, was read 
and approved. 
OFFICIAL RECORDS OF REBELLION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Secretary of War; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 


Wan DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, June 2, 1890. 


Dori 1 the honor to acknowledge the receipt of Senate resolution of May 
, as follows: $ 

*“ Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to inform 
the Senate at his earliest convenience: 

1. How long, with the present force at his disposal, will it take to complete 
3 pilation, indexing, printing, and binding of the Official Records of the 
on. 

“2, What steps, if any, are in his judgment necessary to be taken to so expedite 
the work that the entire publication may be completed within three years.” 

1. The work comprises, in all, one hundred and twenty volumes. Forty-five of 
these have been distributed, and eleven are printed and are being indexed, leav- 
ing sixty-four to be compiled and printed. With the present force at my dis- 
poe it will require six years to complete the work, but with some addition, 

owever, to the annual appropriation for printing and binding. 

2. To complete the work in three years, I think thatan annual 5 
of $330,000 will be necessary, $250,000 of which will be required to defray the ex- 
pense of printing and binding, and 880.000 for the services of copyists, com- 
pilers, proof-readers, and indexers, Eleven booksare now in type, bringing the 
work down to the end of the year 1863. These books will nf nted and distrib- 
uted so soon as the funds for that purpose are appropriated by Congress. 


V. res} ‘ull 
Seer ee REDFIELD PROCTO 
Secret 


ary of War. 
To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives concurring in some and non-concurring 
in other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8909) making ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1891, and for other purposes, and requesting a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments, 
non-concurred in by the House of Representatives, and agree to the con- 
ference asked for. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HALE, Mr. 
ALLISON, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 

UNIVERSITY OF THE UNITED STATES, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent that the Chair may ap- 
point the committee ordered the other day upon the University bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that the select committee of nine, authorized by the 
Senate upon the bill (S. 3822) to establish the University of the United 
States, may be appointed by the Chair. Itis so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of George S. Hawley, an ex- 
Union soldier, praying for an increase of pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Mary Young, widow of Richard 
Young, deceased, an ex-Union soldier, praying for arrears of pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of the Commercial Club of 
Kansas City, Mo., praying for reciprocity in trade with Mexico; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of J. F. Cameron, of New York City, 
praying that the present rate of 35 per cent, duty on linen handker- 
chiefs may be retained for revenue purposes and not advanced; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of a number of dealers of New York 
City, praying that duties on imported brushes be not fixed or increased 
beyond the rate of 30 per cent. ad valorem; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PASCO presented two petitions signed by 59 citizens of Brooks- 
ville, Hernando County, Florida, favoring the passage of Senate bill 
3817, for the protection of actual settlers under the homestead and 
pre-emption laws, upon phosphate lands in that State; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the mayor and council of the town of 
Punta Gorda, Fla., favoring a large appropriation for deepening Char- 
lotte Harbor in view of the large increase of the business of the town 
in consequence of the recent phosphate discoveries; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of John P. Kinard, of New- 
berry, S. C., praying compensation for damages done to Newberry Col- 
lege during the late war; which was referred to the Committee on 

Claims. 


Mr. DIXON presented the petition of the Board of Harbor Com- 
missioners of Rhode Island, praying for the construction of a break- 
water at the northern end of Bonnet Point, Narragansett Bay; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a petition of 41 citizens of Lac qui Parle 
County, Minnesota, and a petition of the Roscoe Farmers’ Alliance of 
Goodhue County, Minnesota, praying for legislation protecting farm 
products, and to stop gambling in food products; which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Winona, Minn., praying 
for the passage of a bill making it unlawful to transport liquor from 
one State or Territory to another contrary to the laws thereof; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of citizens of Centreville, 
Mich., praying for the passage of the McKinley tariff bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Moline Grange, No. 248, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Moline, Mich., praying for the passage of the Con- 
ger pure-lard bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry. 

Mr. CARLISLE presented the petition of J. D. Shutt and other citi- 
zens of Covington, Ky., praying for certain amendments to the national- 
banking law; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Grant County, Kentucky, 
praying that a pension be granted to Henry Frakes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented the petition of certain drafted men of Pendleton 
County, Kentucky, praying for the passage of a bill for their relief; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL. I present a petition of the mayor and citizens of Punta 
Gorda, De Soto County, Florida, praying that an appropriation be 
made for the purpose of deepening the navigable channel of Charlotte 
Harbor to a depth of 20 feet between Boca Grande and Punta Gorda, 
stating that Punta Gorda is the extreme southern terminus of the rail- 
road systems of the United States, and is situated at the head of Char- 
lotte Harbor, che best land-locked deep-water harboron the Gulf coast 
south of Pensacola. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a memorial adopted by a joint meeting of 
the Cotton Exchange and Merchants’ Exchange of Memphis, Tenn., 
remonstrating against the outlet system of improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MOODY presented the petition of Oscar Swayne and 41 other 
citizens of Douglas County, South Dakota, praying for the passage or 
a bill prohibiting the transportation of intoxicating liquors from any 
State or Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia into 
any other State or Territory, contrary to and in violation of the laws 
thereof; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SAWYER presented à petition of one hundred and twenty-three 
firms in New York, Baltimore, Philadelphia, and Boston, praying ſor a 
reduction of duties on manufactured linens; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. = 

He also presented a memorial of 145 firms in New York, Chicago, 
Pittsburgh, St. Louis, and Cincinnati, remonstrating against the pro- 
posed increase of duties on linens and praying for a reduction thereof; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a memorial of 408 citizens of Keene and Hins- 
dale, N. H., of Northfield, Mass., and of Brattleboro, Vt., remonstrat- 
ing against further concessions on the part of the United States to the 
Pacific railroads, and praying that the Government take possession of 
those roads; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the General Assembly of 
the United Presbyterian Church of North America, representing over 
100,000 members and 500,000 persons, praying for the reconsideration 
and passage of the Blair educational bill; which were ordered tolieon 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of Granite Grange, No. 7, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Milford, N. H., praying that the same protection be given 
to agricultural industry as to other industries of the country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST presenteda petition of Subordinate Union No. 2061, ofthe 
Farmers and Laborers’ Union of America, of London, Mo., praying 
for the by Congress of an act for-the relief of Miss Anna Ella 
Carroll; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of the Cleveland Vessel-Owrers’ 
Association, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the passage of the bill to 
transfer the revenue-cutter service from the Treasury Department to 
the Navy Department; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH presented resolutions of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Board 
of Trade, praying Congress to take such action as will make effective 
the recommendations of the United States delegates to the Interna- 
tional Marine Conference; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of Lakin Post, No. 364, Department 
of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, and a petition of Old Flag 


~~ 


1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 5469 


Post, No. 394, of Fowler, Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the 
a praying for the donation of a certain portion of Fort Dodge 
military reservation for the purpose of a soldiers’ home; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Pittsburgh, Kans. ; a peti- 
tion of Vinland Alliance, No. 773, of Vinland, Kans. ; a petition of citi- 
zens of McPherson, Kans.; a petition of Larned District Conference of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church, of McPherson, Kans.; a petition of 
citizens of Leroy, Kans.; a petition of citizens of Idana, Kans. ; a peti- 
tion of citizens of Johnson County, Kansas, and a petition of citizens 
of Wamego, Kans., praying for the passage of a bill to make it unlaw- 
ful to transport liquor from any State or Territory of the United States 
into any other State or Territory contrary to the laws thereof; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Sabbath-school workers of the State 
of Kansas, convened at Emporia, Kans., praying for the passage of a 
law to prevent the unrestricted importation of intoxicating liquors 
into that State; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of 56 citizens of Danbury, Conn., 
employed in hat factories, praying for the passage of that part of the 
McKinley bill which levies a duty of 55 per cent. on the importation 
of hats; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLATT. I present a petition of 75 citizens of Utah Territory, 
praying that the elective franchise in that Territory may be restricted 
to those who give unqualified allegiance to the Government of the 
United States. - 

I presented an abstract of this petition some days ago, the same 
having been telegraphed to me from Salt Lake City. This is the orig- 
inal petition which was referred to in that dispatch, and as it is some- 
what argumentative in its character and is signed by distinguished 
citizens and officials of that Territory, I move that it be printed as a 
public document and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, DAVIS presented resolutions of the Military Order of the Loyal 
Legion, of Minnesota, urging that the publication of the Rebellion 
Records be expedited; which were referred to the Committee on Print- 


in 

fie also presented a petition of Farmers’ Alliance No. 671, of Good- 
hue County, Minnesota, favoring the passage of the Butterworth bill 
for the suppression of gambling in farm products; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 28 citizens of Shelby County, 
Ohio, praying for the passage of a law preventing the importation into 
any State or Territory of any article prohibited by the State or Terri- 
torial constitution, etc.; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of morocco manufacturers of New York 
City, Philadelphia, Baltimore,and Wilmington, praying foran increased 
duty of 5 per cent. on skins for morocco, as given in the Senate tariff 
bill of the last Congress; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition signed by 82 prominent citizens 
of the city of Syracuse, N. V., praying for the passage of laws for the 

tuation of the national-banking system under which the interest 
of depositors is protected by Government supervision; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition numerously signed by members of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of the State of New York, pray- 
ing for the speedy passage of House bill 5987, prohibiting the trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors, ete.; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition signed by about 1,000 farmers of the 
State ot New York, praying forearly tariff legislation, and approving 
the McKinley tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3202) extending the criminal jurisdiction of the cir- 
cuit and district courts to the Great Lakes and their connecting waters, 
reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 9289) to provide for a term of court at Danville, III., reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2428) for the relief of Andrew J. Callahan, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. : 

He also, from the same.committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1369) for the relief of Mrs. E. G. Carter, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1398) to grant the right of way through the public 
lands for irrigation pu reported it without amendment, 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3515) to provide for the reappraisal and sale of the 


unsold portion of the grounds, and the buildings thereon, known as the 
Dearborn arsenal, in the State of Michigan, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S, 544) for the erection of a 
public building at Bar Harbor, in Maine, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1440) to grant a right of way to the Ga- 
lena, Guthrie and Western Railway Company through the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and for other purposes, reported it without amendment, 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3972) for the relief of Wilson 
G. Bryant; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 3973) granting a pension to Mary J. 
McCafferty; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 3974) for the relief of Overton 
Love, a Chickasaw Indian; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3975) to quiet title to certain 
lands in the county of Cook and State of Illinois, granted by the 
United States to certain persons, being descendants of Indians; which 
12 aay twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 

nds. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3976) granting a pension to George 
A. Perkins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (S. 3977) granting a pension to Henry 
Cook; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2978) to increase the pension of Henry 
Frakes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3979) for the relief of drafted men in 
Pendleton County, Kentucky; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3980) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Newport, Ky.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3981) in the interest of pen- 
sioners; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. It relates to postage. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3982) granting to the Chicago, 
Kansas and Nebraska Railway Company power to sell and convey to 
the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway Company all the rail- 
way, property, rights, and franchises of the Chicago, Kansas and Ne- 
braska Railway Company in the Territory of Oklahoma and in the 
Indian Territory; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB. There has been sent to me for introduction, by Mr. 
William P. St. John, of New York, a bill to provide for the purchase 
of silver for use as lawful money. It is a very important measure, 
which I ask may be read the first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The bill (S. 3983) to provide for the purchase of silver for use as 
lawful money was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 3884) granting a pension to Will- 
iam Hazelton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3985) granting a pension to Agnes Ash- 
ley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3986) granting a pension to Ralph Waldo 
Nason; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 3987) for the relief of the 
North German Lloyd Steam-Ship Company; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 3988) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph B. Sellers; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3989) authorizing the Presi- 
dent to appoint and retire Thomas Garvey with the rank of captain 
in the mounted service of the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO A BILL. 


Mr. McPHERSON submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
d by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the Honse of Representatives, by Mr. MARTIN, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a concurrent reso- 
lution requesting the President to return to the House of Representa- 
tives the bill (H. R. 7345) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
War to establish new harbor lines in Portage Lake, Houghton County, 

INDIAN TERRITORY PRACTICE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], com- 
ing over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The resolution submitted on the 29th ultimo by Mr. SPOONER was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to give to the Senate any in- 
formation in his possession with reference to the practice of the United States 
courts at Fort Smith, Ark., and at Paris, Tex., in the appointment of commis- 
sioners for the investigation of offenses committed in the Indian Territory; and 

jally us to whether any such commissioners are resident in the Indian 
Territory, or whether all persons arrested on process of said courts are required 
to be taken to Fort Smith, Ark., or Paris, Tex., for preliminary examination, 
and what, ifany, reason exists why commissioners local to the Territory might 
not be pointed to hear such examinations. 

Second. What, if any, reason exists why the court for the Indian Territo 
should not . of petit larcenies and other minor offenses, includ- 
ing felonies of minor grades. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. : 

Mr. DAWES. I was not in when the first part of the resolution was 
read. I should like to hear it read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will again read the 
resolution, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to give to the Senate any in- 


formation in his possession with reference to the practice of the United States 
courts at Fort Smith, Ark., and at Paris, Tex. 


Mr. DAWES. This is sufficient. 

Mr. BERRY. Who introduced the resolution ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Wisconsin nearest 
the chair. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. PLATT. I have no objection to the passage of the resolution, 
but there are some things in it which seem to assume a different state 
of affairs from what really exists. Commissioners local to the Indian 
Territory are appointed by the court which sits at Muscogee, and the 
court at Muscogee does havé jurisdiction of petit larcenies and other 
miuor offenses, but not of offenses the punishment of which isimprison- 
ment at hard labor, or capital. It is very possible that some of the in- 
formation asked for here is desirable, but I think there is an implica- 
tion in the resolution which is scarcely warranted. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, it occurs to me that the second propo- 
sition of the resolution is not proper: 

What, if any, reason exists why the court for the Indian Territory should not 
have jurisdiction of petit larcenies and other minor offenses, including felonies 
of minor grades. 

That is settled by the law as it now exists. Jurisdiction is given to 
the different courts. I am not very familiar with the custom of the 
Senate, but I do not think that it has been the custom to call upon a 
Cabinet officer to give reasons why a law should or should not be re- 
pealed. It occurs to me that the second proposition ought to be stricken 
out. To the first part I have no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER, It had not occurred to me that there was anything 
very dangerous to the people in this resolution. If there be in it any 
assumption or implication that the law is what it is not, it does not 
operate at all to change the law. It is not a joint resolution to have 
the effect of law, but it simply calls for information. 

I think, if I am correctly informed, that when the information which 
it will elicit is received by the Senate it will disclose a state of facts 
which will call for additional Jegislation in the interest of the Govern- 
ment and in the interest of the people. I do not understand, however, 
the Senator from Connecticut to make any objection to the resolution 
because of the ground which he suggested. 

Mr. PLATT. Not at all. 

Mr. SPOONER, The Senator from Arkansas objects to the second 
clause of the resolution upon the ground that it calls for a reason or 
opinion. It is, as I understand it, the practice of Congress not to call 
for any legal gore trom the Attorney-General, 

Mr. BERRY. I could not hear what the Senator said. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is, of course, not proper to call by resolution for 
a legal opinion; and this resolution contemplates no such action upon 
the part of the Department of Justice, nor does it call for any legal 
opinion as to existing law or for any construction of existing law by 
the Attorney-General. There may be reasons growing out of con- 
venience, reasons growing out of considerations of economy which are 
Detter known and known in r detail to the Department of Justice, 
within whose e this subject is than it would be to the Senate, 
which would upon the propriety of legislation. 

The second subdivision of the resolution simply calls upon the At- 


torney-General to give the reason, if any exists, why the court for the 
Indian Territory should not have jurisdiction of petit larcenies and 
other minor offenses, including felonies of minor grades. As I under- 
stand, they have to-day no such jurisdiction under a recent decision of 
the Supreme Court, and the result is one which demands legislative 
attention. But, as I stated, the resolution only calls for information 
simply. It involves no action in a legislative way, and I submit that 
it can do no harm in any event. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin himself 
concedes that it is not the custom and not proper for the Senate to call 
upon the Attorney-General for reasons why an act should or should not 
be repealed. The first part of the resolution simply calls for informa- 
tion, and I concede that that is proper It is information within his 
knowledge, which he can furnish to the Senate, but the second part of 
the resolation is simply asking him his opinion why one court or the 
other should or should not have jurisdiction over petit larcenies. 

The Senator from Wisconsin says itis a very great inconvenience and 
that the jurisdiction ought not to be conferred upon the court at Mus- 
cogee. That may be a good argument to the Senate for the passage 
of a bill, but undoubtedly that is calling upon the Attorney-General 
for his opinion as to why the law should or should not be changed as 
it now exists; and I insist that it is not customary, and it is not the 
proper thing for the Senate to do, to call upon the Attorney-General in 
regard to his opinion why this court or that court should have juris- 
diction over certain offenses, 

Therefore, I move to strike out the second subdivision of the resolu- 
tion. P 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas proposes 
to amend the resolution. The amendment will he stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out the second clause 
of the resolution, in the following words: 

Second. What, if any, reason exists why the court for the Indian Territory 
should not have jurisdiction of petit larcenies and other minor offenses, in- 
cluding felonies of minor grades. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Arkansas misapprehends en- 
tirely the concession which I made. I conceded, as one must concede, 
that it is not the custom to call upon the Attorney-General for a legal 
opinion u any subject, either ås to the construction of a statute or 
otherwise; but that it is not proper to call upon the Departments of the 
Government fer any reason which may be disclosed or may not be dis- 
closed by the records of the Department influencing legislation or upon 
which legislation may be based, I do not agree at all. Whenever a 
bill is introduced before the Committee on Claims or the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds—and I understand the same thing is 
true as to the Committee on Finance and other committees as to which 
a Department would have information—the bill is immediately referred 
to the appropriate Department for a report as to any facts and any rea- 
sons that may be given, disclosed by the records of the Department, 
bearing upon the merits of the bill. The Senate has within a month 
adopted a resolution as to a particular bill calling upon the Depart- 
ment for all information and all reasons bearing upon the merits of the 
bill. 

I believe there may be some objection to this information from Ar- 
kansas, but I think, Mr. President, that the Senate will do very well to 
call for the information to be elicited by the resolution as I have pre- 
sented it, and that there will be nothing harmful in it. 

Mr. BERRY. I will state furthermore, another objection. I am 
informed that in the United States court there is no such thing as petit 
larceny known to the statute, and therefore that the resolution of the 
Senator is based upon a misapprehension as to what the law is. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not care now to enter into the merits of the 
subject referred to. by the resolution. It is not customary to object 
seriously to resolutions simply calling for information. This resolution 
does nothing more. 

I can readily understand when the information is given to the Senate 
that the Senate may hear from the Senator from Arkansas further upon 
the subject, it it may lead to the introduction of a proposed amendment 
to the law, which I suspect it may. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, as I understand, there is a bill now 
before the Judiciary Committee of the Senate looking to legislation as 
to the punishment of crime in that Territory, and I see no reason on 
earth myself, in reading the resolution, why it should not be adopted, 
as it is simply an inquiry or a call upon the law-officer of the Govern- 
ment for information generally upon that subject. I hope that the 
resolution will be adopted without amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreeing 
to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


RETURN OF A BILL FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The 
Chair lays before the Senate a concurrent resolution from the House of 
Representatives, which will be read. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 5 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- 
dent be requested to return to the House of Rgpresentatives the bill (H. R. 
7345) entitled “An act authorizing and directing the Secretary of War to estab- 
lish new harbor lines in Portage Lake, Houghton County, Mich.” 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate concur in the resolution 
of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a request to the Senate to return the bill, if 
I understand it, and the request should be acceded to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is for the recall of a bill from the President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the Senate con- 
cur with the House of Representatives in the passage of the resolution? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read again. I thought it was asking us 
to return a bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be again read. 

The Secretary read the resolution. ¢ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questionis, Will the Senate con- 
cur with the House in the passage of the resolution ? 

The resolution was concurred in. 


COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I aminstructed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the te, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution submitted by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
Pappock] May 28, 1890, to report it favorably and without amend- 
ment. I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: ` 


Resolved, That the expenses of employing a stenographer to report hearings 
held and to be held on bilis and resolutions referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry, be paid by the Secretary of the Senate from the contin- 

nt fund of the Senate on vouchers to be approved by the chairman of the 

munittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. DAWES. I desire to give notice to the Senate that immediately 
after the morning business to-morrow I shall ask the Senate to consider 
the fortification appropriation bill. 


TREASUKY NOTES AND SILVER BULLION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the coilera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2350) authorizing the issue of Treasury notes on de- 
posits of silver bullion. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, my only excuse for trespassing upon 

the time of the Senate to-day is that I shall be compelled to be absent 
for the remainder of the week. It had not been my purpose to subject 
myself to the labor of making any speech at all on the silver question, 
but the opening speeches a trp to me to contain so much inflation of 
history that it might be well if they should be punctured by somebody, 
and I hope it may be the duty of some and the pleasure of others to 
undertake the task. I shall attempt only a very humble part of such 
work, and hope, in the presentation of my views on the subject, not 
to fatigue the Senate for much, if any, over an hour, in which it is not 
my intention to traduce any party, and certainly I shall not traduce 
the history of the Republican party for the last thirty years. 
My friend, the senior Senator from Nevada, was authorized by the 
Committee on Finance to report the measure now before the Senate, 
but, in his learned and highly finished speech of two days, he did not 
find time to offer a single word in explanation of the measure reported 
or to suggest any argument in its behalf. Expecting to be persuaded 
by the eloquence of the Senator to support the measure of the commit- 
tee, although I had preferred some of the provisions of the bill sub- 
mitted, at the request of the Committee on Finance, by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, I hardly need to say that I was disappointed, and I 
am now left to grope my way without his assistance as I best can. 

I think he almost persuaded me to support what is now called the 
Jones bill, though he said not a word about it in his speech, as I rea ly 
like his orphan better than any of the progeny of which he seemed 
ready to become the god-father. The distinguished Senator appeared 
to me to cut loose from terra firma and to soar into the thin air of fiat 
money, where the legal - tender stamp of the Government upon theslender 
paper protoplasm is claimed to create the most stable value of standard 
money. 

The Senator from Nevada is a genius; he is magnetic, and we all 
like him—like even his fables, wherein when he chooses he can rival 
even La Fontaine; but his wealth of statistics—and he said no gath- 
erer of statistics ever knew what to do with them—his exuberance of 
statistics concerning the marvelous growth and prosperity of our coun- 
try, brought into contact with those he presented in support of his 
threnody of lamentation about the doleful condition of the debtor 
classes appeared to me to swear at and to slash each other. 

Taking into consideration the general sentiment in favor of more 
silver, asentertained by Senators representing our youngest sister States, 
to whom I confess that I am most reluctant to refuse anything asked 
for, I had fully determined to favor doubling the amount of the pur- 
chase of silver bullion on the part of the Government, and in fact to 
do almost anything that would not absolutely and forever abandon the 
bimetallic standard of money which has prevailed for the most part of 


the time ever since the foundation of the Republic; certainly the use 
of gold has never been abandoned. 

Not without some doubt of the final result—and no thoughtful man 
would venture too confident predictions as to the result where we are 
openly antagonizing the fixed policy of the chief part of the commer- 
cial world—I had concluded to vote for the substitute reported by the 
Senator from the Committee on Finance. 


I find, however, from the lofty attitude of the debate on the part of 


the supporters of silver, that more extreme measures are to be presented. 
The newsilver gospel is not satisfied with the ordinance of sprinkling, 
and nothing less than immersion all over in silver will save us from 
perdition. With this, I suppose, we are to be financially saved by 
faith and without works. ` 

The Jones substitute, so called, provided, first, for the purchase of 
four and one-half million dollars’ worth of silver per month; second, 
the issue of Treasury notes in payment of such purchases, which should 
be redeemable in lawful money, and when redeemed to be canceled; 
and such notes were also to be receivable for customs, taxes, and public 
dues, and when so received were to be reissued, and when held by any 
national-banking association they were to be counted as of their 
lawful reserve; third, authority was also given to coin such portion of 
the bullion purchased as might be necessary to provide for the re- 
demption of the Treasury notes, and the seigniorage was to be accounted 
for and paid into the Treasury; fourth, the act of 1878, requiring the 
purchase and coinage of not less than two millon nor more than four 
million dollars’ worth of silver per month, was to be repealed; fifth, 
the amendment agreed to by the Committee on Finance provided for 
usingat once about $60, 000, 000 of legal-tender notes deposited in and now 
held by the Treasury Department for the redemption of national-bank 
notes of banks whose charters had been surrendered or where their 
affairs were being wound up. 

A heroic measure of this extraordinary scope, in the way of making 
asure market for silver and of vastly increasing the amount of cur- 
rency in circulation that would be redeemed in nothing worth less than 
legal-tender silver dollars, it would seem ought to have found prompt 
acceptance even by the most advanced silver advocates. But, judg 
ing by the tenor of the speeches already made here, the demands 
be for much more. They want ounces of fine silver instead of dollars“ 
worth, and more of them; and they want all the silver coined at the 
expense of the Government. They also want the Treasury notes or 
certificates to be made a legal tender for all debts, public and private. 

Still more is wanted: The usnal reserve deemed necessary for carry- 
ing on the disbursements of the Treasury Department they want to be 
paid out, so as to leave only $10,000,000 at any time in the Treasury, 
though the monthly and quarterly payments often amount to from 
twenty-five-to forty million dollars. 

More yet; They want the one hundred millions of gold now held for 
the redemption of legal-tender notes reduced to fifty millions, Finally, 
rather than anything else, free coinage of all American silver as well 
as whatever may be brought here from Mexico or any other country is 
demanded. The cost of coining silver, about 2 per cent., on the annual 
fifty-five to seventy millions is to be borne by the Government, and the 
depositors of silver bullion are to receive all the difference of value be- 
tween the bullion and the standard dollar. This is the feast to which 
we are invited by the distinguished Senators from Colorado and Ne- 
vada. 

The wage-earners of the United States are to be counted by millions, 
and if the amount of their daily wages be estimated at barely a dollar 
or a dollar and a half per diem, it would be sure in the aggregate to 
show them to be the most numerous creditor class of the country, and 
possibly the largest in amount. It is this class which it is now pro- 
posed shall be paid off in a cheaper or in a depreciated standard of 
money, that would compel them to pay higher prices for everything 
they have to buy. The necromancy of the performance could not even 
be concealed from our colored brother who works in the cotton fields 
of the South. 

Could there be anything more likely, in all parts of our country at 


an early day, to provoke strikes for higher wages? Little or no redue- 


tion of wages has anywhere occurred, while there are many instances 
of recent increase, and the hours of labor also, in many places, have 
been shortened. 

I suppose there are always idlers and ne’er-do-wells in the world, 
but that there are now more men than usual out of employment who 
are eager to work is a statement without the slightest foundation. 

The distinguished Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] said: 

I desire for myself to disclaim any anxiety for any special interest in advance- 
ingthe price of American silver, save and except that it is an American product, 

As ‘‘ American products,’’ would he have equal anxiety to advance 
the price of iron, wool, and copper, by demanding, as he does in the 
case of silver, that the Government shall purchase and hold forever the 
whole annual product? It is demanded”? for silver, the Senator says, 
in the interests of humanity, civilization, and of the whole human 
race. 

Whether the people and the miners and the owners of smelting 
works in Colorado would be wholly in accord with so much disinter- 
ested philanthropy may bedoubtful. The financial interest of a State 
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which, itis claimed, produces one-sixth part of the annual product of 
silver of the whole world is worth looking after, and I do not blame 
the Senator for his show of zeal in the service of his State. If he could 
only demand such legislation as would make it safe for a great country 
to adopt, I should be with him heart and hand. Colorado in 1888 pro- 
duced 14,695,313 ounces of fine silver, and, according to the statement 
of the Director of the Mint, 510 grains of pure silver were then purchas- 
able at the average price of a United States dollar containing only 
371} grains of fine silver. 

This amount of 510 grains of fine silver, therefore, was purchasable 
at the price of 72 cents; but, with free coinage, Colorado would have 
dened an advance upon all her millions of silver of not less than from 
38 to 40 per cent., and the Government would have lost its seigniorage 
in 1888 on the limited coinage ot silver dollars then amounting to $9,- 
370,002. With free coinage this source of revenue would be wholly 
abandoned, and even if the United States were to purchase and hoard 
everlastingly all of the American product of silver, its value would be 
most likely to rise, to which I should have no objection, and the Gov- 
ernment would lose much if not all of its profits of seigniorage. Ionly 
object when the silver barons profit by the losses of everybody else. 

When Frederick the Great was once about to seize and annex an ad- 
joining province, he directed his minister to prepare a proper procla- 
mation setting forth his purpose. Whereupon the minister began one 
by saying In the name of God. Stop, stop!“ said Frederick, 
and strike out all about God, and say, Frederick wants another prov- 
ince.” 

I think the miners of Colorado will also say Strike out all about 
God and say we want 30 or 40 per cent. more profit.“ 

It is manifest that the producers of gold must be equally interested 
in a divergence between the gold and silver standards of coin. When 
gold shal) be driven out of circulation, of course gold bullion will bear 
a premium as well as gold coin. 

There is occasional talk about the retention and maintenance of gold 
as well as of silver in circulation as money, but whenever any propo- 
sition is presented to give any possible assurance of such retention, as 
by the redemption of silver notes with silver bullion at its market 
value, or by any limitation of the units of value to be putin circulation 
by the purchase of a less maximum amount of silyer bullion, or by the 
sale of United States bonds, as was done in the case of our present legal- 
tender notes, it is pronounced by the leaders of what is called the 
“silver reform ” as vicious and wholly inadmissible. They hate gold 
apparently because the world holds gold to be quite as much a precious 
metal as silver. Itis in the way of silver, and silver would tolerate 
no brother near its throne. 

The Senator from Nevada tells us that the best place for our gold is 
where we sell our products in foreign countries. He would like to 
have it go. There is no disguise on his part about it. We are offered a 
dose of silver to kill or eure. Some of us on this side of the Chamber 
felt able to jump a flve- rail fence, but it is understood that the Demo- 
cratic acrobats on the other side of the Chamber, after some training, 
offer to go one better and will jump at six rails even if it breaks their 
uecks, There may be some astute politics in the matter. Gentlemen 
on the other side of the Chamber are not looking upon the increase of 
appropriations for pensions with much composure, nor with any delight 
upon a protective tariff, perhaps with no historical respect for the bonded 
debt ot the United States, and they will therefore be the more easily 
reconciled to a depreciated standard of silver monometallism. At any 
rate according to their present calculation it will be quite good enough 
for such Republican purposes, as well as good enough to pay the wages 
of colored laborers, 2 

It has been suggested that creditors are a privileged class,” and I 
suppose that those who have money to lend are and always were so; 
but I deny that such men belong to the class of men possessed of large 
fortunes, The latter class invest in real or personal property, or have 
it fully employed in trade, or in large industrial enterprises, giving 
employment to laboring men and women, and never are in the habit 
or business of loaning money. A large body of the creditor class are 
those who have laboriously saved a few hundred dollars and deposited 
it in savings-banks, from which they derive a small and safe semi-an- 
nual dividend. These depositors are largely young men and women 
striving to gather a little capital to start with in the battle of life. 

As a class the money-lenders of fifty years ago, seeking the highest 
rates of interest, are entirely obsolete in the East, and nearly so in the 
West. These savings-banks have made some loans in the West, hav- 
ing been importuned to do so by Western agents, and have done so on 
lower terms than were current where made. The loans which have 
been made there were generally as much for the advantage of the bor- 
rower as for the lender. I may add that I have not a particle of faith 
in the enormous and preposterous estimates made of the indebtedness 
of any considerable portion of the American people. enever the 


truth shall be ascertained it will be found that at no time in our history 
has the indebtedness of the people of the United States been less per 
capita than in 1890. Business has been rather depressed in our own 
country, as well as throughout the world, since 1883, and men do not 
run in debt in times of depression, but are wildly tempted to do it in 
the time of money inflation, such as our enthusiastic silver friends are 
now directly aiming at. 


It has been claimed that we need more money per capita for circula- 
tion than any other country because of the larger proportion of our 
people engaged in active business; but this is a grave mistake. Our 
national banks, savings-banks, and many other banks established in 
almost every considerable town in every part of the country enable nearly 
all business men and firms to use their own checks instead of money of 
any description. If one party wishes to make a payment to another 
party it is made by a check on a bank, and the party receiving the 
check deposits it to his credit in some bank, where it is counted as 
equal in all respects to a deposit of gold and silver or any lawful 
money. Fully 95 per cent. of all business transactions are here ad- 
justed in this way, and it enormously reduces the amount of circulat- 
ing money actually handled or required. 

There is no other country where these facilities can be used to any- 
thing like the same extent. They are very limited in Germany and 
England, and in France there are only a few places outside of Paris 
which enjoy such facilities at all. The French people were long in the 
habit of holding and hoarding all the money they received, whether of 
gold or silver. They had few places of deposit, no general use of per- 
sonal checks on banks, and did not invest in securities until a very re- 
cent date. They at length had topay Mhe German indemnity of eleven 
hundred million dollars, and they have also lost largely by invest- 
ments in the De ps Panama Canal, so that the per capita amount 
of money claimed to be now in circulation in France, being only an es- 
timate of an unknown quantity by an unknown authority, is most 
likely very unreliable and much overrated. Certainly, however, they 
would seem to require much more than we do with our habitual use of 
bank checks for more than nine-tenths of our daily business transac- 
tions, 

Even if it is not yet wholly out of fashion in France to hoard money 
in idleness instead of making it earn something by investment, it does 
not follow that Americans should make extraordinary haste to copy 
a French fashion possibly already growing obsolete. 

The French people are not only industrious, but very economical, and 
they are prosperous. They have recently been increasing their stock 
of gold, but they have done it by restricting ang increase of the coin 
of silver, The silver of each state of the Latin Union by treaty is al- 
lowed 4% circulate in all of the states, but it must be periodically re- 
deemed by the state where coined. If silver in France is of equal 
value there with gold, why does France vigorously demand the redemp- 
tion of any overflow of the 5-franc coins from Italy or from Belgium ? 
France 3 limits herself by treaty as well as her neighbors. 

But the policy of any limitation of silver coinage in Colorado and 
Nevada would appear in the present debate to be regarded as a crime 
against humanity, against civilization; and the unlimited coinage of 
silver is the universal solvent, the great and only remedy suggested to 
lift the whole commercial world, and especially the United States, out 
of the present dark age of inhumanity and barbarism. The only coun- 
tries on the globe which have yet reached the loftiest heights of civili- 
zation by the free coinage of silver appear to be Mexico, Japan, and 
India, Consequently these are the only countries in comparison with 
which the United States may now be supposed to greatly suffer. 

It is not that wage-earners are idle so much as that capitalin vast 
amounts is dormant and unemployed and that the interest to be ob- 
tained thereon has probably never been lower than for the past year, 
as at the Clearing-House in Boston it was (when noticed by me last 
barely 2} to 3 pz cent. The individual deposits in all of our natio 
banks, September 12, 1873 were $622,685,563, but on September 30, 
1889, they were $1,475,467,560; and this prodigious increase was largely 
in the country banks, where such deposits had risen at the same dates 
from $283,107,798 to the sum of $783,839,749, showing conclusively 
that there is no general lack of money for any legitimate use, And 
yet silver enthusiasts, to inspire confidence, assure us that if the Goy- 
ernment will only fabricate cheaper money by the hundred millions, 
money will bein demand, everybody will then want it, and that it 
will command higher rates of interest. The policy is recommended, 
if by nothing else, by poetry 

Drink deep or taste not the silver spring; 
There aballow draughts intoxicate The brain, 
And drinking largely sobers us again. 

In an aged bosom confidence is said to be a plant of slow growth, 
and I must confess I am apprehensive that the silver measures now 
proposed, and perhaps imminent, instead of electrifying the business 
ot the country, may suddenly bring about heart-failure or a general 
lack of confidence. 

There has been a great deal said about the flagrant wrong of dimin- 
ishing the amount of money in circulation. Of course there is a vari- 
ance in the amount of money held by banks and bankers, as well asin 
the hands of the people, in different seasons of the year. More or less 
is required for moving staple crops at certain periods, and the pay- 
ments from the United States Treasury are sometimes greatly in excess 
of what they may be at some other time. But the amount of all kinds 
of our cireulating medium for many years has not been diminished. 
The loss by the retirement of national-bank notes has been much more 
than made good by the issue ot silver certificates, 

The fact, as disclosed by the tabulated statement in the last annual 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, of the great increase of the 
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amount of coin and paper currency in circulation since the act of 1873 
has not been referred to by any one of the silver-tongued orators, but 
instead the evils of contraction of the money in circulation have been 
portrayed in the blackest colors in spite of facts showing a large expan- 
sion. I think the public will be rather astonished to learn from the 
authentic statement of the Secretary, which I will have es goa to 
my remarks, that not only has there been no contraction of the cur- 
rency, but it has been actually doubled in amount from June 30, 1873, 
to June 30, 1889; the total money, exclusive of gold and silver and 
legal-tender certificates at the period latest named being $1,666,095, - 
420, while in 1873 it was only $831,316,387. Our population has not 
doubled, but the money in circulation has more than doubled. With 
such astubborn fact as this waiting to be summoned to the front, what 
becomes of the vitriolic rhetorie poured forth upon those who are 
charged with all the calamities of the most atrocious and wicked contrac- 
tion? The charge is as baseless as the stuff of which dreams are made. 

I do not wish it to be inferred that I am opposed to a liberal, evena 
very large, increase of the money to be put into circulation, but I want 
it maintained on the standard of good and honest money, and that the 
wage-earners of our country shall not be cheated by finding out when 
they are paid that their wages have been cut down 20 or 30 per cent. 
by receiving money of 20 or 30 per cent. less purchasing value, and 
that our farmers shall not be deceived by a dglusion and a snare, or 
by something called money, nominally gauging higher prices, but 
which fails to give the slightest increase to the exchangeable value of 
their products. 

I do not wish to have the United States divorced from the commercial 
world. I have hoped that we might soon have the primacy in the ex- 
changes of the world. With our larger produet of both gold and silver 
it would be easy by wise and prudent measures to utilize a prodigious 
amount of silver and yet maintain the bimetallic standard. That is 
not the policy of those who have led off in this debate, but the trans- 
parent design is, and only very thinly attempted to be concealed, to go 
by a single bound to a silver standard. Of course they are not so wit- 
less as to suppose by our action here that the value alone of the billions 
of silver in the whole world could be increased to the par of gold. A 
silver trust on the part of the Government while controlling the whole 
American product would cause some rise in the value of silver, and 
England and Germany would like to have us doit. Like the monkey, 
they prefer to use the cat’s paw to pull chestnuts ont of the fire. 

But the task of raising the price of the whole world’s product is too 
great, and we should find ourselves in the condition of the Virginian, 
who, after being told by his lawyer that he had no legal remedy for 
his case, and then, when asked if he could not lick his antagonist, 
answered: I think I could, but it would strain me.“ The whole 
task of raising the price of silver against the world would strain us. 

Tt has been claimed that the Republican national platform of 1888 
specially pledged the party to the extreme silver measures advocated 
by the Senators from Colorado and Nevada. On the contrary, that 
pledge was in favor of the use of both gold and silver as money, and 
made in terms as follows: 

[Republican National Platform, 1888. 

The Republican party is in favor of the use of both gold and silver as money 
and condemns the policy of the Democratic Administration in the efforts to de- 
monetize silver. c 

Clearly this is quite as strongly in favor of gold as of silver, and the 
effort made by the Senators from Nevada and Colorado is indirectly to 
demonetize gold. They admit that the unit of value depends upon the 
limitation of amount. They propose unlimited coinage of silver, and 
leave gold, without any backing, to take its chances with the cheaper 
silver metal, which must sooner or later, as the merest tyro in political 
economy knows, infallibly banish gold from use as money, and leave 
it as acommodity to be sold at home or abroad. 

From 1866 to 1876 we sold five hundred millions of gold, at a profit 
of over $100,000,000. This does not look much like hostility to silver 
engendered by the act of 1873. 

Our stock of silver coin November 1, 1889, as stated by the Director 
of the Mint, was $420,266,782, while the stock of gold coin was $619,- 
640,459, or about $200,000,000 more of gold than of silver. It would 
not seem, therefore, a propitious time to commence the warfare of de- 
monetization against gold. If suddenly inaugurated it might cause the 
sudden withdrawal of even a larger amount of gold than that of our 
stock óf silver. This could not occur without a stringency in the money 
market, which would produce a panic, and that should be avoided. 

I we are to have a single money standard, I believe the silver stand- 
ard far less desirable than the gold standard. It is cumbrous, far more 
fluctuating in value, changing our tariff from week to week, and more 
easily debased or counterfeited. Our present stock of gold is also the 
largest. I would, however, retain both, and with the expectation that 
with a very liberal increase of silver and with considerate management 
upon the part of the Treasury Department the parity in value could 
be preserved, and while silver was advancing a good deal gold might 
be somewhat receding in value. 

Some response should be made to what hasbeen rather recklessly ut- 
tered here wholly at variance with the facts, as I conceive, aboutthe lack 
of fulfillment of predictions made in 1878, that silver, being the cheaper 
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money, would drive out gold from circulation and from the country. 
But, so far as I know, these predictions were always hungand depend- 
ent upon the contingency of adverse exchanges, requiring the payment 
of large balances due abroad. Fortunately the exchanges have been in 
our favor. The prediction, however, can not fail to be verified when- 
ever the contingency mentioned shall arise. So long as our exports 
largely exceed imports there is no danger of adverse exchanges, but when 
this condition of trade and commerce happens to be reversed gentlemen 
need not flatter themselves that no difference will appear in the market 
value between gold and silver coins, and when it does appear gold will 
be hoarded or sold only ata premium. It will no longer be money, 
but will be sold as a commodity. 

Of course we can export large sums of gold without a flurry or ripple 
in the market, as we did fifty-nine millions in 1888, so long as we hold 
a large stock of it or when exchanges are largely in our favor, and es- 
pecially so long as British investments appear to be annually made in 
the United States by the hundred millions. Exports and imports fluet- 
uate and ebb and flow like the tides of the ocean, and they are not 
sure to continue in our favor forever. The sincerity of those who now 
make brave predictions that the legal-tender stamp of the Government, 
whether upon silver or paper, is omnipotent need not be denied, though 
they ought to know that the day of miracles is past; but should they 
carry all their extreme measures through Congress they can not shirk 
their responsibility, either for their predictions or for the results. 

When the act of 1873, called the act demonetizing silver, was passed 
the fact was that at that time silver was worth in the markets of the 
world a trifle over 3 per cent. more than gold, and pretty much all of 
the silver end gold we had was being exported. Even the minor coins 
had been superseded by paper. The proposition had been sent to Con- 
gress by the Secretary of the Treasury in 1870, with the bill drawn and 
elaborately Dag by the Comptroller of the Currency. It was no 
stranger to either House for years. As we had once reduced our gold 
coins to keep them on a parity with silver, some men began to believe 
that the stability of money, after all, would have to rest on a single 
standard. Governor Boutwell, Mr. Bowen, and Hon. R. L. GIBSON, 
of the Monetary Commission, submitted in 1877 very able minority 
reports in favor of a gold standard. 

I do not believe that at that time anybody had the remotest idea that 
there would be such an increase of the production of silver as would 
ever make it the cheapest standard; and I repel any such intimation 
as a slander upon the living, and upon many eminent American states- 
men, alas, no longer living. Gold was then the lowest standard, and 
hence the proposed legislation provoked no opposition. It was seen 
that if the status of the precious metals remained as it then was the 
United States, as well as other debtors, could make their payments in 
gold at perhaps 3 per cent. less than in silver. The immense increase 
of gold had lowered its value, but it wasstill an honest standard among 
all of the largest commercial nations. 

As to any practical effect of the act of 1873 for any time prior to our 
resumption of specie payments in 1879, as it appears to me, it was a 
dead letter. Nobody would use silver so long as it was dearer than 
gold, nor so long as greenbacks were cheaper than either gold or silver; 
and the sulphurous denunciation of the act of 1873, as an act demone- 
tizing silver, perpetrated by robbers and the creditor classes, is an after- 
thought and merely theatrical thunder. It is more just to Congress to 
remember the historical acts surrounding thissubject. I had no promi- 
nent part in the measure, and fee), nevertheless, that the obloquy often 
attempted to be thrown upon the Congress of 1873 is done by those 
who are unmindful of the main facts involved in the subject. 

The demonetization of silver by Germany, and the sudden suspen- 
sion of the coinage of silver by all the Latin nations, is one great cause 
of its diminishing value. It can not bec to the United States, 
for we have coined since 1878 up to the 1st of May, 1890, the lar, 
sum of $363,626,266 in silver dollars and in minor coins and trade 
dollars over $11,000,000 more, We have built vault after vault to store 
it. We have tried our best to put it into circulation, offering to carry 
it free and at a heavy expense to any place that would take it, and as 
a result there were in actual circulation September, 1889, $57,374,100, 
or $4,617,348 less than there was three years before, Our people do 
not like to carry silver, and rather have silver certificates or paper 
money, even without the legal-tender function. 

The act of Congress of June 28, 1834, was an act which indirectly 
but practically demonetized silver, or which reduced the weight of the 
gold eagle from 270 grains to 258 grains of gold and also reduced its 
fineness from 9169 to about 900. This was a reduction in value of only 
about 6 per cent., but while, as Mercutio would say, ‘‘not so deep as 
a well, nor so wide as a church door,“ it was enough, and it banished 
the circulation of all silver except the foreign and minor coins, and our 
half-dollars were steadily exported. Even these were limited as to 
legal tender and reduced in weight by the act of 1853, in order to re- 
tain some part of them for home use. Both of these acts were passed 
under Democratic Administrations, that of 1834 under that of Gen- 
eral Jackson, with the potent leadership of Mr. Benton, of Missouri, 
commonly then called Old Bullion.” 

The act of 1873 left out of our coinage the silver dollar of which in 
many years none had been coined, and only an inconsiderable number 
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in our whole history; and if they had been coined they would have 
been immediately exported; but the act of 1834 practically placed the 
country on the gold standard, because it was of the lowest value, as 
free coinage of silver would now leave us on the silver standard, and 
for precisely the same reason. But the demonetization of silver any- 
where has not been the sole cause, nor even the principal cause of its 
depreciation in value. ; 

n 1861 the product of silver of the whole world had been for some 
years about $40,000,000 in value. The Comstock lode soon after vastly 
increased this amount, and the discovery of other silver mines in Colo- 
rado, Montana, and other places, vastly augmented the amount, so that 
the product of the world in 1888 was nearly quadrupled, or amounted 
to $155,000,000 at coinage rates of value. Of this the United States 
produced over one-third, or 45,780,000 ounces of fine silver of the coin- 
age value of $59,198,000, ‘The mines in Australia are growing more 
prosperous, and are expected to produce this year over 50 per cent. 
more than last year; in Mexico an increase is predicted, and, if the 
value of silver is here increased, no doubt there will be a large increase 
in the United States. ; 

The phenomenal increase in the supply of silver determines its fall 
in value just the same as it does with any other product, as with cop- 
per or any other metal; and the fact that it is one of the precious metals 
does not alter the case only so far as it is wisely and practically used 
as such. If there is an excess of it used as money, the value of the 
standard sinks together with the value of bullion as a commodity. 
Legislation against the depreciation of silver from its former value, 
which arises from placing nearly four times the ancient and usual 
amount on the market, is as bootless as the bull of the Pope against 
the comet. You may call 72 cents worth of silver a dollar, as you may 
call a calf’s tail a leg, as the boy told his father, but it will not make it 
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The United States Government has not in any instance ever changed 
the standard of money to the disadvantage of the debtor class. The 
changes have always been in the other direction, as the statutes abun- 
dantly show. To charge otherwise is a baseless and reckless calumny, 
by whomsover made. 

But if we now plunge into this vast experiment axle deep, as some 
of our excellent friends propose, and then get mired, or find that it is 
destructive tothe general welfare or disastrous to the largest interests of 
our people, there is no safe avenue left open to a retreat. Once on a 
silver basis all contracts would be made on that basis, 

No retreat or change could be made without augmenting the obliga- 
tions of the debtor class. No party that ever existed could afford to 
do that. The bold experiment of free coinage of silver without let or 
hinderance, if once started, must go on forever or until the silver mines 
ofthe world are exhausted, or until new rivers of Pactolian gold shall 
have been found in such abundance as to make gold a cheaper and 
lower standard of money than silver. However deep down the step 
now may be, thenext step must be to a lower deep. 

It has been already proposed that any Treasury notes or silver cer- 
tificates which may be issued by the Government, even though redeem- 
able in coin, shall also be made a legal tender. When paper was first 
made a legal tender, Secretary Chase said it was an absolute necessity 
to carrying on the war against the rebellion, After the war was over 
Chief-Justice Chase said,. that it was not such a necessity; and, like 
Brutus, sacrificed his own child because it threatened danger to the Re- 

ublic and declared the legal-tender act to be unconstitutional. Even 
arles Sumner, who voted for the original act as the extreme medi- 
cine of the Constitution, declared that it must not become its daily food. 
Jacob Collamer and William Pitt Fessenden, then an eminent member 
of the Senate, did not vote forit. But now in time of peace and of pre- 
eminent prosperity, as every orator will announce on the next Fourth of 
July, with no financial plague spot visible, but a large surplus of money 
in the Treasury, we are threatened with the extreme medicine of the 
Constitution as our daily food. 

I shall not even attempt, at any length, to argue this great and vital 
question. But even a layman must read the Constitution for hiniself, 
as he does the Bible, guided by his conscience as well as by his oath, 
to learn the whole truth; and the truth, as interpreted by our fathers, 
to me still seems worthy of our love and devotion. 

The Constitution declares that Congress shall have power ‘‘ to coin 
money, regulate the value thereof, and of foreign coins.“ It would 
be a monstrous perversion of the English language to claim that these 
words include anything but metallic money. There is also this other 
provision, that Co: shall have power to borrow money on the 
credit of the United States.“ 

To claim that in this grant of power there lay concealed for seventy- 
odd years the power not only to borrow money, but even to fabricate 
paper money and to declareit a legal tender on contracts past, present, 
and future, is equally, in my judgment, a monstrous perversion of plain 
English. If anything was needed to demonstrate this conclusion it is 
only necessary to refer to the fact that in che original draught of the Con- 
stitution the clause about borrowing money read as follows: ‘‘ To bor- 
row money and emit bills on the credit of the United States, and that 

the words and emit bills“ were unanimously stricken out by the 
convention with the concurrence of every State. The power was not 


granted, but was expressly withheld, and therefore can not be law- 
fully exercised. ; 

The papers of The Federalist furnish no hint that the power to coin 
money was a power to fabricate any else than metallic money. 
No statesman, jurist, or executive officer prior to the late war ever ad- 
vanced the theory that the Government of the United States was au- 
thorized to make anything but coin a legal tender. 

The Constitution declares that ‘‘no State shall coin money; emit 
bills of credit; make anything but gold and silver coin a tender in pay- 
ment of debts.” 

This prohibition upon States is fully recognized and obeyed, and it 
can not be supposed that the framers of the Constitution intended to 
prohibit the States from making anything but gold and silver coin a 


tender in payment of debt“ for the purpose of permitting the United 


States to leap into the business of making anything it might choose a 
legal tender, no matter what might be its intrinsic value; but the advo- 
cates of legal tender to-day hold otherwise and it seems to me to place 
their country in the position which may be illustrated by an incident 
told me by one of my neighbors. He said he had a little dog that 
when the cat was about to lick food from any porringer of the kitchen 
would make the fur fly from poor pussy and then immediately invite 
himself to the same repast. To the States paper legal tender was the 
forbidden fruit, and it can not be that our fathers intended to have the 
United States use it as their daily food. 

I will only add an extract from one of the speeches of Daniel Web- 
ster, and if there is any higher authority on constitutional questions 
I do not think the American people have yet recognized the fact: 

Most unquestionably there is no legal tender, and there can be no legal ten- 
der in this country, under the authority of this Government or any E but 
gold and silver, either the coinage of our own mints or foreign coins.at rates 


regulated by Congress. This is a constitutional principle, perfectly plain and of 
the highest importance. 


The States are expressly prohibited from making anything but gold and 
silver a legal tender in payment of debts, and although no such express prohi- 
bition is applied to Congress, yet, as Congress has no power to itin this 


respect but to coin money and to regulate the value of foreign coins, it clearly 
has no power to substitute paper or anything else for coin as a tender in pay- 
ment of debts and in discharge of contracts. Congress has exercised this power 
fully in both its branches; it has coined money, and still coins it; it has regu- 
lated the value of foreign coins, and atill regulates their value. 

The legal tender, therefore, the constitutional standard of value is estab- 
lished and can not be overthrown. ‘To overthrow it would shake the whole 
system. 

The new silver school of statesmen have no regard for statesmen who 
have been the glory of their country for the past century, and they are 
not content with paper redeemable in coin, but would make it a legal- 
tender; not content with the purchase of the entire product of Ameri- 
can silver, but it must all be coined whether necessary or not; and re- 
ject withscorn any conditions that would preserve equality in the con- 
tinuous use and circulation of both gold and silver or that would not 
at once give the supremacy tosilver alone. In empty talk, but not in 
any legislative enactment, they will concede that gold and silver are 
twin metals and that we can no more dispense with one of them than 
with the other, and yet they are prodigal of rancorous sneers and de- 
nunciations about gold, and would raise Cain“ to slay his golden 
twin brother and drive him out of the ater 

-Free coinage and a seventy-five-cent silver dollar may be a nice thing 
for railroad corporations which have many millions of outstanding 
bonds, as these would be scaled as remorselessly as any other contracts. 

But there are no trades or industries, large or small, that will not, 
as it appears to me,-be touched disastrously by the bold experiments 
now proposed with silver and paper l tender. The vehemence 
with which they are urged does not satisfy me of their safety or ex- 
pediency, and I can not persuade myself that they would promote the 
enduring prosperity and happiness of the largest number of the Ameri- 
can people, nor am I quite ready, as much as I personally respect and 
admire the great ability of the Senators who are pushing these new and 
untried theories upon us, to accept them in defiance of all the teach- 
ings of Jefferson, Hamilton, Madison, Marshall, Story, Benton, and 
Daniel Webster. It will be a sad day for our country when our high- 
est authorities on constitutional questions are no longer heeded or rev- 
erenced, 

r APPENDIX. 


Amount of gold and sitver coin and bullion; gold, silver, and currency certificates ; 
United States notes, and national and State bank-notes in the United States, and 
distribution thereof at the close of the fiscal years 1878 and 1889. 


From the report of the Secretary of the Treasury,] 


1 


June 30— 


1890. 
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Amount of gold and silver coin and bullion, ete,—Continued. 


| June 30— 


ee 


In national ban 


Total ———. . —— — 


In Treasury 
In national banks... 
In other banks and 


Silver dollars: 
In Treasury, including silver bulllon. 
In national banks. . . . r . J 3 a 
In other banks and in individual hands . . 


289, 489, 794.00 
6, 736, 730, 00 


— 25, 124, 672. 00 

In national banks. . . . neveee 4, 495, 681. 00 

In other banks and in individual ds. se 46, 981, 453. 00 

T. 

State-bank circulation.............. . 

Demand notes. . +» 56, 442. 00 

One and two year notes of 1863.. 62, 955. 00 

Compound-interest notes „ 750. 00 

Fractional currency. 50 6, 916, 690. 47 


National-bank notes: 
In Treasur x. 4, 158, 330.00 
In natio banks 27, 715, 587. 00 
_ In other banks an 179, 505, 046. 00 
6111717 Nore RNR ARIE 3 00 211, 878, 963. 00 

Legal-tender notes 

n —— 2 39. 050, 855. 00 47, 196, 825. 00 
In national banks. . 106, 351, 491. 00 97, 456, 832, 00 
In other banks and in individual hands. . 210,567, 654.00 202, 027, 359. 00 


Bo A Wey Rell pando ĩͤ SOAS ANR SEE 56,000, 000,00 | 346, 681, 016, 00 


Legai-tender certificates; 
In VERES vce pasine c 31,515, 000, 00 16, 955, 000. 00 
In Treasury 215, 000, 00 240, 000. 00 


31,730, 000. 00 17,195, 000. 00 


Total bullion and metallic and paper money.. 902,506, 387. 94 | 2,099, 968, 718. 47 
Total money exclusive of gold and silver and 
legal-tender oertifleates. .. . . .. . . . .. «| 831,316,387. 94 1. 666, 095, 420. 47 


a Bullion in the mints and New York assay office. 


Nore L.—The aggregate circulation should be reduced by the total amount of 
ld, silver, and legal-tender certificates to obtain the net circulation; as the 
‘ands which these certificates represent are also included in the aggregate. 
Nore 2.—The stock of gold and silver coin and bullion at the close of the fiscal 
years 1873 ahd 1889 was amount estimated by the Director of the Mint. 
Note 3.—The State-bank circulation includes only the notes of State banks 
converted into national banks. The amount of the outstanding notes of non- 
converted State banks is estimated at $148, 434, 


EULOGIES ON REPRESENTATIVES WILBER, NUTTING, AND COX. 


Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, referring to a communication from 
the House of Representatives on the subject of the death of my la- 
mented colleague, the late David Wilber, I beg to ask, with the assent 
of the Senate, that observations may be presented in his memory on 
the 12th of June, at4o’clock. That is a day which I have already an- 
nounced as for the occasions of this nature in of the memory of 
my late colleague, Mr. Cox, and my late colleague, Mr. Nutting, I 
en now to announce that the subject of commemoration of the 

Representative Cox shall be postponed, with the assent of the Sen- 
ate, until the 19th of June, as several Senators are desirous to address 
i Senate in that connection and will not be present on the 12th of 

une. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). On what 
day did the Chair understand the notice to be? - 

Mr. EVARTS. On the 12th of June, Thursday, the same day that 
I had announced for Mr. Nutting’s memory and Mr. Cox’s, but onthe 
3 of June observations will be made in commemoration of Mr. 

x. 

; MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill E R. 8152) making appropriations 
for thesupport of the Military Academy for fiscal year ending Faas 30, 1891 
and for other er having met, after full and free conference have 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 11 and 16. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 4, 7, and 9, and agree to the same. 


dment numbered 1: That the House recede from its 


Amen ent to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same 


an amend- 

ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$17,500;" and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 22: That the House recede from its ment to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 22, and agree to the same withan amend- 
ment asfollows: In lieu of the words stricken out by said amendment, insert 
the following: or rental upon the best terms that can be obtained, in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of War;” and the Senate Agre to the same. 

. B. ALLISON, 


Q. B, FARWELL, 


N Managers on the part of the Senate, 


H. J. SPOO. 
SAML P. SNIDER, 


S. M. ROBERTSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. CALL. I rise to a question of parier 

Mr. President, I have here a pamphlet, extracts from which have 
been printed in the public prints and which has been sent through the 
mails to every Senator, some of whom, as they have informed me, have 
read it and others consigned it to the waste basket where it properly be- 
longs. The pamphlet is entitled Review of Senator CALL’s Record, by 
W. D. Chipley. 

It charges upon me false swearing, the appropriation of other peo- 


the Senator from Florida would like to 
e to hear him on this side of the Chamber, 
but it is impossible. 


Mr. C I shall endeavor to speak louder. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will please be in order. 

Mr. CALL. This pamphlet contains charges upon me of every species 
of crime, false swearing, di transactions with a Norfolk bank 
involvingnumerous misstatements, duplicity concerning the Fort Brooke 


“reservation, the use of Senatorial knowledge fora land-grant treachery 


in the Indian war matter, boodle from Littlefield, disreputable lobby- 
ing, ignorance always, reflections upon every State Democratic adminis- 
tration, disrespect of decisions of the United States Supreme Court, 
bossism, the practice of misstating, the misuse of Senatorial position 
for personal ends, and also calls in question my efficiency. 

Mr. President, I think it is due to the Senate and to the people ofa 
State who send a Senator here that he should so conduct himself that, 
while he can not hush the voice of slander and malicious falsehood, he 
should be able to clear himself of any imputation which malice or in- 
terest may prompt to be made against him. I hold myself subject to 
that rule, and I think it due to the people who have so often honored 
me with their confidence that I should say that this phlet from 
the first sentence in it to the last word in itis a falsehood; that it does 
not contain one syllable or one word of truth; that even its commas 


and periods and semicolons and quotation-marks a falsehood. 
FVV ugh this book, of 
which I understand there are seven great boxes stored in one of the 


depots at Pensacola, Fla., to be scattered over the country, but I think 
it is a public interest that it should be known and understood, not 
only that a Senator is guiltless of such libels against him, but that 
the motives which prompt these attempts to influence the legislation of 
the country in matters of great importance upon which a Senator has 
taken a stand should be exhibited and exposed by showing the false- 
hood of the statements which have been made against him. 

This pamphlet, among other thi contains a statement that I 
have introduced four hundred and forty-seven bills, which with in- 
dustrious malice they have gathered from the public documents, and 
given the history of the bills here, with the mark of those which have 
been postponed indefinitely and those which have passed; and it her- 
alds forth to the country, and to the people of Florida, who are more 
particularly interested in it, the statement that of these four hundred 
and 3 bills in the eleven years of my public life here but fif- 
teen have 

That is a plausible statement, Mr. President. I have examined this 
list and I find that while the entry has been made “ postponed indefi- 
nitely’’ the provisions of two hundred and forty-five of these bills 
have become law either in part or altogether in other bills enacted 
containing the same idea and the same provision, while the impression 
is sought to be made that it is true that of this great number of bills 
in the eleven years but fifteen have received favorable consideration. 

It is a somewhat novel method to try the character of a Senator be- 
fore the country, or a public servant in either House of Congress, by 
the allegation that he has had passed so many bills or has not had 
passed so many, never considering that the great object of sending Sena- 
tors and Re tatives here is to form a consensus of public opinion 
upon the measures which shall be presented for consideration and a 
consensus of action and of thought which may develop, from one and 
another and from the whole body, something of importance to the pub- 
lic legislation of the country, not that the particular bill introduced 
shall become a law. 

But the falsehood of this record is further to be exhibited in the fact— 
and I speak in order that the people of my State and everywhere 
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else may appreciate an effort to misrepresent the record of Senators by 
a mere extract from the history of the bills which have been introduced 
into this body—that these bills are in great part amendments to Wie 
priation bills for rivers and harbors, intended to bring to the notice of the 
committees of this body the object of importance for which the people 
desired an appropriation, which passed into the general appropriation 
bill. So, also, amendments to the light-house system of the country and 
to the life-saving system of the country, A very large proportion of 
these bills, of which I have a table here and which I will ask to be 
printed for the Senate, are bills which are intended to bring to the 
notice of the committees for some general appropriation bill that partic- 
ular object. 

I therefore, Mr. President, speaking to my own people desire to say 
that this table, as every other particle of this pamphlet, is an absolute 
falsehood, and that it contains no particle of truth in it. 

Now, I will ask, if there be no objection, to print a table showing 
trom the history of the bills and legislation passed here the number of 
bills which have been passed as originally introduced by each Senator. 
So far from the record as to myself being found to be true it will be 
found that with respect to all Senators here the number of bills is com- 
paratively limited, and that my own record in that respect bears a fair 
comparison with that of others. 

The distinguished Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], whosits near 
to me, has the honor of having been the first proposer of the legislation 
— which has now become a law in the shape of the interstate-commerce 
bill, and yet this bill never became a law and the interstate-commerce 
law is not the bill which the honorable Senator formerly introduced, 
although the law is his idea, and, if any one, heis, perhaps, entitled to 
more credit for the suggestion of that system of legislation than any 
other Senator. Yet the bill is not the bill that he reported, but it is 
the idea which he has urged for years. The judgment can not be made 
of Senators upon such a basis that interested malice may examine into 
their record and say there are but fifteen or ten or twenty or thirty 
bills passed. - 

It is the ignorance, Mr. President, of this species of criticism from 
men who have not been accustomed to public life or to public duties 
or to legislative duties, but who have been engaged in the subordinate 
duties of railway transportation and traffic or some other employment 
which unfits them to be the judge of public men, that prompts these 
criticisms, 

Another statement which I desire here in my place to pronounce to 
be false is an extract from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD contained in 
two parallel columns referring to the position which I have taken upon 
the subject of the swamp and overflowed lands in the State of Florida 
and the misappropriation of those lands, and asking for legislation on 
the part of Congress in the shape of two resolutions, one of them sub- 
mitted on the 31st of March, 1888, found in the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
ORD of 1888, Fiftieth Congress, page 2543, asking for the appointment 
of a special committee of five Senators to consider and report to the 
Senate whether it is essential or advisable for the protection of actual 
settlers on the public land of the United States in the State of Florida, 
which has been heretofore patented or certified to others than actual 
settlers improvidently or without authority, that suit shall be brought 
by the United States to cancel such patents, and instructing the com- 
mittee to so report. 

Another resolution is given and the remarks I made upon the reso- 
lution, stating that some two weeks ago I had addressed the Senate upon 
a resolution instructing the Committee on Public Lands to report a bill 
for the cancellation of such patents. Then again an extract is given 
from my speech in the Senate on the 14th of January, 1890, as follows: 


Nobody asked for any proceedings to set aside and cancel any patents. These 
people asked an investigation of four or five million acres of land which 
were unpatented, but had been selected. 

e 0 * * * s * 


So far as the unpatented selections, which are all that are in controversy here, 

are concerned, the United States has absolute power and control. I in- 
sist that the 16,000 acres of pune lands in the State of Florida, bought from 
Spain with the money of the people, is enough to satisfy the State and her 
people, enough to sat every public interest, and that as to the remaining 
public lands unpatented and unapproved, it is the duty of Congress to protect 
the people in their rights under the law. 


It is sought from this to make it appear to the people of Florida that 
I have abandoned the ground which I have taken here, that every pat- 
ent which has been issued against the right of an actual settler to some 
other person improvidently and unlawfully ought to be canceled. I 
have not abandoned that position anywhere. I insist thatit ought to 
be done; that wherever a man has been a settler upon the public lands 
of the United States and a patent has been improyidently issued and 
unlawfully issued to another person, it is his right to have it canceled, 
and that Congress should take such action as is necessary to that end. 
So, Mr. President, in every part and parcel and every syllable of this 
libel a falsehood is contained. There is no part of my public life, no 
pee my private life, nor of any transaction in which I have ever 
engaged, which I can not easily defend and vindicate to the satis- 
faction of every one. 
The truth is, Mr. President, that this pamphlet is intended to pro- 
tect a vast appropriation of the public lands of the State of Florida by 


individuals, and it is a conspiracy against legislation in behalf of the 
people. It has no polities in it, either Democratic or Republican, cas 
it is a conspiracy by corrupt methods to prevent such action on the par 
of the Congress of the United States by traducing me among the peoplé 
of the State and by producing an impression upon the Senate here de- 
rogatory to me and my character to prevent such action as is necessary 
for the protection of the people of the country. 

Why, Mr. President, here isa domain greater than many States, that 
has been appropriated under misconstruction of the laws by the execu- 
tive department of the Government and to the private use and 
fortune of a few individuals. I speak not now of the land which the 
State might lawfully claim under the confirmatory act of 1857 and which 
has been patented to her, whether rightfully or wrongfully, under the 
terms of the act of 1850, but I speak of that vast amount of land 
which remains unpatented, and ofall those cases where patents covering 
the homes of the people have been improvidently and unlawfully issued. 
Under this old railroad grant of the 17th of May, 1856, and under the 
swamp-land selections unapproved, a vast quantity of land, being an 
interest of hundreds and thousands and millions of dollars to a few 
individuals, is involved in the action which I have taken, and that is 
the meaning of this pamphlet. 

Mr. President, it is not my design to detain the Senate here by an 
investigation of each one of these charges against me. It is my pur- 
pose to ask of the Senate that I may be allowed to print as a part or 
these remarks for my own vindication such parts of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD as are necessary and proper, in my judgment, to exhibit the 
falsehood of these charges, and the letters which I have here relating 
to them, and the statements which are proper for my vindication 
against the charges of this pamphlet. If there beno objection, I willask 
to be allowed, without detaining the Senate, to print as a part of my 
remarks these several statements and the letters and the portions ot 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD which relate to them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator from Florida to print the ex- 
tracts referred to? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, my pu has been attained when I 
have brought this infamous libel to the notice of the Senate, and when 
I have made my public declaration here that there is not, from the sen- 
tence with which it begins to that with which it concludes, one single 
word of truth in any part or parcel of it, that it is a libel and a false- 
hood from the beginning with reference both to my private transactions 
and to my public action here. With this remark, Mr. President, I 
will insert in the RECORD the statements and the extracts which will 
be sufficient for my own vindication in an appendix to these remarks, 
which I shall have carefully prepared. z 

In the mean time, as an exhibition of the calumnies of this paper, I 
print the following statement: 

Senator BUTLER, 33 bills; 1 became law. 

Senator CALL, 88; 6 became law. 

Chace, 17; none became law. 

CHANDLER, 59; 3 became law. 

COCKRELL, 119; 13 became law. 

CoKE, 34; 6 became law. 

CULLOM, 134; 18 became law. 

DANIEL, 69; 8 became law. 

Davis, 97; 23 became law. 

BLACKBURN, 41; 8 became law. 

Brown, 9; 1 became law. 

BERRY, 31; 1 became law. ? 

Many of these bills of Northern Senators were pension bills. 

I have made this statement to show the entire absence of truth in the 
charges of this pamphlet. 

The people of Florida have already vindicated me by the manner in 
which they have received this miserable and audacious libel. 

The people of Fort Myers passed resolutions at the meeting when it 
was first made public, pledging me their continued support and confi- 
dence. To them and to the people of Florida I make acknowledgment 
of my gratitude for the expressions of confidence and support which 
they have sent me from all parts of the State. I am proud of them, 
of their intelligence, their virtue, their sense of justice and right. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I now ask leave to call up the conference report 

ting the Army Bue riation bill, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Iowa asks the Senate to consider at this time a conference 
report. The Chief Clerk will state the bill on which the conference 
report is made. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 7619) making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and 
for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The conference report has been read 
at length, having previously been before the Senate for consideration, 
It is betore the Senate at time, if there is no objection. Is it de- 
sired that the report shall be again read? If not, the question is on 
concurring in the report. 
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Mr. BLAIR. I should like to make an inquiry with reference to the 

matter of the Army canteens, which was discussed, I think, a little the 

other day and then the matter went over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is the conference report upon 

which that discussion arose. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like that part of the report which 

army canteens to be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will reaqſthe portion 

of the conference report which is called for by the 

Hampshire. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


of said amendment the following: “In aay State or Territory in which the sale 
of alcoholic liquors, beer, or wine is prohi 
to the same. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I do not know that our conferees can 

accomplish any more than they have done in effectuating the will of 
the Senate. As I understand the modification of the Senate amend- 
ment which has been agreed upon in conference, it is to the effect that 
wherever the troops are stationed in what we would calla prohibitory 
State, in such State the Senate amendment shall be the law; that is, 
there shall be no army canteen there; and that in other States and Ter- 
ritories where troops may be stationed the law shall remain as it has 
been hitherto; that is to say, the army canteen arrangement as a part 
of the army discipline shall be enforced. È 
I would ask the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations if I 
am right in my apprehension of the effect of the agreement in confer- 
ence, that the existing Army canteen is abolished and prohibition is 
in effect the regulation of the Army—the prohibition of the canteen at 
least—in all States where prohibition is the law with reference to in- 
toxicating liquors, and that in other States and in the Territories the 
law with reference to the establishment and 1 of the canteen 
as it has been hitherto continues the law with regarcho the Army. I 
should like to understand just how the conference report does leave 
the army discipline. 
Mr. ALLISON. As I understand the situation, there is now no law 
upon the subject. The Secretary of War, in this respect, as in all 
others, governs the Army by rules and regulations; there is no law 
upon the subject. 

As I understand the practice, until within a year or two, there has 
been at every camp and garrison what has been known as a sutler, who 
has been privileged to sell, under such regulations as the commandant 
made from time to time, whatever he was authorized to sell, which in- 
cluded as a rule, I think, light wine and beer. As I understand now, 
within a year or two there has been an effort made in the Army to 
break up what is known as the sutler’s store and substitute for it an 
arrangement aming the soldiers themselves whereby they are to re- 
ceive the profits, whatever they are, upon the things that are usually 
kept in a sutler’s store; and that process is going on. I think there 
are still sutler’s stores, and there are canteens, so called, which consti- 
tute a substitute for them, 

These canteens, I suppose, will go on whether the amendment in the 
report be adopted in that form or whether it be rejected. Of course 
if this provision is adopted then at canteens in a State where the laws 
of the State prohibit the sale of intoxicants beer and wine can not be 
sold, while in those States which have a license law there is no pro- 
hibitory statute upon that subject, and if this provision shall prevail 
it will be then left, as now, to the Secretary of War and his subordi- 
nates to make such regulations as they may choose. 
Mr. BLAIR. That is, in the other States. 
Mr. ALLISON. In the other States. Of course this is an inhibi- 
tion upon the Army as respects prohibition States. 
Now. will say, while I am up, that I understand the Secretary of 
War to claim that the reform which has been instituted recently re- 
specting the substitution of the canteen for the sutler’s store is well re- 
ceived in the Army, and that great p is being made; and I will 
say for the information -of the Senate that the House conferees pre- 
sented to the committee numerous letters from various military posts, 
written by chaplains and others, stating that the present arrangements 
under the orders of the Secretary of War were in the interest of the 
good government of the Army, in the interest of morality and religion, 
and various other things. 
Mr. FARWELL. And temperance. 
Mr. ALLISON. And temperance, as compared with the order of 
things which existed a few years ago. Therefore it was that your con- 
ferees yielded to the House of Representatives upon this point. 
15 do not care to debate the question. All I desire is that we shall 
ve a vote and have this report voted up or down. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask a question of the Senator from Iowa. 
It is this: If I am not mistaken in the reading of this provision about 
which the controversy has arisen, it applies only to the enlisted men, 
and not to officers. Is that the fact? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is true. 


Mr. GEORGE. Well, Mr. President, I should like to know if there 
isa good reason why this distinction is made between the enlisted men 
and the officers of the Army; I understand the object of this restriction 
is to promote temperance and sobriety in the Army. Ihave not learned 
so far that it is of less importance to have temperance and sobriety 
among the officers than it is among the men. If I can not hear a 
reason why the distinction is made as to this particular subject be- 
tween the officers and the men, I shall feel that I ought to vote in such 
a way as to prevent the placing on the statutes of 8 for 
which no good reason is given and which I as at present advised regard 
as unjust and unfair. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I suggest to the Senator from Mississippi that so- 
briety is of more importance among the officers than among the men. 

Mr. GEORGE. I had a suspicion of that sort myself, and therefore 
I wasthe more anxious to learn from the Senator from Iowa or from 
any other Senator who advocates this provision why it is that an at- 
tempt is made to enforce what might be called prohibition as against 
the enlisted men whilst, if I may use the expression, free whisky is 
allowed to the officers. > 

Mr. BLAIR, Mr. President, I do not know whether these questions 
are not addressed to me, but I am a little afraid the chairman of the 
committee will not answer them. I will give way if he will. 

Mr. ALLISON, I did not understand that the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi addressed any inquiry to me. 

Mr. GEORGE. I did. f 

Mr. ALLISON. As respects what—the amendment? 

Mr. GEORGE. Asto thereason why prohibition was enforced against 
the enlisted men and free whisky allowed to the officers ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Mississippi that the 
amendment which has given rise to this controversy was not put in by 
the Committee on Appropriations; it was put in on the floor of theSen- 
ate, and the Senator from Mississippi voted for it I think. I should 
like to know why he made that discrimination. I ask him. 

Mr. GEORGE. If I were guilty of doing anything of that sort it 
was unconsciously. I do not think I voted for a proposition to make 
a distinction between the officers and enlisted men upon the subject of 
temperance and sobriety. I know there have to be distinctions between 
men and officers, distinctions in rank, ete.; but I have not learned up 
to this moment, and I am very anxious to learn, if there bea reason for 
it, why there should be a distinction upon the question of sobriety. I 
do not believe, as was suggested by the Senator from Louisiana, thatit 
is a great deal more important to have sober officers than to have sober 
men. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the conference committee made no 
distinction. They found in the bill this distinction, whatever it is; I 
do not express an opinion respecting it now; and they did not wish to 
change the judgment of the Senate in that regard, and I do not sup- 
pose we ought to have done so. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr, President, I would suggest with reference to the 
conundrum of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], which it 
seems he has to solve for himself, that although supporting the orig- 
inal amendment, which if it was not an amendment of the committee 
certainly came here upon motion of a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations, there is nothing in this proposed amendment, as far as 
I understand it, which makes a distinction in favor of officers or against 
officers, or in favor of the men as against the officers or otherwise. It 
merely provides that this institution, known as the army canteen, 
which is a liquor saloon kept by the United States, with its officers 
acting as bar-tenders, shall be abolished. That is the amendment 
adopted by the Senate. 

It institutes no privileged drunkenness on the part of either officers 
or men, but simply abolishes a saloon kept by the United States of 
America with capital furnished by the wages due to the soldiers and 
in a way to encourage soldiers to drink up their compensation or their 
wages instead of saving their money, as they otherwise might, perhaps, 
for more useful purposes. 

The Senate amendment abolished that. It went into conference, and 
in conference an agreement has been arrived at that this canteen shall be 
abolished in States where prohibition prevails if there are any troops 
there, and that in all other portions of the country, in other States and 
other Territories, the canteen shall continue. That is tosay, the United 
States shall keep a saloon, shall manage the funds of its soldiers com- 
ing to them as their wages, commutation of rations, and so on, in such 
a way that the soldiers shall use as much as they please in patronizing 
their own saloon and the officers shall do the business. 

The Articlesof War prohibiting drunkenness are very stringent in that 
regard, and my recollection of them is that there is no better prohibit- 
ory law on earth than the Articlesof War. But, notwithstanding that, 
the highest condition which should be insisted upon being the disci- 
pline of the Army, the army canteen has come to be an institution, 
and the chaplains, and the officers, and the Secretary of War, and the 
House Military Committee, and the conference committee of the two 
Houses of Congress think on the whole that it is an estimable or ex- 
cellent institution, and it ought to be sustained in the interest of re- 
ligion and morality! And so we are coming now—the Senator from 
Iowa says there is no statutory law existing upon the subject—but now 
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we come to recognize by law, if we adopt this report, the army can- 
teen everywhere except in prohibitory States. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, no. 

Mr. BLAIR. By implication would it not be so? 

Mr. ALLISON. By implication of our original amendment? 

Mr. BLAIR. Our original amendment abolished them. 

Mr. ALLISON. The canteen has nothing to do with the sale of 
liquor. ; 

r. BLAIR. That feature of it, the saloon feature, we propose to 
abolish by law in the original amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the original amendment we simply said that at 
these canteens liquor. should not be sold. 

Mr. BLAIR. But now the conference committee’s report abolishes 
the liquor clement of the canteen in the prohibitory States, thereby 
by implication recognizing its existence everywhere else. That is the 
precise position in which we shall be left if we adopt the invention of 
the conference committee. Now, for the highest good of the Army, 
the army regulations require sobriety on the part of officers as well as 
of men, and punish drunkenness very severely on the part of either. 
The army canteen is a sutler’s arrangement plus or with the element 
of the saloon, which is to be recognized by implication as legitimately 
existing as a portion of the army discipline everywhere except in pro- 
hibitory States. ‘The army regulations and army organization are so 
far modified in this particular that you can not keep a drinking saloon 
with the funds of the company and under the management of the offi- 
cers of the United States Army in the prohibitory States. These army 
officers can not keep liquor saloons for the soldiers. Of course this 
amounts to nothing unless there happen to be troops stationed in those 
States. Now, if we adopt the report of the conference committee, it 
leaves us by express law and by implication in the condition I have 
tried to indicate. 

The Senator from Mississippi inquires why we should prohibit in- 
temperance among the men and recognize the right to be drunk among 
the officers. I do not see anything which bears upon any distinction 
at all. I do not think there is any; and if there were any I do not see 
a good reason why we should fail affirmatively to provide for temper- 
ance among the rank and file of the Army evenif we neglect the whole 
of our duty by applying discipline to the officers as well as the men; 
because wedo what is our duty todo with reference to discipline 
amongst the rank and file. Our having done that and failing to per- 
form our whole duty is no reason why we should reverse our correct 
action in reference to the rank and file. We ought to go further and 
make regulations which would secure sobriety among the officers. But 
the fact that we fail to do that does not excuse us from making such 


regulations with reference to private soldiers as are right and proper. 


It seems to me that the Senator ought to adhere to the good action he 
has taken, instead of backing out of the whole. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me one moment? 

Mr. BLAIR, Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator’s argument just a moment ago was 
that because we do not prohibit this in certain States therefore we im- 
pliedly recognize it. Now applying that argument of his to the ques- 
tion of the Senator from Misssisippi, by not prohibiting the sale to the 
officers we recognize their right to get drunk, according to the argument 
of the Senator from New Hampshire a moment ago. 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, no; that does not follow at all. We do not license 
men to commit a crime simply because we prohibit somebody else from 
doing it. 

But, Mr. President, I do not know what there may be in the way of 
testimonials from chaplains, etc., of which we have heard, but I have 
received a few letters from private soldiers on this matter and some since 
the discussion the other day. A soldier writes to me a very intelligent 
letter, evidently one based on observation, in which he says ‘‘strictly 
confidential. I suppose he does not want to get into a guard-house 
because of his name being used in connection with this information, 
and whilst therefore I think it wise to withhold his name, and with- 
hold the post from which he writes, I regard the information he con- 
veys important to be laid before the Senate. His letter is under the 
date of May 22, 1890, addressed to me: 

May 22, 1890, 


Sin: Excuse me for poeg the liberty of addressing you, but the subject I 
wish to say a few words on is ont of such great importance to me, and I think 
should be to every one of this grand country and under this grandest of all 
Governments of ours, the subject that has renny been before and has been 
acted upon by the Senate of United States, the bill to abolish all intoxicating 
liquors from the Army or post-canteens of the United States Army. I think it 
is one of the grandest amendments to the bill that has been by our last 
2 and will be the best thing that has ever been done for the soldiers of 
e Army. 


He goes on to say: 
Your speech on the subject, which came out in the Army and Navy Register 


of the 17th instant, which I have just finished — . — bes the truth as regards 
the canteen, and what it is, and how it is being or has mrunning, Nothing 


but a regular saloon, w y also keep for sale pies, fruits, and such like, 
eto. The canteen without liquors of any kind would be all right, and is needed 
rofit (or of it) goes to improve the 


and a good thing for the sold wr (he the 
mess hall, rovement and increasing of which is very much needed, and 
the neglect of which causes more desertions, I think, than all other things com- 


bined, and I have the word of a great many soldiers to back what I say, for un- 


doubtedly, and without question, there is not enough good, wholesome food at 
& great many posts to keep the soldiers contented, especially those born in this 


country, 
But now returning to the subject of intoxicants for sale in the army canteen, 


ibi 

Ihave had some observation. ja Columbus, Ohio, where liquors such as beer 
and what they call mild drinks were sold, I saw a great deal more drunkenness 
than at Fort , where there is not nor has been any intoxicants allowed to 
be rae poe pe this is called by Zastern people the immoral wild West. Why 
isthis? Just simply because intoxicants were not allowed to be sold in the can- 
teens; and that is not all, the food here in the dining-room is a great deal better 
and a greater variety, and co uently all the boys like it here much better 
than we didat Columbus, Ohio. Thanks to whoeveror whatever is the cause of 
it, While it is true some of the soldiers here go to town and spend some mo: 

for intoxicants and sometimes get too much, yet they are afraid to get drun 
in town for fear they will not be able to get back to the barracks and will then 
be confined in jail up town or will miss calls and duty at the barracks and be 
confined there. An n, as soon as their money is spent they can not get 
intoxicants up town, whereas if itis allowed to be sold in the canteens they can 
get it on credit, and in that way hardly ever have any money due them on pay- 


I think this ought to be observed, if they can obtain their liquors in 
the canteen on credit, and in that way hardly ever have any money 
due them on pay-day.“ 

So when there is no liquor sold in the canteens the 
they are prohibited from bringing it inside thé 
stride towards temperance reform and sobriety, and they spend their money 
for eatables and the mess hall gets as much or more money and makes no 
drunkards, There is more drunkennessin the Army than any place I eversaw, 
and it is the cause of nearly all trouble. ` ` 

I have one other short letter here which I will read and then I shall 
leave this subject. It is addressed to myself. 


SENATOR BLAIR : The canteen is personally superintended by an officer de- 
tailed for that purpose. The bar-tenders are enlisted men in the uniform of 
the Government, The prices charged for liquors are the same as retailers 
charge who are outside of the reservation, The men are given credit for what 
they drink and the Government collects from the debtors on pxy-day. The 
profits are accredited to what is known as the“ company savings. This 
“com 7 savings“ is the commutation in cash of the unconsumed portion of 
the official ration. It is used to purchase v les and other necessities that 
can only be gotten ly. It is Government money, however, for the 

rehase of rations. The revenue derived from the canteen becomes pest of it, 

e Government has consequently gone into the liquor business and is using 
the profits of the trade to support its Army. 

The Constitution says the power to raise revenue is vested solely in Congress. 
The officers of the Army are bitterly opposed to this hobby of the War Depart- 
ment, and all the power of that office has been n to force it into opera- 
tion. The testimorials are not many when it is considered how mach pressure 
was used to bring them out. This is a serious matter and should be looked into 
by the legistators. During General Sheridan’s time it was never brought up 
for the reason that he ridiculed it mercilessly. 

I do not know whether this man will get into trouble by giving his 
name or not. It seems to be from a responsible man, a resident of this 
city, and he gives his address, 

Mr. President, I know how useless it is to expect anything to be 
done in the way of reversing a conference report. I do not know that 
it would be of any use to ask our committee to insist upon the Senate 
amendments. If the Senator who is on the Appropriations Commit- 
tee and who offered the original amendment was disposed to ask a vote 
of the Senate to the effect that we insist on our amendment, I think 
the Senate would be inclined to support that Senator in d itin the 
hope that something might come out of this that would relieve the 
Government from the responsibility of being engaged in the liquor 
business for itself and of incorporating this double-headed arrangement 
into the discipline of the Army, which gives us perhaps prohibition in 
a few States and leaves the way open for the indiscriminate putting of 
the bottle to the mouth of our soldiery, at the hands of the Govern- 
ment itself, everywhere except in the prohibitory States. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, every Senator who has had experience 
upon conference committees knows that it is difficult for the represent- 
atives of either House of Congress to have their way entirely. A con- 
ference commitfee is the scene of concession upon either side, and at 
last the best result that can be obtained in theclash between the two bod- 
ies is presumed to be brought ont by the report of the entire commit- 
tee; and, as the Senator from New Hampshire has said, such reports 
carry great weightin both bodies. Ithas not been in my observation in 
more than twenty years’ service that a conference report has more than 
two or three times been rejected by either body. And yet, in this mat- 
ter, Mr. President, I regret very deeply that the Senate conference has 
been obliged to give way to the other House, The concession appar- 
ently made by the House does not in any way reach the principle of 
the amendment that was adopted by so large a majority of the Senate, 
an amendment which I offered to the Army ap on bill. 

The House of Representatives had committed itself to a policy that 
for the first time engaged the United States through its recognized of- 
ficers in the traſſie in intoxicating liquors and in the sale of these liquors 
to the enlisted men of the Army. That had never been done before. 
That was to some Senators and to the public a startling proposition, 
that at this time the supplying of liquors, wine and beer to the sol- 
diers of the Army should be taken from the trader, who is outside of 
the Army, outside of governmental control, outside of governmental 
influences, and should be brought into the Army, and a proper officer, 
commissioned or non-commissioned, should be made the t of the 
Government in dealing out these drinks to the soldier. t was a 
backward step. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator will allow me, I want to ask him a 
question simply. Is it a fact that the United States Government is 


it as often, as 
say it is along 


can’t 
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engaged in retailing intoxicating liquors to the enlisted men of the 
Army? 


y? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. Under this proposition of the House 
of Representatives the canteen system would be made to include the 
furnishing of beers and wines by the Government, purchased by \the 
Government, kept for sale in governmental buildings, sold in small 
quantities for daily and hourly use to the soldiers by representatives 
of the Government, 

Mr. BUTLER. Will my friend allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood him to say that this innovation had 
startled a great many people in this country, this proposed sale of liquors 
to the soldiers. I would like to ask the Senator if it does not come 
within his knowledge and within his memory that the United States 
issued whisky to soldiers as a ration as regularly as they issued coffee 
and all other articles of food to the soldiers? i 

Mr. HALE. The movement is all the more reactionary, because what 
was called the grog ration to the Navy of the United States was long 
ago abolished. 

Mr. BUTLER. It prevailed in the Army at one time. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, but not lately; it has been generally renounced. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to have the Senator from Maine 
inform us just at this time on one point. As I have understood, this 
matter of the canteen, so callod, is a voluntary association of the sol- 
diers themselves, who put in a certain fund, and with that fund the 
supplies are purchased and then redistributed at retail, and the fund 
thus renewed again issues, and soon. I am not aware that there is 
any appropriation made in this bill which can be used for such pur- 
chases. 


Mr. BUTLER. Nota dollar. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senators are both incorrect in this, that the Gov- 
ernment does, as explained in one of the letters I read, by a com nuta- 
tion as itis called of certain rations, by the money that is obtained from 
them, purchase liquors, and those liquors are sold to the soldiers under 
its management. It is the investment of the company fund in intoxi- 
eating liquors, and they are sold to any extent the soldiers choose to 
purchase, and, as he shows, the soldiers receive credit and oftentimes 
expend the full amount of their wages for liquors, so that when pay- 
day comes there is nothing of their regular pay of $13 2 month to be 
paid to them, and all on account of drink. 

Mr. HALE. Thatisthe methodof securingthisfund. That isthe 
way these liquors are furnished to the soldiers. It is most objection- 
able. 


Mr. ALLISON. Am I to understand the Senator as saying that the | post- 


Government does it? 

Mr. HALE. The Government does it. I am coming to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. And that the Government has no control ? 

Mr. HALE. The part of the Government that first contributes to 
doing that is Congress. By passing this legislation itsets up this ma- 
chinery. It holds a moral influence over the soldier—I say a moral in- 
~ fluence, not a physical influence—a moral influence in the wrong di- 
rection to induce the soldier to contribute from his pay to this fund 
which goes to the purchase of these drinks, a fund in the hands of the 
Government at their posts, in their buildings, doled out by their officers 
back to the soldier. 

That is the most offensive form it takes. It is worse in its effect 
upon the Army itself than if the Government appropriated in terms. 
It surrounds the soldier with these influences. It says to him every 
time that he comes up and calls for a drink and spends his money for 
it, The Governmentis doing this for you; it is furnishing you a place 
for it; it takes the fund and cares for it for you.” It throws about 
him that influence, and, Mr. President, notwithstanding the testimo- 
nials which have been arrayed before the cominittee by the Secretary of 
War, by chaplains, and by officers, the Army is by no means a unit 
upon this subject. Thoughtful men in the Army see the mischief that 

1 come to that organization if here and now the Government takes 
upon itself the obnoxious work of selling and dealing out liquors to 
the soldiers. 

I have a letter from a captain in the Army who speaks of what he 
knows, and among other things this is what he says: 

If we must have beer and wine (and it is generally believed that we must) 


there are some who think it would be far better to relegate the buying and sell- 
ing ba! eee to civilian post-traders, ‘‘for the appearance of the thing,” 

It aay be “a sentiment,” but nevertheless it is somewhat novel to witness 
the inauguration of a “reform ” which practically makes a bar-keeper of a 
soldier who is fed, clothed, and paid by the Government. 

That is true, and that new feature of the Government ap ing as 
vending liquors and selling them through one of its employés and offi- 
cers, commissioned or non-commissioned, is offensive. If this provision 
goes through now and becomes a part of the law, and the Department, 
as it undoubtedly will, carries it into practice, it will grow in offense 
from year to year. I venture to predict it will last but a little while. 
The Government will go out of this business, if it embarks in it now, 
upon a crusade that is gotten up by a few officers in the Army and not 
by the Army itself. It can not maintain it long in the face of public 
opinion and in the face of what will be the result to the Army itself. 


An intelligent officer, writing to the Army and Navy Journal, speaks of 
it in this way: 

Canteens were ordered to replace the trader's store for the purpose of mit- 
igating the suffering and elevating the poor, down-trodden private soldier, to 
promote temperance, improve discipline, and correct all the radical evils of the 
service, which they seem to lay at the post-trader’s door, 

Then he asks some pertinent questions: 

Will it do any or all of these at this post or at posts so situated? Does 1 
mote temperance to give a soldier double rations of grog for his money? 
the r that he is getting intoxicants — te this p: for him 
by his superior officers make hiin more self-respecting and patriotic? Does it 
improve discipline for non-commissioned officers to stand behind the bar and 
sell and pour out liquors for privates of the garrison, and encou the men to 
spend all their money for canteen supplies to benefit the canteen fund? 

These questions are born of experience and observation, and they are 
in point. 

Mr. PLUMB. Are there not some other questions there? I can 
not perceive that so intelligent a person should stop in the middle of 
such inguiries, I thought there might be something there as to the 
harm it might do the interests of post-traders. I wish the Senator 
would go on and give the other inquiries if they are there. 

Mr. HALE. *I believe there are some more. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is what I wanted to know. That officer who 
has made these very pertinent inquiries must indicate something in 
regard to the benefits to be derived to the soldier by spending his money 
at the post-trader’s store, not for beer alone, but for beer, whisky, and 
everything he wishes to buy. N 

Mr. HALE. The inquiry that this officer makes in the question I 
have read raises the whole point whether it is better for the service 
that this business should be done by the post- trader or by the Army; in 
the inquiry he suggests whether it will raise the character of the soldier, 
whether it will increase his self-respect if the Government does this for 
him; if he says, when he goes for his drink, the Government is supply- 
ing this for me rather than the post-trader.’’ It is all involved in the 
question. The antagonism of the other side suggested by the Senator 
is all involved in this question. 

Mr. PLUMB, It is assumed, therefore, that it should be left to the 
post-trader. 

Mr. HALE. It is assumed by this question that instead of elevat- 
ing it leads the soldier to drink more and call for it oftener if the Gov- 
ernment furnishes the place, furnishes the man to deal with it, and 
furnishes the funds by which it is bought. There can be no doubt 
about that. 

Mr. BUTLER Does not the Government furnish a house for the 
trader 

Mr. HALE. I do not know as to the physical fact. I know the 
post-trader’s establishment is not a part of the Government jurisdic- 
tion. : 

Mr. BUTLER. The post-trader is under the supervision of the com- 
manding officer of the post. 

Mr. HALE. The post-trader is not an army employé. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand he has no appointment, 

Mr. PLUMB. He is an army appointee, subject to the Rules and 
Articles of War and under the Secretary of War. 

Mr. BUTLER. The post-trader does not sell any single article toa 
soldier that has not been passed upon by the officer in command at the 
post where he sells. 

Mr. HALE. Thatall may be. The post-trader’s business is regu- 
lated so far as it can be by army orders and by legislation, butthe post- 
trader is not a part of the Army. He sets up his establishment as a pri- 
vate citizen, and he does not carry with him the influence, he does not 
affect the mind of the soldier in what he does. In fact, there is apt to 
be a prejudice against the post-trader. He is always looked upon to 
a degree as the enemy of the soldier. He is very frequently a sharper. 
He has no influence over the soldier; he has no moral force with the 
soldier to pull him down or build him up; but when this business is 
taken from him and given to a comrade or given to a superior officer 
and he deals ont the liquor it is another thing with the soldier, and 
instead of his drinking less he will drink more. 

Without taking up any more time of the Senate, and without finding 
any fault with the conferees, because they have done the best they 
could, I regret that the Senate conferees have felt obliged to abandon 
the Senate amendment, and I can not, for one, vote for the report on 
that account. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator from 
Iowa a question. The Constitution provides that 

The Congress shall have power * to make rules for the government 
and regulation of the land and naval forces. 

Considering the fact that up to this time rules for the government of 
the Army have been uniform without any exception whatever, I ask 
the Senator whether he conceives it is conducive to the discipline of the 
Army that those rules should cease to be uniform. In other words, I 
ask whether there should be a rule of prohibition and a rule of non- 
prohibition applicable to the same Army and the same troops; whether, 
if this amendment be based upon a question of morality and discipline, 
there is such a thing as morality and discipline being divisible. 

Mr. President, of course Iam aware of the overpowering influence 
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the State of Iowa has had in this body within the last few days, but 

I would like to ascertain from the Senator whether this be another at- 
tempt to thrust down onr throats, not as regards the people of Iowa, 
but as regards the Army of the United States and its government and 
regulation, that same prohibition idea of Iowa. It strikes me that 
with regard to the Army of the United States it is very vicious legis- 
lation. We were beaten the other day on the prohibition question as 
regards the police power of the State of lowa; but what justice is there 
in applying that prohibition idea to the Army of the United States, 
unless you apply it uniformly? Troops may be ordered to lowa—they 
do not go there voluntarily—to subject themselves to the State laws 
and State police of the State of Iowa. They go there because they are 
ordered to go there by their superior officers. 

You propose to tell those troops that they shall practice total ab- 
stinence, whereas you say to another regiment, ordered to a neighbor- 
ing §tate, that that regiment shall have the right to drink wines, 
whisky, and other liquors freely. 

It strikes me that that would invite a great deal of jealousy among 
the different regiments of the United States, and I am inclined to think 
if you had a regiment stationed for six months in the State of Iowa, 
where they could not drink a drop of whisky, wine, or anything in- 
toxicating or exhilarating, when you transferred that regimenttoaState 
where they could obtain liquor they would carry into that State a very 
large thirst, and instead of maintaining and preserving discipline they 
would destroy diseipline in the United States Army. 

Mr. ALLISON, I did not understand the Senator from Louisiana 
to address his inquiries particularly to me, nor whether he put his re- 
marks in the interrogative form in order to have them secure the most 
consideration and for the purpose of condensation. It is the first time 
I have known that the rules and regulations of the Army in the sense 
of this amendment are to be uniform, They are not uniform now on 
this subject, and probably never willbe. When the Senator addresses 
himself to me as the propriety of this amendment, that is a 
question with which I am not dealing in this copference report. The 
Senate settled that question by its vote. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. N 

Mr. EUSTIS. Iwill ask him whether all the laws passed by Con- 
gress for the government and regulation of the United States Army are 
not based upon uniformity. 

Mr. ALLISON. The clause of the Constitution read by the Senator 
from Louisiana relates to the Articles of War. Of course they must be 

approver by Congress because they have the force and significance im- 
plied in the provision; but this is not an article of war. The Secretary 
of War, as he informed us, has many different rules upon this very 
subject. Now, under army regulations, it is within the power of a 
local commander at any post to prohibit the sale of any kind of intox- 
icating liquor, wine, or beer, and it is within the power of another 
commander at another post to allow wine or beer to be sold, or both, 
so that the rule upon this subject is not uniform and never was and 
probably never will be. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Ispoke of the law of Congress, not of the orders of 
military subordinates. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Now, all this provision requires is 
simply that the Secretary of War in issuing his orders to the local com- 
mandants of posts shall pay regard to whatever we put upon the statute- 
book in reference to this sùbject. 

As 1 the condition of troops in Iowa, I assure my friend that 
if any of them should ever get into our State we should be glad to 
have them relieved at any time; but as long as they stay there, I am 
quite inclined to think that in some portions of the State of Iowa they 
would not, on the account stated by the Senator, be inclined to leave. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Do you not think that they would have a right 
to go to Iowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do, and I do not think it is necessary that we 
should either prohibit their going there or require them to go there. 
I suppose the Secretary of War, in the execution of the provisions of 
the Constitution and laws of our country, can order the Army into any 

of the Union, : 

Mr. EUSTIS. I only wished to know whether the Senator thought 
the Army had less rights in Iowa than in New York or anywhere else. 

Mr. ALLISON. If I implied anything of that kind I wish to cor- 
rect myself in that regard. We are glad to have the Army or its offi- 
cers come to our State. 

Mr. DAWES. The idea of uniformity raised by the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] is an interesting question, but how far it is 
necessary to carry it out I do not know. If the Senator will excuse me for 
putting to him an interrogatory, I should like to inquire whether he 
thinks the uniformity should be carried so far that troops stationed 
in Alaska should be required to eat precisely the same food as troops 
stationed in Louisiana or have precisely the same number of blankets. 
3 that? I should think it would apply as well to food as to 

rink. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I did not hear the question of the Senator. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator thinks that any rule or regulation that 
would require a different diet, so faras drink is concerned, in Iowa from 


the Constitution. Why should it not be, then, astofood? Why shoul 
not troops stationed in Alaska be required to eat precisely the same fi 

as those stationed in Florida or Louisiana, and why should not those 
in Louisiana be required to sleep under precisely the same number of 
blankets as those in Alaska, in order to have uniformity and respect for 
the Constitution of the United States? 

Mr. EUSTIS. I understand the rations to troops are fixed by the 
law of Congress, and I suppose there is uniformity in regard to the 
number of blankets issued. Of course that is merely a matter which 
nee re regulated by any subordinate officer. That is part of the dis- 

pline. 

The suggestion which I ventured to make was that all laws by Con- 
gress in relation to the Army of the United States are based upon uni- 
formity—that is, they are uniformly applicable to the whole Army. 

Mr. DAWES, Does the Senator mean by that that all laws should 
be so framed as to secure uniformity ? 5 

Mr. EUSTIS. Isay that up to this time all laws which have been 
passed by the Congress of the United States—not all special or general 
orders which have been issued by a commander of a few or many troops, 
but all laws passed by the Congress of the United States—have been 
based upon uniformity, and those laws are applicable to the whole Army 
of the United States wherever any portion of that Army may happen 
to be stationed, and this is the first time, to my knowledge, that an at- 
tempt has been made by legislation not to base it upon uniformity, but 
to base it upon discrimination; that is to say, you declare if United 
States troops are stationed in Iowa you have one law which is applicable 
to those troops, and if those same troops cross the border of the State 
of Iowa into another State, you have a directly different and opposite 
system of laws applicable to those same troops, Therefore, I ventured 
to ask the Senator from Iowa the question, which he did not answer, 
Is this legislation based upon a question of discipline or ot the morality 
of the troops? 

: ef r. ALLISON. As I understand it is upon the question of dis- 
cipline. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Now I ask you how can you divide a question of dis- 
cipline of the United States troops? How can you say that a certain 
condition of things will promote that discipline in one State and that 
the same condition of things in another State will destroy that dis- 
cipline? 

550 ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to answer him right 

ere? p 

Mr. EUSTIS. In other words, if it be bad for the discipline of the 
United States Army that soldiers should drink any liquor, then it 
seems to me the Congress of the United States ought to so declare and 
make that the law of the Army throughout the land. But I do not 
see how we can take re (lr, Brame) i I call theattention of my friend 


that which might be required in Louisiana would be an Why should 


from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] to this inconsistency—that it is 
moral for the Army of the United States to drink whisky in the State 
of New Hampshire, but that it is immoral for the Army of the United 
States to drink whisky in the State of Iowa. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, this is not so much a question of the 
sale of liquor in the Army, as it would seem after listening to this de- 
bate, as it is a question of who shall sell it. I was told on Saturday by 
an army officer that this entire proceeding has been gotten up at the sug- 
gestion of the post-traders, who have viewed with alarm the fleeting 
character of their profits in army trade. 

I do not know that a canteen is better than the post-trader. What I 
do know is that gentlemen in whom I have a great deal of confidence 
and who occupy responsible positions in the army establishment are 
strongly in favor of this, as aré the Secretary of War and the Adjutant- 
General. Ido know also that some army officers have told me that 
they regard it with great favor; that it has resulted in good where it 
has been tried. 

So far it has been an administrative matter, and it is to be left so, I 
take it, and I am willing to trust the Secretary of War, and the Adju- 
tant-General, and those officers under the Secretary who may be charged 
with the responsibility of this matter, to try this question out and see 
whether it is good or not. It has the sanction of law and experience in 
the European armies, It has certain maniſest advantages, for, whereas, 
under the post-trader system, those soldiers who desire to drink can get 
liquor and drink it at their will and endow the post-traders with all 
their funds, from which the soldiers get nothing in return, except the 
vile stuff which they buy of them, under this system, if they do buy 
liquor of whatever kind may be sold at the canteen, the profit at least 
comes back to them in the shape of an increased company fund, which 
is applied, and I think applied conscientiously and judiciously, to the 
purchase of things which they need for their comfort, and thus to some 
extent the exercise by them of this appetite for strong drink has its 
compensating feature. I do not mean to say that that is the best thing 
which could be done, but it is better, at all events, if his money is to 
be spent for liquor, that the soldier should have some of the profit come 
back to him in other directions. . 

In addition to that, I have it from the best authority that no rule or 
regulation which the Secretary of War can make will operate as a 
perfect restraint upon a post-trader as to the sale of liquor to enlisted 
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men. In other words, the post-trader, if he has liquors at all, will sell 
them to whoever applies directly or indirectly; and even those people 
who have been so alarmed, judging from their es on this floor, 
about the morals of the private soldier seem to have left the officers en- 
tirely out of account. The officer can have all he calls for, and from 
whatever source, and the country, and the Army, or anybody else is 
not warranted in taking the officers into account. 

Now, under the post-trader system there were kept liquors for sale 
to officers, and the officers bought them and they used them to advan- 
tage or disadvantage, as the case might be, and no matter what the 
regulations might be about any post, whether promulgated by the Sec- 
retary of War or by the commanding officer of the post, the fact that 
liquors were there induced their sale to enlisted men. 

‘We should deal with this subject on facts, and not on theories. The 
Secretary of War said—and that seems wise on the face of it—‘‘If I 
can abolish the post-trader and can put this trade which he now has, 
including the trade in liquors, under the control of the sergeant or the 
enlisted man, I can better supervise it, and make perfectly sure that 
he will not sell anything that I deem injurious to be sold.“ 

Out of that idea grew the canteen, fashioned on a practice of Euro- 
pean armies, and under that I have been told that as to several differ- 
ent posts about which I have had opportunity for inquiry the rule of 
the Secretary that alcoholic liquors should not be sold has been carried 
out. At one of the largest in the country an officer on duty there 
told me within a few days that not a drop of alcoholic liquor had been 
sold at that post since the order of the Secretary had been carried into 
effect establishing a canteen; that drunkenness had practically ceased 
at that post; that desertions had been less there than at any other 
period in its long history; and he said, himself a total abstaiher, that 
he believed the change was a good one and a wise one. 

Mr. BLAIR. At what place? 

Mr. PLUMB, I said at an important army post. 

Mr. BLAIR. I thought the Senator mentioned it. 

Mr. PLUMB. No, I did not. The officer was not the commanding 
officer, but he has been stationed there on duty for a number of years. 
As I said, he is himself a total-abstinence man, and a member of the 
church, and an officer who stands as high in his corps as any other mem- 
ber of that corps does. So much for the canteen. 

Mr. HALE. My attention was attracted fora moment away from 
the Senator. As I understood, he was citing an instance where under 
the orders and regulationsof the Army the canteen was maintained and 
liquor was not sold. = 

Mr. PLUMB. Light beers were sold there and light beers only, as 
they can not be sold under order of the Secretary of War anywhere in 
the Army—— 

Mr. HALE. Then there would be no canteen. If the canteen is 
maintained and good conduct follows on the part of the soldier, no harm 
can come in its boing rohibited generally. 

Mr. PLUMB, ell, Mr, President, the prohibition of the Secretary 
of War does not extend as far as that of the Senator from Maine, that 
is, as far as the amendment he proposed, which was adopted. I am 

g now of the canteen asit is being carried on to-day in the 
Army, not as it will be when this report is adopted. Of course if the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine as passed by the Senate should 
become a part of the law of the land the light beer could not be sold 
on army reservations at all. 

Mr. HALE. No form of intoxicating liquors. 

Mr. PLUMB. No form of intoxicating liquors; but the soldier sta- 
tioned at Governor’s Island and David's Island can go to New York 
ia Bor fill himself up, or one stationed in the District of Columbia 
can do it. ; 

Now, in all matters of this kind of course we have got the Army oi 
the United States to practice on. We can practice any theory on it 
we have a mind to. It is a temptation which it is hard to resist. 
We have not resisted it. I was willing to try it, because I am in- 
structed upon that particular subject more of late than upon any other 
thing, and I would yield my own judgment as to what was best in 
deference to the profound sentiment of my own people upon that sub- 
ject. Iam willing to do that now, with the arguments which are pre- 
sented here upon this subject, and I say they emanate from the post- 
trader, The profound impression that the Senator from Maine speaks 
of, that was created by this idea of the Government selling liquor, was 
the profound impression created upon the mind of the post-trader by 
reason of the absence of his profits. That is where it was. If it had 
not been for that, except in limited Army circles, the substitution of 
one system for another never was the subject of public discussion that 
I ever heard of. 

Mr. HALE. Has the Senator or any Senator ever heard of any pro- 
test from a post- trader from the beginning to the end of this discussion? 

Mr. PLUMB. I have. There is one on-file in the Committee on 
Appropriations now. 

r. HALE. I have never heard of one. 

Mr. PLUMB, _ I have heard of a good many of them. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know the name of a single post-trader, and I 
will say to the Senator the feeling that was manifested and, so far as 
my observation goes, very strongly, instead of coming from the post- 


traders, came from the associations both of men and women 

the whole country whose attention was called to this matter by wha’ 
they termed the remarkable position taken by the other House, 
who were honest and earnest in what everybody here seems to agree to, 
that it is better for the Army that the soldier shall drink less rather 
than more. This is not argued out by the Senator from Kansas nor 
the War Department upon the theory that it is better for the 

to drink more rather than less, . 

Mr. PLUMB. No, Mr. President í 

Mr. HALE. But that he will drink less under this canteen system 
than under the other. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Army will? 

Mr. HALE. It is argued out in the interest of Sopa. Now, all 
I need to say, all I could say about it is, I do not believe you will have 
more temperance and less drinking when Government officers are the 
dispensers than you will when liquor is procured from outside parties, 

Mr. PLUMB. That is the argument I am addressing myself to. 
That is what I say; it is a fight between the post-trader and the can- 
teen, and the good people of this country have been dragged into it in 
favor of the post-trader. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to ask the Senator, will not the canteen 
remain if this amendment of the Senator from Maine shall be adopted? 
How can it remain and take all the profits away from the post-trader, 
if I understand it, because it takes the place of the post-trader? 

Mr. PLUMB. There is no canteen and no post-trader in this, be- 
cause, except as relates to the liquor question, there is no post-trader 
in the United States who can maintain himself at any post in the United 
States unless he sells liquor. Consequently, the moment the Secretary 
said that they should not sell liquor they all pulled up and left. Now, 
the canteen will go at the same time and under the very same circum- 
stances and for the same reason. I am not complaining of it, but I 
am only saying that a good cause has been dragged in here for the pur- 
pose of making flesh for the post-trader, who was the bane of the Army, 
and who either ought to have gone a long time ago or else more seri- 
ously been brought under control than he ever has been. 

Mr. DAWES. Let me ask the Senator if the canteen does not pro- 
pose to furnish everything else that the post-trader furnishes to 
take the place of the post-trader. Is not that true? 

Mr. PLUMB. That is true; and yet at the same time 

Mr. DAWES. Then the post-trader’s calling will be gone whether 
the liquor is sold in the canteen or not, will it not? 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, that is just what I am coming to. 
This drives out the canteen wherever this rule prevails. That is ex- 
actly what it does. That is the expectation; and the post-trader would 
rather to-day have the Army absolutely rot in the trenches, be con- 
sumed by cholera, ur anything else than that he should be turned 
out and anybody else should take his place. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator mean to say that the canteen can 
not be maintained unless it sells liquor? 

Mr. PLUMB, Ido. 

Mr. DAWES. Then the Senator proposes, in States where liquor is 
not permitted to be sold, to extinguish the canteen? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly, I propose to extinguish them all, but I do 
not propose to do it on the basis that this amendment has been ad vo- 
cated upon at all. 

Mr. DAWES. On what ground does the Senator pro it? 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will possess his soul in patience he 
will find out. 

Mr. DAWES. Oh, weil; but I wanted information: 

Mr. PLUMB. This debate has been brought in here, and this amend- 
ment has been broughtin here, and this whole thing has been stirred up 
because of the post-trader. That is the fact. The post-trader knows 
that this will drive out the canteen, just as the order of the Secretary 
of War that he should not sell liquor drove him out. There is nota 
post in the United States at which any post-trader can maintain him- 
self for thirty days with the profits on goods other than liquors, and 
never has been. The Secretary of War comes in and says, ‘ Here, as 
long as this trade shall go on I will put in a condition where I can bet- 
ter control it; and not only that; I will control it in such a way that 
the vices which have followed the saleof liquor around these shall 
be reduced to the minimum.“ That is what he said, and in his day 
and generation he spoke wisely. He did as much as he 3 he 
ought to do. He acted 55 I want to say that during 
the period that I have been in public life I do not know of any one who 
has occupied the position of Secretary of War who has exercised the 
functions of that office more wisely for the benefit of the Army 
in its administration than the present Secretary. 

He established this rule. He did not go far enough. He ought to 
have said, Youshall not sell anything at all.“ That is what we have 
said by this amendment. I am willing to try that. But I am not 
willing to try it upon the assumption contained in the letter the Sen- 
ator from Maine read from, and which let the whole cat out of oak 
that while the Army has gotto have liquoritshall only have it thro 
a post-trader. ‘The officer whose letter he read said, If we are to have 
liquor, as it seems to be conceded we must have. Of course that is 
what it means. It means when we get rid of the canteen, under the 
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operation of this provision, we willdrive back the post-trader, because, 
singularly enough, the amendment of the Senator from Maine did not 
abolish the post-trader. It abolished the canteen, but not the post- 
trader. Thelawin regard to the post-trader still remains on the statute- 
book. - 

The amendment as it is reported from the conference committee does 
insert words excluding the post-trader. I will not say that that is the 
intention back of this amendment, but I do say that the amendment 
as proposed by the Senator from Maine and adopted by the Senate did 
not exclude the post-trader, but left him to come back with his functions 
as the dispenser of liquor when we shall get rid of the canteen. 

Now, I am willing, and I was willing, that we should try the whole 
thing. I voted for the provision as an experiment. As I said, we can 
try itand see. Nobody can say in this day that anything can not be 
done, because marvelous things have been done. 

We are living in an age of marvels, and we may be able by the power 
of the Federal Government to establish this great reform in the Army, 
and thus communicate and spread it in the different localities in which 
the Army is located, throughout the neighboring communities in the 
country. We may do that, ç 

Of course it is argued that as soldiers are located near the towns, 
sometimes near large cities and in large cities, they will have the privi- 
lege of going to the large cities and there getting what they can not get 
on the garrison grounds, and that by reason of their having to go away 
to get it they will not only drink more, but the temptation to desert while 

over their cups will be a thousand - fold aggravated beyond what it will 
be if this is situated within the garrison. About that I say nothing. 
We are simply going to try it on; that is all. I voted for it in order 
that it might be tried. 

Mr, President, I can not look with anything except a slight feeling 
of amazement, I might say for the want of a better word, at the posi- 
tion of the Senator from Maine, that this is to be so powerfully degrad- 
ing becanse the Government is doingit. The Government has issued 
grog to the Army under emergencies ever since it had an Army, and 
will do it again. During the war, at times of great drain upon the 
physical system, it was the habit of army officers to issue rations of 
whisky tothe men. It was bad, no doubt, but every one knew that 
it was a great deal better than to get it from the post-trader, because 
in the first place the liquor was better and in the next place the Gov- 
‘ernment footed the bill. There never has been any instrumentality 
about the Army which was as baneful, although to a certain degree 
representing a necessity, as that of the post-trader, or the sutler, as it 
was for troops in motion. 

But now comes the discrimination which is to be made here. We 
have had bucketfuls of tears wept out over the e of the soldier 
of the United States drinking liquor, but nota syllable for the men who 
are over them and whose example is worth more than all the laws we 
can pass. They are to be permitted to drink all they please, to fur- 
nish examples of drunkenness, as they will sometimes do, to the men 
under them, and to do what is more, to furnish an example of class 
legislation, which always has a bad effect. 

The soldier of the United States is to understand hereafter that laws 
of a restrictive character are made for him and not for those over him; 
that the man who commands him may drink temperately or intemper- 
ately and the law takes no account of that; but that he, the private 
soldier, who is toserve under this man, and who is practically more 
subject to his abuse because he is in that condition, is to be cut off 
from the opportunity to do the same thing. 

Now, if I had had my way about it, if it had been my affair and if I 
had felt that the welfare of the Army was interested especially in this 
thing, I should have put in a provision that would provide for officers 
and men alike. I would bave said thatno man, be he soldier or be he 
officer, should either drink a drop of liquor upon any Government res- 
ervation or elsewhere. We have simply pressed down in one place in 
order to bulge out in another. 

We came into conference with the other House on this subject and 
the House con/erees said, We have had a vote in the House on this 

uestion and we are instructed on it.“ The other House had voted 
wn the proposition. Well, they yoted down practically the same 
proposition that the House conferees finally acceded to, but the House 
conferees said that in substance and by the same token they would 
not agree to this greater proposition and asked us to yield. 

We have applied in this particular precisely the same principle we 
were obliged to apply the other day, that wheréver the law of a State 
prohibits the sale of liquors the power of the United States should not 
be used to trample down that law. 

It is precisely the same principle as that of the bill we passed here 
the other day by a practically unanimous vote. But the Senator from 
Maine is not satisfied with that. He wants to turn the world over in 
a ar He can not stomach as much as that, although it cuts out from 
the State of Maine the sale ofany liquor at army posts. He knows as 
well as I do that there can not bea drop bought in that State amy- 
where, and that consequently there is bound to be temperance there, as 
there is temperance to-day among the citizens, and under this law pro- 
posed the Army of the United States is bound to be equally temperate. 

You can not buy a drop of intoxicating liquor in the State of Maine 
from Aroostook to Orchard Beach—not a drop. We shall, therefore, 


have in the State of Maine as to the troops stationed there a shining 
example which may be relied upon finally to extend itself to the entire 
Army and be the means of its whole conversion. So we shall in the 
State of Kansas, where the same condition of exists. Thus we 
shall start this fire from each end, so to speak, of the prairie, burning 
both ways until it embraces the entire United States Army within its 
beneficent flames. 

I want-to say simply, Mr. President, in regard to this business that 
so far as it concerns a fight between the post-trader and the canteen I 
am for the canteen. It has been only short-lived, but it has done a 
great deal of good. It may not be the best thing; I do not say it is. 
But the post-trader has been tried and we know that he is not the best 
thing at all events. 

I am in favor, just as much as the Senator from Maine is, of making 
this thing entirely restrictive, only, if I had my way about it, I would 
not stop at the man who gets $13 a month; I would apply it to all of 
them, from the General of the Army down, andif it is a bad thing for 
the private soldier, if it interferes with the proper discharge of his du- 
ties, if itis injurious to the man who wears the Government blue to be 
found under the influence of liquor or to gratify an appetite however 
moderately, then youshould have all of them in thesame position. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas evidently feels 
weak upon his general proposition of maintaining the ground that the 
United States Government, through its officers and employés in the 
Army, shall go into the question of selling liquor to the soldiers. He 
does not like that proposition any more than I do. His people do not 
like that proposition any more than Ido. He has as many temperance 
* in Kansas as I have in Maine. The people n alike. 

hey earnestly believe in every reasonable measure ſor the restriction 
of the traffic in liquor. He has brought into this discussion what 
nobody else has brought in, to make a diversion, and has declared that 
this movement, which was as honest and as serious as any movement 
that I have ever seen before Congress, comes from the post-trader, 
who is going to have his profits taken away. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is where it comes from. 3 

Mr. HALE. Now, the Senator from Kansas has lived long eno 
to know that there is 5 and sincerity and benevolence and - 
anthropy in this world, and he will have a very hard time of it in per- 
suading the thousands upon thousands of honest men and women all 
over this country who look upon this provision as a backward step in 
the cause of temperance that they are being pushed on by the post- 
traders. 

They do not know the post-traders, I doubt if they know that there 
are any such officers existing. I doubt if they know the names of one 
of them. I certainly do not. I have heard noig Ashes the post- 
trader that indicates that he is afraid that this thing is going to inter- 
fere with him and that he wants to legislate and control in the legisla - 
tion of Congress. 

Mr. President, he is not here. He isa bugbear. He is got up in 
the imagination of the mind of the Senator from Kansas to divert the 
real issue in this case, which is, I say over in, a departure from 
what exists at the present day, a departure in this sense, that it legal- 
izes the setting up of the United States as the seller of liquors to the 
soldiers. 

Why, Mr. President, the War Department is going to take its cue 
from what is done in Congress now, and its cue is not to be found in 
the language of the bill alone. It does not appear in the provisions 
here, either as reported from the House or reported from the conference 
or anywhere in the text of the bill; but the cue of the War Depart- 
ment is to be taken, first, from its inclination, which is to establish the 
canteen and to make a part of it not only the keeping of books and 
making entertainment for the soldier, to inform his mind and make 
him comfortable, but to include with it the selling of liquors. Thatis 
the programme of the War Department. That is what it wants to do. 
I do not say it is not honest. 

I do not agree with the Secretary in his belief that the soldier will 
drink less rather than more because of this. That is where we disagree, 
I do not di with the Senator from Kansas in any other way than 
that. He thinks the soldier will drink less; I think he will drink more 
if he has the moral sanction that his superiors are furnishing him this 


verage. = 

But the War Department will take its cue from its desires and in- 
clination, honest and sincere as we will admit that they are, and the 
proceedings in Congress. The House of Representatives yoted down 
the amendment that was afterwards offered here and carried. The 
Senate voted in the amendment. Out of the conference must come one 
thing or the other; must come either the declaratory act of Congress 
that upon Government reservations and in Government buildings no 
liquor shall be sold to the soldiers or the defeat of that proposition. 
And when the Secretary of War and his subordinates see that that 
proposition was defeated, first in the House, then adopted by the Sen- 
ate, and then, going back on its action, defeated here, the programme 
is marked out. Taking only the ezpressio unius that is contained in 
the provision of the conference committee, that it shall only apply in 
States where there are prohibitory laws, even on that line, the ibis 
tary might say that the intention of Congress is to allow liquors sold 
in other States, 
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But, more than all that, the Secretary I say will take his cue and his 
subordinates will take their cue from the fact that this matter was 
fought out in the two Houses, and the proposition that intoxicating 
beverages should not be sold to the soldier by Government officials in 
Government buildings was beaten both in the House and in the Senate. 

There is where the trouble will come, Mr. President, and that is the 
position that we are met with here. Weare helping to settle this ques- 
tion. The Secretary can not be to blame afterwards, believing, as he 
does, that the soldier will drink less rather than more if the Govern- 
ment supplies him these beverages, if he puts in operation the ma- 
chinery by which the Government will supply him with liquors for the 
soldiers after the contra-proposition has been defeated in both the 
House and the Senate. 

So the amendment submitted by the committee of conference does 
not reach the subject; it does not touch it; it chiefly applies in States 
where, to begin with, there are no soldiers. There are none in Maine. 
We do not need them. There are very few in Iowa. None, the Sen- 
. ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] says. It will have no operation there. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are plenty in Kansas. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not know much about Kansas, I do not know 
the extent of their prohibitory law. 

But of course in this matter there ought to be uniformity one way 
or the other. The Government is the guardian for the interests and 
the morals of the soldier. He is in one place to-day and in another 

lace to-morrow. You can not breathe hot and breathe cold upon bim. 

‘ou can not make one rule for him here and when he steps across a 
line another rule. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I make a suggestion to the Senator? 

- Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. It seems to be assumed all the time that the post-trader 
is to have the power to sell unless the canteen is maintained. Now, 
the Secretary of Way has absolute power over the post-trader, to anni- 
hilate him or to permit him to sell this, that, or the other. He is not 
obliged to allow him to sell intoxicating liquors simply because the 
canteen has been abolished. 

Mr. PLUMB. He has the same power over the canteen. ‘ 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly, but if we go on and legislate sanctioning the 
canteen and its business, in which funds ot the country are the capital 
stock of the saloon and the profits of selling this out by retail to the 
soldier coming back in the shape of his wages are to be reinvested to 
increase the business of the saloon, we are the liquor dealer ourselves, 

Mr, PLUMB. Why was not the Senator thoughtful enough the other 
day to embrace the post-traders and cut them all out? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not suppose it was in the mind of any mortal be- 
ing until the Senator from Kansas suggested it here that this was a 
partnership between Miss Willard and thepost-traders. Inever thought 
N about it. 

. HALE, I do not think anybody thought of it until the Senator 
from Kansas brought it in here. 

Mr, BLAIR. The canteen, they tell us, got in on account of the 
bad conduet of the post-trader. Now we have found the canteen to be so 
bad a thing that it ought to be abolished, and we are proposing to do 
it in this legislation. Is the Secretary of War then to go back to the 
post-trader, the abuses of which system led to the adoption of the can- 
teen upon his own theory? Most certainly not. If, now, we abolish 
the canteen the Secretary of War will consider himself, or should con- 
sider himself, instructed to relieve us against any of the abuses of the 
post-trader. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ah, but, Mr. President, in one case the Senator from 
New Hampshire does not trust the Secretary of War; but in the other, 
very much more important, case he does propose to trust him. It is 
very singular that nobody ever thought of the post-trader when all 

this legislation was going on in his direct interest. 

Mx. DAWES. Mr. President, the profit argument, I think, needs a 
little farther elucidation. I should like to hear the Senator from Kan- 
sas more at large. I understand him to say that the profits to be de- 
rived from the sale of the liquor are essential to the maintenance of 
the canteen. The profits are to be divided among the soldiers them- 
selves. They are to share in the profits of selling themselves liquor. 

Mr. President, that reminds me of the old toper who insisted upon 
making money in everything he did. He bought his liquor by the bar- 
rel and then charged himself 6 cents a drink, and when it was all gone 
he said he made more money out of his sale of his liquor in his whi 
barrel than he did on his farm. [Laughter.] That would be just the 
idea of the Senator from Kansas, to make profit out of selling to them- 
selves liquor in order to maintain the canteen. 

I think the Senator should elucidate this question of profit and Joss 
alittle more. If the canteen, which is to furnish all the necessaries 
to the soldier, can not be maintained unless he has his share in the 
eer of the liquor that he sells himself, then I think the Government 

ad better take it into their own hands and furnish out of the Treasury 
to him at cost what is necessary for him in the shape of a canteen, and 
let the profit of selling liquor to himself be put out of sight. 

Mr. PLUMB. The difference is this, for that farmer’s case is ex- 
N point 

DAW ES. I thought it was. 
Mr. PLUMB. He sold himself his liquor, but the Senator, himself 


interested in a corner saloon near by, to wit, the post- trader, begrudged 
the old farmer his contract and wanted the outside post-trader to 
have it. 

Mr. DAWES. All-this sudden and pious concern about the post- 
trader which has sprung upat the last minute is too new and too thin, 
It was suggested to the Senator, he says himself, by two army officers, 
who are bent, not only upon maintaining the canteen, but upon the 
privilege of making money by selling liquor to themselves, 

Asa former learned Senator from Ohio often said, and Lam constantly 
reminded of it, That won't do.“ [Laughter.] 

Mr. PLUMB. Now, the Senator can make more misstatements than 
any man I ever knew, and I think he makes them knowingly, too. If 
he knows anything about this business, which perhaps I ought to be 
pardoned for doubting, he knows that the officers have no part or lot 
in these canteens, and therefore his accusation against two persons 
just as good as he is is one that ought not to have been made. They 
had no interest in it at all, and what they said about it was entirely 
accidental. But if he enjoys the company of the post-trader, and his 
effort, which he seriously made, and that of the Senator from Maine 
and the Senator from New Hampshire, to put the post-trader back, let 
them take that company and agree to it. That is what they are trying 
to do. 

Mr. DAWES. I admit the Senator from Kansas is a better judge of 
misstatements than any other man, and I yield to his suggestion in 
that respect. As to the post-trader, I propose to abolish him so far as 
I am concerned, and I propose that the Government of the United 
States shall not go into the liquor business and make profit out of it, 
nor shall it establish a system by which the preposterous idea ofa man’s 
making profit by selling liquor to himself, whether it be the post-trader 
who put that into my head or anybody else, shall be seriously enter- 
tained. 

Mr. President, we never should have known there was a post-trader 
if the Senator from Kansas had not brought him in here at this late 
moment as a reserve force. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. GEORGE, Mr, President, I should like to have that part of 
the bill which is proposed to be amended by the conference report read 
with the amendment, so that I can understand, and that the Senate 
may understand, if the report is adopted, what the law will be. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Secretary will read the clause in 
the Army appropriation bill which was inserted by the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the Secretary read the clause as it is proposed to 
be amended by the conference report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He will also do that. The Secretary 
will first read the original clause inserted by the Senate in the Army 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. And then we shall hear the other. 

The SECRETARY. After the word men,“ on page 17, line 7, f 
the printed bill the Senate added the following proviso: ~* 

Provided, That no alcoholic liquors, beer, or wine shall be sold or supplied to 
the enlisted men in any canteen or in any room or building at any garrison or 
military post. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, right there I should like to ask a question. 
Is that the way the bill came from the other House or was that proviso 
inserted by the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was inserted by the Senate as an 
amendment, 

Mr. ALLISON. The language which has been read was inserted on 
the motion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] by an open vote in 
the Senate. ~ ' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As suggested by the Senator from 
Mississippi, the clause will now be read as it will read if the report of 
the conference committee be adopted. 

The Secretay read as follows: 

Provided, That no alcoholic liquors, beer, or wine shall be sold or supplied to 
the enlisted men in any canteen or t-trader’s store or in any room or build- 
ing at 7 garrison or military post in say State or Territory in which the sale 
of alcoholic liquors, beer, or wine is prohibited by law. 

Mr. GEORGE. I see now that this legislation, if adopted, will ap- 
ply only to the enlisted men. I should like to know how the bill 
would stand if the Senate were to recede from the amendment which 
it originally put in the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. That it can not do. 

Mr. GEORGE. It can not do that? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senate has to agree or disagree to the confer- 
ence report, 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The only question is upon agreeing 
to the report of the committee of conference as a whole. 

Mr. HALE. Of course the Senate may adhere to its original prop- 
osition. However, I do not like to interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. GEORGE. Go ahead; I want to hear. ° 

Mr. HALE. Ifthe Senate adheres to its original proposition and 
in accordance with that rejects this conference report, it will then 
back for another conference. Then the other House will behold thè 
Senate not only passing its amendment, but adhering to it, and while 
nobody can tell of course what would take place there, I do not believe 
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that the House of Representatives could stand up against the proposi- | to establish the same rule as respects the private soldiers of the Arm 


tion of the Senate if the Senate should adhere now. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? Would it not be 
competent for the post-trader also to be included in a new conference 
report, so that the Senator from Kansas could be gratified with the 
rest of us? 

Mr, HALE. Undoubtedly the conference could deal with that ques- 
tion, and could add that as an amendment, and could provide that the 
post-trader should be cut ont. 

Mr. PLUMB. Could not the Senator also suggest that we should 
provide that officers should not be allowed to drink, either? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. PLUMB. As this thing grows on what it feeds, will not the 
Senator sit down and prepare such an amendment as he would like to 
have applied, not to himself, but to somebody else? 

Mr. HALE. But there is nothing whatever in the amendment about 
the officer or soldier drinking; it is the selling of liquor. TheSenator 
himself does not sell liquor; I do not sell liquor; but if he chooses he 
will drink liquor, as I may if I choose. The selling of liquor is the 


thing we are dealing with. It is the monstrous evil that comes from 
the selling of liquor. 

Mr. PLUMB, The Senator, then, does not care about stopping all 
drinking? 


Mr..HALE. I do not say that, but I say the Senate does not un- 
dertake to deal with that. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to get at the Senator’s position if he will just 
take the time and sit down and draw something that he would like to 
have applied to somebody else, but which of course would not apply 
to himself. I think we could get it in this bill. 

Mr. HALE. I have seen a great many propositions the Senator has 
drawn that have been submitted to the Senate and adopted with good 
faith that the Senator would not want to apply to himself. He is leg- 
islating like all of us here for the general good and the general benefit. 
It is not a question that is going to be settled by personal allusions, 
It isa serious and grave question whether the United States now shall 
embark for the first time in the selling of liquors to its soldiers, or, as 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] has so well put it, in a 
scheme for making profit out of the sale, the soldier himself furnishing 
through the United States his own liquor and getting the benefit of 
the profit, and drinking the more in order to use it up. That is a seri- 
ous question. It is not a question to be settled by a taunt, nor by a 
sneer. It is a question of grave consideration for gare legislators, and 
it ought to be so dealt with, and I believe it will be so dealt with. 

Mr. GEORGE. My object is, if I can accomplish it when the bill 
is in the parliamentary condition that it now is, either to make the 
legislation that we adopt on this subject apply equally to officers and 
men or to strike out the whole of it, and that is the reason why I 
wanted to know the condition of the bill. Iam informed now that 
we can not get rid of the Senate amendment. I had supposed before 
that we might disagree to the conference report and instruct our con- 
ferees to recede from the amendment of theSenate. Can we do that? 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, I will inform him 

Mr. GEORGE. I shall be very glad to be informed. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the conference report is rejected the bill will go 
back into conference on the disagreeing votes not yet settled by the con- 
ference, ifindeed any have been settled by the action of the two Houses, 
I do not remember as to that; but the remaining disagreeing votes will 
be open as they were originally when the bill went into conference, and 
the conferees upon the subject of this disagreement, or at least the ques- 
tion that is now being debated in the Senate, will have ample latitude 
to put that amendment in any shape they may agree to put it in. 

Mr. GEORGE. Including the officers? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, including the officers. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly, including all these subjects. 

Mr. GEORGE, That is, I understand, if we disagree to the confer- 
ence report, 

Mr. HALE. Yes; the whole thing will be left open then. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words, and 
then I hope that the vote will be taken. 

I think it is well enough for us to understand the situation as re- 
spects this question, Theitem which has been discussed is oneof many 
amendments that were submitted to the conferees on the part of the 
Senate by the disagreement of the other House. The bill carried with 
it as it came to us from the House of Representatives an appropriation 
of $100,000 for the erection or purchase of buildings for the use of can- 
teens, upon the recommendation ofthe present Secretary of War, he 
having established in the beginning of his administration new methods 

“for the government of army posts whereby traders were to be dis- 
pensed with and whatever was sold or by the soldiers as well as 
the officers was to be within the control and direction of the comman- 
dants of the respective posts. 

It is well known to Senators that at every great army post the officers 
stationed there have substantially what are known as club-houses; that 

- is to say, they have messes whereby they buy certain things in com- 
mon and use them in common, charging themselves for their use as 
they are taken from this common store. 

The Secretary of War, in imitation of European armies, endeavored 


that has prevailed as respects the officers of the Army. He introdu 

a system whereby the soldiers of our Army should practically have 
small club-houses where they could have for their common use news- 
papers and magazines and gymnasiums and different methods of amuse- 
ment; and in these canteens (as that is their designation and name) he 
provided by an order that nothing but light wines or light beershould 
xo sold at any one of these club-houses belonging to the private sol- 

ier. 

Then an amendment was offered in another place adopting the very 
language which your conference committee agreed to, and that ques- 
tion came up elsewhere as an attachment to thisappropriation of $100,- 
000 on the very language which we employ in this conference report; it 
was voted down when it was considered. Then another amendment 
was offered substantially in the language of the amendment of the 
Senator from Maine, and that amendment was also not concurred in by 
many good men in this country. 

This bill came to us with an appropriation in accordance with the 
recommendation of the War ent that there should be $100,000 
of the money of the United States appropriated for the purpose of pro- 
viding these private places of amusement which could be utilized by 
the private soldiers of our country, without any limitation or restric- 
tion whatever. č 

When that came to the Committee on Appropriations we opposed 
the entire appropriation and struck out the $100,000 entirely, because 
we believed we were in a sort of transition state as between the old 
situation at the ay posts and the new situation suggested by the 
Secretary of War and the Adjutant-General, which in the nature of 
things, having been in existence for only a year or two and but partially 
in the Army, was experimental. Therefore we said, At this time we 
will not appropriate $100,000 for the purpose of erecting these can- 
teens,” and we struck out the appropriation. 

When the bill came into the Senate the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] said: Possibly when you get into a conference you may agree 
to this appropriation of $100,000, and if you do I desire an amend- 
ment, Which I send to the Secretary’s desk to be offered to be attached 
to that provision.“ That amendment was put on by a majority vote 
of the Senate.. I voted for it and I think most Senatorsdid. Indeed, 
Iam not clear whether the yeas and nays were called on it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, yes, they were. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes, they were. I voted against it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. The Senators from Missouri and sey- 
eral other Senators voted against it, I now remember. That amend- 
ment was put on in the Senate. It was agreed to by the Senate, 

Mr. HALE. By a large majority. 

Mr. ALLISON. By a large majority. Then that question went to 
the conference, as well as the appropriation of $100,000 which was dis- 
agreed to by the Senate. When wecameinto conference the represent- 
atives of the other House were willing, absolutely, to concede our 
amendment as respects the $100,000, They said they would not ask 
that. Therefore our amendment prevailed as respects that, but still 
here was the amendment relating to the question of prohibition upon 
this subject. 

It is allowable, I believe, to state publicly what occurs in a confer- 
ence between the two Houses, and so I may say that thereupon the 
House conferees presented to us letters innumerable, from the Secretary 
of Wardown, saying that the changes which he proposed and which he 
had made in the management of these army posts were beneficial and 
resulted favorably to the morals of the private soldiers at the army 
posts; that desertions were less frequent; that in all States where liq- 
uor was sold publicly it was of the greatest importance that he should 
have the immediate and certain control of the subject as respects pri- 
vate soldiers. 

It was notably stated as to the District of Columbia, where Congress 
has absolute and undisputed and complete control, with committees of 
this body and the other who have the power to deal with this question, 
who have power to prohibit it here, who have power to regulate the 
traffic here, and it was disclosed that the men at Fort Myer, where a 
large number of soldiers are encamped across the river, were in the 
habit of coming over to this District and getting drunk here under the 
very Dome of this Capitol, where we have (I repeat thatall may under- 
stand what I mean) absolute control of the liquor traffic, and where 
men who are zealous in this business can have ample opportunity, I 
want to say to them, to bring forward into this Chamber and debate 
real questions as respects the liquor traffic in the Capital of our country. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘Cold tea“ as well? 

Mr. ALLISON. Whatever there is, I make no allusion to this 
Chamber or to this immediate Capitol; I speak now of the District of 
Columbia. 

Your committee of conference was thus confronted with the state- 
ment that if this control was not given in these places where the liquor 
traffic was practically free and unimpeded, the soldiers of the Army 
would get drunk without limitation as to time or without limitation 
as to opportunity; and it was said as to these 8 

Mr. DAWES. Can they not come over under the system proposed 


just as well? 
Mr. ALLISON. No; we provide for it in prohibitory States. 
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Mr, DAWES. I should like to inquire of my friend what would 
hinder them from coming over from Fort Myer into the District of Co- 
lumbia just as much if the amendment is adopted? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. Fort Myer is not in a prohibitory 
State. Does not the Senator from Massachusetts, venerable as he is in 
years and service in this body, believe that under existing conditions 
the soldiers who are stationed here now in our barracks ought to have 
this prohibition placed upon them; and does he not know that they 
can go within a square and a half from the Capitol and upon every 
square in the city of Washington find at least four drinking saloons, 
and there exercise whatever appetite they have without hinderance and 
without let ? 

Mr. DAWES. There is not any doubt 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. That was why I desired 

Mr. DAWES. Would not the Senator like to have me make the an- 
swer as I want to make it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. I was going to say that I have not any doubt of thar 
fact, and I have not any doubt that there will not be a shadow of dif- 
ference on that point if the amendment is not adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am not arguing now for the amendment es- 
pecially, nor do I care anything about it. I want the Senate to under- 
stand, whether this report is voted up or voted down, that we did the 
best we could with this matter, as we do with all other matters with 
respect to appropriations, and if this report is voted down we shall do 
the best we can hereafter, observing as faithfully as we can the views 

and sentiments of the majority of this body, because that is always the 
duty, as I conceive it to be, of a conference committee. 

In that view and under that statement, there being nearly a thou- 
sand soldiers surrounding this Capitaland more than a thousand saloons 
convenient to them, the House confereessaid, ‘‘ Weare willing that you 
shall make this apply to prohibitory States, because there comes in a 
question of local law, because we can see very readily that in a State 
where liquor can not beintroduced it would be wrong for the Army to 
introduce even beer or light wine. Therefore,“ they said, we are 
willing that you shall insert in this law a provision which shall estab- 
lish the local policy of the several States upon this subject,“ and that 
we accepted. We accepted it after a long conference and after a long 
debate upon this subject, the other House being persistent in carrying 
out the expressed views and clearly declared purposes of the Secretary 
of War upon the subject. 

Does anybody believe that the Secretary of War is in hostility to the 
temperance sentiment? Does anybody believe that he is standing up 
here for the purpose of establishing grog-shops in the Army? Does 
anybody think he is trying to enforce upon the Army a new principle 
whereby Army officers are to sell liquors to soldiers? Is that the Sec- 
re of War whom the President of the United States has put in 
power over the Army? That is the statement of Senators here, that 
we have now for the first time in the history of this Government a Sec- 
retary of War who is trying to enforce upon the Army the right of 
Army officers to sell whisky to the soldiers, whereas the very reverse is 
true. The Secretary of War at this time is endeavoring to institute 
reforms in our Army whereby a higher condition of morality will pre- 
vail, whereby desertions will be less numerous, and whereby the esprit 
de corps, if you please, of the private soldiery and of the officers shall 
stand in a higher degree in relation than they have hitherto. 

Now, because of that and because your committee of conference have 
endeavored to do the best they could on this subject, we are to be gib- 
beted here upon the cross-roads of public opinion as being in favor of 
allowing, for the first time in the history of our Government, the offi- 
cers of the Army to sell liquor! 

Mr. President, I represent a State that has declared over and over 
again in favor of a prohibitory law. I desire, so far as I can, to stand 
in proper relation to the sentiment of my State on this subject. I be- 

' lieve that I am doing so in presenting this practical solution of this 
difficult question upon this bill as it stands now. Therefore, all I ask 
is that when we take the vote upon this question we shall have the 
yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. HALE. r. President, I only want to say a word. I do not 
think anybody here has found fault with the conference committee. I 
do not know that anybody has undertaken to gibbet it. The con- 
ferces were in a peculiar position, The other House was obdurate, 
would not yield. It was not certain how firm the Senate was in its at- 
titude. The Senate conferees have done their duty. They have come 
back here and have reported, and if the report is not accepted there is 
no reflection upon them. The whole subject, as indicated by the Sen- 

ator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], lies open. The discussion has 
wandered broad and wide, and there have been suggestions made that 
may be of value to the conference committee hereafter. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not intend to intimate that there had been 
any reflection whatever cast upon the conferees. 

Mr. HALE. No, the Senator did not. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I have more sense than to do that. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator says they have been gibbeted here before 
public opinion. There has been no attempt of that kind here what- 
ever. I think the Senate has great confidence in the conferees, and if 


this report is not accepted and goes back it will still have confidence in | 


the conferees, and I think out of it will come a result that will be more 
satisfactory both to the Senate and to the country. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to give notice that if this conference report 
is voted down I shall offer as an instruction to the conferees what I 
send to the desk, thatistosay, in substance. Lask to have the paper read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will read the in- 
structions pro . 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Norshall any t-trader or other person in or out of the Army hereafter be 
permitted to sell any of said described wines or liquors on any military reser- 
vation or at any army post; and it shall also be unlawful after the passage of 
this act to introduce alcoholic liquors, wine, or beer upon any such reservation 
or at any such post. And the Secretary of War shall take special care that this 
provision be enforeed by proper penalties. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on concurring in the report of the committee of conference? 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

3 and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY] or else I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. He would vote ‘nay and I should 
vote yea.“ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. I do not know how he would 
vote, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT, when his name was called). 
I am paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. If he 
were present, I should vote nay.“ 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FAULKNER. My colleague [Mr. KENNA] is paired with the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT]. 

Mr. HARRIS. In order to make a quorum, if 3 as my vote 
cau not possibly change the result, I will take the liberty of voting. I 
vote yea.“ 

The result was announced —yeas 35, nays 8; as follows: 

YEAS—35. 


Aldrich, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 
Allen, Cullom, McMillan, + Spooner, 
Allison, Da Mitchell, 8 
Bate, Dolph, Moody, Stockbridge, 
rry, Edmunds, Pasco, V. 
Call, Farwell, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Carlisle, Hampton, Power, Walt 
Casey, Pugh, W. 
Cockerell, H X 
NAYS—8. 
Blair, Dixon, Hale, Teller, 
Colquitt, George, Sanders, Turpie, 
ABSENT—-4I. 
Barbour, Faulkner, Jones of Nevada, Piatt, 
Blackburn, Frye, enna, usy, 
Blodgett, Gibson, MePherson, m, 
Brown, * Gorman, Manderson, Sherman, 
Butler, Gray, Morgan, Squire, 
Cameron, Hawley, Morrill, Stanford, 
Chandler, en Paddock, Vance, 
Daniel, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Hoar, Pe W. Wilson of Md. 
Eustis, In 0 Pierce, Wolcott. 


So the report was concurred in. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United Brate by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 
day approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 1900) to provide for the erection of a publie building in 
the city of Canton, Ohio; and ' 

An act (S. 2630) for the relief of holders of District of Columbia spe- 
cial assessment certificates, and for other purposes. 

UNITED STATES FISH COMMISSION. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I desire unanimous consent to offer 
resolutions of inquiry, and I ask for their present consideration. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Fisheries be, and itis hereby, instructed to 
make early inquiry into the administration of the affairs of the United States 
Fish Commissioner's Office, and especially in respect of the changes in the force, 
ere paid to ary ce tay ee any alleged favoritism or other undue ad- 
ministration, and report to the Senate thereon. 

Resolved, That the said committee have power to send for persons and papers. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, in asking this unanimous consent, 


it is due to Major McDonald, the Fish Commissioner, to say that I do 
it at his earnest request. There have sees in a New York news- 
paper very recently accusations against his administration, which, if 
true, are injurious, and Major McDonald feels very much hurt about 
it, and wishes to have the earliest possible investigation into the whole 
matter. I ask therefore unanimous consent, 


5486 


~ CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


\ 


— 


JUNE 2, 


Mr. SPOONER. Let the resolutions be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions will be again read. 

Mr, FAULKNER. Before the resolutions are read I should like to 
ask the Senator from Vermont whether I correctly understood him to 
say that this is done at the instance of Major McDonald. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. At the special and earnest and urgent request of 
Major McDonald, who thinks that he has been wronged, and he desires 
that Congress shall know the whole truth immediately. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator from Vermont whether there 
is any such evidence, in the Senator’s opinion, that these charges are 
worthy of notice.as to justify the Senate in proceeding to an investiga- 
tion to vindicate a man who simply, perhaps, has been slurred a little 
in the newspapers, when the proper way, perhaps, would be not to 
dignifyit with any attention? I do not know what the evidence may be. 

Mr.SPOONER. If the Senator will kindly t it,a number of us 
would like to have the resolutions read before they are further debated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolutions. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont asks for 
the present consideration of the resolutions. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the resolu- 
tions will go over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let them be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions will be printed under 
the rule. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MARTIN, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1215) for the relief of Jeremiah Darling; ; 

A bill (H. R. 3936) to amend section 9 of An act making appropri- 
ations for expenses of Indian Department, and for ing treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for year ending June 30, 1886, 
and for other purposes, approved March 3, 1885; 

A bill (H. R. 4367) for the relief of D. H. Mitchell; 

A bill (H. R. 0650 for the relief of Luther M. Blackman; and 
A bill (H. R. 9630) granting a right of way through and a right to 
terminal grounds in the State of Washington to the Portland and Puget 
Sound Railroad Company, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: ° 

4 bill (S. on for the relief of Alice E. Robertson; 

A bill (S. 826) for the relief of Horatio Phillips Van Cleve; 

A bill (S. 1854) for the relief of James H. Bacon; 

A bill (S. 2296) for the relief of the Union Iron Works, of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal. ; 

A bill (S. 2415) to amend an act entitled, An act authorizing the 
Mississippi and Louisiana Bridge and Railroad Company of Natchez, 
Miss., to construct a bridge over the Mississippi at or near Natchez, 
Miss. ;’’ 

A bill (S. 2960) to authorize the building of a bridge at Pine Bluff, 
Ark., across the Arkansas River; 

A bill (S. 3131) for the registry or enrollment of the barges Herdis 
‘and Agostino C.; 

A bill (S. 3401) to provide for an American register for a steamer to 
be named Australia, owned by a corporation of the State of California; 


and 
A bill (S. 3599) to provide an American register for the steamer Sac- 
robosco. 
TREASURY NOTES AND SILVER BULLION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. ) authorizing the issue of Treasury notes on de- 
posits of silver bullion. 

Mr, HARRIS. Mr. President, there are no questions that affect 
the interests of the whole people so directly or so deeply as those of 
finance and taxation. ; 

Upon the financial question there are certain axiomatic facts which 
should control the action of the legislator: s 

First. That money is the medium of exchange of commodities in all 
civilized countries and between all countries; 

Secondly. The amount of money circulating in the country fixesthe 
price of all property-and labor which are exchanged for money; and 

Thirdly, That the law of demand and supply applies as well to 
money as to all other things of value, so that, when the demand for 
money exceeds the supply, like everything else its market price is in- 
creased in the ratio of the excess of demand over the supply. 

Or, to state the proposition in a different form of words, diminish the 
amount or volume of money in the country, and the reduced volume 
will have the same purchasing power, and will buy as much land, la- 
bor, and the products of labor as the larger volume would have bought 
before the amount was reduced, 


To illustrate: 

If the amount of money in this country to-day should be reduced to 
one-half of that amount to-morrow, as soon as the business of the coun- 
try could adjust itself to the new condition each dollar of this reduced 
volume would buy twice as much labor, twice as much property as it 
could have bought before the volume was so reduced, not because the 
utility or real value of either land, labor, or the products of labor had de- 
peret, but because money had increased in price by reason of the 

that the demand for money was so far in excess of the supply. 

Upon this question there is a sharp and well defined conflict between 
the interests of capital and labor, creditor and debtor classes. 

The capitalist, whose wealth consists of money, bonds, and mort- 
gages, is directly interested in reducing the amount of money in the 
country, because it increases the purchasing power, in the ratio of such 
reduction, of his capital, which is fixed in amount by the securities he 
holds; and whether there is much or little money in the country, he 
demands and receives his stipulated number of dollars. 

The debtor has contracted to pay dollars, and he must pay dollars 
without regard to the amount of labor or property it takes to obtain 
them, the debt-paying power of money not being increased, however 
much the yolume may have been reduced. 

But the interests of the laborer, the producer, and the debtor demand 
an increased and constantly increasing volume of money, because in 
the ratio of such increase the wages of labor and the price of property 
will advance. 7 

If there were no debts, no outstanding obligations, it would not mat- 
ter whether the volume of money in the country was large or small, 
as the business of the country would adjustitself to that volume what- 
ever it might be. 

Then, if the legislator would avoid fluctuations hurtful to one or the 
other of these conflicting interests of creditors and debtors, and main- 
tain existing relations between money and property, capital and labor, 
the yolume of money in circulation should increase in the ratio of in- 
crease of population and business of the country. 

Unfortunately the people of this country have always been and are 
still divided into two classes, creditors and debtors, the former class 
numerically small, the latter very 

Any considerable and sudden increase in the yolume of money in ex- 
cess of the increase of population and business would be unjust to the 
creditor class, while any reduction or even the failure to increase the 
amount in the ratio of the increase of population and business, would 
not only be unjust, but bring bankruptcy and ruin to the debtor class. 

In 1873, when silver was demonetized, the United States owed a bonded 
debt of about $2,000,000,000, and the debts of States, municipalities, 
private corporations, and individuals amounted to many billions of dol- 
lars more. There are no data upon which the amount can be even ap- 
proximately ascertained, but the incontrovertible fact stands out that 
we were a debtor nation and a debtor people, in view of which fact 
every consideration of sound public *. demanded that the Govern- 
ment should, by every legitimate and proper means, encourage Ameri- 
can production and utilize to the fullest extent and best advantage 
of the producer and the Government all products of the country. 

But in this condition of affairs is silver, which has been ized as 
a money metal throughout all recorded time and which was money 
when these immense debts were contracted, a product furnished more 
largely by the American mines than those of any other country in the 
world—indeed, our mines produce almost as much as the balance of 
the world combined—yet, instead of enco ing its production and 
utilizing it in the payment of these immense debts, Congress demone- 
tized it, stripped it of its most valuable money function, and degraded 
it to the standard of a mere commodity; and by so doing deprived the 
Government, the States, and the people of about one-half of the means 
of payment and the ability to pay. 

If the demonetization of silver was an oversight or an accident it was 

i ul, if intentionally done it was a crime against the American 
people, and doubtless perpetrated to enable the greed of capital to 
double its wealth at the expense of the Government and people. 

So far as I am informed, no one claims the honor, no one admits his 
responsibility for having engineered it through. But I am satisfied 
that, whether accomplished by methods clandestine or open, there was 
a skilled and designing hand that controlled it. 

But let us take the most charitable view of it, and assume that sil- 
ver was demonetized by mistake, so far as the great majority of both 
Houses were concerned. It being a mistake that depreciated the value 
of a great and important American product, a mistake that deprived 
the Government, States, and people of about one-half of their means of 
paying their immense indebtedness, it would seem reasonable that every 
legislator should be not only ready but anxious to correct it. 

But not so. When we p to remonetize silver in 1878, restore 
it to its money function, admit it to the mints for coinage, and to that 
extent increase the volume of money and relieve the oppressed and over- 
burdened debtor class, distinguished Senators rushed to the rescue to pro- 
test against correcting this accidental and unintended act of injustice, 
cruelty, and wrong to the great majority of the people of the country. 
They told us that 371} grains of pure silver or 412} grains of silver 
nine-tenths fine (which is the same thing and is the amount of bullion 
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required to make a standard dollar) is not worth as much in the mar- 
kets of the world as the amount of gold bullion required in a gold dol- 
lar. True; but why is it true? and how was the fact on the day you 
demonetized silver and stripped it of its most valuable money function? 

At that time the 371} grains of pure silver was. worth in the mar- 
kets of the world a fraction over 3 cents more than the gold bullion 
then and now required to make a gold dollar, 

Indebted as we were at that time, it was an unwise and suicidal 
financial policy to demonetize either of our money metals, and more 
unwise and suicidal to demonetize the more valuable of the two. 

Suppose that gold instead of silver had been demonetized, stripped 
of its money function, and left to depend for its market value on such 
demand as its use in the arts may have made. It would, in my opinion, 
have depreciated even more than silver has done. The most fatal stab 
that silver ever received was its demonetization by the United States, 
the greatest silver producer in the world. And if it is to be restored 
to its ancient and legitimate rights as a money metal the Government 
of the United States, in the plenitude of its great power financially and 
in all other respects, must take the lead and by its full recognition and 
free coinage increase its market value, and thereby encourage other 
nationalities to admit it to free coinage, and all commercial nations to 
an agreement as to a ratio between the two money metals which shall 
be common to all. 

But whatever may be the action of other nationalities on the ques- 
tion, we can, and we ought to, admit to free coinage all the silver pro- 
duced in the country. 8 

We were told in 1878 that if we remonetized silver and authorized 
its coinage, though limited to not less than two nor more than four 
millions of dollars a month, we would drive gold from the country 
and find ourselves upon a purely silver basis. 

Congress passed the act, President Hayes vetoed it, and it was passed 
over his veto by the constitutional majority in both houses within two 
hours after his veto message was received. 

As to the effect of remonetization, what are the facts, as drawn from 
the experience of eleven years, under its operations ? 

In the last eleven years, up to January 1, 1890, the Director of the 
Mint reports that there have been coined of standard silver dollars 
349,938,001, to say nothing of abgat $6,000,000 of subsidiary silver 
coined in the same period. 

* Has it driven, or even tended to drive, gold from the country? 

Let the record answer. 

On September 18, 1880, the honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN], being then Secretary of the Treasury, issued an order authoriz- 
ing assistant treasurers to pay out standard silver dollars or silver cer- 
tificates for gold coin or bullion, dollar for dollar, 

The gold cameso rapidly that twice the order was suspended because 
the Treasury did not have the silver dollars on which to issue the cer- 
tificates, but under this order the Treasury received 879, 754, 000 in even 
exchange for silver certificates. 

In addition to this significant fact, the report of the Bureau of Sta- 
tistics of December, 1889, shows that the amount of gold in the United 
States in 1878, when silver was demonetized, was $213,199,977. 

The Director of the Mint sent me an official statement on the 15th 
of May which shows that the gold coin in this country on the Ist day 
of January, 1890, amounted to $622,009,063, and gold bullion in the 
Treasury, $67,265,944, making $689, 275,007 of gold on that day, which 
shows that the stock of gold had gradually and steadily increased from 
1878 to January, 1890, the increase amounting to $476,075, 030. 

The experiment of eleven years of silver coinage has effectually ex- 
ploded the argument based upon the idea that remonetization and coin- 
age of silver would drive gold out of the country. 

The Director of the Mint furnished me the following table, showing 
the amount of gold and silver annually produced in the United States 
from 1878 to 1889, both inclusive: 


Production of gold and silver from mines in the United States since 1878. 


Silver. 


Year. 

Fine (Commercial) Coining 

ound cs, val value, 
2.478, 800 | $51, 200,000 | 34,960,000 | $40, 270, 000 $45, 200, 000 
1, 881, 787 | 38,900,000 | 31,550,000 | 35, 430,000 | 40, 800, 000 
1,741,500 | 36,000,000 | 30,320,000 | 34,720, 000 39, 200, 000 
1,678,612 | 34,700,000 | 33,260,000 | 37, 850,000 43, 000, 000 
1,572, 187 | 32,500,000 | 36,200,000 | 41,120,000 46, 800, 000 
«| 1,451,250 | 30,000,000 | 85,730,000 | 39,660,000 46, 200, 000 
1.48, 950 | 30, 800,000 | 37,800,000 | 42,070,000 48, 800, 000 
1,538, 325 | 31,800,000 | 39,910,000 | 42,500, 000 51, 600, 000 
1,693,125 | 35,000, 000 | 39,440,000 | 39,230,000 | 51,000, 000 
1,596,375 | 33,000,000 | 41,260,000 | 40,410,009 | 53,350, 000 
| 1,604,841 | 33,175,000 45, 780, 000 43,020,000 | 59, 195, 000 
1, 587,000 | 32,800,000 | 50,000,000 | 46,750,000 | 64, 656, 000 
3 419, 875, 000 ... .. . .be. . 589, 801, 000 


This table shows that the coinage value of the silver produced was 
$589,801,000 and of gold for same period 8419, 875,000. Of this silver 
product we have coined $349,938,001, leaving $239,863, 000 of our sil- 
ver product to be hawked and peddled as a commodity upon the mar- 
kets of the world, when the wail of financial distress was being borne 
to us upon every breeze from every farm-house and workshop in the 
land. 

If the laborer is to receive a fair, reasonable, and adequate compen- 
sation for his toil, if the agriculturist is to receive a fair and remu- 
nerative price for his products, we must have a larger volume of 
money in circulation, and should utilize both of our money metals 
to the fullest extent of production. ` 

I shall therefore vote for the free coinage of silver, and if we fail in 
securing that I shall support the nearest approximation to free coinage 
that we can secure; but when forced to decide between the bill re- 
ported from the Finance Committee and the act of 1878, I will vote 
for the substitute reported by the committee, believing as I do that 
many of the criticisms made upon it are neither just nor true. By 
the act of 1878 the Secretary of the Treasury is required to purchase 
and coin into standard silver dollars not less than two nor more than 
four million dollars’ worth of silver each month. Every Secretary of 
the Treasury since the passage of that act has been hostile to silver 
coinage. Hence the average monthly silver coinage has been but little 
over the minimum of $2,000,000, and under the administration of the 
present Secretary we need not hope for anything better. 

The volume of currency, already too small, is being rapidly dimin- 
ished by retiring the circulating notes of the national banks. We must 
provide something to take the place of these retired and retiring notes 
or submit to ruinous contraction. 

The bill under consideration requires the Secretary of the Treasury 
to purchase in each month $4,500,000 worth of silver at the market 
price, not to exceed $1 for 371} pan of pure silver, and also to pur- 
chase such gold bullion as may be offered, at a price not to ex $1 
for 23.22 grains of pure gold, and to issue in payment of such pur- 
chases Treasury notes. 4 

The second section provides that these notes shall be re- 
deemable on demand in lawful money of the United States, and that 
they shall be receivable for customs, taxes, and all public dues. 

And the third section provides that the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall coin such portion of the bullion so purchased as may be neces- 
sary to provide for the redemption of the Treasury notes authorized by 

e act. 

Now, while I would greatly prefer free coinage, which would utilize 
all the silver we can produce, I will not consent to sacrifice important 
practical results to sentiment or to a mere theory. The practical fact 
is, we want, need, and must have a larger volume of currency. Under 
this bill we get $4,500,000 of Treasury notes each month instead of 
about $2,000,000 of coined silver—$54,000,000 a year instead of $24,- 
000,000 or $30,000,000. 

These Treasury notes are receivable for all public dues and redeem- 
able at the will of the holder. The holder can, at any moment he de- 
sires, convert them into coin. 

What function can money perform within the limits of the United 


States that these Treasury notes will not practically perform? None, 


absolutely none. But it is objected that they are not made a full legal 
tender as between citizen and citizen. True; but neither is the gold 
or silver certificate or the national-bank note made a full legal tender; 
but each has been, and is, and will continue to be convertible into coin 
at the willof the holder, and I have never heard of an instance in which 
the holder of either has been subjected to the slightest. inconvenience 
by reason of the fact that they were not full legal tenders. 

Again, it is objected that it is issuing a paper circulation based not 
on coin, but on a commodity. 

That is literally true, but practically misleading. It is the issue of, 
a paper circulation in the purchase of a money-metal. The mints can 
be started in an hour, and the bill requires the Secretary to convert 
that metal into coin when necessary, and in amounts sufficient for the 
redemption of the notes. 

It is also urged that it is within the discretion of the Secretary of 
the Treasury to coin or not. The bill says he shall coin’? when neces- 
sary to provide for redemption of the Treasury notes. 

It is objected by another Senator that if silver bullion should ad- 
vance in price so as to go above the maximum fixed in the bill, of $1 
for 371} grains of pure silver, the Secretary could buy no more silver. 

Of course he could not and ought not, as thatis the precise amount of 
pure silver that the law requires to make a standard dollar. If you 
had free coinage and silver bullion should rise above that price, nobody 
would coin it, for the reason that the bullion necessary to make a dol- 
lar would be worth more than the dollar when made, 

I hope we may secure free coinage, but failing in that, if we shall fail, 
then I prefer to take the $4,500,000 in Treasury notes per month to 
taking the $2,000,000 of coined silver, because we increase the volume of 
circulation $2,500,000 per month more by the former than by the latter 
policy, the only practical difference between the two propositions being 
that under the one you coin 2,000,000 silver dollars and issue silver 
certificates upon them and under the other you issue $4,500,000 of 
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Treasury notes with which to pay for that amount of silver bullion 
which the Secretary is required to coin when necessary to provide for 
tlie redemption of the Treasury notes. It narrows itself down to the 
simple question of whether you shall issue the paper before or after 
the coinage of the metal. 

A statement issued by the Treasury Department on 31st of March, 
1890, shows that the money in circulation in the United States on that 
day amounted to $1,437,316,124, but of this amount I find from the 
annual report of the Treasurer of the United States for 1889 that $121,- 
105,500 are in notes and gold and silver certificates of denominations 
of $500, $1,000, $5,000, and $10,000, which may be, and doubtless are, 
useful in the settlement of balances between banks in the great money 
centers, but can not be regarded as adding to the volume of circulat- 
ing medium amongst the people. They unfortunately rarely ever see, 
much less own or handle, notes of these denominations. Practically 
they may be deducted from the volume of circulation, but counting 
these notes as a part of the circulation it shows the somewhat remark- 
able fact that the United States, with a population of nearly 65,000,000, 
has a volume of $1,430,634,459, while France, with a population of 
38,250,000, has $2,194,000,000, as shown by the report of the Director 
of the Mint, made to me on May 15. 

We have for a number of years kept locked up in the vaults of the 
Treasury some millions of dollars which ought to have been applied to 
the extinguishment of the interest-bearing national debt and in that 
way restored to circulation. 

Why should we have kept for years and continue to keep in the 
vaults of the Treasury $100,000,000 of gold coin for the redemption of 
outstanding legal-tender Treasury notes, of which there is only $346,- 
000,000, that no holder wished to have redeemed? 

When the Secretary of the Treasury is receiving more thana million 
dollars per day of revenues and under the resumption act of 1875 is 
authorized to sell bonds of the United States for coin when needed for 
the redemption of these notes, a reserve of $20,000,000, in my opinion, 
would be more than sufficient; for if demands for redemption should 
come the Secretary has his revenues of more than a million dollars a 
day, and can at any time convert United States bonds into coin at a very 
low rate of interest, and by these méans will always be able to meet 
any unexpected demand for redemption of these notes. 

The people of this country, like thepeopleof all other countries, have 
absolute faith in the ability and determination of the United States to 
pay all just demands against her. No financial panic can impair her 
credit. Therefore we need not keep, lying idly in the Treasury, mill- 
ions of dollars, for which there is no probability of any early demand, 
when the people and business of the country need it and demand that 
it should go into circulation. 

Mr. President, there is widespread and universal discontent amongst 
the agriculturists and the wage-workers of the country, and day by 
day they are appealing for relief from oppressive existing conditions, 
They have at least two just causes of complaint that Congress can and 
ought to remedy. ; 

First, As Congress alone the power to coin money and 
regulate the value thereof,” it is the duty of Congress to coin a suffi- 
cient amount of money to meet the business necessitiesof the country 
and to prevent contraction, which always brings disaster, if not bank- 
ruptcy and ruin, to the dehtor class and depression to every field of labor 
and production. 

And, second, relieve them from unjust, unnecessary, and excessive 
taxation, two or three times as great as is demanded by any revenue 
necessity, a system of taxation which not only cripples and oppresses 
them at home, but handicaps them in the markets of the world where 
the agriculturist hopes to find a market for his surplus products. 

Mr. President, day by day the financial distress in the country in- 
tensifies, the murmurs of discontent grow louder, and the demands 
for relief become more and more pronounced and emphatic. 

For a quarter of a century the legislation of Congress has been in the 
interest of capital, largely and unjustly increasing its profits at the 
expense of every other interest, enriching the creditor and impoverish- 

the debtor. The demonetization of silver practically doubled the 
value of gold and all bonds, mortgages, and outstanding indebtedness 
in the hands of the holders. P 

The imposition of high import duties, not for revenue, but to increase 
the profits of the capital invested in manufacturing enterprises, has 
oppressed every class of consumers and tax-payers by compelling them 
to pay an average of about 50 per cent. more for every article they buy 
than they would otherwise have to pay. 

With these disadvantages growing out of Congressional legislation 
and the manipulations of trusts, combinations, and conspiracies to con- 
trol the price of agricultural products and enrich themselves by so con- 
trolling, the point is reached where it matters little to the farmer 
whether he makes a large or a small crop, as the price he gets for his 
products pays little, if anything, over the actual cost of production. 

So Cepen have the fortunes of the agriculturists of the country 
become that they are being driven into the ad of the most im- 
poen and illogical expeđients with the vain hope of finding at 

east temporary relief. 

I am, as I doubt not other Senators are, being appealed to to adyo- 


cate the policy of building Government storehouses in all counties 
which annually produce over $500,000 worth of agricultural products, 
in which the farmer may store his cotton, tobacco, wheat, corn, oats, 
seed, and other farm products, and take a warehouse receipt therefor 
showing quantity, grade, and quality, and their value at the then cur- 
rent rates, and the amount of warehouse charges there will be upon the 
same. And upon the delivery of this warehouse receipt to the Secretary 
of the Treasury it is, by the bill, made the duty of the Secretary to ad- 
vance, in United States Treasury notes, to the holder of the receipt 80 
per cent. of the value of such products, as fixed in the receipt, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury is required to keep an account with every 
farmer who makes such deposits, and to issue such unlimited amount 
of Treasury notes as may be necessary to meet the demands, which 
notes are made a fall legal tender, but no provision is made looking to 
their redemption; and on final settlement the money so advanced by 
the Treasury is to be returned to it, with interest at the rate of 1 per 
cent. perannum, And we are appealed to by others to pass the bill 
which requires the issue of an unlimited amount of full legal-tender 
United States Treasury notes to be loaned to farmers at an interest of 2 
per cent. per annum, to the extent of one-half the ascertained value of 
their farms, and secured by a mortgage upon the farm, the loan to run 
for a period not exceeding twenty years. 

This bill, like the last one referred to, contains no provision looking 
to the redemption of the Treasury notes, and if they are to be issued 
and a fund provided for redemption it can be raised only by taxation. 

But those who appeal to us to pass these bills forget that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has no constitutional power to advance 
money upon or become a dealer in agricultural products or any other 
products—no constitutional power to loan money; but, if it had the 
constitutional power and should consent to issue these unlimited amounts 
of Treasury notes, it must provide a means of redeeming them on de- 
mand or consent to the humiliating confession that it can not meet 
its obligations. 

This it will never and ought never to do. If forced to issue these 
notes provision must and will be made to raise a sufficient reserve fund 
to put it in the power of the Treasury to redeem in coin such of them 
as may from time to time be presented for redemption. 

Such fund can only be raised by Federal taxation and under Federal 
revenue laws, which do not tax citizens upon the amount of money or 
property they possess, but upon the quantity of the taxed commodities 
they consume ; so that the man who has his hundred millions in money, 
bonds, and mortgages is not compelled to pay more of Federal taxation 
than the poorest day laborer. 

Therefore, in view of the fact that neither of the bills referred to 
is constitutional, the passage of either is or should be impossible. 

But, if such a measure as the warehouse bill were constitutional, the 
farmer should remember that he has always denounced and had just 
cause to denounce class legislation, of which he has been the chief vic- 
tim and from which he has been the chief sufferer. 

Indeed, class legislation is the malady under which he suffers to-day. 
Yet this bill provides only for a class of aclass. It pro to make 
advances from the Treasury to farmers, but not to all ers; only 
such as are fortunate enough to reside in a county that produces an- 
nually $500,000 worth of products, 

If we are to legislate for the class known as farmers, why should any- 
be excluded from the supposed benefits? : 

Is not the farmer who toils ina county that produces less than $500,- 
000 worth of products as meritorious as his neighbor in the adjoining 
county? 7 

1 bee not taken the time to hunt up the statistics, but it is not un- 
reasonable to say that under the provisions of this bill more than half 
we ae the United States would be excluded from its supposed 

nefits. 

But I deny that the adoption of such a measure would benefit the 
farmer. So far from it, it would prove a serious injury and loss to him. 
It involves the necessity of two additional handlings of his nce: 
first, from the farm to the warehouse and then from the warehouse to 
the place of shipment to market, and in addition to this the expenses in- 
cident to warehouse weighing, measuring, grading, classifying, valuation, 
storage charges, and waste, all of which are charges upon the product. 

The farmer who stores gets a warehouse receipt for such quantity, 
quality, and value of his crops as the of the warehouse may 
fix, and upon that valuation he gets from the Treasury 80 per cent. The 
only interest he has remaining in the produce is 20 per cent., less these 
numerous charges, and before he can repossess himself of the produce 
to put it on the market he must extinguish the Treasury lien by pay- 
ing the amount advanced and the warehouse charges. 

In nine cases out of ten the farmer would abandon the produce rather 
than attempt to raise the money to redeem it or sell his receipt for 
whatever price he could obtain for it. 

He will then see that he would have promoted his interest by selling 
his crop at the full market price and saving to himself all of these un- 
necessary warehouse char, 

But if these objections did not exist the universal discontent of 
farmers at the warehouse grading and valuation of their products and 
shortage in quantity would break down the whole system in less than 
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three years, and the Government would find itself with a large number 
of warehouses to sell or rent. 

From the most careful consideration I haye been able to give these 
bills I do not hesitate to say that if the farmers want such advances 
on crops or loans on farms they would promote their own interests by 
obtaining them from the most exacting and heartless usurer rather 
than have the United States levy and collect the taxes, and in that 
way raise the fund to build these warehouses and to protect the Treas- 
ury notes provided for by these bills. 

And in addition to these objections to these two bills the enactment 
of both or either involves the appointment of many thousands of Fed- 
eral officials, for the salaries of whom the farmer as all others would 
have to respond in taxes. 

Mr. President, there is no class of our people who deserve more, if, 
indeed, there is any class who deserve so much, of the favorable con- 
sideration of the Government as the agricultural class. The products 
of their toil form the basis of all of our prosperities. They have been 
patient, long suffering, and much oppressed. They know no eight or 
ten hour rule of labor. Their daily toil begins at dawn and ends at 
twilight; begins on the Ist day of January and ends on the 31st day of 
December. They have neither time nor money to come to Washing- 
ton to appear before committees to assert their rights, advocate their 
interests, or emphasize their wrongs. 

But we have the representatives of capital, with the best talent that 
capital can buy, always with us, and always ready to assign the most 

lausible reasons that human ingenuity can invent to aggrandize cap- 
tal at the expense of labor and to enrich the creditor at the expense of 
the debtor, and for the last twenty-five or thirty years this line of rea- 
soning has controlled Federal legislation. In the interest of capital 
the volume of currency has been and is being contracted. In the in- 
terest of capital exorbitant impost duties have been and are being im- 


Mr. President, these questions rise in the seale of importance far 
above any mere y considerations. 

Yet it is well for our Republican friends to remember that when 
silver was demonetized in 1873 there was a Republican President, a 
Republican Senate, and a Republican House of Representatives, and 
that the responsibility of its demonetization is with them. And, if 
not fully remonetized and admitted to free coinage and with contrac- 
tion disaster shall come, the responsibility is with them. 

There has been no time within the last thirty years when the Demo- 
crats have had the President, Senate, and House at the same time, so 
that they could assert and carry out a policy of their own. 

But without regard to party responsibilities we should recognize the 
fact that the evil of probable if not certain contraction and the evil 
of excessive and unnecessary taxation are upon us, for which the people 
demand a remedy, We can and it is our duty to apply it. 


RECOMMENDATIONS OF INTERNATIONAL AMERICAN CONFERENCE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 

message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 

on motion of Mr, EDMUNDS, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

The International American Conference, recently in session at this Capital, 
recommended for adoption by the several American republics: 

1. A uniform system of customs regulations for the classification and valua- 
tion of imported merchandise ; 

2. A uniform nomenclature for the description of articles of merchandise im- 
ported and ee and 
a The establishment at Washington of an International Bureau of Informa- 

on. 

The conference also, at its final session, decided to establish in the city of 
Washington, as a fitting memorial of its meeting, a Latin-American library, to 
be formed by contributions from the several nations of historical, geographical, 
and literary works, maps, manuscripts, and official documents relating to the 
history and civilization of America, and expressed a desire that the Government 
of the United States should provide a suitable building for the shelter of such 
a library, to be solemnly dedicated upon the four hundredth anniversary of 
the discovery of America, 2 

The importance of these suggestions is fully set forth in the letter of the Sec- 

of State and the accompanying documents herewith transmitted, to 
which I invite your attention. 
BENJ. HARRISON, 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 2, 1890. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, After eleven minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) 
e gos adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, June 3, 1890, at 12 
0 m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 2d day of June, 1890. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Ordnance Department. 


i Capt. ones E. Dutton, to be major, May 1, 1890, vice Michaelis, 
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Third Regiment of Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Omar Bundy, to be first lieutenant, May 26, 1890, 
vice Williams, appointed regimental quartermaster. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate May 29, 1890. 


POSTMASTER. 


Augustus M. Bearse, to be postmaster at Middleborough, in the 
county of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 2, 1890. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 
George H. Wallace, of Missouri, to be consul-general of the United 


States at Melbourne. 
CONSULS. 


Byron G. Daniels, of the District of Columbia, to be consul of the 
United States at Hull, England. 
Alfred B. Keevil, of Tennessee, to be consul of the United States at 
Martinique, West Indies. 
Rounceville Wildman, of Idaho, to be consul of the United States at 
Singapore. 
Aquilla J. Daugherty, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States 
at Callao, Peru. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. > 
Thomas D. Meads, of Hancock, Mich., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Marquette, Mich. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 
Anton Mehrlich, of Colorado, to be register of the land office at Cen- 
tral City, Colo. 
_ UNITED STATES MARSHAL. , 


George C. Ginty, of Wisconsin, to be marshal of the United States 
for the western district of Wisconsin. 


COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Levi A. Hughes, of New Mexico, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the district of New Mexico. 
James II. Mills, of Montana, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the district of Montana. 
POSTMASTERS. 


James E. Brinkerhoff, to be postmaster at Waupun, in the county of | 


Fond du Lac and State of Wisconsin. — 

Nels Kellerup, to be postmaster at Black Hawk, in the county of 
Gilpin and State of Colorado. 

Loring W. Barnes, to be postmaster at Attleborough, in the county 
of Bristol and State of Massachusetts. 

Andrew J. Davis, to be postmaster at Ware, in the county of Hamp- 
shire and State of Massachusetts, i 

Martin L. Harlow, to be postmaster at Whitman, in the county of 
Plymouth and State of Massachusetts, 

Thomas A. Hills, to be postmaster at Leominster, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

John F. Vivian, to be postmaster at Golden, in the county of Jeffer- 
son and State of Colorado. i 

John Smith, jr., to be postmaster at Peekskill, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York. 

Bernhard F. Gentsch, to be postmaster at Buffalo, in the county of 
Erie and State of New York. 

Robert Ray, to be postmaster at Monroe, in the county of Ouachita 
and State of Louisiana. 

Alfred Wilson, to be postmaster at South Chicago, in the county of 
Cook and State of Illinois. 

Isaac Brandt, to be postmaster at Des Moines, in the county of Polk 
and State of Iowa, 

James M. Rogers, to be postmaster at Huntington, in the county of 
Huntington and State of Indiana. 

Luther B. Edinborough, to be postmaster at West Bay City, in the 
county of Bay and State of Michigan. 

William H. Mason, to be postmaster at Battle Creek, in the county 
of Calhoun and State of Michigan. 

Henry H. Sawyer, to be postmaster at Nacogdoches, in the county of 
Nacogdoches and State of Texas. 

Eustace W. Walder, to be postmaster at Honey Grove, in the county 
of Fannin and State of Texas. 

Clarence L. Bush, to be postmaster at Gatesville, in the county of 
Coryell and State of Texas. 

Levi C. Albertson, to be postmaster at Atlantic City, in the county 
of Atlantic and State of New Jersey. - 

Mathew K. Mister, to be postmaster at Grenada, in the county of 
Grenada and State of Mississippi. 

William G. Repass, to be postmaster at Wytheville, in the county of 
Wythe and State of Virginia. 
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Joseph Vos, to be postmaster at Orange City, in the county of Sioux 
and State of Iowa. 

Madison Davis, to be postmaster at Athens, in the county of Clarke 
and State of Georgia. 

Peter Conroy, to be postmaster at Watkins, in the county of Schuy- 
ler and State of New York. 

John T. Davenport, to be postmaster at Gordonsville, in the county 
of Orange and State of Virginia. 

Vernon J. Tiebout, to be postmaster at Ennis, in the county of Ellis 
and State of Texas. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, June 2, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

INDIAN INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL, ALBUQUERQUE, N. MEX. 

The SPEAKER. The bill (H. R. 10250) to provide for the enlarge- 
ment and support of the United States Indian industrial school at Al- 
buquerque, N. Mex., has been reported back by the Committee on 
Appropriations with the recommendation that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. Without objection, that reference will be 
made. : 

There was no objection. 

POST-OFFICE BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D. ©. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 407) to author- 
ize the acquisition of certain parcels of real estate embraced in square 
numbered 380 of the city of Washington, to provide an eligible site 
for a city post-office, said bill having been passed by the Senate with 
amendments and with a request for a conference thereon with the 
House. 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If action is to be taken on those amendments now, 
I ask that the accompanying statement be read. 

The SPEAKER. There is no statement accompanying these amend- 
ments. This is simply a House bill returned from the Senate with 
amendments, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The amendments seem to be formal in their 
character. I suggest that they be concurred in. 

The SPEAKER, There does not seem to be any member of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds present, 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the amendments are to be acted on now, I hope 
that some explanation of them will be made. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask that the bill with the amendments 
lie on the table, to be called up when some member of the committee 
comes in. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that course will be taken. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 7 
Mr, MOORE, of Texas. My colleague [Mr. MILLS] is sick and de- 


sires to be excused indefinitely on that account. . 
There being no objection, indefinite leave of absence was granted. 


FANNY L. DAVIS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 3046) granting a 
pension to Fanny L, Davis, said bill having been returned from the 
Senate with the notification that the Senate disagreed to the amend- 
ment of the House and asked a conference. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the House insist on its amendment 
and agree to the conference, 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate insists on its amendments, disagreed to by 
the House, to the bill (H. R. 8909) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, 
agrees to the request for a conference, and has appointed Mr. HALE, 
Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. GORMAN conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 398) to limit the effect of the regulations of commerce be- 
tween the several States and with foreign countries in certain cases; 


and 

A bill (S. 3172) granting the use of certain lands in the town of New 
Haven, Conn., for a public park. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
resolution of the House requesting the President to return to the House 
the bill (H. R. 7345) authorizing and directing the Secretary of War 
to establish new harbor lines in Portage Lake, Houghton County, Michi- 


gan. 
The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 
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port of the committee of conference on the bill (H. R. 8152) making 
appropriation for thesupport of the Military Academy for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1891. 


— 
MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Messages in writing from the President of the United States were 
communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, one 
of his secretaries, who also announced that the President had approved 
and signed acts of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 448) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a PE building thereon at Lynn, in the State of Massachu- 
setts; an 2 

An act (H. R. 7898) granting to the Duluth and Winnipeg Railroad 
Company a right of way through certain Indian reservations in Minne- 
sota 


Also that the following bill has become a law without the approval 
of the President, not having been returned by him to the House of 
Representatives within the ten days prescribed by the Constitution: 

An act (H. R. 4372) granting a pension to Johm Dean. 

CORRECTION, 


Mr. McCLAMMY. I desire to correct the Recorp. In the issue of 
May 28, on page 5653, I am reported as stating that the bill introduced 
by me was indorsed by the Farmers“ Alliance. I stated that when 
thoroughly understood it would be so indorsed—not that it had been. 
(Laughter. ] ; 
JEREMIAH DARLING, 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH moved to suspend the rules so as to take from 
the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House and pass the bill 
(H. R. 1215) for the relief of Jeremiah Darling. 

This bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Jeremiah Darling, of Cincinnati, Ohio, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, $362.50, such payment 
to be in full of any and all claims the said 8 Darling may have open 
the United States for carrying the mail on post-route numbered 9447, Cincinnati 
to Murdock, in the State of Ohio. 

The motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill was agreed to, two- 
thirds voting in favor thereof. 


ALBERT H. EMERY. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, some time ago the House passed a 
bill for the relief of Albert H. Emery, appropriating $50,000. The bill 
went to the Senate and was returned to the House with an amendment 
appropriating $125,000 and with a request on the part of the Senate 
for a conference. ~ The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] moved 
that the House disagree to the amendment of the Senate and agree to 
the conference, which motion was adopted; but subsequently, on the 
same day, a motion was made to reconsider that action. I now, asa 
privileged question, call up the motion to reconsider and move to lay 
that motion on the table, with the view of getting a conference on the 
bill. 

The motion of Mr. BURROWS was agreed to. 


LEONARD MARTIN. 


Mr. BRICKNER moved to suspend the rules, so as to take from the 
Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House and put on its passage 
the bill (S. 2524) for the relief of Leonard Martin. i 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to adjust and settle the accounts of Leonard Martin, 
formerly lieutenant Fifth Artillery, United States Army, and to issue a certifi- 
cate of non-indebtedness in the sum of $1,806.51 now c N against the said 
Leo: e books of the Third Auditor of the United States Treasury. 


suspend the rules and pass the bill was agreed to, 
ng in favor thereof. 


TLAND AND PUGET SOUND RATLROAD COMPANY. 


. WILSON, of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I move to 

es and put upon its passage the bill (H. R. 9630) granting a 
right of way through and a right to terminal grounds in the State of 
Washington to the Portland and Puget Sound Railroad Company, and 
for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That a right of way is hereby granted, as hereinafter set 
forth, to the Portland and Puget Sound Railroad Company, a corporation or- 
ganized under the laws of the State of Oregon, for the construction, operation, 
and maintenance of its railroad through the lands reserved and set apart for 
the use of the Puyallup tribe of Indians, the said lands being known and a E 
nated as the Puyallup Indian reservation, lying and being in the State of Wash- 
ington; and in addition to ete of way there is hereby granted to said 
Portland and Puget Sound Ra Company, at and along its terminal point 
at or near Commencement Bay, land lying acent thereto necessary for ter- 
minal grounds and for station buildings, depots, machine-shops, side-tracks, 
turn-outs, water-stations, and other like uses, only so much as the Secretary of 
the Interior shall determine, not to exceed, however, 100 acres in area, but of 
such width and length as convenient for the uses aforesaid, 

Sec. 2. That the right of way hereby granted to said 8 shall not exceed 
50 feet in width on side of the center line of said railroad: and said com- 
pany shall also have the right to take from lands adjacent to the line of said 
Bad material, stone, earth, and timber necessary for the construction of said 
railroad, upon making just compensation therefor; that said right of way shall 
begin on the southerly side of said reservation and p; as nearly as p 
cable in a direct line to some point at or near Commencement Bay: Provided, 
That said railroad company, before proceeding to build their said railroad upon 
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and me riaan right of way: shall maara pna actual — tne and shall 3 the 
at W propose enter the resery: ion the 
propose ù PEAR re terminal point; and in addition thereto shali 
d the ‘ for terminal facilities as 
pa gio a — plat . — 


so herein 3 as right of wa; 

rminal grounds T not have a wal — „ 1,000 feet of the shore- 
line of said Commencement Bay, nor shall the said right of way extend to or 
along the 8 of said bay except where it is necessary in order to seeure 


a 

inc, 3. That th the 8 to be paid for said right of way and terminal grounds 
. upon by and between said Indians and the said com- 
pany, said price to be subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, 


and said Secretary shall provide the time and manner for the payment thereof. 
Where said right of way or terminal grounds traverse or are upon any of the 
lands conveyed in severalty by the United States by patents in pursuance of the 
treaty made on the 26th day of December, A. D. 1881. between the United States 
ene the Nisqually, Puyallup, and other tribes of Indians, then the Indians hold- 
uch title are hereby empowered to conyey the said right of way or parcel 
aber so needed for terminal uses to said railway conr at a price to be 
mutually agreed by and between the said Indians and the said company, the 
rice paid, however. to be subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior: 
Provided, h however, That if any of the land so needed, which has been so con- 
veyed by patent, be held by minor heirs, or if ent as to price can notfor 
any cause be reached between the parties, or if for any other reason a convey- 
ance can not be had, the said co opisy shall then have the right to condemn 
such tract ur tracts, or through such tract or tracts, in accordance with the laws 
of the Stateof Washington, the condition in the 3 and patent notwithstand- 
And said right of condemnation may by said company as to 
lands held in common by said e so 83 for right of way and termi- 
nal grounds in case of failure to agree upon the price for the same. And notice 
of such condemnation proceedings may be served upon the agent having said 
Indians in charge. For this use and to this end the conditions and restrictions 
in said treaty and in the patents aforesaid upon the power of alienation are 
8 declared to be, and are hereby, waived. 

Src. 4. That after the right of wax and terminal grounds herein granted shall 
have been taken into possession by the company aforesaid, then all the Indian 
patentees who hold segregated parcels of the lands original: e in this 
reservation by patents issued under the treaty so made on the 26th of Deeem- 
ber, A. D. 1854, are hereby relieved from the conditions and restrictions upon 
alienation contained in the said patents and the tresty under which said patents 
were issued, and the said Indians shall have an unrestricted power to sell and 
convey their said lands: Provided, 'That as to all such lands so now owned and 
held in severalty by said Indians’ the Secretary of the 3 may cause the 
same to be appraised, and the price paid or agreed to be paid shall be equal to 
the price so fixed by the Secretary of the Interior: Provided further, That all 
contracts by said Indians, or any of them, touching the right of way and termi- 


= grounds, or any interest therein, and all exeeutory agreements concerning 


sale thereof made with any or heretofore or hereafter, sub- 
ject to oy . l be wholly null and void. 
Src, d railway company shall not assign nor transfer nor mort- 


gage ie right of way or terminal grounds herein granted for any purpose 
Whatever until said road shall be completed through that part of said reserva- 
tion through which said right of way is secured: Provided, That the said com- 
pany may mortgage said franchise, together with the rolling-stock, for 5 
to construct and complete said road: And provided further, That the rights 
cranial herein to said company shall be lost Sate forfeited by it unless the road 
shall be constructed and in running order through said reservation on said line 
within three years from the passage of this act. 
Sec, 6. That the lands herein granted to said railway company shall only be 
used by said company for the purposes provided for in this act, and if u for 
— 5 r or different purpose the amount so used shall revert to the Indian or 
Indians from whom it was taken. 
— 7. That Congress may at mr time amend, add to, alter, or repeal this 


9 8. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict herewith are hereby repealed. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to have the report in 
that case read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask a second on the motion to sus- 
peng the rules for the purpose of getting an explanation of the bill. I 

ope that by consent it may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to eonsidering a second as or- 
dered? 

‘There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is open to debate for forty minutes, and 
the gentleman from Washington is recognized to control twenty minutes 
of the time. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Speaker, I would suggest to the gentleman 
from Washington [Mr. Witson] that the first part of this bill could 
not be heard at all in this part of the Hall, so that what Indians are 
affected or what railroad corporation is interested is not known to gen- 
tlemen around me here; and I hope the gentleman from Washington 
will explain fully the purpose and character of the bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill granting 
the Portland and Puget Sound Railroad Company the right of way 
through the Puyallup Indian reservation for the purpose of construct- 
ing arailway; and I would ask that the report of the committee be read. 

The report of the committee (by Mr. Witson, of Washington) was 
read, as follows: 

The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred House bill 6465, hav- 
ing had the same 3 consideration, leave to submit the following report: 

The bill grants the right of way throug the Puyallup Indian reservation, lo- 
cated near the Sound, in the State of Washington, to the Portland and Puget 
Sound Railroad Company, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of 
Oregon. The right of way granted by this bill is to commence on the southern 
side of said reservation and proceed as nearly as practicable in a direct line to 
some pointat or near Commencement Bay, and is by the bill 75 feet wide on either 
side from the center of the road-bed. Yourcommittee, however, believing that 
50 feet on each side was sufficient for the purposes of the road, has so amended 
the bill. From the peculiar character of the country it is hard to tell exactly 
what amount of land is or will be needed for depot and terminal facilities: 
hence that to some extent is left to the decision of the Seeretary of the Interior. 
In fact, maps and surveys of the entire line, depot, etc., must, under the pro- 
visions of the bill, be submitted to the Secretary for his approval. 


The bill also limits the water fronts to not more than 1,000 feet of the shore 
line of said Commencement Bay. 
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The bill also allows the individual allottees to sell such parcels as they may 
hold separately, after they have been appraised under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and not to be sold for less than the appraised value as fixed 
by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The bill contains the usual clause prohibiting said company from selling or 
assigning the right of way herein granted for any purpose until after the road 
is completed, except to mortgage for money to build said road, and also provides 
that unless the road is constructed within three years from the passage of the 
act all rights therein granted are forfeited. The city of Tacoma, located upon 
the Sound, is a thriving city of some 35,000 people, and all that 8 is filling 
upand developing so rapidly your committee are of the opinion that the sub- 
stitute herein presented for the bill ought to pass, and so recommend, 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Mr. Speaker, the report stifficiently 
explains the necessity of this bill. I do not desire to occupy the time 
of the House at present and I will reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know 
how much land there is in this Indian reservation. 

Bae WILSON, of Washington. Sixteen thousand and some odd 


mses ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would also like to know how much 
of the road runs through it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. I think about 5 miles. 

Mr. AN DERSON, of Kansas. How, does it come that this water 
front is given to the railroad com pany 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would {iko to hear a portion, at least, 
of what is said. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. There isso much confusion in the 
House, Mr. Speaker; that was the reason why the Chair could not hear. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order and gentlemen will 
please take their seats. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
ask the gentleman how it comes that this shore-line is given to this 
company. How large a place is Tacoma and how valuable is that 
property ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Tacomaisa place of about 38,000 peo- 
ple. Upon one side of the city is this Indian reservation, upon the other 
side of the city isa military reservation, and to get into the city this 
is the only way a railroad can come, down along the Puyallup River; 
and the bluffs are so high there is only a limited space which is avail- 
able. 

This bill gives them 1,000 feet for that reason along the shore-line, 
subject, however, to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior after 
he has placed a price uponit. If it is not used for railroad purposes 
at any time in the future it reverts back to the Indians. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How much is that property worth? 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. There is some of it very valuable 
and some of it is not so valuable. It will be appraised by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and the sale will be subject to his approval. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Well, the appraisement of the Bec- 
retary of the Interior might be very high or might be very low. He 
personally would not know anything about the value of the land prob- 
ably. 

Nr. WILSON, of Washington. The gentleman certainly knows that 
these Indians have got the land by patent and that they are citizens 
of the United States. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the railroad company that 
derives the benefit from this? Is it the Northern Pacific? 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Tie Portland and Paget Sound. I 
suppose it is the Northern Pacifie and Union Pneifie both. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I merely desire to say that the Gov- 
ernment have given the Northern Pacifie so much it seems to me they 
sss to stop now. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. They are not giving them anything 
in this case. The railroad company are to pay for everything they get. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. They are giving to them a valuable 
shore-line and water front. And they are giving them a right of way. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. The Government does not own the 
land at all and it is not Government land at all. The land is owned 
by the Indians. It has been patented to them by the Government, and 
they own it and are citizens of the United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have not been able to hear the conver- 
sation which was had between the gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
WI1son] and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON]. I under- 
stand that this bill makes a grant of these Indians’ lands, in addition to 
the right of way, of something over 100 acres of land. LI hope that the 
first part of the bill will be again read to the House, so that we shall un- 
derstand its provisions exactly. And before that is done I wish to call 
the attention of the gentleman from Washington to the fact that this bill 
proceeds under an assumption that this is an ordinary Indian reserva- 
tion. These lands in fact are held by the Indians in severalty. 


e United States and of the 
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Mr. WILSON, of Washington. I have just informed the gentleman 
from Kansas of that fact. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They are held in severalty and held under patents. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. But you can not get the right of 
way through these lands, as the gentleman from Indiana well knows, 
without the consent of the United States. As you haveseen Puyallup 
Indian reservation, zo know this is the only way the railroad can 
come into the city of Tacoma. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the first part 
of the bill in my time. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. Will the gentleman from 
Indiana state what portion of the bill he desires to have read? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The first part; the part of it down to the amount 
it appropriates of the lands of these Puyallup Indians. 

The first section of the bill was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, this is the most considerable grant of land 
that we have ever made in a body in an Indian reservation; and itshould 
be remembered also that this is not, in the sense we have been treat- 
ing these reservations, an Indian reservation, In 1885, under a treaty 
made twenty years or more before that time on the part of the Govern- 
ment by Isaac I. Stevens and these Indians, they were entitled to their 
lands in fee-simple. After a survey of the lands allotments were made 
in severalty,and the patents were issued and delivered to the respect- 
ive Indian owners. I hope the House will feel enough interest in the 
matter to protect the rights of persons who are holding lands in fee- 
simple under allotments and patents from the General Government; 
and the question is whether these lands in the vicinity of Tacoma un- 
der the circumstances suggested should be treated simply as Indian 
reservations. You are conferring upon a railroad corporation the power 
to go through the lands of citizens of Washington Territory and hold- 
ing their lands in fee-simple under patents from the Federal Govern- 
ment, 

If this grant was confined simply to the right of way, inasmuch as 
the Indians can be protected by the Secretary of the Interior, I should 
be inclined to acquiesce in the proposition. But it isthis unexampled 
grant of not exceeding 100 acres ont of the Puyallup reservation, a 
comparatively small body of land, to which I object. I donot think 
that such a policy has been entered upon heretofore in regard to In- 
dians holding lands in fee. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. If the gentleman will allow me to 
interrupt him? He speaks of this grant in the sense of a gift to the 
railroad company. Certainly the gentleman does not mean to convey 
to the House the impression that this is a gift. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not use the word gift. Ispokeofitas a 
grant. But it is a grant of lands belonging directly to the Indians 
under patents of the Government. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Well, they pay for the land at such 
price as the Secretary of the Interior may place upon it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; in other words, here are persons holding 
land in Pempe under patent of the Federal Government, and we 
are to permit the Secretary of the Interior to determine the price at 
which they must relinquish possession of the land 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. The gentleman knows that the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and the General Government control the lands 
yet, although the lands have been patented to the Indians. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not in the sense that Indian reservation is con- 
trolled. When we allot lands in severalty to the Indians they are 
pikea on a different footing from lands held in common in an In- 

ian reservation. Here you are undertaking to force the Indians to 
t with lands which they had received in severalty. Now, it is true 
n this instance that the Indians wanted this division of their lands, 
which was accorded to them. But when we permit Indians to acquire 
their title in fee-simple from the Government of the United States it 
seems to me that action somewhat different should be adopted to di- 
vest them from that title than that which prevailed heretofore in re- 
gard to the ordinary Indian reservations. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. But the gentleman knows that we 
can not alienate these lands, nor lease them for any period longer than 
two years, 

Mr. HOLMAN, But you ought not to leave this matter to the See- 
retary of the Interior entirely, because you and everybody know that 
they have a ſee-simple in this land, and that there should be a con- 
demnation of the n lands for this purpose in the same way as 
— would in the case of an American citizen having a fee-simple. 

t I wish to inquire to whom this money is to be paid. It certainly 
is not to be paid to the tribe, because it does not belong to the tribe. 
It should be paid to specific Indians, as they are citizens of the United 
States and citizens of the State of Washington. 

Mr. Speaker, to more fully understand this bill, for I know my 
friend does not wish to do anything but what is exactly right, I ask 
that the bill be farther read, so as to understand what disposition is to 
be made of this money; and I ask the Clurk to continue the reading 
from the point where he left off. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can have it read in his time. 

The Clerk read section 2. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Right there I wish to call the attention of my 


friend to the fact that in speaking of these Indians they speak of them 
as a tribe of Indians all the time. In speaking of the agreement with 
the Indians, my friend knows, as well as myself and er gentlemen 
who have examined this Indian matter, that these lands are held in 
severalty by the Indians. Yet it is the tribe with which the Secretary 
of the Interior is to negotiate for the railway company for the sur- 
render of these lands. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. I suppose it crept in there and er! 
have called them a tribe. Isuppose that wherever the Government still 
keeps an Indian agency they may still speak of them as a tribe of 
Indians, notwithstanding the fact that they own their lands in sever- 


alty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. We have an Indian agency in Michigan 
where there are Indians who own their lands in severalty and they are 
all citizens of the United States. But I am mainly objecting—— 

Mr. COBB. Is it not true that these Indians who hold their lands 
in severalty are provided for largely by Indian agents? 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We have agencies with Indians who own their lands 
in severalty. 

Mr. PEEL. I understand there is a portion of that land allotted and 
a portion of it that they hold in common. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. This portion has been allotted. 
This land lies between the agency and a piece of land still further on 
that has not been allotted. x 

Mr. PEEL. I do not see how the title could be perfected in any 
orie way. Congress has to give its assent before the right of way can 

given. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not object to a right of way. 

Mr. PEEL. And if the Indians individually agree with the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, then the lands can be sold. 

Mr. HOLMAN., I understood that it was to be taken at whatever 
price the Secretary of the Interior or any other officer could agree on 
with the tribe. Why not provide for a regular appraisement? 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. It does not provide for the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to fix the price. It leaves it so that the Secretary 
of the Interior and the Indians may agree upon a price. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is nothing further in the agreement than 
that? 

Mr. WILSON, of Nee If they do not agree nothing is done. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If that is the effect, then I have no objection. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. There must bean ee made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. These are a civilized body of quite an 
intelligent body of men and women? 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Oh, yes; and I would not take any 
advantage of them for the world. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I understand from my friend that under the 
provisions of this bill if the Secretary of the Interior and the Indians 
do not agree about the price no land is to be taken under this bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. No, sir; and let me say there isa 
bill which has already passed the Senate providing for a commission to 
appraise these lands and to report to the tary of the Interior. It 
is now pending here. 

Mr. HOLMAN. These lands for the pu of this bill? 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. All the lands that circle around about 
the city of Tacoma there. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would it not be better to pass that bill rather than 


this? 
No. That only provides for placing 


Mr. WILSON, of Washington. 
a money value upon the land. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does my friend think that it is a fair thing to do 
to make this grant of 100 acres as to the right of way? 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. I will say, as the gentleman knows, 
that the entire city of Tacoma is clamoring for the of this bill. 

ae HOLMAN. So I would suppose. The real object is to get the 
land. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. They do not want to take any ad- 
vantage of the Indians in getting the lands. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does not the gentleman from Indiana think that 
the rights of the Indians are carefully guarded and protected under the 
provisions of this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think there is no provision for the protection of 
their rights as individuals, for the reason they are to be treated with 
as an Indian tribe—— 

Mr. PERKINS. But under the provisions of this bill their individ- 
ual rights are recognized. It is required that the consent of these In- 
dians shall be given before the railroad company gets the land, and 
if they fuil to agree on the price, then condemnation proceedings may 
be had in the State of Washington. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has my friend got the bill before him? 

Mr. PERKINS. I have. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does it provide for negotiating with the individual 
Indians? 

Mr. PERKINS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
tribe. 


I think so. 
Not at all. It provides for negotiating with the 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5493 


Mr. PERKINS. This is the language of the bill: 

That the price to be paid for said right of way and terminal grounds shail be 
mutually agreed teed sage between said ér iaza and the said company. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; between the company and the Indians 
as a tribe. 

Mr. PERKINS. No. Where the road passes over the individual 
allotment of an allottee the arrangement must be made with that al- 
lottee, and it must be approved by the Secretary of the Interior; and 
in the event no arrangement is made then condemnation proceedings 
under the laws of the State of Washington are to be instituted, just as 
in Indiana they would be instituted under the laws of that State. 
These Indians are citizens of the United States; so that they have the 
right to go into court and appeal from the condemnation proceedings 
if they are not satisfied, just as citizens of Indiana would have the right 
of appeal. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does my friend think it is a proper thing to make 
this grant of 100 acres of land to this railroad company—not simply a 
tight of way, because we have been making that kind of grant right 
along—but to make this grant of 100 acres of perhaps the most valuable 
land on the Pacific coast? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think my friend is mistaken. Ido not think the 
bill does make a grant of 100 acres of land. It simply authorizes this 
railroad company to buy from these Indians 100 acres of land. Under 
the law and under the conditions of their patent they can not sell an 
acre of that land to this railroad company or to any one else without 
the consent of the Government. Under the patents granted to them 
they are not authorized for twenty-five years to sell one foot of this land, 
and it is necessary that there should be legislation in order that they 
may be authorized to convey to this railroad company 100 acres or 
whatever amount of land may be agreed upon not to exceed 100 acres. 

Mr. PEEL. I understand that ander the provisions of the bill it 
can be used only for railroad purposes. : 

Mr. PERKINS. Under the provisions of the bill this land can be 
only used for terminal or other railroad pu . 

Mr. HOLMAN. That means all purposes. I simply say that you 
would not treat your white citizens as you treat these Indians, who have 
been made citizens by law. The most you would do would be simply 
this: Inasmuch as the Government exercises supervisory care over these 
Indians and as they hold their lands in severalty, you would provide 
that the land might be condemned in pursuance of the land laws of that 
State of Washington, and in the same manner that the lands of other 
citizens are condemned and appropriated to a public use, and that the 
work of condemnation should be under the supervision of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. You would not, I think, go further than that. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. I yield two minutes to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I understand that this bill has been 
reported unanimously by the Committee on Indian Affairs and is rec- 
ommended by the Secretary of the Interior. It simply relinquishes 
whatever right the Government of the United States has in these 
lands 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Government has not any rights. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It has the right of reversion if these lands should 
be abandoned by the Indians. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The patent is an unconditional one except as to time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does not relinquish the right of this Government 
to prevent the lands being sold to any individual or any corporation, 
and the object of this bill is to give that right in this case. These are 
not blanket Indians. They are as intelligent as che average citizens of 
this country. They attend schools, they can read and write, they have 
bank accounts, they are just as capable of attending to their business 
as the people of any part of this country, and this bill simply provides 
that if they agree with the railroad company as to the price and the 
Secretary of the Interior approves the price agreed upon then that shall 
be the price, but otherwise the courts must proceed to condemn theland. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that interpretation of this bill will be found 

to be correct, because I have never seen a bill proposing to take Indian 
lands that did not go through. 
. Mr. PERKINS. I will say to my friend from Indiana that that is 
certainly the interpretation given to the bill by the committee, and the 
one that was intended. If the language is ambiguous, that may be un- 
fortunate, but certainly the intention of the committee, and I think 
the intention of the parties interested, was to conduct these negotia- 
tions in the manner suggested by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER], and to make an agreement with the Indians; but, for their 
protection, the bill provides that the agreement when made must be 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior, and that in the event no 
agreement is made then condemnation proceedings are to be had under 
the laws of the State of Washington. 

Mr. BLAND. What is the necessity of so much land as 100 acres? 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. WILSON] 
can explain that better than I can because he knows all the local sur- 
roundings. The difficulty is that without this legislation these Indians 
are not permitted to sell the land at all. 

Mr. BLAND. But why permit this railroad company to take 100 
acres of this land? 


Mr. PERKINS. This bill only authorizes them to buy 100 acres for 
terminal facilities, warehouses, depots, and other railroad purposes, 

Mr. BLAND. It further than that and authorizes the condem- 
nation of 100 acres of this land; so that the railroad company will get 
the benefit of all the improvements there, although they do not need 
probably more than 10 or 15 acres for railroad purposes. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. I will say to the gentleman that 
there are no improvements upon this land. It is in an absolute state 
of nature. 

I call for a vote on the motion to suspend the rules. 

The question being taken, the motion to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


TRIAL OF INDIANS IN TERRITORIES. 


Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, moved to suspend the rules and with 
the amendments reported by the Judiciary Committee the bill (H. R. 
3936) to amend section 9 of ‘‘An actmaking appropriations for expenses 
of Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes for year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, 
approved March 3, 1885. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it ehacted, etc., That section 9 of An act makiug appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilli 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1386, 
and for other purposes,“ approved March 3, 1885, be amended so as to read: 
“Sec. 9. That any Indian who shall commit soe the person or property 
of another Indian or other persons any of the following crimes, namely, mur- 
der, manslaughter, rape, arson, burglary, larceny, assault with intent to kill or 
commit murder, or assault with intent tocommit any felony within the bound- 
aries of any State of the United States, or within the boundaries of any Terri- 
tory, and within the limits of any Indian reservation in any State or Territory, 
shall be subject to the same laws, tried in the same courts and in the same man- 
ner, and subject to the same penalties as are all other persons who may com- 
mit any of the above-named crimes within the exclusive jurisdiction of the 
United States; and any such Indian who may commit any of said crimes against 
the person or property of another Indian or any other person not within an 
Indian reservation, either in a State or a Territory of the United States, shall 
be tried therefor in the same courts and in the same manner, and shall be sub- 
ject to the same penalties as are all other persons who may commit any of said 
crimes, respectively. .And all expenses of prosecution arising in the trial of any 
reservation Indian on the charge of committing any crimes herein specified 
shall be borne by the United States, and shall in no case be made a charge on 
any county or Territory.” 
The amendments reported by the Committee on the Judiciary were 
read, as follows: 
In line 21 strike out commit“ and insert “be charged with the commission 
of.“ so as to read, and any such Indian who may be charged with the com- 
mission of any of said crimes,” etc. 
At the end of the bill strike out the following: 
“And all expenses of prosecution arising in the trial of any reservation In- 
dian on the charge of committing any crimes herein specified shall be borne by 
5 — United States, and shall in no case be made a charge on any county or Ter- 
tory. 
‘And insert the following: 
“And all fees and expenses incurred in the apprehension, prosecution, and 
trial of such Indians shall be taxed as fees and expenses are taxed in criminal 
cases in the circuit and district courts of the United States, and after being duly 
audited by the proper officials of the Treasury shall be paid in the same wa: 
and out of the same funds as costs and expenses in other criminal cases are pai 
when incurred in the circuit and district courts of the United States: k 
That the same fees and expenses shall be allowed as are allowed in the Terri- 
torial courts in like cases: And provided further, That no fee or allowance shall , 
be made for any nd jury, nor for wg fh evo. juror,except those who actually 
ay We pea and only for the number of days so actually engaged in the trial | 
thereof.” 
Mr. CANNON. I demand a second on the motion to suspend the ei 
rules, | 
Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that a second be consid- _ 
ered as ordered. 
Mr. CANNON. I object. I do not think this bill ought to be con- | 
sidered in this way. i | 
Mr. SPRINGER. Ican explain the matter to the gentleman in a | 
moment; and when he has heard an explanation I am sure he will not 
object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and | 
the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SmrrH] will act as tellers. 
Mr. CANNON. I wish the Chair would appoint somebody else to | | 
act as teller. While the count is proceeding, I want to look at the 
bill. | 
Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered so thatan explanation may be made. I am satisfied 
that the gentleman will assent to the bill as soon as an explanation is 
made or the report is read. All that the bill proposes is that the ex- 
pense of trying Indians for crimes committed on an Indian reservation 
in a Territory be transferred from the Territory to the United States, 
by which the expense should properly be borne. 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. The only question is whether the Federal 
Government or the people of the Territory should bear the expense of , 
the trial of these Indians — z 
Mr. CANNON. It seems to me that the bill enlarges the jurisdic- 
tion 
Mr. SPRINGER. Nota particle. It simply transfers the jurisdic- 
tion from the Territorial courts to the United States courts, and the 
only effect will be that the expense of trying Indians for crimes com- 
mitted on an Indian reservation will be transferred from the Territory 
to the United States. It was formerly supposed that the expense in 


5494 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 2, 


such cases was to be borne by the Federal Government, but the Su- 
preme Court of the United States has held in a recent decision that 
these cases are triable in the Territorial courts and at the expense of 
the county in which the Indian reservation may be located. tis all 
there isin the bill. It has been recommended unanimously at the 
present session by the Committee on the Judiciary and in the last Con- 
gress by the Committee on Territories. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering a second. 

Mr. CANNON, So far as I am concerned I am willing that a second 
be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered? The Chair hears no objection. The bill is now 
open for debate for forty minutes. . 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the report be read and then I think every- 
body will be satisfied. = 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arizona has the floor. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, the object of this bill is 
simply to provide that the expense of the trial of all Indians in the 
Territories for crimes committed on any Indian reservation shall be 
borne by the Federal Government, instead of the people of the Terri- 
tories, who have no jurisdiction of such questions whatever. We had 
always supposed that the same rule applied in this respect to Indians 
as to other persons; that if the crime was committed on a reservation 
it would be tried in a Federal court; if outside of a reservation, in the 
local court. But in a late decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, upon a case coming from Arizona, it has been held that, under 
the statute which this bill proposes to amend, Indians committing 
crimes, whether on or off the reservation, must be tried by the local 
court of the Territory. 

The effect of that decision is to place the whole expense of the trial 
of Indians on the people of the Territories, instead of on the Federal 
Government, by which the expense should properly be assumed, the 
Indians being simply wards of the Government and the people of the 
Territories having no control over them whatever. In the States it 
has been held that Indians committing crimes on a reservation are to 
be tried by the Federal courts and at Federal expense; but in the Ter- 
ritories, where exactly thesame conditions exist, the people of the Ter- 
ritories, under the decision to which I have referred, are obliged to 
bear the expense. : 

This bill has been unanimously reported by the Committee on the 
Judiciary after examining the decision of the Supreme Court and with 
a full understanding of the condition of affairs in the Territories, I 
believe there ought to be an amendment inserting the words“ in the 
Territories,’’ so as not to affect any question of fees anywhere else. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
I understand that the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SR] moved to 
pass, under a suspension of the rules, a certain bill; but following the 
reading of that bill was the reading of amendments reported by the 
Committee on the Judiciary. I suppose what the gentleman desires 
is to pass the bill as amended by the Judiciary Committee. 

The SPEAKER. The exact proposition before the House is a motion 
to suspend the rules, to discharge the Committee of the Whole from 
the consideration of this bill, and to pass it with the amendments re- 
ported by the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the vote will not be taken before this bill is 
a little more thoroughly understood. If there is a report I should be 
glad to have it read, if it is not too long. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman desires the report read, the Clerk 
will read it, ri 

The report (by Mr. RoGERs) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, having had under consideration the bill(H. 
NR. 3936) entitled “A bill to amend section 9 of ‘An act making appropriations for 
22 of Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes for year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes,’ approved 
March, 1885,” report the same back with twoumendments, and, as amended, rec- 
ommend its passage. 

First. Strike out in line 21, on page 2, the word “ commit” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words“ be with the commission of.“ 

Second. Strike out all after the word “ respectively,” in line 27, on page 2, and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 

And all fees and expenses incurred in the apprehension, prosecution, and 
trial of such Indians shall be taxed as fees and expenses are taxed in criminal] 
eases in the circuit and district courts of the Uni States, and after being duly 
audited by the proper officials of the Treasury shall be paid in the same way 
and out of the same funds as costs and expenses in other criminal cases are 
paid when incurred in the cireuit and district courts of the United States: Pro- 
vided, That the same fees and expenses shall be allowed as are allowed in the 
Territorial courts in like cases: And provided further, That no fee or allowance 
shall be made for any grand jury, nor for any petit juror, except those who act- 
ually try the cause,and only for the number of days so actually engaged in 
the trial thereof.“ 

Absolute and exclusive control of the “Indian tribes” is within the power 
and jurisdiction of the United States Government. The Territories can only 
deal with them as Congress may direct orauthorize. The jurisdiction to try and 

* punish the Indians embraced in the terms of this bill was first conferred on the 

‘erritorial courts in 1885. The expenses of these trials have proven very bur- 
densome to the Territories, and they naturally, and the committee think justly, 
complain at being called upon to defray them. All these cases are, strictly 
— United Fakes cases, and so far as the committee is advised in all cases 
of crimes against the United States committed on their reservations by Indians 
the e: ses are everywhere else paid by the United Siates. The committee 
og should be done in these cases, and hence recommend the passage of 

P ` 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, 
CANNON] will yield to me for a moment I will make a statement about 
this matter that I think will bring it before the House in a way that 
it will be understood. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman is for the bill? ö 

Mr. ROGERS. I reported the bill, and I simply want to make a 
statement. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I will be very glad to hear from the gentle- 
man. I want to know about the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. I had been called to the Senate Chamber for a mo- 
ment on business, and received a message that I was wanted here. 
I did not know for what purpose, but came over and found this bill 
under consideration. I have not glanced over it this morning, but I 
speak from memory. In 1885, I think it was, in the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, at the instance of some gentleman from California, jurisdic- 
tion was conferred upon the courts in the several Territories and States, 
giving control over offenses committed by Indians whoare now in their 
tribal relations. 

Under the Constitution exclusive control over the Indian tribes is 
vested in the Federal Government, It turned out that the trial of 
these offenses, which were sometimes committed upon the tribal reser- 
vation and sometimes committed in the States, became a very great 
burden upon the courts of the Territories, because Congress had made 
no provision for the expense of these trials, and after the first year’s 
experience under it the late Attorney-General, Mr. Garland, addressed a 
communication to me upon this subject, asking that the law be so 
amended as that the expenses of these prosecutions be placed upon the 
Federal Government, and not upon the Territories, where they had 
proven so burdensome, A bill was introduced for that purpose, but it 
was not acted upon during the last Congress. In this Congress the 
gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] introduced a bill and it was re- 
ferred to me, 

Upon the statement of facts as embraced in the communication from 
the Attorney-Generah as well as after consultation with the officers of 
the Department of Justice, I so amended the bill as to provide what I 
suppose now appears in the bill in the hands of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. I have not the bill before me. The effect 
and purport of that is simply to make the Government of the United 
States responsible for the costs in the prosecution of Indians now in 
their tribal relations should they commit offenses against the Gov- 
ernment; that is all. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. For instance, take the case of the Apache 
Indians leaving their reservation and killing people. 

Mr. ROGERS. For instance, if the Apache Indians should leave 
their reservation and commit a murder, the jurisdiction is now con- 
ferred upon these Territorial courts to try these offenses. Now, in 
such a case this bill provides that the expense of these trials shall be 
paid by the Government of the United States. 

The bill also provides that the taxation of the costs and the provision 
for their payment shall be precisely as in other United States cases, so 
that the accounts go to the Treasury Department and are audited and 
passed upon and allowed, and the procedure is just the same as though 
these cases had been tried in a United States district or circuit court, 
as the case may be. z 

I will answer any question that any gentleman may desire to ask. 
I think I have now stated the facts. 

Mr. CANNON. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, Ihave been glancing - 
over this bill. I had not seen it until it was called up here and the 
motion was made to suspend the rules and put it upon its It 
seems to me that it is so important a bill that it ought not to be passed 


in this way. It seems to amend section 9 of an Indian appropriation 


bill of 1885. Just what the scope of the amendment is I am not able 
to say, because I have not been able as yet to find section 9. I am now 
looking for it. 

Mr. ROGERS. I will state that the amendment is simply to make 
the United States pay its own share of the costs. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. That is all. : 

Mr. ROGERS, It does not change the law except perhaps in some 
verbal respects; but there is no material change. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. And the Supreme Court of the United 
States held under that section that all cases were to be tried in the Ter- 
ritorial courts of the Territories. Now, it is to prevent that 

Mr. CANNON. It seems that the bill provides that in all cases of 
felony of any kind, or assault with intent to commit a felony as be- 
tween Indians upon an Indian reservation, these offenses by this act, 
and by the one to which this is an amendment, are indictable and pun- 
ishable in the United States courts or in the Territorial courts 

Mr, ROGERS. In the Territorial courts, - 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Under the old law in the Territorial 
courts. 

Mr. CANNON, Is that the scope of the act of 1885? 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes, sir; and held to be constitutional by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. 

Mr. CANNON, That applies to every Indian reservation in the 
United States? 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes, sir; that is, all except the five civilized tribes. 
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Mr. CANNON. Except the five civilized tribes? 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes. . 

Mr. CANNON. Then the bill goes a step further, and I apprehend 
a step further than section 9, and here is one amendment which pro- 
vides as follows: 

And any such Indian— 

And that is any Indian 

Mr. ROGERS. That means any Indian still occupying the tribal 
relation. It refers to Indians in their tribal organization. 


Mr. CANNON. Well, tribal Indians, then. 

Any such Indian— 

And there are 240,000 or 250,000 of them scattered all over the 
country— 


who may be charged with the commission of any of said crimes—— 

Mr. ROGERS. That is, the crimes specified in the bill. 

Mr. CANNON (continuing): 
against the person or property of any other person not within an Indian reser- 
vation, either in a State or a Territory of the United States, shall be tried there- 
for in the same courts and in the same manner, snd shal! be subject to the same 

: lties as are all other persons who may commit any of said crimes respect- 

vely. 

Mr. ROGERS. Now, if my friend from Illinois will pardon me for 
a moment, that is the original act of 1885. i 

Mr. CANNON. That is the original act? 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, if the gentleman is correct, and I presumehe 
is; certainly I can not say that he is not correct 

Mr. ROGERS. There is no question about it. I do not mean to 
say, of course, that there was not a single correction of the original act; 
but it does not change the effect of the law. Ido not mean to say that 
it might not make a verbal alteration in the text, but it does not change 
the scope of that act in any particular. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, then, the effect of this act is that if one of 
these Indians having tribal relations, or a thousand Indians, go outside 
of their reservations upon a raid or otherwise, individually or collect- 
ively, and are guilty of a felony—murder, attempt to murder, perjury, 
or any of those offenses, or attempt to commit any of them in any State 
or Territory, although they may be off the reservation, that they at 
once become liable under this act, and these prosecutions are made, not 
in the Territorial courts or the State courts at the expense of the Ter- 
ritories or States, but at the expense of the United States. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Ought it not to be so? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, Why not? 

Mr. CANNON. I think that in all 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. It always had been up to the passage of 
this act. 

Mr. CANNON. I think that the State of Kansas, the State of Mis- 
souri, and the State of Dakota—either of the Dakotas—or any Territory 
where they have courts where offenses are committed by any body off 
these reservations, onght to try the people and try them at their own 


expense. 

Mr. PICKLER. You put the Indians on us. 

Mr.CANNON. Notatall. If the gentleman will allow me—and 
I know he is a reformer and a christian, humane man—I think he put 
himself on the Indians. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. The Apache Indians of Arizona are dif- 
ferent, and I know of no others who are subject to those but the people 
of Arizona. The objection to the admission of Arizona into the Union 
has been stated to be the large amount of the Territorial debt. Now, 
this is a very large cost to our people. You im upon the Govern- 
ment of the Territory the cost of the trial of these cases, when they 
have no earthly control on the reservations, instead of the Government 
taking these Indians when they violate the law and trying them. The 
Territorial government has no jurisdiction within their reservations. 
The Supreme Court decided that in the Gon-sha-ee case, giving their 
reasons therefor in the last session of the Supreme Court, that in the 
2 language of the appropriation bill the Territories differ 

m the States, and that we are compelled to bear the expense of the 
trial of Indians who commit crimein Indian reservations. In the States 
they are tried in the Federal courts; in the Territories the Territory 
has to bear the expense. That is the construction of the Supreme Court 
of the United States. 

Tam attempting to avoid that. We are endeavoring to have it so 
made that in Arizona or any one of these Territories where these tribal 
Indians are, for which the Government is responsible, that the Govern- 
ment shall try them and pay the expense instead of putting it upon the 

ple who have nothing to do with them and who are already over- 

urdened with debt. It seems to me but right, just, and fair; and it 

is not going to be very expensive for the Government to try its own In- 
dians; but it is a burden upon these people, who are very poor. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Illinois ‘will 
give me his attention, I will state that the only difference between this 
act and the one that he has before him is that in the one he has it is 
any such Indian who may commit any such crime,” and we struck 
that out, because we thought it was an improper expression. We in- 


serted who may be charged with the commission of any such crime.“ 
That is simply a grammatical correction. In the balance of the bill 
the amendment appears here in italics. At lines 28, 30, and 31 it was 
stricken out. They were put in by the gentleman from Arizona, but 
we struck them out and inserted these parts of the bill which are here 
in italics. That is the only difference in the bill that I can see. 

Now, one single observation, I shall not say anything about the 
question of the public policy in the case, but the Government of the 
United States has absolute control over the Indian tribes. Some of 
them they have put on tribal reservatiens and surrounded with mili- 
tary; and with others we have pursued a more liberal policy where 
they have been more advanced, and have put them upon their reserva- 
tions under an agent, but the States and Territories can exercise no 
criminal jurisdiction over any of these tribal reservations. In some 
cases the Indians themselves have a court where they take up persons 
for trial, but the Congress of the United States in 1885 thought it wise 
and pradent to confer jurisdiction upon Territorial courts to try these 
people when they committed crimes upon each other or upon citizens 
on the reservations, and that the expense should be borne by the Ter- 
ritories, A case soon arose, It was a very bad case; but I do not re- 
member the name. 

The party was tried and convicted of murder. An appeal was taken 
to the Supreme Court of the United States and the constitutionality of 
that act tested. Now, the act of 1885 made no provision about cost 
being paid by the Government, and the effect of it was that when an 
Indian upon a reservation committed a crime against any Indian—a 
murder or robbery—or against any citizen, the Territorial court was 
compelled to send officers into the tribal reservation—sometimes very 
large—to bring these people out of it for trial. The expense of it all 
fell not upon the Government of the United States—which has abso- 
lute control of the Indian tribes—but upon the Territories, so that at 
once began a complaint that the Government of the United States was 
imposing this upon the Territorial courts and then making the peo- 
ple of the Territory pay for it instead of the Government paying for it. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. That is the issue exactly. 

Mr. ROGERS. It is simply a question whether Congress should in- 
dorse it or not. The Committee on the Judiciary thought that this 
was a just and proper provision, and recommended this bill with this 
amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I have heard the gentleman explain the bill, 
and as I understand it I am satisfied that this bill should not pass with- 
out the fullest consideration by the House. What does it do? On 
from sixty to eighty Indian reservations, scattered everywhere in both 
States and Territories in the West, it makes the Indians indictable and 
triable in the Territorial courts for offenses—felonies—committed on 
the reservations. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. The gentleman is mistaken; it does just 
the opposite. j 

Mr. CANNON. I am not mistaken, if I understand the English 
l 2 s 


anguage. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. The bill provides just the opposite exactly. 
They have heretofore made the people of the Territories bear the ex- 
pense of the trial of Indians who might get drunk on their reservation 
and commit some crime—— 

Mr. CANNON. As I have but a minute I will ask the gentleman 
to allow me to proceed. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. The object of this bill is to provide for 
trying such cases in the Federal courts. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. SoIsaid, and the gentleman made haste 
to contradict me. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Then I misunderstood the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. For all felonies or assaults with intent to commit a 
felony of any kind on any Indian reservation where the tribal relation 
exists the Indian, under this bill, becomes indictable in the Territorial 
court. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. In the Federal court. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, the Federal court, but the Territorial courts, 
the courts in the Territories. 

z 75 SMITH, of Arizona. And that is a double court, with the same 
judges. - 

Mr. CANNON. I understand. Now, if the gentleman will allow 
me to proceed I will try not to misrepresent the bill. Whatelse does 
itdo? As to these seventy or eighty reservations, including some 250,- 
000 Indians, if one or more of the Indians go off of their reservation 
into a Territory or a State and commit a felony, outside of the res- 
ervation in any State or Territory, then, at once, by virtue of this bill, 
they become indictable and triable in the Territorial United States 
courts. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, That is not exactly correct. 

Mr. CANNON. That is what the bill says. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. It says if the offense is committed on the 
reservation 
Mr. CANNON. Let me read the provision of the bill: 


cope any ya 5 who may be e r —.— Lee eng ce a of 

sai mes agains person or property of another In: or any 

son not wi either in-a State ors Territory of the United 
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thin the T 
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Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. That is the State law now. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman said that I misstated the bill, that 
I was not correct in my statement. Now I have read the provision of 
the bill, and I am correct. : 

Pe G of Arizona. You are justas far off as a man can pos- 
y 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will pardon me, I think I am not 
far off. What is to be the effect of this legislation? There is no love 
between the Indian and the settler in the Territory or the State where 
these reservations exist, and the result of the passage of this bill will 
be that wherever an Indian or a tribe of Indians become obnoxious to 
the people of any particular Territory or State they will be subject to 

be arrested on their reservation and dragged outside of it, to be indicted 
and tried in the Territorial Federal courts for crimes which, in the 
main, are now punishable under their tribal laws. 

The gentleman asks whether that is not the law now. He says it 
is, and I do not dispute him; but there is one check now. While the 
settler, or the man who may want to establish an industry“ in order 
that he may make costs, or who may desire to wreak his revengefal 
feelings upon the Indian by having him indicted, if he has one Indian 
or five hundred Indians indicted and arrested for crimes committed on 
‘the reservation or off the reservation, it is done at the expense of the 
Territory, and there is a mass of people there ready to say to him, 
Hold on! You must not do that at our expense unless there is a real 
necessity for it.“ But you pass this law and let this be done at the ex- 
pense of the United States Treasury, several thousand miles away, and 
you establish an industry“ at once. i 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I beg to submit to the gentleman that we 
are not the kind of people out there that would engage in that industry. 

Mr. CANNON, Ido notthink you are much better than the people 
of Kentucky or the people of Alabama or the people of all the States 
where such ‘‘industries’’ have been established in many if not most 
of the jadicial districts, by setting on foot prosecutions in order that 
officials may make fees. For several years I have helped to make the 
appropriation bills to pay those expenses, and gentlemen who have been 
associated with me upon the Committee on Appropriations know that 
it is a crying shame and scandal, these at some times petty and at some 
times large raids that are made upon the Treasury under the pretense 
of the enforcement of the law, but in fact using the law for oppression 
of the citizen rather than the 8 ol the public. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. ill the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Not just now. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Well, if you please, before you get through? 

Mr. CANNON. In a moment. You have some time left, and I 
will hear the question in your time, a little later on. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I did not know I had any. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I say that a measure of this kind, which so 
changes the law for 250,000 Indians upon seventy or eighty Indian res- 
ervations scattered throughout the Territories and a part of the States, 

will have the effect to establish this industry without let or hinderance, 

and will lay the foundation for the annual expenditure of many mill- 

ions of dollars by placing a premium upon the prosecution of the red 
man who is in the tribal relation. Therefore, I do not believe that, 
without further discussion and consideration, it is wise or proper to 
pass this bill. 

Now I will answer the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SMITH], who 
desired to ask me a question. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. The gentlemän from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
Non] bas found himself mistaken in this. In the States to-day every 
Indian committing a crime on an Indian reservation is tried in the Fed- 
eral courts, like everybody else committing a crime on a reservation 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. And every Indian committing a crime in 
a State outside of an Indian reservation is tried in the State courts. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Now, this bill does not change the law in 
that respect. But in the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States—I wish the gentleman had read it—a distinction is made in 
this matter between the Territories and the States. Yourpopulous and 
rich States do not bear the expense of trying anybody who commits 
crime on a Federal reservation, whether a military reservation or any 
other; but the Supreme Court, in the decision to which reference has 
been made, has held, in construing a clause of the Indian appropria- 
tion act, that in a Territory when an Indian commits a crime against 
another Indian on a reservation where the Government has its agents 
and its soldiers, the people of the Territories must bear the expense of 
taking this Indian law-breaker, hundreds of miles it may be, to be tried 
in our Territorial courts, and, must pay all the cost of such trial. 

Mr. CANNON. Right there allow meaword. Admit for the sake 
of argument that that is true; the only check against abuse in your 
Territory and every other Territory where there are Indians is that the 
Territory does have to bear the expense, so that if evil-disposed men 
undertake to establish an industry in this respect there will be a con- 
servative element saying, Hold on, this will eost too much.“ But as 
you propose now to amend the law you offer a premium upon the prose- 
cution of Indians—— 


Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Up to 1885 the law with reference to the 
trial of Indians was as we now propose to make it. 

Mr. CANNON. You pro to offer a premium upon the prosecution 
of Indians by saying that when an Indian is prosecuted, whether he be 
guilty or innocent, whether he be convicted or be discharged, the witness 
fees, the marshal fees, the court fees, all the fees shall be paid from the 
United States Treasury. In Arizona, or in any other State or Terri- 
tory where there is a reservation, where the United States has its 
agents or its police force, in spite of the presence of agents or officers of 
the United States upon the reservation, court officers may come in by 
the wholesale with warrants upon indictments found 50 or 100 miles 
away or farther, may arrest Indians, take them off and subject them to 
trial, and, whether convicted or not, collect pay out of the Federal 


Treasury. 


Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. They can do it now. 
Mr. CANNON. No. 


Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Allsuch expenses come out of the Federal . 


Treasury now because the officers are the same. 

Mr. CANNON. Then why pass this bill? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. So that the juries, not the officers who 
make the arrests, but the juries called upon to try these Indians shall 
not bea burden on the people. The gentleman’s suggestion of possi- 
ble abuse is not fair, because the law as we propose now to make it was 
the law for years up to 1885, and there were not then any of the abuses 
of which the gentleman seems to be apprehensive. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not believe the gentleman from Illinois will 
say that such has been the experience in regard to cases of this kind. 

Mr. CANNON. I recollect very well that about five years ago one 
Indian killed another up at Devil’s Lake, and he being under the tri- 
bal law could not be punished under the Federal law, and it led to 
the enactment of this act. 

Mr. OATES. Is not the best way to settle it to admit the Terri- 
tory into the Union? 

Mr. CANNON. But that does not settle it. This relates to States 
as well as Territories. 

Mr. OATES, I understand the purpose of the bill. It is, as I un- 
derstand it, that whenever an Indian is tried for any offense com- 
mitted in a Territory, on a reservation, the whole expense of the trial 
shall be borne by the United States, asin any case tried in a United States 
court. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Arizona 
[Mr. SmirH] whether this bill is not unanimously reported by the 
Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. It is the unanimous report of the Judi- 
ciary Committee, and there can be no question that it isa proper bill 
to be passed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much of the time of the gentleman from 
Arizona [Mr. SMITH] remains? 

The SPEAKER. Five minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire only two minutes. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague from Illinois [Mr. 
Cannon] is entirely mistaken in his apprehension that we may en- 
courage an infant industry“ in the shape of accumulating fees against 
the Government in these cases, The proceedings so far as the fees of 
the marshal are concerned will be precisely the same in each case, and 
those fees will be paid out of the Federal Treasury. These offenses be- 
ing committed against the law of the United States, a marshal of the 
United States, appointed by the President, can alone make the arrests, 
and he will be entitled to be paid his fees in either case out of the 
Treasury of the United States. When he has brought a prisoner into 
the county seat where the case is cognizable—and it will be the same 
place whether this bill be passed or not—the further expenses, the cost 
of feeding the prisoner in the jail, the payment of witnesses and jurors, 
the expenses of continuing the p ings of the court, are at present 
chargeable to the county. ` 

So far as concerns the vexatious litigation which might be encouraged 
by the marshal, the action will be the same in either case. This bill 
simply provides that the expenses of the jurors, the expenses of the 
witnesses, of jails, of feeding prisoners in the jails, at the county seats, 
where Indians are brought for trial for offenses committed on their res- 
ervations, shall be paid out of the Federal Treasury, the cases being 
tried in what is known as the Federal branch of the court, the judge 
being the same. The only change is to put the Territories in the same 
condition in this respect as the States. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to suspend the rules, 
discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
from the further consideration of the bill, and pass the same with the 
amendments recommended by the Commi¥tee on the Judiciary. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 73, 
noes 14, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that no 
quorum has voted. 

Mr. HAYES. Oh, quit filibusterin; 

Mr. CANNON, No; a quorum pien A to pass this bill. 
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The SPEAKER (after counting the House). One hundred and sixty- 
four members only are present; not a quorum. ‘ 

Mr. CANNON. Why can not the yeas and nays be called by con- 
sent? : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 157, nays 29, not 
voting 141; as follows: 


YEAS—157. 
Adams, Davidson, Mason, Scull, 
Alderson, De Haven, McAdoo, Seney, 
en, Miss. Dibble, McCo: Shively, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dunnell, McCord Smyser, 
Bank cad, Edmunds, McCreary, Snider, 
Barn Elliott, McRae, Spooner, 
Bartine, Ellis, Montgomery, Springer, 
Barwig, Enloe, Moore, N. H. Stewart, Tex. 
Belknap, Evans, Moore, Tex. tivers, 
Bingham, Farquhar, Morrill, Stockdale, 
Blount, Featherston, Morse, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Flick, Mudd, Tarsney, 
Brickner, Forman, Mutchler, Taylor, E. B 
Brookshire, Forney, Nute, Taylor, Tenn, 
Brown, J. B. Gifford, Oates, omas, 
Burton, Grimes, O Neall. Ind. Thompson, 
Bynum, Hall, O'Neil, Mass. Tillman, 
Candler, Ga. Hansbrough, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Colo. 
Candler, Harmer, Osborne, — 
Carter, Hayes, Owens, Ohio ‘Turner, Kans. 
Caruth, Hemphill, Parrett, Turner, N. Y. 
Caswell, Henderson, Iowa Payson, Vandever, 
Cheadle, , Henderson, N. CO. Peel, Van Schaick, 
Cheatham, Herbert, Perkins, Venable, 
Chipman, Hermann, Perry, Washington, 
Clarke, Ala. Hill, Pickler, Wheeler, Ala. 
Clements, Hitt, Pierce, Whitthorne, 
Clunie, Houk ‘ost, ike, 
Cobb, Kerr, lowa Pugsley, Wiley. 
Cogswell, Kerr, Pa. Raines, Wilkinson, 
Coleman, Kilgore, Ran Willcox, 
Conger. Knapp, Reed, lowa Williams, III. 
Connell, Lacey, Reilly; Wilson, Mo. 
Cooper, Ind. La Follette, Richardson, Wilson, W. Va. 
thran, Lanham, Robertson, Wright, 
Covert, Lewis, Rockwell, Yardley, 
Craig, Lind, Rogers, Yoder. 
Crain, è, Rowland, 
Crisp, Mansur, Sayers, 
Dargan, Martin, Ind. Scranton, 
' NAYS—29, : 
Allen, Mich Burrows, Grosvenor, Sweney, 
Anderson, Kans. Caldwell. Haugen, Taylor, III. 
Baker, Cannon, Holman, Vaux, 
Bland, Clark, Wis. Hopkins, Wade, 
Bliss, Cowles, ws, Wilson, Ky. 
Boothman, Finley, Morey. 
Brostus, Gest, O'Donnell, 
Buckalew. Greenhalge, Rowell, 
NOT VOTING—I4L. 
Abbott, Dalzell, Lehlbach, Russell 
Anderson, Miss. Darlington, Lester, Ga. Sanford, 
drew, De Lano, Lester, Va. Sawyer, 
Arnold, re es Magner, Sherman, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dockery, Maish, Simonds, 
Banks, Dolliver, Martin, Tex. Skinner, 
Bayne, Dorsey, McCarthy, Smith, III. 
Beckwith, Dunphy, MecClammy, Smith, W. Va. 
Belden, Ewart, McCiellan, Spinola, — 
rgen, Fitch, McCormick, StahInecker, 
Biggs, Fithian, McKenna, Stephenson, 
Blanchard, Flood. McKinley, Stewart, Ga. 
Boatner, Flower, MeMillin, Stewart, Vt. 
Boutelle, Fowler, Miles, Stockbridge, 
Bowden, Frank, Milliken, Stone, Mo. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Funston, Mills, Struble, 
Brewer, ear, Moffitt, Stump, 
wer, Geissenhainer, Morgan, Taylor, J.D. 
Browne, T. M. Gibson, Morrow, Townsend, 
rowne, Va, Goodnight, Niedringhaus, Tracey, 
Brunner, Grout, Norton, Tugker, 
B .J. $ O'Ferrall, Turpin, 
Buchanan, Va. Hatch, Outhwaite, Waddill, 
Bullock, Haynes, Owen, Ind. Walker, Mass, 
Bunn, eard, Payne, Walker, Mo. 
Butterworth, Henderson, III. Paynter, Wallace, Mass, 
Campbell, ooker, Penington, Wallace, N. V. 
Carlton, Kelley, Peters, Watson, 
Catchings, Kennedy, Phelan, Wheeler, Mich. 
Clancy, Ketcham, ice, . Whiting, 
Co! z Kinsey, Quackenbush, ickham, 
Cooper, Ohio Laidlaw, Quinn, Williams, Ohio 
Culberson, Tex, Lane, Ray, Wilson, Wash, 
Culbertson, Pa. Lansing, Re. burn, 
Cummings, Lawler, Rife, 
Cutcheon, Lee, Rusk, 


So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended and 
the bill was 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. BucHANAN, of Virginia, on all political 
questions, from the 22d of May (except the river and harbor bill) until 
farther notice. 

The following were announced as being paired on all political ques- 
tions until further notice: 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. Dorsey with Mr. FITCH. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. Norton. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. MCCARTHY. 


Mr. Josera D. TAYLOR with Mr. WALKER, of Missouri. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr, GROUT with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. MAGNER. 

Mr. SAWYER with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. DE LANO with Mr. SPINOLA. 

Mr. Warsox with Mr. Stone, of Missouri. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. HOOKER. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. REILLY. 

Mr. CuTCHEON with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. WALLACE, of New York, with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. MCMILLIN. 

Mr. HALL with Mr. SKINNER. 

Mr. LEHLBACH with Mr, Stump. 

Mr. BowndEN with Mr. LESTER, of Virginia. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. KINsEy with Mr. HEARD. 

Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. CARLTON. 

Mr. CARTER with Mr. BOATNER. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. FITHIAN. 

Mr. LA FoLLETTE with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, with Mr. LEE. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. PENINGTON, until Wednesday next. 

Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. ANDREW, except on the 
bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, with Mr. Bunn. 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. O’FeERRALL, until Monday next. 

Mr. STRUBLE with Mr. OUTHWAITE, for this day. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. CAMPBELL, for this day. 

Mr. BouTELLE with Mr. GEISSENHAINER, for this day. ; 

Mr. BAYNE with Mr. FOWLER, for this day. 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. TRACEY, for this day. 5 

Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. ABBOTT, on this vote. 

Mr. BREWER with Mr. Dock ER, on this vote. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, I should like to record my vote in the 
negative on this question. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present at the time his name 
was called ? 

Mr. GEAR. I entered the Hall immediately after. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain a request for unani- 
mous consent to record a name after the roll has been called. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


TRAFFIC IN INTOXICATING LIQUORS, 


On motion of Mr. DOLLIVER, by unanimous consent, the follow- 
ing petition of the General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary: — 

To the House of Representatives of the United States : 

The General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in the United States of 
America, representing 6,000 ministers, 24,000 ruling elders, and a communicant 
membership of 800,000 persons, presents, herewith, its petition to your honor- 
able body, as follows: 

Whereas the recent decision of the Supreme Court of the United States re- 
versing the judgment of the Iowa State court, and known us the original — 
ago decision, has made it ap ut that the several States, in the exercise of 
their police powers, are crippled and greatly hindered in the effort to control 
the traffic in intoxicating liquors: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church, in the inter- 
est of good order, temperance, morality, and religion, does hereby respectfully 
and earnestly petition the Congress of the United States to speedily enact a 
statne, or an amendment to the interstate-commerce law, that will allow the 
States to control or prohibit the importation of intoxicating liquors. 

Resolved, That Rev. R. E. Flickinger and J. E. Griffeth, „of Towa, be au- 
a to present to the Senate and House of Representatives the foregoing 
petition. 

Attest: 

WM. H. ROBERTS, 
Stated Clerk, General Assembly of the 


SARATOGA SPRINGS, N. Y., May 27, 1890. 
CONDEMNED CANNON, LINCOLN POST, MASSACHUSETTS. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules, discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 9905) granting cannon to Abra- 
ham Lincoln Post, of Charlestown, Mass., and put it upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: < 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, nuthor- 
ized and directed to give to the Abraham Lincoln Post of the Grand Army of 


the Republic four condemned cannon and four cannon-balls, for use in decorat- 
ing the grounds in front of their new hall at that place. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, Isimply desire 
to ask unanimous consent that a second may be considered as ordered 
for the purpose of having some explanation.of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Kentucky that a second be considered as ordered ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I hope the report will be read. 
Ga LODGE. Read the report for the benefit of the gentleman from 

0. ° 
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The report (by Mr. LODGE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9905) 
granting cannon to Abraham Lincoln P. of Charlestown, Mass., having 
considered the same, report it back to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Thope the gentleman is satis- 
11 2 55 information gleaned from the reading of the report. 

Laughter. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, addressed the Chair. 

Mr. LODGE. I will explain the bill for the benefit of the gentle- 
man from Ohio and other gentlemen who have sought an explanation 
of its provisions. 

We had two bills before our committee, Mr. Speaker, asking a do- 
nation of condemned cannon for Grand Army posts to be used for the 
purposes set forth in the bill now before the House, one being for 
Philadelphia. The committee made inquiry of the Department and 
were informed by the Bureau of Ordnance that they had some con- 
demned and worthless cannon at their disposal which could be used 
for this purpose, and they therefore reported the two bills granting the 
cannon to the two posts, one in Philadelphia and one in Boston. This 
has been done heretofore over and over again, whenever the Govern- 
ment had any condemned ordnance at its disposal, and I do not know 
that there is any objection as to the general policy of making that dis- 
position of disused and worthless material. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. For some years past it has been claimed when many 
of us introduced bills of this kind that there were no condemned can- 
non to answer the bill. Now, I have an army post at my town 

Mr. ROGERS. Why do you not condemn some cannon? 

Mr. CANNON. And I would be very glad if the gentleman would 
accept an amendment, by unanimous consent, which I will ask the 
House to allow, that the same thing be granted to Kennesaw Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, at Danville, III. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I also would like one of the condemned 
cannon for Alexander Post, of Piqua, Ohio. 

Mr. BAKER. ogi ya we are erecting in my city a soldiers’ 
monument, and we n four cannon to place at its base; and I would 
like to have an amendment to grant them. 

Mr. LODGE. If these gentlemen had introduced their bills and 
submitted them to the committee, they would have received the same 
information that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] 
and myself got. They would have had their bills; but I do not see 
why they should tack them on to a bill which has been regularly in- 
troduced, referred, considered, and reported, both by the Department 
and the committee. The statement had been made that there were no 
cannon. That statement was made last year to me as well as toothers. 
We understood that the War Department had none; we also under- 
stood that the Navy Department had none. On the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] renewed inquiry was 
made, and we were informed that the Bureau of Ordnance had a 
few. 
3 We have always condemned Cannon“ here. [Laugh- 
ter]. 5 

Mr. LODGE. We will attach that to the bill. 

Mr. EOS: What number of condemned cannon were there 
found 

Mr. LODGE, The number was not stated. The report of the Chief 
of the Bureau of Ordnance simply stated, in reporting on the bill in- 
troduced by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that such cannon could 
be furnished by the Bureau of Ordnance. 

Mr. CANNON. I would not make objection, but I want to say that 
almost upon request—substantially upon request—for many years 
these bills nave passed as omnibus bills, These condemned cannon 
gave out, and, of course, the bills ceased to It is a small matter, 
and yet not so very small a matter after all, for I would state to my 
friend from New York [Mr. BAKER] that some condemned Cannon 
are better than others. [Laughter. 

Mr. LODGE. Some contain more brass than others. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; some have more brass than others. That is 
true. Isnspect that the gentleman has got more bronze.“ [Laugh- 
ter.] I will ask the gentleman now if he will accept my amendment. 

r. LODGE, Ido not see how I can. I have no authority on the 
rt of the committee to accept any amendment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. We have an organization in my district that wants 
acannon, and I would like to have an amendment extending the same 
privilege to the Fifth district of Illinois. 

- Mr. LODGE, - I shail have to object to the amendment. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, I want to make just one observa- 
tion. I feel inclined to vote against this bill, and I do it for a very 
substantial reason. The Grand Army of the Republic carry condemned 
cannon in their badges. The Grand Army has at times been refused 
ponn eunea 5 it baa ma there were none to be had. 

e badge of every Grand Army er is supposed to carry in it 

of the condemned ordnance of the Southern Confede Now, I think 

if any one ought to be served first they ought to be. there are any 
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spare cannon they ought to be given to the Grand Army, either as a 
gift or by purchase. 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. This is for a Grand Army post, 
and you ought to allow these bills to be acted upon and not interfere 
with them. It seems to me that that would be just to the gentlemen 


who have presented these bills 

Mr. FARQUHAR. How did the gentleman from Pennsylvania get 
the floor? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I asked to interrupt the gentle- 
man. XG 
The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. The gentleman from 
New York has the floor. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I wanted to state also, Mr. S er, that either 
in the proceedings of the annual encampment of the Grand Army at 
Denver or at Minneapolis, I do not remember which, but I was there 
at the time, this matter was brought up, and I know it is the sentiment 
of every Grand Army man if there is any of this condemned ordnance 
it ought to belong to the Grand Army. These men have cast them 
into these badges, and one of the intrinsic merits of the badge is that 
it is made of the condemned ordnance, 

Mr. LODGE, I thought they were made of copper. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. They are made out of these condemned cannon. 
I question whether a single piece of it onght to be given to any indi- 
vidual post or any State. I think these are sacred to our own people. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I would just like to make a state- 
ment for the benefitof my colleagues. In the State of Indiana they are 
erecting a monument in memory of the dead soldiers of Indiana, and 
an effort was made to secure cannon to be placed there, but we were 
told there were no condemned cannon either in the War Department 
or in the Navy Department; and it seems to me that when condemned 
cannon can not be procured for the purpose of being placed at a monu- 
ment to commemorate the dead it ought not to be given to the mem- 
bership of any one Grand Army post. = 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is what I say. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I desire tosay that the 
reason why no other bills were introduced was because members had 
been given to understand that there was no more condemned ordnance 
remaining. Many members have been petitioned by posts in their dis- 
tricts to see if they could not get granted just such requests as are met 
by this bill, and we have been told that there were no more cannon. 
That is the reason why other bills have not been introduced. That 
being the case, to allow these two bills togo through would place many 
members here in a very awkward position, because it could not well 
be explained why one member could not succeed in obtaining cannon 
for this purpose as well as another. I do not think this bill ought to be 
passed on that account. If there are any condemned cannon that could 
be granted—and we were told that there were not—as these condemned 
cannon were captured from the enemy, they should be used for the pur- 
pose of making badges for the men who stood before them in times of 
danger. I do not believe that Philadelphia and Boston are any more 
entitled to cannon to be put in their cemeteries than my own and other 
small towns where sleep to-day hundreds of men who perished for the 
Union! To be sure they were from the agricultural portions of the 
country and did not come from the metropolis, but their memories 
are as much entitled to honor as those who came from Boston or Phila- 
delphia. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, if any favoritism is to be shown, I 
think these cannon and eannon- balls should go to the Grand Army posts 
of the Fifth district of Ilinois. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] is entitled to control what is left of the time in opposition. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts thinks he is entitled to the cannon I will throw my twenty 
minutes’ time in and yield twenty minutes to him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I do not think that can be done. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that can not be done. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will yield to the gentleman 
from Ilinois [Mr. HOPKINS]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has five minutes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to occupy more than 
one-fifth of that time. I simply rise to say that if any favoritism is to 
be shown I think the gallant soldiers who went out from the Fifth dis- 
trict of Illinois should be recognized. There are Grand Army posts all 
through that district that have been petitioning me ever since I have 
been a member of this body to procure some of thisordnance. I have 
been to the War Department, I have been to the Navy Department, and 
I have been to the Military Committees of the House and Senate, and 
have been refused by all, They have stated unequivocally —— 

Mr. MASON. Will my colleague from Illinois allow me to ask him 


a question? 
Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MASON. Do you think we can get any cannon for Illinois if 


we beat these boys of Massachusetts and Pennsylvania? Is not the 
better way to help them? 
Mr. HOPKINS. It is not a question of beating Massachusetts. 


1890. 
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Mr. MASON. If we wantsome for our State, let ushelp them first. 
They were the first in the field. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is all right enough, but they were not first 
in the field. p? 

Mr. MASON. Why did not you get your spoon in the pudding 


first? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iam justexplaining why I did not. Unfortu- 
nately I was not put by the Speaker upon the Naval or Military Com- 
mittee. Idid not get the secret information, consequently I stand 
without havingany— : 

Mr. GEAR. Is it not a fact that the Military Committee have for 
four or six years declined to consider any such billsas this? 

Mr. HOPKINS. They did with me. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Do you not think it better to pass a 
general law upon this subject rather than commence now to deal out 
these cannon in this way? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I agree entirely with the sentiment 
expressed by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ALLEN] and the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. I think that inasmuch as 
there are not enough of these cannon to go round,“ to PONEN the 
Grand Army posts, they had better be used in the manner indicated by 
those gentlemen, for Grand Army badges. ; 

Mr. DUNNELL. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Does the gentleman suppose there are condemned 
cannon enough to give even half a cannon to each post in this country? 
Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] and the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LopaE] have, by diligence, looked 
out for the bills that they introduced and have got reports in their 
favor. Now, I say fair play; but here are thirty or forty gentlemen 
lying back, unwilling that these two gentlemen shall have their bills 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. That is not correct. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman from Minnesota does not state the 
case properly or fairly. Members who do not happen to be upon the 
Naval Committee or the Military Committee have been just as zealous 
in this matter as those who are on those committees. 

Mr. DUNNELL. My point was that a general bill would do you 
no good out in Illinois, nor me in Minnesota. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I have justsaid that; and inasmuch as a general 
bill would do no good for the purposes indicated in these two special 
bills, I think this condemned ordnance should be turned over to the 
Grand Army of the Republic and appropriated for the purpose indi- 
cated by the gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Speaker, how much time is there left on each 
side? 

The SPEAKER. Fifteen minutes out of the forty have been used. 

Mr. LODGE. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has ten minutes left. 

Mr. LODGE. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr, Speaker, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and members of that committee made in- 
` quiry and it was reported to them that there were no condemned can- 
non. Now, the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs is from 
the same State and is a colleague of the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. 
ALLEN], who complains that he can not get the cannon that he wants 
for his rustic constituents, as I understood him. 

Mr. ALLEN, ot Michigan. Yes; dead ones. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. So far as Illinois fs concerned, it is well 
known here, and is known to this nation, that Illinois possesses a Can- 
non of her own, [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYSON. He is too good foracemetery, though. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. And, I think, Mr. Speaker, that in fair- 
ness to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], who has shown 
commendable diligence, his bill ought to be allowed to pass the House. 
If it is not allowed to pass, then we shall disregard the old adage which 
says that the early bird is very apt to catch the worm. 

Now, it appears that the gentleman from Massachusetts has been a 
little more diligent and not quite so tardy on this question as my friend 
from Illinois and my friend from Michigan, who does not want this 
bill to pass because if it does it may in the view of his constituents 
reflect upon him. Iam willing to take any censure that may befall 
me if I allow a Massachusetts man to get ahead of Ohio, as has been 
done in this case. 

Mr. LODGE. Ishould like to say one word in explanation of the 
action of the Bureau of Ordnance, as I understand it. This matter was, 
as I have said, brought to the attention of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BincHam]. The 
committee in the first instance took the ground that, asthey understood, 
there were no eannon to be used for these purposes. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania pressed the matter upon the attention of the com- 
mittee, this bill and his bill being before the committee, and they 
made inquiries which resulted in developing the fact that there were 
cannon at the disposal of the bureau for this purpose. 

A MEMBER. How many? 


Mr. LODGE. No statement was made by the chief of the burean 
on that point. He simply said that he could supply what was asked; 
and, as I understand, the reason he could do so—the reason there are 
some cannon now on hand—is this: As is well known to the House, 
under the law limiting the amount of repairs upon any Government 
ship to 20 per cent. of its value, old ships have been going out of com- 
mission and have been broken up. The guns of those ships are guns 
that will never be used again. The new steel rifles which we are mak- 
ing are the only guns which are to be placed upon the ships now being 
built. Therefore a certain number of discarded guns, guns now en- 
tirely useless, are coming back to the hands of the Bureau of Ordnance, 
Those, I suppose, are the guns covered by this bill. = 

Ot course, if gentlemen on this side feel that I ought not to have this 
bill passed, which I happen to have introduced, or that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania ought not to have his bill passed, because other 
gentlemen have not got their bills through, of course they have the 
power to vote down my bill. But I can see no justice in refusing to a 
Grand Army post, made up of soldiers whoserved as honorably as any 
soldiers in the country, these cannon which they ask for, and refusing 
it simply because their Representative has had the good fortune to get 
their bill favorably reported and called up on suspension day. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I would like to ask you a question: 
Did you introduce and report this bill until after you found that you 
could get the ordnance? 

Mr. LODGE. I introduced and reported it when I found that I 
could get the ordnance. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. You found you could get it before you 
introduced the bill? 

Mr. LODGE. I found I could get the guns. The inquiry, as I have 
stated, was made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. j 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Many of us nndertook to find that out, 
and we were informed we could not. get the ordnance; therefore we 
introduced no bill. 

Mr. LODGE. When the inquiry was made, and I found that the 
ordnance could be supplied, I introduced my bill; and that is what 
any man on this floor would have done. When I got the information that 
the obstacles supposed to exist no longer existed, I should have been 
false to my duty if I had not taken advantage of that information, in- 
troduced the bill, and done the best I could to get it passed. Every 
man here, including the gentleman from Michigan, woyld have done 
precisely the same thing. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. We would have done so if we had not 
been misled by the Department. 

Mr. LODGE. It is not my faultif you did not know the fact. You 
could have found out as we did. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. But what could we do when they told 
you one thing and us another? 

Mr, BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I am not disposed to oppose the bill ot 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, but I do want to say that for fl ve or 
six years I have been moving in the direction of getting four condemned 
cannon donated to the Grand Army post of my own city to be placed 
at the base of a monument now about to be erected, the money for 
which has already been provided, and which is to cost $25,000 or $30,- 
000, I have been laboring in vain to accomplish what my friend from 
Massachusetts seems almost to have accomplished for his Grand Army 
post. Now, in view of the fact, which is conceded, that the Ordnance 
Department has condemned cannon, I would like to appeal to him to 
allow an amendment to this bill providing— 

That four condemned cannon be and are hereby donated upon like terms and 
conditions to the Soldiers and Sailors’ Monument Association at Rochester, N. 
Y., to be paced at the base of the monument being constructed in that city in 
honor and memory of the dead soldiers and sailors of that county. 

I ask the gentleman from Massachusetts in charge of this bill whether 
he will consent to that amendment. a 

Mr. LODGE. If I admit one amendment I must admit all. 

Mr. BAKER. Well, if they can all be accommodated, why not? 

Mr. LODGE. Ido not see why this bill should not stand on its 
own merits. 

Mr. BAKER. I make this appeal in behalf of all the Grand Army 
posts in my city. 

Mr. LODGE. I shall object to any amendment. There is no ob- 
jection to any other bills coming in upon a report by the committee in 
the same way, as long as there are cannon to meet the demand. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say only a word to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts and other members of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
It seems that for many years, when these cannon have been desired and 
when the inquiry has heen made as to whether they could be furnished, 
the reply has constantly come, There are none.“ Now, the gentle- 
man on that committee is, they say, an early bird.“ Well, I donot 
know whether he is entitled to credit, Mr. Speaker, er whether you 
are entitled to it by reason of having placed him on that committee. 
At any rate, so the matter stands. 

Now, it seems to me that the gentleman from New York [Mr. FAR- 
QUHAR] has proposed a practical solution of this whole question. Ev- 
idently there are not enough condemned cannon to come anywhere 
near meeting the demands of those who have equal right to make the 
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demand. The gentleman from New York has said that there is a great 

desire by leading Grand Army to have these cannon for the pur- 

pe of having them molded into miniature cannon to be used for 
ges. 


Now, it seems to me that we had better make that disposition, and 
I think the fair way is to let this bill be voted down. I do not know 
why we should make fish of one and fowl of the other. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I have the misfortune of having been 
one of the early birds“ long before my friend from Massachusetts 
introduced his bill, but am wholly without worms. [Langhter.] I 
presented my bill last December, had it referred to the proper com- 
mittee, and it was reported to me by the chairman of the committee 
that there were no cannon available, and that there was no use in hav- 
ing the bill go through, there being no cannon with which to supply 
the demand. 

Mr, LODGE. Was that the Committee on Naval Affairs? 

Mr. LACEY. No; Military Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE. My committee is the Naval Committee, 

Mr. LACEY. Well, it seems as if the Committee on Naval Affairs 
has the ‘‘cinch’’ upon all the condemned cannon in the country and 
the Military Committee can get none. Now, these all come from the 
Ordnance Bureau, and one committee onght to have about as much of 
a chance as the other. 

Now, I claim, if there be anything in priority, that we ought to have 
a little more consideration in regard to the bill for Wisner Post in Iowa 
than the post mentioned by my friend from Massachusetts, because my 
bill was introduced a long time in advance of his. 

Mr. FLOWER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts a question. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. FLOWER. Will you permit an amendment donating one of 
these cannon to each of the 644 Grand Army posts in the State of New 
York? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Make it for the Grant monument. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. FLOWER. Later on we will touch the Grant monument. If 
the gentleman from Massachusetts will permit that amendment I will 
yote for the bill, otherwise I can not. 

Mr. LODGE. I can not yield to an amendment. The bill must stand 
or fall on its own merits. 

Mr. BLISS. I have no objection whatever to any man getting some 
condemned cannon for his army post, and I shall support his measure 
if an amendment can be inserted in it. 

A MEMBER. The bill is not open for amendment. 

Mr. BLISS. Well, I can ask unanimous consent. I can not see where 
any post needs more than two cannon, anyway. ` Unless the condemned 
cannon belonging to the Government shall be divided up, there is no 
use in trying to get anything like a distribution of them amongst the 
various posts, Some will get a great many and some get none. Ithere- 
fore ask the gentleman toallow an amendment granting two condemned 
cannon and two cannon balls to these various posts. 

Mr. LODGE. I should be perfectly willing to make it two cannon 
and two cannon balls, if it would meet the views of gentlemen. 

Mr. BLISS. I will support his bill and favor it heartily if he will 
do that. 

Mr. PETERS. I want to offer an amendment also, with the consent 
of the gentleman. I ask the gentleman now if he will not accept an 
amendment that these two cannon be taken from Fort Warren? There 
is a lot of cannon lying at Fort Warren, and under the control of the 
Navy, which are absolutely worthless. ‘There are also perhaps fifty 
cannon at Fort Powell, and fifty more at Fortress Monroe, and so on, 
which are of no consequence in the world, and I think that there should 
be some action taken to distribute these cannon to the various army 
posts. As the post of the gentleman from Massachusetts is near Fort 
Warren, I do not see why he should not receive the cannon for that 
post from this fort. 

Mr. LODGE. TIunderstand that the cannon are to be delivered from 
that point, or from the navy-yard, which is right next door. 

Mr. PETERS. Then the gentleman should have no objection to the 
amendmenf. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think we can undertake to tell the Secretary 
of the Navy where and when he shall select cannon. It is probably 
and properly leit to his dis:retion. Of course the post bears the ex- 
pense of the remoyal of the guns, but the Secretary of War will tell 
where they can be obtained. 

Mr. PETERS. There are some cannon lying around Fort Warren 
that ought to be taken care of in some way. 

Mr. LODGE. If they belong to the Navy Department they will be 
taken care of. 

I ask a vote on the ding question. ay 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

; Me question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 54, 
noes 56. . 
Mr. LODGE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were 


So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the motion to suspend 
the rules was rejected. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE OCMULGEE RIVER. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass, 
with amendments, the bill (H. R. 9677) to authorize the county of 
Pulaski, in the State of Georgia, to maintain a high wagon and foot 
bridge across the Ocmulgee River at or near Hawkinsville, in the State 
of Georgia. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the county of Pulaski, in the State of Geo be, and 
the same is hereby, authorized to maintain a free wagon and foot bridge across 
the Oemulgee River at or near Hawkinsville, in said county and State. 

Sec. 2. That the bridge authorized by this act shall bea high bridge of unbroken 
and continuous spans, and its lower chord shall not be of less elevation than 
53 feet above ordinary low water mark as understood at the point of location. 
That auy bridge constructed under this act shall be built and located under and 
subject to such regulations for the security of navigation of said river as the 
Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that object the said county shall 
submit to the Secretary of War, for his examination and approval, the design 
and 3 of the bridge, piers, and approaches, and a map of the location, 
giving, for the space of at least one-half mile above and one-half mile below 
the proposed location, the to hy of the banks of the river, the shore-lines 
at high and low water, and the direction and strength of the currents at all 
stages, and the soundings, accurately showing the bed of the stream and the 
location of other bridge or bridges, wharves, landings, or ferries, and shall fur- 
nish such other information as may be 8 for a full and satisfactory under - 
standing of the subject; and until said p an and location of the bridge are ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War the bridge shall not be built; and after such 
approval by the Secretary of War the approved plans and designs for the bridge 
shall not be deviated from or added to, either during the construciion or after 
the completion of the bridge, until the proposed change shall have been sub- 
mitted to the Secretary of War and received his approval; and said bridge shall 
be at all times so kept and managed as to offer reasonable and proper means 
for the of vessels through or under said bridge; and for the safety of 
vessels pasang at night there shall be displayed on said bridge, from sunset to 
sunrise, such lights or other signals as may be prescribed by the Light-House 
Board; and if at any time the navigation of said river shall in any manner be 
obstructed or impaired by the bridge authorized by this act to be constructed, 
the Secretary of War shall have authority, and it shall be his duty, to require 
said. county to alter and change the said bridge, at its own expense, in such 
manner as may be proper to secure and complete navigation; and if, upon 
reasonable notice to said county to make such change or improvements, the 
said county fails to do so, the Secretary of War shall have authority to make 
the same, and all the rights conferred by this act shall be forfeited, and Congress 
shall have power to doany and all things necessary to secure the free navigation 
of the river; and if said bridge shall not be commenced within one year and 
finished within two years from the passage of this act the rights and privileges 
granted shall be null and void: Provided, also, That posing in this act shall bo 
so construed as to repeal or modify any of the provisions of law now existing in 
reference to the protection of the navigation of rivers or to exempt this bridge 
from the 8 of the same. 

BEC. 3. t said county be, and the same is hereby, authorized, with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of War, to so alter, change, and repair the bridge now 
owned and operated by said county across the Oemulgee River at Hawkinsville 
as to make it conform to the provisions of this act. 

Src. be That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved. 


The motion of Mr. Crisp was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor 
thereof. : 
REGISTER FOR STEAMER AUSTRALIA. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (S. 3401) to provide for an American register for a steamer 
to be named Australia, owned by a corporation of the State of Cali- 
fornia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby authorized 
and directed to cause the foreign-built steamer Australia, owned at the port of 
San Francisco, State of California, by the Oceanic Steam-Ship Com y, a cor- 

ration of said State of-California, said steamer wrecked and rebuilt in the 
Inſted States, to be registered as a vessel of the United States, under the name 
of Australia, 

Sec, 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized and 
directed to authorize and direct the ion of said steam-vessel, steam-boiler, 
steam-pipes, and appurtenances of said boiler, and cause to be granted the proper 
and usual certificate issued to steam-vessels of the merchant marine, without ref- 
erence to the fact that said e eee and appurtenances, or 
some part thereof, were not constructed pursuant to the laws of the United States 
and may not have been wholly constructed of iron stamped 1 to said 
laws; and the tests to be applied on the inspection of said boiler, steam- pipes, 
and appurtenances will be the same in all respects as to strength and safety as 
are required in the inspection of boilers constructed in the United States for 
marine purposes, save that the fact that said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurte · 
nances, or some part thereof, not being constructed pursuant to the require- 
ments of the laws of the United States, and may be in part of unstam iron, 
shall not be an obstacle to the granting of the usual certificate if said boiler, 
steam-pipes, and appurtenances are found to be of sufficient strength and safety, 


Mr. McCREARY, I would like to hear the report read. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman demand a second? 

Mr. McCREARY, I would like to hear a statement concerning the 
bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I would state to the gentleman from Kentucky 
that this vessel would have received an American register had she come 
under the exact letter of the law, but this vessel was injured by fire. 
The law as we have it applies only to wreck by storm or otherwise. 
Now, all that was left after the destruction by fire was the hull. The 
engines, boilers, cabin, everything else, are entirely of American make, 
and the exact bill of expense amounted to $216,000, and the value 


$250,000. ; 
Mr. McCREARY. That is entirely satisfactory. 
The question being upon the suspension of the rules and passage of 
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the bill, the rules were suspended, and the bill passed, two-thirds vot- 
‘ing in favor thereof. $ 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the bill (H. R. 8939) on the 
same subject will be ordered to lie on the table. 

There was no objection, and ib was so ordered. 


REGISTER FOR STEAMER SACROBOSCO. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill (S. 3599) to provide an American reg- 
ister for the steamer Sacrobosco. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby authorized 
and directed to cause the foreign-built steamer Sacrobosco, purchased and 
wholly owned by American citizens, and repaired by them at New York, to be 
registered as a vessel of the United States under the name of Conemaugh, 

Sec, 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized and 
directed to authorize and direct the inspection of said steam-vessel, steam- 
boiler, steam-pipes, and the appurtenances of said boiler, and cause to be 
granted the proper and usual certificate issued to stean:-vessels of the merchant 
marine, without reference to the fact that said steam-boiler, steam-pipes, and 
appurtenances were not constructed pursuant to the laws of the Uni States, 
and were notconstructed of iron stamped pursuant to said laws; and the tests to 

be applied in the inspection of suid boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances will be 
the same in all respects as to strength and safety as are required in the inspection 
of boilers constructed in the United States for marine purposes, save the fact 
that said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances not being constructed pursu- 
ant to the requirementsof the laws of the United States, and are of 1 
iron, shall not be an obstacle to the granting of the usual certificate if said boiler, 
steam-pipes, and appurtenances are found to be of sufficient strength and safety.” 


The question being on the suspension of the rules and passage of the 
bill, the rules were suspended, and the bill passed, two-thirds voting 
in favor thereof. i 

ALICE E. ROBERTSON. 


Mr. MCRAE. Iask to supend the rules and pass the bill (S. 680) 
for the relief of Alice E. Robertson, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Alice E. Robertson, of Malvern, Hot Spring 
County, Arkansas, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 

riated, the sum of $2,800, for improvements owned by her on the Hot ngs 
Bfountain reservation, seized an condemned by the Hot Springs Commission, 
but not paia for because destroyed by fire before appraisal or adjudication. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, Mr. Speaker, I demand a second, and 
in doing so I want ba ~ to know what there is in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan demands a second, 
eth asks unanimous consent that a second may be considered as or- 
dered. 

There was no objection, and a second was ordered. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill to pay to Mrs. Robertson 
for improvements owned by her on town lots on the HotSprings Mount- 
nin reservation at the time the Government took control and ion 
of the reservation. Under the acts submitting the question of the title 
to this Hot Springs propertly to the courts, passed in 1870, found in 
volume 16, Statates at Large, page 149, it was provided that if the 
property should be decided by the courts to belong to the United 
States, it should be taken possession of by a receiver to be appointed 
by the court, It was so decided, and the property was by proper order 
put in the hands of a receiver and rented out. Some time in 1876, I 
think it was, Mr. Morgan, the receiver, to collect rents on this 
property at the rate of $55 a month, and this rent, I suppose, was re- 
ceived by the Government up to March 5, 1878, when it was destroyed 
by fire. 

The commission was appointed under the act of March 3, 1877, with 
power to condemn, appraise, and pay for all such improvements. On 
the 30th day of June, 1877, they made an order condemning it, and 
by that order, of course, the insurance theretofore held was vacated. 
Before the property was appraised and a certificate issued, the fire oc- 
curred and this building was destroyed, making a total loss to Mrs. 
Robertson. She was not permitted, by reason of this accident, to have 
the certificate that she should have received, and that other owners of 
improvements on the reservation were allowed by law and the action 
of the commission. 

It is just that she should be paid, and if any gentleman desires to 
ask any questions about the facts I believe Iam prepared to answer 
them. It has been passed by the Senate and been favorably reported 
to the House by the Committee on Claims. g 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. How much is involved? 

Mr. MCRAE. Twenty-eight hundred dollars. The property was 
valued by witnesses at from $2,800 to $3,500, and the committee 
adopted the smallest amount. No witness testified that it was worth 
less than that sum. She ought to have had her pay thirteen years 

. I hope she will not be longer delayed in her just rights. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I would like to ask the gentleman 
whether this party had resort to the courts. 

Mr. MCRAE. There was no court to which resort could be had. The 
question of the title to the Hot Springs property had been submitted to 
the courts by the special act of Congress, and the United States Supreme 
Court decided that the Hot Springs Mountain belonged to the Govern- 
ment and not theclaimants. It then went into the hands of a receiver. 
The improved property, like that of this claimant, was rented by the 
receiver, and then afterwards, in 1877, Congress passed an act author- 


izing the commission to condemn, appraise, and issue certificates for 
the improvements on the same. It was provided in this act that the 
United States should pay every owner of improvements on the reservation 
the full value thereof as ascertained by the commission. Now, they 
made an order condemning this property, and I will say further that, 
unlike the owners of improvements on lots in other parts of the city, 
they were not given the preference and allowed to purchase, and there 
was nothing for the United States to do but to make payment and re- 
move the improvements. Upon the Hot Springs Mountain the prop- 
erty was to be condemned and paid for by the Government, It was 
condemned, and ought to have been paid for. 

Now, after the order of condemnation, but before the appraisal and 
issue of the certificate, this property was destroyed while in the posses- 
sion of the receiver and being rented by him, as it had been for some 
time prior to that time, and he had collected several months’ rent u 
this identical piece of property. The report sets out one of the receipts 
of the receiver fortwo months’ rent. I know the facts and the claim- 
ant, and am satisfied that there can be no more meritorious claim than 
this, and I hope it will pass without further delay. 

The question being upon the suspension of the rules and the 
of the bill, the rules were euspended, and the bill passed, two-thirds 
voting in favor thereof. 


VENEZUELA STEAM TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I move to suspend the rules and pass the Senate 
joint resolution which I send to the desk, being the resolution (S. R. 
28) for the relief of the Venezuela Steam Transportation Company. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas it appears from the correspondence transmitted to the Senate by the 
message of the ident of the 2d day of February, 1872(Executive Document 
No. 28, second session, Forty-eighth Congress), and on the 12th of April, 1888 (Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 143, first session, Fiftieth Congress), that since the year 
1871 indemnity has been repeatedly demanded by the executive department of 
the United States from the Venezuela Government, but without avail, for the 
wrongful seizure, detention, and employment in war and otherwise of 
American steam-ships Hero, Nutrias, and Fernando, the property of the 
Venezuela Steam Transportation Company, a corporation existing under the 
laws of the State of New York, and a citizen of the United States, and the im- 
prisonment of its officers, citizens of the United under circumstances that 
render the Republic of Venezuela justly 1 erefor; and * 

Whereas all the diplomatic efforts of the Government ot the United States re- 
peatedly exerted for an amicable adjustment and payment of the just indemnity 
due to said corporation and its officers, citizens of the United States, upon whose 
property and persons the aforesaid wrongs were inflicted, have proved entirely 


unavailing: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That the ident of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and empowered to take such measures as in his judgment 
may be necessary to promptly obtain indemnity from the Venezuelan Govern- 
ment for the injuries, losses, and damages suffered by the Venezuela Steam 
Transportation Company of New York, and its officers, by reason of the wrongful 
seizure, detention, and employment in war or otherwise of the said company’s 
steamers Hero, San Fernando, and Nutrias by Venezuelan belligerents in 
year 1871, and to secure this end he is authorized to employ such means or ex- 
ercise such power as may be necessary. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I will state that this is reported unanimously by 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the resolution was passed by 
the Senate unanimously. This matter was brought tothe attention 
of Congress by both President Arthur and President Cleveland. 

Mr. McCREARY. And the resolution was reported favorably at 
the last Congress? 

Mr. DUNNELL, Les; it was reported favorably at the last Con- 


gress. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How much money does it carry? 

Mr. DUNNELL. It does not appropriate any money. It simply 
authorizes our Government to negotiate with thé Venezuelan Govern- 
ment. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. DUNNELL, and (two- 
thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended and the joint 
resolution was passed. 


BOUNDARY BETWEEN NEW YORK AND PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill which I send to the desk, being a bill (H. R. 7058) to ratify 
and confirm an agreement entered into by commissioners on the part 
of the States of New York and Pennsylvania in relation to the bound- 
ary line between those States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill to ratify and confirm an agreement entered into by commissioners on the 
of the States of New York and Pennsylvania in relation to the boundary 
ine between said States, 

Whereas commissioners duly appointed on the of the State of New York 
and commissioners duly appoin on the part of the State of Pennsylvania for 
the purpose of settling and remarking the boundary line between said States 
did execute an agreement in the wo following, namely : 

First. The channel of the Delaware River, from a line drawn across said 
channel, from a granite monument erected upon the eastern bank of said river 
in the year 1882 by the joint boundary commission of the States of New Jersey 
and New York to mark the western extremity of the boundary line between 
the States of New Jersey and New York, in a western prolongation of said bound- 
ary line up and alongsaid channel of said Delaware River as it winds and turns 
for a distance of S miles or thereabouts, to a line drawn east across said river from 
a granite monument erected upon the west bank of said river in the year 1884, by 
H. W, Clarke and G. M. Gere, to mark the eastern extremity of the first line here- 
inafter described, shall continue to be a pert of the boundary or ition line 
between the said two States: Provided, That the limit of terri be- 
tween the said two States shall be the center of thesaid main channel: A 2 
vided further, That each State shall enjoy and exercise a concurrent jurisdi: 
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within and upon the water of said main channel between the lines of low water “Sixth, This ent shall become binding upon the two States when 

at either ban between the limits hereinbefore mentioned. by the 5 thereof, respectively, and when confirmed by the — 
“Second. Tho line extending from the Delaware River aforesaid, gress of the Uni 


2 7 
ments in 


monwealth, entitled An act to authorize and — the supreme executive 
council to appoint commissioners to join with the commissioners appointed, 

nted, a. the State of New York, toascertain the northern 
this State from the 3 west ward to the northwest corner 


of the Commonwealth of Fat 
vania, to the — at 8 said line 55 the line of cession or 
meridian boundary hereinafter 8 which said line so surveyed tes oe ne 


nee of 
5 „01 
continue to be the 


any of the eee or — . — commissioners in 1780 oad 
1787 have been lost and can not otherwise be definitely fixed, then and in that 
case, and in every case where it is required to establish intervening points in 
said ‘line, astraight line drawn between the nearest adjacent monuments whose 
localities 2 shall be understood to be, and shall be, the true 


Ai ia The e ta described as a meridian line drawn from the forty- 
latitude south through nelination 


1781, by James Duane, William Floyd, and Ale: r delegates in 
of said United States from State of New York, in pursuance 
of an act of the ure of said State, entitled ‘An act to facilitate the com- 


letion of the articles of confederation and 
of America.’ passed February 19, 1780, 11 
conve ye talon Urine raid’ aforesaid 


union among the United 
said pices mete was afterward 

became a part of we: territory 
he said line 


rate 


19th 
5 1789, which a line, and its — prolengalion due north into the waters of 
e Erie until it intersects the 


between the said two States, so far as inte to bo the boundary pr partiti in 1790 


: ao dny 


tions,or have been re cee monuments 9 in the years 1881 
e 4 


ped ge 1883, 1864, and and 1885, b. 
Yor her M Gale: surveyor on the part of Pennsylvania, duly ap- 
pointed by by th ewe ane hereto. 

“Second. The new monuments of granite, erected in the years 1881 to — 
inclusive, by the aforesaid surveyors, at intervals of 1 mile, more or less, and 
eee roger pres f ret said line originally surveyed 

Se gean ears 1786 and I beginning ing from the Delaware River, and several] 
marked on the Conk "side th the letters! N. V.,“ and on the south side wi 
the letters ‘PA.’ and along said line ged Surveyed and marked in the 
year 1790, inning at the shore of Lake Erie and severally marked on the 
east side with the letters N. Y.’ and on the west side with the letters PA.“ 
“Third. The new monuments of granite erected by the said surveyors in the 
years 1881 to 1885, inclusive, aforesaid, at the he intervening P points on said line, 
and at its intersection with public roads, rai rivers, and at other 
marked at the one side mr ree the letters N. Y.’ and on the 


ers 
large monument of granite erected in the year 1884 by the said 
600 feet west of the center of the Delaware River inthe line orig- 
Înaliy eed fe in the year 1786, to mark its eastern terminus; a large monument 
of granite in the year 1884 by the said surveyors im the said line or 
meridian boundary, as originally fixed in the year 1790, 100 feet north from its 
intersection with os line originally surveyed as aforesaid in the year 1787, 


which said point of intersection is . — by a small monument of nite 
buried in the center of the highway, in 1884, by the said su rs; and also a 
monument of granite erected nthe year 1869 by John V. Pruyn, George 


bya Samuel B. Woolworth, and George W. Patterson, on the part of 
New York, and William Evans, on the part of the Siate of Pennsyl- 
het earn wont brag corre lag tense ee in the year 1790 by An- 
drew Ellicott pon the south shore of Lake Erie in the line origi- 
nally surveyed and . him as aforesaid. 
x surveyors containing the notes of the resurveys 
and 1879; also the ‘record of monuments’ 
of the locations of the 
tness mark thereto ; also the 
ity pero ear dara the locations of said monu- 
ments; and also the- said surveyors under the direction of 
the parties reto, ry no — duly authenticated by the signature 


ae der hang wane rater dled 
the office of the secretary of state of New York and the office of the 

ternal affairs of Pennsylvania, shall constitute the permanent and authen- 
tie records of said onI Nat, Sua Tre honey AOT DE em peated MEIG 
and made a part of this agreement, 


tness whereof the said commissioners have — Sve Ea 
and seals in jeremy the 26th — . of a 1886, aforesa' id. 
Executed in the presence of 
As to Henry R. — — 1. Devlin. 
bgt: — PIERSON. IL. S.] 
As to E. W. Leaven worth -H. W. Clark 
“E, W. í. LEAVENWORTH, 11.8. 
As to Chauncey M. Depew- Edward I. Dev 
A OHAVNOEY M. DEPEW. [t.s.] 
As to C. M. Gere—A. D. Birchard. 


. NM. GERE. Ls. J 
As to Robert N. Torrey Andrew Thom 
ROB. RT N. TORREY. [IS. I:“ and 
Whereas nt has been confirmed by the Legislatures of the said 


said agreeme: 
States or N New York and Pennsylvania, respectively: Therefore. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House resentatives of the United Slates 
America in Congress assembled, That the consent of the Congress of the Uni 


Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a second and ask unani- 
mous consent that a second be considered as ordered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McCREARY. Lask to have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. SHERMAN) was read, as follows: 

A commission was appointed prior to 1886 for the purpose of settlin d re- 
marking the boundary lines between the States of New Vork and — d 
vania, com 3 of members from each of said States. They performed their 
duties, and on March 26, 1886, entered into an agreement aning the boundary 
lines between said States and providing that the agreement become operative 
upon its ratification by the Legislatures of the two Statesand by Congress. The 
agreement has already been ratified by the Legislaturesof New York and Penn- 
sylvania, and this bill ee for its ratification by Congress. 

The committee return the bill with a recommendation that that it do pass. 


The question was taken on the motion of Mr. WRIGHT, and (two- 
thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended and the bill 
was passed. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, SUPREME COURT, NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and put 
upon its passage the bill (H. R. 5966) to provide for an additional as- 
sociate justice of the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico. 

The bill was read, as follows. 


Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter the s sees court of the Territory of New 
Mexico shall consist of a a and four associate justices, any three of 
whom shall constitute a quor 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the ats of the President to appoint one additional 
associate justice of said supreme court in manner now paraoa by law, who 
shall hold his office abe term of four years, and until his successor is ap- 


Bro. 4. 
with power and au 
nto five judicial districts, and make such 


tory ents Of the Judges ro- 
ee eee e act as shall in — 


judgment be meet — 


nee’ “vested, to hea 
courts of the other d Territory now possess; and for such p 
two terms of said e shall be held annually, at such places within pe dis- 
eo as 8 be desi; gett Armed chief-justice and his associates, or a majority 
; and gran jurors shall be summoned thereon in the man- 

or oon ‘required ty 

Src.6. That all ps asset committed before the passage of this act shall be 
prosecuted, tried, and determined in the same manner and with the same effect 
(except as to the number of judges as if this act had not passed. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire the bill passed with the 
amendments? 

Mr. JOSEPH. Yes, sir. 

The eee d were read, as follows: 

ne gfe rope fics 82 30 after the word“ Se siege yn in line 5, the following: aoe 
vided, T idas who presided at of a cause in the court below 
shall e . on appeal or writ of error in the 
supreme court of the Te 

lso, strike out, in the fifth x section, line 8, the word “thereon” and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “therein. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I demand a second and ask unanimous con- 
sent that a second be considered as ordered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. JOSEPH. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. BucHANAN, of New Jersey) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on ee to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 50 to 
provide for an additional associate justice of the supreme court of the Territory 
of New Mexico, would zapean 2 that they have had the same under 

consideration, and recommend amended as follows: 

Add to 1 5 A ons following: 

“ Provided, Tha the judge he presided at the trial of a cause in the court 
below shall not 2 at the 3 of the same cause on appeal, or writ of error, 
in the supreme court of the Territory.” 

Also, in section 5, line 85 strike out the word “thereon” and in lieu thereof 
insert ihe word “ therein. 

— that when so amended the bill do 

The necessity for this bill was fully demonstrated before your committee. 
The essential facts are set forth in the following letter: 
“ Wasurverton, D. C., March H, 1890. 

“Dear Sm: In accordance with your suggestion I telegraphed the president 

and secretary of the New Mexico 8 figures — to the 
number of cases now pending in the various districts and undisposed of. 
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„General Bartlett, the secretary, in response to my wire, says: 

Upon the adjournment of last court five hundred and ninety-five con- 
tested cases remained of in the first and fully as many, if 
not more, in each of the other three, More than one-halt in first are of 
over two years’ standing.’ 

I also received a letter from Hon. F. W. Clancy, president of the Bar Associa- 
tion, extracts from which read as follows: “i t 

„New Mexico has entirely outgrown the governmental machinery of a Ter- 
ritory. The system is inadequate to our present needs. Especially is this the 
case with the courts, which are blocked with accumulated business. In two of 
the judicial districts, the first and the second, the civil business is fully two 
years behind. I do not know the condition of affairs in the other districts, be- 
cause it has sọ happened that in the last two or three years I have attended the 
courts only in the and second districts. The supreme court, at its last ad- 
journment, left on the docket a large number of cases undisposed of, in nearly 
all of which counsel were ready and in attendance. The court did noteven de- 
cide all the cases ee It is too much for us to expect that Congress will be 
able to give usa judiciary sufficient for our necessities. The most obvious ar- 

ent upon such a state of affairs is one in favor of the admission of New 
exico as a State. If such admission can not be immediately secured weshould 
atleast have an increase in the number of judges. This would give us some 
measure of temporary relief; but I fear that we can not have a sufficiently rapid 
and continuous creation of judges to keep pace with the growing business of 
the Territory.’ Fi 4 

From the foregoing you will observe that both the president and secretary of 
the Bar Association, who speak by authority, on behalf of the entire bar of 
New Mexico, heartily agree with me in my es nese for the appointment of two 
additional judges, and doubt very much whether the ! lation of Congress 
can be rapid enough to keep pace with the wth of business in that country. 
The fact is that, at the minimum fi ven, there are at least twenty-four 
hundred cases in the Territory of New Mexico ready for trial and which are to 
be contested that have not been reached during the present terms, more than 
one-half of which have been at issue for over two years, 

As we are forced to remain in the Territorial bondage against our will and 
have no power to increase the number of our own judges or to extend the ju- 
risdiction of the courts over which the Territory would have control, we think 
we are asking but simple justice when we beg of your committee to be just 
enough to grant us the relief asked, and give us at once at least two additional 
judges. These officers, when appointed, will find that they have no sinecures 
and that every available moment of working hours in the year will be kept oc- 
cupied if they conscientiously attend to their duties. 

“J will not detain you with a longer statement as to the reasons that should 
move you to give us the relief asked, as I believe I met all the objections and 
stated our claims pretty fully when I Poeren before your committee. Iwill, 
however, say that should any further doubt exist in your mind as to the abso- 
lute necessity for an increase in the number of Territorial judges I shall be at 
your service at any time and would be very pleased to have yon notify me to 
mect you in person to answer any questions you may bave to propound or to 
a before your committee or the subcommittee. That my recommenda- 

ions may carry full weight with them I would have you know that I am not 
acting in the capacity of hy en 8 for these parties in urging their claims, 
but that what I am doing is purely disinterested, as my legal connection is con- 
fined to the railroad company whose general counsel I am, and to such com- 
panies delays are always favorable; but asa citizen of New Mexico and asa 
senior member of the bar of my judicial district, and as one most thoroughly 
familiar with the needs of the bar and of the litigants, I beg of you to grant us 
2 request, and to recommend such a bill as I have suggested without further 

elay. 
Most respectfully, yours, * 
“WILLIAM C. HAZLEDINE. 
“Hon, James BUCHANAN, 


Chairman Subcommittee on the Judiciary, House of Representatives,” 


In explanation, it should be added that while the bill provides for one addi- 
tional judge the request was to have the bill amended so as to provide for the 
appointment of two. Your committee, while fully satisfied that the increase of 
one is greatly needed, in fact, absolutely necessary tothe due administration of 
justice, have not felt free to recommend at present any greater increase than is 
contemplated by 2 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. JOSEPH, and (two- 


thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended and the bill 


was passed. 
LUTHER M. BLACKMAN. 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill (H. R. 6019) for the relief of Luther M. Blackman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, such sum as will cover the regulation pay and allowances of a 
first Titenan of cavalry and regimental quartermaster from A 20, 1462, 
to December 13, 1 to Luther M, Blackman, of Monroe County, Tennessee, in 
full satisfaction of his claim against the United States for services as lieutenant 
and quartermaster of the First East Tennessee Cavalry Regiment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand a second and ask unanimous consent 
that a second be considered as ordered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. EVANS. The report is somewhat long, but if the gentleman 
from Indiana will permit I will make a brief statement. This bill has 

viously passed the House of Representatives, but it failed in the 
nate for want of time. It is a bill to rectify a military record and 
carries only a couple of hundred dollars. è 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will ask the gentleman to state why this 
record could not be corrected by the Adjutant-General. 

Mr. EVANS. It is a matter of difference in time, the difference be- 
tween the time this man was assigned to duty and the time when he 
was commissioned, the period between August and December. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Evy ans, and (two-thirds 
yoting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended and the bill was 


BRIDGE NEAR NATCHEZ, MISS. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (S. 2415) to amend an act entitled An act authorizing 
the Mississippi and Lonisiana Bridge and Railroad Company, of Natchez, 


Miss. , to construct a bridge over the Mississippi River at or near Natchez, 
Miss., approved July 19, 1888. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 12 of the above-recited act be amended so as to 
read: That it the construction of said bridge is not commenced by the Ist day of 
Jan , 1892, and completed in three years thereafter all rights hereby con- 
ferred H cease and determine.” 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. STOCKDALE, and (two- 
thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended and the bill 


was passed. 
D. H. MITCHELL, 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to suspend the rules and pass, as amended 
by the Committee on Claims, the bill (H. R. 4367) for the relief of 
D. H. Mitchell. 

The bill as amended was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to D. H. Mitchell, out of any moneys in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appro; ted, the sum of $9,260.85 in full satisfaction for 6,416.32 
bushels of corn delive: to the assistant quartermaster at Fort Harker, Kansas, 
during the months of November and ber, in the year 1868, and during the 
months of January, February, March, and April, in the year 1869, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for asecond; but I am willing to waive the 
count. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, a second will be consid- 
ered as ordered. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MORRILL. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR ] has 
made a very elaborate report from the Committee on Claims in this 
case—a report of nearly one hundred pages—giving all the evidence. 
He can make any explanation which may be desired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, would it be in 
order to have that report read? [ Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The report can be read as part of the gentleman’s 
remarks. 

Mr. McCREARY. I hope the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MAN- 
SUR] will be allowed to make a statement before the reading of the re- 
port is insisted on. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
how it is that this claim is reported from the Committee on Claims. 
It seems to me to be a war claim; and I do not think the Committee 
on Claims had jurisdiction of the question at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The claim arises out of a transaction which oc- 
curred since the late war. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thegentleman from Missouri can explain that 
matter, I suppose. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, the history of this claim is more like 
a romance than a reality. In the winter of 1868-6), General Sherman 
determined upon a winter campaign against the savage Indians of the 
Southwest, the Shawnees, the Comanches, the Kiowas, and the. Arap- 
ahoes, that were devastating Western and Southern Kansas. He de- 
termined to strike them a blow that, if possible, should teach them 
the lesson never again to rebel against the authority of the United 
States. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That was good instruction. 

Mr. MANSUR. To succeed in this effort it was necessary to ac- 
cumulate large supplies of corn and oats for the use of his cavalry, for 
it was to be a winter campaign. The Union Pacific Railroad was then 
only built some 250 miles out. Mr. Mitchell had a contract with the 
Government—the contracts being set out in the report at full length— 
to furnish 10,000 bushels of oats and 10,000 bushels of corn. It proved 
to be a very open winter, very muddy, and the transportation very 
bad, so that it seemed almost impossible, even with herculean efforts, 
to get these supplies to the front in time. 

Mr. Mitchell was enabled, however, by substituting oats for corn, 
to succeed in fulfilling the requirements of the situation. Although 
the written contract called for 10,000 bushels of oats and 10,000 bushels 
of corn, the acting quartermaster in the field told him that if he would 
furnish oats in place of corn they would be accepted at the same price, 
in the same quantity, and upon the same terms of payment. He did 
so; but it seems that, instead of keeping regular accounts, the quarter- 
master, on the run with the army, kept his accounts in his hat. In other 
words, he made them on pieces of paper; he made them on little mem- 
orandum books carried in his pocket; and he sent them in from time 
to time to the chief quartermaster- general at Leavenworth to be writ- 
ten up and perfected. 

When the time came for the settlement of these accounts Colonel 
Rufus Saxton, Assistant Quartermaster-General, in command, took the 
view that inasmuch as Mr. Mitchell had failed to comply with his con- 
tracts and had not furnished all of the corn that he ought to have far- 
nished, he could only pay him for the one contract that he had filled; 
and mainly upon his report and his investigation the matter was sus- 

nded after payment had been made for 400,000 pounds of corn. 

rtly after the payment of this voucher for 400,000 pounds of corn, 
Mr. Mitchell presented a small voucher for about $1,100 or $1,200, and 
the Government had him indicted and arrested on the ground that the 
supplies*included in this voucher were covered by the greater voucher - 
for the 400,000 pounds of corn. He was tried before a jury in the 
United States circuit court at Topeka, Kans., and he was fined —— 
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Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
question ? 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Did the Government get this 


Mr. MANSUR. It did. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Has it paid for it? 

Mr. MANSUR. It has not. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. That is enough. Let us vote. 

Mr. McCREARY. What amount does this bill propose to pay? 

Mr. MANSUR. Nine thousand two hundred and sixty dollars. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Why was not this grain paid 
for at the time? 

Mr. MANSUR. Because of a technical difficulty. The contractor 
having substituted one grain for another on the verbal order of the 
quartermaster in the field, payment was refused upon the report of the 
Assistant Quartermaster-General, Colonel Saxton. Since the presenta- 
tion of my report in the last Congress that officer has been furnished 
with a copy of it, and he has addressed to me a letter to this effect: 

Wasuineton, D. C., December 13, 1889. 

DEAR Sin: At the request of Mr. B. H. Mitchell, I have the honor to state in 
the matter of his claim for corn delivered to the United States at Fort Harker 
between November, 1868, and May, 1869, that I concur in the views of the ma- 
jority of the Committee on Claims, House of Representatives, January 12, 1889 
5 8 in their report, and trust that it will meet with the prompt ‘approval 
8 At the time Mr, Mitchell’s claim was referred to me for investigation and re- 
570 ß re 
In view of the additional. evidence furnished by Mr. Mitchell and au exami- 
nation of Captain Turner’s returns in the Third Auditor’s Office, my judgment 
now would be modi very materially, and I am unwilling that my report 
should operate in any manner to the detriment of his claim. 

While a disbursing officer must be orana by theexactletter of the law, and 
can not call oate corn and corn oats, it isin the power of Con „ as well as 
its duty, to see that exact justice is done. This, in my opinion, the committee 
has done in its report submitted by Mr. MANSUR. 

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
RUFUS SAXTON, 
Late Assistant Quartermaster-General, United States Army. 

The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS, 

Mr. KILGORE. What wasthe amount of this claim when first pre- 
sented ? 

Mr. MANSUR. Very nearly 815,000. 

Mr. KILGORE. What amount has the committee reported in favor 
of paying? 

Mr. MANSUR. Nine thousand two hundred and sixty dollars. 

Mr. KILGORE, How came they to cut it down? Simply because 
they decided to corhpromise on a certain amount? 

Mr. MANSUR. e cut it down for this reason: The contract for 
corn was at the rate of $1.69 a bushel; but inasmuch as oats were fur- 
nished instead of corn, the matter being one outside of the written con- 
tract and resting upon the ground of a quantum meruit, the Government 
being justly bound to pay what the grain that it received and used was 
reasonably worth independent of the contract, I found upon a general 
summing up of the evidence that $1.25 was a fair price; so I cut it 
down. 

Mr. KILGORE, What do you allow for the oats? 

* Mr. MANSUR. The oats contract had been paid in full. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, then, I make the suggestion to the gentle- 
man from Missouri that we can shorteu this matter very much by hav- 
ing the report read. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANSUR. Iam indifferent; you can have the report read or 
not, as you see fit. 

I will state, Mr. Speaker, in addition to what I have just said, that 
this man was fined $1,000 and sentenced to three months’ imprison- 
ment for having presented, as the Government claimed, a false voucher, 
Upon an appeal to the President, however, an investigation was set on 
foot and the Attorney-General came to the absolute conclusion that a 
gross wrong had been done to the man; that he had not been paid the 
iull amount due him, and so the President set aside the penalty im- 

upon him and the $1,000 was refunded. 

Mr. KILGORE. How long is the report? 

Mr. MORRILL. Nearly a hundred pages. 

Mr. KILGORE. How long? 

Mr. MANSUR. The report is eighty-eight pages, but the great bulk 
of it is the testimony. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, under the circumstances, I will not demand 
the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Kansas to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

The motion was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

_ JAMES H. BACON. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules, disch 
the Committee on Military Affairs from the further consideration of the 
bill (S. 1854) for the relief of James H. Bacon, and put it upon its pas- 


Will the gentleman yield for a 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the proceedings and sentence of the court-martial in 
the case of Private James H. Bacon, late of Company A, Second Maine Volun- 


ry 40 and the same are hereby, suspended and declared null and void, and 
that he be ted an honorable d from the service; and that the Sec- 
retary of War be, and is hereby, di to pay, or cause to be paid, said James 
H. all pay and allowances forfeited by the proceedin of said court- 

the ings of the court- were without 


mart it appearing that proceed: 
urisdiction, the alleged offense been tied charge 
* — the —— ofthe — 91 5 1 n 9 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, how does this bill come before 
the House ? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair recognized the gentleman from Minne- 


sota. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I failed to observe any recognition by the 
cae and was curious to know how it happened that the bill was pre- 
sented. 

Mr. HALL. I thought I was recognized. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report should be read at least, and for 
that zeion I ask that a second be considered as ordered by unanimous 
consen: 

There being no objection, a second was considered as ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, I call for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Min- 
ei that there does not seem to be a House report accompanying 
the 5 

Mr. HALL. No; this is a Senate report. 

The SPEAKER. Has the bill been passed upon by a committee of 
the House? 

Mr. HALL. No; it was referred to the committee, but the bill I 
send up is the Senate bill. 

Fhe SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire the Senate report to be. 
rea 

Mr. HALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Has this bill been referred to a committee of 
the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that it has been. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What committee has it? 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. To what committee was it referred after it had 

the Senate? ‘ 

The SPEAKER. To the Committee on Military Affairs. It is now 
in the hands of that committee. 

Mr. HALL. My motion is to discharge the Committee on Military 
a but the Senate report will explain fully the character of the 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let us have the report read. 

The Senate report was read, as follows: i 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1854) 
for the relief of James H. Bacon, have examined the same and report: 

This matter received the careful consideration of the committee at the first 
session of the Fiftieth Congress, and was the subjectof a favorable report, a 
copy of which is annexed hereto. 

e of the bill is recommended, with the following amendment at 
the foot of the bill: 

“It appearing that the proceedings of military court-martial were without 
jurisdiction, the alleged offense having been committed and the charges pre- 
ferred after the expiration of the term of service of the said Bacon,” 

REPORT. 


James H. Bacon was a private soldier in Company A, Second Maine Volun- 
teers. His regiment enlisted for two years, and was sworn into the service on 
the 25th day of April, 1861. This ent always claimed that it was never 
mustered in for a longer period than two years. 

While encamped near Falmouth, Va., in the spring of 1863, to wit, April 
two years from the time the regiment was sworn into State service, the men oi 
the regiment, thinking that their time was out, decided to do no more duty; 
but the next day an or er came to be prepared to march, and as it was rumo: 
that there was to be a general advance on the enemy, rather than to refuse dut; 
on the eve of battle every man that was able to march went into the fight, Pri- 
. to wit, May 84 8 immediate] 

er returning to camp, wit, y 6, e t was imm te 
ordered with the rest of the division to go back for the ponton train. The boys 
of the regiment, feeling that they had now done their whole duty, again claimed 
that their time was out, which eee to headq the eral com» 
e 


manding issued an order or adv colonel of the regiment to have the sur- 


geon report the ment as unfit for duty. Upon receiving this advice the 
8 were ordered to fall in and go to the doctor's to be excused, which 
ey did. 


Private Bacon and four others of his rompen believing that the two years 
for which they had enlisted had expired on the 25th day of April, refused to fall 
in and go to the doctor's to Dee as unfit for duty, but claimed their 
time was out. Charges of disobedience of orders and mutiny were preferred 
against them, and they were —— before a court-martial on the 18th day of 
May, 1863, but before the decision of the court was promulgated the members 
of the regiment who enlisted in Maine at its organization were ordered to 
Maine for muster-out of service. 

Private Bacon and the others were taken with them, and the only notice they 
ever received of the result of this trial was the statement of the eee on 
the 9th day of June, 1863, when the regiment was paid off, that they had been 
dishonorably dischai and to forfeit all pay and allowances, 

In view of the fact the Government virtually acknowledged the correct- 
ness of Private Bacon's views in regard to the term of his enlistment by sending 
the regiment to Maine for muster-out and also in view of the fine military res- 
ord of this soldier, who had been in 3 battle and skirmish in which his regi- 
ment was engaged, and was always y and willing to do his whole duty up 
to the time he thought his time had expired; also in view of the fact that hi 
regiment never did, nor were they asked to do, another day’s duty after the 
day of May, 1863, when they were reported as unfit for duty, your committee 
report back the bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Would a motion to commit be in order? 
The SPEAKER. Such a motion would not bein order at this time. 
Mr. ROGERS. Has the bill been read? 
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The SPEAKER. It has been read; also the report. É 

The question being taken on the motion to suspend the rules, dis- 
charge the Committee on Military Affairs from the further considera- 
tion of the bill, and pass the same, it was agreed to, two-thirds voting 
in favor thereof. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE ARKANSAS RIVER AT PINE BLUFF. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Mr. Speaker, I move to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill (S. 2960) to authorize the building of 
a bridge at Pine Bluff, Ark., across the Arkansas River. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Cable City Bridge Construction Company, a cor- 
ration duly organized and existing under the laws of the State of Missouri, 
Re successors and assigns, be,and are hereby, authorized to construct and main- 
tain a ponton bridge and approaches thereto across the Arkansas River in 
front of Pine Bluff, at a point at least 1 mile from any other bridge, which shall 
not be detrimental to the interest of navigation or of any river improvement, 
Said bridge shall be constructed so as to provide for the passage of wagons and 
vehicles of all kinds, animals, and ‘Yoot-passengers, and for all road travel, for 
such reasonable rates of tolls as may be fixed- by the county court of Jefferson 
County, Arkansas, and under such reasonable rules and regulations as may be 
bed by said corporation, its successors or assigns, and to be approved 

hom time to time by the Secretary of War. 

Sec.2. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall 
be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post-route, upon 
which also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same 
of the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the United States than is 
charged other parties for like privileges; and it shall enjoy the rights and priy- 
ileges of other post-roads in the United States, and the United States shall have 
the right of way across said bridge and its approaches for postal tel ph pur- 
poses, And equal rights as to e and maintaining their lines over 
said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph und telephone companies desiring 
touse the same. . 

Src. 3. That said bridge shall be constructed as a ponton draw-span bridge, 
and shall contain a 1 draw. span of not less than 300 ſeet in length, which 
said draw-span shall be maintained on the main channel of the river at an ac- 
cessible and navigable point; and the piers of said bridge shall be parallel with, 
and the bridge itself at right angles to, the current of the river: vided, also, 
‘That said draw shall be opened promptly by the said company upon a reasona- 
ble signal for the passage of boats and rafts; andsaid company or corporation 
shall maintain, attheir own sponse from sunset to sunrise, such lights or other 
signals on such bridge as the ight-House Board shall prescribe. No bridge 
shall be constructed or maintained under the authority of this act which shall 
at any time substantially or materially obstruct the free navigation of said river; 
and if any bridge erected under said authority shall, in the opinion of the Sec- 
retary of War, obstruct such navigation, he is ney, authorized to cause such 
change or alteration of said bridge to be made as will effectually obviate such 
obstruction; and all such alterations shall be made and all such obstructions be 
removed at the expense of the owner or owners of said bridge; and in case of 
any litigation arising from any obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free nav- 
igation of said river, caused or all to be caused by said bridge, suit may be 
brought in the district court of the United States of the eastern district of the 
State of Arkansas to remove or remedy the same: Provided further, That noth- 
ing in this act shall be so construed as to repeal or modify any of the provisions 
of the law now existing in reference to the protection of the navigation of riy- 
ers, or to exempt this bridge from the operation of the same. 

Src. 4. That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act be built 
and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navigation 
of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that object 
the said company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his 
examination and approval, a design and drawings of the said bridge, and 
map of the location, giving, for the space of one-half mile below the pis 4 
location, the topography of the banks of the river, the shore- lines at high and 
low water, the ion and strength ofthe currents at all stages, and the sound- 
accurately showing the bed of the stream, the location of any other bridge 
or brid and shall furnish such other information as may be required for a 
full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; but should any change be 
made in the plan of said bridge during the progress of construction such change 
shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War. 

Sec, 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved, and the right to require any changes in the said structure or its entire 
removal at the apens of the owners thereof, whenever the tary of War 
shall decide that the public interest so requires, is also expressly reserved. 

Sec. 6. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 

years from the date thereof. 


The motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill was agreed to, two- 
thirds voting in favor thereof. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, House bill No. 7907, relating 
to the same subject-matter, will be laid on the table. 


HORATIO PHILLIPS VAN CLEVE. 


Mr. SNIDER. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill (S. 
826) for the relief of Horatio Phillips Van Cleve. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the laws regulating appointments in the Army be, and 
ne are hereby, suspended, and suspended only for the purposes of this act; 
and the President is hereby authorized to nominate and, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate,appoint Horatio Phillips Van Cleve, late a ma- 
or- general of volunteers in the Army of the United States, a second lieutenant, 
and thereupon to place him, the said Horatio Phillips Van Cleve, upon the re- 
tired-list of the re with the rank and grade of second lieutenant, without 
regard and in addition to the number now authorized by law of said retired- 
list: That from and after such nomination and appointment no pen- 
wen 1 pea = gss snag re 8 Van a but tais proven shall 

no any claim for on : 
Horatio Phillips Van lave may have 8 ö 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask that a second be considered as ordered 
for the pu of having an explanation of the provisions of this bill, 

A second was ordered by unanimous consent. : 

Mr. SNIDER. I desire to say in lanation of this bill that 
Horatio Phillips Van Cleve entered the United States Army at West 
Point nearly sixty years ago, He served in the Army as second lieu- 
tenant for five years. At the outbreak of the war, in 1861, he again 
entered the Army as colonel of the Second Minnesota Infantry, and 
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served with marked distinction at a number of battles, among them 
being Mill Springs, Perryville, Stone River, and Chickamauga. He 
was finally promoted to the rank of major-general. He is now eighty 
years of age, very feeble, scarcely able to go out of the house more 
than three times during the year, and is very poor. His companion 
during life is a lady who has been his equal in every respect; for it is 
known to everybody familiar with General Van Cleve and his wife that 
they have devoted themselves to labors of love and charity; and now, in 
his old age, in his poverty, and in hisdeclining days, he asks simply to be 
placed upon the retired list of the Army, not as a major-general, but as 
a second lieutenant, the rank which he held sixty yearsago. [Cries of 
All right! “' 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Before the question is taken upon the bill I 
want to ask this question: As I understand it this bill does not give 
pension ? 

Mr. SNIDER. No, sir; it distinctly states that this shall be in lieu 
of all pension he is now receiving. He is now receiving, I will state 
to the gentleman, a pension of $30 a month, and this bill when it passes 
will give him the pay of a retired second lieutenant, which will be 
three-fourths of $1,400. 

Mr. SPRINGER. About $1,000 a year? 

Mr. SNIDER. Yes, sir. : 

The question being taken on the motion to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill, it was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, House bill No. 8483, relating 
to the same subject-matter, will be laid upon the table. 


REGISTRY OF BARGES HERDIS AND AGOSTINO C. 


Mr. ELLIOTT. I ask to suspend the rules and pass the bill (S. 3131) 
for the registry or enrollment of the barges Herdis and Agostino C. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby authorized 
and directed to admit to registry, as barges of the United States, the yoan y 
named foreign-built vessels, wrecked in American waters, purch: re) le 
and owned by C. C. Pinckney, jr., of Charleston, S. C., a citizen of the nited 
States, namely, the Herdis and the Agostino C. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think we had better have the report read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas demands a second. 

Mr. KILGORE. I withdraw the demand fora second. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I renew it. I would like to 
have some explanation of this bill. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. The report is very short, and that will state the 
whole matter. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] 
asks unanimous consent that a second may be considered as ordered. 
Without objection, that will be done. : 

There was no objection, j 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I will ask that the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

Your committee, to whom was gferred Senate bill 3131, for the registry and 


enrollment of the barges Herdis ard Agostino C, have the same under con- 
sideration and respectfully report it back with a recommendation that it do 


pass. 

This bill sed the Senate on the 2d of April, 1890, and the report filed with 
tig same fully sets forth the facts in this case, and it is adopted as a part of 
this. 

[Senate Report No, 501, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

Your committee, to whom was referred Senate bill 3131, “ for the registry and 
enrollment of the Herdis and Agostino C,“ find the following facts 7 

These foreign vessels were wrecked in Charleston Harbor, South Carolina, in 
1885 and 1887, and subsequently bought at auction by Mr. Charles C. Pinckney, 
an American citizen residing in Charleston. Afterward these bottoms were 
repaired and converted into barges for carrying freight. 

he cost ofthe Herdis when so repaired was $1,900, of which $1,400 was ex- 
pended in said repairs. s 

The cost of the Bot Sena C when repaired was $1,950, of which $1,300 was ex- 
pended in said repairs. 

These barges do not come within the provisions of the acts of April 18, 1874, 
and June 30, 1879, exempting certain canal-boats and from the require- 


ments of the general law, because they are used in carrying freight from Charles- - 


JJV. (TT 
The committee recommend the passage of the bill. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. That is gies 
The question being upon the suspension of the rules and passage of 
the bill, the rules were suspended and the bill passed, two-thirds voting 
in favor thereof, 
THE CRUISER CHARLESTON. 


Mr. MORROW. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill (S. 
2296) for the relief of the Union Iron Works, of San Francisco, Cal. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be authorized and directed to 
adjust and finally settle the unt of the Union Iron Works, of San Francisco, 
Cal., for the construction of the cruiser Charleston on the basis of the full og 
tract price for such construction without enforcing the claim penalty of 
for the apparent deficiency on the trial trip of 333.84 horse-power below 
7,000 horse-power „ by the contract for such construction. 

[Cries of“ Vote!“ „Vote! ?] 
Mr. DOCKERY. I demand a second on that bill. = 
Bit ail Lh I ask unanimous consent that it may be deemed 
orde 
Mr. DOCKERY. Ihave no objection to that. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from California asks unanimous 
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consent that a second may be considered as ordered. If there be no 


objection, that will be done, 
There was no objection. 


Mr, MORROW. 
contract by the Navy Department in January, 1887, to construct the 
cruiser Charleston. The plans and specifications upon which the 
cruiser was constructed were purchased by Mr. Whitney, the then Sec- 
retary of the Navy, from the firm of Armstrong, Mitchell & Co., of 
Newcastle, England. They were substantially the plans and specifica- 
tions upon which the Japanese vessel Naniwa-Kan was constructed 
by the English firm named, calling for 7, 650 horse- power. Neither the 

avy Department nor any other authority in the United States had 
any information as to whether the specifications of the Naniwa-Kan 
would produce the required horse-power or not; but the contract was 
made with the Union Iron Works, and the firm has completed the ves- 
sel to the entiresatisfaction of the Government in every substantial par- 
ticular. 

The Union Iron Works used better material and produced a better 
vessel than the English vessel; but it fell short on the trial trip to the 
extent of 333,84 horse-power. Still, while doing that, it had more 

than its English prototype upon which the plans and specifica- 
tions of the Charleston were formed. 

Furthermore, the Union Iron Works not only constructed a better 
vessel in material and general efficiency than the specifications called 
for, and therefore a better vessel than the Naniwa-Kan, but, as was 
demonstrated on its four-hour trial trip, they have furnished a more 
economical vessel for the purpose for which it was designed and built 
than was expected. 

The report of the committee shows that the remission of this penalty 
is recommended by the Navy Department upon the grounds that I have 
stated. It is recommended by the Chief Engineer of the Navy 
ment. The matter was investigated by the Naval Committee of the 
Senate, and this remission was unanimously recommended and the bill 
passed the Senate unanimously, It came to the House, has been con- 
sidered by the Committee on Naval Affairs of this House, and that com- 
mittee unanimously recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the amount of the ty? 

Mr. MORROW. Upon 333.84 horse-power it would be $33,384. 
Now, the Union Iron Works constructed this vessel, as I have said, to 
the satisfaction of the Department, but this penalty results from the 


fact that the horse-power could not be obtained under the plans and | Co 


specifications furnished by the Government. The builders of the 
Charleston have built and turned over a first-class vessel which has cost 
them much more than will be paid under the contract with all penal- 
ties remitted, and all that is asked now is that they shall be paid the 
contract price without to this penalty, which has accrued by 
reason of an apparent of horse-power. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I understand that the late Secretary of the 
Navy, Mr. Whitney, got plans from an English architect to produce a 
certain horse-power, and contracted with the Union Iron Works to 
make that vessel, and that the vessel was constructed according to the 


plans? 

Mr. MORROW. Ves, sir. 

Mr. CANNON, And we did not get the horse-power. Now, can 
the gentleman inform me whether he proposes any remedy to get back 
at the English architect and the late Secretary of the Navy? The 
gentleman says that the Union Iron Works is without fault, Who is 


in fault? 
Mr. MORROW. The fault probably rested in the plans and specifi- 
cations obtained from the h firm of Armstrong & Co., in the re- 


quirement of horse-power, but it must be remembered that we have a 
better vessel for the purpose intended than the English vessel after 
which it was built. : 

Mr. CANNON. Now, are Armstrong & Co. responsible to the Gov- 
ernment for these thirty-odd thousand dollars? 

Mr. MORROW, Iam not able to inform the gentleman with cer- 
brea A upon that point, but presume we are without remedy in that 
direction 


ee CAN — 545 Does the pe ink that through 3 spir- 
manifestation or o we could get a suggestion from 
old John Roach about this? = 
Mr. MORROW. All I know is that the Union Iron Works has fur- 
nished the best vessel now afloat, with a s of more than 19 knots an 
hour, which was more than was expected from the vessel. The vessel is 
now at sea, the Government has it, and it is in all ts the vessel that 
the Government contracted for except in the technical requirement of 
_/Ynorse-power. It is as though we had proposed to purchase a horse for 
speed asa trotter, and we should make some requirement as to strength 
in the quality of a draught horse, in which he should fail, but more than 
fill the requirement for The vessel that we have secured is a fast 
vessel. A cruiser is intended to be avessel for speed and not for mere 
mechanical power. TheCharleston has more than the required speed 
and its of horse-power is immaterial in the result, 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman permit me a ques- 
tion? Did the contract specify the character of the engine or was it 
to furnish just so much horse-power? 
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Mr. Speaker, the Union Iron Works was given a | engin 


Mr. MORROW... The specifications were in detail as to the construc- 
tion of the vessel. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas.. Did the company agree to make the 
e a certain size or was it to furnish a given horse-power ? 


Mr. MORROW. The company was not required to furnish the horse- 
power except under certain conditions, namely, that if it should, for 
illustration, find that the wheel or propeller was not of the size to pro- 
duce the required speed then they might suggest to the Secretary of 
the Navy a modification, and upon such ion being adopted the 
company would be e to produce the horse-power. Now, they 
found in constructing the vessel that they could not produce this power. 
They applied to the Secretary of the Navy for leave to make a modifi- 
cation with the view of securing the required horse-power, but the Sec- 
retary of the Navy refused to permit such a modification; and in this 
way to-day we have secured a faster vessel, but the horse-power has not 
been produced. 

Now, had the Secretary of the Navy followed the suggestion of the 
Union Iron Works, they could have taken a smaller wheel, perhaps, than 
the one required under the specifications and have secured the horse- 
power, but not the speed. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. My friend does not answer the ques- 
tion. They either did or they did not make a contract to furnish that 
horse-power. If they did make such a contract they did not carry it 
out. 

Mr. MORROW. Oh, no, they made a contract to furnish the horse- 
power, but they had the right, under the contract, tomake suggestions 
as to modifications. The Secretary of the Navy was to accept those 
suggestions if he deemed it advisable, but if he did not accept them 
then these penalties were not to be enforced. Therefore, as a l 
proposition, I say that these people are not liable to have the ty 
enforced against them. But the Secretary of the Navy has deemed it 
advisable to submit this matter to Congress; and itis now in the power 
of Congress and we ask Congress to grant this relief, not only upon the 
legal proposition (which we do not press here), but upon the equitable 
proposition that you have got, asI said before, a better vessel was 
eontracted for. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. If they did not make such a vessel, 
how can this 8 be deducted ? 

Mr. MORROW. That is the question that the Secretary of the Navy 
has deemed it advisable, under all the circumstances, to submit to 


ngress. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to ask the gentleman from California 
[Mr. Morrow] a question. Was there a speed limit in this contract? 
That is, did the contract call for a certain rate of speed, a certain mini- 
mum? 

Mr. MORROW, Ido not understand that there was a speed limit 
in the m which the gentleman suggests. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Was there a contract that the price paid should 
be so much if the speed was up to a certain point, and then was there 
a further contract that if the speed exceeded that rate the contractors 
were to be paid an additional sum? 

Mr. MORROW. They were to be paid neers for extra horse- 
power. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Did they make extra speed? 

Mr. MORROW. They made extra speed, but they did not get any- 
thing for the extra speed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why not? : 

Mr. MORROW, Because the conditions were placed upon the horse- 
power. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, in the line of the inquiry of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], I desire to read a part of the 
report of the committee. They say: 

This is a bill to relieve the Union Iron Works of San Francisco from a pen- 
alty of $33,384 exacted by the Government and retained from the contiact price 
for the construction of the cruiser Charleston. 

The ship was constructed in accordance with plans and specifications fur- 
ae ae pag Aden eens and — Ary ae of making ine 8 it was = 
pelt dr at — 5 7,000 horse- power. The contract, however, provided 

That is the point at issue 
that if less power was develo there should be deducted from the con- 
tract price, by way of penalty, $100 for each horse-power below that number, 
with the right of the contractor to receive a corresponding premium for any 
excess of power developed. 


Now, there are the terms of the con and there is clearly a fail- 
ure to comply with them on the part of firm. 

Mr. MORROW. If the gentleman will read a little further he will 
find the equity of this bill fully se? pee The Chief Engineer recom- 
mends the relief given by this bill, and he says: 


tion that the Naniwa-Kan, of which she is a copy, de 7,650 horse- 
power.” Bo fur as T can ancoral Ha of abot hair to thre 


than the Naniwa-Kan and a more economical one to run. The change in 
air-pum: as incebanedl Che sauna ccc 
forced draught to the auxiliary boler has also added to the power of the ma- 


1890. 
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3. The deficiency of horse- power is not in any measure due to defective ma- 
terial or r workmanship, the contract having been strictly complied with, 
and all alterations made in the design having improved the working of the ma- 
chinery in a marked degree. y 

Altogether, the Government has a much better vessel than was contracted 
for, and I therefore have no hesitation in recommending that the penalty be re- 
mitted. (See Report of 1889, pages 29 and 30.) â - 

Then the present Secretary of the Navy, Secretary Tracy, in a com- 
munication dated February 25, 1890, addressed to the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, says:, 

While the Department is of opinion that in the construction of vessels the 
best results will be obtained by embodying in the contract and strictly enforc- 
ing provisions in which the contractor guaranties the performance of the vessel, 
and providing for the payment of a premium if such guaranty shall be ex- 

ed and for a proportionate deduction from the contract Pr ĉe in case of a 
ure to reach such guaranty, it concurs in the conclusion of the Engineer in 
Chief that the maximum horse-power (7,000) as fixed by the contract for the con- 
struction of the Charleston was too high, and is also o! a that as the ves- 
seldevelo a higher speed than that for which she was designed upon a horse- 
power of less than that required by the contract, she is not only a more 
nomical, but a more efficient vessel than she would be should she develop 
fhe horse-power required by the contract without attaining a corresponding 
nerease of speed, and has no doubt that the Charleston, as constructed, is a 
vessel than the Naniwa-Kan. 


Now, the Union Iron Works submitted to the Secretary of the Navy 
the suggestion thatthe machinery as it was provided for in the speci- 
fications would not probably develop the horse-power, but that it 
could be done by reducing the size of the propeller or wheel. That 

` was recommended by gentlemen of skill, who were thoroughly familiar 
with naval construction; but the Secretary of the Navy naturally said: 
“What will be the effect of such reduction?’’ The answer was: 
Probably a reduction in the speed of the vessel. Then the Secre- 
tary said: ‘‘As it was designed that this cruiser should be a vessel for 
peed, and as more speed is obtained by the present wheel we will re- 
fin it even though there is a reduction in the horse-power.’’ 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, How much was paid to the Union 
Iron Works? x 

Mr. MORROW. Ido not remember at this moment. 

A MEMBER. Nine hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. MORROW. Probably $1,100,000. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As Iunderstand the gentleman from California, 
this bill provides only for the remission of the penalty ? 

Mr. MORROW. That is all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Governmentis not required to pay anything? 

Mr. MORROW. Not at all. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. If a deficiency below the calcu- 
lation of horse-power resulted in an increase of speed, does it not neces- 
sarily follow that the calculation was wrong? 

Mr. MORROW. The calculations were wrong as to horse-power. 
But the committee go on to say: 

Whatever may be the rights of the contractor under a strict construction of 
the clause just quoted, we have not considered the paca cape yh mane by this 
bill from such standpoint. We recommend the passage of bill upon the 
broad ground stated by the Engineer in Chief, that the plans ands; cations 
furnished by the Department have been followed; and while the ag Pa ibe 
developed is less than was expected the speed is greater than was designed, 
and as speed was the great object sought to be obtained by the horse-power, the 


Government has in the result a better vessel than was contemplated by the 
contract, 


i Now, Mr. Chairman, that is the whole argument in favor of this 
ill 


The question was taken, and (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 

The bill (H. R. 5726) relating to the same subject was, by unanimons 
consent, laid on the table. 


HUGH F. M'NAIRY. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, moved to suspend the rules and pass with 
amendments of the Committee on War Claims the bill (H. R. 7655) for 
the relief of Hugh F. McNairy, executor of A. C. Thomson. 

The bill as amended was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay Hugh F. McNairy, executor of A. C. Thomson, de- 
eased, of Caldwell County, Kentucky, out of a money in the Treasury not 


otherwise appropriated, the sum of $145.32, being for coffins furnished the Arm 
of the United States during the late = z z 


The motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill was agreed to 
two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 3 


EASTERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT, TENNESSEE. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, moved to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill (H. R. 8346) to create a new division in the eastern judicial 
district of the State of Tennessee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That a new division of the eastern judicial district of the 
State of Tennessee, to be known as the northeastern division of the eastern ju- 
dicial district of Tennessee, be, and the same is hereby, established, to be com- 
pono of the follo counties, to wit: Johnson, Carter, Unicoi, Sullivan, 

‘ashington, Greene, Hawkins, and Hancock; and said counties be, and the 
same are hereby, transferred to the said northeastern division of said eastern 
district of Tennessee. 

Sec, 2. That two terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States 
for said northeastern division shall be held annually in said new division at 
Johnson City, in the county of Washington, commencing on the second Mon- 
day in March and the second Monday in September, and shall continue in ses- 
sion for two weeks, 


So. 3. That all er civil and criminal, issued against citizens res in 
said counties shall be made returnable to the said courts, respectively, at John- 
son City, and not otherwise. ‘ 

Sno. 4. That the clerk of the district and the clerk of the circuit court shall 
appoint a deputy clerk for the courts for said division, and the marshal of said 
eastern distelct shall provide suitable rooms for the occupancy of said courts 
and the officers thereof. 

Sec, 5. That no suit or prosecution now pending inst a citizen or citizens 
residing in either of said counties constituting the division hereby created, in 
either of said courts, at any other place, under the provisions of existing la 
shall be affected by this act, but the same shall be prosecuted and determin 
as though this act had not been passed. 

Sec. 6. That all laws in conflict with this act are hereby repealed. 


Mr. BLAND. Let us havea second on this motion. I do not under- 
stand why this bill should be 

A second was ordered by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to hear the report read. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. The report is brief and explains clearly 
the necessity for the passage of this bill. Lask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. McCormick) was read, as follows: i 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill creating 
new division in the eastern judicial district of the State of Tennessee, submit 
the following report: 

pro: division embraces the counties of Johnson, Carter, Unicoi, 

Sullivan, Washington, Greene, Hawkins, and Hancock, The counties of John- 
son, Carter, Unicoi, Washington, and Sullivan are distant from Knoxville from 
aoe miles, and the counties of Greene, Hawkins,and Hancock from 60 to 

miles. : ; 
N The mileage of officers and witnesses and other legal expenses are now enor- 
mously mene: and will be greatly lessened if this bill should become a law. 
Nearly all the parties to the criminal suits are pone and the costs and expenses 
are oppressive. In the counties included in this division there bas been lately 
a wonderful increase in population and wealth, and a resulting large increase 
in the volume of legal business. Your committee therefore report theannexed 
bill as a substitute for House bill 4632 and recommend that it do pass, and that 
said House bill 4632 lie on the table. 


Mr. BLAND. I will ask whether there is any place provided for 
holding court at Johnson City. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. The citizens of Johnson City propose 


to supply a oe The bill does not carry a dollar of expense. 
Mr. BLAND. presume you have a public-building project on 
hand. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. This bill saves money. There is a 
building already provided by the citizens of the town. 

Mr. BLAND. I suppose, however, there is a measure pending for 
the purpose of erecting a public building there or will be very soon 
if this bill passes. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. There is no bill before the House pro- 
posing the erection of a public building there. 


Mr. BLAND. I suppose this is the forerunner of such a bill, how- . 


ever. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. Well, that is a question to be deter- 
mined in the future. [Laughter.] : 

Mr. BLAND. I suppose that is the idea in this bill, that a public 
building is to follow it; and I think the best way to defeat the public 
building is to defeat this bill. 5 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. I will say to the gentleman that if he 
will permit the passage of this bill I shall not introduce a bill authoriz- 
ing the construction of a public building at this session. [ Laughter. 

Mr. BLAND, You will put it off until next session. [Laughter, 
I wish to ask how many places you have for holding United States 
courts in Tennessee. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. Knoxville, in the eastern division, is 
the nearest Federal court we have. 


Mr. BLAND. You have three, I believe, in the State, have you not? 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. BLAND. This makes the fourth? 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. Yes, sir. This is 75 miles from the 
nearest existing court. 

Mr. BLAND. This is to accommodate the moonshiners,“ I sup- 
pose. [Laughter. J ` 

5 5 ee os i Ah 

e question being taken, the motion to suspend the rules and 

the bill was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof, * 


JOHN T. JOHNSTON. 


Mr. MANSUR moved to suspend the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 
3551) for the relief of John T. Johnston. \ 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas John T. Johnston, a deputy collector of internal revenue under 

intment of R. T. Van Horn, collector of the sixth district of Misso: iis 
Justy entitled to compensation for services in that capacity, rendered to t 

Jnited States in the years A. D. 1879, 1880, and 1881, for which he has not been 

compensated: Therefore, S 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre ofthe Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to said John T. Johnston the sum of $300, in tull 
for the claim due him as aforesaid. 


The motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill was agreed to, two- 
thirds voting in favor thereof. ~ 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DULUTH, MINN. 


Mr. COMSTOCK moved to suspend the rules and pass with an 
amendment the bill (H. R. 8544) to increase the limit of cost of site 
and public building at Duluth, Minn. =. 
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The bill as amended was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act of Congress approved March 14. 1888, be, and 
the same is hereby, amended so as to extend the limit of cost of the site anda 
commodious, substantial building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and ven- 
tilating apparatus, elevators, and n es, complete, to be e thereon, 
for the use and accommodation of the United States court-house, custom-house, 
and post-office, in Duluth, Minn., from $150,000 to $270,000. 


Mr. HOLMAN. For the purpose of having the report vron this 
bill read, I demand a second on the motion to suspend the rules. 

A second was ordered by unanimous consent. 

The report (by Mr. VAN SCHAICK) was read, as follows: 


Duluth in 1880 had a population of 3,470 and an assessed valuation of only 
$800,000; its population is now esti at 50,000 and its assessed valuation 
for 1889 was $23,000,000; its wheat shipments in 1889 aggregated 30,000,000 bushels. 
The United States offices located here are post-office, custom-houze, land office, 
river and harbor engineers, inspectors of boilers and hulls, Signal Service, and 
1 A bill has passed this House locating a United States court 

n city. > 

Post-office receipts for 1889, $46,978.75. Arrivals and clearances at port of 
Duluth for year i878, vessels 398, tonnage 274,629; in 1889, arrivals and clearances, 
v ls 2,528, tonnage 2,452,113, 

e Government has title to a good site, and there is already appropriated 
about $130,000 for a building, but the Supervising Architect reports “ t the 
needs of the public service at Duluth necessitate the erection of a more com- 
modious building than could be erected for the money provided.” 


The question being taken, the motion to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill as amended was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT WORTH, TEX. 


Mr. ABBOTT moved tosuspend the rulesand pass, with the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
the bill (H. R. 8149) to increase the limit of cost of the public building 
authorized by act of Congress approved March 2, 1889, to be erected at 
Fort Worth, Tex. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the act of Congress approved March 2, 1889, providing 
~ for the purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building for the 
accommodation of the United States post-office and other Government offices 
be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to extend the limit of cost of the site 
and the building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, 
elevators, and approaches, complete, from $75,000 to the sum of $175,000. 


a HOLMAN, I call for a second on the motion to suspend the 
es, 

Mr. ABBOTT. I ask unanimous consent that a second may be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

There was no objection, and a second was ordered. 7 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. ABBOTT) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom were referred the 
bills (H. R. 849 and 8149) to increase the limit of cost of the public building au- 
thorized by act of Congress ap roved March 2, 1889, to be erected at Fort Worth, 
Tex., beg leave to make the following report: 

The city of Fort Worth is situated on the biufts of Trinity River, 129 feet above 
the water of the river. Fort Worth grew from a village of 1,500 people in 1876 
to a town ot 7,000 in 1880, and to a city of 35,000 in January, 1890. . 

The assessed value of taxable property in 1876 was $250,000; in 1889, $2,560,000; 
in 1889, $16,300,000. The foregoing figures show that Fort Worth has quintupled 
her population and sextupled her taxable values within the last ten years. 

In 1876 Fort Worth had only one railroad. Now she has eleven railroad out- 
lets by which she is connected with all the gays cities of the United States, 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific and from the Northern Lakes to the Gulf, and 
the principal cities of the Republic of Mexico. 

Fort Worth has eight national banks, whose aggregate capital is $2,750,000. 

The ayes ep report shows gross exchanges for the year 1888 to have 
been $16,039,235, and for the year 1889 $31,732,391, an increase of over 96 per cent.; 
for the month of February, 1889, $2,516,305; for the same month in 1890, $5,968,- 
097, an increase of 137 per cent. 

Fort Worth has 32 miles of electric street car lines 48 miles of macadamized 
streets, and 42 miles of underground 3 

Within the limits of the city there are one hundred and sixty-eight artesian 
Wells, which vapp the inhabitants with pure soft water, 

The city has a splendid system of water-works, gas and electric plants, thirty- 
nine wholesale and jobbing establishments, five grain-elevators, four roller- 
mills, and factories of various kinds, 

The shops of three of the great trunk-lines of railway are located in this city, 
which furnish employment to many laborers. 

Fort Worth is the 3 of the eleventh railway mail division of the 
United States. This division includes the States of Texas, Louisiana, and Ar- 
kansas, and the Indian Territory. There are, besides the superintendent of 
this division, seven clerks stationed at these headquarters, and eighty-one 
postal clerks that lie over in this city. 

The Government now pays for the rooms used in this service, which are 
wholly inadequate to acco: e the service, $1,020 per annum. 

This city being the headquarters of this great railway mail division, it neces- 
cei becomes the ae point for the immense territory embraced within 
the division, and thousands of pounds of mail matter are handled which are not 
computed in the ordinary reports of the post-office. 

The oe — receipts from the post-office for the year ending June 30, 1887, 
were $27,523.08; for the year ending June 30, 1889, $34,585,48; showing an in- 
crease for the two years of $7,062.40. 

gross receipts for six months ending December 31, 1889, were $20,229.31, 
5 The 1 statement shows the money- order business for the year ending 
une 30, š 


Issued. Paid. 
Number.] Amount. Number. Amount, 
Domestic money-orders.........00 +0008 10,741 | $132, 674. 97 459 917. 26 
— —̃ we |" TA 
Postal notes . . —— 2 — 1 6.888 | 138,895, 45 6,058 | 10, 210. 90 


Louisville should be relieved from the 


Amount of mall delivered and collected. 8 


Registered letters delivered 5, 451 
Letters delivered $65, 310 
Postal cards delive 123, 832 
Newspapers delivered 425, 
Local letters collected. 23.5 
Mail letters collected. 350, 075 
Local and mail postal collected 62, 965 
Newspapers collected . BEES eR 30, 334 
Total pieces handled...... — — 20 e 1, 887, 062 
Fort Worth is situated in the midst of one of the richest and most productive 


agricultural and stock-raising sections of the Southwest; and while gro 

in population and wealth has been 3 she has hardly 2 pace with 
the growth and development of the vast tory of which she 

center. The fact that large sums of money are now being invested in stock- 
yards, packeries, mills, and other similar enterprises, as well as the construc- 
tion of other lines of railway, is evidence that the wonderful growth of this city 
is not the result of speculative methods, but is due tothe rapid development 
and increas wealth of the surrounding country. 

A suitable site for said building will cost between $50,000 and $75,000. 

The Supervising Architect has submitted to the committee a statement in 
which he estimates the cost of a suitable site and the erection thereon of sucha 
building as the present and future needs of the Government require, at $195,000. 

In view of all the fi the committee recommend of the bill (H. 
R. 8149) with the following amendment: Strike out, in line 11, after the word 
“of,” the words “two hundred and fifty,” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“one hundred and seventy-five.” 


The question being taken, the motion to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


ORDNANCE, ETC., STATE OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. HERMANN. I move to suspend the rules, discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further 
consideration of the bill (S. 84) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
issue ordnance and ordnance stores to the State of Washington in pay- 
ment for ordnance and ordnance stores borrowed by the State of Oregon 
of said State whilst a Territory during the Nez Perté Indian war of 
1877 and 1878, and for other purposes, and pass the same, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas during the Nez Percé Indian war of 1877 and 1878 the State of Ore- 
on, in order to arm and equip the militia and volunteers of said State called 
nto service by the governor of said State to suppress Indian hostilities, bot- 
rowed of the Territory of Washington 320 breech-loading Sprin; cal- 
iber .50, model of 1866; 262 breech-loading Springfield rifles, caliber .50, model of 
— 582 sorew- drivers; 47,445 ball — aen caliber . 50; and 31 arm-chests; 


an 

Whereas a large portion of said ordnance and ordnance stores have been lost 
and rendered useless in service; and 

Whereas said State has not arms and accouterments nor credit on her ord- 
nance account sufficient to return said arms, ete., borrowed: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Conctary of War be, and is hereby, directed to 
cause to be issued to the State of Washington, in full payment and liquidation 
of ordnance and ordnance stores borrowed by said State of O n of said State 
whilst a Territory, and lost or rendered ess in , ordnance and ord- 
nance stores of the value of $12,398.55, and the acceptance by the State of Wash- 
ington of the ordnance and ordnance stores herein authorized to be issued shall 
be an absolute discharge of the State of Oregon from any and all liability for 
said borrowed arms and accouterments, 


The motion tosuspend the rules and pass the bill wasagreed to, two- 
thirds voting in favor thereof. 


CLAIM OF CITY OF LOUISVILLE. 

Mr. CARUTH. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill (S. 
2548) for the relief of the board of the commissioners of the sinking 
fund of the city of Louisville, Ky. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury and the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue be,and are hereby, authorized and required to audit and 
adjust the claim of the board of the sinking fund commissioners of the city of 
Louisville, Ky., for internalrevenue taxes on dividends on shares of stock 
owned by said board for said city of Louisville in the Louisville and Nashville 
Railroad Com v, to the extent that such taxes were deducted from any divi- 
dends due and payable to said board,and to pass upon said claim and render 
= gment thereon in the same manner and with the same effect as if said claim 
ad been presented and prosecuted within the time limited and fixed by law. 


Mr. HOLMAN. For the purpose of obtaining some explanation of 
this bill I demand a second. 

A second was ordered. 

Mr. CARUTH, Iwill ask the Clerk to read the report on House bill 
No. 6675, which is similar to the bill under consideration and which 
fully explains the whole matter. 

The House report (by Mr. BURTON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, towhom was referred House bill 6675, having con- 
sidered the same, report the oxi rs, a 

This isa claim by the city of Lo ille through its sinking-fund commis- 
sioners for the refund of certain taxes alleged to have been illegally collected, 
The facts out of which the claim arises are as follows: 

The city of Louisville owned stock in the Louisville and Nashville Railroad 
upon which dividends were declared from time to.time. Under the internal- 
revenue laws a tax of 5 per cent. was for several years levied upon these div- 
idends. This tax was not collected directly of the city, but of the railroad com- 
pany, and the dividends, less the tax,were paid by the company to the city. 

This act of the was without the knowledge or consent of the city. 

The Supreme Court in similar cases has decided that the tax thus spilected 
= illegal. 2 in the United States vs. Railroad Company (17 Wallace, 322) 

e court said: 

“ A municipal corporation is a portion of the sovereign power of the State, 
and its revenues, like those of the State, are not subject to tion.“ 

This decision has been accepted in all the ments of the Governmeat. 
(See letter of the Internal Revenue Department of January 18, 1889, being part 
of Report No. 3828, second session eth Congress.) 

The only question, therefore, before pa committee is whether the city of 

of the statute of limitations. 


> County, second session, 
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Upon this point your committee ls of opinion that in a case like this the Gov- 
ernment ought not to interpose such a plea. The statute in such cases is only 
two years, and these taxes were paid, not by the officers of the city, but by the 
railroad corporation, and this fact was not brought to the knowledge of the 
proper authorities until it was too late to present the claims of the Department, 
and without such action suit could not be brought (Revised Statutes, sec. 3226). 
Moreover, this case does not come n the theory or object of the 
statute of limitations, which isto suppress claims that surprise the parties where 
the evidence is obscure or Jost. Theevidenceis here of record, and by the terms 
of the bill the Department must be satisfied that such taxes were deducted be- 
fore refund is made, 

It is also well established doctrine that statutes of limitations do not run 
against a State. 2 Wallace, 99.) As the theory upon which the Supreme Court 

ud these dividends to be free from taxation was that the city is a por- 
tion of the State,” it would seem equitable that the same exemption from limi- 
tation should apply to both. 

Congress has acted “pon these principles in similar cases (claim of Hardin 

iftieth Congress; claim of J. A. S. Tutt, first session, Fif- 
tieth 8 claim of S. E. Webster, second session, Forty-eighth Congress), 
and also in other cases where the statute of limitations was not so short and 
tht equities not so strong. (Claim of Faran and McLean, Fiftieth Congress; 
George S. Hunt & Co., second session, Forty-eighth Con ; Coronna, Taussig 
& Co., first session, Forty-ninth Congress; Thomas Matthews and others, second 
session, Fiftieth Congress.) 

In view of these precedents and of the foregoing facts, your committee is of 
the opinion that Congress should grant the relief asked for, and therefore rec- 
ommends the passage of the accompanying bill. 


Mr. CANNON. What does this bill carry? 

Mr. CARUTH. At the outside figure it would not carry $13,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, if the gentleman will allow me; it seems that 
this railroad company paid the tax? 

Mr. CARUTH. Yes. 

Ray CANNON. Now, this bill is to refund it to the city of Lonis- 
ville? 

Mr. CARUTH. Yes, sir, 

Mr. CANNON. Why not refund it to the corporation that paid it? 

Mr. CARUTH. Well, on the principle upon which the bill is based, 
and which was decided by the United States Supreme Court in the 
case of the United States vs. The Railroad Company, reported in 17 
Wallace, that in a similar case to this the tax accrued to the city of 
Baltimore. It was so decided by the Supreme Court. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from 
Illinois allow me to draw a distinction in this case? 

Mr CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. This money was not paid by 
the railroad company in the sense that it came out of its pockets, but 
it was paid in such way that the money itself came from the divi- 
dends due to its stockholders. Now, so far as the stockholders of the 
road were private individuals, that was entirely proper, because the 
law imposing this tax made it applicable to such persons. But so far 
as the tax was imposed upon a municipal corporation or the agents of 
the State government it was an erroneous assessment, and has been 
so held by the courts. This was the case of a municipal corporation. 


The city of Louisville owned a certain amount of the railroad stock on 


which the dividends were declared. The tax was not collected di- 
rectly from the city, but from the railroad company; and the divi- 
dends, after deducting the tax, were paid by the company to the city. 
In the case of a municipal corporation, such as this, the tax was really 
a tax upon the State, the corporation being a portion of the sovereign 
power of the State, 

Mr. CANNON, The gentleman is satisfied that the railroad com- 
pany would have no claim against the United States? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iam entirely satisfied they 
would have no claim whatever. As has been decided in the case of a 
railroad company which pays a tax of this character, when so paid it 
represents a payment on the part of the various stockholders to that 
extent. So far as that represented the individual citizen it was a 
proper tax and the Government had a right to impose it, but so far as 
the stock belonged to the city, or municipal corporation, it has been 
decided that they were not within the purview of the internal-revenue 
laws, and the payment was improper and should have been paid by 
the railroad company. 

Mr. CANNON. I was not aware that the decision was so broad as 
that, I did recollect that there was a decision that was broad enough 
to cover certain other classes of payments by foreign holders of these 
securities, under our treaties; and I recollect that at one time we ap- 
propriated a considerable amount of money for the reimbursement of 
such persons; but my recollection is that the equity was worked out 
in each case through the corporation, that is, by the reimbursement of 
the co tion, leaving the corporations to settle with the stockholders. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If that were so in this case, 
it would obscure the real principle. The principle is that a municipal 
corporation, being one of the agencies of the State government -ſor the 
purpose of performing sovereign functions, does not come within the 
purview of the internal-revenue tax law. [Cries of Vote!“ Vote!’’] 

The motion of Mr. CARUTH was then agreed to, two-thirds voting in 
favor thereof. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, House bill No. 6675, relating 
to the same subject-matter, will lie upon the table. 


FEDERAL COURTS, KANSAS. 
Mr. PETERS. I move the suspension of the rules and the passage 


of the bill (S. 3622) to fix the time and places for holding Federal courts 
in the district of Kansas. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the judicial distriet of Kansas is hereby divided into 
two divisions, which shall be known, respectively, as the first division and the 
second division of the district of Kansas. The second division shall inelude the 
counties of Cowley, Butler, Harvey, McPherson, Rice, Elisworth, Barton, Rush, 
Ness, Lane, Scott, Wichita, Greeley, Hamilton, Kearney, Finney, Gartiel 
Hodgeman, Pawnee, Stafford, Reno, Kingman, Pratt, Kiowa, Edwards, For 
Gray, Haskell, Grant, Stanton, Morton, Sedgwick, Stevens, Seward, Mead: 
Clark, Comanche, Harper, Barber, and Sumner, and aterm of the circuit an 
district courts for said district shall be held therein at the city of Wichita on the 
first Monday of March and the second Monday of September of ench year, The 


remaining counties embraced in the district of Kansasshall constitute the a 1 * 


division thereof, and the terms of the circuit and district court for said d 
shall be held therein at the time and places now prescribed by law. - 

Sec. 2. That all civil suits not of a local character which shall be hereafter 
brouglit in either of said divisions against a single defendant, or where all the 
defendants reside in the same division of said district, shall be brought in the 
division in which the defendant or defendants reside, but if there are two or 
more defendants residing in different divisions such suit may be brought in 
either division, and all mesne and final process subject to the provisions of this 
act, issued in either of said divisions, may be served and executed in either or 
both of the divisions. 

Sec, 3. That the clerks of the circuit and district courts for said district shall 
each appoint a deputy clerk at the city of Wichita, each of whom shall, in the 
absence of the clerk, exercise all thé powers and pertorm all the duties of clerk 
within the division for which he shall be appointed: Provided, Thatthe aj 
ponon of such deputies shall be approved by the court for which they sha! 

respectively appointed, and they may be removed by such court at pleasure; 
on ba clerk shall be responsible for the official acts and neglects of all such 

eputies. 

EC, 4. That all civil suits and proceedings now pending in the circuit or dis- 
trict court of said district of Kansas, and which would, if instituted after the 
passage of this act, be required to be brought in the second division of said dis- 
trict, may be transferred, by consent of all the parties, to said second division 
of said district, and there disposed of in the same manner and with like effect 
as if the same had been there instituted; and all process, writs, and recogni- 
zances relating to such suits and proceedings so transferred shall be considered 
as belonging to the term of the court in the second division of said district in the 
same manner and with like effect as if they had been issued or taken in refer- 
ence thereto originally. 


Mr. PERKINS. I did not know that my colleague [Mr. PETERS] 
thought of calling that bill up for consideration at this time. It is a 
bill that concerns all sections of the State, and I do not think the dele- 
gation in the House has been consulted in the matter; and unless 

Mr. PETERS. My colleague is mistaken abont that. This is not 
the bill dividing the State. > X 

Mr. PERKINS. I know that, and that is the difficulty. It does 
not seem to accomplish any good for our State. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let us have a second. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas demands a second, 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope it will be by unanimous consent. 

There being no objection, a second was ordered. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PETERS] two or three questions about this bill. Hav 
you not a court at Wichita already ? 8 . 

Mr. PETERS. Ves, sir. 

Mr. ROGERS. A circuit and a district court? 

Mr. PETERS. Nota circuit court. 

Mr. ROGERS. A district court? 


Mr. PETERS. A district court. The court at Wichita has juris- 


diction of criminal cases in a certain territory and in civil cases where 
the parties consent; but unless there is consent all the parties in my 
Congressional district are compelled to go to Leavenworth or to Topeka 
to try civil cases, which requires some of them to go 300 miles and some 
of them 400 miles, and at great expense. 

Mr. ROGERS. You have a court at Leavenworth, at Fort Scott, at 
Wichita, and at Topeka, have you not? K 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROGERS. And at what other points? 

Mr. PETERS. At Salina. 

Mr. ROGERS. At those five points? 5 

Mr. PETERS. But the courts of Leavenworth and Topeka are the 
only places where the United States cirenit courtis held. Consequently 


‘all cases in the United States circuit from my Congressional district 


have to be tried either at Leavenworth or Topeka, and both of those 
places are in the eastern portion of the State. S 

Mr. ROGERS. How many courts are held in division number one? 

Mr. PETERS. This bill does notinterfere with any of the courts in 
the State. Itsimply provides that the court at Wichita shall have 
jurisdiction in civil cases, regardless of whether parties consent or not. 

Mr. ROGERS. You do not understand the point that I am getting 
at. The point I make is this: Kansas has, as I understand now, only 
one district. 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROGERS. And now you are cutting it into two divisions. 

Mr. PETERS, Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROGERS. How many courts have you in the first district? 

Mr. PETERS. Fort Scott, Leavenworth, Topeka, and Salina would 
be in the first division. 

Mr. ROGERS. How many in the second district? 

Mr. PETERS. But the one, at Wichita. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is five courts in all? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. ROGERS. Four of these courts, as I understand it, are in the 
extreme eastern portion of your State? 

Mr. PETERS. No, sir; the court at Salina is in the northern cen- 
tral part of the State. 

Mr. ROGERS. L am not speaking of Salina, but of the other courts. 

Mr. PETERS. ‘The other courts are in the eastern part of the State. 

Mr. ROGERS. Can the gentleman state whether the western por- 

tion of the State is filling up so rapidly as to require these courts? 

Mr. PETERS. I have in my Congressional district 400,000 popula- 
tion. 

Mr. ROGERS. If you are to create courts in the western part of the 
State as rapidly as you have in the eastern part, you will haveas many 
district and cirenit courts in the State as you have State courts. You 

would have ten. 

Mr. PETERS. The gentleman must remember that this does not 
create any new court. There is a court at Wichita. There is a public 
building there, and this simply enlarges the jurisdiction of that court. 
In other words, it gives us a circuit court there instead of only a dis- 
trict court as now. No civil business can be tried at Wichita under 
the present arrangement. 

Mr. ROGERS. Isee what you want. Now, I want to make a single 
observation. If that is what this is for, I have no objection to it at all; 
but there is this suggestion about Kansas courts. You have four courts 
there now ina place not bigger than my hand on the map. I think, 
however, that wherever there is a district court of the United States 
the circuit court should also sit at the same place. So far as your bill 
goes in that direction, I have no objection to it; but there is objection 
to the framework of your bill; that is, where you have located your 
district and circuit courts. You ought so to change the territory in 
your districts as that certain counties there shall have their processes 
returned to courts at the same place. 

You should have your division so framed that it would not operate 
unjustly by requiring a party near the city of Leavenworth to go to the 
court at Fort Scott or any of the other courts, The territory should 
be cut inte such districts as would be most convenient to the people. 

Mr. PETERS. That is just what this bill proposes todo. It pro- 
poses to take the territory tributary to the Wichita court and provide 
3 all cases originating in that district shall be tried in the courts 

ere. 

Mr. ROGERS. Now, how about Fort Scott and Leavenworth? 

Mr. PETERS. Those places are not in my district, and hence that 
is something with which I have nothing to do. I could not prepare a 
bill to cover all without interfering with the wishes of other members 
of the delegation from the State; consequently I confined my bill en- 
tirely to the territory which I represent. 

Mr. ROGERS. I have no objection to it myself. 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not know that I have any objection to the bill, 
but it is not what ought to be done for our State. Our State is 400 
miles in length and 200 miles from north to south. It ought to be di- 
vided into two judicial districts and courts should be provided for those 
districts. That is what the State desires, and that is what should be 
done by Congress on the subject. But this is good so far as it goes, 
This does obviate the objection that my friend was urging to the pres- 
ent status, of one entire judicial district, notwithstanding courts are held 
at different places and process to be returned to all the courts. The 
cost of this is not slight to the people; and so far as this bill goes it is 

right; but it is not what should have been given to the people. [Cries 
_ of “Vote!” Vote!“ 

The question being upon the suspension of the rules and passage of 
the bill, the rules were suspended and the bill passed, two-thirds vot- 
ing in favor thereof. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill (H. R. 9488) relating 
to the same subject will be ordered to lie on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


JAMES W. HARVEY. 


Mr. HOUK. I ask to suspend the rules and pass the bill (S. 555) for 
the relief of James W. Harvey, as assignee of Joseph Parkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That there be, and is hereby, appropriated to James W. 
Harvey and the H representative of Samuel Klauber, deceased, sureties 
upon bond executed by Joseph Parkins to the United States to secure perform- 
ance of contract entered into by the Government with said Parkins November 
— e of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 

H, the said sum having been expended by said Harvey and Klauber in 
rforming said contract and in furnishing material thereunder, and never 
ving been paid either to the contractor or said sureties. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In order to have the report read, I ask for a second. 
Seiad: SPEAKER, Without objection, a second will be considered as 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I think ashort statement will meet every 
objection. The report was read to the House one day last week. 
Ir. HOLMAN. I will suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that we can hear the report very much more distinctly than a statement. 

Mr. HOUK. As the gentleman heard the report the other day I 
thought he would be satisfied with a statement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to hear the report read. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 555) for the relief 
of James W. Harvey, and the legal representatives of Samuel Klauber, de- 
ceased, have considered the same, and report as follows: 

The committee adopt the Senate Report No. 272, Fifty-first Con first 
session, as their own, and recommend that the bill do pass. Said report is ap- 
pended hereto. 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 555) for the re- 
lief of James W. Harvey, as assignee of Joseph Parkins, has had the same under 
consideration, and 8 submits the following report: 

The material facts out of which the claim arises are as follows: 

On the 19th of November, 1863, the United States contracted with one Joseph 
Parkins to furnish all the stone for the Rock Island arsenal at $7.50 per perch. 
On the 29th of June, 1864, the contract price was in by agreement of the 
parties and for sppereatiy valid reasons, to $10.50 per perch. On the 3d of Jan- 
uary, 1866, it hav: been discovered that the price last fixed was not adequate. 
Congress passed a Folgt resolution fixing the price at 813. 50 per perch. hese 
changes in the contract price from time to time by the executive officers of the 
Government, and ultimately by Congress, were based upon: 3 

First, The fact that the stone had to be transported by post 12 or 16 miles over 
the Rock Island Rapids, and because of unusually low water in the ppi 
River the cost of tra: rtation was essentially increased ; 

Second. The price of labor had become higher; and, 

Third, The supervising Government architect had ordered the petitioners to 
furnish larger and more expensive stone for the basement story, and more ex- 
pousive jambs for the windows then were required by the original contract, and 

ad also eliminated from the plans a large partition wall, which could have 
been built of a much cheaper stone than the remainder of the building. 

The resolution of Congress of July 3, 1866, was intendedJo cover all claims 
for damages arising from the fo: ing causes, but Major Rodman subsequently 
ordered an additional change in the original plan, by which the contractor was 
required to furnish a more expensive kind of stone and bestow upon the dres - 
ing of the same an additional amount of labor, amounting, it is agreed on all 
hands, to $5 per foot for 985 foot, aggregating $4,925. 

A comparison of the plan of the original cornice with the plan last adopted 
and upon which the work was completed {scopy of which is found in the papers) 
makes manifest the justice of the claim for itional pay. 

No of this $4,925 has ever been paid. On many occasions Congress has 
in such cases afforded relief. 

The committee is therefore of the opinion that the claim for $4,925 is an equit- 
able one and ought to be paid. The committee, however, is not able to report 
favorably the original bill. 

The interest of the claimant, Harvey, in the matter ws out of the fact that 
at the time Parkins entered into his contract with the Government Harvey and 
one Samuel Klauber, now dead, all three of the parties then resi at Madi- 
son, Wis., became sureties for Parkinsin a bond given to the Uni States, in 
the penal sum of $25,000, conditioned for the faithful performance of the contract. 
Parkins undertook the fulfillment of the contract and furnished stone there- 
under until 1855, when he failed and was unable to 8 further in the exe- 
cution of the contract. His creditors proceeded against him, attached his prop- 
erty, and embarrassed him to an extent which precluded him from further oper- 
ations under the contract. He thereupon applied to the claimant, Harvey, and 
Klauber, the cosurety on his bond, to adyance to him the money to complete the 
work, which, to protect themselves against liability on the bond, as well as with 
kindly feeling for Parkins, who was a neighbor, they undertook to do. 

The claimant, ey, who isa stone-cutter and builder by occupation, went 
from Madison, Wis., to the Rock Island arsenal to examine into the matter for 
himself and Mr. Klauber, and finding that Parkins was insolvent and unable 
to complete the work, took hold of the business, advanced the necessary means, 
and went on with the work, personally supervising it most of the time, until 
the basing was finally completed and accepted and occupied by the Govern- 
men 

The committee is informed, although the state of the account between the 
claimant and his co-surety is immaterial, that of the money advanced for this 


pa Klauber advanced $1,210 and that all of the der was advanced 
arvey. 
Sarias. in order to secure Harvey and Klauber, gave to the former a power 


of attorney to collect the moneys from time to time to become due from the 
Government and agreed that the power of attorney should be irrevocable. One 
e under this power of attorney was made to Harvey and the money 
a a 

z ‘arkins, whose insolvency was hopeless, became discouraged, left the coun- 
try, and after remaining abroad some years came back and removed to Minne- 
sota, where hë committed suicide. He died insolvent. 

The power of attorney was intended to be practically an assignment, for the 
money, if 175 would all belong to Harvey and Klauber. 

Ordinarily the appropriation would be made to the contractor and the sure- 
ties would be left to settle with him or his estate. Under the circumstances of 
this case (and as to the facts there can be and is no dispute) it is not deemed 
just or in any sense necessary to the protection of the interests of the Govern- 
ment that this appropriation should be so made. The committee think, under 
the circumstances, that the settlement should be made with the sureties, who 
sayanan the money, and therefore they report the bill with the following 
amendment: . 

Amend by striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting the follow- 


ing: 

“That there be, and is hereby, appropriated to James W. Harvey and the | 
representatives of Samuel Klauber, deceased, sureties upon bond executed by 
Joseph Parkins to the United States to secure performance of contract entered 
into by the Government with said Parkins November 19, 1863, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $4,925, the said sum hay- 
ing been expended by said Harvey and Klauber in 1 performin, said contract 
and in furnishing material thereunder, and never having been either to the 
contractor or said sureties,” 

And when so amended the committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The question being on the suspension of the rules and passage of the 
bill, the rules were suspended and the bill passed, two-thirds voting in 


favor thereof. 
BRIDGE ACROSS SAVANNAH RIVER. 


Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the assent of the United States of America is hereby 

ven to The South Bound Railroad Company,” a corporation incorporated by 
the laws of the State of Geo and by the laws of the State of South Carolina, 
its successors and assigns, and such other persons as may be associated with it, 
to construct and maintain a bridge over the Savannah River at a point by it to 
be selected at or near Sister's Ferry,” in the county of Effingham. 

Sec, 2, That the bridge shall be so constructed, by draw-span or otherwise, 
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that a free and unobstructed ge may be secured to all vessels and other 
wate na’ ing said d oes t any bridge constructed under this act 
shall be built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security 
of navigation ot said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to se- 
eure that object the said company shall submit to the Secretary of War for his 
examination and approval the 8 and drawings of the bridge, piers, and 
approaches, and a map of the location, giving for the space of at least 1 mile 

ve and 1 mile below the proposed location the topography of the banks of 
the river, the shore lines at high water and at low water, and the direction and 
strength of the currents at all stages, and the soundings, accurately showing 
the bed of the stream, and the location of other bridge or bridges, wharves, 
landings, or ferries,and shall furnish such other information as shall be re- 
quired for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and until said 
plan and location of the bridge are approved by the Secretary of War the bridge 
shall not be built, and after such approval by the Secretary of War the approved 
= and designs for the bridge shall not be deviated from or added to either 

uring the construction orthe com pie ion of the bridge until the proposed chan 

shall have been submitted to the retary of War and received his approval; 
and the said bridge shall be at all times so keptand managed as to offer reason- 
able and proper means for the passage of vessels through or under said bridge, 
and if said bridge be built with a draw ssid draw shall be opened promptly 
upon reasonablesignal for the passage of boats or other craft, and the said com- 
pany or corporation shall maintain at its own 8 from sunset until sunrise, 
such lights or other signals on said bridge as the Light-House Board shall pre- 
Scribe; and if at any time the navigation of said river shall in any manner be ob- 
structed or impaired by the en authorized by this act to be constructed the 
Secretary of War shail have authority, and it shall be his duty, to require said 
compauy to alterand change said bridge at its own expense, in such manner as 
may be proper to secure free and complete navigation without impediment; 
and if upon reasonable notice to said company, its successors or assigns, to make 
such change or improvements, the said company fails to do so, the Secretary o1 
War shall have authority to make the same, and all the rights conferred by this 
act shall be forfeited upon said failure, and Congress shall have power to do any 
and all things necessary to secure the free navigation ofsaid river: Provided also, 
That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to repeal or modify any of the 
provisionsof law now existing in reference to the protection of the navigation 
of rivers or to exempt this bridge from the operations of the same. 

Sec. 3. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall 
be a lawful structure and shall be recognized and known asa post- route, upon 
which also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same 
of the mails, the troops, and munitions of war of the United States, or passengers 
or freight over said bridge than the rate per mile paid for the transportation 
over the railroads or public highways leading to said bridge, and they shall 
enjoy the Li 7 and privileges of other post-roads of the United States. And 
equal ogos in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph com- 
panies, and the United States shall have the right of way across said bridge 
and its hry for said -tel ph purposes. 

Sec. 4. That the right to alter, 3 or repeal this act is hereby express! 
reserved, and the right to require any changes in said structure, or its remova 
at the expense of the owners thereof, whenever the Secretary of War shall de- 
cide that the public interest requires it, is also expressly reserved. 

Src. 5. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed within 
four years from the date hereof. 


The question was taken on the motion of Mr. LESTER, of Georgia, 
and (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the bill was passed. 


PHILIP 8. POST. 


Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and put 
upon its passage the bill which I send to the desk, being a bill (H. R. 
2751) for the relief of PHILIP S. Post. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elo., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Pure S. Post, out of any money not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $5,668.40, in reimbursement of expenses necessarily 
incurred in defense of his title to his seat as a member of the Fiftieth Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves to suspend the 

les and pass this bill. Pending that, the gentleman from Indiana 
Er. HOLMAN] moves that the House do now adjourn, 

Mr. MASON, I hope my friend will withdraw that motion and let 

is bill pass. It was reported favorably in both the Fiftieth and 

ifty-first Congresses. It is tor the benefit of an old colleague of ours, 
bree ag the gentleman will withdraw his motion and let us pass 

e 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwill withdraw the motion for the present, as I 
understand another recognition is required on this side to equalize 
matters. 

Mr. ROGERS demanded a second, and, by unanimous consent, a sec- 
ond was considered as ordered. 

Mr. MASON. Does the gentleman desire to have the report read? 

Mr. ROGERS. I want to know for whose benefit the bill is. 

Mr. MASON. It is for the benefit of PHILIP SIDNEY Post, a mem- 
ber of the present Congress and also a member of the Fiftieth Congress. 
In the last Congress the Committee on Elections unanimously recom- 
mended the passage of this bill. 

Mr. ROWELL. The Committee on Claims? 

Mr. MASON. Tes, the Committee on Claims. There was a report 
from the committee recommending $7,000, but under the present law 
only $2,000 could be allowed. Not a cent is allowed for attorney’s 
fees, but if the gentleman remembers the case he will recollect that 
there was a very large amount of evidence taken, and this is for the 
money that was actually paid out over and above the attorney’s fees. 
Several cases of this kind have been passed heretofore, the Yost contest 
and several others. This appropriation is for money actually paid out 
by Mr. Post when he was a contestee for his seat in the Fiftieth Con- 
gress. It comes here with a unanimous report from the committee in 
5 Congress and also from the Committee on Claims in this 

gress. 


Mr. ROGERS. Is there not a general law allowing $2,000, and no 
more, in these cases? 

Mr. MASON, There is. 

Mr. ROGERS. Has the gentleman received that sum? 

Mr. MASON. Oh, yes; but the committee recommend that under 
the peculiar circumstances of the case, which are set out in full in the 
report, this allowance shall be made, inasmuchas the evidenceactually 
taken and the legal fees which he was obliged to pay amounted to this 
much more than the regular allowance under the law. 5 

Mr. ROWELL. There is a law that prohibits the Committee on 
Elections from recommending in any one case a larger amount than 
$2,000. Frequently the fees do not amount to that much, and insuch 
cases the contestant and contestee get the amounts they have actually 
paid out. In these larger contests, however, the expenses run very 
much higher than that. 

In this case I made the motion to put the extra sum upon the bill 
where the $2,000 was allowed, but the point of order was made against 
it. The facts in the case are that the notarial fees, the constables’ f. 
and the witness fees carried the expenses up to between $3,000 an 
$4,000. There were occupied by the attorneys in taking the testimony 
three hundred and twenty-five days 

Mr. ROGERS. How did he get so much time? 

Mr. ROWELL. A large number of persons were occupied at the 
same time in taking testimony on both sides in all counties in the dis- 
trict, so that there was the equivalent of the work of one attorney ſor 
three hundred and twenty-five days. q 

Mr. OATES. The gentleman does not seem to comprehend the 
point of the question, which is: How could this gentleman consume so 
many days in taking the testimony when the law does not allow so 
many days? 

Mr. ROWELL. Thelaw allows forty days, but it further allows that 
testimony may be taken in different places at the same time, and in 
nearly all the contests in the last Congress and in this Congress if the forty 
days had been consumed in taking testimony by a single attorney, not 
one-tenth part of the testimony would have been taken that was taken; 
but in fact there were several attorneys en all the time in taking 
testimony. Now, the amount appropri in this bill is less than $10 
a day for the attorneys while actually engaged in taking the testimony, 
and only $250 was charged for the argument for which many attorneys 
would charge and would receive $1,000, 

Mr. OATES, I will ask the gentleman whether it is not a fact that 
formerly such tremendous bills were rendered to Congress in contested- 
election cases that it caused the present law to be enacted limiting the 
amount of the allowance in such cases to $2,000? 

Mr. ROWELL. I can not say. I was not in Congress when the law 
was made. 

Mr. OATES. But you are familiar with these contested-election 
cases, having served on the Elections Committee for a long period, 

Mr. ROWELL. I am familiar with them. 

Mr. OATES, And do you not know that that is the history of that 
legislation or the cause of it? aS: 

Mr. ROWELL. Well, there are differences of opinion as to that 
legislation or the cause of it. In the majority of contests that have 
come before the committee the legitimate cost of taking the testimony 
alone, without attorneys’ fees, the cost in notarial fees and witness fees, 
exceeds $2,000. 

Mr. OATES. Do not the volumes of testimony taken in these cases 
contain about three-fourths more than is necessary or pertinent to the 
cases, and in that way is not the expense tly increased ? 

Mr. ROWELL. In some cases they do, but in the cases that have 
come before this Congress very little of the record is niade up of that 
kind of testimony, and it was not so in this case of Mr. Post’s, The 
evidence was taken by good lawyers. The evidence, as a rule, was the 
legitimate kind of evidence that would be admitted in any court, and 
the issues were such that a less amount of testimony on either side 
would not have presented the case fully. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Maso to suspend the 
Seid and pass the bill; and the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed 
to have if. a 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 69, noes 8. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The Speaker proceeded to count the members present. 

Mr. COWLES. I call for the yeas and nays. That will settle the 
matter definitely, ` 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair there is not a quoram 


present. 
Mr. COWLES. Then I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move that the House adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 20 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table, and referred as follows: 
Findings of fact of the Court of Claims in the case of William C. 
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Parker, administrator of Moses Trimble, deceased, vs. the United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BELDEN: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules set apart 3 the 5th of June, 
immediately after the reading of the Journal, for the cons deration of Senate 
bill 1160, House bill 3120, and House bill 1506, for the relief of the assignees of 
John Roach, deceased ; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and di of as follows: 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, from the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 678) to 
provide for a building for the use of the post-office, the office of the 
superintendent of the Hot Springs reservation, and the Government 

e accompanied by report (No. 2259) to che Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 10166) for the relief of William J. 
Terney, accompanied by report (No. 2260)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported favorably the following bills of the House; which were 
severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 10263) granting a pension to Robert A. England. (Re- 
port No. 2261.) 

A bill (H. R. 10208) granting an increase of pension to Moses Gra- 
ham. (Report No. 2262.) 

Mr. SIMONDS, from the Committee on Patents, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 9953) to amend the statutes relating 
to letters patent for inventions, reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill 
(H. R. 10637) to amend the statutes relating to letters patent for in- 
ventions (Report No. 2263); which was read twice and referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9236) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret 
O' Conner, now Sullivan, accompanied by report (No. 2264)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

He also, from thesame committee reported with amendment the bill 
of the House (H. R. 5031) granting a pension to George W. White—to 


the Committee of the Whole House. 


Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported a 
bill (H. R. 10639) to amend the second section of an act entitled An 
act to reduce the expenses of the survey and sale of the public lands in 
the United States, approved May 30, 1862, and embraced in section 
2399 of the United States Revised Statutes, accompanied by a report 
(No, 2266)—to the House Calendar. 

Healso, from the same committee, reported with amendment the fol- 
lowing bills, which were severally referred to the House Calendar: 

A bill (S. 3031) giving the consent of the United States to the State 
of North Dakota to appropriate for the use of the State agricultural 
college, as a site for that institution, section 36, township 140, range 49 
west, situate in the county of Cass, in said State. (Report No. 2267.) 

A bill (H. R. 5415) granting the Fort Sullivan military reservation 
to the town of Eastport, Me., for a public park. (Report No. 2268.) 

Mr. SMYSER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 8600) increasing the pension of 
William T. Rhodes, accompanied by a report (No. 2269)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole Honse. 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3101) granting a pension to Anne 
Rodgers Macomb—to the Committee of the Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONE. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 
laying tities were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 

ows: 

By Mr. LIND (by request): A bill (H. R. 10636) to further amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 
1887, as amended March 2, 1889—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BAKER: A bill (f. R. 10638) to amend section 1754 of the 
Revised Statutes so as to give preference to soldiers and sailors honora- 
bly discharged by reason of the expiration of term of service as well 
as to those discharged by reason of wounds or other disability incurred 
in the line of duty—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois: Joint resolution (H. Res. 172) defining 
the intent and meaning of the act of June 25, 1868, entitled ‘‘An act 
ee an hours a day’s work for all ‘laborers, workmen, and 

mechanics em nroa Dy or on behalf of the Government of the United 
States’’—to the Co mmittee on Labor. 


By Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 10642) to grant pen- 
sions in certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10641) to relieve all persons who are drafted in 
or who furnished a substitute in the late War, 1861-1865—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10695) to grant pensions in certain cases to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: A bill (H. R. 10640) to provide for the 
purchase of asite fora military post near Franklin, Tenn., and for the 
construction of suitable buildings thereon—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

By Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10643) authoriz- 
ing the Librarian of Congress to purchase Townsend's Library of 
National, State, and Individual Records, comprising a collection of his- 
torical records concerning the origin, progress, and consequences of the 
late civil war’’—to the Committee on the Library. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under oane 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference 
was 

A bill (H. R. 10250) providing for the enlargement and support of 
the United States Indian industrial school at Albuquerque, N. Mex.— 
Committee on Appropriations discharged, and referred to Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 10644) for the relief of 
the estate of Francis Whitfield—to the Committee on War 

By Mr. BARNES: A bill (H. R. 10645) granting a pension to John 
S. Taylor—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 10646) for the relief of John W. Reid— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 10647) granting a pension to George 
Phillips—to the Comittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 10648) for the 
relief of the estate of Nancy Whisenant—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 10649) for the relief of Capt. I. B. 
Webster—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: A bill (H. R. 10650) for the relief of S. B. 
Bell—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 10651) granting a pension to J. W. 
Robertson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 10652) forthe reliefof Omar S. Brown— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORNEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 10653) for the relief of 
M. E. Sprague—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10654) for the relief of James K. 
Belk—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10655) for the relief of James 8. 
Morgan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10656) for the relief of the legal heirs 
of Elizabeth McDermott—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10657) for the relief of Josiah J. An- 
drews—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10658) for the relief of W. W. Zorn— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10659) for relief of heirs of James 
Horton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10660) for the relief of J. D. Zorn 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also (by rogues’), a bill (H. R. 10661) for the relief of Sarah L. Mur- 
phee—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10662) for the relief of Margaret Mur- 
phee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10663) for the relief of Hugh and J. 
D. Pickle—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10664) for the relief of Alfred M. 
Shelton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10665) for the relief of E. A. Mose- 
ley—to the Committee on War 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10666) for the relief of Lysander 
Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10667) for the relief of Marshall 
Leviner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10668) for the relief of Sally Peavy— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10669) for the relief of Thomas 
Hoyne—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10670) for the relief of Thomas H. 
Albritton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10671) for the relief of the legal heirs 
of A. C. Gra rd—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10672) for the relief of E. Sherod 
Metz—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10673) for the relief of Elizabeth M. 
Harlow—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10674) for the relief of William Por- 
terfield—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10675) for the relief of E. L. Peavy— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10676) for the relief of Julia Porter- 
field—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 10677) granting a pension to Jacob 
Hasselton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10678) granting a pension to Michael G. King 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 10679) granting a pension to Clara 
Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HAYNES: A bill (H. R. 10680) granting a pension to Mary 
A. Cooper—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Ilinois: A bill (H. R. 10681) granting an 
increase of pension to Jacob M. Grimes—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10682) granting a pension to Jerushu P. Harding 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 10683) granting a pension to Millie 
A. Ritenour—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 10684) for the relief of James J. Gibbs 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 10685) to correct the muster of A. 
G. Robb as second lieutenant Twenty-sixth Indiana Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 10686) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert G. Fifield—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 10687) to grant a pen- 
sion to the widow and children of General W. T. Spicely, late of Indi- 
ana—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OWENS, of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 10688) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Nicholas Swingle—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: A bill (H. R. 10689) to pension Lutitia Dudley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 10690) for the relief of Polina 
Vignes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SENEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 10691) for the relief of 
William Waltman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10692) for the relief of 
J. W. Bradburn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10693) granting a pension to Barton S. Shivell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 10694) granting a 
pension to John C. Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VENABLE: A bill (H. R. 10695) for the relief of W. W. 
Figg—to the Committee on War Claims. 


— 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARNES: Petition of Rock Alliance, for improvement of 
Galveston Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Warren County, Georgia, for improve- 
ment of Galveston Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BELDEN: Petition of the Manufacturers’ Association of 
Cortland, N. Y., protesting against advance of import duties on un- 
wrought materials used in carriage-building, such as iron and steel and 
cotton and woolen fabrics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition numerously signed by members of Taylor (N. Y.) W. 
C. T. U., asking for early action on House bill 5987—to the Select Com- 

» mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of 157 citizens of New York, asking for national Sunday- 
rest law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, indorsing the report of the United States delegates to the In- 
ternational Marine Conference, held in the city of Washington, 1889, 
and requesting favorable action during the present session of the Fifty- 
first Congress—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of publishers of Philadelphia and newspapers, protest- 
ing against the passage of House bill 9197—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. $ 

By Mr. BLOUNT: Petition from Upson County, Georgia, in favor of 
House bill 2716, for deep harbor on Texas coast—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Baldwin County, Georgia, against the 
passage of the Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BREC. RIDGE, of Arkansas: Petition of Grange No. 941, 
Montour County, Pennsylvania, in favor of free coinage of silver—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 


Also, petition. of M. B. S. Lowell, of White County, Arkansas, for 
reference of claim to Court of Claims under provisions of the Bowman 
act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, BREWER: Petition of H. M. Wells, J. Vanhoosen, J. M. 
Norton, and 40 others, citizens of Avon, Mich., praying for the enact- 


ment of laws to prevent the adulteration of lard and other food prod- 


ucts—to the Committee on Agriculture. . 

By Mr. BROWER: Petition of B. P. Thorp and 25 others, citizens of 
Granville County, North Carolina, asking for passage of Senate bill 
2716 for the improvement of Galveston Harbor—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of J. F. Conrad and 13 others, citizens of Forysth 
County, North Carolina, asking for the passage of the Senate bill 2716 
for the improvement of Galveston Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of J. G. Fulton and 28 others, from Forsyth County, 
North Carolina, asking for passage of House bill7162—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. R. Budanan and 30 others, from Granville County, 
North Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of 158 citizens of Michigan, 
for a national Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition for passage of law for the perpetuation of the national- 
banking system—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BURTON: Petition of 63 employés in knitting mills at 
Cleveland, Ohio, asking the passage of the pending tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 39 employés in knitting mills at Cleveland, asking 
the same—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 68 employés in the knitting mill of H. Friedman 
& Co., of Cleveland, Ohio, for the same measure—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia: Petition of J. R. Hill and 26 others, 
of Cherokee County, Georgia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of H. W. Bell and 43 others, of Jackson County, Geor- 

gia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Waysand 
Means. 
By Mr. CARUTH: Memorial and affidavit of I. B. Webster, of Louis- 
ville, Ky., late captain Company I, Tenth Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teers, to accompany a bill for relief—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, protest of the Chess & Wyman Company, of Louisville, Ky., 
and its employés, against the proposed amendment to the interstate- 
commerce law in regard to the shipment of oils in barrels—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, ; 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Petition of Ed. T. Hatton, Secretary National 
Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, Howard County, Indiana, in 
favor of Senate bill 2716, to make a deep-water harbor at Galveston, 
Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. CHEATHAM: Petition of J. H. Evans and 32 others, of Ber- 
tie County, North Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. A. Geoghegan and 31 others, of Vance County, 
North Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on culture, 

Also, petition of W. T. Knight and 38 others, of Edgecombe County, 
North Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of H. T. Bass and 22 others, of Edgecombe County, 
North Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. B. Newton and 35 others, of Bertie County, North 
Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, petition of D. T. Britt and 37 others, of Edgecombe County, 
North Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of voters of Lenoir County, North Carolina, asking 
appropriation of $6,200,000 for improvement of Galveston Harbor—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. CLEMENTS: Resolution of the Coldwater Alliance, No. 885, ` 


of Chattooga County, Georgia—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Paulding County, Georgia, praying for 
the passage of Senate bill 2716, for the improvement of Galveston 
bor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Murray County, Georgia, for passage of 
above measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Barton County, Georgia, for passage of 
above measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of L. J. Wausham and 21 others, citizens of Chat- 
tooga County, Georgia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Crystal Alliance, No. 658, of Floyd County, Geo: 
for the of Senate bill 2716, for improvement of Galveston 
bor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COBB: Petition of Foster Alliance, No. 408, of Clay County, 
Alabama, for the passage of Senate bill 2716—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, 
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By Mr. COLEMAN: Resolution for reliefof depositors of Freedman’s 
Bank—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Resolution of the Military Order of the Loyal 
Legion of the United States, Commandery of the State of Minnesota, 
asking for the publication of Records of the War of the Rebellion—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COWLES: Petition of E. W. Fawcett and 31 others, asking 
for passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. W. Aiken and 19 others, of Burke County, 
North Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRAIN; Affidavits in claim of A. Underwood, to accompany 
House bill 9565—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of W. C. Wehrly and 12 others, from Brazoria County, 
Texas, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of McMullen County, Texas, asking for 
branch of Federal court at Laredo, Tex.—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. i 

Also, petition and papers of citizensof Duval County, Texas, praying 
for branch of Federal court at Laredo, Tex.—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Twelve petitions from Denver, Colo.; Troy, 
N. V.; Pittsburgh, Pa.; St. Louis, Mo.; Springfield, Mass.; Albany, 
N. Y.; Omaha, Nebr.; Baltimore, Md.; Boston, Mass., and New York 
City, against the of House bill 9197, to provide for the return 
of second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petition for passage of laws for the . 
of the national-banking system to the Committee on Banking and 


Currency. 


Also, petition of eitizens of Smyrna, Chenango County, New Lork, 
asking early passage of House bill 5987, prohibiting the transportation 
of intoxicating liquors—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

Also, four petitions in favor of home and hospital for inebriates in the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of the president and members of the 
Winnebago Farmers’ Alliance, No. 460, Forest City, Iowa, in favor of 
the Conger Jard bill and the Butterworth option bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Dover Farmers’ Alliance, Fonda, Iowa, in favor 
of the Conger lard bill and the option bill—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

Also, petition of Eli Mattocks and 24 others, citizens of Winnebago 
County, Iowa, for the Galveston Harbor bill—to the Committee on 


_ River and Harbors. 


7 


Also, petition of 260 citizens of Carroll County, Iowa, residing at 
Coon Rapids and Dedham, in favor of laws to regulate interstate com- 
merce in intoxicating liquors—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of 60 citizens of Calhoun and Carroll Counties, Iowa, 
in favor of the regulation of the interstate commerce in intoxicating 
liquors—to the Committee on Commerce. 

y Mr. DUNNELL: Petition of Rev. H. G. Bilbie and 120 others, citi- 
zens of Winona, Winona County, Minnesota, asking for passage of 
House bill 5978—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the commander of Loyal Legion of the State of 
Minnesota, in relation to the publication of the Records of the Rebell- 
ion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the St. Paul jobbers, asking for amendments of 
interstate-commerce laws—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Proofs to accompany bill for the relief of J. G. Bailey 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of C. G. Fitts and 25 others, citizens of Daviess County, 
Kentucky, in favor of deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of J. W. Jones and others, of Carroll 
County, Tennessee, in favor of deep-water port at Galveston, Tex.—to 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the Hamblen County, Tennessee, Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union, in favor of legislation for the suppression of combines 
and trusts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr, FORNEY: Petition of H. B. Sanders and 31 others, of Blount 
County, Alabama, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. W. Hughes and 31 others, of Marshall County, 
Alabama, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of B. G. Sanders and 23 others, of St. Clair County, 
Lary asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 

eans. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of citizens of Kansas, asking for the pas- 
sage of a law forbidding the taking of intoxica liquors into any re- 
stricted territory except suchas may be itted by local legislation 


to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 
By Mr. GEAR: Petition of W. W. Campbell and 45 citizens of 


Abington, Jefferson County, Iowa, asking Congress to enact a law in 
regard to the decision of the Supreme Court on original packages—to 
the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 

By Mr. GEST: Papers, proof upon the claim for pension of Garrett 
J. Post—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of 140 citizens of Turner County, South 
Dakota, praying for a law prohibiting the rtation of intoxicat- 
ing liquors from any State or Territory of the United States or the Dis- 
trict of Columbia into any other State or Territory, contrary to and in 
violation of the laws thereof—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. s 

Also, petition of the United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners 
of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., for a law making eight hours a day’s work 
upon all contracts let by the Government—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of 200 citizens of Brookings County, South Dakota, for 
the passage of a law prohibiting the importation of liquor into-States 
N Prohibition to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 

e. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Jeremiah Emery and others, of Groton, 
Vt., asking that he be relieved from charge of desertion—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens residing in Ryegate, Caledonia County, Ver- 
mont, asking for national Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition from farmers of Williamstown, Vt., asking for pure 
lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: Petitions from residents of Cass, Traill, 
and Walsh Counties, North Dakota, for the passage of House bill 5978, 
prohibiting the transportation of intoxicating liquors—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 


Also, petitions of residents of Nelson County, North Dakota, for the. 


passage of a law relative to original packages, and the police power of 
States and Territories—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of residents of Pembina County, North Dakota, in fa- 
vor of a deep harbor on the Texas coast—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Jamestown (N. Dak.) Farmers’ Alliance, in 
favor of the passage of the Conger lard bill and the Butterworth op- 
tion bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition from residents of Drayton, and vicinity, in Pembina 
County, North Dakota, asking for legislation prohibiting the trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquorsin defiance of State or Territory laws— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HARMER: Resolution of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, indorsing the report of the United States delegates to the Inter- 
national Marine Conference, in Washington, October, November, and 
December, 1889, and urging favorable and early action by Congress 
thereon—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Resolution of the Farmers’ Alliance 


-of Osceola Township, Franklin County, Iowa, urging the passage of the 


Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Farmers’ Alliance of Osceola Township, 
Franklin County, Iowa, urging the passage of the Butterworth b 
against gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Franklin County, Iowa, asking for the 
prompt passage of House bill 5978, entitled A bill prohibiting the 
transportation of intoxicating liquors from any State or Territory of 
the United States, or the District of Columbia, into any other State or 
Territory, contrary to or in violation of the laws thereof to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina: Petition of Slaidsville 
Alliance, No. 84, of Iredell County, North Carolina, in favor of an ap- 
propriation of $6,200,000 for the improvement of Galveston Harbor— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Protest of P. Levi and others, of Montgomery, 
Ala., against House bill 8278—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of administrator of J. S. Moffett, deceased, 
late of Knox County, Tennessee, „ of his ease to Court 
of Claims —to the Committee on War Clai 

Also, petition of S. L. Gilson and Mrs. C. J. Gilson, of Knox County, 
Tennessee, asking for reference of case to Court of Claims to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Memorial from Las Vegas, N. Mex., praying for 
the passage of a law authorizing the unlimited coinage of silver—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: Petition of voters of Central City, Linn 
County, Iowa, in favor of passage of law to prohibit importation of in- 
toxicating liquors, House bill 9578—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of citizens of Clarence, Cedar County, Iowa, in favor of 
above measure—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of John Bridges and 41 others, of Rose Hill, 
Mahaska County, Iowa, in favor of bill to prohibit transportation of 
intoxicating liquors in violation of the laws—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of John Crawford and 27 others, citizens of Jasper County, 
Towa, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Commerce. 
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Also, petition of John Carmichaeland 110others, of Richland County, 
Iowa, in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of Samuel F. Cooper and 40 others, citizens of Grin- 
nell, Iowa, in favor of bill to prohibit Transportation of intoxicating 
liquors in violation of State laws—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of Tom Benton Alliance, No. 1502, Mahaska County, 
Towa, in favor of Conger lard bill and Butterworth option bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. i 

Also, resolutions of Starr Alliance, Mahaska County, Iowa, fayoring 
Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Starr Alliance, Mahaska County, Iowa, favoring 
Butterworth option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LAWS: Petition of citizens of Hitchcock County, Nebraska, 
urging passage of House bill 5978—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of R. A. Stewart and 52 others, of Tay- 
Jor County, Texas, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LESTER, of Georgia: Petition of W. M. West and 29 others, 
of Scriven County, Georgia, in relation to Galveston Harbor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, petition of George W. Scott and 16 others, of Scriven County, 
Georgia, for same measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of M. W. Arnett and 12 others, of Wayne and Glynn 
Counties, for same measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, petitionof Mr. Edenfield and 21 others, of Scriven County, 
Georgia, for same measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of D. T. Jenkins and 18 others, of Scriven County, 
Georgia, for same measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of G. W. Nichols and 22 others, of Bulloch County, 
Georgia, for same measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Calvin Thomas and 18 others, of Pierce County, 
Georgia, for same measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Mr. Iver and 33 others, of Pierce County, Georgia, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of R. H. Eason and 17 others, of Appling County, 
Georgia, for same measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of A. H. S. Deen and 9 others, of Appling County, 
Georgia, for same measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of A. S. Corda and 31 others, of Emanuel County, 
Georgia, for same measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of James H. Knight and 16 others, of Clinch County, 
Georgia, for same measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of J. A. Cason and 26 others, of Ware County, Georgia, 
asking -passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of J. B. Cribb and 9 others, of Ware County, Georgia, 

= sog passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. 

Also, petition of W. M. Henderson and 33 others, of Scriven County, 
Georgia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of T. C. Clifton and 95 others, of Scriven County, 
Georgia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of R. R. McCorkell and 15 others, of Bullock County, 
Georgia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of J. M. Kight and 15 others, of Glynn County, 
Georgia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of M. W. Arnett and 26 others, of Glynn County, 
Georgia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. LODGE: Petition of 37 citizens of Boston, Mass., praying 
for the perpetuation of the national-banking system—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. ~ 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Petition of Dallas Herring and 8others, citi- 
zens of Sampson County, North Carolina, asking for a first-class har- 
bor on the Gulf coast—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of D. W. Powaland 4 others, of Cumberland County, 
North Carolina, asking for first-class harbor on the Gulf coast—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of D. W. Royal and 12 others, of Cumberland County, 
North Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Resolutions of North Washington Alliance, 
No. 22, Whitley County, Indiana, asking for the passage of the Conger 
lard bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of North Washington Alliance, No. 22, Whitley 
SoN, Indiana, asking for passage of the Butterworth option bill—to 

e Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Henry W. Diederich, consul at Leipsic, for an in- 
crease of salary at such consulate—to the Committee on Appropriatio 
Ayo a. 2 5 e gee of = 25 1 38 others, 
o m County, Texas, asking passage ouse bill 7162—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of R. J. Brooks and 9 others, of Wilson County, Texas, 
aag passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. ; 

Also, petition of G. G. Edds and 20 others, of Wilson County, 3 
asking passage of House bill 7162— to the Committee on Ways an 
Means. 

By Mr. MOREY: Petition of churches in Jamestown, Ohio, asking 
for a national Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of J. M. Metier and 20 others, of Leaven- 
worth, Kans., asking for appropriation of $6,200,000 for Galveston Har- 
bor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of C. A. Saylor and 40 others, of Brown County, Kan- 
sas, for same measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of J. B. Deardoft and 10 others, of Jackson County, 
Kansas, for same measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, petition of C. Woodward and 220 others, of Whiting, Kans., 
asking for legislation to nullify late decision of Supreme Court in re- 
gard to sale of intoxicating liquors in original packages—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the Philadelphia 
Maritime Exchange, indorsing the report of the United States delegates 
to the International Marine Conference recently submitted to the Sec- 
retary of State, and favoring early action by Congress in accordance 
therewith—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, asking Congress 
to make effectual the recommendations of the United States delegates 
to the International Marine Conference—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Philadelphia Board of Trade to Congress, favoring 
the establishment of a postal telegraph service, as recommended by the 
Postmaster-General—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: Petition of Nannie S. Henderson, for increase of 
pension as widow of Joseph W. Henderson, late a member of Company 
B, Third Kentucky Infantry, Mexican war —to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of Nancy Dean, praying that claim for prop- 
erty taken by the Army during the late war be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of citizens of Sedgwick County, Kansas, 
for perpetuation of national-banking system—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of citizens of same county and State, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 

Also, petition of citizens of McPherson County, Kansas for deep 
Gulf harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Har 

Also, petition of citizens of Kiowa County, Kansas, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of E. P. Metz and 12 others, of Stafford County, Kan- 
sas, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Stafford County, Kansas, for same—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Bluff Alliance, Sumner County, Kansas, for same 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of 80 citizens of Bon Homme County, 
South Dakota, praying for a law prohibiting the transportation of in- 
toxicating liquors from any State or Territory or the District of Colum- 
bia into any other State or Territory contrary to and in violation of 
os sare thereof—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 

e. 

Also, petition of George Richardson and 15 others, of Minor County, 
South Dakota, asking for appropriation for deep harbor at Galveston, 
Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. PRICE: Petition of citizens of the Third Louisiana Con- 
Aressional district, praying for the passage of laws for the perpetuation 
of the national-banking system—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Petition of certain voters of Richmond County, 
North Carolina, asking for appropriation for Galveston Harbor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. : 

Also, petition of Mill Swamp Alliance, Robeson County, North Caro- 
lina, asking for appropriation for Galveston Harbor—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition from citizens of Thompson, Conn., for 
passage of laws for the perpetuation of the national-banking system— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr.SAYERS: Four petitions of citizens of Blanco County, Texas, 
asking for the restoration of silver to its constitutional place as a money 
metal, with the same eo of coinage and legal tender as are now ac- 
corded to gold—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 


e—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMONDS: Petition of citizens of Collinsvi Conn., in 
favor of a law regulating liquor traffic by States—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 


By Mr. SENEY: Petition of William Waltham for honorable dis- 
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By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of Mrs. James H. Marshall, for the es- 
tate of Thomas Marshall, late of Carteret County, North Carolina, 
praying that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims under 
provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of James M. Luton, and 40 others, 
of Pike County, Mississippi, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. R. G. Reeves and 30 others, from Pike County, 
Mississippi, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of 8. C. Walker and 22 others, from Pike County, 
Mississippi, asking passage of sundry bills—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

Also, petition of William Hobgood and 13 others, from Marion 
County, Mississippi, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of D. B. Morris and 12 others, from Perry County, 
Mississippi, opposing passage of House bill 4668, in relation to militia— 
to the Committee on the Militia, ? 
~ By Mr. STUMP: Petition ot Jacob Tome and others, for the perpetua- 
tion of the national-banking system—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. i 

By Mr. VENABLE: Petition of Agnes Maria Grigg and ofhers, of 
Petersburgh, praying that the word“ minor? in the act of March 30, 
1855, granting bounty lands to soldiers of Mexican war, be stricken 
out—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Benjamin Harrison and others, of Peters- 
burgh, praying for the above measure—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens of Mecklenburgh County, Virginia, for an 
. for Galveston deep harbor—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. e 

Also, petition of Virginia Sackmeyer, of Petersburgh, praying increase 
of widow’s pension to $12 per month—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Mary D. Totty and other widows of soldiers who 
served in Mexican war, asking increase of widow’s pension to $12 per 
month—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Harriett Adams and others, of Petersburgh, Va., 
asking for above measure—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Nottoway County, Virginia, asking an 
ee for Galveston Harbor to the Committee on Rivers and 

TS. 


By Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts: Petition of 98 citizens of Wor- 
cester, Mass., members of the Worcester Socialer Turnverein, protest- 
ing against any change of the present national laws on immigration 
and naturalization—to the Select Committeeon Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts: Petition of 91 citizens of 

Greenfield, Mass., praying for the passage of laws for the perpetuation of 
the national-banking system—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 
By Mr. WHITING: Petition of Archibald Campbell and 39 others, of 
Sanilac County, Michigan, asking for the passage of a bill to permit 
the farmers of Sanilacand Huron Counties, Michigan, to borrow money 
of the Government at not to exceed 2} per cent. interest - to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ITTHORNE: Petition of Robert Thompson Williams, 
claim for quartermaster stores—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition of E. H. Wilkes, of Maury County, Tennessee, for re- 
lief, with accompanying pa to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: Petition of board of education 
of Bolivar district, Jefferson County, West Virginia, for reference of 
claim to Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman and 
Tucker acts—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. YODER: Petition of citizens of Shelby County, Ohio, against 
the importation of intoxicating liquors into States—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


SENATE. 
8 TUESDAY, June 3, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. < 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in farther re- 
sponse to a resolation of the Senate of April 28, 1890, information in 
regard to evasions of the Chinese exclusion act; which, with the ac- 
8 papers, was referred to the Committee on Immigration, 
and ordered to be printed 

$ HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 
The bill (H. R. 1215) for the relief of Jeremiah Darling was read 
8 by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 


The bill (H. R. 4367) for the relief of D. H. Mitchell was read twiee 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 6019) for the relief of Luther M. Blackman was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 9630) granting a right of way through, and a right to 
terminal grounds in, the State of Was n to the Portland and Puget 
Sound Railroad Company, and for other purposes was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

The bill (H. R. 3936) to amend section 9 of An act making appro- 
priations for expenses of Indian Department, and for fulfilling treat; 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for year ending June 30, 1886, 
and for other purposes, approved March 3, 1885, was read twice by 


its title. 
The bill will be referred to the Com- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the bill had better lie on the table, for one 
exactly like it has been reported to the Senate and is now on the Cal- 
endar; and when that bill comes up this will be in shape to be taken 
up in place of it, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be printed and lie on 
the table, if there be no objection. . 

Mr. DAWES. I think that is the better course. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent resolution of 
the senate and house of representatives of Louisiana; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table, and be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

[Concurrent resolution No. 4.] 
By Mr. Demas: A resolution extending thanks to President Harrison, Secre- 
tary Proctor, and the Congress of the United States, 


Whereas during the late disastrous floods in this State a large number of the 
proprietors and of the laboring population in the lowlauds of our State were 
subjected to great distress and destitution; and 

hereas the same were promoa relieved at the first ery of suffering by the 
generous action of the Federal authorities: 

Be it resolved, That the thanks of the senate and the house of representatives 
of Louisiana, in the name of the whole people, be, and the same are hereby, 
tendered to Benjamin Harrison, President of the United States, to Secretary 
Proctor, of the War Department, and to the Congress of the United States, for 
their generous inte: tion in behalf of ourafflicted fellow-citizens; that an en- 


copy of this resolution be sent to President Harrison, Secretary Proctor, 


grossed cop: 
the President of the Senate, and the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
S. P. HENRY, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
MURPHY J. FOSTER, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 


FRANCIS T. NICHOLLS, 
Governor of the State of Louisiana, 


L. F. MASON, Secretary of State. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Command- 
ery of the District of Columbia Military Order of the Loyal Legion of 
the United States, praying for the speedy publication of the Official 
Records of the Rebellion; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. j 

Mr. TELLER presented two petitions of citizens of Colorado, contain- 
ing several hundred signatures, praying for the passage of a national 
Sunday-rest law; which were referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. : 

Mr. MOODY presented a petition of 141 citizens of Turner County, 
South Dakota, praying the passage of a law prohibiting the transpor- 
tation of intoxicating 8 from any State or Territory of the United 
States or the District of Columbia into any other State or Territory 
contrary to and in violation of the laws thereof; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of 158 citizens of the State of 
Michigan, praying for the e of a national Sunday-rest law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of sundry cigar-makers of Read- 
ing, Pa., praying for a certain uniform duty on imported wrapper- 
tobacco; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of the Maritime Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., and the petition of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, 
Pa., praying for legislation in accordance with the recommendation of 
the International Maritime Conference; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, 
Pa., praying for the establishment of a postal telegraph system; Which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, 
Pa., praying for the passage of a law providing for a universal com+ 
mercial ticket; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of Grange No. 262, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Cumberland County, Pennsylvania, praying for the free 
coinage of silver; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of T. M. Crandall and 33 other citi- 
zens of P. lvania, praying for protective duties on farm products; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Approved May 21, 1890, 


A true copy from the original, 


1890. 


He also presented a petition of the G G. Meade Post, No.1, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the 
transfer of the revenue-marine service from the Treasury Department 
to the nayal establishment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, 
Pa., praying for the passage of House bill 8293, providing for a book 
and parcel post; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. ; - 

He also presented the petition of Elwood A. Collins and 12 others, 
ex-Union soldiers, of Viola, Del., praying for the passage of Senate bill 
3522, in relation to service pensions; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a petition of Elizabeth Lodge, No. 11, of 
Norfolk, Va., National As@§ciation of Machinists, signed by Thomas 
Cooke, master machinist, and R. D. Whitehorn, secretary, in which 
they represent that— 

We, the undersigned citizens of the United States and residents of Norfolk, 
Va., did not expect that the Blair educational bill (by the passage of which we 
had ho for our children to Reap proai benefits) would hare such a fate as it 
did at the hands of our representatives. 

And we now humbly pray and petition that you in your wisdom reo 
pass this most meritorious bin. We are not content to believe that the learned 
representatives of this enlightened people will let the children of the coming 
generation in an age of the greatest civilization grow up in ignorance without 
offering to them the advantages within their power. 

Weare most humbly, etc. 

I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO presented a memorial of manufacturers of Havana 
cigars of the United States, and of the Boards of Trade of Key West 
and Tampa, in the State of Florida, remonstrating against Schedule F 
of the tariff bill, known as the McKinley bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented three petitions signed by F. E. Harris and 73 
other citizens of Marion County, Florida, favoring the passage of Sen- 
ate bill, No. 3817, for the protection of actual settlers under the home- 
stead and pre-emption laws upon phosphate lands in that State; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented additional papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 3885) for the relief of George F. Brott, heretofore introduced by him; 
which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of 211 citizens of Franklin County, 
Kansas, praying for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of 35 citizens of Missouri, praying for 
the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PIERCE presented a petition of the Jamestown (N. Dak.) Farm- 
ers’ Alliance, praying for the passage of what is known as the Conger 
= bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 

‘orestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Jamestown (N. Dak.) Farmers’ 
Alliance, praying for the passage of what is known as the Butterworth 
option bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of the Non-Partisan Pro- 
hibitory League of Nebraska, praying for the passage of what is known 
as the Wilson bill, as amended, relative to the importation of intoxi- 
ae liquors into prohibition States; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also ted a petition of the Interstate Temperance Union, 
praying for the passage of what is known as the Wilson bill, in regard 
to intoxicating liquors; and also for the passage of legislation to pre- 
vent the sale of internal-revenue liquor-stamps, etc.; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of the State of Nebraska, 
praying for the passage of House bill 5353, relating to sales of op- 
tions” and futures; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry, 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of Joseph J. O’Donohue and 
others, merchants and owners of steam-ships, of New York City, favor- 
ing an appropriation for the removal of the ledges of rock on the East 
River between Broome and Twenty-third streets, in that city; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. = 

He also presented a petition of 420 citizens of Lockport, N. Y., pray- 
ing for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: : 

A bill (H. R. 7529) granting a pension to Belle Morrison, of Dills- 
woc (HL H. 4167) grantin 

i 2 granting a pension to Lorenzo D. Whiteford; 

A bill . R. 7719) restoring the pension of Mrs, Catharine Sonne; 

A bill (H. R. 5107) for the relief of David L. Truex; 

A bill (H. R. 3438) to increase the pension of John Taaffe; 


mand 
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A vill (H. R. 6032) granting a pension to Mary Welsh; 

A bill (H. R. 1350 granting a pension to George E. Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 1296) to increase the pension of Mrs. Henrietta O, 
Whitaker; and 

A bill & 3730) granting a pension to Mary E. Greening, widow of 
Orlando A. Greening, who served in the Indian war. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: z 
A bill (H. R. 1765) granting a pension to James Butler; 

A bill (H. R. 2266) granting a pension to William Barnes; 
A bill (H. R. 8109) to pension George M, Scott for service in the 
Florida war; 

A bill (H. R. 7578) granting a pension to Thompson N. Statham; and 

A bill (H. R.7514) granting a pension to Johanna Sheld. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3235) granting a pension to Johanna Sheld, re- 
ported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2346) for the relief of James Petty, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally withoutamendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8440) granting a pension to Mrs. Henrietta M. Gregg; 

A bill (S. 2021) granting a pension to Ellen Miller; 

A bill (S. 3005) for increase of pension to Mrs. Sarah R. Bleecker; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 8485) granting an increase of pension to Owen C. Pow- 
JI 


ell, 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was recom- 
mitted the bill (S. 2749) granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
J. Wernitsch, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 3 

A bill (S. 1725) granting a pension to Anna Teal; 

A bill (S. 1724) granting a pension to Charlotte Stenger; 

A bill (S. 3506) granting a pension to George H. Sargent; and 

A bill (H. R. 5868) granting a pension to Francis Pearce. ~ 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2957) granting a pension to John E. Burnes, reported 
adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was referred, 
submitted a report accompanied by a bill (S. 3990) granting a pension 
to John E. Burnes; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2997) granting a pension to William C. Bradley, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 279) for the establishment of a pure- 
food division in the Department of Agriculture, to provide for the in- 
spection of live-stock about to be slaughtered at slaughter-houses, can- 
ning, salting, packing, and rendering establishments, the carcasses or 
products of which are intended for human consumption in any State 
or Territory other than where slaughtered or for exportation to foreign ` 
countries, to prohibit the introduction of adulterated or misbranded 
food or drugs into any State or Territory or the District of Columbia 
from any other State or Territory or foreign country, and for other pur- 
poses, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was referred, 
reported a bill (S. 3991) for preventing adulteration and misbranding 
and drugs, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title. Z 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill i 2560) to increase the pension of Nelson Monroe; 

A bill (H. R. 19) to increase the pension of Edward P. Quinn; 

A bill (H. R. 1778) granting a pension to Gaston Winters; 

A bill (H. R. 1187) granting a pension to George Obergfell; 

A bill (H. R. 3958) granting pension to Sarah L. Patterson and Jane 
W. Patterson; 

K bill (H. R. 3970) granting an increase of pension to William A, 
omas; 

A bill (H. R. 6995) for the relief of Isabella Wentworth; 

A bill (H. R. 7840) granting pension to Mrs. Lillis Otis; and 

A bill (H. R. 8611) for the relief of Hugh S. McCormick. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2943) to provide for the obligatory attendance 
at school of the children in Alaska, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
602) to organize bureaus of information relating to employment, occu- 
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pations, wants, means of livelihood, and homes, reported it without 
amendment. ; 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 250) making an appropriation for the construc- 
tion of a macadamized road to the national cemetery near Pensacola, 
Fla., reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3895) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a rail- 
way bridge across the Illinois River, extending from a point within 5 
miles of Columbiana, in Greene County, to a point within 5 miles of 
Farrowtown, in Calhoun County, in the State of Illinois, approved 
March 3, 1883, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1870) for the erection of a monument to the late Edwin 
M. Stanton, reported it with amendments. 


PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND DEPENDENT RELATIVES. 


Mr. DAVIS. Concerning the bill (S. 389) granting pensions to sol- 
diers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of labor, and 
providing for pensions to widows, minor chil and d dent par- 
ents, I am directed by the conferees upon the part of the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses to report to the Senate that the 
conferees are unable to agree, and to move that the Senate further in- 
sist upon its disagreement to the House amendments and request a fur- 
ther conference. r 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota, the 
chairman of the managers on the part of the Senate, reports that the 
conferees are unable to agree upon the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In order to understand the mere form of doing 
business between the two Houses, may I ask which House asked for a 
conference? 

Mr. DAVIS. The other House amended the Senate bill by propos- 

a substitute. 
r. EDMUNDS. And asked a conference thereon? 

Mr. DAVIS. No; the Senate requested a conference. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the report ought to be made there first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The conference was asked by the 
Senate, the papers show. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I submit, merely to preserve the order of 
things between the two Houses, that this report ought to be made 
first to the House of Representatives, where the papers belong, and 
not here, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont is cor- 
rect in his statement of the parliamentary proceeding. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS (to Mr. Davis). Just withdraw the report and let 
the other House act first. 

Mr. DAVIS, Very well. 

The PRESINENT pro tempore. The report will be withdrawn until 
action has been taken elsewhere. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. WALTHALL introduced a bill (S. 3992) to provide for the con- 
struction of a public building at Natchez, in the State of Mississippi; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. ; 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 3993) to confirm to Lucretia Will- 
iams the title to one square league of land in the State of Louisiana; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. BLAIR (by request of W. F. Aldrich, esq., of Alabama) intro- 
duced a bill (S. 3994) to provide compensation for the service of attor- 
neys for coe ee persons in criminal actions in the courts 
of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3995) granting a pension to Myra E. 
Lakin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
Papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

r. SAWYER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3996) to repeal sec- 
tions 3952 and 3953 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
was read the first time by its title. 2 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the bill read at length far 
enough to know what it is, 

The bill was read the second time at length, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That sections 3952 and 3953 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3997) for the relief of Edward 
Tearney, administrator of William McSherry, deceased; which wasread 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 3998) to increase the pension of 
Thomas Williams; which was read twice by its title, and, with theac- 
companying referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 3999) granting a pension to 
William Tredway; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. PLUMB introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 88) for the relief of 
Henry G. Healy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 89) to provide 
for the settlement of the claims of the officers and enlisted men of the 
various militia organizations of the State of Missouri for horses and 
equipments lost while engaged in the military service of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 90) author- 
izing the printing of decisions of the Department of the Interior re- 
garding public lands and pensions, for sale; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paggrs, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 

AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES FISH COMMISSION, 


The PRESIDENT pro one The Chair lays before the Senate the 

resolutions offered by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], 

coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

z The resolutions submitted yesterday by Mr. EDMUNDS were read, as 
ollows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Fisheries be, and it is hereby, instructed to 
make early inquiry into the administration of the affairs of the United States 
Fish Commissioner's Office, and especially in respect of the changes in the force, 
Lacan Scars nag paid to oops; and any all favoritism or other undue ad- 
mi n, and report tothe Senate thereon. 

Resolved, That the said committee have power to send forpersons and papers. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the reso- 
lutions? 

The resolutions were to. 

Mr. PLUMB subsequently said: I want to enter a motion to recon- 
sider the resolutions which have just been adopted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask that the motion may be now acted upon, 
to save time. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do that for the purpose of saying that it seems to 
me to be the most extraordinary thing that this legislative body or 
any other legislative body ever attempted. The Secretary of War 
yesterday was arraigned on this floor as a saloon-keeper. He might 
very well, upon the theory of these resolutions, call upon the Senate 
to appoint a committee to investigate the subject whether he was in 
effect keeping a saloon on behalf of the Government. The newspapers 
are every day filled with abuse, or at all events with misrepresenta- 
tions, as I presume they are, of various officials of the Government; 
that is to say, they impute to them improper motives; they state that 
they are doing things which in a great many cases I know and every- 
body else knows they are not doing. No matter what the purpose, 
there are all kinds of misstatements constantly afloat. 

I have no objection specifically to the investigation of the Fish Com- 
mission. I do not say anything about whether it ought to be investi- 
gated or not. I do not know anything about it and I do not care any- 
thing about it; but if this principle is to be adopted and we are to come 
in and whitewash—for that is what it will amount to; we know any 
resolution which is offered on behalf of any person to be investigated 
in this body results inevitably in a verdict for him; that may as well 
be conceded in advance—if that is to be the rule, then of course it is 
competent for oray oroia under the Government to get that kind of 
a verdict out of body and at the public in answer to his 
critics in newspapers or in private conversation or wherever else it 
may be. 

I have not seen the publication to which the Senator from Vermont 
alluded and which is referred to in the resolutions. I do not know 
what itis. I do not care how vile it is, if vile it be; but in all the ex- 
perience I have had (which is much less of course than that of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, and I would not set up my idea of what is proper 
against his, but I am bound to express my own idea of what is proper), 
I ean not conceive of anything which would open the Senate more in 
the way of dangerous precedent or would commit us at all times to these 
whitewashing p ings than these resolutions. 

Saying that, Ihave only further to say that I am bound to presume, 
of course, that the Senator from Vermont has the very best purpose in 
view and will be ready at any time when any other officer of the Gov- 
ernment will send him a resolution for that purpose to offer it and ask 
the Senate to pass it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, No, Mr. President, I shall not take much time of 
the Senate; I do not mean anything ofthe kind. I do not believe that 
the Committee on Fisheries will whitewash anybody. I have known 
of accusations made against Department officers that the Senate has 
called upon committees to investigate. I know of one that was re- 
ferred to a select committee of which I was amember, and the officer 
who was eee EY accused was eager for an inquiry and an investi- 
gation, and, as he hoped, I su for a vindication; but the commit- 
tee did not whitewash him—a good way from it. I have more respect 
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for thecommittees of this body than to imagine or even to suspect in 
advance that they will whitewash anybody. 

Now, as to the other part of the case, I do not propose to offer reso- 
lutions of investigation into every allegation that is made in a news- 
paper or on the street. If I did, undoubtedly we should have investi- 
gations in the Senate about imputations on our own conduct, public or 
private, everyday. But here is a department of the Government which 
is not specially under the control of any other of the t Departments, 
as I am inclined to think it ought to be, but which is by itself, and 
there is no direct authority that I know of in the law for anybody to 
make an official inquiry which carries with it authority and power 
anywhere except in one of the two Houses of Congress. 

There appeared in a respectable city newspaper the other day, or two 
or three weeks ago, and repeated, not a vague accusation of favoritism 
and misconduct and political operations, but definite specifications, 
with the names of persons who have been placed and displaced in order 
to get up a mere family ring, as it was alleged, of nepotists, who got 
1 75 sums of money to the detriment of the United States, and so on. 

heard enough about it to believe that that story was partly true and 
partly untrue. I hope it will turn out to be true except so far as to 
give a color for turning what may be excusable and right into a wrong 
light, and showing that the Fish Commissioner’s office has been treated 
unfairly and unjustly, because I hope it will turn out that every pub- 
lic officer has been guilty of no impropriety or indiscretion whatever. 

Now, that being stated and repeated, with time, name, circumstance, 
and amount, I, as one Senator, wish to know what the truth is about 
it, and because the gentleman at the head of that commission desires 
+ same thing Ido not think the Senate ought to be deterred from 

oing it. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask that the resolutions may be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be again read, 

The Chief Clerk read the resolutions. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves 
to reconsider the vote by which the resolutions were adopted. 

Mx. PLUMB. I just want to say one word and then I shall have 
no objection to withdrawing the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. PADDOCK. What is the motion of the Senator from Kansas? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To reconsider the vote by which the 
resolutions were agreed to by the Senate, 

Mr. PADDOCK. I was not in the Senate yesterday when the reso- 
lutions were offered, and the matter has now come to my notice for 
the first time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks leave 
to withdraw the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. PLUMB. No, I said that I should do so, if there was no objec- 
tion, afler I had made a remark or two in response to the Senator from 
Vermont. 

A The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska has the 
oor. 

Mr. PADDOCK, I should like to have the resolutions remain be- 
fore the Senate, temporarily at least, as I wish to be advised in respec’ 
to their status. Unfortunately, I was not in the Senate when the mat- 
ter was brought to the attention of the Senate. If the resolutions are 
still before the Senate, I should like to request that they be held over 
until to-morrow. have some information with t to this matter, 
and may wish to say something to the Senate about it, and may not, 
but I should like, if the Senator having the matter in charge does not 
object, to let the subject go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam y willing, if I can have unanimous 
consent, though I am surprised at the disturbance it has created, to 
have the matter stand over, not losing its place, to be laid before the 
Senate again to-morrow. : 

Mr. PADDOCK. I want to say to the Senator that it does not dis- 
turb me at all, if that is what he means. is not any disturb- 
ance coming in this direction in respect to the resolutions. I want to 
say to him that there is no disturbance on that account bere. 

I think myself that the resolutions may be very proper. At least I 
strongly incline to that opinion. It may be a little premature to bring 
the matter under consideration just now. I know nothing whatever 
about this proposed investigation until the question was spoken of by 
the Senator from Kansas a few minutes ago, but I have had some gen- 
eral knowledge in respect to the subject of the administration of the 
Fish Commission, and I desire simply that the resolutions may go over 
until to-morrow that I may have à little time for inquiry about it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I only want to say that the remarks of the Senator 
from Vermont do not seem to me to furnish any excuse for the investi- 

tion. Iam reminded also that the statement which he makes as a 

‘oundation for the investigation is not at all embodied in the resolu- 
tion, and the investigation might go entirely apart from the charges 
made, because no charges are referred to. 

But the other point which he makes about the orphan character of 

commission, having over it no immediate supervisor in the shape 
of a Secretary who has a seat in the Cabinet and a place at the Presi- 
dent's table, is not bs ag ema because the Secretary of the Interior is 
similarly situated. He has nobody over him but the President. So 
is the Secretary of the Treasury. Yet there is hardly a day but that 


some one of those men is charged with some more or less serious dere- 
liction of duty, which may or may not be true; and if this rule is to be 
adopted the Senate should carry it out and there should not be an ex- 
ception. The Senator from Vermont should be as willing to respond 
to other requests of the same kind, or suggestions that may come to 
him on account of his reading in the newspapers when some Cabinet 
officer has been assailed, and the Senate should resolve itself simply 
into a body of investigators, and be nothing else whatever or at least 
do nothing else. 

Mr, HALE. I should like to inquire what is the basis upon which 
this inquiry is to be instituted. Has there been any charge made 
against the Commissioner of Fisheries? Have affidavits of responsi- 
ble parties been brought before the Senate alleging a condition of 
things or irregularities that ought to be investigated, or is it simply 
that some newspaper has made some statement without giving au- 
thority and without giving the facts or alleged facts which have been 
brought before the Senate? 

So far as I know the office of the Fish Commissioner is being con- 
ducted in a business-like way and the many interests that are com- 
mitted to it are being well cared for. I do not know, in the section 
of country from which I come, of any complaint, but I agree with the 
Senator from Kansas that before we start committees to investigating 
different branches of the Government there ought to be something that 
appears to be authoritative on which to base the investigation. I do 
not know but that there may be in this case. The Senator from Ver- 
mont may know something of the kind. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I dislike to take any more time, 
because I presume nobody will object to this matter going over until 
to-morrow, standing in the same way as it does now, but I wish to say 
that I do not agree to the proposition that we should refuse to make 
an inquiry into the conduct of an administrative officer until the proof 
is submitted which shows that something has gone wrong. I want the 
inquiry first, if there is any reasonable ground in the mind of any Sen- 
ator to believe an inquiry ought to be made, so that we may see what 
the proof is. Speaking for myself alone, on my responsibility as a Sen- 
ator, enough has come to my knowledge to make me think it desirable 
for the purposes of the public interest as well as of public justice that 
the committee of the Senate whose business it is to look after such mat- 
ters should be authorized to make this inquiry. But I do not want to 
spend any more time on it. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. 
paper a publication giving a list of the names of parties 87 by 
Mr. McDonald, the present Fish Commissioner, since he has been in 
office and giving the relationship that exists between him and them, 
the salaries paid by him to them, and the aggregate amount of money 
paid to relatives and kinsfolk of his who are now employed by him in 
the commission and have been employed by him, which, if true, would 
make it absolutely necessary that he should be removed from his posi- 
tion and put out of his office. If they are not true, it seems to me 
that it is fair and just to him, as well as to the public and to members 
of Congress, that the untruth of those should be ascertained 
by some committee of the Senate, and I fully agree with the idea of 
the Senator from Vermont that it is proper for a committee of this body 
to inquire whether or not there is any truth in these charges as they 
have been published by papers in the country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, If there be no objection, the resolu- 


tions will lie over until to-morrow, to be brought up in the order f 


morning business, and the question will be on the motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the resolutions were agreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. After hearing the statement of the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. JONES] in reference to the resolution introduced by the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] it will be entirely agreeable to 
me to withdraw my request that the resolutions go over until to- mor- 
row. Ido not care to delay action in the matter. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolutions have gone over under 
the order of the Senate. : 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 84) to authorize the Secretary of War to issue ordnance 
and ordnance stores to the State of Washington in payment for ord- 
nance and ordnance stores borrowed by the State of Oregon of said State 
whilst a Territory, during the Nez Percé Indian war of 1877 and 1878, 
and for other ; 

A bill (S. 555) for the relief of James W. Harvey, as assignee of Jo- 
seph Parkins; and 

A bill (S. 2548) for the relief of the board of commissionets of the sink- 
ing fund of the city of Louisville, Ky. 


The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 


3622) to fix the time and places for holding Federal courts in the dis- 
thict of Kansas, with amendments in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3551) for the relief of John T. Johnston: 


/ 


There was a few days ago in a New York À 


5520 


A bill (H. R. 5966) to provide for an additional associate justice of 
the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 7058) to ratify and confirm an agreement entered into 
by commissioners on the part of the States of New York and Pennsyl- 
vania in relation to the boundary line between said States; 

A bill (H. R. 7655) for the relief of Hugh F. McNairy, executor of 
A. C. Thomson; 

A bill (H. R. 8149) to increase the limit of cost of the public building 
authorized by act of Congress approved March 2, 1889, to be erected at 
Fort Worth, Tex.; 

A bill (H. R. 8346) to create a new division in the eastern judicial 
district of the State of Tennessee; 

A bill (H. R. 85 14) to increase the limit of cost of site and public 
building at Duluth, Minn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 9521) toauthorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Savannah River; and 

A bill (H. R. 9677) to authorize the county of Pulaski, in the State 
of Georgia, to maintain a Du wagon and foot bridge across the Oc- 
mulgee River at or near Hawkinsville, in the State of Georgia. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr, DAWES. I gave notice yesterday that I should ask the Senate 
at this time to consider the fortification appropriation bill, but the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGu] had given notice previously of his 
desire to address the Senate at this time, and therefore I will omit for 
the day calling up that bill and will call it up to-morrow immediately 
after the morning business. 


TREASURY NOTES AND SILVER BULLION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2350) authorizing the issue of Treasury notes on de- 
posits of silver. 

. Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, the powers delegated to Congress by the 
Constitution in which the people of the United States have the most 
practical interest and concern are the power to levy and collect taxes and 
the power to coin money and regulate its value. Every citizen of the 
United States, whatever may be his or her condition, is directly inter- 
ested in the use Congress makes of these powers. Both these powers 
are so unrestricted in their scope as to make their abuse often amount 
to ‘‘robbery under the forms of law.“ The undisputed history of the 
use Congress has made ot these two powers and of the submission of the 
people of the United States to their abuse shows the most surprising 
occurrences in our experiment of republican government, 

These two powers were delegated because they are indispensable to 
the existence of government. However honestly and wisely and pru- 
dently these powers may be exercised, with all the light of centuries of 
trial and experience of this and other countries to guide lawmakers, 
the same difficulties constantly arise to trouble them now that were 
encountered in the beginning. The only explanation of the fact that 
the subjects of taxation and currency are incapable of final solution 
and settlement by legislation is that all attempts to regulate them are 
necessarily and unavoidably dependent for results upon the natural 
laws of uction and consumption, over which legislators can exer- 
cise but little control. These natural elements in the problem of reg- 
ulation produce conditions of more or less supply and demand and 
vary the operation and effect of legislation, whatever may be its char- 
acter. 

As all legislation upon finance and currency must be for these reasons 
more or less speculative and esperimenti, the first question for Con- 
pon to decide in considering the bill before us is whether existing 

ws have shown in their operation such defects or insufficiency as to 
require that they shall be repealed or amended, so as to ascertain by 
trial under new laws if our financial condition can not be improved 
and the people better satisfied. As it is in reference to tariff reform 
so it is with reference to reform in our currency; it is with conditions, 
and not theories, that Congress has to deal. It can not be denied that 
there is a condition of discontent in our best population that is well 
founded, far reaching. and powerful in its influence on our well-being. 
It is equally true that this ntent comes from only two sources, the 
farmers of the country and the wage-workers. The farmers of the 
West and elsewhere find no sufficient demand for their products at re- 
munerative prices and the wage-workers find no permanent compen- 
sating employment. 

These two causes of discontent ought not to exist in this country. 
No country on the globe has as much room, as many natural resources 
and advantages, as many opportunities and inducements for the prof- 
itable employment of labor and capital, widespread capacity to make 
food supply of all kinds unlimited, as much freedom in civil rights 
and privileges as the people can enjoy, abundant means and sources 
for acquiring knowledge ot all kinds; and yet with all these blessings 
we find millions of worthy people, without their fault, Ned ree 
that something must be radically wrong in the situation, and calling 
upon those who represent them in Congress and in State Legislatures 
to examine the matter and try to do something for their relief. What- 
ever Congress has the power to do, whatever Congress may do by law 
to remove the cause of this well grounded discontent and alleviate the 
hardships and prevent the lossesof these meritorious people, should be 
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done atonce. There will no doubt be great disappointment in the ex- 
pectations of many as to the amount of general benefit that will come 
from anything that can be done by the Federal or State governments. 

There are three factors in the problem of production and distribution 
of income that are under the control of Congress. First, the burden 
of Government, and, to meet and provide for these, the discriminating 
use that is made of the power of taxation to raise revenue. Second, 
the kind and quantity of currency, accredited by Congress as money, 
the people must have to meet their demands and uses in their trade 
and commerce, Third, the means and rates of transportation by water 
and rail toand from market places by common carriers. Each of these 
factors has been under the control of Congress during the lifetime of 
the Government. The present Congress is devoting all its ability and 
learning and penen to the subjects of tariff and currency, and what 
is likely to be the outcome can only be seen in the measures now pend- 
ing in the two Houses of Con : 

There is no doubt that the burdens of the Government will be in- 
creased many millions without any public or national necessity; and it 
is equally certain that the taxing power will be grossly abused by this 
Congress by multiplying these burdens to the extent of millions for the 
sole benefit of a few favored classes engaged in protected industries, 
As to transportation, the railroads and water ways that supply trans- 
portation in State and interstate commerce are now under the super- 
vision and control of Congress and State Legislatures, and many abuses 
have been corrected, and the rates of freight made more reasonable ac- 
cording to the principles of the common law. 

The bill now under consideration deals alone with silver as a cur- 
rency and a money unit of value in our circulation. Howeverabundant 
may be the supply of money it can never make the farmers and working 
people of this country strong enough to carry the burdens of taxation 
and expenditure that will be imposed upon them by the present Con- 
gress. When this Congress adjourns the amount that will be required 
to meet the obligations of the Government will be but little less than 
$550, 000, 000. 

This enormous amount of actual cash must be paid by somebody. 
Will these burdens be equally distributed among those who share the 
benefits of the Government and of the laws passed by Congress? Do 
those who are best able to carry this burden, and for whose advantage 
it is largely imposed, take a fair part of the load? There is not a Sen- 
ator in this Chamber who can answer these questions in the aflirma- 
tive. And yet it is by the votes of the Republican majority in Con- 
gress that this gross inequality and injustice is sanctioned and enforced. 
I call to the stand, to prove my statement, one of the most distin- 
guished Republicans in the House of Representatives, a man who 
stands in the front rank of American statesmen, who speaks upon a 
subject to which he has devoted much attention, and with which he 
is perfectly familiar. On the 14th of May, 1890, Mr. BUTTERWORTH, 
of Ohio, in a speech on the McKinley tariff bill, then pending in the 
House, used the following language: S 

Now, I propose to show, with the indulgence of the committee, just the in- 
equalities of some of the provisions of this bill as it affects the farming commu- 
nity, whose interest we treat with such tender and delicate solicitude, 
to show that under certain: tariff regulations, which have had the approval of 
some of my friends and which it is proposed in a large degree to continue and 
in some instances aggravate, uey have in fact taken outot the farmers of this 
country, outof our people, hundreds of millions of dollars, for which we now 
seek to atone by presenting to them pen of p rity. For instance, we 
hispo to 155 e, 6 e, 3 tin. Kis N 3 

rom e un or u . 

come toanabile certain individuals in the United Biates tohave s corner on lek: 
eledsteel. It is proposed to remove the tariff on sugar, substantially, and at the 
mente vias require the people to pay a bounty to encourage the production of that 
Ow. just let me show how unequal and unjust these several provisions are 
in their operation, and I bave only mentioned a few, showing without doubt 
the prohibitory duty imposed on certain articles, which has the effect of simply 
wiping out certain business establishments which are old and prosperous and 
condu by the way, by earnest and devoted Republicans. 

First, let me take the question of copper. During ten years, as I have stated, 
the people of this country have contributed of their hard-earned many 
millions of dollars, for which they have no consideration whatever. It is a mere 
gratuity and extortion. The same may be said of one-half the money paid for 
aiaa n the United States during the same period, The samo may be said òf 

e 


propose 


creased cost of tin proposed in this bill. 
An examination of the reports will show that there is no supply of tin in this 
country, and beasts that there will be some paying mine discovered is not 
u an 


osures of which any intell 
increase will cost the people of this country. 

me add, also, the farther amount we have paid to the producers of steel rails 
during the last twodecades, The amount is simply fabulous. We will pay this 
year probably ten millions, certainly five millions, as a mere gratuity, It was 
not ed that what we shall N age upon tin-plate is essential to any tin in- 
dustry, for we have neither the tin nor the Jan, But some of the largest 
industries in the United States, employing armies of people as producers in the 
field, en, and orchard, and the still larger army of 3 would be 
placed under needless and exacting tribute for the benefit of a syndicate which 
would employ doubtless a few thousand immigrants. Thus old and established 
industries are to submit to an extortion to enable a few thrifty gentlemen to 
make an experiment. ; 

Can it be possible that florid rhetoric can conceal from the farmer the utter 
want of bait on that tin hook? Not a cent has been realized to the ple in 
any way from the vast sum that has been paid to the producers of Falls 1 
mean the excess over what adequate protection demanded—so that the people 
are out the amount of bonus. If it had found its way into the Treasury it 
would help to pay — ree debt, but it does not. 


y 
But let — Just what this 


Now, let us see w. to conciliatethe farmer. He is offered 
some free „but takes revenue from the Treasury which must be made 
up in some way if that revenue shall be needed, He saves in the cost of 
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the sugar so many millions of dollars, but he loses it to the revenue. His loss 
does not stop there, for he has to pay it out in bounty. 

But that is not all. The farmer will have, after all, to pay well for his sugar 
if he be required to pay a bounty, and where that bounty will stop no one 
knows. So be may not in the end realize any cheaper sugar if the bounty is 
continued, and he has lost revenue of the Government which must be made up. 
He has also, on account of his good fortune in having the abolition of the sugar 
tariff, to become reconciled to being fleeced by these other industries, so called, 
that I have just mentioned. But he is consoled by the suggestion of a higher 
tariff on farm products. Well, let us examine that fora moment. They point 
with glee toa tariff on eggs of 5 cents a dozen. In 1888 Canada shipped to the 
great markets of the United States about 21,000,000 dozen eggs, and careful com- 
eee etry, ser eggs 1244 cents per dozen, shows that the whole amount 
received from Canada would give each person in the United States one omelet 


a year, 
That is the full extent ofit. * I sound this note of warning, and what- 
ever this House may decide, and although it may resound with plaudits of 
utterances that a Chinese wall is the security of our people, yet I assert that 
there never was a time in the history of the Republican party when it was in 
more danger of defeat than upon this one suggested idea that it is permissible 
to levy tribute upon all the people of this country of 65,000,000 to confera benefit 
upon a few hundreds by going beyond the imposition of a protective tariff 
necessary to remove inequalities and impart to competition the quality of fair- 
ness, Equalizing opportunities is not exacting tribute. Creating inequalities 
is producing the very evil the protective system was intended to remove. 
ow, sir, I rend with sadness the attempt to satisfy the farmers and other 
laborers and producers and to induce them to believe they will find quicker 
rosperity, lighter burdens, and greater strength to bear them in the clause of 
This ili which imposes increased duties on agricultural products; that they 
will derive a benefit from a duty on Canada eggs, a duty on potatoes and har- 
ley, a duty on rye, corn, etc., and the like imported from Canada. In other 
words, that the hens will lay during the winter when eggs are high if we only 
rule out the fruit of the Cunadian hen. We are exporters of wheat and not im- 
rters, and yet they would build a dam to keep the water from running up the 
hint. We are exporters of corn, but would request the Canadians to shut their 
doors and thus close the highway tothat great market for our corn. 
Is the fact overlooked that all wong our northern border there would be im- 
mense establishments, employing thousands of workmen, built up to utilize 
Canadian lumber, Canadian minerals, but for the useless and absurd notion 
that we must levy a tax upon all the people of this country, which has no other 
effect than to bestow exclusive advantages upon a few who have already 
become possessed of the wealth of OCressus? * But the folly of this pre- 
tense becomes apparent when you come to survey the employé whose inter- 
est we ostensibly seek to protect. Go tothe mills and find the spindles fed 
by children who were not born under our flag and whose parents are not nat- 
uralized, Go to many of the mines and find them worked by men who are of 
the very character and quality against the influence of whose labor when it is 
exe elsewhere we protest with such earnestness. 

The fact is that our unrevised system is to-day, taken in connection with un- 
restricted nee in more in the interest of that class of labor that is con- 
stantly talked about as the pauper labor of Europe, and which is coming to our 
shore, than it is of the American citizen, and by the American citizen | mean 
the native and naturalized citizen, If some of the gentlemen who have been 
before the Ways and Means Committee would search their pay-rolis they would 
find that in some cases not 5 per cent. are citizens of the United States, and in 
other cases the employés go by numbers and not by name, 

Mr. President, the most remarkable fact stated by Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH was that the duty of 66% cents on the cost of production of cop- 
per in this country had enabled the few owners of copper mines, who 
had invested only $1,250,000, to declare and pocket dividends on their 
investment to the amount of $60,000,000. 

How is it possible that in.a government of the people, by the peo- 
ple, and for the people such an astounding robbery could be made 
possible by law in full view of the people? and how can a system of so- 
called protection that produces such monstrous results continue to 
receive the deliberate aid and sanction of a great national party that 
now has ion of every branch of the Federal Government and 
boasts that it obtained its restoration to power on the merits of its pro- 
tective policy? * 

Can the free coinage of silver or any other remedial legislation have 
an open field and a fair fight with the causes of discontent known to 
exist in . and unfavored classes all over this country? As 
long as such a system of tariff taxation as that exposed by Mr. Bur- 
TERWORTH as the ruinous work of his own party is permitted by the 
people to absorb the substance of the toil of farmers and working peo- 
ple, nothing they can regain from a greater volume of currency will 
enable them to save any surplus from their hard earnings, The grain- 
producing States have very little promise of an increase in their wealth 
from annual incomes from sales of wheat and corn. 8 

Jam satisfied that the future condition of these States will be that 
of overproduction of wheat and corn and falling prices so long as they 
aid and support existing policies, The lands in the new States and 
Territories, untouched by the plow, will produce more wheat and 
better wheat as you go north, and notone-third of the best wheat lands 
in the United States are now under cultivation. The estimate of the 
last crop of wheat was about 400,000,000 bushels, which is less than 
heretofore, on account of falling prices. Not one-fourth of our annual 
crop of wheat finds a foreign market, and the demand abroad is being 
constantly diminished by increased production in other wheat-growing 
countries. The exhaustion of wild pasturage will increase the con- 
sumption of grain in stock-raising, and stock-raising will always be 
more or less profitable. 

But I never knew any people to be impoverished by cheap food. 
The United States is the greatest food-producing country in the world. 
I am unable to understand that it would be a misfortune if each State 
in the Union produced food enough to supply its own population. The 
land-owner who has the means of cultivating the soil is the most inde- 
poca being liv He has his house, his fuel, his horses aud mules, 

is grain and hay, his pigs, cattle, meat, butter, milk, poultry, vege- 
tables and fruits, and no man can suffer for necessaries for his own use 
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with these possessions; if he owned millions to expend for more riches 
and luxuries and luxurious indulgence, all this additional wealth 
would not be necessary for his happiness or usefulness. But the wage- 
worker, who has no house, no fuel, no provisions, or clothing for himself 
and family, except such as he is able to procure from his wages, is 
always uneasy on account of his dependence upon his own labor and 
the fear of sickness and of being thrown out of employment. 

Mr. President, I have the honor of representing a State in part that 
has a soil end climate adapted to the production of the most abundant 
food crops of all varieties that are raised in any State in the Union. 
Alabama has excellent water, fine climate, splendid forests of timber, 
all varieties of scenery, and when her marvelous capabilities, resources, 
and advantages for farming, mining, manufacturing, and other pur- 
suits are estimated they can not be exaggerated.’ No man who ever 
visited Alabama on account of any report or description he has had of 
her resources was ever disappointed by his personal observations, 

Everything that has ever been produced in any State in the Union 
ean be produced in Alabama, and when you sum up everything that 
can be produced in any one of thirty States in the Union, Alabama 
can add to the aggregate what not one of the thirty States possesses or 
can produce, and that is three crops in which there never can be over- 
production or unremunerating prices to the producer, and in the profit- 
able production of which she defies competition. These crops are 
cotton, coal, and pig-iron. 

Every commodity produced in Alabama which is for sale can find a 
market at paying prices. With all her food-producing capacity it is a 
singular fact that the people of Alabama send vast sums of money an- 
nually to Western States for corn, flour, and megt, which could be 
easily raised at home. If all the farmers of Alabama would make it 
a rule absolute to raise enough provisions for their own consumption 
and aim to have their cotton crop a clean gain, there would be much 
less complaint among the farmers of Alabama about hard times. 

I can see no reason why cotton should ever again sell for less than 
10 cents at the home market, except when there gre depressed trade 
conditions or contraction in the circulation causing scarcity of money. 
We can make pig-iron as cheaply as anywhere in the world, and 
cheaper than in Ohio or Pennsylvania. When our coal supply has 
water transportation to Mobile, which it will have at an early day, that 
growing city on the Gulf will be the cheapest coal market in the world. 
As long as the people of Alabama send to the Northwest for their su 
ply of corn, meat, and flour it shows a most remarkable feeling of lib. 
erality and unselfishness on their part to be distressed because the 
Western farmers are not getting higher prices for their commodities. 

The farmers and people of Alabama have been great friends of the 
farmers of the Northwest. They are good customers, and spend mill- 
ions among them in the West for what they could raise themselves in 
Alabama. When the Chiriese threatened to overrun some of our fellow- 
countrymen on the Pacific coast and they called on us for help, we 
broke over treaty obligations to come to their rescue. When the man- 
ufacturers of New England accumulated mammoth fortunes from the 
protective policy denounced by Mr. BUTTERWORTH in his great speech 
and became thereby millionaires and interested in a gold standard of 
value, they turned upon silver to drive it ont of our currency, and to- 
day are its most formidable enemies. Alabama and the other South- 
ern States are again ready to stand by the silver-producing States and 
to join the representatives of the great Northwest and the Pacific Slope 
in driving back the enemies of silver in their crusade to destroy it as a 
money unit of value. 

We shall see what we shall see in the way of mutuality of friendship 
when the representatives of Massachusetts in the Senate and House 
revive the crusade against the white people of the South to compel the 
count of the negro vote according to its numerical strength as shown 
by the census, for the declared purpose of securing representatives in the 
House who will join Massachusetts in perpetuating the blessings to New 
England and the farmers of the West of the protective policy that 
enabled a dozen copper-owners on a capital of $1,250,000 to et a 
dividend of $60,000,000 out of the unsophisticated people of this coun- 
try. 
If Massachusetts succeeds in passing her Federal election law with 
the aid of the silver States and the representatives of the farmers of 
the West, the white people of the South do not expect to be able to 
make much use of silver or the farm products of the West. The 
labor of the negro, always unreliable, will become more demoralized, 
the growth of our industries and the development of our resources will 
be checked, and our trade conditions with the North become disturbed 
in our efforts by all lawful means to saye ourselves and our families 
and State government and society from the dire consequences of negro 
suffrage under the absolute control of corrupt partisan Republicans, 
who will revive methods and practices with which the white people of 
the South became acquainted during the period of reconstruction under 
carpet-bag and negro government. 

Mr. President, I will now consider generally and briefly the bill of 
the Committee on Finance and the amendment of the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] on the subject of silver coinage. 

The very able and exhaustive speeches to which the Senate has list- 


ened in favor of free coinage were each powerful presentations of the 
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whole question of finance and currency and leave but little for me to 
say. 

The people do not care as much for theories as they do for facts. 
Many who acquired great reputations as financiers have discovered and 
acknowledged their mistakes. Some theories stand every attack made 
on them, because they are not only reasonable in themselves, but they 
have stood the severest test of trial and experience. The enemies of 
silver use no weapons but theories. Their ments always abound 
in theories, predictions, and dogmatic assertions in reference to the 
opinions and arguments of their adversaries. 

Silver is like truth; when crushed to earth it will rise again. Facts 
are produced by the operation of laws that man has no hand in mak- 
ing. Facts are simple in themselves and easily understood, and for 
that reason they are irresistible in force and effect. 

I say the people wish to know the undisputed facts. Then, is it a 
fact that those who take part in the discussion of financial questions 
and make arguments and express opinions to influence legislation be- 
long to the creditor or the debtor class, or are they producers or capi- 
talists? Is it a fact that those who supply money and those who use 
it are widely separated in interest? Is it a fact that capitalists and 
creditors own United States bonds and national banks, and that these 
banks issue paper money on these bonds and aid in making the volume 
of our circulating medium? Is it a fact that those who have money 
make the deposits in banks and use checks on banks and clearing 
houses? Is it a fact that farmers, laborers, mechanics, artisans, and 
manufacturers.own commodities made up of cotton, wool, and other 
raw material, and wheat, corn, meat, animals, muscle, and brain? 
We know that these commodities and human agencies bring money, 
and the amount depends on the supply and demand for them and very 
largely on the quantity of money in circulation. If there is but little 
money and plenty of commodities the price will be low. If there is a 
sufficientsupply of money the demand for commodities will be greater 
and the price higher. Too little money will always buy more com- 
modities, whether the supply be great or small. It is certainly to the 
interest of those who have idle money, or money to invest, to make its 
purchasing power as great as possible. The smallest volume of money 
will buy more labor, production, and property than a larger quantity. 
Hence, it is natural that money-holders will favor contraction of the 
currency and that commodity-holders will favor a volume of circula- 
tion that comes up to the point where equality is found between the 
supply of money and commodities. It is one of those theories ex- 
perience has established that the quantity of necessary, useful, or 
gratifying products is the measure of wealth, and money is the just 
measure of commerce and exchange and the standard by which con- 
tracts are fulfilled.” y 

It is very natural that those who have land and labor and machinery 
to 33 commodities should favor a plentiful supply of money to 
make market prices more remunerative. It is equally natural that 
those who have money to lend and to ears age labor and purchase crops 
and other commodities or property should want their money to have 
as much purchasing power and bring as high rates of interest as possi- 
ble, and they know that the less money there is in circulation the less 
competition and the less market price. Those who owe debts can pay 

them easier when money is plenty than when it is scarce, and the cred- 

itor to whom the money is coming wants it to have as much value and 

urchasing power as practicable, All these are plain truths well un- 
ee by the people. : 

The question of how much money is needed by the people in their 
commerce and exchange and to fulfill their contracts, oat never been 
satisfactorily answered, because the necessary quantity has never been 
ascertainable on any basis of calculation generally accepted as correct. 
The amount, whatever it may be, necessarily varies, and whether there 
is enough money in circulation is a question about which very few 
people who claim to be good judges ever agree, It is easy to decide 
when there is not enough money in circulation, as everybody has per- 
sonal knowledge ofits scarcity. But it is very rare that you hear any 
complaint that money is too abundant, Another fact must be ad- 
mitted, and that is that the aggregate amount of money in existence in 
the country may be amply sufficient to answer all the demands for 
money, but vast sums are withdrawn from circulation and hoarded, 
and the effect produced thereby on the trade and commerce of the 
country is the same as would be caused by the destruction of the same 
amount of currency. 4 

Four years ago, as shown by official and authoritative evidence, the 
amount of money in existence in the United Stateswas, in round num- 
bers, $1,500,000,000. There was at that time much more activity in 
trade and much more general prosperity than at the present time. 

At this time the te amount of money is about the same that 
it was four years since, and there is now widespread discontent among 
farmers and laborers, prices are too low and there are too many idle 
popa who are unable to find employment. Has scarcity of money 
produced this trouble and can it be relieved by increasing the circula- 
tion? Iam very strongly in favor of making money more plentiful, 
80 as to let the people have an opportunity of enjoying an experiment 
with a greater quantity of currency. It has been a long time since 
we had anything like a redundant circulation, - 


The people, in no time of our history, and no country in the world’s 
history ever suffered in trade and commerce or otherwise from having 
too much coined money in circulation or as the basis of circulation. 
Who ever heard of inflation in gold or silver money or in paper money 
founded on it for redemption? How can there be depreciation in the 
unit of money value compounded of gold and silver, so long as the unit 
is the coin of the Government, declared by a law of Con to have 
the value of a dollar? The only way the ingenuity of Shylock could 
devise to destroy silver and gold as a just measure of commerce and 
exchange and the standard for the fulfillment of contracts is to sepa- 
rate them and make either a commodity. This plan was resorted to 
and putin execution in 1873 by the enemies of silver, but it wasafter- 
wards discovered and exposed in 1878, when silver was partially re- 
stored to its old position in the coinage laws. 

The united struggle between the friends of gold and the enemies of 
silver, and the friends of both metals, has been protracted through 
many years, under circumstances of great inequality in the forces en- 
gaged. The enemies of silver have always been animated by the cer- 
tainty of securing a great prize by making gold the single standard of 
value, The combination was made up of business men trained in the 
use of money and in the methods of acquiring it, and potential in giv- 
ing shape and direction to the currents of e and commerce, and en- 
abling capital to assert its power through banksand other fiscal agencies. 

Those who favored the coinage of silver and combining it with gold 
as the unit of money value were denounced as and speculators 
and gamblers and repudiators, who were playing a reckless game fora 
cheap and useless currency that would certainly drive gold to foreign 
countries or cause it to be hoarded and discredit Federal securities, 
but the friends of silver gained a partial victory in 1878 by restoring 
it to compulsory coinage at the rate of two millions per month. The 
silver-coinage act of 1878 has met the most sanguine expectations of 
its friends and disappointed all the calculations and predictions of its 
enemies, In eight years silver currency was in to $215,000,000 
without driving out a dollar of gold or depreciating Federal bonds. 

Notwithstanding these remarkable and beneficial results, the gold 
forces were again mustered into line in 1886 to suspend the further 
coinage of silver. The whole power of the executive department of 
the Government was again arrayed against coining any more silver, 
It was predicted again, as it had been in 1878, that serious disorder in 
our currency and ruinous effects upon our trade and industrial P 
suits were impending and threatened by the continued coinage of sil- 
ver; that the United States had reached a crisis in their marvelous 
development and in their commercial relations that could be met and 
relieved only by concurrent action between our Government and the 
Governments of England, France, and Germany, resulting in an 
ment by which there should be but one standard of value in each and 
all these countries, and to be the same in equivalency and converti- 
bility; that except for petty domestic uses silver coinage had been sus- 
pended and silver disused as a legal tender in England Germany, and 
all the nations composing the Latin Union, and gold made the only 
standard of value, and that the necessary and unavoidable effect of this 
foreign condition on American currency and commerce must be de- 
structive morally, politically, materially, and generally. The issue 
thus presented was met and the further coinage of silver was not sus- 


nded. 

Pe The friends of silver achieved a t success and placed themselves 
in a position to defy the guns of the enemy in the passage of the law 
authorizing and requiring the issue of certificates to circulate as money 
in the place of the silver dollar. The accumulation in the Treasury of 
silver dollars under the compulsory coinage of two millions per month 
and the unfriendly act of the Secretary of the Treasury in refusing to 
pay out silver dollars for bullion or for interest on Federal bonds were 
having a depressing effect upon the value of silver in the bullion mar- 
ket, and this condition, caused by the representative of the Govern- 
ment for the purpose of discrediting its own coin, was seized as the o 
portunity and the-necessity for suspending the further coinage of the 
silver dollar as the only relief from the perils of the situation. 

But silver certificates had been conceived and brought forth most 
opportunely, and although often threatened with strangulation by their 
enemies, and especially by the nurse appointed by the Government to 
take care of them in their infancy, yet they have survived the effects 
of the bad treatment, and satisfied the friends and many of the former 
enemies of silver that with the aid of these certificates silver can safely 
go into free and unlimited coinage, and stand side by side on terms of 
perfect equality with gold. A modest man but seldom gets his dues, 
and for that reason I hope I will be pardoned for the vanity of the 
claim I make for part of the credit to which the friends of silver are 
entitled for upholding and preserving the life and strength of silver 
certificates in their life-and-death struggle with national banks and 
clearing-houses. 

It must not be forgotten that the law and the contract which govern 
in every forum in Christendom the obligation of the Government and 
the rights of the bondholders had been persistently disregarded by 
every Treasury official, and thatthis law and the contract made under 
it expressly declared that the gold and silver coin then lying idle in 
the public Treasury were equivalents in value and a legal tender in 


payment of the principal and interest of the bonds through all time and 
under all circumstances and conditions, This burlesque upon Congres- 
sional enactments by Treasury officials was enacted in the face of Con- 
gress and in full view of the American people under the dictation of 


the national banks and clearing-houses. Nor was this all of the dis- 


obedience of law and absolute subjection to the demands and decrees 
of this new tribunal. 

On the 2lst of June, 1882, the Senate had under consideration the 
bill ‘‘ to enable national-banking associations to extend their corporate 
existence.“ 

The charters of national banks were about to expire, and the pur- 

ot the bill was to enable them to renew and continue their ex- 
tence. The national banks obtained from Congress the right to extend 
their life-time by renewing their charters on the terms of the law which 
is now and has been in operation since 1882. When the bill was pend- 
ing in the Senate I offered the following amendment, which was adopted 
and is now part of the law: 

No national-banking association shall become a member of a clearing-house 
in which silver certificates shall not be receivable in payment of clearing-house 
balances. 

In explanation of this amendment I stated to the Senate that the 
“ prohibition would operate upon the fiscal agents of the Government 
who were members of a clearing-house. That it would avoid the con- 
stitutional difficulty su by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
80N] and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. That the clearing- 
houses were the most powerful agencies in the country to discredit the 
silver certificates by refusing to receive them in payment of their bal- 
ances. That we ought not to permit our fiscal agents to go into any 
association that employed its power for the purpose of discrediting sil- 
ver certificates which we authorize to be issued and require everybody 
else to receive. That we were aiming to put silver certificates upon 
thesame footing with gold certificates. That these clearing-houses were 
using their power to defeat the object we aim at by this legislation, 
and to defeat the amendment would be to give aid and comfort to the 
national banks and the parties who associate with them for the pur- 
pose of discrediting silver and silver certificates.“ 

The following is the vote on the passage of my amendment: 


YEAS—29, 
Beck, Davis of Illinois, Ingalls, Van Wyck, 
Brown, Davis of W. Va. onas, Vest, 
Butler, Farley, Maxey, Voorhees, 
X George, Mo: 5 Walker, 
Cameron of Pa. Gorman, Pendleton, Williams, 
Chilcott, Grover, Pugh, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Ransom, 
Coke, Hill of Colorado, Vance, 
NAYS—20, 
Aldrich, Ferry, Hoar, Rollins, 
Allison, Frye, Lapham, Sawyer, 
Anthony, Hale MeMillan, Sewell, 
yard, Harrison, Mahone, Sherman, 
Conger, Hawley, Morrill, Windom. 


Notwithstanding my amendment and the obligations of the national 
banks who obtained their existence on the promise to obey it, the law 
was for years deliberately evaded and nullified by agreement among 
the banks themselves never to offer silver certificates in payment of 
balances in their clearing-house account, and there would be no viola- 
tion of the law that required them to be received. 

What other powerful motive of self-interest do we find for this per- 
sistent and unfair warfare‘ upon silver by national banks and organized 
capitalists? 

Silver is the only money that circulates among the people that is be- 
yond thecontrol of the national banks in the volume of its circulation, 
except that they influence Treasury officials in withholdingit from circu- 
lation to discredit it as a part of our standard currency. We have $346,- 
000,000 of greenbacks that can not be diminished under existing law. 
Stop the coinage of silver or make it a commodity and nothing in the 
future is more certain than that the national banks will ultimately 
supply our paper currency and contract or inflate at pleasure, and the 
money kings will then become“ monarchs of all they survey.“ In 
the language of General Hamilton, the general state of debtor and 
creditor, all the relations and consequences of price, the essential in- 
terests of trade and industry, the value of all property, the whole in- 
come both of the state and of individuals, will become subject to the 
judicious or injydicious regulation of the currency’’ by national and 
other banks and money kings. 

Again I quote from the memorable report of General Hamilton as 
Secretary of the Treasury in 1791: : 

To annul the use of either gold or silver as money is to abridge the quantity 

circulating medium, and is liable toall the objections which arise from a com- 
paee of the benefits of a full circulation with the evils of a scanty circulation, 

the whole, it seems most advisable not to attach the unit to either of the 
metals, because this can not be done effectually without destroying the office 
and character of one of them as money and reducing it to the situation of mere 
merchandise, and this would probably be a greater evil than occasional varia- 
tions in the unit from the fluctuations in the relative value of the metals, es- 
pecially if care be taken to regulate the proportion between them with an eye 
their average commercial value. 

I now call the special attention of Republican Senators to high Repub- 

lican authority on the silver question, as presented by the bill of the 


committee and the plan of the present Secretary of the Treasury to 
put silver in the situation of mere merchandise.“ 

In the Forty-fifth Con, Mr. Blaine delivered a prepared speech 
which will be found in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 7, page 
821: 


I believe the struggle now going on in this country and in other countriesfor 
asingle gold standard would, if successful, produce widespread disaster in the 
end throughout the commercial world. destruction of silver as money 
and establishing gold as the sole unit of value must have a ruinous effect on 
all forms of property except those investments which yield 4 fixed return in 
money. These would be enormously enhanced in value, and would gain a 
3 and unfair advantage over every other species of property. 

If, as the most reliable statistics aftirm, there are nearly seven thousand mill- 
ions of coin or bullion in the world, not very unequally divided between „gond 
and silver, it is impossible to strike silver out of existence as money wi t 
results which will prove distressing to millions and utterly disastrous to tens ot 
thousands, * * I do not think that this country, holding so vast a propor- 
tion of the world’s supply of silver in its mountains and its mines can afford to 
reduce the metal to the situation of mere merchandise. If silver ceases to be 
used as money in Europe and America the great mines of the Pacific slope will 
be closed and dead. A vast source of wealth to this entire country is 
destroyed the moment silver is permanently disused as money. 

I now quote from the inimitable and graphic utterances of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]: ; 

No enduring fabric of national prosperity can be builded on gold. Goldis 
the money of the monarch; kings aye it; the exchanges of nations are effected 
by it. Its tendency is to accumulate in vast masses in commercial centers, and 
to move from kingdom to kingdom in such volumes as to unsettle values and 
disturb the finances of the world. it ia the instrament of 8 and specu- 
lators, and the idol of the miser and the thief. Being the object of so much 
adoration, it becomes haught¥ and sensitive, aud shrinks at approach of 
danger, and whenever it is most needed it always disappears. 

At the slightest alarm it begins to look for a refu; It flies from the nation 
at war to the nation at + War makes ita fagitive, No people in a great 
emergency ever founda faithful ally in gold. It is the mostcosvardly and treach- 
erous ofall metals. It makes no treaty that it does not break. It has no friend 
whom it does not sooner or later betray. But silver is the money of the people. 
It is the money of wages and retail. Its tendency is toward di on and dis- 
semination. It enters into the minute concerns of traffic and is exchanged day 
by day for daily bread. 


Mr. President, it will always be an undeniable truth that, when 
contracts are made by a standard which is gradually contracting, the 
advantages are on the side of a Fy as against labor, and productive 
energy is cramped by receiving less than a fair share of the profits of 
its enterprise. It is equally well established that both metals are 
required to counteract the tendency of the specie standard to contract 
under the vast increase of the property of the world.“ This truth has 
been and is now being fully yerified in European and American his- 
tory. England and Germany are now struggling to retain their gold 
supply, and the price of labor, property, and productions is serious] 
threatened on account of the unavoidable tendency of their gold stand- 
ard to contract under the pressure of the increase in population and 
productions, and we are now feeling the effects of that contraction in 
the diminution of exports. 

The great English financier, Mr. Goschen, M. P., and one of the 


directors in the Bank of England, in an address delivered before the 


Bankers’ Institute in April, 1883, said: = 


To me it Appears that we have a striking phenomenon before us. On the 
one hand I do not think any of you will be orant of the fact of the with- 
drawal of an immense amount of gold, which, under ordinary circumstances, 


would have passed into the currency of gold-using countries. If you take the 
been absorbed 


amount of gold currency which has the last ten years by Ger- 
many, Italy, and the United States, you will arrive at the stupendous sum of 
$1,000,000,000. Germany required $420,000,000, Italy $80,000,000, and the United 
States take more than 000,000. 5 


Mark the important fact that this amount of gold taken by the United 
States, which has been greatly increased within the last six years, was 
during the ten years from 1873 to 1883. Five years of this time the 
coinage of silver was dropped and five years its coinage renewed, 
and for the five years the silver mint was turning out $24,000,000 per 
annum our gold supply was on the increase, and no gold-standard 
country in the world has kept pace with the double-standard United 
States in the increase of its supply of gold. 

Mr. Goschen continues: 


Now, many of yos may be aware that there has been a falling off in the an- 
nual supply of go 


mand has practically absorbed the total gupply of gold for the last ten years, 
But it is not sufficient to state that the total supply 
circulation in the gold-using countries of Eu: been absorbed. 

This additional and extraordinary demand falls upon a supply of $100,000,000 
which has to furnish the wear and tear of the coinage, and the total amount 
used for the purposes of art and manufacture, besides the purposes of circula- 
tion. There are various estimates made of the amount of gold used in the arts 
and man ures, A very eminent French authority accepts our estimate of 
$50,000,000 as the amount annually consumed for such purposes, 


The Directors of our Mint report an increase in the consumption of 
gold in the arts and manufactures. About $15,000,000 are used in the 
United States for these purposes, 

Mr. Goschen concludes, upon his review of the situation, that 


Economists will 8 ask themselves the question, what result, if any, 
is such a phenomenon likely to have produced? I think there is scarcely an 
economist but would answer at once it is probable, itis almost necessary, 
it is according to the laws and principles of currency, that such a phenomenon 
must be followed by a fall in the prices of commodities generally 


Here he gives a table showing the decline in prices. 
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I am bound to say that these figures reveal an extraordinary state of things. 
It appears to me that, if it be true that population continually increases and 
that there is a certain increase in wealth, an additional amount of circulation 
will be necessary in order to meet the increased demand, unless there are com- 
pensating counter economies by the extension of the check system and other 


methods. 
On the one hand you undoubtedly have increased population. - You also have 
an increase of th. Then, again, you require more gold for more transac- 
tions. Gold has two or three functions to perform in circulation. It has to 
supply pocket-money, liquidate large transactions between nations, and, what 
is almost an analogous function, it has to remain in the vaults of bankers on de- 
posit inst the notes that are issued against it. Such being the functions of 
gold, if the population increases pockct-money must increase, and if the trans- 
actions increase somewhat more will be required for liquidating the balances. 
Let us now consider whether the economies in the use of gold (checks and 
clearings) have been as great as the increase in the population, and as the in- 
crease in the amount of gold required to liquidate the balance of transactions. 
We have already redu the use of gold in this country almost to a minimum 
and Iam confirmed in this view by the statement that the total circulation of 
ld in England increased, according to the estimate of the authorities of the 
k of England, from $515,000,000 to $620,000,000 between 1870 and 1880. This 
would mean, and it is a most significant fact, that in England, which is ‘ so well 
banked, $100,000,000 more was nevertheless required in 1880 than in 1870. 


Mr. Goschen then expresses the opinion that the use of checks and 
clearings by banks and clearing-houses has not counterbalanced the 
increasing demand in England, France, Germany, or elsewhere for gold 
on account of the increase in wealth and population. This great finan- 
cier then remarks: 


Iam now brought to the point that if there is any truth in the theory that the 
amount of circulation stands in a certain relation to price then this strain u 
the gold circulation must have produced an effeat upon prices. We have to deal 
with the fact, let us look at it how we will, the sovereign goes further than it 


used to go. py, then, it is for those who have the sovereigns; on the other 
hand, unhappy it is for those who have commodities left on hand and produce 
which they have not sold. 

. * * * „ * * 


Let us now assume that there will be a continuance of low prices; that isto 
say, a continuance in the increased value of gold. Two classes would be per- 
manently affected. One is the class which is entitled to receive gold. They 
will be mach better off. The class of debtors, on the other hand,whoare bound 
to pay a given amount of gold for a long period to come, will be much worse 
off. In the same way as the rise in prices is generally to the advantage of 
the debtor, so a fall in prices will be to his disadvantage. The holders of mort- 
gages would be in a distinctly favorable position. While the mortgages would 
run, they will continue at a sum that will be on the constant increase in its 
8 power. Those who have borrowed the sum will be in a worse posi- 

jon by having their means of paxment constantly diminishing in price. The 
influence of this circumstance on land-owners will not be overlooked. 

Land-owners who have borrowed on their estates will be under contract to 


Mr. President, this is not the twaddle of a Western or Southern 
demagogue or the incoherent nonsense of some “ idiot? or ‘‘ lunatic’? 
who ought to have a room in an asylum; but they are the grave and 
well considered views of an English statesman and experienced finan- 
eier, who is a friend of the single gold standard and who speaks to his 
fellow economists on a great financial phenomenon that now overshad- 
ows monometallic England and Germany. 

Mr. President, Ithink I discover in the conditions now existing in 
the United States, which are the necessary outgrowth of precisely the 
same causes mentioned by Mr. Goschen as those operating in England, 
Germany, and France, that the United States are now confronted bya 
great financial phenomenon. 

Is it not within the range of events in the near future that the en- 
tire output of our mines of gold and silver will be insufficient as a 
unit of money value to supply the demands of our rapidly increasing 
population and wealth? And may we not soon be in the condition of 
the Roman Empire, when the debtor class will become clamorous for 
relief laws, made necessary by the insufficiency in the supply of the 
precious metals to furnish an expansive currency equal to necessary 
wants constantly multiplying in our trade and commerce? 

The necessity for a more expansive currency is perfectly apparent, 
and its existence can not be ignored by Congress, This necessity can 
not be met by any legislation that comes short of making available the 

, entire supply of American mines to secure a circulation sufficiently ex- 
pansive to meet the demands of our people to satisfy their reasonable 
and legitimate wants. The London press (speaking for the Bank of 
England), and the Bank of Germany, and the Bank of France and their 
clearing-houses and their allies in Wall street and the East may unite 
in their crusade against silver. They may come with their assurances 
that their returns show what a small amount of money enters into our 
daily transactions, and how much its use has beer superseded by the 
machinery of banking, with its modern system of checks, bills of ex- 
change, and clearing-houses; that there need be no apprehension of 
a too limited circulation; that the national banks are ready to issue 
their notes in such 33 as they think the laws of trade demand, 
but we respectfully decline to accept or to act upon such assurances. 

Mr. President, I shall ioin my vote to those who support the free and 


unlimited and compulsory coinage of gold and silver bullion as esti- 
mated by existing laws to make a unit of money; that certificates issue 
on the bullion or on the coin, redeemable in coin or any lawful money, 
when presented by the holder, and that the coin certificates bereceivable 
for taxes and dues to the United States of every description, and shall 
be a lawful tender for all debts, public and private. 


WITHDRAWAL OF FERMENTED LIQUOR FROM UNSTAMPED PACKAGES, 


Mr. FARWELL obtained the floor. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin ? 

Mr. FARWELL. Les, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. I introduced two bills relating to the same sub- 
ject, which are numbered 1302 and 1303 on the Calendar. I ask unan- 
imous consent that they may be taken up now. I think they will elicit 
no debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally 
laid aside for the purpose of enabling him to call for the consideration 
of a bill the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 2311) to amend section 3354 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That section 3354 of the Revised Statutes of the United States is hereby 
Speers so that it shall read as follows: 


pts to carry 
other place in which fermented liquor is made, or upon any 
house, shall be liable to a fine o; 
hall be liable to forfeit- 


or other utensils or apparatus, either on the 
ttling house, and with such changes of or ad- 


of Internal Revenue, subject to the ns peg of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
ks and seals prescribed shall be aaa by the Commissioner of 
ted States: That 


e b; 
onan 
defacement, by the collector of the district. or his deputy, in the paan of the 


oner of Internal 
nee of 
this sec- 


rules and regulations hereafter 1 . the Comm 
e Secretary y 
nalties above provided b; 


same,” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. — 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
EXPORTATION OF FERMENTED LIQUOR IN BOND. 


Mr.SPOONER. Mr. President, the other bill which is embraced in 
my request is Senate bill 2317, No. 1303 on the Calendar. I will sa 
to the Senate that the bills are unanimously reported by the Commit- 
tee on Finance and recommended by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue and the Secretary of the Treasury. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2317) to amend section 3441 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States and section 17of an act entitled 
An act to amend the Jaws relating to internal revenue, approved 
March 1, 1879, amendatory thereof. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance with an amend- 
ment, io strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That from and after the Ist day of January, 1891, fermented liquor may be 
removed from the place of manufacture, or storage, for export to a foreign 
country, without payment of tax, in such packages and undersuch lations, 
and upon the giving of such notices, entries, bonds, and other security as the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the — phe of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, may from time to time prescribe ; and no drawback of taxshall be al> 
lowed on fermented liquor exported on and after the Ist day of January, 1891, 
unless entered for exportation prior to such date, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
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The title was amended so as to read: A bill to provide for the ex- 
~portation of fermented liquor in bond without payment of internal- 
revenue tax.“ 


RESTORATION OF RESERVOIR LANDS TO PUBLIC DOMAIN, 


Mr. FARWELL, Mr. President—— : 
Mr. PLUMB, Iask the Senator from Illinois if he has any objec- 
tion to yield to me until I can ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of a House bill which has been on the Calendar for some 
time, the necessity for the immediate passage of which I think is quite 


apparent. 

Mr. FARWELL. Lyield. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to 
the consideration of House bill 8555, Calendar No. 1020. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill-(H. R. 8555) to authorize the President 
of the United States to cause certain lands heretofore withdrawn from 
market for reservoir purposes to be restored to the public domain, sub- 
ject to entry under the homestead law with certain restrictions. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there a written report? 

Mr. PLUMB. There is not. ` 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator from Kansas will explain this 
bill, Mr. President. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the effect of this bill is set out in the 
first section. The Senate will remember that some years ago the Pres- 
ident of the United States, by proclamation, set apart certain lands on 
the headwaters of the Mississippi River in Wisconsin and Minnesota, 
for the erection of reservoirs to affect the flow of water in the Missis- 
sippi above the Falls of St. Anthony. It is proposed now to restore those 
lands to homestead entry, leaving them, however, subject to such right 
of flowage as may be necessary for the purpose of carrying out what 
was originally in contemplation by reason of their withdrawal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But I see that the amendment of the committee 
strikes out the House proposition, that no rights of any kind shall at- 
tach by reason of squatting,¥ which was intended, I have no doubt, to 
leave everybody on an equal footing. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is to be an amendment which I shall offer which 
will repeat that provision in a little different shape. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the amendment reported by the committee 
proceeds to say: 

That in all cases where any of the lands restored to the public domain by the 
first section of this act have heretofore been sold or disposed of by the proper 


officers of the United States under color of the public land laws, and the con- 
sideration received therefor is still retained. by the Government 


Which, I suppose, merely means that the money has not been paid 


. SPOONER. What is the clause objected to? 

. EDMUNDS. Ihave not objected to anything. I was only try- 
ifg to find out how the thing stood. The fundamental consideration 
think to anybody who cares about this kind of legislation, and every- 
body does of course, is that the law has reposed in the President the 
right to withdraw certain public lands from any kind of private entry 
of whatever sort. The administrative officers of the Government, who 
are many and numerous and everywhere, proceed, in violation of that 
law, to dispose of more or less of these lands. Now, when the legis- 
lative power comes to intervene, it seems to be a kind of growing cus- 
tom that we are to condone all that thing and thus offer a premium 
hereafter to the officers of the United States to deal out lands that are 
reserved to their private and particular friends. I do not mean that 
that is so in this case, but it illustrates the principle. It offers them 
a premium to deal out these lands that are reserved to their private 
and particular friends for one cause or another, who do not get any 
title, and who, knowing the law, know that they can not get any title. 
Then when Congress is called upon to restore the whole tract to the 
public domain these favorites have got in in advance and have got their 
feet sure upon the land that they want to get. I do not think in gme- 
ral that that is a right kind of legislation, and I know my friend from 
Kansas does not. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ithink the Senator mistakes the situation if he thinks 
that any prudent man would buy a piece of land of the Government 
which he knew the Government had no right to sell him. I can not 
conceive of it. Such occurrences are at a discount in the Western country, 
atallevents. Therefore, whoever bought these lands must have bought 
them honestly believing that the Government had them to sell, and 
must have been mislead into that belief by the officers of the Govern- 
ment, 

We have a case now before the Committee on Public Lands which I 
speak of simply as indicating quite a large class of cases that we may 
have to meet at some later period, where the Interior Department 
specifically invited people to go upon a tract of land which they said 
was without the limits of the Northern Pacific Railroad, for 3 
and they went on that land and made their improvements upon it 
presented themselves at the Land Office, and their entries were allowed, 
and they paid their money after making their proofs, and the money 
was covered into the Treasury of the United States, only to find that 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office had made a mistake, and 
that, according to the decision of the Attorney-General delivered some 
time later, the lands were the lands of the railroad company, and to 
find also that the railroad company had disposed of them in such a way 
that no compensation could be made; and these people now come to 
Congress and say, Here, your executive officer, whom we had aright 
to follow—we were not sup to know the law better than the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office and this officer, and whom, there- 
fore, we had a right to follow—told us that the lands were subject to 
entry, accepted our money, received our proofs, and gave us our final 
certificate, which in theabsence ofa patent was equivalent to a patent.“ 
It can not be said that those people went on the land knowingly. 

I assure the Senator whatever cases there may be here have not been 
cases where any one has gone upon these lands except it may have been 
wholly with reference to the representations of some one whom hesu 
posed he could rely upon as to the facts in the case, and whom being the 
officer of the Government he had a right to rely upon. 

As the Senator from Wisconsin has stated, there being only one case 
here and that only a small tract of land, it did not seem to us that 
there could be any abuse in giving to that person the title to which he 
supposed he was entitled himself before by having paid his money. 
In addition to that, let me say to the Senator that under the law passed 
at the last Congress no more land in the United States outside of the 
State of Missouri is subject to private entry. Consequently a case of 
that kind can never again arise. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would arise whenever one of the agents of the 
United States told one of his friends or one of his enemies, no matter 
which, that there was atract of land that he could take up undersome 
one of the laws of the United States, homestead or whatever, and it 
turned out to be a reservation, and finally it is found out that the res- 
ervation is not needed for public uses and it is restored to the public 
domain for the equal rights of all citizens; but this man has got not a 
technical pre-emption, but he has got a technical lockage, as they would 
say on the canals, and has gotinin advance of everybody else and has 
got what he wants. 

I do not like that sort of thing, and I do not agree to the proposition 
that the citizens of the United States have a right to appeal to Con- 

on account of the errors and misdeeds of the agents of the United 
States in respect of the performance of duties that are fixed by law. 
The United States can not deal as a private person does. It has its 
officers, just as every State has, and if a county officer in the State of 
Vermont gives to somebody something that the law of the State does 
not allow him to give, the Legislature of the State of Vermont and the 
body of the people do not feel bound to recompense the man who was 
the victim of that mistake; it isa matter between themselves. The 
citizen is just as much bound to know the law as the officer is, and that, 
I think, without any reference to this particular bill, is the mistake, 


the title of the purchasers is hereby confirmed. 


I should like to know if in any of these cases to which the bill ap- 
lies, where there had been reservation under the proclamation ofthe 
President referred to or any of these proclamations, any of the officers 
of the United States have been selling or disposing of any of these 


lands. 

Mr. PLUMB. So far as the committee was advised, only one case of 
that kind had occurred, and that occurred by reason of the fact that 
between the date of the proclamation of the President and its receipt 
at the local land office the land officers proceeded according to what 
they supposed to be their legal authority to dispose of one tract of 
land under what is known as the private entry laws of the United 
States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a pretty dangerous provision, Mr. President, 
taking it all together. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is precisely the provision, the consideration of 
which lasted for years, the Senate applied to a very large tract of land 
in Michigan at the last Congress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, and I am very sorry they did. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not know that I care to add to the sorrows of 
the Senator from Vermont, but I think on the whole it was a very wise 
provision of law under all the circumstances, although Iam not saying 
anything about what it finallyled to. That partof it, however, I want 
to say to the Senator, is not, so far as I understand it, at all important 
except as it relates to claims which would undoubtedly arise against 
the General Government in behalf of an individual who bought in per- 
fect good faith and who paid his money to the Government and whose 
money the Government still retains. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. How much land did he get? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senators from Wisconsin can state about that. 
It is said not over 160 acres. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know anything about it. Does my col- 
league? 

Mr. SAWYER. It was either40 or 80 acres, I do not know which. 
I think it was 80 acres, and that is all there is in that shape. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. If that is the only instance, then I think it would 
be much safer to provide for that one instance than to make a sweep- 
ing declaration of this kind. 
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the error in those just morals of government that the United States 
only can proceed upon, that we are so often guilty of falling into. 

We say, as the Supreme Court came very near saying in the time of 
the late civil unpleasantness—I will not call it a rebellion, Mr. Presi- 
dent, at this stage of the world—where one of the Secretaries of the 
United States accepted a great lot of drafts that were drawn against 
nothing except to get a lot of money into the hands of the so-called 
Confederacy—the Supreme Court of the United States came very near 
deciding, but they did not quite, that the United States was respon- 
sible to the innocent holder of those drafts, drawn without any au- 
thority of law, for the amount of money, amounting to a vast sum, 
mentioned in the drafts and which he had discounted. 

But the moral of the thing, independent of any technical law or 
right, is that, as government must be carried on by officers whose du- 
ties and rights are limited and defined by law, those who deal with 
them are just as much bound to know the law as the officer is himself, 
or as Congress is, or as the Supreme Court is; and every man has to 
take his fate if he failsin an enterprise that he goesinto to get a piece 
of land or to get money on a bond, or whatever it may be. That is 
one of the misfortunes of trade that no government can step in ordi- 
narily to relieve. There may be extreme cases, I admit, where the 
sense of Congress would be that relief onghtto be given, but they ought 
to be cases that are very extreme. 

Now, as my friend from Kansas says, this matter, all that broad 
amendment, only concerns one single instance although I do not know 
that we have any report from the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office upon the subject, I am not 
going to undertake to stop the passage of this bill, but I thinkit right 
to have said what I have. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, it seems to me that the Senator 
from Vermont in his criticism of this bill assumes that the local land 
officers, the register and the receiver, are dishonest and corrupt, be- 
cause under no other assumption could the difficulty arise to which he 
refers. ‘ 

All these lands, both in Minnesota andin Wisconsin, were withdrawn 
after appropriations were made for the construction of reservoirs on 
the headwaters of the Mississippi and the Wisconsin Rivers. In Min- 
nesota the reservoirs have been built, so that really there is little ap- 
plication so far as this bill is concerned; but in Wisconsin the reser- 
voirs have never been built; there has never been any overflow; and 
there is no reason, with the improbability of this work going on, why 
these lands should not be restored to market. ` 

Now, from the moment when the lands were withdrawn to the time 
that the notice went to the register and receiver, entries were liable 
to be made. There is one entry known to have been made. Ihave no 
doubt there were others. There is every reason why they should have 
been made. It is hardly probable during that time but what there 
may have been more or less entries made for two or three days; but 
supposing they were, what is the harm? The Government got the 
money. 

Now, all this land is to be restored to the public domain and is only 
to be entered by homestead. So I do not see that any special harm can 
come to any one if half a dozen men did buy and pay the United States 
Government for a few acres of land. That is all there could have been. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They got the lands that the tallest trees were on, 
I presume. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I do not know. The homesteader would get 
it if they did not. They got it in the current business way. There 
was no fraud on their part and no fraud on the part of the land office, 
as I assume. It was natural and probable during the interim between 
the date of the President’s proclamation and the time when notice was 
given of the withdrawal that certain entries might have been made. 
I think that is all that is involved here. 

Mr. PLUMB. Every acre of the land was subject to private entry 
nA to the issue of the proclamation reserving it, and it might all 

ve been entered; and that it was not is pretty fair evidence that the 
lands were not of any special value. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the Committee 
on Public Lands will be stated in their order. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 14, after the word in, 
to strike out in,“ and in the same line to correct the spelling of the 
word ‘‘ Minnesota;’’ so as to make the section read: 


That there is hereby restored to the public domain all the lands described in 
certain proclamations of the President of the United States, dated March 22, 
1830, Executive Document No. 859; also, April 5, 1881, Executive Document No. 
808; also, 2 hare 1 Executive Document No. 874, withdrawing and 
withholding certain lands from market or entry and reserving the same to aid 
in the construction of certain reservoirs to be built at the headwaters of the 
2 und St. Croix Rivers, in the States of Minnesota and Wisconsin, and 
of the Chippewa and Wisconsin Rivers, in the State of Wisconsin; and that 
these lands, when so restored, shall be subject to homestead entry only. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next améndment was to strike out section 2, as follows: 


That no rights of any kind shall attach by reason of settlement or squatting 
upon any of these lands before the day on which this act shall take effect. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


That in all cases where any of the lands restored to the public domain by the 
first section of this act have heretofore been sold or disposed of by the proper 


officers of the United States under color of the 8 land laws, and the gon - 
sideration received therefor is still retained by Government, the title of the 

urchaser is hereby confirmed; but all the lands by said first section restored 
shall at all times remain subject to the right of the United States to construct 
and maintain dams for the purpose of creating reservoirs in aid of navigation; 
and no claim or right to compensation shall accrue from the overflowing of said 
3 on account of the construction and maintenance of such dams and reser- 
vo 


Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. President, I think we can probably put that 
in ashape where it will be safe for justice. I move to àmend the amend- 
ment of the committee in line 9, after the word purchasers,” by strik- 
ing out the words is hereby confirmed“ and inserting ‘‘ may be con- 
ara if in the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior justice requires 
it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to that, Mr. President. 

Mr, SAWYER. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam satisfied with that, to have fair play. 

Mr. SAWYER. There will be no objection to it. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 9 of the amendment it is proposed to 
strike out the words it is hereby confirmed and to insert in lieu 
thereof ‘‘may be confirmed, if in the opinion of the Secretary of the 
Interior justice requires it;“ so as to read: 

The title of the purchasers may be confirmed, if in the opinion of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior justice requires it. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This concludes the amendments of 
55 5 Are there ſurther amendments as in Committee of the 

ole? 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to add a separate section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment moved by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas will be read. 

g The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section the fol- 
owing: 

Src. —. That no rights of any kind shall attach by reason of settlement or 
ar see | upon any of the lands hereinbefore described before the day on which 
such lands shall be subject to homestead entry at the several land offices; and 
until said lands are open for settlement no pefson shall enter upon and occupy 
the same; and any person violating this provision shall never permitted to 
enter any of said lands or acquire any title thereto. This act shall not take 
effect until six months after its approval by the President of the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think you should say, shall take effect at the 
end of six months.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. That probably would be the better way. I will say 
that it shall take effect at the end of six months.“ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So as to be positive. 

ane PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed modification will be 
stated. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

This act shall take effect six months after its approval by the President of the 
United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas as modified will be agreed 
to. It is agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. i 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 3 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. MOPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 3357) for the relief of Leonard Martin; and 

A bill (S. to authorize the sale of timber on certain lands re- 
served for the use of the Menomonee tribe of Indians in the State of 
Wisconsin. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 401) to provide for the 
construction of a public building at the city of Alexandria, State of 
Louisiana; agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the bill and 
amendments, and had appointed Mr. LEHLBACH, Mr. KERR of Iowa, 
and Mr. ABBOTT managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 407) to authorize the ac- 
quisition of certain parcels of real estate embraced in square No. 380 
of the city of Washington to provide an eligible site for a city post- 
office, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the bill and 
amendments, and had appointed Mr. MILLIKEN, Mr. LEHLBACH, and 
Mr. CLUNIE managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ment to the bill (S. 3046) granting a pension to Fanny L. Davis, 
agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. MORRILL, Mr. 
CRAIG, and Mr. MARTIN of Indiana managers at the conference on 
the part of the House, : 


e 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 4 

A bill (S. 55) to change the limit of appropriation for the public 
building at Jacksonville, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 278) for the erection of a public building at Martinsburgh, 


3 s 
A bill (S. 903) for the erection of a public building at Cedar Rapids, 


Iowa; 

A bill (S. 3045) for the relief of Caroline M. McDougal, widow of the 
late Rear-Admiral David McDougal, United States Navy; 

A bill (S. 337) donating Lake Contrary, in the State of Missouri, to 
the city of St. Joseph, Mo.; 

A bill (H. R. 856) to amend section 1 and section 9 of an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the Denison and Washita Valley Railway Com- 
pany to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes, approved July 1, 1886; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 134) to provide for printing the eulo- 
gies delivered in Congress upon the late Richard W. Townshend. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. J 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a communication from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs inviting attention to the necessity 
for the early of the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 

He also laid before the Senate a letter of the Secretary of the Interior, 
in response to a resolution of the Senate of May 3, 1890, in relation to 
expenditures for the reclamation of arid lands; which, on motion ot 
Mr. TELLER, was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

TREASURY NOTES AND SILVER BULLION. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, I call for the regular order. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2350) authorizing the issue of Treasury notes on 
deposits of silver. 

Mr. FARWELL. Mr. President, the object of the bill now under 
discussion is the increasing of the money or circulating medium of the 
country, it being admitted by all that the country is in need of such 
increase, and it proposes that the Government shall buy monthly a 
given amount of silver and issue Treasury notes therefor. With this 
project I am in full accord, but I would go further. I wWauld use for 
money all the silyer offered, and not a stipulated sum as provided for 
in this bill, and would coin it at its market value; and should the price 
advance to with gold, as it is claimed by the friends of this bill 
that it will do, then free coinage will come asa matterof course. What 
objection can there be to putting into the silver dollar one hundred 
cents’ worth of silver? Senator DANIEL said in his speech the other 
day: ` 

The silver dollar will buy as much gold bullion as a gold dollar, although the 
silver metal that makes the dollar is worth a quarter less than the gold metal 
that will make a dollar, 

Senator STEWART said in his late speech: 

The United States buys 412} grains of bullion for S2 cents and coins it into a 
doliar, and makes the erence. 

What difference will it make to anybody if a dollar is made intrin- 
sically worth 100 cents? Who is injured thereby? J answer, nobody. 
If this theory is right and honest, why put more than 10 cents’ worth 
of silver into the dollar? It would circulate just as well as the 75-cent 
dollar. Both would pass, because the Government would redeem them 
at 100 cents, and for no other reason. We can not, sir, have too much 
money. No people ever had too much; but in my judgment this bill 
will not accomplish its object. Two other things are necessary. Our 
national-bank system should be preserved and the subtreasury system 
abolished. When these measures are adopted the people can get all the 
money they need. The issuing by the Government under this bill of 
Treasury notes and putting behind them as security silver bullion at 
the market value furnishes a circulation which is absolutely safe and 
can not be redundant, and will supply the monthly retirement of the 
national-bank currency; and, as there is no way to get a circulating 
mediam except to buy something, this proposition has very few objec- 
tions. Thenational-bank system should be perpetuated by substituting 
other bonds than United States bonds to secure the circulation. This 
would go very far, indeed farther than any other measure that I can con- 
ceive of, to increase the volume ot our currency. 

The people then would utilize all the best bonds of the country and 
would procure such circulation as the business of the country de- 
manded. Ina bill which I introduced in the Senate more than two 
years ago, I provided for the continuation and preservation of this sys- 
tem. The bonds which I suggested for this purpose would be taken by 
all money-lenders of the country as security for loans, and the bill- 
holder under this proposed substitution would be entirely safe. That 
is all that can be done under any banking law, because it is useless to 
attempt to secure depositors. Past experience shows that that is ab- 
solutely out of the question. No report has ever been made upon this 
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bill. I do not know whether or not the committee intends to make 
any report upon it. This I very much regret. I did not introduce 
this bill at all for the purpose of favoring the national banks, but, on 
the contrary, tobenefit the people and to supply them with theneeded 
increase of their circulating medium. 

Many Senators claim that the Government can create money. This 
I most emphatically deny. As Cassius M. Clay has said, gold and sil- 
ver 


have for ages been used by the world as money because of the estimation of 
their intrinsic value. Th 

of 3 all the same if there was no money in the world. By money, I 
mean wha! be- 


The state can not—none but God can—makea dollar, The relative value 
these metals is determined by the common laws of supply and demand. 
Paper money is legitimate only so far as it represents the metals. In itself it 
has not, nor can by law be made to have, any real value.” 

The Southern Confederacy issued from its treasury promises to pay 
money, just as we did. They created money, as it is claimed we did. 
These Confederate notes are not worth much now. In Jan 1777, 
Congress made Continental money the legal tender for payment of all 
debts, and a refusal to receive it was declared to be an extinguishment 
of the debt itself; but the money continued to depreciate, and in 1780 
the amount was over $300,000,000. In the course of that year $500 
was required to buy a meal of victuals, and finally the money ceased to 
circulate and quietly died in the hands of its possessors; but the coins 
of Julius Cesar are worth just as much now as when he coined them. 
These facts, if considered, it seems to me ought to be conclusive that 
money is not created at all. Gold and silver having been adopted as 
money nations coined them. 

In other words, each nation certifies by the act of coinage the amount 
of gold or silver which each piece eontains, and does not impart to it 


create at once enough to make every citizen rich? If the Government 
prints upon a piece of paper This is a dollar“ and thus absolutely 
makes it a dollar, why waste sovereignty upon one-dollar bills? Why 
not make them all one-thousand-dollar bills? It would cost no more. 
A promise to pay money is not money. It being admitted that there 
are not enough gold and silver in the world to supply the needs of 
money, paper bills have been used as asubstitute, not only in this coun- 
try, but in others. Before the late war we had banks of issue in all the 
States, but these were abolished and the national-bank system substi- 
tuted for them; and this system, which is admitted to be the bestever 
invented, is rapidly dying and no effort is being made to prevent it. 

The Treasury notes to be issued under this bill, should it become a 
law, will add largely to the circulating medium; but should any great 
foreign demand be made for silver after it has reached the par with 
gold, as it is claimed it will do when this bill passes, this circulation is 
liable to be reduced, so that this bill alone can not be depended upon 
to furnish all the circulation which it is admitted the country requires. 
The issues of the Government, if its income is kept at its present an- 
nual amount, will soon be retired. The bonds will be paid first, and 
then the greenbacks. Silver and gold certificates can be kept out so 
long as they can be exchanged for gold and silver. The question has 
not been answered how the Government can issue its promises to pay 
when it is out of debt, and upon the continuance of a debt our green- 
back circulation wholly depends. 

I do not think that the circulating medium of the country should be 
governed by the needs or the debt of the Government. The Govern- 
ment ought not to collect from the people any more than is just neces- 
sary for its daily needs. The Government has no uses for money be- 
yond its daily wants. Had it not been for the accident of war the 
greenback could not have been issued, and the continuing debt of the 
nation is the cause of its existence to-day. I do not think it is within 
the province of Congress to determine the amount of the circulating 
medium which the country demands for its business. But some law 
like the national-banking law should be the means by which the peo- 
ple can determine that matter for themselves, If our present admira- 
ble banking system can be permitted to live there will be no demand, 
as is now made by Senators, for an increase of money. The p e 
under it would get all they want. That universal law of supply and 
demand would apply in this case as in all others. 

LEGAL TENDER, 4 

I have offered an amendment to the bill now before the Senate, pro- 
viding that all the issues of the Government shall be a legal tender for 
all debts, public and private, and this may be given as a reason: The 
notes provided for under the bill now before the Senate will have be- 
hind them silver bullion at their par value in gold. The gold certifi- 


cates now outstanding have behind them 100 cents to the dollar in gold. 


The silver certificates which the Government has issued in payment for 
silver bullion have behind them dollars worth intrinsically about 80 
cents each. The greenback, which isa legal tender for all debts, pub- 
lic and private, has behind it but 29 cents in gold. Now, if this issue 
with 29 cents in gold behind it is legal tender, I would like to hear 
any good reason why the other issues just mentioned should not be 
legal tender also. In fact there is more reason why the others should 
be legal tender, and I do not believe that the Government should dis- 


any value by this act. If the United States can create money, why not 
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criminate in favor of one of its issues against any of the others. The 
Government is strong enough and rich enough to pay all of its debts, 
and hence all its issues should be a legal tender if any are, and for this 
reason I have introduced the amendment referred to. 

THE SUBTREASURY. 


The Secretary of the Treasury has from time to time been compelled 
to go into Wall street and supply money to prevent financial disaster, 
If the independent Treasury should be abolished, no locking up of the 
people's money could occur. 

The present Secretary of the Treasury, in his last report, says buy- 
ing bonds is only done as an expedient to restore a part of the surplus 

_to the channels of trade, it being the only means open to the Treasury 
for the use of money. 

If the independent Treasury could be abolished, then the money of 
the people would substantially be left in their hands. That which is 
locked up in the Government vaults, so far as being any benefit to the 
people is concerned, might just as well be destroyed. My object in 
favoring the abolition of the subtreasury is to have all the money of 
the people in the channels of business, as it was before the passage of 
the independent Treasury act in 1840. Every business man, and in 
fact any man who has any money at all, if he is in the neighborhood 
of a bank, deposits it there instead of locking it up in his own safe. The 
deposits now in the national banks alone amount to nearly $2,000,000, - 
000, and experience has demonstrated that banks can lend 75 per cent. 

ol their deposits and capital; so that these deposits are a blessing to 
the people. 

The Government alone locks up its money in its own safes, The 
money now in the subtreasuries, if deposited in national banks, would 
add largely to the volume of currency for business purposes. It may 
be claimed that it is unsafe to deposit the revenues of the Government 
in these banks, but in answer to that I could say that the $2,000,000,- 
000 now deposited in the national banks is deposited without any se- 
curity whatever; but I would not advocate that the Government deposit 
its revenues with the banks without adequate security for the whole 
amount deposited. Certainly this would be much safer than the pres- 
ent system, for in Chicago alone, where a subtreasury is located, Mr. 
Healey, the subtreasurer there, gives a bond of but $250,000, signed 
by some of his friends, and the Government deposits with him $10,- 
000,000. 

Now, any man of ordinary business capacity would say that this money 
would be much safer deposited in the national banks of that city, with 
security taken by the Secretary of the Treasury for the whole amount 
deposited, than in the hands of Mr. Healey, as at present, with security 
for only one-fortieth of the amount. Another reason for this change 
is that the money would be handled by these banks without any cost 
to the Government, which, in the aggregate, would amount to a saving 
of several hundred thousand dollars per annum. Nor do I favor the 
repeal of this law to benefit the banks. My purpose is wholly in the 
interests of the people and to increase the circulation for their benefit. 

I will now make a few 3 of what was said in regard to this 
subject just prior to the adoption of the subtreasury. 

In a letter dated September 23, 1833, to the president of the Girard 
Bank, Secretary Taney said: 

The deposits of the public money will enable you to afford increased facilities 
to commerce, and to extend your accommodations to individuals; and as the 
duties which are payable to the Government arise from the business and enter- 
prise of the m ants engaged in foreign trade, it is but reasonable that they 
should be preferred in the additional accommodations which the public de- 

its will enable your institution to give whenever it can be done without in- 
justice to the claims of other classes of the community. 

John White, of Kentucky, said in the House of Representatives on 
June 5, 1840: 


The annual message of 1836 contains this emphatic sentiment: 

“To retain the public money in the Treasury unemployed in any way is im- 
n It is, besides, against the genius of our free institutions to lock up 

the vaults the treasure of the nation.” 
In a speech delivered in the Senate on January 23, 1840, Senator 
John Davis, of Massachusetts, said: 

The Senator [Mr. Buchanan, of Pennsylvania] admits what can not be denied, 
that the Administration proposed and carried into effect the State bank deposit 
system. It was in this place and by them that State banks were taken into 
favor, petted, and boastingly held out to the country as affording a better and 
safer currency. Into them was the revenue put in enormous sums, and they 
were directed to loan freely upon it by the President for the accommodation of 
the ple, and it was his pride and pleasure to make known to us that the 
public money was thus employed instead of being locked up, a striking com- 
mentary upon the present plan of vaults and safes, Mr. President. 


J. W. Allen, of Ohio, in a speech delivered in the House of Repre- 
sentatives on June 24, 1840, said : 


It is urged that the subtreasury system should be adopted to prevent the use 
ofthe public money. And how long, let meask, has it ras the doctrine oftbe 
Administration party that the people should be deprived of the benefits result- 

from the employmentof their own money ? tsaid President Jackson, 
in his celebrated manifesto after the removal, in 1833, of the deposits from the 
Bank of the United States to the State banks? It was that— 

The funds of the Government will not be annihilated by being transferred. 
They will immediately be issued for the benefit of trade; and ifthe Bank ofthe 
United States curtails its loans, the State banks, strengthened by the public de- 
posits, will extend theirs.” 

But the extraordinary circular of Mr. Taney, then Secretary of the Treasury, 
is still more to the point; it is conclusive. He said to these banks: 

“The deposits of the public money will enable you to afford increased facili- 
ties to the commercial and other classes of the community; and the Depart- 


ment anticipates from you the adoption of such a course 
modations as will prove acceptable to nigh age and safe to the 


your accom- 
verument.“ 
And what said the President two years r, when the process had been going 
on tor more than three years by the State banks? 

“To retain the public révenue in the Treasury unemployed in any way is im- 
practicable. It is considered against the genius of our free institutions to lock 
up in the vaults the treasure of the nation. Such a treasure would doubtless 
be employed at some time, asit has been in other countries, when opportunity 
tempted ambition.” 


Mr. Woodbury, Secretary of the Treasury, in a reportat that period, 
said: ‘ A 

It is a source of high 
employed, not a single dollar was lost to the Government b; 


single failure occurred to transfer promptly and pay out sat 
lic money intrusted to their charge. 


In the speech by Mr. Allen, from which I have quoted, I take the 
following: 


By the 4th of September, when Congress met, the $40,000,000 due the Govern- 
ment were reduced to less than $13,000,000; in October to $8,000,000; and in Feb- 
ruary, 1838, to about $6,000,000; in December last to less than $1,000,000; and in 
a report of Mr. Woodbury, laid on our desks this morning, I find a credit of 
more than $500,000 paid since January last, and the balance is now, therefore, 
some $300,000 or $400,000, and that, we are told, is well secured. 


From the speech by Mr. White, I quote the following: 


I now come toa moreimportant demerit of this measure as a financial scheme, 
Under this head I refer to the multiplied evidences I have already presented in 
the way of argument, authority, and tried experience; evidences taken from 
the state papers of the President and his Secretary, from the speeches of ever 
distinguished supporter of this measure at this time. But, in addition to th 
mass of testimony, testimony of itself sufficient to condemn this measure be- 
fore any impartial tribunal, I now offer evidence of woful experience during 
the three years’ practical operation of this measure. From official documents 
furnished by the Secretary and laid on our tables of the losses for the lastahree 
geen during the practical operation ot the independent Treasury, the uy 

as sustained a loss of $2,064,209, equal to nearly one-half of the losses by col- 
lecting officers during every Administration from the foundation of the Govern- 
ment, forty-eight years. 

The following items are extracts from a letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 
sar to the House of Representatives, in obedience to a resolution of that body 

ling on him for a statement of the annual expenditures and losses of the 
General Government under each administration from 1789 to 1837: 


Amount of defalcations in the first four years of General Washing- 


ification to be able to add that, while so selected and 
any ofthem, ora 
torily the pub- 


ton’s admin tion... i $4, 889 
Second four years. — 728 
The four years of John e 176,770 
First four years of Thomas Jefferson's administ: 54, 419 
rr .sespsscseceascesäcessoccopssesa.esapo 152, 508 
First ſour years of 460, 352 
Second four years.. 1, 217, 824 
Ftrst four years of James Monroe's administration + 207, 153 
Second four years. . . . . A a 986, 642 
The four years of J. Q. Adams's administration . . 8 327, 887 
The first faur years of Andrew Jackson's administration 0 105, 502 


Second four years. . .. son 3 


Total amount in these forty-eight years ere 
Compare the above with the list of defaulters under the present Administra- 
tion, and it will be seen that within the last three years the Government, under 
Martin Van Buren, has lost nearly one-half as much as was lost under all the 

previous administrations for forty-eight years. 
The following is the list of locofoco defaulters, with the amount they have 

stolen set opposite their names: 

. $1, 225, 765. 69 


4, 956, 568 


Samuel Swartwout, New Vork —— —ů— 


William M. Price, New Tork „000. 00 
A. S. Thurston, Key West, Fis ... 2.822. 14 
Geo W. Owen, Mobile, Ala 11, 173. 48 
Israel P. Canby, Crawfordsville, 39, 013.31 
Abner McCarty, Indianapolis, Ind 1, 338.92 
B. F. Edwards, Edwardsville, 2,315.76 


W. L. D. Ewing, Vandalia, III 16, 754. 29 
John Ha k 1, 386.16 
Willis M. Green, Palmyra, Mo 2,812, 12 
B. S. Chambers, Little k, Ark. 1. 146. 28 
David L. Tod, Opelousas, La ... 27, 230, 57 
B. R. Rogers, Opelousas, La. 6, 624. 37 
Maurice Cannon, New Orleans ..... 1, 259. 28 
A. W. McDaniel, Washington, Miss .. 6, 000. 00 
John H. Owens, St. Stephen, Ala... 20,01 L. 97 
George B. Crutcher, Choctaw, Miss.. 6,061. 40 
Geo B. Cameron, Choctaw, Miss 39, 059. 64 
S. W. Dickens, Choctaw, Miss 11, 881. 91 
S. W. Dickens, Choctaw, Miss. 898. 53 
Wiley P. Columbus... 109, 178, 08 
William Taylor, Cahaba, Ala. 23, 116.18 
U. G. Mitchell, Cahaba, Ala. 54. 626. 55 
Lite Tophane Naas. Hele ge 130 — 00 
ittlebury Ww ie ve „000. 

S. W. — — 8 10, 620, 19 
Joseph end. Washita, La. 2, 541. 91 
Will: H. Allen, St. Augustine.. 1, 997. 50 
Gordon D. Boyd, Columbus, Miss.. 50, 937, 29 
R. H. Sterling,Chocchuma, Miss. 10,733.70 
Paris Childers, 5 La 12, 449.76 
William Linn, Vandalia, III. 55, 962. 06 
Samuel T. Scott, Jackson, M 12, 550. 47 
James T. Pollock, Crawfordsyil 14, 891. 98 
John L. Daniel, O 7, 280, 63 
Mo: Neville, Cincinnati, O 13, 781. 19 
N. J. Allen, Ta „Ela . 26, 612. 57 
Robert T. Brown, Springfield, Mo. 3, 600. 50 

Total. . ede eee eee eee — —— 2 eserees . 2,064, 209. 96 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. — 


The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 


A bill (H. R. 3551) for the relief of John T. Johnston; and 
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A bill (H. R. 7655) for the relief of Hugh F. McNairy, executor of 
A. C. Thomson, deceased. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary: £ 

A bill (H. R. 5966) to provide for an additional associate justice of 
the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico; ; 

A bill (H. R. 7058) to ratify and confirm an agreement entered into 
by commissioners on the part of the States of New York and Pennsy!- 
vania in relation to the boundary line between said States; and 

A bill (H. R. 8346) to create a new division in the eastern judicial 
district of the State of Tennessee. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (H. R. 8149) to increase the limit of cost of the public build- 
ing authorized by act of Congress approved March 2, 1889, to be erected 
at Fort Worth, Tex.; and 

A bill (H. R. 8544) to increase the limit of cost of site and public 
building at Duluth, Minn. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 9677) to authorize the county of Pulaski, in the State 
of Georgia, to maintain a high wagon and foot bridge across the Ocmul- 
gee River at or near Hawkinsville, in the State of Georgia; and 

A bill (H. R. 9521) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Savannah River. 


COURTS IN KANSAS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3622) to fix the times and 
places for holding Federal courts in the district of Kansas; which were 
read, as follows: 

Page 1, line 4, strike out Sedgwick.“ Page 1, line 8, after the word“ Mor- 
ton’ insert Sedgwick.“ Page 1, line 11, strike out “first” where it appears 
the second time and insert second.“ 

Mr. PLUMB. That is a bill which relates to the times and places 
for holding courts in the State of Kansas. The amendments which 
have been made to the Senate bill by the House of Representatives 
were made at the suggestion of the district judge for that district, and 
I move that they be concurred in. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bill and 
joint resolution: n 

A bill (S. 1762) to change the boundaries of the Uncompahgre reser- 
vation; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 28) for the relief of the Venezuela Stea: 
‘Transportation Company. 

FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate now proceed to the consider- 
ation of House bill 8391, as I see we can devote a part of to-day toit. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8391) making appropria- 
tions for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask that all amendments recommended by the 
Committee on Appropriations may be considered during the reading of 
the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ments of the Committee on Appropriations will be acted upon as they 
are reached in the text of the bill as read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Commitiee on Appropriations 
was, on page 1, line 5, after the word “appropriated,’’ to strike out 
“* for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891,” and insert ‘‘ to be available 
until expended;’’ so as to read: 

That the sums of money herein provided for be, and the same are hereby” 
eee out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to be available until expended, namely. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 9, to insert: 

Torpedoes for harbor defense: For the purchase of submarine mines and 
necessary appliances to operate them for closing the channels leading to our 
principal sea-ports, $100,000. 


For needful casemates and cable galleries to render it possible t te sub- 
marine mines, $100,000. p o operate su 


For continuing torpedo experiments and for practical instruction of engi 
troops in the details of the service, $30,000, si = pe cee 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 19, to insert: 


Purchase of machine guns: For the purchaso of machine guns, musket cal- 
iber, of American manufacture, $20,000. j Corns 22 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 3, in the appropriations for gun 
and mortar batteries, line 12, after the words necessary, and, to 


strike out ‘‘in the expenditure of this sum or any part thereof” and 
insert ‘‘ hereafter;’’ so as to read: 

For the procurement of land, or right 88 thereto, needed for the site, 
location, construction, or prosecution of works for fortifications and coast de- 
fenses, $500,000, orso much thereof as may be necessary, and hereafter the Sec- 
to be institated, in the name of the United 

g jurisdiction of such proceedings, for the nequire- 
of any land, or right pertaining thereto, needed for 
e of works for fortifications and 
prosecuted in accordance with the laws 
relating to suits for the condemnation of property of the States wherein the pro- 
ceedings may be instituted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for “gun and mor- 
tar batteries, on page 4, to strike out the clause from line9 to line 12, 
inclusive, as follows: 

Torpedoes for harbor defense: For the purchase of submarine lines and nec- 
essary appliances to operate them for closing the channels leading to our prin- 
cipal seaports, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 13 to line 
15, inclusive, on page 4, as follows: 

For needful casemates and cable galleries to render it possible to operate sub- 
marine mines, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, to strike out the clause from 
line 16 to line 18, inclusive, as follows: 


For continuing torpedo experiments and for practical instruction of engineer 
troops in the details of the service, $30,000. : 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘armament of 
fortifications,’’ on page 5, after line 7, to insert: 

That contracts shall be invited by proper notice and publication for the man- 
ufacture (finishing and assembling) of 8-inch, 10-inch, and 12-inch steel seacoast 

ns from forgings procured under fortification act of September 22, 1888; and 
f private es shall offer to finish and deliver any of such guns in proper 
condition for use as completed guns, at a fair price to the Government, the neo- 
essary contracts shall be entered into for that purpose, and to carry into effect 
this provision the sum of $200,000 is hereby appropriated: That the 


finishing and assembling of not over 50 per cent. of each caliber of such forg- 
ings shall be thus contracted for, 


The amendment was agreed to. > 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 24, after the word ‘‘cali- 
ber,” to strike out two hundred and fifty“ and insert four hun- 
dred; so as to make the clause read: 

For breech-loading rifled seacoast mortars, cast-iron, hooped with steel, of 
12-inch caliber, $400,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like to have some explanation of that 
atter, or we shall take a vote upon it. I think we can vote it down 
unless there is some explanation, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, line 24, after the word “caliber,” it 
is proposed to strike out two hundred and fifty“ and insert four 
hundred;’’ so as to read: 

For breech-loading rifled seacoast mortars, cast-iron, hooped ‘with steel, of 
12-inch caliber, $400,000, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know what that increase is for? 

Mr. DAWES. That is to secure the fulfillment of such contracts as 
are invited. It furnishes the Department with the means, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no; that is an entirely different matter; I 
beg the Senator’s pardon. It is not connected with the matter above 
it at all. This is an appropriation for breech-loading rifled seacoast 
mortars, cast-irou, hooped with steel, of 12-inch caliber,” for which the 
House appropriated $250,000, and this is an increase of $150,000 over 
that amount. It has nothing to do with the guns in the amendment 
just above. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, this item was increased to $400,000 
under the idea that contracts would be made upon the Pacific coast for 
a portion of the mortars, and it was estimated that one-fourth of all of 
them would be required for the Pacific coast, and if the contracts could 
be made for cast-iron mortars, hooped with steel, of 12-inch caliber on 
the Pacific coast the committee proposed to furnish the Department with 
the means of carrying out such a contract. That is the purpose of it. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Why not let the amount remain at $250,000, as 
it came from the ‘other House? - 

Mr. DAWES. It was only for the purpose of making a contribution 
to expedition. It was not to divide what was already provided for, 
but to add so much in order to make a more y completion of the 
number of mortars contemplated. That was the reason for this amend- 
ment. It was thought that of the large number of mortars required, 
if we could get $150,000 worth of them made upon the Pacific coast 
for the Pacific coast fortifications it would be expediting the plan of 
this bill by two or three years. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suppose, then, there is imminent danger of an 
attack over there, and that these mortars are essentially necessary in 
order to prevent an attack at some place on our western coast! 

Mr. DAWES. ‘There is not any more danger of an attack on the 
Pacific coast, I think, than on the Atlantic coast; but no one man can 
tell when an attack will come. I suppose there is no probability in 
modern warfare that notice will be served any given number of months 
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ahead of a proposed attack upon our coast. It is to be sudden, if at all, 
and will be when we are least prepared, if it is entered upon by nations 
which have any notion of success, 

Mr. COCKRELL. How many mortars will this purchase or provide 
for? How many mortars of this description, ‘‘breech-loading rifled 
seacoast mortars, cast-iron, hooped with steel, of 12-inch caliber, $250,- 
000?” How much will each one of those mortars cost? 

Mr. DAWES. Iam not able to tell you at this moment. 

Mr. GORMAN. About $7,000. ` 

Mr. COCKRELL. About $7,000 to a mortar. 'Then $250,000 would 
purchase about thirty-five or thirty-six of them. Has the distinguished 
chairman of the subcommittee in charge of this bill ascertained how 
many useless and worthless mortars we have now scattered all over the 
United States? 

Mr, DAWES. We have a good many useless and worthless ones 
probably, and it occurred to the chairman of the subcommittee that it 
did not make much difference as to the efficiency of our defense how 
many worthless ones we might have, but how many that were not 
worthless. i 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did the Senator ascertain how long before these 
identical ones will become as worthless as the ones we now have? 

Mr. DAWES. Itis not worth while for the Senator and myself to 
stand up here and catechise one anotherin this way. If it isnot worth 
while for us to put our coast in defense, it is not worth while for us to 
defend it at all. Are we not to put it in preparation because nobody 
has for the last twenty-five or thirty or forty years entered, with a hos- 
tile design, our ports? But this bill, as we have proposed to amend it, 
goes upon the foundation that the time has come when we can not 
longer postpone the proper fortification of our seaboard. That I sup- 
posed had been settled as a policy of the Government in the past two 
years as well asin the present. Having been settled, the question is 
whether, with all due and possible expedition and with the least pos- 
sible expenditure, we had better carry out that policy or whether we 
should continue, after having settled it, to debate the wisdom of it and 
count upon the probabilities that it will ever be of any use. By the 
time we settle the question whether it will be of any use or not, the 
exigency for which it may have come will have passed, 

I do not want to argue again with the Senator from Missouri the 
ground which he took the other day with so much ability from the 
standpoint which he occupies; but, as was said on that occasion, the 
millennium in all probability is several years yet to come. There may 
be wars, there may be rumors of wars, there may be wars coming and 
_ passing. The question with the United States is whether they will let 

their seaboard, their vast commerce, and their great ports be perfectly 
defenseless, so that tribute can be exacted of them by any nation, either 
great or small. If the Senator desires to reverse the policy of the Gov- 
ernment in that respect upon an appropriation bill and upon an amend- 
ment toan —— bill which proposes to provide for the making 
of a few of these mortars on the Pacific coast, it is hardly worth while 
at half past 3 o’clock in the afternoon. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Massachusetts will allow me a mo- 
ment to ask him a question, I desire to inquire whether at the present 
time there is anything in the way of guns or fortifications upon our 
Pacific coast that will prevent a war-ship of a South American power, 
a fourth-rate power, a Chilian or Peruvian war-shipsuch as they have, 
from entering those harbors and laying the property there and the peo- 
ple there under contribution. 

Mr. DAWES. There is not the slightest obstacle in the way. 

Mr. HALE. It does not depend upon the force of a great naval 
power, a great national power, but the vessel of a third or fourth rate 
power; one vessel, as I understand, could lay that whole coast under 
contribution. — 

‘Mr. DAWES. There is not an armament on the Pacific coast that 
is of any value or that could oppose a swivel-gun on the prow of a fish- 
8 from South America or from any other of the powers in the 

acific. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator know of any fishing-smack with such 
a swivel on her prow anywhere? 

Mr. DAWES, I thought I would give as an illustration the most im- 
potent of all implements of war, and if we can not stand that we cer- 
tainly can not stand anything. n 

Mr. HALE. Did not the Senator seein the British waters about 
Victoria last summer, during his cruise in that part of the country, 
two British war ships, fully manned and armed, either of which could 
sweep that entire coast and enter every harbor? 

Mr. DAWES. I not only saw such in British waters, but I saw 
those very ships up in the Alaskan waters, in front of Juneau, flaunting 
their flags and firing their salutes in the presence of our merchant ves- 
sels and showing their power and our weakness at the same time. 
Those very war vessels were traversing not only the Pacific coast, but 
all the deep interior waters of Alaska, going about there at their will 
and able if they saw fit to levy tribute at any one of them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator please answer, if he can, how 
much it will require as an inducement to any South American nation 
or any other nation to attack and bombard any city of the United 
States on the Pacific coast ? ’ 


Mr. DAWES. How much what? 

Mr. COCKRELL. What consideration could induce any South 
American nation or England or any other nation on God’s n earth 
to attack and bombard any port of the United States on the Atlantic 
or on the Pacific coast ? 2 

Mr. DAWES. It is because we can not exactly calculate the induce- 
ment that we never can know when they will determine to do it. 

- Mr. HALE. Let me right there ask the Senator from Missouri a 
question. What are those ships there for? There is some purpose. 

Mr, COCKRELL, I suppose to frighten American Senators to make 
appropriations for just such things as this. That is about the only 
thing I can see. 

Mr. HALE, That is a remarkable answer! They want to frighten 
the American people into fortifying their coasts and making a respecta- 
ble defensive establishment! Is that the idea of the Senator? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, and have us waste our energies and our re- 
sources in the preparation of useless material of war. 

Mr. HALE. To what purpose? 

Mr. COCKRELL, If war should ever come they would be utterly 
useless, and they know it by sad experience, and are trying to get us 
to follow in their footsteps. 

Mr. HALE. As I understand the Senator, he is driven to this, that 
these ships were sent over by the British Admiralty for the purpose of 
alarming the American people into weakening themselves by spending 
race upon fortifications and warships in order to get ready for 
trouble! 

If that answer satisfies the Senator and is the basis of his opposition j 
to all these measures for the national defense, it is well that we know 
it, Here is the fact that Great Britain is expending sums of money 
upon her fortifications, upon her fleets, compared with which every- 
thing that we expend is bagatelle. She has her war ships on all the 
waters of the globe, in ours as well as others. That Government will 
always have a strong naval force as compared with anything we have 
in the waters of the Pacific Ocean, where she has ns adjacent 
to our territory, and if such an incident should occur as was predicted 
the other day by a member of the Dominion Parliament, and all at 
once in the Behring Sea there should come a collision, an armed eon- 
flict between two vessels, it would inflame the two nations to such a 
point that war would be inevitable. 

I do not say how long it would be; I do not say how reluctantly it 
would be entered upon; but inevitable it is between nations sometimes 
as it is between men. If that should occur, they have on the spot war 
ships that could enter to-day without detriment to themselves—no man 
could say them nay—every port from Vancouver to Southern California 
and lay it undercontribution, and yetthe American Senate, the Ameri- 
can Congress, hesitates to expend a few millions of dollars to prevent 
such an occurrence! 

There is nothing like it, Mr. President, in the history of the world, 
the audacious flaunting in the face of all possible danger the determi- 
nation that nothing shall be done. What does the Senator from Mis- 
souri think would happen if such an emergency should be upon us? 
The days of wars are not over; the days of conflict between the most 
civilized and most christian nations on the planet are not over. The 
great nations of Europe are constantly increasing their armament. 
With what view? Not because it is a popular measure with their peo- 
ple; they are ground already almost into powder; but because of the 
well grounded apprehension and alarm in the face of possible war. To 
say that we here are entirely exempt from these dangers in view of the 
added complications that are constantly occurring in our diplomacy, 
in view of the added position that we are taking among the nations of 
the world with reference to a united America, and to the propositions 
that hands must be kept off this continent by foreign powers—with all 
of these things upon us, it is amazing to me that any Senator should 
hesitate as to any measure of a moderate character, like that reported 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, for the national defense and pro- 
tection. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, the Senate is taking such a deep 
interest in matters on the Pacific coast that I hate to interrupt the 
proceedings, but I wish to ask to interrupt them long enough to per- 
mit me to offer some amendments to the river and harbor bill, which 
is also important to the Pacific coast. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be received) 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, in the absence 
of objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I am no more astonished at the 
course of the Senator from Massachusetts and the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Maine and the panic which has seized upon them than they 
are astonished at the position I take. The Senator from Maine says 
that in the event of a collision between the United States and Great 
Britain the vessels of Great Britain are upon our coast, near our coast, 
on the waters of the high seas, and could and would immediately enter 
some American port and lay a contribution upon that city; enter the 
port of San Francisco and lay a contribution of five or ten million or a 
hundred million dollars upon that city, and demand its immediate pay- 
ment or the destruction of the city; that they could come into New 
York and demand a contribution of fifty or a hundred millions of dol- 
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lars, Iam astonished that the Senator with his information and knowl- 
edge should pretend to make any such statement as that upon this floor. 
What would we ao he a helpleas, infant children in the bands of 
a t mili and naval power 

Why, Mr. President, if I wanted to retaliate upon England I would 
defy and challenge her to enter the port of New York or any other 
port of the United States and levy a contribution of one nickel or one 
cent. Why? Because it would be the pretext for us to enter Canada 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific and confiscate every particle of the 

roperty of Great Britain on that soil, amounting to billions of dollars. 
We could take everything in the Dominion of Canada as an indemnity 
for any outrage that England might perpetrate upon us, and English 
statesmen know it just as well as we do, Iam astounded when Amer- 
ican statesmen here, like the distinguished Senator from Maine, get up 
and express a fear, an apprehension, adread, a trembling, lest England 
should enter some of the ports of the United States and levy a con- 
tribution by her war vessels upon our cities! There is not money 
enough in the Treasury of the United States to induce England to do 
such a thing as that, a 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will allow me to say that the Canadian 
ofset which he depicts can make no figure in this question for the reason 
that in any kind of hostility between Great Britain and the United 
States—which I pray may be averted—England would at once before 
making any movement assume that the United States would take pos- 
session of Canada, and one reason why she might be driven by the force 
of circumstences to exact tribute from our coastcities would be because 
she knew that she would lose Canada. We could not recoup upon her 
after damaging our coast by taking Canada, because the tie that holds 
Canada to Great Britain is very slight anyway. Iam one of those who 
believe that the annexation feeling in Canada is constantly enlarging, 
becoming more powerful and pervasive, and that Canada will come to 
us in peaceful ways at no far distant time; and if hostilities should un- 
fortunately occur between us and the mother country the first thing 
that would happen would be the oceupation of Canada by our troops 
overrunning it and seizing it as our property, not confiscating any- 
thing, but annexing it to us, and Great Britain would only have as an 
offset to that her 3 upon our coast. We should not wait un- 
til Great Britain had done that beſore we took Canada. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In that case, what would become of the bonded 
indebtedness held in England upon the property of Canada? Would 
we permit that to remain as an obligation to be paid? Millions and 
billions of bonds are held in England upon railroads in Canada and 
other securities in Canada, and does the Senator pretend to say that 
when we overrun Canada we should permit those obligations to be out- 
standing and valid against the United States, that we would not con- 
demn them, that we would not appropriate every dollar of that prop- 
erty without assuming one cent of obligation to anybody on earth for 
it? 

Mr. HALE. Iam by no means certain that if Canada comes to us 
by a peaceful process 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ah, we are not talking about peace now. We 
are about war. 

Mr. HALE. If Canada comes to us by a peaceful process we shall 
assume her debt. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No doubt of that, 

Mr. HALE. Ifshe comes by war the question of her debt, owed not 
to the British Government, but to private individuals, would be a ques- 
tion of negotiation, and it is by no means certain, if those negotiations 
resulted in the annexation or absorption of Canada by the United States, 
that there would not accompany that a provision that the United States 
would assume the debt, 

Mr. COCKRELL.. I would say in reply that it is absolutely certain 
there would be no such negotiation. It is absolutely certain—and I 
want England to know it to-day—that in that event we should take 
Canada with all it has, without any kind of obligation to a mortal being, 
national or individual, and Canada knows that just as well as we know 
it to-day; and England knows as well as we do thatif there should be 
a peaceable coalition between the United States and Canada, as a matter 
of course the United States would assume all the liabilities of Canada 
according to the terms of agreement. 

But we are not discussing that proposition. We are discussing what 
would happen in the event of war, and I say that the United States 
can take from Great Britain upon Canadian soil $10,000,000 where 
England could injure the United States one copper, and England knows 
it just as well to-day as we do. It is nonsense for Senators to talk 
about England attacking this country and sailing with her war-vessels 
into any port of the United States to attempt to levy the contribution 
of a few millions or even a few hundred millions of dollars upon our 
cities. England could not be induced to do that. She would see her 
great right arm severed before she would do it, for she would know, and 
she knows to-day, that that would be the end of the British Empire, and 
no longer would the sun never set upon that empire, no longer would 
the beat of her drums be heard continuously around the world. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, it is anything but a fair discussion of 
the pending question for Senators on either side to undertake to spec- 
ulate upon the question whether there are any present conditions 


o 
which threaten war on the part of any other Government with this 
nation or on the part of this nation with any other Government, When 
the time comes that there are existing conditions which threaten war, 
it will not only be too late to discuss such a question, but it could not 
be discussed in a proper temper. It can only be discussed upon a cory 
dition such as happily exists now in the relation of this country toall 
others, that of peace and the absence of any prospect that that peace 
will be disturbed. It is because these are the conditions upon which 
this question is raised that it can and ought to be discussed with pro- 
priety and candor as to a settled policy, and not as toa temporary exi- 
gency. How idle for even the distinguished Senator from Missouri 
and the Senator from Maine to lock horns’? here—if I may use that 
phrase—upon the question whether England will in case of a future 
war inflict greater injury upon the United States than the United 
States can upon England! 

That has no bearing at all upon the question whether here, in time 
of profound peace, thank God! it is proper for us to look to the pos- 
sibilities of war among the nations of this earth and our relations to 
that war, whether it be proper for us, as other nations are preparing 
for such possibilities, todo so. That is why allusion is made to the 
war vessels of England upon the Pacific coast. Thatis why allusion is 
made to her great dry-dock and to her men-of-war on the Pacific, not 
because their presence threatens war to-day, but because they bespeak 
a policy on the part of England which it has been deemed n 
for us to adopt, namely, to take ourselves proper measures for the de- 
fense of our coast. 

For twenty-five or thirty years we have left our seaports undefended. 
We have left them so in the face of the world and of the wars of the 
world; and because no harm has come to us in that time the Senator 
from Missouri feels justified in taking hold of the future and saying 


that there will be none in the future. It furnishes no such evidence 


atall. The postponement of all these evil days is no assurance that they 
will not ultimately come. It becomes this nation that it should put 
itself in a proper condition of defense to command the respect of other 
nations under other conditions than those which now exist; and that 
policy has, I believe, been settled upon by the people of this country, 
and their representatives have in the years back, as I believe they will 
in the years to come, followed out that policy energetically, and I hope 
hereafter they will address themselves more than they have done in 
the past toward those means which will bring about that condition of 
things most speedily and most economically. 

No man upon this floor or in any other branch advocates a dollar of 
useless or profligate expenditure in this behalf. The bill as it came 
from the House of Representatives and as it comes from the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations is guarded in that respect and intends to 
make every dollar it appropriates tell most effectually upon that end. 
If we are to reverse that policy, let us send this bill out of the Senate. 
Do not let us dally with it any longer. Do not let us higgle about the 


question whether there shall be twelve or thirteen mortars built on 


the Atlantic coast and three and a half on the Pacific coast. Let us 
avail ourselves of all the forces at our command consistent with the 
condition of our Treasury and the proper expenditure of our money, 
to put this country in that condition that the people I am confident 
are determined it shall be put in. : 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire only to say a single word. TheSena- 
tor from Maine [Mr. HALE] seems from his expressions to-day to have 
changed considerably his opinion expressed a few days when the 
naval bill was under consideration. At that time, I believe, he was 
in favor of defending our American seaports on the coast of England. 
His proposition was to build battle-ships that could go across the ocean 
and defend the American seaports there. That he thought to be the 
very wisest and best policy then; but I see that to-day he is in favor 
of something in the shape of a defense for the American people. So 
much for that. As I see the Senator is not in his seat, I will not pur- 
sue that subject further. 

With respect to the proposition made by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Dawes], I wish to say that a few days ago the Commit- 
tee on Coast Defenses had before them some of the Government mili- 
tary officers, notably General Miles, and in that interview the fact was 
revealed to the committee that upon the Pacific coast there was but one 
seaport city which could not be defended by land fortifications. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Only one? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I think but one, possibly two, that of San Fran- 
cisco and perhaps one farther south. The city of San Francisco is not 
beyond the reach of a heavy gun firing from the open sea, and there- 


fore the use of mortars is very necessary at the port of San Francisco. 


Military science has reached a point that you can fire mortars from 
a concealed position, and, as it were, the ship is not seen and the man 
who fires the mortar or the mortar itself is not observable from the 
ship. For instance, you could fire over a mountain with almost cer- 
tain accuracy and lodge your shot upon the deck of the vessel. I was 
surprised when I listened, as I did on that occasion, to the explanation 
made by those distinguished gunners and naval officers as to the effi- 
ciency of mortars under such conditions. 

The port of San Francisco occupies just that position that enables us 
to use mortars with telling effect, I am told as to ports farther north 
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that they are so far inland and with such rocky coasts, particularly along 
the rivers—take, if you please, Portland and other places similarly sit- 
uated—that they can be fortified by land batteries to such an extent 
that no naval fleet could possibly get anywhere within reach of the 
‘city. If that be true, certainly there is no more economical way and 
there is no more permanent method of defending our seacoasts than by 
land fortifications and land batteries. 

Upon the strength of statements made to the Committee on Coast 
Defenses we propose to ask the Senate, and I think the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. Dol] has already reported a bill, if it has not already 

the Senate, making an appropriation to purchase locations where 
d batteries can be erected all along the Pacific coast, and in addi- 
tion to that 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will pardon mo, that has already been 
put upon this bill. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I did not know that. In addition to that I 
believe it is a recommendation made by the committee to also estab- 
lish a gun foundry on the Pacific coast. Whether any progress has 
been made with that or not Iam not advised, the idea being to con- 
struct heayy guns, mortars, etc., and to proceed to fortify the Pacific 
coast, not with coast-defense vessels, not with battle-ships, which my 
friend from Maine seems to be so very much in favor of, but with 
guns of the heaviest power and caliber, mounted in land fortifications 
or what you call disappearing batteries. 

Mr. HALE. The Renton will allow me to suggest that one side of 
this plan of national defense does not exclude the other by any means. 
I have always maintained thatthe great war-ship is the best form and 
in itself presents the best method of national defense of any one thing; 
but I should not be willing to stop with the war-ship simply, which 
has the power of going from one place to another, but would re-enforce 
that by whatever fortifications are found necessary in our ports. New 
York could be defended, not only by a competent fleet of war-ships to 
break a blockade, but also by proper land fortifications, so that if an 
enemy does get inside of the line of battle-ships it can be defended. 
The two go along together. I have never considered that there was any 
hostility between the measure reported by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts and those reported by myself for naval defense. They move 
along together, and I am very glad to support his measure, as I have 
no doubt he is to support those I reported, and together they are not 
extravagant. As they are going along together, they do not takea large 
portion of the national funds, but they go hand in hand. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have ever been of the opinion and belief that 
there are two methods by which the Congress ofthe United States could 
defend itsseaports, I have believed that there has been an earnest aud 
an honest demand by the people of this country, not only upon the sea- 
coast, but in the interior, that some provision should be made for the 
protection of our now defenseless seacoast. You take the whole Atlantic 
seacoast from Maine to Florida, and around the Gulf if you please to 
the mouth of the Rio Grande River, and there is nothing in the world 
to prevent a third-class naval vessel of the weakest naval power in the 
world from entering any one of these ports. But as I have always be- 
lieved and as 90 per cent. of all our naval officers believe (if they were 
allowed to express their opinion uncontrolled by any other power they 
would say to you) it can not be done by the building of battle-ships 
which go sailing around the ocean carrying so much iron upon their 
ribs and that expose so much of a broadside—the battle-ships which 
the Senator from Maine proposed to build would be a target for the 
cnemy’s guns—but our ports can be protected by the American moni- 
tor ship, which presents no target whatever, or scarcely any, to the 
enemy’s shot. 

In addition to that, I believe, as the Senator from Massachusetts says, 
that we should fortify every port both on the Atlantic and on the Pacific 
side with the heaviest guns and as many of them as can in any way, 
shape, or form be placed, so as to cover thoroughly the ground to be de- 
fended. A gun once placed requires very little expenditure of money 
to keep it in operation and in effective use; but a battle-ship or a float- 
ing battery of any kind is a very expensive machine. If a gun were 
located at Sandy Hook the gun would always be there in the right place 
to defend Sandy Hook from the attack of a naval vessel from the open 
sea, 

Therefore I think that any kind of provision inserted in an appropri- 
ation bill which will add to your guns, which will add to your power 
to make heavy guns, is a provision at the present time in the right 
direction. Ishall be glad to see our extensive gun factories extended 
Still further. Iwas amazed a few days ago upon visiting the navy- 
yard here in Washington to find what progress had been made there 
towards the preparation or completion of heavy guns both for our naval 
vessels and for our land fortifications and for the use of the Army. As 
Isupposed, these guns are required for the use of the Navy. The gun 
foundry at Troy, or at Watervliet, or wherever it is, as I understand, 
is making heavy guns for the use of the Army and for land batteries to 
be located along the coast. I think there ought to be an extension of 
the works there, and I think we can not make haste too fast in that 
direction. 

Mr. DOLPH. I suppose the Senator from New Jersey is aware that 
the committee which reported this bill proposes to strike out the ap- 


propriation for the erection of the south wing of the Arm factory 
and the ap riation for tools. 2 . 

Mr. MCPHERSON. At Watervliet? 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes, at Watervliet; to stop the construction of the 
extension to the Watervliet arsenal and the increase of its capacity for 
the construction of and to contract for them with private parties. 

Mr. McPHERSON, I did not know that, or I should not have an- 
ticipated the question by debating it before we reach it. I am very 
sorry if the Committee on Appropriations have taken any such action. 
I think it is going in the wrong direction. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr, President, ordinarily I should be opposed to 
the increase in the appropriation of about $150,000 on this account. 
Whether it be right or wrong we have entered upon a system of mak- 
ing moderate appropriations for the construction of guns of heavy 
caliber, The Committee on Appropriations, and I agree thoroughly 
with them, in considering the general system, determined, in regard to 
this matter of the construction of mortars, toincrease the appropriation 
so as to encourage private enterprise on the Pacific coast to construct 
at least one-fourth of the number required, about one-fourth of them 
to be used on the Pacific, 

It is a matter which was brought to the attention of the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] in the Committee on Coast Defenses as well as to 
the attention of the Committee on Appropriations that in the construc- 
tion of these heavy guns, which up to this time has taken place alto- 
gether on the Atlantic coast, the matter of transportation is at least 
one-third of the value of the guns. In other words, with proper en- 
couragement, private enterprise on the Pacific will constract the num- 
ber of mortars required upon that coast and we shall save the cost of 
transportation. It is therefore a matter of economy, in our judgment, 
to do it. 

It goes beyond that, Mr. President. The theory upon which this 
bill is constructed as it came here is that the Government shall enter 
into the construction and building up and assembling of these great 
guns. The Committee on Appropriations (and I agree in that view 
very thoroughly) believe that for one-half the amount you can encour- 
age private enterprise and have them constructed equally as well in 
private shops without the original cost of the plant and its mainte- 
nance on the part of the Government. I therefore think that as we 
have entered upon the system moderately, not to com with the rec- 
ommendation of the fortification board or the Committee on Coast De- 
fenses of the Senate, amounting as the bill does in the aggregate to u 
little over $7,000,000, this is a very wise provision. We appropriated 
by the act of September 22, 1888, $3,922,000 for all these guns. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How much for mortars? 

Mr. GORMAN. The appropriation was $250,000 under the provis- 
ions of this bill, as well as the act of 1889; they are now being con- 
structed in some private establishment at a cost of about $7,000 or 
$7,500 each. The $400,000 provided for in the amendment will only 
give fifty mortars all told. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam sorry that the subcommittee in the consid- 
eration of this bill can not arrive at a definite conclusion in regard to it. 
I hold in my hand a report which the subcommittee submitted to the 
full committee, on page 69 of which I find a quotation from Mr. Charles 
S. Smith, assistant to the Chief of Ordnance, printed in the testimony 
taken before the House Committee on Appropriations July 21, 1888, 
page 71, in which he says: 

The cast-iron steel-hooped mortar has been successfully developed in this 
country, * and the Department should now be intrusted with the pro- 


curement of a supply for issue to the service. * * * It has endured a test of 
about 200 rounds and has given a maximum range of about 6 miles, 


Then General Benét, the Chiet of Ordnance, says: 

In view of the large number of 12-inch mortars required for coast defense and 
from the fact that there are several manufacturers who can supply mortars of 
cast-iron banded with steel (already tested with sat ry results as regards 
endurance), the sum of $500,000 has been included in the estimates to procure 12- 
inch rifled mortars of a similar type. This money should procure from fifty to 
sixty mortars. N 

That was all that was estimated at that time, one-half of which, 
$250,000, was appropriated in the last law, and $250,000 was put in 
this bill by the other House; and the Senate, the economical body, 
proposes to increase the $250,000 to $400,000, an increase of $150,000, 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the condition of the coast line of the 
United States in reference to defense is much worse than it was prior 
to the late war. There are not as many guns in ition and the guns 
which are in position are totally ineffective. The guns are not only 
less in number, but they are much less effective for the purposes of de- 
fense than the same number of guns would have been prior to 1861. 
There never was a more profound peace than the United States en- 
joyed from the close of the Mexican war to the beginning of the civil 
war, and yet in that time no party, no administration of any party, 
deemed it otherwise than the dictate of common prudence to provide 
for the decent fortification of the harbors along the Atlantic and the 
Pacific coast. 

The fortifications of that day were adapted to the conditions then 
existing. The guns were smaller, of less power and less endurance, 
than the guns which have been made out of steel and other material 
since that time, but they answered the purpose by comparison with 
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the armament which could be brought against them. New conditions 
have ensued; higher power steel guns have been invented and made. 
They have displaced the cast-iron guns, guns of short range, of 
light power, and the United States, in order to keep up with the con- 
dition of things which existed prior to the war, to be in as good defen- 
sive condition as it was then, must necessarily adapt itself to these 
new conditions and provide new guns and new armament. The steps 
that have been taken in that direction have been taken, as I think, 
wisely, and I think on the whole economically. 

Now, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] says that we are 

roposing to buy more than the Ordnance Department estimated for. 
Tn that he isclearly mistaken. The estimate for the present year was 
$400,000, and all the committee did was to put the appropriation up to 
the estimate. The other House had cut it down to $250,000; but the 
statement of the Chief of Ordnance in regard to what it would be nec- 
essary to purchase, fifty or sixty mortars, was not his statement of the 
total number of mortars that were necessary for the defense of our coast. 
The Senator knows that we have been proceeding upon the theory 
brought forth by the board on ordnance and fortification a number of 
years ago, to the effect that we should need seven hundred mortars for 
the protection of both coasts, and seven hundred high-power guns of 
-different calibers, ranging from 8 to 16 inches. We have not, ot course, 
committed ourselves to the policy of procuring this vast amount of ma- 
terial, but we are going ahead upon that theory, because no other theory, 
from the necessity of the case, has been broached except that which has 
been suggested, I think, by the Senator from Oregon very recently, that 
as the Puget Sound coast was not embraced within the estimate of the 
board on ordnance and fortification some additions would be necessary 
in order to meet the defenseless condition of that coast. 

In all that we have done, so far as I know, we have availed ourselves 
of the work that has been done abroad. I have been told by a gentle- 
man who I think is a capable judge that the guns which we have made 
are the best of their kind made in the world. Wehavenot made very 
many, I agree, not so many perhaps as we ought to have made, but it 
would be a great misfortune if havingstarted upon this work we should 
now incontinently stop, as the Senator from Missouri seems to think 
we ought to do, 

We have been between two fires as to whether we should make these 

entirely through Government instrumentalities or whether we 
should invite private capital to make them. We have adopted the 
middle course, We have provided for procuring the steel forgings 
from private manufacturers and for the assembling and finishing of 
them at a Government factory. In addition to that, we have invited 
upon liberal terms private manufacturers to engage in the production 
and delivery to the United States of guns which should answer to cer- 
tain tests, and thus endeavor to keep the operations of the Govern- 
ment and the operations of private parties going hand in hand, so that 
we might not only enlarge our facilities as t the urgent time of 
need, but at the same time be prepared to do that which was the most 
economical and which furnished the best results. 

It may be that we ought not to have any guns. I do not attach a 
great deal of importance to the theory so often propounded here that 
some foreign government would make war upon us and would leyy 
tribute upon the cities of New York and Boston, because I think we 
could prevent it. I think the impedimenta which exist around all 
our great harbors, with such additions as we could improvise, would 

robably prevent it. But the expense of such an improvisation would 
be immense., It would amount to taking the entire fleet engaged in 
our coastwise trade; perhaps it would amount to taking every tug and 
_ every ferry-boat and every other thing that could float around all the 
great harbors to meet this sudden emergency, which would be more 
expensive than it would be to provide absolutely against it in a per- 
manent way. 

In addition to that, if something of that kind should occur and we 
should be confronted by an emergency, no one knows better than the 
Senator from Missouri that, the spirit of our people being aroused by 
the outrage being committed upon us, we should resent that, if we had 
to do so by a war which covered a long period of years. For that we 
should need to have extensive preparation, and if preparation was not 
made beforehand we should have to make it after the emergency oc- 
curred, We should then be in this most unfortunate condition, if the 
theory which he seems to advocate should prevail, that we would have 
no mechanics, no machinery, no yards, no factories, no nothing which 
would enable us to enter upon the production of any engine of war hav- 
ing effect, under moderate conditions, for a long period of time, and thus 
be, during all that period of time, certainly if not wholly defenseless, 
at any rate in a condition not to be able to make an offensive return. 

What we have done so far has stimulated the energies and the en- 
terprise of the manufacturers of the United States. They have put up 
the great machinery necessary to make the larger forgings and to as- 
semble and to finish the guns which are to be made from them. Hav- 
ing entered upon that field we are now seeing the benefit of it in this 
way. Weare making better guns out of the same material than can 
be made abroad. I have no doubt that we shall continue to reap ben- 
efits of that kind as we progress. I shall be very greatly surprised if 
before the contracts contemplated in this bill are complied with we do 


not ano an armament which, for the size of it, will be the best in the 
world. 

The expense is not large. The Senator has seen passed through the 
Senate here bills carrying millions for the Navy. He knows, or ought 
to know, that the Navy under a general provision which seems to have 
escaped his attention, is preparing to-day to make 16-inch guns, too 
large, I think, for naval purposes. I regret that they are to be made, 
but if objection was to be made it was there and not here, The ex- 
cuse, of course, as relates to the Navy will be offered that we may 
some time use them for offense, something which our people are get 
erally opposed to, something which they ought to be op to; w 
the gun that is mounted upon the land can not be for offense; it 
is purely foradefensive purpose. Soif there isto beany discrimination 
in the expenditure at all, it ought to be in favor of guns to be mounted 
on the land. Í 

I believe some of the inventions which have occurred recently, or 
rather some of the discoveries in regard to the use of high explosives, 
come very near to demonstrating that we do not need and never shall 
need, either on land or on sea, a gun as large as a 16-inch gun; that a 
12-inch gun will be the largest that will be needed; for I believe that 
we shall within a very short time demonstrate beyond any doubt that 
we can fire these high explosives out of a powder gun. If we do, we 
shall enormously enhance the value of all these guns, and in thus doing 
we are doing that which not only complies with present conditions, 
but so far as possible anticipates future conditions. So I believe that 
every gun we build now will be something that we can store up as 
being a weapon up to the highest possibilities for a generation to come 
at least, 


Mr. HALE. Is not the Senator aware, let me ask him right on that 
point, that the tendency of building in modern gunnery is now not to 
build the extreme large-sized guns. I do not think that for the Navy 
any guns will be built, unless there is a change in the policy, above 12 
or 13 inches. I think the Senator is right about that; and the Navy 
Department believes in that; and upon the new ships that are to be 
built or upon any now in process of construction no gun larger than 
12 or 13 inches will be placed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understood the Senator from Kansas to say that 
16-inch guns were used in the Navy. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam told that the Navy Department is now provid- 
ing machinery whereby it can assemble and finish 16-inch guns. 

Mr. HALE. That some two years ago was talked of, and the estab- 
lishments were at work and believed they could do that; butthe Nary 
Department for the last year or two years has been going in the other 
direction, and is not requiring any guns larger than 12 or 13 inches. I 
have no idea that there will ever be cast in this country—there will 
not probably any be cast—as large as 16 inches. 

Mr. PLUMB, I am very glad to have that information, because when 
I learned what I have mentioned I felt that the Navy Department— 
speaking, of course, from the basis of my limited knowledge—was mak- 
ing a mistake. I remember to have read last Sunday in a city paper, 
the Washington Post, an article, I think copied from a New York paper, 
giving the result of an experiment with the firing of a 13}-inch gun 
from the British battle-ship Trafalgar, which would seem to indicate 
that that gun of 13} inches in diameter and of 67 tons ba was al- 
together too large for any use on shipboard, for in firing it not only 
depressed the deck but broke away the stanchions and damaged the 
ship in such a way that I think it would be absolutely impossible to 
make use of it during an engagement without perhaps totally destroy- 
ing the vessel on which it was being fired. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator from Kansas, I suppose, is aware 
that for the past five or six years there has been a race going on be- 
tween resistance and guns, and guns have got far in the lead, the re- 
sult of which is, as I understand, that the Navy Department and in 
fact all naval powers have found that a 12 to 13 inch gun is amply 
sufficient to penetrate almost all the armor that can be carried by any 
battle-ship of any kind. Therefore, I think at the navy-yard they are 
finishing no gun over 12 inches. Am I not right? The Senator from 
Maine knows better than myself. 

Mr. HALE. They have not got so far yet as to finish an as 
large as that, but they are prepared to finish only 12-inch guns and 
possibly one or two 13-inch guns. = 

Mr. McPHERSON. I believe provision was made, however, in one 
or two coast-defense ships, authorized under the administration of 
Secretary Whitney, for the use of 16-inch guns, I think on the Thomas 
monitor and also on the naval defense vessel built under the adminis- 
tration of Secretary Whitney. - 

Mr. HALE. Ido not think it is contemplated to put 16-inch guns 
on either of those. It was talked about, but I do not think that has 
ever been recommended. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Puritan, I think, would carry 13-inch 

ns. : 

En Mr. PLUMB, We have been proceeding with the best light before 
us, and have made very satisfactory progress in comparison with any- 
thing going on abroad, because we have availed ourselves of the 

takes of foreign peoples. There was a long waiting period when we 
could notagree on anything either for the Navy in ships or for the Army 
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see that General Bentt, the Chief of Ordnance, was before the Commit- 
tee on nap ea and discussed the question of material for guns 
at pe e Senator from‘ Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] said to 

im: 

You had some experience of casting iron mortars under the bill of 1888. How 
many did you try? 

General BENÉT. Only one, the one submitted by Mr. Hunt to the board of 
ordnance and fortifications. It was tried and failed. 3 

Dawes. What was the cause of that failure? 

General Brnét. I suppose it would be difficult to say what causes a failure 
unless there was something wrong about the metal. Cast-iron is a treacherous 
metal. We never know how it is going to turn out. 

Senator Dawes, What I want to find out is whether you discovered anything 
special by which that could be remedied so that we could make another gun 
and avoid that result. 

General Bxxtr. 1 do not know that there is anything we could remedy, or 
whether if such or such a thing was done it would improve it, but all our ex- 


in the way of coast defenses. It seemed to many of us at that time 
that we were losing ground, but we did not; in point of fact, we gained 
by it. Wespent many millions idly and uselessly upon the Navy at 
that time, calking old structures, and all that sort of thing, and 
thanking our stars that the Navy was not costing more than it did. Of 
course that was useless, but it was not half as useless as to proceed 
upon the lines European powers have been proceeding upon in regard 
to the ships or guns we build. So there was great saving in that. 

But since we have begun feeling our way, being guided by the best 
light furnished by the experiments of other peoples and by the inge- 
nuity of our own, we have made such progress that we need have no 
fear that any step we have taken we shall ever take back, and not only 
that, but we have accomplished it by, I think, great economy. 

The Senator will observe that in this bill we have taken out of the 
act of 1888 a provision which contemplated the expenditure of $6,000,- 
000 for guns to be made in private factories, and have substituted in 
place of it another provision which will give us the same number of 
guns, and I think we shall get them under this provision as we could 
not under the other, at least not for a long time to come, whereby we 
can get the same number of guns for less that $4,000,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. But smaller guns. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is true there will be one not quite so large, and 
we shall not have any 16-inch guns, as we might have had under that 
provision. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator why the Govern- 
ment did not get the guns under that provision in the act of 1888? 

Mr. PLUMB. That was an experimental provision, and it was found 
when under operation to be comparatively ineffective. That provision, 
as the Senator will see, provided that the Government should buy only 
the best gun, and the manufacturer said very rightly, ‘‘I am able to 
produce a gun that will answer practically the test, but it may not be 
exactly as good as my competitor’s gun; it may be shaded differently, 
and the doubts may be resolved against me, and I may lose my whole 
investment.“ 

The consequence was that the competition could not be had which 
was necessary; at all events it has not been had. That was the in- 
ducement we tendered to the manufacturers. We were feeling our 
way. It was a new thing. We wanted to see what could be done; 
and uppermost then in the minds of the committee, as now, was the 
idea of giving to the manufacturer a chance to do it, not only because 

we believed that that would furnish a corrective to the Government 
operations, but because we believed we could get them cheaper, and 
over and above all, more potential still, was the fact that if we enlisted 
the private manufacturer in this business, if the emergency ever should 
come when we needed guns, we would have great establishments at our 
command that at once we could turn into gun factories, whereby we 
could supply ourselves with all we might need. 

Itis in pursuance of this policy that we have transferred from the act 
of 1888 to the bill now before the Senate the provision appropriating 
less than $4,000,000 designed to accomplish practically the same pur- 
pose, and we have the satisfaction of knowing that by reason of the 
operations of the Ordnance Department, aided by the skill of American 
mechanics and the operating forces of great manufacturing establish- 
ments, we have made gunsto-day which we believe are the best of the kind 
there are in the world. As the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwes] 
says, that induces others to try it, and we are going to have a generous 
competition between the manufacturers in this country, in my belief, 
on one side, and the Ordnance De ent on the other side to see that 
these instrumentalities of war, Which we hope never may be needed. 
but which we are bound by adecent regard for the necessities of the sit- 
uation as they may develop themselves to be at any time ready to pro- 
vide, shall be not only the best that the world affords, but that we 
shall have back of us a reserved force to enable us to double all these 
instrumentalities at any time on short notice. 

This is not, I beg the Senator from Missouri to believe, an extrava- 

t appropriation. It is not what would be the expense of improvis- 

for the defense of a single port upon the Atlantic coast if we had 
to do it in a hurry. It is only doing the wise thing. It is doing what 
all Governments have done. It is doing what this Government did 
before the war, what it did in time of as proſound peace as the country 
has ever known. 

I have said what I would say again, that I do not believe we shall 
ever hear a hostile shot fired on this continent; but, if we do not or as 
donble assurance that we never shall, we shall be at least in decent 
readiness for whoever may attack us. It is like insurance on your 
property. A fire may never occur; your house, your barn may never 
burn down; and yet the prudent citizen always insures it, not that he 
believes it will burn down, but because he always says, If it should 
burn down I should like to be on the safe side. No man can tell in 
this great international forum, in which there is no moral force except 
interest and no principle except power, when and at what particular 
moment of time we may be confronted with a necessity which will 
summon us to arms. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, the board on fortifications and other 
Gefenses, in discussing the question of guns and the material out of 
which they shall be constructed, emphatically recommended steel. I 


one did, while probably the next will stand five hundred> 


That is, it is a treacherous metal, an unreliable metal; that while 
one cast-iron gun will do some service another will burst with the first 
charge. - 

Senator Dawes. Did his first experiment so satisfy you that you did not want 
to try any more? 

General Bextt. No; we have had experiments abroad and experiments here. 

Senator Dawes. Suppose he would offer to make another one of different 
weight and different metal and at his own risk. 

General BxNEr. I think if he added to the weight of the metal there would be 
some other difficulties, I havea paper here, Notes on cast-iron rifled ordnance.” 
There was a proposition before the House on this bill tomake another cast-iron 
mortar, but make it heavier. We had the matter examined. We have form- 
ulas by which to work this out. The idea was to increase the mortar about 10,- 
000 pounds, The one that went to pieces weighed about 30,000 pounds. Mr. 
Hunt made a proposition to make one that would weigh 40,000 wr From 
our examination, as stated here, the estimate to make it weigh 40,000 pounds 
would increase the strength only 3 per cent. You would be a ey so percent, 
to the weicht of the mortar and only getting 3 per cent, added to the strength. 
It would be 6 inches wider than the one we fired, besides taking up yaluable 
space in battery, which is a step in the wrong direction. 

Senator Gorman. What do the steel mortars weigh? 

General Berxér. The mortars are of cast-iron. They make good mortars, 
We think that we could reduce the weight of the mortar, and probably when 
we get cheaper steel a steel mortar would be better. 

Senator GORMAN. What is the difference in the cost between the steel-hoop 
mortar and the steel mortar? 

General BEXHT. I think the difference is $2,000 or $3,000, but I can not state 
positively. 

The committee also had before them, I perceive, Colonel Abbot. I 
took occasion the other day to say that I thought Colonel Abbot knows 
more about coast defense and all questions connected with it than any 
other man living to-day. Senator Dawes said to him: 


Now, about the bursting of that South Boston gun, you gave up upon the fail- 
ure of the firstexperiment. Were yousatisfied upon the very first experiment 
that it was impracticable to use the cast-iron? 

Colonel ABBOT. That first experiment was in line with all our previous ex- 
perience. We had at the outset no good reason to anticipate from the evidence 
on hand that cast-iron was a suitable metal. We tried it because it was offered 
under the terms of that act. < 

Senator Dawes, You have no reason to suppose it was because of defect in the 
metal? 

Colonel Assor. Not the slightest. 

Senator Dawes. Or in the arrangement of the quantity? Is not Mr. Hunt cer- 


can accomplish the same thing? 

Colonel Annor. It is possible, by making the mortar still more unwieldy. It 
was already a good deal bigger than what we would require of a steel mortar 
of equal power. ; 

Senator Dawes. If he would take his own risk is there any harm in letting 
him try it again, and if he proves it a success would you care to have such guns? 

Colonel ABBOT. I think that the question of cast-iron for ordnance should 
be regarded as settled, simply and solely upon the 1 that every single 
gun has necessarily its own individual character, and because you make one 
good gun you have no right to inter that the next one, made as nearly as possi- 

le in the same way, will be as good. : 

Senator Dawes. Is that to any extent true of steel? 

Colonel Aunor. It is not nearly so true of steel, because there we can test the 

. We build up the gun, and can test the metal that goes into it, so that we 

now thatevery single piece is in its proper. condition. A cast-iron gun is a 
mass of metal which has been cooled witha certain interior cooling in bore, 
and it is impossible to regulate that process with precision, 

Senator Dawes. That is true of an assembled gun, but is it true of a cast-steel 


2 
* Colonel Annor. It is not; and I have no faith in a cast-steel gun for that very 


reason. 
Senator Dawes. You saw the cast-steel gun from Pittsburgh? 
Colonel Annor. I know about both of the*cast-steel guns recently tested by 


the Navy. 
Senator Dawes. The cast-steel and the cast-iron guns came out in the same 


? 
"Colonel Annor. Yes, sir; both metals were failures. 

Now, what is proposed here? Why, to make a mongrel gun, to take 
some of this worthless metal, totally unreliable, so that you cast a gun 
to-day that stands a test and to-morrow you will have no certainty of 
getting one, and then to hoop it with steel. I think all testimony goes 
to the effect of showing that you cannot put the two metals together so 
as to get a proper and constant strain of the two metals. It is even 


purpose. 
Mr. DAWES. The Senator has read what he said about steel-hooped 


s? A 
2 DOLPH. I know he says a recent satisfactory test has been 
made of hooped guns—I will come to that pretty soon—but he says a 
built-up forged-steel mortar is preferable to a hooped mortar or a cast- 
iron mortar, The difference is only about two or three thousand dol- 


. 


perience is that you may take one mortar and it will last twenty rounds, as this 


tain that still with a different arrangement of the metal and a heavier gun he 


difficult in the matter of forging steel for built-up guns or forany other 
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lars each, and in the number proposed here it will be about $100,000 
or $150,000. S 

I say there is not a man in the Army or Navy who has given atten- 
tion to this subject, I think there is not a Senator here, who does not 
prefer beyond all odds a built-up forged-steel mortar. We now have 
establishments in the United States, if I am not entirely mistaken, 
that are able to cast ingots large enough for any mortar we want; so 
that we are in a condition to build forged-steel mortars at the present 
time just as readily as we can build cast-iron mortars; and there is no 
reason why we should not do it, unless it is that there are some estab- 
lishments which can build cast-iron hooped mortars and can not build 
cast-steel mortars. f 

Mr. PLUMB, There is one other thing, if the Senator will permit 
me. If they can build steel hooped and steel mortars both, and build 
the former much more gapidly, they can supply whatever might be re- 
garded as the immediate need more fully than if they were confined 
to the steel mortars. 

Mr. DOLPH. The difference in time is so slight that it would 
amount to nothing in this matter of providing ourselves with coast de- 
fenses. We have done a long time without any of them, and we ought 
to do longer until we can get the guns made of the right material and 
the right methods of coast defense. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator understand that this bill forces 
upon the War Department the cast-iron mortar hooped with steel 
against their judgment? 

Mr. DOLPH. I discussed this question two years ago, and I ex- 
amined what was said in the Department about a cast-iron mortar 
hooped with steel. I know the test has been satisfactory as to some of 
them, but still no one can escape from the proposition that if cast-iron 
is a treacherous metal, and if you can build one gun to-day of cast-iron 
which will do service and to-morrow it will burst on the first charge, 
it must necessarily be the case that the amount of cast-iron that you 
put into any one mortar must be equally treacherous, and that you are 
building, so far as that part of the material of the mortar is concerned, 
a treacherous gun and an unserviceable gun. 

Even as to steel and forged steel, the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAn] will recollect something that we saw to demonstrate it down 
at the proving grounds of the Naval Academy. We saw therea couple 
of forged projectiles, I think 6-inch projectiles, that had been all com- 
pleted and boxed up ready to send to the navy-yard here to be charged, 
and during the night the strain of the metal being unequal they had 
cracked right across, broken right in two by the strain of the metal. 
No one is yet able to calculate with precision the force which causes 
this strain, and there is more or less uncertainty, as everybody will 
admit, in the forged steel parts of a built-up gun; butso far it has 
stood much better tests, done much better service than any other metal 
which is used for guns. It seems to me that instead of providing for 
these mongrel mortars, cast-iron hooped with steel, in which certainly 
we shall get no greater strength than the steel hoops, the mortars we do 
build should be built of the best material. 

Again, as to time. Every one knows that it will take about as much 
time to prepare the emplacement for guns and mortars, for guns espe- 
cially, as it will to build the guns. We are making no progress in that 
direction. They ought to be carried on together. Appropriations 
ought to be made at the same time for coast defenses and for what 
you may call the fortifications dismantled, the emplacement, so that 
when the guns are ready there will be some place to mount them. As 
I said before, I do not think there is any such haste as to require that 
we should build guns of an inferior character. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I desire in a general way to sustain 
the recommendations of the committee. Without special knowledge 
as to the kind of ordnance which should be made, I should leave that 
to those who are qualified to deal with the kind of ordnance which 
should befarnished. But it will not do fora country with the population 
and the wealth and the commerce of the United States to be without 
some kind of military preparation for any contingency which may arise. 
I feel as others do, that it is not very probable we shall fall into war 
with any nation, at least at an early day; but if we are to keep out of 
war the best way to do so is to be prepared for whatever contingency 
may arise, 

Butas our commerce is extended, as our relations with the commercial 
world are increased, questions will necessarily arise which will involve 
negotiation, and a respectable navy and reasonable preparation for 
military operations are the best bases for negotiation. Without suit- 
able preparation and reasonable means of defense by land and water, 
when questions of an international character arise we are in no position 
to demand what we may believe to be right and proper, but with that 
sort of preparation, when questions of controversy arise, while we ought 
never to demand what is improper, we should be in a condition to in- 
sist upon what would be right to us. 

We can not avoid now, if we would, the responsibility of a first-class 
power; and when we look to our Pacific coast, to the long line of coast 
there and the condition it is in, no one can doubt that we have too long 
neglected the defenses of that coast, The city of San Francisco, the 
city of San Diego, the mouth of the Columbia, the different positions 
occupied upon Puget Sound, are all exposed in such a way that they 


might suffer great injury in case of a collision with any respectable 
naval power. Surely we shall not allow them to remain in that condi- 
tion. 3 

As time wears on, we shall necessarily build up a great commerce 
with India. I look within the next ten or twenty years to see the 
commerce of Western Europe pass through the peninsula to the south 
of us, and in that way for trade to be opened with India, and our trade 
will be open to that country. 

Iam not inclined to be especially strict, as some others are, in ref- 
erence to the extension of the power of the nation. I think, anticipat- 
ing the growth of the commerce of this country with Asiatic countries, 
we ought at the earliest opportunity to secure proper coaling stations, 
proper naval stations, on the broad Pacific lying in the track between 
this country and Asia, and we ought to be prepared to take care of our 
commerce, . 

But the main reason I have for supposing that it is best that 
recommendation of the committee shall be acted upon favorably is that 
it is the basis of honorable negotiation whenever controversies arise be- 
tween this and other countries. We fecl—there is no Senator here but 
what has experienced, I have no doubt, the feeling whenever a ques- 
tion of controversy arises between us and any e power—we 
feel our weakness; we feel our helplessness; we feel that we may not 
promptly demand what is right, simply because we are not prepared to 
meet contingencies which may arise by reason of such a demand. 4 

Then, sir, we have the British possessions extending for three or four 
thousand miles on our northern border, with questions continually 
producing their irritating effects upon the people of this country and 
of Canada. It is to be hoped that we may find a solution of these 
troubles which will be equally honorable and equally advantageous to 
both sides; but in all such cases it is necessary for a great nation to be 
prepared to assert its rights as such a power. Weare in a position 
with reference to Central America which makes it necessary that we 
should have something of a navy and that we should have some prep- 
aration for any trouble which may grow out of our relations with these 
countries. I do not mean direct antagonism, but I mean our relations 
with other countries connected with Central America are such that we 
should have a respectable navy. 

I did not rise, Mr. President, to discuss this question at length. I 
simply desired to say this much as a reason why I feel that it is my 
duty to sustain in a general way the recommendations of the commit- 
tee. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, Iam exceedingly gratified to hear 
the distinguished Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] take the position 
that the United States of America must maintain and keep a sang 
army and navy sufficient to compete with the standing armies an 
navies of the world. Itis gratifying to me to hear that distinguished 
Senator, who has solong favored economy and the reduction of the Army 
and the reduction of the Navy, now assert upon the floor of the Senate 
that we must have an army andanavy; in other words, that this coun- 
try must be in a better condition to instantly repel any insults that 
may be offered to it by any nation. To do that I ask the Senator must 
we not have an army and a navy sufficient to compete with the organ- 
ized armies and navies of any foreign nation ? 

Mr. REAGAN. In answer to the question I will say that I do not 
think that is necessary, and I have not said anything which implies 
that necessity. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If this nation is to be in a position to defend 
itself against any nation, the logic is that we must have an army and 
navy sufficient to compete with the army and navy of any nation. 
There is no escape from that result. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me? - 

Mr. COCKRELL. With pleasure. 

. Mr. REAGAN. I do not conceive that there is any necessity for an 

increase of the Army of the United States, but I do believe that we 
ought to have a more efficient navy, and I do believe that we ought to 
have better seacoast defenses, I should not have voted for the naval 
appropriation bill that was at this time with all my convictions 
upon that subject; because I believe that the Senate departed from the 
true line of policy, and I would not encourage it. But that does not 
change my conviction as to the necessity of a respectable navy and of 
proper seacoast defenses, 

Mr. COCKRELL. That position is inconsistent with the idea of 
placing ourselves upon an equality with the greatest naval and mili- 
tary powers of the world and our ability to resent any insult that may 
be offered to us. If we are to have a small, respectable navy, it is 
only an inducement to some foreign nation to attack that navy and 
wipe it out of existence. It is a provocation to war instead of a defense 

war. ; 

I was glad to hear the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] 
also take the same position which has been taken by the Senator from 
Texas, that we must place this great country upon an equality to re- 
sist any offense that may be offered to us by any nation in the world. 


Mr. PLATT. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri one 
question, with his permission. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. v 


Mr. PLATT. That is, whether he is in favor of any navy or in 
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favor of any army or in favor of any coast defense; and, if so, why and 
to what extent? =, 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is not involved in this bill; it is not under 
discussion; but if the Senator would like to have my individual opin- 
ions in that respect I will give them to him freely. I think we ought 
to have a well organized, well armed, well drilled, and well disciplined 
compact army, not exceeding 25,000 men, and that is all we need. I 
think we ought to have a small navy, well drilled, well disciplined, 
with intelligentofficersand men. I believe that we ought not to spend 
one solitary dollar in building permanent fortifications out of brick, 
mortar, or anythingof that kind, such as we have builtin the past and 
which are to-day utterly worthless. But I do believe we ought to make 
reasonable provision for experimenting in procuring the best kind of 
guns and the best kind of explosives, and to keep pace with other na- 
tions, not by the manufacture of a large number of these to be thrown 
away, to be given by special bills to Grand Army posts and to parks, 
to be stuck down into the ground at the corners of streets and places 
of that kind, as we are doing to-day with the worthless guns we have 
had, but a few of each kind, and test them. I do not believe in under- 
taking the manufacture of a large number of guns of any caliber, a 
large number of mortars, but I do believe in manufacturing a few of 
each of the best kind so far as known, so as to get ourselves in a con- 
dition where if we do need them we can manufacture them; and if we 
keep on in that way and in that method we shall make no extravagant 
expenditures and accumulate no large number of worthless pieces of 
ordnance. 

The people of this country, Mr. President, in the event of any insult 
by any nation or by the combined nations of the earth would rise en 
masse, men, women, and children, to defend the honor, the integrity, 
and the glory of this country, and all the nations of the earth know it. 
There is no nation to-day with a citizenship so devoted, so patriotic, and 
so loyal to their system of Government and its institutions as the people 
of the United States. There is the strength of this great country. It 
lies in the devotion, in the patriotism, in the intelligence, in the honor 
of our people in all of this great country, and it makes us invin- 
cible. It is, inthe estimation of foreign nations, a greater preventive of 
war than all the navies we can build, than all the fortifications we can 
construct. 

We can always secure justice. No nation will attack us quickly. 
We have settled the most intricate questions in which this country has 

ever been involved. If we get into a dispute with a nation and we 
ean not agree, are we to go to war? Is that the principle to be advo- 
cated upon this floor? Let us understand it. If we differ with a 
nation, however trivial that difference may be, is war the only tribunal 
to which we shall resort for the adjustment of that difficulty? Why 
has the Senate of the United States, why has the House of Representa- 
tives, passed a resolution declaring in favor of the submission of inter- 
national controversies to arbitration? Why did we not go to war with 
England after she had violated international law in permitting the 
rebel cruisers to sail out of her ports to prey upon our commerce ? 
That was a great question; millions were involved in it. We submit- 
ted it to arbitration. So there is no question coming up in the near 
future that can not be settled by arbitration infinitely better than by 
the arbitrament of the sword. 

Mr. PLATT. If it does not interrupt the Senator 

Mr. COCKRELL. No interruption. 

Mr. PLATT. I confess I could not see from the Senator’s position 
why he wanted any guns at all, and I do not see it yet. It seems to 
me that if I thought as he does I should be in favor of dispensing en- 
tirely with all guns and with the Army, except so far as we needed it 
in our Territories and on the frontier, and I should be in favor prac- 
tically of dispensing with our Navy entirely. It seems to me that 
this idea of having a few guns of the best type is scarcely practicable, 
because I understand they are of such slow growth that although they 
might be valuable as showing what the best gun was, yet if we needed 
guns we could not manufacture similar guns in time to be of any serv- 
ice at all. So, if the Senator will excuse me, it seems to me that it 
comes to either one question or the other, to give up everything in the 
way of an army, everything in the way of a navy, and every g in 
the way of armament, or else to provide a reasonable amount of each. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all, Mr. President. I have stated my po- 
sition distinctly, and that is, to make enough of these that we may have 
the plant. The time may come when we shall have a difficulty with 
some nation. We may submit it perchance to arbitration. It will be 
pending for two years, for three years. The arbitrators may disagree 
and we may still have to resort to war. We may be attacked unjustly. 
Such emergencies may always arise, but they will never arise so speed- 
ily that we shall not have some warningabout them. Weareno more 
justified to-day in making a preparation which will enable us to enter 
at once into war with a nation than every one of us would be justified 
in carrying a revolver belted around us, or a bowie-knife, in order that 
we might perchance defend against some attack that might be made 
upon us by some rufflan. 

Now, my position is this: The other House has made enough of an 
ape oe We have already provided for a consider- 
able number of mortars. These are to be cast-iron mortars with steel 


hoops, My judgment is that they are not the best kind. I think 
inside of five years they will be utterly worthless. I think we shall 
be giving them away as condemned, useless guns, inside of five or ten 
years. ; 

It is for that reason that I am opposed to this increase of the appro- 
priation. I believe that we have already made enough of these guns. 
If we find some metal that is more valuable for cannon, for small-arms, 
than any we have, then we have got to abandon what we have. 

The Senator from Kansas said that it was fortunate for us that some 
years ago we did not engage in the construction of cannon and ordnance; 
that if we had it would have all been useless and valueless to-day; 
that we have learned wisdom by waiting; that we have saved money 
by waiting. Mr. President, may not the same thing occur within the 
next ten or fifteen years which has occurred within the last ten or fif- 
teen years, and may it not be just as wise fom us now to wait coming 
8 as it was ten or fifteen years ago to await what did oc- 
cur? Isay that the progress that will be made in the next ten or fifteen 
years will be infinitely greater than the progress made in the last ten 
or fifteen years. If what was done ten, fifteen, or twenty years ago is 
worthless to-day, what is done to-day will be still more worthless in 
the next ten, fifteen, or twenty years. 

So the argument of the Senator is a two-edged sword. It shows the 
necessity for caution; it shows the necessity for slowness in these mat- 
ters. I think the committee has gone entirely too far in increasing this 
appropriation from $250,000 to $400,000, being an increase of $150,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion? The pending amendment will be again read: 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 5, in lines 24 and 25, before the word 
„thousand“ the committee report to strike out the words, two 
hundred and fifty and to insert four hundred;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: f 

For breech-loading rifled sea-coast mortars, cast-iron, hooped with steel, of 
12-inch caliber, $400, 500. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. [Putting the question.] By the sound the ayes ha ve it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think we had better have a division on the 
question. 5 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Chair direct the Chief Clerk to read the 
amendment, so that we can understand it exactly? The debate has 
been so interesting that I have forgotten the amendment, x 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The committee propose to amend the clause so 
as to make it read: - 

For breech-loading rifled seacoast mortars, cast-iron, hooped with steel, o 
12-inch caliber, $400,000. 

Mr. DAWES. The proviso goes with it. 
sates EDMUNDS. Read the proviso, which is a contract proviso, I 

lieve. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word dollars, in line 25, it is pro- 
posed to add the following proviso: 


Provided, That contracts may be made for not more than one-fourth of the 
mortars herein provided for, to be constructed on the Pacific coast, in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of War. e č 

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment, including the proviso. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 20, noes 16; 
no quorum voting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote disclosing the absence of 
a quorum, the will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered to 

their names: à 


Aldrich, Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, > 

Allen, Dawes, MeMillan, Spooner, 

Allison, Dixon, Mitchell, Stew: 

Bate, Dolph, Moody, ~ Stockbridge, 

Berry, Edmun pa ow Teller, 

Call, George, ock, Turpie, 

Carlisle, Gorman, Pasco, Vest, 

Casey, Hal Payne, Voorhees, 
Harris, Pierce, Walthall 

Coke, ` Platt, Wilson of Md, 

Colquitt, Hoar, Plumb, 

Cullom, Ingalls, Pugh, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-six Senators having answered 
to theirnames, a quorum is present, and further proceedings under the 
roll-call will be dispensed with, if there be no objection. e question 
recurs on agreeing to the amendment. 

The question being again put, the amendment was agreed to, there 
being on a division—ayes 24, noes 22. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be con- 


tinued. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the 
appropriations for army gun factory,” on page 8, to strike out the 
clause from line 7 to line 9, inclusive, as follows: 


Tocomplete army 4 — factory building by the erection of south wing, inclu- 
sive of ways for traveling cranes, $248,743. 


Mr. DAWES. I suggest that that amendment and the next be con- 
sidered as one. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will be continued. 

The Cu1er CLERK. The committee also report to strike out lines 
10, 11, and 12, on page 8, in the following words: 

For machinery, tools, and fixtures for manufacture of guns not exceeding 12 
inches in caliber, for south wing of army gun factory, $780,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee striking out these two paragraphs. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishouldlike to have my friend from Massachusetts 
explain the striking out of this thing, which seems to imply, in con- 
nection with the other amendments proposed by the committee, that 
the contract system as against the system of the United States build- 
ing its own guns in the best possible location that I know of, at Water- 
vliet, is to be adopted. Very likely my friend from Massachusetts can 
explain that. 

Mr. DAWES. I will state the reasons which led the committee to 
propose this amendment. It was not from any idea that Watervliet 
was not as good a place for the manufacture of these guns as could be 
selected, nor was it from any idea that it was not wise to continue the 
policy of the law of 1888, of combining the manufacture by private 
parties of the rough castings with the finishing those off at a Govern- 
ment establishment, nor was it from any hostility in any respect to the 
establishment at Watervliet, but the idea of a postponement at present 
of the appropriation for the south wing and attempting to divert the 
money that would be necessary for the full completion of the south 
wing to other methods contemplated by the statute of 1888 led the 
committee to propose to strike this provision out for the present year. 

To begin with, that was contemplated by the War Department two 
years ago and a year ago, for two reasons: first, that the south wing 
was not necessary at present and, second, that by completing the north 
wing and by equipping it, which is the most expensive part of it, aris- 
ing both from the delicate nature of the machinery and the long time 
taken for its construction, and the experience and the knowledge de- 
rived from that work, would enable us in the near future, if it were 
necessary, as all believed it would be, to construct the south wing and 
equip there more economically and more speedily than otherwise, if it 
were carried on, both wings at the same time. I read the language of 
the Department upon that subject: 

As the policy of making at first only guns up to 12 inches caliber was regarded 
as most judicious, since at the outset the estimates for the work would be more 
or less conjectural, it was thought expedient to postpone the erection of the south 
wing of the gun factory until after some practical experience had been gained 
in the installation of a plant of this kind. Accordingly the erection of that wing 

at the time, the design for the building as thus modified, when 
erected and fully equip; , being adequate for an output of five 12-inch, seven 
10-inch, and twelve Sinch guns per annum. 


In pursuance of this 1 8 8 provision was made, following out the 
recommendations of the 3 for the erection of the north wing 
and the center, which would furnish all the opportunity and all the 
tools for all the work that would be required for the next five years. 
At the present time the north wing has not proceeded so far as to be 
eovered, and only one gun has as yet been completed at that wing. 

There is another reason. It was thought a question, whether, with 
the incomplete condition of the north wing and the center and with 
the fact that that wing as soon as it would be completed would be able 
to finish all the rongh casting which our present contract with the 
Bethlehem Works would furnish, it would better to take note of 
the fact that the offer made under the statute of 1888 to private parties 
to come in and contribute to the speedy completion of this policy had 
better be modified and tried again. f 

Under the conditions upon which the offer to private parties was 
made to enter into this work, offered under the statute of 1888, it 
proved a failure. No parties could be induced to invest the large 
amount of capital in plant and in tools because of the uncertainty 
hanging about the provisions of that statute and because of the fact 
that at best only one of all those who should enter into it could possi- 
bly avail himself of it. No one entered into it. Therefore, it was 
thought by the committee, and with the approval of the War Depart- 
ment, that the statute of 1888 had better be modified and more liberal 
terms offered to the public for entering into co-operation with the 
United States in carrying out this work. 

But if instead of that the bill were taken as it came from the other 
House without any such provision, and with a million dollars added 
to the plant at Watervliet before it was necessary to use it, it would be 
a proclamation to all private parties that the Government had aban- 
doned the idea of ever holding out any inducement to them to enter into 
this work. 

Therefore, it was thought better to postpone the appropriation of 
$1,000,000 for the erection of a building and the machinery another 
year and hold out these modified provisions, which have been adopted 
by the Senate without opposition, and see what the result will be, be- 
cause the experience in completing the north wing and in making 
those large implements necessary to fit it would shorten the time when 
it came to build the south wing more than the year it would be in- 
volved in the postponement. 

That is the reason why the committee recommend the striking out 
of tee provision at this time and the offering of these new terms to the 
public. 


XXI— 347 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I agree entirely with my friend from Massachu- 
setts in respect of stopping, as far as I now understand it, the mere 
construction of buildings, but the machinery that is necessary to make 
the large guns that modern defense and self-protection require is a ma- 
chinery that in my opinion no private party can fabricate and make for 
the use of the United States without its costing the United States a 
great deal more than it will to makeit itself, for the private party must 
put into his estimate the idea that when he has once made his entire 
contract (and you can not make—nobody would make with a private 
party a perpetual contract) and when he has put into a contract to run 
for five years, for instance, and for five hundred guns, the element that 
he justl 7 and rightly must, if heis going to liveand pay his workmen and 
pay for his material and all, the fact that when his work is done there is 
no more call for the use of that kind of machinery, it not being adapted 
to anything else. 

It appears to me perfectly absurd to suppose that it will coet the 
United States less to operate by contract in building these large guns, 
that only a particular kind of machinery can build, and which when 
once built the private owner of that machinery has nothing more to use 
it for, while if it were the pro of the United States, when another 
gun was needed, there would be the machinery, and alittle temporary 
expense to keep it oiled and keep the rust from getting into it, ete. 
There it is; there is your plant. The private party keeping that plant 
in the same condition does not know that when another gun is wanted, 
a single gun, he is going to be employed to make it; and therefore in 
order to justify him in going into the enterprise at all of making a hun- 
dred guns to-day we must allow him as a just business man to himself 
and to his workmen and to everybody else an enormous margin. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me ask the Senator right there, might it not be 
possible that the facilities and the economies of the private manufact- 
urer would be so much greater than those of the Government's that he 
might even make the guns at a profit and save the machinery besides? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think he probably would make it at a profit 
and save the machinery besides, but that profit would be at a loss to 
the tax-payers of the United States. 

Mr. PLUMB. Letmes to the Senator and ask him if he does 
not know that guns of 6 and 8 inch caliber are assembled and finished 
for the Government at private factories. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do knew it, of course, as my friend knows it; 
and the machinery that will make an 8-inch gun can be applied in a 
limited degree to other operations in the mechanics that enter into the 
operations of society. But, like everything else, when you get beyond 
a certain point, the enormous machinery that is necessary for these 
enormous operations can not be usefully applied to any private pur- 
poses. They are for war, if you put it in that sense; they are for de- 
fense, that is, for the making of national guns, and nothing else. 

Now, then, it does appear to me that when the plant has to wait 
in somebody’s hands it is much more economical for the people of the 
United States to have that plant wait in the hands of the people rather 


than in the hands of the private operator, who must, justly must (I 


am not blaming him), make an enormous profit on the first fabrication 
in order to save himself for a contingency, because he has no certainty 
when another is wanted that some rival or a public establishment 
will not entirely take it out of his hands. So he can not calculate for 
the future at all in respect of that particular and special plant for these 
enormous mechanical operations. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then, Mr. President, if the Senator from Vermont is 
correct, we shall never have a finished or assembled for the Gov- 
ernment at private factories, if that is the conclusion at which he has 
arrived, because his conclusion in that matter would, of course, be of 
very great weight. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know it would be with my friend from Kansas, 
but with nobody else. No, Mr. President, that does not follow; but 
looking the thing in the face as it is now and as our previous experi- 
ence has been in respectof the fabrication of guns in the United States 
in the last thirty years, our experience has shown that in too many in- 
stances too large a tage has gone to private contracts and private 
experiments, and the people of the United States have been saddled 
with expenses and claims that never would and never could havearisen 
if the United States in the first place had established that very plant 
themselves and tried their own experiments. 

I remember very well a notable instance, and a very large one, 
although I have forgotten the name of the claimant at this present 
moment of time. A long time ago, Mr. President, a distinguished Sen- 
ator from the State of Iowa, Mr. Grimes, sat in the seat that my friend 
from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] now graces, and I sat here, and he was 
then chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, as he had been 
through the whole war. There had been a contract for great big naval ' 
guns made with somebody, and the contract most carefully tied up, 
that the guns were to be tried and experimented with, and if they 
would not work, would not stand the strain and all that, the con- 
tractor should have no money, and when that most capable and dis- 
tinguished Senator sat there, there came year after year the claim of 
this man. His guns having been tried they would not stand the test 
that his contract provided for. 

Year after year there came this enormous claim for the use of these 
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s and what had been promised him if they were good. The United 
tates being distressed took those guns, and they being put on a ship 
or in a battery, were fired four or five rounds and then went to pieces 
and killed a half-dozen cannoneers. And yet the claim was continu- 
ally pressed here for, I think, more than a million of dollars for the use 
of those guns; and the last thing that Mr. Grimes did, I believe, when 
he left this chair next tome was to hand me over that bundle of papers 
I am sorry I do not remember the name of the claimant at this time 
and implore me, as he was going away and might never return, that I 
would keep that bundle of papers in my desk, that I might tell the 
Senate the details of what he knew and what the official reportsshowed 
about what that arrangement was and what came out of it, in order 
to protect the people of the United States against a claim growing out 
of that sort of thing. 

Thatis only one instance of probably a hundred that might be found 
while we are trying innumerable experiments for the benefit of private 
parties and making innumerable contracts for tests; and all that, in 
my belief, with great respect to everybody else, cost the United States 
double what it would cost them to try the very same experiments with 
their own officers, of whom we have plenty capable of trying them, 
and our own artisans, employing the workingmen of the United States, 
just as well as the private man does, and if there be a gain of useful- 
ness in it it comes to the people, and if there be a loss in it we do not 
have to pay any large percentage on that loss, but only bear the sim- 
ple loss as it is. 

Therefore I should wish, Mr. President, speaking only for myself and 
with the great humility which belongs to a rural representative of a 
community that is not in very great danger from invasion, except from 
the belt of Her Majesty’s provinces between the frozen zone and the lati- 
tude of forty-five, to have the United States put up the plants, one or 
more or twenty, whatever is necessary, try every experiment and build 
every gun on their own account, standing the loss and knowing that that 
is the only loss when itcomes, if there be a failure, and gaining the ben- 
efit of it, if it be a benefit, and having the necessary number of plants 
ready at all times to supply deficiencies. 

Hence it is that I wish that this ancient military post of Watervliet, 
at the head of the Hudson River, with the Erie Canal connecting it 
with the Great Lakes, going more than half way across the continent 
by water carriage, be preserved to make your heavy guns and do every- 
thing that is necessary, and having tion on the Hudson River 
descending to the sea, and so far inland that the of a sudden 
incursion of any foreign enemy in any case of sudden trouble and trial— 
if we had not the naval ships we could keep them off, and they could 
not reach that fountain-head of our means of supplying guns. The 
railway means of transportation are, of course, i everywhere, 
There is a property that has been kept for almost a hundred years— 
Ihave forgotten how much it is, but almost a hundred years—and there 
is a plant that has been started and has been going on, and there are the 
means with the faculty and the administration of doing the very thing 
and 2 the same American workmen and doing everything that 
it is proposed in the various features of this bill that we shall do, by 
making contracts with men who must have an enormous margin in 
order to set up such a plant, which they are not certain can ever be 
used for the same purpose again. 

I have argh it a duty to say this, Mr. President, once ſor all. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, there is some force in what the Sen- 
ator from Vermont says so far as relates to certain portions of the im- 
plements necessary to carry out this plan—the time taken—and the 
committee would not object to an appropriation for that purpose, leav- 
ing the structure, the factory, to be erected which can be 
erected in a single year, while it takes three or four years to complete 
the lathes and other large tools. So I aminstructed by the committee 
to offer an amendment to the amendment. If I understand the rule 
correctly a motion to strike out and insert would take precedence of a 
motion to strike out, would it not? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would, 

Mr. DAWES. Then I move on behalf of the committee to strike 
out those two paragraphs and insert what I send to the desk. That 
will cover all that can possibly be needed for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out, on page 8, after 
line 6, the following: 

To complete army gun factory building by the erection of south wing, inclu- 
sive of ways for traveling cranes, $248,743. 

ns not exceeding 12 


For machinery, tools, and fixtures for manufacture of 
inches in caliber, for south wing of army gun factory, „000. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


For boring and turning lathes, rifling machine, and 80-ton traveling crane, 
oy: 1 13 for the manufacture of 12-inch guns at Watervliet 8 New 
ork, a 


Mr. EDMUNDS., That is in the direction I indicated. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I want to say simply in regard to the 
statement made by the Senator from Vermont, and only for the pur- 
poseof combating him to theextent that what he has said might lead to 
wrong conclusions as to other matters, that, with all due respect to the 
late Senator Grimes, the Government purchased more guns from pri- 


vate parties during the war which were acceptably mounted and served 
than it made itself, by more than tenfold. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It did, because it had not the plant to make them 
itself. 

Mr. PLUMB. It bought from private parties more than it made, 
because it did not have the time to do it, and I am not willing to have 
it said or appear in the RECORD, without contradiction, that there is 
better ability inside the Army than ont, that there is no ability out- 
side the Army equivalent to the solving of any problem in connection 
with the manufacture of guns or ships, and I think it would be a very 
bad day for the United States if it should adopt the rule which the 
Senator seems to desire to have adopted, that we can not expect and 
therefore will not offer inducements to private parties to make engines 
ot war, but will rely exclusively upon the Ordnance Department of the 

my. 

In saying that I am not making any reflections upon the Ordnance 
Department, but the capabilities of that establishment will be taxed 
far beyond any chance of its properly responding if we are to have an 
emergency upon us and the necessity would be very If we are 
to have private establishments, guns could be assem and forgings 
could be made; and while I believe it is proper for the Government to 
go on itself and do the best it can, availing itself of the opportunities, 
which private parties may not have, of obtaining information and ap- 
plying that information to the manufacture of guns, and in order that 
we may keep the two systems side by side it is a great deal more im- 
portant, in my judgment, if one is to be sustained rather than the other, 
that we should abandon the Ordnance Department rather than the 
private manufacturers. 

I think we can find abundant illustration in other departments of 
governmental effort to show that private ies can make large profits 
where the Government loses money; and that involves no assertion 
either as to the corruption or inefficiency of governmental officials or 
as to the corruption of peate parties, It is-inherent in the very nat- 
ure of things that a private party can do almost anything, certainly 
anything which is in the line of co cheaper than the Gov- 
ernment can, for the reason that the Senator from Vermont knows as 
well or very much better than I. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask my friend a question? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask my friend from Kansas 
whether, in the line of what he is just now saying, he would be will- - 
ing to have, merely for illustration with the other places, the Spring- 
field arsenal, a musket manufactory, dismantled and abandoned and 
trust to private contracts to make the muskets for the Army of the 
a S 

Mr. PLUMB. No, Mr. President, I have not proposed anything of 
the kind. I propose that the Government shall go on doing what it 
can reasonably do, and in the mean time invite private parties to com- 
pete with it as to quantity, quality, and price, and I would not like to 
have the statement go out, on the authority it would have going from 
the Senator from Vermont, that private parties can not expect io make 
any money, and therefore when the Secretary of War advertises for 
making guns nobody will appear. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think we have not got quite to that point yet. 
The Springfield arsenal, that gun factory which I believe has been so 
useful to the public interests, is either capable of doing the best thing 
for the public interests or it is not. If it is incapable of doing the best 
thing for the public interests, then why should not private contractors 
be bine ha altogether to make all the muskets that the United States 
wants 

Mr. HOAR, If the Government does all the work, we do not get 
the benefit of private invention. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] makes a very pertinent suggestion in regard to that, that we 

et the benefit of no private invention. But the Springfield arsenal is 
5 — only what the Army needs now in time of peace, but provides 
nothing for the future. There is not a gun made there that we could 
use for equipping new volunteer forces if we were put to the neces- 
sity of using such. fi 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator mean to say that we are making 
guns there now that would not be useful when needed? 

Mr. PLUMB. I mean to say they are not making guns enough to 
take into account if we should need them for the future, and I want 
to say besides that, according to the judgment of the best army offi- 
cers, we are not making the best gun that can be made, at the Spring- 
field arsenal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Can we not make them there? 

Mr. PLUMB. That is a conundrum that Iam not called upon to 
answer. That is in the line of the Senator’s own theory, and he ought 
to answer that himself. r 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think wecan. y 

Mr. HALE. Suppose anemergency shouldarise and weshould want 
a half million or a million muskets, has the Senator from Kansas any 
doubt that we should have to resort to private establishments? 

Mr. PLUMB, Lhaye not any sort of doubt about that. Ifthe Ameri- 
can Government should say it wanted half a million muskets it would find 
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that private manufacturers could furnish a better article than the Spring- 
d musket. I do not mean to say that that is not a good musket. 
It answers the purpose. We are in the hoping period of our military 
experience at present, but there is not a Secretary of War or a general 
in the Army who would advise us to-day in anticipation of an emer- 
y to continue to make the kind of gun that is being made there 
Bom: and I know, as others know of greater experience than mine, that 
uring the war we got from the Spencer Arms Company, and the Rem- 
ington Arms Company, and froma dozen different factories guns which 
were better for the purpose and for the use to which they were neces- 
sarily applied than the Springfield gun. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why can not the Springfield people make the same 
kind of guns? 

Mr. PLUMB. Why can not the Government make other things? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But that is quite a different question. The Gov- 
ernment is supposed to be capable for protecting itself and of doing the 

that are necessary for self-protection, but my friend says that we 
must play a waiting run, a waiting race, because better things, I sup- 
pose, are coming in the way of better arms in the future. 

Mr. PLUMB. I simply said that we were doing it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And so in that case we shi be going on here 
year after year, we shall do nothing this year or next, because some- 
thing better will appear, like the rural Vermonter—I will not say like 
the Kansas man—in the city of New York, who waited on Broadway 
for the crowd to go by before crossing the street, and he has been wait- 
ing until this time. 

Mr. PLUMB. In the first place, the Government factory is non-re- 
ceptive as to new inventions. It will make the same thing to time’s 
end. I do not mean to say it will not improve, but it will not im- 
prove in such a striking way as if private parties were engaged in the 
same manufacture. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Because it is not well organized? 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think it is. I think it is doing good work 
ofthe kind. If you set a pattern before them they will manufacture 
according to that pattern as well as anybody can doit, but it would be 
totally unwise for the Government to rely upon the Springfield factory 
entirely. It has got enough to keep alive the knowledge of the manu- 
facture and to keep on hand what is necessary for present purposes. It 
can be enlarged for an emergency; but when that time comes the Goy- 
ernment will decide to have the use of private factories, and it has the 
great satisfaction of knowing when it does go to a private factory that 
it will probably get a better gun than it has been itself making. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to call attention to this amendment. 
It is to complete army gun factory building by the erection of south 
wing, and so on. That seems to be the amendment under immediate 
discussion. What I desire to know of the Committee on 8 
tions, or of those other gentlemen who take such an interest in this, is 
why proceed to spend money for completing this Watervliet arsenal 
when we have arsenals already completed, as I understand ? 2 

Mr. PLUMB. This is not an arsenal. It is simply the use of the 
term Watervliet arsenal“ which indicates the location. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The name of the place. 

Mr.CULLOM. Iam inquiring more for information than anything 
else. We have an arsenal or an armory, or whatever it may be called, 
at Rock Island, and eight or ten millions of dollars have been expended 
and, so far as I know, the buildings are standing there without any- 
thing particularly being done inthem. The inquiry I make is why 
goon and erect buildings for the manufacture of guns at Watervliet 
when we have buildings already constructed in other places for that 

7 


rpose? 

Mr. PLUMB. The committee have not proposed to provide for the 
erection of any new buildings in this bill, The proposition is to strike 
that out. In the nag 4 a building may be useful for one purpose 
and not for another. e information the committee have on that point 
is that a building for the shelter and use of the machinery necessary 
for the manufacture of arms has to be a building constructed especially 
for the purpose. In the next place, while one concern is under con- 
struction it is well to complete it, and have it done with, to whatever 
capacity we may finally determine upon. I do not say it should be 
enlarged beyond what it is now, but whatever plant we haveshould be 
completed in order that we may get the earliest possible return from the 
investment in the shape of completed weapons, 

Then, another question arises, and that is, where those guns are most 
to be needed, near the seacoast or at some point in the interior. I take 
it no one will deny that the first need of guns will be on the Atlantic 
or on the Pacific coast or on both coasts more than at any point in the 
interior. We practically can not mount guns on Lake Erie on account 
of our treaty with Great Britain. We might assemble them and bring 
them to some near point, but I think the spirit of our obligation to 
Great Britain is that we shall oe? gd ppoe and mount guns upon 
Lake Erieor upon the American side of the waters connecting with Can- 
ada. Then, so far as construction is concerned, the guns ought to be 
made near the Atlantic coast or near the Pacific coast. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend will me, I think he has in- 
advertently stated our obligations to Great Britain a little wider than 
they really are. 


Mr. PLUMB. I donot remember what they are in exact terms, but 
I think what I have stated is what is involved in them. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I think it would be fair to Her Majesty’s Gov- 
ernmenttosay thatall our engagements are, not that she shall not build 
a fort at Toronto or we shall not build a fort at Cleveland, but that 
armed vessels on those waters shall be limited. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is true, but our contract is so close that we can 
not, without incurring pretty serious consequences, provide for the 
erection of works of defense on Lake Erie. 

Mg. EDMUNDS. But you would not complain if we had a gun fac- 
tory for big for coast defense at Watervliet which could be carried 
by the Erie if they were too Deary do carry on a railroad track, 
and would in fifty hours, as it is just about 300 miles, reach Buffalo 
on Lake Erie, and then be carried to Cleveland and so on. 

Mr. PLUMB, Iam not talking about that. Iam talking about the 
places where we shall need the guns, and I say we shall need them on 
the Atlantic or on the Pacific coast first, as against any point in the 
interior, That will be the first place, and therefore it will be 88 
to assemble these guns at some point nearest to the place where they 
will be required to be used. 

The Senator from Illinois; with that keenness of sense which char- 
acterizes him in regard to matters in which his people are interested, 
of course is anxious that the structure at Rock Island should be util- 
ized, and I admit that a contingency might arise in which guns might 
be properly finished and assembled there, and the Senator will notice 
that that has been taken care of, because there is a provision in the 
bill calling for an examination into the question as to the advisability 
of finishing and assembling high-power guns at Rock Island in con- 
nection with some investigations at other points, Therefore, by the 
next session of Congress we shall probably have some facts on which 
we can act in regard to that. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to make an inquiry in order to ascertain what 
the provision means in reference to the Rock Island and the Indianap- 
olis arsenals. It reads: 


That the President is hereby authorized to appoint a board to consist of 
three officers of the Army, one of engineers, one of artillery, and one of ord- 
nance, not below the rank of lieutenant-colonel, who shall inquire into the fa- 


cilities for acing steel high-po t the 
coast in cbs rieker — aand onl 3 - 
4 should like to know what is meant by that extraordinary expres- 
? 
Mr. PLUMB. At or in the vicinity of the Rock Island arsenal.” 
Mr. CULLOM. No, it says at or near the Pacific coast in the vi- 
cinity of the Rock Island arsenal,’’ about 2,000 miles away. 
Mr. PLUMB. That is the House text. 
Mr. CULLOM. Then it goes on to say: 


And in the vicinity of the Indianapolis arsenal, and at some point on or near 
the Gulf coast. 


If that is not a muddle of a provision, I do not know what is. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. It only wants a comma in there to make it all 


right, 

Mr. PLUMB. The n commas and semicolons and periods 
can be put in to suit the wishes of the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senate Committee on Appropriations 
will put them in. 

Mr. PLUMB, If the Senator has no more serious complaint than 
that, we need not d time over it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply wanted to call attention to that provision, 
and I desire to say furthermore 

Mr. DAWES. We.can rely on the Senator from Illinois to look out 
for the commas. 

Mr. CULLOM. I generally look out for larger things than commas 
in connection with these subjects. 

The truth about it is, in my judgment, that these guns had just as 
well be built at the Rock Island arsenal, which is already complete, 
and where money has been spent, as to go to build new shops some- 
where else for that purpose. That is my judgment about it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is complete at Rock Island arsenal? 

Mr. CULLOM. There are forty buildings, more or less, there, which 
have been erected by the Government and paid for. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. None of them is suitable for this kind of work. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not knowas to that, but I do know that there 
is a great arsenal there for the manufacture of guns. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And a dam. 

Mr. CULLOM. And a dam, and there are dams in New England, 
and a good many of them—I was going to use another expression, but 
I will not. [Laughter. ] 

There seems to be an impression that these manufactories of guns 
and army munitions, or whatever you may call them, must either be on 
the Atlantic coast or on the Pacific coast, or at or near the Pacific 
coast in the vicinity of the Rock Island arsenal is the way that the 
distinguished committee has got this provision. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does the Senator mean to say that the Pacific coast 
is notin the vicinity of Rock Island? [Laughter.] 

Mr. CULLOM. It is about 2,000 miles away. We are nearer the 
city of Rock Island where we are now, and if I can get the Committee! 
on Appropriations to remember that weare a little nearer Rock Island 
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than some other points, we may get the committee to give the subject 
consideration, 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. The committee depended on the chair- 
man, who has more interest in that arsenal than any other, and he said 
the Pacific coast was very close to the Rock Island arsenal. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope it will be ed as close enough when you 
come to manufacture guns, so that that arsenal will be taken into ac- 
count. As there seems to be a disposition to go either east or west of 
that arsenal and let it stand there empty for all time to come so faras 
I can see, I desire to say that there is no reason for that course. There 
can be just as work done in the city of Chicago, when gentlemen 
come to talk about private enterprises, as anywhere else in the world. 

Mr. DAWES. Then you do not think there is any need of this in- 
quiry ? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not know what you are making the inquiry 
about. I suppose you are making it to use it for some purpose. you 
will send an Army officer out there he will tell you what is needed for 
the manufacture of these guns or anything else that is required. I 
simp) y desired to call the attention of the Senate and of the committee 
to the fact that that arsenal should not be overlooked. 

Mr. DAWES. Have you read the whole bill through? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not know how much there is scattered along 
through this bill, but I thought I had read it. I simply wanted to 
eall the attention of the distinguished Committee on Appropriations 
to the fact that the buildings are there and that they can be occupied 
whenever the Government sees proper to make the necessary provision 
for the pu 

Mr. HISCOCK. May I inquire of the Senator from Illinois for what 
purpose those buildings were erected? 

Mr. CULLOM. They were erected by the Government as an arsenal 
for the manufacture of guns. : 

What kind of guns? 
I do not know whether large guns or small ones. 

Mr. HISCOCK. They were erected for the manufacture of small 
guns. Those erected at Watervliet are for large guns, for ordnance. 

Mr. CULLOM. Do you not manufacture the smaller guns there? 

Mr. HISCOCK. None whatever, nothing of that kind. It issimply 
called an arsenal because in law and in every other way it has been 
known as the Watervliet arsenal since it has been operated by the 
Government, but it isa gun foundry, and this amendment has been of- 
fered by the Committee on Appropriations and the bill itself provides 
for heavy frames, engines of great power, etc., for the construction of 
very heavy ordnance. It was located there in pursuance ofa report, 
as is provided later on for the Rock Island arsenal. It was located 
there because, as stated by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], 
it can be readily reached. It is at the headwaters of navigation of the 
Hudson River, at the mouth of the Erie Canal, and transportation from 
there to the seaboard of this heavy ordnance is practicable; and for that 
reason the foundry was put at that point. 

Mr. CULLOM. The only purpose I had in view in referring to the 
subject at all was to call the attention of the Senate and of Congress 
and of the country to the fact that this great establishment which the 
Government has built and paid for at Rock Island is standing there 
practically idle; and if there is any use in manufacturing guns, small 
or large, as the case may be, there is no need of building new houses 
for that purpose, unless, as the Senator from New York states, thereis 
a particular 

Mr. HISCOCK. The buildings at Rock Island are entirely inade- 
quate in height and strength and every other way for the use to which 
buildings would be put at the Watervliet arsenal. 

Mr. DAWES. All the considerations suggested by the Senator from 
Illinois were before the committee of the House of Representatives 
and before the committee of the Senate, and considered in both of those 
committees, and provided for just in the way and the only way that 
they could be. Committees, unfortunately, do not know everything; 
I wish they did,and then there would not be any necessity of inquiring 
of anybody but the Senator from Illinois on this subject; but the only 
way open to us was by means of a commission to get the facts as is pro- 
vided for here. iE 

Mr. CULLOM. The distinguished Senator from Massachusetts is 

to be very facetious and witty and trying to laugh this out of 
the way, but I want the Senator to understand that I mean to be se- 
rious about the matter and that I wish to call the attention of the 
country to the fact that the Government has spent from eight to ten 
million dollars for that establishment and whatever is necessary for the 
manufacture of guns or other army munitions (unless it requires a dif- 
ferent kind of structure for the manufacture of a particular gun) can 
be done at the Rock Island arsenal just as well as at any other place. 

Mr. DAWES. Both the committees of the House and Senate were 
aware of the fact that $10,000,000, more or less, had been expended at 
Rock Island in the erection of buildings for manufacturing small-arms, 
and that fact s ed > 

Mr. ED And a dam. 

Mr. DAWES. And a dam; and that fact ten to the commit- 
tee the propriety of proceeding further with the inquiry, and that was 
whether these buildings erected for one purpose could not properly be 
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appropriated to another purpose; but, not knowing everything, the com- 
mittee of the other House suggested that a commission be appointed to 
inquire into that fact and tell us at the next session about Rock Island. 
So they provided for it, but they never would have thought of it if it had 
not been for these buildings being there, and nobody would ever have 
thought of putting an arsenal for the construction of heavy guns gt 
Rock Island if it had not been for the fact that in times past $10,000,- 
000 had been expended for buildings and a dam there; and so it was 
thought proper to inquire whether they could not be utilized for some 
other purpose than that for which they were built. 

The Senator from Illinois seems to take that to heart as a grievance 
that we have proposed to appoint a commission to inquire whether 
Rock Island can be used in the very way he has suggested. I am sorry 
that we have hurt the feelings of the Senator by providing for a com- 
mission to inquire whether we can not utilize those buildin 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Illinoisis nat hurt at all, but the 
Senator from Illinois desires that the Committee on Appropriations 
shall recollect that that establishment at Rock Island should be util- 
ized by the Government whenever it is proper to do so; and if it is not 
proper, if the works there are not such as will allow the manufacture 
of such guns as are proposed here, and the work should be done at 
Watervliet, I have no objection to that. I simply desire, as I said be- 
fore, that that arsenal at Rock Island shall not be overlooked, and if 
it can be utilized it should be done; and if it is not in such a tion 
or 55 the works are not such as that they can be utilized, let us get rid 
of them. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator is behind the times. Both the commit- 
tees of the other House and of the Senate have done this very thing 
ahead of him, and that the Senator may see clearly where the commas 
and everything else shall be in the morning—and I think we shall all 
understand the thing better then—I move that the Senate do now ad- 


journ, 


Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator desires that he should have time to 
punctuate his bill and correct its grammar so that we may know what 


it means, I shall be glad to have the Senate adjourn so as to give him 


the opportunity. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. DAWES] moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) 
tio Penate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, June 4, 1890, at 

o'clock m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, June 3, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


POST-OFFICE BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 407) to author- 
ize the acquisition of certain of real estate embraced in square 
No. 380 of the city of Washington, to provide an eligible site for a city 
post-office, said bill having been passed by the Senate with amendments 
and with a request for a conference thereon with the House. 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I move that the House non-concur in the amend- 
ments of the Senate and agree to the conference asked. 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. How does this 
bill come before the House? Is it a conference report? 

The SPEAKER. It is a House bill with Senate amendments. 

Mr. ROGERS. Does it fall within clause 2 of Rule XXIV? Does 
not the bill carry an appropriation? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The bill has already been considered by tho 
House in Committee of the Whole. 


The SPEAKER (after examining the bill). There is no appropria- 


tion in the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS, Does it not involve an appropriation or a charge on 
the Treasury ? 

The SPEAKER. The House bill has been considered in Committee 
of the Whole. ` 

Mr. ROGERS. That is not the point Iam trying to get at. Isim- 


ply wanted to know whether this is one of the bills that can be appro- 
priately laid before the House at this time under the rules, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so thinks, 

Mr. ROGERS. That is all. I simply wanted to understand the 

ractice. 

2 The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN], 
moves that the House disagree to the amendments of the Senate and 
agree to the conference asked. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER subsequently announced the appointment of Mr. 
MILLIKEN, Mr. LEHLBACH, and Mr, CLUNIE as conferees on the part 
of the House. : & 
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HARBOR LINES, PORTAGE LAKE, MICHIGAN. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a message from the President 
of the United States; which was read, as follows: 


To the House of Representatives: 

In ech tag nied with a resolution of the House of Representatives of the 29th 
ultimo (the Senate concurring), I return herewith the bill H. R. 7345 entitled 
An act authorizing and directing the Secre of War to establish new harbor 
lines in Portage e, Houghton County, Michigan.” 

BENJ. HARRISON, 

Executive Mansiox, June 2, 1890, 


TheSPEAKER. This message with the accompanying bill will lie 
on the Speaker’s table for the present. 


INTERNATIONAL AMERICAN CONFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House ths following message of 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

The International American Conference, recently in session at this Capital, 
recommended for adoption by the several American republics: 

1. A uniform system of customs regulations for the classification and valua- 
tion of imported merchandise ; 2 

2. A uniform nomenciature for the description of articles of merchandise im- 
ported and epora; and 

3. The establishment at Washington of an international bureau of information. 

The conference also, at its final session, decided to establish in the city of 
Washington, as a fitting memorial of its meeting, a Latin-American library, to 
be formed by contributions from the several nations, of historical, raphical, 
and literary works, maps, manuscripts, and official documents relating to the 
history and civilization of America, and expressed a desire that the Govern- 
ment of the United States peri pitt ler a suitable building for the shelter of 
such a library, to be solemnly dedicated upon the four hundredth anniversary 
of the discovery of America. 

The importance of these suggestions is fully set forth in the letter of the Sec- 
retary of State and the accompanying documents herewith transmitted, to 
which Linvite your attention. : 

BENJ. HARRISON, 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 2, 1890. 


BOUNDARIES OF UNCOMPAHGRE RESERVATION, UTAH, 


TheSPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1762) to change 
the boundaries of the Uncompahgre reservation. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That so much of the Uncompahgre Ute Indian reservation, 
in the Territory of Utah, as is contained within the following description, 
namely: The two ranges of townships on the east side of said reservation ad- 
eer the Colorado State line, being ranges 24 and 25 east, Salt Lake meridian, 

and the same is hereby, declared to be public lands of the United States, and 
restored to the publicdomains: Provided, That any mineral location, hereto- 
fore made or attempted to be made on said lands, or an 2 thereof, by any 
qualified person, who shall have made the same in ith, shall bear date 
and be allowed the same as if said lands had been public lands at the time of 
said attempted location or institution of said proceedings, but said mineral loca- 
tion shall not be completed except upon the payment of $20 an acre or at that 
re fori the amount taken up by the claim. But no claim shall contain more 

an 160 acres, 


Mr. PERKINS. The Committee on Indian Affairs has considered a 
House bill similar in substance to this, and has directed me, as chair- 
man, to ask that this Senate bill be passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is not this a matter within the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Public Lands? 

TheSPEAKER, It relates to an Indian reservation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But if I have understood the bill correctly it re- 
stores certain lands to the public domain and provides a mode of dis- 
posing of those lands. 

The SPEAKER. But at present the lands referred to constitute an 
Indian reservation, questions relating to which would go to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. This matter was referred to thatcommittee, 
who have reported a House bill of similar tenor to this Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, House bill 5360, relating to 
the same subject-matter, will lie on the table. i 

There was no objection. 


MENOMONEE INDIAN LANDS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3639) to au- 
thorize the sale of timber on certain lands reserved for the use of the 
Menomonee tribe of Indians, in the State ot Wisconsin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby empowered to 
authorize the agent of the Menomonee tribe of Indians in Wisconsin to employ 
at a reasonable compensation said Indians to cut all or any portion of the timber 
on the lands reserved for the use of said Indians in that State into logs and haul 
the same to the banks of the rivers; and said logs shall be scaled and adver- 
tised, and after due notice all or any part thereof sold to the highest bidder or 
bidders for cash, in such manner and at such time and place as the Secretary of 
the Interior may direct; no sale to be valid until approved by said Secretary. In 
ease said logs can not be sold where landed on the river at what the Secretary of 
the Interiorconsiders a reasonable price, he shall cause said logs to be rundown 
the river to market, to be sold in the manner he deems for the best interest of 
the Indians, employing Indians at all times when in his opinion practicable and 
for the benefit of the Indians in doing such work; and the Secretary of the In- 

nt man to 8 these Indians while log- 
king, and fixing the rate of his com tion. The tary shall appoint an 
assistant su ntendent, who a practical Jogger and shall have full 
charge and direction of such logging operations under the superintendent, and 
who shall receive such compensation as the Secretary of the Interior shall de- 


terior may appoint a com 


termine: Provided, That not exceeding 20,000,000 of feet of timber shall be logged 
and sold in any. one year. : 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $75,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise . for the payment of the expense of cutting, banking, 
scaling, running, advertising, and sale thereof; ona ia of superintendentand 
assistant superintendent; which expenses and pay 1 be reimbursed to the 
Treasury of the United States from the first proceeds of the sale of timber as 
hereinbefore provided: And provided, That after the first year’s logging, and 
annually thereafter, the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to advance a 
like amount, as provided for in this bill, on the order of the Secretary of the 
Interior, out of any money in the Treasury belonging to said Indians, for the 
purpose of enabling them to carry on logging as provided in this act, 

Sec. 3. That from the net proceeds of sales of said Menomonee logs shall be 
deducted one-fifth part, which shall be deposited in the Treasury of the United 
States to the credit of the Menomonee Indians in Wisconsin, to be used under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior for the benefit of said Indians, and 
the residue of said proceeds shall be funded in the United States Treasury, in- 
terest on which shall be allowed said tribe annually at the rate of 5 per cent, 
per annum, to be paid to the tribe per capita or expended for their benefit un- 
der the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 

Sec. 4, That this act shall be and remain inoperative until full and satis- 
factory evidence shall have been placed on the files of the office of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs that the sales of timber and the manner of disposing of 
the proceeds of same herein authorized have the sanction of the tribe, evidenced 
by orders of agreement taken in full council; and if the provisions of this act 
shall not be accepted as aforesaid no further cutting of timber shall be per- 
mitted by said Indians upon said reservation until otherwise provided. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, the House committee have considered 
a similar bill and reported it favorably, and it is now upon the Calen- 
dar. The Indians are in favor—or it was so reported to the commit- 
tee—of this legislation, and as far as the committee is aware there is 


no objection to it. I ask therefore that the Senate bill be put upon its 


passage. 

Mr. BIGGS. Before that, let me ask the gentleman a question. 
Does the gentleman not think that we are paying a pretty extravagant 
rate of interest, 5 per cent., when we are only giving 3 per cent, on our 
own bonds? 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not understand the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from California. 

Mr. BIGGS. 1 understand that this bill provides 5 percent. Now, 
I ask if you are not paying rather a high rate of interest? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think we are, but it is the usual amount paid by 
the Government on Indian trust funds, and the committee, in fixing the 
sum in this instance, fixed the usual amount. 

Mr. BIGGS. You draw $75,000 out of the Treasury in the first in- 
stance, 

Mr. PERKINS. The Government is to be reimbursed for all mon- 
eys taken from the Treasury. 

Mr. BIGGS. But I understand the remainder—the overplus—is to 
be put into the Treasury, and you are to allow the Indians 5 per cent. 
for the money so invested. N 

Mr. PERKINS. That is the usual amount allowed in such cases. 

Mr. BIGGS. I like to be generous, but I think we ought to be 
equally generous with the white people as with the Indians. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the Senate 
bill. i 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and, being read the third 
time, was passed, 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the bill H. R. 8948, 
relating to the same subject-matter, will lie upon the table. ` 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


RECONSIDERATION. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I mbve to reconsider the votes by 
which the two bills last acted upon were by the House; and 
also move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEONARD MARTIN. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the attention of the House 
toa correction that should be made by reason of an error committed on 
yesterday. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRICKNER] sent up 
a Senate bill for the relief of Leonard Martin, which was acted upon 
and passed. It seems, however, that there were two Senate bills of 
the same title, but differing somewhat in substance, and the wrong 
one was presented to the House. The bill which passed the Senateand 
which the gentleman from Wisconsin desired to have acted upon by the 
House differs in some degree from the bill actually There is 
only a verbal difference, however, but the Clerk will read the Senate 
bill which actually passed that body, after which the Chair will ask 
if there is objection to the substitution of the bill for the one passed 
by the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3357) for the relief of Leonard Martin. 

Be it enacted, etc., That Leonard Martin, formerly a lieutenant Fifth Artil- 
lery, and acting assistant quartermaster, United States Army, be, and is hereby, 
relieved from ability to the United States on account of moneys received b 
him as such acting assistant quartermaster, and that the proper accounting o 
cers of the Treasury are hereby directed to close the accounts of said Leonard 
Martin as acting assistant quartermaster, United States Army: Provided, That 
the amount for which credit shall be given under the provisions of this act 
shall not exceed the sum of $1,806.51. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the substitution of this bill 
for the bill which was passed by the House on yesterday? 


J 
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Mr. ROGERS. I understood that the bill which was just read was | The SPEAKER. Pending that, the Chair desires to lay before the 


the bill which passed the Senate. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman is correct in that; but it is not the 
bill which the House on yesterday. - 

Mr. ROGERS. Then I think the other bill ought to be read. 
Tiree SPEAKER. The bill which passed the House yesterday will 

read. 

The bill as it passed the House was again reported. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the substitution of the proper 
bill for the one just read? 

There was no ohjection, and it was so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7619) making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and 
for other purposes. É 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ALEXANDRIA, LA. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. 401) to provide for the construction of 
a public building in the city of Alexandria, State of Louisiana, Mr. 
LEHLBACH, Mr. KERR of Iowa, and Mr. ABBOTT. 


PROTECTION TO RAILROAD EMPLOYES. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand a 
petition signed by 7,335 railroad workmen of the United States, and I 
ask unanimous consent to have the brief petition read and incorporated 
in the RECORD. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Iowa? 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The petition is as follows: 
To the honorable members of the Senate and House of Representatives, United Slates: 

Gentlemen, we, the — do 3 petition your honorable 
body to pass favorably upon H. R. No. 9682, entitled “A bill for the protection 
of 1 and other railroad employésin handling locomotive en- 


gines, freight trains, and freight cars en in interstate commerce.“ Each 
of the undersigned is in actual service as a railroad trainman or and 
has been so emplo a sufficient length of time to become fully acquainted 
with the duties and perils of the position; and believing that the said 


peewee of 
bill would reduce the death rate among us fully 50 percent. we earnestly appeal 
to you to leave nothing undone to e H. R. No. 9682 a law of the land. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask to have this 
referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals; and I also desire to 
make the supplemental statement that this has received the indorse- 
ment of the Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, twenty thousand in 
number, who passed resolutions indorsing the bill; that the Order ot 
Railway Conductors of the nation have resolutions at a national 
meeting in Rochester favoring the bill; that the Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Engineers indorse the bill; that the Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Firemen, eighteen thousand in number, have indorsed the bill; and 
that the railroad State commissioners at a national conference with 
the Interstate-Commerce Commission passed resolutions indorsing this 
legislation. 

J thank the House for its courtesy in connection with the matter. 

Mr. BAKER. The communication to which the gentleman refers 
ought to go to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The bill is before the Committee on 
Railways and Canals. 

Mr. BAKER. But a similar bill is before the Committee on Com- 


merce. 
TheSPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the petition will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


PROPOSED EVENING SESSION FOR COMMERCE COMMITTEE. 


Mr. BAKER, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to consider 

and pass the resolution which I send to the desk. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Tuesday evening and Wednesday evening of this week, from 
8 to 11 o'clock, be devoted to the consideration in the House of bills previously 
reported with favorable recommendation by the Committee on Commerce, to 
the consideration whereof no objection shall be made. That at 5 p.m.on each 
of said days the House take a recess until 8 o’clock for the purpose aforesaid. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think before consent is given that the character 
of the bills to be considered and passed upon ought to be named. 

TheSPEAKER. The first question is, Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. BLAND. Ido not see why we should not transact this busi- 
— awe day time; the House is already far ahead of the Senate with 

1 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? 
Mr. BLAND. I do object. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the contested-election case 
of McDuffie vs. Turpin. 


House the following report from the Committee on Enrolled Bills: 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills and a 
joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

A bill (H. R. 856) to amend section 1 and section 9 of an act entitled 
An act to authorize the Denison and Washita Valley Railway Com- 
pany to constract and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes,’’ approved July 1, 1886; 

A bill (S. 55) to change the limit of appropriation for the public 
building at Jacksonville, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 278) for the erection of a public building at Martinsburgh, 


Ves 
A bill (S. 903) for the erection of a public building in Cedar Rapids; 
A bill (S. 3045) for the relief of Caroline M. McDougal, widow of the 

late David McDougal, United States Navy; 

A bill (S. 3337) donating Lake Contrary, in the State of Missouri, 
to the city of St. Joseph, Mo.; and 
Joint resolution (H. Res, 134) to provide for printing the eulogies 
delivered in Congress upon the late Richard W. Townshend. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SHERMAN, for the rest of this week, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. MARTIN, of Texas, indefinitely, on account of important 
business, 

To Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, until June 9, on account of im- 
portant business. 

“To Mr. FORMAN, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. LANSING, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. WALLACE, of New York, for ten days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. Rusk, during his attendance on the Naval Academy as a 
member of the Board of Visitors. $ 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to announce the appointment 
as conferees on the bill (S. 3046) granting a pension to Fanny L. Davis: 
Mr. MORRILL, Mr. CRAIG, and Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. 


* 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—M’DUFFIE vs. TURPIN. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolutions in the case of 
MeDuffie vs. Turpin. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Louis W. Turpin was not elected a Representative in the Fifty- 
first Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama, and is not en- 
titled to the seat as such Representative. 

Resolved, That John V. MeDuftie was duly elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-first Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama, and is 
entitled to his seat as such Representative. 

Mr. ROWELL. It is agreed that the debate on this case shail not 
exceed three hours upon a side, and that at the end of the debate the 
previous question shall be considered as ordered. 

Mr. CRISP. I have no objection to that arrangement, but shall offer 
the substitute resolution when I get the floor, and the previous ques- 
tion will not operate against that. 

Mr. ROWELL. I yield one hour's time 

LIST OF UNDELIVERED LAND PATENTS IN LAND OFFICE. 


Mr. McRAE. If the gentleman will permit me, I ask to make a 
privileged report from the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ROWELL. I will yield for a moment. 

Mr. MCRAE. It is a privileged report from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. If it takes any time I will withdraw it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, uested 
to inform the House whether any person or firm has been furnished or allowed 
to compile from the files and records of the General Land Office lists and de- 
scriptions of the original undelivered land patents now in said office, and if so 
the name of such aie or firm, and by what authority and at whose request 
the same was furnished or allowed to be compiled. 

The SPEAKER. This requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. ROWELL. I shall object to the consideration at this time of 
this privileged report. f 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, thisis a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. But there is a privileged matter already before the 
House. 

Mr. McRAE. I understand the gentleman yielded to me to make 
this report. 

Mr. ROWELL. I did not know what it was. I shall object to its 
consideration, because it will cause discussion. 

The SPEAKER. It must yield to the other privileged matter. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 


Mr. ROWELL. I now yield one hour to the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Comstock]. 
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Mr. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I have been appointed to open this 
ease to the House, and in doing so I ask its kindly consideration while 
1 present some of the views of the majority of the committee which in- 
‘duced them to make the report they did. 

The Fourth district of Alabama is composed of the counties of Dallas, 
Hale, Lowndes, Perry, and Wilcox. At the election held November 
6, 1888, Louis W. Turpin was the Democratic candidate for Representa- 
tive in the Fitty-first Congress and John V. McDuffie was the Repub- 
lican candidate. 

The result of the election as certified to the secretary of state was as 
follows: 


Counties. 


rr 
By the census of 1880 the population of the Fourth district was as 
follows: 


This district is commonly known as the Black Belt” or the 


„Black District ” of Alabama, for the reason, I suppose, that its pop- 
ulation as shown by the last census comprised 135,893 colored people 
and only 32,824 whites, giving a voting population, allowing one for 
each five persons, of 27,000 colored voters and 6,500 white voters, or 
more than four colored votes to one white vote. 

In order to a fair understanding of this case it seems to be necessary 
to consider someone of the political history of the district for the few 

rs last pas 
75 to oh pata of 1874, in the reconstruction era, the State of Ala- 
bama was Republican in politics, In that year the State into 
the control of the Democratic party with the exception of the Black 
Belt, and perhaps one or two other districts, After this period the 
Black Belt began to show a falling off in Republican votes, so that in 
1880 Mr. Charles M. Shelley was elected, or returned as elected, to this 
Congress and seated here with an apparent majority of 2,651. His seat 
* was contested by James Q. Smith, and the House found that the elec- 

tion was fraudulent, and that the returns were fraudulent, and seated 
Mr. Smith, finding that he had a majority of 3,072. 

Mr. Shelley was again in the field for election to the Forty-cighth 
Congress, opposed by George H. Craig, Republican, and was returned. 

Craig contested his right to a seat in that Congress. The result of 
the election, as certified to the secretary of = was: 


(00 AAA -U— — — 7,150 
435 

Total... — — 2 A 11.8 
Shelley's majority... —:!:!: ———.. .. 2. 715 


The Forty-eighth Congress, strongly Democratic as it was and par- 
isan as it had a right to be, but too honest to profit by fraud so palpa- 
ble, unseated Shelley and seated Craig, finding for him a majority of 
3,450, the vote being as found by the committee after discarding many 


ee 
Craig. 
Shelley... 
Er a A U a a e aa Ae AE AAR E a A A 17, 883 
Craig's s a EE I E A E IES AEE EEO ESN 3.459 


A change of many thousand. Mr. Craig was seated too late in the 
Forty-eighth Congress to make any contest in the Forty-ninth. 

In the Fiftieth Congress there was also a contest from this district. 
At the election for that Congress the certified result was as follows: 

A.C. Davi Democrat.... 


V. McDuffie, Republican.. 
B. F. Turner, Independent Republican... 


pene ‘otal. Seg et re a Nereis “prego rnea eee ~ 20,956 
The report in that case, made by the Democratic members of the com- 
8 cut Davidson’s plurality down to 8,890, a deduction of 2,497. 
The Republican minority of the committee held and reported that a 


fraudulent conspiracy existed in four of the five counties in the dis- 
trict to defeat the will of the people; that, had the vote been honestly 
counted, McDuffie would have been elected by a large majority. 

For the Fifty-first Congress Mr? McDuffie was again in the field for 
election. He appears to contest the seat of Mr. Turpin, who was re- 
turned as having been elected to this House by a majority of 13,152, 

Mr. McDuffie claims in effect that this district is now, as it always 
has been, very strongly Republican; that the Southern problem exists 
therein; "that the race question appears there in politics, and that poli- 
ties follow very closely the color line, If this be true it would seem 
probable that Mr. McDuffie was elected, if he was a sa candi- 
dats to the people of that district, there being more than four colored 
votes to one white vote. However, census returns elect no man to Con- 
gress, and the question comes home to this House, what does the evi- 
dence show? What was the condition of affairs in the Fourth district 
of Alabama at the time of this last election, and did the colored people 
generally vote and did they vote the Republican ticket? 

That they did generally vote is shown by the magnitude of the bal- 
lot. Something more than 24,000 votes were cast in this election, 
which would be about70 percent. of the entire voting strength of the dis- 
trict. In other words, about 20,000 colored votes were cast and about 
4,500 white votes were cast. Mr. McDuffie claims that some 98 per 
cent. of the white vote is Democratic, and I suppose there will be no 
controversy over that proposition. He also claims that from 95 to 97 
per cent. of the colored people vote the Republican ticket. Upon this 
there will of course be some controversy; but it seems to the commit- 
tee, upon a careful review of all the evidence in the case, that this 
fact was fairly and clearly demonstrated, that politics do follow v 
closely the color line in this district, and that the colored people wi 
remarkable unanimity voted the Republican ticket at the.last election. 

Now, the cause of this condition of affairs is apparent, I suppose, to 
every thinking man. The colored people believe that they owe their 
emancipation from slavery to the Republican party. Hence a common 
andordinary feeling of gratitude inspires them with a devotion to the 
atria 30 es of that party. Again, they claim, and it is claimed by the 
white Republicans too, that these men have been constantly counted out, 
defrauded, cheated out of their rights as citizens for the past ten years; 
so much so that although there are 27,000 colored voters in that dis- 
trict as against 7,000 or less white voters, not even a colored justice of 
the peace has been elected for ten years; that no colored man has held 
an Office of any kind, and, further, that no colored man has ever been 
seen in a Democratic convention of any kind or character. > 

Mr. TURPIN. Will the gentleman allow me to make a statement? 

Mr. COMSTOCK. Les, sir. 

Mr. TURPIN. In 1882 I was present in the Democratic Congres- 
sional convention in the city of Selma which nominated Mr. Shelley, 
and there were colored representatives in that Democratic convention. 

ue COMSTOCK, Is that the only instance the gentleman can now 
recal kd 

Mr. TURPIN. That is the only instance I can recall now. 

Mr. COMSTOCK. The tleman corrects me and says thatin 1882 
there were some colored di tes in the convention at Selma, but that 
is the only instance he can recollect now in ten years’ time, which is 
pretty nearly confirmatory of the position we have assumed. 

We come now to a consideration of the election; and first perhaps it 
will be well for me to call attention to the laws of the State of Alabama 
governing and controlling elections I read from chapter 3, Article I, 
of the code of Alabama: 

mspectors and precinct rotu ficers; how 9 

of probate, e clerk of the circuit — Ee any Ss of them, m 1 

y days before 2 holding of any election in their county, appoint three 

i ors N of voting, two of which be members of opposing 

political parti if practicable, and one returning officer for each precinct to act 

lace partos hol ing elections in each We and it shall be the duty of the 

to notify such rs and returning officers of their appointment 
within te ten days after such appointment. 


. Sheriff is county returning oficer.—The sheriff of each county, ur the 
person discharging the duties of such office, is the returning officer of the 


ty. 
. napcetors and 5 in holding election; how 


— 202. Duties of & 
places supplied on failure to attend.—It shall the duty of the . and 


= the 


the returning officers appointed to moet at the place of holding elections in the 


several precincts for which y brome „ by s o'clock of the morn- 
ing of the day of election, and before 9 o'cl open the several pai freee 
as designated. And on the failure of any inspector or returning o to attend 
at the hour of 8 o'clock, such as may be present may complete the number. If 
none of the ins wens tors appointed are present the returning officer of the pre- 
cinct en appoin tors to act, who in Aai ie such instance 

ualified electors 5 — are entitled to vote at that place. And if there 

ould be no inspectors or 3 officer present 5 ies Shou of 8 o'clòck at 
any polling-place, then any three qualified electors who are entitled by law to 

that po in the election to be held may open the polls aud serve 
as inspectors y acting the election. 

Sec. 263. Returning officer absent, inspectors appoint, ae the returning officer is 
not present at the hour 3 the inspectors, or those acting as such, must 
sopo one to serve during the election. 

264. Clerks of election.—Inspectors, before opening the polls, must select 
two persons to act as clerks, 


The sheriff is made the returning officer. The duties of the 
ors are fixed. Their duty under the lawis to be present at the 
place at 8 o’clock and open the polls. Failing to be nt at that 
kme, those who are present may call other electors to their „ 
and if none of the inspectors be present, then any electors may organ- 
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ize a poll. And upon this point I desire to call attention to the report 
made by the minority of the committee, in which they state that the 
polls are to be opened before 9 o'clock. That is true. The law is 
mandatory upon that point; but the other provision also exists, that if 
the officers are not present then any lawful electors may organize the 
poll and hold the election; and this point is important, because half a 
dozen precincts of that kind in the county of Lowndes alone were or- 
ganized by the lawful electors without the assistance of election offi- 
cers, although in one or two instances some of the officers were present 
and assisted. The report of the minority of the committee is therefore 
misleading in that respect, of course not intentionally. 

In accordance with this law the judge of probate, the clerk of the 
court, and the sheriff did meet at the county seat of the county of 
Lowndes and did appoint twenty inspectors of election, partly pursuant 
to the request of Mr. McDuffie, under that provision of the law which 
provides that one of the inspectors shall be of the opposing party. 
Under that provision twenty acceptable men were appointed. The Re- 
publicans who were appointed first were intelligent men, some of them 
were school-teachers and all of them could read and write. A short 
time after this, for some reason not fully understood or explained, this 
same county board got together without authority of law, and, with- 
out attempting to remove any of those first appointed, they appointed 
twenty more inspectors of election, and some witnesses testify that not 
one of the second twenty who were selected as Republicans could read 
or write. 

The policy of the law is to select members of the opposite party to 
watch, so that a fair election may be held; but it would be as wise and 
as just to the opposite party to select blind men to watch at the polls 
as it was to select men who could not read and write. Only one con- 
straction can be putupon the action of these county officers in appoint- 
ing these ignorant inspectors to watch their Democratic associates in 
the various precincts, But upon this point we are not left to theory 
alone; we have the testimony of witnesses. The reason given by the 
board for making the second appointments was that the first set, the 
intelligent Republican inspectors, did not wish to serve; and I ask the 
House to remember that alleged reason, because it is important. How- 
ever, some of those first appointed did serve in three precincts, Brooks, 
Pintlalfa, and White Hill. 

Three of the first appointed inspectors appeared at the election and 
served, and the result was just what we claim it should have been. 
In Brooks 17 white men voted the Democratic ticket and 283 voters 
voted the Republican ticket. In Pintlalla there were 330 Republican 
and 21 Democratic votes. At White Hill there were 215 Republican 
and 4 Democratic votes cast. That shows the wisdom of this law and 
its effect when properly enforced. At the precincts I have named 
three Republican inspectors appeared and served, one in each. Most 
of the other Republican inspectors who were first 3 also ap- 
peared and tried to serve; so that the excuse given by these appoint- 
ing officers was false. 

The men first appointed ap and tendered their services at 
Church Hill, at Sandy Ridge, at Farmersville, at Letohatchee, at Steep 
Creek, at Hayneville, and at St. Clair. ‘Two others served—one as su- 
pervisor and the other to distribute tickets—which shows the alleged 
reason for the new appointments to be unfounded. Nearly every per- 
son appointed-on the first list appeared and tendered his services and 
tried to serve as inspector. What construction does that bear? I have 
here the testimony of Jeff Crum upon this subject, a man who was 
upon the list of the Republican inspectors first appointed. He stated 
* he went to the place of holding the polls, and then he gives this tes- 

mony: 

Q. Did you see Mr. J. D. Moorer or Mr. J. L. Crosby at the place of holding 
the election on the day of said election and before the polls were opened? 

A. Isaw Mr. J. D. Moorer. 

Q Did you say anything to Mr. J. D. Mooter about your appointment as in- 
spector, and anything in regard to holding the election; if so, what did you 
say to him, and what did he say to you in reference to holding the election? 

A, I told him I saw a notice of my appointment as inspector of election; I 
then asked him could he admit me to serve; he says, ves, he reckons so;“ 
then afterwards he told me that he couldn't admit me. 

Milton D. Alexander, another of these men, testifies as follows: 


Q. or? ote serve as inspector in that election? 
A. I did not. 
Q. Why did 
A. Because there was a new list of inspectors made and signed by all the ap- 
pointing powers. 
> ys iain make any application to serve? 


‘ou not? 


Q. What was the response or Ey. to your proposition? 

A. One of the inspectors that did serve told me that they would appoint a 
man in case that Frank Kelly, who was appointed on the t list, ak n’t ap- 

ar, and Frank didn’t appear, and they appointed a man by the name of 

yg Nowra and left me out. 

Q. What is the character of the intellect of Handy Cheek; was it weak or 
otherwise? 

A. It was weak so far as an inspector. 


So that poor, ignorant, weak-minded persons were selected to serve 
in place of the intelligent men who first been appointed. Now, 
why did they appoint intelligent men at first? And why was the 
change made? Judge McDuffie, the contestant in the case, throws 
some light upon that subject. I read from his testimony: 

Q. If you know any facts relative to the appointment of the inspectors to 


hold the election on the 6th November last by the probaté judge, circuit court 
ċlerk of this county, and sheriff, and of any change made of such appointment, 
state every fact within your knowledge tending to the benefit of your oppo- 
nent, L. W. Turpin; state fully. 

A. During the fall and before the clection and before the appointment of in- 
spectors, with the assistance of the rman of the Republican executive com- 
mittee of the different counties in the district, I made out a list of names com- 
posed of Republicans who could read and write to represent the Republicans 
as inspectors at the election in November last, instracting the differeut chair- 
men to present it to the board whose duty it is unde: the Jaws of the State of 
Alabama to appoint said inspectors, so that said board would have the names 
of Republicans who were competent ins: rs to select from. I asked Judge 
Coffey to appoint some in this county. He told me he couldn't make me any 
promise, About the 26th of September the board of this county appointed in- 
spectors to hold said election, When I heard that the i rs had been up- 

inted I went immediately to get a list of them, and obtained said list at the 

rue Citizen's office, and all the Republicans so ee. were persons who 
could read and write and were competent for said duty now remember them, 
In a few days after said appointment Colonel Turpin visited this place with J. Y. 
Srame, a citizen of thiscounty; from the time of his visit I hearda great deal of 
dissatisfaction expressed by persons belonging to the Democratic party of the 
appointment of these, the on inspectors; that it would be impossible to 
carry the county for Colonel Turpin with such Republican inspectors on the 
board; that some time about the 10th or Ith of October that the board had re- 
convened and appointed a new set of inspectors. 

I looked over the list of the second appointment as published in the newspa- 
pers of the county and all the Republican inspectors first appointed were 
changed, and as I now remember not one of those last appointed could read or 
write. My information is that after the first appointment and before the second 
Mr. Brame went with Colonel Turpin to nae rere in the county to brin 
influence to bear on such to have the first appointment changed; said 
second appointment was made less than thirty days before said election. 


That is the testimony of the Republican candidate for Congress. It 


is nowhere denied. Ben. De Lemas also testifies (he was a witness 


for the contestee) that the inspectors were changed for this reason; 
and he states that he heard Mr. Eli Roberts say that the county could 
not be carried by the Democrats if intelligent inspectors of election were 
appointed. 

I have here the testimony of half a dozen others on this point, which 
I will not take time to read; also the testimony of two or three wit- 
nesses that Mr. MeDuffie was to be counted out. Perhaps it is impor- 
tant that this should be understood by the House. I read from Mr. 
McDuffie’s testimony, on page 756 of the record: 

5 You state in your notice of contest that one of the Democratic inspectors 
in Hayneville stated that he intended to count you out and count Colonel Tur- 
pin in; please give the name of this inspector. 

A, In 1886 there was two Democratic factions running for office in this county, 
for county offices, I assisted one of those sides in the e n on under- 
3 that the Republicans should have an honest count in the Congres- 
sional elections; that the same spirit existed in 1888, and there was a tacit un- 
derstanding that if the Republicans would put out no ticket for county offices 
and would not help the Bowie wing of the 9 party, the same arrange- 
ment would continue; I was promised by every cand’ . 
the Democrats, or some friend of theirs, that I sh have an honest count at 
the November election. This understanding I heard nothing to the contrary 
until after the August election; I then to hear rumors that I was to be 
counted out; most of these rumors pointed to R. E. Brinson as the authority for 
such rumors. 

This is his own home county of Lowndes. 

1 sent one or two personal friends and Democrats in 
son, and see if this was so. On Monday before the election I went to Mr. Brin- 
son’s house, after dark, where I met Mr. Brinson, 8 John Moore, Circuit 
Solicitor J. H. Pitts, Dr. J. P. Warhutt, and Col. R. M. Williamson and Demo- 
erat and father-in-law of Mr. Brinson. I called Colonel Williamson out and 
asked him to see Mr, Brinson and in from him if there was any foun- 
dation for the rumors. Colonel Williamson afterwards informed me that 1 
was not only to be counted out at this box, but every box in the county and in 
the district where it was possible to do so. 

These were leading Democrats of the district and county; and this 
is the testimony of Mr. McDuflie, the candidate for Congress, a promi- 
nent, well known gentleman in that district; and it is nowhere denied 
by any one. It is said that some of these persons, although it does not 
appear in the record, were sitting in the room when this testimony was 
taken in the county seat Hayneville. 

The same point is covered by the testimony of several other witnesses, 
I read from the testimony of W. E. Carson, on page 684 of the record: 

Q. State whether before thiselection and during the canvass that you heard 
any one say that he intended to use his influence to have John V. McDuffie 
counted out; and, it so, who made the declaration? 

A. W. E. Haines, the sheriff of this county, said that he would use every effort 
he had to beat him because he hadn’t treated him right; don’t remember that 
he said anything about counting him out. 


John W. Jones testifies the same in substance; that this was the in- 
tention. 

Now, I come to an agreement which I think is unique in the Seay 
of politics. This is testified to by Mr. McDuffie and is nowhere denied. 
He testifies that prior to his last campaign, in the campaign against 
Davidson, he entered into an agreement with one faction of the Demo- 
cratic party of Lowndes County—that faction known as the ‘‘Ins’’—those 
who held the county offices, who were the county returning board and 
canvassing board and who had the appointment of i rs of elec- 
tions. I will let Mr. McDuffie state this matter in his own language. 
I read from his testimony: 


ou not su post what was called the regular Demo- 
ek Democratic ticket? 

A, In that 3 there were two factions of the Democratic party; one 
faction headed ua 


lities to see Mr. Brin- 
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oon vention assembled by said executive committee. Said convention accepted 

the proposition, and I with others of the Republican party supported the Coffey 

32 Both of said factions claimed to be the regular Democratic party of 
county, 


Now; what does this House suppose was the result of that agree- 
ment. Mr. McDuffie carried that county by 1,530 majority in the cam- 
paign of 1886. And this agreement is incontestably proven; it is no- 
where questioned nor denied. So that these men themselves concede 
that they habitually resort to the ‘‘counting-out’' process. They trade 
upon that basis. It is commonly understood among men of all parties 
that, the election machinery being wholly within the hands or under the 
control of the Democratic party, they, to rid themselves of what they 
are pleased to term ‘‘ negro domination, habitually count out the negro 
vote, è 

Now, in order to meet this difficulty, what could the Republican 
electors do? It seemed to them the most feasible plan that they could 
adopt to secure their rights and bring to the attention of this House 
the exact condition of affairs in that district, which we will all agree 
is deplorable, was to select intelligent men and let them stand as 
near the polls as they would be permitted to do, in order to distrib- 
ute tickets among the electors, as they did, the colored or Republican 
elector in nearly every instance taking his ticket, and in some of the 
precincts carrying it over his shoulder, so that the man who gave him 
the ticket could watch him until he gave it to the inspector at the 
polls, who received it and deposited it in the box. Returning, to 
make assurance doubly sure, he would state to a list-keeper that he 
had voted the Republican ticket that he received, and wanted his name 
taken down as a Republican voter. 

This evidence shows that a vast majority—almost the entire colored 
population of that distriet—voted the Republican ticket, and that Mr. 
McDuflie received a vast majority of the votes cast in the district. 
Here is a witness who states the reason why these lists were kept. 
This is not mere talk on the part of the committee. All these propo- 
sitions are sustained by competent testimony. I read from the testi- 
mony of Milton D. Alexander, on page 697 of the record: 


Redirect by contestant: n 

Q. What was motive or object which induced the Republicans to keep this 

outside poll-list at your precinct at the last November election and thereby 
Republican votes were cast there? 

A. We was 8 to be counted out by the Democrats, and we was also ex- 
pecting that J. V. Me 
we wanted to know precisely how many mens sya votes were cast for him at 
that precinct, which was our object for keeping the outside poll-list. 


The testimony of C. T. Hrubowski is to the same effect: 


Q. Why did you go to this trouble to make an outside poll-list to ascertain 
how many Republicans voted for McDuffie there that day when the clerks in 
the house were making a poll-list? 

A. We did because it was said that we could never get the count of the votes 
that were cast there, and we wanted McDuffie to get what votes were cast for 
him, as he was the choice of the people there as a candidate for Congress. He 
himself was down there and they all promised him that they would vote for 
him, 


Many others testify to the same effect. 

I am glad to state to the House that the minority of this committee 
agree with this proposition, because I find that they themselves have 
voluntarily redu Mr. Turpin’s majority by more than 4,000 upon 
this same class of testimony, the testimony of these list-keepers and 
ticket-distributors. So I say that this is proof confirmatory that the 
majority of the committee exercised due and reasonable discretion in 
receiving this testimony in the consideration of this case. 

Now, I have stated that the colored people voted very largely the 
Republican ticket. Let us see the testimony on that point. Ben De 
Lemus, a witness who was called by contestee, deposes as follows (see 
record, page 740): 


Q. What knowledge have you of the political preference of the colored peo- 
ple of Lowndes County? State fally. 

(Contestee objects to this question on the ground that it is illegal and irrele- 
vant and has no reference to this issue.) 

A. The colored ple generally are Republicans; you find some few who 
claim to vote the Democratic ticket. 

Q. State whether or not the colored people of this county are enthusiastically 
wedded to the Republican party. 

(Contestee objects to this question on the grounds that it calls for the mere 
opinion of the Witness.) a 

A. They are. 

Q. State as near as you can what the Republican strength in Lowndes County 
is; state also as near as you can the Democratic strength in Lowndes County. 

Contestee objects to this question on the grounds that it calls for the mere 
opinion of the witness.) 

A. The full Republican strength in the county I should say is about forty or 
forty-two hundred, and the Democratic strength is about 1,200. 

Q. From your experience and observation in canvassing the county as often 
as you have and mixing with the colored race, politically, what is your best 
judgment as to the number of colored voters of the county who vote the Dem- 
ocratic ticket? 

(Con objects to this question on the grounds that it is mere hearsay and 
the mere opinion of the witness; that the witness can not possibly know how 
the colored men actually vote, and any answer he may give as to the number 
willbe a mere guess.) é 

A. To say that—to make it 250 is a large estimate. 

Q. What is J. V. McDuffie’s standing asa Republican among the Republican 
% (Oo: 3 this questi the d that it is ill irrele 

m jects to qu jon on ground that ej van 
and calls for the mere opinion of gal, 1 

A. J.V. best geet Republicanism in this county is undisputed, and is consid- 

ered the leader of the Republicans in this county, 


Duffie would have to contest for his seat in Congress and : 


Q. State whether or not J. V. McDuffie was an acceptable candidate for a seat 
in Congress at the last November election, and state what enthusiasm was 
meaner if any, in favor of said McDuftie at said election or during that 
campaign. 

(Contestee objects to this question on the grounds that it calls for the mere 
opinion of the witness.) 

A. Judge McDuffie was nominated by acclamation by the Republican con- 
vention, there being no other names presented; the places I canvassed the Re- 
publicans were supporting him heartily in the county. 


The colored people believe they were delivered out of slavery by the 
Republican party. This is one reason for their ananimity in supporting 
it. Another potent reason is the attempted suppression and destruc- 
tion of their political rights by the Democrats in the Southern States. 

Now it is commonly reputed and believed among the people of Ala- 
bama, among their citizens and statesmen, and 1 the press 
of the State, that the race question exists there and the Southern prob- 
lem is a serious one for them, and that there does exist a color line. 
Let me read briefly, Mr. Speaker, a portion of the CoNGRESSIONAL 
RECORD of this session of Con an extract from as made by 
an eminent gentleman in the other end of the Capitol (I refer to Senator 
MORGAN, of Alabama) on the question of the deportation of the African 
race from this country. He says, among other things (and, mind you, 
he is talking of his own constituents, of a class of people who represent 
nearly or quite one-half the entire population of his State): 


It seems that orfly a few of our statesmen really desire that the negroes shall 
be or remain massed in certafn States with a view to their taking the control of 
the State governments. The 7 and will of the people of the United States 
may be safely stated as bein and resolute against such a fate. reverse 
of this policy is the result of a sentiment and conviction in the minds of our 
people that the policy of separation is necessary for preserving the present dis- 
tinctions between the white and black races, and that such distinction will be 
preserved, whatever else may happen. 

There is much anxious and honest inquiry now as to what is best to be done, 

I have reached the conclusion, after mature reflection, and, I hope, without 
prejudice or any feeling that relates to the political or sectional strife in which 
the negro race has been a conspicuous and dangerous element in this country 
for u century, that there is a natural . irrepressible conflict” 
between the races that nothing will cure except their final separation. 

* 4 * * * * 


The fact remains that the wild, untutored African is strongly prejudiced 
against the Caucasian. It is only in a less degree that the most cultivated negro 
is also constantly armed with inveterate suspicions toward the white race. 

This natural aversion, whatever may cause it. is the most serious — —— 
the way oſthe white race in their efforts to give to the African n the bl 
of civilization. If this can ever be overcome it seems unquestionable that 
task must be accomplished either through the entire —— of the negro 
to the white race, or by the separation of the races, and the creation between 
them of international relations, instead of domestic relations under the same 
government, 

The impossibility of their friendly association under the same government is 
demonstrated in the history of Hayti and Santo Domingo, and is scarcely less 
conspicuous in the destruction of mutual confidence and esteem that has fol- 
lowed emancipation in our country. It is undeniable that the aversion of the 
races has greatly increased since slavery was abolished, It will increase every- 
where in this country so long as any large proportion of our population is of 


the African race. 
The truth is, however, that the race has always been, and will fi 
be, subordinate to the white race whenever they are found in the same coun: 
try, and the negro can not resist his natural tendency. 
„ * * 


* * 72 * 


It will not be denied, I suppose, that the narrow limits to which and 
prejudice and race aversion have confined the labors of the negroes in 8 
at! will not be sufficient to accommodate and enco the aspirations of Ste 
millions of people if they desire to grow in know] and power. Poli 
influence can never lift the negro race in this country above its 3 level, 
On the contrary, the friction and collision caused by the use of ballot 
more and more, create enmity against the negro race, and every material 
social interest of that race will become the subject of political controversy. 

* * 


— - * * * = 


If there is any human privilege or uty for which the n race is thor- 
oughly unfit, it is to control in the political direction or the legislation of a com- 
plex government like ours. And it there is one pursuit that is of less advan- 
tage than all others to the negro, it is to exploit politics in a country where he 
has no chance to rule, and must be the unquestioning subordinate of his po 
ical associates of the white race, 


The Senator quotes approvingly from Mr. Johnston’s work: 


Mr. Johnston, writing in 1834, says (pages 27, 28): 

“Slavery certainly exists on the Lower Congo as much as it ever did; thé only 
difference is that it is internal, so to speak, and that, owing to the vigilance of 
British cruisers and the absence of a lucrative market nowadays, slaves are no 
longer exported from the Congo as in formerdays, And slavery will continue 
to exist, no matter under what name, as long as European merchants stand 
sorely in need of labor and native chiefs are willing to “apprentice” or sell 
their superfluous subjects for an important consideration in gin, cloth, or guns, 

“Any traveler who visits the factories on the Lower Congo, except perhapsin 
those belonging to the English, may see groups of slaves In chains, who are so 

unished for having run away, and if he arrives at a time when a slave has 

ust been recaptured— ibly by his own relatives, who have brought him 
cheerfully back, sure of a reward—he will havean opportunity of 535 
application of the formidable cowhide whips to the runaway’s skin and see the 
blood spurt from his well flogged back. 

“Asa rute lam bound to say the Krumanos are kindly treated. They are 
well fed and have their wives and children often with them in their huts. If 
they were allowed to regain their liberty at the end of seven 
without being forced to renew their contract, there would not 
in this system. The Portuguese method of government apprenticeship is on 
tolerably free from abuse and would work well on the Congo.” 

This learned and frank Li geen is evidently impressed with the convic- 
tion that the sway of the white man over the ignorant negro is only the result 
of force, compulsion, and duress, and that there is no other way for a white 
man to govern than through a slave code, and that I believe. 


That, Mr. Speaker, is the language of an able statesman, a legislator, 
talking of one-half of his own constituency. I say that the press also 
of that State agree that there is an irrepressible conflict between the 
races, They agree that the colored man votes the Republican ticket; 
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they agree that they do not complain of the means by which he is | which is from the Age-Herald itself, published at Birmingham, a Dem- 


counted for the Democratic party; but they do draw the line when any 
county attempts to secure representation in a Democratic convention 
based upon the vote which they have counted for themselves in this 
manner. I read from the Hale County paper, the Greensborough Watch- 
man, a paper published in the town of Greensborough, which I believe 
is the home of the contestant: 
{From the Greensborough (Hale County) Watchman (Dem.).] 
LET US HAVE AN UNDERSTANDING, 


Replying to the Watchman’s 8 as to why the Age-Herald objects to 
ic rule in the Black Belt, it says: 

“This has never complained tthe Black Belt Democrats maintain 
their supremacy, nor remonstrated at the methods employed to that end. The 
negroes are incapable of self-government; they are not fit to be intrusted with 
the control of public affairs, and the salvation of the Black Belt country de- 
- pau on the upholding of white supremacy. That is all right and the Age- 

erald has never said a word against it. : 

“What the Age-Herald has complained of is this: Black Belt counties count 
extraordinarily large Democratic majorities, larger than those given by the 
white counties, and for the seeming purpose of obtaining a greater representa- 
tion than white counties in the State convention. 

“Dallas County, with a population of five n es to one white man, gave in 
the August election 9,084 votes for Seay, 672 for Bring, and the full voting 
stren of the whole county is but little more than 10, Now, these returns 
seem to have been ‘fixed’ with a twofold purpose in view: to defeat the Re- 

blican ticket and to give Dallas County a larger representation than is due 

t in the State Democratic convention. It is the latter to which this paper ob- 
jects, and of that alone has it complained.” 

We will ask the Age-Herald if it does not knew it to be a fact that in the 
last State and county election the same method prevailed in Jefferson as it 
says prevailed in Dallas, and that some men there, to be moderate, 
comp! ed that the thing was overdone by the boys. © Age-Herald says it 

never complained at the method resorted to in the Black Belt to maintain 
white supremacy, but that the counting has been a little too large for the com- 
fort of the white section, 

Now, if the Democrats in Jefferson will let us know exactly how far they pro- 
pose to go in this direction, or rather how much toov prepone to count, we will 

tby it, and go them only one better. But until there is some understand- 
„they must let us have our own way. 

t is a bad idea to condemn faults in another that we possess ourselves, This 
is atruth that the Age-Herald should have learned and profited by ere this, 
But, perhaps, it is excusable on the ground that it thought no one knew about 
Jefferson County's methods. Better call a halt and declare the business a draw 
game. 

I quote also from the Daily Register (Dem.), of Mobile, on this question. 
It seems that General Pettus, a well known citizen of the State, has 
written a letter in regard to this method of basing representation upon 
the fraudulent colored vote; and, while admitting that there is need 
for reformation, this paper says: 


WHAT GOOD WILL IT DO? 


Commenting on the letter of General Pettus, the Wilcox Progress says: 

There is no use in 5 General Pettus means that the Black- 
Belt counties must reduce their representation in State conventions. We agree 
N that there is need fe fe tion the P. 

w. ere is n for reformation rogress says: 

The place for the promulgation of the views of General Pettus would be in 
the committee-rooms of the next Democratic convention. He has chosen to 
make them public some fifteen months in advance of the time there was any 
needof them. Whatis the result? There are now pending several Congres- 
sional contests in the State of Alabama. His article and the inevitable press 
comments upon it are going to have an important bearing upon said contests. 
How are we going to escape from their having such bearing? Every radical in 
the State who is making a contest against a Democrat is basing his contest on 
just the same idea that General Pettus promulgates.” 

With as much and as little fairness the might contend that the press 
should not agitate the question of an educational qualification for suffrage, be- 


cause it is an admission that the evil of negro suftrage is prevented at present 
by Wr which strain the political conscience and disturb all orderly g = 
ernmen ole 


Does the Progress honestly or for one moment think that the w 
uestion is not thoroughly understood? It has been elaborately discussed in 
es, has ‘flied the newspapers, and has loaded down the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RD. It is as well understood in husetts and a as it is in 
Alabama. No evasions or denials will cloak or cloud it. The are well 
known, and if the facts continue the result is certain, That result will be fac- 
tional struggles e e whites for political supremacy, one faction claim- 
ing that nominations 1 
other faction claimi 


The 1,500 white voters of Dallas will dictate party law and will select rulers 
for oe State over the hi of 


to the side of General 
Danger.” 

I have an idea, Mr. Speaker, that if this good editor could cruise 
along these coasts he would marvel very much at the ignorance, real or 
professed, of man men who claim to think that these majorities 
of the State of Ala are honest, and that the colored men of that 
State vote the Democratic ticket. 

But I have one more extract that I will read in this connection, 


ocratic paper. The Age-Herald says: 
TELL THE TRUTH. 

The Montgomery Advertiser says the Age-Herald ‘ denounces Montgomery 
and Dallas for their large Democratic vote, and makes all sorts of charges 
— Black Belt methods.“ 

e are sorry that our ancient and esteemed contempory can not act on the 
Age-Herald's advice and tell the truth. The above statement is very wide of 
the mark. The Age-Herald has in no sense denounced the Black Belt counties 
for their large Democratic vote or the method resorted to for procuring 
vote. This the Advertiser knows very well. 

What the Age-Herald has said is that these large Democratic votes should 
not be used as a basis of representation in the State Democratic convention. 
General Pettus has said the same thing, and the Advertiser has admitted that 
— An pasts would be unfair, though it proposes a substitute that does not rem- 

e evil. 

The Age-Herald has taken the pains to say over and often that Black Belt 
methods of controlling elections are justified on the ground that they are the 
only possible means by which those counties can be insured against the ruin of 
negro rule. This paper has only objected to the fictitious figures, piled up for 
the purpose of defeating the negroes, being used to enable the Black t to 
dominate the rest of the State in Democratic conventions. 

The Age-Herald’s position is very clear, and the Advertiser had as well state 
it correctly. Our ancient and esteemed contemporary can’t gain anything by 
misrepresentation. < 


The Age-Herald does not mince matters. It understands but does 
not condemn the fraudulent practices resorted to in the Black Belt to 
defeat the colored Republican vote. But it strenuously objects to 
counting the stolen votes as a basis of òver-representation in Democratic 
conventions. ‘‘It makes a difference whose ox is gored,” even in Ala- 


bama. 
[From the Birmingham (Ala.) Age-Herald.] 
THE SAME THING OVER AGAIN, 

The “damnable iteration” with which the Montgomery Advertiser mouths 
out its chestnuts about the representation question and continues to wlat 
the Age-Herald for telling some wholesome truths in that regard must be very 
wearying to its limited number of readers. d 

The Advertiser's readers, like Black Belt Democrats, are few and far between, 

ut they are entitled to something better than having their intelligence insulted 
day afte with the subterfuges, sophistries, and thin with which 
the Advertiser seeks to cover its false and unwarranted tion on this ques- 
uk, disex 8 ty. The Age-Herald spoke of the i ity 

0 ussion t January. e Age- spoke ein 
in the representation and demanded a reform on a fair basis, when sag pad 
tiser replied as follows: 

The demand of the Age-Herald at this time is unjust and unreasonable, be- 
cause it is not founded upon factor fairness. The vote of Dallas County is bona 
fide, and that county is of right as much entitled to i, genes in the party 
conventions for 9,084 votes as Jefferson is for 7,426. The voters are there, and 
have cast their ballots for the Democracy, and can not be denied representation 
in the party councils. - 

“Are we to be confronted by the foolish demand that in the Black Bel 8 
the negroes vote the Democraticticket, and their ballots are fairly and honestly 
counted, in the party councils there is to be Pom representation upon a basis of 
the white vote alone? The negro vote is and gladly received, and yet 
the party is to be denied re tation thereon.” 

To this the Age-Herald replied that such statements were silly, absurd, pre- 
common sense would believe them. Itshowed 


That Bellas County had e white population in CSV of8,428 and a negro populat 
as Coun! aw on o andan jon 
of 40,007; that the total —— 23 


voting population. was only 10,778, and that 

cratie vote as counted was 9,084; that according to this the number of negroes 
voting the Democratic ticket must have been over 7,000, and the number of 
whites doing the same thing less than 2,000; that in spite of this there had 
never been a negro delegate from Dallas County in the Democratie State con- 


vention, and that n did not te to any marked extentin the local 
Democratic . or that peris Pallas — 

This settled it for the time being. The Advertiser didn't have an more 
to say until General Pettus wrote his letter a short time ago on the necessity 
for reform. The Advertiser then repudiated its statement of last January and 
also admitted the necessity for reform. But the reform it pe was a base 
fraud, a sham, a snare, and a delusion. It worked no material change in the 
basis of representation, The Age-Herald exposed this false prete and that 
has caused the Advertiser to take a fit of hysterics, and brought forth the col- 
umn on column of stuff with which it has been boring its readers, 

It is entirely useless to go over and over the same thing every day, columns 
of figures and calculations serve no 8 but to obscure the which is 
otherwise perfectly plain. Dallas County, with less than 2,000 white votes, 
which everybody knows constitute the t bulk of its Democratic strength, 
can not with any approach to fairness claim twenty delegatesin the State Demo- 
cratic convention to Jefferson’s ten, while Jefferson has nearly 8,000 Democratic 
voters. Yet that is what the Advertiser contendsfor. It — —.— to 
give the rural county of Lowndes, where scarcely a handful of white voters re- 
side, a greater representation than Jefferson, and more than twice as many 
ges shay a 9 in 3 air o 5 12 

e figuring in a course of mathematics can n anything so mani- 
festly unjust as that. That the Advertiser should park shows, as we have 
heretofore said, that there is a sinister design on the part of some ring or clique 
of Ln were gree! Black Belt to obtain an unlawful control of the Democratic 

arty in ee 
E The pretense that this unfair represen‘ation is necessary to maintain whito 
supremacy in the Black Belt is without any kind of foundation, and the Adver- 
tiser’s allegations that the Age-Herald displays Republican bearings is simply 
one of its many dodges to obscure the real issue and a demagogio device to en- 
able it to wart off the attacks of this paper and to perpetuate the unlawful rule 
of the Black Belt in the Democratic convention. 

The Age-Herald does not care to go with tiresome repetition over and over 
the same ground, and is willing to rest its case on the arguments and state- 
ments it has already made, Ifthe Advertiser can not E — these with any- 
thing rational it had better desist from 8 its ers with ineffective 
dodges, subter: , and abuse of the Age-Herald. Having receded from the 
position it held January, it can not maintain its population plan which 
works no improvement. . 


So that these people, or many of them, good, honest, fair-minded 
men too, in ordinary affairs, feel that they are prejudiced against the 
African people, and from their knowledge of them in these five counties, 
the Black Belt, where they are largely in excess in numbers, admit 
that they have to resort to illegal methods in order to control. Now, 
while perhaps we could not find any special fault, for it would not 
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greatly concern us were this applied only to their local affairs, how- 
‘ever we might deplore it, yet, when they pursue methods which affect 
Presidential and Congressional elections, it concerns every citizen of 
the Republic, and every man is interested in putting a stop to abuses 
which can lead to such results. The Age-Herald characterizesstatements 
that the colored people vote the Democratic ticket as silly, ab- 
surd,’’ preposterous, and says that nobody with common sense be- 
lieves it.“ 2 

Now, then, that is the way the people of Alabama feel upon this 

uestion. Nobody of any common sense believes that the negroes vote 

e Democratic ticket. You can not tell an intelligent man in Ala- 
bama that Mr. Turpin was elected and received seven-tenths of the 
colored vote cast in that district, as shown by the returns; in fact, you 
can not make the minority of the committee believe it, composed of 
some of the strongest, ablest, and most honorable gentlemen elected to 
the House of Representatives. They do not themselves believe it; and 
so they cut it down and say only three-fifths of the colored voters voted 
the Democratic ticket and for Grover Cleveland for President. The 
majority do not believe one-tenth voted that way. 

I think the majority are justified, or would have been justified, if 
they had found and instead of reporting 4,000 majority for McDuffie 
they had reported that heactually received 13,000 majority, but through 
excess of caution we have only counted where we believed there could 
be no doubt, where competent evidence determined it, 

Now, I have another little item that I would like to read, and I re- 

t that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] is not in his seat at 
fhis time. He has been testifying in this matter and I will suspend 
for a moment or two until he comes in, as I understand he is in the 
Hall. I read from the Daily Advertiser of Montgomery, Ala., of Thurs- 
day, November 15, after the election resulting in the election of Mr. 
Harrison. Now that he is in his seat I read: 

From the Daily Advertiser, Montgomery, Ala., November 15, 1888. 

Col. Win1t1am C. Oares, the distinguished member of Congress from the 
Third district, is in Montgomery. 

An Advertiser reporter asked him yesterday what effect he thought the elec- 


tion of General Harrison to the Presidency would have on the South and its 
business, and what his policy toward this section would probably be. 
He is quoted as saying: 

I think it is probable that he will try Hayes’s policy on an enlarged and surer 
basis of giving the offices to protectionists and weak-kneed Democrats asa 
means of disintegrating the Democratic party and giving to the negro voters more 
respectable white leaders than they have had heretofore, and he will find some 
who are forsale. The number will depend very largely 9 — the social status 
which the earliest converts are allowed to retain. If no difference is made be- 
tween them and Democrats in this respect the number will be much greater 
than if the old ostracism of the reconstruction era is maintained. But in an: 
ovent the number of birds caught in the Federal trap will not be great enoug 
to break up the solid South unless the Republican heart of the negro can be fired 
soas to bring them to the polls and vote them solidly for the Republican party. 
This will be very difficult if not impossible of performance, for the reason that 
when the negroes flock to the polls to take control race antagonism is aroused 
and the irrepressible white men will not submit to it. 

Congress will, I believe, amend the laws so as to authorize supervisors of 
Federal elections to be appointed by Federal judges, with powers much en- 
larged above those they may now exercise for the purpose of encouraging the 
negroes to vote and to have their votes counted and make any interference 
with tne supervisors punishable by the Federal courts, Weall know that nine- 
tenths of the n are Republicans, and that when they vote at all it will be, 
with few — — the Republican ticket. They do this not from convictions 
of duty or by process of reason, but from race prejudice. The stimulus which 
will make the negro an active tisan will invite a few more carpet-baggers into 
the South to be sacrificed as office-holders, but they will be less numerous than 
formerly, because the negroes themselves will want the offices. There will not 
be harmony in the camp. In some localities their domination may be submit- 
ted to, while in others e will be race conflicts and bloodshed. 

o inc representation which the enfranchisement of the negro pya 
States in Congress and in the electoral college, all of which are 
Democratic, is the one sore spot in the Republican spine, and they will make 
desperate efforts to change it. These may have some effect upon Southern 
prosperity and 1 will create an apprehension—a distrust which 
will be fe 9 —— y will not stop our p use suth a policy will prove 
a failure. These States are white men's governments, and white men will 
e and execute their Jaws without the dictation of negroes, Chinamen, 
Indians, or any other colored race of men. 

There is but one way to break up the solid South, and that is by completely 
eliminating the negro from politics, and Republicans are not y to inaugu- 
rate that yet, A constitutional amendment limiting sufrage in the States to 
white men twenty-one years old and upward would do it. 

an amendment would, I believe, be ratified by pipet Southern State be- 
cause their white people know that ren suffrage is a failure and an element 
of eternal discord and degradation, And you can not educate the negro race out 
ofit. The besteducated and mostintelligent pomana: of them can not hold a 
convention to elect del tes or make a nomin ation without an unseemly wran- 
le, a quarre}, and a fight. They are not original, but imitative, and asa race 
capable of intelligent self-government. > 
bags Sor to be pitied rather than feared or despised. I am of the opinion 
that if they never had been enfranchised better and friendlier relations would 
have existed between them and their white neighbors,and their material and 
moral would have been better. I am their friend and sympathizer, 
but I see and know that their enfranchisement is of no practical benefit to them 
and is a source of irritation to the white people. 


Mr. Oates admits that the interview is correctly reported. 

In connection with the Federal election law, I listened to a speech 
made a few days since in the Senate. A Federal election law was re- 
pras which provided, Soong other things, that the supervisors should 

appointed by the judges of the circait courts, one from each of the 
opposite parties. Senator PUGH, of Alabama, said: 

Mr. President, in reference to the bill just reported by the chairman of the 


. Committee on Privileges and El as a member ot committee I desire 
to say that a favorable report on that bill was opposed by every Democratic 


self- 
h 


5 
Its passage will be resisted by Aa Bri y er eoat method and every method 
allowed by the Constitution of the 


This shows his views, and I have thus given the views not only of 
the public press of Alabama, but also of the public men. 

But, sir, I have something more from a gentleman who is more than 
an ordinary factor in that State. I read now from the record in the 
case of McDuffte vs. Davidson, the testimony of E. D. Morrill. It is 
not in the record of this case. I read it as illustrative of political 
methods and opinions peculiar to that locality: 


Q. 14. Is there any attempt on the part of Democrats to deny fraud? 
A. There is not. They oksaan itand boastaboutit. William Carter, ofSnow 
Hill, Wileox County, a, a delegate to the county Democratic convention 
in the spring of 1886, boasted in the court-house in Camden, that at the elec- 
tion in 1880, when he was an r, he, with the other ins; voted the 
entire registration list, and would have been voting yetif the list been 3 
enough; that it was outlawed now by lapse of time, and he was not 
rosecution by telling it. Men are rewarded by office, both State and Federal, 
‘or their ability to carry elections against a popular majority. I would also say 
in reply to this question that in the canvass among the Democrats before the 
election for State and county officers in the spring and summer of the issue 
in the Democratic party between aspirants for the office of probate judge was 
understood to be “ honesty or the lightning— 


Lightning! Remember that, for you will see it again— 


process at elections.“ Colonel Gaillard was 8 to be for honest elections; 
and in a speech at the court-house in open day to a audience, Sol D, 
Black, a leading and influential Democrat, and mayor of town, said, “that 
avy man that was too religious, too conscientious or scrupulous to put his hand 
down into a ballot-box, and if he did not find a Democratic majority there would 
not put it there, was too religious, too conscientious, and too scrupulous to be 
judge of probate in Wilcox County,.“ and Colonel Gaillard was defeated. 


TESTIMONY OF E. D. MORRILL IN M'DUFFIE VS. DAVIDSON. 


Q. 1. State your name, „and residence on the 2d of November last? 

A. E. D. Morrill; forty: e years old; resided at that date at Camden, Wil- 
cox County, Alabama. 

Q. 2. Was there an election in Wilcox County, Alabama, on the 2d November 
last? If so, for what purpose and who were the candidates? 

A. There was; for the purpose of electing a member of the Fifticth Congress 
from the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama. J. V. McDuiile was the 
Republican candidate; A. C. Davidson was the regular Democratic candidate ; 
Benjamin S. Turner the Independent Democratic candidate. 

a 3. State what pontons yov haye held n Wilcox County, Alabama, both 
civil and political, how long you have lived there, and what 5 vou 
heve 755 become acquainted with the political sentiments of the voters of 
said county. : 


A. County superintendent of education for four years; county tax assessor 
for six years; have been chairman of the a shee cee executive committee for 
the county, for the last six years; lived in Wilcox County for twenty-one years; 
have participated in nearly every political campaign since 1870. 

Q. 5, Did you look or have you looked at the I on file in the judge 
of probate office, in Wilcox County, 25 the election held in Cam- 
den precinct on the 2d day of November, 1886, for the election of a member of 
Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama to the Fiftieth 
Congress? Ifyou say you have, state if you saw the names of W. T. Mayo, John 
Henry, Robert Elam, Albert Block, William Johnson, John Johnson. Henry 
Primree, ElijahBaldwin,Edmund Ethridge Simon Shields, Charles Jenkins, Tom 
Martin, Isaac Abram, Tom Tomlinson, N. Hill, Scott Smith, P. E. Mathewson, 
M. J. Adler, R. Briggs, Eph. Wilkinson, Wm. Hill, and George Black. 

A. I did examine the poll-list above referred to, and saw each one of the 


da: 
three years ago and now lives in Selma, Ala., and 2 the furniture ness. 
William Johnson was not a legal voter of said precinct at said time, ha left 
the county at least fiye years ago, and now lives in Mobile, Ala. John John- 
son was not a legal voter of said precinct on the 2d of November last, 
having left the county at least three years ago, and is ving = Selma, Ala, 
Henry Primree was not a legal voter of said precinct at said e, because he 
left said county eleven years ago. The last I heard of him he was in Monroc 
County; Alabama. Elijah Baldwin was not a legal voter of said county at said 
me. 

Q7. State fully any and all conversation you had or heard by leading Demo- 
crats of Wilcox County to show or tending to show a disposition to commit 
frauds at the ballot on said November 2 last. 

A. Thad a conference with J. F. Foster, chairman of the Democratic execu- 
tive committee of the county, on the day and after the meeting of the Dem- 
ooratie executive committee, with reference tothe appointment of Federal su- 
pervisors. He stated in words to the effect that they were indifferent as to 
whether supervisors were appointed or not, and if they did not have the naming 
of their (Democratic) supervisors ours (Republican) would not be allowed to 
sva He 77 25 aeg e. 83 going Sun ye 5 
would carry it peaceably and quietly ey co ut wo. orco 
if had th made to do it. F 


necessary, and 
or eee had Sante puarended to us by the constitutions of the Stateand 
* 


‘ect. 
Q. 8 What effect, if any, did this conversation have upon your actions In the 
remainder of the patet A 

A. This conversation, together with previous experiences in other elections 
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induced me not to apply for the appointment of supervisors by the United States 
court, feeling that it might bring trouble. E aes 

9, If an honest count could be had in this Congressional district, is it pos- 
sible for the Democratic candidate to succeed with two Republicans running? 

A. It would not be possible unless there were more than three Republican 
candidates ranning. . 

Q. 10. From your knowledge of the voters in Wilcox County, was there fraud 
at the November election, 1886, for Congressman from the Fourth Congressional 
district of Alabama? 

A. Lam satisfied there was not an honest return of the vote cast in any of the 
voting precincts of said county at said election. k 

. 11. State fully any and all facts showing that the Republicans voted for 
J. V. McDuffie at said election; what per cent. of the colored vote vote the Re- 
penoas ticket, and whether or not said McDuffie was a popular candidate with 

Republicans of Wilcox County? 5 8 ‘ 

A. 1 know that Judge McDuffie was a popular candidate with his party; 
Iknow from actual experience in the canvass, The Republicans were thor- 
oughly organized—enthusiastic for their candidate, Davidson was unpopular 
with his party, and Turner had no following in the county. The colored vote 
in Wilcox County is about 95 per cent. Republican; there hag been no change 
among them, If there has been any change it is that a larger percentage are 
Republicans than formerly, 


The statements of Mr. Morrill seem almost incredible, and many, no 
doubt, will refuse to believe them unless strongly corroborated. 

Now, Sol. D. Bloch is of more than local tame. He is candidate for 
the office of State senator of Wilcox County, one of the counties in- 
cluded in this Fourth Congressional district, and at the primaries he 
received more votes than either of his competitors. He has issued an 
address to the Democratic party of that county, which is a unique 
contribution to the political history of that district, and I will read a 
little from it. This is from the Wilcox Progress of April 2, 1890, not 
more than two months ago, and confirms Morrill’s testimony: 


It is to you, and not to my opponanis, that I am amenable for my fealty to 
the Democratic adr E in my candidacy for State senator of this county. It was 
to you to whom =y oyal, steadfast, and unwavering support was given suring 
the terrible, troublesome days of 1880. when every true Democrat in our ol 
county was at the front. It was the patriotic Democratic hosts that approved 
my political conduct and course then and since; therefore to you once more my 
remarks are add. 


And now follows alittle compliment to that paper: 


The Progress was founded in May, 1887, as an exponent of the true Demo- 
cratic faith and creed, as taught in Wilcox County, as an advocate of the prin- 
ciples of the old Stonewall Democracy, and as an advocate of the lightning 
Democratic creed of 1880, which culminated in a grand success for the Demo- 
cratic partyin our county and a restoration of white rule and white supremacy 
on August 2, 1880. 


Speaking of a meeting to organize for that campaign, he says: 


Before we went into lightning session Colonel Gaillard withdrew, as he could 
not indorse what the committee would do. And what was it we propos The 
redemption of the county from the negro and apr agen rule by lightning. 
Colonel Gaillard never attended another meeting of the committee to my recol- 
Jection, and the subsequent Colonel Gaillard, after 1880, was be- 
fore the Democratic vaters of Wilcox County, as a candidate for probate judge. 
It was lightning in 1880; it was lightning in 1888. 


Mr. Bloch is the same statesman who, as mayor of Camden, said 
“ that any man that was too religious, too conscientious or scrupulous 
to put his hand down into a ballot-box, and if he did not find a Dem- 
ocratic majority there would not put it there, was too religious, too 
conscientious, and too scrupulous to be judge of probate of Wilcox 
County.“ 
To the Democratic voters of Wilcox County: 

At the request of true and tried Democrats in the beats of the county, I 
hereby ully announce myself as a candidate for State senator of Wilcox 
County, subject to the action of the Democratic party. 

Respectfully, 


CAMDEN, ALA,, March 4, 1890, 


To the Democracy of Wilcox N 

Our men were indicted by the Republicans in 1881. The honor, but none the 
less a patriotie duty, devolved on me while I was in Mobile to make their 
ed to Camden, but was with them in their subse- 


SOL. D. BLOCH, 


bonds, A little later I return 

quent oe rances before the United States court until they were released. 
Col. ones, Beck, Horn, Dawson, George, Stanford, Wile: atts, and others 

that I do not remember, were with Ed Purifoy, Dilb brecht, 

Davis, J. A. McArthur, Judge John T. Cook, and Fed colored, while 


they were on trial, but Joseph N. Miller was not. No invitation was needed to 
attend; we were hard pressed in raising funds to defray the mses of the in- 
dicted parties. I really do not remember to have asked Mr. er for help in 
this matter, as my duty as secretary of the committee required me to raise the 
money, for then we did not consider Mr. Miller with us. 


Now, Mr. Miller is a prominent candidate against him, and also as- 
pires to be a State senator. Of him he says: 


Mr. Miller never attended a meeting of the committee in 1830, 1882, or 1884 
that I have any recollection of. * 

Mr. Miller has never been in the ballot-box, and I have never until this day 
heard him declare himself in favor of lightning. Does he believe in it now? 
If so, when did he become a convert to doctrine of election? 

Then what has Mr. Miller done, viewing the matter from a strict y stand- 
point, to entitle him to the nom ion of senator of Wilcox at the hands of 
the lightning Democracy of this county? I do not ask the nomination as the 


reward for any party service in 1880, in 1882. in 1884, in 1886, or in 1888, for I have 
been in line all the time, fodder or no fodder, but I do present our political 
records to t ocratic people of Wilcox County for their consideration, es- 


y after mine has been so unjustly assailed at this late day in a polit- 

canvass, that I firmly believe indicates my nomination as senator of Wil- 

cox County on the first ballot when the convention assembles in Camden on 
Saturday, 10. 

Iam acher fa willing to have Chairman Foster assemble the executive com- 

mittee and investigate my political record in 1877, before and after nominations 


in 1880, and since then; and if the committee will say that at any time in my 
political career I was ever unfaithful to the Democratic party, or if what 1 
ave stated in reference to Mr. Miller's political record is untrue, then Iam n 
entitled to the nomination and ought not to have it. But, firm in my faith, in 
the political confidence of my ple and our people, the Democratic hosts Eni | 
our glorious old county, I do humbly k, as one of their humbte, faith’ 
servants, the nomination at the hands of all the true and tried Democrats for 
the honorable position of State senator of Wilcox County for the ensuing term. 
Most respectfully, your fellow Democratic citizen of 1880, 
— SOL, D. BLOCH, 


CAMDEN, ALA., April 9, 1890, 


Mr. HILL. What is that taken from? 

Mr. COMSTOCK. From the Wilcox Progress, and is addressed to 
the Democrats of that county. 

. Now, they have adopted in that district primary elections in place 
of the ordinary method of nominating by conventions. Sol. D. Bloch, 
this man Miller, and one other appealed to the people for the nomina- 
tion for that office, and after a red-hot, spirited contest, extending over 
the whole county, the Democratic hosts were only able to marshal 
1,210 votes. 

This was a straight Democratic election, when none but Democrats 
appeared and voted. 

Mr. COLEMAN. This was not by the lightning process, 

Mr. COMSTOCK. There was no lightning process there, but fair 
play among the boys, and Hon. Sol. D. Bloch was recognized as an effi- 
cient, worthy Democrat, and he received more votes than any other 
candidate for the office. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The time of the gentleman has ex- 

Mr. ROWELL. I yield ten minutes more to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Comstock]. 

Mr. COMSTOCK. I now come back to the precincts. I wish to call 
the attention of this House to the poll-list that is known as the alpha- 
betical list of Letohatchie. I will ask you if you will not agree that 
they did sometimes vote the registration lists down there as Morrill 
53 Here the names run down in alphabetical order from A 


Alexander, Pompey. 
‘Alexander, 1 < 


Bro Henry E. 
Bibb, Nelson, ete. 

The A’s and B’s follow each other right along down in alphabetical 
order, showing that they used the registration list, instead of voting 
regularly and taking down the names as they should. 

To make assurance doubly sure we called some of these people, and 
they testified that they were not there and did not vote. 3 here 
the names of those who are thus called: John Alexander, Joe Alexander, 
Bill Jordan, Ike Jordan, etc., witnesses who were sworn and testified 
that they were not present and did not vote, À 

This was one of the common frauds. This wasin Lowndes County, 
the county of the famous agreement, where they the in- 
1 What do you think the purpose of all this is? Why did 

ey vote the registration list? Why did they change thei rs of 
election after having once appointed intelligent men? Why did they 
go back on the famous agreement they made two years before, when 
they pledged their sacred honor that they would give the Republicans a 
fair count in the State and Federal elections if they would support the 
county officers? And yet the minority of the committee think they 
have found a small majority for Mr. Turpin even in Lowndes County. 

Mr. MORSE. They ought to have copied the names off the grave - 
stones, and then they would not have been in alphabetical order. 

Mr. COMSTOCK. I call the attention of the House to Richmond 
precinct. The Republicans employed a list-holder there, and he at- 
tempted to keep thelist. Objection was made. The Democratic lead- 
ers told him that he was violating the election laws in keeping the list, 
and they clubbed him away, beat him over the head and drove him 
away. If their purpose was an honest election why did they do that? 

Take Chilatchie precinctin Dallas County. Here the polls were opened 
by Republicans, and the returns were made by Republicans, and not 
a vote was cast for Mr. TURPIN. It was a colored district. In every 
district where we could obtain a fair count, wherever the colored peo- 
pe were given an opportunity, they always voted the Republican ticket. 

When the returns from this precinct were made the of county can- 
vassers refused tocount them. The majority of this committee counted 
them, and the minority counted them. e refusal of the county 
board shows its determination to count McDuffie out. 

The committee found fraudulent practices in every county in the 
district. In Valley Creek precinct, Dallas County, J. H. Goldsby was 
one of the witnesses examined, and I will read from his testimony, so 
that you may see something of the methods that were employed. Mr, 
Goldsby was an intelligent mail agent. He was there and took down 
the list of voters. He says the colored men were all Republicans; that 
he was appointed United States supervisor; that they would not let him 
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serve; told him he came too late, although he was there at quarter | and although four terms of court have passed he has not had a trial 


after 8. He was asked: 


taking down names, when they ordered me out of the room, and we ed 
to take down each man’s name and give him a ticket until about 3 o'clock; that 
time Mr. Mardis Wood came up in a hack and told me I was violating the elec- 


tion law; said that I was intimidating voters. I asked him how; said that Iwas 


SEE men's names down as they voted and that that was contrary to the law; 
if I didn’t stop they could put me in jail; that a warrant had been issued by Mr. 
Moody May to arrest Smith and others at the court-house for taking down 
names. He advised me if he was in my place he would stop that. I told himI 
would not violate any law of my country if 1 knew it, and if it was any viola- 
tion of the law I would have the matter stopped. 

Q. Well, did you stop taking down the names? 

A. The men who were helping me to take down the names got frightened 
while I was talking to Mr. Wood and they stop There was geome voted 
then, I don't know how many, without having their names recorded. After 
Mr. Wood left Mr. McIlwain and another man named Tom Woods called me off 
aside and told me I must have the matter stopped; if I didn’t they would make 
out ca a and arrest me and the parties taking down names and send us 

The list kept by Mr. Goldsby was put in evidence; and I want tosay 
that in nearly every instance where these poll-lists or tally-sheets were 
kept they were putin evidence. Mr, McDuffie, believing that he was 
elected and knowing that these men voted for him, did not hesitate to 
take these names and embody them in the record. Let me tell you that 
the Democratic contestee did not call any of these names as witnesses, 
Not one of these 2 who are named on these lists was wanted by him 
asa witness. He did not want them to appear because he knew their 
testimony would only confirm Mr. McDuffie’sclaim, Itseemstome, and 
I believe it would impress any fair-minded man so, that the contestee 
in this case was never elected. I do not think it is necessary for me 
to waste any more of my limited time in reading from the great mass of 
testimony here on this point which goes: to show that Mr. McDuffie was 
elected without any reasonable question and was wickedly counted out. 

In the county of Hale we contested only three precincts. In that 
county we gave the contestee a list of the men whom we declare voted 
for MeDuffle. We dared him to call them. We spread the record be- 
fore him. That is the county where he lives. These were his neigh- 
bors. This is an agricultural community. It is not there as it would 
be in a great city where there are many strangers, but every man is 
known to his neighbors. IfTurpin did not believe these men, his neigh- 
bors, voted for McDuffie he could easily have placed them on the stand 
and shown the list was not true. 

Their names are on this list. They are all in this record, but you 
did not question one of them, and I say you are estopped as fair-minded 
men from urging to this House or to the country that these men did 
not vote as we claim they voted. We have produced witnesses who 
swear that they saw them vote and that they took down their names. 
We pereen the list to you. You call one of the fraudulent inspectors 
of elections whom we charge with crime and wrongdoing and you try 
to prove by him that the election was all fair and square; that is, you 
try to prove it by the men who did the mischief. I say it is presum- 

too much upon the intelligence and good sense of this House to ask 

it to believe for one moment tbat these men did not vote as we claim 

they voted, and if they did so vote then Mr. McDuffie was elected by 

a a large majority. For my own part, I believe that the majority 
owed him by the committee is less than he is fairly entitled to. 

Now, I must pass a good many of these precincts, but I take up 

SNOW HILL, WILCOX COUNTY, 


Daniel Carmichael and Richard Parmer kept tally-list. Nathan 
Scott, Peter Parmer, Mack Hunter, and Henderson Gally took tickets 
from Carmichael to distribute. 

They would give a Republican ticket to a colored voter, watch him 
as he went to the polls and delivered the ticket to the inspector, to be 
by him deposited in the box. The voter would then return to the list- 
keepers, state that he had voted the Republican ticket and wished to 
have his name put down. They state under oath that they did this as 
they expected to be counted out and wished to preserve testimony of 
the true vote. 

All went smoothly until 1.30 p. m., when Judge Purifoy told them 
they must stop, as they were intimidating voters. Shortly after, E. G. 
Harris ap and attempted to take the tally-list. 

In the scuffle the tally-sheet was torn in two. I collared Dick 
Parmer, the other ran with the list. Holdy Moore tried to catch him. 
The n came on me with their knives open. I killed one and 
wounded another with my pistol.” 

William Banks was kHled. Mose Davis and Henry Hawkins were 
shot, and there has never been an investigation as to that killing. 

Mr. TURPIN. The gentleman is misinformed. I understand that 
the grand jury of the county made a thorough investigation. The 
record shows that that man was killed because he attempted to kill the 
ois Pl sheriff. 

r. COMSTOCK. If the grand jury have investigated the mat- 
ter I am glad to know it. I have not been advised of it before. But 
the grand jury investigated another case. Mose Davis was arrested, 


yet. He probably will not be until this contest is determined. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROWELL. I yield the gentleman ten minutes more. 

Mr. COMSTOCK. Theattempt to arrest those men was contrary to 
the law of the State. a 

Section 378, Code 1886, provides as ſollows in relation to the arrest 
of an elector on day of election: a 

An elector must not be arrested on the day of election, unlessit be for a felony 
or for a breach of the peace attempted or committed on that day, or for a viola- 
tion on that day of a provision of the election law. 

Now, these men were not committing a breach of the peace or a felony 
or a violation of the election laws, and there was no ground for making 
the arrests. And now let me ask the House a question. What ob- 
jection could there have been to these men keeping this outside list of 
voters? 

Was there any excuse or justification for the murder of William 
Banks? because it was unquestionably a willful murder, The alleged 
deputy sheriff was committing an wful act when he was attempt- 
ing to take away the list. Ifany assault was made upon him he pro- 
voked it. It is claimed by the attorney in the case that a vast mob 
of infuriated negroes were age, Sonn upon this deputy sheriff and 
that they were angry at him. Why? Because he was taking a list; 
yet the returns made by the returning officers of that district show 
that the colored men were all voting the Democratic ticket. Now, if 
that was true and if those colored men were all voting the Democratic 
ticket, why were they angry at this deputy sheriff, who, as he said, 
was protecting them from intimidation? The fact is this was a case 
of willful, malicious murder. 

The records are full of cases of this kind of intimidation and of as- 
saults upon men who have undertaken to keep outside lists. What is 
the object? It is to prevent them from furnishing evidence to this 
House which would enable it to judge who was honestly elected. The 
crime is against the House of Representatives as well as the 


toward that full free citizenship they believe was given them by the 
grace of the Father, through that crowning act in the life of our im- 
mortal Lincoln, the complete emancipation of their race. 

A primary election has been held this spring in the county of Dal- 
las as well as in Wilcox, and after a heated and exciting contest.they 
have been able to find in that county only 1,557 Democratic votes. 

These things are all confirmatory of the evidence which we have fur- 
nished, that the Democratic vote in this county is the white vote alone, 
that the colored vote is to the white vote as four to oné, and that it is 
thrown almostsolidly forthe Republican ticket. I am wrong; I ought 
to do justice to my friends of the minority. They have found some 
colored people who voted the Democratic ticket, and they have made 
a note of it. See how important it was to the case of the contestee 
that they must scrape ap every colored.vote they could find. One wit- 
ness testifies that at a poll in Perry County, Hamburg, he saw issued 
256 McDuffie tickets, that he saw the voters with such tickets enter 
the door of the voting house, and that he knows one colored man who 
voted the Democratic ticket. So, gentlemen, the colored voters did 
not unanimously vote the Republican ticket, because you have em- 
balmed one in your report who voted the Demoératic ticket. 

I desire to compare now the vote as found by the majority of the 
committee with the vote found in twenty-two precincts by a Demo- 
cratic House in the Forty-eighth Congress. ‘ 

Mr. CRISP. My friend will admit, I suppose, that that is a different 
case? 

Mr. COMSTOCK. Yes, it is another case. Iam using it only for 
purposes of illustration. Lowndes County: a Democratic House in the 
Forty-eighth Congress found in five precincts in Lowndes County 1,241 
Republican votes and 172 Democratic votes. The majority of the 
Committee on Elections find 928 Republican votes and 208 Democratic; 
so that that Democratic House was more liberal to us than we are to 
ourselves, In Hale County, one precinct, we find 396 Republican votes 
and 210 Democratic. The Forty-eighth Congress found 641 Repub- 
lican and 194 Democratic. In Wilcox County, five precincts, this com- 
mittee find 530 Republican votes and 328 Democratic. The Forty- 
eighth Congress found 1,063 Republican and only 30 Democratic. In 
Dallas County, eleven precincts, the committee find 2,015 Republican 
votes and 386 Democratic. The Forty-eighth Congress found 2,197 
Republican votes and only 60 ocratic Votes. All this is confirma- 
tory of the evidence which we have furnished in this case, and con- 
firmatory of the statements of the able public men who represent the 
State of Alabama as to the way the colored people vote, and confirma- 
tory of the declarations of the public press in that district, and I donot 
see how any one can question the . 2 sae 3 — of E 
Progress when ho mays that no man, u ess he be stapidly ignorant, can 
eian the fact that diy the Republican 
ticket. 

These tables show the vote of the several counties and precincts as 


e colored people yote soli 
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I find it. They also show the vote as returned and the vote as found ÄLLAS COUNTY. tinued. 
by the Forty-eighth Congress. 8 == 


LOWNDES COUNTY. 


Ile, ticket distrib 
y two bo: 
two boxes... 
Lowndesborough „er... 
Steep Creek, list. 


p ee 
Church Hill, list...... 
Hayneville, two bo. 
St. Clair, two boxes. 


SUMMARY. 


I find MeDuffle's majority to be as follows: 
Lowndes County... 
Hale County... 
Perry County.. 
Wilcox County 
HALE COUNTY. Dallas County... 


F C babel on boisses isna Oy TOR 


Turpina vote 
McDaflle’s majority. . 


—— 


As returned. 3 — on = wan wane s. —— —[wäö 
Hollow Square, lists kept... 4 475 59 169 362 It is instructive to compare the report made by the Democratie com- 
Cedarville, lists kept... 490 7 | 153 364 | mittee and adopted in the Forty-eighth Congress, showing the vote 
2, 226 mars) found by them in twenty-two of the precincts in this district, with that 
Turpin's vote. ses. 2,163 of the majority in this case: 
MecDiuffie's majority . seess 63 LOWNDES COUNTY 
PEREY COUNTY. 
As . as 1,709 42 
FFF. 585 s| 8 
Uniontown (two boxes) 5 201 2 
2,282 2,028 
Turpin's vote . . 2,028 
MoDuffie’s majority. .. 204 | > 
445 82 105 464 
316 27 67 242 
2u 180 33 343 
346 57 15 385 
si 47 26 116 
204 29 25 190 
205 33 38 213 
Boiling Spring, list kept.. — 250 43 43 300 
Rehoboth, — Baan: 
ulent. . 25 158 25 158 
Canton, list kept.. 188 11 11 293 
Gee's Bend, list kept 172 9 15 170 


The returned vote of Wilcox County, including a few precincts not 
named because not contested, gives Turpin 4,811, McDuffie 607. By 
one count we deduct from Turpin's returned vote 2,276 and add to 
MeDufiie’s returned vote 2,200, : 

Turpin, 4,811—2,276=2,535; MeDuflie, 607-2, 200 = 2, 807. 


egeuBERgss? 
ecobueBetoo® 


These were the only precincts in which the Democratic committee 
Returns, found the true voteand reported it when they unseated Shelley (Dem- 
ocrat) and seated Craig (Republican), and undoubtedly shows the true 
party vote in those 

Compare this voa too, with the primaries in April of this year, 
when, after a heated contest to nominate State senators, the Demo- 
crats only polled 1,557 votes in Dallas and 1,210 in Wilcox County. 

It will be seen that these primary elections confirm the report of the 
Laden era ial pA Democratic Elections Committee of the Forty-eighth Congress, the 
28 % 335 statements of the ee men and press of Alabama, and of the 615 

men sworn by contestant, McDuffie, and also completely justify and 
confirm the findings of this committee. 

The only safety in a Government like ours is absolute honesty in 
elections. The ballot should be untarnished. No suspicion should 
attach to this solemn act of a sovereign people. Fraud, if attempted, 
should be rebuked and quickly and severely punished. When major- 
ities cease to rule in our country it will become a conspicuous example 
of the unfitness of the people to govern themselves and discourage the 
friends of popular government for centuries to come. 

The ae e e no number about eight millions, or th 


249 
e of our popula and if tation were based on color, as 
181 pily it is not, would 1 Representatives in this Hall. 
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where they now have one. In some of the States they are now in the 
majority, and in others approach equality. 
The census of 1880 gives these suggestive figures: 


Colored 
Whites. Colored. majority. 


954 | 483, 655 29, 701 
479,398 | 650,291 180, 893 
391,105 | 604,332 213, 227 
662,185 | 600, 103 . 
142,605 | 126, 690 


And the colored people are increasing in numbers much more rapidly 
than the whites. : 

These States now have thirty Representatives and ten Senators in 
Congress, and forty members of the electoral college. 

The political destiny of the nation may at any time be changed by 
them. ‘Therefore this Southern problem or race question becomes of 

test concern to every citizen of the Republic and is as broad as its 

Raters: Fears of negro domination in local affairs, which undoubtedly 
grow largely out of race prejudice, afford no excuse or justification for 
interference with Federal elections, where such fears can have no place. 

A question of such vast import to the nation and to the citizen should 
receive the earnest consideration of all good men of all parties. Let us 
hope that the public conscience once aroused will never rest until the 
voice and the vote of the poorest and humblest citizen shall be as potent 
in matters of public concern as that of the richest and proudest in the 
land 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, before beginning my remarks I will ask to 
have read, and considered as pending, the resolutions submitted in 
connection with the views of the mino:ity ofthe committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That John V. McDuffie was not elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-first Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama, and is 
not entitled to a seat therein. 

Resolved, That Louis W. Turpin was duly elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-first Congress from the Fourth district of Alabama, and is entitled to re- 
tain his seat. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, as this House is now about to elect a 
member of Congress from the Fourth district of Alabama, I desire to 

ut in nomination Mr. Turpin, not with any hope that anything that 
me passed or is to come will influence the majority here in his favor, 
but I put his name in nomination in the discharge of a duty that de- 
volves upon me by reason of the position I occupy on the Committee 
on Elections. And I desire to submit a mild protest against the ma- 
jority of this House proceeding here and now, in despite of the wishes 
and votes of the people of the Fourth district of Alabama, to seat a mun 
as their . who has not been, according to the evidence in 
this case, elected by them to a seat in the Fifty-first Congress. 

You have heard, Mr. Speaker, one hour and twenty minutes of dis- 
cussion from my distinguished and good friend from Minnesota [Mr. 
ComsTock]—and no man respects him more highly than I do—you 
have h one hour and twenty minutes of discussion on this case, 
and I will ask if you or any other member of this House, not a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Elections, can rise in his place and name any 
ingle precinct in the district where fraud was committed, unless it be 
one about which there is no contention. 

What kind of a legal investigation is it where, after one hour and 
twenty minutes of discussion, the jury, the panel that is to try the 
case, have not been informed of, and hence are absolutely unable to 
name, a single precinct where fraud is alleged to have been committed, 
except it be such as Snow Hill and one or two others about which 
there is nocontroversy? Have you been invited in the argument toa 
consideration of the law bearing upon the case or the facts contained 
in the record? How much do you now know about either? Does 
this inquiry ke of the nature of a legal investigation ? 

Why, sir, I think I am justified in saying from the report of the 
majority in this case that they have no conception—absolutely no con- 
ception—of the propriety of trying an election case according to law 
and according to evidence. Turpin's certified majority is 13,153. That 
is a pretty large majority; that would seem to be sufficient ordinarily to 

rotect him who receives it from a contest. One would think it would 

extremely difficult to overcome that majority. 

But nothing staggers our committee; nothing has so far staggered 
the majority of tis House. No rule of Jaw that has been potent in 
the courts, that has been observed heretofore in this House, has been 
allowed at this session to stand in your way. You strike down every 
such rule when it interferes with your arriving at that result which is 
predetermined and which you are bound to reach. Let us see how 
you have proceeded. I read from the report: 

With such returned rit; 8 
test fs a huge farce or TCC vey ss 

The majority say that either the contest is a farce or the district is 
honey-combed with fraud. It never occurs to them as they proceed 
further in the investigation of the case that 3 the first branch 
of che alternative is true. It never occurs to them that the Republican 


——— 
a S 


executive committee has been holding outinducements to defeated Re- 
publican candidates in the South to institute contests before a Repub- 
lican House of Representatives. It never occurs to them ped soy 
these inducements may have resulted in bringing about con- 
tests. But they adopt at once the idea that the district is ‘‘ honey- 
combed with fraud.“ 

Now, how do they prove it? Perhaps I ought not to say how do 
they prove it? “ because they do not seem to catch the idea that it 
requires proof. Averment, allegation, idle rumor—on these the ma- 
jority of the committee proposé to turn out Mr. Turpin. Why, sir, I 
was not certain just now but what they would turn out Brother OATES 
before they got through with this case. The gentleman from Minne- 
sota proposed to read what p to be an interview with my friend 
Mr. OATES, but very courteously he paused until the gentleman could 
be sent for, I was anxious for him to get in, for I did not know but 
what his hour had come. You might just as well turn out Brother 
OATEs on that interview as to turn out Mr. Turpin on this record. I 
did not know how large a majority vou wanted here in this House. I 
know you started with 8; I know you have now got 18. When you 
have finished this case you will have 20. I do not know how many 
more you want; and I felt some uneasiness for Brother OATES, I hope 
you will spare him to us. 

I read again from the report: 

The evidence in this record, as in other records from the same district, shows 
conclusively that the great majority of the colored men there are Republicans, 
and that when they vote they vote the Republican ticket, 

The evidence of the certified returns, on the other hand, shows that a large 


majority of them vote the Democratic ticket. The conflict is between the re- 
turns and the men who cast the ballots on which the returns purport to be 


That is the conclusion of the majority. I draw a different conclu- 
sion; and I have some familiarity with this case. I think the conflict 
is between the votes cast down there and the report of the majority of 
the Committee on Elections; that is where I think the conflict is. 

Now, I say that, because I understand as a lawyer that when you try 
any case before a court, or any other tribunal whose object is the ascer- 
tainment of the truth, you observe the settled rules of law and you ob- 
serve the established rules of evidence, In the light of these rules it 
is impossible to find in the record any such conflict between the men 
who cast the votes and the returns as would justify or authorize a 
change of the result; indeed, on the part of the majority there is no 
pretense of an observance of the law, there is no pretense of an observ- 
ance of the rules of evidence. ~ 

The report says: 

In extraordinary cases, and where it appears that in no other way can the 


actual will of the voter be ascertained, a resort to methods not technically in 
accordance with statutory direction may be justifiable. 


Another extract: 

It further shows that at this election there was entire harmony in the Re; 
lican ranks, the only exception being a Republican paper of s 
culation and less influence which lent itself to the Democracy. 

That statement illustrates the spirit that actuated this committee 
all through the case. Because a Republican paper in that district did 
not choose to support Mr. McDuffie, the Committee on Elections, with- 
out any evidenceauthorizing them so to do, brand such paper as a ‘‘so- 
called Republican paper of small circulation and less influence,” and 
charge that it lent itself to the Democracy.” And this is justice! Let 
us proceed further with this report: 

The first finding is that in Lowndes County the officers charged with 
the duty of appointing managers of the election had appointed certain 
persons among whom were intelligent sf, erg representatives; 
that ashort time after that appointment Mr. Turpin visited the county, 
and that soon after his visit these intelligent Republican representa- 
tives were removed, or rather other and ignorant men were appointed 
in their places, and this report, this judicial report of the committee, 
says: 7 : 

That contestee had something to do with this change— 

Thatis, change of appointment— 


does not admit of much serious question. 


That is what the committee find. That is their judicial decision of 
the matter. There is a direct assault upon Mr. Turpin. There was 
no occasion to make such an assault. There is no justification in the 
evidence for making it; but, nevertheless, it is made. Now, here is the 
evidence upon which it is made. Here is the evidence of the man who 
made the appointment of these managers. He states why he made the 
original appointments and why he revoked them, and why he made 
others; and states specifically that Mr. Turpin had nothing whatever 
to do with the matter, and yet the report says, There is little room 
to doubt that he had something to do with it.“ 

A witness who knows all about the matter swears that Turpin had 
nothing to do with it, and yet, in despite of that oath, on the bare sur- 
mise of McDuffie, testifying in his own behalf, they say that there is 
little room for doubt. Here is what the appointing officer himself 
says; hear this, and then determine how far the majority are justified 
in charging Mr, Turpin with improper conduct in this regard: 

s + ory what time or about what time did you make said appointment of said 
ing; ors? 


b- 
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A. About the 25th or 26th of September, 1888. 

Q» If there was any other appointment made of the i tors by your board 

made in said appointments, state about when that was done, to 
n. 


A. The board of supervisors met again about ten days after the appointment 
the f changes. 


and 5 ee aT t 

A. The sheriff and one of the Republican inspectors and other gentlemen, 
whose names I can not remember now, informed me that a number of the Re- 
publican inspectors who had been appointed declined to serve as such inspect- 

on the grounds that they were school teachers and did not want to up 
fn politics, and the board of supervisors was called together to remedy this de- 
fect in the list of inspectors, 

Q. Was there no other reason or excuse made by those persons who com- 
municated those facts to you why those changes should be made? If so, what 
reason or excuse was given by them? Please state fully. 

A. No other motive prom me to make the changes except as above stated. 

Q. State whether or not Mr. L. W. Turpin was here just — — or during the 
time of this session of the board at which the changes were made of the inspect- 
ors. Please state when it was relative to the meeting of the board and how 
long he remained here, State fully. ` 

(Contestes objects to this question on the grounds that it is illegal and irrele- 
vant. 

A. 


Mr. Turpin was here on the 28th and 29th of September, 1888, which was two 
or three days after the appointment of inspectors and seven or eight days before 
the list of was revised and chan, 

Did you have any knowledge of the that Mr. Turpin made complaint 
to any of the board as to the inspectors that had been appointed at your first 
— and that he requested or solicited any member of the board to make 
any mone, of the appointment of inspectors? If he did, please state all you 
know on the subject. 


A. Mr. Turpin stated to me on his arrival here, on the 28th or 29th of Septem- 
ber, 1888, that he was perfectly satisfied with the list of i ctors that nad been 


a ted, and that he desired that there should be a school-teacher or other 
inte’ t ublican representative on the board of i rs in every beat 
. district, and he did not solicit any changes through me or to my knowl- 
ge. 
So much for the prelimi question. 


Now let me call your attention to the kind of evidence on which the 
majority ask you to elect Mr. McDuiflie to a seat in this Con 

The certified returns show a majority for Turpin of 13, The 
majority of the committee say the returns are wrong; that the district 
was honey-combed with fraud; that there was a stuffing of the bal- 
lot-boxes, and that there were many thousand more votes returned 
for Turpin and many thousands less votes returned for McDuffie than 
were cast for them, respectively, by the voters at the polls. Now, sup- 

you believed such a condition of affairs existed, and it was your 
Neale to establish it satisfactorily bx proof, what method would you 
pursue? How would you proceed? How ought you to be required 
to ? You want to show that the vote, as returned, is not the 
vote as cast; the voting has been by ballot; the law requires the bal- 
lots to be preserved in case of contest, so that they may be examined 
by either party. They are the highest evidence; they speak for them- 
selves; and the first thing you would do, or should do, would be to ex- 
amine and count the ots in the boxes. 

Our friends reply that you can not rely upon such recount, because 
they say the presumption is—it is all presumption with them, no proof 
required—that the presumption is that the managers of election have 

the ballots in the box to make them conform to the certified 
returns of the election. Now, suppose you acted on that presumption; 
what would you do? Where would you go for your proof? ould 
ou not call the voter to swear how he voted, for whom he voted, when 
voted, or if he voted at all? Suppose any one of you had a contest, 
and 20 votes only were returned for you from a precinct, and you 
knew, or had reason to believe, that fifty persons had voted for you, 
would you not call the voters to show how they had voted? Do you 
not think that would be the best evidence next to the ballots them- 
selves? 

The majority of the Committee on Elections do not think so; in this 
case they do not require any such proof. The rule has been heretofore 
laid down, in a case from this very district, that when the correctness 
of the returns is questioned the voters should be called. But the con- 
testant did not do that. How did he proceed? I will tell you. He 
called one colored man, sometimes an A man, sometimes not; 
he called him to the stand and asked him if he was present on the day 
of the election. Ves. What did you do?” I distributed Me- 
Duffle tickets.” How many did you distribute?” Two hundred 
and fifty. What did they do with them? ‘‘ Voted them. How 
do you know?” I saw them go to the polls.” Did you see them 
deposit the tickets? Sometimes I did, sometimes I did not; but 
I saw them go to the polls with the tickets.“ 

That is the character of evidence upon which contestant relies, the 
testimony of one man, not an officer, not an official of the election, one 
active and generally ignorant partisan of hisown, who at the instance 
and suggestion of the contestant himself is stationed near the polling 
place for the express purpose of impeaching or questioning the integ- 
rity of the official and sworn returns. On be of contestee it is 
shown that the three election officers, two of them Democrats and one 
Republican—in many cases the Republican can read and write, insome 

he can not—the three election officers under oath return the number of 
votes cast for in and the number of votes cast for McDuffie. In 


counted as they were cast. In many of the cases he put the Demo- 
cratic inspectors on the stand, and they swore that the votes were 
counted as they were cast. 

But the majority of the Committee on Elections, upon the testimony 
of one single man as I have stated, who in the nature of the case could 
not know for whom the voter cast his ballot, set aside the return as 
fraudulent, and count and certify the vote in accordance with the testi- 
mony of a single witness as to the number of tickets he issued for Mc- 
Duffie. Do you regard that a safe rule to go by? Would you go by 
that rule in determining a question involving $10 in any court? Is 
there a justice of the in the remotest wilds of any State in the 
Union who would had that such testimony was competent for such 
purpose? That is the kind of testimony here. On testimony like 
that you are asked, not only to impeach the right of Turpin to his 
seat, but to impeach the honesty and integrity and character of a 
Doan and honorable people. . Can such a course be justified any- 
where 

We have seen lately in the public prints leading and distinguished 
Republicans quoted as saying that the one thing needful to the success 
of the Republican party was the passage of a law that would enable 
them to do their own counting and certifying.” Well, the majority 
have done that in this case, and you see what it means; you see how 
nicely it works. Set aside returns on evidence unworthy of credit, 
start out with a theory and adhere to it, although the preponderance of 
the evidence is against their theory, and thus count and certify as 
elected a man who has been repudiated by the people at the polls. 

I am not surprised to hear distinguished gentlemen claim that under 
such a rule you will be enabled to stay in power. If you can get the 
people of this country to sustain you in such methods, no doubt you 
will retain power. The increase you have made in your majority here 
is but a trifle compared to what you will make throughout the country 
if you are allowed by law to do your own counting and certifying. 

In the case at bar the record discloses that the contestee examined 
fifty-eight State and six Federal election officers. Fifty-eight and six are 
sixty-four. Sixty-four of the election officers who presided at the vari- 
ous precincts in this district swore on the stand that the election was fair 
and honest, the vote counted as cast and returned as counted, and yet 
the majority set all these returns aside and say the district is honey- 
combed with fraud.“ Let us look a little at the evidence respecting 
particular precincts. As to Lowndesborough the committee say: 

The evidence shows that the precinct contains about 400 colored voters. 

How familiar that is to us all. The majority of this Committee on 
Elections areas 9 wedded to the idea that the vote of the black 
man belongs to them as they are that they own their hats that hangin 
the cloak-rooms; and whenever the colored man rebels against their 
yoke they feel that he is an ungrateful hound, because they say their 
party gave him freedom. Did all the gallant Federal soldiers on this 
side and their constituents do nothing towards freeing him? You claim 
all his gratitude and you denounce anybody who says that he does not 
belong to you, body and soul. 

You claim to have given him freedom, and you claim in the next 
breath that you own him politically. But to return to Lowndesbor- 
ough. Itis . Oped eas that I should read all the testimony, even as to 
Lowndesborough. Iwill tell you, however, what the record discloses. 
The vote of this precinct was returned Turpin 320, McDuffie 41. The 
inspectors testify to the correctness of the return. There is evidence 
that a large number of colored men voted the Democratic ticket. 

All that is in the record. But the majority set aside the return and 
count a majority for McDuffie. In doing so, Mr. Speaker, they not 
only differ from the conclusions arrived at by the minority, but they 
also differ from MeDuffie's own conclusion. McDuffie or his counsel 
never claimed that. Ordinarily, Mr. Speaker, a tribunal charged with 
the duty of trying the rights of parties has done as much as can reason- 
ably be expected of it when it gives toa party all that he claims. Our 
committee goes further than that; it gives to McDuffie what he doés 
not claim. They count votes for him that he says are not proven to 
have been cast for him in Alabama. It is all the same; the election is 
here, not there. : 

Mr. McDnilie in his brief, after reviewing the evidence as to Lowndes- 
borough, says: 

The proof not being sufficient to determine who received the majority of fee 
votes cast at this precinct, the election must be set aside, and no votes coun 
for either contestant or contestee. e 

But the majority are not satisfied with that. They say that 41 must 
be counted for Turpin and 140 for McDuffie. They are doing their 
own counting and certifying.” 

Mr. COMSTOCK. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him 
there? The committee had the advantage of one hundred and forty 
affidavits in respect to that matter. 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, the committee had the advantage of certain ex 
parte affidavits that nobody ever saw but the committee. That is the 
idea. That is the way they tried the case. The majority seemed to 
have as great faith in ex parte affidavits as they have in a newspaper 
article; and a newspaper article seems to stand as the very highest 
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Now, should that kind of a count be sustained ? 


Mr. COMSTOCK. If the gentleman will allow me, I know that he 
does not wish to misrepresent the committee. The affidavits that I 
have spoken of are on page 675. 

Mr. CRISP. Why, undoubtedly; but you do not pretend that they 
were proper evidence. 

Mr. COMSTOCK. But the gentleman said that nobody but the com- 
mittee saw them. 

Mr. CRISP. What I mean is that in taking the evidence in this 
case under the law these affidavits were not taken, nobody saw them 
there. ‘The fact that they are printed in the record does not make 
them legal evidence. 

They were not seen in the taking of testimony in the cause, and were 
not seen by contestee until printed in the record. It is ex parte evi- 
dence taken in some place, nobody knows where, or how, or by whom, 

Again, consider Greensborough precinct in Hale County. One col- 
ored man swears he issued a large number of Republican tickets, two 
others swear they took a list of 697 men who, they say, voted the Re- 
publican ticket; this is all for contestant. M. V. Hill testifies that he 
took a ticket trom the Republican ticket-holder, but voted the Demo- 
cratic ticket, and says that a good many other colored persons did the 
same thing. The sherift of the county says he saw the Republican 
ticket distributors on election day, and that from where they stood 
they could not see the voters when they handed in their ballots. 

The assistant trar says he issued seventy-five or eighty Demo- 
cratic tickets to colored voters, saw them go direct to the ballot-box, 
and thinks they voted them, and finally Clark, the colored Republican 
inspector of election, swears that he received every ballot that was 
voted, and saw it putin the box; that he saw the ballots counted and 
examined each one; that the tickets were fairly and honestly counted, 
and that Turpin received every vote that was returned for him, and 
upon this evidence the committee set aside the return which gave Tur- 
pin 577 and McDuffie 330 votes, and count and certify” to you that 
Turpin only received 210 and that McDuffie received 693 votes. By 
their method of counting and certifying” at this precinct alone they 
make a change of about 700 votes. Under this system it is easy to over- 
come even so large a majority as 13,000. But let me call your special 
attention to this testimony of Clark, the colored Republican inspector. 
I want you to hear this, it willdo you good: 

.Do not a great many of the colored people get tickets from the person who 
issues 5 tickets and change said tickets for Democratic tickets, and 
9 1 5 ocratic ticket secretively ? 

Q. Why do a great many of the colored people vote the Democratic ticket 
seatetively ? 

A, Because they feared to do it, and are buked about it by some of the leaders 
of the colored people. 

Q. Did you see any of the colored people on the 6th day of November, 1588, 
as they were coming to the polls with one or two tickets in their hands? 

A. Isen a good many of the colored people come inside of the court-house 
and put the ticket that they had in their hand into their pocket, and take one 
outof their pocket and bring it to me to vote. 

2 noe the polls held in the court-house? 

Q AEO how many colored le did you see, as they came in the court- 
house, put the ticket that they Tad in their hands into their pockets and take 
another ticket out of their pockets? 

A. I don't know how many, but I reckon I saw fully fifty or a hundred do it. 

Q. Did you watch them to see whether they changed their tickets? 

A. No, sir; I was not particularly watching them. 

This witness testifies that many of the colored men desired to vote 
and did vote the Democratic ticket; but he tells you that if it is known 
that they so voted they are ‘*’buked’’ by the colored political leaders 
there. Many of the colored people, from ties of affection, from long 
association, from many acts of kindness that have been extended to them 
by their white neighbors, want to vote and do vote the Democratic 
ticket, but they have to do so secretly. 

Now, gentlemen on the other side donot seem to believe this. They 
seem to think it is an extraordinary thing that a man should profess t3 
vote one ticket and vote another, and yet there is nothing strange about 
it; there is nothing unnatural about it. Have you never had a man 
to say to you after an election that he had voted for you, when you 
felt perfectly certain that he had not done so? The secrecy that the 
ballot enables the voter to preserve as to how he voted is one of its most 
important advantages. 

‘The ballot, says Cicero, is dear to the people; for it uncovers 
men’s faces and conceals their thoughts. It gives them an opportunity 
of doing what they like and of promising all that they are asked. 
Nearly twenty centuries have passed since this declaration of Cicero, 
but human nature is the same now that it was then. 

Many men, both white and black, vote differently from what their 
neighbors think. Many colored people in the South so vote the Dem- 
ocratic ticket. Our Republican friends at the North seem to doubt 
this, They seem to think that the colored man is bound in honorand 
good faith to vote the Republican ticket, but let me say to you that 
all of the colored people do not see the matter that way. They are 
. finding out that so far as they are concerned the Republican party is 
all promise and no performance, and that their real interests are indis- 
solubly bound up with the great mass of the white people with whom 
they live. But I sup this makes no difference to you; they are 
colored and onght to be Republicans. You have the census of ten 
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years ago showing their number in thedistrict. You have some news- 
paper clipping alleging fraud. You have a statement of some irre- 
sponsible person that he distributed a certain number of Republican 
tickets, and on that you base your finding. Whatever is inconsistent 
with your theory is untrue and every man is a perjurer whose testi- 
mony does not agree with your theory. Election contests from the 
South are tried here on presumptions and theory rather than upon the 
law and the facts. 

Now I have marked some other precincts to which I hoped to be 
able to call the attention of the Hopse. Church Hill is one. The re- 
turn was 117 for Turpin and 63 for McDuffie, but the majority of the 
committee who do your counting and certifying’? count 13 for Tur- 
pin and 166 for McDuffie. Cedarville precinct is another. You will 
find the evidence in the report; I have not time to read it. At that 
precinct the return gave 364 votes for Turpin and 153 for McDufie—I . 
mean the returns made by the lawful returning officers. 

The return made by the majority of the Committee on Elections, 
who are now counting and certifying’’ for the Republican party, 
gives Turpin 27 and McDuffie 490. Take Clifton; the statement in 
the report is that the returns give 190 for Turpin and 25 for McDuffie, 
but our returning board here certifies 29 for Turpin and 204 for Me- 
Duffie. Now we come to Marion; here there is a great c I wish 
I had time, or strength, or any encouragement to read all the evidence 
there is in the record as to Marion. You can readit to-nightif you do 
not hold your election here before to-morrow. [Laughter.] The re- 
turn is 697 for Turpin and 86 for McDuffie, but our Republican return- 
ing board, which counts and certifies” for the grand old party, gives 
83 to Turpin and 583 to McDuffie. 

Now, we come to Uniontown; there we have a new and a strange 
kind of an election. New methods are adopted by the ‘‘ party of prog- 
ress. It meets every emergency and overcomes it. Where ‘there is 
a will there is a way, and they always find it. 

Now, in Uniontown there wasa regular election held by the officers 
authorized by law to hold elections, at which Turpin received 210 votes 
and McDuffie 2. A certain conspicuous Republican politician down 
there by the name of Dr. Houston, after the regular polls had been 
opened, in accordance with the law, associated with himself some other 
Republican politicians, and opened a polling-place in a remote on 
of the town at which colored Republicans were specially invited to 
vote. And he gives a reason ſor pursuing this course which seems to 
have weight with our friends on the other side. He says the reason 
he did it was not that he did not know that the other poll was open 
and regular, but because he had no confidence in the officers who had 
been appointed by the county authorities to hold the election ! 

Mr. ROWELL, I will ask my friend whether that is the poll which 
two years ago reported seven or eight hundred votes for Davidson and 
the committee held that it was a fraudulent return. 

Mr. CRISP. I have so far endeavored, Mr. Speaker, to confine 
myself to the case we are trying. My friend from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] 
has gota nightmare about something that has occurred in the past; 
but if my friend will try the cases that come before him now, and try 
them on the evidence, he will do well. 

Mr. ROWELL. If my good friend can get away from history, proved 
by sworn records, he will do first rate. 

Mr. CRISP. Why, Mr. Speaker, even when history is written by 
impartial men who are anxious that posterity shall know the truth, it 
is full of illusions. How shall it be ed then when it is written 
by bitter partisans who are writing it for the purpose of blackening 
the character of an honest and honorable people? [Applause on the 
Democratic side. } 

Mr. ROWELL. The “history that I was referring to was writ- 
ten by my good friend who is now occupying the floor [ Mr. Crisp]. 

Mr. CRISP. Ah, the gentleman is mistaken. That is another one 
of his illusions or nightmares. He will not find any such statement 
written by me. 

But here is a case where, confessedly, the only reason a new poll was 
opened was that certain men professed to have no confidence in the reg- 
ular election officers, one of whom was a Republican. For that rea- 
son they went out to the edge of the town and established another poll. 
They had no ballot-hox, they had no registration-book, they had none 
of the paraphernalia required by law, but they opened the poll to hold 
an election, and everybody was invited to come up and cast his vote. 
In that box there were polled for McDufħñe, according to the testimony 
of one witness, 953 votes; according to the testimony of another wit- 
ness, 1,153; we do not know which is right, there is no written return, 
and yet the majority of the committee in “certifying and counting”? the 
vote of this precinct give Turpin 210 votes and McDuffie 955 votes. 
That, we are told, is good law. There are in that district ten or fifteen 
other cases just like Uniontown—cases in which there is no pretense 
that there was any deception practiced on the voter; no pretense that 
he did not know where the lawful poll was; no pretense of any act of 
fraud on the part of the ; where two or three Republican 
politicians, presuming that fraud was going to be committed by the 
duly appointed officers of the election, open other polls, without books, 
without registration, and without the sanction of law. Our friends in 
counting and certifying’’ include the ballots thus cast, or said to 
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have been cast, and not only that, they say such pretended returns 
clearly demonstrate how solidly the colored people vote the Repub- 
lican ticket where there is no fraud. 

In their report they say the integrity of an official return is im- 
peached because the managers were all Democrats. But now the ar- 
gument is that the illegal polls at Uniontown and other places indicate 
the correct vote, although the so-called managers were unsworn and all 
Republicans. That is your argument. Now, there are ten or twelve 
cases like that, and the majority count them all. Do you marvel that 
pa overturn 13,000 majority? They could overturn 50,000 just as 
easily. 

Unless those who are to determine the right of a claimant to a seat 
in this House are governed by established rules of law and fixed rules 
of SUADA there is absolutely no guaranty that right and justice will 

revail. 

2 I know that some of the gentlemen on the other side have diligently, 
in season and out of season, for thé last twenty years, abused and slan- 
dered the people of the South. I see men whose stock in trade, whose 
political capital, consists in slandering the Southern people. Through 
the efforts of such men the people of the North have often been misled 
as to the real condition in the South. Some of you may think that 
because the people of the North and West have been deceived in the 
past and have consented to waive all other questions for what is com- 
monly and vulgarly known as the bloody-shirt’’ question that you 
can continue to do injustice to the South. But you are mistaken about 
that. The people are beginning to see that this cry is made notin the 
interest of a ballot and a fair count,“ but in the interest of the 
Republican party, whose great desire seems to be to retain power that 
they may enable a sniall and privileged class to make unjust exactions 
from a large and impoverished class. 

Let the people get away from war questions—and they are going to 
do it; you can not hoodwink them all the time—and when they do, 
they will hold you accountable for the manner in which you determine 
Southern election contests. Suppose when weadjourn and go homeand 
are explaining to our constituents the manner in which we have dis- 
charged the trust reposed in us, suppose some of the gentlemen of the 
majority should be asked, Why did you unseat Cate, of Arkansas?“ 
How many of you could give an explanation of thecase? How many 
of you know what his returned majority was? How many know what 
it was found to be? How many know how many counties there were 
in the district? How many know how many precincts were assailed ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me ask the gentleman how many of his own 
side knows? 

Mr. CRISP. Yourside is responsible. The majority determine the 
cause, not the minority. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Every man in the House is responsible for his 
vote. 

Mr, CRISP. The failure of any on this side to discharge a duty can 
not in any sense justify the majority, who are responsible for what is 
done, for any failure to discharge their duty. 

Now, the gentleman from Illinois says, in his report, that the elec- 
tion down there was a farce. Well, what is this? [Looking around 
the r What kind of a trial is this? [Laughter.] There is not 
a third of the jury in their seats; and, as a friend near me suggests, the 
court has gone. [Laughter.] 

Pa ROWELL. A pretty full report on both sides has been pub- 
ished. 

Mr. CRISP. Yes; and of all the gentlemen here, who are not mem- 
bers of the Committee on Elections, I venture to say there are not 
twenty who have read either of the reports. I will pause and give 
gentlemen who have done so an opportunity to stand up and show 
themselves to the country as the diligent and industrious. Or, if you 
do not care to rise, hold up your hands. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. There are about as many here on one side of 
“ the panel ” as there are on the other. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Will the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Crisp]-allow me a question? 

Mr. CRISP. Why, of course. The election is going on. I want to 
hear your views about it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. So far as I am personally concerned, the 
reports have been carefully attended to; and now will my friend 

Mr. CRISP. Do you mean you have read them? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. CRISP. Well, I commend the gentleman to his constituents 
and the country. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Ihave no doubt my constituents will 
appreciate the gentleman’s commendation. 

Mr. CRISP, Isuppose the gentleman wanted the commendation 
for his industry, and I give it to him most cheerfully. ; 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Will the gentleman tell me how many 
counties there are in the district now in question ? 

Mr. CRISP. Five. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I simply wanted to know. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, Mr. S er, the gentleman evidently assumed 
that I knew as little about case as he does; but he is mistaken. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. My friend is mistaken. Isimply wanted 
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to corroborate the fact that he does know just how many counties there 
are in the district. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, if the gentleman will go further—and I believe 
he is a lawyer : 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. If my friend had not named the num- 

ber I would have corrected him at once, 

Mr. CRISP. If my friend will go further, as a lawyer, and corrob- 
orate my conclusion that this report is in violation of all the principles 
of law, that it is in violation of all known rules of evidence, then I 
shall have respect not only for his diligence as a Representative, but 
for his capacity as a lawyer. 

Mr. COMSTOCK. Do you mean the minority report? 

Mr. CRISP. But, Mr. Speaker, there is a serious side to this farce. 
We are trying the right of a member to his seat, and we should try the 
case in accordance with the law of the land. We should observe as far 
as possible established rules of evidence; we should require the pro- 
duction of the bestevidence attainable If these rules are willfully dis- 
ed, then indeed the matter becomes serious. Whose rights are 
secure if the will of the majority here is to be substituted for the will 
of the people? How the will of the people in this district be 
known except from the evidence thereof contained in the record? 

Now, Mr. S. er, I have consumed more time than I thought I 
would in the discussion of this matter. Those of you who have prac- 
ticed law, and a great many of you have, know with how little spirit 
you enter into a trial of a cause when yon feel that the jury is “‘packed’’ 
against you. Did you ever try it? Even when you have reason to 
believe, after using those means which the law gives you to purge the 
jury, if you have even the suspicion that there is a prejudice against 
you, it always, to some extent, paralyzes your efforts. Wecan not 
purge the jury here. We would not have any jury on that side if we 
could. We would not have any jury on that side if I could poll you, 
aud swear you as to whether you had formed or expressed an opinion 
in advance, or whether you had any desire as to which party should 
prevail in this contest. How many who sit there—— 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does the gentleman want a reply? 

Mr. CRISP. I have no objection. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I desire that party to prevail which has a major- 
ity of the regularly cast votes at the election. 

Mr. CRISP. Ah! If you would only stick to that, and read the re- 
ports in full, and look into the evidence in this record, which I know 
you have not done and which I know that you are not going to do, I 

, for I know 


would be perfectly satisfied with the verdict of my fri 
him. 

But you are not going to do that; you are not going to study the case 
for yourself. You are going to say, Here is the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Elections, especially charged with the duty of looking into 
this question and submitting a report. I must be guided by their 
views, because in the multiplicity of my own business, the considera- 
tion of public-building bills and other matters of that kind, I have not 
time to look into it myself, and therefore I will take the report of the 
committee and vote as they tell me to vote.“ 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Why does not the gentleman apply that to the - 
whole House, to both sides of the House? 

Mr. CRISP. I thought you were going to say that. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Of course. 

Mr. CRISP. And I will tell you the reason. You are trying to get 
away from the responsibility which is always incident to the majority. 
This side can not turn a Democrat out nor keep him in. Your side 
can do either, but you generally turn them out. [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Will the gentleman allow me a ques- 
tion? Does my friend contend that these cases should be based upon the 
political color of the House; and that therefore the Democrats are not 
1 to have anything to say or do in the matter because they are 
in the minority? Now, you say that side of the House - you mean the 
Democrats — will vote to keep a man in, and the Republicans, of 
vote to put him out. But the gentleman talks of the majority. The 
point is this: Are not you your friends as much obliged to vote to 
turn a Democrat out if you do not believe he is entitled to the seat as 
the Republicans are? other words, are your friends alone excusable 
for not studying the cases that come up here, and which are to be tried 
before this tribunal? 

Mr. CRISP. Undoubtedly the gentleman is right—— 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I know I am right. 

Mr. CRISP. But I want to say to my friend from Michigan, as an evi- 
dence that this side of the House does what is right, that you often find 
Democrats voting against a report of their party friends and in favor 
of a Republican contestant or contestee; you have been here long enough 
to know that. Leppe on the Democratic side.] But how many 
gentlemen on that side of the House during this n of Congress in 
election contests have voted with the minority? I see one, and only 
Mr. COMSTOCK. Will‘the gentleman yield for a question? 7 

Mr. CRISP. Of course. 

Mr. COMSTOCK. I would like to ask the gentleman how many 
Democrats have yoted to seat any Republicans in this Congress. 
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Mr. CRISP. I do not know. 

Mr. COMSTOCK. Are there any? 

Mr. ROWELL, And yet the gentleman knows the fact that this 
side of the House, every Republican who was in his seat, voted to re- 
tain three Democrats in their seats whose election was contested. Is 
that not so? 

Mr. CRISP. I believe it; and I will tell you why I think you did 
it. I think it was done that you might havea monument of your lib- 
erality and generosity to point to. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. COMSTOCK. Doesnot the gentleman wish his side had a monu- 
ment to point to? 

Mr. CRISP. I could name several gentlemen who are monuments 
to the generosity, if you choose to call it that—I call it the justice—of 
the last House. 

Mr, WILSON, of West Virginia. I desire to ask the gentleman a 

nestion. You were chairman of the Committee on Elections in the 

t House. How many Republicans were turned out of the last 
House? 

Mr. CRISP. Not one. There were two reports against Republicans 
one of them not based upon the number of votes cast, but upon the 
qualification of the Representative. There was but one report against 
a Republican on the merits, and our friends upon the other side fili- 
bustered through the last three weeks of the session and prevented the 
consideration of that case. 

Mr. ROWELL. Were there not four reports against four Repub- 
licans in the last Congress ? 

Mr. CRISP. I understood the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
Wison] to ask me how many were turned out. Is not that what you 
asked me? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRISP. Iso understood the gentleman. I understood the gen- 
tleman to mean cases where the result of the election was changed. I 
did not include those where the result was not changed, where the sit- 
ting member was not disturbed. But I suppose I ought not to im- 
pugu the motives of the majority 

Mr. ROWELL. Were you not impugning our motives when you 
said we reported in favor of three Democrats, not because we thought 
they were elected, but in order that we might have their cases as mon- 
uments to our generosity ? 

Mr. CRISP. I did not say you did not believe they were elected; I 
think there can be no doubt of that. I think you may have thought 
some of the others were elected, too. 

Mr. ROWELL. No, yon could not think that without imputing to 
us bad motives. 

Mr. CRISP. I did not charge that, and therefore I have not im- 
pugned your motives or imputed bad motives to you. But the fact 
that you may have left these monuments to your justice and to your 
mercy is not very convincing evidence of your impartiality when we 
take the general result of your ‘‘ certifying and counting,“ the manner 
in which most of these contests were gotten up, and the part taken 
therein by the Republican campaign committee, When you take all 
those things into consideration, your monument, I am afraid, will not 
last you very long. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this whole case is based, so far as the claim of the 
majority is concerned, upon hearsay testimony. Mr. McDuffie states 
that he heard a rumor that they were not going to count fair. Who 
told him so? He did not say. Why, a man can hear anything, par- 
ticularly when his hearing it is liable to help him in a contest. I am 
talking about the record now. I do not charge anything outside of 
that. Mr. McDuffie is a witness in the cause. 

Then Mr. McDuffie says he made an agreement with honorable gen- 
tlemen that he would help them in one election if they would give 
him a fair count in another. I do not believe a word of it; the story 
is too improbable, 

The gentleman from Minnesota in conclusion talks about the intimi- 
dation of witnesses to keep them from furnishing evidence. Where is 
the testimony of that? 

Mr. COMSTOCK. The gentleman is in error. 
such statement. 

Mr. CRISP. That is the way my note reads. 

Mr. COMSTOCK, I did not say that witnesses were intimidated to 
keep them from giving evidence. 

Mr. CRISP. I was going to say it would be a most extraordinary 
thing that anybody should violate the law to prevent the taking of 
testimony, when it is wel] known that in this Congress the contestants 
can get along as well without as with it. 

As I said awhile ago, I was not sure but that my friend from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Oates] was going out on his interview. [Laughter.] He 
alluded in that interview to white supremacy, or the supremacy of the 
white race, and I was not sure but what the committee was going to 
strike him down and turn him out and so I had him called in, but I 
believe they are going to Jet him off for the present. [Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I leave these questions to the jury, to this up- 
right, this impartial jury. I appeal to you to give it some investiga- 
tion, When the Constitution says we are the judges in a case, I be- 
lieve it means something. I wish Representatives on both sides—I 


I did not make any 


will say that to please the gentleman from Maige [Mr. MILLIKEN], 
because I know if I do not he is going to say something about this side 
I wish gentlemen on both sides would make some investigation into 
contested-election cases. But you gentlemen will not do it. 

Why, it is a tradition around the halls of this Capitol that many years 


ago one of the most distinguished Republicans t ever lived—now 
dead and gone; peace to his ashes’’—was in the habit when comin, 
into the House when a contested-election case was being considered o 
inquiring Which is our damned rascal?’’ and voting accordingly, 
[Laughter on the Democratic side.] He did not want the evidence 
and did not care about the law.“ He set an example which you have 
followed long enough. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, It is strange that our friends should have fol- 
lowed the Republican example. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. CRISP. Give a careful examination to this case. I know the 
modern theory. It was announced at Pittsburgh. What you want is 
a law that will authorize the Republican party to do their owh ‘‘count- 
ing and certifying.” That is it. Well, without any law authorizing 
it the majority of the committee in this case have done their own 
counting and certifying;“ and in doing it they have hardly paid 
the respect of a passing glance to the returns made by the sworn officer 
whose duty it was to count and certify. 

Mr. ROWELL. Will my friend permit a question ? 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly. 

Mr. ROWELL. Do you think it would be quite honest to have a 
law that would enable the Republican party to do all the counting ? 

Mr. CRISP. I understand that my friend from Illinois has intro- 
duced a bill into this House one of the provisions of which is that the 
United States marshal, the United States clerk, and the United States 
district attorney, all of whom are of the same political party as the 
Executive in power, shall constitute a returning board for each State, 


with power to certify who is elected as epreven tative in Congress. 


Mr. ROWELL. My question was whether you thought it would be 
a fair and honest law to provide thatone party should do all the count- 
ing at an election. 

Mr. CRISP. Why, if it would not be disrespectful to characterize 
your proposed law as dishonest, I would say right straight out that 
it is a dishonest proposition, [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. ROWELL. Is it not true and is it not a fact that it was done 
in this very election case we are now discussing? 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, no; oh, no, You will find a few precincts proba- 
bly where the officers are all of one party, but in the great majority of 
them—and I can give my friend a list of them—they were of both par- 
ties. 

Mr. ROWELL. Oh, I have got the list. 

Mr. CRISP. In a great majority of them the officers were of differ- 
ent political parties. 

Mr. COMSTOCK. Were the men named by the Republican leaders? 

Mr. CRISP. I do not know about that. 

Mr. ROWELL. Is not my colleague on the committee [Mr. Crisp] 
very much mistaken when he says that in the great majority of the cases 
they were of the two political parties? 

Mr. CRISP. I think they were; but of course I am subject to cor- 
rection. Still, I think in the great majority of the cases they were of 
both political parties. 

Mr. ROWELL. There were not six precincts where trustworthy 
Republicans who could read and write were appointed. [Laughter on 
the Democratic side. ] : 

Mr. CRISP. Right there 

Mr. ROWELL. There were not six precincts where you did not se- 
lect to , e the Republican party men who could not read and 
write, and who could not therefore represent anybody, as against in- 
telligent and educated men who could have been selected. That an- 
swers your argument. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, ina few cases just what my friend says is true, 
they could not read or write; but they were the best you had in the 
precinct. [Laughter on the Democratic side. 

Mr. ROWELL. No; it was not. You turned out a numberof school- 
masters in order to put in a dozen ignorant Democratic n and 
called your board together. It turned out on investigation that you 
turned out the schoolmasters and put in men who could not read and 
write, and who were themselves Democrats. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] 

Mr. CRISP. Now, that is what the gentleman said in his report, 
and I have shown you that it is not true. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] Now, you see my friend says ‘‘trustworthy ’’ Republic- 
ans; he adds that qualification, and I suspect he and I will differ very 
much about that. 

The colored man who votes to impeach the return of the three judges 
and who disputes the word of two of them under oath is a highly re- 
spectable and ‘‘trustworty’’ witness, but the colored man who is a 
witness and who testifies that he saw a large number of colored men 
vote the Democratic ticket, or that he was one of the inspectors of elec- 
tion and that the count was fair and honest, that man is either bought 
1 the Democrats or he is too ignorant to state the case as 
t 
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Mr. COMSTOCK.* Does the gentleman believe our Republican wit- 
nesses when they swear that 95 or 97 per cent. of the colored men down 
there vote the Republican ticket? 

Mr. CRISP. I do not believe it is possible—and I say this with the 
utmost candor—I do not believe itis possible for any witness to de- 
termine prone how many of any class of people vote any way. 


Mr. COMSTOCK. But does the gentleman believe that they swear 
to the truth when they say that 90 or 95 per cent. of the colored voters 
vote the Republican ticket ? 

Mr. CRISP. What witnesses? Name them. 

Mr. COMSTOCK. Howbrowski is one of them; do you believe him? 

Mr. CRISP. What does he say ? 

Mr. COMSTOCK. He says that 95 per cent. of them vote the Re- 
publican ticket. 

Mr. CRISP. Well, I would not like to say that he was a perjurer, 
but I do not believe it is possible for anybody, however intelligent or 
honest, to give a satisfactory and trustworthy answer to a question of 
that kind. 

Mr. COMSTOCK. Does the gentleman believe Mr. OATES when he 
says that 90 per cent. of them vote the Republican ticket? 

. CRISP. Ido not put Mr. OATES on any higher plane than any- 
body else when it comes to percentages [laughter], nota bit. I be- 
long, Mr. Chairman, to that class who believe that when you come to 
decide a controversy between two individuals you should examine the 
case and decide it according to your conscientious convictions upon the 
evidence. If there is a theory that I can adopt which will make all the 
witnesses speak the truth, that is the theory that I adopt. If it is ab- 
solutely necessary to find that somebody has committed perjury, why 
then reluctantly I take that line. 

Now take this case, where the election officers, Democrats and Re- 

ublicans, swear expressly that the vote was correctly returned, that 
it was counted as the votes were cast, and where the only evidence to 
impeach their statement is the evidence of one or two colored men out- 
side, unconnected with the election, who swear that they issued cer- 
tain tickets and that the men who took those tickets went in the di- 
rection of the polls and they believe they voted them. I do not find 
that anybodyswore willfully falsely. Those witnesses may be honorable 
and honest, but no confidence can be placed in their conclusions. I do 
not undertake to impeach them by saying that they swear to what is 
absolutely false, but I say that they may be honestly mistaken in their 
conclusions. ; 

Our friends on the other side, however, do not argue in that way. 
They say that the inference drawn by those colored witnessess is cor- 
rect and that the election managers have deliberately perjured them- 
selves. That illustrates the difference between the two theories in this 
case. The theory I advocate is consistent with the idea that all the 
witnesses tell the truth, but that some of them are mistaken. The 
theory adopted on the other side is inconsistent with any other assump- 
tion than that a large number of the honorable and respectable people 
of Alabama have deliberately perjured themselves in order that Mr. 

in shall retain a seat upon this floor. There are the two theories, 
But there would not be any trouble about these questions were it 
not for the preconceived ideas with which you gentlemen enter into an 
investigation of this sort. Long before this Congress met, the news- 
papers—and you know how valuable they are as witnesses, because 
you use them in every contested-election case—long before this Con- 
gress met the newspapers notified us that you were going to turn out 
a large number of Democrats from their seats upon this floor. You 
had only a slim majority and it was understood that you were going 
yourselves to elect a working majority.“ That, you know, was be- 
fore we discovered the new rule of counting and when westill thought 
that the question of a quorum was a big thing.“ [Laughter.] All 
over the country the papers announced that the first thing would be to 
get a working majority. 
The people had not given it to you, but you were going to enlarge 
your cat majority by the new method of counting and certifying.” 
‘That was the statement of your own witness, that infallible witness, 
the newspaper. But since that time you have made a new discovery 
by which you are able to count a qnorum at any time. Nevertheless 
y have increased your majority here from 8 to 18; to-morrow you will 

have 20, and I do not know how many more you want. I had hoped 
that after the emergency had passed away a returning sense of justice 
would prompt you to try these election cases as a judicial tribunal 
5 try them; but so far that hope has not been realized. Will it 
ever be? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have said all that I can say, or need say, in 
putting Mr. Turpin in nomination here. [Laughter.] That is all I 
can do for him. I want to say to you, however, that he is backed by a 
majority of the voters of his district. The record sustains that state- 
ment, and representing their wishes I put him in nomination, trusting 
you will give the matter some kind of investigation, and assuring you 
that if you do you will find that the people of the Fourth district of 
Alabama at the election in 1888 didselect Mr. Turpin to representthem 
in the Fifty-first Congress. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. ROWELL. I yield haif an hour to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. BERGEN. ] 


Mr. BERGEN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman who has just taken his 
seat charges that the majority of the committee have proceeded in dis- 
regard of law and the rules of evidence in making their report. He 
has either overlooked the case or the report. Heismistaken. My ob- 
ject shall be briefly to direct attention to the frauds practiced in the 
case, and right in this connection to that principle of law that when a 
statute provides that the inspectors or judges of election shall be non- 
partisan and there is a plain purpose on the part of the dominant party 
to disregard the provision it takes little ifanything more than a notice 
of contest to throw the parties upon original proof to validate the elec- 
tion. The prima facie character of the return under such circumstances 
departs with the legal proof of the ex parte nature of the board of inspec- 
tion, and that party who takes the responsibility of disregarding the 
law takes the burden of proof of showing that the election was fair. 
Nor can this burden be shifted by the oaths of the individual mem- 
bers of the board. They are about the only ones whose oaths can not 
be taken. Without accusation, without trial, without conviction, th 
stand condemned, and, as if by confession, estopped to deny the iai 
nal purpose of their organization contrary to the statute. Ifthe statute 
meant simply that the oaths of election officers could purge the box of 
fraud, it would not have been so particular to provide that good and 
true men need to be watched by opposing interests. Experience has 
taught that the watch of opposite parties is essential to purity. Elimi- 
nate that element and you at once eliminate that quality which the 
law recognizes as a sine qua non to the justification of returns. Nor 
will the selection of partisans, inefficient either from illiteracy or want 
of principle, help the case. When the effort is apparent to avoid rather 
than comply with the law such subterfuges are proof that the effort 
was successful and the return should consequently be di ed. 
What the law wants is compliance in good faith, and when that is done 
many irregularities will be overlooked. It is not the imperfection of 
human natures and human institutions that invalidates the act, but 
their perversity. The law adapts itself to infirmities, but not to crimes. 

The committee has not applied this principle of law in full force to 
this case. It would have thrown out the returns from more precincts, 
or beats, as they are called in Alabama, than the committee has thrown 
out for this and other frauds, but, to show the sweeping nature of its 
application to the case and the total disregard of the Democrats, the 
dominant party in power, for the statute, I will state its application 
is sufficient, even in the precincts which have passed under review, to 
destroy entirely the large majority claimed by the contestee and elect 
Judge McDuffie by 1,047 majority. The proof of this fraud is ample 
in the record. I will cite some of it. On page 750 of the record will 
be found the following testimony of J. V. McDuffie relating to Lowndes 
County: 


During the fall, and before the election and before the appointment of inspect-_ 


ors, with the ce of the chairmen of the Republiean executive commit- 
tees of the different counties in the district, I made outalist of names composed 
of Republicans who could read and write to represent the Republicans as in- 
spectors at the election in November last, instructing the different chairmento 
resent it to the board whose duties it is, under the laws of the State of Ala- 
| ARE to appoint said inspectors, so that said board would have the names of 
8 who were competent inspectors to select from. I asked Judge 
Co! ot hg a some in this or. He told me he could not make me any 
pro! % mt the 26th of September the board of this county bs 9 in- 
spectors to hold said election. When I heard that the inspectors been ap- 
inted I went immediately to get a list of them, and obtained said list at the 
True Citizen's office, and all the Republicans so appointed were persons who 
— read and write and were competent for said duty as I now remember 
em. 

In a few days after said 8 Colonel Turpin visited this place with 
J. V. Brame, a citizen of this county; from the time of his visit I heard a great 
deal of dissa! ion expressed by persons belonging to the Democratic party 
of . oft sey Republican een 1 — yoma be im- 

eto county for on n su ublican 

ree the board; that some time about i the 10th or ith of Getober tho 
board had reconvened and appointed a new set of inspectors. I looked over 
the list of the second appointment, as published in the newspapers of the 
county,and all the Republican inspectors first 1 were changes; andas 
I now remember not one of those last appointed could read or writ My in- 
formation is that after the first appointment and before the second Mr. Brame 
went with Colonel Turpin to other places in the county to b: influence to 
bear on such boards to have the first appointment changed; d second ap- 
pointment was made less than thirty days before said election. 

In this testimony this witness is supported by the evidence of Ben- 
jamin Delemos (page 741), Judge Coffey (page 745), John W, Jones 
(page 688), by the public records (pages 681 and 546), and by all the 
inspectors themselves that were examined (William E. Carson, L. W. 
Bank, John F. Cook). 

The testimony in regard to Perry County, given by its sheriff, S. A. 
Nelms, a Democrat, is that the i rs throughout the county w 
appointed by the Democratic executive committee, through him, an 
to the effect that the requirements of the statute were disregarded. It 
is as follows (page 447): 

Q. Look at the paper handed you, and state if it is not the Marine Standard, 
and is not this paper the one in which the election notice was published ? 

A. Yes, sir; the paper in my hands is the Marine Standard, and is the one in 
which the election was published. 

Does not the following list of election officers for Perry County appear i 
said paper, to wit: List of managers and returning officers ae by the 
executive committee in a call session upon the Ist day of Oc! to conduc 
the national election to be held Tuesday, November 6, 1888? 

Scott's beat,—E, N. Driver, L. D. Webb, Charles Gardner, inspectors; S. A. 
Thompson, 8 officer. 

Pole Cat heat. W. T. Downey, Romulus Brand, Edward Rogers, inspectors; J. 


©. Moore, returning officer, 


1890. 


Old Town beat.—L. J. Crawford, H. C. Blackburn, Tom Sanders, inspectors; L. 
P. Bamburg, returning officer. 
Walthall’s bett. — R. A. Hardie, L. P. Deyomport, Peter Brooks, inspectors; R. 
N. Ervin, returning officer. r 
Cunningham.—W. H. England, J. W. Wells, Reese Mortin, inspectors; E. M. 
„returning officer, 
beat,—John A. Fuller, J. C. Davis, Henry Melton (colored), inspect- 
ors; J. B. Ford, returning officer. 
Marion beat. —Ike Parish, Ed. Goree, John Moore (colored), inspectors; L. G. 
Drake, returning officer. 7 
Brush Oreek beat,—William Wallace, John Downey, Gus Miles; John More- 
land, pasion, Pn 


Severe A. Griffin, J. L. Wallace, Jeff Huckabee, inspectors ; S. W. E. 
Nichols, returning officer. 

Hamburg beat: —Will Munden, C. C. White, Jake Avery, inspectors; George 
Bell, returning officer. 

Pineluckey beat.—S. J. Bolling, W. M. White, Pleas. Jones, inspectors; J. M. 
Fuller, returning officer. 

Heards beat.— A. J. Ware, A. C. Haggard, William Abercrombie; W. D. Hop- 
kins, returning officer. 

Oak beat.—S, M. Smith, A. J. Suther, Allen Fuller, inspectors; J. W. Camp- 


bell, returning Officer, 8 
ordsville heal. — W. H. Edwards, J. R. Waters, Matt George, inspectors; W. 
L. Middleton, sr., returning officer. r 
And does not this imataediately, follow without anything intervening, the fol- 
lowing, to wit: 
ELECTION NOTICE, 
In pursuance of law, I, S. A. Nelms, sheriff of Perry County, State of Alabama. 
3 announce an election to be held at the various voting places in said 
esday in November, 1888, it being the 6th day of said 
of voting for a member of the Fifty-first Congress from 
et of Alabama, and siso for ten electors for President and 
President of the United States. The law requiresthat the polls be opened 
in each precinct between the hours of 8 and 9 o'clock in the morning, and kept 
open until the hour of 5 o’clock in the afternoon, and no longer. turning 
officers are hereby appointed special deputy sheriffs on the day of the election, 
and are referred to sections % and 96 of the election law for their duties. 
cee ons 8. A. NELMS, Sheriff of Perry County. 
A. Yes, sir; it appears in paper. 
Q. What is the ‘Tate of the paper you have in your hand? 
A. The date of the paper is October 3, 1888. 
Q. Do you know of your own knowledge of any other inspectors appointed 
by county authority other than those published in said paper to hold the elec- 
tion on the 6th day of November, 1888? 
A. Ido not know. 


There was an effort to prove by Judge Shivers (page 443) that the 
inspectors in this county were regularly appointed, but it failed, not 
only because contradicted by the sheriff as above, but also because the 
judge oN avoided cross-examination on the subject (pages 453, 

1, 782). 

The testimony in regard to the remaining counties of Dallas, Hale, 
and Wilcox is scattered throughout the record, and shows wherever 
touched upon that appointments in all cases were made of two Demo- 
crats, and for the Republican representative either a colored man who 
could not read or write or a straight Democrat. 

The fraud just referred to was that practiced by those who appointed 
the boards. It was a fraud committed by the leaders, and was sweep- 
ing because their field of operation embraces the whole county and dis- 
trict and State. But it was a fraud, too, that to be operative had to 
be carried out by the precinct officers. So we find throughout the dis- 
trict men ready to ignore the provisions of the law and run contrary 
to its requirements. Of the fifty-two precincts in this district investi- 
gated by this record only eight were organized according to law. 

In all the remaining forty-four the electors were called upon to sub- 
mit their rights to election judges whom they knew to be accepting 
their trust in open violation of the law and felt to be usurpers of the 
seats they occupied for fraudulent purposes. Can there be any wonder 
at the general distrust which pervaded the body of voters everwhere ? 
It was an incubus which settled down not only upon the opposing parti- 
san and party organization, but also the fair-minded and free-spirited 
until in the minds of all it turned the election into a farce, 

In consequence of this general distrust, electors, when they voted, 
being unable to trust to the election officers for an account of their bal- 
lots, have, in this district as in some others, adopted forms of preserv- 
ing their own records. In many places they kept or tried to keep poll - 
lists, lists of the names of voters, with accounts of whom they got their 
tickets from and for whom they desired to vote and did vote. 

This was embarrassing to Democratic counting and must be stopped. 
Hence it is discovered to be a crime, a ro of intimidation. The pre- 
tense is fraudulent, but it is credited alike by Democratic leaders and 
party office-holders, and it becomes the excuse for the most infamous 
acts. Itled to the murder of William Banks at Snow Hill, Wilcox 
County, and shooting and wounding of Mose Davis and Henry Haw- 
kins at the same plece, and a riot and disturbance lasting throughout 
theday. It led to driving away Hilliard Burk, the distributor of Re- 
8 tickets, from Mims precinct, Wilcox County, early in the 

(page 267), and the prevention of proper and legitimate party rep- 
resentation at that poll. It led to the beating and assault of Granville 
Sawyer at Richmond precinct, Dallas County, his arrest and detention 
from the polls during the day, and the prevention of many there from 
voting. 

This pretense and combination enabled Frank Pettus, a Democratic 
lawyer of Selma, by violent threats of arrest and imprisonment of W. 
II. Smith, to drive him from the polls and his legitimate party work 
there; and enabled John McIlwaine, chairman of the Democratie Con- 
gressional committee, by like threats, to interfere with the legitimate 
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work of Joseph Goldsby, at Valley Creek; and enabled Eli Robinson, 
a Democratic inspector of elections at Benton, to interfere with such 
work of Edward Hayden at that place by threats of the same nature. 

These are some of the cases testified to. No doubt the political wrongs 
not related are legion. Some pieces of evidence from the record will 
probably be of interest in this connection. 

Eugene Harris (page 468) testifies: 

Q. In what county were you born and reared? 

A. In Wilcox County. 

Q. What is your age, and where is your residence at this time, and what is 
your occupation? 

A. lam twenty-four years old, and reside in Camden, Ala., and I am deputy 
sheriff for Wilcox County, Alabama. . 


Q. On the 6th day of November, 1888, did you or not hold the office of deputy 
iene 3 County, a? 
A. Idid. 


Q. Where were you on the day of the election? 

A. I was at Furman, Wilcox County, Alabama, 

Q. In what precinct is Furman? 

A. In Snow Hill precinct. 

Q. Did or did not any one keep a list of any sort outside on the grounds near 
where the election was held; and, if so, who were they? 

A. They did; Dick Palmer was one and the other one I did not know. 
ow What means did they use, ifany, to get the colored voters to come before 

em? 

A. Forced them. 

Did they or not force them to come before them and give them their names 
or had others to do it for them? 

A. They had others to do it. 

Q. Do you know from your own knowledge or information under whose ad- 
vice Dick Palmer and his associate were acting? 

Rs know from information that they were acting under the advice of Mo- 
ume. 

Q. Did you or not receive any instructions by telephone from J. J. Hawthorn, 
sheriff of Wilcox County, Alabama, to put a stop to the keeping of the outside 
i A re election? i 

Q. Did or not the keeping of that list and the manner of keeping it, by forc- 
ing the electors to come up and re their names to Dick Palmer and his as- 
onas, have the effect of preventing the electors from freely casting their bal- 

o! 

A. It did. 

Q. What reply did you first send to Mr. Hawthorn, the sheriff, when you re- 
ceived the message from him? 

A. To wait awhile. 

Q. For what purpose did you send that reply? 

A. To examine the law. 

Q. Did you receive a second message from him? And, if so, what was it? 

A. I did; he said “Go and take the tally-sheet.”* 

Q. Please state what you did and all about it, when you received the last mes- 
sage from the sheriff to take the list at once. 

. I went and demanded the tally-sheetof Dick Palmer, and he refused to 
give it up; I caught the tally-sheet as he was trying to get away with it; he 
tore it in two; then I collared him and he told his partner to run, which he did, 


and esca; with the tally-sheet. Mr. Ho oore tried to catch him; he 
came to my assistance; I was surround: by acrowd of n Mose 
Davis, one oſ them, drew a rail, and to prevent a fuss I commen walking off 


backwards with Dick Palmer, thinking at thetime white men were backing me 
up from behind, and they failed to do it, and the n came on me with r 
knives open, and I was knocked down with the rail. When I was surrounded 
by the n „with their knives open, I defended myself by the use of my 
pistol, killing one and wounded another. When they sawt I had killed 
the negro all that took part ran off; Mose Davis was pursued and captured by 
men that came to my relief. I left as soon as I could, and went to the depot at 
Snow Hill, where I took the train and went to Pineapple. 

Q. At the time that you went to stop Dick Palmer, was there anything said 
by him or by any one else to you to the effect that the list was being kept at the 
request of the voters of Snow Hill precinct? 7 

A. There was nothing said. . 

Q. Were you, or not, struck with the rail before you fired with your pistol? 

A. To my best knowledge I was. r 

Q. Were you standing up or did the negroes have you down at the time you 
fired pe pistol? 

; F eked had gotten up with them on me, threw them off, and was standing when 
rr 


many white men near you when you fired the shot? 
A. Between fifty and seventy-five negroes and one white man. . 
Q. You were the sworn deputy sherilf for Wilcox County, A were vou 
not, on the 6th day of November, 1888, and were you not acting under the in- 
5 the sheriff in arresting Dick Palmer and in stopping the keeping 
of the ? 
A. I was. 
By contestant: 
Q. Where is your oath of office filed? 
A. Wherever the sheriff's is, I reckon. 
Q. Before whom did you take this oath of office? 
A, Before the sheriff when he employed me. 
Q. x the sheriff an officer authorized to administer the oath of office to an 


cer 

A. Not that I know of. 

Q. Then how did you take the oath of office before him? 

A. I took the oath before he employed me, that I may discharge my duty 
wherever he sent me. 

Q. Was this oath that you took reduced to writing, and did you sign it? 

A. It was not, and I did not. 

Q. Then you are not a sworn officer according to law, are you? 

A. Ican’t say; I don't know what the law is. 

Q. Then how came you to say in your direct testimony that you were a sworn 
deputy sheriff? 

A. I said I was sworn, but did not say by whom. 

Q. Didn't you say that you took the oath before the sheriff,and that it was 
filed where his was? 

A. No; I did not. 

Q. You say that you were at Snow Hill precinct on the 6th day of November 
last, and that Dick Palmer and another were keeping a list outside of the polling 
place; about how far was this from the polls? 

A. Eight or ten yards, as near as I can come to it. 

Q. Whereabouts were they standing or sitting when they were keeping this 
list? And describe the place as particularly as you can. 

A. Just across the street opposite where they were holding the election, and 
on the gallery of an undertaker’s shop? 


. About how many negroes in the immediate vicinity of you, and about how 
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Q. Where was the polls held there that day? Describe the building as partic- 

ap e the post-offi d the store ocoupied by A. Holtzman & Co. 

t was between the ce and the store k 

It Sah oe ge e eee and 9 re k ets in at the side window 
next to post-. near the en 

Q. About how many feet was this window where the tickets was being re- 
ceived from the front of the store? 

A. Well, I sup it between 20 and 30 feet. 

How wide is the street at this pases about how many feet? 
Between 20 and 25, as near as I can come to it. 
Q. a this building 15 or 20 feet back from the street? 
> not. 
Q. About how far is it, then? 
. Right on the edge of the sidewalk. 
About how far is this undertaker’s shop from the street? 
. The gallery extends to the sidewalk, 

Q. You have stated in your direct examination that they forced the colored 
voters to givethem their names. State what this force consisted in. 

A. Dick Palmer and his partner would first call them; they would render 
some excuse for not coming; they had men to arm them and bring them up. 
11 ive me the names of the persons who they had arming them and bring- 

them up, 

a I don’t know the names of the negroes. 

Q. Whatcomplaint, if any, did you hear any of these men make that you sa 
they forced them to come up and give their names? 

A. I did not say complaint; I said excuse, and the negroes said they did not 
have time then. Some of them did, and some said “ I will be there directly.” 
These negroes that would carry them up would say, “ You must go now; you 
are fixing to get off from here.” 

Q. How long did these persons that carried them up continue to do this? 

A. As long as the tally-sheet was kept. 

Q. About how long was the tally-sheet kept? 

A. I got there that morning about 11 o'clock; they were keeping the tally- 
sheet, andat 2 o’clock I stop them. 

Q. Give me the names of parties who were forced, as you said, to come 
up and give their names. 

A. At that time I knew very few of the negroes of Snow Hill beat, and all of 
those negroes were strangers, 

Q. How many men were engaged in taking them by their arms and having 
them tocome up and take down their names? 

A. m what 1 saw there were four of them. 

Q. Well, if you saw these four men engaged for three or four hours in taking 
persons up to have them give their names, how is it that you can not give us 
the names of any one of the four so engaged? 

A. Ldid not ask their names, 

Q. Did you not learn their names from others? 

A. No one said anything to me about them, therefore L did not learn their 


pope 


Op 


names. 

Q. You stated in your direct examination that you knew, from information, 
that the persons keeping this list were acting under the advice of MeDuftie; 
from whom did you get this information? P 

A. I got it from Mr. Ed. Purifoy and Mr. J. R. Hughes. 

Q. State fully everything that they said about McDuffie advising them to keep 
this list, for what purpose it was to be kept, and how kept? 

A. They said he told the negroes to keep the tally-sheet-and to make all the 
n give in their name; they did not tell for what purpose. 

＋ When and where did they tell Phe: McDuffie gave this advice? 
A. It was in the store of Mr. Purifoy the 6th ea November, 1888. 

Q. When and where did they say that McDuffie was when he gave this ad- 


vice? 

A. They did not say. 

Q. When did you first receive your instructions from Sheriff Hawthorn to go 
to Snow Hill and put a stop to keeping of the outside list? 

A. I was there at the time, and I received my instructions from Sheriff Haw- 
thorn about half after I o'clock. 

Q. Who was ſtexamin thelaw that you wanted him to waitawhile for be- 
fore executing this first order? 

A. We were waiting on Captain Purifoy or ex- Judge Purifoy, or either one 
that there first. 

Q. Well, if you only telegraphed back to Sheriff Hawthorn “ to waitawhile,” 
how did you 1 for what you were waiting for or wanted him to wait awhile 
for? 

A. I don't say that he knew. It seems that he did not care, as his reply was 
to go and take the tally-sheet, 

Isn't it a fact that the Republicans of this county, and re of Snow 
Hill beat, believed that the Democrats counted them out, and that they were 
keeping this list for the purpose of being able to prove just exactly what the 
vote was at that precinct, and for no other purpose? 

A. [can't say; I don't know; they did not tell me what they were keeping 
the tally-sheet for; did not tell me their motive, 

Q. Didn't you, Hobdy Moore, Will Bonham, and Will Hurst, one or all of 

ou, go to these parties who were keeping the list and demand of them to give 
ke up, and didn't they reply that they were only keeping the names of Repub- 
licans who were voting Republican tickets, who requested them so to put down 
their names; that they were disturbing no one; that it was a violation of no 
Jaw; and you replied, or some of you, that they might go on and keep the list, 
but when they got through you would take it away from them? 

A. There was no one with me but Hobdy Moore, Will Bonham, and Will 
Hurst; I can’t my where they were; I did not see them; nothing said about the 
tally-sheet, only I told them that I had orders from the sheriff to take it, and to 
give it up without any trouble, The crowd around said, Don't you give it 
up.“ ‘That was all that was said about the tally-sheet. 

Q. wea how many were in this crowd, and what was it composed of, white 
or colored? 

A. I think I said before about 50 or 75 right around the tally-sheet, and there 
was about 150 or 200 on the grounds, only negroes; there were no white 
men on the und, 

Q. About — long after this before you went and undertook to take it away 
from them ? 

A. This was at the time that I was going to take it. 

Q. Had poe not before that time made a demand on them for that list? 

A. 1 not. $ 

Q. Do you know whether or not that any of these other parties had made a 
demand of them for that list beforehand? 

A, Of my own knowledge, I do not. 

Q. What information have you on this subject? 

A. I was told that they were made to leave near the window. Nothing was 
ne to me about these other parties having made a demand of them for that 


Q. Is it not a fact that when you undertook to take this list you were thrown 
— 55 = se struggle, and that when you arose you commenced an indiscrim- 
na ng 
A. Itis nota fact that I was thrown down, but it is a fact that I was knocked 
down, and when I arose I did commence firing and killed the negro that was 
trying to stab me. 


A. Itis not.. The n that was killed was shot in front; another was said 
that he croned just in time for the bullet to miss his heart that went into his 
shoulder. That negro I did not see after he was shot; Moses Davis, I did not 
see him when he was shot, 

Q 2 yon don’t know whether these other parties exchanged any shots or 
not, do you 

A. I can’t say; I heard repona of pistols, and when they came back they said 
their pistols were empty; that is, Bonham and Will Hurst, 

youa Democrat or a Republican? 

A. I am a Democrat. 

Q. Well, don't you believe, and do not the Democratic party in this county 
believe, that if it was necessary to carry the county for the Democratie party or 
its nominees it was necessary to suppress the negro vote it would be perfectly 
Ent in do so? 

. No. z 

Q. Don't you belleve that if the great majority of the colored voters of this 
county voted the Republican ticket itwould be right to count it as it was cast, 
and that by that means defeat the Democratic nominees and put Republicans 
in office in this county? 

A. Ido, if they have the majority. 

Q. Do you know the Montgomery Advertiser, Birmingham Age-Herald, and 
the Mobile Register, and, if so, are they not sound Democratic papers, and re- 
flect the sentiments of the Democratic party of this county and district as to 
counting the negro vote for the Republican party? 

A. I have seen the Montgomery Advertiser once or twice in the last six 
months; I never read them; I don't have the tine. The Montgomery Adver- 
tiser, what I have seen, is a sound Democratic paper. Theothers I don't know 
anything about, I don't know that they reflect the sentiments of the Demo- 
cratic party. 

Q. Do you know or have you heard of one W. C. OA a Congressman from 
the Third district of Alabama, and if you know or hi of him, is he a good 
Democrat or Republican? 

A. I don't know anything about of Mr. OATES; never heard of him. 

2 7 Well, if you knew that he is a Democratie Con n from this State 
and considered by all the leading Democrats in the State to be as if not 
the best Democrat in the State, and he should say that nine-tenths of the colored 

sopie rs the Republican ticket when permitted to do so, would you belieye 

m or no 

A. If he was a true Democrat I would believe. 

Q. Then I sup you would believe him only because he was a truo Demo- 
crat —— ine ew what he asserted was contrary to your own knowledge; 
would you 

A. No; I would not; but if he was a true Democrat I would believe him; L 
would not put myself to any trouble to find out. f 

Q. You stated in your direct examination that you was struck with a rail and 
— Soter in the street at Furman; who struck you with this rail and where did 

e t? 

fig Hh Davis picked up the rail near where they were 3 the tally- 
sheet, and as I walked backward he advanced on me with the rail drawn; I 
can't say who did the striking. 

Q. How is it that you know that Mose Davis picked up the rail and don’t know 
who struck you when you say you were struck with a rail? 

A. I saw Moses Davis when he picked up the rail, and when I was caught 
from behind by the negroes, thrown or pulled around is when I was struck, and 
after eve! ing quieted down I saw the rail where I wasstruck on the ground 


broke in t] pieces, 
E. E. HARRISS. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 6th day of March, 1889. 
2 M. HORN, 
Intendant of Camden, Ala., and Coms. 

George Houston (page 387) says: 

I know Granville Sawyer; he was a voter ot that precinct and was present 
there that day and was engaged in wires a list of the Republican voters. 
When the Republican voter would a ticket and vote it he would come back 
from the polls and give Granville name, and Granville would then write it 
down; thus keeping a list of the Republican voters who-voted there that day. 
While Granville Sawyer was thus I left the polling-place for a short 
time; on my return, and before I reached the polling-place, I saw Mr. Nat. 
Etheridge have Granville by the collar beating him over the head with a stick; 
the deputy sheriff, Mr. Hasselvander, was standing by, and he and Mr. Ether- 
idge took hold of Granville and took him to the gate and made him sit down, 
and the deputy sheriff told him that he was his prisoner, and then Mr. J. Z., 
Hearst came up and snatched the list that Granville had been keeping the 
names of the voters on from his (Granville’s) hands and tore it up. 


* 

Nat. Etheridge and Hasselvander were white men and Democrats; Granville 
Sawyer was a colored man and a Republican. I saw in the polling-room that 
day at that precinct conducting said election John Jones, Mr. Holcomb, both 
of whom are white men and jocrats, and two colored men, one of whom 
I know, but can't think of his name, who was taking in the tickets as the voters 
voted; the other colored man I don't know at all, I don't know the politics of 
these colored men. The name of the colored man whom I said was taking in 
the tickets at the window from the voters is Renzie Small. I have just led 
his name. 


W. H. Smith (page 381) says in regard to Selma precinct: 

At that election in said precinct I took down the names of the Republican 
voters as they received their ballots and voted them. This election was held 
atthe court-house of Dallas County, and the voting was carried on through a 
window of one of the front rooms of the court-house, the officers of the election 
being inside of that room. The court-house is surrounded by a fence, which is 
in front of the court-house, about 40 feet from this window. There was a gen- 
tleman, a white man, who claimed to be a deputy inside of this fenee 
and about the polling place, who was engaged in keeping the voters from cross- 
ing a line they had there, and seeing that only one voter went to the polls at a 
time, eto. While ! was standing on the inside of the inclosure, near the fence, 
and in fall view of the polling window, issuing tickets and taking down the 
names of voters, this white man came to me and told me that the inspectors said 
I must get out of this inclosure; that is, that I must go out of the court-yard and 
on the outside of the fence. 

I then went out of the yard, on the outside of the fence,and took my stand 
on the edge of the sidewalk, about 5 feet from the fence, immediately in front of 
the polling window, and where I could plainly see directly intothe polling room, 


\ 


1890 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5559 


and continued issuing said Republican tickets and taking down names of Re- 

ublican voters, and Shile 80 and about one-half hour after, Mr. Frank 
Pettus came to the fence on the inside and asked me what was my name. I 
told him my name. He then said, If you don’t quit taking down them ndmes 
I will have an indictment made out nst you aud put you in jail.” I pees 
taking down names immediately and did not take down further names; but I 
went back inside of the inclosure and continued to issue tickets. Mr, Frank 
Pettus was at that time and is now an active and partisan Democrat, and was 
at that time a member of the Legislature, elected by Democrats. When I was 
stopped from keeping said list there was on it between 75 and 100 names, Be- 
fore and after I was so stopped I counted the voters as they received the Repub- 
lican ballots and deposited them with the inspectors. Isaw 1,000 qualified voters 
of said precinct de t with the inspectors at that election that day ballots with 
the name of John V. McDuffie printed on them as candidate for Congress from 
the Fourth ional district of Alabama. 


It must not be forgotten that though the order above testified to may 
not be elaborate, it is understood in this country, whatever its form, it 
must be obeyed. ‘ 

J. H. Goldsby (page 392) says in regard to Valley Creek precinct: 

Q What is your name, age, occupation, and where did you reside on the 6th 
oy of November, 1888? 

. My name is J. H. Goldsby; my age is thirty-seven years; Lama 3 
stal clerk; I reside in Dallas County, Alabama, and in a beat known as Val- 
ley Creek, in said county of Dallas. 

Q. How long have you resided there? 

A. [resided about four years in the beat. 

Q. How long in the city of Selmaand county of Dallas? 

A. Thirty-seven years. 

Q. Was an election held in that beat on the 6th day of November, 1888, fora 
member of the Fifty-tirst Congress of the United States from the Fourth Con- 

ional district of Alabama? If yea, then state who was the Republican can- 
date and who was the Democratic candidate. 

A. There wasan election held in that beat on the 6th day of November, 1888, 
for a member of the Fifty-first Congress of the United States from the Fourth 
Congressional district of Alabama; J. V. McDuffie was the Republican candi- 
date and L. W. Turpin the Democratic candidate. 

Q. Who were the inspectors and clerks of the election held at that beat on the 
6th dey of November, 1888, if you know? oi) 

A. Well, I know Boggs was one of the inspectors, don’t know his initials. 
There was a white man named Harrison who acted as clerk, I think; he was 
there, and had something to do with it; J. H. Mellwain acted as sheriff, and 
one Wood acted as returning officer, I think, but I don’t know exactly which 
. What position did ? 

$ at position you occup : 

A. I was appointed as a United Sintes pavis 

Q. State if you acted as United States supervisor during that day at said elec- 


tion. 
A. I did not. 
Q. Why did you not act? 
A. Well, the managers of the election there told me I had come too late. 
5 70 What time did you get to the polling place on that day and present your- 


self? 

A. Eight o'clock in the morning. 

Q. How many votes had been polled when you came upon the ground? 

A. I was informed that one man had voted; there was a man who told me 
himself he had voted, and that he was the only one that had voted. 

Q. Was he a Democrat or Republican? 

A. A Republican; he had a Republican ticket and was a Republican. 

Q. White man or colored? 

A. Colored, 

Q. What was his name? 

A, I don't know his name, now. 

Q. Who told you that you couldn't act there that day, that you was too late? 

A. I was told by Mr. Wood and Mr. Mellwain; in fact all of them said I 
couldn't serve. 

Q. What did you say to them in — 2 5 n 

A. I asked them why they objec I told them I was a; ted by the 
United States clerk as supervisor, and wanted to know upon what und they 
excluded me. They said because I didn’t get there before 8 O and they 
claimed it was a quarter past 8 by their time. 

Q. To what political party did these inspectors who told you you couldn't act 


belong? 
A. The Democratic party. I suppose the colored man belonged to the Repub- 


lican $ 
Q. 8 know him? 


A. No, sir; I don't know him. The others were all Democrats, 
Q 7 you not well acquainted with the competent colored men of that beat? 
Lam. 

Q. You say that you don't know this colored man who was put in there as 
inspector of election? 

A. No, sir; I think he was a professional; he was in the August election, and 
Ihave been told that he was there for several elections, this same man. 

Q. What made you say, then, that you supposed he was a Republican? 

A. Well, because all negroes are Republicans; that is why I suppose that he 
was a Republican. 5 

Q. What did you do when they ordered you to get out of the election-room? 

A. Lasked them: what objection they to my staying in, and they took a 
vote on me and decided that I must get out; that I was there too late to super- 
vise the box; that I had no more right in there than any other citizen. I went 
out the door and took down the names of each party as they went in to vote. 

a. How mney names did you take down that voted the Republican ticket 
on y 

A. Three hundred and seventy-two. 

Q. Did you take down the names of all the Republicans that voted at that 
beat on that day? 

A. I don’t know whether I did or not; I don't think I did. We commenced 
eae he down names when they ordered me out of the room, and we pro- 
cee to take down each man’s name and give him a ticket until about 3 o'clock; 
that time Mr. Mardis Wood came up ina and told me I was violating the 
election law ; said that I was intimidating voters. I asked him how; said that 
I was taking men’s names down as they voted,and that that was contrary to 
the law; if I didn't stop they. could put me in jail; that a warrant had been is- 
sued by Mr. Moody May to arrest Smith and others at the court-house far takin 
down names. He advised me if he was in my place he would stop that. I told 
him I would not violate any law of my country if I knew it, and if it was any 
violation of the law I would have the matter stopped. 

Q. Well, did you stop taking down the names? 

A. The men who were — me to take down the names got frightened 
while I was talking to Mr. and they stopped; there was some voted then, 
I don’t know how many, without having r names recorded. After Mr, 
Wood left Mr. McIlwain and another man called me off aside 


named Tom Woods 
and told me I must have the matter stop if I didn’t they would make out a 
parties down names and send us to jail. 


warrant and arrest me and the 


I told these men that were aking the names down to give Mr. Mellwain the 
list that they had: I think he tore it up. I think the names that were torn up 
were in a little book. 

Q. Why did you go to taking down names when you were ordered out of 
the election-room? 

A. I was satisfied that the Republicans had a majority in that beat and I 
wanted to see when the vote was counted how the vote 


stood. 
Q. About how many voters are therein that beat; I mean all the voters, if you , 


know? 

A. I think there are about 600, between 500 and 600, in that beat. 

Q. How many of the five orsix hundred voters that you say reside in that beat 
do you believe and know to be Republicans? P 

A. They are all Republicans except about 35 or 36 Democrats. 

Q. When you went to taking down the names at that beat that morning, who 
issued the Republican tickets to each voter? 


aoe issued some; C. H. Wyatt, J. H. Bean, and John Johnson issued some 
aw e. 


Q. Did you issue the ticket and take down the voter's name? 


ae did; from the time I got there until the polls closed, about 7 o'clock, I 
ink. 


Q. Was John V. MeDuffie’s name on all of those Republican tickets that you 
issued to the Republicans on that day? 

A. It was on all of the Republican tickets, 

= ian you read and write? 


can, 

Q. Did you examine those tickets carefully to see that they were all Repub- 
lican tickets? 

A. I did. 

Q. When yon took down the names of the Republican voters on that day and 
gave them their tickets what did they do with them? 

A. They went right on and voted, went in the house. Isaw them vote. I 
got where I could see them put their votes in the box. 

Q. Was there nothing in the way to hinder you from seeing the voter from 
the time you gave him the ticket until he handed it to the — 25 officer whose 
duty it was to receive it? 

A. Nothing in the way; I was right in front of the door. 

Q. Then how many votes can you say that John V. McDuffie received at 
said election for member of Congress in your district at that beat? 

A. He got372; that was what we kept a list of. 

Q. How many more do you think he got besides what you kept a list of ? 

A. I can’t say exactly; I don't know how many; there were more voted, 
bry, bh than I got names. 

Q. But you say that there are over 50) Republican votersin that beat? 


A. Ido. 

Q yas Judge MeDuffie a popular candidate before the Republicans of your 
unty ? > 

nye He was very popular, and the only one voted for, the only Republican, 

It would seem as if some thought ought to be given to the solemnity 
of official oaths. Letohatchie 4 throws light upon the subject. 
The officers consisted of two Democratic inspectors; one colored Re- 
publican inspector, who could not read or write; two Democratic clerks; 
one Republican and one Democratic supervisor. The inspector first ap- 
pointed, a respectable colored man, who could read and write, presented 
himself at the proper time and wanted to act. The Democrats would 
not let him do so; nor would they let the Republican supervisor act. 
Those so driven out organized a separate poll. 

Two polls were then held. At the one about 30 voted and at the 
other 204. The one was Democratic and the other Republican. Re- 
turns came in from both boxes. That from the Democratic box claimed 
to have received 268 votes, which is about the full vote of the township. 
The Republicans claimed that the votes were not received and exam- 
ined the poll-list. The Jaw requires that it shall be kept by the offi- 
cers and each voter’s name entered thereon and numbered as received. 
This is the list (record, page 680): 7 5 


POLL-LIST, 


List of persons who voted at precinct No. 15, Letohatchie, in the county of 
Lowndes, State of Alabama, at an election held on the 6th day of Novem- 
ber, 1888. 


No. Names of voters. No. Names of voters, 
1 | J. W. Dickson. W.T. Jarrett, 
2 | W. T. Relſe. Lem. Brooks. 
3 | M.T. Williams, Sawney G: 
4 | A.J. Jenkins, C. P. Rogers, jr. 
5 | J. H. Jarrett. D. S. sone A 
6 W. H. Jones. Sam Holder. 
7 | Wm. Luckey. A. G. Grant. 
8 W. A. Luckey. Walter Jordan. 
9 | F.C. Claghorn. Taylor Osborn. 
10 J. Grant. Wash Morrell, 
11 J.J. Ledbetter. E. W. Ewing. 
12 J. A. Sanderson. Jack Robinson. 
13 W. W. Parmer, William Parmer, 
14 Josiah Harrison. Rheubin Morrell. 
15 | Nathan Morgan. Drue Mims, 
16 L. M. Lamar. J.C. McPherson, 


17 W. R. Relfe, 
18 W. P. Bullock. 


E. L. Sanderson. 
S. A. Satterwhite, 
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19 C. M. Grant E. L. Rogers. 

20 F. M. Holmes. J. W. Cook. 

21 C. E. McDonald, J. S. Alexander. 

22 J. L. Maynard. J. L. Balzer. 

23 J. E. Holmes. J. A. Grant. 

24 J. E. Tremble. Pompey Alexander. 
25 T. S. McCall. John Alexander. 
26 Ino. Mims, Regent Adams. 

27 H. J. Whitney. Joe Alexander. 

28 T. L. S. Grace. Spencer Arrington. 
29 | C. W. Powell, sr. Dave A 

30 | R. M. Moncrif. Henry E. Brown. 
31 Floyd Lowery. Nelson Bibb. 

32 | Wi Bush. George Bibb, 

33 | C. P. Rogers, sr. Young Broughton, 
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66 | Tom Broughton, “ 167 | Henry Harrison. 
67 k Bruce. 168 Wash Ivey. 

68 | Lewis Bruce. 169 | Lee Ivey. 

69 | Ed. Bell. 170 | Jake Ivey. 

70 | Nathan Bruce, 171 | Jerre Ingram 

71 | Dan Bruce. 172 | Aaron pg Sm 

72 | J. D. Ledbetter, 173 | Berry Jon Ir. 
73 | Sydney Bruce, 174 B. G. Jordan 

74 | Jno. Bruce, 175 | Wm. Jordan, 

75 | Frank Bruce. 176 | Wm. Jordan, jr. 
76 | George Bibbons. 177 | Ike Jordan. 

77 | Tom Brown. 178 | Wm. Julian. 

78 | Buck Brown. 179 | Nelson Jones, 

79 | Watson Brown. 180 | Tom Jackson. 

80 Jack Bibb. 181 | Isam Jackson. 

81 | Nelson Jones. 182 | Jim Jackson. 

82 BillGregry. . 183 | Jack Johnson. 

83 | Jeff Johnson. 184 | Sol Johnson. 

84 | William Ellis, 185 | Floyd Jordan. 

$5 | Joe Bolling. 186 | Clem Jones. 

$6 | Alterd Bird. 187 | Casey Jones, 

87 | Dave Brothers, 188 | Jim Jones. 

88 | Lewis Bryant. 189 | Eli Johnson. 

89 | Frank Boykin, 190 | Peter Jefferson. 
90 Bruce. 191 Cuby Kinnig. 

91 | Alex Bush, 192 | Geo. Knox. 

92 | Dave Boykin. 193 | Jack. Knox. 

93 | Wilkin Brown, 191 | Thomas Knox. 
94 | Balem Bell. 1%5 | Dave Knox. 

95 | Coleman Brown, 196 | Jeff. Kendricks. 

96 | Ben Beasley. 197 | Sam, Knight. 

97 | Dick 198 | Monroe Knox. 

98 | Robert t. 199 | W. W. Knox. 

99 Dan Brown. 200 | Lewis Haywood. 
100 | Wilkin Crook. 201 | Sam. Lewis. 
101 Peter Cook, 202 | Calo Lewis 

102 | Ni È 203 | Nathan Lewis. 
163 | Crawford Carter, 204 | Horace Lewis. 
104 | Jno. Cooper. 205 | Leo Lewis. 
105 | Zack Cane. 206 | Moses Laprade. 
106 Wesley Calvin. 207 | John Lee. 
107 | Carson. 208 | Manuel Lose. 
108 | Fenton Cook. 209 | Henry Lamar. 
109 | Tom Cook. 210 | Jim Lamar. 
110 William Cheeks. 211 | Manuel Lafayett, 
111 James Cook, 212 Ransom Lloyd. 
112 Tobe Carr. 213 | Anderson Lewis. 
113 Harry Cook, 2M | Harrison Lewis. 
114 Allen Cole. 215 Lewis Means 

115 Tony Da 216 | William Means. 
116 Jeff Davis. 217 | Jim McQueen 
117 | William Danles. 218 | Ne M; 
118 | Dennis Donaldson, 219 ian 
119 | B. F. Dean, 220 | Sam. Mushat. 
120 | John Dean, 221 8 ns. 
121 | Jack Dickson, 222 | Joe. Moseley. 
122 $ 223 | Frank Moseley. 
123 | Sam 2 224 Charles McCall. 
121 | William Durden, 225 | Joe McCall. 
125 | Henry Darby. 226 | Ike McKenzie. 
126 Tom y. 227 | Frank Macklamore, 
127 | Peter Dickerson, 228 | Panl Moore. 
129 | Mose Darby. 229 | Neal Mangum. 
129 | Sandy Easterly. 230 | Alex. Means. 
130 | ae Easterly, 231 | Chas. Moore. 
131 Elij more. 232 | Tolbert Morrell, 
132 | George Ewing. 233 | Robt. Martin. 
133 | Monroe Phifer. 234 | Cato Moncrief. 
131 Ben. Fuse. 235 | Joe Nettles. 
135 | Peter Fales. 236 | John Nelson, 
135 | Peter Foster. 237 | Anderson McDonald, 
137 | Moses Frinley. 238 | Anderson McLean. 
138 J. M. Foster. 240 | Robt. Mangum 
139 Frank Gains. 241 | Griffin McQueen. 
140 | Calvin Graves. 242 bert Moore. 
141 | Edward Griggs. 243 | Thomas Mock. 
142 | Eli Griggs. 244 | John Osborn. 
143 | Joe. Goodley, 245 n, Osborn 
144 | Alex. Gadsden. 246 | Gus. Osbyrn. 
145 | Julius Graves. 247 | Sampson Osborn. 
146 | Pleasant Green, 248 | Henry Osborn, 
147 | Jim Green, 249 | Sam. Perryman. 
148 | Oliver Goodley, 250 | Moses Primus. 
149 8 n. 251 Tom Perdue. 
150 Tom Gerham. | 252 John Parks. 
151 Abe Goodson, 253 James Perry. 
152 | Gilbert Giles. 254 | Adam Payne. 

153 | Beal Gri, 255 | Joam Parker. 
154 Charles Green. 256 | Jim Powell. 

155 | Tom Garreson. 257 | Johnson Powell. 
156 | Solomon Graves. 258 | Nero Parmer. 

157 | Ned Graves. 259 | London Pickett. 
158 | Jno. Graves. 260 | Abe Phifer. 
159 | Henry Jiles, 261 | Stewart Patterson. 
160 | Henry Goodman. 262 | Bruce Parmer. 
161 Joe Givan. 263 | Henry Perdue. 
162 | W. A. Brown. 264 | Henry Powell. 
163 | Ned Hurst. 265 | Johnson Pickett. 
164 C. L. W. Hamilton. 266 | Isum Relfe. 

165 | Ben. Hickmond. 267 | Adam Sanderson. 
166 | Geo, Hautman. 268 | Robert Simington. 

INSPECTORS’ CERTIFICATE TO POLL-LIST, 
We, the undersigned, duly appointed and acting i rs of an election held 
in et No, 15, in the coun: Lowndes, State of Alabama, on the 6th day 
of November, 1888, hereb; 


Names of voters. 
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| List of persons who voted at precinct No. 15, etc.—Continued. 


y that the foregoing list, 


JUNE 3, 


is a true and correct poll-list of the election held in said precinct on said day. 
And we further that said election was for ten electors for President and 


‘| Vice-President of the United States, and for Representative in the Fifty-first 


Congress of the United States from the district of Alabama, 
Given under our hands this the 6th oy of November, A. D. 1888. 
. W. DICKSON, 
A. J. JENKINS, 
SAWNEY (his x mark) GRIGGS, 
Inspect 


ors. 

I, T. L. S. Grace, a N. P. and commissioner, hereby certify that the above is 
a correct copy of the poll-list of Letohatchie beat, No. 15, Lowndes County, 
State of Alabama, as examined by me. 


T. L. S. GRACE, 
N. P. and Commissioner. 


One can hardly imagine that a person with ordinary regard for the 
truth would pretend that this was a bona fide poll-list, and yet such 
is the testimony of A. J. Jenkins and J. W. Dickson, the Democratic 
inspectors (pages 512 and 514). It has every mark of an alphabetical 
list of names, but that it should be a list of voters as they voted is 
ridiculous, Besides, the third inspector, Sawney Griggs, though he 
could neither read nor write, could see and had some recollection of 
what took place. He says the men therein named did not all vote, 
and names nine whom he knows did not vote (page 668), and others 
who did not live in the precinct or even the county. 

Some residents of the precinct whose names appear on the list as 
voting were called as witnesses and testified that they did not vote. 
They are: Dave Knox (page 667), Joe Alexander (page 671), John 
Alexander (page 670), Ike Jordon (page 670), Berry Jordon (page 670), 
Jake Ivy (page 666). 

There is only one inference from this state of facts—with a poll-list 
self-contradictory and erg {Peers if it could be supported, and oaths 
of many thereon that they did not vote and the oath of one of the in- 
2 against the list and return—and that is, the whole thing is a 

ud. 

The inspector who got up the return had actual control of the elec- 
tion and acted fraudulently in receiving the ballots, in registering the 
names of the voters, in counting off and making the return. Their 
e of office was without power to control and seemingly to influence 

em. 

To illustrate to what extremes of fraud the friends of the contestee 
will go in their efforts to elect him let us next look at Hayneville pre- 
einct, Lowndes County. It will be remembered that throughout this 
county the appointing board had undertaken to — the whole list 
of poll ins rs to make them more subservient to their wish, or, to 
express it in the lan of a witness, ‘‘ Because the county could not 


be carried for Turpin with the that had been appointed.“ 
They were too honest or too in t. Though within the thirty 
days’ limit before which they had to be appointed, a change was un- 


dertaken and ordered. 

Election morning came, and the hour, 8 o’clock, to open the polls at 
Hayneville. One of the first appointed inspectors appeared and no 
others. As required by law he organized the poll from the electors pres- 
ent and had it opened. It is proper to say thatif he had been no officer 
whatever and ap; at the polling place and no officer appeared at 
the time, it was his right to organize the poll, and the box would be the 
only legal box. The voting had commenced and gone on for twenty 
minutes. One of the Democratic partisans appeared. He opened an- 
other poll. This was contrary to the statute. Voting continued all 
day at both boxes. When the polls were closed and the counting off 
had taken place the Democratic sheriff appeared and by threats pre- 
vented the first-named inspector from signing, with the others, the re- 
sult of the count from the first box. 

This was afterwards corrected, but how, is best stated by the testi- 
mony itself. This first inspector was a colored school teacher. I read 
from the record (page 685) evidence of W. E. Carson: 


Q. How was that election grey ad 

A. We placed the tickets in the box and the clerks put his name on the poll- 
list just as it was cast. 

Q. What time did you close the election? 

A. About 5 o’clock in the pba 

Q. What did you do with the ballots after the election ? 

A. We counted votes and put them in the box and sealed the box and turned 
it over to the returning officer, 

Q. Did you make a statement in writing showing the number of votes cast, 
for whom cast, and for what office, and did you and the other inspectors sign 
that statement? 

A. We did, and put it in the box with other papers. 

Q. How many votes were cast for John V. McDuffie as Representative in Con- 
gress for the Fifty-first Congress of the United States? 

A. Two hundred and seventy-two or 282. 

Q. In what place did you hold that election? 

A. On the publicsquare in building known as the Joe Loyd store. 

Q. Were there any other voting or polls open at any other place that day in 
Hayneville? 2 

A. There was. 

Q. Was it before or after you opened? 

A. Three-quarters of an hour x we opened the polls. 

Q. won you and the other persons that held that election qualified electors? 

A. We were. 

Q. State whether before this election and during the canvass that you heard 
any one say that he intended to use his influence to have John V. McDuffie 
counted out; and, ifso, who made the declaration? 

A. W. E. Haines, the sheriff ot this county, said that he would use every 
effort he had to beat him because he hadn't treated him right; don't remem- 
ber that he said anything about counting him out, 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5561 


Q. Was it not generally understood 


by the sheriff and others that the only 
way that they could beat John V. MeDuftie 
A. It yas. 


was to count him out? 


a s s$ * e 
Cross-examination by J. L. Holmes, attorney for contestee: 


Q. When was the count of the vote had? 
A. On the night of the election. 
Q. When were the returns made out and signed? 
A. On the same night. Š 
Q. Did you sign the returns that night? 
A. I did not. 
When did you sign the returns? 
The next morning. 
Q. When did the other inspectors sign them ? 
A. The night of the election, 
Q. y did you not sign thein the night of the election? 
A. Through fear of my own interest. 
Q. Who persuaded you next day tosign them? 
A. My wile. 
$ * + = s . 


Q. You said in your cross-examination that vou did not sign the statement 
of the result of the election on the night of the election through fear of your 
own interest; did any one call on you that night and tried to persuade you not 
to sign said returns? 

A. Yes, there was as to persuasion. 

Q. Was it a Democrat or a Republican? 

K. A Democrat. 

Was it on account of what was said to you there by this Democrat that you 
failed to sign the returns that night, and did your wife in persuading you to sign 
said returns say anythingother than that she would be a man and do her duty, 
and act honestly and fairly in the matter, 

A. It was on account of what was said to me on that night that I failed to sign 
the returns; she said it. 


$ e 

Q. You stated in your redirect examination that 
night of the election by a certain Democrat; give h 

A. I refuse to do it, 

Q. What was said to you by said Democratin persuading you not to sign said 
. That if I did sign it, that I wouldn't get any schools to teach in Lowndes 
County, and I have been deprived of one school that had been promised me. 

Q. Did said Democrat threaten you in any manner? 

A. He did not, only as above stated, 

These two returns came to the county board of supervisors, all Dem- 
ocrats. They threw out the first or only legitimate box and counted 
the second and illegitimate box, and though the proof is overwhelming 
(pages 711, 731, 739, 751, 754) that only 54 voted at the second the 
return from it was 158, and the county board so counted and disre- 
garded the first box. 

How a bolder or more desperate piece of fraud can be perpetrated it 
is hard to imagine. Every provision of the law is ignored in the pre- 
liminaries to an election, then the lawful box is thrown into contempt 
before the people, a bogus box is foisted upon them, and an officer of 
the legal box threatened by an officer of the law until he stands in fear 
and dare not discharge a duty he is sworn to perform. 

The effort is to darken the pages of crime by official sanction and 
action; make that which was a crime a virtue, and turn the power of 
law to the defense instead ol the prosecution of wrong; by the single 
crime of a bogus ballot-box defy the law and its officers, rob the voters 
of the district of that most sacred of rights, a voice in the representa- 
tion, take from the candidate his just estate, and insult the dignity and 
honor of this House by forcing upon it as a member one who is not 
entitled to a seat therein. 

There is a ridiculous side to this whole matter. That the contestee 
considered himself capable of perpetrating a huge farce and having it 
well received may be illustrated by the Burnsville precinct. It Fai 
been aptly commented upon by the chairman in our report, and I 
shall refer to it only for the purpose stated. It is a precinct that has 
400 to 500 colored votes and 20 to 40 whites. The returns gave Tur- 
pin 475 and McDuffie 22, A bogus box was discovered concealed, and 
was stolen by the Republicans. The Democrats evidently intended to 
substitute it for the original and had stuffed it for the purpose. Its 
disappearance interfered with Democratic plans, and when its absence 
was discovered it was too late to make a further substitntion. 

The time to count had come. What was to be done? Nothing bet- 
ter occurred than to postpone. But how and for what? There are twenty 
negroes out in the road, and they can not count off for fear of them 
they are too clamorous for the returns! So two inspectors stay in the 
room and pretend they have the box while the third, a Democrat, se- 
cretly carries it off 3 miles away, with another, by themselves. It is 
counted the next day, probably when they had gotten another 500 
Democratic tickets with which to fix it to their taste (page 756). 

But look at what we are asked to believe! That the return and box 
are honest, when their custodians have been discovered in an effort to 
substitute a stuffed box, when they have delayed counting the origi- 
nal under a pretended fear of a few negroes barred from the room and 
in the street and comparatively insignificant in numbers, and who, ac- 
cording to official returns, were the natural guardians of the box in the 
proportion of twenty to one. Has it come to this, that anything, how- 
ever absurd, if only set up without a blush, shall be accepted graciously? 
Let it be so, but let it not be forgotten that it is also ridiculous. 

But the frauds in this case are endless. I can not go into more of 
them in detail. Time will not permit. There is the fraud at Pence 
precinct, where the box was carried off to a private house, not guarded, 
and counted the next day; the fraud at Brown’s beat, where the poll- 
list only was signed the night of election, and not the tally-sheet or 


ou was threatened on the 
name and residence, 


returns, and so put in the box. Thenextday, when seen again by the 
supervisor, the box had been tampered with, and later, when the box 
came before the county board, the tally-sheet and returns had all been 
made up for Turpin and were duly signed; the fraud at Marion precinct, 
whereby a stuffed box was substituted for the original; the fraud at 
Gordonsville, whereby there was another substitution of a stuffed box 
for the original; the frauds at St. Clair and Mitchell’s Mill, from which 
places duplicate returns were made to the county board from pretended 
duplicate Democratic boxes though they had never been heard of before; 
the almost universal frauds of tampering with boxes and returns, the 
frauds practiced on Federal supervisors to prevent them from discharg- 
ing their duties; the fraud apparent from the wholesale manner and ease 
with which returns were rejected because of a complexion not satis- 
factory to county boards; the fraud whereby every effort was made to 
prevent contestant from taking his testimony. 

The polling-hoxes throughout this district are extemporized affairs, 
usually cigar-boxes, sometimes a shoe-box or tin box, though a box is 
provided by law. Too much can not be said in reprehension of this 
practice, It reflects on the officers and is evidence of a predisposition 
on their part to invite and encourage fraud. 

Letit not be forgotten that the mivority in their report admit frauds 
to the extent of over 4,000; nor that this district has a historic reputa- 
tion for frauds of the kind proven in this case; nor that in previous 
Congresses and even under Democratic control Republican contestants 
have been seated over Democratic contestees; nor that the normal and 
natural complexion of the district is 20,000 Republican, and was made 
so purposely by Democratic State legislation; nor that the sentiment 
there prevailing is in the direction that it is an honorable boast, and 
has been since 1880 at least, that any one who can put his hand into 
a ballot-box and can not there find a Democratie majority is too honest 
and too conscientious to hold office in the district. 

Is there any wonder, with this catalogue of crimes and practices of 
the friends of contestee, engaged in almost without apology or effort to 
conceal, that this committee should conclude on a careful calculation 
of majorities that the 13,000 claimed by contestee is turned into 4,000 
for contestant? It will not to any fair unbiased judgment. In fact, 
it will appear that seemingly the contestee’s friends thought by the 
largeness of their claim to avert investigation and by the enormity of 
their frauds to hold possession. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. OATES. Mr. preg it is lamentably trae that in recent years 
the members of this House, who are the constitutional judges of the 
election, returns, and qualifications of its members, do not give that at- 
tention to contested-election cases which their importance and their 
just decision demand. This, however, is not altogether due to indif- 
ference and partisan spirit, but is to some extent attributable to the 
vast amount of work which claims the attention of members to such a 
degree that they are unable to consider all of these cases as they merit. 
But the practice has become too common for the members of both sides 
of the House simply to take the report that comes from their political 
side of the committee and follow that report blindly, without investi- 
gating or seeking to know the truth. l 

Now, all that I ask for my colleague [Mr, TURPIN] is that this case 
may be tried according to the law and the evidence in the record of 
the case. Whenever we depart from the law we are groping in error. 
It is an easy matter for lawyers to ascertain the weight of the evidence 
by a brief examination of the facts. It is also too common for us to 
employ our technical knowledge of the law to so construe it as not to 
apply it fairly as it should be applied in these cases. Human hature 
is very much the same in all of us; and it is quite natural that our 
prejudices, that our leanings, should be in favor of our party associates, 

I confess—and I say it in all candor—that in the investigation of 
a contested-election case where it isa mere matter of doubt in my mind 
as to who is elected I resolve the doubt in favor of my party associate, 
and I believe it is right to do that. But present to me a clear case 
where a Republican has been elected and I will ever exhibit such a 
sense of duty while I am a member of this House as to rise above party 
and record my vote to give him that which is his. Iam in favor of 
honesty in elections, honesty in the trial of contests here, and in all 
the relations of life. 

Now, in order that we may investigate this matter in the gine’ light, 
I ask the attention of the House for the brief time I shall occupy the 
floor to the condition of this district and the relative position therein 
of the two rival parties for a seat on this floor. 

This district, composed of five counties, is properly designated the 
Black District.” I freely admit that the Legislature in making this 
district did not ‘‘gerrymander’’ as is sometimes done, bringing to- 
gether counties that merely touch each other, but in pretty compact 

orm they threw these five counties together, making a district which, 
as was remarked at the time, would belong to the negroes. 

The first Representative elected by that district after that apportion- 
ment in 1875 was of that race, Since that time there has never been 
one of that race who has been able to carry the district nomination, 
not even one has been able to get the nomination of his party in the 
district. It has been the case ever since the first that the white men 
of the Republican party in that district have succeeded in getting the 
nomination, though to my knowledge it has usually engendered wide- 
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spread discontent and frequently caused an independent colored can- 
didate to run. f A i 
The contestant in this case, Judge McDuffie, went to Alabama as one 


of the class known as carpet-baggers, a long time ago. He has con- 
tinued to reside there so long that I do not think any odium should 
atiach to him on that account, provided he conducts as a gen- 


tieman, as he has now been a citizen there for twenty years. But how 
does he stand with his party in that district? Why, sir, he was the 
probate judge in Lowndes County for several years probably has held 
other offices therein. He combined with the Democrats when they 
were divided and had rival tickets, and supported what was known as 
the regular Democratic ticket but a few years ago; and he did it ina 
manner which was offensive to some of his political associates. 

In addition to that his name figured in a convention of what were 
known in Alabama as the White Liners“ of the Republicans in that 
State—a convention held at Birmingham not a great while ago—an as- 
sociation of Republicans who advocate the organizing and building up 
of a white Republican party; and every man who is known to belong 
to that league or association or to favor that idea is unpopular with his 
negro friends of the Republican party; for at the time that convention 
was held there was another convention held com of n and 
white Republicans, who were opposed to that policy, and much bitter 
feeling between the two factions was exhibited. 

Mr. ROWELL. Will you allow me one moment? Iam informed 
that you are mistaken in your statement that Judge McDuffie was ever 
in any convention of that kind in your State. 

Mr. OATES. Istated that he was named in the newspapers as being 
at Birmingham in the convention of White Liners.“ He knows 
whether it is so or not. 

Mr. ROWELL, He says he wrote aletter declining to be there and 
protesting against it. 

Mr. OATES. Then I withdraw my statement. 

Mr. TURPIN. Iam free to say I do not think he was there. 

Mr. OATES. Isimply saw a statement in the newspapers that he 
was there. I do not believe that the newspa always tell the truth, 
though I like toread them. I ir value and influence; 
but I do not believe hog fray $ see in the newspapers to be true, 

Now, on the other hand, Mr, Turpin, a prominent Democratic citizen 
of one of the counties of the district, is a farmer and a country mer- 
chant; and, whether or not the statement be a correct representation 
of his political standing and principles at the time of this campaign, 
I have seen and read the statement in the testimony that some of his 
negro e gave as the reason why they were enthusiastic in sup- 
porting him that he was in favor of tariff protection and in favor of 
the Blair educational bill. I ha; to know personally one of those 
supporters who, as the evidence oses, was very active in behalf of 
Mr. Turpin, a colored man named Green. I served in the Legislature 

_with him; and he isaman of much more than the ordinary intelligence 
and ability of his race. He was upon the stump for Mr. Turpin. A 
newspaper, too, owned and edited, I believe, by colored men—a Repub- 
lican newspaper—advocated Mr. Turpin’s election in its every issue. 
And the probabilities are—I know nothing except as the record dis- 
closes the fact—that a larger number of the colored voters voted for 

him at that election than is usual in elections in that State. 

Nov, the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Comstock] read an inter- 

view with myself, published in a newspaper, in which I am quoted as 
saying that 90 per cent. of the negroes were Republican or rather that 
not more than 10 per cent. of the colored voters in Alabama are Dem- 
ocrats and vote that ticket. I believe I made about such a statement 
as that; and I will here repeat that I do not believe, taking it on an 
average, that is a fair estimate; it is not the same in every locality; 
in some localities a much larger percentage are Democrats, I mean those 
who vote the Democratic ticket all the time, tban in other places, while 
in some localities nearly all vote the Republican ticket when they vote 

at all; but taking it on the average, in my opinion, not more than 10 
per cent. of the negroes voluntarily voted the Democratic ticket. 

Now, when I say ‘‘ voluntarily” I do not mean to be understood 
that any one in my State is ever com to vote or abstain from 
voting; for I do not believe it. But a larger number of those who are 
Republicans, if they vote uninfluenced, would vote the Republican 
tieket. I believe 90 per cent. would so vote, if uninfluenced. I do not 
mean to say that they all vote, by any means, for, as a matter of fact, 
they donot. Now, Ido not wish to be misund I mean by un- 
influenced” that if they are not persuaded, if they voluntarily go upon 
their ee and no electionetring is carried on, as it is all over 
the country, North as well as South, among white men, that about 10 

cent. only will vote the Democratic ticket in Federal elections. But 

y skillful electioneering and kind treatment and fair means a much 

r percentage can be voted, and are voted, in every doubtful district; 

while in county and State elections a greater percentage than that vote 
with the Democrats. 

It is impossible, however, to determine just the percentage of the 
colored voters who will vote the one way or the other in any given lo- 
cality. It may be, and indeed it is highly probable, from their under- 

ing of what was involved in the race between these two gentle- 
men, that a much larger percentage of those who voted at this election 
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voted for Mr. Turpin; I mean of those who call themselves Republicans 
and who usually vote with that party. But that is least of the ques- 
tions here. 

Now, my friend from Minnesota who argued this case very fairly from 
his standpoint, fell into a grave error which is quite common, and 
although my time is quite limited I will mention it here, for it is a 
matter which I think I understand, having thoroughly investigated it. 
His theory, as to finding the number of voters, by dividing the popu- 
lation by the number five, is a theory that does not apply to the two 
races alike, I have examined and applied it in several States, and I 
will show how it works in Alabama as an illustration, The census 
of 1880 shows, in round numbers, that there were 600,000 colored people 
and 662,000 white people in the State of Alabama. According to the 
number five theory you will have about 120,000 colored voters, and 
you will have 132,000 white voters. But what is the fact? 

The same authority, the census, gives you the number of males of 
each race who are of voting age and upwards, and what is the result? 
You have but 118,000 colored voters and 141,000 white voters. So that 
this division of the gentleman, the one-to-five theory, does not give as 
many white voters as there actually are to be found among the whites; 
whereas it gives a greater number of voters to the colored race than 
you can find as belonging to it. 

Mr. ROWELL, I will say to the gentleman that we did not gre 
as much as the census shows in that district by the law of population. 

Mr. OATES. But you found the number of voters in the manner in 
which I have stated. 

Mr. ROWELL. But the census shows a larger number than we 


gave. à 

Mr. OATES. I have given you the information to show that the 
theory of the gentleman in respect to the number of voters belonging 
to the different races is wholly defective and unreliable. 

But, I wish to proceed now to the legal aspect of this case. In 
Lowndes County, it is contended by the majority of the committee that, 
because the Republican inspectors of the election were changed, it was 
a deliberate attempt at fraud and tainted the election through out. 
That will not do, Mr. Speaker; that is not a correct position. The 
law itself—the statute—provides that a representative of the opposing 
party shall be appointed one of the three inspectors at each polling 
place, if a suitable person can be found. 

Mr. ROWELL. If practicable. 

Mr. OATES. Well, if it is practicable. I accept that language. 
Now, while I think ibly it would have been better not to make 
a change in Lowndes County, there is a reason giyen for the change made 
in the list of Republican tors. Whether fs a good reason or a bad 
one it is nothing for nor against the election more than a suspicious cir- 
eumstance, and when you apply the crucial test to it of sworn testi- 
mony it is not sufficient to set aside the returns or to convict the in- 
spectors and other witnesses of having sworn falsely. 

Now, in this county, at several precincts, in pursuance of one general 
plan in the interest of himself, the contestant advised that separate 
outside polls should be opened, not by any officers appointed for the 
purpose of holding the election, but by his partisans and in open defi- 
ance of law; and we find in another county—Perry, I believe—Dr. Hus- 
ton, an intelligent Republican who had been appointed United States 
supervisor, declining to exercise the duties incident thereto, resigning 
that position and organizing an outside and independent poll at which 
nearly 1,000 votes were taken in and reported for contestant, all of 
which were illegal and ought not to be counted. 7 

None of the ballots received at the illegal polls in this or in Lowndes 
County should be counted. They were rejected d the county boards of 
supervisors, and in that way the majority returned for the sitting mem- 
ber was much larger than it otherwise would have been. What was the 
use of these outside independent polls? It was the assertion and exer- 
cise of the higher law in utter disregard of the laws of the State. There 
is not the first legal principle that can be cited or has been cited on the 
other side in support of the report of the committee to uphold any such 
practice. It presents an open, flagrant defiance of the statute law of the 
State, without which there could not have been any election held. 

Mr. BERGEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. OATES. I willif it pertains to this subject. 

Mr. BERGEN. Does not the law of Alabama provide that when the 
inspectors are not at the polling places at the proper time the citizens 
shall organize a poll? 

Mr. OATES. The law provides that when the inspectors do not ap- 
pear at the time prescribed in the statute, any three qualified voters 
may open the polls and hold the election; and it is perfectly lawful. 

Mr. BERGEN. Now the gentleman, as I understand it, is directing 
his attention to the legal points in this case. 

Mr. OATES. Yes. 

Mr. BERGEN. And the first point he has madeis that it was merely 
a trivial circumstance that they changed the inspectors within the time 
provided by Jaw. Now—— 

Mr. OATES. Ido not yield for an argument, Mr. Speaker. I can 
not do that. My time is too limited. Iam proceeding to make my 
point, which is this: We have in this country no voters except in pur- 
suance of law, and statute law at that. f 
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Mr. CRISP. Referring to what has been said, the Uniontown polls 
opened ly at 8 o’clock. 

Mr. OATES. In respect to Uniontown, where Dr. Houston opened 
the poll, the fact is that the regular inspectors opened their polling 
place at the proper hour. In regard to the other places, at Hayneville 
and other points in Lowndes, the outside polling places were organized 
and opened, not at the usual place, not at the legal place, and, I believe, 
not until after the regular inspectors had organized. 

Mr. BERGEN. Because they were driven out. 

Mr. OATES. There is no evidence that they were driven out. 

Mr. BERGEN. Plenty of it. 

Mr. OATES. None in the world. Ihave never seen any evidence 
of it, and certainly there is none eited in the majority report, and it 
would have been had there been any such evidence in the case. 

Mr. CRISP, Ask him to cite one case. There is not one case. 

Mr. OATES. Thegentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BERGEN] is tak- 
ing too much of my time. 

Now, I want to proceed to establish the point which I was about to 
make. It is not a valid objection to an election that illegal votes were 
received if they did not change the result. The true rule is this: 

If opportunity to vote is given to all alike and if those who abstain 
from voting do so of their own fault or negligence, then those who do 
attend and vote have the right to decide the result; but in a case where 
those who fail to vote constitute a large proportion of the voting pop- 
ulation-and where they do not have an opportunity to vote, there can 
be no valid election. Elections in the South during the progress of 
the rebellion were accordingly held valid where there was an opportu- 
nity for the great body of electors to participate. 

None of those who voted at these unauthorized polls ever offered to 
vote at the polling places held by the regular and legal inspectors, and 
hence their votes can not be counted. 

Now, the election law of Alabama was the law of this case. No elec- 
tion could be held except in pursuance of this law, and the statute, 
section 344, provides for election precinets. Section 345 prescribes the 
method of their establishment, vesting the authority to do so in the 
board of county commissioners. The places of voting are established 
by them. Orders for the same are recorded. All is entered of record. 

And now, as to the of voting, I wish to call attention to the 
fact that at Hayneville, the county town of Lowndes County, wherea 
separate poll was held outside of the regular one, there was no objec- 
tion to the Republican officer appointed to act with the two Democrats. 
There was no objection to his serving. There was no attempt on the 
part of Republicans to vote there. They were not driven away; but 
they opened a poll independent of the other, separate from it by some 
considerable distance, away from the court-house, and they returned 
nearly 300 votes for the contestant, all of which were illegal, yet the 
majority of the Committee on Elections count them for the contestant. 

Now, section 349 of the statutes of Alabama reads as follows: 

The court-house is the poe of holding elections in the precinct or ward in 
which it is situated, and elections must be held at such places in the other pre- 
cincts or wards as are now designated by law for that purpose or may hereafter 
be designated by the board of county commissioners, but no change shall be 
made within less than sixty days before any election. 

The legal inspectors held their poll in the court-house while the self- 
constituted inspectors held their poll in another part of the town. 
Yet the majority of this committee set aside the returns made by the 
regularly appointed officials and counted this outside return where the 
election was held in violation of the law. It was not held at the court- 
house, the place prescribed by law, but at a different place. It is in 
keeping with the report of the committee in other respects. They 
have reported against the regular returns, when the latter are sustained 
by law and by the most abundant evidence, and have counted in their 
stead illegal returns, 

I will not have time to read much of the evidence here, but I invite 
the attention of gentlemen to the following in regard to Lowndes 
County as an illustration of the action of the committee at other places. 

In respect to Lowndesborough precinct, which is attacked by one wit- 
ness, G. T. McCall, who was a Republican ticket-holder, here is a sum- 
mary of the material points in his testimony. He says (record, 747): 

Q. You say that you were engaged in issuing tickets there at that election 
that day; state about how many you issued. 

9 and some four or five others issued, I suppose, about 350 or 360 


Q. Were you about or near the polls during the time of voting? State whether 
or not these tickets and others you were issuing was voted or handed in to the 


pector. 
A. Iwas near the polls all day. Right on the unds, I seen a great part 
of them handed in didn't see l ii 127 


On cross-examination (record, 748) he says: 


Q. You stated in your direct examination that you and several others issued 
about 350 or 360 Republican tickets on the day of the election; how many of 
these did you issue yourself? 

A. I suppose I issued one-third of them. 

Q. Do you know as a fact how many you actually issued? I do not ask for 
your supposition, but for what you actually know. 

A. At one time I issued one-third of a hundred and fifty, and at another time 
I issued some more, and don't know as a fact how many I issued. 

Q. How many of the voters to whom you gave Republican tickets actually 
voted the ticket you gave them, if you know many? 

A. I give tickets to about seventy-five or one hundred, probably more, and I 
would say definitely that all of them voted them. 


Upon this testimony the majority proceed to set aside the returns 
which gave in 320, McDuffie 41, and, reversing the figures, give 
Turpin 41 and McDuffie 320; and while such action is startling when 
considered in the light of the testimony of the one solitary witness 
whose statements we have quoted, yet when we look at the evidence 
on behalf of the contestee, which we will now give, it is no less than 
astounding. | 

W. H. Merrett was asked (record, 536): 

Q. Were you present during the entire dax at the voting place? 

A. Most of the time during voting hours I was within 10 feet of where the 
vote was handed in to the inspectors. 

Do you know whether or not a large number of colored voters voted 
the Democratic ticket there that day? 

A. I personally gave them Democratic tickets, and, being in close proximity 
to where they passed them to the inspectors, know a large number voted 
ha We J VY Mabon, i U didate for Congress 

s as J. . Duffle a ular or un ular can te for Co amo 
the colored voters of your beat at said alsak on? oe 

A. By leaders, who controlled the masses of the Republican party, I consider 
MeDuffie unpopular and not their choice for Congress. I have heard the lead- 
ers of said party say as much, and that he was too close-fisted and they were 
tired of working for him for nothing. 


Now, I wish to call attention to some portion of the testimony of 
Judge Coffey, of that county, a gentleman whom I personally know. 
I undertake to say that there is not a member of the majority of the 
Committee on Elections of this House who if he knew that gentleman 
would not, as a juror in a jury-box, hang a man upon his testimony. 
No man in the State of Alabama has a better reputation. He says: 

I voted at Lowndesborough net on the 6th day of November, 1888, and was 
about or near the polls from 12 0’clock, noon, until 5o’clock p.m. Isaw agreat 
many colored voters cast their ballots for L. W. ‘Turpin, Fe e the leading 
and most jutelligent colored men of the beat. The colored men at Lowndesbor- 
ough beat have affiliated with the Democratic party ever since 1882. I knew 
the colored men voted the Democratic ticket, because they showed me their 
tickets, and I saw them deposited in the ballot-box. 

Q. Have you not an extensive acquaintance and 8 of the colored 
voters of this county as regards to their preference for voting? If so, state 
whether or not they vote solidly for one party. 

A. I have considerable 8 of the political predilection of the colored 
men of Lowndes County; they have never n solidly Republican since 1882; 
they have been divided on all opposing candidates in the county since 1882; in 
1886 they voted almost solidly for the Democratic ees 
their opponents, - 

I have not the time to read the whole of it. 

Mr. ROWELL, You do notread the cross-examination, that he had 
been on the Fusion ticket in the Federal elections in 1884, when the 
Democrats only got 44 and the Republicans got 369. 

Mr. OATES. I have not read it, but I will say to my friend from 
Illinois that whatever Judge Coffey swore to I will believe. Here is 
another gentleman whom I know to be well worthy of credit. That 
is Dr. Shirley Bragg. He testifies: . 

A. Iwas present and was on the ground the whole day. We had a fair turn- 
out there, but have seen larger crowds at the polls. I saw some of the colored 
voters vote for McDuffie and saw some of them vote for the regular Democratic 
ticket. My impression is that Seott Smith worked for the Democratic ticket 
and voted the Democratic ticket; he is a colored man. 

Q About what portion of the colored voters did you see vote for McDuffie 
and about what portion did you see vote for L. W. Turpin ? 

A. I saw about as many vote for L. W. Turpin as voted for McDuffie, is the 
best of my belief. 

Now, notwithstanding these two reputable and intelligent gentle- 
men swear that, and all the inspectors at the electiqu of Lowndes- 
borough swear thatit was conducted fairly and the bailots counted as 

eSa é 

Mr. ROWELL. Are you not mistaken about the inspectors being 
called at all or any of the clerks? 

Mr. OATES. I think they were. 

Mr. ROWELL. No, sir. 

Mr. OATES. Perhaps it was the deputy sheriff instead. 

Mr. ROWELL. No inspector or clerk was called. 

Mr. OATES. Whether there was any one else who swore to the 

fairness and honesty of that poll or not, I would believe the testimony - 
of Coffey and Bragg; and the contestant in this case would not doubt 
it. Ido not understand why this new appointment of a second set of 
inspectors is considered as being for a fraudulent purpose when the con- 
testant in this case stated that he was satisfied with their appointment. 

Mr. ROWELL. That was the first set. 

Mr. OATES. Which? 

Mr. ROWELL. That was the first set; not the second. 

Mr. OATES. I will read from the report: 

The report further declares, inferentially at least, that while the first appoint- 
ments were satisfactory to the contestahtthe second appointments were not, 
when in answer to the following question on cross-examinat: $ 

“Did not J. V. McDuffie express himself as being well satisfied with the per- 
sons appointed to hold the Con: ional election 18838?” 

Judge Coffey replied, “he did,” and in the lengthy deposition of the contest- 
ant we fail to find any denial of this expression of satisfaction upon his part 
with the second appointments, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the best evidence shall always beadduced. That 
is one of the first rules laid down in the law. Tosuch an extent has 


that been carried that where testimony was offered of a secondary 
character with reference to a matter engraved upon the coffin of a dead 
man the coffin was exhumed in order to ascertain whether the letters 
were there, that being the highest and best evidence. It is a rule 
without exception; and instead of calling for the ballots, which under 
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the law of Alabama are required to be kept, and putting them in 
evidence (and if they did not suit the purpose of the contestant he 
would not have been stopped from adducing other testimony), and in- 
stead of calling the voters where it is alleged that an improper count 
had been made, and have them testify how they voted, the contestant 
has resorted to mere hearsay evidence, which, if admissible at all, is 
the weakest kind of original evidence, to wit, that some ove kept a list 
of those to whom he gave Republican tickets; that he saw some of 
them go towards the polls and saw some of them deposit their tickets. 

It will not do toaccept such testimonyas that. AsIsaid in the out- 
set, a reasonable amount of. prejudice or leaning towards one’s polit- 
ical friends is nothing but right, But when we apply the law we find 
that they brought in nowhere sufficient evidence, but upon suspicion 
merely the committee sets aside the returns, and then upon inadmissi- 
ble and insufficient evidence give to the contestant all, andin some cases 
even more than, he claimed in his notice of contest, whereas they have 
in some cases reduced Turpin below the number conceded to him in the 
notice. Throw out all doubtfal polls and concede to contestant every- 
thing his evidence tends to prove, and then my colleague has a ma- 
jority of more than 6,000. That there were frauds and irregularities 

rpetrated in some parts of this district is inferable from the report of 
the minority as well as of the majority; but the universal rule is that 
each poll must be dealt with and must stand or fall upon its own 
merits. You can not, in accordance with law or justice or com- 
mon sense, make one universal charge of fraud on every county in the 
district because you find it outcropping in some places, but dealing 
with each on its own merits and according to the testimony to sustain 
the returns, the presumption of law being in favor of them, and it is 
impossible to find that the contestant in this case received a majority 
of the votes polled, 

Upon no legal authority can the votes received at the several illegal 
polls held by self-constituted inspectors be counted, and without them 
the contestant is defeated. The supreme court of California held in the 
case of McCune vs, Weller, 11 California (and McCrary on Elections 
adopts it as sound law)— 

That an election can not take place without statutory regulation. All the 
efficacy given to the act of casting a ballot is derived from the law-making 
power, and th: legislative enactment, and the Legislature must provide 
for and regulate the conduct of an election or there can be none.—McCrary on 
Elections, section 121, page 129. 

And yet the majority of the Committee on Elections have the temer- 
ity to ask this House to accept and count about 2,000 votes received 
contrary to law by men without authority to act as inspectors, upon no 

retext whatever except their suspicion that the inspectors appointed 

y legal authority would not hold the election fairly. Want of con- 
fidence in an officer authorizes the citizen to take the law into his own 
hands is the doctrine promulgated by your report. 

And, governed by the rules of evidence ani by the law applicable 
to the evidence, I am fully persuaded that the sitting member received 
a majority of the votes and ought to be retained in his seat. Of course 
I know nothing of the facts of my own knowledge. I go simply upon 
the examination that I have been able to make of the case, and I con- 
fess that it is not a very thorough one; but I have examined the re- 
ports of both the majority and the minority of the committee, and I 
am forced to the conclusion that the contestant has not made a case 
which entitles him to be seated instead of the sitting member. 

If the evidence is not satisfactory to this House that Mr. Turpin was 
duly and legally elected, send the case back to the people of the dis- 
trict for a further and fuller expression of their preference; it is not 
your province nor the province of this House to hold an election here for 
a member and seat a man whom the people of that district repudiated. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to occupy about thirty min- 
utes this afternoon and then to retain the balance of my time to close 
the case; so I will thank the Chair to call my attention to the fact 
when I have occupied thirty minutes. f 

My friend from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] indulges in some rather severe 
reflections upon the majority of the committee, and upon the majority’s 
side of the House, and also upon the reports that have been made in 
election cases and the action of the House upon those reports. I have 
only to say that when the history of the Fifty-first Congress shall be 
completed, and when all the reports, both the majority and minority, 
shall have been filed, I am willing that they shall go down to the 
future and to accept the judgment of all candid men upon the action 
of the Committee on Elections. 

I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that one Democrat re- 
mains in his seat in this House, when, if the committee had adopted 
the rule of law as laid down by the Elections Committee in the Forty- 
eighth Congress, he would have been turned out. I call his attention 
to the fact that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MOREY] was turned 
out of the Forty-eighth Hes Bre by the committee holding that eighty- 
four students’ votes which been cast for him were not legal votes. 
That was the ground taken by that committee, the Democratic portion 
of it, so his contestant was seated by a majority of some 32, those stu- 
dent votes standing precisely upon the same ground as the thirty stu- 
dent votes which have retained the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
PABRRETT] in his seat. I call his attention to the further fact that Mr. 


Peelle, of the Indianapolis district, was turned out of the Forty-eighth 
Congress upon the secret count of a friend of his competitor of the bal- 
lots in the ballot-box, a kind of evidence never before or since rec- 
ognized as worthy of credit. I call attention to the further fact that 
our colleague on the committee [Mr. O’FERRALL] was seated in that 
Congress upon the conclusion that negroes always vote the Republican 
ticket and upon the farther conclusion of law that the giving of a draft 
that did not happen to be cashed until a day or two after election was 
not a payment of taxes. y ; 

My colleague on the committee [Mr. Crisp] facetiously ‘‘nomi- 
nates’? Mr. Turpin as a candidate to be voted for here. I assure him 
that there will be an honest count here and no stuffing of the ballot- 
boxes, a condition of things that has not existed in the Fourth dis- 
trict of Alabama for the last ten years. 

Mr, CRISP. There has not always been a fair count here, either. 

Mr. ROWELL, Well, I do not know of any count here that has not 
been fair, but I say to my friend there will be an honest count in this case 
and no stuffing of the ballot-boxes. The gentleman from Georgia ob- 
jects to history. I call his attention to the fact that, a contested-elec- 
tion case coming before the House of Representatives, the evidence 
taken in Lee of law becomes a part of the history of the Con- 
gress of the United States, and that the history of the Fourth distriet 
of Alabama is a part of the evidence that goes to make up the judg- 
ment of the House upon the conduct of elections in that district—le- 
gitimate history and legitimate for consideration here. And in con- 
nection with that history I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact 
that that district has a Republican majority of about 20,000, I call 
his attention to the further fact that the overwhelming and almost un- 
contradicted testimony in this case is that nearly 95 per cent. of the 
colored men of that district when they vote vote the Republican ticket. 
I also remind the gentleman that the closing appeal to the House ot 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise], in his appeal to the House 
to be permitted to retain his seat, contained the declaration that if a 
dead negro could get back to earth the first thing he would do would 
be to vote the Republican ticket. [Laughter.] I call the attention of 
gentlemen on the other side of the House to the further fact that if the 
returns in this case are true then every white voter in that district 
voted for contestee, 11,800 black voters voted for contestee, and only a 
little over 5,000 of the black voters of the district voted for contestant. 
If these returns are true, every wherein the district the contestee got more 
than two colored votes to the contestant’s one and all the white votes 
and that 43 per cent. of the black voters staid at home, And yet, in ono 
single precinct, the one last spoken of by the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. OATEs]—Lowndesborough—one eager Democrat was able to swear 
that he thought Turpin got about as many colored votes as McDuffie 
did, although the returns gave Turpin 320 votes to MeDuffle's 41, or 
gave Turpin more than four times as many colored votes as it gave to 
MeDuffle! 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are certain general features which must sur- 
round a case of this character and to which I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House. The law of Alabama requires that the different par- 
ties shall have representation upon the election boards where that is 
practicable. . Does that mean that there are to be two intelligent Dem- 
ocratic judges and a ublican judge who can neither read nor write 
and who always votes the Democratic ticket? [Laughter.] Or does 
it mean that for the sake of intelligent scrutiny by represeutatives of 
both parties, in the interest of honest elections, there shall be intelli- 

nt men from both political parties acting as election officers? Now, 

undertake to say that where the e officers universally select 
to represent the minority party men unfit to represent that party be- 
cause of their lack of knowledge, it isas plain as the nose on a man’s face, 
no matter how big the nose may be, that there is an intention to de- 
feat the of the law and to prevent an honest count of the vote. 
My friend from Georgia thought it was a matter of violent 9 
ship if returning boards were of one political party. Why, the mem- 
bers of the State returning board of Alabama all belong to one polit- 
ical party. The county returning boards of every county in that State 
belong to one political party. They ignore the requirement of the law 
that when so organized they should call in representatives of the other 
political party. 

Now, I take Lowndes County, and I call the attention of the House 
to it. In 1886 there was a split in the Democratic party there; and 
there was a proposition to the Republican convention that if they would 
not make nominations and would assist one of the branches of the 
Democratic party thereafter they would give them an honest count in 
Federal elections. That proposition was submitted to a Republican 
convention and accepted. They joined that wing of the Democratic 
party (it is now held up as a matter of disgrace to the Republican con- 
testant here), they elected the candidate of that wing of the Democratic 
party, and there was, with the exception of three precincts, an honest 
count in Lowndes County, and contestant received over 1,500 majority. 

Mr. OATES. I referred to that not as a matter of disgrace to Judge 
MeDuffie at all, but only as a reason why some of his political associates 
found fault with him. I think it was a very good act on his part. 

Mr. ROWELL. His political associates in convention assembled ac- 
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cepted the proposition in order that they might get, once in awhile, an 
honest count of a vote which they knew never for ten years been 
honestly counted. He received over 1,500 majority. The evidence in 
this case as reported shows that he was entitled to over 1,700, the re- 
turns of two or three precincts having been fraudulent, 

In the innocence of his heart he supposed that agreement would be 
carried out at this election. He called the attention of one of the pre- 
cinct judges to the fact; and the judge said he thought it applied only 
to the one election; that if he had sup it continued he would not 
have counted out McDuffie; that Pat Coffey ought to have told him if 
the statute of limitations had not run upon the question of an honest 
count, [Laughter.] Pat Coffey was the county judge who had the 
appointment of precinct inspectors. He thought the contract was still 
in force; and he appointed an honest set of Republican inspectors for 
all the precincts. Then the contestee visited the county; and follow- 
ing that, the judge says, the sheriff, a Democrat of the county, and 
other people, came to Coffey and said that these Republican inspectors 
that he had appointed, being school-teachers, did not want toserve, did 
not want to take part in politics, and thereupon, on the recommen- 
dation of the Democratic sheriff and other persons, these inspectors 
having been legally appointed, so that their appointments could not be 
recalled, he goes to work and appoints an entirely different set of men 
to represent the Republican party as inspectors, only one or two of 
whom could either read or write, and most of whom were well known 
Democrats. Yet twelve of the number that had been first appointed 
turned up at the polls demanding their right toserve. Three of them 
were permitted to doso; and in those cases the returns came in accord- 
ing to party divisions. The others were refused the opportunity to act, 
Now, I ask my candid friend from Alabama [Mr. OATES], was that a 
violation of the law? Was there an honest purpose to have an honest 
election, or was there a dishonest purpose in the minds of somebody to 
violate the law and pave the way for fraud? He knows, as we all do, 
what the answer must be. 

Now, I call attention to the further fact that throughout this district, 
in nearly every one of the sixty precincts where evidence has been 
taken, there were intelligent, fairly well educated, trustworthy Re- 
vublicans; that in eight out of every ten of these sixty precincts the in- 
ease appointed to represent the Republicans were Democrats—negro 

mocrats—who could neither read nor write, or negro Republicans 
not trusted by their associates and who could neither read nor write. 
And wherever in this district a mistake happened to be made and an 
intelligent Republican appointed, that Republican was kicked out of 
the ing place, was not permitted to serve, and an ignorant man put 
in his place. 

That is the evidence unquestioned, uncontradicted—evidence upon 
which it is confessed that 6,000 of the 13,000 majority by which Mr. 
Turpin was counted in was fraudulent. Can you say that this does 
not sliow all through that district a determination to have a dishonest 
election? Why, Mr. Speaker, it is the only badge of political honor in 
that district that a man is a good ballot-box-stuffer or false counter. 
[Appiano on the Republican side.] Two men are to-day candidates 

or the State senate in Wilcox County; they are writing each other up 
in the newspapers; and the badge of credit which each claims is that 
his friends are the lightning men“ of the ballot-boxes. That is the 
ground of the claim of each that he ought to be sent to the senate. 
One says to the other, “You have not any of the ‘lightning’ friends; 
you have not been ‘in the ballot- box.“ The other comes back and 
says, Why, the basis of my candidacy is the fact that throughout 
the precinct the lightning men are my friends and are supporting 
me. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

Mr. CRISP. Applause in the galleries. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr, CHEADLE). There must be no 
demonstrations of applause in the galleries. 

Mr. ROGERS. I presume these people are not advised of the fact 
that in election cases nobody is allowed to applaud except the partisans 
of the gentleman who occupies the floor. 

Mr. PEEL. If this is a circus I think there ought to be a charge 
for admission. 

Mr. ROWELL. The partisans of the gentleman who does not now 
occupy the floor were applauding a little while ago when my genial 
friend [Mr. Crisp] was talking. 

Mr. CRISP. I was not talking to the galleries. 

Mr. ROWELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, some sixty precincts are gone 
over in this report; and a returned majority of 13,153 is turned into a 
minority of nearly 5,000. No precinct is counted out upon a general 
charge of fraud or violation of law; no precinct is counted out because of 
a conspiracy on the part of party friends of the sitting member to havea 
dishonest election; no precinctis counted out and no vote counted until 
there is evidence with reference to the particular precinct. But I insist 
that when you find the train laid to perpetrate fraud everywhere by the 
party friends of the man who occupies a seat here, you attach very 
much less weight to the report which such persons make than ‚you 
would if they were honest men. And I say to you there is not one 
man in twenty appointed in that district to hold a precinct election 
who, upon the question of elections, isan honest man. No man can 


be 8 there to hold a precinct election unless he is known to be 
a lightning man, a ballot-box-stuffer, a false counter. And it is 
just as plain as any other plain fact on record. It is known to every- 
body who examined this record. Itisa jan of the public and priva 
history of that district; and hence it is a farce for any man to stand up 
here and talk of an honest election there. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, in the Forty-seventh Congress twice came a man 
from that district by the false counters. He came here and was un- 
seated, after his competitor had died. He went back and came here a 
second time, to the second session of the Forty-seventh Congress, and 
also with a certificate of election to the eb ey, bie Congress. A 
Democratic Congress counted the vote and found his 2,000 majority 
had turned into 4,000 minority. They could not help it; and they 
went further, and my good friend from Alabama will remember their 
reference to the law in which it was pointed out that a question at issue 
of this character must be sustained by oral testimony. So well con- 
vinced was the Democratic committee that there could not be an hon- 
est count under the popular sentiment then prevailing that they did 
not count a single precinct returned until it was sustained by oral testi- 
mony outside of the returns themselves. And we have not rejected 
and recounted a single precinct in any one of these counties that has 
not been absolutely proved fraudulent by oral testimony. We have 
permitted all returns tostand not overturned by proof taken in this case. 

Now, a question of law. Has the gentleman read the oe, Phd J udge 
Jackson to the jury in the election prosecutions a little w ago 
Memphis? 

Mr. OATES. I have read it. 

Mr. ROWELL, And does the gentleman not know that it was held 
just as primary proof as to how a man voted to prove by one who stood 
by, giving him his ticket at his request, who wrote down his name at 
his request, and whosaw him deposit it in the ballot-box, as any other 
testimony of any other fact? Does he not know that it is a universal, 
well settled principle of law that when you want to find out howa 
a voted who was an illegal voter you prove what his political 

aith is? , 

Mr. OATES, But the majority of cases cited here are not sustained 
by that character of testimony. They do not come up to the rule re- 
quired to substantiate the findings of the committee, 

Mr. ROWELL. Why, let me call the attention of the gentleman, 
and I am sure he is familiar with the facts in question. What was 
done in this district? There was universal disgust felt. Everywhere 
in the district the Republicans knew that for ten years their votes had 
been counted, not as Republican, but as Democratic votes, and there 
was everywhere distrust. As a consequence, throughout the whole 
district they appointed a committee to take charge of the election, one 
man to issue tickets, another to take down the names, and both to 
stand by and see the voter until he deposited his ballot; and if a voter 
changed his hand out of sight to scratch his name off. So they kept 
an outside tally. What is that? First, there is the political affilia- 
tion of the voter which is proven. Next his declaration at the time ot 
casting his vote, a part of the res geste that he is a Republican; that 
he adheres to that political faith; that he attempted to vote the Re- 
publican ticket, and did not believe the Democratic inspectors would 
return a ticket so cast honestly for him, and hence he wants it to be 
seen as he goes in, he wants it to be preserved; and in some instances 
they absolutely refused to vote at all unless that could be done. That 
kind of testimony was taken all over the district two years ago, and 
the testimony in this case shows further that at various precincts 
throughout the county the officers of the law attempted to prevent the 
keeping of such polls, and in one case at least they committed a most 
heinous and outrageous murder to prevent the keeping of these out- 
side polls; and yet the gentleman says that this murder was investi- 
gated by the grand jury and the man was not convicted. Ido not 
doubt it. The grand jury was one of those which is not likely to pun- 
ish a man for committing a murder at an election under such circum- 
stances. It is honest murder in their eyes. 

Mr. CRAIN. I guess the grand juries are as honest there as they 
arein your own State. 

Mr. ROWELL. That may be; but here is a deputy sheriff acting 
under alleged orders of the sheriff, engaged in an illegal attempt to take 
from a man a paper to which he has a perfect right, a tally-list, trying 


to take it from him by force, and when he attempted to get away wi 


it and resented the illegal taking of it by this man he was shot and 
killed. I know that no lawyer would say that such killing was law- 
ful or legal, or that it was anything else than a willful and malicious 
murder; and I do not care whether the grand jury there is as good as 
in my own section of the country or not. That is not the question. I 
know the fact that no grand jury, where a violation of the election laws 
is not regarded as criminal, would find an indictment against the man 
who had committed such an offense as that. 

Mr. TURPIN. Let me ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. ROWELL, Yes. 

Mr. TURPIN. Have you read the record in this case, all the tes- 


timony? 
Mr. ROWELL. Yes; I have read every word of it. 
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Mr. TURPIN. Has the gentleman not found the fact that there are 
two witnesses who swear that this man was not killed in self-defense; 
and others—four or six—six to my recollection, who swear that he was 
killed while committing an assault upon the officer of the law? 

Mr. ROWELL. Why, I take the testimony of the man himself who 
did the killing. The sheriff of the county testifies that he telephoned 
to him to take the list away from this man; and the sheriff ought to 
be in the penitentiary for doing it. He claims that the man resisted 
and refused to give it up and that the sheriff telephoned to him the 
second time to take the list. This deputy sheriff testified that because 
the man was acting in violation of the lawin keeping this poll-list he 
arrested him. He testifies that he was knocked down and that he got 
up and then he shot and killed one man and wounded one or two oth- 
ers, but that he took the poll-list away and that he had a legal right 
to take it, I say that deputy sheriff wus violating the election law, 
yiolating the peace law, violating the rights of the individual, and com- 
mitied the crime of murder in violation of the law. That is the law 
of it. z 

The poll-keeper had a right to retain his property and to resist un- 
lawſul seizure, using whatever force was necessary for that purpose, 
and the man who killed him for such resistance was guilty of murder, 

Mr. OATES. Will you allow me to interrupt you just there? 

Mr. ROWELL. Certainly, 

Mr. OATES. I agree with you in this, that the sheriff had no right 
to take the list from the man if he was merely keeping a list of those 
to whom he gave ballots. 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes. 

Mr. OATES. Well, while he had no right to do that, his taking it 
from him 

Mr. ROWELL. He did not get it. 

Mr, OATES, Well, his trying to do it did not justify the man who 
had it in committing an assault upon him. Now, the extent of that 
assault I do not know. Suppose that it went to the extent of endanger- 
ing his, life. It justified him in repelling force by force, even to the 
extent of killing if necessary. 

Mr. ROWELL, Is it not true that he had a right to use all the force 
necessary to retain that thing which was his? 

Mr. HAUGEN. To repel the assault. 

Mr. ROWELL. To repel the assault, j 

And the other men were wounded after being chased up. One was 
running away, as the record shows, and the ener followed, shooting 
after him until he wounded him and brought him down. He was lucky 
enough not to get killed, : 

Now, I want to call attention to another fact. It is asked here, 
“Why did not you call all these eighteen thousand witnesses? ‘That 
record discloses why. To one of the first witnesses put upon the stand 
there are five hundred and eighty-six questions on cross-examina- 
tion—immaterial and impudent questions that had nothing to do with 
the case; not legitimate cross-examination, but questions asked for the 
purpose of using up the time and preventing a disclosure of the facts 
of this case. I want to call yourattention again to the fact that when 
they found it was easier to record objections than it was to ask ques- 
tions on cross-examination they commenced recording objections, and 
in this record which I hold in my hand you may see on this page four 
questions and the balance of the page taken up with objections.. Here 
are only 20 pages of man t dictated in a single day. Day after 
day was occupied in dictating foolish objections, Here is one be- 
gins at the bottom of one page and runs nearly to the bottom of the 
next page. There are hundreds of lines of objections to two or three 
lines of cross-examination. Everybody who has read the record knows 
that it was the deliberate purpose of the shysters employed to take the 
testimony to use up the time and prevent a disclosure of the facts. And 
now you come in here and say to us after you have used every day of 
the time, and after being shut down in the very midst of examination, 
that we ought to have called those eighteen thousand individual wit- 


nesses. 
ae SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has occupied thirty 
minutes. 
Mr. ROWELL, I will retain the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro bempore. The gentleman from Georgia 255 
Crisp] has fifty-seven minutes, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ROWELL] has forty minutes, 


aan WELL. Abt this point I will move that the House do now 
ourn. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending that, the Chair will lay be- 


fore the House the following personal requests of members: 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was ted as follows: 

To Mr. WHITING, for ten days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania, for four days, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. re, for two weeks, on account of important business. 

The motion of Mr. ROWELL was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 5 o'clock and 17 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 

taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
UNITED STATES COURT-HOUSE AND POST-OFFICE AT KEOKUK, IOWA. 
Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting an appropria» 
tion of $7,000 for additions to the United States court-house, post-office, 
etc., at Keokuk, Iowa—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
APPROPRIATION FOR FOOD FOR INDIANS. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Interior, inclosing a copy of a com- 
munication from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, inviting attention 
to the necessity for the early passage of the Indian appropriation bill 
on account of embarrassment in supplying the different agencies with 
food—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a Senate bill of the following title was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 3172) granting the use of certain lands to the town of New 
pares Conn., for a public park—to the Committee on Military AS 
airs, l 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows; 
By Mr. McADOO: 


Whereas complaint has been made against the conduct of the Bureau of 
Animal Industry: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be, and they are hereby, 
directed to investigate the management of said bureau; 


to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr, ENLOE: 


Whereas, by the terms of the refunding act passed J — 14, 1870, as shown by 
the record of the final vote thereon, all the bonds called 4 per cents are pay- 
able at the pleasure of the United States for thirty years from the date of their 
issue, a provision which, if understood and acted upon in accordance with the 
manifest wording and intention, makes possible not only the payment of said 
bonds as fast as any surplus available for such purpose may accumulate in the 
Treasury, but also the refunding of the same at a lower rate of interest; and 

Whereas the said refunding act has, as it appears without due authority 
been so altered and published in the Statutes at Large as to read, payable at 
the pleasure of the United States after thirty years” instead of “for thirty 
years,” as voted, thus entirely subverting the manifest meaning of the provision 
of said act, which provides for the redemption of the bonds named; Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the United Siates in Congress 
assembled, That a committee of five members of this House be appointed by the 
Speaker, whose duty it shall be to make a careful examination of all the facts 
relating to the passage, engrossment, and enrollment of the 2 act, so 
called, and all acts in force bearing pe the question of the right of the Gov- 
ernment to redeem its outstanding obligations, with a view to taking such steps 
as may be required to ascertain the true state of the law on that subject, and 
for that purpose the committee have power to send for persons and papers, ex- 
amine all records and original documents, and to obtain true ies of the 
same, as well as to administer oaths; the committee to report to this House, 
with such recommendations as may be decmed advisable in the premises; 


to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be ye tees to fix as early a day as 
possible for the consideration of H. R. 8046, “A bill to revise the wages of cer- 


tain employés in the Government Printing Office,” and other measures re- 
ported by the Committee on Printing; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr, GIFFORD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported with 
amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 3216) toratify and confirm an agree- 
ment with the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Dakota and Sioux In- 
dians, and for other purposes, accompanied by Report No. 2271—to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3062) for con- 
tinuing the erection of the public building at Worcester, Mass., accom- 
panied by Report No, 2272—to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 


Mr. VAN SCHAICK, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds, reported with amendment the following bills of the Senate, 
which were severally referred to the Committee of the Whole Ho se on 
the state of the Union: 

A bill (S. 1031) to provide for the purchase of a site for a public 
building at Seattle, in the State of Washington. (Report No. 2273.) 

A bill (S. 1030) to provide for the purchase of a site for a public 
building at Tacoma, in the State of Washington. (Report No, 2274.) 

Mr. NUTE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the following bills of the Senate; which were severally referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House: 
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A bill (S. 2719) granting an increase of pension to Henry Sprague. 
(Report No. 2275.) 

EF bill nis 1149) granting a pension to Ann G. Blackington. (Report 

0. 2276. 

A bill S 2736) granting a pension: to Jonathan D. Hale. (Report 
No. 2277. 

A ia (S. 1973) granting a pension to Mary A. Hooke. (Report No. 
2278. 

Mr. NUTE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 1975) granting a pension to 
Amanda Watson Bowler, accompanied by report (No. 2279)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LAWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8388) granting a pension to 
Mrs. N. P. Felch, accompanied by report (No. 2280)—to the Com- 
‘mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

rted with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 3145) granting a pen- 

ion to Samuel Miller, accompanied by report (No. 2281)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 10465) granting a pen- 
gion to Margaret Durand, accompanied by report (No. 2282)—to the 
‘Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 10224) granting a pension to 
William R. Osborn, accompanied by report (No. 2283)—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported ſavor- 
ably the following bills of the House; which were severally referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House: 

A * (H. R. 8803) for the relief of Franeis Irsch. 

A bill (H. R. 5133) for the relief of J. D. Golden. (Report No. 2285.) 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10270) to amend An act to 
‘establish a railway bridge across the Illinois River, extending from a 
point within 5 miles of Columbiana, in Greene County, to a point within 
5 miles of Farrowtown, in Calhoun County, in the State of Illinois,” 
approved March 3, 1883, accompanied by report (No. 2286)—to the 

ouse Calendar. 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 745) for the relief of Henry G. Healy, 
accompanied by report (No. 2287)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. BANKS, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 589) to continue 
in force the provisions of an act approved March 2, 1885, entitled 
An act to protect the fish in the Potomac River, in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and to provide a spawning ground for shad and herring in the 
= Sree River,’’ accompanied by report (No. 2288)—to the House 

endar. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported withamend- 
ment the following bills of the House; which were severally referred to 
the House Calendar: 

A bill (H. R. 7057) authorizing George A. Anderson, S. W. Stewart, 
and James W. Sprigg to construct and maintain a ponton-bridge across 
the Mississippi Riverat the city of Quincy, in the State of Illinois (Re- 
port No, 2289); and 

A bill (H. R. 10301) to extend the time for construction of bridge 
over the Tennessee River (Keport No, 2290). 

Mr. MASON, also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 10365) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Columbia River by the Oregon Railway Ex- 
„„ accompanied by a report (No. 2291) — to the House 

endar. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported favorably the following bills of the Senate, which were severally 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

A bill (S. 3412) to establish certain new light-ships with steam fog- 
signals on the Atlantic coast (Report No. 2292); rei 1 

A bill (S. 3064) to establish a fog-signal at or near Cuckold’s Island, 
at the entrance to Booth Bay Harbor, otherwise known as Townsend 
Harbor, Maine (Report No. 2293). 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
weg titles were introduced, severally read twice, and reterred as fol- 

| lows: 

By Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 10697) to provide 
an American register for the steamer Marmion—to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 10698) to earry into effect the recom- 
mendations of the International American Conference by the establish- 


(Report No, 


ment of the International Union of American Republics for the pet 
collection and distribution of commercial information“ and for the com- 
pilation and publication, under the direction of the Secretary of State, 
of a uniform nomenclature of articles of merchandise exported and im- 
ported in the English, Spanish, and Portuguese languages—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Aflairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10699) to authorize the erection of an interna- 
tional memorial library—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10700) to carry into effect the recommendations 
of the International American Conference for the establishment of an 
international coin or coins—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 10715) to classify and provide for the 
sale of timber and stone lands and the timber thereon—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio: A joint resolution (H. Res, 173) to 
authorize Carl Berlin to receive from the King of Sweden and Norway 


the decoration of the Royal Order of the Sword’’—to the Committee 


on Foreign Affairs. \ 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BECKWITH: A bill (H. R. 10701) for the relief of Edward 
A. Arnold—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 10702) for the relief 
of Howell E. Freeland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10703) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
name of Elisha Townsel—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 10704) granting a pen- 
sion to Euretta Eggleston—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10705) granting a pension to Melissa Eggleston— 
to the Committee on Pensions. y 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10706) granting a pension to Elizabeth R. Wil- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 10707) restoring Bethia White, late 
Bethia Pool, to the pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 10708) granting a pension to John H. 
Riesdorph—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 10709) granting a pension to Cal- 
vin Rasor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 10710) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James H. Vosburgh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 10711) for the relief of Mrs. E. J. 
Dabbs, of Fayette Connty, Tennessee—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: A bill (H. R. 10712) for the relief of Alexan- 
der Sutherland—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 10713) for the relief 
of Robert Stone, of Claiborne County, Tennessee—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLCOX: A bill (H. R. 10714) granting a pension to Charles 
E. Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan: Petition of Association, Patrons of In- 
dustry, No. 794, of East Milan, Mich., for the p. of a law forbid- 
ding gambling in futures on farm products—to the 8 on Ag- 
riculture. 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of A. E. Green and 30 others, citizens 
of Oakland County, Michigan, Praying for the enactment of a law to 
pretene the adulteration of food products—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. BUNN: Petition of W. Teague and 10 others, from Chatham 
County, North Carolina, asking passage of H. R. 7162— to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of E. Lee and 27 others, from Johnston County, North 
Carolina, asking passage of H. R. 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of W. W. Jones and 41 others, from Wake County, North 
Carolina, asking passage of H. R. 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of W. B. Harper and 25 others, from Nash County, North 
Carolina, asking passage of H. R. 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

By Mr. COVERT: Petition of Capt. J. K. Rowland and 35 others, 
citizens of Suffolk County, New York, for a buoy-light at Shangwong 
Reef, Long Island, New York—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petition of Byron J. Pullman and 21 others, of 
Salisbury, Herkimer County, New York, for the passage of House bill 
5987, prohibiting the tation of intoxicating liquors—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 
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By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of citizens from Harrison County, Mis- 
souri, against demonetization of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of William F. Gates and 60 others, citi- 
zens of Humboldt County, Iowa, in favor of the prohibition of inter- 
state commerce in intoxicating liquors to be sold contrary to the laws 
thereof—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of C. L. Nelson and 70 others, citizens of Winnebago 
County, Iowa, in favor of the prohibition of interstate commerce in in- 
toxicating liquors to be sold contrary to the laws of any State—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Beaver Farmers’ Alliance, No, 1519, in favor of 
the Conger lard bill and the Butterworth option bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. EDMUNDS: Petition of Sherod Canada and 23 others, citi- 
zens of Halifax County, Virginia, in favor of Senate bill 2716, to im- 
prove harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

Also, petition of J. Rumburg and 25 others, citizens of Montgomery 
County, Virginia, asking for improvement of Galveston Harbor—to the 
Committee on Rivers und Harbors. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of John M. Crosnoe, of Madison County, 
Tennessee, for pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLICK: Resolution of Blanchard Post, No. 260, Department 
of Missouri, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring a per diem pension 
law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIMES: Petition of J. R. Carter and 61 others, of Carroll 
County, Georgia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of G. W. Rey and 21 others, citizens of Merriwether 
County, Georgia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Petition of 88 citizens of Cedar Falls, 
Black Hawk County, Iowa, for the of House bill 5978, a bill 

rohibiting the transportation of intoxicating liquors from any State or 
Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia into any other 
State or Territory contrary to or in violation of the laws thereof to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

Also, resolutions of the Farmers’ Alliance of Jefferson Township, 
Bremer County, Iowa, in favor of protective tariff on hides and other 
cattle products—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 19 citizens of Hardin County, Iowa, favoring the im- 
provement of the port at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Also, petition and affidavit of Melissa and Euretta Eggleston, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petitions of 7,335 railroad employés, praying for the passage of 
House bill 9682, for the protection of property, trainmen, and other 
railroad employés in handling locomotive engines, freight trains, and 
freight-cars engaged in interstate commerce—to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: Petitions of citizens of Tama, Vinton, Ben- 
ton, and Grundy Counties, Fifth Congressional district, Iowa, asking 
for the prompt passage of House bill 5978, to prohibit the transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors from any State or Territory of the United 
States or the District of Columbia into any other State or Territory 
contrary to or in violation of the laws thereof—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LESTER, of Virginia: Petition of citizens of Pittsylvania 
County, Virginia, for improvement in Galveston Harbor—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of citizensof Maryland, 32 signatures, 
asking for Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on Labor. < 

Also, petitions of Sarah Talbott, Thomas W. Crampton, and Samuel 
Kilham, asking that their war claims be referred to Court of Claims 

under provisions of the Bowman act to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Virginia Taylor Lewis, in relation to sale of Wash- 
ington’s sword to the United States—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of James C. Roulett and 38 others, citizens of Hagers- 
town, Md., in favor of pending tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of James C. Anderson and 4 others, citi- 
zens of Little River County, Arkansas, in favor of House bill 7162— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the board of directors of the Chamber of Com- 
merce, Fort Smith, Ark., favoring a bill for right of way to the Kansas 
and Arkansas Valley Railroad Company—to the Committee on Indian 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Resolution adopted by Rappahannock Al- 
liance, Rappahannock County, Virginia, favoring the passage of the 
rie reaches bill and the subtreasury plan—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, petition of N. C. Long, for the estate of Jacob Long, of Rock- 
ingham County, Virginia, asking that his war claim be referred to the 
Court of Claims under provisions of the Bowman act—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, 


Also, petition of Eliza J, Buckley, administratrix of Bushrod Buck- 
ley, deceased, asking that her war claim be referred to the Court of 
Claims under p ons of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of C. D. Ashley and 361 others, resi- 
dents of Cherokee County, Kansas, asking for Congressional legislation 
that will give to the States the right to control the importation and 
sale of intoxicating liquors, whether in original packages or other- 
wise—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Hon. L. Stillwell and 70 others, asking for legisla- 
tion that will counteract the recent decision of the United States Su- 
preme Court as to the importation and sale of intoxicating liquors in 
ae some packages—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 

e. 

Also, petition of S. D. Black and 14 others, asking for an appropria- 
tion of $6,200,000 for the improvement of a deep-water harbor at Gal- 
veston, Tex., on the Gulf coast—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. - 

Also, petition of S. B. Adams and 59 others, asking foran appropria- 
tion of $6,200,000 for the improvement of a deep-water harbor at Gal- 
veon Tex., upon the Gulf coast—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of J. M. Morgan and 51 others, residentsof Kimball, 
Kans., asking for special legislation for the relief of Mrs. Eleanor 
Badger, widow of Richard C. ger, of Company A, Fifth Illinois Cav- 
alry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 95 citizens of the Second district of Kansas, repre- 
sentatively, against the running of interstateSunday trains, mail trains, 
ak against military drills on the Sabbath—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. PETERS: Protest of C. R. Dodd and 88 merchants, stock- 
men, cattle-raisers, and citizens of Hutchinson, Kans., against the pas- 
sage of the Conger compound-lard bill, which proposes to tax com- 
pound lard, thereby placing a tax on beef-fat, which bill if passed will 
. affect the cattle interest of Kansas to the Committee on Ag- 

culture, 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of William C. Jenkins, of Fayette 
County, Tennessee, for reference of claim to the Court of Claims under 
provisions of Tucker and Bowman acts—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of E. A. Young, E. H. Underhill, and 
27 others, citizens of Hand County, South Dakota, praying for a law 
prohibiting the transportation of intoxicating liquors from any State 
or Territory or the District of Columbia into any other State or Ter- 
ritory contrary to and in violation of the laws thereof—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of J. C. Stanford and 29 others, of Grant County, 
South Dakota, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee. 
on Ways and Means. ‘ $ 

Also, petition of David S. McCaslin and 37 others, of Beadle County, 
South Dakota, asking for legislation prohibiting transportation of in- 
toxicating liquors into prohibition States in original packages—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of W. B. Broadhead and 40 others, of Union Town- 
ship, Davison County, South Dakota, asking passage of a law prohibit- 
ing the transportation of intoxicating liquors into States and Territo- 
ries contrary to the laws thereof—to the Select Committee on the Alco- 
holie Liquor Traffic. ! 

Also, petition of Oscar Swaine and 40 others, of Douglass County, 
Sonth Dakota, asking the passage of a law prohibiting the transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors into States contrary to the laws thereof— 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of George Bryant and 46 others, citizens of South 
Dakota, asking for prohibition of the transportation of intoxicating 
liquors into prohibition States—to the Select Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 3 

Also, petition of J. Gustin and 27 others, citizens of Hyde County, 
South Dakota, praying for a law prohibiting the transportation of in- 
toxicating liquors from any State or Territory or the District of Co- 
lumbia into any other State or Territory contrary to and in violation of 
the laws thereof—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

Also, petition of 81 citizens of Davison County, South Dakota, pray- 
ing foralaw prohibiting the transportation of intoxicating liquors from 
any State or Territory or the District of Columbia into any other State 
or Territory contrary to and in violation of the laws thereof—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, resolutions of Presby of South Dakota, praying legislation 
to prevent labor on buildings of world’s fair building on Sunday, and 
to prevent opening same on Sunday, and to prevent sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors on grounds—to the Select Committee on the World’s Fair. 
by Mr. QUACKENBUSH: Petition of citizens of Troy, N. V., mem- 
bers of the Woman’s Temperance Union, praying for the passage of 
House bill 5987—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of W. S. Bouksh and other mem- 
bers of the Farmers’ Union, of East Baton Rouge, La., requesting the 
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passage of the bill relating to dealings in futures and options—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Petition of citizens of Lansinburgh, Richmond 
County, North Carolina, protesting against the passage of the Conger 
lard bill, 283—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of W. B. McNabb and 55 
others, citizens of Calloway County, Kentucky, asking passage of House 
bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of H. A. Jackson and 82 others, citizens of Hickman 
County, Kentucky, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of S. B. Holt and 17 others, citizens of McCracken 
County, Kentucky, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Petition of E. Cutler, E. R. Baker, G. R. Willett, 
and 240 others, citizens of Winneshiek County, Iowa, asking for enact- 
ment of law to protect the States in the exercise of their police powers, 
with reference to intoxicating liquors—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of W. E. Dovat and 35 others, citizens of Fayette 
County, Iowa, asking for the enactment of laws prohibiting the trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors into the States and Territories con- 
trary to the laws thereof—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of W. B. Towner and 25 others, citizens of Cedar Town- 
ship, Floyd County, Iowa, asking that law be enacted prohibiting the 
transportation of intoxicating liquors into the States and Territories 
contrary to the laws thereof—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petitions of John Keeling and 40 others, of Volga, Clayton 
County, Iowa, asking for the same measure—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of S. H. Buck and 74 others, citizens of Clayton County, 
Towa, asking for the same measure—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: Petition from Nineteenth district, Ohio, 
175 indorsements, for national Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: Petition of Mino Creek Alliance, Edgefield 
County, South Carolina, in fayor of improving Galveston Harbor—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Petition of 186 citizens of Fre- 
mont County, Colorado, asking for a national Sunday-rest law—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of 242 citizens of Colorado, for same measure—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of 286 citizens of Fremont County, Colorado, asking 
for above measure—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Georgia: Petition of C. R. O'Neal and 19 
others, citizens of Brooks County, Georgia, for improving Galveston 
Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of W. H. Coarsey and 14 others, citizens of Berrien 
County, Georgia, asking for same measure—to the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of W. A. Drake and 29 others, citizens of Miller 
County, Georgia, asking for same measure—to the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of C. R. O’Neal and 31 others, citizens of Brooks 
County, Georgia, against the passage of the Conger lard bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, preamble and resolution of the Alliance of Mitchell County 
Georgia, for the passage of the subtreasury bill, or a similar bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of T. H. Sirmans and 22 others, citizens of Berrien 
County, Georgia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: Petition of James Conroy and others, 
of Arch Snyder and others, of Stephen Hosmer and others, for passage 
of bill to prevent adulteration of beer—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. VENABLE: Petition of Mary Male and Mary Hundley, of 
Petersburgh, Va., asking repeal of seventh section of act of July 4, 1864, 
and first section of act of January 29, 1887, respecting pensions to wid- 
ows of soldiers who have remarried—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Missouri: Petition of J. W. Harris and 240 
others, citizens of Oregon County, Missouri, asking for the passage of 
House bill 9107—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of J. F. Norman and 240 others, citizens of Oregon 
County, Missouri, asking for passage of House bill 8984—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of R. McCormick and 10 others, citizens of Bollinger 
County, Missouri, asking for passage of House bill 8984—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of L. H. Grey and 14 others, citizens of Bollinger 
County, Missouri, asking for passage of House bill 8984—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of W. B. Harris and 15 others, of Butler County, Mis- 
ee g passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 
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Also, petition of Elwood Dillinger and 35 others, citizens of Bollin- 
ger County, Missouri, asking for the passage of House bill 8984—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of W. T. Garrett, of Cheatham 
County, Tennessee, asking reference of his claim to Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 7 

Also, petition of trustees of Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of 
Clarksville, Montgomery County, Tennessee, for relief —to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Memorial of Grange No. 940, Susquehanna County, 
Pennsylvania, asking for free coinage of silver—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

Also, petition of citizens of Dreher Township, Wayne County, Penn- 
sylvania, in favor of pure-food bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Dreher Township, Wayne County, Penn- 
sylvania, in favor of pure lard—to the Committee on Agriculture, 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 4, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting an additional ap- 
propriation of $75,000 for improving Ellis’s Island, in New York Har- 
bor, for immigration purposes; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolution of May 14, 1890, 
a report from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, containing a detailed 
statement as to the facts alleged by the Pillager Indians in relation to 
the non-fulfillment of the treaty of August 21, 1847; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of Grand Army of 
the Republic Post No. 364, of Lakin, Kans., praying for the donation 
of the remainder vf the Fort Dodge military reservation for use as a 
soldiers’ home; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Scandia, Kans., praying for 
the passage of laws perpetuating the national-banking system; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CALL. I present the petition of William Powell and sundry 
other citizens of Crawfordsville, Wakulla County, Florida, stating that 
the depressed condition ofagriculture can be greatly relieved by a change 
in the financial system of the Government so as to give the volume of 
the circulating medium a flexible quality equal to the fluctuation in 
demand caused by the marketing of the products of agriculture, and 
praying for legislation to secure that end. I move that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture und Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON. I present a memorial of the Merchants’ Exchange 
of St. Louis, Mo., urging appropriations for the Mississippi River. 
The memorial sets forth that the improvement of the Mississippi is of 
the greatest national importance and affects the transportation interests 
of the country to a greater extent than any other water-way system, 
and that the exports via the Gulf have increased yearly until nearly 20 
per cent. of the entire exports of corn from the United States now go 
by this ronte. As the memorial relates to very important interests, I 
move that it be printed asa public document, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. i 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of the Worcester (Mass.) Socialer 
Turnverein, remonstrating against any change in the naturalization 
or immigration laws of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Immigration, 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of Eagle Alliance, No. 877, of 
Eagle, Nebr., praying for the passage of House bill 5353, known as 
the Butterworth option bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Eagle Alliance, No. 877, of Eagle, 
Nebr., praying for the passage of House bill 283, known as the Conger 
lard bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

He also presented the petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, of Phelps 
County, Nebraska, officially signed, praying for the passage of the so- 
called Butterworth option bill and what is known as the Conger lard 
bill; which was referred tothe Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. DAWES presented the memorial of John D. and M. Williams 
and others, of Boston, Mass., importers of ale, beer, and porter, re- 
monstrating the passage of certain provisions in the McKinley 
tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
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Mr. PASCO presented a petition of E. R. Kelsey and 12 other citi- 
zens of Rock Springs, Fla., praying for the passage of Senate bill 3817, 
for the protection of actual settlers under the homestead and pre-em 
tion laws upon phosphate lands in that State; which was ordered to 
on the table. 

Mr. WOLCOTT presented a petition of 269 citizens of Colorado, pray- 
ing for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of Bartholomew Mulcahy, of 
New Haven, Conn., praying for the removal of the charge of desertion 
from his military record; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Miami (Ohio) Quarterly 
Mecting of Friends, praying for the enactment of a law to prevent the 
transmission through the mails of obscene literature; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of 15 citizens of Ohio, praying for the 


passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was referred tothe Com- 


mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. GEORGE presented a petition of citizens of Mississippi, mem- 
bers and delegates of the Clarke County Farmers’ Alliance, favoring 
the passage of the bill (S. 2806) to establish a system of agricultural 
depositories for the accommodation of farmers and planters, and for 
other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 


and Forestry. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1122) for the relief of Maria E. Warfield, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 870) for the relief of John Tyler, reported adversely thereon; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 315) to provide for paying certain advances 
made to the United States by the State of Maryland, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2368) for the relief of James Grace, reported it without amend- 
meut, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1910) for the allowance of certain awards made by a board 
of claims to certain citizens of Jefferson County, Kentucky, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. . 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3609) for the relief of Emile M. Blum, late 
commissioner-general to the Barcelona Exposition, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, asked to be discharged from their further 
consideration and that they be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; which was agreed to: 

A bill (S. 3211) for the relief of Carl F. Kolbe; 

A bill (S. 3373) for the relief of Patrick Montgomery; 

A bill (S. 3485) for the relief of Jacob R. Davis; 

A bill (S. or for the relief of the heirs of Dr. John H. Long; 

A bill (S. 2485) for the relief of Nathan Fralick; 

A bill (S. 2257) for the relief of Elijah Crudgington; 

A bill (S. 1750 for the relief of Nathan Bronson; and 

A bill (S. 3187) for the relief of Robert Thompson. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8861) granting a pension to Jane N. Terry: 

A bill (H. R. 2590) granting a pension to Charles E. Scott; and 

A bill (H. R. 7076) to increase the pension of Cornelius J. Wiley. 

‘Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 163) to reimburse certain persons who expended mon- 
eys and furnished services and supplies in repelling invasions and sup- 
pressing Indian hostilities within the territorial limits of the present 
State of Nevada, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee,to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1496) for the relief of W. L. Adams, of Oregon, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HIGGINS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3727) to provide for the settlement of the claim of 
Robert C. Rogers for the loss of private property, etc., in the naval 
and military service of the United States, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs; which .was agreed to. 

. BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 4000) to provide an Americun reg- 
ister for the steamer Marmion; which was read twice by its title. and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4001) for the re- 


lief of George H. Plant, of the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 4002) granting a pension to James 
E. Haynie; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He introduced a bill (S. 4003) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Trimble; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Co ttee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4004) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecea W. De Witt; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4005) to secure to the Delaware citi- 
zens of the Cherokee Nation their proportionate share of the proceeds 
of certain lands, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 4006) for the relief of the 
Allaire Works; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 4007) to amend section 3829 of 
the Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr, JONES, of Ar introduced a bill (S. 4008) for the relief 
of the heirs of Mark W. Izard, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr, BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 4009) granting a pension to Eliza A. 
Foss; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4010) granting a pension to Helen A. 
Patterson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 91) to authorize the 
President of the United States to form alliances with foreign countries 
lor the suppression of the liquor traffic; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. WASHBURN and Mr. SHERMAN submitted amendments in- 
tended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the bill (H. R. 9416) to 
reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other pur- 
poses; which were referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered 
to be printed. f 

Mr. ALLEN submitted two amendments intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7619) making ap- 
propriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1891, and for other purposes, 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3538) for the relief of Al- 
bert H. Emery, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the 
bill and amendment, and had appointed Mr. BOOTHMAN, Mr. FAR- 
QUHAR, and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House. 


ELECTRIC MOTOR FANS FOR SENATE REFECTORY. 


Mr. HARRIS submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: A 


Resolved, That the Architect of the Capitol is hereby directed to place in tho 
Senate refectory four electric motor fans, the cost of the same to be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the Senate. 


UNITED STATES FISH COMMISSION. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolutions coming over from yesterday, submitted by the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], which stand on a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which they were The resolutions will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolutions submitted by Mr. EDMUNDS 
on the 2d instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Fisheries be, and it is hereby, instructed to 
make early inquiry into the administration of the affairs of the United States 
Fish Commissioner’s Office, and especially in — papa the changes in the force, 
3 paid to e and any alleged favoritism or other undue ad- 
mi ion, and report to the Senate thereon. 

Resolved, That the said have power to send for persons and papers. 
. Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I withdraw the motion to reconsider. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. The motion to reconsider being withdrawn, the resolutions are 


passed 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. PRU- 
Dux, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on tho 
3d instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act & 821 granting a pension to William Clawson; 

An act (S. 821) granting a pension to Mary Pollock; 


An act $ 2144) granting a pension to Edmund T. Spotswood; 
An act (S. 2451) granting a pension to Juliet Opie H. Ayers; 
An act (S. 1207) granting a pension to Lydia K. White, a volunteer 
army nurse; and 

An act (S. 1717) granting a pension to Mrs, Harriet Dada Emens, 
formerly Miss Hattis A. Dada. 
UNIVERSITY OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the fortification appropriation bill. 

The PRESID pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts will 
pardon the Chair for one moment. The Chair announces, as the select 
committee to which is to be referred, under the order of the Senate, 
the bill (S. 3822) to establish the University of the United States, 
Messrs, EDMUNDS, SHERMAN, INGALLS, BLAIR, DOLPH, HARRIS, BUT- 
LER, GIBSON, and BARBOUR. 

In explanation of the apparent indelicacy of appointing himself upon 
a committee which he was authorized to select by the Senate, the 
Chair makes the exculpatory statement that the membership was 
selected by those specially interested in the passage of the bill, and the 
Chair was not consulted. 


TREASURY NOTES AND SILVER BULLION. 


Mr. DAWES. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed, and the Senate resumes the consideration of 
the bill (S. 2350) authorizing the issue of Treasury notes on deposits 
of silver bullion. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask that that bill may be informally laid aside, 
that the Senate may consider the fortification appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that theunfinished business be informally laid 
aside for the purpose of asking the Senate to consider the bill (H. R. 
8391) making appropriations for fortifications and other works of de- 
fense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ord- 
nance for trial and service, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and 
for other purposes. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8391) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procure- 
ment of heavy ordnance for trial and service, for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1891, and for other purposes. 

oe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out, on page 8, after 
line 6, the following: 
To complete army gun factory building by the crection of south wing, inclu- 
sive of ways for traveling cranes, $248,743. 

For machinery, tools, and fixtures for manufacture of guns not exceeding 12 
inches in caliber, for south wing of army gun factory, $730,000; 

And in lien thereof to insert: 

ng and turning lathes, machin eling crane, 
fully verona for the 8 ween n 8 New 
York, £255,000. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr, President, the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] to insert the provision appro- 
priating $285,000 for increased machinery at Watervliet arsenal was 
offered, asa matter of course, by the authority of a majority of the 
Committee on Appropriations, but it was not considered by the com- 
mittee before the report of the bill, nor does it have the support of 
1 of us who are members of the committee on this side of the Cham- 
The only difference between the amendment offered now by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts by instruction of the majority of the commit- 
tee and the provision as it comes from the other House is in the 
amount. 3 

The object of both the original bill and of the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Massachusetts is to create an additional plant at 
Watervliet arsenal. That amendment can not receive my support, 
and I trust will not be adopted by the Senate. In the form in w. 
it is presented by the Senator it is not divisible. I should have liked 
very much to have a direct vote upon the proposition as to whether we 
should increase the plant at Wateryliet or not. 

Mr. President, for several years Congress refused to make an appro- 
priation at all fora plant for the manufacture of guns of large caliber, 
and it was not until 1888, after the report of the gun foundry board 
and reports of several committees of both Houses of Congress thatwe 
made a compromise, making ample provision for a plant at Washing- 
ton for the Navy and at Watervliet for the Army. We provided also 
for a contract by the act of 1888 for sufficient material in itsrough state 
for the manufacture of some sixty or seventy guns, and made, as we 
supposed, ample provisions for one hundred guns to be finished by con- 
tract. In the estimate made by the Department and by the boards it was 
supposed that $1,000,000 in addition to the plant then existing at 

atervliet would be sufficient to create an establishment with capac- 
ity cnough for the purposes of theGovernment, The cost of the plant, 


* 


however, has increased beyond the estimate, so that it is one - third more, 
which arises from the fact that the act of 1888 required that all the 
machinery for the Watervliet and other arsenals should be of Ameri- 
can manufacture. This resulted in an increased cost of 25 per cent. 
over the estimate made by the board. : 

By the act of 1888, $750,000 was appropriated for machinery at 
Watervliet. The contracts, for that machinery for the one wing and the 
center have been made, but the machinery provided for under that act 
will not be completed, finished, and delivered until 1893. When it is 
completed it will have a capacity of twenty-four guns of various cali- 
bers per annum. > 

The Department and both branches of Congress heretofore, in con- 
sidering this matter, believed it to be unwise to increase the appiopit 
ation for those buildings until the machinery, which is built in this 
country, can be tested to ascertain whether it is of such a character as 
to make guns economically. Now, three years before it is possible to 
complete the present wing and secure the machinery provided for under 
the act of 1888, this provision comes in for nearly doubling the capac- 
ity, doubling the quantity of the machinery before we have by actual 
test ascertained if it is to be of such a character as to be eficient. No- 
body knows what it is or what improvements may be necessary. 

I submit, Mr. President, that no business man would think of un- 
dertaking to embark upon an enterprise of this sort. The General-in- 
Chief of the Army, General Schofield, who is the head of the board of 
ordnance and fortification, in his statement before the Committee on 
Appropriations, which will be found in the report made by the com- 
mittee, Report No. 1213 of the present session, in speaking of the gun 
factory at Watervliet, says: i 

Mistakes must necessarily be made by the constructors who build for the first 
time in this country the very pow: machinery which is necessary for the 
manufacture of guns to put in these gun factories. 

Now, three years before the great lathes and other instruments that 
are necessary can be manufactured and delivered it is proposed in this 
bill to appropriate practically $1,000,000 more to make contracts for 
which is an unknown quantity. 

Mr. President, when we began this system, while it was as thoroughly 
understood as anything could be that we would contract for the roug] 
forgings and would establish two plants, one for the Navy and one for 
the Army, for the assembling and completing of guns, it was also dis- 
tinctly understood (and that is the character of the acts of 1888 and of 
1889; it is precisely what the Committee on Appropriations in its fall 
session recommended) that those two great Government works should 
be put in fair condition, not by extravagant appropriation, as is now 
proposed by this amendment, but that in addifion to them we would 
offer the private manufacturers throughout the country an opportunity 
to make these guns in competition with our own officers. 

The Ordnance Department of the Army, after having secured an ap- 
propriation for the Government shop at Watervliet, with the distinct 
provision that we should have a part of the guns finished by private 
enterprise, thus having active competition—but for that understand- 
ing I do not think Congress would have appropriated a dollar—now, 
it appears the Ordnance Bureau want to fix upon the Government the 
old system of the Government doing all the work, to the exclusion of 
private enterprise. 

That there may be no mistake upon this point I will read what Gen- 
eral Benét and the Ordnance Department have said upon this subject. 
First, I will read from the report made by the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. DOLPH], from the Committee on Coast Defenses; it will be found 
in Report No. 603 of the first session of the Fiftieth Congress. 

Mr. DAWES. What document is the Senator reading from ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam reading now from the report of the Commit- 
tee on Coast Defenses made by the Senator from Oregon in the last 
Congress, where he used the exact statement of the War Department. 
On page 8 the report says: 

It isthe intention of the Department to concentrate its available gun plant at 
one place, believing that such policy will inevitably result in economy and effi- 
ciency of man , and probably in the steady growth of an 
that may ultimately prove adequate for the manufacture of experimental guns 
and service guns to a limited extent. 

That is the view of the War Department. I repeat that so long as 
there was a division of the responsibility as between the two great par- 
ties in the control of the legislative branch of the Government not a 
dollar of appropriation for the construction of these guns was made, or 
was thought of being made, or would have been entertained if it had 
been known at the time that all of this work was to be concentrated 
in a great Government establishment. 

I have no hostility to the apprspriation for the completion of Water- 
vliet or the assembling and completing of these guns upon its present 
scale. There is in this bill $165,000 of deficiency to pay for the ma- 
chinery in the north wing and in the center of this building, an appro- 
priation ample for that purpose, which will give a great factory there, 
with a capacity of twenty-four guns a year. But before you have tested 
that machinery, before you have had an opportunity to ascertain whether 
guns up to 12 inches can be assembled properly at that factory, with 
machinery which is an experiment, it is the height of unwisdom, in 
my judgment, to make provision for the construction of another large 
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building and for the expenditure of another million dollars when we 
are so deficient in knowledge. 
~ T-saw in the public press within the last day or two—and I believe 
it to be true -an account of the construction of the machinery, the 
great lathes that are necessary to manufacture and assemble guns for 
the Navy; that the Navy Department had made an offer to the de- 
signers and builders and manufacturers of machinery for designs for 
Jathes such as are wanted at Watervliet, paying $5,000 for the best 
design, and then after due advertisement bids were received with 
offers for an improved lathe made by the same persons that had been 
employed by the Department to furnish designs for it, which shows 
how we are progressing; that in time the ingenious mechanics will 
furnish the best machinery. As I aminformed, the Navy Department 
has not awarded the contract. The Secretary prudently waits so as to 
get the best result. } 

_I say, Mr. President, in view of what is occurring in the Navy De- 
partment, in view of the statement of the General of the Army, in view 
of the statement of the Chief of Ordnance, General Benét, who is nat- 
urally anxious for this work to go on, it is unbusinesslike and extray- 
agant and wasteful to make an appropriation now for an additional 
plant. The only reason assigned for it, outside of the natural desire to 
spend money on the part of these officers, to have millions to experi- 
ment with of the people’s money in advance of the requirements of 
the Government, is that we want the guns; that it will take fifteen or 
eighteen or twenty years at the present rate to manufacture the num- 
ber of guns that the Board of Ordnance and Fortification say we need 
at all the twenty-three forts which should be immediately fortified. 

Mr. President, that is not true. That is to say, we have facilities in 
this country to manufacture the guns they require in a much shorter 
space of time. It is true they could not be manufactured by the Gov- 
ernment plant as now fitted up, but it is within the power of the Gov- 
ernment to contract with private parties ſor the finishing and assem- 
bling of some of these guns as cheaply if not cheaper than they can be 
made by the Government. If the proposition was made fairly under 
the provisions of this bill, there are more than two works that have the 
plant now to manufacture the guns up to 8 and 10 inches. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] in his remarks yester- 
day frankly stated what is to be accomplished by the amendment modi- 
fied even as it is by the Senator from Massachusetts, and that is that 
you will exclude all private enterprise in the assembling and manu- 
facturing of these guns. You intend by this amendment to reverse the 
policy of the Government for the past two years, a policy, as I have 
said, that was inaugurated when the division of responsibility was be- 
tween the two great parties, when one House was Democratic and the 
other Republican, and to concentrate all the work in the Government 
shops; to go back to asystem which existed for twenty-three years, from 
the close of the war until 1888, spending millions of dollars not only from 
the direct appropriations, but from the sale of all the old materials that 
had accumulated during the war and after the war. Those millions 
were expended on the system that you are about now to enter upon 
again without making a single gun of high power. 

‘That exclusion of private enterprise, that exclusion of the genius of 
the mechanic who is devising, making ways and making machinery to 
accomplish great results, induced the dry-rot inthe manufacturing and 
Government establishments, for there never has been a gun, there never 
has been an improvement, there never has been an advance of any sort 
or see 1955 in the manufacture of small guns or of large guns by the 
officers of the Army or the Navy. They have uniformly come from the 

outside, from the genius which is found in the ordinary shops. But 
now this Government, executive and legislative, being in the hands 
of one great political party, we are to reinaugurate that system which 
proved inefficient and extravagant, if not corrupt, wherever it was tried 
by every Government on the face of the earth. 

Mr. President, I am in favor of liberal appropriations on account of 
the Navy and the fortifications. I know how the Committees on Ap- 
propciations who had this matter under consideration have labored, 

ow careful they have been in the last three or four years. I know 
that they have been compelled to antagonize other committees of the 
body, the board of fortification, and the Department, who insisted on 
appropriating $123,000,000 for forts, arsenals, and guns, and how we 
have been enabled to keep down the appropriations to seven or eight 
millions of dollars a year, and I regret exceedingly that the majority 
of this committee, after having deliberately in committee determined 
to adhere to the system inaugurated in 1888, opening the doors to 
the private manufacturing establishments of the country and com- 
pelling the Government works to compete with men outside, have now 
proposed to close the door in the face of these men of genius and enter- 
prise and have determined to center all this work in the hands of Gov- 
ernment officials. 

In the consideration of the Navy bill this body, overriding its Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, determined to open three more navy-yards, 
and now when we come to the consideration of the fortifications the 
same policy is to be pursued if the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts is adopted; that is, all this work in the manufacture of 
guns for the Army is to go into the hands of Army officers. The ex- 
perience of this Government, as well as of all others, shows us that it 


will be the most extravagant enterprise that it is possible for us to enter 
upon. 

It has been stated upon this floor that if we contract with private 
parties for the assembling of these guns the Government will be com- 
pelled to pay for the machinery that is used and the plant thatit is 


necessary to get together to assemble these guns, and that it would be 
better, more economical, for the Government to pay at the beginning, 
at the outset, for this entire plant. I think the 8 from Vermont 
[Mr. EDMUNDS] made that statement yesterday. The Senator from 
Vermont, as we all know, gives great attention to all these matters, 
and his statements are generally accurate; but in that he is entirely 
mistaken. The result in the matter of the Navy, as shown by the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], has been that where we have con- 
tracted with private individuals it has resulted in securing more than 
half a dozen magnificent plants in this country which are in a condi- 
tion to take the iron ore from the mines and build it into a great steel 
ship and to produce the ship for the Government at a less cost than it 
can be manufactured in any Government navy-xard in the country. 

And so with the assembling of guns. The Washington navy-yard 
not having capacity to make its guns out of the rough steel which we 
contracted for in time to supply two or three of these great cruisers 
that we constructed under this system, advertised for bids, and it re- 
ceived bids for the 6-inch guns from the South Boston Iron Works and 
from the West Point factory, plants owned by private individuals, at 
a cost not exceeding those made at the navy-yard in Washington; and 
the testimony of Mr. Hunt and other gentlemen interested in these 
private enterprises shows beyond a doubt that up to 8 and 10 inches 
the Government can have now these guns manufactured as cheaply and 
I believe cheaper than it can by its own plant, without taking into ac- 
count the interest upon the great investment in Watervliet and at the 
Washington navy-yard. So, then, the Senator is mistaken. It will 
result in opening these private establishments and producing the guns 
cheaper than the Government can make them itself 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator allow me a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I should like to ask whether there is now existin 
any plant adequate to the production of guns of the largest caliber e. 
farthest reach? 

Mr. GORMAN. No, Mr. President, there is no plant in this country 
that can make, finish, and assemble a gun beyond 12 inches. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Has the Senator any knowledge that there would 
be such a plant created if the policy of the Government were to go in 
that direction ? 

Mr. GORMAN. I have just stated that at Boston there is a plant 
in the hands of private individuals or a company that to-day can man- 
ufacture these gunsup to 8 inches, and who state to the committee that 
they will contract to manufacture them up to 12 inches, 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will allow me? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE, The Navy Department, which has followed this thing 
closely and carefully, has no doubt that the private establishments of 
the country can furnish guns up to any size required as soon as they 
ean be wanted, up to even 16 inches if required; and, as was stated 
yesterday in the debate, it is not proposed to have them larger than 13 
inches. The private establishments of the country can do all these 
things, as the Senator says, more cheaply and more expeditiously than 
the Government. 

Mr. GORMAN. There can not be any question about it, and if the 
system which we inaugurated in 1888 is permitted to go on I have no 
question that it will occur with respect to the construction of these guns 
precisely as it has in the Navy; that while we shall continue to keep 
these two great establishments at Washington and at Watervliet in full 
operation, turning out each of them twenty-four or twenty-five guns 
per annum, they will be in active competition with two or three private 
establishments, which will have the same effect as it has had with the 
Navy. As the Senator from Maine knows perfectly well, our officers 
coming in competition with private enterprise are spurred on, not only 
to do good work, but to see that it is economically done, and if is the 
only system which can be established to get economy and get results 
for the people’s money. 

Mr. ident, we are not to stop here, although it is indicated in 
this debate that this increase in the appropriation for the Watervliet 
arsenal was intended to center at that one place the only one plant for 
the assembling of these great guns; and yet in this bill we have a pro- 
vision—coming here as it does from the House and amended by the Sen- 
ate, appointing a commission for the purpose of ascertaining what other 
point in the center of the country, at Rock Island or Indianapolis, or 
on the Pacific, or on the Gulf—for another great establishment for the 
manufacture of rifled 

Mr. President, that commission will report, as all commissions do, as 
the Department now recommends, that we shall have another great 
plant on the Pacific, and judging from the vote of this body on the 
question of navy-yards, when that question comes here two years hence, 
we shall have the great State of Illinois and the whole Pacific coast and 
the Gulf united to establish one, two, or three more of these great shops 
in their various localities. 
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The appeal of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cul.Lom] yesterday to 
know what was to become of that great establishment in his State, 
where eight or ten millions have been spent, which is lying idle to- 
day, will come with renewed force for us to use that water-power, to 
put up new buildings, and to build great guns in the interior. So it 
will go on—it is inevitable—as it did in the past with navy-yards and 
all these structures, to concentrate everything in the hands of the Gov- 
ernment. Believing as Ido that it is probable that we shall have, and 
in the near fature, to construct another plant west of this, gentlemen 
who are interested in that and who believe that it will be economy to 
have another great plant upon the Pacific coast or in the interior more 
secure from attack by a foreign enemy, must take noteof it, and I call 
the attention of the Senator from Illinois to the fact that if they have 
that idea and if that be the trae policy of the Government, asI believe 
it to be, by voting for this proposition as it stands you vote for it with 
the distinct notice from the Senator from Vermont and those who ad- 
vocate it that they intend this increased appropriation so that the 
whole work and the only one in the country shall be located at Water- 
vliet. That is the intention frankly stated, and that would unques- 
tionably be the result. 

Now, Mr. President, outside of the expense, outside of the great risk 
that you run in-this experiment of ordering three or four hundred 
thousand dollars’ worth of additional machinery that you know noth- 
ing of, that the Department tell you is still untried and they do not 
know what the result of that structure will be, you are concentrating 
at one point the only work that can manufacture guns of this kind. 
No man with business enterprise would risk such a great work at one 
point in this country so easily to be reached in case of trouble. 

General Benét, who is the Chief of Ordnance and who naturally de- 
sires to increase this great plant, who believes that the true system is 
for the Government to do all this work, urged it for various reasons. 
Among others was the reason that it was absolutely necessary to have 
the increased facilities because of the time that it will require to manu- 
facture all the guns that we need at eleven great ports of the country. 
He was asked this question: 

Senator Gorman. I understand you to say that you urge this appropriation 
onaccount ofthe time. Now, looking at the interest of the Government, do not 
you think it would be wise to contract for one-half of these, you furnishing the 
material, just as you do under the act of 1888, and wait for the construction of 
the wings? 

At Watervliet. 

General Benét’s reply was:“ 

I do not know that I can controvert that, 

The Department have taken the position prior to this that all that 
was proper to be done at Watervliet was the construction of the center 
and south wing, and in their statement to the committee they said: 


The first of the large boring and turning lathes will be delivered by Decem- 
ber 1, 1890, and the remaining five by March 1, 1893, say three years from this 


Now, said Senator DAWEs: 

That, I take it, is for 12-inch guns, 

And on page 15 of the report just preceding it, the Department says: 

It was thought expedient to pompons the erection of the south wing of the 
gun factory until after some practical experience had been gained in the in- 
stallation of a plant of this kind. 

That is General Benét’s statement, the statement from the Ordnance 
Department. Now said Senator DAWEs: 


T understand you now to say that this is not your opinion. You think it is 
wise to go on and contract for another wing before the conditions in those quo- 
tations are complied with. 


General Benét could not answer himself; there was no answer to it; 
but he did read from a statement prepared by one of his subordinates, 
as I take it, in which it was said, and this is the only reason that has 
ever been assigned for making this appropriation: > 

To secure a more rapid procurement of armament it is deemed imperative by 
the Department that steps should be taken at once for the completion of the 
present gun-shop on the design originally contemplated by erecting the south 
wing, especially in view of the length of time required for the manufacture of 
the boring-lathes, limiting the manufacture of guns upto 12-inch caliber. 

Mr. President, that simply amounts to no reason at all. The origi- 
nal statement of the Department, the common sense of this whole 
matter is, that as we have given them a million of dollars to experi- 
ment with—and it is only an experiment, as I repeat—in the construc- 
tion of these large lathes and the tools necessary to manufacture these 
guns, it is unwise and extravagant and wasteful to go beyond it. Let 
us wait until 1893 and try the result of this experiment. That there 
will be improvements, all admit. ; 

The amendment of my friend from Massachusetts as reported from 
the majority of the committee for an appropriation of $285,000, as I 
remember it, striking out the provision as it comes to us from the 
House, is just as much a proposition to enter upon this whole work as 
an original proposition to that effect. The bill comes here from the 
House appropriating in round numbers over nine hundred thousand 
dollars to construct the building and all the tools that are necessary. 
Now the motion is to strike that out and substitute $285,000 for the 
cranes and the machines. This commits Congress absolutely to the 
whole work. The Senator from Massachusetts shakes his head, but, 


ou have already provided for the machinery, when you have already 
provided by the acts of 1888 and 1889 and the present act for all the 
machinery that can be obtained in the center wing and in the north 
wing? It means that this Congress shall be committed to a scheme of 
spending from one to two millions of dollars more for the increasing of 
that plant and escaping the responsibility at this time of making the 
whole appropriation in this bill. It is not the first time during the 
present session of Congress, as has been pointed out by my friend from 
Missouri and others, that opportunity is given for making contracts by 
the appropriation bills covering large expenditures, and yet on the face 
of the bills to make them look economical. Mr. President, the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] brings up the 
whole question of whether the Government is to monopolize this particu- 
lar work. It is entering upon the scheme to exclude the mechanic and 
the manufacturer from participation in it. 

The proposition if adopted, in my judgment, would be most unfortu- 
nate. I protest against it as an extravagant waste of money, and, as I 
believe, it is a scheme which will bring nothing but trouble, failure, 
and waste of the people’s money. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
MAN] fails to state the ground upon which the Committee on Appro- 
priations have modified the amendment which was reported originally 
in the bill now before the Senate. The Senator has struggled hard to 


put that modification upon the ground of a reversal of the policy marked 


out by the statute of 1888 and since promoted by all the subsequent 
appropriation bills. If the Senator could succeed in convincing the 
Senate or if he could succeed in convincing the committee that such was 
the purpose and such the effect of this amendment, no one would abandon 
the amendment quicker than the majority of the committee who have 
instructed me to offer it. 

The committee stand to-day as they did when they reported the bill, 
committed fully to the idea that, so far ás they can by any provisions 
in this bill, they will offer every inducement to private parties to enter 
into the undertaking of building these guns. The committee have 
endeavored by all the help within their power to so construct the 
amendments to this bill as to present to private parties an inducement 
hitherto wanting in the legislation of 1888, that will elicit from them 
an effort to do what the statute of 1888 expected would be done by 
the inducement held out by that statute. And, Mr. President, it is 
due to the Senator from Maryland to say that nobody has been more 
efficient and earnest in undertaking to develop and perfect that plan 
as it appears in the bill than the Senator from Maryland himself, and 
I hope the Senator will feel that he has had co-operation on this side 
of the Senate as well. 

On a former occasion I stated that I would do nothing then, as I 
state now I will do nothing at this time, which will in any degree or in 
any way hinder or deter private parties from entering into this work. 
Sir, nobody has been more gratified than the majority of the committee 
at the partial success of the act of 1888 in stimulating private parties 
to come forward and undertake in part, if not in whole, the production 
of these large guns; and the acceptance of the proposal on the part of 
the Bethlehem Works to furnish the rough castings for these great guns 
has been as gratifying to the committee who inaugurated the system 
and to all parties interested in the rapid and speedy construction of 
those guns as it can possibly be, and the effect of the success of the 
Bethlehem Works upon other private enterprises has been most marked 
and beneficial. 

But, sir, the offer of that act to private parties to undertake the com- 
pletion of the guns, either the assembling and finishing of the rough 
castings or all the undertaking as a whole, failed. ere was none 
who had the courage then to undertake the outlay except the Bethle- 
ham Iron Works, who undertook to produce the rough castings. The 
success of the Bethlehem Iron Works has so stimulated other parties 
that it is believed by the committee that they will now undertake to 
offer such conditions and such contracts as can be profitably accepted 
by the Government. 

Now, why have the majority of the committee modified their amend- 
ment? Why have they, instead of striking out the whole of this ap- 
propriation for the south wing of the Watervliet arsenal, proposed to 
build the expensive lathes and other machinery to the amount of $285- 
000? It is this, and I beg the Senator from Maryland to understand 
that it is this and this alone: It is because it is only a matter of con- 
jecture still whether private parties will undertake this work. If it 
shall turn out that private parties find no sufficient encouragement in 
this undertaking, as they did not in the act of 1888, we shall have lost 
one or two years in the perfecting of all the tools, machinery, and ap- 
paratus for completing this work. It was, therefore, deemed by a ma- 
jority of the committee wise not to accept as an accomplished fact the 
hopes and expectations of encouragement held out by private parties; 
not to accept them absolutely and take it for granted that hereafter 
this work is largely to be taken off the hands of the Government and 
3 by private parties, the advantage of all of which the Senator 

m Maryland has not stated too strongly. 

There is every reason why that feature of the act of 1888 should be 
maintained, strengthened, and supported; but all the offers we have 


Mr. President, why make the appropriation for the machinery when 
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made thus far have failed. We expect that the offers we make in this 
bill will meet with better success; but, as I have said, it is not wise for 
us to accept it as an accomplished fact. It is better for us to go along 
with the two; itis better for us to carry along our own independent 
work; take this if it comes and gladly accept it, and hold out all pos- 
sible inducements for the completion of so much as is possible of this 
work that is to last twenty-seven years, more or less, so that year after 

will be cut off from this long time by the help of private parties. 
Tse omite do not propose to erect the new building, because that 
can be done two or three years hence before these great lathes and other 
machinery shall have been completed. They do not propose to build 
the small machines and the tools that cau be completed in a year or so, 
because all that can come, if necessary, after we shall be disappointed 
in the other brauch of this bill. 

It is only because it is not wise for the Government to lay down its 
work in the expectation that it is to be taken up by private parties that 
the Committee on Appropriations have modified their amendment so as 
to say we will goalong with that into which time enters so Jargely as an 
element, because, if we accomplish it and private parties should ulti- 
mately take largely this work off our hands, this is a valuable work; 
these great lathes are capital profitably invested, and are not thrown 
away, and are there at Watervliet, where they will be ultimately needed, 
whether the north wing or the south wing, or both, and the center and 
all shall ultimately be completed, as I hope they will be. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Shall I understand the Senator to say that, so far 
as this appropriation is concerned, it is needed, whether the building is 
extended or not? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. These great lathes are needed; they must 
be utilized ultimately, and the only inducement to go into the work 
now is that it is not wise for the Government to wait three or four 

ears, because they expect, as I expect along with the Senator from 
ryland and as I trust the country will witness, the coming up of 
these private en ises all over the land as well as at Bethlehem and 
at West Point, and it may be that some part of the work may be done 
at South Boston and some in Alabama, where there is a great deposit 
of iron and coal, and it may be, and I hope it will be, on the Pacific 
coast and at Rock Island and in Alabama, not in Government works alone, 
but that we shall hold out such inducements to private parties in those 
sections of the country that they will take hold of what is there ready 
to be worked up into these great establishments. That is what I am 
looking for and that is what I am hoping for; and I am also of the 
opinion that along with it we should complete, as far as the demands 
of the present and of tbe near future require, that great work which 
we have entered upon at Watervliet. But inasmuch as the additional 
building and the small tools are not necessary now the committee 
have modified their amendment striking out the provision of the House 
bill and saying that instead we will expend $285,000 upon great lathes 
and boring machines which can not at best be completed short of 
three, and it may be four, years from the time they are undertaken. 

That is the ground upon which this amendment has been modified 
by the committee. There is not in it an element of a reversal of the 
policy of 1888, as suggested by the Senator from Maryland. On the 
other hand, the policy of 1888 stands stronger to-day in friends on both 
sides of the Chamber than it ever did before and finds greater encour- 
agement in this very bill, by the help of the Senator from Maryland, 
Iam glad to say, as well as those on this side, than it ever did before; 
and it is not fair to the bill reported by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to say that they have the slightest intention of going back upon 
that policy. On the other hand, they propose to carry it forward with 
greater vigor and more effective appropriations than ever before, but 
they do not pro in the mean time to fold up their hands and wait 
to see whether their expectations are fulfilled or not. But so much of 
preparation on the work of the Government as takes time they will go 
along with, so that it will not be lost, however successful may be the 
inducements held out to private enterprise to join in this work. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts, 
in order that we may have no misunderstanding about this matter, is 
it not the fact that as modified the amendment which he offers is for 
the purpose of new machinery which will compel later on the construc- 
tion of another wing and the appropriation of the whole amount of a 
million of dollars? = 

Mr. DAWES. It is a fact, I think, that the inducement to the ma- 
jority of the committee to recommend this amendment was justas I 

ve stated more at length, that if private enterprise should not come 
up tò our expectations it will be absolutely necessary to have these 
things there, and if it should come up the money expended on them is 
not money lost. They would be there if they were needed; and if 
they were not needed there they could be used anywhere else justas well. 

There are those who have lost confidence in the Committee on Ap- 
propriations in the plan marked out in this bill. There are those, like 
the Senator from Vermont,who advocate upon principle the idea that 
it is better for the Government to do all this work itself, There are 
those who believe that whether it is better or not the Government has 
got to do it, because private en ise will never risk the capital and 
the of a million of in a plant upon the chance of 
doing work that the Government holds out. All these people say to 


the Committee on Appropriations: ‘‘ You give up all these considera- 
tions and these arguments and reasons and accept at once for the future 
just as you did in 1888 that private parties are going to do this,“ but 


they say they do not believe that private parties are going to doit, and 
therefore Watervliet ought to be developed to the scope of its original 
capacity. The committee say We will take that part of the develop- 
ment which takes time, and we will leave that part of the develop- 
ment which if we are disappointed can be produced a year hence just 
as well.“ I believe I have answered the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
when it was that the Committee on Appropriations considered this 
amendment. I have been a member of that committee for a good long 
while and I do not think I have ever missed attending any meeting of 
which I had notice. We had a notice of a meeting on this bill. We 
did meet and we consumed a great deal of time in its discussion, and 

agreed upon a certain plan and agreed upon certain amend- 
ments, sometimes unanimously, and sometimes by a majority of the 
committee, and reported the bill to the Senate. If the Committee on 
Appropriations has considered this bill since then I have not received 
any notice of it, and it is very strange that we have not received any 
notice of it, for I am always willing and anxious to attend the meet- 
ings of the committee, and there we can ascertain the reasons for any 
changes which are made. We interchange and exchange judgments 
and understandi frankly and freely and without any reserve as to 
the best policy and the best measures to be pursued. But now here, 
after the committee had determined upon certain amendments, we are 
gravely told that a substitute is to be offered, and that that substitute 
has been agreed upon by somebody or other, and who it is we have not 
been told. It seems that it was deemed best that certain members of 
the Committee on Appropriations should not be invited to that con- 
ference, and we do not know what were the motives that inspired this 
proposed change, and we can only develop them nowand then by ques- 
tions, and ually the Senator from Massachusetts begins to disclose 
what is back of this, the machinery and the manipulations that are 
Poning TE making him dance on the boards of the Senate and before 

e world. 

Mr. DAWES. Ifthe Senator would condense his interrogatory into 
a reasonable compass, I should be glad to answer him now, but the 
Senator has amplified it so that we have had the benefit of it; and now 
1 he will give us a sort of résumé of that question, I shall be obliged to 

im. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us know when this new amendment, the one 
he Senator has offered from the committee, was agreed to by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, there should be no concealment about 
this, and, so far as I am concerned, I have no desire in the slightest de- 
gree toconceal an The committee in full meeting recommended 
this original amendment as it was reported. The Senator understands 
that the War Department, which is responsible for the carrying on and 
completion of this work, was for the original tion, and after ma- 
ture deliberation the committee came to the conclusion that it was a 
matter wise to be fora single year. That is true. Subse- 
quently private interviews were sought with me and with other mem- 
bers of the committee by those whose arguments did not influence the 
committee when it was in full session, and the argument here in the 
Senate yesterday developed the fact there were a great many Senators 
who had not any confidence in the idea of the committee about private 
parties accomplishing this work, and I was a good deal shaken myself, 
and I conferred with such members of the committee as I could reach 
upon the question whether in view of the desires of those who are re- 
sponsible for carrying out these measures and the Senators who had not 
avy faith in the idea that private parties could accomplish the result 
aimed at—justso far as I could confer with members of the committee on 
the floor of the Senate, I did so while the discussion was going on, and 
I did confer with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], who gave 
me precisely the views which he has presented here to-day. I did not 
have the opportunity of conversing with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL], although his judgment would have had great weight with 
me if I could have had the benefit of it, but I did not have the benefit 
of it, and upon my own motion I offered the amendment which is now 
pending, and I stated simply in connection with it that I had had the 
approval of a majority of the committee in offering it. I stated so 
frankly, and I have not supposed that I had carried a wrong impression. 
I did have the approval of a majority of the committee suggested to me 
at my desk, and so far as I could meet any other member of the commit- 
tee I did, and I had free converse with the Senator from Maryland, and 
the Senator from Maryland did not agree with it, but maintained the 
position he has advocated here to-day. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I should like to hear the pending amend- 
ment reported. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CULLOM in the chair), The Sec- 
retary will report the pending amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out, on page 8, after 
line 6, the following: 


T: b. the erection of th s inclu: 
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For machinery, tools, and fixtures for manufacture of guns not exceeding 12 
Inches in caliber, for south wing of army gun-factory, $790,000. 
And in lieu thereof to insert: 


For boring and turning lathes, rifling machine, and _80-ton traveling crane, 
em Se oY for the manufacture of 12-inch guns at Watervliet arsenal, New 
ork, .000. i 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, there are two questions connected with 
this amendment, one of them whether private enterprise is more eco- 
nomical to the Government than the establishment of these gun-facto- 
ries and the performance of this work under the immediate supervision 
of the Government and the other as to the advantage or disadvantage 
of concentrating all the expenditures of the Government in one par- 
ticular locality, which is the result of the Government’s having no 
factovies of itsown, or the expenditure of the money necessary for prep- 
aration for national defense in time of warin the different sections of 
the country. 

Upon the point of economy the Government has to pay for the plant 
whether it be built by the individuals or by the Government. No in- 
dividual enterprise proposes to construct the necessary plant and ma- 
chinery without a return for it; and where will they get the return ex- 
cept by the expenditures of the Government, which must include both 
the plant and the work done? So there is but one element which will 
enter into this question of economy, and that is the element of the les- 
ser cost at which private enterprises may construct this plant, the 
Government paying for it equally as if it were done under the imme- 
diate supervision of the Government officers. 

These are im t considerations, but they are very well attained 
by giving a portion of the work to private enterprise, and they are not 
in the way of the Government’s establishing plants of its own. 

Shall the whole Southern country, with its vast wealth of minerals, 
its capacity for steel production, be left without any portion of this ex- 
penditure for the Government’sservice? And, if not, how is it to have it 
unless the Government establishes a plant of its own which may be 
leased to private enterprise or at which this work may be done? 

The Pacific coast will be left without any advantage from the ex- 
penditures of the Government for this and how can they have 
it unless the Government shall establish a plant of its own, which, if 
3 enterprise shall be found to be the necessary factor, may be 

eased to combinations of individuals who have not the great capital 
to establish this plant? 

Mr. President, upon the question of economy, the Government will 
pay for the plant whether private enterprise builds it in the first in- 
stance or not, and if built by private enterprise it will be upon the con- 
sideration that the Government will reimburse them for it. 

Mr. President, Iam decidedly in favor of the Government’s having 
plants of its own at which its work may be done. It is a kind of work 


that is necessary for its own purposes only, and the entire expenditure. 


must be made for providing the Government with the necessary muni- 
tions of war; therefore, in every aspect of the case, it has to bedone and 
paid for from the taxes out of the public Treasury, and it is not very 
material whether it is done in one way or the other, by private enter- 

ise or by the immediate. 3 of the Government, except that 

respect to the plants establi by the Government they may be lo- 
cated in the different sections of the country where the disbursements 
for this purpose may be of great benefit to the particular locality and 
if it be left to private parties these great establishments here upon the 
Atlantic coast, in the Northeast, will be the sole recipients of the ben- 
efits which flow from the disbursements of great sums of the Federal 
taxation. 

There is no kind of reason, Mr. President, why these expenditures 
should be concentrated in the hands of one, two, or three individuals 
or a few great firms in the country. There can be no argument in 
favor of that. If it be said that it will developtheskill and the enter- 
prise of the mechanic, how will it do so any more than if the Govern- 
ment locates these great establishments in every section of the country 
and provides by law that any association of persons may obtain a lease 
of such a work for the purpose of constructing these munitions of war 
at the smallest contract price that may be offered ? 

Mr. President, we want a gun factory and a plant in the State of 
Alabama. In immediate proximity to the coast of Florida we have 
the grandest harbors in the world at Pensacola, Tampa, and Charlotte 
Harbor; places which are necessary for the trade that will ultimately 
pass through the Gulf of Mexico from this country to Central and South 
America, and for the protection of the great commerce that will come 
through the inter-oceanic canalsof Nicaragua and no doubt ultimately of 
Panama. Pensacola is the only port and only harbor in immediate prox- 
imity to the vast mineral deposits of Alabama, which certainly have 
no superior in the world either in quality or in quantity or in capacity 
for the construction of ships and the fabrications which are made of 
iron and steel. ; 

Why should not that country be developed by the construction of a 
plant for a gun factory and share in the benefits of this disbursement 
of the Federal money ? z 

I am not in favor of great expenditures by the Government for the 
purpose of protecting us from possible war. The prospects are not 
great; on the contrary, they are almost impossible of realization, but 


still there should be some degree of preparation. I presume no one 
would be content to leave this country without any means of defense, 
any means of protecting its foreign interests, any means whatever of 
resenting any aggression that might be made by foreign powers; andin 
that view some preparation is n 4 : 

How shall it be made? Shall it be left toa few great contractors 
here upon the eastern coast, who derive the means of constructing their 
great establishments entirely from the Federal Treasury, or shall it be 
distributed in the different parts of the country, which will bettersatisfy 
the people which will be more efficient? What argument is there 
showing that a plant established in Alabama would not find the neces- 
sary mechanical skill there, with all the elements of cheap construc- 
tion and cheap work there, if a sufficient plant were established ? 

Why should there not be at the port of Pensacola, where a depth of 
water of 30 or 36 feet may be obtained, the most magnificent harbor in 
the world with a slight expenditure by the Government—why should 
there not be established there, in immediate proximity to these great 
coal and iron fields of Alabama, an establishment where this work might 
be cheaply done, with such a climate that at all periods of the year 
labor can be performed without fuel or artificial heat? 

Mr. President, I can see no kind of comparison in the advantages of 
the two systems, it being conceded that the Government will pay what 
you call private enterprise just as much as it will pay for the con- 
struction of its work under the direction of Government officers. The 
element of economy, therefore, is limited entirely to the superior economy 
of management in the construction of the plant and its operation after- 
wards, which is an element comparatively small, and even that is an- 
swered by the fact that the Government may lease its plant when es- 
tablished to private enterprise for the manufacture of these guns or 
such other work as may be necessary. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I do not agree with my learned brothers 
of the committee in their objection to the establishment of this plant. 
I understand that this appropriation is limited to $285,000, and that 
the objection of the Senator from Maryland is to the effect that it in- 
volves the construction hereafter of an additional plant and an addi- 
nonn expenditure. Now, if you will locate these plants throughout 
this country 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Florida permib me to inter- 
mpi him right there, so that we may have a perfect undertanding as 
to this? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. We have by prior acts and by a provision in this 
bill appropriated $1,000,000 for the machinery and tools that are nec- 
essary to run the center wing aud the north wing of this factory. The 
appropriations of this bill, therefore, amount to a million of dollars in 
round numbers to complete the capacity of this 2 and when thus 
completed it will be twenty-four guns per annum. Now, they contem- 
plate building another wing, to cost, as the Department says, for the 
building $248,743 and for the machinery and power to run it 8780, 000, 
making $1,028,743. As the bill came from the other House it made 
provision for that amount. Now, the Senator from Massachusetts, by 
the direction of a majority of the Committee on Appropriations, moves 
to strike out that entire appropriation of $1,028,74 9 $285,000 
for machinery. After you have bought the machinery and great lathes 
which he provides for, then it follows, as a matter of course, that at the 
next session of Congress, or as soon thereafter as it becomes necessary, 
you must make the balance of the million-dollar appropriation for the 
building of the other machinery, and in that way you locate at one point 
in this country the only work for the assembling and finishing of these 


guns. 

Mr. CALL. Well, Mr. President, I was about to say that in so far 
I agree with the Senator from Maryland to the extent that this is lim- 
ited and confined to one section of the country, and that it does not 
look beyond. It does not look to the establishment of these plants 
elsewhere. To that extent I consider his criticism well founded, but 
I do not agree to the proposition upon which much of his argument was 
based, that this work should be confined entirely to private enterprise. 

Mr. GORMAN. I did not say that. 

Mr. CALL. I beg the Senator's pardon, then. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator totally misunderstood me. Isay that 
the Government must have its great shops. It ought to have not only 
the one at Watervliet, but in my opinion, and I say that emphatically, 
later on, in all probability, weshall require one on the Gulf and one on 
the Pacific coast. This bill provides for a board toascertain the proper 
points for them, but I am opposed to making this appropriation and 
centering everything at Watervliet atthis time. The Senator will find 
a provision in the bill, and he will recall it, because he insisted upon it, 
to insert some point on or near the Gulf coast.“ 

Mr. CALL. I remember it very well. 

Mr. GORMAN. This is the provision, which will be found on page 
8 of the bill, beginning at line 22: 

That the President is hereby authorized to 2 a board to consist of three 
officers of the Army, one of engineers, one of artillery, and one of ordnance, not 
below the rank of lieutenant-colonel, who shall inquire into the facilities for 


producing steel fo: sa ek pear, bg at or near the Pacific coast in the 


vicinity ofthe Roc 1 the vicinity of the Indianapolis ar- 
„ Gulf coast, and the advisability of erect- 
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ing gun factories for finishing and assembling high-power guns, to be mounted 
in fortifications, at the Benicia arsenal, in California, or at the Rock Island ar- 
senal, or at the Indianapolis arsenal, or at some point on or near the Gulf 
coast. 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, that is precisely the point I was com- 
ing to. So far, then, as this criticism applies to the present expendi- 
ture of this amount of money, and limiting it entirely to this one place, 
I think the objection is well founded, his bill provided that there 
should be a board appointed, and the committee agreed upon that, to 

examine whether or not asuitable location could be found, and “‘ inquire 
into the facilities for producing steel forgings for high-power guns at 
or near the vicinity of the Rock Island arsenal, and in the vicinity of 
the Indianapolis arsenal, and at some point on or near the Gulf coast.“ 

Now, I think that is an important provision of the bill, and I think 
that the appropriation which is contained in the bill for the establish- 
ment at Watervliet arsenal before this amendment was proposed is a 
legitimate and a proper one. The question as to expending it now 
without a corresponding addition to the facilities upon the Gulf coast 
and upon the Pacific coast and in the Northwest is the only proper 
ground of criticism. 

For myself, I desire to be understood both upon the committee and 
upon the floor of the Senate as being in favor of such a distribution of 
these factories throughout the several great sections of the country as 
will put one jn at least each of the great geographical divisions of the 
country, one in the Northwest, one upon the Gulf coast or in the Gulf 
States, and one upon the Pacific coast, leaving this great establishment 
in the Northeast to be the object of care and consideration in that sec- 
tion of the country; and I shall vote whenever I have an opportunity, 
Mr. President, for such appropriations as will attain that result. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Massachusetts. [Putting the question.] The Chair is in doubt. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have a division. 

The question being put, there were, on a division —ayes 5, noes 11 
(no quorum voting). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum being dis- 
closed, the Secretary will call the roll, 

The Secretary called the roll and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Sanders, 
Allen, Farwell, McMillan, Sawyer, 
‘Rate, Faulkner, Manderson, Spooner, 
Berry, e, Morgan, Squire, 
Cam, 3 Payne Stockbrld 

meron, orman, yne, ockbridge, 

v. Hale, Pierce, Teller, 

Cockrell, Hampton, Platt, Turpie, 
Colquitt, H ns, Plumb, Vesi 
Cullom, H Power, Washburn, 
Dawes, Hoar, Pugh, Wolcott, 
Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I have been requested by the members of 
the Committee on Finance to state that they are having a hearing in 
the reception room and it is impossible for them to come out, and to 
make the request that they be reported as present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will not do. That can not be done. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. KENNA] 
ia necessarily detained from the Senate by reason of sickness. 

Mr. BATE. My colleague [Mr. HARRIS] is necessarily absent. 
He is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Forty-seven Senators have responded 
to their names, which constitutes more than a yuorum of the Senate. 
The question is upon agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWeEs] as a substitute for the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, there is only one statement of the 
Senator from Massachusetts that I care to allude to, and that is the 
assertion that in his judgment this appropriation enlarging the Water- 
vliet factory is not intended or will not have the effect to reverse the 
policy we have entered upon of the Government inviting private en- 
terprise to be employed as well as the Government officers in the manu- 
facture of these guns. That question came up directly in the consid- 
eration of this matter before the Committee on Appropriations on the 
question whether this provision should be stricken out of the bill. We 
had General Benét before us and examined him upon the propriety of 
making an appropriation for this new wing at Watervliet. The Sena- 

tor from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] himself asked this question: 


Is it the policy of this Ordnance Board or of your bureau to abandon the ef- 
fort to enlist private enterprise in manufacturing these big guns? 
General BENÉT.—— 


Mr. DAWES. On what page? 
Mr, GORMAN. This will be found on page 47 of Senate Report 
1213. General Benét answered: 


I think that the original idea or policy at the time that the money was given 
for the gun factory was that private enterprise should be enlisted. Butitseems 
to me now, from the ind ons, that people are that the Government 
is going to do all this, for there are applications and efforts to get money 
pea a cea to establish Government gun factories in different parts of the 
co A 


Senator Dawes, Are you settling down to the policy of having the work done 
by Government in connection with private parties, the private parties mak- 
ing var fran ge los and the Government assembling and finishing them, as 
an ex ve policy? 

General Benér. The policy is followed now as given by the board that ex- 
amined into it, that private parties should supply the steel. Therefore all the 
steel is from the works of private parties. e do not pretend to make the 
steel. Then the Government takes these steel sets of forgings and assembles 
and finishes the guns. 

Senator Dawes. That is the polar, pursued by the Government in connection 
with the Bethlehem Iron Works? 

General RENÉT. Yes. 

Senator Dawes. But my question was, is it the conclusion of either your bu- 
reau or the ordnance board to settle down into that method of accomplishing 
the work as a permanent policy? 

General BENÉT. I think the method I would settle down to is that I would 
assemble the guns in the Government works, 

Senator Dawes. That is your view? 

General Benér. That is my view. 

Senator Dawes. And you understand that to be the policy of your bureau? 

General Benér, Ves. sir. 


Mr, President, that is an entirely frank statement by General Benét. 
That is precisely what is intended by the provisions of the bill as it 
came from the other House. That is precisely, in my judgment, what 
the result must be if the amendment offered by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts is adopted. 

Mr. DAWES. Ishould like to ask the Senator if it is his purpose 
to abandon that feature of the act of 1888 and give up the idea of pri- 
vate parties furnishing the rough castings and the Government finish- 
ing them up. 

Mr. GORMAN. No; itis not possible for the Government to furnish 
the rough castings, and they must of necessity come from private en- 
terprise, as I understand, 

Mr. DAWES. Undoubtedly-— 2 

Mr. GORMAN. I would not abandon the Government enterprise 
of constructing, finishing, and assembling a large portion of the guns, 
but I would not confine it to the Government, ` 

Mr. DAWES. I was going to ask the Senator that question. Would 
not the Senator carry on the double policy, this one which is in proc- 
ess and which has been accepted by private parties so far as they are 
concerned, and also the one outlined in the bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. Unquestionably. I have failed to make myself 
understood if I have not convinced everybody that that is y 
what I amin favor of. I read the statements of General Benét with a 
view of showing that as I understand the case this scheme to enlarge 
at this time the Watervliet foundry is intended by him and the Depart- 
ment, andin my judgment will have the effect, to break up this double 
standard which the Senator from Massachusetts has stated. Now, that 
is a difference in judgment. 

Mr. DAWES. If the whole scheme as it came to us from the other 
House should be carried out just as it came from that body, the ex- 
penditure of a million more at Watervliet, building up new buildings 
and putting in all this machinery, it would lack that which the Sen- 
ate committee has attached, any new encouragement for parties to 
have that effect. The Senator is aware that the ground some of usin 
the committee took, as I stated it on the floor yesterday, was that it 
would be a proclamation to private parties that the Government had 
abandoned it. The effort of the committee has been to carry along 
both of these things and to omit nothing into which time so largely 
enters as the TARDEO these great lathes. 

Mr. GORMAN. r. President, I want to do the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts entire justice. I know that not only now but heretofore he has 
been a very earnest advocate and as chairman of the subcommittee 
has probably in the past four years accomplished more in this direction 
than any of us; and I am glad to have the opportunity to say so. But 
Icome back to the proposition that while that is the Senator’s view 
and that he has greatly strengthened this bill in that direction as it 
came to the Senate, reported trom the committee, we co-operated with 
him; but that since the bill has come in here, and in a way which is 
not unusual in handling appropriation bills, he has to an amend- 
ment which, while it carries only $285,000, commits us to the policy of 
the other House of expending $1,000,000. 

I should very much prefer that we should have a direct vote upon 
this proposition, and I trust the Senator from Massachusetts will agree 
to permit the Senate to vote to strike out the clause as it came from 
the House of Representatives making an appropriation of $1,200,000, 
and after that let his distinct 8 to e $285,000 come 
up for a vote of the Senate. In the form in which the amendment is 
now pending, to strike out and insert, it is not divisible. Believing 
as I do and as other members on this side of the Chamber who have 
considered it do, that it Sees the same thing, that it is to have 
the same effect, the only difference being in the amount of money ap- 
propriated to-day and that we are committed to it hereafter, I trust 
that we may have, as I think the minority of the committee ought to 
have, an opportunity to vote directly on the amendment reported origi- 
nally by the committee to strike out the provision, and then afterwards 
to vote as a separate matter on the provision appropriating $285,000. 

Mr. President, the memorandum ished by the War Department, 
or the Ordnance Bureau, which is the same thing, will be found in the 
report of the House of Representatives, No. 877, at this session, the 
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report accompanying this appropriation bill. I want to repeat what 
the Department say in regard to this matter. They say: 

As the policy of making at first only guns up to 12 inches caliber was regarded 
as most judicious, since at the ontset the estimates for the work would be more 
or less conjectural, it was thought expedient to postpone the erection of the south 
wing— 

Which is provided for by this amendment— 
of the gun factory until after some practical experience had been gained in the 
installation of a plant of this kind. Accordingly the erection of that wing was 
not urged at the time, the design for the building as thus modified, when 
e ee fully equipped, being adequate for an output of five 12-inch, seven 
10-inch, and twelve 8-inch guns per annum, 

Now, without this amendment the full appropriation to that extent 
has heretofore and is now being made in this bill. 

This output will require a supply of forgings to the amount of about $650,000 

r annum, while the cost of completing the guns will amount to about $275,- 

per annum, when in full working operation. 

That is practically a million dollars a year that we shall be com- 
pelled to spend to keep the plant provided for in the present bill. Now 
they desire to increase that plant. 

The cost of this additional wing will be— 
pee pean’ A esas otek T PEEN SALEN E R EEEE E $248, 743 


Fre . sossososoeos 780, 000 
Doll eee 1.028. 743 


The total output of the gun factory would thus be: twenty 12-inch, fourteen 
10-inch, and twelve Sinch guns per annum, and the whole cost of the plant 
would be $1,910,214, or, including the additional railway facilities and wash- 
room and sinks estimated for, would amount to $1,925,014. 

This plant will require for its full working supply steel forgings to the amount 
of $1,300,000 per annum, while the cost of the finishing work on guns will 
amount to about $525,000 per annum. 

So if the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetis, reported by 
the majority of the committee, is adopted, you will almost double the 
eapacity of this work and you will fix an expenditure on account of 
buildings and machinery of $1,028,000, and it will cost hereafter for 
every year it is run, for material $1,300,000, and for the operating ex- 

$525,000. We all know perfectly well that this estimate will 
in all probability be below the actual cost, and it is safe to say that you 
may add 20 per cent. to it. 

Mr. CALL. About how much will be required to keep it running? 

Mr. GORMAN. About $2,000,000 per annum, in round numbers, 
will be required to keep it running. Now, they say in this same 
memorandum: 


Under these enlarged facilities for manufacture, if the forgings are supplied as 
fast as the gun factory can utilize them, there will be available for the arma- 
ment of fortifications at the ends of the different years the following numbers 


of finished guns: 


At the end of— 


It will thus be seen that with a Government factory of the enl en ty 
at present contemplated it will be fifteen years before the required number of 
8, 10, and 12 inch guns for the twenty-seven ports can be produced, and thirteen 
years before the eleven ports most urgently in need of defense can be supplied, 

exclusive of 16-inch guns. 

Mr. President, is there any necessity for great haste in this matter? 
I do not believe it. I do not believe that we have danger imminent, 
If it is true, however, that the necessities of the Government and pru- 
dence require that we shall have these guns manufactured at an early 
day, it will not do to rely upon this one factory at Watervliet; and 
hence the very wise provision of this bill appointing a board looking 
to other sites, But I repeat, it would be the height of folly, that it 
would be a great piece of extravagance, that it would bankrupt any 
individual, and no prudent man would think of it, to spend $1,000,000 
more for machinery of the expensive character provided for in this bill 
when you have never tested the machinery, when you can not tell to- 
day, and no living man can tell, whether it will produce the results 
required before you make contracts for a million dollars more of that 
same machinery. The wise thing to do is to wait until 1893, when the 
machinery already contracted for will be delivered and tried. In the 
mean time you will have the reports of this board as to whether we 
shall have an additional plant upon the Gulf, or upon the Pacific, and 


~ 


then we can go on with this great work which we all haveso much in- 
terest in. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I believe there is not a quorum in 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts sug- 
gests that there is not a quorum present. 

Mr. DAWES. It is due to the Senator from Maryland that he 
should have a quorum, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Allen, Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 
Bate, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Berry, E MeMillan, 89 8 
Blair, Farwell, Mitchell, cel 
Call, Frye, Morgan, Stockb: z 
Cameron, George, Pasco, Teller, 
Carlisle, Gibson, Payne, Turpie, 
Casey, Gorman, Pierce, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hale, Platt, Walthall, 
Coke, Hampton, Plumb, Washburn, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Power, Wolcott, 
Cullom, Higgins, Pugh, 

Davis, Hiscock, Reagan, 

Dawes, Hoar, Sanders, < 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-three Senators have answered 
to their names. More than a quorum is present. 2 s 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts who is in charge of this bill to withdraw his amendment so as to 
let us have a vote directly upon striking out the two paragraphs under 
consideration. Itis impossible, of course, to have the question divided 
under the rules of the Senate. I am utterly opposed to the propon non 
to appropriate $285,000. Letthe Senate vote directly upon it, striking 
out from line 7 to line 12, on page 8 of the bill, and then after that is 
stricken out the Senator can offer his amendment to insert as a separate 
proposition, Thatwould permit the question to come fairly before the 
Senate. f 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It comes fairly before the Senate now. 

Mr. GORMAN. Not at all, if the Senator will pardon me. The 
provisions from line 7 to line 12, inclusive, on page 8 of the bill, carry 
an appropriation of practically $1,000,000, which is the entire amount 
required for the building and all the machinery of this new wing. 
Now, the Senator from Massachusetts moves to strike those paragraphs 
out and insert $285,000 for machinery alone. The effect of his propo- 
sition is later on to make the entire appropriation, and yet we are put 
in the position of voting, as we are compelled to do, against the propo- 
sition to strike out a million of dollars and insert $285,000, because I 
know it means precisely the same thing, only postponing the full ap- 
propriation. Now, I suggest to the Senator that we take a direct vote 


upon the propositions and vote first on striking out, which is the 


amendment originally reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 
. Mr. EDMUNDS. The committee report to strike it out? 

Mr. GORMAN. The committee report to strike it out, and I ask 
the Senator from Massachusetts in charge of the bill to let us have a 
direct vote on striking it out and afterwards to submit his amendment, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. e can take the sense of the Senate on the pro- 
priety of taking any step whatever towards making this great ricki 
ery that will take four or five years to make by voting upon the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts; while if we vote affirmatively 
to strike out all this and insert nothing else, and then shonld never 
reach the other question, it would put those of us who vote that way 
in a false position, because I do not wish to strike all out. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to have the question divided so as to pre- 
vent those of us on this side who have a different view from being 
placed in a false position. 

Mr. DAWES. I will state to the Senator from Maryland that he will 
get the sense of the Senate fairly on the question as it is presented, 
and that of course is all he seeks, because the idea of the committee is 
that it is not wise to strike out the clause without inserting this sum 
for this minor p If the majority of the Senate with the 
committee, then that settles it, but if a majority of the Senate do not 
agree with the majority of the committee and approve of this amend- 
ment of mine, in other words, if the majority of the Senate do not agree 
with the putting in of the provision for $285,000, they will vote down 
my amendment, and then will vote out all of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is all perfectly easy. 

Mr. DAWES. The question is whether a majority of the Senate 
approve of this modified provision. Ifa majority of the Senate do not 
approve of it, then a vote will put down my amendment. If they do 
not approve of it, then they will not vote for the amendment as the 
Senator desires to have it put. 

Mr. GORMAN. I know how earnest my friend from Massachusetts 
is, and he puts the proposition precisely as I supposed he would. 

Mr. DAWES. It is the only way to put it. 

Mr. GORMAN. He puts it so as to raise the question whether the 
Senate will vote for $285,000 as against a million of dollars. That is 
the effect as we understand it on this side. I understand it to be per- 
fectly clear that the vote upon the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts appropriating $285,000 is committing this Government 
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toan entire appropriation of $1,000,000 for the construction of this wing 
at Watervliet and for $2,000,000 to maintain it hereafter. 

If the Senator from Massachusetts declines to allow a separate vote 
on the different propositions, then I say in voting against his amend- 
ment I do it with the distinct understanding that to vote nay upon 
his amendment is to vote against making appropriations for the en- 
largement of the Watervliet arsenal, which carries with it an appro- 
priation of a million of dollars in the end. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not expect any one will vote for the amendment 
which I have who is not in favor of this limited appropria- 
tion; but I insist upon it that the Senator shall not make the Senate 
believe that that is a reversal of the policy of 1888 in any respect. I 
know the Senator argues that point, and, of course, he is sincere in it; 
but the majority of the committee approve of my amendment upon a 
different ground entirely, which I have stated in my feeble way. How- 
ever, if the majority of the Senate are of the view of the Senator from 

land, then of course they will vote down my amendment and then 
vote out the whole matter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is all perfectly simple. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam asking too much, I know, of the Senator from 
Massachusetts and he will give me a categorical answer; but is it not 
true that if the Senator's amendment is adopted and becomes a law it 
in fact commits the Government to an enlargement of the Watervliet 
factory to the extent of a million dollars? 

Mr. DAWES. It commits the Government to the building of these 
great lathes at Watervliet. If it turns ont, as we hope it will, that 
this work will so largely be taken up by private enterprise, it does not 
commit the Government to the erection of the bnil or to making 
the tools and implements. These great lathes, which can be used at 
Watervliet, if that is wise, will be on hand, or they can be used at any 
other point that is wiser; but we shall have them on hand at Water- 
vliet. There is no question about that. 

Mr. GORMAN. I knowthere ought not tobe any misunderstanding 
between the Senator and myself about the proposition, but I have failed 
to get a direct answer from him to my question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Maryland requests 
thé attention of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire to say again to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, so that we may have no misunderstanding about it, that the 
present buildings at Watervliet, for the south and center wings, if pro- 
vision is made for fitting up and putting in all the machinery that they 
will contain, absolutely complete the buildings there now with the 
machinery. 


Mr. DAWES. It is fair to state that these great lathes are not needed 
in the north wing or in the center. They are not expected to be used 
there, but this proposition proposes to make them, and make them at 
Watervliet, so as to meet a possible contingency there, but to be on hand 
for any contingency. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts admit that 
the intention is and the effect will be necessarily to enlarge Watervliet 
as proposed by the Ordnance Bureau? 

Mr. DAWES. I have stated distinctly the views of the committee 
in reference to that matter, and I adhere to those views. I stated that 
the modification of the proposition was brought about in my mind and 
the inducements that led me to offer it were the various views sub- 
mitted here and the lack of faith of many people in the proposition we 
had in the bill, and the views which are taken here that the Govern- 
ment ought to have this whole matter in its own control. I thought 
it was wise (and I had the approval of a majority of the committee), if 
there was any possible doubt, that we should have this anyhow, and 
not lose the time that we should necessarily lose by postponing this 
great work, all the time will enter into it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I only repeat that in voting upon this amendment, 
as the Senator declines to let us have a direct vote upon the proposi- 
tion as it comes to us in the bill, I shall vote against the amendment, 
believing, as I do, that it means an appropriation for a new wing and 
new machinery at Watervliet that will cost a million dollars. There- 
fore, I shall vote against the amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I intend to vote for this amend- 
ment if it does result in building up at Watervliet a north wing for its 
accommodation. 

I had the honor of serving upon the Select Committee on War Shi 
and Ordnance, of which Mr. Miller, of California, was the first chair- 
man, and the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] was the sec- 
ond chairman, at the time it made its final report. That committee 
was diligently employed for pretty nearly three years in ascertaining 
the condition of the United States as to ores and the production of 
iron and steel, and as to machinery in connection with great engines 
for running ships and for the making of great guns both for the Army 
and the Navy. We found when we set out that there was practically 
no establishment in the United States even for making steel ingots of 
sufficient size for a 6-inch gun, and it was with great difficulty that 
John Roach could get his shafts made in the United States for the 
cruisers he was then building. 

It turned out to be my fortune to visit the coast of California to make 
an investigation of the works there, and the discovery was made by 


looking into the iron supply of California that she possessed ores in 
great abundance, very low in phosphorus and very low in sulphur, true 
Bessemer ores, trae steel ores, and that they were at that time makin 

steel, and out of that steel they were building colliers to run up au 
down the coast from Seattle to San Francisco, and they were also build- 
ing a caisson for Mare Island navy-yard, a work of very great impor- 
tance, When we came back on the Atlantic coast we found at Johns- 
town and Steelton and at Midvale some very important machinery, 
some that might be available in part for the construction of ships of war 
and also for the construction of guns of small caliber for coast defenses. 

That report seemed to inform Co because it was a scientific 
report, not because the Senators were particularly versed in the science 
of steel and iron, but because we had detailed with that committee some 
of the most accomplished men in metallurgy who were in the United 
States Navy, and occasionally we were assisted by officers of the Army. 
That report informed the United States, particularly the Houses of Con- 
gress, of our capacity in respect of ores and in respect of building ma- 
chinery to compass the whole question of the supply of the United 
States with all of the necessary enginery of war; and thereupon we com- 
menced building a series of ships, and we made some little start in the 
direction of guns and mortars for coast defense and the ammunition 
that belongs to them. 

I think within the last four or five years the United States have made 
more progress in equipping themselves for necessary defense than they 
had in the previous fifty or sixty years, and I am in favor of continuing 
that progress. I believe that when the Constitution of the United States 
gave to Congress the power to organize and maintain an Army anda Navy 
it was intended that these organizations should be a part of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and that we did not intend to put ourselves 
in a position of a Quaker church, where we expected never to have an 
cause of offense against any one, or, if we did, not to resent it. 0 
did not ex to pnt ourselves in such a position as that the weaker 
powers of the earth, or the stronger ones either, could at their will and 
pleasure tender to us a policy in regard to our citizens and their rights 
or a policy in respect of the ay of our national cordons. 

When the people of the United States ordained this Government they 
commenced in the very first place to build defenses along its coast and 
harbors, and they have never abandoned that policy. t policy has 
been overcome, not the policy, but the manner in which it was exe- 
cuted has been superseded by improvements in modern enginery of 
war; but I dare say there is not a member of the Senate or of the other 
House who would be entirely willing to see Fortress Monroe razed to 
the ground. I certainly would not be willing to see Fort Morgan and 
Fort Gaines broken down, although it may be years and years, [hope it 
will be a century, before there will be any need whatsoever for fortifi- 
cations at those places. 

It may be considered an established policy, that the Government of 
the United States by no means intends to abandon, to have coast de- 
fenses and to have them available at the proper places for the protec- 
tion of our great cities, and to prevent inroads by foreign fleets and 
armies into the interior of the country. We also will provide contin- 
ually for arming and equipping our Army, whatever numbers we shall 
see proper to have. Twenty-five thousand has . as being 
plenty, and I think it is for a time of peace; but we shall provide for 
equipping our armies, and a great many more men than 25,000. We 
shall have arms prepared for, perhaps two, or it may be three, million 
citizen soldiery, of the very best pattern that can be obtained through 
the skill and enterprise of American mechanics. 

Who proposes to stop the manufacture of guns for the infantry and 
cavalry that is now going on day by day? I believe we are producing 
about a thousand guns a day. Who proposes to abandon that policy, 
from the simple fact that we are not now threatened with any invasion, 
or that our rights of any character are not bronght in question by any 
foreign country? No one would think of a policy of that kind. 

Now, it is quite as important that we should arm the coast defenses 
as it is that we should arm the militia, for an invading army of any 
consequence at all to come to the United States must enter our harbors, 
Mexico is not likely to have a population sufficient to furnish an army 
of great strength for our invasion, nor is Canada. If we are to have 
invasions at all, if troops are ever to land in the United States, they 
will come through our ports, and thut naturally and necessarily is the 
first point to which we should direct our attention in making proper 
national defenses. . 

We find that we have here several ports that are in a very exposed 
condition in consequence of the long range of modern artillery. The 
cities of New York and Brooklyn are by no means secure against at- 
tack from the open roadstead south of Long Island. San Francisco is 
directly in the very clutches of one of these armored ships with high- 
power and there is no way to prevent it unless you erect batter- 
ies there about the Golden Gate or in some other place that will reach 
out to sea, or unless you have floating batteries that can go out and 
meet whatever conan may come against the port of San Francisco 
from the ocean. 

Now to be in a state of preparation in respect of our coast defenses, 
as we are continually pu ourselves in a state of preparation in re- 
gard to the infantry service, requires a very different procedure and a 
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very different treatment of that proposition from that which has been 
suggested by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. Guns of 
very high power, of very large caliber, and which carry from 5 to 6 
and 7 and S miles, and some of thera are said to carry 9 miles, can not 
be manufactured in the United States by any machinery we have now. 
That is a settled proposition. We have advanced very rapidly in one 
stage of the production of high-power guns, but as I understand it we 
have not proceeded above a 9-inch-caliber gun. We must go very much 
higher than that; otherwise we shall be at the mercy of those ships 
that may visit our coast and lie off beyond the range of our artillery 
and batter down our defenses, or else batter the cities down which our 
militia is not capable of defending against such high-power guns. So 
weshall need them. We must have them. 

Europe cuts out the pace for the United States in matters of this 
kind. We have no apprehensions of South America for the present; 
and perhaps for half a century, or it may be a whole century, we shall 
have no apprehensions of China; and yet after awhile China may grow 
into a very great military power, for those people certainly have skill 
and they have courage, they have genius, they have industry and en- 
terprise, and they have swarming millions that are food for powder, 
and they do not care a cent about losing them. They mightbecome a 
very dangerous antagonist after their ambition had been excited, so 
that, instead of invading us with the spade and the shovel, and the 
gridiron, and the like of that, they should conclude that they would 
take guns on their shoulders and come over and try their hands with us 
fighting. I would deprecate a war of that kind. 

Iwould not see one American citizensacrificed for five hundred China- 
men in a war about any question of public policy, or honor, or anything 
else. I would dread that kind of war worse than I would avisitation of 
cholera or any other epidemic of that sort. Still it may come. But, 
whetherit comes or not, our action here is not predicated and ought not to 
be predicated upon prognostics of fnture danger to us ina material sense; 
but we find the great civilized powers of this earth reach out their grasp 
to seize the islands of the Pacific Ocean, and never fail to make aggres- 
sions upon countries like Venezuela and Nicaragua and Yucatan and so 
on; countries that are continually on the outlook for new conquests, 
new positions, new theaters of trade within their domain; countries 
that are now having their mouths to water over the prospect of divid- 
ing up the interior of Africa for commercial purposes in the future. 
Those countries arm themselves; they go to enormous expense to arm 
themselves, and whether the United States votes $10,000,000 annually 
for its armament or whether it votes $100,000 makes no difference in 
their policy. They believe in power, and they know that there are 
certain powers in the world which are always available for the purpose 
of gratifying national ambition, namely, money, commerce, and arms; 
so they make the arming of their navies and their armies a matter of 
public policy incorporated into the very system of government which 
they sustain. 

Therefore, if we would rank amongst the first powers of this earth, 
whether we want peace or whether we want war, whether we are satis- 
fied with our one detached ion of Alaska, 600 miles from the 
nearest American port, or whether we expect or do not expect to main- 
tain the influence we have in Hawaii, or whether we expect or do not 
expect to have a controlling influentigl authority in the Isthmus of 
Darien, or whether we expect or do not expect to protect the seal fish- 
eries upon the Pribylov and other islands in the Behring Sea, whether 
we expect or do not expect to have another jar for a century with Great 
Britain, or Germany, or France, or any other power, it still becomesa 
matter of political and public necessity that we should be prepared for 
what they may choose todo. Our power should be, in some measure, 
atleast, commensurate with the powers with which those great nations 
provide themselves who are in a continual commercial conflict with us, 
and who are likely any day in the world to be in conflicts of a much 
more serious character. It is a duty of the Government provided for 
in the Constitution. The whole history of the Government sustains it. 
There has not been an example of retrocession from that established 
policy of providing an equipment for armies, no matter how great we 
may expect them to be, armies of citizen soldiery, and also providing 
means at least for equipping and providing for the defense of our great 
seaports. 

I concur in the policy suggested by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Epmunbs] that the United States Government ought to be the owner 
of that very heavy and delicate class of machinery that is necessary for 
the building up of guns of very large caliber and very high power, for 
we are not going to be able to invite private enterprise to take hold of 
this subject in the right way whether we are to have but one arsenal at 
Watervliet, or whether we are to have another at San Francisco, and 
another somewhere in the reach of the iron regions of the South, in any 
one of these gun factories, the Government of the United States should 
be the owner of all the heavy machinery. 

I know an instance of this kind that has been of very great profit to 
this country in the progress of this improvement in arms. After the 
war, when we found the value of rifled artillery and breech-loading 
ordnance, we comm converting our guns, of which we had a 

very vast number, made useless by the competition of guns of higher 
power from other countries. The Government of the United States, 


I do not know whether under a special act of Congress or some regula- 
tion of the Ordnance Department, built lathes for the purpose of bor- 
ing out and rifling the heaviest of our guns, the columbiads and other 
very large guns. They built the lathes; they owned them. They were 
very excellent machines, too. Those lathes were leased to the South 
Boston Iron Works, and that company went on and converted numbers 
of guns that are now in your fortifications and a large number aboard 
of your wooden fleet. After they got through with that description of 
work and we progressed to the point of making steel guns, built up 
the guns, Government transferred those lathes from the South Boston 
Iron Works, where they were leased, and carried them to Watervliet, 
and they are at work there now. 

Now, there is a positive and practical demonstration of the useful- 
ness of that system of procedure. I believe that we can not do a wiser 
thing than to have every one of these lathes that are made for the pro- 
duction of guns of very high power and very large caliber in the own- 
ership of the United States Government. They can be easily trans- 
ferred from place to place; they can beset up anywhere, and they would 
be just as good at San Francisco as at Watervliet, and as good at Mobile 
as they would be at Watervliet or San Francisco, : 

I have no doubt at all that the physical geography of the United 
States will require of us that we shall establish arsenals or gun factories 
forthe building upof heavy ordnance in the vicinity of the great waters 
of the United States. Watervliet can supply easily all the Atlantic 
coast. A gun factory at Mobile, or at Birmingham, or at some other 
place in the Southern States would easily supply the Gulf of Mexico, 
and that is not going to be a very small matter, for the great Caribbean 
Sea is about to open, and within a short time, too, swarms of ships 
will pass to and fro through the Isthmus of Darien into the Pacific Ocean. 
The establishment of a gun factory at San Francisco is an indispensable 
national object. It is a cruel neglect not to do it. More than that, if 
the Government of the United States desires to enter upon the business 
of making guns for other countries, there is not such a market in the 
universe as the coasts of this country, east and west, will furnish for 
establishments of that kind. 

The next great proposition connected with this is to stimulate the 
production of heavy billets of steel. That will be done, as we have 
seen was done in the case of the Bethlehem Iron Works, whenever weofter 
money enough to the producers of steel to justify them in putting up 
very large hammers and very large compressors, for that is the whole 
problem. Large rollers, large hammers, and large compressors form 
the whole problem connected with the production of steel ingots or 
steel billets of sufficient size for the heaviest guns of the largest cali- 
ber. We can make as much steel as we want to make. There is no 
difficulty in making open-hearth steel or Bessemer steel or tool steel 
in any quantities in the world. We have the ores, we have the fuel, 
we have the workmen, we have the plants. We are building steel 
railways all over the United States in every direction. 

We are now producing more steel than any country in the world. 
So there is no difficulty about the production of the metal; there is no 
difficulty about its quality either; but there is a difficulty about the 
hammering, about the compressing, about the rolling; and that iseasy 
to overcome, Youcan havea hammer that is large enough to hammer 
out the largest ingot of steel that is necessary for a gun of the largest 
ealiber ever built, and you can take that steam hammer and let it down 
upon an egg and it will not crush it, so delicate and perfect and precise 
is the machinery. So you can use it for the greatest purposes and also 
for the minor purposes of manufacture. So with the compressor. So . 
with the rollers; you can have them of any size or shape you choose. 

The difficulty in that connection is not in getting up fine machines, 
but the difficulty is simply in the market. However, the market of 
the United Sates for these heavy billets of steel is being supplemented 
and very much aided by the demands of commerce; for in shafting and 
in a great many other things, in making vast pumps for pumping out 
the mines of my friend who I see is on my right [Mr. Hearst] and 
other gentlemen engaged in like pursuits, itis necessary that youshould 
have oftentimes very powerful machinery. 

We have overcome practically, and will continue to overcome, the 
production of steel billets and steel ingots of sufficient size for the 
manufacture of the largest guns. The real pointof difficulty now that 
we are encountering is the one suggested by the Senator from Ver- 
mont, that a lathe that is prepared expressly for the purpose of boring 
and rifling the heaviest class of ordnance is not fit really for any other 
purpose. It is designed for that one work, and probably you would 
find no other work thatit could be profitably employed upon. That 
being so, we can not expect private enterprise to invest a large amount 
of money in that kind of machinery; for, as was suggested yesterday, 
after they get through with a certain contract or a certain number of 
guns they do not know but that the whole plant is to be lost to them, 
and as a matter of course, making proper and n and wise and 
honest calculation in regard to it, they would include the probability 
of that loss in the amount we would have to pay for the guns, and the 
loss would fall upon us at last and we would no) have the machines. 

Now, is it not clear that in respect of the particular class of machines 
included in this amendment the Government of the United States onght 
to build them, and if they want to make contracts with private people 
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for assembling the guns and building them up lease your lathe to them, 
as you did with the South Boston Iron Works? There is no difficulty 
about private enterprise coming in. Suppose the United States Gov- 
ernment had three great lathes to-day, perfectly prepared in every par- 
ticular for the making of these guns of very large caliber and very high 
power, and suppose you made a proposition to the Union Iron Works 
at San Francisco or some other iron works there, any and all of them, 
that they should make guns of high power and great caliber out of 
California steel, and asa part of your proposition you would say, We 
will lease you our machine; you return it in good order and condition 
at the end of your term, and after these guns are made; we will lease 
it to you.” Then you would get private enterprises to come in, because 
they would not have to consume so much of their capital in the pur- 
chase of a machine which aſter awhile would become entirely useless 
to them. 

It seems to me that for these reasons, Mr. President, we ought to 
sustain this amendment. I am entirely willing that you should build 
a north wing at Watervliet. The Government of the United States 
ought to have at least one great arsenal whose appointments and equip- 
ments are the equal of any other in the world and better than any other 
in the world, because we are not safe unless wedoit. When our har- 
bors are blockaded by the fleets of Germany, or of France, or of England, 
or of Italy, or any other power that has enough naval strength to do 
that thing, we shall find it quite difficult to go abroad and buy the 
machinery or buy the tools for the purpose of meeting an emergency 
of that kind. We ought not to forget now that a steamer crosses the 
Atlantic Ocean in a little less than seven days; that steam transports 
loaded with troops and munitions of war can leave the coast of England, 
or for that matter of France, and get here inside of fifteen days. We 
ought not to forget that. Weare bound to be in a state of preparation 
for these things, otherwise we must give up some of the most important 
fanctions of our Government, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Alabama tell me what 
would be an adequate preparation for these things? To what extent 
must we increase the Army; to what extent must we increase the Navy; 
to what extent must we fortify on the coast; to what extent must we 
build formidable war vessels to provide against all these things? 

Mr. MORGAN. The extent to which you will increase the Army, 
Mr. President, is a very different question from the extent to which 

‘ou will increase the Navy. The Army of the United States can be 

creased by a drum-beat within a very short space of time so that it 
will fill up with a million of men if you want them, or two million if 
you need them, as intrepid as any in the world, and who have all the 
warlike traits that have characterized this great Anglo-Saxon race of 
ours in all history, and which seem to bé concentrated amongus. But 
we would feel very lame and very impotent indeed if there should a 
necessity come upon us, having an army of two hundred thousand men 
in the field, if we had only twenty-five thousand guns and we could 
not fight until we had produced the needed guns. I have passed 
through that sort of experience. 

I came out with a regiment from Alabama, the first regiment that 
ever camped at the Stone Bridge. Wedid not havea hundred guns when 
we got there, and we had eleven hundred or twelve hundred men, and 
it was at least two weeks after that time before we got our guns and 
ammunition, I remember that there were a number of regiments that 
left the South armed with what were called John Brown’s pikes. I 
do not suppose, Mr. President, that there was ever a warlike people 
and a people determined to go to war who were in a worse state of 
preparation than the Confederates were at the time they commenced; 
and what it cost us of money, and labor, and alarm, and harassment 
to get together the guns with which we fought that four years of fight- 
ing no man in this world could begin to tell. If he had all the facts 
before him he could not really give a true picture of it. 

The condition of the Confederate army as I saw it has admonished 
me that the Government of the United States must be prepared with 
the implements of warfare and the munitions of war, and when we 
have got those and have the best patterns that we can build, and I be- 
lieve we are doing that now, there is no difficulty in the world about 
filling up the Army with men enough to handle these guns and to 
ae em as well as any nation and people in this world could pos- 
sibly do. 

Now we come to the fortifications. I should like very much indeed 
to see the harbor of Boston fortified, because I know full well that 
ships can lie outside the inlet at Boston and destroy that town abso- 
lutely. I should like to see New York defended. That problem has 
engaged the attention of more of the militaty genius and skill of this 
country than any other, I believe; and I have never seen a military or 
a naval officer yet who was content with the preparations we now have. 
or are making even, for the defense of the city of New York. Ishould 
like to see Hampton Roads defended better than it is, and yet the fort- 
ress there, Fortress Monroe, is one of our greatest fortresses. Phila- 
delphia is not in so much danger, because we could have our land 
batteries along the Delaware River and could reach the fleets as they 
went on up, having a] distance to travel from the sea. 


There is not so much difficulty about defending Charleston, for we 
saw how Fort Sumter for four years held out against the power and 


genius of the Army of the United States and the Navy of the United 
States, a single fort that was battered until it was nothing but cramb- 
ling sand; and yet it stood there and defied the entrance of the great 
fleets and armies of the United States for four years. So I take it that 
in a harbor like Charleston we have probably as much of defenses as 
we need. I should like to see Savannah better defended than it is. I 
should like to see Jacksonville, Fla., better defended than it is, and 
Brunswick, Ga. Key West ought to be defended until it is another 
Gibraltar. Key West commands the whole of the inlet practically into 
the Gulf of Mexico from the South Atlantic Ocean, and that ought to 
be another Gibraltar. 

I should like to see Fort Morgan strengthened at Mobile Point, be- 
cause after we in the Confederate army had pial e it all we 
could, and had put there three (I believe it was) powerful rams that were 
built at my own town on the Alabama River for the purpose of re-en- 
forcing those water batteries and barbette batteries, still Admiral Far- 
ragut was able to steam through there with his wooden ships. Ishould 
like to see the Mississippi River between New Orleans and the outlet 
defended, for after the Government of the United States had expended 
all of her wealth that she desired to expend and all of her skill and 
genius in building forts along the Mississippi River to protect that 
stream, she found that her own wooden Navy could pass by with im- 
punity and go to New Orleans. So I consider the defense of the 
sissippi River, so far as land batteries and water batteries are concerned, 
as being very imperfect. 

I should like to see Galveston defended. Ido not know whether: 
that could be better defended by land and water batteries or by float- 
ing ships of war. I believe the latter would probably be the best, but 
I am not so sure of that. I should like to see San Diego defended. 
That I think could be effectually done from the coast, for the city lies 
some 9 or 10 miles back from the Pacific Ocean, and the coast juts - 
prominently out there and makes a narrow entrance, and I think it 
could be effectually défended. Ishould like to see San Francisco made 
absolutely secure, for there is certainly not any city in the West, and 
scarcely one in the East, that we could lose with greater regret than 
San Francisco, 

Mr. FRYE. Nor one so easily defended. 

Mr. MORGAN. Nor one so easily defended, and yet one so easily 
taken without defenses; absolutely at the mercy of the enemy without 
defenses, and yet it is easy to defend. I should like to see the mouth 
of the Columbia River defended, and all of that vast wealth that is 
springing up in that quarter protected by batteries or whatever other 
appliances are necessary. I would go up, and opposite to Victoria, at 
some point upon that great inlet from the sea that reaches down to- 
wards Oregon, back of Washington, or virtually through the heart of 
it, I would there put up powerful fortifications. * 

Great Britain can not be said to have any particular spite or spleen 
towards us. Great Britain loves the people of the United States bet - 
ter than she loves the people of any other country in this world. There 
is no question of that, for they are virtually her own progeny, her own 
children. But Great Britain does not hesitate at all in the pursuit of 
hernational policy in laying down those plans which mature by decades 
and look fifty and one hundred years ahead through the wisdom of her 
great statesmanship. She does not hesitate to make due military prep- 
aration at Victoria and in that vicinity for the increasing of her military 
strength there. She may not expect to attack the United States; I 
dare say she does not. She scarcely expects the United States to find 
occasion for attacking her. But for her to abandon her naval station, 
her naval preparation, and her fortifications at Victoria or on Vancouver 
Island would be a relaxation of a part of her policy which she has 
sedately fixed and settled upon, and which' she does not purpose to 
give up. 

Now, when a neighboring nation thus provides herself with great 
armaments and great forces in the N vicinity of our own coast 
and commanding the inlet and the outlet to such waters as come down 
through that great inlet from the ocean towards Seattle and Tacoma, 
why should we not provide ourselves with the means of protecting our 
commerce there, ‘ak if Great Britain should undertake to usurp the 
control of those interior waters of the United States by throwing her 
naval armaments or her fortifications across that inlet, why should we 
not be there ready and prepared to meet an adventure of that kind and 
to hold her in check? 

Mr. President, the nations of this earth are not kind-hearted women; 
they are not benevolent mothers; they are not tender sisters; they have 
not been and they never will be; and, in my judgment, in the provi- 
dence of God it is not intended that they should be. 

Wars will continue after we have been in our graves for centuries, 
The occasions will spring up, and in the attrition and friction of wars 
there will be that development which has always attended warfare, 
the kindling up of ambition, broadening and deepening of information, 
the strengthening of purpose, and all of the other high qualities which 
make a people the pare instruments in the hands of Providence for 
the development of this world. I am not looking for the millennium 
in a very short space of time, and if I were preparing for the millen- 
nium the first thing I would do would be to amend the Constitution of 
the United States and take away from Congress the power to maintain 
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armies and navies. That is where I would begin. I would not begin | in the United States without going abroad for a strand of yarn or silk, 


by leaving that power in there and not having any exercise of it. 

Now, I believe I have answered the question of the Senator from 
Missouri as well as I know how. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator has not said anything about the 
Navy, how he would have the Navy increased. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, as to the Navy, Mr. President, this is a very 
large world; there are a great many people and a great many nations 
in it; and they are not all very enlightened, and some of them are 
scarcely civilized at all. We can make money by building a navy 
just to go around and show itself in the different ports of the earth 
and to establish a reputation on the part of our nation for power and 
energy. We can make money by it in a commercial sense. 

But there is more than that in it. We have a Naval Academy at 
Annapolis. We have a people who are fond of seafaring. A very large 
drift of the genius and enterprise of the people of the United States is 
in that direction; and they do not intend to give up their fondness for 
a seafaring life, or for fighting upon the water, compassing the oceans 
of the earth and showing themselves with their flag in all the differ- 
ent harbors and ports of the world. They do not intend to give it up. 
If we do not intend to build a navy, let us stop our affair down here 
at Annapolis. What is the use of educating men for the Navy and 
having no ships for them to go on? It ought to be broken up entirely 
if we intend to break up the Navy. 

How great a navy we ought to have is a matter about which there 
is much difference and contrariety of opinion, and about the particular 
class and quality of ships that we ought to have there seems to be a 
good deal of diversity. Ido not believe in maintaining an extrava- 
gantly large navy, but I want the best one that can be built, and to 
have it just as active as it can be. I wish to have as good ships in the 
United States Navy as there are in the world; I want better than any 
in the world. It looks to me as if, in the brief experiment we have 
been making in the last few years, we have already developed a mar- 
velous capacity for building good ships, swift ships, strong ships, beau- 
tiful ships. The fact is that the building of ships seems to be some- 
what the trait of American architectural genius. The old packet liner 
that we built before the war was the cynosure of the eyes of all the 
sailors in the world. We have a drift of that sort, and I am di 
to encourage it. I should like to see a sort of sea militia. I think it 
would be a good thing to have a militia of the sea, ships of commerce 
that were prepared for entering the Navy in cases of emergency, a re- 
serve force that we could call upon for the purpose of playing havoc 
with the commerce of other nations, if that should be necessary. 

We probably do not need any great number of very large ships, for 
the reason that we are not likely to go abroad and enter such places as 
the mouth of the Thames or Marseilles, or any of the great French 
ports, for the purpose of invading foreign countries. We are not in- 
vaders; we do not expect to invade a European country, and therefore 
it is probably not necessary that we should have many large ships, for 
they would only be useful in entering the deeper ports of Europe, and 
our own deeper ports, such as Portsmouth and other places on our 
coast. 

But, Mr. President, I believe very much in the cruiser system. I 
believe in ships drawing from 18 to 25 feet of water, and very rapid, 
that can move about from ocean to ocean and Pays to place with large 
cargoes of coal, so that they could keep in action for quite a long time, 
and supplemented also with rigging sufficient to dispense with coal en- 
tirely and yet make fair progress with the wind—ships that can enter 
the estuhries, the rivers, the small ports of all the different places of 
any consequence in the world, orthe most of them. I believe, if we 
had a large fleet of that kind of vessels visiting about actively at all 
the different ports of the earth, not perhapsin squadrons or groups, but 
by twos or singly, it would bea very impressive thing upon the nations 
of the world, and it would incline them to do a many things that 
now they are not at all inclined to do, It would incline them to break 
up these grooves and ruts of trade which carry everything to London. 

I should like to see New York do the warehousing for all of South 
America and for China. I should like to see New York also the cen- 
ter of exchange, the clearing-house for all of those countries. I see no 
reason why 35,000,000 people in England, no matter how old or how 
rich they may be, no matter how centrally they may be situated in re- 
spect of the commerce of the world, should have more financial power 
than 65,000,000 people in the United States, with all our magnificent 
growth, which has not a single moment of retardation. I think it is 
quite competent for us, if we will pursue the proper activities and in 
the proper way, to make a diversion of this kind of trade to New York 
and away from London. 

Mr. President, if New York was to-day commercially what London 
is, the people of the United States would be the happiest and the rich- 
est people in the world, handling our great crops and selling them right 
at home, and manufacturing them in our own country, and that with- 
ont a necessity of robbing Peter to make Paul rich. 

Now, that is as far as I can go, because Iam not an expert in the 
matter of naval vessels, As far as I can go is to say that it is in the 
Constitution of the United States that we are to maintain a navy. 
We have the rudiments of a navy around us. We can build a navy 


or anything else. We can put everything aboard a ship that is neces- 
sary, from its armor on its outside, its engine, its shafts, its guns—we 
can put them all on board, of American material. We can build up 
here a set of artisans who are qualified and who will teach theirsons 
to become qualified in the very special art of ship-building, which is 
an art all by itself, which stands alone. 

The Cramps at Philadelphia understand that. The Government of 
the United States would intrust the building of any ship that she has 
to build into the hands of the Cramps. Why? Because those men 
are true artisans in that line of business. They understand it. It has 
been their life-time study, and their sons and followers and apprentices 
will understand it. Philadelphia will not be wanting in ability to 
build any kind of a ship that you can mention perbaps for the next 
two or three centuries to come. I am for building up that sort of 
characteristic among the people and encouraging its development. 

I hope I have answered the Senator from Missouri sufficiently. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator yield to another question? 
Because the Constitution has vested in Congress the power to build up 
and sustain a navy and army, is that any reason why Congress should 
exercise that power unless there is some necessity for the Army and 
the Navy? Does the fact that the Constitution grants a power to Con- 
gress necessitate the exercise of legislation by Congress under that 

wer? 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, we have two kinds of moneyin the 
United States. One is printed on a printing press. We call it the 
greenback, and the Supreme Court of the United States bas said that 
that is a legal tender and is in all respects money, although there is 
no fund laid apart for its redemption in coin. The Constitution also 
gives us the power to coin money. Now, it is much easier to print 
money than it is to coin it; it is a cheaper process; but I should say 
that it was the duty of the Congress of the United States to provide 
for coining money notwithstanding that we can print greenbacks; and 
I should say that it was the duty of the United States Congress to pro- 
vide a naval defense for the United States which would meet an enemy 
upon the high seas, and beat him or try to beat him there, ratherthan 
to allow him to enter into our ports and go and fight the militia 
on the bosom of our own soil. So I conceive that it is a duty, and an 
imperative one, to have a navy. That is my view ot it. It is our duty 
as much as it is our duty to continue the coining of money, notwith- 
standing we can print greenbacks and make a legal tender of them. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama, 
who has given great attention to this matter, whether in his judgment 
it is prudent to pursue the same course we have in the manufacture of 
the ingots themselves. We have appropriated for the Army and the 
Navy a million and a half dollars for these large lathes and machines 
to be made in this country, which is an experiment. They have not 
been made yet, but they are in process of being made, and will be tested 
by 1893. I ask the Senator whether in his judgment, pending that, 
it is wise to appropriate a large sum of money for machinery when we 
do not know how it will operate. That is the whole question involved 
in this amendment, 

Mr. MORGAN. I supposed it was necessary to make this appropria- 
tion, whatever the amount of it is, to build this icular’ class of 
machines that are mentioned in the amendment, and I tookit for granted 
that that class of machines were not provided for in some previous but 
unexpended appropriation. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Alabama is entirely mistaken. 
We did provide by the acts of 1888 and 1889, as again in this bill is 
contained the provision, an appropriation of $165,000 to complete one 
wing for the identical machinery that is provided now for the new wing, 
on the report of the War Department. These large lathes, wherever 
constructed, can not be delivered 1 to 1893. In the matter of the 
Navy they are now considering bids for large lathes to make 12-inch 
guns and 13-inch guns, but the mechanics are not skilled, our people 
are not prepared for the work, and up to this day not one has been 
produced. Now, three years prior to the time when we can have an 
actual demonstration of what will be the result of the million and a 
half dollars appropriated, it is proposed to go on and appropriate for 
additional machines. That is the whole question before the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, Mr. President, there is no experiment about 
making a machine in the United States, not a bit of it. We have as 
good mechanics and as good material as can be found in the world, and 
you lay down a working drawing of any machineat all and I guaranty 
you will get plenty of mechanics in the United States who can make 
it and make it as good as any on earth. They may fail sometimes in 
the tempering for want of the peculiar kind of knowledge necessary, 
but if you authorize anything of that kind we can get it from Great 
Britain provided you do not make a contract to bring it in. 

I donot know about the question of extravagance. This Senate 
does not know much about the appropriations. The Senate has very 
little to do with the bg weap and it is a sort of new enterprise 
for anybody to get up here and speak much about an appropriation, 

ially for a new project of any kind. The Committee on . 
priations have all this matter locked up within their own bosoms. But 
here is one of the most conservative and earnest of that committee, Who 
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recommends this proposition very fully, very clearly, and very decid- 
edly, and I agree with him. If we have got money enough oe 
somewhere else to build this then we do not want this money, but 
take it for granted the Senator from Massachusetts would not be here 
asking this amount of money to build this particular class of machines 
with if he had the money anywhere to do it with. I took that for 
granted and did not look into that part of thecase. I was looking into 
the merits of the appropriation itself as an appropriation, and provided 
there has been nothing appropriated for the purpose of building these 
machines I take it for granted that there is not anything provided for 
the building of the particular kind of machines included in this amend- 
ment. I know we need I am sure that the policy of provid- 
ing them is the very best we can adopt, and if they are needed (which 
the Senator from Massachusetts can answer), of course I am prepared 
to vote it. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the objection to this amendment is that 
to vote for it separately is to vote against a gun factory at Rock Island, 
or at Mobile, or at Pensacola, or anywhere else. It seems to me that 
these gun factories ought to be voted for together. Yon establish this 
great factory at Watervliet alone and fit it out completely. Thatisa 
measure antagonistic to having anything in the Gulf States, anything 
on the Pacific coast, or anything upon the Northwest. It seems to 
me that this ought to bea matter in common, and all parts of the 
country should be considered if we are going to adopt this policy, 
which I am in favor of as well as the Senator from Alabama. 

For these reasons it seems to me that it is not wise to enter into 
this policy of establishing this great arsenal and gun factory and com- 
pleting it, unless we take the action recommended in this bill of estab- 

-lishing factories elsewhere in other sections of the country—and not 
until after this is determined upon. And then the work should goon 
simultaneously; otherwise it will be to the interest of the friends of 
the Watervliet works and the people of the other sections to oppose it. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out lines 7 to 12, on page 
8, and to insert in lieu thereof: 


fully nator 3 pec my Waterrl 8 
Yor $253,000. j 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 17, noes 10; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. GORMAN, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 
Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called), I am paired with 
Iam paired with the 


the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). 
junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. Ido not see him here, 
and I shall withhold my vote. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. Not knowing 
how he would vote I withhold my vote for the present. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). My colleague [Mr. Haw- 
LEY is absent on official duty, and is paired, I believe, with the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE. My colleague * HARRIS] is paired with the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I observe from the remarks of the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. MoPHERSON ] yesterday that he is in favor of the 
principle of this bill and amendment, and I think Ishall vote. I vote 

‘ ven. 
Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. Iam paired with the Senator from Iowa 


[Mr. WILSON. 
The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 18; as follows: 
YVEAS—27. 
Allen, Evarts, Jonesof Nevada, Sawyer, 
Blair, Farwell, Mitchell, Spooner, 
n, Frye, Morgan, Squire, 

A Higgins, Pierce, Stewart, 
Cullom, A Platt, bridge, 
Dawes, Hoar, Plumb. Washburn 
Edmunds, $ 

NAYS—I8. 
Barbour, Cockrell, Gorman, Turpie, 
Bate, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Walthall, 
Berry, Ooig uitt, Pasco, Wolcott. 
Call, Power, 
Carlisic, Gibson, T ' 
ABSENT—39. 
Aldrich, Chandler, Faulkrer, Hearst, 
Daniel, Gray, Kenna, 

5 Davis, Hale, McMillan, 
Blodgett, Dixon, M * 
Brown, Dolph, Manderson, 
Butler, Eustis, Hawley, Moody, 


JUNE 4, 
Morrill, Pugh, Sherman, Voorhees, 
Paddock, Quay, Stanford, Wilson of Iowa, 
Payne, Ransom, Vance, Wilson of Md. 
Pettigrew, Sanders, Vest, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was resumed on page 8, beginning at line 13. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 8, line 23, after the word Army,“ to insert one of engineers, 
one of artillery, and one of ordnance, not below the rank of lieutenant- 
colonel;“ on page 9, line 3, after the words Indianapolis arsenal,“ 
to insert and at some point on or near the Gulf coast;’’ in line 7, 
after the word California,“ to strike out and“ and insert ‘‘or;’’ 
and in line 8, after the words Rock Island arsenal,“ to insert or at 
some point on or near the Gulf coast;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


arsenal, and at some point on or near the Gulf coast, and the advisabili 


mounted in fortifications, at the Benicia in ifornia, or at the Rock 
Island arsenal, or at the Indianapolis arsenal, or at some point on or near the 
Gulf coast, 

The amendment was to. x 

Mr. DAWES. We should have a comma pūt in there after Pacific 


coast, on page 9, line 2. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A comma will be inserted, if there 
be no objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 9, line 15, in the heading ot 
the clause, after the word and, to strike out “‘ Fortifications” and 
insert Fortifleation,“ and in line 16, after the word and, tostrike 


out ‘‘ Fortifications’? and insert ‘‘ Fortification;’’ so as to read: 


Board of Ordnance and Fortification: To enable the Board of Ordnance and 
8 to purchase abroad, for tal such articles of 
ore 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for ‘‘ Board of Ord- 
nance and Fortification,’ after line 25, at the bottom of page 9, to in- 
sert: 

To enable the Secretary of War to cause to be constructed, delivered, and 
tested one bi oading cast-iron mortar of 12-inch caliber of about 40,000 
pounds weight, such test tobe made with a view of determining its accuracy, 
range, power, endurance, and general efficiency r e with the 12-inch 
cast-iron, steel-hooped, breech-loading mortar now at Sandy Hook, $23,000, or 
som thereof as may be necessary, 

To enable the necessary experiments tobe made to test the value thereof, in- 
cluding the purchase of material and co where necessary, of pneu- 
e jpn carriages, segmental guns, and high explosives, $50,000, or so much 
the! as may be necessary. And the TRAA h of An act making ap- 
propriations for the support of the Army for the year ending June 30, 1890, 
and for other pu „approved March 2, 1889, is hereby so amended as to 
authorize the use of a 6-inch breech-loading rifled cannon of new pattern in 
the test of the counterpoise battery therein provided for, and the a priation 
is hereby continued for the purposes of such test for the fiscal year 180. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the Senator explain the 
difference between that mortar and the other mortars. We have, I 
think, about fifty of the other mortars, and I wish to know what is 
the difference between those and this. 

Mr. DAWES. The other mortars were to be cast-iron mortars with 
steel hoops. This is a cast-iron mortar without the steel hoops. Un- 
der the act of 1888 it was provided for the offering to the public to take 
contracts to build cast-iron mortars 32,000 pounds weight. Only one 
was offered, and that was exploded and blown to pieces after about 
twenty rounds. The manufacturer of that gun was of the opinion that 
if it had been 40,000 pounds it would have stood thetest. He is will- 
ing to make another one at 40,000 pounds, and if it goes to pieces it is 
at his expense and then the Government will not take it. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to offer an amendment to the committee 
amendment, to come in on page 10, line 13, after the word necessary. 
I send it to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEFCLERK. On page 10, line 13, after the word necessary, 
it is proposed to insert: 

And the Secretary of War, through the medium of the boardof ordnance and 
fortification, under the appropriation made by seotion 6 of the fortification act, 
approved September 22, 1888, shall have authority to purchase and test a recoil- 
operated infantry small-arm of. caliber, with proper character and amountof 
ammunition, such ammunition to consist of the compound accelerating cart- 
ridge, and one light rapid fire, rapid twist 6-pounder breech-loading fie n 
mounted upon a disappearing shielded field-gun carriage, with proper amount 
of ammunition therefor, consisting of said accelerating cartridge, and also one 
retiring seacoast defense carriage. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, this is not designed to commit the 
Department to the examination. It only authorizes the Department 
to examine. It involves no additional expenditure; that is, there is 
no appropriation with this amendment. At the last session of Con- 
gress I offered an amendment, which was adopted, to the nayal bill, 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to make an examination of cer- 
tain guns. It has not been done up to the present time, although I 
understand if may be in the near future. 
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I do not desire to detain the Senate with any lengthy discussion on 

I was struck yesterday by the discussion between the Senator 

from Vermont and the Senator from Kansas as to the small-arms which 

are now in use in this country. The Springfield rifle the Senator from 

Vermont seemed to think was the model gun, was the gun which had 

gone through the war of the rebellion, and the gun that would be used 
in the future wars, if we should be so unfortunate as to have wars, 

Mr: President, I do not believe there is an intelligent Army officer 
anywhere in the country who ever expects to see the Springfield rifle 
used in connection with another war. I think it would be perfectly 
safe to say that if we had notice for two years that we were to have a 
war there would be no thought on the part of any officer or any civil- 
ian or anybody of the use of the Springfield rifle. It was a good gun 
in its day and has some excellent qualities, but it is not a good gun to- 
day in the present state of the art in that line. 

The guns which have been invented or made since the close of our 
war are so immensely superior to the Springfield rifles that the latter 
now may be regarded as obsolete, and I can only wonder myself that 
any number of them are being manufactured, as the Senator from Kan- 
sas said yesterday they were. I repeat that there is no man who has 
kept pace with the discoveries of the age who would think of using a 
Springfield rifle, and why we should continue to construct them is be- 
yond my comprehension. 

I know it may be said that we are in a formative state and that no- 
body knows what is to be the gun of the future, whether the small 
arm or the large arm, and perhaps that may be true. I think, how- 
ever, we have already p so far, not only in this country, but in 
Europe, that it is sufficiently clear that a better gun can be made and 
has been made than a Springfield rifle, and that this should require on 
the part of the Government a change in its small-arms, 

At the last session of Congress I presented not the gun, becanse I did 
not have it with me, but the principle upon which the gun was made. 
I did not, as a Senator near me suggests, present arms, but I presented 


of it, and any gun that burns a great amount of powder with safety is 
the gun we are looking for. 

The cartridge which I have here is a metallic cartridge, and has two 
coi paran ts. The first contains, with a small projectile, 30 grains 
of powder. 

I wish to say that in all parts of the world the effort has been made 
to find a gun that would use a small projectile, and there has been a 
disposition to reduce the size of the muzzles of all the guns, and the 
form of the projectiles has been very much changed from the old form. 
They have been lengthened. I need not say to the Senate that the 
penetration depends upon the velocity as it passes out of the muzzle 
multiplied into its weight. That is, if you havea light projectile with 
great velocity at the muzzle you will not get as great penetration and 
as great range as if you have a heavier projectile, 

There are four things which must be considered in the use of a gun: 
first, the weight of the gun; then the weight of the projectile; then 
the elevation at which the gun is fired. That is as true of a small gun as 
it is of a large one; and when you have the weight of the gun and 
know what it will bear, the test it will stand, when you have the 
charge, and know what the charge is, and you have the weight of the 
projectile and the elevation, any good engineer—not every engineer, 
but there are plenty of them in this country who can do it and who 
will tell you practically where the projectile will fall. That has 
been done by the Army officers to such an extent that when a trial 
was made practically the trial and the theoretical declaration corre- 
sponded. 

So, Mr. President, the weight of the gun has something to do with 
it. But when you come to small-arms, infantry arms, you can not 
make a gun that weighs over ten or eleven pounds; about nine pounds 
and a fraction is as much as a gun ought to weigh. If you have the 
gun too heavy you overbear and overburden your soldiers, and the 
lighter the gun the greater amount of ammunition a man can carry. I 
believe the guns usually used everywhere have been from nine to ten 


the cartridge which is used in the gun, showing that the destructive | pounds. 


wer of a gun no larger, no heavier, and no more expensive, as I un- 
en than the Springfield rifle, which has double the range and 
power that the Springfield rifle has; that is to say, a regiment armed 
with this gun would be able to destroy a regiment armed with Spring- 
field rifles before the Springfield riflemen would be within shooting 
distance of the other men. 

I do not remember distinctly, but my recollection is that the danger 
range of the Springfield rifle issomewhereabout a mile, but the danger 
range of this gun which I speak of is more than twice that. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont will readily see, as sare dagen else must, that no 
government can afford to arm its soldiers with a gun of inferior quality 
if any other government has got a gun or somebody invents a gun that 
will work 10 per cent. more injury, for that alone condemns the first 


OE: EDMUNDS. Do you mean the range? 

Mr. TELLER. I mean the range and other things being considered. 
Of course I admit that there might be a gun so complicated with ma- 
chinery, so delicate that it could not be put in the hands of the ordinary 
soldier, I understand that the Senator from Vermont says that is the 
beauty of the Springfield gun, but I say there are other guns that are 
just as easily kept in order and as safe to put in the hands of unskilled 
men as the Springfield rifle. 

A great effort has been made within the last ten or fifteen years to 
find a gun and to find a powder that can be used. I repeat, there has 
been an effort, not only to find a gun of great power, but to find a pow- 
der, which has been much more difficult, as I learn from the investi- 
gation I have made, than the mechanism of the gun. There have been 
high explosives, slow-burning and quick-burning powders, and all those 
things, but their chemical composition has, in some instances, been 
such that they could not be used; that is, they deteriorate, and what 
may be a valuable powder to-day, thirty days from now is rendered 
utterly useless by the chemical changes which take place in it. 

I think the old powder, the black powder, is undoubtedly the safest 
powder for the ordinary soldier to handle, and a gun which uses that 
powder, which is a powder that everybody can use and understand, is 
the most effective gun up to this hour which has been invented. The 
French invented a gun which they called the Lebel rifle, which was 
supposed to be the best gun in the world, but it required, in order to be 
thoroughly effective, a powder which they found by experience could 
not be depended upon, and they have abandoned that and returned 
to the old black powder, as I find by the statements of officials who 
have investigated it. The great effort has been to get a powder that 
would act slowly in the gun that would give more force to the projec- 
tile, and yet not be so great as to burst the gun. 

. A young gentleman from the State of Mississippi invented a cartridge, 
a specimen of which I have with me, and I have called the attention 
of the Senate to this once before and tried to call the attention of the 
Department to it, but I did notseem to have very much success in this 
line; at least it has never been tried. In the Springfield rifle the ordi- 
nary charge is about 70 grains of powder, and to put much more than 
that in is to blow up the gun. I need not say to the Senate that you 
can not get great range and great penetration without great power back 


Recently in Belgium there was an examination of all the different 
kinds of guns, and it was found that one gun could be fired by the 
soldier twenty times where any other gun could be fired ten times. I 
need not say that that settled the question that that was the gun of all 
the guns which had been tried, and it was equally plain in its mech- 
anism, and as easily kept in repair as the other guns. 

Now, we have a gun here—of course I do not know what it will do 
because it has never been thoroughly and carefully tried by the Depart- 
ment—which has been tried to some extent at the expense of the in- 
ventor, and I presented last year and I present again now a statement of 
what this gun did. With acharge of 240 grains of powder it has pene- 
trated hammered iron one and fifteen one-hundredths of an inch. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. At what range? 


Mr. TELLER. Ata distance of 33feet. Of course I will say to the : 


Senator that at that short range it was not fired from the shoulder, not 
but what it might have been fired from the shoulder, because the recoil 
was not beyond the amount allowed by the English Government for 
the recoil of their small-arms, but it was not fired from the shoulder 
because it was fired ata piece of iron, and I need not say to the Senate 
that no man who is atall familiar with these things would stand within 
33 feet of a bullet fired at a metal plate, because itis liable to return or 
spring back and hit the people who stand in the vicinity. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Had your gun a leaden bullet? 

Mr. TELLER. No; thisisasteel bullet. The custom of firing guns 
at this time of trial is to fire them at a fixed position. That is the gen- 
eral rule, and I will read something as to that before I get through. 
The officer under whose charge the experiment was made says it could 
be fired from the shoulder, but not, of course, at a metallic plate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the same amount of powder? 

Mr. TELLER. Two hundred and forty grains. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of what caliber? 

Mr. TELLER. Thecaliber was. 32 of an inch. That is the caliber 
[exhibiting], and I will say that that is the caliber within a trifle which 
has been adopted all over the world practically now as the small-arm 
caliber. The Springfield rifle is larger. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A 45-caliber. 

Mr, TELLER. Ispeak nowof those adopted in France, in Germany, 
in Belgium, and in other nations. 

Tn addition, this gun was fired into a quantity of pine lumber with 
a small space between each plank, firing 240 grains, 30 in the inside 
tube and the remainder in the annular space about it, and the projectile 
went through 40 inches of pine to the plate beyond which it bent upon, 
showing that it went with great force, and I think the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] who sits nearest to me was present and 
saw it, as did the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], and the 
Senator from Mississippi can perhaps tell what the character of the 
pine was. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I think, Mr. President, they were pine planks 
and that the planks were each an inch thick. They were set up together 
with slight intervals between, and I witnessed the experiment, and 
the projectile was driven through forty of-these planks and made a dis- 
tinct indentation on a piece of iron behind the planks, and we estimated 


that perhaps it would have gone, judging from the appearance of this 
eee through six or eight or ten more planks if they had been 
exe. 
Mr. MITCHELL. How thick did the Senator say the planks were? 
Mr. WALTHALL, One inch thick. 


Mr. EDMUNDS, What was the interval between them? 

Mr. WALTHALL. About a quarter of an inch. The object was, 
as I understood, that it might be seen, if the projectile did not go 
through all of them, where it stopped. Then a Springfield rifle was 
produced and was charged with an approved army cartridge, and that 
was fired at these planks, and it went through only thirteen, as we could 
detect from the intervals. That is what they were left for. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have fired myself, as I happen to be the proprie- 
tor of a Springfield gun—lI have fired one of these Springfield muskets 
cut off, so asto make it convenient to carry on horseback, about 8 inches 
shorter, with a bullet of the caliber of 45, a bullet once and a half as 
large as this one, at piece of square pine diameter 15 inches thick at a 
distance of 50 feet, and the bullet went through and went I do not know 
where. That was a good enough gun for me. 

Mr. WALTHALL, I was only stating the result of this particular 
experiment. The firing was under the supervision of a naval officer 
who was making the experiment of firing at these planks, It was then 
fired at a piece of hammered iron and the projectile was driven into 
that iron a fraction more than an inch, and I think the Senator from 
Colorado has the identical piece with him. 

* EDMUNDS, What was the range of this firing through the 
ks? 

Mr. WALTHALL. You mean how far from the planks was the 
muzzle of the gun? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I suppose only 10 or 20 feet. The gun was not 
shot from the shoulder, but was stationary. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I was about to continue. It does not 
make any difference what the material was so far as the comparison 
of the effectiveness of the guns is concerned. I was mistaken as to the 
number of grains of powder. I will read what Mr. Berry, a lieutenant 
in the Navy, says on the subject: < 

With 24 grains of powder and 258 grains steel projectile, length 2 inches— 


Which is this I have here [exhibiting]— 


it went through 40 inches pine, 1 inch apart, and bent itself against an iron tar- 
get. The Springfield rifle was then fired—firing a leaden bullet of 405 grains 
with 70 ins powder—and the penetration was 13 inches pine. 

The Hurst cartridge is loaded with two charges, 30 grains in the inner tube 
and the remainder in the annular space about it. I do not think the gun could 
stand a single charge of 240 grains, nor would any man have willingly fired it 
from the shoulder more than once. 


I will say that the gun was fired from the shoulder with this charge. 
No ordinary gun, of course, could stand that amount of powder; that is 
to say, the gun would have to be too large for a soldier to carry. There 
is a specimen of the gun, except that this is bored down to the size of 
a rifle barrel, which the Senator probably can see marked there [exhib- 
iting]. That was cut down. It has an enlarged chamber and because of 
the amount of powder used it must have. The bore is. 32, or 
what is equivalent in the European method of marking, I think, to 
077.308. 

The Lebel rifle, in France, is 07.315 and the Männlicher or German 
gun is the same, and this, the Hurst system, he says here, is 32 
caliber American measure, 0/’.308 foreign, a trifle less than any other 
that I have mentioued. Mr. Berry says: - 

With a charge of 240 grains of powder and a steel projectile of 131 grains, 
length 1.07, the penetration was 1.15 of iron at an angle of 80 d With 
240 grains ot powder and 131 grains steel projectile, length 1”.07, it penetrated 
1)’ of iron plates and 3” oak. 

I want to compare this gun with the famous French gun with which 
the French army is now armed and which has been pronounced, I be- 
lieve, certainly by the French officers, to be the best gun in existence. 
With a test very much like this, although I do not find the amount of 
ponder that was used (and this is given as somewhat remarkable), I 

nd it penetrated forty-seven-one-hundredths of an inch, at a distance of 
32 feet from the target, or less than one-half of an inch. The Senator 
from Vermont asks meif the French gun has been used in actual service. 
I understand not, though I am not absolutely certain about that. I 
think, however, it has never been used in actual battle. It has consider- 
ation among the guns of the world with army people as a very extraor- 

gun, and it was supposed that a powder that might burn slower 
in it would somewhat increase its effectiveness as a small-arm. No- 
body knows what this gun can do. 

The inventor, as I stated, is a struggling American inyentor, like 
all other inventors, because it is the universal rule, I believe, that the 
men who invent machines, not only the most destructive machines, but 
the most valuable machines in every respect, have been men of very 
small means, and they owe their success in a great many instances at 
least to the kindness of the public who have helped them out. But no 
individual man of the country has any interest in a gun of this character. 
It is not a gun that anybody would want to go out and hunt game with 
or for pleasure. It is not necessary to show about a gun of that kind, 
to shoot a deer 3 miles off, because you can not see the deer; a gun that 


will shoot a quarter of that distance for all practical purposes is just 
as good. Consequently there is not the demand for these inventions 
that there is for useful thingslike those which we use in manufactures. 
At the same time the Government of the United States, whenever a 
man presents a scheme of this kind, ought to be ready to encourage 
him when it looks as if he had a valuable thing, by saying, We will 
take it and examine it.“ i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do not the Ordnance Department do that now ? 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose they do. I have got an amendment that 
I think will give them that authority. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there any doubt, Mr. President, if I may in- 
terrupt my friend, that the Ordnance Department has now and has had 
for a great many years the authority to test anything that is presented 
to them? I think so, for I have known an inventor in my State, a 
poor man in my State, who made an invention that he thought was very 
useful in the way of armament, and the Department tried it and with 
some success. 

Mr. DAWES, All that the Ordnance Department want is an ap- 
propriation, and the committee believe that they provided for that very 
exigency that the Senator from Colorado refers to. 

Ido not know but that the mention of the gun referred to by the 
Senator in the provision may be of some service. I suppose we are all 
in favor of the Senator’s amendment, but I would prefer if the Senator 
would omit his attack upon the Springfield gun. I do not think the 
Senator has treated the Springfield gun justly, though I do not care 
anything about that. I think, however, the gun that promises so much 
as that which the Senator has ought to be tested fairly and fully, and 
the Government ought to possess itself of all the advantages which that 
gun may have. 

Mr. TELLER. I should be sorry to say anything that would hurt 
my friend’s feelings in regard to the character of the Springfield gun. 
I will admit that is a valuable gun; at least, it has been. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator speaks of the Springfield gun, The 
Springfield gun is a gun which covers twenty-five or thirty years of 
constant growth, but there may be guns that for the purposes of war 
might be pronounced superior, and yet all in all the Springfield armory 
has utilized invention in the manufacture of its guns and it has done 
so by availing itself of all possible invention, and if the Government 
does not avail itself of the best guns and projectiles to be obtained it 
does not do its duty. 

From the description the Senator has given of the gun to which he 
has referred in his amendment it is one of great promise and it ought 
to be tested, and I hope the Senate, if it thinks the language of the 
bill is not quite broad enough, will put in the amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. I was about to say that I did not desire to speak 
disrespectfully of the Springfield gun. I know the Springfield gun 
has been of great value, and it has gone thrpugh a very great war. It 
was probably at the close of the war as good a gun, all things consid- 
ered, as the world then had. It was originally, as I understand, a 
muzzle-loading gun. It was then changed to a breech-loader when 
somebody discovered some mechanism by which that could be done, 
and since I have been chairman of the Committee on Patents there 
have been before the committee some Keren who say they are entitled 
to compensation for some principles t were applied to the Spring- 
field gun. So it is a built-up gun. 

Mr. DAWES. The Court of Claims yesterday decided a case where 
there were three patents that had been availed of by the Springfield 
Armory and incorporated into this gun. The Springfield gun of to- 
day is no more like the Springfield gun of twenty-five years ago than 
the old muzzle-loading gun is like the breech-loaders of to-day; but 
there are guns, and probably this isone of them, that for many pur- 
poses and for all purposes of war are better, and ifso the Government 
ought to itself of them. 

The Senate must be aware that there are often inventions which do not 
give promise of success, and the Government can not s the time 
and money in experimenting with them, but anything that is promis- 
ing of advantage in any other gun is availed of by the Government, 
and the Senator can put in his amendment along with the appropria- 
tion which will bave the support of the committee. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I realize all that the Senator has 
said about there being a great many inventions presented to the War 
Department and the Navy Department which a have no merit. 
I have no doubt that is true; but it is a lamentable fact that a great 
many pretty valuable inventions have been rejected by the War De- 
partment. Perhaps the most effective rapid-firing gun that has ever 
been invented, and the inventor a Massachusetts man at that, went 
begging this Government for some time to enable him to prove effect- 
ually the value of his gun, and he finally went to Europe and sold his 
gun—lI speak now of the Hotchkiss gan—to a European government, 
which the patentee had a right to do after first, like a patriotic man, 
offering it to his own Government; and now every one of those guns 
that we buy we must buy of some foreigner instead of making that gun 
ourselves; and instead of purchasing the right ourselves we let some- 
body else do it. 

There was a manin New York who invented amost remarkable gun, 
anautomatic gun, a gun that once set in motion continued to fire itself, 
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the most destructive weapon that was ever invented by any human be- 
ing, a gun that, it seems to me, must revolutionize all Warfare; and 
yet Mr. Maxim, the inventor, begged this Government to take hold of 
his gun, but it declined to do so, the War Department having declared 
that it was of no value whatever. Hethen went abroad and sold it for 
nearly a million dollars; and if we wish to use that gun we must buy it 
of some foreigner. I saw it last year at Annapolis, 

When that class of guns is introduced in warfare the whole world 
will rise up and cry out against a warfare that will be so bloody and 
so cruel. That is what we want. Why should we not have, if we are 
to prepare for war, the best implements of war there are? We have 
got the most inventive people in the world; the greatest discoveries 
have been made by Americans; and yet we are not to have the benefit 
of them because there is a conservatism in the War and Navy Depart- 
ments, and they decline to take hold of these new enterprises. It may 
be proper in some cases that they should do so. 

I understand just how it is. I understand that a man who is edu- 
cated like our Army and Navy officers does not believe that anything 

in their line can come from outside that is worth much, They 
do not believe, as is suggested by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], 
that any good can come out of Nazareth.“ They believe that all 
these discoveries must come from the War Department and the Navy 
Department; and that is the trouble. 

Mr, President, I want to say a word more about this particular gun. 
I want this gun tried. Iam satisfied myself, and I think everybody 
who has looked at it is satisfied, that it has been tried effectively, 
and it needs no further trial asasmall-arm. Unless somebody dis- 
covers something better the Government will be compelled to arm its 
soldiers with this gun, for I believe at the present time it is the best 
gun that can be found. Of course there may be differences of opinion 
as to that; some people may think that some other gun may be be 
but certainly there has been nothing thus far that has promised so we 
as this gun. This applies to the small-arm, the 9 or 10 pound gun 
which the soldier carries, and the question is, can this principle be ap- 
plied to a larger gun? 

Some fifteen months ago we put into an appropriation bill authority, 
with the money back of it, to enable the Secretary of the Navy to try 
this gun and this cartridge. Fifteen months or more have passed away 
and nothing has been done. I do not mean to say that the Secretary 
of the Navy has been derelict. There has been disagreement among 
those people as to how they should arrange matters owing to a provis- 
ion put on the appropriation bill in the House that they must sell 
their patents, and the Department has been embarrassed by that, and 
probably but for that the gun would have been tried. If that princi- 

le can be applied to a 3-pounder or a 6-pounder it is invaluable, 
ere is not anything that can be said as toits value. I donot know 
whether it can be so applied; I do not believe myself it can be applied 
to great guns; I should not expect it could ever be applied to great 
I do not even know whether it can be applied to 6-pounders 

or 3-pounders, but I hope it can. 

_ The provision is broad enough, I have no doubt. If you can make a 
gun of the capacity I speak of, 3 or 6 pounder guns, upon this principle, 
you can save an immense sight in the weight of the gun and you get 
a very effectiveand powerful gun. Does it not seem as if it were worth 
while for the Government of the United States to spend a littlemoney 
while expending these great sums for guns, five or six millions this 
year and five or six millions next year? hy, Mr. President, there 
is no end to it. By the time we bave thoroughly equipped the Ameri- 
can coast and the American shipping the amount weshall have to pay 
for guns will run up into the hundreds of millions of dollars; and why 
should the Government officials hesitate to try everything that hasan 
appearance of success? Why should they not say, Here is a gun that 
has proved itself the most effective small-arm,’’ I venture to say, in ex- 
istence? and if anybody knows of a better gun his reading has been 
more extensive than mine. 

Mr. CULLOM. How long has it been patented ? 

Mr. TELLER. It has been patented three or four years. These ex- 
periments were made, I think, July 7, 1888. I will insert the state- 
ment of the trial in the RECORD without stopping to read it. I can 
not tell just exactly when it was 1 I have not thought of 
that, but I think it was within the last two or three years. It isa re- 
cent gun, and public attention has not been called to it because it does 
not detract from the merits of this inventor to say that he has not been 
able to build a large gun and put it in use and show it all over the 
world. It has not tried by any commission, but it has been tried 
in the navy-yard in the presence and under the direction of Lieut. A. 
G. Berry, of the United States Navy. He makes the certification which 
I will put into the RECORD as to what it has done. 

Mr. CULLOM. DoI understand the Senator to say he has got an 
amendment to propose to the bill, requiring a test to be made? 

Mr. TELLER, I have offered an amendment to enable this princi- 
ple to be tried on a larger gun, and that, I understand, the Navy De- 
partment is about to do. I do not wish to be considered as at all re- 
flecting upon the Navy Department, because the whole trouble arose 
from the provision put onin the Houseof Representatives, which wasac- 
cepted, that inventors should make a contract to sell to the Government 
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their patents before the Government tried them. I think the Govern- 
ment ought to try them, and when they have tried them, if they want 
to buy them, they can say to the inventor ‘* We will pay you so much,” 
and if the inventor does not want to take it he can go abroad. 

There were several other things that I intended to call to the atten- 
tion of the Senate in connection with this gun, but I was rather di- 
verted from what I intended to say in the beginning. Ishould like to 
insert the statement that Mr. Berry sent to me last year, which I then 
had inserted in the RECORD, so that it may be used in connection with 
my remarks to-day, and also a description of the gun. It is contained 
in this same report. 

This gun has been favorably spoken of by all the authorities that 
have examined it, I believe without exception. I understand that the 
committee do not object to my amendment, and therefore I will not 
detain the Senate longer upon it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Colorado a 
question for information. I have no objection to the provision he hag 
offered, as far as Iam concerned, but I should like to know whether 
the inventor of this gun made application to the board of fortification 
under the act of 1888. We made general provision in that act to try 
all these guns. I ask the question merely for my own information. 

Mr. TELLER, Iam not able to state as to that. The only con- 
nection I have with this matter is the simple connection of knowing 
this young man. I knew him before he made this invention. He is a 
young gentleman of character and standing in the State of Mississippi, 
and I have felt simply the interest that I always feel in a strugglin 
inventor, and nothing more. I have no personal interest in it, but f 
believe his invention to be a valuable one, and I believe the Govern- 
ment will do itself great service by taking hold of this invention and 
developing it on larger guns particularly. It may fail. I have talked 
with some engineers who tell meit will not do on more than a 3-pounder 

n. I myself can not see why it will not do. 

Mr. WALTHALL. What reason do they assign for that? 

Mr. TELLER. There is hardly time for me to go over the reasons, 
and I do not know that I should be able to do justice to their opinions, 
I think there may be in an engineering point of view some objections 
that may be safely lodged to the very large guns, but I doubt whether 
such objections can be lodged against 3 or 6 pounder guns. 

Atallevents, is it not worth while for the Government to try it? And 
if it falls short it is a little money lost, but it is not a hundredth part 


of 1 per cent. on what we are expending. Why should we not know : 


before we go on whether we are making the best gun or not? A 6- 
pounder of that type, if it would work to arm our fast cruisers, would 
be the most valuable gun that was ever put on a ship. If the prin- 
ciple will apply as well to agun of that size as to the small-arm it will 
be of infinite value and would arm us with a gun that no other coun- 
try in the world would have anything that would be equal to it. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Maryland asked a question which 
I think I can answer. This weapon has not been submitted to the 
board of ordnance and fortification and tested. I suppose the reason 
of that is that a special test was provided for in the naval appropriation 
bill of last year for different parties, who are waiting, and the test has 
not yet been made, I presume, for the reason stated by the Senator from 
Colorado, I have no doubt—on the contrary I have the best reasons 
for believing—thatif the inventor had gone before the board of ordnance 
and fortification a test would have been made, but I think he consid- 
ered himself bound by the provisions of the bill under which he was 
required to make contracts to transfer the patents to the Government 
if they should be found valuable, and so has been pursuing his rights 
under that bill rather than the general provision of the act of 1888, 
which isin force, and under which the board of ordnance and fortifica- 
tion still have funds for the purpose of making experiments similar to 
this. j 

I want to say in addition that I think since the board of ordnance 
and fortification has o i there has been very little substantial 
complaint on the part of inventors that they have not had a fair chance. 
A great many things which are presented by laymen like the Senator 
from Colorado and myself seem to be very great things, and yet when 
applied to the test of knowledge which the Army officers have they do 
not seem as valuable as they do to the uninitiated. 

Some years ago I remember that a gentleman came to me with a 
letter from a friend of mine in Northern Ohio, who had a gun which I 
should say was very nearly the same as this gun—that is to say, the 
principle of the ignition of the powder was the same—and I went with 
him to the Ordnance Department, and he had apparently a cordial re- 
ception, and I think he went away satisfied that there was something 
about it which he had not before understood as relating to its construc- 
tion as a practical instrument of warfare; that while he developed 
enormous power in the firing of the cartridge, that is, in the ball, he 
had not succeeded in developing that in such a way that it could be 
practically used. At all events, he expressed himself as reasonably 
satisfied, and admitted there was something he had not taken into ac- 
count which he had learned by contact withthe Ordnance Department, 
I only speak of that to show that it does not always turn out that these 
things which seem so great to the uninitiated are as valuable when they 
come to be subjected to practical tests. 
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But there wasa complaint, which I think had good foundation, that 
the Ordnance Department was not as receptive as it ought to have 
been; and to meet that condition of things this board of ordnance and 
fortification was organized, presided over by the General of the Army, 
and on which there is an artillery officer, an ordnance officer, and an 
engineer officer, all of them of high standing and great capacity, and 
this has tended to satisfy the inventors of the country and has resulted 
in many tests being made, and many more are in progress of bei 
made or have been provided for, so that we shall be wiser about a 

things that have been the subject of controversy, in the next 
twelve months, than we are now. 

There can be no doubt that it is the wisest possible thing for the 
Government to encourage the inventors of this country to apply them- 
selves to the discovery and development of such things as will tend to 
increase the yalue of our armament for offense and defense; and the 
people who are inside, who belong in the Army in the yarious branches, 
as much as they know, as.skillful as they are, and as keen as they may 
be supposed to be in discovering new things and in developing them, 
are not, I think, fully abreast. of the times; and it is to meet just such 
contingencies that, with perfect unanimity, the committee in 1888, fol- 
lowed afterwards by the Senate and House of Representatives, inserted 
a provision in the fortification bill of that year which was designed to 
give to everybody who had anything that seemed to possess any merit 
whatever the opportunity to have it tested at the Government expense. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will ask the Senator if those tests are made wholly 
by Government officers or whether there is provision for associating 
with. those officers expert laymen in the same direction who might per- 
haps be able to make suggestions and probably secure a sufficient test, 
or more so than we now have? 

Mr. PLUMB. That is done, I think, by an arrangement that is 
mutual with the inventor and the board, the inventor himself agree- 
ing to perform the experiment mutually with the and being 
present, assisting, and so on, in such a way that he not only knows 
what is to be done, but how it is to be carried out. 

Mr. BLAIR. So that there can not be any complaint, if personsfind 
fault with the capacity of the board, that they do not have an oppor- 
tunity of injecting skill and expertness from outside? 

Mr. PLUMB. I think not. I think the board has covered that in 
the most manly way for all the tests heretofore provided for, and I 
think that is its disposition now, as it has been expressed from time to 
time by the General of the Army in my hearing, and I think there is 
a generous disposition to enable the private inventors of the country to 
have the benefit of their inventions where they relate to the subject 
of guns and armament. . 

Mr. BLAIR. I think from my observation and some slight knowl- 
edge of the ordnance officers of the Government that they really know 
something about it themselves, and that this habit of uttering remarks 
of a detractory nature in reference to the skill and ability of the Ord- 
nance Department and its capacity to protect the Government in mat- 
ters of this kind is unjust to that exceedingly able and skillful body 
ot men, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House further insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (S. 389) granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who 
are incapacitated for the performance of labor, and providing for pen- 
sions to widows, minor children, and dependent parents, asked a further 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. MORRILE, Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. 
YODER managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concurrent 
resolution directing the Clerk of the House of Representatives, in en- 
rolling the bill (H. R. 4970) to simplify the laws in relation to the col- 
lection of the revenue, to insert at the closeof the twenty-ninthsection 
the proviso known as amendment 91 of the Senate, said amendment 
having been agreed to by the committee of conference of the two Houses, 
but by error not included in the report of the committee. 


CUSTOMS ADMINISTRATION, 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. I yield. 

Mr. ALLISON. A concurrent resolution has just come from the 
House of Representatives respecting a matter relating to the enroll- 
ment of the customs administration bill so called, and I ask the Chair 
to lay that before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives: 


(the Senate concurring), That the Clerk 

Representatives, in enrolling H. R. bill 4970, entitled An act to 

simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue.“ be directed to in- 
sert at the close of the twenty-ninth section the proviso known as amendment 
91 of the Senate, said amendment having been to by the committee of 
conference of the two Houses, but, by error, not muded in the report of said 
com 


Mr. ALLISON. I will say with respect (o this resolution that this 
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was amendment numbered 91, considered by the conference committee 
of the two Houses, and the House receded from its ent to the 
amendment, but in making up the report by the clerk of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means of the House, in some way that amendment 
was omitted in the transcribing of the report, and this is a mere con- 
magni resolution directing the enrolling clerk to insert that as it was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire immediate 
action on the resolution? 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask immediate action. 

Mr. GORMAN. I shouldlike to ask the Senator from Iowa what is 
the provision covered by the amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON.. It is a provision relating to the assessment of duties 
upon goods recovered from wrecked vessels. There are two or three 
companies upon the Atlantic coast that are in the habit of taking ont 
wrecked vessels. Of course the goods are damaged, and under the law 
of 1887 the appraisers are authorized to appraise these goods at their 
eee value, and the salvors are allowed to pay the duty and take 

e goods. 

There is a provision in this administrative bill which requires that, 
if the damage does not exceed 10 per cent., no damage allowance shall 
be made; and it was supposed by those who have charge of these wreck- 
ing vessels that that might in some way interfere with the law of 1887. 
So we added a proviso saying that nothing in the act should be con- 
strued to prevent these people from recovering the goods from wrecked 
vessels, There is nothing material about it. I do not think myself 
it is absolutely necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, on concurring in 
the resolution of the House of Representatives. 

Thøfesolution was concurred in. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8391) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement 
of heavy ordnance for trial and service for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1891, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Prvuats] is 
mistaken when he says that any invention of this character has ever 
been presented to the War Department. There has been a great num- 
ber of inventions in this country and in others aiming at the same re- 
sult and foreshadowing, perhaps, the principle here, yet I believe this 
is the first invention of the kind, and the patent issued by the Govern- 
ment would so indicate. Itis, atleast, the first that has been patented. 
There was a gun invented some years ago with chambers in the bar- 
rel, and the projectile was to be expelled as the powder in the chambers 
exploded, and thus accelerate the projectile, which is on the same prin- 
ciple, but that gun was found to be impossible of use. There was dan- 
ger when the powder would go off that the projectile would go the 
other way, and sometimes it went off too quickly and was useless. 
That was abaudoned, although, of course, the principle was very much 
the same by the employment of additional charges, which gave the pro- 
jectile an accelerated movement. I think, though, there has been noth- 
ing of this kind, and this stands as unique, as it ought to do, as there 
is a patent for it, and it is no longer an experiment in small-arms, for 
it has been fully tried in that respect. 

I will ask leave to insert in the RECORD, in addition to what I have 
previously asked, some other matter which at the time I overlooked. 

I wish to add that this young man has a large number of other in- 
ventions of a useful character pertaining to the art of war, other guns, 
and if he shall be properly treated with to this invention he 
will undoubtedly be able to give to the Government other inventions 
of equal value. Some of them I have examined in their crude state, 
and it seems to me they are very valuable: One isa recoil gun, which 
is automatic and on a different principle from the Maxim gun, though 
arriving at the same result. 

I now ask that I may be permitted to insert in the RECORD the let- 
ters and statements I have referred to. x 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The papers will be inserted, in the 
absence of objection, The ir hears none. 

The papers are as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, UNITED STATES PATENT Soron 
Washington, February 6, 1889. 


Hon. H. M. TBELIER, 
United States Senate. 


UNITED STATES Patent OFFICE, February 6, 1889. 
Ste: With respect to the request of Hon. H. M. TELLER for information as 
to any applications for letters-patent which may have been filed in this office by 
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General H. P. H and in compliance with your direction to report thereon, 
1 submit the follo 


The of this division show that the following patents have been granted | 


to General Hurst, or to himself and ma inventor: 
H. P. Hurst, accelerating cartridge, No, 372678, November 8, 1887. 
H. P. Hurst, shell, No, 372753, November 8, 1887. 
J. R. Hawley and H, P. Hurst, e e aN No. . — San jt 28, 1888. 
H. P. Hurst, ho + 1888, 
re P. Hurst. projectile, No, 391367; October 16, 1888. 
Applications filed by General Hurst are now pe: 
— 8 of the invention and the condition of 
er sta 
Breech-loading ordnance (adapted to Hurst cartridge). All of the claims (five) 
peesentes. have been decided patentable, The case only awaits correction of the 


Sag — before allowance, 

Fg ea ye, Beagrie sr having the . ism carried and the shell- 
ona mech: by the breech-block. All of the claims stand re- 
jected upon references, but the gun possesses patentable novelty over these, if 
clearly described in the claims. 

Breech-loading ordnance, having the firing mechanism carried and the shell- 

ejecting mechanism oparai by the breech-blocic. Of the ten claims presented 
<< ve been decided patentable and three stand rejected. Of these, two may 
per amended so us to be patentable, leaving but one lacking in patentable nov- 
elty. 

A . accelerating cartridge. Three claims have been allowed while 
several more embrace patentable subject-matter, Of the remaining claims sev- 
pa are anticipated by the above-mentioned patents of General Hurst for car- 
tridges. 

Wire-wound gun. The ‘claifas are all rej either upon formal objections 
or for lack of patentable ee in view of the state of the art. The gun, how- 
8 eso fn the la several patentable features, and the proper presentation ot 

n the claims will result in the grant of a patent. 
Recoil-operated firearm. Thes nism is in the main novel, and 
may r by p rly drawn claims. Those now in the case stand re- 
ther by ee objections or because theirsubject matter is anticipated 
y the references cited. 
BE, am of the opinion that the Hurst system of arms 3 ammunition possesses 
y features new in themselves and uliar to it; but, like all systems, it 
has has of necessity taken to itself and assimilated other features, old in the art and 
common to other systems of arms and ammunition. 
lly submitted, 


before the office, the 
case being as herein- 


L. W. MAXSON, 
First Assistant Examiner, in Charge Division 22. 
Hon, BNN TON J. IALL, 


Commissioner of Patents, / 


Wasntxarox. D. C., February 9, 1889. 

Sim: In answer to your favor of the sch instant and with the consent of the 
Commissioner of Patents, I note the following: 
ually patented shall, pe oot anbots, fas Ae eee 

y paten pro, ses, acce. cart 

loading ordnance (large and small caliber), breech-loading small-arms and light 
ordnance operated by the recoil of the explosive charge, and ordnance con- 
structed on the wire-wound principle. 

While this is true, certain persons have secured 3 relating to arms and 
ammunition extending over a "wile field of invent 

Of these, perhaps the most prominent was B. B. cogs eat a citizen of the 

nited States, resident at the time of his death at Paris, Fran 

Examples illustrating the 3 of his inventive faculty, though including 
but a small portion po his United States * are as follows: 

Wire-wound gun, No, 269936, January 2, 

og ordnance, No. sap oe s ras 16, 1883. 
ecke 8 N. 1883. 
Breeeh-loading ordnance, No. "381697, April 24, 1888, 
Machine gun, No, 211849, Pebruary 41 
Machine gun, No. 253024, 8 2. 1882, 
Breech-loading fire-arm, No. 3 15, 1870. 
ine m, No. 184285, November 14, 1876. 
Submarine and torpedo boat, No. 278708, June 5, 1883. 
88 i ae ) No. 29080, J. 10, 1860, 
not accelerating 

Rifle bullet, No, 192829, Jul Re 1577. 

Projectiles, No, 32293, May 14 „1861. 

Projectiles, No. 182278, September 19, 1876, 

Sabot, No. 98089, July 27, 1880. 

Shell, No, 47544, May 2, 1865. 

Shell, No. 266694, October 31. 1882. 

Shell fuse, No. 37786, F 

Shell fuse, No. 244899, J re — a 

Thorston Nordenfelt, of Westminster, — has also patented many in- 
ventions, including machine guns, breech-loading ordnance, carriages for 
guns, projectiles, 3 and shell fuses. 

These two examples, n from the records of the Patent Office, are perha 
the best illustration of the 3 oria the inventive faculty, by a single in- 
— to a wide range of devices pe nee to arms and ammunition. 


he above is res: submitted, uno perpen Duk with the hope that it 
may embrace in full the information requested 
I sm, yours sincerely, 
LOUIS W. MAXSON 
Hi H. M. TELLER, sree 8 
on. 
United Saten asie: 
a * * 


The Hurst peer has an e tube 3 a mall charge of pow- 
der which starts the bullet. Outside and 8 this tube there isa much larger 
charge of powder, which is not ignited until the bullet is well under way along 
the bore of the gun. Thesmall eh: starting the pro; jectile without recoil to 
the gun, and when the big charge is ignited the bullet is moving rapidly, thus 
keeping down the gas pressure in the cartridge chamber Baby gs Bane strain 
on the gun, for when the bullet is moving there is a constantly in: 
chamber provided for the explosion of the large e „which gives 3 in- 

velocity to tbe moving bullet 3 little * — the gun. The Hurst 
cartridge applied to the new small-bore Springfield rifle could use twice the 
amount of powder, of either quick or slow burning, than is used in the single- 
charge system of cartridges of the Government model with less powder press- 
ure ja the chamber than is attained by any of the high-power small-arms at 
home ora 

* » - 2 = * * 

ORDNANCE OFFICE, Navy-Yarp, 
Washington City, February 7, 1889. 

Pom Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 


and in reply inclose the desired information with the exception of | with the proper supply of amm 


on tive power of the Hurst and foreign guns. This I may be able to for- 
Trig cea ketating: to ths arh een kta foes my OAT repot the other infor- 
nann aeaaaee my professional journals. g 
5 A. G. BERRY, 
Hon. ah Lieutenant, United States Navy. 


United States Senate. 
France has adopted the Lebel rifle—ealiber, 0˙¼ 315; janet of projects, 1.2 
weight, about 232 grains; weight of cartridge (load (load 452 gral kind of 


c e, smokeless powder, its nature entirely 8 8 e, hardened 
lead in a nickel jacket; muzzle velocity, 2,034 feet; eran olds eight car- 
tridges and is similar to the Winchester in this country 

England has the Improved Lee,” an American igun nliber, 0”.315; charge 
unknown; have had great difeulty in getting right kind of powder. The im- 
peonon 3e part of the r f slight ch; Pagesa about the magazine, 

ustria has the „ 0% 815; charge, 62 grains; projectile, 
vå 42, and meihs 244 grains; muzzle velocity, | 708 feet; weight of jonded cart- 
ridge, 447 ; magazine ‘something like the Lee and holds five 3 
or = — ‘a igs e profes y — charge, of loose Rott 

wder (German); we grains; projecti rain. copper e 

powder (Gon Italy, Denmark, and the other 8 are still enting with 
-bore guns, and the American Lee is thought well 

I have seen it stated lately that both Germany an Italy had adopted the Lee 

with a caliber of 0.315, 


In Europe the rao of the charge for the small-bore caliber is about one- 
fourth the weight of t rojectile, and the latter is in all instances compound— 
that is, hardened leadin 5 steel, nickel, or copper jacket. 

Hurst system (,32 es American measure, foreign), anus weights 
of charge and projectile were used. at egy them are cana followi ject of is 

With a charge of 240 grains of r and a steel 131 grains, 
gs rag 1% 07, the penetration was 1/15 Nos iron at an angle erry 

240 grains of powder sone 13i 8 steel projectile, length L 07 1.07, it pen- 
Gene AM of iron plates and 3” oak 
45 grains ot powder and 258 grains steel projectile, length 2“ it went 
Pessoal 40” pine—1 inch ig pe tr bent itself nst an iron target. The 
Springfield rifle was then fired—firing a leaden bullet of 405 grains with 70 
grains 3 the penetration was 13” pine. 
is with two cha 30 grains in the inner tube 
Mie the remainder in the annularspace about I do not think the gun could 
stand a single charge of 240 grains, nor would any man have willingly fired it 
Tomana the shoulder 5 „„ 

n this system the e n some cases heavier n the p an 
lighter in others. Equal weights would not be far from right, 

y a crude method of comparing the recoil with that of the Springfield rifle 
it was found to be about the same in each. The gun was fired repeatedly from 
the shoulder with heavy charges, though I neveraid it, With improved pow- 
der better results can be obtained. 

I cansee no reason why it can not be applied to rapid-fire guus with excel- 
lent results. Carrying W the relative weights of charge and projectile the 
weights would be about 

For the 1-pounder Totoro thecharge is about 0.20 pound; for the 3-pounder, 
0.96 pound; and forthe uld bo abe 1.68 pounds. In the Hurst system the weights 
of the charge, a would be about 1, b and 6 ponda; = 

* * 

Shot No. 31: Steel W caliber — length, 1.25 inches; weight, 150 

grains; inside powder charge, 30 grains, Hazard’s No. 3; outside charge, 210; 

five wrought-iron plates, four of which were three-sixteenths of an ineh 
bora k, and one three-eighths of an ea gerar sandwiched — between pine 
boards, each 1 inch thick, Penetrated all e iron plates and pine boards. 
Total penetration, 1} inches of iron and 5 8 of pine, 

Shot No. 33: Steel projectile; yn „2 inches; weight, 258 grains; inside 
eee nse bang outside charge, 21 grains, Penetrated 40 inches of pine and 

nt and upset on contact with an iron plate behind the wooden target. Lieu- 
tanani Berry estimates this shot had sufficient power to penetrate 50 inches of 

ne 
p Shot No. 34: Steel projectile. Length, 1.07 inches; weight, 131 grains. Pene- 
trated 1.15 inches into hammered iron. Ango of impact, 80 degrees, 

The powder used in this test was the ordinary powder, known as Hazard's 
3 3. W et — cee is the highest ever recorded for the caliber 

a and we 


th an Bitar irs poses the velocity and penetration of the Hurst bullet 
will re correspondingly greater. 


Mr. TELLER. I find in the Naval Intelligencer of June, 1888, the 
following reference to this cartridge: 


been made at the Liane gees riae navy-yard. The rifle used is of special 


grains (30 grains interior and 210 ns exterior charge), eee 90 derb in in 
33 feet, and when recovered was found to be 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to the amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, to in- 
sert as a new section the following: 


Sro, 2. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to pur- 
ehase under contract, after due advertisement inviting and at 


10-ineb, and ase ee 12-inch guns, all of which guns shall be breech-l 
single-charge steel guns, and of weight and dimensions to be e 
board, and shall fa int t the conditions hereinafter provided : Provided, That if 
two or more ns, citizens of the United States, submit proposals to furnish 
said guns, either in part or in whole, at prices not materially different from 
subsulshing sash DFA on the DOES of We Pinay direct. Àh rag Saag 
subm proposals, as ar may dire: ne 

of each of the above-mentioned caliber, with the —— ng 
therefor, shall be „ place and din such time as the 


presen 
contract shall provide, and shall be subjected to such tests in respect to aceu- 
ä 5 general efficiency asthe board of ordnance 
jon shall have prescribed. All the TAA guns of each caliber 
anition, shall be delivered ai such pisos aad 


snd fort 


— 
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within such times as the contract shall provide, and shall be subjected to the 
ordinary. service test of ten rounds with the full charge and weight of Pe 
jectile; which shall develop the standard power prescribed for the gun, >If the 
type gun sustains the prescribed test to tae satisfaction of the board of ord- 
nanee and fortification it and each of the other guns which sustain the ordi- 

service test, and the ammunition expended in such tests, shall be accepted 
under the contract. All guns manu under these contracts, includin 
the type guns, shall be subjected to inspection at all stages of manufacture, an 
no change whatever shall be made in the material, mode of manufacture, or di- 
mensions of the guns for service from those employed in the type gun without 
the approval of the Secretary of War. Payment for each gun and ammunition 
for testing same, including cost of transportation, shall be made upon the satis- 
factory completion of the prescribed testforthat gun. All tests of the type guns 
shall be made in the presence of the board and of the person presenting t! i gun, 
or his authorized agent, and due regard shall be paid to suggestions offe: by 
him which respect the mode of making such test. 

That for the purposes of this section the sum necessary is hereby appropriated, 
out of any 88 in the Treasury not otherwise W not exceeding 
$3,375,000: Provided, That there shall not be expended, or contract or contracts 
entered into, involving the Government in an expenditure for any one fiscal 
year in excess of $1,000,000, And all guns and materials purchased under the 
authority of this section shall be of American manufacture and furnished by 
citizens of the United States: Provided, further, That contracts may be made for 
not exceeding one-fourth of the guns herein provided for, to be constructed on 
the Pacific coast, in the discretion of the Secretary of War. And the second 
paragraph of section 6 of the fortification appropriation act approved Septem- 
ber 22, 1 is hereby repealed. 


Mr. TELLER. I move to strike out, on page 13, beginning in line 
2 of the amendment, the following words: 

And the second paragraph of section 6 of the fortification appropriation act 
approved September 22, 1888, is hereby repealed. 

Mr. DAWES. Those words were inserted on account of an appre- 
hension that there might be a conflict between the provision in the 
fortification appropriation act of 1888 and the provision in the present 
bill; but I do not object to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I hold in my hand a statement as to why certain 
words should be stricken out on page 13, which I ask may be printed 
in the RECORD without reading. : 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
it will be so ordered. 

The paper is as follows: 


The bill should be amended by striking out all of lines 2,3,4,and 5, on page 

13, after the word war,“ in line 2. 
is provision is very objectionable. 

Under the section which the committee there proposed to amend there is a 
88 at least that we may get one hundred excellent guns for service, 

{ty 10-inch and fifty 12-inch, As the law stood the section provided for one 
test mortar and fifty to one hundred service mortars; for test, Ib and I2inch steel 

their trial and tests, and fifty 10 and fifty 12 inch service guns; but with 
the failure of the mortar, permanently announced, we have the several hun- 
dred thousand dollars which might have been used for the trial mortar and its 
tests and for the fifty or one hundred 12-inch service mortars set free and avail- 
able for the purchase of the 10 and 12 inch steel guns, leaving the full six mill- 
ions for test and service rifles of 10 and 12 inch caliber, and the trial and trans- 
portation of the guns, etc, 

In to this being sufficient inducement to enable any manufacturer to 
avail of it, I would call attention to the statement of General Schofield, on page 
13 of the notes and hearings appended to the committee’s report on this bill, 
where he says in answer to the question or Senator Dawes, Do you think if 
that modification were made you would have bids?” 

* General SCHOFIELD. I doubt it. I doubt whether you could stimulate the 
sope of this country to attempt so great a work without a er appro- 
priation than, so faras I am informed, Congress is willing to make. 

In this respect I would ask the Senators to pages 13, 14, and 15 of the 


report, 

Tr we take out a fair allowance for procuring and testing say two 10-inch and 
two 12-inch guns, we may then see approximately what will remain for the one 
hundred service guns. In the Forty-ninth Congress the House and Senate con- 
ferees on the fortification bill failed fully to agree, and no bill passed for that 
purpose. Their reports will be found on pages 2947, 2948, and 2949 of CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD of March 5, 1887. Both the Hlouse and Senate conferees there 
agreed upon $160,000 as a proper price to pay for a 104,000-pound 12-inch gun and 
the supplies for a test of rounds, with 800-pound projectiles, which were to 
be fired at a velocity of 2,000 feet each, the guns not to be paid for unless they 
reached that degree of endurance. That is, they were to pay fora 46.5-ton 12- 
ison gun with 200 rounds of ammunition $160,000, or about $3,440 per ton of the 

gun. 
The board appointed under the provisions of the act of September 22, 1888. 
rovides that the 12-inch gun shall weigh about 52 tons, and that there shall 


required of the other guns, both as to the work given to each projectile and 

the number of rounds it was required to be fired; these ons are not to be paid 
of endurance. It would seem that the $3,440 

per ton for the test guns should thus be increased to make fair compensation. 


160, or, with transportation, handling, and incidental expenses, $530,000, to 
which we should add at least $80,000 for four trial 


penditure by a full million, which would allow for these test guns, and, if no 
iums for making the 


one having the best gun could get the contract, why, that is one of the pas 
merits of act. It not only gave us the best guns offered to the full limit 
allowed, but it gave the whole contract to one y, and each inventor with 
such friends as will neip ium to money to do this work will go into the enter- 
prise in the full belief his gun is the best and that he can get the whole 
contract. 

Now, what has the committee done? Why, Ears destroyed med well 
founded hope of our getting the best gun, by providing that the contract for the 
hundred ponemar be divided up to several parties. If there is any competition 
we must have at least two t; guns of each of the sizes provided, which would 
for the two each of three of the 8, 10, and 12 inch guns take 192 tons of 
test guns, which for making and testing at $3,440 per ton will cost over $660, 6000 
besides 3 and handling, or say 000, to which at least $100, 
should be added for carriages, but for which no provision is made. 

Deducting this $675,000 from the $3,375,000 authorized expenditure under the 
amendment offered by the committee, we have left $2,700,000 for the one hun- 
dred 8, 10, and 12 inch guns, or 3,150 tons of guns, including transportation and 
proof tests, which is,including these expenses, less than $860 per ton, while 
Krupp charges in Europe, according to the report of the board on coast de- 
fense, $1,120 per ton for 12-inch 48-ton guns at his works. 

The Department's estimated cost for these 10 and 12inch guns is respectively 
$36,000 and $60,000 each, if made in the Government shops, where no interest or 
insurance is allowed, and nothing charged for use of the shop and tools, 

At these prices, the fifty 10-inch would cost $1,800,000 and twenty-five 12-inch 
$1,500,000, or together $3,300,000, wh is $600,000 more than there is money al- 
lowed for them, to say nothing o e twenty-five inch guns; or, if a manu- 
facturer is to avail of making these guns out of the Seopa left after provid- 
ing for the tests, and the Government should furnis! shops free of charge 
he would not only lose this $600,000 and the twenty-five Sinch guns, but would 
have to furnish also free of charge money to run the plant and do the work, for 
which one million is not too much, which for ten years at 6 — cent., is $600,- 
000 more, and then somebody must lose the interest on the plant itself, as well 
as the wear and tear and depreciation thereof, Asto what these latter sums 
are or may be, we will consider that a little later. 

Now, can the Government make in its shops the fifty 10-inch at $36,000 each, 
and the fifty 12-inch at $60,000 each, or together $4,800,000, as the Department 
estimates? It gives on page 12 of the aport of the Chief of Ordnance the cost 
of one set of forgings for the 10-inch at $25,011, and one set of forgings for the 12- 
inch at $12,313, making for the fifty sets of each a total cost of $3,366,200 exclusive 
of transportation, leaving for that and for finishing and assembling $1,433,800. 
Now, as to whether this is reliable or not, let us consider. This $1,433,800 {s to 
pay all the transportation and do all the work of finishing and assembling these 
one hundred guns which will weigh finished 4,100 tons, which the Department 
estimates will fully occupy the plant at Watervliet until August, 1888, to get out 
an equivalent weight of 8, 10, and 12 inch rifles. 

Now, what has the Department left out in making up the real cost of these 
guns? Why, first, interest on plant; second, insurance; third, depreciation of 
plant. To give an idea of what these items are or may be, we read on page 6l 
of the committee’s report from the remarks of General Benét, near the bottom 
of the page: As I understand it, parties getting in machinery expect that ma- 
chinery to be paid for by the Government. They expect it to be worn outin 
ten years, but they expect it to pay for itself in the profits out of the Govern- 
ment.” That is to 5 A General Benét ex this machinery practically to be 
pretty much used up in the ten years during which they will be making these 
guns. Again,on 59, he says the cost o anme mEn rifles is as follows: 
1 ma made at the Springfield Armory 805,837 rifle-muskets at a cost of 

. 40 Cac: 

This sum included the cost of all the labor, materials, direct supervision, in- 
spention, condemnation of defective parts, 6 per cent. on plant, and also in- 
cluded depreciation in value from use of tools, orgs ee Bonne inery, buildings, 
ete. This depreciation was about $1,764,569.41, or more n $2 per musket. As 
the Government does not insure against fire or accidents, it does what is equiv- 
alent, protects the pro of the armory by the employment of a large force 
of watchmen and a steam fire-engine, the cost of maintaining which is included 
in the $11.70, The total expenditures at the Springfield Armory from its 
ment to the Ist of March, 1872, amounted to $3,103,485.80 for lands, buildings, 
iron and wooden fences, mill-dams, canals, sewers, sh tures, and new ma- 
chinery, The amount to the depreciation these items, as stated 
2 from 1861 to 1865, was $1,764,569.41, or more than half of the original 
value, 

Now, these precautions against fire are taken by most owners of such plants, 
and yet most any of them would have carried at least $2,000,000 of insurance at 
a cost of say $100,000 for the five years. The interest on the cost of plant for 
five years on the $3,100,000 of costis, at 6 per cent., $930,000, which, added to the 
$1,764,569.41, the estimated N pay ae makes $2,694,569.41, which taken from 
the cost of the guns, $9,428,292.90, leaves $6,733,723.49, The $2,694,569.41 allow- 
ance for interest and depreciation is more than 40 per cent. of the cost of these 
guns aside from these two items, If, therefore, we should add to the $4,800,000 
which the Department estimates as the cost of the fifty 10-inch and fifty 12-inch 

uns made in the Government snopa; we have to add $1,920,000 for interest and 

epreciation of plant, which, added to the 34,800,000, makes $6,720,000 as the cost 
of ape one Bong guns, without any insurance or without any capital to 
run the p 

The manufacturer of these guns must bear this loss of insurance and interest 


‘for at least thirteen years to build the plant, make and test the trial guns, and 


make the service guns, He needs for this plant and the capital to rut it to 
make these guns at least $3,000,000, the interest on which for ten years only is 
at 6 per cent. $1,800,000. Then there is his insurance and depreciation of plant, 
tosay nothing of his other risks, etc. This depreciation we have seen is in 
itself a very large item. 

To show something of his risk I will quote from General Schofield a part of 
the fourth paragraph found on page 14 of the report, where he says: “I do not 
mean to be understood to say that I think anybody will do it, but itis only a 
fair proposition that if any man will do it he shall have his reward; that he 
should not expend a million and a half dollars in building a single , and 
then throw all that away because somebody has . — him one- of 1 
per cent., for instance, in the quality of his gun.” 

To see how unreliable are the Department's estimates, I ask the Senators to 
W the first quarter of page 89 of the committee’s 
repo! x 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the question be taken on con- 
curring in the amendments separately or in gross? 

Mr. GORMAN. Lask for a separate vote on the amendment in re- 
gard tothe Watervliet arsenal, appropriating $285,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask to reserve for a separate vote the amend- 
ment on page 5, line 24, striking out $250,000 and inserting $400,000 
“for breech-loading rifled seacoast mortars,” etc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With the exception of the two re- 
served amendments, will the Senate concur in the amendments made 
as in Committee of the Whole? 
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The amendments not reserved were concurred in. 
The „ pro lempore. The first reserved amendment will 
be sta 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 5, line 24, after the word ‘‘ caliber,”’ 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck out two hundred 
and fifty’? and inserted four hundred, and after the word dollars,“ 
in line 25, inserted: 

Provided, That contracts may be made for not more than one-fourth of the 
mortars herein provided for, to be constructed on the Pacific coast, in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of War. 

So as to make the clause read: 


For breech-loading rifled seacoast mortars, cast-iron, hooped with steel, of 
12-inch caliber, $100,000: Provided, That contracts may be made for not more than 
one-fourth of the mortars herein provided for, to be constructed on the Pacific 
coast, in the discretion of the Secretary of War. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
this amendment. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 21, noes 17. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote disclosing the absence of 


a quorum, the Sec will call the roll of the Senate. 
e Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: x 
Aldri Cullo Sawyer, 
3 Davia” M Milan, S big 
Allison, Daw: itchell, uire, 
ur, Dolph, ody, Stewart, 
Bate, Edmunds, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
ot Snes rent Eee 
©, u: 
Call, Gibson, xe Vek 
Cameron, Gorman, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Casey, Hampton, Power, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Ha: h, Washburn 
Coke, Hiscock, Wilson of Md. 
Colquitt, Hoar, Sanders, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-one Senators have answered 


to their names. If there be no objection, further proceedings under 
the roll-call will be dispensed with. The question recurs upon concur- 
ring in the reserved amendment which has been read. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the amendment be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. TURPIE. I call for the yeas and nays on concurring in the 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 
Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
I have a general pair 


the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who is necessarily 
absent from the Senate. I do not know how he would vote, and I 
therefore withhold my own. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called), Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. In his absence I withhold my vote. 
I should vote ‘‘nay’’ if he were present. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr, HAMPTON (after having voted in the negative). Allow me to 
withdraw my vote. Iam paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. Dixon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
withdraws his vote. 

Mr. DOLPH. I announce my pair with the senior Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. My colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr, ALLISON. I will state once for all to-day that my colleague 
[Mr. WILson] is absent on account of ill health and is paired with the 


junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. 
The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—32. 
Aldrich, Dawes, McMillan, Sanders, 
Allen, Edmunds, Mitchell, wyer, 
Allison, Frye, Payne, Spooner, 
Blair, Gorman, Pierce, Squire, 
Call, Hiscock, Platt, Ste 
Casey, Hoar, Plumb, Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Power, Teller, 
Davis, Jones of Nevada, Reagan, Washburn. 

NAYS—15. 
Barbour, Cockrell, Hearst, Vest, 
Bate, À Coke, Pugh, Voorhees, 
8 Colquitt, Turpie, Walthall, 
Carlisle, Gibson, Vance, 

ABSEN T-. 
Blackburn, Chandler, Evarts, Hale, 
Blodget Daniel Ham s 
3 Dixon, Di, Ha 5 
Butler, Dolph, George, Hawley, 

ron, Gray, 


Jones of Arkansas, Morgan, Quay, Wilson of Md. 
Kenna, Morrill, fa Wolcott. 
McPherson, Paddock, Sherman, 

Manderson, Pasco, Stanford, 

Moody, Pettigrew, Wilson of Iowa, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

3 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next reserved amendment will 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 8, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, struck out from line 7 to line 12, inclusive, in the following 
words: 

To complete army in factory building by the erection of south wing, inclu- 
sive of ways for traveling cranes, $248,743. 


For ma ery, tools, and fixtures for manufacture of guns not exceeding 12 
inches in caliber, for south wing of army gun factory, $799,000; 


And in lieu thereof inserted: 


For boring and turning lathes, rifling machine, and 80-ton traveling crane, 
fully equipped for the manufacture of 12-inch guns at Watervliet arsenal, New 


York, $285,000, 
Mr. GORMAN. On concurring in this amendment I ask for the yeas 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


and nays. 
the roll. 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called), I will transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] to the Senator from South 


Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] and vote. I vote yea.“ 


Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 
Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I again announce my pair 


with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 
The roll-call was concluded. 


Mr. BATE. My colleague [Mr. HARRIS] is necessarily absent, and 


I announce his pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 
Mr. PAD K. I announce my pair with the Senator from Loui- 
siana [Mr. Eustis], and that of my colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 
The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—2s, 
Aldri Daw: McMillan, Sand. 
allen” Dolph, Mitchell, Sawyer 
Allison, Edmunds, Pierce, er, 
ir, Frye, Squire, 

v. Plumb, Stewart, 
Cullom, Hoar, Power, Teller, 
Davis, Ingalls, s Washburn, 

NAYS—15. 
ae ke — itt, P z y ees, 

* qu ugi 
Berry, Gibson, Turpie, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Vance, a 

ABSENT—4L 

Black bu Evarts, Jones of Nevada, uay, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Kenna, m, 
Brown, Faulkner, McPherson, Sherman, 
Butler, George, Manderson, Stanford, 

l, Gray, Moody, Stock 
Cameron, ~ Hale, Morgan, Wilson of Iowa, 
Carlisle, Hampton, Morrill, Wilson o 
Chandler, Harris, Paddock, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Hawley, Pasco, 
Dixon, Higgins, Payne, 
Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Pettigrew, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further amendmen 
shall the amendments be engrossed and the bill be ordered to a thi 
reading? 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill making appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HUDSON, N. Y. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was read: 


To the Senate of the United States: 

I return without my 3 the bill (S. 1306) for the erection of a public 
building at Hudson, N. Y. Hudson, from the best information atta e isa 
city of only a little more than 10,000 3 If the postal receipts are a fair 
indication of the growth of the city, it not been rapid, as they only increased 
about $1,000 in ten years. The gross pose receipts for the year of 1838 were but 
$14,809, and the office force cons! of three clerks and five carriers. There are 
no other Government officers at Hudson entitled, under the law, to offices or to 
an allowance for rent, unless it be a deputy collector of internal revenue, 

It appears from the bill and the correspondence with the Supervising Archi- 
tect that it is proposed to erect a two-story building, with fire-proof vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, and elevators, forty by eighty feet in dimen- 
sions. The ground floor area of 3,200 feet, to be devoted to the post-office, would 
give four hundred square feet to each of the present employés. The second 
story and the basement, each having the same area, will absolutely tenant- 
less, unless 5 is given by law to the custodian to rent the rooms to un- 


official i t iipon to me to be vay clear that Ma pons poms do not 
suggest or justify such an expenditure as is contemplated this 
BENJ. HARRISON. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 4, 1890, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass, 
the objections of the President of the United States to the contrary not- 
withstanding? 

Mr. HISCOCK. If in order, [should like to have the message printed 
and lie on the table for the present. 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR IRRIGATION PURPOSES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior; which was read: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, June 4, 1890. 
Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a resolution ado by 
the Senate on May 26, 1890, in relation to the use made of the appropriations for 
the irrigation survey. In response thereto I transmit herewith a copy of a com- 
. the Director of the Geological Survey, to whom the resolution 
was su ‘or report. 
Fora number of years provision has been made in the appropriation acts 
for the construction of topographic maps necessary for and as a part of the work 


of the Geo! Survey. In the act of October 2, 1888, and again in the act of 
March 2, 1889, appropriations were made for the irrigation survey, including 
the necessary 


se of making the topographic maps for the 


that the expen: 
Geological Survey shall be defrayed from the appropriations made for the Geo- 
logical § Survey, and that the expense of making the topographic maps for the ir- 

rigation survey shall be defrayed from the appropriations made for the irriga- 
. tion survey. 

It appears from the report of the Director of the Geological Survey, in m 
judgment, that the appropriations for the Geol ical Survey have not oon di- 
‘verted from their purpose, but have been strictly used as contemplated in the 
act, and that the appropriations forthe tion survey have not been diverted 
from their purpose, but strictly used for the irrigation survey as required by 


Marin of which is respectfully submitted. bs 
I have the honor to be, yours respec! wn, OHN W. NOBLE, Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. STEWART. Task that the communication be printed and re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on the Irrigation and Reclamation 
of Arid Lands, 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire that the communication from the head of 
the Geological Survey, which I believe accompanies the communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, be read to the Senate, so that 
it may go into the RECORD. 

Mr, COCKRELL, Yes, let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the report 
of the Director of the Geological Survey will be read. 

Mr. STEWART. I object to its being read. 

Mr. CULLOM. Why should it not be read? 1 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is a document, and we have a right to hear it 
rend. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well, let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Nevada withdraws his objection 
to the reading. 

Mr. STEWART. I withdraw my objection. 

The PRESIDENT pre The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the communication. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the remainder of the 
document be printed in the RECORD without reading. It can hardly 
be desirable so late in the afternoon, with the Senate so thin, to have 
it read. 


Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to that course. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
obj 


ection. 

Mr. STEWART. Before that is done, I wish to make one remark. 
There was a contest as to how much mousy. be gear be had for irriga- 
tion and how much for topography. The first appropriation, in 1888, 
was $100,000 for irrigation and $200,000 for topography. In 1839 the 
appropriation was $200,000 for topography and $250,000 for irriga- 
tio . It is true that it was stated in the clause making the irrigation 
appropriation that maps should be made; it does require mape; but 
what the Director of the Geological Survey has done was to e over 
$200,000 of the irrigation money and use it for topography. That is the 
fact; and when it is stated that because he was to make maps for the 
irrigation survey he should therefore take the money for the irrigation 
survey and use it for another purpose, when it was directly appropri- 
ated for that purpose, with all due respect to the Secretary of the In- 
‘terior, it is in direct violation of law. 

The appropriation for irrigation we failed to get. Our lands are tied 
up under a reservation until topographical surveys can be made of the 
whole region. They are all tied up. Nobody can get a home in the 
West, and the irrigation work is to wait until we can have a topograph- 
ical survey. 

I say that the money has been squarely misappropriated. The lan- 
guage of the statute has not been observed, and the whole legislation, 
which I was guilty of inangurating to some extent myself, has been an 
unmitigated evil to the people of my part of the country. They can 
not make homes there, and the whole thing is turned over to Major 
Powell, and he controls the whole business. 

Mr. REAGAN, Mr. President, Ido not desire to discuss the sub- 


ject of the resolution, but I only desire to say that others who havein- | the 


vestigated this subject, myself among them, have come to a very dif- 
ferent conclusion from that arrived at by the Senator from Nevada, 
and believe that the action of Major Powell has been in strict accord 


with law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report of the Director of the 
Geological Survey will be printed in the RECORD without further read- 
ing, if there is no objection. 

The report is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, 
Washington, D. C., May 31, 1800. 
Sin in Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the following Senate 
resolution: 
“IN THE SENATE OY Tun Ux rr STATES, May 26, 1890, 

“Whereas by the act of October 2, 1888, an appro riation of $199,000 was made 
for topographic surveys and $100,000 for invest ons and surveys for the pur- 
pose of irrigation; and 

“ Whereas by the act of March 2, 1889, an appropriation of $200,000 was made 
for topographic surveys, and $250,000 for irrigation investigations and surveys: 


Therefore, 

“Be it That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Sen- 
ate how much, if any, of the money appropriated for irrigation investigation and 
surveys has been diverted and used for topographie surveys and matters con- 
nected therewith; and, if any of such money has been so diverted and used, to 
inform the Senate by what authority of law where appropriations are made by 
Congress for several purposes the money appropriated for one purpose can be 
diverted and used for another purpose for which an appropriation is also made 
in the same statute. 

“Attest: 

“ANSON G. McCOOK, Secretary.” 

On the above resolution is the following indorsement: 

“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, May 27, 1890. 

“Respectfully referred to the Director of the Geol l Survey for report. 

“JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary.” 

In compliance with the above instructions I have the honor to submit the 
following statement: 

The irrigation survey was created e act approved March 20, 1888. On 
March 27, seven days thereafter, the following resolution passed the Senate: 

* Resolved, That the tary of the In r is hereby directed to report to 

priation is to enable the United States Geo- 


logical Survey to carry into effect the joint resolution ‘di the Secretary 
of the Interior, by means of the Geological Survey, to investi, the practica- 
bility of constructing reservoirs for the storage of water in arid region of 


katon 8 which should include estimates for “a map or maps showin; 
e various divisions of the public domain suitable for agricultural, mineral, 
and other purposes,“ ete, In his reply thereto the Secretary transmitted a let- 
ter from the Director of the Geological Survey making such estimates and sub- 
mitting a plan for the survey in explanation of the estimates, 1 
Ex. Doc. No. 163, Fiftieth Congress, first session.) From this explanation the 
following quotation is made: 

“To determine fora given stream, or for a prm group of streams treated 
collectively, first, the maximum area of farm land and its most advanta- 
geous selection; second, the best selection of sites for reservoirs and their proper 
size; and, third, the best system of head works and canals, there are three 


general requisites, as follows: 
“a. The construction of an accurate to; hic map, with grade curves at 
configuration of the ground. 


such intervals as will properly represent 
“ò, The determination of the total annual discharge of water from the catch- 
catchment basin, and 


ment basin, or, where there are more than one, from each 
the distribution through the year of that di 

e, An examination of the soils in the area from which, under existing topo- 
graphic conditions, the selections of lands forirrigation must be made,’ 

In thi ument a full plain t is made of how an irrigation sur- 
vey should be conducted, and after setting forth the matter the following addi- 


tional statements are made: 

The local work for each irrigation district will consist, first, of the prepara- 
tion of a topographic map with the necessary detail; and, second, of the exam- 
ination of physical features in reference to the storage of water, and the es- 
timation of cost and capacity of reservoirs at one or more sites; third, of the 
classification of the soils within the area to which the water may be diverted; 
and, fourth, of the measurement of the water supply. The most im tof 
these and the one whieh will involve the greater of the expense is the con- 
struction of the map; but the measurement of the water should be begun as 
early as possible, for the reason that the observations of at least two years‘are 
needed as 1 for the determining of the extent of irrigable land and 
the genera magnitude of the irrigation system. i if 


. 

“Impelled by these considerations, I respectfully recommend that an appro- 

riation of $250,000 be made for the first year’s work; and would suggest the 
following clause for the appropriation bill: 

For the purpose of investigating the extent to which the arid region of the 
United States can be redeemed by irrigation, and the tion of the irriga- 
ble lands in such arid region, and for the selection of sites for reservoirs and 
other hydraulic works necessary for the storage and utilization of water for ir- 
rigation, and to make the necessary maps, including the pay of employés in 
feld and in office, the cost of all instruments, apparatus, and materials, and all 
other necessary expenses connected therewith, the work to be perfo: by 
the geen go Survey, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, the 
sum o . 

It will thus be seen that, having explicitly stated that a topographic survey 
would be necessary in connection with the irrigation survey, estimates were 
made for its prosecution in these words: “And to make the necessary maps.” 
The plan and estimates were referred to the Committee on Public Lands and 
ordered to be printed. The Committee on Public Lands thereupon reported an 
amendment to the sundry civil bill in the terms 8 hy the rector, 
which terms were extracted from the plan submitted by the Director, which 
plan explained the purpose of the estimate as being to make a topographic sur- 
vey as a part of the irrigation survey. 

fhe amendment was referred tothe Appropriations Committee of the Senate, 
and the Director of the Survey was summoned before that committee toexplain 
the estimate and the purpose for which it was designed to use the money. To 
committee the Director explained that he was already making a topographic 


1890. 


the entire coun in obedience to the provisions of the law, and that 
— y—after ee Ley at the rate of progress then made—it would be 
C thereafter be made at small ex- 
but that if it was necessary to make the irrigation survey at once it 
would be necessary to make a special 3 survey in connection with 
it. The following quotations are made from the report submitted by Senator 
ALLISON, from the Committee on A priations, being a part only of the ex- 
planation given (vide Senate Report No. 1814, Fiftieth Congress, first session): 
“By the CHAIRMAN: 


“Q. Are you through with your general statement? 

“A. Ves, sir; but I want to speak something about the cost. 

“Q. That is what we want to hear you upon. 

“A. To complete the survey as we have been going on, without la: out 
the reservoirs, without laying out the sites for head-works and and so 
on, would take about $5,000,000, We have ry eye about $1,000,000, so that it 
would now take about $4,000,000 to complete t work. 

“By Mr. BECK: 

“Q. And what length of time? 

A. At the rate we have been going on it would take between thirty and forty 

ears. 
ya Q. With -opie means how long would it take? 

“A. It would be done in ten years. 

Mr. STEWART. Is it necessary to wait until you work up all the geological 
data in order to make the preliminary survey with a view to reservoirs? 

“Mr. POWELL, No, sir. 

“Mr. STEWART. That only refers to the local topography. 

Mr. PowELL, To the construction of the maps. 

“The CHAIRMAN. Major Powell is speaking only of the topographical survey. 

“Mr. STEWART. No, of the geol a 

Mr. POWELL., Not of the geological, but the topographical survey which we 
are conducting over the country. 

Mr. STEWART. Can you nut vary your survey so that these reservoirs can 
be located more y than that? —. 

“Mr. Pow. We can, with the necessary appropriations, We could do it 
in six years if sufficient appropriations were made. 

“Mr, STEWART. You could locate the reservoirs in five or six years? 

“Mr. POWELL. Yes, tir; we could make the maps, outline the catchment- 
basins, and lay out upon the ground the headworks, the canals, and the reser- 
voirs in six years with sufficient appropriations, ‘ 

“Mr. STEWART. Do you not regard that as the most urgent work? 

“Mr, POWELL, Les, sir. A 

“Mr. STEWART. Because then settlement can take place and the geological 
part of the work could go on afterwards just as well? 

“Mr, Pow. Oh, yes; we are pushing the topography very far ahead of the 
geology all the time. 

“Mr, STEWART. Then, if you had the requisite appropriations you could locate 
the reservoirs and make the surveys for settlement in five or six years? 

Mr. POWELL. Yes; but it would take about $5,125,000 to do it. 


“By the CHAIRMAN: 


“O. At the rate of about $1,000,000 a year? 
“A, That is my estimate. 


hy 
“A. It would complete the topography; 
ee Spar. weg big ag ee 

“Q. Itwould eto the surveys of the basins and districts? 

“A, Yes; the ments. 

“Q And locate reservoirs, canals, and so on? 

A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. In other words, the additional cost of this contemplated survey would be 
about a million and a quarter dollars over and above what you are now doing 
in the way of topography? 

“A. Precisel, 


i y- 
„The OmAIrRmAx. It will cost $4,000,000 to complete this area? 
“ Mr. TELLER, Anyhow? 
“Mr, POWELL, Anyhow, for topography. 

„Mr. Harr. And it would take y years the way they are doing it now. 


By the CHAIRMAN : < 


? 
I haye made a second estimate; I 


“Q. If you run this whole area into a six goers term, you must spend over 
000 for topography, and then the remainder of the work oan be done for 
a million and a quarter? 
“A. It could be done for a million and a quarter, according to my estimate, 
and could be done pari passu with the other work. 
“By Mr. Hare: 


“Q. In round numbers it would cost about a million dollars a year? 

“A. About a million a year; but we could not use a million this year, because 
the engineers are not ned yet; they would have to grow.” 

Thus it was that the Senate Committee on Public Lands and the Senate Com- 
mittee on Appropriations examined the of the Director and e of 
it, and the Public Lands Committee ado: the language used by Director 
the appropriation, and the clause which he draughted was 
incorporated in the bill by the Appropriations Committee after its meaning and 
purpose were malty explained to that committee, and it finally became a part of 
the statute; and, further, the original plan and the 8 e of the plan 


in recommendi 


were published for the information of the Congress. It was fully understood 
that this ee of $100,000 was made to be chiefly expended in topo- 
graphic work asa of the irrigation survey. Tho approp on of $100,000 
was 


made to include all of the work of the í ion survey, and expressly de- 
fined a part of that work as the making of “the necessary maps,” and there- 
tore no other appropriation could be used for that purpose. 
‘The terms of the statute and the history of its enactment alike make it clear 
that the $199,000 appropriated for topographic work in connection with the Geo- 
Survey was not intended forand could not be used for making the nec- 


essary maps for the irrigation survey, The appropriation for topographic work 

for the Geological Survey was expended 8 ſor the logical 

ore in ous portions of the country, but chiefly in the eastern half of the 
n 


States, and, as in previous years, mining regions were selected. Th: 
worm was done in Practices. et with the Geological Survey and to further its op 
erations. 

The expense of making the for the irrigation survey was defrayed from 
pe ae ee eee ſor the 3 survey. as the statute directed. 4 
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survey, and how he is using a part of this appropriation of $100,000 for topo- 
graphio work. The following quotation is taeda from this report: 

= necessary topographic work was placed under the charge of A. H. Thomp- 
son, A number of pe poses already employed in the Geological Survey 
were selected as his assistants, and the force was largely increased by the 
employment of tem field assistants, but no increase of the permanent 
corps was made. Under direction of Professor Thompson the following- 
described work has been done: 


“WORK IN MONTANA. 


„Work was commenced on the Continental Divide at the headwaters of the 
Columbia and Missouri Rivers early in October, one e party surveying on the Co- 
lumbia River side and another on the Missouri River side. whole was 
under the ímmediate charge of Mr, E. M. Douglas. An area of 2,200 square 
miles has been surveyed. The topographic features of this country were de- 
lineated, the course of the streams and the sites of all considerable bodies of 
water were ascertained, and the altitude, position, and general character of ir- 
rigable lands were determined. Thisisa region of raare, i perennial streams, 
and aang sites favorable for the establishment of storage reservoirs have been 
discovered.’ 


In the same manner the report of the Director explains the io work 
done in Nevada, in Colorado, and in New Mexico, each under a separate head. 
It will thus be seen that, after the T 
an irrigation survey needed a topographic survey, draughted a clause in 
such a manner as to authorize and direct thata topographic survey should be 
included in the irrigation survey, and had appeared before the committee and 
explained the matter fully, the clause was incorporated in the bill and finally. 
became a part of the act that was eg by the President. Thereupon, in com- 
pliance with the law, the topographic branch of the irrigation survey was or- 
ganized and its work was * acs Then the Director reported to Congress what 
he had done, and fully and elaborately set forth where and how he was doing 
this 411 work. 
Then the Director made a second estimate for an appropriation for the 
gation survey, in the same terms in which the first appropriation was e, 
and once more he was called before the Senate committee to explain his esti- 
mates. On this occasion he appeared with samples of his work, a topographic 
map and plans for reservoirs and canals, and he explained them to the commit- 
tee, virtually saying. This is what lam doing with the funds intrusted to my 
The statement made on this occasi th i r was recorded 


ven: 
“The OHAIRMAN. Now go back a moment to this map. What will it cost 
the Government to locate the reservoirs and canalsand make the for them 


* 
which I suppose, in ee way, at least, would be done? y would be 
located absolutely, so the men who chose to build these dams would know 
where to go precisely ? 

“Mr. POWELL. Yes, sir. 


= = * * * * 


* 

The CHAIRMAN. That is, I take it, an illustration of what you propose to 
do throughout this entire arid region? 

“Mr. POWELL. Precisely. 

“The CHAIRMAN. Having conditions of reservoirs and water? 

“Mr. POWELL. Yes. You asked me for an estimate of what it would cost, I 
made the best estimate I could last year for the entire country and you pub- 
lished it; but you put into the law much more than I anticipated would be put 
into it, so that the cost of the work has been increased above my estimate, I 
did not anticipate that I should be called upon for plans of reservoirs, but only 
for putting upon the maps the sites. I did not anticipate that I should select the 
lands in such a manner that 8 be designated to the Land Office, As 
the law stands, I have to go on ground and discover the landmarks of the 
old land survey, so as to show what sections are to be and that has in- 
creased the cost ofthe work. My judgment is that, forthe whole region, it will 
increase the total cost about $1,500, 000. 

“The CHarnman. What we propose? 

“Mr. POWELL. What E fen propose, 

“The CHARMAN. And that is a very important thing to do? 

“Mr. Powe, It is a very important thing to do. 

The CHARMAN. In having these men in the field places for storage 
and so on, do you also find yourself able to utilize them in carrying on in con- 
nection with this work your regular geological survey? 

Mr. POWELL. So far as the making of the topographie maps is concerned. 
The maps have to be made for this purpose as they would have to be made for 
the other, and all the map-making for this work is map-making for the other, 

The CHAIRMAN. After this work is done would it be necessary to go over the 
same space in completing your geological survey? 

“Mr. POWELL. Yes, sir. 

“Senator HALE. Which would you naturally go over first? 

“Mr. POWELL, This work now, use they are pressing for it, and there is 
no reason why it should at e t. 

“The CHAIRMAN. I did not know but thatthe same men might do both. 

“Mr, POWELL, It must be understood that more than half of the cost is for the 
Pep Ee. and that is done for both surveys at once. 

“Senator HALE. There you do not duplicate the work. 

Nr. POWELL. There we do not duplicate it. That is more than half the cost 
of the whole work. The engineers who make these plans are not geclogiots 
and geologists are not engineers, You can not get the same men to do the geo- 
10 1 work and the ng work. 

Senator HALE, If a given pare Bo thatis adaptable to this cat pac had been 
gone over by your geological survey, would not that work really help you in 
S 


“Mr. POWELL. That would have given me the maps er me data which 
would have arany eee the cost of this work, or doing this work first 
will greatly diminish the costof the other. It amounts to the same thing either 


way. 

“The Chamuax. That is the point I wanted to understand: whether the work 
that you are doing here is not a saving of necessary work in your geological 
survey? 

“Mr, POWELL. Precisely; it is. 

“Senator HALE, Either way that you work, whichever was done first would 
help the other? 

“Mr, POWELL, Whichever work is done first will help the other. The map- 
making is the first thing in each case, and the map-making isthe chief cost.” 

After all this explanation, repeated again and again, and exemplified by pro- 
ducing before the committee the maps actually made, asevond item was incor- 

rated in the bill in terms identical with the first, except that the amount was 


000. 
The following is a transcript of the statute making appropriations for the Ge- 
bats Soe — . pri — an 6 For the Geological S 
For general ex 0 rey: For the Geo jurvey, 
and the classification of the public lands, and examination of the geological 
ucts of the national domain, and to 


structure, mineral resources, and the pi 


‘ 
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continue the preparation of a ogical map of the United States, including 
the pay of temporary br a al in the field and office, and all other necessary 

2 to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 

namely: 

“For pay of skilled laborers and various temporary enpa Es, $15,000 ; 

“For 8 surveys in various portions of the Un States, including 
the pay of temporary employés, in field and in office, the cost of all instruments, 
s apparatus, . materials, and all other necessary expenses connected there- 

, $200,000 ; 

For — . — surveys in the various portions of the United States, includ- 
ing the pay of temporary employés, in field and in office, the cost of all instru- 
ments, gery and mate: and all other necessary expenses connected 
therewith, $100,000; 

For paleontologie researches relating to the geology of the United 
ineluding the pay of temporary employés in field and in office, the cost of s) 
ü 0 and instruments, and all other necessary expenses connected there - 

For chemical and physical researches relating to the geology of the United 
States, including the pay of temporary employés in field and in office, the main- 
tenance of the fabo. 


transmission of public documents through the Smithsonian exchange, $5,000; 


in all, $403,000. 
For engraving the logical maps of the United States, $45,000. 
“Irrigation survey: For the purpose of in ting the extent to which the 
arid region of the United States can be ee: rrigation and the segre- 
gation 2 i le lands in such arid region, . or the 3 of sites for 
reservoirs 


pen 
pases by the soniga urvey under the direction of the Secretary of the 

nterior, $250,000, of which sum $50,000 shall be . available; and the 
Director of the Geological Survey, under the supervision of the of the 
Interior, shall make a report to Congress on the first Monday in December of 
each year, showing in detail how the said money has been expen the amount 
used for actual survey and engineer work in field in locating sites for reser- 
voirs, and an itemized account of the expenditures under this and any future 


a) riation.“ 
rom an examination of the peer Pane above, it will be geal rom the ap- 


making the ma 


throughout the United States. 

It will also be seen that the i m survey is clearly distinguished from the 
Geol Survey in the statute itself. The expense of the 1 necessary ſor 
the irrigation survey —.— . from the appropriation e for the irriga- 


tion survey, as the 
both 


In 

Geological Survey and the operations of the irrigation survey, and distinct ap- 
propriations were made for each. years the ap rop ons made for 
the Geological Survey were used for the ee oe the Geo: ogical Survey. an 


both years the ro; ions made for the on survey were used exclu- 
sively for the irrigation survey. Thus the Director has strictly complied with 


the provisions of statutes. 

‘The plans for the first year submitted to the honorable the of the 
Interior, Mr. Vilas, after statute was en: were approved by ; the 
pau for the second year submitted to the honorable the Secre e In- 

erior, Mr. Noble, were approved by him, and each of these plans uded to- 


pographic work for the 


t. 
From the above statement it is made plain that no portion of either of the 
appropriations for the irrigation survey been diverted from its legitimate 


purpose, 
Iam, with great respect, your obedient servan 5 
7: J. w. POWELL, Director. 
The Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the com- 
munication of the Secretary and the accompanying document will be 
referred to the Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid 
Lands, and be printed. : 

Mr. CULLOM. The accompanying document goes into the RECORD, 


I understand. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has already been ordered. 


LAND PATENTS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior; which was read, and, 
on motion of Mr, CocKRELL, the accompanying papers were read, and, 
with the communication, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, June 3, 1890. 


Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge your resolution of May 14, 1890, direct- 
ing that the ary of the Interior inform the Senate as to the number of 
land patents issued by the Government and which have been retained in the 
General Land Office for more than one year, whether facilities have been af- 
forded private persons for obtaining the names of persons to whom said pat- 
ents were ed, and what legisjation, if any, necessary to secure the 
prompt delivery of said patents to those who are entitled to the same. 

In reply thereto I have to transmit herewith the report to the Secretary of the 
Acting Commissioner of the General Land Office, dated May 29, whereby it sp: 

rs among other things that there are 250,000 undelivered patents on file in 
office, as estima’ ; that it is the pi ce of the General Land Office to 
send to each local land office all the patents for lands entered therein as soon as 
the same are prepared, so that the rightful owners may obtain the same upon 


surrender of the duplicate receipts issued to them when final payment and 
proof are made, and that the accumulation in the General Land Office has re- 
sulted from the discontinuance of old land offices, the entire records of which 
were then transferred to the ent, in connection with the further fact 
that during the war of the rebellion, when business was ded in all local 
land offices in the Southern States, 8 issued on entries made in said 
sne prior to 1861 could be sent to such offices, and conseqently were retained 


ere, 

Besides the 250,000 patents on file in the General Land Office, there are prob- 
ably 300,000 on file in the various local land offices, awaiting the demand of the 
owners, 

The Commissioner further states the names of several persons who have been 
afforded facilities to obtain the names of persons to whom such patents were 
issued, and the reasons therefor, and su, at length what | on he 
deems necessary to secure the prompt delivery of the patents mentioned to 
those who are entitled to the same, in which recommendations I concur. 


Very respectfully, 
JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C. (no date). 
GENTLEMEN: You have the consent of the General Land Office in securing to 
present owners of lands the patents therefor, which have been from various 
causes retained in this office, instead of being delivered to them or their grant- 
ors. From may carefully made I believe your firm to be reputable and re- 
sponsible, and I regard your enterprise as N and laudable. I recom- 
mend your work as at once beneficial to the Government in relieving this office 
of such a burden and at the same time rendering to owners of land a great serv- 
ice in the perfection of their titles. 
Very truly, 
W. M. STONE, 
Assistant Commissioner General Land Office. 
Messrs. H. W. Comes, T. S. CONSTANTINE, and T. H. MCKEE, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. C., November 30, 1889, 
GENTLEMEN: I have received your letter of November 29, with circulars in- 
closed, asking permission to refer to me as to your character and standing, and 
it gives me pleasure to say that you have my permission to so refer. 
Very truly, yours, 
CYRUS BUSSEY, Assistant Secretary, 


Messrs. H. W. Couns & Co., 
Washington, D. C. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFI 
Washington, 


D. &, May 29, 

Sin: I have received by reference from the Assistant a copy of a 
resolution by the United States Senate, dated May 14, ope requiring the —— 
tary of the Interior to inform the Senate of the number of land ts issued 
by the Governmentand which have been retained in the General Office for 
more than one year, whether facilities have been afforded private ns for 
obtaining the names of persons to whom said patents were issued, and what 


legislation, if any, is necessary to secure the prompt delivery neal ag ag eT to 
2 — p aaen entitled to the same, with request for early report, in duplicate, 
e j 

In y I have the honor to state that the number of undelivered patents on 
file in this office is estimated to approximate 250,000. 

It is the practice of this office to send to each local land office all the patents 
for lands entered therein as soon asthe same are e so that the rightful 
owners may obtain the same upon surrender of the duplicate receipts issued to 
them when final payment and f was made. 

The accumulation of patents in this office resulted from the discontinuance 
of old land offices, the entire records of which were transferred to this o 
and the fact that pie the war of the rebellion, when business was suspend 
in all local land officesin the Southern States, no patents issued on entries made 
in said States prior to 1861 could be sent to such offices, and consequently were 
retained here. 

Besides the 250,000 patents on file in this office as stated, a very large number, 
probably exceeding 300,000, are on file in the various local land offices awaiting 
the demand of the owners; and, to furnish an exact statement in response to 
the resolution, correspondence must be had with all the offices. 

In response to the inquiry as to whether facilities have been afforded to pri- 

ng the names of persons to whom said patents were is- 


mendation as to their character and standing, I authorized the ns, 
under the firm name of H. W. Com! Co., to make such list. A copy of the 
letter conveying the authority is herewith inclosed, and the work of listing 
was done by a force of copyists loyed by said 4 


Believed many of the owners of lands in 


i 

ith reference to the last inquiry, as to what legislation, if any, is necessary 

to secure the prompt delivery of said patents to those who are entitled tothe 

same, I have to report that while this is purely a matter of personal interest to 

the persons entering or now holding the lands, as the Government has fulfilled 
obligation by the issue of the patent and will promptly deliver the same when 

gue or Prd ones rightful owners, it may be questioned whether any legislation 

jemanded, 

If, however, Congress shall desire to take such action as will bring to the 
notice of entrymen and present owners the fact that their nts are still un- 
delivered, the onos may be perhaps attained by either of the following plans: 

1. Let correct lists of patents undelivered for more than one year in local 
office be published as an advertisement in each any paper in which such 
lands are situate for such period as may be determined, but not to exceed four 
weeks, with request for owners of the lands to apply for the same. 

2. Let correct lists be furnished to the recorder of deeds in each county in 
which the lands are situate, so that he may notify those interested. such 
patents should be recorded in the proper try of deeds, the fact that the 
emoluments of his office would be in thereby would probably induce 
the recorder to bring the matter more directly to the attention of those con- 


cerned. A 
Should the plan for advertising be adopted z formal legislation, it would re- 
uire an appropriation of about $75,000 tọ pay for the necessary advertisement, 
ould either plan be authorized bylaw or a complete list be required by Con- 
gress of all unclaimed patents, a temporary increase in the clerical force of this 
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office would be needed for one year of fifteen copyists at a salary of $900 per an- 


num 


Very respectful 
A 5 W. M. STONE, Acting Commissioner, 
The Hon. SECRETARY or THE INTERIOR. 


PATAPSCO RIVER AND CURTIS BAY WATER WAY. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the Senate any 
information that may be in his Department relative to the necessity for the im- 
rovement of the water way from the Patapsco River, Maryland, to Curtis Bay, 
th any recommendations or estimates in relation thereto made by the United 
States engineer in charge. 


ARTHUR D. AND ALFRED A. LYFORD. 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senate to take up a pension bill that was 
passed over without prejudice the other day. The Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. COCKRELL], I understand, has no objection to it. He has 
examined it since. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is all right. 

Mr. SAWYER. It is House bill 1115. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

roceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 1115) granting a pension to Arthur 

„ and Alfred A. Lyford. It pro to place on the pension-rolls 
the names of Arthur D. Lyford and Alfred A. Lyford, minor orphan 
children of Danville B. Lyford, late a private of Company B, Twentieth 
Maine Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SAWYER, I do not want to press the Senate, but I should like 
to have twenty minutes for the consideration of private pension bills 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL and others. Oh, no; itis too late. 

Mr. SAWYER. All right; I will drop it for to-day. 


TREASURY NOTES AND SILVER BULLION, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLOM in the chair). 
lar order will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2350) authorizing the issue of Treas- 
notes oh deposits of silver bullion. 
r. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was to; and (at 5 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, June 5, 1890, at 12 
o’clock m. 


The regu- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, June 4, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I present the conference report on the 
Army appropriation bill. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 70190 making appropriations 
forthe support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 189], and for 
other pi „having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec- 
commend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 6,7, 21, and 22. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 3, 5, 9, 10, 20, 23, 24, 26, 27, 29, and 30, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from ee e to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add, after 
the word “ Department,” inserted by said amendment, the following: “ includ- 
ing the expert accountant for the Inspector-General's Department herein pro- 
vided for; ' and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the matter stri: ken out by said amendment insert the following: 
For pay of one expert accountant for the Inspector-General’s Department, 
to be appointed by the Secretary of War, $2,500." 

And the Senate agree to the same. . 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 8, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
8 proposed, insert the following: 818,044,825. 79; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreementto the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the words " eighty-five,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “eighty-four ;"” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 17, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: For trans- 
portation of signal officers or parties and their equipments, instruments, stores 
and supplies, when ordered by proper authority, for military purposes only; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 18, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the 
word " office,” in line 7, page 14 of the bill, insert the words: Drill halls, — 
nasiums, and gun-sheds;“ and in line 14, same page, strike out the words six 
hundred and seventy-five” and insert lieu thereof “seven hundred and 
twenty-five ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 19, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After 
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the word “canteen” insert the words or 


s store” and add at 
the end of said amendment the following: “In any State or Territory in 
which the sale of alcoholic liquors, beer, or wine is prohibited by law; and 
the Senate agree to the same. ‘ 

B. M. CUTCHEON, 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope the statement will be read. 

Mr. OSBORNE. I demand the previous question on the adoption 
of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands there is no statement here, 

Mr. HOLMAN.’ Isuppose then that no statement has been prepared. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that a statement has been 
prepared, but by accident it has not been brought into the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I hope, then, the gentleman having of this 
bill will state the effect of the agreement arrived at in the committee 
of conference. 

The SPEAKER. The matter can lie over forawhile until the gentle- 
man from Pennsyivania obtains the statement. 


ALBERT H. EMERY. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce, as conferees on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 3538) for the relief 
of Albert H. Emery, Mr. BOOTHMAN, Mr. FARQUHAR, and Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Is it in order at this time to move to instruct the conferees on 
the part of the House just named as to the amount they shall insist 
upon and pro that as an amendment to the Senate amendment? 
I hope the Chair will indulge me in a remark in ma this inquiry, 
for the reason that some days ago it was understood, while the motion 
was still pending to lay on the table the motion which I had made to 
reconsider the vote by which a conference was ordered, that the con- 
ferees on the part of the House would be instructed by the House to 
insist on $75,000 instead of $125,000 named in the Senate amendment 
as the amount that should be finally appropriated by the bill, that an 
agreement to that effect had been reached, and for that reason I desire 
to submit this instruction. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would not be in order, for two 
reasons. In the first place, the announcement of conferees is a m 
ministerial act; and if the instruction were to be given it should have 
been given at the time the conferees were ordered. Again, in the 
second place it is not customary to instruct the conferees until after a 
disagreement; that there should be one full, free conference. That 
has been decided in the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As to the first matter named by the Speaker, at 
the moment that the conferees were ordered, and when the motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table, the understanding was that an agree- 
ment had been reached by those gentlemen in favor of and those op- 
posed to this bill that the sum of $75,000 should be named instead of 
$125,000 mentioned in the Senate amendment, and for that reason the 
motion to lay on the table my motion to reconsider was agreed to nem. 
con. I desire to make this statement to show why no resistance was 
made to the motion to lay on the table my motion to reconsider. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, I hope you will indulge me in this 
statemept: That the Committee on Claims have been notified by the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] and the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] that their side, who have opposed this 
bill heretofore, will accept the bill with the amount given as $75,000 
and end the matter. I would also call the Speaker’s attention to the 
fact that in the Fiftieth Congress, after the Senate disagreed to the five- 
State bill passed here, and it came back to this House with a request 
for a conference, the gentleman from New York, Mr. Cox, at the time 
of the appointment of the conferees moved that they be instructed, and 
i were instracted, to abandon New Mexico and insist upon the other 

‘our. 

The SPEAKER. That was after one conference. 

Mr. MANSUR. No, sir; that was not after a conference. 

Mr. HOLMAN. _ The reason why this motion was not made at the 
time the conferees were ordered was because it was understood that an 
agreement was reached which would be entirely satisfactory to gentle- 
men on both sides of this controversy. 

Mr. FARQUHAR (to Mr. HOLMAN). There will be no trouble about 
that. 

Mr. MANSUR. I was authorized to make that motion by our com- 
mittee when it came up. 

The SPEAKER. The matter is entirely under the control of tho 
House upon the report of the conferees, and the Chair makes the de- 
cision with the less reluctance because no change in the status reallv 
occurs. $ 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 

The House conferees on H. R. 7619, Au act making Sppropriattona for tho 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other pur- 
uired by the rules of the House, 


poses,” submit the following statement, as req 
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JUNE 4, 


showing the effect of the conference report upon the various Senate amend- 
ments to the bill on ecw; Rowen tery wp have „ namely 

rovides for a mileage allowance to one expert ac- 
S rittet A Departmen said 


Amendment u 
5 for the t instead of two clerks of 


ing military prison at Fort one 
Amendment numbered 4 provides for one expert accountant in the 2 
General’s Department at $2,500 salary in lieu of 11 clerks at $1,200 each. 
Amendment numbered 5 makes the appropriation for commutation ‘of quar- 
ters 8 uty without troops at stations where there are no public 


000 instead of $176, ane . by the House. 
tal amount named for pay and gen- 


Amendment numbered 8 corrects 

. eral expenses ofthe Army. 

Am t numbered 9 excludes payment „ of rations to en- 

listed men at places of contest in rifle ompetitio 

Amendment numbered 10 fixes the amount thath may be applied to the pay- 
ment en of — Subsistence Department at $110,000, instead of 


PEER SA ee prevulad that no money Ling ere for appre- 
hension of deserters shall ie used to apprehend or deliver deserters who de- 
serted prior to January 1, 1884. Senate amendment fixed the date January 1, 


Amendment numbered 17 restores the House provision for transportation of 
signal officers and their equipments and stores, with a verbal change. 

Amendment numbered 18 strikes out the provision for drill oo and gym- 
nasiums at specific and makes provision for drill halls, gymna- 
Kara and gun sh and increases the 3 for barracks and quarters 


Amendment nu mbered 19 amends the Senate provision forbidding the sale or 
supply to enlisted men of alcoholic Hanos beet or ine. sos so as to read as fol- 
lows: Provided, That no alcoholic liquors, or wine shall be sold or sup- 


pioa: 5 50 enlisted men in Woy Sra or er's store, or in a * 
or bui g at an garrison or tary n State or Territory in w 
ia tala OLARDAN liaeces, bene poe sra rohibi bited by law.” 


Amendments 5 and 22 subst! the House for Senate provision 
vite barracks, etc., for two additional companies of cavalry at Fort Myer, Vir- 


Lowy ey wasting numbered 23 authorizes the purchase of band instruments for 
use 
ent Tumbered vides extra-duty pay to soldiers employed at 
soba, 3 


— s 75 rears og for periods of not less 


Amendment 93 26 . for clerk- hire at engineer 


depot at Willett's mans New York. 
Amendment numbered 27 outthe provision for purchase and repair ot 
instruments to 8 to officers ot the Army generally, limiting such issue to 


officers of the Engineer Corps. 
Amendment numbered 29 strikes out the vision for four mountain gu 
— 3 accessories, and ammunition, and the appropriation of Felt 


peanda pei numbered 30 strikes out the provision authorizing the Chief 
Signal Officer to sell to any State, for use of its militia, at 5 
other 


signal equipments and stores, field-glasses, tel 
the money as way be for instruction in M pi si „ and to use 
Ppa received therefor in the purchase of like articles to replace those 


—.— 217,781.75 
—. 24,181,471.79 


tag 


OLMAN. I askthatamendment numbered 19 may be again 


reported. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


ae numbered 19 amends the Senate provision forbidding the gaser 
2 to enlisted men of alcoholic liquors, beer, or wine, so as to read as 
ows; 


“ Provided, . beer, or wine shall be sold or supplied to 
the enlisted men in — 8 er's store, ox in any room or build - 
ing at any tary post any State — Territory in Which the sale 
of alcoho. — — or is prohibited W. 


Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Speaker, I wish to y the gentleman having 
charge of this confesence re what the object was in discriminating 
against thë enlisted men. I find that this provision applies to the en- 
listed men, and not to the officers at the military posts. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Well, sir, the conferees on the part of the House 
were satisfied to take the bill as it passed the House, but the conferees 
on the part of the Senate insisted upon the amendment as it now stands. 
The House conferees did their best to ony out the purpose of the 
House, and the amendment was agreed to by the House conferees 
more to conciliate the Senators than for any other reason. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And not because the principle is a sound one. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Ido not myself think that it is sound. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand that the House conferees did not think 
that such a discrimination ought to be made. 

Mr. OSBORNE, No, sir; they did not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it would have been fairer and better for 

_ the House conferees to report back this one point of disagreement, so 
that the House itself might express its will upon the subject. 

Mr. OSBORNE. We thought upon consultation ourselves that it 
a be See o Fe. to the Senate on this point, and therefore we 

80. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I am sorry that the House conferees did yield to 


the Senate unless by order of the House, for the reason that there is a 
thoroughly un-American principle involved in the amendment 
this discrimination against the enlisted men. It places the enlist 
men, who are American citizens and entitled to the same rights in that 
respect as their officers, in a position of subordination in respect to 
matters in which I think there should be equality, I think such dis- 
crimination ought not to be tolerated in our legislation. I say this 
without reference to whether the prohibition contained in the measure 
is proper legislation or not. 

. OSBORNE. Well, sir, we thought our reasons for yielding 


ere good. 

meres WHEELER, of Alabama. As one of the conferees on the part 
of the House, I would state to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hor- 
MAN] that the amendment put onin the Senate prohibited the sale 
of wine or beer or liquors in the canteens at any post in the United 
States, and the House conferees found in the conference that they could 
get all that the House demanded by simply adding a provision that 
this should only apply to the prohibition States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. _ And only to the enlisted men. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, I will come to that point in a min- 
ute. The canteens are maintained entirely for the benefit of the en- 
listed men. ‘The officers have no interest in them whatever, and, the 
canteens being solely for the enlisted men, it never occurred to the 
conferees that it was necessary to designate any other class of persons 
in this provision about canteens. As the enlisted men have all the 
benefit and all the profits of the canteens, it seemed entirely unneces- 
sary to widen the provision in the manner suggested by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. The- officers are entirely independent 
on this subject. They haveall the rights with regard to such matters 
that other citizens of the United States have; and the enlisted men are 
really, as a matter of fact, in the same attitude. 

If it were the custom of the service to maintain canteens for officers 
in prohibition States, it is very possible the Senate amendment would 
have stipulated that these officers’ canteens should not sell beer or wine 
or alcoholic liquors to officers, just the same, the amendment prohib- 
ited the sale of beer or wine to énlisted men in their canteens, and I 
am surprised that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] should 
assume that any improper or in the slightest degree degrading discrim- 
ination was made or intended to be made them by the provis- 
ion as it appears in the bill. It simply states that they can be sup- 
plied with light beer in these canteens at postsin States which are not 
prohibition States, but that they cannot have that privilege in the pro- 
hibition States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not the provision mean further that in States 
where the prohibitory Policy prevails the officers shall not be restricted? 

Mr. W. R, In States where prohibition prevails 
the officers are restricted by the laws of those States just as other citi- 
zens are, and the ey have no greater privileges than other citizens. 

Mr. HOLMA On the same principle, why apply this provision 
to the enlisted men in the prohibition States? If the officers would 
be controlled by the operation of the local laws of the States, why would 
not the men also be controlled ? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I think that the amendment we are 
considering was an effort on the part of its author to res as far as 
possible the wishes of the people in prohibition States. If the construc- 
tion assumed by some gentlemen is correct, we would, in the absence 
of the amendment as it now stands, have the laws of the United States 
declaring that wine and beer could be sold to enlisted men in all 
the posts of the United States, which would be in conflict with the 
wishes of the le in States which forbid the selling of wine and beer. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But my friend does not seem to get the point I 
wish to make. The principle he now lays down applies of course to 
all persons connected with the Army, officers and men. But suppose 
the law of a State prohibits the sale of wine, beer, orspirituous liquors; 
why is it necessary, if the gentleman’s proposition is correct, to pro- 
hibit the enlisted men from obtaining either? Inasmuch as, accord- 
ing to my friend’s logic, the officers will be prohibited by a general 
law from obtaining intoxicating ar, why will not the prohibition 
apply as well to the enlisted men? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. If the gentleman had read the 

of Senators on this subject he would have found that those 
who favor prohibition insisted that the amendment as it stands in the 
bill will not Baie any means attain what they desired. One distin- 
guished Senator stated that the modified amendment as agreed upon 
by the conferees gave away the whole subject. As the amendment 
was first setae: eM the Senate, it prohibited the sale of wine or beer 
in all canteens, even though it could be sold by citizens without any 
restriction just outside the garrison. As changed by the conferees, the 
limitation as to the sale of such liquors was made to conform to the 
limitations of the State where the garrison is located. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why is it not proper to apply the provision to 
officers as well as to enlisted men? Does not ay Mend think that 
this provision embraces an un-American discrimination? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. The amendment did not originate in 
this House, and when we were confronted with the question in the 
conference we simply added a phrase to the amendment, which we 
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thought made it conform as nearly as possible to the views of the House, 
as expresed in debate and by its vote a few weeks ago. ak 
, With regard to what the gentleman says about this provision mak- 
ing an un-American discrimination, I will say that, while the treat- 
ment of enlisted men in the Army is scrupulously just and while any 
officer would be punished and probably dismissed if he subjected a 
soldier to humiliating or in any way degrading treatment, yet the 
United States Army, and in fact every army, is the one place where 
officers and soldiers are not u an equal footing. Officers have au- 
thority over the soldiers and they have rights and privileges which are 
not and can not be extended to the private soldiers; and there is no 
army on earth which does not place restrictions on soldiers which are 
not placed upon officers, and the higher officers are in rank the fewer 
the restrictions placed on them and the greater the privileges accorded 


em. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. When you say that wine or beer shall not be sold 
or supplied to enlisted men, does not that convey an inference that 
they may be sold or supplied to officers? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. No, sir; because the officers have 
nothing to do with the canteens. The canteens are not established for 
the benefit or profit of the officers, but for the benefit and profit of the 
enlisted men. 

But whatever they might have there for sale the 
t to buy. 

Mr. WHEE of Alabama. In point of fact the enlisted men are 
the only purchasers. The amendment happened to use this particu- 
lar phraseology. I repeat, the phraseology did not originate with the 
Committee on Military Affairs; it did not originate in the House; it 
originated in the Senate. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have a notion that, if we are going to pass an 
act to keep anybody sober, the army officers are the men, above all 
others, to whom it should apply. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Officers of the Army are, with the 
fewest exceptions, men of superior culture, education, and refinement. 
Their commissions are a guaranty that they will conduct themselves 
as gentlemen. If they are guilty of intemperance their commissions 
are taken from them. They are almost constantly subject to observa- 
tion, and if they are intemperate they are arrested, tried, and dismissed, 
The fact that for years but few officers have been tried for such of- 
fenses is proof that officers of the Army are as a class far môre tem- 
perate than other citizens. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Then the gentleman’s understanding of the 
provision recommended by the conference committee is that under it 
there will be no sale of intoxicating liquors at canteens in States which 
prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors ? ` 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. There is no question about that. 

Mr. KELLEY. Except to officers. 

Mr, OSBORNE. They can not be sold even to officers. 

Mr. S er, Lnow yield two minutes to the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. PICKLERI. 

Mr. PICKLER. As J understand, Mr. Speaker, the conference com- 
mittee has agren upon the same proposition presented by myself in 
the House: t wine or beer shall not be sold in canteens in prohibi- 

tion States. I am in favor, of course, of that much of the agreement. 
I regret, however, that the House conferees did not assent to the prop- 
ositson as passed by the Senate, making this prohibition apply to the 
Army generally. I believe it is a mistake on the part of Co to 
sanction or legalize in any way the liquor traffic in the United States. 
I therefore regret very much that our conferees did not accede to the 
amendment of the Senate, because I believe it ison the side of morals, 
on the side of good government, on the side of right, on the side of the 
advanced sentiment of the people; and I say this at the risk of being 
called a reformer. r 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Would it not be well for the Senate to 
apply a little reform to themselves, as they have a *‘ canteen’? of their 


own? 

Mr. PICKLER. I believe the Senate in this matter took the correct 
position; but as our conferees have adopted the amendment which I 
offered, I certainly am in favor of the report to that extent. 

I should like some gentleman to answer this question in line with 
the inquiries of the gentleman from Indiana: whether (the officers be- 
ing allowed wine and beer and the enlisted men not) that would in- 
terpret the ruling of the Speaker of this House, so grandly and boldly 
made the other day in regard to the restaurant below, whether that 
ruling is to apply only to the members on the floor, and that the offi- 
cers of the House are to have in the restaurant a similar privilege to 
that which the officers of the Army are supposed to enjoy in the mili- 
tary service. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr, Speaker, the conferees on the part of the House, 
as well as the Committee on Military Affairs of the House, are disci- 
plinarians. We believe that the Army should be controlled by the 
officers of the Army. Now, we think that the Commanding General of 
the United States Army knows fully as much about the wants of the 
Army as do the Senators from any particular State or the members of 
Congress from any particular district, whether the Senator or Repre- 
_ Sentative comes from South Dakota or from Iowa or from Kansas. 


The trouble in reference to this matter arose, in my judgment, out 
of the fact that few members of Congress and none of the Senators 
knew 3 a ‘‘canteen or its purposes. 

The fact is that the canteen is an institution in the Army of quite 
recent date, and its workings are recommended and indorsed by all of 
the officers from the Commander-in-Chief down. They believe thatit 
is a good thing for the Army, for the privates of the Army, to become 
interested in their own welfare and comfort. One means of securing 
the comfort and happiness of the men in the Army is the establishment 
of what we call outside of the Army *‘ co-operative stores. The can- 
teen is nothing more or less than a co-operative store in which the 
members of the Army who are stationed in its locality are interested as 
proprietors, 

K Mr. M HEELER; of Alabama. And confined to the enlisted men ex- 
usively. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Yes; it is confined entirely to the enlisted men, 
the officers having nothing whatever to do with it; and to say that we 
allow the officers to buy liquor at canteens when we do not allow the 
enlisted men to dothe same thing is not so. 

The officer is not at all interested in the canteen. The officer who 
wishes to buy liquors can buy them anywhere, any way, whether it be 
in Pennsylvania, New York, Alabama, or any other State where pro- 
hibition is not in force. tt 

Now the soldier in a canteen can not buy these small liquors in pro- 
hibitory States by this agreement because they are prohibited, and for 
those people to say that we are discriminating here, as between the 
officers and soldiers, is to admit that they do not appreciate or know 
what the purpose and object of the canteen is. I am fully satisfied 
that if the gentlemen who have taken any interest in this matter at 
all had informed themselves on the subject before they undertook to 
talk about it in the House, we never would have had any question as 
to the propriety of the establishment of canteens in the Army. They 
are indorsed by all the commanding officers. They are thought to be 
one of the best means for securing discipline and steady interest in the 
soldiers that we have ever known in the Army, and everybody knows 
that what we want in the Army most at all times is discipline. Without 
it we can have no efliciency in the force. No man who has served at all 
in the Army can dispute this fact, because it is manifest to all; and for 
members of the Congress of the United States to come here and attempt 
to get up a little prohibition capital in politics by opposing the estab- 
lishment of canteens in the Army, because they are indorsed by the 
Army, is toshow themselves not men who ought to be here representing 
great districts, but merely petty politicians looking forward to an election 
which is not far distant. [Laughter and applause.] I hope these men 
will bury their ignorance and wake upto the truth. [Laughter.] Let 
them read the reports made by Army officers on the question and let 
them learn something about the matter before they undertake to dis- 
cuss it, and I know when that is done the members of this House, even 
those who oppose this system, will be in fayor of the canteens. 

I reserve the remainder of the time. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, forty minutes for debate are al- 
lowed, of which time the gentleman from Pennsylvania in support of 
the proposition has occupied ten minutes. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HOLMAN] is recognized to control the teu minutes remaining 
in opposition to the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield to the 
CHIPMAN] such time as he desires. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the canteen; 
my impressions are, from what I have learned, that it is a good insti- 
tution; but Ido object to the amendment to this bill to which the con- 
ferees have acceded. I object to it as a recognition, as I always will 
object to any recognition, of the prohibitory laws of a few of the States. 
Believing as I do, and believing as my constituents do, that prohibi- 
tion is wrong in every aspect, I can not as a Representative give it any 
recognition whatever, or give it any support, whether in a prohibition 
State or whether in States which have no prohibitory laws. 

Gentlemen have said that the canteen law as passed by this Honse 
conflicted with the prohibitory laws of some of the States. I deny 
that in tolo. Our standards of Federal legislation are not the laws of 
the States. Our standards must be erected by ourselves under the 
Constitution, and must be of such a nature as to be applicable to all 
States and to all places within the country. If it is right that liquor 
shall be sold in one place it is right that it should be sold in another. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. There is an apparent conflict in the 
United States passing a law saying liquorshould be sold in all the posts 
without making the limitation that it should not be done where the 
States prohibited it. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, My friend says it is an apparent conflict, Per- 
haps that is a very good way to describe it. ere is no real conflict 
between the State and the General Government, where the power of 
the General Government is plain, where the power is ample. The 
General Government acts because it may act, and the State must re- 
cede because it can not resist the Constitution. 

Mr. MANSUR. This is not a law for the State; it is a law for the 
Government of United States Property and the United States Army.’ 

Mr. CHIPMAN. My friend says what must be obvious to the House, 


gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
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what is so elementary concerning this question that it never has oc- 
curred to me to repeat it to so intelligent a body. This is not a law 
for the State; this is a law for the government of United States prop- 
erty, of United States soldiers upon United States property or in Fed- 
eral garrisons. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. The gentleman is mistaken there. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. This is a law governing reservations—— 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. The gentleman is mistaken there, 
because in many cases there are temporary posts and sometimes per- 
manent posts not ceded to the Government. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Even then I deny that the State law may interfere 
between the Federal Governmentand the Army. Ideny that the State 
law should prevail in a case of that kind, even if the posts are not ceded 
to the Government. If our jurisdiction is not exclusive over the land 
occupied by army posts, our jurisdiction over the Army is exclusive. 
From the military power of the country we derive full authority to 

be what shall occur within a garrison, what the discipline shall 
be, how these canteens shall be conducted. Our jurisdiction is ample 
either as the owner of the reservation or as the controlling power 
over the Army of the United States. In either respect we may pre- 
scribe what we please upon this question. And for my part, opposed 
as I am to the prohibitory idea, believing that it is inimical to the true 
interests of the country, believing that it is an attack upon industries 
which ought to be enco instead of discouraged, an attack upon 
the great wine and beer industries of this country, I can never vote for 
any bill which in any degree or to any extent recognizes that idea as 
proper in the legislation of the Congress of the United States. I will 
not aid to outlaw those industries. N 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, how much time is there remaining 
ſor opposition to this? 

The SPEAKER. The —— has five minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. KERR]. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I oe the anxiety of the gentleman who 
has favored this amendment, but he ought to concede that there are men 
who are as earnest in their opposition to the policy of the Government 
ae anything to do with the sale of liquors in any form as he can 
possibly be in favor of it. I know that the sale of wine and beer is 
just as injurious and just as demoralizing as the sale of more intoxi- 
eating liquors, and I have seen many men in my life who have occu- 
pied the position he takes on this subject, and who have held earnestly 
to their view, who have after long experience abandoned that position 
and declared afterward that they were entirely wrong. I do not be- 
lieve that the Government of the United States should in any manner 
recognize the right of any part of the Army of the United States to 
N e in or sanction in any form the sale of ardent spirits of any 

nd, or wine or beer. 

The inauguration of this system of permitting the sale of more mod- 
erate beverages in Army canteens, rather than being a means of prevent- 
ing intoxication, is a means to demoralize the men in the Army who 
do not now drink, and lead to the use of more intoxicating liquors, and 
finally to beastly drunkenness on the part of the soldiers who do not 
now use it, and teach them to use it by first using the milder bever- 
ages. For that reason I think that the power of the General Govern- 
ment, as far as it may, can be exercised in the army reservations and 
in the District of Columbia and in the Territories of the United States. 
It should apply its iron hand, with all of its power, to suppress the 

sale of ardent spirits in every form. In so far as the States are con- 
cerned, of course we have no power to interfere except on army reser- 
vations; but it ought to be exercised, and the people of this country 
will shortly demand that it shall be exercised in the suppression of 
this evil wherever the Government has the power. [I tell the gentle- 
man that, and he will have to recognize that fact before many years 
roll over his head. The bill as agreed to in conference, as I understand, 
strikes out the appropriation of $100,000 for the building of canteens, 
and I am opposed to the Government lending its aid to the business 
in any form. There is something gained by this, but it sheuld by 
vee act countenance the sale of ardent spirits or wine or beer in any 
form. 

If I have any time remaining I yield it to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. MORSE]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time is exhausted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Morse]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
given us a rose-colored and beautiful view of an army post which has 
a drinking canteen. Now, I claim the canteen where drink is sold is 
entirely different from the representations made by the gentleman 
from P lvania. I have here in my hand uncontradicted evidence 
that it is the fruitful source of drunkenness, brawls, breach of disci- 
pline, and desertion. 

I will use the remainder of my time in having read by the Clerk a 
letter from a private soldier at one of the army posts where they have 
one of these drinking canteens to show how it works. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

[From the Army and Navy Journal.] 
THE CANTEEN CRITICISED. 
To the Editor of the Army and Navy Journal: 

When the canteen system was first adopted, the majority of the officers of the 
Army were well pleased, for it seemed to provide the means of controlling the 
liquor traffic in and also to help out the company funds. Further, it 
furnished a reasonable excuse for the abolition of the er syaani which 
had outlived its usefulness. It wassupposed thatthe canteen would reduce the 
amount of drunkenness. Whatever may have been the result at other posts, it 
has not produced that result at the post at which we are stationed, though it is 
one of the best commanded posts at which we have ever served. There is, we 
think, more drunkenness here than there used to be. 

ps this — Ba explained in this way: When the canteen was started 
here nothing but r was sold and there was only a drinking-room and no 
Amusement-room in connection with it. Further, the drinking-room had in 
itonly a bar, and there was only standing room for seven or eight men. Under 
these conditions any man wanting beer went to the bar and got it, and had to 
leave to make room for others. e could return later, of course, if he wanted 
to, but there was no amusement-room to tempt him to spend his whole spare 
time drinking. The profits from the sale of beer were fully as great then, it is 
believed, as they are now under the present system, with an amusement and 
billiard room adjoining the drinking-room. There are a good many men who 
do not wish to drink or to go where there is drinking, with the amusement- 
room as it is (and we suppose it is the same at other posts). These men have 
no choice but to stay in their orgo where the drinking is. 

As a consequence, some men who either did not drink at all or very little are 
now among the worst drinkers. It is proposed, now, we understand, to put the 
reading-room in the same building with the bar and the amusement rooms, 
which will make matters worse. The amusement and reading room should be 
in one building on one side of the garrison, as well as the gymnasium, and the 
bar-room on the other side. While the canteen is for the benefitof the men and 
not to make money, still what pore are made should be divided among the 
company funds or provided for by the regulations, instead of being diverted to 
other purposes, as Ít is proposed to do here. Ifthe profits are not to be divided 
among the company funds we donot think the canteen will receive the support 
that it has heretofore received from many officers. 

We are opposed to the canteen under the ene system. We do believe it 
would be better to allow each company to keep cigars and tobacco, but not 
beer, in their amusement rooms, so that each man would be allowed to buy his 
cigars and tobacco in his own og: nas ee wherever he pleased without being 

to the canteen. 'e believe that the whole matter of the post 

taken charge of by the Subsistence Department. As long as 

it remains as it is there should be five, instead of three,as at present, officers 
co ge the canteen council. 

And junior lieutenants should not be put in charge of the post canteen. Z. 


Mr. MORSE. Idenounce the entire proposition to open drinking 
saloons as against the best interests of the Army, as against the highest 
and best interests of the soldiers, and I desire to incorporate in my re- 
marks the following communication upon the subject I have received 
since I last addressed the House when the matter was under consider- 
ation: 

THE CANTEEN SYSTEM. 


There is an effort being made to establish the English canteen system in the 
United States Army. At nearly all of the military posts in Arizona and New 
Mexico these canteens are now established and running with a full head of 
steam. The mili canteen is simply a military saloon in which beer and 
light wines are perm to be sold at retail to the soldiers of the nm. The 

vantage claimed for the system is that the beer and wine are sold at wholesale 
prives so that the soldier can get about four times as many drinks for his money 
as he would get from post-traders or saloons outside the limits of the reserva- 
tion, and whatever profit there is made by the canteen (saloon) goes into the 
mess or some other fund for the benefit of the soldiers, 

This canteen is 1 over by one commissioned officer, one non- co mis- 
sioned officer, and two private soldiers, four in all, who are detailed to perform 
this duty. en these canteens are established at all of the mili stations 
throughout the United States there will be about two hundred, which will re- 
quire two hundred commissioned officers, two hundred non-commissioned offi- 
cers, and four hundred private soldiers, in all eight hundred soldiers, who, under 
the canteen system, will be regularly detailed to run the saloon ess for the 
United States Army throughout the Seay na d 

This is certainly a most remarkable of the War Department, and that 
it encourages the system is evident, as it is now urging the of an appro- 

riation by Congress of $100,000 for the ponn establishment of t canteens, 
The bill has passed the lower House, but has met with opposition in the Sen- 
ate. Those who are competent to judge from actual observation made at the 
military in Arizona, where these canteens are established, testify to the ef- 
fect that there is four times as much drinking than previous to the establishment 
of the system, as the drink does not cost more than about one-fourth as much, 
and the fact that the soldier is allowed a credit of at least one-third of his regu- 
lar pay from the Government, encourages him to patronize the canteen at least 
up to that limit. 

We will undertake to sa 


that the canteen system is an en ent, and 
notad uragement, to f 


e drink habit among the soldiers, and it does seem 
passing strange that this great American ernment has found it necessary to 
the discipline of the Army to establish and encourage drunkenness by the estab- 
lishment of a saloon system, which can produce no one single good result, 
Think of the utter disregard of the better sentiment of the country, when 
young men who have been given a mili education at the expense of the 
Government and commissioned as officers in the United States Army are de- 
tailed as head bar-keepers of a canteen (saloon) at their military station, whose 
business it is to oversee the dealing out of beer. Such a bar-keeper may add re- 
8 to drunkenness and thus encourage drinking, but how many fam- 
ilies are there in the coun who struggled to get their sons commissioned of- 
ficers in the United States y with knowledge that they were to serve 
part of the time as the boss of a military gin mill? ‘ 

The canteen system in which the Government has identified itself will not be 
sanctioned by the people. It is rather an ny apa luxury to the country to 
employ commissioned officers, educated in the profession of arms, to become 
8 in a business which demoralizes the Army and impairs the efficiency 
of the troops. 


I desire to further extend my remarks by incorporating into them 
the following upon the subject of drinking-canteens: 
Memorial. 
To the honorable Senate and House of 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 
There has been rted to the House of Representatives a bill from the Mili- 
tary Committee for the appropriation of $100,000 for garrison purposes. 


1890. 
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This appropriation is rer, So to establish the system of canteens in the 
Army in place of the post-traders’ stores, in order to supply the troops at mod- 
erate prices with such articles as may be deemed necessary for their use, enter- 
tainment, and comfort; also to afford them the requisite facilities forgymnastic 
exercises, billiards, and other games. 

The line of argument used by the committee for introducing the system is 

hat the trader’s store ashi e, its usefulness, since the Army does notnow, 
as formerly, occupy isolated localities, and that the old system tended to im- 
poverish and debauch the soldiers; while, on the contrary, the canteen will im- 
prove the discipline of the command by keeping the men within the garrison, 
thus reducing the number of cases of drunkenness and trials by court-martial. 

The system, affording opportunity for amusement and recreation, has been 
used to some extent for several years, and wherever tried is said to promote 
temperance and discipline. 

The commanding officer may set a for the purposes of the canteen any 
suitable rooms that can be spared. e sale of ardent spirits is strongly pro- 
. ee and light beer are permitted to be sold therein“ under cer- 

n ections. 

The National Woman's Christian Temperance Union can not indorse the 
fallacious idea that the use of fermented liquors is a minor evil, nor, as its ad- 
yocates declare, a promoter of temperance. £ d 

Wearein pathy with 8 into truth who protest against the notion 
nae beer e and a desirable substitute for the more concentrated 

uors. 

e indorse the views of life-insurance officials, who declare “that in this 
country and climate its use is an evil only less than the use of whisky, if less on 
the whole, and that its efect is only longer delayed—not so immediately and 
obviously bad, but peculiarly deceptive and thoroughly destructive in the end.” 

We would respectfully call your attention to the fact that in States where pro- 
hibitory laws have been passed the fermented beverages are included. 

Believing as wedo that the provision of rooms for literary 


and social por 
poses and amusements are necessary as u means of ameliorating the hardships 
of a soldier’s life, we do not object to the system entirely, and would favor a 
large appropriation to establish it. But we do most earnestly oppose the intro- 
duction of harmful beverages into the canteen, and respectfully pray your hon- 
orable body to adopt an amendment to the bill which shall provide ‘that no 
alcoholic liquors, including beer and wine, shall be supplied to the enlisted men 
in any canteen or in any room or building at any n or military post.“ 
SARAH A. McCLEES, 

National Superintendent Soldiers and Sailors’ Department, W. C. T. U. 

National Superintendent Legislation and Pettons, W.C. T. U. 

‘ation ndent ion an „ N. C. T. U. 

ARY H. HUNT, 
National Superintendent Scientific Temperance Instruction, N. C. T. U. 


Indorsed by 


Mrs. LA FETRA, 
President W. C. T. U., District of Columbia. 
Wasuineton, D. C., March 28, 1890. 


Senator HALE in the Senate offered to this bill verbatim et literatim 
the amendment which I offered in the House, and which was adopted 
in the Committee of the Whole, but later rejected by the House. is 
amendment passed the Senate by the remarkable vote of 30 to 13. But 
in this amendment the House refused to concur, and the Senate so far 
receded as to confine the amendment to States where the sale of liquor 
was prohibited. And that is the question to which the House is now 
asked to assent. Certainly this is in advance over the position of the 
House to force drinking saloons upon States forbidding thesale of drink. 
While I am grateful for this concession on the part of the committee 
and the House, I abate not one jot or tittle of my opposition to the Gov- 
ernment drinking-canteen in any State. 

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, it is all wrong, and this 
House and the country will agree with me at no distant day, and the 
time will come when a man would no more be allowed to sell strong 
drink as a beverage in the Army or out of it than he would be allowed 
to sell clothing infected with the small-pox. 

ing the reading of the above letter, 

The SPEAKER said: The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MORSE. I ask permission to extend my remarks in the REC- 
ORD. > 

A MEMBER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. KINSEY. Mr. Speaker, I am very sorry that there seems to be 
a misapprehension with respect to this matter. I have had some ex- 
perience, paving lived for many years near a large military reservation, 
and I knew full well what the benefits of the canteen system have 
been. If the gentlemen who are opposing this system were truly in 
favor of temperance and good order in the Army, then they would cer- 
tainly favor these canteens. At Jefferson Barracks, Mo., it has re- 
sulted not only in better discipline, but it has resulted in a reduction 
of the number of desertions. It has resulted in a decrease of drunken- 
ness. It has resulted in benefit to that post in every respect. So that 
from the standpoint of a temperance measure, from the standpoint of 
a means by which both good order and temperance in the Army can 
be promoted, there is nothing that has worked with better effect or 
better results than the canteen system. I will vote for and support 
the report of the conference committee. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be a 
misunderstanding in the House with regard to this subject; there seems 
to be an impression that the army bill originated this idea of canteens 
and provided for their establishment. Since the Army has existed 
there have been what are called post-traders or sutlers and without any 
law, without any action on the part of Congress, the officers of the Army 
(for the benefit of the Army) substituted these canteens, because they 
found them much better for the soldiers. : 

The army bill was reported to the House without any provisions 
about canteens, except what was contained in these words: 

For building for garrison purposes: For construction of or purchase of build- 


ings at mili 

gs 6100. a posts for libraries, gymnasiums, amusement-rooms, and can- 

A debate was provoked and amendments offered placing restrictions 
upon this paragraph, but all were voteddown. It will thus be seen that 
we sent the bill to the Senate without incorporating one word about 
wine or beer. The Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate re- 
ported the bill to that body without any change in this paragraph and 
the Senate itself struck out the paragraph and inserted an amendment 
in these words: 


Provided, That no alcoholic oy eee beer, or wine shall be sold or supplied to 
enlisted men in any canteen or in any room or building at any garrison or mili- 


The Honse disagreed to the Senate amendment and a conference was 
ordereo, which agreed to a modification of the amendment, so as to 
read: 

Provided, That no alcoholic liquors, beer, or wine shall be sold or supplied to 
the enlisted men in any canteen or post-trader’s store or in any room or build- 
ing at any garrison or military post in any State or Territory in which the sale 
of alcoholic liquors, beer, or wine is prohibited by law. 

The only question now before us is, shall the House adopt the con- 
ference report or shall they reject it and order a new conference? - 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN] insisted that the 
United States has theright to authorize the sale of liquors at posts even 
if the posts are located in States that prohibit the sale of liquor by law. 
I have notime to discuss this question now. It involves a matter 
which will come before us in the Wilson bill, so recently debated in the 
Senate, I am strictly State’s rights in my views; but, conceding all 
that the gentleman contends, is it not eminently proper for Congress 
to as far as possible consider and conform to the wishes and views of 
the people of the several States, when they enact laws which are to 
operate in and affect the people of such States ? N < 

It is very unfortunate that the prohibition question has been injected 
into the discussion of this bill. The Committee on Military Affairs 
are in no wise responsible for it. With the information before them 
they have done all in their power to do what they felt was best for the 
discipline and welfare of the Army. ` 

Mr. OSBORNE. I ask for a vote. 

The report of the committee of conference was adopted. 

Mr. TRACEY. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. MoRsE] be permitted to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 7 — 

DEPENDENT PENSION BILL. 

Mr. MORRILL, Mr. Speaker, the conferees on the part of the House 
upon the bill of the Senate (S. 389) commonly known as the dependent 
pension bill direct me to F that they have so far been unable to 
come to an agreement with the Senate conferees. Upon all the minor 
points of the bill it is probable than an agreement might be easily 
reached, but the main tof difference is upon the section of the 
House amendment which provides for a service pension. To that pro- 
vision the Senate refused to agree, while the House conferees insisted 
that ĩt should be retained. Itherefore move that the House insist upon 
its amendment and request a further conference, and upon that motion 
I ask the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from 
Kansas avail himself of the rule and occupy two or three minutes in 
giving an explanation to the House of the precise point of disagreement? 

Mr. MORRILL. I have just done that. The principal point of dif- 
ference between the two Houses is in regard to the section of the House 
amendment which provides for a service pension. The Senate con- 
ferees refuse to accept that and insist that it shall bestricken out, while 
the House conferees insist upon retaining it in the bill. I think there 
would be no difficulty in arriving at an agreement upon all the minor 
points of difference, but there is difficulty in reaching an agreement 
upon this point, and therefore I move that the House insist upon its — 
amendment and ask for a further conference. 

The motion of Mr. MORRILL was agreed to. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FUNSTON, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported a bill 
(H. R. 10716) making 8 ſor the ent of Agriculture 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 

ae HOLMAN. Upon that bill, Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. All points of order are reserved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate to the amendments of the House to the bill (S, 
3622) to fix the time and places for holding Federal courts in the Dis- 
trict of Kansas. 

The message alsó announced that the Senate had with amend- 
ments in which concurrence was requested, the bill (H. R. 8555) to 


~s . 


authorize the President of the United States to cause certain lands 
heretofore withdrawn from market for reservoir purposes to be restored 
to the public domain, subject to entry under the homestead law, with 


certain restrictions. 4 
The message further announced that the Senate had bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 


uested: 
i A bill (S. 2311) to amend section 3354 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States; and ` 
A bill (S. 2317) to provide for the exportation of fermented liquor 
in bond without payment of internal-revenue tax. 


M’DUFFIE vs. TURPIN. 


Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the contested-election case 
of McDuffie rs. Turpin. It is the turn of the other side to proceed 
with the argument. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, how much time is there remaining? 

The SPEAKER, There are fifty-seven minutes remaining on the 
ite a the panana from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] and forty minutes on 

e other side. : 


Mr. CRISP. TI yield forty minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Witsoy]. 

[Mr. WILSON, of Missouri, withholds his remarks for revision. See 
Appendix. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 


p 
Mr. CRISP. I yield the remainder of my time, which I believe is 
seventeen minutes, to the contestee [Mr. Turpin]. 


[Mr. TURPIN witbholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix, ] 


i Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. TURPIN} may have leave to print in the 
REcoRD extracts from the evidence which he bas not had time to read, 
and may also be permitted to extend his remarks, if he desires. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, in taking the floor to close the argu- 
ment in this case it is proper to say that it is impossible in any argu- 
ment that might be delivered here within any reasonable time to re- 
view the testimony in a case like this. Such review is necessarily 
made in the reports of the committee, and to the review as made in 
this report I respectfully refer all the members of this House, claiming 
for it a conscientions study of the evidence and a conscientious judgment 
as to the result, 

I propose to refer again briefly to the general features of this ease. 
This contest comes from a district where party divisions are thoroughly 
marked and where upon a fnll vote and honest count the Republican 
party has a majority of 20,000; and upon a fair vote, even in eleetions 
where there is not excitement enough to bring out a full vote, the hon- 
est Republican majority of the district is some 15,000, 

That is the first general feature of this case. Now, wherever, with- 

à out premonition, without notice, and against all of the popular indica- 

7 tions, when the returns are made, it is announced that a Republican 
majority of from 13,000 to 14,000 is turned into a Democratie major- 
ity of from 13,000 to 14,000, everybody’s attention is attracted to that 
result and suspicion immediately attaches to it. Whether that takes 
e in a Northern State or in a Southern State, in a city or in a rural 

istrict, it is a natural sequence. 
* This record teems with proof that the party alignment in that Con- 
gressional district and during that election was nowhere broken; that 
the Republican portion of that district was at the polls eager, organ- 
ized, and earnest for their ticket, and yet when the votes were counted 
out and the returns made up there was everywhere an almost exact 
reversal of the party situation. 

Another one of the general features of the ease is this, that every- 
where, in almost every voting precinct in the district, according to the 
undisputed testimony in this case, the Republicans belisved that there 
“would not be an honest return; and that belief was based upon ten 
years’ history of fraud, known to the whole world, proven in testimony, 
and made a part of the records of the American Congress; that because 
of the belief that nowhere would there be an honest count, an honest 
return, the Republicans took pains to so organize their forces that they 
might not only know how many votes they bad cast, but that they 
might be able to have competent and legitimate testimony to prove 
that vote. Now, I need not say to rs Sate I do not care what his 
politicial convictions may be, provided he has a mind eapable of com- 
prehending a proposition, that such distrust does not exist so univer- 
sally unless there is substantial ground on which the distrust is based. 
If the returns made by the precinct inspectors in that district are true 
it follows as a matter of course that all the white voters of that dis- 
trict substantially voted for the contestee, while not less than 11,800 eol- 
ored men, nearly every one of them a Republican, voted for contestee, 
and less than 6,000 Republicans voted for contestant. It follows that 
notwithstanding the fact that these colored Republicans were at the 

in each of the precints, organized, with a precinct chairman and 
with a precinct secretary, putting in their votes one by one, keeping 
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an outside poll-list until the apne down of the sun, yet, unbeknown to 
anybody and by some secret sleight of hand, these earnest Republieans 
all succeeded by some means unknown to Democrats or Republicans 
in concealing about their persons a Democratic ticket, and by this 
legerdemain, which would be equal to the work of a skilled Chinese 
j er, they succeeded in exchanging the Republican ticket that they 
held in open view and transferring into that hand a Democratic ticket 
and d. iting such ticket in the ballot-box. There is nobody believes, 
unless his mind is clonded, that such a condition existed in that dis- 
trict. 

Now, the other general feature in this case results from the manner 
of appointing precinct inspectors. The law requires that the opposite 
parties, if practicable, shall be represented on the board. In each of 
the five counties of this district the county officers made pretense of 
complying with that law; and yet, in a majority of all of the precincts, 
all of the precinct inspectors and the clerks were Democrats. If there 
was a well known colored Democrat in any one precinct that man was 
selected and put upon the board to represent the Republicans. Ina 
majority of all the remaining precincts where they did appoint a man 
supposed to be a ublican, they selected one who could neither read 
nor write, and who not intelligence enough to know how the vote 
was being cast or whether it was honestly counted or not. I assert, 
Mr. Speaker, as a matter of law, that where throughout a district, by 
the county officers, partisan friends of the contestee, the inspectors of 
election, are appointed in such a way as to defeat the purpose of the 
law and in violation of its provisions, it is proof tending to show a 
purpose to conceal the fact and to cover crime, More than 6,000 of 
the majority—the 13,000 majority returned for contestee—was over- 
turned by proof, for which there was not a single witness called in 
answer. 

Now, I desire to call your attention to some of the features of the evi- 
dence called for contestee. Wherever there was a colored inspector who 
could neither read nor write and there was an attempt to sustain the 
returns of that precinct, he was the witness called to sustain it. Where 
a white inspector was called to sustain the returns, it turned out that 
he was the inspector who sat by and did not read the tickets. Letme 
give you an example. But before proceeding to that allow me to go 
back to one county where the inspectors had been appointed in con- 
formity with law, both its letter and spirit, and where that appoint- 
ment was recalled without authority of law and without excuse, as this 
evidence demonstrates beyond any reasonable doubt. Intelligent in- 
spectors were superseded, in violation of law and without authority, 
by men who were not fit to be inspectors because they belonged either 
to the Republican party or the Democratic party or they were too illit- 
erate to know whether a ticket was a Democratic or Republican ticket. 
Twelve of the twenty inspectors in that conny first appointed appeared 
at the polls and asked the right to serve they were denied, thus 
showing that the sheriff, who had been to Judge Coffey and told him 
they did not want toserve, had made the statement upon his own mo- 
tion and for sinister purposes. Eight of the remaining inspectors ap- 
pointed by this judge to represent the Republicans could neither read 


nor write. 

It is said, Mr. Speaker, that Judge McDuffie is a carpet-b r, and 
therefore is not entitled to any consideration in the Fourth district of 
Alabama as compared with one ‘‘to the manner born. 

The last gentleman who spoke, a member of the committee, my 
friend [Mr. Witson, of Missouri], called the attention of the House 
to the fact that Mr. McDuffiecarpet-bagged from somewhere down into 
Alabama. But by a little misprint or a mispunctuation the gentleman 
was a little misled himself as to the date of Judge McDuffie’s settle- 
ment in Alabama, Now, I will tell the House how Judge McDufiie 
happened to carpet-bag down into that district. He happened to bea 
Union soldier. He went down there in pursuance of the highest duty 
which a citizen can perform to the country. He was there of right. 
He had a right to be there, provided the army with which he was con- 
nected could by force of arms reach that country. And when he was 
mustered out at Selma in 1865 and the clonds of war rolled away, he 
bought a plantation and became a planter in that district. In 1868 
he was elected a county judge. Yet they say he was a carpet-bagger. 
All bis interests since the war have been in that district, and if the 
term 5 means any man who leaves his native place in 

ursuance of the divine right which attaches to supaan to seek a 
e somewhere else in the country, then Judge McDuffie is a carpet- 
bagger; but he is an American citizen with just as many rights in the 
Fourth district of Alabama as if his great-grandfather had been born 
there. 

I thank my friend from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] for the definition of 
another term which I have been waiting to hear defined for lo, these 
many years; and that is the term ‘‘ waving the bloody shirt. I have 
been hunting for a legitimate and proper definition of that term for a 
long time. In his admirable speech yesterday, such a speech as no- 
body but the gentleman can make, and to which I listened with a 
great deal of interest, he told us that we were waving the bloody 
shirt“ in this case. Now Iknow what that means. It means that when - 
ever you eomplain that an honest voter has his ballot counted in a different 
way than it was east that is waving the bloody shirt.“ It means that 
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if you object to reversing majorities, ae ey, men by the counters, 
instead of by the voters, that is ‘‘ waving the bloody shirt.“ Ifyou 
complain about stuffing ballot-boxes, that is. “waving the bloodyshirt.’’ 
Lthank the gentleman because I now know, when we hear-that term, 
exactly what it means. [Laughter on the Republican side.] And I 
serve notice, here and now, that the time we e all over the 


United States it will be as much a crime to stuff a t- box or to falsify 
returns as it will be to commit any felony; and the time is at hand 
when it will be no longer a decoration.of honor that a man is ‘fruitful 
in resources“ to falsify returns. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Will the gefitleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir; certainly. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. When that time comes, will it also include the 
buying of votes? Will it also be regarded as a crime to purchase votes? 

Mr. ROWELL. I hope it will. I hope that any man who offers 
even a glass of beer as a consideration for a vote will find a safe home 
in the penitentiary, no matter who he may be. [Applause] And if 
this House will hear me and pass a reasonable law they will get just 
such a provision as that in the law. Will you vote for it? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Alone, I will. 

Mr. ROWELL. He says alone he will. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Ves. 

Mr. ROWELL. I want to cover the stuffing of ballot-boxes along 
with it. I want to cover the matter of false returns along with it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I would not like to promise to vote for that 
election law. 

Mr. ROWELL. Will you vote for that, too? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Not for that election law. 

Mr. ROWELL. Iknew you would not. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, That is too bad. 

Mr. ROWELL, Wherever there are criminals there will be men 
trying to commit crime; but the great body of the honest people will 
try to hunt it out. It is only criminals who commit crimes and they 
are not sustained and supported by the body of the people. Crimes 
against elections are perpetrated, in the great cities where criminals 
congregate, by the criminal classes; but the people not only do not 
sustain them, but they hunt out and punish those crimes whenever 
they can. But here in this district the crime is not committed by the 
criminal classes. The.stuffing of ballot-boxes and falsifying of returns 
are not done by the penitentiary birds, by the felons, but by the Jeaders 
in public and private life, sustained by public sentiment and upheld 
by the notion that the tifteenth amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States onght to be overthrown; excused by the claim that there 
is danger of negro domination and that therefore it is justifiable to re- 
sort to that kind of crime. 

Now let me call your attention to one or two sample precincts. It is 
true, Mr, Speaker, that, in afew imstances only, two elections were 
held in a precinct and results of both are counted, 

With all these thrown ont it does not change the result. It only 
lessens the majority for contestant. It is not true, as stated by con- 
testee, that the Republican Presidential electors. had over 3, 000 ma- 
jority over the contestant. It is true by the returns they had 811; but 
in one instance the Republican Presidential electors are given 110 
votes and the Democratic electors 17 votes. When the returns turned 
up at headquarters one“ is taken from the Congressional vote and 
transferred over to the other, and the Democrat, Mr. Turpin, is given 
117, and the Republican, Judge McDafiie, only 10 votes in that pre- 
cinct. That makes up 100 votes.of those 800 votes, 

Isaid in a few instances duplicate elections were held. Let me call 
attention to one in Haynesville, Lowndes County. The men appointed 
to hold the election did not open the polls. The people opened the 
polls, and after seeing that there was going to be an electiom these 
Democrats who had been appointed opened their polls. About 58 or 
59 votes were polled at that precinct. Just about the time that the 
last vote was being polled the clerks were dispensed with and they 
were dispensed with during the count. When the returns came in 158 
votes turned up for Turpin and none for McDuffie. When the list 
was called for it could nowhere be found. In that precinct, knowing 
the judges. and knowing that all the votes substantially that would be 
cast in that preeinct would be counted for Turpin, no matter for whom 
they were cast, another election was held, and more than 200 Repub- 
licans voted and had their votes counted. In another 56 were palled at 
a polling place po longafterthelawful authorities had openedit—that 
is, the people. Two hundred and sixty-eight votes turned up as hav- 
ing voted, when less than 60 were voted there, and the judges of the 
election and the precinct officers, before their eyes had rested upon the 
poll-list or the returns, came in and swore that all things were lovely 
there and there was an honest election. Thereupon the poll-list was 
shown, and after No. 56 the voting was done in alphabetical order. 
All the A’s voted, then all the B's, then all the C’s, and so on down 
to Y. A wonderful combination of accidents, a thing that ordinarily 
would require a miracle of the Supreme Power to bring about, seems 
to have taken place in that district, and all the voters after 56 walked 
to the polls according to the first letter of their names and voted all 
through the day until the shades of night. i 


In another precinct, presided over by one of the attorneys for the 
contestee in this case, a ballot-box had been hid away in a back room 
in the polling place. The Republicans found it out, and one of them 
took it away; and when night came and they found that they had no 
extra ballot-box they refused to go on with the count. 

Mr. LACEY. How could they? 2 

Mr. ROWELL. They would not count any more, and this attorney, 
in crogs-examining the witnesses, did his very prettiest to find out, as 
he said, who committed that larceny, They were scaring all the fel- 
lows down there so as to prevent that stuffed ballot-box from being 
brought in in evidence, and holding up the terrors of the penitentiary 
against men who had caught them in their rascality, when they ought 
to have opened the doors of the penitentiary to the men who had put 
the ballot-box there for stuffing pu Does anybody suppose that 
that extra ballot-box was not placed there, full of Democratic tickets, 
to be used when the time to countarrived, instead of the box into which 
the voters’ tickets had been placed? 

They would not count the votes that night. They went on next day 
and counted them. From their testimony, without cross-examination, 
you would have supposed that they had counted the vote that night 
and that everything was karmoniousand lovely. They took this testi- 
mony without anybody being present to cross-examine; but in their 
cross-examination of contestant’s witnesses they tried to make the wit: 
nesses say that the reason why there was no count down there was be- 
cause they were afraid of a terrible negro riot; but when the returns 
turned up they had got three or four hundred Democratic votes and 
25 Republican votes, and the three or four hundred Democrats were 
des tely afraid of a negro riot of twenty-five Republicans. [Laugh- 
ter. 
These Mr. Speaker, are but sample.instances of what existed from 
one end of this district to the other; and I want to say that numerous 
precincts were not reached in testimony. I am told here that there 
is objection to testimony which is admitted in any court when you try 
a man for his life, because it is claimed that it is secondary evidence. 
Is it secondary evidence if I testify that E gave a man a ticket and 
stood by him and saw him vote it? Is it any more secondary testi- 
mony than it is if a man himself swore he put the ballot in? Is it sec- 
ondary testimony in a murder trial case if you produce one witness who 
says hesaw the murder and you produce a dozen other witnesses to back 
him up with circumstances tending toconfirm him? Oh, butmy good 
friend from Alabama [Mr. OATES] says: “ You ought to have counted 
the ballots where these men were charged with falsifying the returns.“ 

Mr. OATES, LIsaid you should have counted the ballots and then 
taken the statements of those who had voted. 

Mr. ROWELL. I understand that. We are charging these men 
with changing 500 Republican votes into 500 Democratic votes. We 
are charging them with false counting and false returns. 

Mr. OATES. Just there. If you do that you give them a complete 
answer and expose them, by getting only asufficient number of voters, 

Mr. ROWELL. Iam coming to that directly. 

Mr. OATES. But you did not do it. 

Mr. ROWELL. I know my friend will be satisfied with the answer 
when I make it. 

Now, the law of Alabama provides that some one of the judges shall 
take the ballot-boxesavith him and keep them until sixty days after the 
election, and if he does not get any notice that there is to be a contest 
at the end of sixty days he is not required to keep them any longer. 
There is no requirement that they shall be taken to the circuit court 
clerk’s office, no provision for protection of the ballots, no provision 
as to which of the judges has the ballots. There is no provision made 
for keeping them safe. Now that would be a pretty set of ballots to 
count, coming out of the hands of such men, Let me give you an ex- 
ample. In one precinct the regular judges all. turned up, but the Re- 
publican was not permitted to serve. Another man, a white man, a 
Democrat, was called in to serve. There ha tobe an intelligent 
United States supervisor and, like a hawk, he watched the ballot-hox.. 
Aleng in the afternoon they found that they had not been able to swap 
the ballots, so this judge picked up the ballot-box and went into the 
other room. The supervisor said, ** You must not do that. I havea 
right to see that all the time.“ That is none of your business, 
replied the judge. The supervisor drew out his watch. The judge of 
election closed the door, staid in there eleven minutes, and then came 
out. Ofcourse that ballot-box was in-splendid shape for counting! 
Another supervisor was so watchful all day long that they could not 
get him away from. the box, and, to please him, they let him receive 
the tickets and deposit them himself. The election closed. They were 
not ready to count. They waited until dusk, and then the elerk ofthe 
court said, I have got to have this room; you must get into another 
room;’’ and then this outside man who had. been forced in as an in- 
spector, without right, to the exclusion of a Republican, catchesup the 
box and starts into the other room. Just then a Democraticsu: isor, 
who had not appeared during the day turns up and gets between the 
Republican supervisor and the ballot-box and says, I want to read my 
commission to you to see whether it is. like yours.“ The Republican 
says, “I want to keep my eye on the box. “Oh, let me read 
commissiontoyou.’’ So the Democrat holds the Republican there un 
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he reads the commission to him, and in the other room the boxes are 
shifted and you may be sure there are all the Democratic votes in that 
new ballot-box that you could want. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OATES. I presume the gentleman is not citing that case for 
the purpose of showing that any one claims that those are not suspi- 
cions circumstances, tending to invalidate the return and to change the 
burden of proof. I have not assumed that position. 

Mr. ROWELL. No, E know you would not assume that position. 
You are too good a lawyer. Hence we count the votes at that precinct 
for contestant. 

Now there is a majority of over 4,000 for this contestant on testi- 
mony equally strong. But it is said on the other side that we ought 
to call the voters. The contestee said here awhile ago that in one place 
where he had 14 votes we ought to have called at least fifteen wit- 
nesses. Well, we commenced to call the voters in Wilcox County, 
where that precinct is situated. Here is the record of the testimony 
of the first witness. Gentlemen can all see it in the record. Here are 
five pages of testimony, that is to say, there is less than a quarter of 
a page of questions and answers, and the balance of the matter is ob- 
jections. turn to page 251, the examination of the second witness 
called in Wilcox County. There are six pages of his examination, of 
which less than half a page is questions and answers and five and a half 
pages are objections. And, counting up the time, as I have, I find 
they succeeded in dictating just twenty pages of manuscript a day of 
thatsort of work. This wasa pretty good beginning to examine several 
thousand witnesses. 

Mr. OATES, I do not think that answers as an excuse for not call- 
ing the voters, for this reason: If that course had been persisted in 
and if the contestant had had his time exhausted in that way, the 
House of Representatives would certainly have been fair enough to 
ae further time, and time enough, even if it had taken twelve 
mon ; 

Mr. ROWELL. Oh, yes, they would have- giyen him further time, 
There was a majority of only 13,000. There is direct evidence which 
changes that into a majority of 5,000 the other way; there is indirect 
evidence changing it 5,000 more. It would cost only about $100,000, 
and take only a year or two of time, upon that way of examining and 
cross-examining the witnesses, to take the testimony of eleven, or 
twelve, or fourteen thousand voters. And, Mr. Speaker, it would not 
have strengthened the testimony one single feather’s weight. If I 
stand by and 100 2 . eg 5 8 7 come to me at an election, in the act of 
voting, and say, Give me a ticket and see that I put it in the box,” 
and it the names are put down of each one of them until 100 have voted, 
and I come inte court and testify to the fact, and no inspector of elec- 
tion appears to question the truth of my statement, the evidence is 
sufficient not only to overturn the returns, which are at best but prima 
facie standing alone, and in this case prima facie all covered up with 
fraud and conspiracy—the evidence, I say, is sufficient not only to over- 
come the returns, but to convict every election inspector who received 
and those tickets under a criminal indictment, and to sustain 
the e ction, provided I am a credible witness and stand unim- 

ed 


Mr. OATES. Do you think they could convict anybody on the tes- 
timony of McCall at Letohatchie precinct ? 

Mr. ROWELL. Well, I should think that at Letohatchie the poll- 
list itself would convict the judges and send them to kingdom come, 
in the wrong direction [laughter], because at Letohatchie, where the 
eee ee turns up with 200 and odd names on it, 175 of them appear to 

ve voted in alphabetical order. Also, Letohatchie is the place where 
the judges, before they saw the list, came up and swore that every- 
thing was lovely, and it was one of the judges at Letohatchie who 
a the statute of limitations upon the agreement to count votes 

fairly in Lowndes County. [Laughter.] j 

Mr. OATES. The gentleman from Illinois interrupted me yesterday 
when I said thatthe judges of election there were examined, and stated 
that neither one of them had testified at all. : 

Mr. ROWELL. Not at Letohatchie. It was Lowndesborough. The 
gentleman has got the wrong precinct. 

Mr. OATES. It is the gentleman from Illinois who has got the 
wrong inct this time. 

Mr. ROWELL. You have got the wrong precinct. 

Let me read a moment what Judge Jackson, United States circuit 
judge, and a great man, late a Democratic Senator, says in regard to 
this very testimony. 

Ifthe prosecution had simply shown that one of the witnessess— 

Speaking of the witness that testified— 
was seen going to the polls with a Republican ticket in his hand which he 
had received from Reeves— 

That was the ticket peddler— 


with a declaration of his intention to vote such ticket, such facts and acts 
would have constituted circumstantial evidence that he voted the said ticket. 


Now, here was the witness who had sworn that these men had taken 
Republican tickets and started towards the polls declaring their inten- 
tion to vote that ticket, but he had not seen them vote it. In this case 
the evidence is a great deal stronger. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. ROWELL. One moment, Mr. Speaker, and I will conclude. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan). The gen- 
tleman will , if there is no objection. 

Mr. ROWELL. Conscientiously, faithfully we have presented this 
case. We have tried to do our duty. We close as our report com- 
mences: Either this contest is a huge farce or this district was honey- 
combed with fraud.“ By confession of the minority of the committee 
a portion of it was honeycombed with fraud; by the proofs brought 
out in the case and appearing in the record everywhere it was ‘‘honey- 
combed with fraud; and tardy justice, I trust, is about to be done in 
reversing the wrong committed in a district where certificates of elec- 
tion are obtained by the action of the counters, not by the vote of the 
voters. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. ROWELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, the time allotted for this debate 
having expired, the previous question by agreement is to be considered 
as ordered. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions to be voted 
upon. Thosereported by the majority of the Committee on Elections 
will first be read, then those offered as a substitute by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] representing the minority. 

The resolutions reported by the majority of the committee were read, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That Louis W. e ae was not elected a Representative in the Fifty- 
first Congress from the Fou Congressional district of Alabama, and is not 
entitled to the seat as such Representative. 
pines eaten: Ae e 
entitled to his seat as such Representative. 

The resolutions submitted by Mr. Crisp on behalf of the minority of 
the committee were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That John V. McDuffie was not elected a R 


resentative in the Fifty- 
first Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama, and is not 
entitled to a seat therein. 


Resolved, That Louis W. Turpin was duly elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-first Congress from the Fourth district of Alabama, and is entitled to re- 
tain his seat. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first upon the resolutions last read, 
which have been offered by the gentleman from Georgia as a substi- 
tute for the resolutions of the committee. 

Mr. CRISP. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
114, nays 130, not voting 83; as follows: 


YEAS—i14. 
Abbott, Crain, Lester, Ga, Rowland, 
Alderson, Crisp, Lewis, Sayers, 
Allen, Miss. Culberson, Tex. Magner, Seney, 
Bank Davidson, Mansur, vely, 
Barnes, Dockery, Martin, Ind, Skinner, 
Barwig, Dunphy McCarthy, Springer, 
Biggs. mun McClammy, Ste Tex, 
Blanchard, Elliott, McClellan, Stockdale, — - 
Bland, lis, McCreary, Stone, ey. 
Blount, nloe, McRae, Stone, Mo, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fitch, Montgomery, Tarsney, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Flower, Moore, Tex. Tillman, 
Brickner, orney, Morgan, ‘Tracey, 
Brookshire Fowler, Mutchler, Tucker, 
Brown, J. B. Geissenhainer, Oates, Turner, Ga, 
Brunner, Goodnight, O’Ferrall, Vaux, 
Buchanan, Va. Grimes, O'Neall, Ind. Venable 
ew, O'Neil, Mass. Walker, Mo. 
Bynum, Hayes, Owens, Ohio Washington, 
Candler, Ga. Haynes, Parrett, Wheeler, Ala, 
Caruth, eard Paynter, Whitthorne, 
Catchings, Hemphill, Peel, Vike, 
Chipman, Henderson, N. Penington, Wiley, 
Clarke, Ala. Herbert, 5 Wilkinson 
Cobb, Holman, Williams, I] 
Cooper, Ind. Kilgore, Reilly, ‘Wilson, Mo. 
thran, 0, Richardson, Wilson, W. Va 
Covert, Lanham, Robertson, 
Cowles, ý Rogers, 
NAYS—130. 
Adams, Conger, Henderson, III Morse, 
Anderson, Kans. Connell, Henderson, Iowa Mudd, 
Atkinson, Pa, Craig, Hermann, O'Donnell, 
Atkinson, W. Va. 3, Hill, O'Neill, Pa. 
nin 8 Her ins, —.— 
ne, ven, op yne, 
Belden, Dingley, Houk, Payson, 
Belknap, Dolliver, Kelley Perkins, 
Bergen, Y, ennedy, Pickler, 
Bingham, Dunnell, Kerr, Iowa Post, 
Bliss, Evans, A Pugsley, 
Brewer, Ewart, Knapp, uackenbush, 
Brosius, Farquhar, y, nes, 
Brower, F La Follette, Randall, 
Buchanan, N. J. Finley, Laws, Ray, 
Burrows, Flick, Lind, Reed, Iowa 
Burton, Flood, Lodge, Reyburn, 
Butterworth, Frank, Mason, Rockwell, 
Caldwell, Funston, M Rowell, 
Cannon, Gear, McCormick, Russell, 
Caswell, McKinley. _ Scranton, 
ie, Gifford, Miles, Scull, 
Greenhalge, Milliken, Pa 
Clark, Wis. Hall, Moffitt, Smith. W. Va. 
5 afosi N. H. yser, 
Co! Snider, 
Comstock, Haugen, Mo: K henson, 


Stivers, Taylor, Tenn. Van Schaick, Wilson, — * 
Stockbridge, Thomas, Waddill, Wilson, Wash. 
Struble, Thompson, Wade, Wright, 
Sweney Townsend, Colo. Walker, Mass. Yardley. 
Taylor, E. B Turner, Kans, Watson, 
Taylor, III. Vandever, Williams, Ohio 

NOT VOTING—S83. 
Allen, Mich. Clunie, Lester, Va. „ Sawyer, 
Anderson, Miss. Cooper, Ohio Maish, Sherman, 
Andrew, Culbertson, Pa, Martin, Tex. Smith, III. 
Arnold, Cummings, McAdoo, Spinola, 
Banks, Cutcheon, MeCord, Spooner, 
Bayne, n, McKenna, Stahlnecker, 
Beckwith, De Lano, MeMillin, Stewart, Ga. 
Boatner, Dibble, Mills, Stewart, Vt. 
Boothman, Fithian, Morrow, Stump, 
Boutelle, Forman, Niedringhaus, Taylor, J. D. 
Bowden, Gibson, Norton, Townsend, Pa. 
Browne, T. M. Grosvenor, Nute, Turner, N. Y. 
Browne, Va. Grout, Outhwaite, Turpin, 
Bullock, Hare, Owen, Ind. Wallace, Mass. 
Bunn, Hooker, Peters, Wallace, N. V. 
Campbell, Kerr, Pa. Phelan, Wheeler, Mi 
Candler, Mass. Ketcham, Price, Whiting, 
Carlton, Laidlaw, Quinn, Wickham, 
Carter, Lansing, Rife, Willeox, 
Clancy, Lawler, Rusk, Yoder. 
Clements, Lehlbach, Sanford, 


So the resolutions submitted by Mr. Crisp were rejected. 

Mr. QUINN (before the result was announced). Mr. Speaker, I did 
not hear my name called. I ask that my vote be recorded. 

TheSPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening at the time when his 
name should have been called? 

Mr. QUINN. I thought I was. I did not hear it. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair, on the gentleman’s statement, can not 
ask permission to have his vote recorded. 

Mr. QUINN. Well, permit me to say that if I had heard my name 
called I would have voted ‘‘ay’’ on this question. 

The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 
ther notice: : : 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, with Mr. Bunn. 

Mr. GROUT with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

Mr. SAWYER with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. NORTON. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. DE LANO with Mr. SPINOLA. 

Mr. Coor kn, of Ohio, with Mr. FORMAN. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. HOOKER. 

Mr. CurcHEON with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. LEHLBACH with Mr. Stump. 

Mr. Nute with Mr. TURNER, of New York. 

Mr. SPOONER with Mr. OUrHWAITE. 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. HARE. 2 

Mr. CAN DER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. MOMILLIN. 

Mr. WALLACE, of New York, with Mr. RUSK. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr, MAISH. 

Mr. BAYNE with Mr. CLANCY. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. CAMPBELL, 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. MCADOO. 

Mr. BOowDEN with Mr. LESTER, of Virginia. 

Mr. THomAs M. BROWNE with Mr. DIBBLE. 

Mr. Stewart, of Vermont, with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. ANDREW, except on bank- 
xp bill. 

. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. FrrHran, until the 10th of 

June. 

Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. CARLTON, for ten days. 

Mr. CARTER with Mr. BOATNER, until June 20. 

Mr. JosepH D. TAYLOR with Mr. CLEMENTS, for one week, 

Mr. BANKS with Mr. PRICE, for three days. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. MILts, for this day. 

On this case: 

Mr. RIFE with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr, BoorHMAN with Mr. WILLCOX. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

On motion of Mr. ROWELL, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the resolutions presented 
by the committee. 

Mr. CRISP. On that question I demand the yeas and nays. » 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 130, nays 113, not 
voting 84; as follows: 


YEAS—130, 
A Baker, Bergen, Brosius, 
Anderson, Kans. Bartine, Bingham, Brower, 
Atkinson, Pa. Belden, Bliss, Browne, Va. 
inson, W. Va. Belknap, Brewer. Buchanan, N.J. 
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Burrows, Frank, McCord, Senll, 
Burton, a Funston, MeCormick, + Simonds, 
Butterworth, Gear, McKinley, Smith, W. Va. 
Caldwell, Gest, iles, Smyser, 
Cannon, Gifford, Milliken, Snider, 
Caswell, Greenhalge, Moffitt, Stephenson, 
Cheadle, 9 Moore, N. H. Stivers, 
Cheatham, Hansbrough, Morey, Stockbridge, 
Clark, Wis, Harmer, Morse, Struble, 
Cogswell, Haga. po Mudd, Sweney, 
Coleman, Henderson, III O'Donnell, Taylor, E. B. 
Comstock, Henderson, Iowa O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, III. 
Conger, Hermann, Osborne, Taylor, Tenn, 
Connell, Hill, Payne, ‘Thomas, 
Craig. Hitt, Payson, Thompson, 
Dalzell, Hopkins, Pickler, Townsend, Colo, 
Darlington, ouk, ost, Turner, Kans, 
De Haven, Kelley, Pugsley, Van Schaick, 
Dingley, Kennedy, Quackenbush, Waddill, 
Dolliver, Kerr, Iowa Raines, Wade, 
Dorsey, Kinsey, Randall, Walker, Mass. 
Dunnell, Knapp, Ray, Watson, 
Evans, ey Reed, lowa Williams, Ohio 
Ewart, La Folleite, Reyburn, Wilson, Ky. 
Farquhar, ws, Rockwell, Wilson, Wash. 
Featherston, Lind, Rowell, Wright, 
Finley, Lodge, Russell, Yardley. 
Flick, Mason, Sanford, 
Flood. McComas, Scranton, 
NAYS—113. 

Abbott, Crisp, Magner, Sayers, 
Alderson, Culberson, Tex. Mansur, Seney, 
Allen, Miss. Davidson, Martin, Ind. Shively, 
Bankhead, Dockery, McCarthy, Springer, 
Barnes, Dunphy, McClammy, Stewart, Tex. 
Barwig, Edmunds, McClellan, Stockdale, 
Biggs, Elliott, McCreary, Stone, Ky, 
Blanchard, Ellis, McRae, Stone, Mo, 
Bland, Enloe, Montgomery, Tarsney, 
Blount, Fitch, Moore, Tex. Tillman, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Flower, Morgan, Tracey, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Forney, Mutchler, * Tucker, 
Brickner, Fowler, Oates, Turner, Ga. 
Brookshire, Geissenbainer, O'Ferrall, Vaux, 
Brunner, = Goodnight, O'Neall, Ind. Venable, 
Buchanan, Va. e Grimes, O'Neil, Mass. Walker, Mo, 
Buckalew, Hatch, Owens, Ohio Washington, 
Bynum, Haynes, Parrett, Wheeler, Ala. 
Candler, Ga. Heard Paynter, Whitthorne, 
Caruth, Hemphill, Peel, Wike, 
Chipman, Henderson, N. C. Penington, Wiley, 
Clarke, Ala. Herbert, rry, Wilkinson 
Clunie, olman Pierce, Williams, in. 
Cobb, Kilgore, Quinn, Wilson, Mo. 
Cooper, Ind Lane, Reilly, Wilson, W. Va, 
Cothran, Lanham, Richardson, Yoder, 
Covert, Lee, Robertson, 
Cowles, Lester, Ga. Rogers, 
Crain, Lewis, Rowland, 

. NOT VOTING—S4. 
Allen, Mich. Clements, Lehlbach, Sawyer, 
Anderson, Miss. Cooper, Ohio Lester, Va. Sherman, 
Andrew, Culbertson, Pa. Maish, Skinner, 
Arnold, Cummings, Martin, Tex. Smith, III. 
Banks, Cutcheon, McAdoo, Spinola, 
Bayne, Argan, McKenna, Spooner, 
Beckwith, De Lano, McMillin, Stahlnecker, 
Boatner, Dibble, Mills, Stewart, Ga, 
Boothman, Fithian, Morrill, Stewart, Vt. 
Boutelle, Forman, Morrow, Stump, 
Bowden Gibson, Niedringhaus, Taylor, J. D. 
Brown, J.B. Grosvenor, Norton, ‘Townsend, Pa, 
Browne, T. M, Grout, Nute, Turner, N. Y. 
Bullock, Hare, Outhwaite, Turpin, 
Bunn, Hayes, Owen, Ind, Vandever. 
Campbell, Hooker, Perkins, Wallace, Mass, 
Candler, Mass, Kerr, Pa. ‘eters, Wallace, N. V. 
Carlton, Ketcham, Phelan, Wheeler, Mich, 
Carter, Laidlaw, Price, ng, 
Catchings, Lansing, Rife, Wickham, 
Clancy, Lawler, Rusk, Willeox. 


So the resolutions were ado 


On motion of Mr. ROWELL, by unanimous consent, the reading of 


the names was dispensed with. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


Mr. OWEN, Of Indiaua, with Mr. BuLLock, until further notice. 


Mr. PERKINS with Mr. SKINNER, on this vote. 


Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. PHELAN, until further notice. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Mr. MCDUFFIE then appeared before the bar of the House, accom- 
panied by Mr. ROWELI, and was duly qualified, taking the oath of 


office prescribed by law. 
ADMINISTRATIVE BILL. 


Mr. McKINLEY. 


to the desk, and ask its present consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which I send 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Olerk 
of the House of Representatives, in enrolling H. R. bill 4970, entitled “ An act to 
simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue,“ be directed to 
insert at the close of the twenty-ninth section the proviso known as amend- 
ment No. 91 of the Senate, said amendment having been agreed to by the com- 
mittee of conference of the two Houses, but by error not included in the report 
of said committee. 


Mr. BLAND. I would like to ask if this isan amendment to the 
administrative bill. 
Mr. McKINLEY. It is. It is intended to correct an error. 
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I will say, Mr. Speaker, to the gentleman from Missouri that the 
conferees on the part of the Senate and the House agreed to what is 
known as amendment No. 91 of the Senate in the printed bill which 
was before the House when the amendments were considered. After- 
wards, in making up the report to be submitted to the two Houses, in- 
stead of reporting No. 91 as having been agreed to, by an error it was 
omitted. Therefore, when the conference report was agreed upon by 
both Houses and we came to insert the amendments in the bill, we 
found that No. 91 had not been acted upon by either the House or the 
Senate, and hence the necessity for the adoption of the resolution which 
I have now presented. 

I will say further that amendment No. 91 is 
guage: 

And provided further, That poting in this act shall be construed to repeal the 
provisions of section 3058 of the Revised Statutes as amended by the act ap- 
proved February 23, 1887, in respect to the abandonment of merchandise to un- 
derwriters or the salvors of property, and the ascertainment of duties thereon. 

I have before me section 3058, which is referred to in this connec- 
tion, and which is in the following words: 

All merchandise my eps into the United States shall, for the edged of this 
title, be deemed and held to be the p rty of the person to whom the mer- 
chandise may be consigned; but the] holder of any bill of lading consigned to 
order and properly indorsed shall be deemed the consignee thereof; and in 
case of the abandonment of any merchandise to the underwriters the latter 
may be recognized as the consignee; and, under such regulations as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury may prescribe, merchandise saved from a vessel wrecked 
or abandoned at sea, or on or along the coasts of the United States, and promptly 
brought into a port of the United States by or in possession of the salvors of the 
same, can for the purpose of this title, be regarded as the property of such sal- 
vors. and the valuation thereof and payment of duties thereon can be made ac- 
ey, and with due reference to the condition of the said merchandise as 

thus saved and the necessities of the ease: vided, however, such bring- 
ing in b y salyorsshall be in faith and without intent to evade the just y 
ment of duty: And provided further, That nothing herein contained shal 
soconstrued as to prejudice in any other respect the rights of property, or pe pea or 
through abandonment or allowance of the owner, or any other person inter- 
ested in said merchandise, - 

This amendment is simply to preserve the present law. We were ap- 
prehensive that the bill might modify the existing an and hence the 
purpose of the amendment. 

I want to say further that I have submitted the e to the 

members of the minority of the Ways and Means who were accessible, 
and I believe all who were present have agreed that this resolution 
while they are against the entire bill—is a very proper one to be made. 

Mr. FLOWER. That is true; it only preserves the sense of the pres- 
ent law. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object until I as- 
certain whether this matter is privileged or not. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks it is too late to raise the question 
oforder now. But it is evidently a privileged motion. 

Mr. BLAND. I asked for information as to what the matter related 


to. 
The SPEAKER. But the gentleman did not make any point of or- 


in the following lan- 


der. 

Mr. BLAND. Ido not care particularly about the point of order, 
but we will have the yeas and nays on the passage. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] conferred with me in reference to the 
resolution he offers, and, as stated, with the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FLOWER], who is also on the Ways and Means Committee, and 
there is no objection, in my opinion, to the resolution. It is to correct 
an error and to prevent ambiguity in the law. It prevents what might 
be deemed a change in the existing law, when no such change is de- 
sired or necessary. The only question, therefore, in regard to the pas- 
sage of the resolution is that which might arise in connection with the 
administrative bill, to which it refers, and about which this side of 
the House pursued a policy which gentlemen will recall. 

It was deemed proper by thie side of the House to call for the yeas 
and nays on the administrative bill and to refrain from voting, for 
reasons that, of course, I need not state now. Therefore, upon the pas- 
sage of this resolution, to maintain the policy that was adopted in con- 
nection with this bill, to which this resolution relates, I ask that the 
yeas and nays be called, and I hope this side of the House, i in harmony 
with its former action, will refrain from voting. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the resolution; 
and upon that the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] 
demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided i in the affirmative—yeas 
127, nays 5, not voting 195; as follows: 


YEAS—127. 
* Brewer, well, Evans, 

Allen, Mich Brosius, Coleman, Ewart, 
Anderson, Kans. Brower, Conger. Farquhar, 
Atkinso: Browne, Va. Connell, Finley, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Buchanan, N. J. Craig, Flick, 
Baker, Burton, Dalzell, Flood, 
Bartine, Butterworth, Darlington, Frank, 
Belden, Caldwell, De Haven, Gear, 
Bel ý r 3 Gest, 
Be: 5 Cheadle, ver, Gifford, 
Bingham, Ch n Dorsey, $ 

iss, Clark, Wis. Dunnell, Hall, 


Hansbrough, McComas, v. Sweney, 
¥ McCord, Quackenbush, Taylor, E. B. 
Ha McCormick, Raines, Taylor, III. 
Hen m. III. Randall, Taylor, Tenn. 
Henderson, Iowa McKinley, Ray, ‘Thomas, 
„ Reed, Iowa Thompson, 
Hit Moffitt, Sseyburn, Townsend, Colo. 
Hopkins, Moore, N. H. Rockwell, Turner, 
Morey, Rowell Vandever, 
Kelley, Morrill, Russell Van $ 
Kennedy, Morse, Sanford, Wade, 
Kerr, Iowa Mudd, Scranton, Walker, Mass. 
insey, O'Donnell, 1. Watson, 
Knapp, ONeill, Simonds, i E 
1 AF nl Sabroe, Son W. Va. Se 
0 yne, myser, n, Ky. 
Lind, Pe rine, Step! Wright Wash. 
D er! tephenson, yright, 
Lodge, Pickler, Stiv Yardley. 
Mason, Post, Stockb bridge, 
NAYS—. 
Buckalew, Kilgore, McCarthy, Reilly. 
Flower, 
NOT VOTING—1%. ` 
Abbott, Cothran, Lawler, Rowland, 
Alderson, Covert, * Rusk, 
Allen, Miss. Cowles, Lehlbach, Sawyer 
Anderson, Miss. Crain, Lester, Ga. Sayers, 
Andrew, Crisp, Lester, Va. Seney, 
Arnold, Culberson, Tex, Lewis, Shi 
Bankhead, Culbertson, Pa. Magner, Shively, 
nks, Cummings, 2 Skinner, 
Barnes. Cutcheon, Mans S 5 
Barwig, rgan, Martin, ‘Ind. Spinola, 
Beckwith, De tenon F 
wW 0. cAdoo, r, 

i Dibble, x nesker, 
Blanchard, Dockery, McClellan, Stewart, Ga. 
Bland, Dunphy, > wart, 
Blount, Edmunds, MeKenna, Ste vt. 
Boatner, iott, MeMillin K. 1 
Boothman, Ellis, McRae, Stone, Ky, 
Boutelle, Enloe „Milliken, Stone, Mo, 
Bowden, Featherston, Mills, Struble, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fitch, Montgomery, Stump, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fithian, Moore, Tex. Tarsney, 
Brickner, Forman, organ, Taylor, J. D. 
Brookshire, Forney, Morrow, x 
Brown, J. B Fowler, Mutchler, Townsend, Pn. 
Browne, T. M Funston, Niedringhaus, Tracey, 
Brunner, Geissenhainer, Norton, Tucker, 
Buchanan, Va. Gibson, Nute, Turner, Ga. 
Bullock, Goodnight, Oates, Turner, N. X. 
Bunn, G es, oF J, Vaux, 
Burrows, Grosvenor, O'Neall, Ind. Venable, 
Bynum, Grout, O'Neil, Mass. Waddill, 
Campbell, Hare, Outhwaite, Walker, Mo. 
Candler, Ga. H N Owen, Ind. Wallace, 
Candler, Hayes, , Ohio Wallace, N. Y. 

non, ynes, t, W. ' 
Carlton, Heard, Paynter, Wheeler, Ala. 
Carter, Hemphill, š Wheeler, Mich, 
Caruth, Henderson, N.C, Penington, Whiting, 
Catchings, Herbert, Perry, Whitthorne, 
Chipman, Hermann, Peters, Wike, 
Clancy, Holman, lan, Wiley, 
Clarke, Ala. Hooker, Pierce, n, 
Clements, Kerr, Pa, . Willeox, 
Ciunie, Ketcham, Quinn, Williams, III. 
Cobb, Laidlaw, Richardson, Wilson, Mo. 
Comstock, Lane, Rife, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Ind, Lanham, Robertson, Yoder, 
Cooper, Ohio Lansing, Rogers, 


On motion of Mr. McKINLEY, by unanimous 8 the reading of 
wit 2 


the names of members voting was dispensed wi 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report to the House the names of 
members present and not voting, noted under the rule of the House. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr, Annorr, Mr. ALDERSON, Mr. BANKS, Mr. Barwic, Mr. Brees, Mr. BLAND, 
Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of ‘Arkansas, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky, 
Mr. Brickyer, Mr. BROOKSHIRE, Mr. BRUNNER, Mr. BULLOCK, Mr. Burrows, 
Mr. CANDLER of Georgia, Mr. CARUTEH, Mr. Curpman, Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, 
Mr. CLUNTE, Mr. Conn, Mr. COOPER of Indiana, Mr. Covert, Mr. Cowxms, Mr. 
CRAIN, Mr. CRISP, Mr. CULBERSON of Texas, Mr. DAVIDSON, Mr. Dockery, Mr. 
Epauunps, Mr. ELLIOTT, Mr. Fircn, Mr. Forman, Mr. Forxry, Mr. FOWLER, 
Mr. Groves, Mr. HATCH, Mr. HEARD, Mr. HESDERSON of North Carolina, Mr. 
HOLMAN, Mr. LAN Au, Mr. LEE, Mr. LESTER of Georgia, Mr. Lewis, Mr. Max- 
SUR, Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, Mr. MeCLa NN. Mr. MCCLELLAN, Mr. MCCREARY, 
Mr. MCRAE, Mr. Moore of Texas, Mr. MORGAN, Mr. OATES, "Mr. O`FERRALL, 
Mr. O'NEALL of Indiana, Mr. O'NETL of Massachusetts, Mr. Parrett, Mr. 
PAYNTER, Mr. Mr. „Mr. Qrixx, Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. ROBERT- 
sox, Mr. RowAxp, Mr. RUSK, Mr. SAYERS, Mr. SHIVELY, Mr. SPRINGER, Mr, 
STAHLNECKER, Mr. STEWART of Texas, Mr. STOCKDALE, Mr, STONE ðf Ken- 
on Me Wa Mr. Tracey, Mr. Vaux, Mr. 


Mr. BIGGS. I would like to make a Balls esbery t inquiry. ‘Is 
not Jndge HARE, of Texas, recorded as being present and not voting? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not so recorded. 

My. BIGGS. His name was called. 

The SPEAKER. It is not so recorded. Those present and not vot- 
ing are 81, which number, with those voting, constitutes a quorum 
present, under the Constitution, to do business. The yeas are 128 and 
the nays 5, and the resolution is adopted. 

Mr. McKINLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
3 Stopio; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the 


1890. 
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The latter motion was agreed to. i 
Mr, MCKINLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


CORRECTION OF ENROLLMENT, 


Pending the announcement of the vote upon Mr, MCKINLEY’s mo- 
tion to adjourn, 

The SPEAKER said: The Chair desires, with the permission of the 
House, to submit the following resolution for the correction of an error 
in enrollment and in printing. < 

The resolution (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky), was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and Howse of Representatives in Congress assembled, That 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives is hereby instructed to re-enroll the 
bill (H. R. 380), and where it reads section 4, line 3.“ make it read section 4, 
line 2;"" and where it reads “line 16, section 4,” make it read “lines 14 and 15, 
section 4;™ and where it reads section 6, line 3,” make it read “section 6, lines 
2and 3;” and leave out the word“ reasonable“ in lines 10 and II. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to know the effect of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER, It is a resolution presented by the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Srone] for the correction of a verbal error ina bill 
which has passed the House. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution? [A pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was adopted. 


“LEAVE OF ABSENCE. . 


By unanimous consent, lcave of absence was granted, as follows: 
To Mr. HARE, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
To Mr. Knapp, for ten days, on account of important business, 
To Mr. COVERT, for ten days. 

To Mr. CLEMENTS, for one week. 

To Mr. Norton, indefinitely, on account of important business, 
To Mr. Spooner, for one week, on account of important business. 


DEPENDENT-PENSION BILL. 2 


The SPEAKER announced, as conſerees on the part of the House on 

the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. 389) granting 

msions to ex-soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the per- 

y e of manual labor, and providing for pensions to dependent rel - 

atives of deceased soldiers and sailors, Mr. MORRILL, Mr. SAWYER, 

and Mr. YODER. A 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian . reported a 
bill (H. R. 10726) making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1891, and for other purposes; which was read twice, referred to the 
Committee ot the Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. DOCKERY and Mr. HOLMAN, I reserve all points of order. 

The motion of Mr. MCKINLEY was then to, and the House 
accordingly (at 40’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

ESTIMATE OF APPROPRIATIONS TO COMPLETE THE WORK OF THE IN- 
TERNATIONAL AMERICAN CONGRESS. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of State, submitting estimates of appro- 
priations tocomplete the work of the International American Congress— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

APPROPRIATION FOR ELLIS’S ISLAND: s 

Communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting an ad- 
ditional appropriation of $75,000 for improving Ellis’s Island, in New 
York Harbor, for immigration purposes—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following memorial of the Legis- 
ture of Wyoming Territory was presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CAREY: Memorial of the Legislative Assembly of Wyoming 
Territory, asking that Congress take steps to erect a monument to the 
memory of those who were massacred at Fort Phil Kearny, Wyoming 
Territory—to the Committee on the Library. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was Mtro- 
duced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DOCKERY: 

Whereas the statement of the assets and liabilities of the Treasury of the 
United States, made by the Treasurer of the United States under date of May 
31. 1890, shows that there is carried $6,074,538 “ trade-dollar bullion” as an asset 
Of das Governments Sina sof the act of March 8 1887 viding for the retire- 

nerens, u sect 3 or 
ment ee eee 
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ceived under said act shall be transmitted to the coinage mints and recoined 
into standard silver dollars or subsidiary coin: Therefore, 

Beitr That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to inform the 
House why the trade-dollars so received and held in the Sereksury as an asset, 
as aſo have not been coined as required by said act; 


to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 3501) removing charge of de- 
sertion against Jonathan C. Huffman, accompanied by a report (No. 
2295) —to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6468) to amend section 
3354 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, reported, as a substi- 
tute therefor, a bill (H. R. 10718) to amend section 3354 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; which was read twice, and, with the 
accompanying report (No. 2296), referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same commi to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 6467) to amend section 3441 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States and section 17 of an act entitled An act to amend 
the laws relating to internal revenue,’’ approved March 1, 1879, amend- 
atory thereof, reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 10719) to 
provide for the exportation of fermented liquors in bond without pay- 
ment of intermal-revenue tax; which was read twice, and, with the ae- 
companying report (No. 2297), was referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 9424) to increase the pension 
of Eben E. Smith—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported favorably the following bills of the House; which were severally 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 3506) for the relief of Peter S. Rush. (Report No, 2299.) 

A bill (H. R. 3509) for the relief of J. L. Brassfield. (Report No. 


2300.) 

A ~ (H. R. 4114) for the relief of John J. Frazier. (Report No. 
2301. 

A bill (H. R. 6910) for the relief of J. A. McCreary, late of the United 
States Navy. (Report No. 2302.) 

A bill os R. 1624) for the relief of P. H. Bridgewater. (Report 
No. 2303. 

A bill (H. R. 1623) for the relief of John Ellison. (Report No. 2304.) 

A bill (H. R. 3502) for the relief of Mra. Mary F. Coffey. (Report No. 


2305.) 

A bill (H. R. 3434) for the relief of George F. Brott. (Report No. 
2306. 

A hill (H. R. 3731) for the relief of Conrad Clayeum. (Report No. 
23 


07. 

A bill (H. R. 1625) for the relief of Rosa Gravee. (Repot No. 2308.) 

A bill (H. R. 9234) for the relief of the heirs of Bralshaw. (Re- 
port No. 2309.) 

A bill (H. R. 4113) for the relief of W. H. Cowherd. (Report No. 


2310.) 

A bill (H. R. 3510) for the relief of C. T. Dillingham. (Report No. 
2311.) 

A bill (H. R. 3497) for the relief of Robert Hubbard. (Report No. 


2312.) 
Mr. STONE also, from the Committee on War reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 5842) for the relief of Charles 


P. Chonteau, survivor of Chonteau, Harrison, & Valle, accompanied 
by report (No. 2313)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8299) to 
reclassify and fix the salary of persons in the railway mail service, 
known as postal arp accompanied by report (No. 2314) to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, rted with amend- 
ment the bill of the House (H. R. 9193) to give consent of Congress 
to the construction of a bridge over the Duck River in Humphreys 
8 Tennessee, accompanied by Report No. 2315—to the House 

endar. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10265) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Altamaha River, accompa- 
nied by Report No. 2316—to the House Calendar. 7 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8744) to amend an act entitled 
An act to prevent the importation of adulterated and spurious teas,” 
approved March 2, 1883, reported, as asubstitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 
10720) to amend the act entitled An act to prevent the importation of 
adulterated and spurious teas,” approved March 2, 1883; which was 
read twice, and, accompanied by a report (No. 2317), was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
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ably the following bills of the Senate; which were severally referred to 


the Committee of the Whole House: 
A bill (S, 2285) granting a pension to Hannah Leo. (Report No. 


3318.) 
A bill (S. 2036) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. F. Selina 
Buchanan. (Report No. 2319.) 
Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably the 
-following bills of the House; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House: 
A bill (H. R. 9496) for the relief of Martha D. Gunnison. (Report 


No. 2320.) 
A bill (H. R. 9564) for the relief of Ellen J. Wharton. (Report No. 
1.) 0 
A bill (H. R. 9506) for the relief of Caroline A. Fairfax. (Report No. 


2322. 
A An (H. R. 9531) to restore the pension of Susan Nelson Page. (Re- 
port No. 2323.) 
Mr. CASWELL, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 975) to confirm the title 
to certain lands to the town of Albuquerque, N. Mex., accompanied by 
Report No. 2324—to the Committee of the Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 

lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
lows: N 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 10717) for the relief of the national 

banks and to promote the welfare of the national-banking system - to 

the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A bill (H. R. 10721) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Fresno, 
in the State of California—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. O' NEIL, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 10722) to require the 
use of headlights on street-railway cars in the District of Columbia 
operated by cable or electricity—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 10723) to authorize postmasters to ad- 
minister oaths and take acknowledgments in pension cases—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OATES: A bill (H. R. 10724) to amend the law in respect to 
right of way to railroads and other corporations—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAREY: A bill (H. R. 10725) to enable the Secretary of War 
to erect a monument on Massacre Hill, Wyoming Territory—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. WILEY: A bill (H. R. 10755) to authorize the New York 
and New Jersey Bridge Company to build a bridge across the Hudson 
River between New York City and the State of New Jersey—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MORSE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 174) to authorize or 
request the President of the United States to form alliances with for- 
eign countries for the suppression of the liquor traffic with native races 
of the islands of the Pacific and Africa—to the Select Committee on 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference was 
made: 

Mis. Doc, 204. Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings and opinion of the court 
in the case of Patrick McIntyre vs. United States, No. 15549, being 
identical with No. 1159, Co jional—Committee on War Claims 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


; PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 10727) granting a pension to Ira 
Agam—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10728) granting a pension to Perry A. Dunton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 10729) for the relief of Francis M. 
Gaddy—to the Committee on War Clai 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 10730) granting a pension to 
Lucretia J. Baughman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10731) to correct the military record of Charles 
E. to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAREY: A bill (H. R. 10732) granting a pension to Norman 
Davis —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10733) granting a pension to Joseph G. Faris 
e 1070 grating « pn 

y Mr. A . a ion to 

Sarah Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. i a pension to Har- 
riet J. Yarbrough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. COLEMAN: A bill (H. R. 10736) to authorize George E. 
Payne to prosecute his claim before the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 10737) granting a pension to Loyal 
A. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 10738) to grant a pension to Marshall 
Willard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10739) to grant a pension to Hugh Young, father 
of John W. Young, of Huntsville, III.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, { 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 10740) granting a pension to Russell 
A. Townsend—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ey Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 10741) for the relief of Benjamin R. 
Hackney—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 10742) granting a pension to Jose- 
phine S. Hansel (late Wilson)—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 10743) granting a pension to Charles 
H. Roney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. R. 10744) granting a pension to Almira 
Bartlett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10745) granting a pension to Mary B. Coolidge— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10746) granting a pension to Mary A. Curley— 
to Mon til (. = 1 Pensions. 

Also, a bi R. 10747) granting a pension to Margaret Delay to 
Se aT . Pensions: p $ 

„a bi . R. 10748) to increase the pension of George E. Tib- 
betts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: A bill (H. R. 10749) to amend the record in the 
case of George Hobbs, late private Company L, First Maryland Regi- 
ment Cavalry— to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10750) granting a pension to James Walsh—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 3 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 10751) increasing pension of Will- 
iam D. Sigler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 10752) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Freeman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 10753) for the reliet 
of Mary E. Hicks—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10754) for the relief of A. M. Looney—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. , 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Resolution of Glencoe Alliance, No. 413, Ellis 
County, Texas, favoring House bills 7162, 838, and Senate bill 2716— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Bosque County (Texas) Alliance, No. 510, favoring 
House bills 838, 8051, 7162, 3213, and other bills, and protesting against 
e passage of bills 8242 and 4668—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi: Petition of J. J. Moore and 24 others, 
of Lee County, Mississippi, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. L. Jones and 43 others, of Lee County, Missis- 
sippi | asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 


Also, petition of H. M. Sample and 52 others, of Lee County, Missis- 
sippi, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of F, M. Murphey and 18 others, of Oktibbeha County, 
Mississippi, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Wiley Beeme and 23 others, of Itawamba County, 
Mississippi, in favor of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of H. S. Brooks, of Corinth, Miss., protesting against 
any increase of duty on foreign granite importations—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: Resolution of the Post-Office Clerks’ 
Association of Abilene, Kans., requesting the passage of House bill 
6448—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 24 citizens of Riley County, Kansas, asking passage 
of Senate bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of 17 voters of Cloud County, Kansas, asking passage 
of Senate bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of Mrs. E. N. Howe and 22 other ladies 
of Saratoga Springs, N. Y., requesting the prompt passage of House 
bill 5978, entitled ‘‘A bill prohibiting the transportation of intoxicat- 
ing liquors from any State or Territory of the United States or the 
District of Columbia into any other State or Territory contrary to or 
in violation of the laws thereof’’—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of Francis M. Gaddy, praying that his 


1890. 


claim for ay aad Braye by Army during the late war be referred to 
the Court of to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of Bollinger County, Missouri, in favor of 
passage of House bill 9711, for admitting free of duty all goods and 
merchandise bought in foreign countries with the products of Ameri- 
can farms—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of citizens of Cuba, Mo., for the passage of Senate 
bill to prohibit liquors from being imported into certain States—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas: Petition of B. J. Lambert, 
Lamberton, Ark., in favor of compensation for damage from overflow 
caused by Government levees on the Mississippi River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia: Two petitions of citizens of Wythe 


County, Virginia, for improvement of Galveston Harbor—to the Com- |. 


mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of Quarterly Conference of Savoy circuit, 
Champaign district, Illinois Conference Methodist Episcopal Church, 
favoring enactment of a law to prevent shipment of alcoholic liquors 
into such States as have prohibited the manufacture and sale of such 
liquors—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

y Mr. CONGER: Petition of 66 voters of Des Moines, Iowa, pray- 
ing for the passage of an act prohibiting the transportation of intoxicat- 
ing liquors into a State in eontrayention of the laws thereof—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas: Petition of O. R. Mitchell and 55 
others, of Fannin County, Texas, asking passage of House bill 7162— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of A. G. Heinman and 12 others, citizens of Red River 
County, Texas, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. ` 

By Mr. DARLINGTON: Memorial of Grange 114, Chester County, 
Pennsylvania, asking Congress to enact a law for the free coinage of 
silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of N. F. Woodbury and others, for pas- 
sage of a law to correct effects of original-package decision of Supreme 
Court—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Four petitions of 216 citizens of Coon Rapids, 
Carroll County, Iowa; of 85 voters of Winnebago County, Iowa; of 95 
voters of Humboldt County, Iowa; of 110 citizens of Dedham, Carroll 
County, Iowa, praying for the passage of an act prohibiting the im- 

rtation of intoxicating liquors into a State in contravention of the 
ate thereof—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of E. G. Swem and 45 others, citizens and electors of 
Lake City, Calhoun County, Iowa, requesting the prompt e of 
House bill 5978, or the bill recently approved by the Senate in regard 
to the importation of intoxicating liquors—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Resolution of Mapleville Alliance, of Dodge 
County, Nebraska, asking for the passage of the Butterworth bill and 
the Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Wattsville (Nebr.) Alliance, favoring the above 
measures—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. EDMUNDS: Petition of W. F. Daniel and 9 others, citizens 
of Charlotte County, Virginia, asking passage of Senate bill 2716—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FLICK: Petition of 40 voters of the Eighth Congressional 
district of Iowa, praying for the passage of a bill prohibiting the im- 
portation of intoxicating liquors into a State contrary to the laws 
thereof—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of W. J. Felkins, and 52 others, citizens 
of Cullman County, Alabama, asking the passage of Senate bill 2716, 
favoring a first-class harbor on the Gulf coast of Texas—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GEAR: Two petitions of 29 citizens of Des Moines County, 
Towa; of 47 citizens of Abingdon, Jefferson County, Iowa, praying for the 

of an act prohibiting the importation of intoxicating liquors 
to a State in contravention of the laws thereof—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, resolutions of Scott Alliance 1490, Winfield, Iowa, asking pas- 
sago of a bill to prevent option gambling—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, resolution of Scott Alliance No. 1490, of Winfield, Iowa, pray- 
ing passage of the Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of Charles Applegate and 21 
others, citizens of the Third Congressional district of New Jersey, for 
Se pape aon of the national-banking system to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. í $ 

By Mr. GEST: Proof upon the bill for relief of Quincy McNeil—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, proof upon the pension claim of Hugh Young—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, i 

Also, proof upon the pension claim of Marshal Willard—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of P. H. Hadley and 50 others, citizens 
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of Vermont, asking for legislation favorable to national banks—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of citizens of Missouri, in favor of the 

passage of a bill to 1177705 importation of intoxicating liquors into 
tates whose laws prohibit the sale thereof—to the Select Committee 
on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL: Petition of Samuel Blair and 28 others, citi- 
zeus of York County, South Carolina, praying for an appro tiation to 
improve Galveston Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Petition of 22 citizens of Wash- 
burn, Blackhawk County, Iowa, asking the prompt passage of a bill 
making it unlawful to transport liquors from any State or Territory 
of the United States into any other State or Territory contrary to the 
laws thereof—to the Committee ou Commerce. 

Also, a petition from 72 railroad employés of Washington, N. J., 
asking for the passage of House bill 9682—to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals. 

Also, petition of 176 railroad employés, asking for the passage of 
House bill 9682—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, petition of 115 railroad employés of Sacramento, Cal., asking 
passage of House bill 9682—to the Committee on Railways and Canals, 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of John Q. Davis and 25 others, citizens 
of Rising Sun, Ind., against the passage of the Conger lard bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of G. W. Gundy and 19 others, citizens of Monument 
City, Ind., for the passage of the service-pension bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Benjamin R. Hackney, praying that his - 
claim for property taken by the Army during the late war be referred 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of Kansas State Sabbath-school conven- 
tion, asking Congress to pass a law that will allow States that have 
prohibition to prevent the sale of liquors imported from other States— 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of 29 citizens of Lyons County, Kansas, asking Con- 
gress to appropriate $6,200,000 for deepening the harbor of Galveston, 
Tex., so that the surplus products of that vast region of which Kansas 
is a part may save annually many million dollars in freight charges 
to the ocean—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: Nine petitions of 362 citizens of Tama County, 
Iowa; of 15 voters of Benton County, Iowa; of 46 voters of Mount 
Auburn, Benton County, Iowa; of 47 voters of Urbanna, Benton County, 
Towa; of 177 voters of Vinton, Benton County, Iowa; of 63 voters of 
Grundy Center, Grundy County, Iowa; of 130 citizens of Marshall 
County, Iowa; of 42 voters of Clarence, Cedar County, Iowa; of 44 
voters of Central City, Lima County, Iowa, in favor of the of 
an act prohibiting the importation of intoxicating liquors into a State 
in contravention of the laws thereof—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LACEY: Four petitions of 107 voters of Richland, Keokuk 
County, Iowa; of 42 voters of Jasper County, Iowa; of 41 voters of 
Rose Hill, Mahaska County, Iowa; of 128 voters of Grinnell, Poweshiek 
County, Iowa, all in favor of the passage of an act prohibiting the im- 

rtation of intoxicating liquors into a State in contravention of the 

aws thereof—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Garfield Alliance, Mahaska County, Iowa, favor- 
ing the Conger lard bill, also the Butterworth option bill, and free 
coinage of silver—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Petition of the North American Turner- 
bund, against any material change in the present naturalization laws— 
to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

Also, petition of the North American Turnerbund, against any ma- 
terial changein the present naturalization laws—to the Select Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the North American Turnerbund, St. Louis, Mo., 
against any material change in the present naturalization laws—to the 
Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LAWS: Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance of Hastings, Nebr., 
urging passage of Conger lard bill and Butterworth bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LEE: Petition of Frances C. Yager, of Culpeper County, 
Virginia, praying that her war claim be referred to the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Resolutions of the military order of the 
Loyal Legion of the United States, held at Indianapolis, Ind., May 26, 
1890, praying for the publication of the official records of the war of the 
rebellion, which has been undertaken by the War Department, as rap- 
idly as is consistent with accuracy and completeness, in order that those 
who bore a part in the suppression of the rebellion may have op- 
portunity to read and study the narrative of the operations in which 
they were participants—to the Committee on Printing. A 

Also, resolutions of the Farmers’ Alliance, No. 42, Whitley County, 
Indiana, praying for the passage of the Butterworth option bill—to 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, resolutions of the Farmers’ Alliance, No. 42, Whitley County, 
Indiana, praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MILES: Petition of citizens of Bridgeport, Conn., in favor of 
a bill for return of second-class mail matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Reads. 2 

By Mr. MOFFITT: Petition of C. P. Whitney and 96 others, citi- 
zens of Dickinson, N. V., praying for the prompt passage of House bill 
5987 —to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. PARRETT: Petition and papers of Presley Hale, for pension, 
to accompany House bill 10457—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition, affidavit, and papers of Alexander Moore, for pension, 
to accompany House bill 10456—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of Capt. G. R. Kellams, for pension, to accompany House 
bill 10555—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, petition, affidavit, and papers of Thomas J. Reed, for pension, to 
accompany House bill 10458—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINES: Petition of residents of Eddytown, Yates County, 
New York, for the of House bill 5987—to the Select Committee 
on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of citizens of New York, favoring passage of House bill 
5987—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of citizens of Twenty-fourth District of 
Pennsylvania, asking for a national Sunday-rest law, against needless 
work in the Government’s mail and military service and interstate 
commerce—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. REED, of Iowa: Eight petitions, to-wit: of 167 citizens of 

. Malvern, Mills County, Iowa; of 38 citizens of Council Bluffs, Iowa; 
of 78 voters of Macedonia, Pottawatomie County, Iowa; of 27 voters of 
Guthrie County, Iowa; of 16 voters of Stanton, Montgo County, 
Iowa; of 42 voters of Villisca, Montgomery County, Iowa; of 19 voters 
of Hawthorne, Montgomery County, Iowa; of 108 voters of Cass County, 
Iowa, praying for the passage of an act prohibiting the importation of 
intoxicating liquors into a State in contravention of the laws thereof— 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, three petitions, of 75 citizens of Cass ty, Iowa; of 300 citi- 
zens of Mills County, Iowa; of 200 citizens of Montgomery County, 
Towa, asking for the enactment of a statute forbidding the importation 
of intoxicating liquors into States in which the sale of such liquors is 

hibited by law—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 


e. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of Thomas McGuire, of Pulaski County, 
Arkansas, praying for the reference of his claim to the Court of Claims 
under act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Petition of George M. Walter and 39 others, 
of 9 County, North Carolina, asking passage of House bill 

7162—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of A. J. McClure and 51 others, citizens 
of Putnam County, Ohio, praying that a pension be granted to Allen 
Strickland, late private Company F, Thirty-first Ohio Infantry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of Slade Chapman and others, of Pitt 
County, North Carolina, asking passage of Senate bill 2716—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SNIDER: Petition of William H. Cowles, of Minneapolis, 
Minn., favoring free tuition for students with defective hearing at the 
National Deaf-Mute College at Washington, D. C.—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. SWENEY: Three petitions of 108 voters of Clayton County, 
Iowa; of 48 voters of Fayette County, Iowa; of 26 voters of Floyd 
County, Iowa, in favor of the passage of an act prohibiting the im- 

tion of intoxicating liquors into a State in contravention of the 
ws thereof—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Memorial of Chamber of Com- 
merce and Board of Trade, the Denver Real Estate Exchange and 
Denver Produce Exchange, of Denver, Colo., to make all obligations, 

* contractual and non-contractual, payable at the option of the debtor in 

ld or silver or in gold or silver certificates—to the Committee on 

king and Currency. 

Also, petition of citizens of Bent County, Colorado, to open the Fort 
Lyon and old Fort Lyon military reservation to settlement—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of Peter Sheets, of Augusta County, 


Virginia, praying that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims | tab 


under provisions of Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of H. C. Ferguson and 40 others, citizens of Appo- 
mattox County, Virginia, asking passage of Senate bill 2716—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: Petition of J. J. Breker and 315 others, 
of i Pa., asking legislation prohibi the adulteration of 
beer to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of M. K. Graff and 160 of ing, Pa., ask- 
ing legislation prohibiting the adulteration of beer—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Missouri: Petition of H. J. Statler and 45 


others, citizens of Bollinger County, Missouri, asking passageof House 
bill 8984—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition of S. F. MeGlocklin and 
38 others, of Limestone County, Alabama, asking passage of House bill 
7162—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of T. W. Motes and 236 others, of Limestone County, 
RETEA asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 

eans, 

Also, petition of M. A. Cook and 59 others, of Jackson County, Ala- 
tana asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

Also, petition of Charlotte Wallace, Lauderdale County, Alabama, 
we that claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War 

By Mr. WHITING: Petition of John H. Brabb and 49 others, of 
Romeo, Mich., asking passage of a law for the perpetuation of the na- 
tional-banking system—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. WILEY: Petition of citizens of St. Remy, Ulster County, 
New York, asking passage of House bill 5987—to the Committee on 
Commerce. : 

By Mr. WILKINSON: Petition of Dr. D. Bornio and 17 others, of the 
city of New Orleans, La., protesting against the passage of sections 24 
and 25 of House bill 8278, which would cause the destruction of thé 
business known as ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Commerce, 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, June 5, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s ings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
lution of May 19, 1890, a from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, containing the reply of the Commissioner to the letter of 
the governor of Florida, relating to say Peay overflowed land selec- 
tions in that State; which, on motion of Mr. CALL, was, with the ac- 
companying papers, ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presen’ 
United Presbyterian Church of North 


Mr. PIERCE presented a petition of citizens of Nelson County, North 
Dakota, praying for the passage of a law to prevent the importation into 
any State or Territory of the United States from any other State or 
Territory, or from any foreign country, of any intoxicating liquors or 
any article the sale of which is prohibited by its constitution and laws; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of members of Dickey County Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of North Dakota, praying for the pas- 
sage of the service-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 8 

Mr. CASEY presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of James- 
town, N. Dak., praying for the passage of House bill 5353, known as 
the Butterworth bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of Jamestown, 
N. Dak., praying for the passage of House bill 283, relating to com- 
pound lard; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. ` A 

8333300 
others. 0 er, ` or 0 - 
ate bill No. 3417, for the protection of actual settlers under the home- 
stead and pre-emption laws upon phosphate lands in that State; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the passage of the Windom silver bill 
before the adjournment of ; which was ordered to lie on the 

1 


e. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Minneapolis, 
Minn., praying for the establishment of a limited postal-telegraph sys- 
tem substantially as outlined in Senate bill 1557; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TELLER presented the petition of Erastus S. Joslyn, of Colorado 
Springs, Colo., praying for the passage of Senate bill 3616, for the relief - 
of H. C. Stanton, administrator, and Erastus 8. Joslyn; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of 
Johnson County, Nebraska, and a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of 
Geranium, Nebr., praying for the passage of what are known as the 
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Conger compound-lard bill and the Butterworth option bill; which 
were reſerred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of salt manufacturers on 
St. Clair River, in the State of Michigan, praying for the repeal of the 
rebate on salt; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of the New York State Hop- 

rowers’ Association and a petition of 91 citizens of Franklin County, 

ew York, praying for a tariff duty of 15 cents per pound on imported 
hops; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred thé bill (S. 3073) to construct a macadamized road from 
the city of Petersburgh, Va., to the national cemetery in the county 
of Dinwiddie, in said State, submitted an adverse report thereon, 
which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3982) granting to the Chicago, Kansas and Nebraska 
Railway Company power to sell and convey to the Chicago, Rock 
Island and Pacific Railway Company all therailway, property, rights, 
and franchises of the Chi „ Kansas and Nebraska way Com 
pany in the Territory of O oma and in the Indian Territory, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S..330) for the relief of the honorably discharged sol- 
diers, Thomas Wright and John Lamb, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 

referred the bill (S. 3054) for the relief of William Smith and others, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and sub- 
mitted re thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9961) granting a pension to Oran M. Collingsworth; 

A bill 3 to Rachel Levy; and 

A bill (H. R. 1824) granting a pension to Mrs. Christiana Frederika 
Zeutmeyer, ‘of 8 Minn. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the pill (H. R. 4041) to remove the charge of desertion 
against William Gibbon, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PIERCE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 109) for the relief of Lucinda W. Grover, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3107) for the relief of Col. James Lindsay, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3596) granting to the Rio Grande Southern Railroad Company the 
right of way through the Fort Lewis military reservation in La Plata 
County, in the State of Colorado, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom wasreferred the bill (S. 
2855) for the relief of Matthew W. Berryman,submitted an adverse re- 
port thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefi- 


Mk. . MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whe was referred the bill (H. R. 6454) to establish anational military 
park at the battle-field of Chickamauga, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was re- 
ferred a resolution submitted by Mr. BATE May 13, 1890, directing the 
committee to inquire by what authority the public square north of the 
Executive Mansion has been selected for the site of the proposed mon- 
ument to General Lafayette, submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
3015) making an appropriation for a public monument to the memory 
of John Eriesson, the inventor and constructorof the Monitor, reported 
it with an amendment. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 
ee bill oe R. 6519) granting a pension to William M. Nourse, of 

oxville, 

A bill ŒH. TR 6305) for the relief of Hayden Sorter; and 

A bill (H. R. 8221) granting a pension to William White. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3398) for the relief of Samuel G. Hunter, asked that the 
committee be from the further consideration of the bill and 
that it be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia; which 


was agreed to. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 4011) to authorize the Canaveral and 
South Florida Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
meaty pee magpie one across the Banana River, both in the 

of Florida, and to establish the same, in each case, as a post-road; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 4012) to amend and re-enact 
section 3 of chapter 287 of the Statutes at Large, approved March 3, 
1879; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Ife also introduced a bill (S. 4013) for the relief of Asa Kelly; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 4014) granting a pension to 
Emma L. Cain and minor children; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4015) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Curtis; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PIERCE introduced a bill (S. 4016) granting a pension to Frank 
C. Myrick; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 4017) for the relief of Nathan 
Kimball, postmaster at Ogden, Utah; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 4018) granting a pension 
to Persis Barnard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HIGGINS introduced a bill (S. 4019) for the relief of the officers 
and enlisted men of the Fifth and Sixth Regiments Delaware Volun- 
teer Infantry and their legal representatives; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 4020) granting a pension to Ste 
G. Folsom; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (S. 4021) to authorize the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to amend and cancel the subdivision 
of part of square 112, known as Cooke Park; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 4022) to prohibit the exportation 
of intoxicating liquors to Africa and the islands of the Pacific Ocean; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 92) directing * 
that names of sharp-shooters and military service institution medal- 
ists shall be inscribed in Army Register, and authorizing the wearing 
of their decorations by such medalists; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 93) providing for the 
printing of Report on the Forests of North America, forsale; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 94) declaring the 
retirement of Capt. Charles B. Stivers, of the United States Army, 
valid, and that he is entitled as such retired offieer to his pay; which 
was read twice by its title, rasp with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENT TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 
Mr. BERRY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 


him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES FISH COMMISSION. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE submitted the followingresolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Fisheries in the investigation of the admin- 
istration of the affairs of the United States Fish Commissioner's office, ordered 
by the resolutions of the Senate of the 3d instant, be authorized to employ a 
stenographer, and that the expenses of the investigation be paid out of the con- 
tingent fand of the Senate. 


CHARLES F. BOWERS. 
Mr. McPHERSON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Presi- s 
dent be, and he is hereby, requested to return to the Senate the bill (5. 1293) for 
the relief of Charles F. Bowers. 


EEFUNDING TAX CLAIMS. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the vote to indefinitely 
postpone Senate bill 504, which was taken a week ago yesterday, be 
ee and that the bill with the adverse report be placed on the 

ar, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The title of the bill will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 504) for the relief of the Continental 
Fire Insurance Company, the Eagle Fire Insurance Company, the City 
Fire Insurance e eng | and the Commercial Mutual Insurance Com- 
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pany, all of New York City; the Western National Bank, the Mer- 
chants’ National Bank, the Maryland Fire Insurance Company, and 
the Chesapeake Bank, of Baltimore, Md., and the Eastern Railroad 
Company of Massachusetts. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the vote 
by which the bill was indefinitely postponed will be reconsidered, and 
the bill, with the adverse report, placed on the Calendar. It is so 
ordered, . 


TREASURY NOTES AND SILVER BULLION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
If there be none, that order is closed, and the Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 2350) authorizing the 
issue of Treasury notes on deposits of silver bullion. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, a great many of our fellow-citizens,. 
I believe a majority, are opposed to opening our mints to the free 
coinage of the silver of the world into legal-tender money. In my 
judgment the national conventions of both parties by a decisive ma- 
jority would repudiate such a proposition. The last Democratic con- 
vention ignored the question altogether. The Republican national 
convention certainly was decidedly opposed to it, and if directly 
yoted upon there I think an overwhelming majority would have been 
recorded in opposition. 

The people opposed to free coinage include the possessors of the larger 
portion of our national wealth, and while they are investors in bank 
stocks, railroad stocks and bonds, and are largely the proprietors of 
our mineral deposits and manufacturing industries, in all that part of 
the country with which I am conversant they include nine-tenths of 
the agricultural population. Intelligent mechanics and wage-earn- 
ers’’—I did not invent the phrase—are opposed to our free coinage of 
the world’s silver. I believe that every man who has accumulated a 
surplus of property, or expects to by honest methods, over and above 
the expected expenditures; is op to it. I assert that to the op- 
ponents of the free coinage of silver this country is indebted for the 
capital and enterprise that have developed our agricultural, mineral, 
and manufacturing resources, and those who have extended and per- 
fected our system of transportation; for twenty years they have ex- 
tended our railroad system at the rate of 6,000 miles per year, creating 
States and building villages and cities. If they possess the wealth of 
the conntry they also have been endowed with the energy and ability 
to successfully use it in supplying homes and employment for millions 
of their fellow-citizens annually and for the development of the coun- 
try. Nevertheless, in the discussion of this question they have been 
arraigned as ‘‘ oppressors, usurers, robbers, and the obstructors“ of na- 
tional progresi “Wall street“ is a term supposed to suggest con- 
scienceless greed for and criminal methods to obtain money, and has 
been applied to the investors and creditor class of our people indis- 
criminately. 

In 1873 silver was demonetized, and whoever carefully examines 
the record must be impressed that the movement was heartily ap- 
proved by those at least who then represented the States that now, 
through their Representatives, clamor the most vociferously for the 
free coinage of silver. Those from the more easterly sections of the 

, country who favored the measure are now denounced as criminals; the 
dead are pursued to their graves, and the living are assaulted in the hon- 
orable positions conferred upon them by their countrymen, and for the 
obvious purpose of convincing people somewhere that they have been 
‘robbed of valuable rights which they should hasten to repossess or 
regain. 

Some of the advocates of this measure scarcely attempt to conceal 
iu their rhetoric an appeal to that class of persons which is sorely bur- 
dened with debts and obligations to support the measure for the reason 
that it may prove a legal method of repudiation. Cheap money, with 
legal-tender qualities to pay and discharge individual indebtedness, 
seems to inspire very much of the eloquence we hear. 

The people in all of the olderStates where the industries—and, mark 
you, Linclude agriculture—are well established, are opposed to the free 
coinage of the world’s silver by our Government; this is the rulein the 
py nica States. In those States where silver ore isa product or 

venture and speculation have overstepped the boundary of discretion, 
very many are willing to accept a depreciated currency, with the expec- 
tation that this will advance the value of silver, and others hoping it 
may inflate property values for speculative purposes, and a majority 
doubtless are in favor of our free coinage of the world’s silver. 

It is a notorious fact that for years bonds and mortgages in the new 
States have been canvassed for and solicited by companies organized 
for the purpose, and placed in an Eastern market, and agricultural pros- 
patsy has been impeded thereby and their burden has become oppress- 

ve, and Western farmers who mortgaged to increase their holdings 
or to improve their property are distressed financially and many may 
be ready to accept any legal-tender money, even to the point of repu- 
diation, that promises to relieve them of their indebtedness.’ Imbued 
with a spirit of speculation they risked beyond their resources and 
ability to pay; to a greater or less extent this has always been the ex- 


perience in the development of new States, but the condition is not 
normal or natural to the whole country, which, therefore, will not de- 
base or degrade the currency to afford relief to improvidence and reck- 
less speculation. ç 

I do not intend in this discussion to spend time over the history of 
money or the essays of the various, writers on that subject. I grant 
that the larger the volume of money employed by a peoplein its do- 
mestic commerce the greater may be the value ofthe property as meas- 
ured by it, but I most emphatically deny that p ty will neces- 
sarily follow, and a recent illustration of this may be found in the Con- 
federate currency during the late rebellion. I may as well say nowas 
later on, in response to what we have heard in respect to the per capita 
amount of currency a Government should provide for its people {the 
amount in France and other countries has been referred to), that there 
should be an ample volume for the transaction of business, to regulate 
the rate of interest and value of property, and to facilitate itsexchange; 
but that amount must depend upon the habits and intelligence of a 
people, the banking facilities, public and individual confidence in cred- 
its, and the distribution of money throughout a country. 

If a people are ignorant they will hoard their money; if the banks 
are fewin number, concentrated, with or without the established credit, 
the latter case of course the most embarrassing; if there is meager in- 
formation of the financial strength of merchants and traders and an 
absence of facilities to obtain more or an indisposition to employ such 
facilities; or if the money is accumulated mainly at one point, and from 
that point distribution must be made for purchase, or other form of 
expenditure, an immense volume is required to create a sense of secu- 
rity and for remittance in trade in the exchange of commodities or the 
discharge of obligations. 

With the conditions I have stated favorable, as they are in this coun- 
try, a comparatively small amount is hoarded compared with our inter- 
nal trade and commerce. A smal lamount is at any one time in proc- 
ess of remittance or gas eee Checks, drafts, bills of lading, and 
postal orders are as much a part of our currency as the representative 
note of coin, gold, or silver. Investigations by the Comptroller of the 
Currency demonstrate that not less than 94 or 95 per cent. of our com- 
mercial transactions through the agencies of banks are represented by 
checks and drafts, and that the percentage of coin and paper money 
actually exchanged or paid is not more than 5 or 6 per cent. in the 
volume of their transactions. I do not urge this as against increasing 
the volume of currency, but to illustrate that the volume of currency 
required in France, where nearly if not all tho conditions I stated at 
the outset are less favorable than here, does not indicate the amount 
our people require. 

I will now attempt to fairly state the position of those people so often 
criticised in the Senate as ‘oppressors, usurers, and robbers of the 
poor.“ No doubt there was a profound sentiment among them in 
favor of retaining our national-bank currency, but sometime since the 
hope was abandoned and in its place they accepted as a solution of the 
currency question and now favor, as I believe, epee currency 
dollar for dollar upon the coinage value of gold and the bullion value 
of silver. It is recognized that of the two metals gold is the more 
valuable as a commodity, and for the purpose of disposing of this ques- ` 
tion it is absolutely inconsequential how it became so. e fact exists 
and must be accepted, and in our coinage ratio of 16 to 1 of gold it fol- 
lows that an agun purchasing power must be maintained—the silver 
with the gold dollar—or the latter will be retired from use. I do not 
suppose that any one contends that gold and silver dollars will be used 
side by side here, the one possessing 30 per cent., or the fraction even 
of 1 per cent., more purchasing or paying power than the other in the 
markets of the world. 

It has been charged that capital is in favor of contraction. I deny 
it. It is invested in business or in stocks, real estate, and securities 
dependent upon industrial property. The owners are opposed to con- 
traction and opposed to the free coinage of silver, believing that the 
silver dollar of 4124 grains would be less in its purchasing value than 
the gold dollar. Consequently the gold currency would be withdrawn 
from circulation, and to the extent of its volume, $680,000,000, for 
some time contracting the currency, and until exchanged for the less 
valuable silver with less purchasing power; they are opposed to either 
result. 

In my judgment there is a practical agreement, by those gentlemen 
who are here supposed to favor contraction, that the Government 
should purchase silver at its bullion value up to the extreme limit that 
the silver coined into dollars, in the ratio of 16 to 1 of gold, can be 
maintained at the equal value of gold coinage in purchasing and pay- 
ing power. They are in favor of buying for coinage and using as money 
for the basis of circulation all that we can use in commerce, and not 
drive out or retire gold from circulation. 

The proposition, as I have stated it, it seems to me, would be ac- 
cepted all our people if understood, and without any considerable 
disagreement. In addition to our own production of gold, it has been 
constantly coming to us from abroad for years in balances aggregating 
$108,000,000 in the last fifteen years. During that entire od and 
longer our exports of merc! se to foreign countries have in ex- 
cessof our imports. Neither gold nor silver will come to us from abroad, 
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except in exchange for commodities, including stocks, bonds, and other 
securities, and for investment in property here. Balances from trade 
in the markets of the world are settled in gold, and will be, however 
we may legislate upon this subject. The amount of our exportations 
in excess of our importations will be settled in gold. No one contem- 
plates an economic policy on the part of our Government, in view ot 
our vast natural resources, that can change the balance against us, and 
from that source there should be a continual inflow of gold here from 
abroad if we maintain the equality between our gold and silver dollars. 

Again, as long as the parity is maintained the foreign purchases of 
American securities and investment in American property and indus- 
tries—foreign investments here—will be in gold, and from that source 
the inflow will be increased. Who challenges that gold as the basis 
of circulation is not equally good with silver? In all the silver-stand- 
ard countries—I mean where the mints are open to the free coinage of 
all silver—there currency is at a discount with gold, and the inevita- 
ble result would be that so long as we were able under free coinage to 
maintain our coined silver nearer to the value of gold than elsewhere 
aspeculative movement would force foreign silver upon usin exchange 
for our gold coinage, rapidly displaciag it until at the same premium 
here as in the other silver countries. 

It is self-evident that holders of American gold would exchange it 
for silver, coined or uncoined, for coinage here if we opened our mints 
to free coinage, so long as the American silver dollar as compared with 
gold had a greater purchasing power here than with silver elsewhere, 
and it follows that gold would be forced from circulation; it would be 
inevitable; and in this discussion I am not aware that any advocate of 
free coinage has declared in favor of this effect, but it is impossible to 
disguise that this issue is fairly presented by the proposition for our 
free coinage of the world’s silver. The clamor, however, is for more 
money, not for poorer money; to increase the volume, not to impair 
its quality. The effect would be not to increase the volume immedi- 
ately at least—rather contraction—but when increased a prompt deg- 
radation in its purchasing and debt-paying power would follow. 

Who favors or will advocate the elimination of gold from our cur- 
rency? Since the organization of the United States Mint in 1799, to 
and including 1889, we have coined of gold $1,511,532,733, and $584,- 
543,528.20 of silver. From 1878 to and including 1889, our gold mines 
have yielded $419,875,000, and the commercial value of our silver pro- 
duction during the same period has been $483,030,000. In fifteen years 
we have imported, in exchange for property exported, or for securities 
and investment here, more than $108,000,000 in excess of exportations 
of gold. Why then would it be preferable that our domestic produc- 
tions of gold should be sent abroad or that the steady inflow should 
cease? And I desire here again to deny that the wealth of the country 
or our national banks oppose or that there is any considerable senti- 
ment, in Wall street even, asilvercurrency. Both are wanted, 
gold and silver, but the latter in that quantity only that will permit 
our retaining the other as money and as a circulating medium, 

If, sir, opening our mints to the free coinage of silver would increase 
and permanently maintain the value of the world’s silver equal to the 
value of gold in the ratio of our coinage (16 to 1) the objection to free 
coinage would cease, If any Senator in this discussion has openly pro- 
claimed his belief that it would I failed to hear him, and if there be 
one who did so, his expression of opinion was not justified by the facts 
and can not be established to the satisfaction of any unprejudiced 
investigator of the subject; but, assuming such a conclusion, one of 
the reasons for free coinage here fails, as the only effect upon the volume 
of the currency would be the possible exchange of a gold dollar for 
412} grains of foreign silver, for I suppose the world’s product of silver 
is practically all used as money somewhere or in the arts. 

t is a fact that must not be ignored in this discussion that trading 
nations—people of a higher and more general intelligence and farthest 
advanced in civilization—prefer gold for their currency, and if there 
be any disposition on their part to halt in this policy, I have not dis- 
covered it, It is true political writers have discussed the question 
and there has been some agitation abroad, but in governmental circles 
the abandoment of gold as a standard by the most advanced European 
nations does not receive serious consideration, and without their con- 
current action free coinage here would not raise silver to the gold 
standard. 

The Senator from Oregon alluded, in his remarks the other day, to 
: letter anlar by Ottomar Haupt, a French financier, and from which 

now read: 


Paris, April 26, 1890. 

Sır: Although I have not the honor of being personally known to you and 
even without ay introduction, I take the liberty of addressing you on a sub- 
ject with which I am thoroughly acquainted aad. which in point of fact forms 
for a long number of years my particular study, 

My name and my works are well known in the States; the American Govern- 
ment has for ever so long been a subscriber to my books, and the Directors of 
the Mint belong to my co mdence, At present lexchange letters with Mr, 
E. O. Leech, who, perhaps, will be good enough to explain matters further with 
regard to my knowledge about the question which I wish to bring before you, 
and which concerns the adoption of the silver bill in its present form. 

Allow me to say at once that Iam struck with surprise at the very idea that 
such a bill could ever become law in yourcountry. If this really were the case 
you would rouse the whole financial and commercial world 1 4 you: you 
would provocate hundreds and thousands of arbitrage operations and others 


are—all three together would break down in the course of time. How can yo 


oe invites offers for the sale of that money already on the 10th of Ma; 
next, 7 

Then there is Belgium. You know what will happen with the Latin Union 
whose dissolution, or, to be more correct, whose settlement of the silver ac- 
counts, is close at hand. Already at the end of this very 8 the three debtor 
countries, Belgium, Italy, and Greece, have to take back from France their de- 
preciated 5-franc pieces. 

As you of course know, the Dutch Chambers have long ago already placed a 
discretionary power to sell 25,000,000 florins in pieces of 2} florins, in the r 
of the minister of finance, who, as a matter of course, will seize the first oppor- 
tunity when you will raise the price of silver to sell you as much as he can. 

Butnow comes the principal point in the whole affair, which, strange to say, 
has not been touched by anybody, and which alone should dictate your policy 
with regard to silver, . 

I speak of Germany. You are fully aware of the fact timat this country stopped 
its sales of silver in 1878, when silver fell to about 50d. The loss was too heavy, 
they said at the time. But the thalers must be sold, as they have nothing more 
to do with the gold currency, and I myself have already scen the ministers and 
the leading persons of Governmentcircles in order to engage them to resume at 
once these sales when circumstances will permit it. This without doubt will 
be done, and then, say 450,000,000 marks of fine silver will come on the market. 

So you see, sir, that there are enormous quantities of the metal to sell at this 
present moment—millions and millions of dollars. 

I beg to say that your whole country, your currency, and your credit will be 
ruined when zon brave these evident, these palpable offers and sales, which will 
dome, nay, which yea themselves already this very day. 

Suppose the bill is adopted, what will the consequence be? You will have to 
buy and coin 4,500,000 fine ounces per month, or 54,000,000 ounces per year— 
$70,000,000, Your country will yield, say, $59,000,000, less $3,000,000 used in the 
arts—will leave $51,000,000. You will therefore have to buy abroad, say, $20,000,- 
000 against payment in gold. 

Last year you had already a balance of export of gold against you of $50,000,- 
000. 1 two years only go on in this way, you will lose twice $70,000, boo— 
$140,000,000 in gold—and gain on the other hand two years’ coinages at $70,000,- 
000—$140,000,000 in silver. 

I assume with others that your stock of gold is even $680,000,000 against 8430, 
000,000 in silver on the Ist of July, fractional currency included; two years 
hence you will have $540,000,000 in gold against $590,000,000 in silver, 

The commercial community of the whole world will look with suspicion on 
your manipulations. Silver can not, will not reach the old price at about 
(your coinage price); a free premium will be offered to all bankers of America 
and Europe to rell it “a bear” without the least danger. . 

The Indian parities of the exchange on London will never follow the price 
of the metal which you mean to dictate. Such confusion may arise of this state 
of things that silver may be called back from India and sold to America. 

Beware of exaggerations. Already the pees of silver to-day—48d, and $1.07 in 
New York—is out of question with regard to the Indian exchange, which ought 
to be accorded to this price nearly 1s. Gd. per rupee, while it stands at 1s. Sid. 

Pardon my addressing you such a letter; but T take the greatest interest in 
your country and wish to prove it. 


The accuracy of the foregoing statements is accepted by the commer- 
cial public, and, if true, they may well startle those who favor our free 
coinage of the world’s silver. Still they are not more serious than 
would be the speculative movements that would force silver upon us 
in the manner I have suggested. 

Commencing with May and ending with December, 1889, we lost 
$49,661,101 by exports of gold, bullion, and coin. The commercial 
people of the world are greedy for our gold, 

Mr. President, in the discussion of this question we have heard gloomy 
descriptions of oursituation at the present time, prophecies of the pros- 
perity and beneficent effect that would follow free coinage. In the 
past, prophecies of the effect of this or that economic policy have already 
been fulfilled, and national progress is marked by the wrecked reputa- 
tions of the careful observers who attempted to forecast the future, and 
I shall spend no time in respect to the, as I esteem them, wild asser- 
tions of what may be reasonably expected. 

A word, however, in respect to the financial condition of European and 
our own people, the progress being made, and the clamor that prosperity 
has been impeded. And first, I will call attention to some few facts 
that I have been able to collect in respect to Germany. The German 
Government has come in for its full share of criticism, and we might 
expect a revolution there as soon as the speeches we have heard had 
reached the German people if that highly intelligent, trading, and 
commercial people believed them. 

Between 1880 and 1887 the sugar product of Germany increased 64 
per cent., and her export of sugar increased 82 per cent.; heremployésin 
mining in the same period increased 21 per cent., and the product in pig 
and foundry iron increased in the same period 48 per cent.; the work- 
ers on her iron and steel in the period from 1875 to 1882 increased 22 
per cent. in number, and the product from manufactures of iron and 
steel increased from 1880 to 1888 26 per cent.; her total export trade 
from 1880 to 1888, inclusive, increased 26 per cent. in volume and 11 
per cent. in value; the tonnage of railroads from 1885 to 1887, both in- 
elusive, increased 10 per cent.; her water transportation in pa 
increased 16 per cent. and in tonnage 52 per cent. in the same 

The increase of her population from 1875 to 1885 was only 9.6 per 
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cent. Poor Germany, the demonetization of silver has evidently ruined 
her, crushing her industries, oppressing her people, and we may expect 
her to promptly follow our example—if we set one—of g to a 
silver standard. 

Let me invite your attention for a moment to our own industries, 
the manufacture of cottons, woolen goods, chemicals, paper, agricult- 
ural implements, lumber, flour, glass, iron, and steel, and ship-build- 
ing, the leading industries of our country. 

ese industries are so organized that their reports practically 
give us their condition now as compared with ten years ago. The 
estimated_ capital employed in 1890 is $1,784,740,082 as against 
$1,165,015,748 for 1880; the hands employed in 1890 are estimated at 
1,274,383 as against 844, 776 in 1880; there was paid in wages in 1880 
$256,795, 327, and itis estimated that $350,689, 508 will be paid in 1890; 
the value of material used in 1880 was $1,197,204,561, and the esti- 
mate for 1890 is $1,576,302,978; the value of the product in 1880, 
$1,774, 127,423, and the estimate for 1890 is $2,293,779, 228. 

n the last eight years the metallic products of the United States have 
increased $50,000,000 worth; and in what are known as non-metallic 
products the increase has been nearly $100,000,000. 

So far as one is able to estimate from the statistics that have been 
furnished by the leading industries, the reports of the Agricultural De- 
partment and those of the Geological Survey, the wealth per capita in 
this country has increased in the last decade to $1,000. From 1870 to 
1880 the increase was from $780 to $870. 

In the six cereal products (wheat, corn, rye, oats, barley, buckwheat), 
as reported by the statistician of the Department of Agriculture, there 
was an increase of 44.3 per cent. in the average annual production and 
of 30 per cent. in the average farm value of crops for the past nine years 
over that for the preceding ten years. 

The two decades preceding 1830, in t to material prosperity of 
our country, are without parallel in the history of the nations of the 
world. Theexpenditures by the General Government and by the States 
amounted to at least $9,000,000,000, not paid in exchange for property 
for the people or the development of the country, but to support armies 
in the field and prosecute a great civil war. Property of the value of 
$1,200,000,000 was destroyed in the seceding States, and for four years 
their productions, in those pursuits which create national and individ- 
ual wealth, were suspended. Nearly three millions of workers and pro- 
ducers were for three years called from our industries; nearly half a 
million of men were killed in the conflict, and a million more were dis- 
abled in various d The fanded national debt reached nearly 
$3,000,000,000. It been reduced to less than eight hundred mill- 
ions. The valuation of the property of the people in 1860 amounted 
to abont $16,000,000,000, including the value of the slaves; in 1870 to 
$30,000,000,000, and the slaves had been enfranchised; in 1880 to 
over $43, 000, 000, 000, and, as indicated from the returns from the largest 
industries of the country and the reports I have referred to, the last 
decade will show an increase in property and prosperity largely in ex- 
cess of either the two preceding it. 

It was asserted here the other day that our country was filled with 
idle men and unemployed labor. I deny it. Idleness is not enforced, 
and there is labor for all at remunerative rates. Annually for ten years 
over five hundred thousand immigrants have sought our country for 
employment, and with these yearly additions from abroad to our labor 
force there has not been any decrease in the rate of wages during that 
period. The immigrants find employment and continue to come. 

I have already given the increase in the number of those employed 
in our mechanical industries. The number engaged in agriculture is 
not so available. Their wages, however, are not fixed by organizations 
in that industry formed to regulate prices, but depend upon the law 
of supply and demand. The subject been investigated by the Ag- 
ricultural Department, through its regular correspondents and agents, 
and from which report I quote the following result: 

The average daily wages of the ordinary farm laborer in the State 
of New York in 1879 was 92 cents without board and 68 cents with 
board; in 1880, $1.21 without board and 90 cents with board; and for 
1890, $1.23 cents without board and 90 cents with board. 

In the State of Illinois in 1879 the same laborers received $1.01 
witbout board and 73 cents with board, and in 1890, $1.13 without 
board and 86 cents with board. 

In Iowa in 1879 the same laborers received $1.12 without board and 
80 cents with board, and in 1890, $1.23 without board and 95 cents 
with board. There has been no material change during the past ten 
years in the daily wages paid in that the greatest and the most impor- 
tant of all our industries, where, as I have stated, the demand abso- 
Iutely fixes the price without the intervention of organizations. In 
this connection permit me to add that the labor supply in the mechan- 
ical industries is recruited from immigration and farm laborers, with 
the result that relative wages for years have been established between 
the two, and there has been no decline in the value off arm labor, not- 
withstanding the price of the products of agriculture—or their farm 
value—is somewhat lower at the present time than in the preceding 
years. This depression has been dwelt upon as due to the contraction 
of currency and as an evidence that our industries are not prospering. 
But at this point I will eliminate agriculture from the discussion 


and confine myself to transportation, the mechanical or manufacturing 
ind , referring to agriculture again later. The lower rates of the 
one and the decreased values of the products of the others are in no 
sense an evidence that they are not prospering. Often has the fact 
been dwelt upon here in our tariff discussion that both were due to the 
increased tonnage of the one and the increased product of the other, 
aided by the improved machinery, methods, and management of both. 
The vast supply of manufactured products of this country, also con- 
tributed to the world’s supply, has forced down the price here and 
everywhere, but a smaller profit upon an increased volume of business 
has equally well compensated the labor and capital employed. What 
I have stated with reference to the condition of these leading industries 
of this country demonstrates that they have enjoyed as high or a higher 
degree of prosperity in this decade than in any preceding it. 

That the mechanical or manufacturing industries and transportation 
companies are prosperous is proved beyond dispute by the continued 
investment of capital in them, their growth and extension, and the in- 
crease of the labor they employ. 

Special mention, however, should be made of agriculture; and it 
must be borne in mind that the severity of competition, from the in- 
crease in the quantity produced, by the increased facilities for and the 
reduction in charges for transportation extending the area of supply 
and productive power of the world, now, as they always have, affect 
prices. Within ten years the agricultural acreage of this country has 
been extended 1,500,000 acres at least. Our various agricultural prod- 
ucts, including meat, for the past year were largely in excess of those 
of ten years ago, and above the relative increase in population; what I 
mean is that the production has advanced faster than the population 
has increased. 

South America grows more wheat than is required for her domestic 
consumption. This is true of Australasia; India has a surplus of from 
10 to 15 percent. Eastern Europe raises a surplus and Western Europe 
is practically the only market for all the surplus. 

The Suez Canal and the extension of the railroad systems in foreign 
countries have extended agriculture, largely increased its products and 
sharpened the competition with us, and a decline in price, it should be 
borne in mind, is never in the ratio of the increase in the product, but 
greater. Especially is this true if there is a surplus beyond the ordinary 
consumption; then the market will be supplied until the price there 
reaches very nearly if not exactly the cost of transportation from the 
point of actual production. It is proper to remark in this connection 
that the decline in the export price does not measure the decline in the 
farm value. have seen it stated by a careful statistician that the de- 
cline in the cost of transportation of a bushel of wheat from Chicago to 
New York within a few years twenty at the outside—has been nearly 
30 cents. 

It must also be borne in mind that this lessened cost of transporta- 
tion must first be deducted from the export price before it is any indi- 
cation of the price at the point of production. 

I do not desire it understood that I am opposed to any ex: on of 
our currency. Quite thecontrary; but I am opposed to any legislation 
that in my judgment would produce, as I believe the opening of our 
mints to the free coinage of the world’s silver would, an immediate 
contraction of our currency, for a period of time at least, and certainly 
until we were absolutely upon a silver basis. I am op to any 
policy that depreciates the standard value of our money below that 
which measures the commerce of the world. In time probably free 
coinage would substitute silver for our gold and inflate the currency 
to just the extent that the bullion value of silver is below that of gold; 
but that it will correspondingly increase the value of property has not 
been the experience of India, and whether that increase applied to our 
commercial transactions anu our vast possessions of property would to 
any considerable degree enhance domestic values is a question I do not 
care to discuss. I believe that it would disarrange business; from an 
expectation that it might advance prices unhealthy speculation would 
be promoted, the percentage of credits to the capital employed would 
be increased, and depression and bankruptcy would swiftly follow. 

So long as we trade with other nations gold will measure the value 
of the commodity in exchange or foreign commerce, and if the pur- 
chasing power of our money is decreased, to that extent the wages paid 
to the wage-earner all over the country, on the farm, in the shop and 
factory, and in transportation, would have less purchasing power; 
which would mean less compensation, and an increase in wages would 
eventually follow the first payment in the depreciated currency, and 
then all classes of proprietors, on farms and in factpries, and upon lines 
of transportation, would be compelled to pay for labor and for all their 
supplies and raw materials practically upon a gold basis at least. 

The ratesare now fairly adjusted to the capital employed, cost, market 
values, and profit, and for eight or ten years there has been little or no 
variation. Neither has there been any considerable variation within 
the same period in the price or value of food products, clothing, rents, 
etc., purchased by the workingmen or laborers; their living expenses, 
including the entire range of expenditures, have been unchanged or 
lowered. The effect of separation of gold and silver will be the same 
as between the two metals in Mexico, the Central and South American 
States, India, and other countries: less purchasing power, The strug- 
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gle to increase the wages of labor would be long and severely con- 
tested. Proprietors would hardly know the advance they could afford 
to pay for the advance in their price would be speculative, varying 
with the premium on gold. Labor, in justice, would be entitled to it 
because the depreciated or clipped dollar paid for wages would have 
less purchasing power. 

I favor most emphatically the maintaining of the highest rates of 
compensation for labor consistent with the ability of capital toemploy 
it; when that limit is passed, however, idleness of the one and loss to 
the other follow, and I deprecate an unnecessary struggle between the 
two forced by depreciation of the purchasing power of our money. In 
my judgment gold and silver can not approximate nearer than 20 per 
cent., and I doubt if nearer than at the present time; but call it 20 per 
cent., and you should contemplate eventually, after a long struggle, 
the addition of that amount to the present annual wages, now aggre- 
gating $1,156,399,537, without any increase in the value, and our in- 
dustries must adapt themselves to this new condition, for all must ac- 
cept the situation, Will they increase the price of their products? 
Will wheat command a higher price, or meat, or the fabrics we wear? 
I do not know. I have always believed prices depended upon produc- 
tion, improved methods of business, cheapened cost, and supply and 
demand. 


Who openly advocates here that this country would better enter upon 

tive changes that in the past—we are not without experience— 

have resulted only in financial embarrassment to the people and the 
country? 

We Introduce into our foreign commerce this element, that our mer- 
chants must buy gold with which to settle and pay for their importa- 
tions, each one for himself buying a foreign bill of exchange for remit- 
tance to his credit. The market values of goods in the markets of the 
world are measured, as I have said, by gold. And I do not hesitate to 
express the opinion that an element of fluctuation in price would be 
introduced prejudicial to our commerce and domestic trade, and dis- 
turbing manufacture here. - 

We would again encounter the experience of the years of the war 
and subsequently before resumption, when gold speculators raised com- 
mercial values from day to day, disturbing and oppressing all the pro- 
ductive industries. And all this is averted if we pursue a policy which 
will accumulate our national production of goldat home, together with 
the balances in our favor in the exchange of commodities and for securi- 
ties placed abroad and foreign investments here rather than use it for 
the purchase of more silver for our coinage. 

And in this consideration I must call attention to the effect upon our 
customs taxes or duties. They will be payable in silver. So long as 
that metal in the ratio of ourcoinage is at a parity with gold we main- 
tain the present measure of protection; when measured by the gold 
standard, if silver has depreciated, to just that extent you remove pro- 
tection. This may not disturb the other side of the Chamber, but it 
should and will solidify all in the North and South, East and West, who 
prefer protection of our industries rather than the unlimited coinage 
of silver by our Government against the measure. 

I do not urge that in opening our mints to the free coinage of the 
world’s silver all the errors are involyed that mark the era of specula- 
tion and the rise, decline, and fall of prices recited in Thiers’s Memoirs 
of John Law and the Mississippi Bubble, but attempting to depreciate 
the value of our money, and thus to inflate prices, is a great stride in 
that direction. 

But it is urged that no increase is proposed beyond the necessities of 
production and transportation in domestic trade and our foreign com- 
merce. Then there should not be anincrease in the volume of money 
so long as prosperity is not only maintained but increased; the wonder- 
ful progress in the last twenty years has been demonstrated, or if in any 
particular industry a temporary depression exists it is due to other than 
a contraction of the currency and to natural causes. Certainly there 
is no occasion to increase the currency to the danger edge of the evils I 
have referred, in an experiment to advance the price of silver. 

Mr. President, granting that our free coinage of the world’s silver 
would increase our currency to the extent of the gap between gold and 
silver, there would be substituted for our $680,000,000 a coinage value 
of $680, 000,000 worth of fine silver. Grant that the coinage value would 
be 30 per cent. in excess of the bullion value, and there would bea 
practical increase of our currency to just that amount. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Lou ereate a gap. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I agree that just to the extent that you create a 
gap between the two the free coinage of the world’s silver here eventu- 
ally would increase our currency. 

Mr. PLATT. It would take ten years to do it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose some way tan be found to get its repre- 
sentative out. Ifyou have the free coinage of silver it may be followed 
or accompanied by a provision that notes may be issued for that, for 
no one wants the metal dollar; all would prefer the paper money. 

Mr. PLATT. If it does not interrupt the Senator, let me suggest 
that to replace the gold by the coinage of silver would take some ten 
years at the present capacity of our mints. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do I understand the Senator from Connecticut to 


say that it can not be deposited in our mints and for its coinage value 
certificates issued which would be legal tenders? 

Mr. PLATT. That might be done. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The proposition of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] allows that. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from New York will indulge me just 
a moment, I will say that the opening of the mints to the free coinage 
of silver puts the silver in circulation. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. z 

Mr. TELLER. Under the amendment that I propose to offer, if a 
party prefers, instead of circulating the silver dollar, as he may, to cir- 
culate the certificate, he may do just what he does under the existing 
law. The suggestion that there is no way to get it out under free coin- 
age certainly indicates that whoever makes the suggestion has notstudied 
the question very carefully. 

Mr. HISCOCK.. Certainly. I agree entirely with the Senator from 
Colorado on that point. 

Mr. PLATT. He can not get it ont as coin. 3 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Connecticut will indulge me for 
a moment, let me ask whether he understands that when a man car- 
ries his gold to the mint he gets the identical coin, that is the gold, 
that he takes there? Not at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New York 
consent to these interruptions? . 

Mr. PLATT. Iwill answer that again. 

Mr. TELLER. I have refrained from interrupting the Senator from 
New York because he has a prepared speech. When he gets through, 
if he will allow me, I should like to ask him a few questions, but I do 
not like to doit when he is proceeding with his remarks. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ido not purpose to play the prophet or foretell the 
extent to which it would inflate prices, real-estate values in this country, 
and of all those products grown upon and mined from the earth and 
manufactured in our factories. Our national wealth is estimated at 
$1,000 per capita, or about sixty-five thousand million dollars. The ef- 
fect might be infinitesimal, except as influenced by speculatiops in gold, 
which we should be compelled to buy. This increase of our cu 
would not be distributed pro rata or per capita to the people, but to the 
holders of American gold who might exchange it for silver, and to the 
silver refiners of the American production, and it would bea long time 
before beneficial results would reach the owners of mortgaged farmsin 
Missouri and Kansas, either by the purchase of their property or loans 
of money to them by those gentlemen or corporations, Every dollar 
of the increase in the currency, through the only method by which it 
can be made, would be reduced to possession by those grasping, greedy 
capitalists and corporations, to whom so much time has been devoted 
in portraying their greed, rapacity, and oppressions. Every dollar of 
the inflated currency would first reach the pocket of the people who 
have the money now, and in the precise proportion of their holdings, > 

I favor the bill reported by the Committee on Finance, by the Sen- 
ator from Nevada, and bearing his name, and I can not but feel that he 
has made a great mistake in disowning his paternity of the measure. 
We can maintain our silver coinage under it, or the representative 
notes, at a parity with gold, because it will only make legal-tender 
money of about our domestic product of silver. It will not enforce the 
importation-of foreign silver to any considerable extent, if to any ex- 
tent whatever, and we will be able, as I trust and believe, to hold what - 
we already have and our fature productions of gold, and continue to ac- 
cumulate in the future as in the past from abroad. And compared 
with the free coinage of the world’s silver, our volume of currency will 
be increased in gold, on the basis of the last five years’ annual produc- 
tion, $33,000,000 a year; the average annual importation here for ten 
years has been about $18,000,000, and the notes representing silver will 
amount to $34,000,000, all aggregating $105,000,000 annually. Would 
it not be a large enough increase of our currency ? 

I do not here mention those causes that would decrease the volume 
of our national currency, for they apply equally to free coinage. 
tainly none of the disastrous effects that I believe I have feebly de- 
scribed would follow, and the difference between the volume of cur- 
rency as compared with that expected under free coinage is too inconse- 
quential, applied to our domestic and foreign trade, in the healthful 
inflation of prices, to tempt our Government to try that experiment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, if no Senator on the other side of 
the Chamber desires to address the Senate, I will avail myself of this op- 
3 though I did not intend to speak upon this question until a 

terstage, when we had some bill supported by somebody todebate. The 
bill that was reported from the Committee on Finance seems to me like 
an uneasy ghost, wandering without an owner or a father, without com- 
pass or without guide, with no one to call for a vote and no one to de- 
mand a solution of the difficult question with which it assumes to deal. 
Still, as I am compelled to be absent from the Senate Chamber on other 
important business of the Senate, I will avail myself of this oppor- 
tunity to say what I have to say rather than at some futuretime, when 
it may interfere more with the public business. 

I approach the discussion of this bill and the kindred bills and 
amendments pending in the two Houses with unaffected diffidence, No 
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problem is submitted to us of equal importance and difficulty. Our 
action will affect the value of all the property of the people of the 
United States, and the wages of labor of every kind, and our trade and 
commerce with all the world. In the consideration of such a question 
we should not be controlled by previous opinions or bound by local in- 
terests, but, with the lights of experience and full knowledge of all the 
complicated facts involved, give to thesubject the best judgment which 
imperfect human nature allows, With the wide diversity of opinion 
that prevails, each of us must make concessions in orderto secure such 
a measure as will accomplish the objects sought for without impairing 
the public credit or the general interests of our people. This is no 
time for visionary theories of political economy. We must deal with 
facts as we find them and not as we wish them. We must aim at re- 
sults based upon practical experience, for what has been probably will 
be. The best prophet of the future is the past. 

To know what measures ought to be adopted we should have a clear 
conception of what we wish toaccomplish. I believea majority of the 
Senate desire, first, to provide an increase of money to meet the increas- 
ing wants of our rapidly growing country and population and to supply 
the reduction in our circulation caused by the retiring of national-bank 
notes; second, toincrease the market value ofsilver, not only in theUnited 
States, but in the world, in the belief that this is essential to the suc- 

posed, and in the hope that our efforts will ad- 
vance silver to its legal ratio with gold, and induce the great commer- 
cial nations to join with us in maintaining the legal parity of the two 
metals or in agreeing with us in a new ratio of their relative value; 
and, third, to secure a genuine bimetallic standard, one that will not 
demonetize gold or cause it to be hoarded or exported, but that will es- 
tablish both gold and silver as standards of value, not only in the United 
States, but among all the civilized nations of the world. 

Believing that these are the chief objects aimed at by us all and 
that we differ only as to the best means to obtain them, I will discuss 
the pending propositions to test how far they tend, in my opinion, to 
promote or defeat these objects. 

And, fisst, as to the amount of currency necessary to meet the wants 
of the people. The paper money in actual circulation, which is the act- 
ive money in nearly domestic transactions in the United States, 
consisted of the following items on the Ist day of May, 1890: 


Legal-tender United States notes . . . .. ... . ... . „ $316, 881, 016 
Certificates of deposit. ies 000 


T 795, 

Gold certificates (less amount held in Treasury)... 134, 642, 839 
Silver certificates (less amount held in T. 292, 923, 343 
Old demand notes. 56, 442 
ional currency.. 6, 912, 549 
National-bank notes...... — 189,442,472 
l vonsonanhisc’ doch ea seshounoodes usbsephiesepsorpancepesvere tered sehen pesos 979, 453, 667 


The aggregate of $979,000,000 is subject to a reduction of notes lost 
or destroyed by the casualties of time, of which it is hard to make an 
estimate. The fractional currency and demand notes may be consid- 
ered as out of circulation, though a part of them will be presented for 
redemption. The gold and silver certificates, being of recent origin, 
may be counted as outstanding. The United States notes have been 
in circulation for twenty-seven years. The estimated loss, according 
to the present Treasurer of the United States, is about 2 per cent. 
The loss of bank-notes inures to the benefit of the United States and is 
estimated to equal or exceed that of United States notes. If these es- 
timates can be relied on, the volume of currency is diminished by lost 
notes about $12,000,000 leaving of paper money outstanding $967,- 
000, 


„000. 

But it must be remembered that, of the 8189, 000, 000 of national-bank 
notes outstanding, $60,521,556 is in process of redemption and cancel- 
lation, and that the same amount of lawful money is held inthe Treas- 
ury to redeem these notes. It is manifest that both sums should not 
be counted as in circulation, thus reducing the aggregate of paper cir- 
culation to 8907, 000, 000. To this must be added the gold and silver 
now in circulation. As to silver coin, it can bestated with substantial 
accuracy as follows: 

Standard silver dollars in circulation October 1, 1889... . . . . $57, 554,100 
Subsidiary silver coin in circulation October 1, 1889. . . . 52, 931,352 
110, 485, 452 


As to gold coin in circulation, the estimate of the Secretary of the 
Treasury at the same date, October 1, 1889, was $375,947,715 and his 
estimate of total circulation at that date was $1,405,018, 000. 

While some of these estimated items, especially that of gold in circu- 
lation, may be subject to many grains of allowance, it is reasonably 
certain that the current money in use in the United States is now about 
$1,400,000,000, In this sum I do not include the gold and silver coin 
in the ry represented by certificates in circulation. And it must 
be remembered that much of this sum of $1,400,000,000 is held in the 
Treasury and in banks as reserves required by law. 

Is this volume of current money sufficient for the foreign and do- 
mestic exchanges of the people of the United States? I concede that, 
by reason of the great extent of our country, its vast diversified pro- 
ductions, its increasing population, and the push and energy of our 
people, they need a 1 circulating medium than an equal number 
in an older and more densely populated country. But nowhere else 


are the substitutes for money better understood and in more general 


use. 

From a table for the first time compiled in the year 1881 from actual 
returns from all the national banks, it was ſound that the receipts of 
those banks upon a single day were 8295, 000, 000, while the receipts of 
the banks in New York and Chicago were more than one-half of that 
amount. These data also show that the proportion of gold coin re- 
ceived was less than 14 per cent.; of silver, less than one-fourth of 1 
per cent.; of paper money less than 5 per cent., and of checks and 
drafts about 95 per cent., while the proportion of the receipts of the 
banks in New York City was more than 98 per cent. in checks and 
drafts and less than 2 per cent. in coin and paper. If the daily 
receipts or payments of the banks of the country were to be made ex- 
clusively of gold and silver coin, the total coinage of the year, amount- 
ing to $60,000,000, which kept employed in its manufacture the whole 
force of the Mint of the country (consisting ot a small regiment of men) 
during the entire year, would be sufficient only to supply the banks of 
the country in making payments for one-third of a bank day, or one 
hour and forty minutes, so that the money of the country has very lit- 
tle proportion to the business of the country. 

The total amount of coin manufactured at the mints in a year, if 
used exclusively in making payments, would be exhausted by the na- 
tional banks of New York and Chicago in less than asingle day. The 
whole of the coin and currency of the country now in circulation, 
$1,400,000,000, would supply the national banks of the country, if 
their payments were made exclusively in coin and currency, for five 
days only. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


Table from report of the Comptroller of Currency for 1881, showing tolal 
reve and proportions of gold coin, silver coin, paper money, and checks 
and drafts. 


[In this table are shown, both for June 30 and for September 17, the propor- 
tions of gold coin, silver coin, paper money, and checks and drafts, including 
clearing-house certificates, to the total receipts in New York City, in the other 
reserve cities, andin banks elsewhere, separately, and also the same proportions 
for the United States.] 


June 30,1881, 


Localities. 


New York City....... 
Other reserve cities.. 
Banks elsewhere 


United States..... 


New York City. 48 | $165, 193, 347 
Other reserve cities.. 189 77,922,247 
Banks elsewhere. . 4,895 52,118, 185 


United States. . 2,132 | 295,233,779 


This table shows the proportions of money of different kinds, checks, 
drafts, ete., that are paid in the ordinary business of the country, show- 
ing that the actual circulation plays a very insignificant part in the 
business of this country. 

Besides, the use of banks and banking institutions of every grade 
and degree is more common in the United States than anywhere else. 
In every town of any importance in the United States there are banks 
of issue or banks of exchange or banking offices or savings- banks or in- 
stitutions of a similar character for the care and deposit of money in 
the transaction of monetary business, ter in number and in aggre- 
gate than all the institutions of the kind in Europe. Thus there has 
grown into the customs of the country the use of credit money in the form 
of drafts, checks, and certificates to a far greater extent than anywhere 
else, leaving money in circulation to transact only the smaller business 
of the country. 

The best way to test the sufficiency of this‘sum of 51, 400, 000, 000 to 
conduct the business of our country is to compare the volume of the 
currency to-day with that of former periods. In making this compar- 
ison I do not take a period before the war, when we had practically no 
national currency but ae and silver coin, and that in comparatively 
very small amounts. was at a time when a great party was dom- 
inant which denied the power of the United States to issue any form 
of paper money, and under the pretense of States’ rights crippled the 
Government of many of the essential rights of anation and left to the 
several States the imperial right to issue paper money through private 
corporations. It is a marvel that the country grew into such propor- 
tions with a currency so vicious, insecure, insufficient, and at times 
worthless as State-bank paper money. It did growin spite of it, but 
no student of American history would propose a recurrence to such a 
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policy. Our currency was then the worst existing in any commercial 
nation, but the necessities of the war and more liberal opinions as to 
the powers and functions of the National Government led to restrictions 
upon State paper money and the adoption of national paper money, 
which is now conceded by the most advanced nations as the best ever 

devised by man. 
Let us take a period when this national policy was well established. 
On the Ist of March, 1878, before resumption, and at the date of the 
of the silver act, the te currency in circulation was 8805, 


793,807, including $80,000,000 of gold, or $600,000,000 less than now, 
being $16.50 per capita, while now it is $22 per capita. 

On the Ist of October, 1880, after resumption and at a time of great 
r money in circulation, exclusive 
90, 430, 147, as follows: 


prosperity, the total amount of pa 
of that held in the Treasury, was 


United States notes... 
National-bank notes. 
Silver certificates... 
Gold certificates... 


690, 430, 147 


This included only $12,200,006 of silver certificates and $7,480,000 
ld certificates. Now we have $292,000,000 of silver certificates and 
134,000,000 gold certificates, but the national-bank circulation was 
then $344,505,427 and is now $189,000,000. 
Daring all this period the volume of money in actual circulation was 
2 I here present a table showing that each and every year 
to 


from 187 this year the enrreney of the country in actual circulation 
has been increasing year by year more than the population has in- 


creased. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator tell us how much it actually in- 
creased last year? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The statement 

Mr. TELLER. I challenge the statement that the Senator makes 
and 1 want him now to tell us. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know the Senator challenges everything, but I 
take this from the Treasury report, the highest authority we can quote 
in this country. Here is the table—— 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, [ will call his atten- 
tion to the fact that the Secretary’s report shows that the circulation 
increased last season less than $8,000,000, and that certainly does not 
bear out his statement that it has increased as fast as the population. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I do not think this way of interrupting an argu- 
ment a very good one, but I think the Senator is not correct. I have 
the statement here before me, and I will read it to him, although I did 


not intend to w: the Senate with going over all these figures. 
The increase each year, in the different kinds of money, is exhibited 
in the following table: 
The amount and kinds of money in actual circulation on certain dates from 
1878 to 1889. 
Total circula- Standard sil-| Subsidiar: 
on. Gold coin. | ver dollars. silver. 
$805,793, 807 | $82,530,163 . . . .. $53, 573, 833 
862, 579, 754 $11, 074,230 54, 083, 747 
022, 033, 685 22, 914, 075 48, 368, 543 
147, 892, 435 82, 230, 038 47, 859, 327 
188, 752, 363 . 33,801, 231 47, 153, 750 
236, 650, 032 89, 783, 527 48, 170, 263 
261, 569, 924 40, 322, 042 45, 344,717 
286, 630, 871 45, 275,710 51, 328, 206 
264, 889, 561 60, 170, 798 48, 176, 838 
353, 485, 690 60, 614, 524 50, 414, 706 
834, 340, 280 57, 959, 356 52, 020, 975 
405, 018, 000 57, 554, 100 52, 931, 352 
Gold certifi- United States | National- 
tes, notes.“ bank notes. 
$44, 364, 100 $311, 436,971 | $3 740 
14, 843, 200 827, 747, 762 2 — 938 
7, 480, 100 $29,417,403 | 340,329,453 
5, 239, 820 327,655,884 | 354, 199, 540 
4, 907, 440 $25,272,858 | 356,060, 348 
55, 014, HO 321,356,596 | 347,324, 961 
87, 389, 660 825,786,143 | 324,750,271 
118, 137, 790 318,736,634 | 311,227,025 
$4, 691, 807 310,161,935 | 301, 406,477 
97, 934, 683 329,070,804 | 269, 955, 257 
134, 838, 190 306,052,053 | 237,578, 240 
116, 675, 349 $25,510,758 | 199,779, 011 


* Includes outstanding clearing-house certificates of the act of June 8, 1872. 


Mr. President, this is the best information we can have, and if we 
can notrely upon the official reports of the officers of the Government, 
what can we rely upon? What newspaper scrap should be brought 
here to face down figures like these? ’ 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio yield ? 


Mr. SHERMAN. I do not like to yield and I do not like to refuse. 
$ mre TELLER. Ido not want that statement to go out uncontra- 

icted. 2 

Mr.SHERMAN. Since the Senator takes it in that way, I will go on. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well; I will contradict it by the record when 
the Senator gets through. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is a great deal better, and it is a much more 
orderly way of proceeding in the Senate. i 

It is a fact that there has been a constant increase of currency. It 
is a fact which must be constantly borne in mind. If any evils now 
exist such as have been so otten stated, such as falling prices, in 
mortgages, contentions between capital and labor, decreasing value of 
silver, increased relative value of gold, they must be attributed to 
some other cause than our insufficient supply of circulation, for not 
only has the circulation increased in these twelve years 80 per cent., 
while our population has only increased 36 per cent., but it has all 
been maintained at the gold standard, which, it is plain, has been 
greatly advanced in purchasing power. If the value ot money is tested 
by its amount, by numerals, according to the favorite theory of theSen- 
ator from Nevada [Mr. Jones], then surely we ought to be on the 
high road of prosperity, for these numerals have increased in twelve 
years from $805,000,000 to $1,405,000,000 in October last and to 
$1,420,000,000 on the Ist of this month. This single fact disposes of 
the claim that insufficient currency is the cause of the woes, real and 
imaginary, that have been depicted, and compels us to look to other 
causes for the evils complained of. 

IT admit that prices for agricultural productions have been abnor- 
mally low and that the farmers of the United States have suffered greatly 
from this cause. But this depression of prices is easily accounted for 
by the greatly increased amount of agricultural production, the won- 
derful development of agricultural implements, the opening of vast 
regions of new and fertile fields in the West, the reduced cost of trans- 
portation, the doubling of the miles of railroads, and the quadrupling 
capacity of railroads and steam-boats for transportation, and the new- 
fangled forms of trusts and combinations which monopolize nearly all 
the productions of the farms and workshops of our country, redacing 
the price to the producer and in some cases increasing the cost to the 
gonsumer. All these causes co-operate to reduce prices of farm prod- > 
ucts. No one of them can be traced to an insufficient currency, now 
larger in amount in proportion to population than ever before in our 
history. 

But to these causes of a domestic character must be added others, 
over which we have no control. The same wonderful development of 
industry has been going on in other parts of the globe. In Russia, es- 
pecially in Southern Russa, vast regions have been opened to the com- 
merce of the world. Railroads have been built, mines have been opened, 
exhaustless supplies of petroleum have been found, and all these are 
competitors with us in supplying the wants of Europe for food, metals, 
heat, and light. India,with its teeming millions of poorly paid labor- 
ers, is competing with our farmers, and their products are transported 
to market over thousands of miles of railroads constructed by English 
capital or by swift steamers through the Red Sea and the Suez Canal, 
reaching directly the people of Europe whom we formerly supplied with 
food. No wonder, then, that our agriculture is depr by low prices, 
caused by competition by new rivals and agencies. 

Any one who can overlook these causes and attribute low prices toa 
want of domestic currency, that has increased and is increasing con- 
tinually, must be blind to the great forces thatin recent times through- 
out the world are tending by improved methods and modern inven- 
tions to lessen the prices of all commodities. A surplus of a very 
small percentage of an article that will perish within a year, as a mat- 
ter of course, depreciates the value of the whole stock on hand. It is 
very unlike the effect upon an article of permanent and enduring value 
like the metals. The reasons why the products of labor have cheap- 
ened in price are thus forcibly stated by C. P. Williams in a recent 
number of Rhodes’s Journal of Banking: 

The ad in th f labo: that gold h t fated. And 
dhe wages o€ labor have advanced ab the some Cann that tia TOONAMI of labor 
have cheapened in price. Why, the t half century, and more particularly 
the quarter century, has revolutionized commerce and production: tan 
by inventions and machinery and steam power in aid of productiveness of 
human labor; second, by steam-ships taking the place of sails on all the lines 
of ocean commerce, shortening the time of the vo; and cheapening the cost 
of transportation and commercial intercourse; third, by the net-work of rail- 
ways through all the more prdégressive countries, diminishing the cost of in- 
ternal transportation and intercourse to one-fourth the former cost in both time 
and money; fourth, in belting both the continents and the seas with the tele- 
graph, by which we have at our breakfast-tables the news of yesterday from 
the most distant corners of the earth, formerly taking six mon to reach us; 
fifth, by our improved method of exchanges, lessening by three-fourths ge 
actual quantity of money—gold and silyer—used by commerce, and t y 
lessening its cost. 

These improvements, the result of advanced civilization and of fertile inven- 
tion, are recognized by all intelligent economists and statesmen as fully ac- 
counting for the cheapened prices of commodities, while human labor advances 
in its reward,and gold as well as silver depreciates in value, As Mulhall, the 
English statistician, says: It would be monstrous if prices remained the same 
e of eee transport, improved machinery, and all the effects of scien- 
5 The emer will really see, in view of this recital, how his interests are affected. 
Tf his products are somewhat reduced in value, soare all articles of his consump- 
tion-cheapened in still greater ratio. 
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A rapid or unexpected full or risein prices of agricultural productions 
is not a new experience in our country or in other countries in the 
world. Nothing is more uncertain in price than the perishable articles 
which form the common food of ind. In my own experience I 
have seen the price of wheat fall in Ohio as low as 50 cents and rise 
to $2 without any apparent appreciation or diminution of the cur- 
rency. Some fifty years ago a very popular and excellent man was a 
candidate for the Legislature in Ohio and his election was supposed to 
be assured, but an advertisement was found in a local paper of some 
twenty or thirty years before that time, in which he, as a miller, offered 
to pay 30 cents a bushel for wheat in cash. This ofter was thought so 
illiberal that the candidate was easily beaten, although when the facts 
were known it was shown that he offered to pay the market price, 30 
cents, in cash, while all other bidders would only give 30 cents instore 


pay. 
These fluctuations depend upon the law of supply and demand, in- 
- volving facts too numerous to state, but rarely depending on the vol- 
ume of money in circulation. An increase of currency can have no 
effect to advance prices unless we cheapen and degrade it by making 
it less valuable; and if that is the intention now, the direct and honest 
way is to put fewer grains of gold or silver in our dollar. This was 
the old way, by clipping the coin, adding base metal. 

If we want a cheaper dollar we have the clear constitutional right 
to put in it 15 grains of gold instead of 23, or 300 grains of silver in- 
stead of 412}, but you have no power to say how many bushels of wheat 
the new dollar shall buy. You can, if you choose, cheapen the dollar 
under your power to coin money and thus enable a debtor to pay his 
debts with fewer grains of silver or gold under the pretext that gold or 
silver has risen in value, but in this way you would destroy all forms 
of credit and make it impossible for nations or individuals to borrow 
money for a period of time. It is a species of repudiation. 

The best standard of value is one that measures for the longest period 
its equivalent in other products, Its relative value may vary from time 
to time. If it falls, the creditor loses; if it increases, the debtor loses; 
and these changes are the chances of all trade and commerce and all 
loaning and borrowing. The duty of the Government is performed 
when it coins money and provides convenient credit representatives of 
coin, The pur g power of money for other commodities 
upon std ri conditions over which the Government has no control. 
Even its power to dene a money has been denied until recently, 
but this may be consid as settled by the recent decisions of the 
Supreme Court in the legal-tender cases. All that Congress ought to 
do is to provide a sufficient amount of money, either of coin or its 

uivalent of paper money, to meet the current wants of business. 

it has done in the twelve years last passed at a ratio of increase 
far in excess of any in our previous history. 

Surely, if an abundance of good money constantly increasing in vol- 
ume, all equal to gold, is the elixir of life in our trade and commerce 
and should bring prosperity to our people and good prices and good 
markets for our farmers, now would be the good time come; but ex- 
poenos has shown that ihe prices have fallen as our currency increased, 

or can it be said that industries are idle or that the country has not 
reasonably prospered in general growth and 8 

Still it is apparent that there is a general feeling in the country that 
Congress ought to provide for additional circulation, or, at least, supply 
a substitute for the national-bank notes being rapidly retired. The 
sole cause of this retirement is the payment by the United States of its 
bonds held as security for the notes of national banks. Congress has 
repeatedly refused to allow these banks to issue notes to the amount 
of the real value of the bonds deposited, or even to their face value, 
and has steadily shown its opposition to the system of national banks 
by refusing to pass any measure of relief, however just and meritorious, 
80 = the friends of the national-bank system feel that its end is near 
at han 

The 43 per cent. bonds, amounting to $112,521,250, will mature next 
year, and the 4 per cent. bonds, amounting to $606,551,000, will mature 
in 1907 and be paid, leaving no basis for the national-bank system, and 
there is no disposition on part of Congress to prescribe any other 
security for circulating bank notes. We must then legislate in view 
of the fact that the $60,000,000 of national-bank notes now outstand- 
ing and secured by a deposit of lawful money must soon be paid off, 
that the circulating notes based upon 4% per cent. bonds will probably 
be retired within a year, and that the balance of the circulating notes, 
amounting on April 30 to $128,920,916 will be retired prior to 1907. 
This fact alone compels us to provide for some substitute for these cir- 
culating notes. 

Under the law of February, 1578, the purchase of $2,000,000 worth 
#silver bullion a month has by coinage produced annually an average 
of nearly $3,000,000 a month for a period of twelve years, but this 
amount, in view of the retirement of the bank notes, will not increase 
our currency in proportion to our increasing population. If our pres- 
ent currency is estimated at $1,400,000,000 and our population is in- 
creasing at the ratio of 3 per cent. per annum, it would require $42,- 
000,000 increased circulation each year to keep pace with the increase 
8 but as the increase of population is accompanied by a 

l greater ratio of increase of wealth and business, it was thought 


that an immediate increase of circulation might be obtained by larger 
purchases of silver bullion to an amount sufficient to make good the re- 
tirement of bank notes and keep pace with the growth of population, 
Assuming that $54,000,000 a year of additional circulation is needed 
upon this basis, that amount is provided for in this bill by the issue of 
Treasury notes in exchange for bullion at the market price. I see no 
objection to this proposition, but believe that Treasury notes based 
upon silver bullion purchased in this way will be as safe a foundation 
for paper money as can be conceived. 

Experience shows that silver coin will not circulate to any consider- 
able amount. Only about one silver dollar to each inhabitant is main- 
tained in circulation with all the efforts made by the Treasury Depart- 
ment, but silver certificates, the representatives of this coin, cur- 
rent without question and are maintained at par in gold by feig re- 
ceived by the Government for all purposes and redeemed if called for. I 
do not fear to give to these notes every sanction and value that the United 
States can confer. I do not object to their being made a legal tender 
for all debts, public or private. I believe that if they are to be issned 
they ought to be issued as money, with all the sanction and authority 
that the Government can possibly confer. While I believe the amount 
to be issued is ter than is necessary, yet in view of the retirement of 
bank notes I yielded my objections to the increase beyond $4,000,000. 
As an expedient to provide increased circulation it is far erable to 
free coinage of silver or any proposition that has been made to provide 
some other security than United States bonds for bank circulation. I 
believe it will accomplish the first object proposed, a gradual and steady 
increase of the current money of the country. 

But this measure can be greatly aided by a proper treatment of the 
national banks. These banks have fully met all expectations, They 
have fiirnished circulating notes without cost and without loss to the 
Government or people of the United States. The total tax collected 
from the national banks up to July 1, 1889, amounted to $7,855,- 
887.74 on capital, $60,940,067.16 on deposits, and $68,868,180.67 on 
circulation, making a total of $137,664,135.57, besides full taxes to the 
States and cities and towns where located. Nosystem of banking has 
ever been more successtul. It is distributed through all parts of the 
country, is free and open to all without limit. Its strength is in United 
States bonds d as security for the notes, its weakness is in the 
rapid payment of these bonds and the difficulty of finding a proper 
substitute. But surely while these bonds are outstanding they ought 
to be accepted as security for theirface value. Thisalone would check 
the retirement of bank notes and probably increase their issue. And 
yet it is those who demand more money“ that resist so plain a 
remedy. 

And there is still another measure of relief against a contraction of 
the currency. Under the present law national banks, compelled by 
the payment of their bonds to retire their circulation, must deposit in 
the Treasury notes equal in amount to the bank notes to be retired. 
The United States then assumes the payment of the bank notes when 
presented, but, as the law now stands, must retain the United States 
notes held in the Treasury for that purpose. This is a direct and im- 
mediate contraction of the currency. To avoid this I propose that these 
United States notes shall be covered into the Treasury, but be paid out 
on the public debt or for other purposes, and thus be restored to circu- 
lation. The bank notes will continue in circulation until presented to 
the Treasury for redemption. They will become in legal effect United 
States notes and will only be presented for payment when unfit for use. 
The same process will apply to the remaining bank circulation when 
and as it is surrendered by the banks. 

These two measures will be effective to stop the contraction of the 
eurrency. This would delay and me the further retirement of 
bank currency until 1907, when the policy of basing Treasury notes 
upon gold and silver bullion will be proven to be eithera success or a 
failure. If Senators really desire to secure more money, good money, 
based upon gold and silver coin and bullion, they can secure it without 
the hazard of the dangerous experiment of the free coinage of silver 
and of detaching the United States from the standards of value recog- 
nized by the principal commercial, civilized, and christian nations of 
the world. 

I have thus stated my view of the best mode to provide fora gradual 
increase of money for circulation and to provide a substitute for na- 
tional-bank notes retired when and as the bonds of the United States 
are retired. 

And now, Mr. President, I come to the second object of desire, to in- 
crease the market value of silver, not only in the United States, but in 
the world, in the belief that this is essential to the success of any meas- 
ure pro and in the hope that our efforts will advance silver to 
its 1 ratio with gold and induce the great commercial nations to 
join with us in maintaining the legal parity of the two metals or in 
agreeing with us in a new ratio of their relative value. 

To decide how this can be done we must know the precise legal status 
of silver, how it was affected by the acts of 1834 and 1853 and the 
coinage act of 1873. After the suspension of the coinage of the silver 
dollar in 1805 fractional silver coins and also gold coins were issued 
from the mints; but as gold, by being undervalued, was drawn from 
our country, silver and foreign coin were the only coin 
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in circulation. One ounce of gold was worth more than 15 ounces of 
silver, and therefore gold went to countries where it would buy 154 
ounces of silver. To avoid this and to invite gold to our country, the 
acts of 1834 and 1837 changed the ratio so that 1 ounce of gold was 
rated at 16 ounces of silver. This was a mistake in the opposite di- 
rection, for 16 ounces of silver were worth more in Europe than 1 ounce 
of gold, and silver disappeared from the United States and gold be- 
came our only coin. 

To meet this difficulty and to secure the use of both metals, Con- 

by the act of 1853, following the example of England, provided 
or a coinage of fractional silver containing less grains of silver and a 
legal tender for only $5, and thus silver and gold—gold as the stand- 
ard and silver as subsidiary—were the coin of our country. Thesilver 
dollar had disappeared long years before. - None were to be found ex- 
cept as curiosities. Only 88,045, 838 had been coined from 1793 up to 
1873, or less than three months’ coinage under the present law. Un- 
der these conditions we entered upon the civil war, when gold and sil- 
ver alike disappeared from our currency. Paper money alone, from 
the 1 cent stamp to the $5,000 United States note, was then our do- 
mestic currency. We exacted gold for duties on imported goods to en- 
able us to maintain the credit of our bonds. It did not circulate, but 
was a commodity at a premium for seventeen years until resumption. 
We heard nothing in Congress of coinage until the abortive effort to 
devise an international coin asa medium of exchanges between na- 
tions, a gold coin that would be the exact equivalent of £1, or $5, or 
25 francs. 

This was at the Paris conference in 1867, and my letter in support ot 
it was quoted in this debate. I stand by that letter, every word of it. 
At that time it expressed the almost universal desire of our people, it 
was approved by the Paris conference, and would have been se BS) 
by the leading commercial nations but for the refusal of Great Britain 
to make the slight change requisite in her pound sterling. It is now 
the hope and expectation of the leading scientists of the world and will 
be the first step of the first successful international monetary confer- 
ence—an international coin which will contain so many grains of gold 
and be the exact equivalent of 25 frances, $5, £1, so that with this in- 
ternational coin a man may travel everywhere. That was only de- 
feated by the narrow idea of the British Government, who refused to 
change their pound sterling in intrinsic value from 484 to 479 anda 
fraction, and they declined to do it. It did not deal with or affect the 
silver question at all. 

The next we heard of coins and coi was in a report from the 
Secretary of the Treasury on the 25th of April, 1870, transmitting the 
bill now known as the coinage act of February 12, 1873, which is here 
before me. This bill was, on its face, a revision of all the laws relat- 
ing to the Mint and coinage ofthe United States. It stated what coins 
of gold and silver and what minor coins should be coined, and of what 
metal composed. It dropped from the coins of the United States the 
silver dollar of 412} grains. And now we are told that this coin was 
ARESE eee dropped, that a conspiracy existed to deprive the coun- 
try of one-half of its money with a view to increase the value of the 
remainder. 

I mean now to place upon the record proofs so absolutely conclusive 
that this is a false cry that if any man hereafter repeats it in the Sen- 
ate and the House the evidence of the falsehood will stare him in the face. 

What was the silver dollar that was said to be demonetized surre 
titiously by this act? To some men it is a kind of fetich, made ano 
ject of superstitious worship which it is sacrilegious to disturb. It 
was a coin authorized by the act of April 2, 1792, containing 416 grains 
of standard silver, afterwards reduced to 412} or 371} ins of pure 
silver. It was based upon the ratio of 15 to 1, admitted from the be- 
ginning to be incorrect. There were coined of these dollars prior to 

1,439,517, or about one-half of one month’s coinage of the silver 
dollar now. President Jefferson then suspended their coinage, È 
Campbell P. White, in an appendix to his famous report, upon which 
the act of 1834 was founded, transmits a letter from Samuel Moore, 
Director of the Mint at Philadelphia, under date of May 25, 1832, in 
which he says: 

The President, in 1805, interposed more efficiently by directing that the coin- 
age of dollars should be suspended at the Mint; this remedy met the particular 


exigence. The Chinese, through udice, undervalued the dollar; the lower 
denominations they refused. an 


Mr. J. K. Upton, in his book, Money in Politics, says: 

The silver was now (1805) the unquestioned unit of account, and in this coin 
all contracts calling for dollars could be satisfied. Mr. Jefferson, who was then 
President, had favorably indorsed the ratio of 1 to 15 proposed by Mr. Hamil- 
ton and adopted in the coinage act of 1792. He believed that both metals 
could and would cireulate side by side under the relations fixed by that act. 
He desired that fold should circulate as well as silver, and, to prevent the ex- 
pulsion of gold, he peremptorily ordered the Mint to discontinue the co of 

. the silver dollar, and 8 and the country seemed to have app: his 
action, although taken out authority, if not in direct violation, of law. To 
the effect of this executive interference is probably due the fact that from 1806 
to 1836 no silver dollars were coined. 


So this dollar so anxiously sought for was demonetized by Mr. Jef- 
ferson, who was familiar with the history of its coinage, and that con- 
tinued practically until our civil war, as I shall presently show. Not 
one d of this coin was issued from its on by Mr. Jefferson 
until after the passage of the act of 1834, and only $1,300 prior to 1840. 


From that time until the approach of the civil war the issue was com- 
paratively insignificant, varying yearly from $1,100 to $184,000, the 
highest amount in any one year. Yet during this period, from 1805 to 
1860, over $100,000, 000 of fractional silver coins were issued and in cir- 
culation, all of which was demonetized in the general sense from 1834, 
being a legal tender for only $5. The silver dollar had fallen into des- 
netude. As the war approached and until 1873, about 5,000,000 
silver dollars were coined, solely for exportation to China and Japan, 
but none of them entered into circulation. Many of us never, prior to 
1878, saw a silver dollar. It was an image of the past, lost to sight 
and memory, conceived by Hamilton, suspended by Jefferson, and ig- 
nored by two generations except as a convenience for the exportation 
of silver bullion. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Allow me to say one word. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. j 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Ihave not known that those who advo- 
cated the recoinage of silver insist that a particular species of coin 
shall be coined at the mint. I ask the Senator how many gold dollars 
have been coined? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have given the amount of gold. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. But I ask him to state the amount of gold 
dollars, not the amount of ten-dollar pieces. I want tosay right here 
that up to and including 1846 there was more full legal-tender silver 
money coined than gold, and that it was not the silver dollar that the 
silver men were insisting upon coining, but silver money with full legal- 
tender functions, whether in the form of half-dollars or quarter-dollars 
or any other kind of silver coin; that it was half-dollars, the more con- 
venient coin, that were coined, and not the dollar piece. It is of no con- 
sequence whether it was a dollar piece or a half-dollar piece that was 
coined, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will come to that in a moment. The half-dol- 
lar was never coined except as a subsidary coin and it was only a legal 
tender ral $1. The half-dollar since 1853 has only been a legal ten- 
der for $1. z 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Iam speaking of the fact that from the 
foundation of the Government up to and including 1846 more legal- 
tender silver money was coined than gold in this country. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me just one moment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill say, as I said to the Senator from Colorado, 
that I do not like to refuse and I do not like to consent. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I only want to occupy one moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio yield? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will hear the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think a false impression has been given gener- 
ally as to the action of Thomas Jefterson, referred to by the Senator from 
Ohio. There was not a general suspension of silver coinage, only the 
silver dollar, not the suspension of silver entirely. The Senator surely 
does not mean to convey the impression that Jefferson’s action related 
to anything more than the suspension of the coinage of the silver dol- 
lar, not to the half dollars or any other silver? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The dollar I am talking about altogether. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And the other coins were all legal tender? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am talking about the dollar of the fathers. 

I will repeat the sentence that was broken by the interruption of my 
friend from Nevada. This policy was an image of the past, lost to 
sight and memory, conceived by Hamilton, suspended by Jefferson, 
and ignored by two generations except as a convenience for the ex- 
portation of silver bullion. 

No wonder that the Senator from Nevada did not know that the sil- 
ver dollar was demonetized. . The wonder is that he knew of its ex- 
istence. The revisers of the United States statutes were oblivious to 
it, for, while the act of 1873 dropped it from coinage and forbade its 
issue from the mints, that act did not take from the silver dollars, if 
in existence, their legal-tender quality. While. the whole mass of frac- 
tional silver coins issued under the act of 1853 had been for nineteen 
years a legal tender only for $5, the silver dollar was among the people 
an unknown coin. 

But it is not the legal qualities of thesilver dollar I have to deal with, 
but it is the imputation that itwas dropped from our coinage surrepti- 
tiously, done by stealth, unlawfully; this is the charge that I repel. I 
was chairman of the Committee on Finance when the act of 1873 was 
considered and passed. My associates in 1871 were Senators JUSTIN 
S. MORRILL, George H. Williams, Alexander G. Cattell, Willard Warner, 
Reuben E. Fenton, and Thomas F. Bayard. The Committee on Coin- 
age of the House, having charge of the bill, consisted of Messrs. William 
D. Kelley, Samuel Hooper, John Hill, Noah Davis, Peter W. Strader, 
and John A. Griswold. What motive could we have for such a cow- 
ardly, disgraceful proceeding? On the 25th of April 1870, when the 
bill was sent to us by the Secretary of the Treasury, the silver dollar 
was worth $1.0312 in gold in the markets of the world. This was be- 
fore Germany had sold her silver and adopted the gold standard, be- 
fore the slightest sigu of the depreciation of silver. Could we so far 
foresee the future? 
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But I will not leave this matter to argument or inference, The bill 
on its face shows that it was a bill revising all the laws relating to mints 
and coinage. In the bill sent to us on the 25th of April, 1870, the sil- 
ver dollar was omitted and its further issue prohibited. Here isa copy 
of the bill sent to us with the report. [Exhibiting.] I will read the 
fifteenth section. The fourteenth section provides the weight of the 
double eagle, ete., giving the weight of the gold coins. The fifteenth 
section was as follows: 

Sec. 15, And be it further enacted, That, of the silver coins, the weight of the 
half-dollar, or piece of 50 cents, shall be 192 grains, and that of the quarter-dollar 
and dime shall be, respectively, one-half and one-fifth of the weight of said half- 
dollar; that the silver coin issued in conformity with the above section shall be 
a legal tender in any one payment of debts for all sums less than $1. 

That is, for all sums less than 81. Then here is section 18, just 
following it: 

Sec, 18. And be it further enacted, That no coins, either of gold, silver, or minor 
coinage, shall hereafter be issued from the mint other than those of the denomi- 
nations, standards, and weights herein set forth. ` 

Not only was the silver dollar omitted, but there was an express pro- 
vision that no other coin except those mentioned should be issued from 
the mint. So not only were the names of the coins designated, their 
weight and measure fixed, but all others were prohibited by the law of 
1873 and on the face of the bill. That bill was sent to us here at the 
time when the silver dollar was demonetized. 

With the letter of the Secretary of the 25th ot April, 1870, Mr. Knox, 
under a conspicuous, large-typed heading—‘‘ SILVER DOLLAR; ITS DIS- 
CONTINUANCE AS A STANDARD’’—says: 


The coinage of the silver-dollar piece, the history of which is here given, is 
discontinued in the vy Pete bill. It is by law the dollar unit, and, assuming 
the value of gold to bo fteen and one-half times that of silver, being about the 
mean ratio for the past six years, is worth in gold a premium of about 3 per 
cent. (its value being $1.0312), and intrinsically more than 7 per cent. premium 
in our other silver coins, its value thus petag ee 

The present laws consequently authorize both a gold-dollar unit and a silver- 
dollar unit, differing from each other in intrinsic value. The present gold-dol- 
lar piece is made the dollar unit in the proposed bill, and the silver-do piece 
is discontinued, 

What can be clearer than that? That message was sent to us. 

Mr. DAWES. Did that ee the bill? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Certainly. Here is the document. 


If, however, such a coin is authorized it should be issued only as a commer- 
cial dollar, not as a standard unit of 3 and of the exact value of a Mex- 
ican dollar, which is the favorite for circulation in China and Japan and other 
Oriental countries, 

This bill was not acted upon in the Senate until the next session of 
Congress. Inthe meantime a copy of it was sent to all the experts in 
the United States. The bill sent to them included among the silver 
coins a dollar of 384 grains instead of the old dollar of 4124 grains, 
thus not only dropping out the old dollar, but substituting a token 
dollar not a legal tender. The replies were sent to the House of Rep- 
resentatives in obedience to a resolution of the House on the 25th of 
June, 1870. 

I have, then, here before me a voluminous report of Mr. Boutwell, 
the Secretary of the Treasury, of 100 printed pages. It contains a full 
statement of the objects of the bill, the necessity for the i re- 
vision, with reports, among others, from Robert Patterson, F. Peale, H. 
R. Linderman, James Ross Snowden, G. F. Dunning, and E. B. Elliot, 
all of them known as scientific experts and the principal officers of the 
mints and assay offices. Each of them discussed the provisions of the bill. 

The necessity for the revision of the coinage law was admitted on all 
hands. It had been recommended by Secretary Chase and his assist- 
ant, Mr. H. m, by Secretary McCulloch and his assistant, Mr. 
Chandler, now a member of the Senate. There had been no codifi- 
cation of the mint laws for thirty-five years. The different acts of Con- 
gress in reference to the service were scattered through all the various 
volumes of the statutes. The English Government had recently re- 
vised its mint laws, introducing important reforms, The ‘‘coinage act 
of 1873” was framed with a like purpose. The operations of the Mint 
were not suspended during the war. 

The amount of coinage during the suspension of specie payments, 
1861-1879, was $735,320,317, while the total coinage from 1792, the 
year of the establishment of the Mint, to 1861, a period of seventy 
years, was but $599,428,229. There was 50 per cent. more coined in 
the eighteen years after 1861 than during the whole period of the Gov- 
ernment before 1861. The business of the Mint was rapidly increasing 
and the wisdom of creating a bureau of the mint in the Treasury De- 

- partment was 8 to every one. 

The section of the bill which discontinues the coinage of the old sil- 
ver dollar was discussed by all the experts. Hon. James Pollock, 
formerly governor of Pennsylvania, then Director of the Mint, favored 
the reduction of the weight of the silver dollar from 4123 grains to 384 
pia as he had previously recommended in his annual teportof 1861, 

bert Patterson was in favor of the abolishment of the silver dollar, 
half-dime, and three-cent piece. Hesaid: Gold becomes the standard 
of which the gold dollar is the unit. Silver is subsidiary, embracing 
coins from the dime to half-dollar.“ The heading of this paragraph 
was printed in capital letters, thus: ‘‘SILVER DOLLAR, HALF-DIME, 
AND THREE-CENT PIECE DISCONTINUED, AND COINS LESS THAN DIME 
OF COPPER, RACKET LEGAL TENDER—ONE-CENT PIECE OF ONE GRAM 
IN WEIGHT. 


The same report contains a letter dated June 10, 1870, from E. B. 
Elliot, late Actuary of the Treasury Department (page 70), well known 
to many Senators, now dead, which gives a brief history of the silver 
dollar, headed as follows, in capital letters: 

THE STANDARD SILVER DOLLAR—ITS DISCONTINUANCE AS A STANDARD, 

The bill toposes the discontinuance of the silver dollar, and the report which 
„ e bill su ts the substitution for the existing standard silver 


dollar of a trade coin of intrinsic value equivalent to the Mexican silver piastre 
or dollar. 


eee Peale, formerly melter and refiner of the Mint at Philadel- 
phia, says: 

To designate what the weight of silver coinage should be at this time isa dif- 
ficult problem, and should carefully considered by competent ciers, 
bullionists, and Mint officers before any law is enacted, 

The heading of this paragraph was in capital letters, as follows: 
Weight of silver coin should be carefully considered.“ 

Mr. Peale recommended the discontinuance of the coinage of the one- 
dollar and three-dollar gold pieces and gave his reasons therefor. 

Dr. H. R. Linderman, formerly Director of the Mint, discussed the 
subject in a paragraph which was headed in capitals as follows: DIS- 
CONTINUANCE OF SILVER DOLLAR.” 

Hon. James Ross Snowden discussed the same subject in a paragraph 
which was headed in capitals as follows: ‘‘ THE PRESENT SILVER DOL- 
LAR SHOULD NOT BE DISCONTINUED,” 

Hon. George F. Dunning, late superintendent of the assay office in 
New York, the officers of the United States mint at San Francisco, 
and others discussed this feature of the bill. 
ey was well said in the report of the Comptroller of the Currency in 

76: 


If the question of the double standard did not become prominent in the dis- 
cussion of the bill it was for the reason that usage had established the gold dol- 
lar as the unit, the silver dollar, on account of its greater relative value, hav- 
ing, with the Mexican dollar and pistareen, disappeared from the circulation of 
the country. The coinage act of 1873 simply tered in the form of a statute 
what had been really the unwritten law of the land for forty years, 


We had this one-hundred- document sent by Secretary Bout- 
well, with returns from all the officers of the Mint and the experts 
throughout the country, probably thirty or forty of them. We had 
at that time, when we considered the bill, the previous letter of our 
Deputy Comptroller of the Currency, who had charge of the Mint, rec- 
ommending the passage of the bill, with a copy of the bill, and copies 
of the bill were sent broadcast, omitting entirely the silver dollar and 
calling special attention to that omission in every possible way. 

Now, Mr. President, with all this copious information in both Houses 
this coinage bill was reported to the ate by the Committee on Fi- 
nance on the 19th of December, 1870. On the 9th and 10th days of 
January, 1871, it was debated for two full days, mainly upon the coin- 
age charge of three-tenths of 1 per cent., by Senators Cole, Willia 
Corbett, STEWART, and Casserly against the charge and MORRILL an 
SHERMAN for it. The bill was read in full, and a number of amend- 
ments made, but the coinage provision was defeated and the charge 
for coinage was repealed, 

The bill passed by a vote of 36 yeas and 14 nays, January 10, 1871. 
Among the nays I find the names of MORRILL and SHERMAN, no doubt 
because against their advice all coinage charges were repealed. Among 
the yeas I find the names of Casserly, Cole, Corbett, Nye, STEWART, 
and Williams, every Senator from the Pacific coast. It was that bill 
that omitted and excluded the silver dollar from our coinage, and, in 
accordance with the act of 1853, continued all silver coinage as sub- 
sidiary and a legal tender for $5 only. No bill was ever more broadly 
proclaimed or publicly discussed in all its details than this, and yet my 
venerable friend [Mr. MORRILL] and myself, who voted against the 
bill, have been singled out and named as dupes or conspirators, while 
gentlemen who voted for the bill were victims of a plot, ignorant of its 
provisions, and generally taken in! It is better far to stand manfully 
for what we did honestly, even if we were mistaken, which to this hour 
I do not think we were. Is it possible that any man who participated 
in this debate could have been ignorant that the old silver dollar of 
1792 was dropped from our 1 this bill? Is it not more likely 
that he was indifferent to it or forgotten it? I knew and recall 
the dropping out of the silver dollar, and neither plead ignorance nor 
negligence, but I had not the omniscient power to see into the future, 
when the dollar suspended by Jefferson, demonetized by Jackson and 
Benton, superseded by subsidiary half-dollars by Pierce and Hunter, 
turned into a trade-dollar in 1873, would become the idol of the Demo- 
cratic party in 1890, as the best expedient for cheap money, the most 
plausible pretext for confiscating a portion of public and private debts. 

This bill was sent to the House, referred to the Committee on Coin- 
age, and reported favorably, but no action was taken upon it during that 
session. Early in the called session following Mr. Kelley introduced 
an original bill substantially similar to the bill of the preceding Con- 
gress, but with this important modification of section 16. The House 
bill recommended a subsidiary dollar of 384 grains with limited legal 
tender in place of the old dollar of 412} grains. So the other House 
had inserted in the bill when it was reintroduced by Mr. Kelley this 
subsidiary coin of 385 grains, containing 26} fewer than the old 
silver dollar, and made subsidiary coin like the former subsidiary coin 
of half-dollars and quarter-dollars. 

The bill finally became a law on the 12th of February, 1873, nearly 
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three years after it was introduced into Congress, It was reprinted 
thirteen times and extra copies were printed for circulation. It was 
conned oyer, amended, and debated almost as copiously as the bill 
now pending, and no man in either House pro to retain the old 
silver dollar, It was not mentioned, it was not thought of. It was an 
afterdevice. The fact that it was omitted from our coins was referred 
to in debate in both Houses. Mr. Hooper, in the House of Representa- 
tives, said: 

Section 16 re-enacts the 888 of existing laws defining the silver coins 
and their weights respectively, except in relation to the silver dollar, which is 
reduced in weight from 412} to 381 grains, thus making ita subsidiary coin in 
harmony with the silver coins of less denominations, to secure its concurrent 
circulation with them. The silyer dollar of 412} grains, by reason of its bullion 
or intrinsic value being greater than its nominal value, long since ceased to be 
a coin of circulation, and is melted by manufacturers of silverware, It does not 
circulate now in commercial transactions with any country, and the conven- 
jence of those manufacturers in this respect can better be met by supplying 
small stam bars of the same standard, avoiding the useless expense of coin- 
ing the dollar for that purpose. 

Here it was pointed out by Mr. Hooper, a very distinguished finan- 
cier, as we know, that it was not only proposed to drop the old dollar, 
but to substitute a dollar containing 26} grains less than the old dol- 
lar, and that was adopted by the House. Mr. Stoughton and Mr. Pot- 
ter, both leading members, supported the proposition. 

Mr, Kelley, whose honorable life we have recently commended, ad- 
vocated the single standard of gold: 

Mr. KELLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman who has just spoken [Mr. Potter] 
if he knows of any Governmentin the world which makesits subsidiary coinage 
of fall value? The silver coin of pagana is 10 per cent, below the value of gold 
coin, And acting undertheadvice of the experts of thiscountry and of England 
and France, Japan has made her silver coinage within the last year 12 per cent. 
below the value of gold coin, and for this reason: It is impossible to retain the 
double standard, The values of gold and silver continually fluctuate, Youcan 
not determine this year what will be the relative values of gold and silver next 
year, ay. were 15 to 1 a short time ago; they are 16 to 1 now. 

Hence, al mes pie a has shown that you must have one standard coin, which 
shall be a legal tender for all others, and then you may promote your domestic 
convenience by having a subsidiary coinage of silver, which shall circulate in 
all parts of your country as legal tender fora limited amount and be eem- 
able at its face value by your Government. 

So it appears that these honorable gentleman not only knew what 
they were about, but gave their reasons for adopting the 384-grain dol- 
lar instead of the old dollar of 412} grains, and the House acted with 
full knowledge in adopting the French dollar and made it a subsidiary 
coin or a legal tender for but $5. When the House bill came to the 
Senate it contained the silver dollar of 384 grains, and also fractional 
coins of the same relative value, precisely in accordance with the coins 
of 1853, except that the aie er dollar, made a legal tender for only 
$5, was substituted for the old silver dollar of 4124 grains, which was 
a full legal tender. This, it appears, was explained by me on the 17th 
of January, 1873, in the following words: 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill proposes a silver coi exactly the same as the 
French and what are called the associated nations of Europe, who have adopted 
the international standard of silver coinage; that is, the dollar provided for by 
this bill is the precise equivalent of the five-franc piece, 

Now, unless some Senator then a member of this body did not know 
the difference between a five-franc piece and a dollar, he certainly must 
not have been listening to me or he would have been clearly informed: 

It contains the same number of grams of silver; and we have adopted the 
international gram instead of the grain for the standard of our silver coinage. 
The “trade dollar” has been adopted mainly for the benefit of the people of 
California and others engaged in trade with China. 


1888, by the lamented Senator from Kentucky, Mr. Beck, he repeated 
the stale charge that the old silver dollar was surreptitiously dropped 
from our coinage, and I promptly replied in a speech I hold in my hand. 
I produced the original bills from the files of the Senate. I produced 
the memorial of the Legislature of California and conclusively an- 
swered this charge, not only for myself, but for every member of the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives that passed that bill, and, I am glad 
to say, to the entire satisfaction of the then Senator from Kentucky. 

And now, sir, I intend to add the testimony of one more witness, that 
of Hon. Abram S. Hewitt of New York, who gave to this subject the 
most careful study. He said in his speech in the House of Represent- 
atives on the 5th of August, 1876, as follows: a 


The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] on the 3d instant stated that the 
pags he aot of 1873 * was passed surreptitiously and without discussion, and was 
one of the grossest measures of injustice ever inflicted upon any people.“ The 
honorable Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonxs] and the honorable gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Holux] have made similar statements, and these statements 
have been reiterated by the press of the country and repeated again to-day b; 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] and the tleman from IIlino 

Mr. Fort]. In answer to these charges I propose, at the risk of being tedious, 
ut in order to refute them once for all, to give, in a note at the foot of my re- 
marks, the history of the coinage act of 1873, as shown by the records 
Treasury Department and of Congress. 
* * * * * * * 

I have felt it necessary to make this weary statement in order to prove that 
the legislation of 1873 was not surreptitiously enacted, traveling over ground 
that has been occupied in part by other members who have add ouse, 
and in part by the daily press, because there is nothing so unpalatable to the 
American people as! tricks“ in legislation, of which the Committee on Mines 
and Mining will be fully conscious when it comes to be generally understood 
how far they have exceeded the eee line of their duty in bringing forward 
this bill, which could never have n reported from the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, to which it properly belonged. 


I will ask the Reporter to insert at the end of my remarks the his- 
torical statement of the coinage act of 1873, prepared by this gentleman, Ţ 
and I will not weary the Senate by reading it. It contains a most 
complete analysis and statement of every stage of the passage of the bill. 

Now, sir, I shall leave this question, upon which perhaps I show a 
little more feeling than I ought. It is pretty hard to chase down a. 
lie so often repeated, but I thought it necessary to do it, and set forth 
the matter here, not ouly for myself, but also for all others engaged 
in that legislation. 

If, after this second vindication of the members of the Forty-second 
Congress, this baseless charge is repeated I shall content myself with 
denouncing it as a falsehood. 

And now, sir, I recur to my second proposition, how to increase, if 
possible, the market value of silver to its legal ratio to gold, that of 
16 to 1. In 1878 the United States commenced the experiment under 
the act of February 28, 1878, by remonetizing the silver dollar of 
412} grains of standard silver and by purchasing silver bullion at the 
market price to the amount of $2,000,000 worth a month and coining 


it into silver dollars. We know the result of that experiment. Silver 


bullion steadily declined in value. This table gives the average price 
of silver in London each fiscal year, 1873-1889, and the value of an 
ounce of fine silver at par of exchange, with decline expressed in per- 
centages, each year since 1873: 


Year, 


that they might have a convenient mode of transporting their silver 
bullion, then not used at all among the people of the United States as 
currency. 

That is the only coin measured by the È 
trinsic value of —— is to be 9 cok Sy Ano pe Aer ee Sree 

Afterwards Mr. Casserly said that a dollar somewhat more valuable 
than the Mexican dollar would be a convenient coin for the exporta- 
tion of silver in the Chinese trade; and he produced a memorial from 
the Legislature of California asking Congress to provide for such a coin, 
and we did provide for the trade-dollar of 420 grains, to be coined at 
any mint at the expense of the owner of the bullion. Other amend- 
ments were made and the bill passed. A conference was ordered on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses and was held. The House conferees 
agreed to the amendment in respect to the trade-dollar and provided 
that any owner of silver bullion may deposit the same at any mint 
to be formed into bars or into dollars of the weight of 420 grains troy, 
designated in this act as trade-dollars. This dollar took the place of 
the 384-grain dollar. The report was signed by the conferees of both 
Houses, JOHN SHERMAN, John Scott, T. F. Bayard, managers on the 
part of the Senate, and S. Hooper and W. L. Stoughton, managers on 
the part of the House. The report was read in the Senate February 6 
and in the House February 7, 1873, and agreed to. 

I do not see how a member of either House, in the face of the recom- 
mendation of the Treasury Department and of the debate in both Houses 
on this very question, can repeat the imputation against the living and 
the dead of seeretly and surreptitiously demonetizing the silver dollar 
without confessing to a grave neglect of public duty or a want of com- 
mon intelligence. When this matter was di here in March, 
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The silver dollar, though a full legal tender, with every effort made 
by successive Secretaries of the Treasury, could not be kept in circu- 
lation to an amount exceeding 860, C00, 000. When pressed into circu- 
lation it steadily returned to the Treasury, and on June 1 the amount 
in circulation was $56,348,174 and the amount in the Treasury was 
$309,988,092. But the certificates based upon the dollars were issued 
and readily circulated as money and now form nearly one-third of all 
the paper circulation in the country and are received and paid out on 
a parity with United States notes and gold coin. This experiment 
clearly establishes two things: One is that silver dollars can not be 
made to circulate as money in excess of a very moderate amount for 
change or in small transactions. The other is that the coinage of silver 
canes goss not tend to advance the price of silver in the markets ot 

e wor 
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But it is said that the reason of this failure is that executive offi- 
cers neglected or refused to exercise the discretionary powers given 
them to buy and coin bullion to the extent of $4,000,000 per month. 
There is no ground for this contention. If the coinage of $2,000,000 
worth of silver did not check the fall of silver, but steadily accelerated 
its fall, what would have been the natural effect of the coinage of $4,- 
000,000? The very presence of $290,000,000 of silver coin known to 
be in our Treasury vaults that can at will be dumped upon the mar- 
kets of the world is the great bearish fact, the menace that tends to de- 
preciate the price of silver. If this great sum had been scattered 
among the hordes of Asia, where it is largely used as ornaments and 
where it is the only standard of value, it would be mingled in the vast 
unknown mass of three thousand millions of silver estimated as exist- 
ing in the world. 

But we have made this impossible. We have been careful to buy 
silver bullion in the market at about $1 for an ounce of 480 grains and 
have coined 371 grains of this silver and called it a dollar. We have 
given to this dollar, when circulated at home, certain qualities which 
make it current here as a dollar, but it is not current anywhere else in 
the world. All other nations ean buy silver bullion as cheap as the 
United States and coin it for less cost. This bullion is an ample se- 
curity for its cost, and if represented by notes not greater in amount 
than the cost of the bullion they can easily be kept in circulation, but 
the coin can not be. Its forced circulation would depreciate it in every 
State in the Union, especially in California and Nevada, where a large 
proportion of contracts are payable in gold. 

As coin in the vaults of the Treasury it is in far more danger from 
thieves; it is more expensive to handle and to guard than bullion, ton 
for ton. It is easily counterfeited or duplicated. It is a vast hoard 
always in sight, known to all men, increasing yearly. Suppose instead 
of $290,000,000 it was $580,000,000, would this tend to increase its 
value? Our silver in the form of coin does not and can not circulate 
in any country but our own. It is of less value in any foreign country 
than bullion, for to be coined there it must be converted into bullion, 
It is the opinion of many wise men that if the United States had only 
coined as much silver as could be circulated at home, leaving the sur- 

us to find its natural market as bullion, the price of it would not 

ve receded to the rate at which it has been sold; but, be-this as it 
may, its continued coinage when not needed as money is not only a 
useless expense, but tends to lower the price of bullion, 

What then can we do to arrest the fall of silver and to advance its 
market value? I know of but two expedients. One is to purchase 
bullion in large quantities as the basis and security of Treasury notes, 
as proposed by this bill. The other is to adopt the single standard of 
silver and take the chances for its rise or fallin the markets of the 
world. I have already stated the probable results of the hoarding of 
bullion. By purchasing in the open market our domestic production 
of silver and hoarding it in the Treasury we withdraw so much from 
the supply of the world, and thus maintain or increase the price of the 
remaining silver production of the world. It is not idle in our vaults, 
but is represented by certificates in active circulation. Sixteen ounces 
of silver bullion may not be worth 1 ounce of gold, still $1 worth of 
silver bullion is worth $1 worth of gold. 

What will be the effect of the free coinage of silver? It is said that 
it will at oncé advance silver to par with gold at the ratio of 16 to 1, 
I deny it. The attempt will bring us to the single standard of the 
cheaper metal. When we advertise that we will buy all the silver of 
the world at that ratio and pay in Treasury notes, our notes will have 
the precise value of 371} grains of pure silver, but the silver will have 
no higher value in the markets of the world. If, now, that amount 
of silver can be purchased at 80 cents, then gold will be worth $1.25 
in the new standard. Free coinage means the substitution of a cheaper 

standard. All labor, property, and commodities will advance in nom- 
inal value, but their purchasing power in other commodities will not 
increase. If you make the yard 30 inches long instead of 36 you must 
purchase more yards for a coat or a dress, but do not lessen the cost of 
the coat or the dress. You may by free coinage, by a species of con- 
fiscation, reduce the burden of a debt, but you can not change the rela- 
tive value of gold or silver or any object of human desire, The only 
result is to demonetize gold and to cause it to be hoarded or exported. 
The cheaper metal fills the channels of circulation and the dearer metal 
commands a premium. N 

If experience is needed to prove so plain an axiom we have it in our 
own history. At the beginning of our National Government we fixed 
the value of gold and silver as 1 to 15. Gold was undervalued and fled 
the country to where an ounce of gold was worth 15} ounces of silver. 
Congress, in 1834, endeavored to rectify this by. making the ratio 1 to 
16, but by this silver was undervalued. Sixteen ounces of silver were 
worth more than 1 ounce of gold and silver disappeared. Congress, in 
1853, alopted another expedient to secure the value of both metals as 
money. Jy this expedient gold is the standard and silver the subsidiary 
coin, containing confessedly silver of less value in the market than the 
gold coin, but maintained atthe parity of gold coin by the Government. 

The bill was carried forward in the Senate Chamber by Mr. Hunter, 
of Virginia, and many of the most di ished men of that day par- 


ticipated in the debate upon it, where it was fully discussed and its 


passage put upon the ground that it was impossible to make the two 
metals always equal to each other so that their relative value would 
not change. Therefore, gold was adopted as the standard and silver 
was to be used so far us it could be as a subsidiary coin for currency, 
In that way both metals have run side by side from that day to this, 
and under that law more gold and silver coin—fourfold more of both 
metals—has been coined than under the old system of up Jo and down 
Jack, the system of a changeable ratio. 

This system has been maintained now for thirty-six years, more than 
an average lifetime. Under it the coinage of silver has enormously in- 
creased. From 1792 to 1853 the entire coinage of silver was $79,241,- 
904.50, including $2,506,890 of standard silver dollars. From 1853 to 
1873, when the coinage act was passed, the coinage of silver dollars 
was $5,538,948, and of fractional silver (subsidiary) was 860, 361.032. 10. 
Under the act of 1873 there were issued 35,965,924 trade dollars, and 
$5,445, 264.40 fractional silver. Under the resumption act of 1875, there 
was coined of fractional silver $48,082,580. Under the act of 1878 
there were coined of standard silver dollars $363,626,266, as shown by 
the following table: 


Coinage of silver in the United States. 


Fractional 
silver, 


Standard sil- | Trade dol- 
ver dollars, lars, 


Act of 1875.... 


35, 965, 924 | 190, 623,891.05 | 598,261, 919, 05 


Total. 874, 672, 104 | 


E. O. LEECH, Director of the Mint, 
BUREAU OF THE Muyr, May 28, 1890. 


It is a remarkable fact that since 1853, when all silver coin Was made 
from bullion bought by the Government, the coinage and use of silver 
has been much greater than when the coinage of silver was free. Un- 
der the free-coinage system prior to 1853 we coined in silver $79,241,- 
904.50, and under coinage limited to bullion bought by the Govern- 
ment we coined in silver $519,020,014.55. Under the present system 
we have also maintained an increasing coinage of gold and have now 
in the United States among the people or in the vaults of the Treasury 
$689,275,007 in gold coin or bullion, all of which is either circulating 
as money or is the basis of paper money in active circulation. 

Under the free-coinage system the cheaper metal was the only money 
of the country; the other fled to foreign countries. A rise or fall of 3 
per cent. would demonetize one or other of the metals. Under the 
present system the people are indifferent to the fluctuations in the bull- 
ion market and they know they havea fixed standard of value and 
that the Government, the custodian of their money, will maintain the 
parity of the purchasing power of their coins whatever may be the 
market value of the metal contained in them. 

The gold standard has been the recognized policy of all the great po- 
litical parties that have longest controlled the Government of the 
United States. The Federal party in the beginning sought to secure 
it by ascertaining the precise relative market value of the two metals 
and coining both as money, but erroneously fixed the ratio at 15 to 1. 
When the Democratic party came into power, Mr. Jefferson, to secure 
the circulation of gold, suspended the coinage of the silver dollar, but 
a faulty ratio stood in hisway. General Jackson and Benton and their 
associates in 1834, with the avowed purpose to restore gold, or Ben- 
ton mint drops,“ as they were called, to circulation, changed the ratio 
to 16 to 1, but this banished all silver coin. In the administration of 
President Pierce in 1853 the present system was adopted, by which 
gold became the unit of value and the coinage of silver was made sub- 
sidiary, but was always maintained in purchasing power the equal of 
gold, dollar for dollar. ~ 

And so when the Republican party came into power, though driven 
by the stress of war to the almost exclusive use of credit money, yet as 
soon as possible it resorted to the policy of 1853, of gold as the unit 
and silver as subsidiary, and coined both metals in greater sums than 


-ever before, and maintained their parity by a limitation of the coinage 


of the cheaper metal and its prompt redemption by being received at 
its legal ratio into the Treasury as the equivalent of gold. By this 
policy it has combined in use within twelve years over $800,000, 000 of 
gold and silver coin, and with ample reserves of their coin in the Treas- 
ury now keeps in active circulation over $900,000,000 of paper money, 
which is in our own country and inall parts of the world received and 
paid out as the equivalent of gold or silver coin. 

The adoption of free coinage now will bea reversal of the established 
policy of the Government from its beginning. It will limit our coinage 
to a single metal, for who will deposit gold for coinage into dollars 
when it is worth more in the markets of the world? Ifa fluctuation 
of 3 cent, drove gold and silver alternately from our country, how 
much more would a fluctuation of 20 or 30 per cent.? 

But it is said by the friends of free coinage that France maintains 
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both silver and gold as money. So it does, precisely as we do, They 
hold, as estimated by the Director of the Mint, $900,000,000 of gold 
and $700,000,000 in silver. This money is kept at par with each other 
by being received into the Bank of France as money and is only paid 
out when needed, precisely as the United States Treasury receives sil- 
ver and gold and pays out such money as is lawfully demanded. But 
there is no free coinage in France or in any country of Europe, France 
wonld consider it suicidal to adopt free coinage. 

In 1865, when 154 ounces of silver were worth more than 1 ounce of 

id and Chevalier and others favored the single standard of silver, 
fie nations forming the Latin Union agreed by treaties to continue for 
ten years to receive and pay out the coins of the respective Govern- 
ments to an amount limited and defined by the treaties. The object 
was to prevent gold, as the cheaper metal, from excluding silver. This 
treaty was extended ten years, and, in the mean time, silver had fallen 
below the French ratio of 15 to 1. The treaty continued during all 
the period of the extreme fall of silver, when 1 ounce of gold was worth 
22 ounces of silver, and the treaty is now continued year by year, lia- 
ble at any time to be abandoned at the will of either of the treaty 
powers. The tendency of public opinion in Europe is to abandon the 
double standard and rest all obligations upon gold alone. 

The United States and France, both Republics, are now upholding 
the double standard, not upon the basis of free coinage, but by refus- 
ing to coin silver except in limited amounts, and each maintaining the 
parity in purchasing power of its coins by receiving them and paying 
them out as money, or by holding bullion and coin of both metals as 
security for the redemption in coin of circulating notes. France and 
the United States have co-operated heartily with each other in two 
international conferences to establish the free coinage of silver and 
gold by the commercial nations of the world upon a common ratio, 
both admitting that neither or both nations combined can with safety 
enter upon such an experiment. Shall we try the experiment alone? 
And we have the good fortune to have two members of this commission 
members of this body. As sure as fate, as certain as the waters of the 
ocean will find their level, silyer will be the only standard of value in 
the United States. We will detach ourselves from the standards and 
monetary policy of the great civilized and christian nations of the world, 
and take our place with China, Japan, India, and South America. 
The pound sterling will be worth $6 instead of $4.846; the franc, the 
thaler, and the florin, 25 per cent. more than now. Onur dollar will 
be, as in colonial times, worth less than 3 shillings, or about 4 francs. 

But it is said that those of us who demand the gold standard or 
paper money always equal to gold are the representatives of capital, 
money-changers, bondholders, Shylocks, who want to grind and oppress 
the people. This kind of argument I hoped would never find its way 
into the Senate Chamber. It is the cry of the demagogue, without the 
slightest foundation. All these classes can take care of themselves. 
They are the men who make their profits out of the depreciation of 
money. They can mark up the price of their property to meet chang- 
ing standards. They can protect themselves by gold contracts, In 
proportion to their wealth they have less money on hand than any other 
class. They have already protected themselves to a great extent by 
conve! the great body of the securities in which they deal into gold 
bonds, and they hold the gold of the country, which you can not change 
in value. They are not, as a rule, the creditors of the country. 

The great creditors are savings-banks, insurance companies, widows 
and orphans, and provident farmers and business men on a small scale. 
The great operators are the great borrowers and owe more than is due 
them. Their credit is their capital and they need not have even money 
enough to pay their rent. 

But how will this change affect the great mass of our fellow-citizens 
who depend upon theirdaily labor? A dollar to them means so much 
food, clothing, and rent. ss jar cheapen the dollar it will buy less of 
these. You may say they will get more dollars for their Jabor, but all 
experience shows that labor and land are the last to feel the change in 
monetary standards, and the same resistance will be made to an ad- 
vance of wages on the silver standard as on the gold standard, and when 
the advance is won it will be found that the purchasing power of the 
new dollar is less than the old. No principle of political economy is 
better established than that the producing classes are the first to suffer 
and the last to gain by monetary changes. 

I might apply this argument to the farmer, the merchant, the pro- 
fessional man, and to all classes except the speculator or the debtor who 
wishes to lessen the burden of his obligations, but it is not necessary. 

It is sometimes said that all this is a false alarm, that our demand 
for silver will absorb all that will be offered and bring it to par with 

ld at the old ratio. I have no faith in such a miracle, If they really 

ought so, many would lose their interest in the question. What they 
want is a cheaper dollar that would pay debts easier. Others do not 
want either silver or gold, but want numbers, numerals, the fruit of 
the printing-press, to be fixed every year by Congress as we do an ap- 
propriation bill. 

Now, sir, I am willing to do all I can with safety, even to taking 
great risks to increase the value of silver to gold at the old ratio, and 
to supply paper substitutes for both for circulation, but there is one 
immutable, unchangeable, ever-existing condition, that the paper sub- 


stitute must always have the same purchasing power as gold and silver 
coin maintained at their legal ratio with each other, I feel a convic- 
tion, as strong as the human mind can have, that the free coinage of 
silver now by the United States will be a grave mistake and a misfort- 
une to all classes and conditions of our fellow-citizens. I also have a 
hope and belief, but far from a certainty, that the measure proposed 
for the purchase of silver bullion to a limited amount and the issue 
of Treasury notes for it will bring silver and gold to the old ratio and 
will lead to an agreement with other commercial nations to maintain 
the free coinage of both metals: ‘ 

And now, sir, I want to state in conclusion, without any purpose to 
bind myself to detail, that I will vote for any measure that will, in my 
judgment, secure a genuine bimetallic standard, one that will not de- 
monetize gold or cause it to be hoarded or exported, but will establish 
both silver and gold as common standards and maintain them ata fixed 
ratio, not only in the United States, but among all the nations of the 
world. The principles adopted by the acts of 1853 and 1875 have been 
sustained by experience and should be adhered to. In pursuance of 
them I would receive into the Treasury of the United States all the 
gold and silver produced in our country at their market value, not at 
a speculative or forced value, but at their value in the markets of the 
world. And for the convenience of our people I would represent them 
by Treasury notes to an amount not exceeding their cost. I would 
confer upon these notes all the use, qualities, and attributes that we 
can confer within our constitutional power, and support and maintain 
them as money by coining the silver and gold as needed upon the present 
legal ratios, and by a pledge of all the revenues of the Government and 
all the wealth and credit of the United States. And I would proclaim 
to all our readiness, by international negotiations or treaties, to bring 
about an agreement among nations for common units of value and of 
weights and measures for all the productions of the world. 

This hope of philosophers and statesmen is now nearer realization 
than ever before. If we could contribute to this result it would tend 
to promote commerce and intercourse, trade and travel, peace and har- 
mony among nations, It would be in line with the civilization of our 
age. Itis by such measures statesmen may keep pace with the mar- 
velous inventions, improvements, and discoveries which have quadru- 
pled the capacity of man for production, made lightning subservient 
to his will, revealed to him new agencies of power hidden in the earth, 
and opened up to his enterprise all the dark places of the world. The 
people of the United States boast that they have done their full share 
in all this development, that they have grown in population, wealth, 
and strength, that they are the richest of nations, with untarnished 
credit, a model and example of self-government without kings or 
princes or lords. Surely this is no time for a radical change of public 
policy which seems to have no motive except to reduce the burden of 
obligations freely taken, a change likely to impair our public credit 
and produce disorder and confusion in all monetary transactions. 
Others may see reasons for this change, but I prefer to stand by the 
standards of value that come to us with the approval and sanction of 
every party that has administered the Government since its beginning. 


APPENDIX. 


[Extract fromspeech of Hon, A. S. Hewitt, of New York, in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, August 5, 1878. 


On April 25, 1870, the Secretary of the Treasury transmitted the following 
* to Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, chairman of the Finance Committee of the Sen- 
ate: 

3 TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 25, 1870. 

Sin; I have the honor to transmit herewith a bill revising the laws relative to 
the Mint, assay offices, and coi e of the United States, and 1 
port. The bill has been prepared under the supervision of John Jay Knox, Dep- 
uty Comptroller of the Currency,and its passage is recommended in the form pre- 
sented, Itincludes,in a condensed form, all the important legislation upon the 
coinage, not now obsolete, since the first mint was established, in 1792; and the 
report gives a concise statement of the various amendments popora to existing 
las aud the necessity for the change recommended. There has been no revision 
of the laws pertaining to the Mint and coinage’since 1837, and it is believed that 
the passage of the inclosed bill will conduce greatly to the efficiency and economy 
of this important branch of the Government service. 

Tam, very.respectfully, your obedient servant, 
GEO. S. BOUTWELL, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


The report and the bill were referred on April 28. 1870, to the Finance Com 
mittee of the Senate, and subsequently, on May 2, 1870, five hundred additiona 
copies were ordered to be printed for the use of the Treasury Department, The 
report says: 
The method adopted in the preparation of the bill was first to arrange in as 
concise a form as possible the laws now in existence upon these subjects, with 
such additional sections and suggestions as seemed vaiuable. Having accom- 
plished this, the bill, as thus prepared, was printed upon paper with wide mar- 
gin, and in this form transmitted to the different mints and assay offices, to the 

irst Comptroller, the Treasurer, the Solicitor, the First Auditor, and tosuch 
other gentlemen as are known to be intelligent upon metallurgical and numis- 
matical subjects, with the request that the printed bill should be returned with 
such notes and suggestions as experience and education should dictate. In this 
way the views of more than thirty gentlemen whoare conversant with the ma- 
nipulation of metals, the manufacture of coinage, the execution ofthe present 
laws relative thereto, the method of keeping accounts, and of making returns 
to the Department, have been obtained with but little expense to the Depart- 
ment and little inconvenience to correspondents. Having received these - 
gestions, the present bill has been framed, and it is believed to comprise within 
the compass of eight or ten pages of the Revised Statutes every 8 pro- 
vision contained in more than sixty different enactments upon the t, assay 
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offices, and coinage of the United States, which are the result of nearly eighty 
years of legislation upon these subjects.’ 
The amendments proposed by the bill were as follows: 


PROPOSED AMENDMENTS. 


“The new features of the bill now submitted are chiefly: the establishment 
of a mint bureau at the Treasury Department, which shall also have charge of 
the collection of statistics relative to the precious metals; the consolidation of 
the office of superintendent with that of the Treasurer, thus abolishing the lat- 
ter office and disconnecting the Mint entirely from the office of assistant treas- 
urer; the repeal of the coinage charge, and authorizing the exchange of un- 

ed for refined bars; a reduction in the amount of was and the tolerance 
Taeviation in weight and fineness) in the manufacture of coin; requiring the 
token coin to be of one material of uniform value, and to be redeemed under 
proper Tegu ations when issued in excess, and the expense of its manufacture 
to be paid from specific appropriations, and not from the gain arising in its 
manufacture, as heretofore; an entire change in the manner of issuing the silver 
(subsidiary) coinage; discontinuing the coinage of the silver dollar; limitin 
the amount ofsilver to be used as alloy, so as to make the gold coinage of uni- 
form color; the destruction of the dies not in use annually; requiring vouchers 
to pass between the different officers of the Mint in all transfers of bullion or 
coin; requiring increased bonds from officers of the Mint, and authorizing each 
officer to nominate his subordinate beforeappointment; and also making it an 
offense to increase or diminish the weights used in the Mint.” 

The report of Mr. Knox called special attention to the discontinuance of the 
silver a lar asa standard, as may be seen from the following paragraph on 
page 11: 

“SILVER DOLLAR—IJTS DISCONTINUANCE AS A STANDARD, 


“The coin of the silver-dollar piece, the history of which is here given, is 
discontinued in the proposed bill. It is by law the dollar unit and, assuming the 
value of gold to be fifteen and one-half times that of silver, being about the mean 
ratio for the past six years, is worth in gold a premium of about 3 per cent. (its 
value being 103.12) and intrinsically more than 7 per cent, premium in our other 
silver coins, its value thus being 107.42, The present laws consequently au- 
thorize both a gold-dollar unitand a silver-dollar unit, differing from each other 
in intrinsic value, The present paren piece is made the dollar unit in the 
proposed bill and the silver-dol piece is discontinued. If, however; such a 
coin is authorized, it should be issued only as a commercial dollar, not asa 
standard unit of account, and of the exact value of the Mexican dollar, which is 
the favorite for circulation in China and Japan and other Oriental countries.“ 

The appendix to the report contained a copy of the English coinage act of 1870, 
and four tables giving (1) the existing coinage, including the silver dollar; (2) 
the proposed coinage in which the silver dollar was omitted; (3) a metric sys- 
tem of coinage suggesting the issue of a subsidiary silver coinage consisting of 
two half-dollars constituting in weight and fineness an exact equivalent to the 
French flve-frane piece, and a quarter-dollar and dime with proportionate 
weight and fineness, which proposition was finally adopted; (4) a table giving 


of 50 cents shall be 192 grains; and that 
dime] shall be, 


uary 9, 1871. 

The dollar of 384 grains was proposed in the rough revision of the bill for the 
purpose of obtaining an expression of opinion in reference to the prop 
omission of the dollar piece and the words except duties on imports” inserted 
for the reason that a lation or usage at the custom-house in New York 
limits the payment of silver coins to the fractional parts of a dollar, except 
when the payment to be made is $ or less. Several gentlemen in their criti- 
cisms upon the rough revision of the bill referred to this section, 

Hon. James Pollock, the Director of the Mint at Philadelphia, said: 

“Serc, II. The reduction of the weight of the whole dollar is approved, and 
was recommended in my annual report of 1861,” 1 2 10.) 

Mr. Robert Patterson, of Philadelphia, sent to Mr, Knox some notes on the 
Hoe suggesting amendments. He called attention to one of these in the follow- 

ng words: 

“The silver dollar, half-dime, and three-cent piece are dispensed with by this 
amendment. Gold becomes the standard money, of which the gold dollar is the 
unit. Silver is subsidiary,embracing coins from the dime to half-dollar; coins 
less than the dime are of copper-nickel, The legal tender is limited to necessi- 
3 the case; not more than a dollar for such silver or 15 cents for the nick- 
els. 

Mr. Franklin Peale, formerly melter and refiner and chief coiner of the Mint 
at Philadelphia, recommended the discontinuance of the three and one dollar 
gold pieces, and supplying the iparos ofthe latter with a proper silver coin to be 
used as change. Dr. H. R. Linderman, the present Director of the Mint, said: 

“Section II reduces the weight of the silver dollar from 412} to 884 grains. I 
ean see no good reason for the proposed reduction in the weight of this coin. 

It would be better, in my opinion, to disvontinue its issue altogether, The gold 
dollar is really the legal unitand measure of value. Having a higher value as 
bullion than its nominal value, the silver dollar long ago ceased to be a coin of 
3 and being of no practical use whatever its issue should be discon- 
nued.“ 

Mr. James Ross Snowden, formerly Director of the Mint, said: l 

“I see that it is proposed to demonetize the silver dollar. This I think un- 
advisable. Silver coins below the dollar are now not money in a proper sense. 
but only tokens, I do not like the idea of reducing the silver dollar to that 
level. It is quite true that the silver dollar, being more valuable than two half- 
dollars or four quarter-dollars, will not be used as a circulating medium, but 
only for cabinets and perhaps to supply some occasional or | demand; yet 
I k there is no necessity for so considerable a piece as the dollar to be struck 
from metal which is only worth 94 cents. When we speak of dollars let it be 
known that we speak of dollars not demonetized and reduced below their in- 
trinsic value, and thus avoid the introduction of contradictagy and loose ideas 
of the standards of value.“ 

Mr. George F. Dunning, formerly superintendent of the United States assay 
office in New York, prepares that the law in regard to the silver coinage should 
be in the following language: 

“Sec, 11. And be it further enacted, That the silver coins of the United States 


shall be a dollar, a half-dollar, a quarter-dollar, a dime or tenth of a dollar, and 
a half-dime or twentieth of a dollar; and the standard weight of the silver coins 
shall be in the proportion of 884 grains to the dollar, and these coins shall be a 
1 tender in all payments not exceeding $5.” 

he officers of the San Francisco branch mint made the following su ions: 

“Section 11. Would not the 33 change in the weight of the silver dollar 
disturb the relative value of all our coinage, affect our commercial conventions, 
and posibiy impair the validity of contracts running a a long period? 
Might not the dollar be retained as a measure of value, but the coinage of the 
piece for circulation be discontinued?” 

Mr. E. B. Elliott, of the Treasury HAs pages gave a complete history of the 
silver dollar, and suggested the issue of a commercial dollar of nine-tenths fine- 
ness, and containing of pure silver just 25 S, in place of the then existing 
silver dollar of 412} grains, the proposed silver dollar being almost the exact 
equivalent of the silver contained in the older Spanish-Mexican pillared dollar, 
establighed in 1704 by proclamation of Queen Anne as a legal tender of pay- 
ment and accepted as par of exchange for the British colonies of North America 
at the rate of -four pence sterling to the dollar, or four and four-ninth dol- 
lars to the pound sterling. 

On December 19, 1870, the bill was reported from the Finance Committee of 
the Senate and printed with amendments. 

On January 9, 1871, in accordance with previous notice, the bill came before 
the Senate and was discussed during that day and the following tay by Senators 
SHERMAN, Sumner, Bayard, STEWART of Nevada, Williams, Casserly, MORRILL, 
and others, and passed the Senate on the 10th by a vote of 36 yeas to l4 nays. 

On January 13, 1871, on motion of Hon. William D. Kelley, the Senate bill was 
ordered to be printed. On Febru 25, 1871, Mr. Kelley, the chairman of the 
Committee on Coi: reported the bill back with an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute, when it was again 7 75 and recommitted. Mr. Kelley again, 
on March 9, 1871, introduced the bill in the Forty-second Con when it was 
3 to be printed, and referred to the Committee on Coinage, when ap- 
pointed. 

On January 9, 1872, the bill was reported by Mr. Kelley, chairman of the Coin- 
age Committee, with the recommendation that it pass. The bill was read and 
discussed at length by Messrs, Kelley, Potter, Garfield, Maynard, Dawes, HOL- 
MAN, and others. Mr. having in the opening speech, said: 

The Senate took up the bill and acted upon it during the last Con and 
sent it to the House; it was referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and received as careful attention as I have ever known a committee 
to bestow on any measure, 

* * * * * $ 


‘We proceeded with great deliberation to go over the bill, not only section by 
section, but line by line and word by word; the bill has not received the same 
elaborate consideration from the Committee on Coinage of this House, but the 
attention of each member was brought to it at the earliest day of this session; 
each member procured a copy of the bill and there has been a thorough exam- 
ination of the bill again.“ —Congressional Globe, volume 100, page 322. 

Mr. Kelley on the same day also said: 

There are one or two things in this bill I will say to the gentleman from 
New York, with his permission, which I personally would like to modify; that 
is to say, I would like to follow the example of England and make a wide differ- 
ence between our silver and gold coinage. * * 

“I would have liked to have made the gold dollar uniform with the French 
system of weights, taking the gram as a unit.“ 823, volume 100,) 

On January 10, 1872, the bill after considerable discussion was again recom- 
mitted, and on February 9, 1872, it was again reported from the Coinage Com- 
mittee by Hon. Samuel Hooper, printed and recommitted, and on February, 
13, 1872, reported back by Mr. Hooper with amendments, printed, and made 
the special order for March 12, 1872, until disposed of. 

On April 9, 1872, the bill came up in the House for consideration. Mr. Hooper 
in a carefully prepared of ten columns, explained the provisions of 
each section of the bill, In this speech (page 2306, volume 102 of the Congres- 
sional Globe) he says: . 

“Section 16 re-enacts the provisions of the existing laws defining the silver 
coins and their weights, respectively, except in relation to the silver dollar, 
which is reduced in weight from 412} to 384 5 — 9 thus making it a subsidiary 
coin in harmony with the silver coins of less denomination to secure its 
concurrent circulation with them. The silver dollar of 412} grains, by reason 
ofits bullion or intrinsic value being ponies than its nominal value, long since 
ceased to be a Coin of circulation, and is melted by manufacturers of silverware. 
It does not circulate now in commercial transactions with any country, and 
the convenience of these manufacturers in this 5 can better be met by 
supplying small stamped bars of the same standard, avoiding the useless ex- 
pense of coining the dollar for that purpose.” 

Mr. Braunton; of the Coinage Committee, also made a speech of seven col- 
umns, in which he says: 

“ The silver coins provided for are the dollar, 384 grains troy, the half-dollar, 
quarter-dollar, and dime, of the value and weight of one-half, one-quarter, and 
one-tenth of the dollar, respectively, and they are made a legal tender for all 
sums not exceeding $5 at any one payment. The silver dollar, as now issued, 
is worth for bullion 3} cents more than the gold dollar and 7} cents more 
two half-dollars; having a ter intrinsic and nominal value, it is certain to 

withdrawn from circulation whenever we return to specie payment, and to 
be used for only manufacture and exportation as bullion.” 

The latter, in commenting upon the bill, says: 

Mr. Speaker, this is a bill of importance. When it was before the House in 
the early of this session I took some objections to it which Iam inclined now 
to think, in view of all the ciroumstan: were not entirely well founded, but 
after farther reflection I am still convinced that it is a measure which it is hardly 
worth while for ustoadoptatthistime, * * * This bill provides for the mak- 
ing of changes in the legal-tender coin ofthe country and for substituting as legal- 
tender coin of only one metal instead as heretofore oftwo. I think myself this 
would be a wise provision, and that legal-tender coins, except subsidiary coin, 
should be of gold alone; but why should we legislate on this now when we are 
not using either of those metals as a circulating medium? 

* The bill provides also for a change in ra aed of the weight and-value ofthe 
silver dollar, which I think is a subject which, when we come to require 1 
lation about it at all, will demand at our hands very serious consideration, and 
which, as we are not using such ccins for circulation now, seems at this time to 
be an unnecessary subject about which to legislate.” (Page 2310, volume 102.) 

Mr. Kelley also said: 

“I wish to ask the gentleman who has just spoken [Mr. Potter] if he knows of 
any government in the world which makes its su coinage of full value. 
Thesilver coin of England is 10 percent, below the value of gold coin, and, acting 
under the advice of the experts of this country and of England and France, Japan 
has made her silver coinage within thelast i 12 per cent. below the value of 
gold coin, and for this reason; It is im ble to retain the double standard, 
The values of gold and silver continually fluctuate. Youcan not determine this 
year what will be the relative values of gold and silver next year. They were 
15 to 1 a short time ago; they are 16 to | now. 

“Hence all ex ence has shown that you must have one standard coin 
which shall be a legal tender for all others, and then you may promote your 
domestic convenience by having a subsidiary coinage of silver, which shall cir- 
culate in all parts of your country as legal tender for a limited amount and be re- 


* 
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deemable at its face value Py 11 Government. But, sir, Iagain call the at- 
tention of the House to the fact that the gentlemen who opposa this bill insist 
upon maintaining a silver dollar worth 2 cents more than the gold dollar and 
worth 7 cents more than two half dollars, and that so long as those provisions 
remain you can not keep silver coin in the country.” 

On May 27, 1872, the bill was again called up by Mr. Hooper for the purpose 
of offering an amendmentin the nature of a substitute, and the bill as amended 

day—yeas 110, nays 13. 
1 3 to the passage of the bill Mr. MeNeely, of the Coinage Com- 
ttee, said: 

As a member of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, havin 
carefully examined every section and line of this bill and generally understand- 
ing the J before us, Iam satisfied that the bill ought to pass. (Page 3583, 
volume 

The substitute reported by Mr. Hooper and passed by the House, so far as it 
refers to silver coinage, was identi with the bill previously reported from 
the Coinage Committee by him. It was also identical with the bill introduced 
by Mr. Kelley, with the single exception of the provision authorizing the coin- 
age ofa silver dollar weighing 384 grains. The bill of Mr, Kelley,so far as it re- 
lated to the silver coinage, was identical with the bill which was prepared at 
the Treasury Department, and which had passed the Senate, 3 that the 
latter bill made the silver coin a legal tender for all sums less than $1, while 
the bill of Mr. Kelley made the silver coins a legal tender for Sin any one pay- 


ment. 
The bill was again printed in the Senate on May 29, 1872, and referred to the 
Finance Committee. Senator SHERMAN, in reporting it back on December 16, 


1872, said: 
This bill has, in substance, d both Houses, except that the Senate bill 
en and increased the salaries of the officers of the Mint; it was 
by the Senate at the session of the last Congress, went to the House, and now, 
somewhat modified, has the House at this Congress, so that the bill has 
practically passed both Houses of Congress. The Senate Committee on Finance 
propose a modification of only a single section; but as this is not the same Con- 
1 the bill in the Senate, I suppose it will have to go through the 
; nag of a full reading unless the Senate are willing to take it on the statement 
of the committee, the Senate already paving cele it and passed it. (Page 
203, volume 106, third session Forty-second Con ) A 
After further debate, on motion of Mr. Cole, the bill was printed in full with 
rted with amendments and again printed 


amendments, 

On January 7,1873, it was again re 
for the information of the Senate. It passed that bòdy on January 17, 1873, after 
a discussion occupying nineteen colamns of the Congressional Globe, In the 
course of the debate Senator SHERMAN said: 

“This bill proposes a silver coin: exactly the same as the French and what 
are called the associated nations of Europe, who have adopted the international 
standard of silver coinage; that is, the dollar [two halſ-dollars] provided for by 
this bill fs the precise equivalent of a 5-franc piece. It contains the same 
number of grams of silver, and we have adopted the international gram instead 
of the grain for the standard ot our silver coinage. The trade-dollar has been 
ad mainly for the benefit of the people of California and others engaged in 

e with China. 

“That is the only coin measured by the grain instead of by the gram, The in- 
trinsic value of each is t be stam upon the coin. The Chamber of Cori- 
merce of New York recommended this change, and it has been adopted, I be- 
lieve, by all the learned societies who have given attention to coinage, and has 
been recommended to us, I believe, as the general desire. That is embodied in 
these three or four sections of amendment to make our silver coinage corre- 
spond in exact form and dimensions and shape and stamp with the 8 of 

e associated nations of Europe, who have adopted an international silv: 
coinage.” (Page 672, volume 106, third session, Forty-second Congress. 

The bill was sent to the House,and on January 21, 1873, on motion of Mr. 
Hooper, it was again printed with amendments, and su uently committees 
of conference were appointed, consisting of Messrs. Hooper, Houghton, and Mc- 
Neely, of the House, and Senators SHERMAN, Scott, and Bayard, of the Senate. 
The reports of the committees of conference were agreed to, and the bill became 
a law on February 12, 1873, substantially as originally 33 at the Treasury. 

The bill as prepared at the Treasury omitted the silver-dollar piece, and the 
report stated the fact of its omission three different times and gave the reasons 
therefor. The silver-dollar piece was omitted from the bill as it first passed the 
Senate. It was also omi from the bills reported by Mr. Kelley; but in the 
bills reported by Mr. Hooper a new silver dollar was proposed equal in weight 
(3H grains) to two of the half-dollars then authorized. 

The Senate substituted a trade-dollar weighing 420 grains in place of the dol- 
lar of 384 grains, in accordance with the wishes of the dealers in bullion upon 
the Pacific coast, that being considered by them asthe mostadvantageous weight 
for a coin to be used forshipment to Ch and Japan. 

The weight of the subsidiary silver coin was increased about one-half per cent, 
in value, making the balf-doilar, 8 and dime, respectively, of the 
weight of 12} grams, 6} grams, and 2} or precisely one-half, one-quarter, 
and one-tenth, respectively, of the weight of the French 5-franc piece. All of 
said coins were made a legal tender in nominal value for any amount not ex- 
ceeding $5 in any one payment. The bill was read in full in the Senate several 
times, and the record states on January 9, 1872, that it was read in the House. 
It was undoubtedly read at other times. The bill was printed separately eleven 
times and twice in reports made by the papery Comptroller of the Currency, 
thirteen times in all by order of Con; t was considered at length by the 
Finance Committee of the Senate and the Coinage Committee of the House dur- 
ing five different sessions, and the debates upon the bill in the Senate occupied 
oe Se columns of the Globe and in the House seventy-eight columns of the 

obe. 


The Secretary of the Treasury called the special attention of Congress to the 
bill in his annual reports for 1870, 1871, and 1872. In his report of 1872 he says: 

In the last ten years the commercial value of silver has depreciated about 3 

er cent, as compared with gold, and its use as a currency has been discontinued 
by Germany and by some other countries. The financial condition of the United 
States has prevented the use of silver as currency for more than ten years, and 
Jam of opinion that upon grounds of po policy no attempt should be made 
to introduce it, but that the coinage should be limited to commercial purposes, 
and designed exclusively for commercial uses with other nations. 

“The intrinsic value of a metallic currency should correspond to its commer- 
cial value, or metals should be used for the coinage of tokens redeemable by the 
Government at their nominal value. As the AK ERE of silver is likely to 
continue, it is impossible to issue coin redeemable in gold without ultimate loss 
to the Government; for when the difference becomes considerable the holders 
will present the silver for redemption and leave it in the hands of the Govern- 
ment, to be ap eee of subsequently at a loss. 

“Therefore, in renewing the recommendations heretofore made for the pas- 
sage of the mint bill, I suggest such alterations as will prohibit the coinage of 
silver for circulation in this country, but that authority be given for the coinage 
of a silver dollar that shall be as valuable as the Mexican dollar, and to be fur- 
ey ere tp see para h: that the bill passed itiously, I 

a final answer tothe charge e was surreptitiously, I a 
pend, first, a y of the section in reference to the issue of silver Sots as Printed 
the report of the . and as passed by the Senate; second, 
a copy of the section as repo: by Mr. Kelley; third, a copy of the section as 


Mr. Hooper; fourth, a copy of the section as finally passed by the 
Senate and agreed upon by the conference committee. 

The following section was printed in the two reports of John Jay Knox, Deputy 
Comptroller of the Currency, to Con also in Senate bill 859, Forty- 
Congress, second session, April 28, 1870; in Senate bill 859, December 19, 1870, 
E January 11, 1871, third session Forty-first Congress, as reported by Mr, 

HERMAN; 

“Sec. 15, And be it further enacted, That of the silver coins the weight of the 
half-dollar, or piece of 50 cents, shall be 192 grains; and that of the quarter- 
dollar and dime shall be, respectively, one-half and one-fifth of the weight of 
said half-dollars; that the silver coin issued in conformity with the above sec- 
an shall be a legal tender in any one payment of debts for all sums less than 


The following section was printed in Senate bill 859, Forty-first Congress, 
third session, February 25, 1871, and House bill No. 5, Forty-second Congress, 
first session, March 9, 1871, as reported by Mr. aes ae 

“Src. 15. And be it further enacted, That of the silver coins the weight of the 
half-dollar, or piece of 50 cents, shall be 192 grains; and the quarter-dollar 
and dime shall be, respectively, one-half and one-fifth of the var cing of said 
half-dollar; which coins shall be a legal tender, at their denominational value, 
for any amount not exceeding $5 in any one payment.” 

The following section was printed in House bill No. 2934, May 29, 1872; House 
bill No, 1427, February 9, 1872, and February 153, 1872, Forty-second Congress, 
second session, as reported by Mr. Hooper: 

“Seo, 16. That the silver coins of the United States shall be a dollar, a half- 
dollar or fifty-cent piece, a quarter-dollar or twenty-five-cent piece, and a dime 
or ten-cent piece; and the weight of the dollar shall be 384 ns; the half-dol- 
lar, quarter-dollar, and the dime shall be, respectively, one-half, one-quarter, 
and one-tenth of the weight of said dollar; which coins shall be a legal tender, 
at their 5 value, for any amount not exceeding $5 in any one 
payment,” 

The following section was printed in House bill No. 2934, December 16, 1872, 
January 7, 1873, and January 21, 1873, Forty-second Congress, third session, as 
reported by Mr. SHERMAN: 

* That the silver coins of the United States shall be a trade-dollar, a half-dollar 
or fifty-cent es a quarter-dollar or twenty-five-cent piece, adime or ten-cent 
piece; and the weight of the trade-dollar shall be 420 grains troy; the weight 
of the half-dollar shall be 12} ins {grams}; the quarter-dollar and the 


e 
shall be, respectively, one-half and one-fifth of the weight of said half-dollar; 


and said coins shall be a legal tender at their nominal value forany amount not 
onanie $5 in any one payment.” 

The following section was contained in all of the different bills and the coin- 
age act of 1873: 

“Src. 18. And be it further enacted, That nocoins, either of gold, silver, or minor 
coinage, shall hereafter be issued from the Mint other than those of the denom- 
inations, standards, and weights herein set forth,” 

8 of the different bills may be obtained at the document- room of the 
nate. ‘ 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I congratulate myself and I con- 
gratulate the country that the mask is off this so-called silver party 
that has paraded the committee’s bill before the Senate. If there was 
apy question as to the attitude of the distinguished gentleman who 
had taken his seat before I got up, no person who has listened to him 
can doubt it now. He is for the single standard, the gold standard to 
be the only standard, he is for the abandonment of silver as a money 
metal, to be used simply as subsidiary coin, or elso his words mean 
nothing. I welcome the issue. The people of the United States 
will be glad to know that the so-called silver party who have hereto- 
fore been avowed goldites have resumed their natural, normal position 
and place. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to reply to what the Senator from Ohio 
has said now, because the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] wishes 
to make some remarks. I only want to say that the statement made 
by him that this country has been on a gold basis at any time except 
between 1873 and 1878 has not the slightest scintilla of evidence to sup- 
port it. We never were on a gold basis. There never was a demone- 
tization of silver in this country as the Senator states. I rose to do 
what the Senator declined to allow me to do, correct an error of his 
when he stated that the circulation of this country had kept pace with 
the population. 

He stated that the per capita of this country was $22. If so, the in- 
crease every year having been about a million, there must have been 
$22,000,000 last year of increased circulation. I was not able to hear 
from the rear where I sat, being back of the Senator, just the amount 
that he gave as the increase last year, but I challenged the statement 
when he said it was in proportion to the increase of population, because 
that is not true. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Twenty-two million. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator said he went to the Treasury 
ment for its report. So did I. I have it here stated in at least three 
or four different piaces, and I will read it, and then I will drop the 
matter. But I shall take occasion to reply to some of what I will say, 
with all due politeness, are misstatements of fact in the Senator’s re- 
bees I think the Senator’s facts are as much out of joint as his 

ogic. 3 
Mr. President, the report of the Treasurer of the United States— 
you can find it on pages 10 and 11—-starts out and gives us the Treas- 
ury report of the year 1889, the last report out. The Treasurer starts out 
and gives a statement of all the coin and all the paper money in this 
country and foots it up as amounting in 1~89 to $2,099,000,000 in round 
numbers, gold and silver and paper money; and that is the statement 
which goes out to everybody, that we have that amount of money. 
But the Treasurer says: é 
From the face of the preceding statements it would appear that there was an 
increase both in the aggregate monetary supply and in the amount held by the 
people. The certificates of deposit are, however, merely representative of 


moneys in the Treasury, and to count them with the coin and notes to which 
they give title would be a duplication. i 
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That is what is being done by the advocates of plenty of money. I 
do not understand that the Senator from Ohio who has just addressed 
the Senate is in that category, because he said the other day that we 
needed more money, but did not say how much: 


If these be climinated, and the actual moneys disposed according to owner- 
ship, the result will be as shown below: 


In Treasury. | In circulation. 


$512, 208, 682. 54 

79, 923,468.70 | 306, 649, 360. 65 

45, 787,874.89 | 350, 775, 084. 43 

. 1. 698, 904,649.67 | 319, 271, 51e. 05 | 1,379,683, 133, 62 
E_j 

ail 498, 806, 014.21 
530, 989, 478, 42 


1,337, 551, 835, 11 


He shows, Mr. President, that the actual circulation is $1,387,000,- 
000 which taken from the circulation that was issued last year the ac- 
counts show is about $8,000,000 increase. 

I will read it so that there shall be no misunderstanding: 

contraction of about 000,000 in the cur- 
. Argan k ready pointed out A stock of gold, sil- 
ver, and national-bank notes. In combination with this the $41,000,000 paid 
out of the Treasury produced an increase of $8,000,000 in the circulation, 

To be accurate, Mr. President, it is 87,917, 702. 

I put that statement of the Treasurer of the United States as pub- 
lished against the statement of the Senator from Ohio which he de- 
clined to allow me to correct. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, from the foundation of this Gov- 
ernment to 1873, any person wegen arp re gold or silver bullion 
could take it to the Aint of the United States and obtain coin for it 
at the ratio fixed. Thatis an admitted fact. The act of 1873 

DEPRIVED THE CITIZEN OF THAT PRIVILEGE. 

Ihe question is now whether or not that act was passed advisedly, 
accidentally, or otherwise; whether it was discussed in the Senate 
and understood in the House or whether it was not. The discus- 
sions fortunately are all recorded. Consequently the fact, as to 
passage or not, can be determined without any mistake by the 
3 Inasmuch as Lam constantly pointed to as having been 
here and e . in the p ings and inasmuch as I have 
recently stated that I did not know when this occurred and was un- 
conscious of having participated in this measure, I propose to exhibit 
the facts as they are and put them in the RECORD, so that any man 
can jadge and determine for himself. The statement thereof may 
be a little dry, but I will not be as long showing exactly how it ap- 
peared as you may suppose. 

Mr. President, on the 28th of April, 1870, the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SaerMan] introduced in the Senate a long bill (S. 859) entitled 
A bill revising the laws relative to the mints, assay offices, and 
coinage of the United States,” which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. (Congressional Globe, 186970, part 4, page 3051.) It 
was reported by the Finance Committee with amendments December 
19, 1870, and discussed in the Senate January 9 and 10, 1871. (Con- 
gressional Globe, 1870-'71, part 1, third session, Forty-first Congress, 


pae o i 3 
hen this bill came up for consideration in the Senate 
THE ONLY CONTROVERSY WHICH AROSE 
with regard to it was in relation to an amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, which was vigorously opposed by all the Pacific 
coast delegation. This was the bill to which the Senator has al- 
Inded and which had been recommended br the Treasury Depart- 
ment. This was the amendment offered by the Senator, which 
occasioned all the discussion that occurred : 
coinage, w er ld and silver deposited be coined or cast into bars 
pa tegen in eadition to 4 charge for refining or parting the metals, three-tenths 
of 1 per cent.—Congressional G 1 
gress, page 368. 
A long discussion followed, and it was held that the provision was 
a discriminating tax against bullion, for, in addition to paying the 
ordinary charges, it would discourage the taking of bullien to our 
mints and make its market value for shipment greater than its value 
at the mint. It was very ably discussed by many Senators for a long 


e, 
The amendment was adopted in Committee of the Whole by a 
ea-and-nay vote of 25 to 22. (Congressional Globe, 1870-71, part 
, third session, Forty-first Congress, page 377.) 

No other amendment whìch excited discussion was acted upon in 
the Senate, except little formal amendments. In fact, all the amend- 
ments, except the tax amendment, 

RELATED TO TUE ADMINISTRATION OF THE AFFAIRS OF THE MINTS. 
After the bill was reported to the Senate, Mr. Cole, of California, 
demanded a separate vote on the amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio to tax bullion. Another long and animated discussion fol- 
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lowed, after which the amendment was rejected by a 


ea-and-nay 
vote of 23 to 26. (Congressional Globe, 187 ird session, 
Forty-first Ee, pages 394-399. ) 

The Senator from Ohio, pester failed to secure the passage of the 
amendment to tax bullion, abandoned the bill and asked for the yeas 
and nays on its final passage. The bill wes payed by a vote of 36 to 
14. (Ibid., page 399.) My name is recorded in the affirmative and 
that of the Senator from Ohio in the negative. 
ee was not a word of discussion in regard to coinage in the 

ill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the Senator from Nevada whether that 
bill did not drop the silver dollar; whether the silver dollar was not 
omitted from that bill and prohibited from among the coins. 

Mr. STEWART. It was Mr. Knox's bill, and it did what the Sen- 
ator states. But the attention of nobody was called to it; and in 
this connection I will say, itis very strange that so important a 
measure as that, if it had been discussed, been indorsed everywhere, 
and was generally known, was not alluded to while the bill was be- 
fore the Senate. The only question discussed was this question of 
taxing bullion. 

I did not know 

THAT THE BILL MADE ANY CHANGE IN THE COINAGE 
of either gold or silver, but 8 as the title indicated, that it 
was a mere codification of the Mint laws. There certainly was no 
e in the Senate that the bill made any change in the stand- 
ards of gold or silver or that the coinage of either metal would be 
affected thereby. It is me asic’ Each that previous to the in- 
trodudtion of the bill the Senator from Ohio and the Comptroller 
of the Currency, John Jay Knox, had recommended the demoneti- 
zation of silver, and the Secretary of the Treasury had for- 
warded the report of the Comptroller to Con, recommending 
such action. But it attracted no attention and was passed over in 
the same manner that other printed matter relating to technical 
subjects usually is. It is impossible for any Senator to keep the run 
of all the public documents printed. He could not read them if he 
did no other business. It is the duty of the committee having chargo 
of particular subjects to examine such documents and bring before 
the Senate all matters of importance. The Committee on Finance 
failed to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that the bill 
CONTAINED A PROVISION WHICH WOULD DEMONETIZE SILVER. 

I will not trace the proceedings in the Hous which relate to this 
great change in our silver coinage, except to remark that they provo 
that the question of demonetizing silver was never considered in 
that body. The fact, which I will hereafter show, that the leading 
members of the House and of the Senate did not know that silver 
was demonetized for several years afterwards, demonstrates thatthe 
matter was not understood at the time the act became a law. 

The bill which demonetized silver, as it passed the House, con- 
tained a dollar which was precisely the equivalent of the five-franc 
piece. It limited the legal-tender quality of the silver coinage to 85, 

WHICH FATAL DEFECT was NOT NOTICED. 

This bill passed the House May 27, 1872. (Congressional Globe, 
1872~73, part 5, page 3833.) The sixteenth section of this measure 
as it came from the House contained a silver dollar of 384 ins, 
which was- the exact equivalent of the five-frane piece of nce 
and adopted the Euro ratio of 15} to 1. 

On the 28th day of May the bill was reported to the Senate, and 
the next day referred to the Committee on Finance. (Ibid., Pages 
3961 and 3986.) That committee, on December 16, reported the bill 
back to the Senate with various amendments. (Cong. Globe 1872- 
73, part 1, page 203.) The amendments were genae January 7, 
1873, (Ibid., page363.) The bill was discussed and passed January 17, 
1873. (Ibid., pages 661, 668-674.) The amendments rted by the 
Committee ou Finance were acted upon seriatim, and, with one excep- 
tion, in the usual manner. Section 16 of the bill, which provided 
for the silver coins of the United States, contained, among other 
things, as before remarked, a silver dollar of 384 he rec- 
ommendation of the committee was to strike out the sixteenth sec- 
tion of the House bill and substitute therefor the provision which 
demonetized silver. The substitute proposed by the committee, and 
which is now section 3513 of the Revised Statutes, and which was 
not read or discussed, is as follows: 


„part 1, 


q llar and tho dime shall be, respectively, one-half 
and one-fifth of the weight of said half-dollar. 

Another section limited the legal tender of the new trade-dollar 
to five dollars. The amendments, as before stated, were considered 
seriatim. When section 15 was reached it was stricken out; conse- 
quently section 16 of the House bill would then become section 15 
of the amended Senate bill. The Con ional Globe shows that 
no action was taken on section 16 of the House bill. On the con- 
trary, after acting on section 15, the next amendment of the House 
bill-considered was section 17, which had been section 16 of the 
amended Senate bill. This amendment related to the minor coins 
and it was adopted without debate. 5 

The next amendment was one to section 19 of the House bill and 
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section 18 of the Senate amended bill. This amendment provided 
for omitting the eagle on the silver dollar, half-dollar, quarter-dol- 
lar, and the dime, respectively, and prescribed in lieu thereof the 
weight and fineness of the coin, so that the section when amended 
would read as follows: — 

Sec. [19] 18. That upon the coins of the United States there shall be the follow- 
in d and ö Upon one side there shall be an impression emblematio 
of liberty, with an inscription of the word Liberty“ and the F pease the coinage, 
and upon the reverse shall be the figure or representation of an cagle, with the 
inscription “ United States of America” and “E Pluribus Unum," and a desig- 
nation of the value of the coin; but on the gold dollar and the three-dollar piece, 
the silver dollar, the halt-dollar, the quarter-dollar, the dime, five, three, and one 
cent pieces the figure of the eagle be omitted; and on the reverse of the sil- 
ver doliar, half-dullar, quarter-dollar, and the dim tively, there shall be 
inscribed the weight and fineness of the coin; and the of the Mint, with 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may cause the motto In God we 
Trust“ to be inscribed upon such coins as shall admit of such motto; and any one 
of the foregoing inscriptions may be on the rim of the gold and silver coins. 

I have got the record here—anybody can examine it—showing that 
that was omitted and not mention Mr. Casserly, of California, 
was watching the bill. He said: 

I t that the eagle is to diss from the dollar, half-dollar, and quarter- 
dolar of 3 It will hi ue a possible to think of a half: do ora 
quarter-dollar as being such a coin without the eagle upon it. 

A dialogue followed between the Senator from Ohio and Mr. Cas. 
serly, in which the chairman of the Finance Committee explained 
fully and particularly why it was necessary to have the weight and 
fineness stamped upon the dollar, half-dollar, and quarter-dollar of 
our silver coinage. 

The chairman said: 

f the Senat ill allow me, he will see that the preceding section provides for 
R zich 3 riebe eee with the English Shilin and the fiye- 
franc piece of France; that is, a five-franc piece of France willbe the exact equiv- 
alent of a dollar of the United States in our silver coinage; and in order to show 
this wherever our silver coin shall float—and we are providing that it shall float 
all over the world—we propose to stamp upon it, instead of our le, which for- 
eigners may not understand and which they may not distinguish a buzzard 
or some other bird, the intrinsic fineness and weight of the coin.—Congressional 
Globe, 1872-78. part 1, third session, Forty-second Congress, page 672. 

Mr. Casserly was still dissatisfied with this explanation. He 
wanted the eagle. e 

Mr. SHERMAN again said: 

This bill proposes a silver coinage exactly the same as the French and what are 
called the associated nations of Europe. 8 

That is, the Latin Monetary Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The dollar there is exactly two half-dollars, cor- 
responding with the French coin. 

Mr. STEWART. IL would rather not be interrupted. I want to 
gre it connectedly if possible. By interruptions the discussion will 

disconnected. The Senator referred to the preceding section, 
which, it may be remarked, contained a dollar the equivalent of the 
five-frane piece, and not tothe proposed amendment, which was never 
read and which contained the trade-dollar, which was not equivalent 
to the five-frane piece, but contained 420 grains of standard silver. 

This bill proposes a silver coinage exactly the same as the French and what 
are called the associated nations of Europe, who have rg sa the international 
standard of silver coinage; that is, the dollar provided for by this bill is the pre- 

It contains the same number of grams o: 
instead of the grain for the 
The "trad has been ted mainly for 
the benefit of the Lee of California and others in with China. 
That is the only coin measured by the grain instead of by the gram. The intrinsic 
value of each is to be stamped npon the coin. * — 5 


The Chamber of Commerce of New York first recommended this chango, and it 
has been adopted, I believe, by all the learned societies who have given attention 
to coinage, and has been recommended to us, I believe, as the general desire. 
That is embodied in these three or four sections of amendment, to make our silver 
coinage correspond in exact form and dimensions and shape and stamp with the 
coinage of the associated nations of Europe, who have adopted an international 
silver coinage.—Ibid. 

As before stated, the substitute for the sixteenth section of the 
Jouse bill, 

WHICH DEMONETIZED SILVER, 


was not read and acted upon in the Senate; at all events, the Globe 
fails to show that it was. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow me, he has now in his 

ssession the original bill which shows the particular item. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, and I will state it I will come to that 
if you will let me go on, and I will put it in the RECORD so that ev- 
erybody may study it. It is possible that the Reporter failed to re- 
cord the action of the Senate, but it is vey improbable. Itis 
doubtful, indeed, if such a failure ever occu before or since, and 
it is strange that the most important amendment that was ever con- 
sidered by the Senate, an amendment which 

DEMONETIZED OXE OF THE PRECIOUS METALS, 
should have been omitted by the Reporter. If there was nothing, 
however, but the omission to record in the Globe the fatal amend- 
ment, a possible doubt might exist; but the discussion as to the in- 
scription on the silver dollar, which arose on the amendment to sec- 
tion 19 of the House bill, to which I have called the attention of 
the Sama seems to establish beyond the possibility of doubt that 


the origina! section 16 of the House bill was retained and was in the 
Dill as it passed the Senate. 


The whole argument of the Senator from Ohio forsubstituting the 


weighs and fineness on the silver dollar in place of the eagle was to 
d ate its value, because it was to be an international coin, and 
to show that it was the exact equivalent of the five-franc piece, 
This ment could not have had reference to the trade-dollar of 
420 grains in the proposed amendment; on the contrary 
IT WAS EXPRESSLY STATED 

that the reason applied to the silver dollar of 384 grains. The doll 
in the original section of the House bill was to be of 384 ; it 
was the exact equivalent of the five-frane piece, whereas the dollar 
provided for in the amendment which was not acted upon contained 

grains and was called a standard dollar. 

The fact that the legal tender of the silver coins in the House bill 
was limited to $5 is immaterial so far as it relates to what occurred 
in the Senate. That limitation was not brought to the attention of 
the Senate, but, on the contrary, as has already been shown, the 
Senator from Ohio said: 

This bill proposes inage 
called the Psd sored phe abe Euro 3 have adapted the international stand 
ard of silver coinage; that is, the dollar provided for by this bill is the precise 
equivalent of the five-franc piece. 

The silver coinage of the associated nations of Europe was a full 
legal tender. Consequently, the effect of what the ator from 
Ohio said of the section of the House bill was thatit contained a dol- 
lar equivalent to the five-franc piece, which was a full legal tender. 

On the record the evidence seems conclusive that the fatal provis- 
ion demonetizing silver 

WAS NEVER ACTED UPON IN THE SENATE, 

but was incorporated in the bill by the en ing clerk. And it 
should be here remarked that the engrossing clerk could not be blamed 
for his action, because upon the cop ned at the desk the amend- 
ment to section 16 is marked ‘ agreed.” So that mistake might have 
been made at the clerk’s desk. I have the original here. There was 
no provision in the bill which passed the Senate to prevent the owner 
of silver bullion from presenting his bullion at the Mint and demand- 
ing coin therefor. Silver bullion was excluded from free coinage, 
except into trade-dollars, by the following clause in the report of the 
conference committee: 

Peale —— Re gare —53 ee coinage 

on lobe, 78, 

50 8 

So that there was a provision in the conference committee's report 
excludingsilver. It prevented the owner of silver from taking it to 
the mints and exchanging it for anything but the trade-dollar. 

But, as I have said, the fatal amendment which demonetized silver 
was never read in either House, It was adopted in the conference 
report as number 6, and here is the conference report, and the num- 
bers run from 1 to 20. This fatal amendment demonetizing silver 
was numbered 6. The House did not hear it read because it went 
in by anumber. It was simply number 6 in the conference between 
the two Houses. It was slightly amended in the conference report, 
but not in such a manner as to indicate what number 6 was, 

In order that every Senator may have an opportunity of examin- 
ing this remarkable legislation, I ask leave to print in my remarks, 


than trade-dollars] shall be received. 
session, Forty-second Congress, page 


f | first, the House bill as originally reported to the Senate by the 


Finance Committee, with the proposed amendments of the com- 
mittee, and also with the action of the Senate on those amend- 
ments, as indicated by the marks of the reading clerk, and that 
will give it all. Here is the original copy which I have secured 
from the files, and I ask the Reporter to give it back to the Secretary 
of the Senate; as it isan important document and I have not another 
copy of it. . 

ow, as to the proceedings in the Senate when the bill with its 
amendments was under consideration as shown by the Congressional 
Globe. Ihave the proceedings here, and I will print them seriatim 
so that all can take the bill and the proceedings that follow it and 
see what they were; then the engrossed amendments to the bill, and 
immediately after that I will have the conference report inserted. All 
these are out of print and inaccessible to the public, and by printing 
them seriatim as they occur the history of the whole thing will ap- 
pear. By these documents it will be shown that the fatal demone- 
tizing amendment 

WAS NEVER READ IN EITHER HOUSE. 

It went by number 6 in the report. I have the record here and 
will have it printed so that everybody can examine it and make no 
further mistake. 

The record is as follows: 


Lot in explanation of the bill (H. R. 8 below. 
. The body of the bill, printed in brevier, is as it came from the 


ouse, 

2 „ to insert, reported by Committee on Finance, are 
in italics. 

3. Amendments to strike out, reported by Committee on Finance, 
are in [brackets]. 

4. Amendments made by the Senate striking out words are in 
brevier, with brackets, and the words inserted in lieu thereof in the 
handwriting of the Clerk, are in SMALL Cars. 

5. Amendment reported by Committee on Finance, on page 12, sec- 
te 18, line 9, in italics and brackets, was disagreed to by the Sen- 
ate. 


— 2 
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6. Amendment to strike out, on page 14, section 24, lines 5 and 6, | 27 


was moved in the Senate, and is in SMALL cars and brackets. 


7. The word agreed, in the handwriting of the Clerk, showing 
what amendments were 


reed to, is indicated by LARGE CAPS. 
8. The exact pages and lines of the original bill are indicated. ] 
424 CONGRESS, 


3d SESSION. H. R. 2934. 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 


May 29, 1872. 
Read twice and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


DECEMBER 16, 1872. 


Reported by Mr. SHERMAN with amendments, viz: Strike out the 


parts in [brackets] and insert the parts printed in italics. 
JANUARY 7, 1873. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Finance, reported additional 


amendments, which were ordered to be printed with the bill. 


AN ACT 


Revising and amending the laws relative to the mints, assay- 
offices, and coinage of the United States. 


Be it enacted dy the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the Mint of the United States is hereby established as a 
Bureau of the Treasury Department, embracing in its organ- 
ization and under its control all mints for the manufacture of 
coin, and all assay-offices for the stamping of bars, which are 
now, or which may be hereafter, authorized by law. The 
chief officer of the said Bureau shall be denominated the Di- 
rector of the Mint, and shall be under the general direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, He shall be appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 

2 
and shall hold his office for the term of five years, unless 
sooner removed by the President, upon reasons to be commu- 
nicated by him to the Senate, 

SEC. 2. That the Director of the Mint shall have the 
general supervision of all mints and assay-offices, and shall 
make an annual report to the Secretary of the Treasury of 
their operations, at the close of each fiscal year, and from 
time to time such additional reports, setting forth the opera- 
tions and condition of such institutions, as the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall require, and shall lay before him the 
annual estimates for their support. And the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall appoint the number of clerks, classitied ac- 
cording to law, necessary to discharge the duties of said Bu- 


SSO ASN 


reau. 
Sec. 3. That the officers of each mint shall be a super- 
intendent, an assayer, a melter and refiner, and a coiner, and, 
for the mint at Philadelphia, an engraver, all to be appointed 
by the President of the United States, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate. 
Sc. 4. That the superintendent of each mint shall have 
the control thereof, the superintendence of the officers and 
rsons employed therein, and the supervision of the business 
hereof, subject to the approval of the Director of the Mint, 
to whom he shall make reports at such times and according 
to such forms as the Director of the Mint may prescribe, 


3 


7 which shall exhibit in detail, and under appropriate heads, 
8 the deposits of bullion, the amount of gold, silver, and minor 
9 coinage, and the amount of unparted, standard, and 
10 refined bars issued, and such other statistics and 
11 information as may be required. The superintend- 
12 ent of each mint shall also receive and safely keep, 
13 until 1 withdrawn, all moneys or bullion Which shall 
14 be for the use or the expenses of the mint. He shall re- 
15 ceive all bullion brought to the mint for assay or coinage; 
lö shall be the keeper of all bullion or coin in the mint, except 
17 “while ee same is legally in the hands of other officers; and 
18 shall deliver all coins struck at the mint to the persons to 
19 whom they shall be legally payable. From the report of the 
‘assayer and the weight of the bullion, he shall compute 
21 the value of each deposit, and also the amount of the charges 
or deductions, if any, of all which be shall give a detailed 
memorandum to the depositor; and he shall also give at the 
sams time, under his hand, a certificate of the net amount of 
the deposit, to be paid in coins or bars of the same species of 
bullion as that deposited, the correctness of which certificate 


AGREED 


OMI Crm Cote 


REED 


JUNE 5 


shall be verified by the assayer, who shall countersign the 
same; and in all cases of transfer of coin or bullion, he shall 
give and receive vouchers, manng the amount and character 
of such coin or bullion. He shall keep and render, quarter- 
yearly, to the Director of the Mint, for the purpose of adjust- 


4 


ment, according to such forms as may be 1 by the 
Secretary of the regular and faithful accounts 
of his transactions with the other officers of the 
mint and the depositors; and shall also render to him a 
eee "sere te of the tga! | expenses of the mint or 
assay-office under his charge. e shall also appoint all 
assistants, clerks, (one of whom shall be designated ‘ chief 
clerk,”) and workmen employed under his superintendence; 
but no person shall be appointed to employment in the offices 
of the assayer, melter and refiner, coiner, or engraver, except 
on the recommendation and nomination in writing of those 
officers, respectively; and he shall forthwith report to the 
Director of the Mint the names of all persons appointed by 
him, the duties to be performed, the rate of compensation, 
the appropriation from which compensation is to be made, 
and the grounds of the appointment; and if the Director of 
the a shall disapprove the same, the appointment shall be 
vacated. 

Sec. 5. That the assayer shall assay all metals and 
bullion, whenever such assays are required in the operations 

D OR SAMPLES OF BULLION 
of the mint; he shall also make assays of coins/\whenever 
required by the superintendent. 

Sec. 6. That the melter and refiner shall execute all 
the operations which are necessary in order to form ingots of 
standard silver or gold, and alloys for minor coinage, suitable 


5 


for the coiner, from the metals legally delivered to him for 
that purpose; and shall also execute all the operations which 
are necessary in order to form bars conformable in all 
aay al to the law, from the gold and silver bullion delivered 
to him for that purpose. He shall keep a careful record of 
all transactions with the superintendent, noting the weight 
and character of the bullion ; and shall be responsible for all 
bullion delivered to him until the same is returned to the 
superintendent and the proper vouchers obtained, 

Src. 7. That the coiner shall execute all the operations 
which are necessary in order to form coins, conformable in all 
respects to the law, from the standard gold and silver ingots, 
and alloys for minor coinage, legally delivered to him for 
that purpose; and shall be responsible for all bullion delivered 
to him, until the same is returned to the superintendent and 
the proper vouchers obtained. 

EC. & That the ‘engraver shall prepare from the 
WORKING 
originai dies already authorized all the[ wording ]/\dies required 
for use in the coinage of the several mints, and, when new 
coins or devices are authorized, shall, if required by the 
Director of the Mint, prepare the devices, models, molds, 
and matrices, or original dies, for the same; but the Director 
of the Mint shall nevertheless have power, with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, to engage temporarily for 
this. purpose the services of one or more artists distinguished 
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in their respective departments of art, who shall be paid for 
such service from the contingent appropriation for the mint 
at Philadelphia. 

ASSAY 


Sec, 9. That whenever any officer of a mint or/\office 
shall be temporarily absent, on account of sickness or any 
other cause, it shall be lawful for the superintendent, with the 
consent of said officer, to sppoms some person attached to 
the mintto actin the place of such officer during his absence; 
but all such appointments shail be forthwith reported to the 
Director of the Mint for his approval; and in all cases what- 
soeyer the n shall be responsible for the acts of his 
representative. In case of the temporary absence of the 
superintendent, the chief clerk shall act in his place; and in 
case of the temporary absence of the Director of the Mint, 
the Secretary of the Treasury may designate some one to act 
in his place. 

Src. 10. That every officer, assistant, and clerk of the 
mint shall, before he enters upon the execution of his office 
take an oath or affirmation before some judge of the United 
States, or judge of the superior court, or of some court of 
record of any State. faithfully and diligently to perform the 
duties thereof, in addition to other official oaths prescribed by 
law; which oaths, duly certified, shall be transmitted to the 
Secretary of the Treasury; and the superintendent of each 
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mint may require such oath or affirmation from any of the 
employees of the mint, 

Sec. 11. That the superintendent, the assayer, the melt- 
er and refiner, and the coiner of each mint, before entering 
upon the execution of their respective offices, shall become 
bound to the United States, with one or more sureties, ap- 

roved by the Secretary of the Treasury, in the sum of not 
ess than ten nor more than fifty thousand dollars, with con- 
dition for the faithful and diligent performance of the duties 
of his office. Similar bonds may be required of the assistants 
and clerks, in such sums as the superintendent shall determine, 
with the approbation of the Director of the Mint; but the 
same shall not be construed to relieve the superintendent or 
other officers from liability to the United States for acts, 
omissions, or negligence of their subordinates or employees: 
Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury may, at his 
discretion, increase the bonds of the superintendent. 

Src. 12. That there shall be allowed to the Director of 


the Mint an annual salary of four thousand five hundred dol- 


lars, and actual necessary traveling expenses in visiting the 
different mints and assay-offices, for which vouchers shall be 
_reudered, to the superintendents of the mints at Philadelphia 
and San Francisco, each four thousand five hundred dollars; 
to the assayers, melters and refiners, and coiners of said mints, 
each three thousand dollars; to the engraver of the mint at 
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Philadelphia, three thousand dollars ; to the superintendent of 
the mint at Carson City, three thousand dollars; and to the 
assayer, to the melter and refiner, and to the coiner of the 
mint at Carson City, each, two thousand five hundred dollars ; 
to the assistants and clerks such annual salary shall be allow 
as the Director of the Mint may determine, with the appro- 
bation of the Secretary of the Treasury; and to the work- 
men shall be allowed such wages, to be determined by the 
superintendent, as may be customary and reasonable accord- 
ing to their respective stations and occupations, and 5 9 7 
by the Director of the Mint; and the salaries provided for in 
this section, and the wages of the workmen permanently 
engaged, shall be payable in monthly installments. 

- Sec. 13. That the standard for both gold and silver 
coins of the United States shall be such that ef one thou- 
sand parts by weight nine hundred shall be of pure metal 
and one hundred of alloy; and the alloy of the silver coins 
shall be of copper, and the alloy of the gold coins shall be of 
copper, or of copper and silver; but the silver shall in no 
case exceed one-tenth of the whole alloy. 

Sec. 14. That the gold coins of the United States shall 
be a one-dollar piece, which, at the standard weight of twenty- 
five and eight-tenths grains, shall be the unit of value; a 
quarter-eagle, or two-and-a-half dollar piece; a three-dollar 
piece; a half-eagle, or five-dollar piece; au eagle, or ten-dol- 


9 


lar piece; e ee or twenty-dollar piece. And the 
standard weight of the gold dollarshall be twenty-five and eight 
tenths grains; of the unor oAein or two-and-a-half-dollar 
piece, sixty-four and a half grains; of the three-dollar piece 
seventy-seven and four-tenths grains; of the half-eagle, or 
five-dollar piece, one hundred and twenty-nine grains; of 
the eagle, or ten-dollar piece, two hundred and fifty- 
eight grains; of the double-eagle, or twenty-dollar piece, five 
hundred and sixteen grains; which coins shall be a legal 
tender in all payments at their nominal value when not 
below the standard weight and limit of tolerance provided in 
this act for the single piece, and, when reduced in weight, 
below said standard and tolerance, shall be a legal tender at 


AGREED 


19 


BENYSRERBES 


aR 


Orme cto 


valuation in 8 to their actual weight; [and any gold 
coin of the United States, if reduced in weight by abrasion 
not more than one-half of one per centum on the double- 
eagle aud eagle, and one per centum on the other coins, below 
the standard weight prescribed by law, shall be received at 
their nominal value by the United States Treasury and its 
offices, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may prescribe for the protection of the Government 
against fraudulent abrasion or other practices; and any gold 
coins in the Treasury of the United States reduced in weight 
below this limit of abrasion shall be recoined. ] 


GREED - 


(Sec. 15. That any gold coin now in circulation the 
H. R. —2 
10 
weight of which is below the limit of abrasion prescribed in 
this act may be received at the mints in Philadelphia and 
San Francisco at par in exchange for silver coins: Provided, 
That the circulation of such gold coin, as shown by the date 
of coinage, has been sufficient to produce such loss by natural 
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abrasion; and the coins so received shall be recoined; but 
no gold coins which appear to have been artificially reduced 
come within the provisions of this section.] 


AGREED 


1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
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AGREED 


Src. [16] 15. [That the silver coins of the United States 
shall be a dollar, a half-dollar or fifty-cent piece, a quarter-dollar 
or twenty-five cent piece, and a dime or ten-cent piece; and 
the weight of the dollar shall be three hundred and eighty- 
four grains; the half-dollar, quarter-dollar, and the dime shall 
be, respectively, one-half, one-quarter, and one-tenth of the 
weight of said dollar; which coins shall be a legal tender, at 
théir nominal value, for any amount not exceeding five dol- 
lars in any one payment.] That the silver coins of the 
United States shall be a trade-dollar, a half-dollar, or fifty- 
= A pira or 5 per 
cent piece, a quarter-dollar, or twenty-five-cent-piece N; a 
the weight of the trade-dollar shail te Jour hundred and 
twenty grains troy; the weight of the half-dollar shall be 
twelve grams and one-half of a gram; the quarter dollar and 
the dime shall be, respectively, one-half and one 1 of the 
weight of said half-dollar; and said coins shall a legal 
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tender at their nominal value for any amount not exceeding 
ve dollars in any one payment. 
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Src. p 16. [That the minor coins of the United States 
shall be a flve- cent piece, a three- cent 1 
and the alloy for minor coin shall be of copper and nickel, 
to be composed of three-fourths copper and one-fourth nickel; 
the weight of the pioco of five cents shall be five grams, or 
seventy-seven and sixteen-hundredths grains 125 of the 
three-cent piece, three ms, or forty-six and thirty-hun- 
dredths grains; and of the one-cent piece, one and one-half 
grams, or twenty-three and fifteen-hundredths grains; which 
coins shall be legal tender, at their nominal value, for an 
amount not exceeding twenty-five cents in any one payment. 
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That the minor coins of the United States shall be a five-cent 
piece, a three-cent piece, and a one-cent piece, and al 
Jor the five and three cent pieces shall be of copper and ni 
to be composed of three-fourths copper and one-fourth nicke 
and the alloy of the one-cent piece shall be ninety-five per 
centum of copper and five per centum of tin and zi in 
such proportion as shall be determined by the ‘Director of the 
Mint. he weight of she pios, of five cents shall be seventy- 
seven and sixteen-hundredths grains, troy; of the three-cent 
piece, thirty grains; and of the one-cent piece, forty-eight 
grains; which coins shall be a legal tender, at nominal 
12 / 
value, for any amount not exceeding twenty-five cents in any 
one payment. 

Sec. [18] 17. That no coins, either of gold, silver, or 
minor coinage, shall hereafter be issued from the mint other 
soan pte the denominations, standards, and weights herein 
set forth. 

Sec. [19} 18. That upon the coins of the United States 
there shall be the following devices and legends: Upon one side 
there shall be an impression emblematic of liberty, with an 
inscription of the word “Liberty” and the year of the 
coinage, and upon the reverse shall be the fi or repre- 
sentation of an eagle, with the inscriptions ‘‘ United States of 
America“ and“ E Pluribus Unum”, and a designation of the 


8 valae of the coin; but on the gold dollar and three-dollar 
DISAGREED 


9 
10 


iece, [the silver dollar, half-dollar. guarir Aat] the dime, 
ve, three, and one cent piece the figare of the eagle shall be 
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omitted; and on the reverse of the silver dollar, half-dollar, 
quarter-dollar, and the dime, respectively, there shall be in- 
scribed the weight and the fineness of the coin; and the 
Director of the Mint, with the approval of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, may cause the motto ‘In God we trust” to be 
inscribed upon such coins as shall admit of such motto; and 
any one of the foregoing inscriptions may be on the rim 
of the gold and silver coins. 

Sec. [20] 19. That at the option of the owner, gold or 


13 
silver may be cast into bars of fine metal, or of standard 
fineness, or unparted. as he may prefer, with a stamp upon the 
same designating the weight and fineness, and with such 
devices impressed thereon as may be deemed e ent to 


prevent fraudulent imitation, and no such bars shall be issued 


of a less weight than five ounces. 

Sec, [21] 20. That any owner of gold bullion may deposit 
the same at any mint, to be formed into coin or bars for his 
benefit; but it shall be lawful to refuse any deposit of less 
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value than one hundred dollars, or any bullion so base as fo 
be unsuitable for the operations of the mint; and when gold 
and silver are combined, if either metal be in such small 
proportion that it can not be separated 3 no 
allowance shall be made to the depositor for its value. 

Sud. 22 [21]. That reg Seip a of silver bullion may deposit 
the same at any mint, to be formed into bars for his benefit; 
no deposit for coinage into silver coin shall be received; but 
silver bullion contained in gold deposits, and separated there- 
from, may be paid for in silver coin, at such valuation as may 
be, from time to time, established by the Director of the 


Mint: Provided, That at the option of the owner, silver may 
be cast into coins of standard fineness, and of the weight of 
four hundred and twenty. grains troy, designated in section 
fifteen of this act as the trade-dollar. 

Sec. [23] 22. That when bullion is deposited in any of the 
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mints, it shall be weighed by the superintendent, and, when 
practicable, in the presence of the depositor, to whom a re- 
ceipt shall be given, which shall state the description and 
weight of the bullion; but when the bullion is in such a 
state as to require melting, or the removal of base metals, 
before its value can be ascertained, the weight, after such 
operation, shall be considered as the true weight of the 
bullion deposited. The fitness of the bullion to be received 
shall be determined by the assayer, and the mode of melting 
by the melter and refiner. 
SEC. [24] 23. That from every parcel of bullion deposited 
for coinage or bars,the superintendent shall deliver to the assayer 
a sufficient portion for the purpose of being assayed, but all 
such bullion remaining from the operations of the assay shall 
be returned to the superintendent by the assayer. 
SEC. [25] 24. That the assayer shall report to the superin- 
D FINENESS 
tendent the quality or i of the bullion assayed by 
him, and such information as will enable him to compute the 
ene of the charges hereinafter provided for, to be made 
to r i [FOR THE COST OF CONVERTING THE BULLION INTO 
BARS. 
SEC. [26] 25. That the charge for converting standard 
REED Transfer to line 8, p. 15—insert after bullion: 
gold bullion into coin, (or for converting standard silver into 
trade dollars,) shall be one-fifth of one per centum; and 
the charges for refining when the bullion is below standard, 
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for toughening when metals are contained in it which render 
it unfit for coinage, for copper used for alloy when the bull- 
ion is above standard, for separating the gold and silver when 


these metals exist together in the bullion, A and for the 
reparation of bars, shall be fixed, from time to time, by the 
irector, with the concurrence of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, so as to equal but not exceed, in their judgment, the 
actual average cost to each mint and assay-office of the 
material, labor, wastage, and use of machinery employed in 
each of the cases aforementioned. 

Sec. [27] 26. That the ape a shall verify all calculations 
made by the superintendent of the value of deposits, and, if 
satisfied by the correctness thereof, shall countersign the cer- 
tificate required to be given by the superintendent to the 


depositor. 

Src. [28] 27. That in order to procure bullion for the sil- 
ver coinage authorized by this act, the superintendents, with 
the approval of the Director of the Mint, as to price, terms, and 

uantity, shall purchase such bullion with the bullion-fand. 
e gain arising from the coinage of such silver bullion into 
coin of a nominal value exceeding the cost thereof shall be 
credited to a ial fand denominated the silver-profit fund. 
This fund shall be charged with the wastage incurred in the 
silver coinage, and with the expense of distributing said 
coins as hereinafter provided. The balance to the credit of 
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this fund shall be from time to time, and at least twice a year, 
aid into the Treasury of the United States. 

OTHER THAN THE TRADE DOLLAR 

SEC. J 28. That silver coinsA^shall be paid out at the 
several mints, and at the assay-oflice in New York City, in 
exchange for gold coins at par, in sums not less than one hun- 
dred dollars; and it shall be lawful, also, to transmit parcels 
of the same, from time to time, to the assistant treasurers, 
depositaries, and other officers of the United States, under 
general 55 proposed by the Director of the Mint, and 
approved by the Secretary of the Treasury; but nothing herein 
contained shall prevent the payment of silver coins, at their 
nominal value, for silver parted from gold, as provided in 
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fold sh or for hares 4 15 toan one dollar in settlement; for 
eposits : vi at for two years after the 
of this act, silver coins shall be paid af the mint in Philadel. 
hia and the assay-office in New York City for silver bull- 
ion purchased for coinage, under such regulations as may be 
8 by the Director of the Mint, and approved by the 
cretary of the Treasury. 

Src. bd bee Thatfor the purchase of metal for the minor 
coinage authorized by this act, a sum not exceeding fi 
thousand dollars in lawful money of the United States shall 
be transferred by the Secretary of the Treasury to the credit 
of the superintendent of the mint at Philadelphia, at which 
establishment only, until other wiso provided by law, such 
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coinage shall be carried on, The superintendent, with the 
approval of the Director of the Mint as to price, terms, and 
quantity, shall purchase the metal required for such coina, 
by public advertisement, and the lowest and best bid shall 
accepted, the fineness of the metals to be determined on the 
mint assay. The gain arising from the coinage of such metals 
into coin of anominal value, exceeding the cost thereof, shall 
be credited to the special fand denominated the minor-coinage 
profit fund; and this fund shall be charged with the 
wastage incurred in such coinage, and with the cost of dis- 
tributing said coins as hereinafter provided. The balance 
ee to the credit of this fund, and any balance of profits 
accrued from minor coinage under former acts, shall be, from 
time to time, and at least twice a year, cdvered into the 
Treasury of the United States. 

SEc. [31] 30. That the minor coins anthorized by this act 
may, at the discretion of the Director of the Mint, be delivered 
in any of the principal cities and towns of the United States, 
at the cost of the mint, for transportation, and shall be 
exchangeable at par at the mint in Philadelphia, at the dis- 
cretion of the superintendent, for any other coins of copper, 
bronze, or copper-nickel heretofore authorized by law; an 
it shall be lawful for the Treasurer and the several assistant 
treasurers and depositaries of the United States to redeem, in 
lawful 2 under such rules as may be prescribed by the 

H. R. 2934-3 
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Secretary of the Treasury, all copper, bronze, and copper- 
nickel coins authorized by law when presented in sums of not 
less than twenty dollars; and whenever, under this authority, 
these coins are presented for redemption in such quantity as 
to show the amount outstanding to be redundant, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is authorized and required to direct that 
such corsage shall cease until otherwise ordered by him. 

Sec. [32] 31. That parcels of bullion shall be, from time to 
time, transferred by the superintendent to the melter and refiner; 
acareful record of these transfers,noting the weightand character 
of the bullion, shall be kept, and vouchers shall be taken for 
the delivery of the same, duly receipted by the melter and 
refiner, and the bullion thus placed in the hands of the melter 
and refiner shall be subjected to the several processes which 
may be necessary to form it into ingots of the legal standard, 
and of a quality suitable for coinage. 

Sec. [33] 32. That the ingots so prepared shall be assayed; 
and if they prove to be within the limits allowed for devia- 
tion from the standard, the assayer shall certify the fact to 
the superintendent, who shall thereupon receipt for the same, 
and transfer them to the coiner. 

SEc. [31] 33. That no ingots shall be used for coinage 
which differ from the legal standard more than the following 
proportions, namely: In gold ingots, one-thousandth; in silver 
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1 . s 8 
ingots, [two-thousandths;]/\in minor-coin a enty- 
ä in the proportion of nickel. we 3 

Sec. [35] 34. That the melter and refiner shall prepare all 
bars required for the payment of deposits; but the fineness 
thereof shall be ascertained and stam thereon by the 
assayer; and the melter and refiner shall deliver such bars to 
the superintendent, who shal! receipt for the same. 

Sec. [36] 35. That the su):erintendent shall, from time to 
time, deliver to the coiner ingots for the purpose of coinage ; 
a careful record of these trinsfers, noting the weight an 
character of the bullion, shall be kept, and vouchers shall 
be taken for the delivery of tle same, duly receipted by the 
coiner; and the ingots thus placed in the hands of the coiner 

shall be subjected to the several processes necessary to make 
from them coins in all respects conformable to law. 

SEC. [37] 36. That in adjusting the weights of the gold 
coins, the following deviations shali not be exceeded in any 
single piece: In the donble-eagle and the eagle, one-half of 
a grain; in the half-eagle, the three-dollar piece, the quarter- 
eagle, and the one-dollar piece, one-fourth of a grain. And 
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in weighing a number of pieces together, when delivered by 
the coiner to the superintendent, and by the superintendent 
to the depositor, the deviation from the standard weight 
shall not exceed one-hundredth of an ounce in five thousand 


dollars in double-eagles, eagles, half-eagles, or quarter-eagles, 
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in one thousand three-dollar pieces, and in one thousand one- 
dollar pieces. 

Sec. [38] 37. That in adjusting the weight of the silver 
coins the following deviations shall not be exceeded in any 
single piece: In the dollar, the half and quarter dollar, and in 
the dime, one and one-half 
bers of pieces together, when delivered by the coiner to the 
superintendent, and by the superintendent to the depositor, 
the deviations from the standard weight shall not exceed two- 
hundredths of an ounce in one thousand dollars, half-dollars, 
or quarter-dollars, and one-hundredth of an ounce in one 
thousand dimes, i 

Sec. [39] 38. That in adjusting the weight of the minor 
coins provided by this act, there shall be no ter deviation 
allowed than three grains for the five-cent piece and two 
grains for the three and one cent pieces. 

SEC. [40] 39, That the coiner shall, from time to time, as 
coins are prepared, deliver them to the superintendent, who 
shall receipt for the same, and who shall keep a careful 
record of their kind, number, and actual weight; and in re- 
ceiving coins it shall be the duty of the superintendent to 
ascertain, by the trial of a number of single pieces sepa- 
rately, whether the coins of that delivery are within the legal 
limits of the standard tobe Jal and if his trials for this pur- 
pose shall not prove satisfactory, he shall cause all the coins 
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of sach delivery to be weighed separately, and such as are 
not of legal weight shall be defaced and delivered to the 
melter and refiner as standard bullion, to be again formed into 
ingots and recoined ; or the whole delivery may, if more con- 
venient, be remelted. 

Sec. [41] 40. That at every delivery of coins made by the 
coiner to a superintendent, it shall be the duty of such 
superintendent, in the presence of the assayer, to take indis- 
criminately a certain number of pieces of each variety for the 
annual trial of coins, the number for gold coins being not less 
than one piece for each one thousand pieces or any fractional 
part of one thousand pieces delivered; and for silver coins 
one piece for each two thousand pieces or any fractional part 
of two thousand pieces delivered. The pieces so taken shall 
be carefully sealed up in an envelope, properly labeled, stat- 
ing the date of the delivery, the number and denomination of 
the pieces inclosed, and the amount of the delivery from 
which they were taken. These sealed parcels containing the 
reserved pieces shall be deposited in a Pyx, designated for the 
purpose at each mint, which shall be kept under the joint 
care of the superintendent and assayer, and be so secured 
that neither can have access to its contents without the pres- 
ence of the other, and the reserved pieces in their sealed 
envelopes from the coinage of each mint shall be transmitted 
quarterly to the mint at Philadelphia. A record shall also 
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be kept at the same time of the number and denomination of 
the pieces so taken for the annual trial of coins, and of the 
number and denomination of the pieces represented by them 
and so delivered, a copy of which record shall be transmitted 
quarterly to the Director of the Mint. Other pieces mar s) 
any time, be taken for such tests as the Director of the Mint 
shall prescribe. 

SEC. [42] 41. That the coiner shall, from time to time, de- 
liver to the superintendent the clippings and other portions of 
bullion remaining after the process of coining; and the super- 
intendent shall receipt for the same and keep a careful record 
of their weight and character. 

Sec. [43]42. That the superintendent shall debit the coiner 
with the amonnt in weight of standard metal of all the bull- 
ion placed in his hands, and credit him with the amount in 
weight of all the coins, clippings, and other bullion returned 
by him to the superintendent. Once at least in every year, 
and at such time as the Director of the Mint shall appoint, 
there shall be an accurate and full settlement of the accounts 
of the coiner, and the melter and refiner, at which time the 
said officers shall deliver up to the superintendent all the 


coins, clippings, and other bullion in their possession, respect- - 


ively, accompanied by statements of all the bullion delivered 
to them since the last annual settlement, and all the bullion 
23 


returned by them during the same period, including the 
amount returned for the purpose of settlement. 
Sec. [44] 43. That when all the coins, clippings, and other 
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bullion bave been delivered to the e pee it shall 
be his duty to examine the accounts and statements rendered 
by the coiner and the melter and refiner, and the difference 
between the amount charged and credited to each officer 
shall be allowed as necessary w if the su - 
shall be satisfied that there has been a bona- 
fide waste of the precious metals, and if the amount 
shall not exceed, in the case of the melter and refiner, one- 
thousandth of the whole amount of gold, and one and one- 
half thousandth of the whole amount of silver delivered to 
him since the last annual settlement, and in the case of the 
coiner, one-thousandth of the whole amount of silver, and 
one-half thousandth of the whole amount of gold that has 
been delivered to him by the superintendent; and all copper 
used in the alloy of gold and silver bullion shall be separately 
charged to the melter and refiner, and accounted for by him. 

EC. [45] 44, That it shall also be the duty of the superin- 
tendent to forward a correct statement of his balance-sheet, 
at the close of such settlement, to the Director of the Mint, 
who shall compare the total amount of gold and silver bullion 
and coin on hand with the total liabilities of the mint. At 
the same time a statement of the ordinary-expense account, 


24 
ant iho moneys therein, shall also be made by the superin- 
tendent. 

Src, [46] 45. That when the coins or bars which are equiv- 
alent to any deposit of bullion are ready for delivery, they 
shall be paid to the depositor, or his order, by the superin- 
tendent; and the payments shail be made, if demanded, in the 
order in which the bullion shall have been brought to the 
mint; but in cases where there is delay in manipulating a re- 
fractory deposit, or for any other unavoidable cause, the pay- 
ment of subsequent deposits, the value of which is known, 
shall not be delayed thereby; and in the denominations of 
coin delivered, the superintendent shall comply with the 
wishes of the depositor, except when impracticable or incon- 
venient to do so. 

Sec. [47] 46. That unparted bullion may be exchanged at 
any of the mints for fine bars, on such terms and conditions 
as may be prescribed by the Director of the Mint, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury; and the fineness, 
weight, and value of the bullion received and given in ex- 
change shall in all cases be determined by the mint assay, 
The charge to the depositor for refining or parting shall not 
exceed that allowed and deducted for the same operation in 
the exchange of unrefined for refined bullion. 

Sec. [48] 47. That forthe purpose of enabling the mints and 
the assay-office in New York to make returns to depositors 
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with as little delay as possible, it shall be the duty of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to keep in the said mints and assay- 
office, when the state of the Tre will admit thereof, such 
an amount of puoli money, or bullion procured for the pur- 
pose, as he shall judge convenient and necessary, out of 
which those who bring bullion to the said mints and assay- 
office may be paid the value thereof, in coin or bars, as soon 
as practicable after the value has been ascertained; and on 
payment thereof being made, the bullion so oped shall 
ecome the property of the United States; but the Secretary 
of the Treasury may at any time withdraw the fund, or any 
portion thereof. 
SEC. [49]48. That to secure a due conformity in the gold and 
silver coins to their respective standards offinenessand weight, 
the jadge of the district court of the United States for the east- 
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ern district of Pennsylvania, the Comptroller of the Currency, 
the assayer of the assay-office at New York, and such other per- 
sons as the President shall, from time to time, designate, 

meet as assay-commissioners, at the mint in Philadelphia, to 
examine and test, in the presence of the Director of the Mint 
the fineness and weight of the coins reserved by the sever 
mints for this purpose, on the second Wednesday in Febru- 
ary, annually, and may continue their meetings by adjourn- 
ment, if necessary ; ifa majority of the commissioners shall 
fail to attend at any time appointed for their meeting, the 
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Director of the Mint shall call a meeting of the commissioners 
at such other time as he may deem convenient; and if it shall 
appeár by such examination and test that these coins do not 
differ from the standard fineness and voit by a greater 
quantity than is allowed by law, the trial shall be considered 
and reported as satisfactory; but if any greater deviation 
from the legal standard or weight shall appear, this fact 
shall be certified to the President of the United States; and 
if, on a view of the circumstances of the case, he shall so 
decide, the officer or officers implicated in the error shall be 
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pe alge disqualified from holding their respective 
offices. 
Src. [50] 49. That for the purpose of securing a due con- 
formity in he 155 of the coins of the United States to the 
rovislons of this act, the brass troy-pound weight procured 
y the minister of the United States at London, in the year 
eighteen hundred and twenty-seven, for the use of the mint, 
and now in the custody of the mint at Philadelphia, shall be 
the standard troy pound of the Mint of the United States, 
conformably to which the coinage thereof shall be regulated. 
Sec. [51] 50. That it shall be the duty of the Director of 

the Mint to procure for each mint and assay-office, to be kept 
safely thereat, a series of standard weights corresponding to 
the aforesaid troy pound, consisting of a one-pound Kogut 
and the requisite subdivisions and multiples thereof, from the 
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hundredth part of a grain to twenty-five pounds; and the 
troy weights ordinarily employed in the transactions of such 
mints and assay-offices shall be regulated according to the 
above standards at least once in every year, under the 
inspection of the superintendent and assayer; and the accu- 
racy of those used at the mint at Philadelphia shall be tested 
annually, in the presence of the assay-commissioners, at the 
time of the annual examination and test of coins. 

Sec. [52] 51. That the obverse working-dies at each mint 
shall, at the end of each calendar year, be defaced and 
destroyed by the coiner in the presence of the superintendent 
and assayer. 

SEC. [53] 52. That dies of a national character may be 
executed by the engraver, and national and other medals 
struck by the coiner of the mint at Philadelphia, under such 
regulations as the superintendent, with the approval of the 
Director of the Mint, may prescribe: Provided, That such 
work shall not interfere with the re coinage operations, 
and that no private medal dies shall be prepared at said mint, 
or the machinery or apparatus thereof be used for that 
purpose. 

Src. [54]53. That the moneysarising from all charges and 
deductions on and from gold and silver bullion and the manu- 
MEDALS 
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before provided, shall, from time to time, be covered into the 
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Treasury of the United States, and no part of such deduc- 
tions or medal charges, or profit on silver or minor coinage, 
shall be expended in salaries or wages; but all expenditures 
of the mints and eae anor not herein otherwise provided 
for, shall be paid m appropriations made by law on 
estimates furnished by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Src. [55] 54. That the officers of the United States assay- 
office at New York shall be a superintendent, an assayer, and 
a melter and refiner, who shall be appointed by the President, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. The 
business of said assay-office shall be in all respects similar 
to that of the mints, except that bars only, and not coin, shall 
be manufactured therein; and no metals shall be purchased 
for minor coinage. All bullion intended by the depositor to 
be converted into coins of the United States, and silver bullion 

urchased for coinage, when assayed, parted, and refined, and 
ts net value certified, shall be transferred to the mint at 
Philadelphia, under such directions as shall be made by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, at the expense of the contingent 
fund of the mint, and shall be there coined, and the proceeds 
returned to the assay-office. And the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized to make the necessary 
arrangements for the adjustment of the accounts upon such 
transfers between the tive offices. 

SEC. [56] 55. That the duties of the superintendent, assay- 

29 
er, and melter and refiner of said office shall correspond to those 
of superintendents, assayers, and melters and refiners of mints; 
and all parts of this act relating to mints and their officers, 
the duties and responsibilities of such officers, and others em- 
ployed therein, the oath to be taken, and the bonds and sure- 
ties to be giyen by them, (as far as the same may be appli- 
cable, ) shall extend to the assay office at New York, and to 
s officers, assistants, clerks, workmen, and others employed 
erein. 

Sec. [57] 56. That there shall be allowed to the officers of 
the-assay-oflice at New York City the following salaries per 
annum: To the superintendent, four thousand five hundred 
dollars; to the assayer, and to the melter aud refiner, each, 
three thousand dollars; and the salaries of assistants and 
clerks, and wages to workmen, and their manner of appoint- 
ment, shall be determined and regulated as herein directed in 
regard to mints, 
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Szo, L581 57. That the business of the branch mint at Den- 
ver, while conducted as an assay-office, and of the assay-officeat 
Boisé City, Idaho, and all other assay-offloes he r to be 
established, shall be confined to the receipt of gold and silver 
bullion, for melting and assaying, to be returned to depositors 
of the same, in bars, with the weight and fineness stam 
thereon; and the officers of assay-offices, when their services 
are necessary, shall consist of an assayer, who shall have 
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charge thereof, and a melter, to be appointed by the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate; and 
the assayer may employ as many clerks, workmen, and 
laborers, under the direction of the Director of the Mint, as 
may be provided for by law. The salaries of said officers shall 
not exceed the sum of two thousand five hundred dollars to the 
rout be and melter, one thousand eight hundred dollars each 
to the clerks, and the workmen and laborers shall receive 
such wages as are customary, according to their respective 
stations and occupations. 

Src. [59] 58. That each officer and clerk to be appointed 
at such assay-offices, before entering upon the execution of his 
office, shall take an oath or affirmation before some judge of 
the United States, or of the Supreme Court, as prescri by 
SECOND 
the act of July [twentieth, ] A eighteen hundred and sixty-two, 
and each become bound to the United States of America, 
with one or more sureties, to the satisfaction of the Director 
of the Mint or of one of the judges of the supreme court of 
the State or Territory in which the same may be located, 
and of the Secretary of the Treasury, conditioned for the 
faithful performance of the duties of their offices; and the 
said assayers shall discharge the duties of disbursing agents 
oo the payment of the expenses of their respective assay- 
offices. 

Sec. [60] 59. That the general direction of the business of 
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assay-offices of the United States shall be under the control 
and regulation of the Director of the Mint, subject to the 
approbation of the Secretary of the Treasury; and for that 
purpose it shall be the duty of the said Director to prescribe 
such regulations and to require such returns, periodically and 
occasionally, and to establish such charges for melting, 
arting, assaying, and stamping bullion as shall appear to 
im to be necessary for the purpose of carrying into effect 
the intention of this act. 

Sec. [61] 60. That all the provisions of this act for the 
regulation of the mints of the United States, and for the 
government of the officers and persons employed therein, 
and for the punishment of all offenses connected with the 
mints or coinage of the United States, shall be, and they are 
hereby decla: to be, in full force in relation to the assay- 
offices, as far as the same may be applicable thereto. 

Src. [62] 61. That if any person or persons shall falsely 
make, forge, or counterfeit, or cause or procure to be falsely 
made, forged, or counterfeited, or willingly aid or assist in 
Aay making, forging, or counterfeiting, any coin or bars in 
resemblance or similitude of the gold or silver coins or bars, 
which have been, or hereafter may be coined or stamped 
at the mints and assay-offices of the United States, or 
in resemblance or similitude of any foreign gold or 
silver coin which by law is, or hereafter may be made, cur- 
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rent in the United States, or are in actual use and circulation 
as money within the United States, or shall pass, utter, pub- 
lish, or sell, or attempt to pass, utter, publish, or sell, or brin, 
into the United States from any foreign place, or have in his 
possession, any such false, forged, or counterfeited coin or 
bars, knowing the same to be false, forged, or counterfeited, 
every person so offending shall be deemed guilty of felony, 
and shall, on conviction thereof, be pantehed by Ane not ex- 
ceeding five thousand dollars, and byimprisonment and confine- 
ment at hard labor not exeeeding ten years, according to the 
aggravation of the offense. 

Sec. [63] 62. That if any person or persons shall falsely 
make, forge, or counterfeit, or cause or procure to be falsely 
made, ash or counterfeited, or willingly aid or assist in 
falsely making, forging, or counterfeiting, any coin in the 
resemblance or similitude of any of the minor coinage which 
has been, or hereafter may be, coined at the mints of the 
United States; or shall pass, utter, publish, or sell, or bring 
into the United States from any foreign place, or have in his 
possession any such false, forged, or counterfeited coin, with 
intent to defraud any body politic or corporation, or an 
poran or persons whatsoever, every person so offending sh. 

deemed guilty of felony, and shall, on conviction thereof, 
be panied by fine not exceeding one thousand dollars and 
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Mega is ged and confinement at hard labor not exceeding 

e years. 

Sho. [64] 63. That if any person shall fraudulently, by any 
art, way, or means whatsoever, deface, mutilate, impair, 
diminish, falsify, scale, or lighten the gold or silver coins 
which have been, or which shall hereafter be, coined at the 
mints of the United States, or any foreign gold or silver coins 
which are by law made current, or are in actual use and cir- 
culation as money within the United States, every person 80 
offending shall be deemed guilty of a high misdemeanor, and 
shall be imprisoned not exceeding two years, and fined not 
exceeding two thousand dollars. 

Src. [65] 64. That if any of the gold or silver coins which 
shall be struck or coined at any of the mints of the United 
States shall be debased, or made worse as to the proportion 
of fine gold or ſine silver therein contained; or shall be of 
less weight or value than the same ought to be, ursuant to 
the several acts relative thereto; or if any of the weights 
used at any of the mints or assay-offices of the 
United States shall be defaced, increased or diminished 
through the fault or connivance of any of the officers or 
persons who shall be employed at the said mints or assay- 
offices, with a fraudulent intent; and if any of the said ofti- 
cers or persons shall embezzle any of the metals which shall 
at any time be committed to their charge for the purpose of 

H. R. 2934——5 iin 


being coined, or any of the coins which shall be struck or 
coined at the said mints, or any medals, coins, or other 
moneys of said mints or assay-offices at any time committed 
to their charge, or of which they may have assumed the 
charge, every such officer or person who shall commit any or 
either of the said offenses shall be deemed guilty of felony, 
and shall be imprisoned at hard labor for a term not less 
than one year nor more than ten years, and shall be fined in 
a sum not exceeding ten thousand dollars. 

Sec. [66] 65. That this act shall take effect on the first 
APRIL SEVENTY-THREE 
day of [July, ] A eighteen hundred and [seventy-two, ] A when 
the offices of the treasurer of the mints in 
Philadelphia, San Francisco, and New Orleans 
shall be vacated, and the assistant treasurer at New York 
shall cease to perform the duties of treasurer of the assay- 
office. The other officers and employees of the mints and 
assay-offices now appointed shall continue to hold their 
respective offices, they having first given the necessary bonds 
until further appointments may be required, the director of 
the mint at Philadelphia being styled and acting as superin- 
tendent thereof. The duties of the treasurers shall devolve 
as herein provided upon the superintendents, and said treas- 
urers shall act only as assistant treasurers of the United 
States: Provided, That the salaries heretofore paid to the 
treasurers of the mints at Philadelphia, San Francisco, and 
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New Orleans, acting as assistant treasurers, shall hereafter be 
paid to them as ‘‘assistant treasurers of the United States”, 
and that the salary of the assistant treasurer at New York 
shall not be diminished by the vacation of his office as treas- 
urer of the assay-oflice. 

Sec. [67] 66. That the different mints and assay-offices 
authorized by this act shall be known as ‘‘the mint of 
the United States at Philadelphia”, „the mint of the United 
States at San Francisco”, „the mint of the United States at 
Carson,” „the mint of the United States at Denver,” ‘‘the 
United States assay-office at New York”, and “the United 
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States assay-office at Boisé City, Idaho; ” A andall unexpended 
appropriations heretofore authorized by law for the use of the 
mint of the United States at Philadelphia, the branch mint 
of the United States in California, the branch mint of 
the United States at Denver, the United States assay-office 
in New York, and the United-States assay-office at Boisé 
City, Idaho, are hereby authorized to be transferred for the 
account and use of the institutions established and located 
respectively at the places designated by this act, 

Sec. [68] 67. aes this act shall be known as the ‘‘Coinage 
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act of [eighteen hundred and seventy-two”]/\; and all other 
acts and parts of acts pertaining to the mints, assay: offices, 
and coinage of the United States inconsistent with the pro- 
visions of this act are hereby repealed: Provided, That this 


36 
act shall not be construed to affect any act done, right ac- 
crued, or penalty incurred, under former acts, but every such 
right is hereby saved; and all suits and prosecutions for acts 
already done in violation of any former act or acts of Congress 


a. 
ä — 


relating to the subjects embraced in this act may be begun 
or proceeded with in like manner as if this act had not been 
passed; and all penal clauses and provisions in existing laws 
relating to the subjects embraced in this act shall be deemed 
applicable thereto: And oo further, That so much of the 
first section of“ An act making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the year ending June 
thi rty, eighteen hundred and seventy-one, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved July fifteen, eighteen hundred and seventy, 
as provides that until after the completion and occupation 
of the branch-mint building in San Francisco it shall be law- 
ful to exchange, at any mint or branch-mint of the United 
States, unrefined or unparted bullion whenever, in the opinion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, it can be done with advan- 
tage to the Government, is hereby repealed. 
Passed the House of Representatives May 27, 1872. 


Attest: EDWARD McPHERSON, 
Clerk, 
[Indorsement on back of bill.] 
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Revising and amending the laws relative to the 
8 assay-offices, and coinage of the United 
tates. 


1872—May 29.—Read twice and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 
DECEMBER 16, 1872.—Reported with amendments. 
1873—Janvuary 7.—Additional amendments reported, which 
were ordered to be printed with the bill. 
JANUARY 17, C. W.—Amended, read the third time, and 
passed. 
JAN. 17. 
Amended. 
PASSED. 
No papers. 


The following proceedings were had in the Senate on Friday, Jan- 
ary 17, 1873, w hen the foregoing bill was under consideration: 


MINT LAWS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Calendar under the Pe iy is now in order. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I rise for the of moving that the Senate to 
the consideration of the Mint I will state that this bill y bein yy wed 


the present Con „ and passed 

Government, and Lam informed by officers of the Government it is important it 

should pass promptly. The amendments reported by the Committee on Finance 

present the points of difference between the two Houses, and they can go to a 

eos of conference without having a controversy here in the Senate about 
em. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I hope the Calendar will be laid aside informally, not 

Mr. SHERMAN, Let it be passed over informally until we finish the rea ef 
toe insni Lana dispose of it. The reading is about half through, 1 am informed 

e Te 2 0 
Ar. Cnacix. T ahali not oppose this motion, but I iatan ae notice that as soon 
as the Mint bill is of I shall move to call 10 e bill (H. R. No. 3010) for 
the construction of steam v. of war, and for oi which was 
reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs. I hope that b be left as 
the unfinished business this evening. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that it is proposed that the 

Calendar be informally passed over. 
, Mr. SHERMAN. I am perfectly willing that that should be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will regarded as the sense of the Senate, if there 
w of es ge and the bill referred to by the Senator from Ohio is now before 
the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No, 2934) revising and amending the laws relative to the mints, assay- 
offices, and coinage of the United States. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Committee on Finance report the bill, with 
amendments, which will now be read. 

Mr, SHERMAN. I send to the clerk some amendments of a formal character from 
the Committee on Finance, adopted since the amendments first reported were 
printed. I will ask that they be acted upon with the others in their order. 

Tho first amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page $, section 5, 
uei after the word coins,“ to insert or sample of bullion ;" so the clause 
will read: 


“ That the assayer shall assay all metals and bullion, whenever such assays are 
required in the operations of the Mint; he shall also make assays of coin or sam- 
ples of bullion whenever required by the Superintendent.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 5, section 8, line 2, to strike out the word 
wording,“ before the word“ dies,“ and insert the word working.” 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, section 9, line 1, before the word offloe,“ 
at the end of the line, to insert the word “assay.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

ae next amendment was, on page 9, section 14, to strike out the following 
words: 

“And any gold coin of the United States, if reduced in weight by abrasion not 
more than one-half of 1 cent. on the double-cagle and eagle, 1 Log gent. on 
the other coins, below the standard weight prescribed by law, shall received 


- 


at their nominal value by the United States Treasury and its offices, under such 
may prescribe for the protection of , 
ther practices 


regulations as the Secretary of the 


the Government against fraudulent abrasion or o! ; and any gold 
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coins in the Treasury of the United States reduced in weight below this limit of 
abrasion shall be recoined.” 

Mr. Cots. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to, I think it is a ve 
wise provision in the bill as it came from i eapo Ban te t to be allow 
vides that coins, when s little a ed by natural use 


It is certainly the duty of the Government to provide the coins of the country 
ae at its own expense, and this section seems to be well guarded. The language 


“Under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe for the 
protection of N against fraudulent abrasion or o practices.” 

It strikes me that this clause ought not to be stricken out. I remember at the 
last session of Congress we alaw which contemplated the restoration of 
these coins. I read it, It was passed at the earnest application of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and I believe at the unanimous suggestion of the Com- 
mins on Finance of this body it was incorporated iv an appropriation bill. Itis 
as follows: : 

For loss and expenses involved in the recoinage of gold coins in the Treasury 
which are below standard weight, under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe, $150,000." 

The Government makes provision for the restoration of the coins when they 
baye been reduced by natural wear, and I should think that this part of the sec- 
tion ht to be left in the bill. I see no reason why it should be stricken out. 

1 I can only say I have here a number of documents, not only 
from the Director of the Mint in Philadelphia, but from Professor Barnard and 
the Comptroller of the Currency, ing our attention to this very important 
feature of the bill, and the Committee on Finance, after a patient examination of 
the whole matter, decided that it was clearly inexpedient and wrong to put in 
this provision for the recoinage of all the present gold coins of the United States. 

It is true, as the Senator fern ws have provided for recoining the coin in the 
Treasury of the United States; but we go no further than that. No nation in the 
world has gone further than that. Ido not wish to delay the Senate by reading 
these documents, but I suggest to the Senator whether he had not better let this 

roposition go to a committee of conference rather than undertake to uss it 
tore becanse if we are compelled to discuss it here I shall be obliged to have 
these letters read, which entirely convinced the Committee on Finance that the 
United States dare not assume the loss of abrasion beyond the legal standard. 

There is a legal standard within which the United make the coin good, 
but when coin depreciates below the standard of abrasion, then neither the United 
States nor any other nation in the world undertakes to make the coins good except 
for their intrinsic value, The ways in which these coins might be abraded by 
fraud were shown to us, and it would be utterly impossible for any regulation of 
the Secret to prevent great loss to the Government if we attempt to main- 
tain these coins when they fall below tho limitof abrasion andredeem them atthe 
nominal instead of the real value. It is a delicate question, and it will only be 
necessary to read these papers in order to convince the Senator himself that it 
would not be wisefor the United States to undertake to do what the House pro- 


Mr. Corn. I should like it better if the chairman of the Committee on Finance 
This clause 


reaches the 


lace, every bod knows that it is almost a mechanical pepe re! 

a e 
above or below the standard in weight, butgenerally itis below it. Sothat when 
you fix the limit of the abrasion as here at one-half of 1 per cent. on the double 
eagle and eagle and 1 per cent. on the other coins you make your limit ex- 
ceedingly narrow. In addition to that, the Secretary of the Treasury is author- 
ized to make such rules as he sees fit for the protection of the Government against 
fraud. Now, what da can there be to the Treasury of the United States 
under such a provision? Why should any respectable Government consent to 
permit its coins to in circulation after they have suffered by abrasion 
80 as to fall much below the legal standard? The loss by abrasion has to fall 
somewhere in the end, and it certainly ought to fall upon the whole people rather 
than upon the innocent holder who has taken the of the Government at its 
face, on the faith of the Government, without being aware of the reduction from 
its standard value. 


I insist that it is the duty of the Government to make its coins of the standard 
value in the first „and in the next to keep them up to the standard 
value. The citizen is obliged by law toreceive them for their full si value, 


evit 
ment, for it is the duty of the Government to keep its coin at the standard value 
at its own expense, 

I do not understand the last two lines of this amendment as the Senator from 
Ohio understands them. If I understand them aright, he would not press his 
objection so strongly as he does. The ytd is: 

“And any gold coins in the Treasury of the United States reduced in weight 
below this limit of abrasion shall be recoined."' 

Mr. SHERMAN. The reason that those words are proposed to be stricken outis 
that the coins in the Treasury have already been ee tor. The law now pro- 
vides for recoining abraded coin in the Treasury of the United States. Thero is 
no necessity, therefore, for putting itin here again.. Indeed, when this clause was 


inserted in the House the law providing for that 2 had not been passed. 
It was in an appropriation bill on my own motion, I think, at the lastses- 
sion óf U The Mint was autho to recoin the abraded coins in the 


Treasury of the United States, some of which were taken at their reduced value. 
Mr. CAssegLY. Ofcourse, if the Senator says the clause is unnecessary 80 
it is the law now, there is nothing more to be said, 


Mr. Surnuax. The Senator's e. 


under consideration is so plain, a reasonable, and so perfectly guarded that I 
vey strong hopes the Senator from Ohio would consent to allo 
T. 


All nations retain the nominal value of abraded coin to a certain standard, but 
when it falls below that the loss falls on the individual who holds it. That has 
been the custom of all countries. The coin that is held by the Treasury of the 
United States is received at its nominal value if it is within the limits of abrasion 
fixed by the law, but if it falls below the limits the loss falis on the holder of the 
coin, and much of that which is now being recoined in the United States was 
taken at the abraded value, that is, the reduced value. It was not taken at the 
fall nominal value, but at the reduced value. Consequently, when we issue it 

„ We issue it in the form of coin up to the standard. Therefore, the ques- 
tion as to whether we shall recoin our own coin and the question whether wo 
shall recoin the coin in the hands of citizens are very different things. m this 
identical point I will read a letter of Mr. Comptroller Knox. I may say that this 
clause was put in in the House, I believe, without the consent of the committee, 
and upon some motion made in the House; at least I am so informed, although I 
have ee at the Globe to ascertain the fact. Mr. Knox writes this to the 
committee: 

“I inclose herewith copy of a portion of a letter recently received from him 
(Professor Barnard,) in which you will be interested. I desire to call your especial 
attention to his criticisms upon sections 14 and 15 in reference to abrasion. 
So far as I can learn, no nation in the world has laws which offer inducements to 
wrong-doers to lighten the coins which are in circulation. If I had charge of 
the bill now before the Senate I should certainly much prefer its defeat to its 
as 5 unless section 14 from line 20, and section 15, could be stricken from 

0 Whe 

That is what he says. Then I have here the letter of Professor Barnard, which 
is very interesting. I will read a peragraph from it: 

„Section fourteen of the bill provides that any gold coin, if reduced in weight 
not more than one-half of 1 per cent. on the double-eaglo and eagle, and 1 per 
cent. on the other coins, below the standard weight and limit of tolerance, shall 
be received at their denominational value by the United States Treasury and its 
oflicers, under such regulations, etc. This one-half of 1 per cent., with the toler- 
ance, makes on the double-eagle abont six-tenths of 1 per cent.; that is to say, 12 
cents on every such double eagle, and on the eagle seven-tenths of 1 cent., or 
7 cents on every such eagle. ‘This is an enormous sacrifice for the Government to 
propose to make, and one which will insure the return to the Treasury of a vast 
number of gold coins much reduced in weight by means which can not be proved 
to be fraudulent. A coin, or a lot of coins, which has been to some extent re- 
duced by honest abrasion will be a Godsend to a rogue, for this may be still 
‘sweated’ down to the limit named in this 5 sensibly altering its 
appearance, Coins may moreover bo abraded by rubbing them with rouge powder 
or with prepared chalk, by hand or by mechanical means, so as scriously to re- 
duce them without leaving any tracesof violence. I am ata loss to know on what 
grounds the pro tion is defended to receive at their nominal value at all coins 
depreciated ya rasion below the limits of legal tolerance. 

It is true that this section authorizes the Secretary ofthe Treasury to prescribe 
regulations’ under which such coins shall be received. If this authority extends 
so far as to permit him to refuse to receive them at all, ‘at their ominational 
yalue,’ it may prove a safeguard ; otherwise the provision seems to me extremely 


dan us. 

Hore is another and a later letter from Professor Barnard to the Comptroller of 
the Carreney under date of December 24: : 

Mx Dear Sm: Dr. Torrey has just told mo a vere important fact. Thore is 
a manufactory of watch-cases in Brooklyn. The workmen put the last polish on 
the cases with fine paper and rouge powder. Some time since the proprietor ap- 
Res at the assay office for advice as to some method of burning these papers so as 

prevent gold from being carried away mechanically in the smoke, tte: said their 
loss from this cause was serious, but that in spite of this they recovered $5,000 
worth of gold from these papers per annum. 

“The establishment is a large ono, it is true; but, on the other hand, the work- 
men do not work with the design to polish off as much gold as they conveniently 
can, but just as little as the object in view will allow. 

mention this to show you how easy it would be for a designing man to live 
off the coin of the country, setting up with acy gor of afew thousand dollars. It 
is needless to say that the coins so abased could not be detectable by their bright- 
ness, for nothing is easier than to tarnish them.” 

Within a certain degree, one-thonsandth per cent., a small the Govern- 
ment maintains the coins at their nominal value even if ab: „ but when they 
are abraded below that the loss falls on the holder, and every man who receives 
a coin must look to it that it has not been abraded beyond the logal amount. If 
it is so a „he can refuse to take it, or if he takes it at all he should take it 
for what it is ape e The recoinage of the gold coin now in circula- 
tion, although not very large, would amount to one or two million dollars, Asa 
matter of course, as soon as our attention was called to this fact we struck out 
this clause. Ido not wish to any further into the details of the matter. I 
think the action of the Committee on Finance was clearly right, and it would be 
very wrong indeed to undertake in this ambiguous way to make good all the coin 
now outstanding, 

Mr, CASsERLT. I do not wish to be tenacious about this matter, still less per- 
tinacious. I am very glad that the Senator from Ohio has read the letters on 
which he relies. I think they speak for themselves. The burden of them is that 
gold coin may be abraded or reduced fraudulently with such skill as to make it al- 
most impossible of detection at the Treasury. The last letter from Professor Bar- 
nard conjures up a phantom to terrif; Senators withal. It is that if this provision 
should become a law aman might with a capital of a few thousand dollars, by 
fraudulent abrasion, make a good living out of the Treasury. I ask the Senator 
from Ohio, what does such an argument amount to? If a man can make a good 
living out of the Treasury by fraudulent abrasion of the coin, so skillfully made 
as to defy the detection of the officers, how is it to be with the community?! 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ay to my friend from California that any citizen can 
at any time test it by weight. 

Mr, CAssERLx. I was just coming to that, The Senator says any one can 
weigh each piece as he takes it. Just imagine a merchant in large business in 
the city of San Francisco going about with a pair of scales in his pocket to weigh 
gold coin hourly as he ves it! The Senator surely is not serious when he says 
so.- We are legislating for the American ple 


people, a rapid if not a fast pee 
their enterprises; a people whose energies are impatient of pause, still less of de- 
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that such a people are to go about with scales at their button 


lay. Tosi - 
holes to Šan K coins is to eal ye something which, wishing well to the Senator, 
I hope he may live long enough to see. 

Mr. President, we can not carry on a great Government like this without run- 
ning some risk. Iam sure that nobody ought to put the whole risk of coinage 


the citizens. As I said, the citizen has no choice. He must take the law- 
ful money of the country in the course of his lawful transactions, and at its de- 
nominational value, If there must be loss even by fraud, I am not sure that it 
ought not to be borne by the Government in the case of an innocent holder, but I 
do not wish to raise that question now. 

The on of the clause pro} to be stricken out for which I am contend- 
ing is that which provides for o natural and lawful abrasion of the coins. Lam 

rised that these lea: and scientific men make such objections as those 
which the Senator has read, althongh I think they pretty much answer them- 
selves. 

Before I take my seat I wish to observe to the Senator from Ohio that this ap- 

to be a bill for the codification of all the laws on this subject. C uently, 
The fact that there is another statute which covers 5 covered by lines 
twenty-eight, twenty-nine, and thirty of this clause would n 
king them out. They should therefore be retained. 

Mr. Suxnmax. I will say to the Senator from California that the amount 
heretofore appropriated will probably be sufficient to have that recoinage done be- 
fore this bill take effect; at all events there will be no trouble about that, 
and 1 do not care whether the clause is retained or stricken ont. The thing is 
provided for meee of by an 9 as a distinct matter. 

Mr. CAssEKnLT. This is a codified law and repeals all other laws. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator is willing to compromise on that I am perfectly 
willing to allow those lines to remain in the bill. 

1 ABSERLY. I shall vote to retain the whole clauso, but I shall not debate 
any further. 

‘Ma Sueauax, I have no objection at all to the gold coinin the Treasury, 
that which has fallen below the standard, being recoined; but that will be done 
under the present law, under an appropriation which I moved myself. 

Mr. Cassen.y. To save any g about that, probably the Senator will 
consent to let those words remain. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. Coxe. 1 shall not detain the Senate from a vote on this question more than 
a minute or two. 

By the Constitution of the United States it is the duty of the Goveriment to 
furnish the circulating medium, the material which is the price of values in busi- 
ness transactions, the currency of the country. That they assume to do in one 
form or another. Gold is a legal tender for all debts, and it is presumed when the 

‘old is presented with the stamp of the United States upon it, so indorsed bytho 
Rarersment of the United States, that it is of a certain value and weight. Now, 
what are the facts so far as the Pacific coast is concerned! There is a quantity 
of coin there that has been in circulation for more than a score of years, and of course 
it has become more or less abraded by natural wear. It has become so in its use 
a and the dates upon these coins will show that they have been in use 
a long time. 

I hear it said about me, sotto voce, that we ought on that coast to have paper 
morey, and in that way avoid this difficulty of having coins which are worn used 
in business transactions. What are the facts so far as this is concerned! Why, 
sir, in the first place, in California there never was any bank of issue, there never 
was a dollar of 1 money issued by any bank in that State; but before the 
late rebellion gold and silver were the circulating mediums exclusively. When 
the nation adopted as a legal tender the United States notes, it was, as it will be 
well remembered, a long time before they were made to replace the bank notes 
that were in circulation throughout the various States. It occurred by slow de- 

and by the time you were ready to dispense with the State banking insti- 
kation the tenders bad fallen in value below the value of gold. They were 
worth haps but 90, or 80, or 70 cents on the dollar, and before they had de- 
8 value there was no supply possible to be obtained in the community 
which I have the honor in part to represent. There was no bility before 
that time to receive enough there to supply as circulating medium the p. that 
was filled by gold and silver. California never resisted the acceptance of paper 
money, but from of circumstances it could not be adopted there. 

In the States on the Atlantic side the United States notes very naturally camo 
into nse as money. They took the place of the bank notes at first circulated with 
them and at the same value, and from one description of paper money they very 

y fell into the use of another. Those circumstances never existed on the 
Pacific coast, and we never have had any banks of issne or paper money there. 
The United States notes or backs never were furnished in sufficient num- 
bers or 8 to supply © wants of the country, and they never could circu- 
late as the money of t 


ot be a good reason for 


owing to 
the fact that gold and silver were all the currency there before the issuance of 
United States notes. It is a great misfortune to us, and we realize it, that we 
have not the use of United States notes there the same as here. That fact is real- 
ized by our business community very generally, But we have never seen the 
time when we could use them or adopt them in place of gold and silver as the 
measure of value for the reasons I have mentioned. And now, since there isin use 
there this abraded coin, it is yery proper that it should be received when not 
much abraded, when not abrad w the amount specified in this bill by the 
United States for the various uses for which they accept that sort of currency, 
and I think this bill ought not to be amended as proposed by the Finance Com- 
mittee of this body. 

Mr. FRELIXGAUYSEN. I understand that the law haa been for a course of 
years that the Government would always receive at the nominal value coin that 
was not abraded more than one-half of 1 per cent. So I do not see the hardship 
which the Senator from California complains of. The people of that State and of 
that community that use coin could under that law at any time have had the 
abrader coin redeemed. 

Mr. Colx. Let me correct the Senator. I do not understand, at all events, that 
the coin is receivable now when abraded, as specified in this section, to the 
amount of one-half of 1 per cent. upon eagles and double eagles, and 1 per cent. 
upon coins of lesser denomination. I do not understand that that is the case. 


Mr. SHERMAN, It is one-thousandth per cent. And another section provides 
bam W they do fall below the limit of tolerance they shall be received at their 
actu ine. E 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. And that is only a re-enactment of a pre-existing statute. 
Mr. Sueemay. Certainly; it is the law now. 
r .FREYLINGHUYSEN. Therefore I do not see that there is any hardship 
on the community that the Senator represents, inasmuch as they have had the 


value; but if we should now pass a law that the Government would 
receive at its nominal value abraded coin, this coin that is in circulation in Cali 
fornia, for instance 
Mr. COLE. How much abraded ! 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I do not remember the limit. 
Mr. CoLE. One-tenth of 1 per cent. 


bye my remarks. They could have gone and had that coin made anew, but 


The question being put, it was declared that the ayes appeared to havo it. 
Mr. Cassznlxr. I should like to have a decision on that. 
Mr, SHERMAN. We have not got a quorum. 
‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator call for a division ? 
Mr. CASSERLY. Yes, sir, or the yeas and nays in order that we may have the 
sense of the Senate on the question. By the sound the noes had it, I think. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I think no one voted but the Senators from California. I sup- 
pose if the flared is pui again and the Senators respond “ay” or no,“ there 
will be no culty in deciding it. 


The Presse R, The Chair will put the question again on striking 

out the words which have been read. z 3 
e amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, CASSERLY, I understood the Senator from Ohio was willing to permit the 
last two lines to remain. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that clause, because it is in accordance 
with existing law. 

Aud any gold coins in the Treasury of the United States reducod in weight 
below this limit of abrasion shall be recoined.” : 

That is the law now, and I have no objection to retaining those words if it is 


desired. 
Mr. CASSERLY. That means, abraded below this limit of one-half of 1 per cent. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no; we struck out all about that. 
Mr. CASSERLY. The m gof the language is to be taken according to the 
place in which it is put. 


Mr. SHERMAX. It is fixed above. If we strike ont all between lines 19 and 27, 
then this clause will relate to the language before line 19, which reads: 

Which coins shall be a tender in all payments at their nominal value when 
not below the standard weight and limit of tolerance provided by this act for the 
single piece, and, when reduced in weight below said standard and tolerance, shall 
be a legal tender at valuation in proportion to their actual weight." 

Mr. CASSERLY. I understood the Senator to be willing to keep those words 
in the last clause of the section just in the meaning they had in that place; but of 
course if he has a different view of it I shall not contest it with him, uso it is 
ovident very few Senators are paying attention to this subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment will be read. 

The next amendment was to strike out the fifteenth section of the bill in the 
following words: 

‘Seo. 15. That any gold coin now in circulation the weight of which is below 
the limit of abrasion prescribed in this act may be received at the mints in Phila- 
delphia and San Francisco at par in exchange for silver coins: Provided, That the 
circulation of such goid coin, as shown by the date of coinage, has been sufticient 
to produce such loss by natural abrasion; and the coins so received shall be re- 
coined; but no gold coins which appear to have been artificially reduced shall 
come within the provisions of this section.” 

Mr. Cassenty. It seems to me that section is a section which should be retained 
not only for the general reasons applicable to the other section which I stated, but 
for the farther reason that there is a proces provided by the express 
of this section which it seems to me is absolutely sufficient. The 2 : 

“ That any gold coin now in circulation the weight of which is below limit 
of abrasion prescribed in this act may be received at the mints in Philadelphia 
and San Francisco at in exchange for silver coins: Provided, That the circu- 
lation of such gold „ as shown by the date of coinage, has been sufficient to 
— such loss by natural abrasion; and the coins so received shall be recoined ; 

no gold coins which appear to have been artificially reduced shall come within 
the provisions of this section. 

Of course that section, if it is to remain in the sense in which I desire it to re- 
main, should be modified so as to refer to the limit of abrasion just stricken ag 
that is, not more than one-balf of 1 per cent. on the pach pane a and eagle, and 
per cent, on other coins. I presumed, after the amendment the Senate has just 
adopted, the Senator from Ohio would be willing to retain the fifteenth section. 

r. SHERMAN. No; the fifteenth section is the one I have been debating all the 


time, 

Mr. CASSERLY. Then I must have the wrong bill before me. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is the same bill that the Senator has before him; but the two 
amendments go 8 If one falls the other falls. Is it right. is it just that 
the people of the United States should maintain the gold in circulation in Califor- 


nia against the abrasion of honest people, as well as the abrasion of ro; 


when 
it refuses to maintain its own paper currency against tho abrasion o dent 
When our paper 38 is uced in value by being mutilated to the amount 
ee the holder of the bill loses to the extent of that mutilation. and 


in 
gold coin rather than 
paper money, should not seek to get the people of the United States at large to 


foris 
alent to 5 without being torn. It is pro- 
vided here that if the coin is not abraded beyond s rertain extent it shall be re- 
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ry. 
The Senator aims to make some point in what he says of the people of Cali- 
8 at k z Why Mr. Presi- 


changed it if we had tried witbont such a disturbance as would have been a 
calamity to the State, from which, perhaps, she would not have recovered for 
years. We never have discredited the paper of the country. On the contrary, 
we have always given from three-fourths of one Bcd cent. to one and a half 
cent. more for it than was paid for it in the State of the Senator from Ohio. The 
greenbacks of the Government, in reference to which so much is thrown ont here 

st California, are now and always have been in better credit to-day in the 
city of San Francisco than in any city this side of the Rocky Mountains. You 
can get fewer of them for the same amount in gold in San Francisco than you can 
in P elphia, New York, Cincinnati, or Chicago. Yet we are constantly met 
when we seek to do anything to relieve the 18 of California in reference tothe 
condition of the 3 there by the reproach that we insisted on keeping in Cali - 
fornia the gold coin of the country. Why, Mr. President, was it wrong for a 
State, when she had the right to choose between two kinds of lawful money, to 
choose that kind which formed her currency, and more than that, which formed 
her entire standard and basis of value? 


ane difficulty and may become one of danger at any time. By the practice of 


San Francisco to have it coined is, in nine cases out of ten, paid for it in the old 
coin of the country, abraded and reduced in value as itis. The result is that the 


tion of the Government against syet of frandulent or wrongful abrasion, there 


the crime is not so very difficult of detection, and that the condition of the coin 
will exhibit it to any person who inspects it closely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment striking out the 
fifteenth section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section [17] 16, in the following words: 

“SEC. [ — 10. That the minor coins of the United States shall be a five-cent piece, 
a three-cen piece and a one-cent piece; and the alloy for minor coinage shall be 
copper and nickel, to be com of three-fourths copper and one-fourth nickel; 
the eet of the piece of five cents shall be five grams, or seventy-seven an 
sixteen-hundredths s troy; of the three-cent piece, three grams, or forty-six 
and thirty-hundredths grains; and of the one-cent yee, one and one-half grams, 
or twenty-three and fifteen-hundredths grains; which coins shall be legal tender, 
at their nominal value, for any amount not exceeding twenty-five cents in auy 
one payment.” 

And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 

That the minor coins of the United States shall be a flve- cent Leung te three-cent 

eco, and a one-cent piece; and the alloy for the five and three cent pieces shall 
be of copper and nickel, to be com of three-fourths copper and one-fourth 
nickel; and the Sloy of the one-cent piece shall be ninety-five per cent. of copper 
and five per cent. of tin and zinc, in such ee as shall bo determined by 
the Director of the Mint. The weight of the piece of five cents shall be seventy- 
seven and sixteen-hundredths grains troy; of the three-cent Ade thirty i 
and of the one-cent piece, forty-eight grains; which coins shall be a le der, 
at their 3 value, for any amount not exceeding twenty-five cents in any one 

ment.” 

ag Ee SHERMAN. There is an omission in the matter 8 to be inserted by 
the committee. I move to insert in line eleven, after the words “twenty-five cent 
piece, the words ‘‘and a dime or ten-cent piece,“ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was adopted. 

The next amendment was in section (18) 19, line 9, to insert, after the words 
“three-dollar piece,“ the words“ the silver dollar, half-dollar, quarter-dollar,” 
and also to insert in line 11, after the word omitted,“ the words “and on 
the reverse of the silver dollar, half-dollar, quarter-dollar, and the dime, respect- 
ively, there shall be inscribed the weight and the fineness of the coin; so that 
the section will read: 

“Sec. [19] 18. That upon the coins of the United States there shall be the follow- 
in kaonei and legends: Upon one side there shall be an impression emblematio 
of liberty, with an inscription of the word Liberty“ and the year of the coinage, 
and upon the reverse shall be the figure or representation of an eagle, with the 
inscriptions "' United States of America“ and“ E Pluribus Unum,” and a desig- 
nation of the value of the coin; but on the gold dollar and three-dollar piece, the 
silver dollar, half-dollar, quarter-dollar, the dime, five, three and one cent piece 
the figure of the eagle shall be omitted, and on the reverse side of the silver dollar, 
half-dollar, quarter-dollar, and the dime, respectively, there shall be inscribed the 
weight and fineness of the coin; and the Director of the Mint, with the — 7 — 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, may cause the motto In God we trust” to be 
inscribed u such coins as shall admit of sach motto; and any ono of the fore- 
going in: ptions may be on the rim of the gold and silver coins.“ 

Mr. Casseriy. It may be a matter of sentiment, but sentiment sometimes goes 
a great way, especially in those cases where it is cult to reduce the action of 
men to a mathematical standard. I regret that the e is to disappear from the 
dollar, half-dollar, and quarter-dollar of our coinage. It will hardly be possible 


to think of a half-dollar or a quarter-dollar as being such a coin without the eagle 


upon it, 

Arr. SHERMAN. The Senator will see that the reason is because it is necessary to 
describe the Robes eo and fineness of the coin. This amendment has been proposed 
by the officers of the mint. They have adopted a plan of describing on each coin 
its weight and fineness, 

Mr. Casserty. What is the use of that when we know that the weight of the 
coin is constantly being reduced? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The reason given to us is because it has been adopted as a mode 
of international coinage. This method has been adopted in the corresponding 
coins of France and all the countries of Europe, pretty much, of describing upon 
the face of the coin its intrinsic weight and fineness. 

Mr. CassEnLx. I must say I never saw a coin marked in that way. 

Mr, SHERMAN. That is the reason the officers of the mint give for this change. 

Mr, CASSERLY. I ask the Senator whether he is very strenuous in his advocacy 
of this amendment. I should like to save the American eagle on the half-dollar 
and quarter-dollar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The eagle is preserved on all the gold coins in a size large enough 
to be caged. [Laughter.] : 

Mr. CASsEuLx. But the half-dollar and quarter-dollar aro the money of the 
people and they are the leading coins of our entire silver coinage. Ido not think 

t is of so muc! ey phar tere put the fineness or the weight upon a half-dollar or 
a quarter-dollar as it might be upon a gold coin. I have never seen any forei 
coin, and of course no American coin, marked in that way To have the weight 
of the coin upon gold coin may bea useful thing because of the t ir aioe a 
of the metal; but what is the importance of having the weight inscribed upon the 
half-dollar or quarter-dollar? Does anybody ever weigh half-dollars or quarter- 
dollars in business! 

Mr. Suerman. If the Senator will allow me, he will see that the precedin, 
section L Ahe 75 for coin which is exactly interchangeable with the English shil- 
ling and the five-franc piece of France; that is, a five-frane piece of France will 
be the exact equivalentof a dollar of the United States in our silver coinage; and 
in order to show this wherever our silver coin shall float—and we are providing 
that it shall float all over the world—we propose to stamp upon it, instead of our 
eagle, which foreigners may not understand, and which they may not distinguish 
from a buzzard or some other bird, the intrinsic fineness aud we ght of the coin, 
In this practical, utilitarian age the officers of the Mint seemed to think it would 
be better to do that than to put the eagle on our silver coins. I must confess Ido 
not think it is very important; but I think the Senator ought to be willing to defer 
in these matters to the practical knowledge of the officers who have of this 
branch of the Government service. I will say that Mr. Linderman, w the 
Senator must know, has suggested this as being a convenient mode of promoting 
international coinage. 

Mr. CAssERLY. We can not have an international coi on the basis of our 
silver coin unless our silver coin is up to the standard of all the nations with 
which we e to have relations. Now, I ask the Senator whether this bill 
Papeete a silver coin: of that character. 

r. SHERMAN. This proposes 
and what are called theassociated nations of Europe, who have adopted the inter- 
national standard of silver coinage ; that is, the dollar provided for by this bill is 
the precise equivalent of the five-frane piece. It contains the same number of 
s of silver; and we have adopted the international gram instead of the grain 

‘or the standard of our silver coinage. The trade-dollar“ has been adopted 
mainly for the benefit of the people of California, and others engaged in trade with 
China. That is the only coin measured by the grain instead of by the gram. The 
intrinsic value of each is to be stamped upon the coin. 

Mr. CassxRLr. Do I understand the Senator to = then that the intrinsic value 
of the dollar, half-dollar, and quarter-dollar is raised by this bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is a rence of about one- of 1 per cent. 

Sty CASSERLY. I suppose it must be raised to the basis of international ex- 
change. 

ME SHERMAN, I think it is slightly raised, so as to conform with foreign coins. 
The Chamber of Commerce of New York first recommended this c ange, and it 
has been adopted, I believe, by all the learned societies who have given attention 
to coinage, and been recommended to us I believe as the general desire. That 
is em ed in these three or four sections of amendment, to make our silver 
coinage correspond in exact form and dimensions, and er and stamp, with the 
coinage of the associated nations of Europe, who have ohn an international 
silver coinage. I do not like myself to break in upon this plan or to change it in 
the slightest degree, but prefer to leave it to the proper officers of the Mint. In- 
deed, I would be perfectly willing to leave the whole thing to the officers of the 
Mint rather than to fix it by law. That was not deemed convenient, and therefore 
we had to drop the American eagle from these minor silver coins. 

Mr. CAssEkLy. I am not prepared to E as far as that. I would not leave 
it to anybody to remove from the eyes and the thonghts of the le those sym- 
bols ore have stood this country in such g stead in many a 
hard-fought field by land and sea; and which may have to do the same service in 
the same way for many generations to come. While we laugh a good dealabout the 
American ＋ and the uses to which he is put by orators, tical and other- 
wise, on the Fourth of July and other days, we must all feel that the associations 
that eluster around the American 804 e are associations that make him a symbol 
of power, and I am not at all satisfied, because we desire to put the weight and 
fineness upon our half dollar and our quarter-dollar, that therefore it is neces- 
sary to abolish the American eagle. The eagle, it is said, sutters little birds to 
sing, and the aas will not object to having his value in the countries of the 
world put under wing on the coin. I say retain the le and put whatever 
marks you like — 75 the face of your coin to indicate its weight and fineness. I 
do not think it will be of any value in regard to the simple coins of the denomina- 
tion of balf-dollar and quarter-dollar; but if the Senator is strongly of opinion that 
ayn hg ht to be there, let them be there. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. Casszaty. I propose to strike out the words in italics in line nine of sec- 
tion [19] 18, the silver dollar, half-dollar, quarter-dollar.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California can accomplish his object 
by voting against the amendment of the committee inserting those words. 

Mr. NYE. I should like to hear the amendment of the committee read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which was in section pa 18, line 9, to 
insert, after the words three-dollar piece, the words "the silver dollar, half- 
dollar, quarter-dollar;“ and in line 11, after the word ‘‘omitted," to insert“ and 
on the reverse of the silver dollar, half-dollar, quarter-dollar, and the dime, re- 
spectively, there shall be inscribed the weight and the fineness of tho coin; 80 
that that portion of the section will read: 

“But on the gold dollar and three-dollar piece, the silver dollar, half-dollar, 1 
ter-dollar, the dime, five, three, and one cent piece the figure of the eagle shall be 
omitted; and on the reverse of the silver dollar, half-dollar, quarter-dollar, and 
bes dime, respectively, there shall be inscribed the weight and the fineness of the 
coin.” 

Mr. Casseacy. I think the parece is not understood by the Senate erally. 
As L understand, to vote for the amendment of the committee is to abolish the 
American eagle on the silver dollar, balf-dollar, and quarter-dollar, and to vote 

inst it is to keep him there. The subsequent amendment, in line 11, to 
which ee is no objection, will allow the mark of weight and fineness to be put 
upon the coin, 


a silver coinage exactly the same as the French 


1890. 
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The Preswixe OFFICER, Does the Senator from California desire a separate vote | Mr. Col x. I offer the following amendment, to come in on page 13, at the end of 


on the two branches of the amendment! 
Mr, SHERMAN. I suppose the Senator has no objection to the last one. 
Mr. CAssERLY. None at all to the last one. The only point is that I wish to 
retain the American eagle on the silver dollar, half-dollar and quaxter-dollar. 
The Presipixe OFFICER. The question will then be taken on the amendment in 
Hop pine, which is to insert the words “the silver dollar, half-dollar, quarter-dol- 
jar. . 

The amendment was rejected; there being on a division—ayes 24, noes 26. 

Mr. SHERMAN, As the ate are so patriotic that they will not ab6lish the eagle, 
I hope they will be perfectly willing now to hurry along with the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The other part of the amendment will be considered 
as agreed to, if there be no objection. 

The next amendment was on page 13, section 22 [21], to add at the end of the 
section the following proviso: 

“ Provided, That at the option of the owner silver may be cast into coins of stand- 
ard fineness, and of the weight of four hundred and twenty grains troy, desig- 
nated in section 15 of this act as the trade-dollar.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section [25] 24, line two, to strike out the word 
“standard” and insert “‘ fineness ;"’ so as to read: 

That the assayer shall report to the superintendent the quality or fineness of 
8 assayed by him, ètc.” 

e amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section un 24, lines 5 and 6, to strike out the 
words ‘for the cost of converting the bullion into bars ;" so as to read: 

“Provided, That the assayer shall report to the superintendent the quality or 
fineness of the bullion assayed by him, and such information as will enable him to 
— tho amount of the charges hereinafter provided for, to be made to the 

r. 
e amendment was agreed to. n 

Mr. SHERMAN. The next amendment is on page 14, in section [26] 25, line 2, to 
insert the words “or for converting standard silver into trade-do! They 
should be to line 7 of the same section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is — KREN by the Clerk that the words ought to 
be inserted in line £, after the word “bullion.” t 

Mr. SHERMAN. Atany . either after the word bullion” in line 
8, or after the word “standard” in line 7. 8 

The CHIEF CLERK. The amendment of the committee is section [26] 25, line 8, 

. after the word “bullion” to insert the words or for converting standard silver 
into trade-dollars; so that the section will read: z 

That the charge for converting 9 bullion into coin shall be one-fifth 
of 1 per cent.; and the charges for re when the bullion is below standard, for 
tonghening when metals are contained in it which render it unfit for coinage, for 
copper used for alloy when the bullion is above standard, for the gold 
and silver when these metals exist together in the bullion, or for converting stand- 
ard silver into trade-dollars, and for the preparation of bars, shall be fixed, from 
time to time by the Director, with the concurrence of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, 80 as to equal but not exceed, in their judgment, the actual average cost to 
each mint and assay office of the material, labor, wastage, and use of machinery 
Gg ged in each of the cases aforementioned.” 

r. SHERMAN. The Senate will see that the charge for converting standard sil- 
ver into trade-dollars, instead of being fixed at one-fifth of 1 per cent., is fixed at 
the actual cost. It is provided that the price for this work done at the Mint shall 
be fixed by the Director of the Mint, but not in any case to exceed the actual 
cost of the operation. 

Mr. CassEhLx. I did not suppose that the amendment to section [20] 25 had 
been disposed of. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the question now pending. 

Mr. CassERLx. I erf that the charge there of one-fifth of 1 per cent. for 
silver coinage was a clerical error. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The words or for converting standard silver into trade-dollars” 
were intended to come in after the word standard“ inline 7. The Committee on 
Finance observing that it was printed at the wrong place corrected it, and I gave 
the Secre the correct place where it should be — — It is only to be the 
actual cost of the operation, whatever that may be. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 16, section [29] 30, line 1, after the word 

coins to insert other than the trade-dollar;” so that the clause will read: 

“That silver coins other than the trade-dollar shall be paid out at the several 
mine and at the assay office in New York city, in exchange for gold coins at par, 
ete.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. Cass ERLx. I wish to ask what has become of the amendment to section 
26. I did not know that it had been passed upon. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been adopted. 
Mr. Cassenty. I presume it will still be in order to offer an amendment to that 
section after the amendments of the committee have been disposed of. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be. 
The next amendment was, on page 19, section [34] 35, line 4, to strike out “ two- 
ie the clanse will read: 

“That no 2 shall be used for coinage which difter from the legal standard 
more than the following pro: ons, nam ye in gold ingots, one-thousandth; in 
silver ingots, three-thou ths; in minor-coinage alloys, twenty-five-thousandtha, 
in the proportion of nickel.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, on page 25, section 140] 48, line 4, after the word Penn- 
sylvania," to insert the Comptroller of the Currency;” so that the clause will 


That to secure a due conformity in the gold and silver coins to their ny sae 


udg 
States for the district of P. vanin, the Comptroller of the Currency, 
the assayer of the assay office at New Tork. etc.” “i Agog 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 27, section [54] 53, line 3, to strike out met - 
als” and insert ‘‘ medals,” 

‘The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, section [59] 58, line 5, to strike out ‘‘ twen- 
ae and insert second;“ 50 as to read: as prescribed by the act of July 2, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, on page 34, section 2 65, line 2, to strike out July” 
and insert April.“ and strike out ‘ 1872" and insert 1873; so that the clause 
will read: that this act shall take effect on the Ist day of April, 1873,” ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on 35, section [68] 67, line 2, to strike out 1872“ 


Eo neck Ere E so that the clause will read: ‘‘that this act shall be known as 
a” 


to. 
This concludesthe amendments proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance. The bill is open to further amendments. 
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section [21] 20: 
en a Secre of the Treasury may issue through the Director of the Mint 
certificates for gold bullion deposited at any of the mints or assay office at New 


York, which certificates shall state the value of the bullion less coinage and 
other mint charges, and be payable to bearer on presentation at the mint or assay 
office at which the bullion was deposited, either in bullion or coin, at the option 
of the superintendent of the mint or assay office, or in such 8 of bullion 
or coin as the superintendent may prefer: Provided, That if any holder of a cer- 
titicate demands to be paid in coin a certificate may be issued stating the time 
when such coin will be ready for delivery.” 
Mr. Nxk. That is a thing that is c S for by existing law. Each 
one of our mints has a bullion fund provi from which the de tor gets his 
y in coin for the value of the bullion as soon as it is ascertained. There is no 
elay now or waiting for coinage at the Mint. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from California showed me this amendment. As it 
had never been considered by the committee, I hesitated to give my consent to 


it, but I could not see any objection to depositing bullion with the or 
the mints or assay offices and allow certificates to be issued, and therefore I 
no objection to allowing the amendment to be made. If there seems to be any ob- 


jection to it we can abandon it in a committee of conference, although if there is 
any doubt about it I think it had better not go on the bill. 
e amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. Poot. In section [67] 66, line 7, after the word Idaho,“ I move to insert 
the words and the United States assay office at Charlotte, North Carolina.“ The 
chairman of the Committee on Finance I believe agrees to accept this amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That depends upon the fact whether there is a 
in North Carolina. If the Senator says there is, I shall not object; 
impression it has been abolished. 

Mr. Pool. No, sir; it has not been abolished. 
hea 3 If there is still a legal assay office there it ought to be named in 

is 

Mr. Poot. There is no question about its being such. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. Nys. With the consent of the Senate I should like to have the vote recon- 
sidered by which the amendment of the Senator from California [Mr. Cole] re- 
garding certificates for gold bullion was adopted. : 

Mr. CoLE. The bill has not yet been reported to the Senate. The Senator can 


have it reserved. 
Ido not think the Senator him- 


office 
fT have the 


Mr. Nye. Then I shall reserve it in the Senate. 
self will insist upon it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Nevada wished to reserve the amendment 
offered by the Senator from California [Mr. Cole]. 

Mr. NYE. I ask to have that amendment reserved. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ifthere be no objection, the e ee 
concurring in all the amendments together except the one ted by the Sen- 
ator from Nevada. 

The remaining amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER., The question now is on concurring in the amondment 
proposed by the Senator from California, which will be read. 

; The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which was to add to section [21] 20, the fol- 
lowing: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury may issue through the Director of the Mint 
certificates for gold bullion deposited at any of the mints or assay office at New 
York, which certificates shall state the valne of the bullion less the coinage and 
other mint charges, and be payable to bearer on presentation at the mint or assay 
office at which the bullion was deposited, either in bullion or coin, at the option 
of the superintendent of the mint or assay office, or in such proportions of bullion 
or coin as the 1 may prefer: i That if any holder of a certifi- 
cate demands to be paid in coin a certificate may be issued stating the time when 
such coin will be ready for delivery.” 

Mr. Nye. I do not understand that this amendment is insisted yee The Sen- 
ate will perceive at once that it is putting another cufrency into circalat: and 
one by which the superintendents of mints would be very likely to be injured and 
defranded. I ope; ees: it will not be adopted. They get their coin when- 
ever they present their bullion now. 

Mr. Stewart. There is a bullion fund provided for the purpose. 

Mr. Nye. There is a bullion fund for that very purpose. 

The amendment was non - conenrred in. 

Mr. CassErty. I wish to move an amendment to section [26] 25. As it now 


The 
deed 
the Senate adopted the phen of m 


— has the sense of each House of Congress in its favor. The principle of it is 
obvious. 

I wish to say but this word in reference to it, that the only ground u which 
the coinage charge has ever been supported was that the person depositing bullion 
for coinage ought to pay the Government for turning his bullion into the current 
cóin of the country. I think it only requires a statement of that proposition to 
enable any of us to see its 8 

The person who furnishes the Government with the means to coin money for 
the u uses of its own citizens never should be taxed to pay for that which 

ä to the Government. Why, sir, governments would be 

g bullion without charge, to pay for it in order to 

eir coins. It is contrary to the first principles of government, it 

ially as sapiens ts this subject, that coinage charge should be 

one which is evil in its results. It keeps up a discrimination 

which is always against us; and the reason to-day why the American manof busi- 

ness loses, at the rate of two cents and a fraction of acent upon every pound ster- 

ling of exchange, all of which goes to the benefit either of the banker on this 

side or the payer of the boos E on the other, rests precisely in the maintenance 

of this extraordinary charge. But for this charge there would be no such dis- 
crimination in the rate of exchan ist us. 

A ga many other grounds ht be given, but I hope the Senator from Ohio 
will be willing to concede this amendment at this time, and that what the two 
Honses have indorsed may now be embodied in this bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I must confess my regret that the Senator from Californiashould 
raise this disputed question at this si of the bill, just as it was about on its 
passage. The Senate of the United States 8 after full discussion 
after hearing = 3 —— — = Senators bs ee ay view of 
this question, tore e charge for coinage at one- per cen 
It Sa eae one-half of 1 per cent. The Senate, by a very decided vote, after a 
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ji 
i 


al the co 
pn grat to retain the charge of one- of 1 per cent, e Senator 
says, Honses have at some time or other a abolishing the coinage 
am quite sure a proposition of that has never passed either House 


3 ut the ch: is and it 
5 who are N 8 N 3 into 
er aborate debate. I did so when it was ore before, © The Senator aon te in = 


not now seek to reverse the decisio 
ward agreed to by the House. This 
We cae not 8 at this 
le of California are very interested in the revision 27 the — 
N eed I have received more letters from that State about this Lenong bill, 
desiring it to ortanee of eto from any other portion of the country. I can see the 
at importance of it to them, I believe it to be one of great importance to 
e whole le — the United States. Therefore I do not wish to epter into a 
discussion n regard to this coinage charge that may probably weary the Senate 
and ey fo passage of the bill. 
than an bour, eee ps 


— that the bill would not take more 
33 ese amendments which 
have been acted upon would be acted upe pon» agek- tio, and that other questions 
which had been settled wonld not be cent 
I therefore will not undertake to answer yee ent of the 1 2 5 from Cal- 
ifornia except to say thatthe question is res adjudicate so far as this bill is con- 
cerned. If, however, it is to be opened, as the Senator has a right to open it, it 
will lead to a leng debate. I therefore prefer not to say anything on the 1 
except that the coinage charge has not been and ought not to be repealed en 
tirely. We have reduced it now to the lowest rate of any nation in the world 
—, only Great Britain. 
r. CASSeRLY. If L have made a mistake as to the fact of the adoption in each 
House of the principle of this amendment, of course I desire to withdraw what I 


Mr, SuzemMax. Ido not deny that if the Senator says it is so; but I do not re- 
member it ever passing the Senate. 

Mr. CassErLy. I was so informed, and I have the impression that among the 
gentlemen so informing me was the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. Suznuax. I have no recollection of it. 

Mr. Casserty. I understand fully the objection to protracting — at this 
late hour of the day, and I was very reluctant to sa og Fe word, even so much as was 
necessary to propose this amendment. I felt it teks my duty, however, to do so. 
ne ew bo ces thas the ADAS af thie coinage charge repels from San 
Francisco, and of course from this country, almost the Suhrs ap aal 8 
of Australia. FF in San F. they do in 
London that but for this coinage charge the R bole gold bullion of Australia would 
come to San Francisco to be refined. 

Mr. Suxnuax. Oh, no. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Perhaps the Senator does not understand me. I say the cost of 
refining in London is sv much more than 2 is in San Francisco that but for this 
ecinage charge the gold bullion product of Australia would come to us. Why! 


Because what the ant in Eng! all the while is silver for their Asiatic ex- 
changes with India and China.” We have more silver than we want. Nevada ap- 
FFF with silver. I see that her silver 


5 3 over 
ceria ta seer tha pasia for ex ‘old 
an e 
. 


or a more profitable 
ustralia and 


. a = 
turn for thelr buiion this pitvor which wo do not w and which befor much, I 
bout this „ because I think I understand the financial 


ected. 
Geo N ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read a third 
e 
The bill was read the third time, and passed.—(Congressional Globe, parts 1 and 
2, third session, Forty-second Congress, 1872-78, pages 668 to 674.) 


The amendments were engrossed and reperted to the House of 
Representatives as follows: 


In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, January 17, 1873. 


Resolved, That the bill from the House of Representatives (H. R. 2934) entitled 
An act revising and amending the laws relative to the assay offices, and 
nited States” 3 with the followin; ents : 

4, line 21, after insert or samples of bullion. 
5, line 20, strike out e. Working 
6, line 4, after or” insert assay. 


9, strike out all after cweight™ i line 14 down to and including line 27: 

‘age 11 strike out Sec. 15. 

SAEs 16 and insert the following : 
‘That the silver were A United States 


bo a trade dollar, a balf- 


. cee 


7. Page 11 strike out Sec. 17 and insert the following: 

Sec, 16. That the minor coins of the United States shall be a five-cent iece, a 
three-cent piece, and a one-cent piece, and the alloy for the five and oars 
pieces shall be of copper and nickel, to be composed of th ourths copper and 
one-fourth nickel, and the alloy of the one-cent piece shall be ninety-five per 
centum of copper and five per centum of tin and zine, in h prop ons as 
shall be deterwined by the Director of the Mint ‘The walght of the place of five 
cents shall be seventy-seven and sixteen-hundredths grains troy; of th: cen 


8. . insert: 5 She aitver fal 


insert the following: 
of the owner silver may be cast =a of stand- 


10. Page 13, line 24, 3 fineness. 
vod Poets Page 13, strike out all after “depositor,” in line 26, down to and including 


12, Page 14. Une 6, after “bullion” insert: or for converting standard silver into 
trade dollars. 

13. Page 14, line 27, after ‘‘ coins” insert: other than the trade dollar. 

14. Page17, line 20, strike out [two-thonsandths) and insert: three-thousandths. 

15. Page 24, line 4, after Pennsylvania," insert: the Compiroller of the Cur- 
rency. 

16. Page 20, line 12, strike out [twentieth] and insert: second. 

17. Page 34, line 23, strike out [July] and insert: April. 

18. Page 34, line 24, strike ont [seventy-two] and insert: seventy-three. 

19. Page 36, at the end of line 2, insert: the! United States assay-office at Char- 
lotte, North Carolina.” 

20. Page 36, line 14, strike out [1872] and insert 1873. 


Attest: 
GEO. C. GORHAM, Secretary. 
Is THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 25, 1878. 
Resolved, That the House non-concur in the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 2934) revising and am: thelaws relative tothe mints, assay offices, 
and coinage of the United States. and ask a conference with the Senate on thè 
disagreeing 2. of the two eras thereon. 
Ordered, That Mr. Samuel Hooper, Mr. ig eer and Mr. MeNeely be the 


managers of the conference on the part of 
EDWARD McPHERSON, Clerk. 


Attest: 
IX THE SEXATE OF THE UNITED STATES January 27, 1873. 


Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. agent re- 
vising and amending the a relative to the mints, assay offices, and of the 
United States, disagreed to by popat of Representatives, and a to nthe o 63 
ference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereo 

Ordered, That Mr. Sherman, Mr. Scott, and Mek Bayard be the — on the 


part of the Senate. 
GEO. C. GORHAM, Secretary. 


Attest: 
CONFERENCE REPORT, 


IN SENATE. 
Thursday, February 6, 1873. 


MINT LAWS. 


Mr. Suxumax submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (H. R. No. 2934) revising and amending the laws relative to the mints and 
—— -offices and coinage of the United States, having met, after full and free 

erence have a to recommend and do recommend to their 2 
Hones as follows: 

That the House recede from its ent to the amendments of tho Senate 
numbered 1, acne 172 . — Fong wr 7, 18, and 20; and agree to the same. 

That the Sens fourth amendm ent, and agree to the words pro- 

to be 5 ont, with rah the. following amendments: word by.“ in 
me 16, insert natural; in lines 17 and 18 strike out 5 the double- 
eagle and eagle, and 1 per cent. on the other coins; and in line 19, after law.“ 
insert the words after a circulation of twen ears, as shown by its date of 
and at a ratable proportion for any less than twenty years;" and 
the House to the same. 

That the House recede from its 5 to the sixth amendment of the 
Senate and agree to the same with the following amendments: in line 5 strike — 
the word ‘ at the end of the line, and insert in thereof 
(rammes; ay ened line 6 oe sexe out grain and insert “gram (gramme; — 

e Senate 

That the House rasede tres from its disa; contd to the cele 275 amendment of the 
Senate, anda ree to the same with the following «iments: after.“ silver insert 

trade; “ st © out the words e e 4 — and the the dime, respect- 
ively, there shall be inscribed,” and the word “the” before “fineness ;" and after 

eon,” at the end ef the amendment, insert the words shall be inscribed ; and 
the Senate to the same. 
ouse recede from its disagreement to the ninth amendment of the 
Senate, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: strike out the 
words to be inserted, together with the remainder of th 
lien thereof 3 the following: „that any owner of silver bullion 
the same at any mint to be formed into bars or a dollars of the weight of four 


hundred and twenty —— troy, ated in this act as trade-dollars, and no 

ead of silver for other be — . — but silver bullion contained 

id deposits, and separated y be aa in silver — ut euch 
— emetic established y the Director of the Mint; 


2 the same as follows: 
of the bill, the — 2 Mitho United States as- 


orth Caroling; and the Sane HN 8 to en same. 


the Sen and a 
“New 52 in 
say-office at Charlotte, N. 


JOHN SCOTT 

T. F. BAYARD, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
a S. HOOPER, 

WM. M. STOUGHTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


rred in.— I Globe, 2, third F. 
— tenance 187273 seas 1 part session, Forty - 

Mr. President, I have now laid before the Senate all the record in- 
formation that exists as to the passage of the bill through the Senate 


which demonetized silver. The use made by the monometal- 

lists of the fact that I was a member of the Senate at the time this 

legislation took place has compelled me to do this to exonerate my- 

self, In common with all of the members of the two Houses of Con- 

who have spoken on the subject, with the exception of the 

tor from Ohio, so far as I am informed, I was ignorant of the fact 
that silver was 

DEMONETIZED IN THE ACT CODIFYING THE MINT LAWS. 

The Senator from Ohio alone, so far as I am advised, contends that 
this unfortunate legislation was the result of public discussion, care- 
ful consideration, and was in pursuance of the enlightened judgment 
of Congress. 2 

I now submit to him in all candor two questions: First, did he 
comprehend the consequences which have resulted from the demon- 
etizatiou of silver? Second, if so, did he desire to produce the re- 
sults which have followed that demonetization ? 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] a few days ago interrupted 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] in the course of his speech 
on silver, and the following running debate took place: 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know the Senator from 3 not wish to mislead upon 


, for I never choose to interrupt 


I remember that in a debato between the 


files and 7 . 


lated widely all over the country, and sent to every bod, 
if pcb portant 8 
inage. The b 


th the manly generosity 
trong in h 
edged his error; and there are 


cumstance. 

That dollar was never surreptitiously dropped. It may have been foolishly 
done, but it was done after debate. The circumstances connected with it, the why 
and the wherefore, were given in both Houses of Congress and stated by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. I have no objection to any comment pny eco upon 
that fact. It may have been very unwise; I will not interrupt the ator hero 
to debate that; but the fact is that it was known to every member of Congress. It 
is true General Grant said he did not know the effect of the measure, and mapy 
other outsiders did not; but no man could have been present here in the Senate 
Chamber as a member or in the other House of Congress anfi attended to his duties 
and not have known it. 

Mr. Hoar. How many times was the bill printed? 

Mr. Sukunax. It was printed some eight or ten times, perhaps more than that, 


from the beginning to the end for three years e Nees Congresses, from April 
25, 1870, to February, 1873, and the fact that that d was drop from that 
was as bold and palpable a fact as any fact of legislation in the history of our 


country. 

Mr. Daxret. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio was entirely right to inter- 
rupt me, or at least to make his explanation, and he but does me simple justice 
in saying that he knows I would be glad to allow any ex ation of that kind. 

Mr. SuzrMan. I suppose the Senator knew that, but 1 was pey 3 
when another Senator made the same declaration about the silver dollar 


can show over and 


Mr. Daxikt. But, Mr. President, the fact is very little short of the statement 
made. So far as this movement to demonetize the silver dollar was concerned, it 
was a matter unknown to Congress and unknown to the people of the United 
States when it was done. Speaker Blaine did not know it when the act passed. 
Senator STEWART, of Nevada, e eqn great silver community, who was 
a member of the body, did not know it. e Senator from Texas Mr. REAGAN], 
who has always had an eye on silver, did not know it. 

Mr. SuesMax, He was not here. 

Mr. Daxixt. Was he not then a member of the other House? 

Several Sexnatous. No. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to say that the Senator from Nevada, 
who also haa his eye always upon silver, was here and voted for the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. He did not know it. 

Mr. STEWART. I did not know it, and I will give the Senator, if he wants it, the 
entire discussion. It was not stated in the discussion that there was any inten- 
tion to leaye the dollar out. On the contrary, the very last thing that was done 
was an amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio providing for the inscription 
on the silver dollar. I 3 et it in a moment and show it. That was adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The t ollar. 

Mr. STEWART. No, the silver dollar and the trade-dollar both. 

Mr, SHERMAN. In the bill as it came to us—I will get theoriginal files again and 
introduce the same evidence I did here before. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Fifty- 
first Congress, first session, May 24, 1890, page 5438.) 

The Senator from Ohio stated that the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. Beck] intimated that he had taken back his charge and I will 
read what the Senator from Kentucky said after the colloquy be- 
tween him and the Senator from Ohio on the occasion referred to in 
my remarks in regard to this bill. The Senator from Ohio failed to 
satisfy the Senator from Kentucky on the occasion to which he al- 
luded in the foregoing debate with Mr. DANIEL. After the colloquy 
which took place between the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from 
Kentucky, to which the Senator from Ohio alluded in the foregoing 
quotation, the Senator from Kentucky proceeded as follows: 

WHAT SENATOR BECK SAID. 

Mr. Beck. What I complain of, and what I think I have proved, is that the 

House never knew what was in that bill. 


* - * . r . * 


I need not waste time in regard to what took place when the House bill reached 
the Senate. The Senator from Nevada Mr. Stewart) has shown very fully what 
took place thure. If the Senator from Ohio is content with that statement I am. 
Mr. Casserly, of California, was in the Senate and other able and distinguished 

it, of and others tock 
berately consented 


to strike down silver co’ 1 Mr. SuEnuAx says they all did. Ido not believe 
him. When the House bi waa broughs ap by Mx. Saamuaw the 


A he said: 

“ Ifthe Senator will allow me, he will see that the preceding section provides 
for coin which is exactly interchangeable with the English shifin and the five- 
frano of France; that is, a five-franc piece of ce will be the exact 
aa t of a dollar of the United States in our silver N 

hat was stricken out, and there was no such thing left in bill. 8 

order to show this wherever our silver coin shall float and we aro 
| silo yas orang ed Da yond parte 


that Mr. Linderman, whom the Senator must know, has suggested this as being 
aconvenient mode of promoting international n 
Did not every word of that indicate tho continuance of silver coinage with full 
legal-tender quality as it bad always had? 
ternational coinage in 
out in 1875, so as to make it simpl. 
dise. Ohio said was to float, they were 
providing it should float, all over the world, wherever our floated, and that it 
should be international coinage equivalent to the coins of nations. Little 


wonder the Senator from Nevada said to him: Whatever may be construe- 
tion of the meaning now, the words used then induced me to vote wi 1 because 
you made me believe that you were sending outa bona fide silver dullar as as 


ot half, a 
the silver 

ollar was to be s5 
on that subject. 


But that was all. To show that whenever 1 5 oe not done as they ought j 
same direction, the Revised 
When it is said that we had coined 


February, 
8 
to Dr. ‘s 
work on Money and Legal Tender, which you will find in the Li 
ined a gold dollar from the fo 
ment until long after the discovery of gold in California, 
to 1848 about as much silver as we had gold coin of all sorts. 
fought the war of 1812 and the war wi 
wefe upon a silver that 


2 


toher e 

shows it all, and the fact is proved b 

million standard dollars in less than 
TF. 

of 1873. The Rothschilds, who held our bonds, 


$ „ Linderman showed in November, 1872, 
that silver was falling, and falling rapidly; it had 8 premium 
down to par with 


sure to fall still more rapidly. All their payable 
ing stricken down in their countries. Dr. Linderman the whole story in a 
report made the fall of 1872, after the bill had the House. He takes credit - 


covered very soon after the bill passed 
tober, 1872—that Germany was going to sell her silver. T. Lowey 
the bill, recollect, in May, 1872; it came ta the Senate practically in December. 

Dr. Linderman in his ok states what he said in the fall of 1872: 

The amount of silver bullion ay | roduced from the mines of the United 
States has been increased during the las ce and now amounts to about 
3 annum, exclusive of the it contains; and a further increase 
in this product being quite certain, the future value of silver as compared with 
gold is a matter of national pad poese 

“The fluctuations in the tive value of gold and silver during the last hun- 
dred years have not been very great, but several causes are now at work, all 
tending to an excess of supply over demand for silver, and its consequent de- 
a. Among these causes may be stated the increasing production, its 

emonetization by the German Emp and continued disuse in this country, 


except to a limited pvr fad py of the circulating medium. 

It has also been by J. „while in some other countries silver coin 
has been wholly or ey expe circulation 
of which will be to bring to market as bullion large amounts hitherto used 
The amount of silver om in the German ee at the date of the enactment of 
the recent coinage law (December, 1871), which c 


to gold, is estimated by competen authority at 000,008, being equal to five 
years’ total action of 22 
“Even if silver should be adopted by Germany for subsidiary coinage, not more 


than $50,000,000 will be requ! for that purpose, which will leave $300,000,000, or 
about 9,000 tons, to be dis of as bullion. A market for this immense supply 
of silver can only be found in such of the European states as maintain the single 
— of silver or the double standard of gold and silver and in China and the 


es. 
“The facts above stated indicate the gradual but eventually certain adoption of 


the gold s and oe demon of silver by all commercial 
countries. Not only is thé tendency to adopt gold as the sole standard and meas- 
ure of value, but to use paper money le in gold as the bulk of the circu- 


lating medium.” 

Then he proceeds to show that gold would necessarily appreciate, which he said 
meant the same thing as depreciation of property by reason of silver 3 
down. I 5 to his table giving the amount of silver and we then 
coined and relation they bore to 


each other in 1873, the pretense 
that silver was demonctized because it was cither not a coin that the: wanted 
or because it was more valuable than gold is not truc. It was ‘en down be- 
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cause the great gold brok foreign and domestic, saw that gold was becomin 
more and more th ones day, and sliver would acd because er 
the action of Germany, The uction of gold had fallen off in country from 
$06,000,002 in 1856 to $32,600,000 in 1873. Silver-production had gone up from less 
than $14,009,000 four —.— before to thirty-odd million dollars in 1873. That was 
the real cause of its g stricken down in the interest of the bondbolders and 
the bankers and the usurers of Europe and America.—(Congressional Record, vol- 
ume 19, part 3, 50th Congress, 1st session, pages 2001-2002.) 

I have gathered quotations from members of Congress and from 
the President, showing their utter ignorance on the bill; these I will 
also print. I will not take time to read them, but they are from 
quite a number of members, and from these quotations it will ap- 
pear what each has said about it, so far as I have been able to deter- 
mine, and from the evidence of these men who participated they 
were all in the same boat with me, I believe, and no one has come 
out and said that be understood it. 

CERTAINLY IT WAS NOT READ AT THE DESK. 


It can not be supposed that Senators here should understand what 
is contained in every bill, especially when its contents are not stated. 
Certainly if this change had been discussed it is so important that 
it would have occu to somebody to ask to have it read at the 
desk, or something would have been said about it if it was going to 
be deliberately considered. 

SOME OF THOSE WHO KNEW NOT. 


The porsona from whom I make quotations who were oblivious of 
this subject are: 

Senator Bogy, SenatorConkling, Senator ALLISON, Senator Blaine, 
Senator VOORHEES, Senator Beck, Senator Hereford, Senator Howe, 
Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Cannon, Mr. Kelley, Mr. Burchard, General Gar- 
field, and General Grant. z 

These are someof the persons who were ignorant of what occurred, 
as will be shown by the extracts when they are printed in my re- 


marks. 
I will now submit what these Senators and Members of Congress 
have from time to time, in debate, said with regard to the passage 
of the act demonetizing silver: 
A CONSENSUS OF DENIALS. 


Mr. HOLMAN, in a speech delivered in the House of Representa- 
tives July 13, 1876, said: 
I have before me the record of the proceedings of this House on the passage of 


measure and the method of its passage through this House was a “ colossal swin- 
5 = — T aaas 5 had the a S — megan mye > does 
not possess the moral force of law. ngressional Record, volume 4, part 6, Forty- 
fourth Congress, first session, appendix, page 193. ne 
Again on August 5, 1876, he said: s 
The bill was simply a bill to o a bureau of mines and coinkge. 
The bill which finally 2 the House and which ultimately became a law was 
certainly not read in House. 


* * * * 


from 
nally became a law was never rea „ made 
4 . BLAND], it was — by the Hoss 
y upon that of coinage. 

I f asked the ques of Mr. Hooper, who stood near where I am now 
standing, whether it chan the law in to coinage. And the answer of 
Mr. Hooper certainly left the impression upon the whole House that the subject 
of the comage was not affected by that bill —(ConcressionaL RECORD, volume 4, 
part 6, Forty-fourth Congress, first session, page 5237). 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, in a speech made in the House on July 13, 
1876, said: 

This legislation was had in the Forty-second Congress, Fe 12, 1873, by a 
bill to regulate the mints of the United serena and practically abolished silver as 
money by failing to provide for the oina of the silver dollar. It was not dis- 
8 as shown by the RECORD, and neither members of Congress nor the people 
understood the scope of the legislation. (Ibid, appendix, page 197.) 

Senator Bogy, of Missouri, uttered the following words in a speech 
made in the Senate June 27, 1876: 

Why the act of 1873, which forbids the coinage of the silver dollar, was 
no one at this day can give a good reason.—(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 4, 
part 5, Forty-fourth Congress, first session, page 4178.) 

Mr. Burchard, of Illinois, in a speech made in the House of Rep- 
resentatives on July 13, 1876, said: 

The coinage act of 1873, unaccompanied by any written report upon the subject 
from any piira and unknown to the ptian of Con who Bar tert g 
position allowed it to pass under the belief, if not assurance, it made no alter- 
ation in the value of the current coins, changed the unit of value from silver to 
gold.—Ibid., page 4560. 

Senator Conkling, in the Senate on March 30, 1876, during the re- 
marks of Senator gy on the bill (8. 263) to amend the laws relat- 
ing to legal tender of silver coin, in surprise, inquired: 

Will the Senator allow me to ask him or some other Senator a question? Is it 
true that there is now by law no American dollar ! And, if so, is it true that the 
effect of this bill is to be to make half-dollars and quarter-dollars the only silver 
coin which can be used as a legal tender (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 4, part 
3, Forty-fourth Congress, first session, page 2062.) 


General Garfield, in a speech made at Springfield, Ohio, during the 
fall of 1877, said: 


Perhaps I ought to be ashamed to ee 
that time being chairman of the on Appropriations, and having m 
hands overfull during all that time with work, I never read the bill. I took 

„ upon the faith of a prominent Democrat and a prominent Republican, and I do 


second session, page 989.) 


Senator ALLISON, on February 15, 1878, when the bill (H. R. 1093) 
to authorize the free coinage of the standard silver dollar and to re- 


store its legal-tender character was under consideration, observed: 


But when the secret history of this bill of 1873 comes to be told, it will disclose 
the fact that the House of Representatives intended to coin both gold and silver, 
and intended to place both metals upon the French relation instead of on our 
own, which was the true scientific position with reference to this su t in 1878, 
but that the bill afterward was doctored, if I may use that term, and I use it in no 
offensive sense of course 


Mr. Sargent interrupted him and asked him what he meant by the 
word ‘‘ doctored.” 
Mr. ALLISON said: 


I said I used the word in no offensive sense. It was changed after discussion, 
and the dollar of 420 ins was substituted for it.—(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol- 
ume 7, part 2, Forty- Congress, second session, page 1058.) 


On February 15, 1878, during the consideration of the bill above 
referred to, the following colloquy between Senator Blaine and Sen- 
ator VOORHEES took place: 


Mr, VOORHEES. I want to ask my friend from Maino, whom I am glad to desig. 
nate in that way, whether I may call him as one more witness to the fact that f 
was not gone: known whether silver was demonetized. Did he know, as 
Speeker of the House, ponani ey that time, that the silver dollar was demone- 
tized in the bill to which he alludes? 

Mr. BLAINE. I did not know anything that was in the bill at all. As I have 
before said, little was known or cared on the subject. [Laughter.] And now I 
should like to exchange questions with the Senator from Indiana, 
on the floor aud whose business it was, far more than mine, to know, because by 
the designation of the House I was to put questions; the diana, 
then on the floor of the House, with power as a debater, was to unfold them 
to the House. Did he know! 

Mr. Voounxxs. I very frankly say that I did not. 

(Ibid., page 1003.) 


Senator Beck, in a speech made in the Senate January 10, 1878, 
said: 
It [the bill 3 silver] never was understood by either House of Con- 
I say that with full knowledge of the facts. No newspaper reporter—and 
they are the most t men I ever saw in obta information—discovered 
that it had been doné.—(CoNGREssionAL RECORD volume 7, part 1, Forty-fifth 
Congress, second session, page 200.) 


Senator Hereford, in the Senate, on February 13, 1 in discussin 
the demonetization of silver, said: Sart g 


So that I that beyond th a f a doubt (and there is no disputing 
it) that bill 5 ich 1 wer, as 3 8 was read, —— —.— dis- 
cussed, and that the chairman of the committee who it, who offered the 
substitute, said to Mr. HOLMAN, when e of, that it did not affect the coin- 
age in any way whatever.—Jbid., page 989. 

Mr. Kelley, of Pennsylvania, who had charge of the bill, in a 
speech made in the House of Representatives on 9, 1878, said: 


age, I was as ignorant of the fact that it would demonetize the silver dollar or ot 
its dropping the silver dollar from our system of coins as were those distinguished 
Rats h fi day ae interrogated the oth 

each of whom a few e 0 

when the bill p #" “No,” said Mr. Blaine; you?” No,“ 
sai . VOORHEES. I do not think that there were three members in the House 
that knew it. I doubt whether Mr. r, who, in my absence from the Com- 
mittee on Coinage and attendance on the Committee of Ways and Means, managed 
the bill, knew it. Isay this in justice to him.—(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 
7, part 2, Forty-fifth Congress, second session, page 1605.) 

Again on May 10, 1879, Mr. Kelley said: 

All I can say is that the Committee on Coi: Weights, and Measures, wh 
reported the e bill, were faithful and abla pall — ey fa provisions 9 
that as their organ I reported it; that it contained provision for both the standard 
silver dollar and the e-dollar. Never having heard until a long time after its 
enactment into law of the substitution in the Senate of the section which dropped 
the standard dollar, I profess to know nothing of its history; but I am prepared 
to say that in all the legislation of this . is no mystery equal to the 
demonetization of the standard silver dollar of the United States. I have never 
found a man who could tell just how it came about or why.—(CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, volume 9, part 1, Forty-sixth Congress, first session, page 1231.) 

Senator Howe, in a speech delivered in the Senate on February 5, 
1878, said: 

Mr. President, I do not regard the demonetization of silver as an attempt to 
wrench from the people more than car Cares rr That is not the crime of 
which I accuse the act of 1873. I charge it with guilt compared with which the 
robbery of two hundred millions is venial.— (CONGRESSIONAL ED volume 7, 
part 1, Forty-fifth Congress, second session, page 764.) 

President Grant was also ignorant of the demonetization of silver. 
Eight months after the passage of the bill he wrote a letter to Mr. 
Cowdrey, from which the following extract is taken: 


The panic has brought greenbacks abont to a par with silver. I wonder that 
silver is not already coming into the market to supply the deficiency in the circu- 
lating medium. en it does come, and I predict that it will soon, we will have 
made a rapid stride towards specie Pr dopa Currency will never go below sil- 
ver after that. The circulation of silver will have other beneficial effects. Ex- 
perience has proved that it takes about forty millions of fractional currency to 
make small change 5 for the transac of the business of the country. 
Silver will ually take the place of this 5 and, further, will become 
the stan of values which be hoarded in a way. Lestimate that this 
will consume from two to three hundred millions, in time, of this species of our 
circulating medium. It will leave the paper currency free to perform the legiti- 
mate functions of trade and will tend to bring us back where we must come at 
last, to a specie basis. I confess to a desire to see a limited hoarding of money. 
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It insures a firm foundation in time of need. But I want to see the hoarding of 
something that has a standard of value the world over, Silver bas this, and if 
we once get back to that our strides toward a higher ne SO ge of our currency 
will be rapid, Our mines are now prouucing almost unlimited amounts of silver, 
and it is 8 a question, What shall we do with it!“ I suggest here a 
solution that will answer for some years, and suggest to you bankers whether 

ou may not imitate it; To put it in circulation now; keep it there until it is 
Area. and then we will find other markets,—(MePherson's Hand- Book of Politics for 
1874, pages 134 and 135.) 

On January 14, 1875, the same date that he signed the resumption 
act, President Grant sent a special message to Congress advisin 
the establishment of two or more mints at Chicago, St. Louis, an 
Omaha to coin silver dollars to provide for resumption, when by 
law, signed by himself, it was provided 

THAT NO MORE SILVER DOLLARS SHOULD BE COINED. 


I submit that it is unfair for the Senator from Ohio, in view of the 
facts which I have presented, to claim that the question of demon- 
etizing silver was discussed and understood, and that Senators who 
were present and voted for the bill knew that the silver dollar was 
omitted, 

HE UNDOUBTEDLY KNEW WHAT THE BILL CONTAINED, 

because if was in harmony with the views which he had entertained 
and often expressed. It is quite probable that he did not realize 
the consequences of the great change in the standard money of the 
world which the law he framed would produce, and that he was 
mistaken in the consequences which would follow the demonetiza- 
tion of silver. If the law was a mistake he should in all fairness 
have been the first one to rectify that mistake and aid in the resto- 
ration of the money of the Constitution. Has he done so? On the 
contrary, he has during all the years that have passed since 1873 
persisted in his advocacy of the single gold standard, and he is not 
now willing to restore silver to the place it occupied before it was 
demonetized in the manner I have described. If the Senator from 
Ohio to-day would advocate the unlimited coinage of silver, a law 
for that purpose would speedily be placed upon the statnte-book. 
He is the author of the demonetization of silver and the great 
leader in the advocacy of the gold standard. If he should change 
his views the battle would be won and the money of the Constitu- 
tion restored, 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. President, I have but a beg Sahl words tosay 
in conclusion. The dollar that the Senator from Nevada is tatking 
about—and he seems to have gotten into a mare’s nest about it—is 
the subsidiary dollar that was put on in the House containing 385 

ains, 264 grains less than the old silver dollar. It was the French 
3 piece, Perhaps the Senator is not aware, and I will now 
tell him so that he can not be mistaken, that he is in error in sup- 

ing that the French silver coinage is upon the basis of 15} to 1. 
That is a mistake. The French people, like all the people of Eu- 
rope, have adopted silver as a subsidiary coin. It is true they main- 
tain a standard of 15} to 1, but when they coin it at all they coin 
upon that standard, and the French silver to-day is like other coins, 
it is a subsidiary coin, but they found they would not have any sil- 
ver during the time when gold was at a premium. 

Another thing; in all the remarks that have been made, I éall at- 
tention to the fact that the dollar in the bill as it came from the 
House of Representatives here, about which the discussion arose, 
was the French dollar, a dollar of 385 grains. That was stricken 
out by the action of the Senate. That was not the 412}-grain dol- 
lar at all. The dollar that was stricken out was the dollar of 385 

rains which was legal tender for only $1. 

Mr. STEWART. right; let me go on. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought the Senator was through. 

Mr. STEWART. No; beg your pardon; I am not. The Sena- 
tor is right in saying that as it came from the House the silver dol- 
lar was equivalent to the five-frane piece. He says that was only a 
subsidiary coin. He is mistaken about that. That was an interna- 
tional coin at the time of the international convention, and it was 
33 as the standard at that time. It was the unit of value in 
all o 

THE ASSOCIATED NATIONS OF EUROPE 
and it was regarded as better than gold. They had not given up the 
idea of demonetizing gold then, and our silver dollar was at a pre- 
mium of 3 per cent., and it was stated by the Senator that this dol- 
lar was going to circulate all over the world, this five-frane-piece dol- 
lar. It was the five-franc-piece dollar that his 5 referred to, 
for that was still in the bill and did not go out of the bill until the 
engrossment, when it Fave place to the provisions that demonetized 
silver. It went out of the bill 
OUTSIDE OF THE SENATE 

to give place to the trade-dollar of 420 grains; but I say the section 
in the law which demonetized silver was never read in either House 
of Con i 

With what grace men get up here and charge me with dereliction 
of duty in not protesting, when it was never read or discussed or 
brought to the attention of Congress other than by number 6 in the 
report of the conference committee is amazing to me! Perhaps we 
ought to understand all the amendments which are reported, but we 
do not all the time do our duty in that respect. 

There are a great many bills passing every day that other people 
have charge of where we do not know of the amendments which 


are reported. It is only those that are acted upon and discussed, and 
the important measures that are brought before the Senate and dis- 
cussed, that weknow about. But the responsibility of demonetiz- 
ing silver without calling the attention of the Senate to the fact 
rests upon the then chairman of the Committee on Finance. If it 
had been discussed it would have been in the Globe, These discus- 
sions about outside matters amount to nothing, but here is a crowd 
of witnesses who were present and all come forward and say they did 
not know it. The House did notknowit. They did not know what 
amendment No. 6 meant; the Senate did not know what No. 6meant 
when it was read. 
SILVER WAS DEMONETIZED IX THE CONFERENCE REPORT 
by amendment No, 6; it was never read in either House! 
CONFUSING THE ISSUE. 

The Senator from Ohio, in discussing this question, constantly 
dwells upon the value of gold and the value of silver, as if it had in- 
herent value which could not be affected. How was the value of 
silver put down? It remained at par with gold for nearly a cent- 
ury. It did not vary one-half of 1 per cent. for more than a cent- 
ury until silver was rejected as money, and the Old World admits 
that fact now and the Royal Commission admitted that fact. It 
was put down because of the want of demand, because it could not 
be coined. It is the demand that puts up the price. Value consists 
of two'things: limitation of quantity and the desire of man as mani- 
fested by demand. 

Now, he pretends to say that if we would demand all the silver by 
free coinage that would not put up the price, and he tells us that 
there would be a gap of from 20 to 30 per cent. between silver 
aud gold. The gap was made by rejecting silver. Silver has lit- 
tle value without the demand as money. It would be very poor 
security but for its money value, and if we demand it for money we 
make a demand for six or eight hundred millions, and we take it all. 
If we make a demand for 8300, 000, 000 we take it all, and I believe a 
demand for $200,000,000, or much less, would put it to par. It takes 
but a slight demand, because there is more coin, as shown by the 
Royal Commission on the Depression of Trade, by 18 per cent. than 
has been produced, and has been for many years; and we can only 
account for it by the recoinage of old coins. There is no surplus 
production of silver. The want of coinage demand in Europe and 
the United States has depressed its value, nothing else Before the 
United States could be supplied enough would be absorbed to raise 
silver to par. 

And why should there be a departure from established custom ? 
Why should the sacred usages of the people for centuries be assailed ? 
Why should not the coin of the Constitution be restored, when it 
was rejected without even the reading of a fatal amendment? It was 
rejected, I say, without reading the amendment. If it be restored, 
will there be too much money if we have both gold and silver? Why 
was it rejected at all? I deny that it was done by discussion. 

NOBODY UNDERSTOOD IT. 

I do not believe the Senator from Ohio understood its far-reach- 
ing and its terrible effects. I do not believe he did, and if he had 
come ont and said it was by mistake, and he had not fully understood 
its effects, nobody would have blamed him, because at that time the 
question of coinage was not being discussed, We were under coin 
suspension, very little money was being coined, and it was very easy 
for a mistake to be made by the Senator from Ohio or anybody. 
But, having been made, the people having lost their money of the 
Constitution through a mistake, to which nobody’s attention was 
called, what I say is that those engaged in that should rectify i 
and should not have kept the country in these seventeen years o 
depression. They should not have robbed the country of its money 
all this time. 

Talk about the value of gold remaining stationary! 

WHAT HAS PUT UP THE VALUE OF GOLD? 

The purchase of it by our people with their produce, the sacrifice of 

their property. The farmers and producers of this country have been 
compelled to sell their property at a discount of from 30 to 40 percent. 
to buy gold to pay debts because the Government of the United States 
would not allow them to be paid in the money of the Constitution, 
because by an amendment that was never read silver was demone- 
tized, and they could not pay in silver as well as gold, and so they 
were compelled then to get money at all hazards; and they have done 
it nobly, but they have done it at the expense of the prosperity of 


the country. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to see the original bill of 1873, 
which the Senator has, in order that I may reply to him. 

Mr. STEWART. I was preity nearly through with that subject. 
Perhaps I had better let the Senator make his statement here. 

8 FERBIDENE pro tempore. Both Senators are inaudible at 
the desk. + 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have lost my voice and therefore I am excus- 
able, but the Senator from Nevada has not lost his voice and is not 
execnsable, 

Ihe Senator from Nevada certainly does not want to misstate or 
mislead, and his statements are now misleading except to a person 
who would examine the papers and know and see the exact facts, 
He will see that he is mistaken. The amendment referred to by 
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him is No. 6. I will read it and then show you that that very 
amendment was adopted, but probably the Reporter, in the con- 
fusion there may have been, dropped it out. 

Mr. President, here is the bill of the House with Senate amend- 
ments, the same that went to a conference, the last, final papers [ex- 
hibiting].- Hore is section 16 of the House bill changed to 15, and 
now I will read it: 

Sud. ne) 15. [That the silver coins of the United States shall be a dollar, a half- 
dollar, and a dime or ten-cent piece; and the weight of the dollar sball be 381 grains; 
the half-dollar, quarter-dollar, and the dime shall be, respectively, one-half, one- 
gon and one-tenth of the weight of said dollar; which coins shall be a legal 

der at their nominal value for any amount not exceeding $5in any one payment. 

8 amendment proposed by the Senate, printed in italics, pro- 

e8— 

ee e — 45 1 se gg States se ari ee e a 3 55 

„ raf ror twenty- e- cen tece; an e w e 
8 shalt 22420 ee the weight of hal-dollar shall | be twelve 
grams and one-half of agram; the quarter-dollar and the dime shall be, respectively, 
one- and one- the weight of said half dillar ; and such coins shall be a 
gal tender at their nominal value Jor any amount not exceeding $5 in any one pay- 


The amendment proposed by the Committee on Financo being to 
strike out the words in the House bill between brackets [ ] and in- 
sert those printed in italics. í 

Here, then, is the House proposition, with the Senate committee's 
amendment, as reported from the Committee on Finance, printed in 
italics, Which must have been open before every Senator and could 
not be mistaken. On the margin of this Senate amendment, in the 
handwriting of the Clerk, is plainly written “Agreed to.“ Not only 
this, but I will show that another amendment was made to this Sen- 
ate amendment. 

The difference between the two was in respect to thedollar. The 
Honse proposed the subsidiary dollar of 385 grains. The Senate Fi- 
nance Bommittee, at the request of the people of California, pro- 

the trade-dollar of 420 grains, and the Senate agreed to that. 
ere is the official record, kept by Mr. McDonald, whom we all re- 
member with great pleasure. Here it is in his own 3 
but the Senator says it is not in the Globe. Suppose it is not. It 
was probably dropped out there by the Reporter. Is there any other 
evidence of this? The highest evidence is this very paper. It is 
the bill under consideration before the Senate. Others just like it 
had been printed for the benefit of all, and here itis marked “Agreed 
to. 


Now, toshow that it was agreed to, as appears by the Globe, there 
was an amendment to the Senate amendment numbered 6, which I of- 
fered, and I called attention to the fact that that amendment had 
not been adop had not been acted upon as an amendment to the 
amendment numbered 6, and here is the conversation called to my 
attention by the officers of the Senate; and here I show, on the same 

of the Globe that the Senator read from, and he would have 
ound if he had gone a step further. I said: 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is an omission in the matter proposed to be inserted by the 
committee. I move to insert in line 11, after the words twenty-five- cent piece,” 
the words ‘‘and a dime or ten-cent piece.” 

Here the words are inserted in the copy kept by Mr. McDonald in 
his handwriting, agreed to on my motion; and this isthe amendment 
which the Senator says was never read. It must have been read be- 
cause here it is amended by an amendment and that amendment went 
to the committee of conference. If the Senator will not believe upon 
= exhibition of this kind, then I do not know what will convince 

m. 

Then it must be remembered that that amendment was again amend- 
ed by the conference committee, and here the report is signed by all 
of them, Messrs. Hooper, Stoughton, and McNeely, of the House; 
SHERMAN, Scott, and Bayard, of the Senate. Here is an amend- 
ment to that sixth amendment which was itself acted upon in con- 
ference, and this amendment which passed the Senate as an amend- 
ment to the Honse bill was acted upon in the committee of confer- 
ence and amended, and here it is: 
eee House recede from its disagreement to the sixth amendment of the 


Mr. TELLER. That is the one. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Yes— . 
and agree to the same with the following amendments: In line 5 strike out the 
Word s, at the end of the line, and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘grams ( mes); 
and in line 6 s (gramm 
agree to the 


trike out grain,“ and insert gram e); and the Sonato 
same. 

Here itis “gramme.” So not only must this amendment have been 
read here, but it was amended in the Senate. It was printed in italies, 
laid before the Senator himself, and sent to the committee of confer- 
ence, and there again amended, 

Mr. TELLER. What amendment is that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The sixth amendment amended in conference by 
inserting the word ‘‘grammes” instead of “grains.” It was origi- 
nally grains“ and they inserted here“ mes,” and the word 
15 N was properly inserted in the amendment, 

r. TELLER. What I wanted to call the attention of the Senator 
on whether that is the amendment which dropped ont the silver 
ollar. 

Mr, SHERMAN. This was the amendment that dropped out the 
silver dollar. The silver dollar was dropped out by both Houses. 
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The silver dollar was never proposed by mortal man in either House 
at that time. 

Mr. TELLER. Not the silver dollar, but a silver dollar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A silver dollar. That subsidiary French dollar 
was proposed by the House and sent to the Senate, and we substituted 
the trade-dollar, and no mortal man in either Honse during those 
three years of controversy ever thonght of or ever proposed the old 
silver dollar. It was conjured up afterward for the purpose of mis- 
leading, and I say, sir, that there it iš, and the man who does not 
believe that testimony of men now dead would not believe anything. 

Mr. STEWART, If any man will read this record and find that 
section mentioned ~ 
s Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave done it. Here it is. I showed it to the 


enator. 
Mr. STEWART. That was when there was another amendment 
under consideration. 

Mr. SHERMAN, This amendment isamended, inserted in writing. 

Mr. STEWART. Then there was no action upon the sixth peta, 
ment at all. It was when the other amendment was under consid- 
eration. Anybody can study it for himself. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Ihave notexamined the record critically, but the 
Senator says that the Reporters of the Globe failed to record the adop- 
tion of the sixth amendment. Isay that here is the sixth amendment 
E in italics in the bill before him, marked ‘‘ agreed to” by Mr. 

{cDonald, and not only “agreed to,” but amended, and the amend- 
ment is shown in the very paper the Senator read from. 

Mr. STEWART. Then the next amendment considered wasin sec- 
tion 17. I can read this right along. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Show me the place wl:cre yon say it was omitted 
and not read. . 

Mr. STEWART. Here is section 15; that is the section that was 
struck out. Here is the discussion iu regard to it [exhibiting]. Then 
here is the next amendment marked “amendment agreed to.” The 
next amendment was to strike out section 17 (16 in the amended bill) 
‘tin the following words:“ 

Sec. [17] 16. That the minor coins of the United States shall be a five-cent piece, a 
three-cent piece, and a one-cent piece— 

And so on. 

And to insert in lion thereof the following. 

Then Mr. SHERMAN said: 

Mr, SHERMAN. There is an omission in the matter proposed to be inserted by 
the committee. I move to insert in line 11, after the words „twenty · flve- cent 
piece,” the words and a dime or ten-cent piece.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

That was when the next amendment was under consideration—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. President, if the Senator has com- 
psa that statement, I say the amendment referred to by “Mr, 

HERMAN ” here is this identical amendment which the Senator says 
was never read or adopted, and here it is in the handwriting of Mr. 
McDonald. : 

Mr. STEWART. Let anybody take it and study it. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I do not want any doubt about it. I say that 
any one who can not under these circumstances see this must be 
willfully blind. Isay that I myself called attention to the fact that 
a certain amendment to the amendment proposed by the committee 
had not been agreed to, and the amendment was read, and here it is 
written, ‘‘a dime or ten-cent piece,” the very amendment which the 
Senator says was not read. 

Mr. STEWART. I do say it was not read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Here it was all the time before the Senator, and 
how could it be otherwise than 

Mr. STEWART. Will you find where it was read? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Because the Reporter does not happen in the 
hurry of business to catch every amendment in the precise order in 
which it was presented, the Senator would therefore convict some 
one of some graye wrong. There is no justicein it; and I was going 
to say worse than that. 

Mr. STEWART. It was not only not read, but the subsequent 
discussion shows that the omission of the old dollar was not there. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No dollar was there. 

Mr. STEWART. The subsequent discussion shows that it had not 
been adopted, because you describe in your reply to Mr. Casserly 
that it was equivalent to the five-franc piece, and if the amendment 
had been adopted there would not have been any five-franc piece there 
at all, any more than the dollar of 412} grains. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The dollar of 4123 grains was never in any bill 
whatever during the whole discussion. It was lost to sight. The 
dollar in that bill was the French dollar. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly it was, but you stated that it was in 
there, and you called attention to it ; whereas, if the amendment had 
been adopted there wonld not have been any French dollar there, 
but the trade-dollar, and consequently your argument shows that it 
was not acted upon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The French dollar was in the House bill, not in 
the Senate proposition. The Senate preposition was the trade-dol- 
lar. Can not the Senator understand that ? 

Mr. STEWART. Can not the Senator understand this, that after 
the bill was passed and there was a discussion as to the inscription 
on the coin he stated that the reason for it was because he wanted 
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the weight and the fineness stamped upon it, and that that was equiv- 
alent to the five-franc piece? That was the reason he assigned. 
the amendmeut had been adopted, as he says it was, he could not 
have assigned that-reason, because there would have been no five- 
franc piece there. Can you understand that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. ` I can understand that perfectly. We were talk- 
ing abont these coins and devices, and I spoke of the half-dollar and 
the quarter-dollar, and all of them. It is perfectly clear the two 
propositions were there, and the only difference between them was 
not the old dollar, but whether the French dollar of 384 grains or the 
trade-dollar of 420 grains should be inserted; and the question was 
put, and it could not be otherwise. It would not be possible in the nat- 
ure of things for an amendment of that kind to be overlooked, and 
it was not overlooked, and you will find that the amendment was 
amended in the way I proposed, and in the very words which it ap- 

ars by the Globe are in the amendment which I offered. It appears 
Fon the Globe, and is recorded in this paper in the record in the 
hand enung ot Mr. McDonald. 

Mr. STEWART. There willbe no trouble about this hereafter, be- 
canse before we conclude this matter I will put all these papers in 
their order in the RECORD, so that any vody. who has curiosity about 
the subject can study it. I repeat again, he will find that the sec- 
tion which demonetized silver s 

WAS NEVER READ IN EITHER HOUSE, 
and any one who examines it will find it was never read in either 
House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was never mentioned or spoken of. 

Mr. STEWART. Then I shall be exonerated for having been here 
and having voted for this bill, and my excuse will be taken. If the 
provision was read in my hearing and I did not object to it I might 
stand convicted, but I have shown that it was not read, and I repeat 
again, the record will be before the world now because I have put it 
in methodical order. 

I repeat again, the legislation contained in this bill which changed 
one of the standards of money, which revolutionized the financial his- 
tory of the world, ought to be corrected without a word. Weought 
to put it back where it was before. The people of the United States 
ought to have a ue trial for mistake, if not for fraud. When this 
was discovered and brought to the attention of the country, what- 
ever the policy might thereafter have been, if was, in all good con- 
science and all justice and honor, the duty of everybody who had 
anything to do with it, to say “‘ The people have not had a hearing; 
the money of the Constitution has been taken away from them with- 
out a hearing, and we will undo the wrong.” Now, we come here 
again and ask that the wrong be undone at this late day. 

WE ASK FOR THE RESTORATION OF SILVER, 
and we are told thaf we are disturbing the finances of the country, 
the settled policy of the world. A “settled policy,” established as this 
was, ought to be disturbed. It ought not to stand. It has no place 
upon the statute-book. I have brought a crowd of witnesses who 
have proved that they did not know what it was. 

I do not stand alone. I stand with Presidents and ex-Presidents, 

THR LIVING AND THE DEAD, 

who have borne the testimony which I print in my remarks that 
they did not know of this transaction. Suppose it had been known 
that we were to change the standard, there would have been a lively 
discussion about it in the Senate. Do you suppose we should have 
been discussing immaterial things if a t question of that kind 
were pending? Was it proper for the chairman of the Committee 
on Finance to fail in calling the attention of the Senate fo what was 
being done? Ifhe was proposing to fairly make this great change, 
which he perfectly understood and which had been recommended, 
it would-have been the first thing that he would have called to the 
attention of the Senate for discussion. That is usual. That is done 
every day. 

If it was done accidentally and nobody knew about it and the 
Senator was mistaken as to its consequences, then nobody would 
ever blame him, because, as I said before, we were in suspension at 


that time, 
- -XOT USING GOLD OR SILVER, 
and a mistake of that kind might very well happen. We knew very 
little about finance at that time. As the Englishmen used to say 
laughingly, “We were blundering along in the dark, using paper 
money,” and a mistake at that time might naturally occur. Bat 
when a mistake so fundamental as that occurred it should be cor- 
noe at the first demand that the money of the Constitution be re- 
8 
à THAT CONTRACTION STOP; 
and when we remonetize silver I predict we shall put it at par, for 
remonetization will create a demand forit. There is no excess of 
supply. The only fear is that we shall not get enough of it. The 
world has not enough of gold and silver, as is evidenced by the fact 
that to-day more than one-third of the money of the world is paper, 
and as long as we have more than one-third paper to do the business 
of the world it can not be said that 
THERE IS DANGER OF TOO MUCH GOLD AND SILVER. 

There is, in round numbers, $3,900,000,000 of paper, about $3,700,- 

000,000. of gold, and about $3,800,000,000 of silver, according to the 


report made up for me in the Treasury Department, and as long as 
ere 


If | you have more than one-third of the world’s money in paper is t 


any er of there being too much gold and silver? No, the world 
never did have too much gold and silver in any age, and it never 
had any prosperity in any age when the mines were not productive. 
We have gone throngh depression timo and again. ~ Our race is only 
in danger of barbarism from the failure of the mines, The product- 
ive mines in the different epochs stand out as mile-posts showing, 
when the people prosper. Show me when the people of any country 
advanced in civilization, and I will show you that at that time the 
were securing large supplies of the precious metals, gold and sil- 
ver. Show me when they were in decay and poverty, and I will 
show you that the mines failed every time in all the history of ths 
world. In the first part of this century, after the wars in Mexico, 
South America, and Spain, we had hard times up to 1850, when the 
great boom came by the discovery of gold in California and Aus- 
tralia, which revivified the commerce of the world and put it on- 
ward in progress, and the whole world rejoiced, and more progress 
Was made in twenty-three years than had been made in any centary 
since the beginning of recorded history. 

But then the hand of the misers, the usurers, who manipulated 
individual contracts previous to that time, who were hated by all 
mankind, despised as the most wicked of wretches—the usurers com- 
bined not to change individual contracts, but to change the con- 
tracts of the world, all contracts. First, they proposed to enhance 
the value of bonds and obligations by the demonetization of gold. 
These combined usurers against the prodacers commenced this dis- 
cussion in 1853, and they have continued it ever since. 

THEY FAILED IX DEMONETIZIXG GOLD. 


Then they started in to demonetize silver and produce a revolution 
in the money of the world. They did it to enhance the value of bonds. 
They stated that as the reason, We were as lambs dumb before the 
shearers, We uttered not a word. The American people had no 
opportunity to utter a word. We joined the army of usurers to en- 
hance the obligations of contracts. We have doubled the indebted- 
ness of the world and we have transferred from the masses thousands 
of millions of their hard earnings to the hands of the few by this 
usurious legislation. We have made millionaires and 

WE HAVE CREATED SERFS 


and slaves of the producers. Do we proposeto continue that process 
indefinitely? Do we propose to adhere to the gold standard? 

Do we propose to chain the people to the gold standard of Europe? 
Do we propose to make them sell their property at 50, 60, or nearly 
100 per cent. discount to buy gold to pay debts contracted when 
money was plenty and gold was cheap, before it was hoarded, and 
when bopds were cheap and greenbacks phat 

The as as large a circulation in 1865 in the North alone, before 
the rebellion was conquered, as there is now in the whole country. 
Why did not the Secretary of the Treasury take those fi ? There 
was as much then as there is to-day. Since that e there has 
been one-third increase in the e by the reacquisition of 
the South; at least we have ay the growth of thirty years. 
Yet there has been no-increase in circulation. We have gone, how- 
ever, into a pool with Europe to corner gold, We have been bny- 
ing gold. Austria and Italy have been buying gold. Germany was 
on a silver basis. She retired her silver and commenced buying gold, 
and thus we put gold up. Although we have been strong, although 
we have sustained our credit, we have done it at the expense of 
producing classes. Cotton and wheat have had to be sold to buy 
gold, because the Government of the United States denied us the 
right to use silver and denied it by legislation which was never dis- 
cussed, and 

BY AN AMENDMENT THAT WAS NEVER READ IN THE HALLS OF CONGRESS. 


I say it is time to right that wrong and give us back the money of 
the Constitution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, in a document that my attention 
has been called to within a few minutes, I find a matter that I should 
like to have the Senator from Nevada explain, for I have no doubt 
he then felt exactly as Mr. Casserly did about silver. A great deal 
is said about silver being wonderfully productive. The last words 
of the debate in the passage of the bill referred to were in the fol- 
lowing statement of Mr. Casserly, who was then a Democratie Sen- 
ator from California: 

I say the cost of opp Bo London is so much more than it is in San Francisco 
that but for this coinage charge the gold bullion productof Australia would come 
tous. Why? Because what they want in England all the while is silver for their 
Asiatic ex for India and China. We have more silver than we want. Ne- 
vada appears to be getting e Ay deluge the world with silver. I see that her sil- 
ver uct lastyear was probably over $20,000,000. 

ow, sir, there could not be a better basis for exchange, nor.a more profitable 
operation for the American people, than to take the gold bullion of Australia and 
coin itin San Francisco and diffuse that much more specie through all the arteries 
of circulation, getting ready for the resumption of specie payments, of which 
the Senator spoke so well and so truly the other day, and to give them in return 
for their bullion this silver which we do not want and which before a great while 
may be at an absolute discount on our hands. I wish to say that much. I feel 
very earnest about this matter, because I think I understand the financial and 
commercial bearing of the blunder we make in continuing this obsolete coinage 
tax. Having said so mach, I leave the question to the Senate. 

That was the very idea of the silver men, that they were getting 
too much of it; and they wanted it to go away and the gold from Aus- 
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tralia to come to us. That is what they wanted because we had so 
much silver, and yet; forsooth, it is alleged because somebody de- 
monetized silver all this fuss is made! : 

Now, Mr. President, any man Who will take that paper [exhibit- 
ing] will find that it contains testimony that can not be denied, a 
porse old with age, and here is the amendment which the Senator 

m Nevada upon the face of that paper dares to say was never 
read in the Senate, simply because the Reporter did not catch the 
amendment. It seems to me that is going far beyond what hasever 
been done before, especially when you have the fact that that amend- 
ment was itself amended according to the testimony of the Globe 
itself, so that it must have been considered and read more than once. 

That amendment was to strike ont the House proposition contain- 
ing a dollar of 384 grains and insert upon the motion of the People 
of California a dollar of 420 grains, and it never appears in all these 
three long years of debate that, while that bill was pending, any 
man proposed to retain and continue the silver dollar of 412} grains. 
It had no place. The last word said in this debate by a gentleman 
from California was that they had too much silver and that they 
wanted the gold of Australia, and were willing to have the silver of 
Nevada go to India or wherever else it would go. 

Mr. President, I confess I aw somewhat disappointed that the Sen- 
ator from Nevada, when he saw this evidence, did not frankly state 
that he had been misled and relieve the imputation which would 
rest otherwise upon eyery man connected with that legislation, and 
especially upon the members of the conference committee before 
whom these amendments were brought, were read, and by whom 
they were acted upon in their report here made known to the Sen- 
ate, and voted upon with full knowledge of every amendment stated 
in the conference report. I supposed the Senator from Nevada to be 
a frank man, and I expected he would state frankly and fairly, es- 
8 where he saw that there was a feeling manifested, and my 

onorable friend from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] and myself feel the 
same way in regard to this matter. When this imputation is made 
by any man we resent it, and I resent it now, and express my pro- 
found regret that a Senator of the United States, when convinced on 
the testimony before him, does not say, “I withdraw any charge of 
impropriety from gentlemen on this account.” 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, again I have been charged with 
being present when this discussion took place, and I am denied the 
right of exonerating myself by giving the printed record here. I 
have been very fair, for I have printed in my remarks the entire 
record, and everything connected with it, and I can not be responsible 
if the record condemns the Senator from Ohio. 

THERE WILL BE NOTHING BUT THE RECORD, 

and the people will examine it. I print it in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD because these papers are not accessible, and this one is the 
only copy of the original bill. The engrossed amendment can not be 
found, except in this file 8 or the Senate. I put them all in to- 

ther, seriatim, so that the Senator from Ohio will be able to have 
the complete record by which to defend himself, and it will enable 
me to place the record before my constituents to show what occurred 
when F was here, for I have had it charged upon me repeatedly by 
gold bugs, and it was also charged by the Senator from Rhode Island 
fur. ALDRICH], 


VERY GLEEFULLY AND BOASTFULLY, 
that I wasin my seat in the Senate when this action was had and 
that I voted for this bill. 

If I had been here and voted for the bill knowingly, I would not 
came up and say that I did so ignorantly; but the man who voted for 
it knowingly and not ignorantly is responsible for changing the 
values of this country. He is responsible for changing every con- 
tract in the world afterit was made; he is onsible for all the gain 
that the miser extracted from the laboring classes by usurious inter- 
est, acquired by changing contracts after they were made—a charge 
that I would not like to have lie at my door. If he did it igno- 
rantly he is excused, because men can not know everything, and that 
I may do exact justice to the Senator from Ohio I put it in the Rxo- 
orD, I stand by the record, and say I did not know it, and I further 
say that I did not have a reasonable opportunity-to know it, such 
an opportunity as Senators usually have. 


1 STAND WITH GARFIELD AND GRANT AND CONKLING 


and others who defended themselves by pleading ignorance of this 
transaction. If the great men whose names I have read could plead 
ignorance of this matter, why should not an obscure individual like 
myself make the same defense? If in making that defense I have 
reflected upon the Senator, I can not help it. It was not to reflect 
upon him that I did it, but it was to defend myself. Let him defend 
himself as chairman of the Committee on Finance for not calling 
the attention of the Senate to his amendment demonetizing silver be- 
ae he charges others with being parties to that unfortunate trans- 
action. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— . 

Mr, TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio a ques- 
tion, if the Senator from Rhode Island will allow me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I yield if it will not take long. I should like to 
pa a few remarks in answer to the suggestions of the Senator from 

evada. A 
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Mr. TELLER. I merely wish to ask a question, but I will wait. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, it is true that in the course of the 
discussion I made the suggestion that the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART] was present and yoted for the bill which demonetized 
silver in 1871. } 

Mr. STEWART. That is not the one. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The one that passed the Senate. The Senator 
was present and voted for that bill upon the yeas and nays. I now 
understand him to say that he was ignorant of its provisions, that 
he did not know what he was voting for. The Senator from Nevada 
took quite an important ae in the discussion of that bill in the 
Senate, and he discussed the twenty-fifth section, and stated in the 
course of that discussion: 

I have been unfortunate enough to be engaged in miui 
have bullion for sale, and I knoe that the . charge ia: reset * 

That was in regard to a provision of the twenty- fifth section of the 
bill, Now, I want to call the attention of the Senate and of the coun- 
try to the provisions of three sections of that bill which were under 
consideration, and then the Senate can judge. The twenty-first sec- 
tion provided in terms—not by indirection, mind you, or by implica- 
tion, but provided in terms—that any owner of silver and gold bullion 
meat deposit the same at the mints. I will read section 15 first in 
0 Je get them in the logical sequence in which they should be 
stated: 

Sec. 15. That of the silver coins the weight of the hal€dollar or piece of 50 
cents shall be 192 grains; and that of the quarter-dollar and dime shall be re- 
var coin Wiaod in coniurnlay with the above ortion shall io lopal a te soe 

9 ve 5i t 
one payment of debts for Ae less than $1. 88 stems) EARS 

The eighteenth section provided: 

Src. 18. That no coins, either of gold, silver, or mino 
be issued from the paar) other an those of the 3 W 
weights herein set forth. 

A distinct and positive prohibition upon the mints of the United 
States to coin anythin g but the half-dollar, quarter-dollar, and dime, 
which were set forth in the provisions of the bill. 

If the Senator from Nevada did not know what the bill contained 
and was familiar with bullion, and represented a State that was of 
the first importance in its mining interests of any State in the United 
States, all that I can say to him is that he has grown immensely in 
zeal and in intelligence in representing his constituents since 1871. 

Mr. STEWART. When that bill was under consideration the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] offered an amendment, which will be 
found on page 396, part 1 of the Congressional Globe, of the third 
session, Forty-first Congress. That amendment was in these words: 

For coinage, whether the gold and silver deposited be coined or cast into bars, 
- ieee 3 addition to the charge for refining or parting the metals, three-tenths 
0 ie 

That was the matter which was read and brought to the atten- 
tion of the Senate and that was all. The whole Pacific coast dele- 
gation said 

THAT THIS WAS AN UNJUST CHARGE, 

and they voted against it, and made a fight on it. They supposed. 

and everybody 5 that this was an ordin e of 
the Mint laws, and it went through as many other bills go through, 
and, whether I was remiss in my duty or not, I say it was never 
called to my attention, and I repeat again that the parties having 
it in charge, if they knew that it contained a thing of that kind, un- 
der the pretense of being a bill to codify the Mint deve, should never 
have attempted to change the coinage of the world without notify- 

ing the Senate; and everybody connected with the committee failed 
to do that. If we voted for the bill we did not know that it con- 

tained any such provision. I was not familiar with Mint arrange- 
ments, and it being a bill to codify the Mint laws, I did not exam- 
ine its provisions with any particular care. Can any Senator say 
that he reads every bill which comes before the Senate and knows 
everything that is contained in thesame? Under no circumstances 
would I ever at any time have voted to demonetize silver. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is one other section which I omitted, which 
I want to read for the benefit of the Senator from Nevada. The 
twenty-seventh section, two sections from the section which he dis- 
cussed so long and so ably in the Senate, contained this provision in 
terms: 

That silver bullion, deposited by private holders, shall be paid for in silver 
bea = disks only, and that no deposit for coinage into silver coin shall be re- 

yi 

Who will say that that was put there by implication, and what 
sort of a plea is it for a man who represented a mining State and 
who was interested in bullion to say he did not know what the pro- 
visions of the bill were? 

Mr. STEWART. Isaw, as I said, that you had a bill codifying the 
mint laws, and J, in common with nearly all the members of both 
Houses, was ignorant of the fact that you were changing the coinage 
of the country. The section was not read. The amendment pro- 

by the Benator from Ohio was not discussed then, and I repeat 

that silver was demonetized withont discussion in either House of 

Congress; it was demonetized without warning to the people, and 
IT WAS EITHER A MISTAKE OR SOMETHING WORSE. N 


So far as I am concerned, I was ignorant of it, and others say the 
same thing; and I am ready, and have been ever since I discovered 


— 
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it, to do all in my power to right the wrong. The fact that I was 
here when this great wrong was perpetrated has been one of the 
reasons why I have worked for the last sixteen years in this cause, 
I believe no one will charge ne with having missed an ä 


to do whatever was in my power to right this wrong. One of my 
great objects in life is to see the people’s money restored to the place 
where it was before this bill was passed through Congress in the 
manner in which it was. 

I wish the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Rhode Island 
were as willing to give back to the people the money of the Consti- 
tution as Iam. If they were willing to right the wrong it would be 
sooner remedied. If those who are 

IN FAVOR OF FREE COINAGE, 
in favor of restoring the silver dollar, had their way, the people would 
have back the dollar of the Constitution in two weeks. Those in 
favor of the gold standard have the advantage by this legislation 
without giving the people a hearing. The people say they had not 
a fair trial, and they are asking for a new trial; andif those gentle- 
men think that the people will not press their case until they get a 
a hearing they mistake the temper of the people of the United 

tates. 
HARRIET E. DONALDSON. 


Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
a small pension bill, Order of Business 1320, being the bill (S. 3874) 
granting a pension to Harriet E. Donaldson. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid 
aside for the purpose of taking up the bill indicated by him. 

There being no objection, the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Harriet E. Donaldson, widow of Edward Donaldson, late 
rear-admiral in the United States Navy, and to pay her a pension of 
$50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COLUMBIA RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 3795) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Columbia River by 
the Oregon Railway Extensions Company. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a concurrent resolu- 
tion instructing the Clerk of the House to re-enroll the bill (H. R. 380) 
to amend an act entitled An act to authorize the Cairo and Tennessee 
River Railroad Company to construct bridges across the Tennessee and 
Cumberland Rivers, approved January 8, 1889, and where it reads 
“ section 4, line 3,“ make it read section 4, line 2, and where it 
reads line 16, section 4,“ make it read lines 14 and 15, section 4,” 
and where it reads section 6, line 3,’? make it read section 6, lines 
2 and 3,” and leave out the word reasonable in lines 10 and 11. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
pension cases unobjected to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be informally laid aside 
for the purpose of considering unobjected pension cases on the Calen- 


Mr. DAVIS. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask the Senator to yield to me to move 
the consideration of Order of Business 994. 

Mr. DAVIS. What is the title of the bill? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It is a bill reported by the Committee 
on Territories to authorize the board of supervisors of Maricopa County, 
Arizona, to issue certain bonds in aid of the construction of a certain 


Mr. DAVIS. Will it produce debate? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It may possibly, but not to delay very 
long. It has been on the Calendar for some time and it ought to be 
pued It has passed the House of Representatives and is an impor- 
tant bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iwill yield for that purpose. 

Mr. TELLER. That bill will give rise to considerable discussion. 


I hope the Senator from Arkansas will not attempt to call it up now. | 


The Senator, from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] particularly wants to be 
heard on it, and he has, I think, just stepped out of the Chamber. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have given way on two or three occa- 
sions, on one occasion particularly, a day or two since, when the bill 
should have been taken up, on account of the convenience of the Sen- 
ator from Nevada, and I told him that I would call it up the first op- 
3 I hope there will be no objection to the bill being consid- 
now. s 


Mr. TELLER. I do not think it ought to be considered in the ab- 
sence of the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I presume he is near, and can come in. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will wait and see whether he will be 
here I shall take no further interest in it, but I can not be willing to 
have it called up in his absence. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I was in hopes that the Senator from 
Nevada would be present when I called up the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colorado ob- 
ject to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. TELLER. LI object for the present, until I can send and find 
where the Senator from Nevada is. I think he has gone to his com- 
mittee-room. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Arkansas, 

Mr. TELLER. I will withdraw the objection when the Senator 
from Nevada comes in. 


Objection is made to the request 


MARY J. EADIE. 


Mr. DAVIS. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (S. 848) granting a pension to Mary J. Eadie. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Mary J. Eadie, sister of John Eadie, first lieutenant Com- 
pany C, One hundred and fifteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM R. AREY. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 7330) granting a pension to William R. Arey. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the on- 
roll the name of William R. Arey, late an acting ensigu on the United 
States steam-ship Mabaska. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY C. WINSLOW. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (S. 3608) granting a pension to Mary C. Winslow. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEW- 
ART] is now here. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will yield to the Senator from Arkansas after this 
bill is considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to Mary C. Winslow, 
daughter of John A. Winslow, late commander of the United States 
steamer Kearsarge, a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAVIS. I now yield to the Senator from Arkansas, 

MARICOPA COUNTY (ARIZONA) RAILROAD BONDS, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move that the Senate proceed to the 

consideration of the bill (H. R. 3934) to authorize the board of sw 


visors of Maricopa County, Arizona, to issue certain bonds in aid of the 
construction of a certain railroad. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question? 
Mr. STEWART. I object. : 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas has 


right to move to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. Then let him move it. i 

Mr. PLUMB. Does that motion displace the regular order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It displaces the regular order if 
agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. It will only make a delay, for there is a thin Sen- 
ate and I shall call for the yeas and nays. I want it understood that 
when the bill comes up it must be done by a vote on the yeas and 


nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada asks that 
on the motion of the Senator from Arkansas to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill the yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish the Senator from Arkansas would withdraw 
his motion. It will displace the regular order. I do not think we 
shall be able to pass the bill if it is taken up this late in the day. 
There will be no quorum here, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have been very patient about calling 
up the bill. It is a matter that very seriously affects a large number of 
people, and I should be glad to have the Senate consider the bill. Of 
course I do not want to delay the time of the Senate, butif gentlemen 
on the other side insist on calling for the yeas and nays the call will 
have to be had when the bill is considered, I presume, and it may as 
well be had now. I hope we shall have a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered, the roll will be called. 
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The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 


I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Mr, MANDERSON (when his namo was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], who is away from the 
Senate under its order, 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. If it should so happen that my 
vote would make a quoram, I will vote; otherwise I withhold it. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name was called). 
with the Senator trom Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ö I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Eustis]. . 

Mr. BATE. My colleague [Mr. HARRIS] is necessarily absent and 
is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will transfer my pair with the senior Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Brown] to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PET- 
TIGREW] and vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. FAULKNER. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. PLATT. Inasmuch as my vote is needed to make a quorum, 
and the way in which I shall vote will make no difference in the re- 
sult, I vote yen.“ 

Mr. MANDERSON., In order tomakeaquorum I will vote. I vote 
“nay.” My vote will not change the result. 

Mr. WALTHALL. In order to make a quorum I will vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 11; as follows: 


Iam paired 


YEAS—31. 
Dawes, ~  MeMillan, Reagan, 
Allen, Farwell, Morgan, Sherman, 
Bate, Faulkner, Sanna A panra 85 
Berry. George, yne, tockbridge, 
Call, Gibson, Vest, 
Coke, Gorman, Platt, Walthall, 
Colquitt, Hiscock, Plumb, Washburn, 
lom, Hoar, Power, 
Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, 
NAYS$—11. 
Blair, Frye, Manderson, Stewart, 
Dolph, en Mitchell, Teller. 
Edmw Ingalls, Moody, 
ABSENT—39. 
Allison, Cockrell, Higgins, Sawyer, 

r. Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Dixon, Kenna, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Eustis, MePherson, rpie, 
Brown, Morrill, Vance, 
Butler, Gray, dock, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Hale, Pettigrew, Wilson of Iowa, 
Carlisle, 3 Quay, Wilson of Md, 
Casey Harris, Ransom, Wolcott, 

` Chandler, Hawley, Sanders, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 3934) to authorize the 
board of supervisors of Maricopa County, Arizona, to issue certain 
bonds in aid of the construction of a certain railroad. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, in a word, this bill is in- 
tended to authorize the people of Maricopa County, Arizona, to take 
stock in a certain local railroad within the county and to pay for the 
stock by issuing their bonds. There is a line of railroad crossing Ari- 
zona south of their town, the Southern Pacific. There is a line cross- 
ing it perhaps 200 miles north of that town, the Santa Fé system. From 
the Santa Fé road there is a road built south to the town of Prescott, 
and from the Southern Pacific there is a branch road built to Phenix, 
the county seat of the county of Maricopa. 

This branch road was assisted by this county, as I understand, in ex- 
actly the same way that it is proposed now toassist this railroad. It is 
found, by reason of the fact that all of their produce and allof their travel 
must go by the Southern Pacific, this branch road going down to their 
town being a mere tributary and branch of that road, they have no rail- 
road competition. They are anxious to have arailroad connection with 
the route north of them. There are large mining interests in the coun- 
try north and there are large tracts of timber north. If they can se- 
cure a rai connection from the town of Phœnix to the town of 
Prescott they will haveacontinuous railroad connection from the Santa 
Fé system on the north to the Southern Pacific on the south; they 
will haye direct connection with the timber on the Santa Fé road and 
an outlet both ways, and have the benefit of competition. 

North of the town of Phoenix there are said to be 400,000 acres of 
arable land; 200,000 acres of that land are now under ditch; and citi- 
zens of that county who own this property, business men, live, ener- 
getic, wide-awake men who have gone there and have engaged in busi- 
ness, believe that the increased value of their land in twelve months 
will more than pay all the expenses that the county will incur in build- 
ing this road. They ask simply for the poor privilege of being allowed 
to tax their own property for the purpose of increasing its valuation. 


This bill has passed the House of Representatives and received the 
cordial indorsement of the Democratic Delegate from the Territory of 
Arizona. It is advocated also by gentlemen who belong to the other 
party. The present secretary of the Territory has been here while 
this bill has been under consideration, and he made astatement to the 
Committee on Territories, ali sides stating that everybody is in favor 
of the passage of this bill. Last August an election was held in the 
county, in which, as has been stated by a gentleman who was accredited 
here as the chairman of a citizens’ committee of the county, more than 
95 per cent. of the citizens of the county voted in favor of this propo- 
sition. 

Now, I believe that a community that have accumulated from $14,- 
000,000 to $15,000,000 worth of property can be trusted to manage 
their own affairs, and if they with singular unanimity are anxious to 
subscribe for this stock and to pay for it with their bonds I do not un- 
derstand why any man here should undertake to oppose it. I under- 
stand that there is no opposition to it whatever in that locality except 
by the Southern Pacific Railroad. That railroad now controls the 
trade and the travel and the traffic of Maricopa County absolutely, 
Everything that goes into and ont of that county must go by that 
railroad. That railroad is opposed to this proposition to have compe- 
tition; and that alone, as I understand, is the opposition. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam not very familiar with the proceedings of coun- 
ties proposing to make lines of railroad, and I should like to inquire 
of the Senator what is the need of legislation here with reference to the 
matter? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am glad the Senator has made the sug- 
gestion. It is an entirely pertinent question and a point that perhaps 
I might have omitted but for his question. 

We passed some years ago what is familiarly called the Harrison act, 
limiting the amount of indebtedness that the Territories and the coun- 
ties in the Territories can put upon themselves, There is now upon 
that county a debt of $272,000. Two hundred thousand dollars of that 
debt was incurred in subscribing stock to the railroad running from 
Phonix to the line of this proposed railroad. Seventy-two thousand 
dollars of it was for the purpose of building the public buildings. This - 
proposed railroad is about 40 miles long. If they are authorized to 
subscribe this stock at $4,000 a mile and pay for it in their bonds it 
will involve about $160,000 additional. That $160,000 added to the 
$272,000 now outstanding will make a debt greater than is authorized 
by the Harrison act upon the assessed valuation of their property. 
The assessed valuation of their property is only about one-fifth or one- 
sixth of its real and actual value, as is stated by citizens of the Ter- 
ritory. 

Men of property and men of means, representing both political par- 
ties and representing every interest, have been here before the Commit- 
tee on Territories and have stated that everybody is in favor of this 
proposition. As I said awhile ago, in an election held last August upon 
this question more than 95 per cent. of the voters and almost every 
single individual among the property-holders of the county voted in 
favor of this proposition. It is simply a proposition to allow these peo- 
ple to manage their own affairs in their own way, nothing more and 
nothing less, and I imagine that people who are capable of accomplish- 
ing the great works that these people have accomplished out there are 
able to take care of their own affairs without the guardianship of any- 
body here to look after their private interests. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I do not wish to offer any captious 
opposition to this bill, but Ido not want it to be acted upon without 
being understood. The county of Maricopa is not the only county in- 
volved. I do not think that the county of Maricopa is in any condi- 
tion itself, I will say before I speak of the other counties, to bear such 
a burden. I know the condition of the people there pretty well. 

A year ago last October in an appropriation act the laws for the ac- 
quisition of title to the lands were all suspended. They have dug some 
ditches perhaps, but very few of them have title to the lands and the 
county is poor. Thedebt is already large. The debt of the Territory 
is about $3,000,000, and they have very little to show for it. 

The excuse for passing this bill is that they want railroad competi- 
tion. That is the very excuse that is always made for all counties to 
subscribe bonds. It is always the cnse that they want to get another 
railroad for competition, and when thcy get the railroad then they com- 
mence fighting as a matter of course. The probabilities are if they get 
a rail built they will go to work and cut each other’s throats, and 
then the two railroads will combine, and they will have the benefit, 
because generally the railroads do not continue to fight each other, but 
they combine. That has been the history of all of them. 

Some years ago a bill was passed authorizing the construction of a 
road through Yavapai County. 2 County lies directly north of 
Maricopa. There was a provision in the law that the company might 
go on and build to the southern line of the county. It has been hang- 
ing there for some time. I have forgotten whether there is any mort- 
gageuponit. The cost is the same amount, $4,000 a mile, and it isa 
much longer distance in that county than in Maricopa County. I do 
not know the exact distance, but it is something over 70 miles. That 
would create an indebtedness of about $300,000, and the indebtedness 
of Yavapai County if this scheme is carried out will be something over 
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$500,000. The assessed value of the property is about $5,000,000. In 
other words, the indebtedness is over 20 per cent. If this bill should 


pass the indebtedness of Maricopa County would be 18 per cent. 

There were various protests that came in from Yavapai County. I 
am not aware that any petitions were presented from that county in 
favor of it. They have not come to me, but I have received several 
letters protesting that the county was notable to bear the burden; and 
if this scheme is not carried out they would not have the bonds issued, 
and they would not be under the necessity of being encumbered with 
the indebtedness, 

It must be remembered that the Territory of Arizona is in a very 
embarrassed condition, with an indebtedness of $3,000,000 and a small 
population. The land laws being suspended, people are not acquiring 
titles and can not acquire them until some further legislation is had. 
To saddle upon them now this debt, which would be in the neighbor- 
hood probably of $500,000—we can not tell exactly the distance on the 
line of the road, but it would make it something over $500,000—to 
add that to the debt of these two counties would entirely submerge 
them. 

I desire to offer an amendment to come in after the proviso in sec- 
tion 6 as a further proviso. I think it but fair, as Yavapai County is 
protesting, to liberate its people from any obligations. They can not 
stand an indebtedness. The Harrison law, as I said, limited the in- 
debtedness to 4 per cent. of the assessed value. 

Mr. HOAR. The value of the property is increasing. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not think the value is increasing much now. 
I think it very doubtful whether it will increase. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nevada will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add atthe end of section 6 the 
following additional proviso: 

Provided further, That the county of Yavapai shall not hereafter issue bonds 
or furnish aid for the construction of any railroad which will create an indebted- 
ness in excess of 4 per cent. of the assessed value of the property of the county, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas, As this bill relates to Maricopa County 
pure and simple and doesnot affect a particle of property outside of 
the yet and does not affecta man living outside of Maricopa County, 
the amendment has no relevancy whatever to the bill, and I suggest 
that it is amenable to a point of order. If not, I hope it will be voted 
down. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, as the fate of tho bill may depend to 
some extent upon the action on the amendment I desire to say a few 
words upon the subject of the bill itself. 

During last summer, with the Select Committce on Irrigation, I 
visited Phoenix and found the people there greatly interested in being 
enabled to secure the construction of a railroad from that city north- 
ward in the direction of Prescott. Phoenix is a beautiful little city and 
neighborhood, in the desert. The e there have shown very great 
enterprise, and they had made ditches for irrigation from the waters of 
Salt River through a country about 20 miles long and about 15 miles 
wide, as they stated to me. We were there the latter part of August 
or the first of September. The crops upon the land were very abun- 
dant, but they stated that notwithstanding the abundance of their crops 
they were unable to market them and get the benefit of what they 
could raise on their rich irrigated lands. They stated that if they 
were permitted to vote these bonds, to be given for stock in the rail- 
road which they ask shall be built, it would enable them to market 
their produce and bring them in contact with the timber country to 
the north of them, and that it would augment the value of their lands 
and be of very great benefit to them. 

They stated then that in an election which they had held about 95 
per cent. of the voters had voted for the privilege of taxing them- 
selves, or rather of issuing bonds for which they were to receive stock 
in the railroad company if the contract is made. 

I do not feel that I should go at this time of the day extensively into 
this discussion except to say that they certainly present a very strong 
appeal to our sense of justice and reason. As they present the case, 

c Southern Pacific Railroad south of them has a branch coming to 
their city, the capital of Arizona, from the south. That company bas 
command of their trade and transportation, and the rates of transpor- 
tation levied upon their produce are such that they are unable to realize 
a profit upon the fruits of their labor. 

I am very much in hopes that the Senate may vote down the amend- 
ment, which can only embarrass the bill, as it does not relate to this 
county, and that the bill may receive the approval of the Senate, hav- 
ing already been passed in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. STEWART. In order that the amendment I have offered may 
be understood in its application, I ask for the reading of the letter I 
send to the desk, so as to explain the situation in Yavapai County in 
connection with this matter. If they are going to be saddled with a 
debt of that kind the situation onght to be explained. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The letter will be read, if there be 
no objection. s 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the letter, as follows: 

FLAGSTAFF, ARIZ., March 18, 1890. 

‘My Dran Sim: I have just returned from a trip East and find on my deska 
letter from Senator COCKRELL inclosing Senate bill 2247, in regard to whieh I 
wrote him before, I see it has been reported by the committee and am in- 
formed it will soon be reached. 

There is one feature of this bill of vital importance to the tax-payers of our 
(Yavapai) County, to which I am sure the committee's attention has not been 
Saied, andin order to give you a more clear understanding of the matter I beg 
your indulgence while I give a little history of our situation. In 1885 the thir- 
teenth Territorial slative Assembly passed an act authorizing snd direct- 
ing the supervisors of Yavapai County to issue to the railroad company which 
should build a railroad from the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad south through 
Prescott to the southern boundary of Yavapai County, in the bonds of 
county, a subsidy of $4,000 per mile. (See Lawsof Arizona, 1855, pages 193 to 199.) 

This road was built from the Atlantic and Pacifle Railroad te Prescott, a dis- 
tance of 70 miles, and the bonds ($230,000) issued. Tho bill provided no time 
within which said road should be completed, and it is now pro to com- 
plete the same in connection with the road referred to in Senate bill 1654, by 
means of which you will see they aim to get $4,000 per mile for the whole dis- 
tance, and give Mr. Joseph Renzolds an outlet for his several mines, of which 
the Congress mine is one, S. 227 provides for the ratification of the acts of 
the last Assembly after the expiration of the sixty-day limit, a mensure being 
pushed by Governor Wolfley and in which there is more politics or partisanism 
than anything else. But injected into that bill and covered up by other mat- 
ters is the provision to“ approve,” “ confirm,” and “ legalize’ the acts of the 
“Thirteenth Legislative Assembly,” including this subsidy act, which we be- 
lieve to be illegal. 

The people of this county, so far as I have been able to learn, and I have 
made it my business to inquire, are a unit in the determination to resist the 
further issuance of bonds under said subsidy act, and do not wish to 
pass any bil! which will directly or indirectly sanction, ratify, or give additional 
prestige to this unjust subsidy act ofthe Thirteenth islative Assembly. It 
was saddled upon 1 of our country without their sanction or consent; 
and now by this bill (S. 2247) it is proposed 

Mr.SPOONER. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to inquire 
of him if this letter does not refer to another bill which is pending in 
the Senate? 

Mr. STEWART. It may refer to another bill, but it states how 
Yavapai County is situated; and if this bill as there is no time 
fixed for the completion of that road, then the plan is, I understand, to 
issue bonds on that already made. 

Mr. CULLOM, That is a matter for Yavapai, and not for Maricopa 
at all. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to say in this connection 
that there is no bill pending relating to the building of a railroad in 
Yavapai County. 

Mr.STEWART. Let the remainder of the letter be read for the in- 
formation that is in it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will be resumed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the letter, as 
follows: 
it is proposed to have Congress unintentionally ratify it before the people 
who fear tho burden are aware of what is going on. 

We have a large county, but few inhabitants. Our property at full valuation 
amounts to less than $6,000,000, and our tax for several years past has been 3 
cent. If this additional subsidy is put upon us, it will raise our taxation to 5 
per cent., and many of us will simply have to quit the country. The proposed 
extension of the oad from Prescott to the southern line of Yavapai County 
is, I am told, nearly 100 miles. If memorials are desired we can furnish them 
in abundance, if given time to bring the matter before the people. Asking your 
aid in behalf of an already tax-ridden people, 

Iam, traly yours, 
E. S. GOSNEY, 


Hon. M. C. BUTLER, United Slates Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. STEWART. It is manifest that that county ought not to be 
saddled with this additional subsidy. There were several protests on 
the subject. I asked the chairman of the committee for them; he said 
that they had been laid aside; but the substance of the protests he said 
was explained by that letter. I know there were such protests, and 
now it is proposed to pass a law whereby a county situated as that is 
ad to be saddled with an additional debt of $400,000, with but few peo- 
ple in it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me to ask him whether 
the effect of this bill will be to add to the indebtedness of Yavapai 


County? 
Mr. STEWART. Yes. 
Mr. SPOONER. How? 
Mr. STEWART. I will explain it. 
Mr. SPOONER. The bill relates only to Maricopa. 
Mr. STEWART. There is where the nigger is in the fence. 
Mr. SPOONER. Let us see the nigger. 


Mr. STEWART. I will show the nigger and the fence too. 

Some years ago, as I understand, an improvident railroad bill was 
passed to require the county of Yavapai to issue its bonds fora railroad 
commencing at the Atlantic and Pacific and extending to Prescott and 
thence to the southern line. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It authorized it; it did not require it. 

Mr. STEWART. It authorized it. Well, the bill required them to 
do it. Then they built on that line to Prescott. There was no time 
limited in the bill when they should complete the road. Ido not know 
what the distance is, but, as the letter states, they built in the neigh- 
borhood of 100 miles to the county line of Maricopa County. i 
County made some effort to pass a law, that was declared unconstitu- 
tional or something, to give a subsidy on that, and that subsidy could 
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not be got. Consequently the rest of the road in Yavapai County has 
not been built, and will not be built unless they can give a subsidy in 
Maricopa County to come to the county line. If they get a subsidy in 
Maricopa County to come to the line these additional bonds will be 
saddled upon Yavapai County unless my amendment is adopted. 

We have only heard from Maricopa County in favor of the bill; and 
all we have heard from Yavapai County have been protests. I say we 
ought not to pass a law whereby Yavapai County will be compelled to 
issue these bonds. That is what the amendment has to do with it. If 
it has not anything to do with it, the amendment will do no harm, but 
it is manifest that it has. There is not a Senator here who would 
want to saddle this upon that county, which is now taxed 3 per cent., 
and it is in debt over 10 per cent. of its taxable property. This meas- 
ure would put up the indebtedness of the county to 18 per cent. of the 
taxable property, it may be to 20 per cent., if they are compelled to 
issue those bonds. 

Now, I want to let them have it in Maricopa County, but to relieve 
the friction occasioned by the scheme to get the bonds of Yavapai 
County, because the county can not stand it. I do not believe Mari- 
copa County can stand it; but before that is passed upon, if this amend- 
ment is defeated, we shall have to examine the whole question first 
and have a report as to Maricopa County. : 

I shall ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to my amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, I gave with my associates particular attention to this question, 
and the more particular as I am in general very much opposed to this 
method of aiding railroads by counties or quasi-municipalities, But 
the circumstances of the case were so exceptionally meritorious in sup- 
port of this bill that it has my most hearty approval. A little matter 
of history that has not been clearly stated here perhaps may elucidate 
these equities. 

Up to 1885 the country intervening between the Southern Pacific 
and the Atlantic and Pacific roads had no line of railroad except a 
short spur line from Maricopa Junction on the Southern Pacific up to 
Phenix. The need of this railroad connection, so far as Phcenix was 
concerned, and the intervening country between Phcenix and Prescott 
on the Atlantic and Pacific, was so deeply felt by the people of that 
region that, as a matter of consistent legislation to aid one scheme, the 
citizens of these two counties, Maricopa and Yavapai, by two acts 

for the same p in 1885, were authorized to issue their 
ds for stock to aid in the construction of this road upon the lines 
of the bill which we have under present consideration. 
- Yavapai County, being exceedingly interested in having a road from 
the Atlantic and Pacific down to Prescott, was diligent and took ad- 
vantage of the act of 1885 so far as it authorized that county to proceed. 
It issued its bonds on the line of that which contemplated a road 
far south of Prescott and cove: the lines advocated by this bill. 
But the people of Maricopa Couuty did not proceed so quickly, and they 
need not have done so, because there was no limit of time in the act 
that was intercepted in this matter by the terms of the Harrison act, 
which makes necessary this legislation. 

So we have a line of railroad from Prescott Junction to Prescott, a 
line of railroad from Maricopa Junction upto Phoenix, which previously 
existed, and the intervening section of country, about one-third of the 
entire line which was intended to be benefited by the legislation of 
1885, enacted as to these two counties, intercepted and cut off by the 
Harrison act—a situation which if it had been perceived when the 
Harrison act was passed would undoubtedly have been saved to these 
untie then in the process of reaping these great benefits, by a saving 

use. 

Now, the Committee on Territories very carefully considered remon- 
_strances in the uature of the one which has been read from the desk. 
They all come from a place called Flagstaff, about 75 miles east of 
the point whence this railroad departs, south from the Atlantic and 
Pacific, to Phœnix. In that country of magnificent distances those peo- 
ple at that remote distance can have no particular interest, certainly no 
sympathy, in a line of road running south on the lines of the Atlantic 
and ific road whence this road departs to Phenix. 

In regard to the indebtedness of Arizona Territory and of this county, 
the Senator from Nevada is simply laboring under a mistake. The 
bonded debt of Arizona Territory is $631,000. The floating debt is 
$84,000. The bonded debt of Maricopa County is $272,000. The as- 
sessed value of the taxable property of Maricopa County is about $500, - 
000, as stated by Governor Wolfley in a recent report. 

There has gone into that intervening country, entirely without a 
railroad and entirely dependent upon the construction of one, a body 
of in nt and enterprising citizens who have opened it up in an- 
ticipation that the benefits to be brought about by legislation of this 
character would eventually inure to them; and if we pause in grant- 
ing these people the relief it simply means that an enterprise which 
two counties were jointly authorized to enter into shall be perfected 
so far as one county can reap its benefits and the other county shall 
be left entirely out in the cold in regard to the consummation of de- 
sires which both of them in the beginning intended to realize. 

I repeat that if this situation had been called to the attention of 
Congress when the act was passed limiting the power of the Territories 
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by a saving clause. 
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Mr. KRELL, Will the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL, In what relation geographically is Yavapai County 
to Maricopa? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yavapai County is north of Maricopa. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then this railroad can not be completed as con- 
templated in the bill without running through Yavapai County ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The contemplation is to build this road 
from the county seat of Maricopa County to the boundary of Maricopa 
County—not to touch any other county. I have no doubt 

Mr. COCKRELL, Wait one moment. Then that gives no connec- 
tion that they do not now have unless the road goes farther ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. They expect to build a road from Pres- 
cott down through Maricopa County to Yavapai County, to make con- 
nection; but there is no proposition in Congress to report any bill to 
bnild a road in Yavapai County. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is Senate bill 2247, now reported from the 
Committee on Territories? 

Mr. CULLOM. That bill has no connection with this. 

Mr. REAGAN. I think that is a bill to ratify certain legislation on 
account of the fact that the Legislature held over the time prescribed, 
and it was doubtful whether the laws were valid. The object of that 
bill is to ratify that legislation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And that is also the legislation in dispute here? 

Mr. CULLOM. It has no connection with it. $ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It has no connection whatever. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not with Yavapai County ? 

Mr. REAGAN. It has no connection with either of them. 

Mr, CULLOM. There is no other bill that in any way affects the 
now proposed legislation except the one we are considering. 

The history of the matter is this, to repeat it, as it has already been 
stated by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis] pretty correctly: 
Under the legislation of the Territory about 75 miles of road running 
from the Atlantic and Pacific road south towards Phenix have been 
built. There are 74 miles yet to be built in Yavapai County going 
south where the proposed line strikes Maricopa County. Then, when 
you get into Maricopa County, that we are Toming here to-day, 
there areabout 50 miles, probably 49 miles, to be built of that proposed 
line before it strikes the city of Phoenix in Maricopa County. 

This proposed legislation is simply to authorize the people of Mari- 
copa to build those 49 or 50 miles of road from Phoenix north towards 
the line of road that starts and is built from the Atlantic and Pacific 
road down to the city of Prescott. 

This bill has nothing whatever to do with Yavapai County or the 
building of any roadin Yavapai County. The people of Maricopa are 
trying to get out some way without having to rely upon the Southern 
Pacific, which they say is extorting from them terrifically in charges, 
not only for produce, but in every other way. The people of Maricopa 
are trying to make a connection north with the Atlantic and Pacific, 
so that they will have two ways to get out, one by going south to the 
Southern Pacific and then going east or west, and, if they prefer it, to 
go north and strike the Atlantic and Pacific, if the connection is ever 
made between the portion that is already built and the portion we are 
proposing to build in Maricopa County. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But going north of that? 

Mr. CULLOM. Going north we strike the line of the road at the 
southern boundary of Yavapai County and there we stop, unless the 
people of Yavapai County or somebody else see proper to build that 
connection between the northern line of Maricopa and the city of Pres- 
cott, the southern end of the road that is siete built. 

Mr. STEWART. What is the objection to my amendment, then? 

Mr. CULLOM. The objection is that it does not belong to this bill 
and ought not to be put upon it at all, and I hope the Senate will not 
put it upon the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. Let me ask another question. Does the company 
that is going to build this road propose to get bonds from Yavapai County? 

Mr. CULLOM. The company that propose to build this road are not 
consulting with me or anybody else as to what they propose. Ido not 
know that they propose an g. They are simply asking Congress 
to grant this relief under the circumstances, with the facts before the 
country, they being, to use a common expression, in a hole there, 
having no other way out except by the Southern Pacific, and the South- 
ern Pacific, as it is alleged, extorting from them in bringing lumber to 
them and in taking their products out, so far as they are taken out at 
all. The fact is they can not get them out and get anything for them 
after they pay the charges on this road. 

I wish to say, without up the time of the Senate, that I am 
not disposed to favor this kind of legislation ordinarily, and I was a 
little disposed against this bill, but when I came to read the facts and 
ascertain the condition that those people are in, I came to the conclu- 
sion that if any people werejustified in having an appropriation to get 
a railroad through, so as to give them relief, the people there in Mari- 
copa rand are justified in doing what they are asking us to allow 

em to do. 
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Now, that is the whole case, Mr. President. Take, for instance, the 


article of lumber. They pay from forty-five to sixty dollars a thou- 
sand for lumber, and a hundred or two miles away they can get it for 
twelve or twelve and a half. That is the situation. They can not get 
their products out nor lumber or anything else in at living rates. So 
if there is any state of facts that will justify any community anywhere 
in making an appropriation or voting stock to build a little piece of 
railroad, it seems to me these people are the very ones who are entitled 
to the relief. 

I hope that the Senator from Nevada will withdraw any further op- 
position to this bill and let it go through. 

Mr. STEWART. I could not possibly do that. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Will the Senator yield to me? I should 
like to make a parliamentary inquiry of the Presiding Officer if the 
Senator will yield. À 

Mr, STEWART. I was about to make some remarks, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is entitled to make a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; I will wait for that. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I prefer to take my own time. 

Mr. STEWART. It is all very well to talk of relieving the people 
of Maricopa County, but when you come to make others who have no 
interest in the road pay for it 

Mr. CULLOM. Who are they? 

Mr. STEWART. Yavapai County. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yavapai County is not paying for this road at all. 

Mr. STEWART, They will not pay for it if my amendment is 
adopted. Otherwise they will pay a good deal more than Maricopa 
County. 

Mr. GULLOM. That does not make any difference—— 

Mr. STEWART. It does make a difference. 

Mr. CULLOM. Weare not undertaking to interfere with Yavapai 
at all. That is a matter for Yavapai to determine when we get there. 

Mr. FARWELL. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois will state 
his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. FARWELL. I desire to know if I should make a motion to 
adjourn whether the pending bill would have the right of way to- 
morrow? Would this bill be the unfinished business for to-morrow ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield? ; 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been taken up bya 
vote of the Senate on motion of the Senator from Arkansas it remains 
until disposed of by the Senate as the unfinished business. 

Mr. FARWELL. There evidently is no quorum here now. 

Mr. STEWART. I would rather that there should be a quorum 
present to hear the matter discussed, 

Mr. FARWELL. If my friend will give way I will move that the 


Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield? , $ 

Mr. STEWART. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. FARWELL. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) 


the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, June 6, 1890, at 12 
o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, June 5, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Pacific Railroads 
have to-day filed a report upon the funding bills referred to it, and I 
ask unanimous consent that the minority may have leave hereafter to 
present their views. 

TheSP@AKER. Without objection, leave will be granted. 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on Rules to report back a substitute for the resolution referred to that 
committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the accompanying House 
resolution of March 31, 1890, in relation to the bill H. R. 5881, have considered 
the same and beg leave to report the following substitute: 


Resolved, That upon the passage of this resolution the House proceed to con- 
sider House bill „and said consideration shall continue until June 
7, when the previous question shall be considered as ordered at 3 0 p. m. 


on the bill and pending amendments, and that the House meet at 11 o'clock on 
Friday and Saturday next, 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Upon that I demand the previous question. 
` Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman from Ohio will allow me to 
offer an amendment. 

Mr. PETERS. What is the bill? 

Mr. McKINLEY. It is the silver bill. 

Mr. BLAND. What is the number of the bill? There are several. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. The bill reported by the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Mr: BLAND. Which one? There are two, There is the bill 5381 
and the bill 9678. 

Mr. McKINLEY. It is the bill mentioned in the resolution, 5381. 

The SPEAKER, Will the gentleman from Iowa, chairman of the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, give his attention ? 

Mr. CONGER. It is the bill H. R. 5381. 

Mr. BLAND. That is the original bill. 

Mr. CONGER. That is the original bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Ohio allow 
my amendment to be offered ? 

Mr. McKINLEY. I can not yield to have an amendment offered. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to have the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Georgia read for information. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will consent to have it read. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask for the previous question. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes“ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLAND. Division. 
resolution. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 79, noes 65. 

Mr. BLAND. Tellers. [Atter a pause.] I withdraw the demand 
for tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Tellers were demanded. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The demand for tellers was withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, there are forty minutes under the rule 
for debate, and I want to use twenty minutes on this side. Does the 
gentleman from Ohio desire to occupy the time now ? 

Mr. McKINLEY. Not at this time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I ask, in respect to Friday’s business, that the 
gentleman yield to me before that time is taken. I think this is the 
seventh or eighth time that the Friday’s session has been taken for the 
consideration of other business than that set apart for that day, and 
the bill H. R. 7616, a bill providing 

Mr. BLOUNT. I submit that this is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, and the gentleman from Geor- 
gia has the floor. ` 

Mr. McCOMAS. I want to make an inquiry here, and I want to ask 
consent that next Friday may be set apart for the consideration of this 
war-claims bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that this will not be taken out 
of my time. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia has the floor. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, the proposition now offered is 

I hope we shall have order before I am required to proceed, Mr. 


We ought to have an amendment to that 


er. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will suspend and the Chair will 
endeavor to secure order. ; 

After order was restored, 

Mr. BLOUNT said: Mr. Speaker, the proposition in this order as re- 
ported from the Committee on Rules provides that the previous ques- 
tion shall be ordered at 3 o’clock on Saturday, and that the sessions of the 
House on to-morrow and next day shall begin at 11 o’clock, which is 
equivalent to three days’ discussion, assuming the day to end at 5 
ee oo I All no et to make. I think this side of the 

ouse, is were would accept it as the best arrangement bl 
they could make; but it goes further. I am informed that the ara 
of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures will be allowed to 
offer all the amendments which are admissible under the rules of the 
House; that when these are made there will be left no opportunity on the 
part of the minority to offer any amendment on any proposition. There 
will be left to the minority side of the House no opportunity to ask 
this House to vote on free coinage. : 

The Committee on Rules, and the House of Representatives if it shall 
adopt this order, deliberately determine that this House shall not have 
any vote on free coinage except such as they may have after the pre- 
vious question shall have been ordered when the bill shall have been 
considered and almost disposed of. On a motion to recommit, when 
the House is anxious to dispose of this question and has reached the 


hour at which it is to be disposed of, we may offer this amendment for 


free coinage, but not before. But, Mr. Speaker, this question is one 
ofimmense moment. The Secretary of the Treasury has made his sug- 
gestion. The Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures reported 
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it to this House, and the majority side of this House determined ad- 
versely to it. They agreed on another proposition in caucus—I do not 
speak officially. [Laughter.] In the Senate of the United States the 
same situation obtains amongst Republican Senators, They are not 


agreed. 

Why, Mr, Speaker, if it was permissible for me to state what oc- 
curred in the Republican cancus last night, I could show an infinite 
amount of division; I could show just such a division on the other 
side of the House as makes it necessary to put the whip of this order 
upon them to save them from such a record as would be terrible to 
them. ‘You have these propositions here, one of the Secretary of the 
Treasury and one of the Republican caucus, All of them, sir, con- 
template not only the avoidance of the coinage of silver, but the re- 
peal of what little coinage of silver is permissible now under the act 
of 1878. They all contemplate the proposition that the Treasury notes 
to be issued shall be redeemable, not in something which is a standard 
of value, like gold and silver and which hasalways been regarded as the 

roper basis for a paper currency, but they propose that these notes shall 
be issued and given to the people based upon a commodity variable in 
value from day to day. 

Now, sir, I shall not undertake to discuss these various propositions 
in this twenty minutes. I hope hereafter o go into the question in 
detail. But these are the issues: Your Republican platform declared 
for silver coinage. In your secret councils many of you have recog- 


. nized the importance of some sort of coinage of silver; yet here is an 


order changing the rules of this House to escape that issue in the Con- 
gress of the United States. Sir, it is well worthy of the previous policy 
of the majority. You cut off the usual debate on the tariff question. 
You prohibited this House from voting on hundreds of amendments 
to the tariff bill in the interest of the people; and now when this ques- 
tion comes up, a question which is pressing upon every one, in relation 
to the use of silver as money in this land, you meet us with a proposi- 
tion which denies to the minority the right to make any amendment 
to these bills. 

I submit that that is not fair, that it is a wicked and shameless out- 
rage on the minority, on fair discussion, on fair debate, on proper de- 
liberation. It takes from this body the bare right to even vote upon a 

t question like that of the free coinage of silver. [Applause on the 

nocratic side.] And, sir, I trust that those on the majority side 
of the House who seem to fear the veto of the President of the United 
States and who would join us in voting for free coinage and making it 
the law of the land if it were not for the President of the United States 
realize that they are ina pitiable situation. The Secretary of the 
Treasury is denouncing in official reports the ‘‘72-cent dollar,“ the 
silver dollar, the President of the United States is in accord with him, 
ana 15 are in accord with Wall street. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 
Ax, sir, in the presence of the President, in the presence of the 
enemies of free coinage, many on the majority side of this body quail, 
tremble, are powerless, are driven to trample down the rules of this 
House, the right of debate, and the right of amendment. Mr. Speaker, 
itisa humiliating sight for an American citizen. It is a humiliating 
situation in thé eyes of any man born and bred under the teachings of 
English and American law. I know not what other record we shall 
make here, but, thank God, our terms of office are not eternal. If the 
legislative department of the Government, if the Executive of the 
United States, are yielding to the influence of the money power, there 
is amongst the masses of the people a power, and a consciousness of 
power, to dictate and enforce legislation in their interest. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] And you gentlemen on the other side of the 


House who propose to adopt this rule and to force it upon us, think not 


that this screen which has been put about you to conceal your action 
from the people whom you are falsely representing here will suffice. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has nine minutes left. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. B D. Mr. Speaker, I have no question whatever in my 
mind that if there was a fair o ity for debate and amendment of 
this bill a large majority of this House would be found in favor of the 
unlimited coinage of silver. I suppose there is no doubt in the House 
or in the mind of any member of it that that is the fact. In order to 
prevent that fact from appearing upon the records of this House it is 
proposed, by a gag rule, not only to gag the Republican members of 
this body who are in favor of free coinage, but also nearly the whole 
Democratic party here, because, with about fifteen or twenty excep- 
tions, all of us on this side of the House are in favor of free coinage. 

Mr. Speaker, it was agreed in the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, it was the understanding in that committee when the 
bills were reported, that the free-coinage bill, the substitute that has 
been W here by the minority, should be voted upon in this House. 
That would have given fair play, a fair opportunity for intelligent leg- 
islation. But now, sir, I am informed by the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. BLOUNT] that this order prevents not only the offering of an 
amendment lixe the ition for free coinage, but any other amend- 
ment that may be required to perfect the bill, unless it comes from the 


chairman of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, who, 
up to this hour, has shown his hostility to every other bill than a meas- 
ure coupling with it the demonetization of silver by permitting bullion 
oe one wey #6 fast as it comes in. 
ow, gentlemen who are in favor of free coinage can have a vote on 

that question by voting down this order, and I want the country and 
this House to understand, and I want it to go into the record here, that 
every gentleman who votes for this order votes against free coinage, 
votes to gag this House and prevent it from passing upon the question 
of free coinage, and I dare gentlemen to face their constituents on that 
proposition. You gentlemen from the mining States, you gentlemen 
from the West, whose people are demanding the free coinage of silver, 
I appeal to you. You know that a vote to pass this order gags your 
own voices and your own votes upon this question, and your constitu- 
ents shall know it. 

Now go on the record if you dare to do it. 

Here is an order that cuts off all amendments of that sort, that gags 


this House; and every gentleman representing a free-coi constitu- 
ency who votes for this order votes to himself, votes against free 
coinage, and he ought to stand condemned as utterly unfit to represent 


a people who favor that measure. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

And the people will remember him. A man who has not the man- 

hood and the independence to stand up against this gag rule is an un- 

se . for intelligent people who want free coinage. [Ap- 
ause, 

I speak of those Representatives who while they have declared them- 

selves in favor of free coinage are willing to gag themselves against it 
on this floor. [Renewed applause.] Their record will be made on 
this roll-call. Gentlemen, you can not escape a vote for or against free 
coinage by this gag order, because a vote for it is a vote against free 
coinage; and we Shall ascertain when that vote is announced who it is 
that is willing to deny this House a vote on this question after his peo- 
ple have sent him here with the expectation that he would vote for free 
coinage, and while his constituents are petitioning him to-day to vote 
for it. For the people hold this question, as I have always held it, far _ 
above party or party considerations, aud they expect you to act inde- 
pendently upon it; for it is not a party measure except as you under- 
take to make it a party measure by gagging members on this side of 
the House against debate and against fair amendment. 
Now, as I stated in the beginning, it was the understanding of the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures when these bills were 
reported that when this measure should come up in the House a free- 
coinage bill should be pending and should be voted upon. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] : 

Mr. BLOUNT. I yield the remainder of the time on this side to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 8 
Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I hope that the gentlemen on the 
other side will now occupy a portion of their time as we have only four 
minutes left I believe on this side. 1 desire to reserve those four min- 

utes, if some gentleman on the other side will proceed now. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, this matter of proposed legislation 
touching the currency, like all others, is now to be consid by the 
House as it decides to consider it. Much has been said by way of dec- 
lamation by my usually calm friend from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] and 
much by way of fiery denunciation by my friend from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND], who, upon all 1 of the currency on the floor of this 
House, in mere words, like hope, ‘‘springs eternal.“ [Applause.] 

Now, what is this proposition? It is a proposition that under the 
rules of this House—the general rules of the House covering debate 
and amendments—we shall proceed at once on the adoption of this 
order to the consideration of the bill reported from the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures 

Mr. BLAND. Do I understand 

Mr. CANNON. Icannotyield; Ihave but five minutes. The prop- 
osition is that this measure shall be considered for three whole days. 

Mr. BLAND. Can we offer a free-coinage amendment ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri must not interrupt 
the gentleman from Ilinois without his consent. 

Mr. CANNON. You can offer every amendment to this bill that you 
can offer to any other bill under the rules of this House, [Derisive 
laughter on the Democratic side.] Gentlemen may laugh; but they 
can not laugh away the truth. We are to meet at the hour of 11 n 
two days, extending the time an hour on each day; and at 3 o’clock 
on Saturday, after full consideration, we vote. And, as the gentleman 
trom Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] has stated, a motion to recommit will be 
in order under the rules of the House. 

Now, I want to say that this is an important question and requires 
consideration by the House. We propose to consider it; and in my 
opinion it will be the sense of a majority of the members of the House 
to some bill upon this subject. We will discuss the merits of the 
bill a little further on. ~ 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Will my colleague allow a question? 

Mr. CANNON. I have but five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois declines to yield. 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE (to Mr. Cannon). 
are you not? : 

Mr. OATES, Will the gentleman from IIlinois yield to me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill yield a moment for a question. 

Mr. OATES. Do I understand the gentleman to say that if we de- 
sire to offer by way of amendment a substitute providing for free coin- 
age the previous question will be permitted to operate on that and 
the amendment be voted upon? 

Mr. CANNON, I said that this bill, if this order be adopted, will be 
open to amendment under the ordinary rules of this House, justas any 
other bill is open to amendment. 

Mr. BLAND? But who will be recognized to offer amendments ? 

ae SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] has 
the floor. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, one word in reply to my friend from Georgia 
[Mr. BLOUNT] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. In the 
light of your political history during the last four years, is your declama- 
tion of much account? After the course of Grover Cleveland as Presi- 
dent on this subject his famous silver letter and his hunting silver from 
every standpoint, as Herod hunted the infant children in Judea [laugh- 
ter], and his subsequent renomination to the Presidency and the agony 
of the other side of the House and of the Democracy of the country to 
re-elect him, you now come hereand make great professions; and you do 
this in the face of the further fact that in the Forty-ninth and Fiſtieth 
Congresses, when the honorable gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
was chairman of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, no 
bill was ever passed by either of those Democratic Houses for free coin- 
age. Why, gentlemen, you can not fool the conntry; you can noteven 
fool yourselves by your fury and declamation. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. } 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. CANNON] states 
that during the time that the Democratic party had possession and 
control of legislation in the House of Representatives no bill remone- 
tizing silver and granting the free coinage of silver had passed. In 
this he is entirely mistaken. The House did pass afree-coinage bill, in 
the Forty-fiith Congress (November 5, 1877), which went to the Senate, 
and there the amendment was put upon it by a Republican Senate 
which limited the coinage to not exceeding four millions, or less than 
two millions a month, and we were forced to accept that as a compro- 
mise measure on the demand of the Republicans. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] That bill was ee by a Republican President 
and was passed over the veto. The bill then passed is the existing law. 

But I wish to call the attention of the House to the effect of the reso- 
lution now offered by the Committee on Rules, in view of the recogui- 
tion which the Speaker has in his power under it. The parliamentary 
situation amounts to this simply, that no amendment can be offered, 
no recognition will be given to those favoring the free coinage of silver, 
and no 5 will be given of presenting that question fairly be- 
fore the House. Under the resolution as presented, no amendments 
except those suggested by the chairman of the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures will be entertained by the Chair or be in or- 
der for consideration. This resolution is so framed as to prevent this 


You are giving information, 


side of the Honse, as well as the minority on the other side of the 


House—for, gentlemen, you will have to take the gag law your- 
selves, as well as this side, on this question, if you adopt this proposi- 
tion—it is so framed that no amendment is to be allowed in which the 
friends of the free coinage of silver can present their views for a fair 
vote in this House, and the members on this side, as well as the mem- 
bers from the Northwestern States on the other side of the House, are 
completely gagged and cut off from that opportunity. 

Against this I enter my solemn protest and denunciation. This ac- 
tion is intended to prevent the representatives of the people from car- 
rying out the demands of the people on this question, and the constit- 
uents of those who vote for this resolution will repudiate them at the 
polls for their action. [Applause on the Democratic side. 

I now yield the remainder of the time to my colleague [Mr. WILL- 


IAMS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, how much time is re- 
maining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes. > 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, at the beginning of this 
session we adopted rules, or rather the majority of the House adopted 
rules, by which it was said that the majority of the House sooli be 
enabled to legislate. But now ít is proposed, by a Republican caucus, 
to prevent a majority of this House from legislating, [Applauseon the 
Democratie side.] The people of this country had alittle of this expe- 
rience in 1873, when silver was demonetized, and they are tired of it. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] ; 

It is a question in which the people of the country are vitally inter- 
ested from one end of the Union to the other, and the Representatives 
on this floor, a majority of them in this Honse, are in favor of the free 
coinage of silver. The very fact that you refuse to allow a vote on 
that question is convincing proof before the House and the country 
that you know they are in favor of free coi and you dare not al- 
low them to go on record on that question. [Applause on the Demo- 


cratic side.] Otherwise why do you fear a vote upon it? Why not 
allow the question to come fairly before the House? 

The gentleman from Illinois, my colleague [Mr. Cannon], would 
try to have the country believe that everything is to be fair and just 
under this order. He seeks to convince the House and the country 
that that is its meaning; and yet he knows that every substitute that 
can be offered under the rules will be presented by the majority of the 
Committee on Coinage, and the minority, who represent the free coinage 
of silver in the House, will have no opportunity to get a vote upon that 
question. It is well known that, by the aid of the gentlemen from 
Kansas and from other Western States and the Democrats on this side 
of the House in favor of free coinage, that kind of a bill would pass the 
House and the Senate and become a law if not vetoed by the President 
of the United States. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Now, sir, I appeal to the members on the other side of the House 
against this. I appeal to men who represent districts here—who rep- 
resent people like mine, who are demanding free coinage of silyer—I ap- 
peal to you to stand hy the interests of your constituents and your 
people. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Read your Republican 
platform, ‘There is nothing in it that requires you to di their 
interests in order to follow the dictates of a Republican machine. 
You will have no opportunity, if you vote for this order, to consider a 
free-coinage amendment in this House, and I want your constituents 
to know it, I want the people to know it, and you will know it your- 
selves by the time the polls close in next November. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, all we ask is fair, simply fair, play. That is all. 
This is a great question, in which the people are deeply interested. It 
was settled once, for a time, in this country without discussion, without 
debate, without amendment, and you know how dissatisfied the peo- 
ple were with the verdict. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] j 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, it is necessary after the storm of 
denunciation that we have heard from the other side of the House to 
return for a moment to the proposition that is really before us, and 
the meaning, and purpose, and effect of that proposition, if it shall be 
adopted by a majority of this House. It isa resolution, Mr. Speaker, 
to give to the House of Representatives an opportunity to some 
silver legislation, and to give to the country a silver bill which the ma- 
jority of this House believe will be fully responsive to the general senti- 
ment of the country. [Applause on Republican side]. It is, Mr. 
Speaker, to give to the House of Representatives an opportunity to pass 
a bill which shall take all of the silver bullion of the United States—all 
of the silver product of the United States—and utilize that silver bull- 
ion for monetary purposes and put it in circulation for the movement 
of the business of the country. It is to give Lo the people of the coun- 
try, not $2,000,000 monthly, but to give them four and one-half mill- 
ions monthly, or two and one-half millions more than what is now 
provided by the existing law. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I have no time to yield. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, I only wanted some information as to the order 
under this rule. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Very well, I am pursuing my own course in dis- 
cussing it; and I have no doubt the gentleman will be fully informed 
when I conclude. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I wanted to know whether the minority would 
have an opportunity to offer an amendment and to have a vote upon 
it—— 


Mr. McKINLEY. I want to say to my colleague from Ohio that 
gentlemen on the other side of the House, as will gentlemen on this 
side of the House, will have opportunities to offer amendments, under 
the rules of the House. [ Derisive applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Amendments to be voted upon? 

Mr. McKINLEY. And further to my colleague I will say— for he 
is undoubtedly seeking information—that if he wants a vote on the 
question of free coinage, if that is what he is after here, he will have 
complete and full opportunity by moving to recommit any bill that 
the House shall agree upon, with instructions to report it back with a 
ma clause incorporated. [Derisive applause on Democratic 
side. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. Is that the only opportunity to present such 
an important amendment? 

Mr. BLAND. I understand the gentleman from Ohio to concede 
that that is the only opportunity we will have. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I have no desire, so far as I am concerned, I will 
state to my friend from Missouri, to mislead any gentleman on the 
other sideof the Chamber. You will have an opportunity—gentlemen 
on both sides will have an opportunity to present and have a vote 
upon any amendments that they would have a right to offer on any 
proposition under the rules of the House. 

Mr. BLAND. Well, we understand what that means. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a question? 

Mr, McKINLEY. Certainly. ; 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask if it was not upon and under- 
stood in the Committee on Rules that the gentleman from Iowa, the 
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chairman of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, had 
propositions which would exhaust all the motions that were permissi- 
ble under the rules of the House and that there would be no oppor- 
tunity left to this side of the House to offer any amendment, more es- 
pecially the single amendment to which reference has been made in 
this debate. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I will say to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Biount] that I heard no such statement before the Committee on 
Rules. I heard the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. CoxdER] say outside 
of the meeting of the Committee on Rules that he wanted to offer one 
or two amendments. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then why should not my friend consent to a single 
amendment on the single proposition, that of free coinage, and have a 
vote upon it? 

Mr. McKINLEY. The gentleman can not drive me from my posi- 
tion, [Derisive laughter on the Democratic side.] The Houseof Rep- 
resentatives are here to do publicbusiness. And you gentlemen on the 
other side of the House could not have been very anxious for free coin- 
age when for four long years, when you had control of the House of 
Representatives, you never were able to pass a bill upon that subject. 
[Applause on the Republican side of the House. ] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. We are ready to do it now. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, talk about throttling the will of 
the minority by the majority in the House of Representatives. Why, 
one man up at the White House a few years ago silenced the majority 
in the Forty-ninth and Fiſtieth Congresses. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow me to eorreet 

Mr. McKINLEY. A single voice, a single man, elected to execute 
che laws, not to make them, commanded the majority on that side of 


the House to be silent, and they weresilent. [Applause and laughter 
on the Republican side.] 
Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman permit me—— 


Mr. BLAND. I wish to say to the gentleman that he is entirely 
mistaken. Will he allow me to correct him? 

Mr. McKINLEY. Your party, ſor ſour long years, with all the power 
to give us free coinage, failed to give it to us, yet all at once and sud- 
denly you are in favor of free coi 

Mr. CRISP. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McK1n- 
LEY] a question in reference to this rule. 

Mr: McKINLEY. The gentleman from Georgia understands the 
rule just as well as I do. 

Mr. CRISP. I want to ask the gentleman one question about this 
rule. May I doso? 

Mr. McKINLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CRISP. I want to know, under unwritten parliamentary law 
and the uniform custom of this House, even should this rule be adopted, 
if it would not be the duty of an impartial Speaker to give the minority 
of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures an opportunity 
to offer a substitute. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I will say to the gentleman from Georgia that 
in fourteen years’ experience in this House the matter of recogni- 


tion al been left to the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives, and he has exercised that discretion in his own way. 
Mr. CRISP. Does the gentleman mean that where the minority of 


a committee submit their views and propose a substitute to the bill 
offered by their committee the Speaker may justly deprive them of the 
right to have that substitute voted on? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia has not the floor; 
the gentleman from Ohio the floor, or ought to have, under the 
rules of the House, 2 

Mr. McKINLEY. The gentleman’s anxiety for free coinage and the 
right to offer an amendment is most marvelous just at this moment 

Mr. CRISP. I am speaking about the rule that you are imposing 

on this House—— 
Mr. McKINLEY. As I said a moment ago, we are after practical 
results. [Derisive laughter on the Democratic side of the House.] 
We pro to give to this country what gentlemen upon the other side 
of the House could not do, what you did not dare do for four years, 
We propose to give to the country a silver bill that will take all the 
silver practically ofthe United Statesand make it available for the uses 
of the le. 

Mr. SK ER. Uncoined silver? 

Mr. McKINLEY. Why, the gentleman’s own President, in his first 
message to Congress, even before he became President, declared that 
the continuance of the coinage of two millions of silver per month was 
threatening the business and financial honor of the United States, and 
he was careful that only the minimum should be coined during his 
administration. ” 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield for the purpose 
of allowing me to make a correction ? 

Mr. McKINLEY. Even my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], 
who presided over the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 
a free-silyer man as we know him to be, compelled by the dictation of 
the President, was powerless to pass a free-coinage bill and sat silent. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman is mistaken. Will he permit me to 
correct him? I did report a free-coinage bill. 


Mr. McCOMAS. I want, in the little time that is accorded me, to 
correct the statement of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 
He made a statement here as to the vote. Now, in the Forty-sixth 
Congress, where there were forty-two Democratic Senators and thirty- 
three Republican Senators, free coihage was reported adversely from 
the Committee on Finance by Mr. Bayard on February 3, 1880; that 
the bill for free coinage ought not to pass. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] Again, in the Forty-ninth Congress, under Mr. Cleve- 
land’s Administration, there was an immense Democratic majority in 
this House. I hold in my hand the vote of that tremendous Demo- 
cratic majority upon the proposition in a bill which was submitted for 
free coinage; and when (with almost two-thirds your way) you had a 
chance to pass it in this House the vote, when it camé up on the 28th 
of April, 1886, was 126 for free coinage and 163 against free coinage, 
and 68 Democrats voted dead against free coinage. 

Mr. BLAND. -And 100 voted for it. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I demand a vote. 

Mr. BLAND. I want to ask the gentleman from Ohio a question. 

The question was put on the passage of the resolution; when the 
Speaker announced that the ‘‘ayes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLAND, Mr. SPRINGER, and others. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was put; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
120, nays 117, not voting 90; as follows: 


YEAS—120, 
Adams, Craig, La Follette, Reyburn, 
Allen, Mich. Daizell, Laws, Rife, 
Atkinson, Pa, Darlington, Lind, Rockwell, 
Atkinson, W. Va, Dingley. Lodge, Rowell, 
Baker, Dolliver, Mason, Russell, 
Bayne, Dorsey, McComas, 5 
Beckwith, Dunnell, McCord, Simonds, 
Belden Evans, McCormick, Smith, W. Va. 
Belknap, Farquhar, McDuffie, Smyser, 
Bergen, Finley, McKinley, Snider, 
Bingham, Flick, ` Miles, Stephenson, 
Bliss, Flood, Milliken, Stivers, 
Blount, Frank, Moffitt, Stockbridge, 
Brewer, Gear, Moore, N. H. Struble, 
Brosius, Gifford, corey, Sweney, 
Brower, Greenhalge, Morrill, Taylor, E. B. 
Browne, Va. Hall, orse, Taylor, III. 
Buchanan, N. J. Hansbrough, Mudd, Taylor, Tenn. 
Burrows, Harmer, O'Donnell, Thomas, 
Burton, Haugen, O'Neill, Pa. Thompson, 
Butterworth, Henderson, III. Osborne, Turner, Kans, 
Caldwell, Henderson, Iowa Payne, Van Schaick, 
Cannon, Hitt, Payso' Wade, 
Caswell, Hopkins, Perkins, Walker, Mass. 
Cheadle, ouk, Pickler, Wickham, 
Clark, Wis. Kennedy, Post, Willi Ohio 
Cogswell, Kerr, Iowa Raines, Wilson, — 
Coleman, e te Randall, Wilson, Wash, ia 
Comstock, Kinsey, Ray, 8 
Conger, f Reed, Iowa Yardley. 
NAYS—117, 

Abbott, 8 Lester, Ga. Robertson, 
Alderson, Davidson, Lewis, Rogers, 
Anderson, Kans, De Haven, Magner, Rowland, 
Bankhead, Dockery, Mansur, Sayers, 

es, Dunphy, Martin, Ind Seney, 
Bartine, Edmunds, ‘cAdoo, Shively, 

ig, Elliott, McCarthy, Skinner, 
Biggs Ellis, McClammy, Springer, 
Blanchard, Enloe, McClellan, Stewart, Tex. 
Bland Featherston, McCreary, Si dale, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fitch, McRae, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, Flower Montgomery, Stone, Mo. 
Brookshire, Forney, Moore, Tex. Tarsney, 
Brown, J. B. Fowler, Morgan, Tillman, 
Brunner, Funston, Morrow, Townsend, Colo, / 
Buchanan, Va. Goodnig! Mutchler, v. 
Buckalew, Grimes, Oates, Tucker, 
Bynum, Hatch, O Ferrall, ‘Turner, Ga. 
Candler, Ga. O'Neall, Ind. Vandever, 
Caruth, Haynes, O'Neil, Mass, ‘aux, 
Chipman, eard, Outhwaite, Walker, Mo. 
Clancy, Hemphill, Owens, Ohio Washington, 
Clarke, Ala, Henderson, N. C. Whitthorne, 
Clanie, Herbert, Paynter, Wike, 
Cobb, ermann, ‘eel, Willeox, 
Connell, Holman, Perry, Williams, III. 
Cooper, Ind. Kelley, Pierce, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cowles, Kilgore, Quinn, 
Crisp, Lane, illy, 
Culberson, Tex. Lanbam, chardson, 

NOT VOTING—. 

Allen, Miss. Cheatham, Grout, Norton, 5 
Anderson, Miss. Clements. Hare, ute. 
Andrew, Cooper, Ohio Hill. Owen, Ind. 
Arnold, thran, Hooker, Penington, 
Ban Covert, Kerr, Pa. Peters, 
Boatner, in, Knapp, Phelan, 
Boothman, Culbertson, Pa, Laidlaw, ice, 
Boutelle, Cummings, Lansing, Pugsley, 
Bowden, Cutcheon, Lawler, 3 
Breckinri: „ Ky. De Lan Lte, usk, 
Browne, T. M. Dibble, Lehibach, Sanford, 
Bull 7 wart, Lester, Va. Sawyer, 
Bunn. Fithian, Maish, Scranton, 
Cam E Forman, Martin, Tex, Sherman, 
Can „Mass. er, McKenna, Smith, III. 
Carlton, MeMillin, Spinola, 
Carter, Gibson, Hills, ner, 
Catchings, Grosvenor, fed: necker, 
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Stewart, Ga. Turner, N. Y. Watson, Wilkinson, 
Stewart, Vt. Venable, Wheeler, Ala. Wiison, Mo. 
Stump, Waddill., Wheeler, Mich. Yoder, 
Taylor, J. D. Wallace, Mass. Whiting, 

Townsend, Pa. Wallace, N. V. Wiley, 


So the resolution was adopted. ‘ 

Mr. BANKS. I am paired with the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
Price]. If he were present, he would vote nay“ and I would vote 
4 en. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. LESTER, of Virginia. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. CAMPBELL, 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. SPOONER with Mr. WALKER, of Missouri. 

Mr. BoUTELLE with Mr. MAIS. 

Mr. WALLACE, of New York, with Mr. RUSK. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. MCMILLIN. 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. HARE. 

Mr. Nute with Mr. TURNER, of New-York. 

Mr. LEHLBAOCH with Mr. Stump. 

Mr. CuTcHEON with Mr. CUMMINGS, 

Mr. Perers with Mr. HOOKER. 

Mr. De Laxo with Mr. SPINOLA. 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. FORMAN. 

Mr. Surru, of Ilinois, with Mr. BUNN. 

Mr. KNAPP with Mr. Covert. 

Mr. Grout with Mr, ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

Mr. SAWYER with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr, MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. Norton. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. ANDREW, from Thurs- 
day, May 29, except bankruptcy bill. 

Mr, Tuomas M. BROWNE with Mr. DIBBLE, including the contested- 
election case of McDuffie rs, Turpin. 

J Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. FITHIAN, until the 10th of 
une, 

Mr. CARTER with Mr. BoATNER, until June 20, 1890. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR with Mr. CLEMENTS, for one week. 

Mr, LAIDLAW with Mr, CARLETON, for ten days. 

Mr. BoorHMAN with Mr. YODER, from Wednesday until Saturday. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. CRAIN, for this day. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. LEE, for this day. 

Mr. BANKS with Mr. PRICE, on all political questions and contested- 
election case of McDuffie vs. Turpin, for three days. 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. GEISSENHAINER, for this day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to have the vote recapitulated. 

— 8 WHEELER, of Alabama. I would like to know if I am re- 
cord 

The vote was recapitulated. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to change my vote. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will call the name of the gentleman. 

The name of Mr. BLOUNT was called, and he voted yea.“ 

The result of the vote was then announed as above recorded. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to reconsider the motion by which the reso- 
lution was adopted. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. BLOUNT. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 124, nays 118, not voting 85; as follows: 


YEAS—124. 
Dalzell, Reyburn, 
Allen, Mich Darlington, La Follette, Rife, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dingley, Rockwell, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dolliver, Lind, Rowell, 
er, Dorsey, „ Russell, 
Banks, Dunnell, Mason, Scull, 
yne, Evan McComas, Simond: 
Beckwith, Farquhar, McCord, j Smith, W. Va, 
Belden, Featherston, McCormick, Smyser, 
Belknap, Finley, McDuffie, Snider, 
Bergen, Flick, McKinley, Stephenson, 
Bingham, Flood, iles, vers, 
Bliss, Frank, Milliken, Stockbridge, 
Brewer, Gear, offitt, Struble, 
Brosius, Gest, Moore, Sweney, 
Brower, Gifford, Morey, Taylor, E. B. 
Browne, Va. Greenhalge, M Il. Taylor, III 
Buchanan, N. Hall, Morse, ‘Taylor, Tenn. 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Mudd, Thomas, 
Burton, Harmer, O'Donnell, Thompson, 
Butterworth, Haugen, O'Neill, Pa. Vandever, 
Caldwell, Henderson, III. Osborne, Van Schaick, 
Cannon, Henderson, Iowa Payne, Wade, 
Caswell, Hill, Payson, Walker, Mass, 
Cheadle. Hitt, Perkins, Watson, 
Clark, Wis. Hopkins, Pickler, Wickham, 
Sopewsll, Houk, Williams, Ohio 
Coleman, * Kennedy, Raines, Wilson, Ky. 
Comstock, Kerr, Iowa Randall, Wilson, Wash. 
Songer: Ketcham, Wri 
3 ý Reed, Towa Yardley. 


NAYS—118, 

Abbott, Crisp, ' Lanham, Rogers, 
Alderson, Culberson, Tex, Lester, Ga. Rowland, 
Anderson, Kans, un, wis, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Davidson, Magner, Seney, 
Barnes, De Haven, Mansur, Shively, 
Bartine, Dockery, Martin, Ind Skinner, 
Barwig, Dunphy McCarthy, Springer, 
Biggs. Edmunds, McClammy, Stewart, Tex, 
Blanchard, Elliott, McClellan, Stockdule, 
Bland, Ellis, McCreary, Stone, Ky. 
Blount, Enloe, McRae, Stone, Mo. 
Breckinridge, Ark, Fiteh, Montgomery, Tarsney, 
Brickner, Flower, Moore, Tex. Tillman, 
Brookshire, Forney, Morgan, Townsend, Colo, 
Brown, J. B. Fowler, Morrow, . 
Brunner, Funston, Mutchler, Tucker, 
Buchanan, Va. Goodnight, Oates, Turner, Ga, 
Buckalew, Grimes, O Ferrall, Vaux, 
Bynum, Hatch, O’Neall, Ind. Walker, Mo. 
Candler, Ga. Hayes, Outhwaite, Washington, 

ruth, Haynes, Owens, Ohio Wheeler, Ala. 
Catchings, Heard Parrett, Whitthorne, 
Chipman, Hemphill, Paynter, Wike, 
Clancy, Henderson, N. C. Peel, ‘Wiley, 
Clarke, Ala. Herbert, Perry, Willcox, 
Clunie, Hermann, Pierce, Williams, III. 
Cobb, Holman, Quinn, Wilson, Mo. 
Connell, Kelley, Reilly, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Ind. Kilgore, Richardson, 
Cowles, Lane, Robertson, 

NOT VOTING—85, 

Allen, Miss. Culbertson, Pa. Maish, Smith, III. 
Anderson, Miss. Cummings, Martin, Tex. Spinola, 
Andrew, Cutcheon, McAdoo, Spooner, 
Arnold, De Lano, McKenna, Stuhlnecker, 
Boatner, Dibble, MeMillin, Stewart, 
Boothman, Ewart, ills, Stewart, Vt. 
Boutelle, Fithian, Niedringhaus, Stump, 
Bowden, Forman, orton, Taylor, J. D. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Geissenhainer, Nute Townsend, Pa. 
Browne, T. M. Gibson, O'Neil, Mass. Turner, Kans. 
Bullock, Grosvenor, Owen, Ind, Turner, N. X. 
Bunn, Grout, Penington, Venable, 
Campbell, Hare, Peters, Waddill, 
Candler, Mass. Hooker, Phelan, allace, Mass, 
Cariton, Kerr, Pa. Price, Wallace, N. V. 
Carter, Knapp, Pugsley, Wheeler, Mich. 
Cheatham, Laidlaw, Quackenbush, Whiting, 
Clements, Lansing, usk, Wil n, 
Cooper, Ohio Lawler, Sanford, Yoder, 
Cothran, Lee, Sawyer, 
Covert, Lehllbach, Scranton, 
Crain, Lester, Va. Sherman, 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

The following additional pair was aunounced: 

Mr. QUACKENBUSH with Mr. PRICE, for this day. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
recapitulation of the names be dispensed with. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. N 

The Clerk recapitulated the names. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that there 


be a session to-morrow evening for debate only. I understand that 


our friends on the other side want a caucus to-night, and Ido not wish 
to interfere with that. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McKINLEY. I suggest to the gentleman that he ask that the 
pension session which, under the rule, would be held to-morrow night, 
be transferred to Saturday night, and that he also make a request for 
leave to print upon the silver bill. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition to substitute Saturday for Friday 
may lead to some complications, because, under the rule, the House 
takes a recess at 5 o’clock on Fridays, 

Mr. BLAND. Say Monday evening, then. 

Mr. BAKER, I think we ought to have Monday and Tuesday even- 
ings for bills reported from the Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Georgia? The Chair will state the proposition. The gentleman 
asks that members desiring to print remarks upon the silver bill may 
have leave to do so, that asession be held Friday evening for debate only, 
and that Monday evening next be substituted for Friday evening ot 
this week for the consideration of pension bills. 

8 Mr. McCREARY. Is there to be a limit to the Friday night ses- 
on? 

Several MEMBERS. The same as usual. 

The SPEAKER. And the understanding will have to be that the 
House will take a recess on Monday at 5 o clock. Is there objection ? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference report. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, are conference reports in order under 
the special rule just adopted ? 

The SPEAKER. Conference reports are in order under the rule, 
They take precedence—— : 

Mr. ROGERS. But are they in order under this special order? 

The SPEAKER, They are. They take precedence even of a motion 
to adjourn, ’ 
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— CRISP. They might take up all the time covered by the special 
order. 

Mr. BAKER. Oh, no; this report will take but a very short time. 

The SPEAKER. Besides, the Chair understands that this matter 
will take but a moment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I understood that the purpose of the 
Committee on Rules was that immediately after the reading of the 
Journal to-day this order should be adopted, with the view of com- 
mencing at once the debate-on the silver question, in order that we 
might have three days for its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest that the House can dispose 
of this conference report by raising the question of consideration, and 
undoubtedly the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] will with- 
draw the report if it creates discussion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope he will allow us at once to proceed with the 
debate on the silver bill. 

Mr. BAKER. This is a conference report relating to the funding 
act of Arizona. It is a matter of considerable importance to the Ter- 
ritory, and it will take but a moment to dispose of it, and there is no. 
occasion to complain. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But why take this time? There is occasion to com- 


plain. 

Mr. BAKER. Not at all. Let us hear the report read 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the House has adopted a specific order. 
The rules have been changed to that extent, and I object to any in- 
terference with that order. 

Mr. BAKER. I have been in daily receipt of letters and telegrams 
from the governor of Arizona in relation to this matter; the Delegate 
from Arizona is interested in having it disposed of, and it will take but 
a moment. 

Mr. CRISP. That is not the question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to appeal to the Chair 3 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no desire to decide this matter ex- 
cept in accordance with the rules of the House. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BAKER] rose and announced that he desired to pre- 
sent a conference report. The rule of the House provides that— 

The presentation of reports of committees of conference shall always be in 
order, except when the Journal is being read, while the roll is being called, or 
the House is dividing on any proposition. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is very true, Mr. Speaker, but we are not act- 
ing now under those rules; we are acting under a special order reported 
from the Committee on Rules, which allows three days’ debate on this 
subject, to-day, to-morrow, and Saturday until 3 o'clock, 

Mr. BAKER. And by unanimous consent you have got Friday night 
added, and also leave to print. Now, what more do you want? 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is manifest, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman can raise the question of considera- 
tion and the House will dispose of it at once. The Chair does not be- 
lieve that the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] will undertake 
to press this matter in contravention of the will of the House. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I appeal to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BAKER] to withdraw his conference report. Whatever may be the 
rule, the understanding was that immediately upon the adoption of 
the special order we should enter upon the debate of the silver bill, 
and that understanding ought to be carried out, and the gentleman 
from New York ought not to insist, in my judgment, upon presenting 
his conference report at this time. 

Mr. BAKER. I yield to the appeal, Mr. Speaker, and I withdraw 
the report. [Applause.] ; e 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had a resolution requesting the President to re- 
turn to the Senate the bill (S. 1293) for the relief of Charles F. Bow- 
ers, in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the reso- 
lution of the House directing the Clerk of the House of Represesenta- 
tives to correct an error in the enrollment of the bill (H. R. 4970) to 
simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

The message further announced that the Senate had , with 
amendments in which concurrence was requested, the bill (H. R. 8591) 
making appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for 
the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial 
and service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other pu 


The message further announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 1115) granting a pension to Arthur D. and 
Alfred A. Lyford. 

SILVER-BULLION CERTIFICATES. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Task the attention of the gentleman in charge of 
this measure [Mr. CoNGER] to a question as to the division of the time 
for debate. If it is agreeable to that gentleman and the House that he 
shall have control of one-half of the time on that side and that the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] shall control the other half on 
this side, I desire to ask unanimous consent for that arrangement. 


The SPEAKER. What is the arrangement that the gentleman pro- 


Mr. BLOUNT. That the time allowed for debate be equally divided, 
and that the time occupied by the majority be under the control of the 
gentleman from Iowa Eats. CONGER], the chairman of the Committee 
on Weights and Measures, and the time on this side be under the con- 
trol of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. 

Many MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. CONGER. When you speak of the two sides, you mean those 
favoring the bill and those opposing it? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONGER. I have no objection to that arrangement. 

Mr. BLAND. Do I understand the gentleman to agree that the time 
pe divided equally between those opposing the bill and those in favor 
of it?- 

Several MEMBERS. Yes. 

The SPEAXER. The Chair does not understand the precise effect 
of this proposition. Is the Chair to receive from the two gentlemen in- 
dicated lists of members for recognition? 

Mr. LAFOLLETTE. Mr. Speaker, has the request of the gentleman 
from Georgia been submitted to the House? 

The SPEAKER, It has not been. The gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLOUNT] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND] have control of the recognition of members opposed 
to the bill and that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ConGER] control 
the recognition of the friends of the bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I do not see any necessity for 
taking away from the Speaker the power of recognition which belongs 
to him under the rules. 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Does this prop- 
osition include the power on the part of these two gentlemen, respect- 
ively, to indicate how much time may be occupied by members who 
take the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would so understand. 

Mr. PAYSON. ThenTobjecttothe arrangement. It is an unheard- 
of thing to allow three days’ time to be parceled out by two members 
of the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman whether there is any 
arrangement which would be agreeable to him. Suppose we provide 
that the time be equally divided between the two sides of the House. 

Ma LA FOLLETTE. I think we had better proceed in regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have no objection to the last 
gentleman from Georgia. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that call until 
I can make a statement. 

The SPEAKER, It is the usual practice of the House to divide the 
time equally between the friends and the opponents of a bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is the usual practice; and the proposition I 
have made is in accordance with the usual practice. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hardly thinks that is the fact. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, I must differ from the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been called for. 

Mr. HEARD. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry or rather to a mat- 
ter of information. I was not in the House when the order under 
which we are about to proceed was read; and I ask the Chair for in- 
formation now as to when it will be in order to offer amendments, if 
any are to be offered, to this bill. If at 3 o’clock on Saturday the 
previous question is to be considered as ordered, when will it be in order, 
if at all, to offer amendments to the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order after the bill has been read. 

Mr. HEARD. That is just what I wanted to know. 

Mr. SPRINGER. When will it be in order to havea vote on them? 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called forand the bill will be 


read. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the reading of the bill at length. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Georgia. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Does this debate proceed under the hour rule? 
The SPEAKER. The debate proceeds under the hour rule. 
Tye bill (H. R. 5381) autho g the issue of Treasury notes on de- 
ts of silver bullion was read, as follows: 


Be it enacied, etc., That any owner of silver bullion the product of the mines 
of the United States or of ores smelted or refined in the United States may de- 


4 t 
suggestion of the 


price, si price 


regui. 
silver markets of the world; but 


SEC, of the Treasury shall cause to be prepared Treas- 
ury notes in such amounts as may be required for the purpose of the above sec- 
tion, and in such form and denominations as he may be: Provided, That 


no note shall be of a denomination less that $1 nor more than $1,000, 
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Sec. 3. That the notes issued under this act shall be receivable for customs, 
taxes, and all public dues, and when received into the Treasury may be re- 
issued, and such notes, when held by any national-banking association, shall 
be counted as part of its lawful reserve. 

Sec. 4. That the notes issued under the provisions of this act shall be redeemed 
upon demand at the Treasury of the United States or at the office of an assist- 
ant treasury of the United States by the issu» of a certificate of deposit for the 
sum of the notes so presented, payable at one of the mints of the United States, 
in an amount of silver bullion equal in value, on the date of said certificate, to 
the number of dollars stated therein, at the market price of silver, to be deter- 
mined as provided in section 1; or such notes may be med in gold coin at 
the option of the Government: Provided, That upon demand of the holder such 
notes shall be redeemed in silver dollars, 

Sec. 5 That when the market price of silver, as determined by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, shall exceed $1 for 371.25 grains of pure silver, it shall be the 
duty of tue Secretary of the Treasury to refuse to receive deposits of silver bull- 
ion for the pu: of this act, : 

Sud. 6. That it shall be lawful for the Secretary of the Treasury, with the ap- 
proval of the President of the United States, to suspend, 8 the re- 
ceipt of silver bullion for Treasury notes at any time when he is satistied that 
through combinations or speculative manipulation of the market the price of 
silver is arbitrary, nominal, or fictitieus. 

Sec. 7. That the silver bullion deposited under thigact, represented by Treas- 

notes which have been redeemed in gold coin or in silver dollars, may be 
coined into standard silver dollars or any other denomination of silver coin now 
3 by law, for the purpose of replacing the coin used in the redemption 
of the notes. 

Sec. 8. That so much of the act of February 23, 1878. entitled“ An act to au- 
thorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender 
character," as requires the monthly purchase and coinage into silver dollars of 
not less than $2,000,000 nor more than $4,000,000 worth of silver bullion, ishereby 


Sec. 9. That any gain or seigniorage arising from the coinage which may be 
executed under the provisions of this act shall be accounted for and paid into 


Treasury as provided by existing law. 

Sxc. 10. That silver bullion received under the provisions of this att shall be 
subject to the requirements of existing law, and the regulations of the mint 
service governing the methods of receipt, determining the amount of pure sil- 
ver contained, aud the amount of charges or deductions, if any, to be made, 

Sec. 11. That nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent the purchase, 
porte time to time, as may be required, of silver bullion for the subsidiary silver 
are: 12. That a sum sufficient to carry out the provisions of this act is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec, 13, That all acts.and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed. 

Src. 14. That this act shall take effect thirty days from and afterits passage. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to offer a substitute. I move to strike out 
all after the enacting clause of the bill just read, and substitute what 
I send to the desk. 

Mr. McCOMAS, And I desire to offer an amendment to be pending 
as an amendment to that substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The proposed substitute wil! first be read. 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I would like to 
know whether the amendment now offered is a bill which members 
can send for and obtain. 
to know whether we can get it. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope the gentleman who offers the amendment 
will give us that information. Is this amendment a bill which we can 
get by sending to the document-room ? 

Mr. CONGER. You can get it; but there are some amendments 


it. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that it will be printed in the 
RECORD of to-morrow morning. 

Mr. BLAND. I object to undertaking to debate a proposition which 
we have no opportunity to examine. : 

The SPEAKER. It will be read to the House. The Clerk will re- 
port the substitute offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Concer]. 
The Clerk read the proposed substitute, as follows: 


to 


riated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
Pr Buc. 2. That the p aas th 


ry. 

“SEC 4. That the silver bullion purchased under the provisions of this act shall 
be subject to the uirements of 9 and the regulations of the mint 
service governing methods of determining the amount of pure silver con- 
tained, and the amount of charges or deductions, ifany, to be made. 

“Src. 5. That so much of the act of February 28, 1878, entitled An act to au- 
thorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender 


I observe it is a long bill; and I would like 


character, as requires the monthly purchase and coinage of the same into silver 
do lars of not less than $2,000,000 nor more than $4,000,000 worth of silver ball- 
ion, is hereby repealed. 

“Sec. 6, That whenever the market price of silver. as determined in pursuance 
of section 1 of this act, is $1 for 371.2 grains of pure silver, it shall be lawful for 
the owner of any silver bullion to deposit the same at any coinage m nt of the 


United States. to be formed into standard silver dollars for his benefit, as pro- 


vided in the act of January 18, 1837. 

“Sec. 7. That upon the passage of this act the balances standing with the Treas- 
urer of the United States to the respective credits of the national banks for de- 
posits made to redeem the circulating notes of such banks, and all deposits 
thereafter received for like purpose, shall be covered into the Treasury as a 
miscellaneous receipt, and the Treasurer of the United States shall redeem from 
the general cash in the Treasury the cirenlating notes of said banks which may 
come into his possession subject to redemption; and upon the certificate of the 
Comptroller of the Currency that such notes have been received by him and 
that they have been destroyed and that no new notes will be issued in their 
place, reimbursement of their amount shall be made to the Treasurer, under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, from an ap- 
propriation hereby created, to be known as National-bank notes; redemption 
account;' but the provisions of this act shall not apply to the deposits received 
under section 3 of the act of June 20, 1874, requiring every national bank to 
keep in lawful money with the Treasurer of the United States a sum equal to 5 

r cent. of its circulation, to be held and used for the redemption of its circu- 

ting notes; and the balance remaining of the deposits so covered shall, at the 
close of each month, be reported on the monthly publie-debt statement as debt 
ofthe United States bearing no interest. 

“SEC, 8 That this actshall take effect thirty days from and after its passage.” 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment to 
the subtitute. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemau from Maryland is recognized to 
offer an amendment, which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding to section 6: 

“And purchases of silver bullion shall be suspended while it is being so de- 
posited for coinage.” 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I offer an amendment to the original 
bill. 

Mr. BLAND. [I offeran amendment to the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized to offer 
an amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I have risen to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from IIIinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Add to section I of the original bill: Prorided, That if the net amount ofsil- 
ver bullion received in accordance herewith and not paid out as hereinafter pro- 
vided shall be less than $2,000,000 worth in any one month, it shall then be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase, during the succeeding month, 
at market price, not exceeding however $1 for 371.25 grains of pure silver, 
an amount of silver bullion equal to such deficiency, and to issue in payment 
therefor Treasury notes hereinafter provided for.“ 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. O’DONNELL. Mr, Speaker, I offer a further amendment to 
the original bill. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the gentleman from Michigan 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment by striking out the word two and inserting in 
lieu thereofthe word “three.” 

Mr. CoNGER was recognized. 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to offer a substitute for the two amendments, 

The SPEAKER. It will not be in order. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, when will it be in order 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has been recognized. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a question of order, There have been two 
amendments offered to the original bill. I now desire to offer a sub- 
stitute for the two. That is certainly in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa is recognized. 

Mr. McCREARY, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BLAND. I want to know if it is not in order under parlia- 
mentary proceedings to offer a substitute at this time? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is not in order. The 
gentleman from Iowa in charge of the bill has been recognized. 

Mr. BLAND. I rose to a parliamentary inquiry. I certainly have 
a right to an answer to my parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine that question when the 
amendment is offered. 

Mr. BLAND. Then will the Chair recognize me to offer a substitute? 

The SPEAKER. That is another matter altogether, 

Mr. BLAND. Les, evidently. 

Mr. McCREARY,. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa will proceed. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky rise? 

Mr. McCREARY. I have been trying for some time to make myself 
heard in order to secure recognition of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman will recognize the difficulty of 
obtaining recognition of the Chair when another gentleman has already 
gotit. [Laughter,] 

Mr. McCREARY. But I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
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The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] offered an amendment 
to the substitute, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TAYLOR] of- 
fered an amendment, and then the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. 
O'DONNELL] offered a further amendment. 

Now, my friend and colleague from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] desires 
to offer a substitute for one or all of the pending amendments and 
asked recognition for that purpose. He rose in time and addressed the 
Chair. Other gentlemen were recognized. Now, I desire to know 
when it will be in order for his substitute to be presented, and when 
will it be in order for an amendment to be offered from this side of the 
House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Kentucky 
understands the rules of the House to such an extent that it is impos- 
sible to instruct him further. 

Mr. McCREARY. If there is anything in the rules of the House 
forbidding this, I do not know it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa will proceed. 

Mr. McCREARY. Was the Speaker making his ruling on the reso- 
lution adopted by the House this morning? 

The SPEAKER. Precisely. _ 

Mr. McCREARY. Which, as construed, excludes us from offering 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Kentucky understands 
that, why does he ask the Chair for information? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McCREARY. I wanted to get a ruling from the Speaker as to 
the order to be enforced. > 

The SPEAKER. If the question arises the Speaker will rule ac- 
cording to the rules of the House. 

Mr. McCREARY. The reason I asked was to get instructions from 
the Speaker on that point. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair hopes the gentleman is satisfied 
with the instructions he bas received. Pranghter. } 

Mr. McCREARY. They are not altogether satisfactory. [Renewed 
laughter. ] 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimous consent that an order 
be made authorizing the printing of the substitute bill, which has just 
been read, in bill form, with the amendments proposed to the same. 

Mr. ROGERS. Oh, there is no necessity for that. Let it be printed 
after we vote. 

Mr. BLAND. It will be printed in the RECORD, I suppose, but I 
hope it will be printed in bill form for the convenience of the House. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I suggest that a donble quantity be provided. 

Mr. HEARD. I move as an amendment that double the quantity 
— printed, and that they be equally divided among the members oſ the 

ouse, 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous con- 
sent that double the usual number of bills be printed, together with 
the amendment of the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. HEARD. And be equally divided. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope it will be understood that the bills so ordered 
printed will be ready here in time in the morning. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, the silver question has become one of 
the most important, and at the same time most difficult of satisfactory 
solution, of any that are now pending before Congress or the country. 
It has been continuously agitated and discussed for the past fifteen years; 
theorized upon and prophesied about, and yet during all this time the 
conditions which surround it have each day made its immediate solu- 
tion more difficult. 

I shall not attempt to recite the history of silver nor to discuss the 
philosophy of its use as money, but, leaving that to my distinguished 
friends who are to follow, shall content myself with a few practical 
a eee on the present unſortunate situation and the bill proposed 
for relief. 

The time has arrived in which something must be done, and what- 
ever the solution may be it should be wise, conservative, and judicious, 
and yet at the same time liberal, comprehensive, and courageous. 

The settlement must be made on facts and logical conclusions, not 
on mere fancy or vain hope. 

The conditions must control, and not the theory. 

We must take the conditions as we find them and meet the demands 
in a practical way. 

Silver is and always has been one of the twin money metals of the 
world, and for generations walked side by side with gold. But now 
it has been outlawed or discriminated against by the great commercial 
nations of the globe. 

The United States furnishes about 45 per cent. of the entire world’s 
production of silver, and yetin 1873—no matter how nor for what pur- 
pose—our Government, by legislative enactment, joined in the general 
crusade against this metal, and gold has become the principal standard 
of value in the great markets of the world. Since that date the price 
of silver, as compared with gold, has fallen 30 per cent., or at least the 
two metals have parted company to that extent. 

Our business and population are marvelously increasing, and a corre- 
sponding increase of money is demanded. By reason of approaching 
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maturity and consequent high price of bonds our national-bank circu- 
lation is being rapidly retired. We are now purchasing $2,000,000 
worth of silver each month and coining it into dollars. There is great 
depression in some branches of industry, notably that of agriculture, 
the largest and most important of all, and in which more than half of 
our entire population is directly or indirectly engaged. 

These, then, are the conditions to be met, and therefore the objects 
to be attained by legislation are to restore silver to its old place by the 
side of gold, increase its use, and so appreciate its value, increase the 
volume of our currency, raise prices of farm and other products, give 
relief to all depressed conditions, and finally coax or compel some in- 
ternational agreement that will make the desired situation stable and 
permanent, but at the same time do nothing that shall imperil values, 
endanger business, or greatly risk personal or national credit and pros- 
perity. 

Every possible measure has been proposed and every sort of solution 
suggested, from the closing of our mints to silver by the man who be- 
lieves only in gold, to the immediate opening of our doors to the free 
and unlimited coinage of all the silver of the world by him who puts 
all his trust in that metal. 

The Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures have given pa- 
tient hearings to all, to the suggestions of men who have given the 
question years of study, to those of practical experience, to Represent- 
atives who haveintroduced favorite measures, and to the distingished 
Secretary of the Treasury, whose personal experience and successful re- 
funding operations during a previous term of service entitled his sug- 
gestions to careful consideration and great weight. 

We recognize the fact that no measure can be satisfactory to all men, 
nor to all parts of the country. You might as well expect the Lap- 
lander and the Hottentot to exchange residences and then each insist 
that the climate of his new home was delightful. 

In a great country like this, with interests so divergent, all general 
legislation must of necessity be a sort of compromise. So the bill we 
have offered to-day exactly suits no one. I am sure itis not just such 
a law as my gold friend from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] would 
have prepared if left to himself; neither is it the ideal measure of my 
silver friend from Nevada [Mr. BARTINE]; nor is it entirely satisfac- 
tory tome. I have believed and still believe that the bill first reported 
and now on our Calendar was the best. 

But this is a bill which a majority of the committee believe will 
greatly improve the present status and make a long stride in the direc- 
tion in which we ought to go. Itisa plain, simple, practical plan, ex- 
perimental it is true, yet one which meets all the demands of the 
bimetallists, except that of immediate and absolute free coinage, and 
it is a most important preparation for that step, an end which under 
this scheme may be hoped for at no distant day. 

The first section of the bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
purchase $4,500,000 worth of pure silver each month at the market 

rice, not exceeding $1 for 371} grains, and to pay for the same in 
Treasury notes prepared for the p This will take substantially 
the entire product of the mines and smelters of this country. 

Our product last year, including Mexican ore smelted and refined 
here, was 60,000,000 ounces. About 6,000,000 was used in the arts, 
leaving 54, 000, 000 for purchase, practically the amount required under 
this bill at the present price, which is about $1 per ounce. 

This measure will add 54,000,000 new Treasury notes each year to 
onr circulation. And these notes go at once into circulation, the Secre- 
tary being compelled to pay out these, and only these, in purchase of 
the bullion, while under the present law the Secretary pays for it with 
any funds on hand, and the coin may be represented by certificates or 
it may, as much of it does now, lie idle in the vaults, without any rep- 
resentation whatever in the circulation of our country, y 

In my judgment fixing an absolute limit to the amount which must 
be purchased every thirty days may lead to speculative attempts at 
cornering, ete., which may prove dangerous, if not disastrous. But 
the more conservative element has yielded this point to our extreme 
silver friends, with the assurance from them and the hope that we 
may be mistaken. As bearing upon this feature of the bill, I will ap- 
pend to my remarks in the RECORD some valuable statistics in regard 
to the production and distribution of silver and gold the world over, 
furnished by the able and experienced Directorof the Mint and by Mr. 
Ivan C. Michel, one of the most reliable statisticians in regard to pre- 
cious metals in America. 

From these many obvious conclusions will be deduced as to the scope 
and effectof this legislation which it is not necessary for me now to take 
time to discuss. 

Section 2 provides for thé redemption of the notes, namely, in coin, 
i. e., gold or silver coin, or, - if the holder demands it, the Secretary may, 
at his discretion, pay out bullion. This insures the redemption in the 
best money we have, if desired. Or if, peradventure, the best can not 
be received, the holder knows that he can demand a dollar’s worth of 
silver bullion. But it is not believed that redemption will be re- 
quired, but that faith in the Government, and absolute knowledge of 
its ability always to pay, will keep the notes continually and perma- 
nently in circulation. 

The bullion provisoin this section, while only the shadow of that in 
the original bill reported to the House, yet is practically the only real 


* 
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conservative feature of the substitute, and ought to be conceded by all; 
for it both adds credit to the notes and gives the Government the op- 
portunity to protect itself in case danger should arise, and it also ſur- 
nishes the opportunity to the public to procure silver bars from the 
mint, just as gold bars can now be procured under existing law, and I 
believe silver should be treated as well as gold. - 

Whether the prophecies of the silver men or the gold men shall come 
true, or neither, this feature of the bill makes it absolutely certain that 
come what may, happen what will, the man who owns one of these 
notes, whether earned by the sweat of his face or won in speculation, 
whether in strong-box of the capitalist or in the sacred fandof the small 
savings-bank depositor, will at all times aud under all circumstances 
positively know that his dollar will always be worth 100 cents. But 
without this feature that asstfrance can not be had, unless we should 
authorize the Secretary to sell bonds to procure gold in case the neces- 
sity for its use shall ever arise.» Our people seem to be unwilling to 
perpetuate our bonded indebtedness for any purpose, and so I insist 
that the bullion redemption clause should be left in this bill. 

It is charged that this provision furnishes the opportunity for collu- 
sion between the Secretary of the Treasury and the holder of Treasury 
notes to buy and sell the same bullion over and over, and so prevent 
the increase of circulation, as intended or expected. But there is noth- 
ing in this, for no inducement can exist for such manipulation. The 
bullion of the world will be for sale, and neither the owners thereof nor 
the holders of the notes could possibly profit by its depreciation. 

Such a charge, Mr. Speaker, can only be based upon the assumption 
that we are to have occupying the exalted position of Secretary of the 
Treasury a man devoid of conscience, a scoundrel fit only for the 
penitentiary. And the fact is, if such a thing should ever be at- 
tempted by any Secretary, he would at once be impeached or removed 
in disgrace. 

The proposition is so utterly improbable and preposterous that I 
dismiss it without further comment. 

Section 3 directs the Secretary to coin whatever amount of bullion 
may be necessary to redeem notes presented for redemption in coin, 
thus fully preserving the coinage and money principle and absolutely 
exploding the charge that silver is to be treated simply as a commodity. 

ction 4 is simply administrative and directed to the management 
of and accounting for the bullion at the Mint. 

Section 5 repeals so much of the act of 1878 as requires the monthly 
purchase and coinage of not less than two million nor more than four 
million dollars’ worth of bullion, but does not affect the legal-tender 
character of the standard silver dollar. 

Section 6 provides that whenever the market price of silver, as de- 
termined in pursuance of section 1 of this act, is $1 for 371.25 grains of 
pure silver, it shall be lawful for the owner of any silver bullion, the 
deposit of which tor notes is herein provided for, to deposit the same 
at any coinage mint of the United States, to be formed into standard 
silver dollars for his benefit, as provided in the act of January 18, 183% 
And by the amendment of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mo- 
Comas] purchase of bullion shall close while the mints are open, so 
that we will not be buying $4,500,000 worth and coining free at the 
same time. 

Section 7 repeals certain provisions of law which require a special 
fund to be held for the redemption of notes of national-banking asso- 
ciations, the effect of which is rind to unlock about $70,000,000 
which is now held as a special fund to redeem the notes of national 
banks that have become insolvent, gone into liquidation, reduced their 
circulation, or surrendered their charters, and which can be used for no 
other purpose. This covers it into the Treasury whence it can be paid 
out and thus add that much more to our volume of circulation. 

The notes issued under this bill are a full legal tender. It is true 
some of the ablest lawyers at both ends of the Capitol think that even 
under the latitude of the late legal-tender decisions no warrant can be 
found for clothing them with this function. But certainly no harm 
can result and much good may, and because we want the best money 
possible we have given them this power, and we hope our judgment 
will be indorsed by the House. 

While it is neither expected nor believed that, under the administra- 
tion of this law, much of the bullion will be coined, yet it preserves 
the right and empowers the Secretary to coin every ounce of it, if it 
shall be n x 

But it is quite evident, from our experience under the present law, 
that we have already an amount of silver coin very much in excess of 
any demand; for, although the Treasury Department will ship silver 
dollars to any and all points free of expense, yet it has during all the 
years since 1878 been able to put out and keep in circulation less than 
$60,000,000, while we have piled up in our vaults $295;000,000 repre- 
sented by certificates. 

The people do not want more of the coin; but they do want its paper 
representative, and they do not care whether it is based on bars or on 
coin. 

We have, therefore, gone to all the trouble of coinage, with the nec- 
essary expense and wastage, to no purpose whatever, since the bars 
stored in our vaults would answer every legitimate demand. Under 
the proposed law every ounce of silver purchased will be represented 
by paper in / our circulation, while under the present one the silver is 


bought with current funds, coined, and then much of it piled upin the 
-vaults without any representation in our circulating volume, and fre- 


quently the amount of this unrepresented or dead silver’’ has reached 
the enormous sum of seventy, eighty, and even ninety millions of dol- 
lars. , ` 

It is claimed by many, and the statement is frequently reiterated 
by the press, that our currency has recently been suffering a serious 
contraction. The statement is not borne out by the facts, but on the 
contrary our circulation has considerably increased every year since 
1878. The total circulation of all kinds on March 1 of that year, as 
shown by the books of the Treasury, was $805,793, 807. 

Mr.*PAYSON, What does that include? 

Mr. CONGER. That includes every thing that was in circulation, 
gold, silver, and paper. 

On October 1, 1889, the amount was $1, 405,018,000, showing a total 
expansion of $599,224,193. During that time the increase of popula- 
tion has only been about 33 per cent., while the circulation: has in- 
creased over 74 per cent, The per capita circulation was only $16.50 
in 1878; but in 1889 it was $21.75, 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, will it interrupt the gentleman if I ask 
him a question? The figures whiell the gentleman from Iowa gives, if 
I understand it, make a statement of the amounts of currency of differ- 
ent kinds outstanding, including everything that has been issued from 
the mints and everything that has been issued from the Treasury. 
without regard to the vast amounts of money that are absolutely tied 
up and practically as dead as though they had never been issued. Am 
1 not correct in making that statement? 

Mr. CONGER. That is not right; but if the gentleman will allow 

3 

Mr. PAYSON. Now, can the gentleman from Iowa state, so that 
the House may understand, what as a matter of fact the actual per 
capita circulation is in the United States? I do not mean what amount 
ought to be in circulation, if all issued was actually used, but what 
amount is in active circulation? 

Mr. CONGER. This is the fact as nearly as it can be ascertained in 
the entire country. It is presumable that the per cent, in actual cir- 
culation of the total volume in 1878 would be the same as the per cent. 
in circulation of the total volume in circulation to-day. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, as I understand—and I ask this so that 
we may understand the facts in what we are trying to do here—the 
total amount in circulation as given by the gentleman from Iowa is 
ove billion four hundred and some odd millions of dollars; and it is 
upon that basis, dividing that amount of money by the population of 
the United States, that he arrives at the per capita circulation. 

Now, I understand the fact to be, and I think I will he able to dem- 


énstrate it when the time comes for me to take part in this debate, that 


as a matter of fact there is to-day less than $900,000,000 of money in 
actual circulation in this country; in other words, that 8700, 000, 000 
of this money, embraced in the figures made by the gentleman from 
Iowa, are tied up and are as dead as though that amount had never 
been sued. The fact is this, as I believe: This amount given by the 
gentleman from Iowa is made up from statements by the officers of the 
Mint, the Comptroller of the Currency, and the Register of the Treas- 
ury. All money issued, of every kind, is charged up to circulation; 
but no account is taken of the vast sums held in reserve by the Gov- 
ernment, as well as the banking institutions of the country, nor of the 
vast sums lost by actual destruction in the conflagrations of great cities, 
as in Chicago, Boston, etc., nor of the natural destruction by ordinary 
use, nor of gold hoarded, nor of gold taken abroad and spent, and numer- 
ous other losses, obvious without statement. 

The statement of the gentleman is therefore misleading, and badly 
so. This I can show. x 

Mr. CONGER. I will be glad if the gentleman can show that; but 
he ean not, for the figures represent only the actual circulation outside 
the Treasury, and nota dollar held therein as reserve or for any other 
purpose. Of course, I can not tell, neither can the gentleman from Illi- 
nois tell, how much is hoarded by banks and individuals; but the fact 
remains the same, that the per cent. of the total volume of circulation 


that was in use in 1878 is just the same to-day, and I divided that ` 


eight hundred and five million by the population in 1878 just the same 
as I divide the one billion four hundred and five million by the popu- 
lation to-day, and that gives the per capita circulation as correctly at 
one time as another, and the per cent. of increase would be the same, 
regardless of how much was tigd up, as the gentleman says. 

Mr. PAYSON. But you do not take into consideration the amount 
that is tied up. 

Mr. CONGER. Certainly I do; but I do not agree with the gentle- 


man's guess, and it is only a guess, as to the amount tied up; the pro- 


portionate amount tied up or lost would be the same at one time as at 
another—the same in 1878 as in 1889. 

Mr. PAYSON. Notatall, because there are $100,000,000 in gold tied 
up in the Treasury now asa reserve fund, to protect the $340,000,000 in 
greenbacks outstanding, that might just as well be in the mines as in 
the Treasury, as far as circulation is concerned. I can show, the gen- 
tleman where there are millions and millions of dollars of other re- 
serves; this I shall be glad to call the attention of the House to when 
my time comes to address the House. 
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Mr. CON GER. Do you not know that that 8100, 000, 000 and more 
was also there in 1878, s 

Mr. PAYSON. No, sir, because the law authorizing it was not 

until 1879.. 

Mr. CONGER. There is really no lawauthorizingitnow. But the 
resumption act was passed in 1875, and by 1878 à considerable portion 
of the redemption fund was gollected in the Treasury. nai 

Mr. PAYSON. I only wish to understand the gentleman from Iowa 
as we go along. . 

Mr. CONGER, I will be glad to have you show the date of the 

of the bill authorizing the $100,000,000 gold redemption fund. 

Mr. PAYSON. I will show it. 3 

Mr. CONGER. Of course I have not time to go to the records now, 
but when you do go to the records you will find it as I state. 

I will print tables, Mr. Speaker, which will show the fact more in 
detail, and the gentleman from Illinois can find in those tables a suf- 
ficient and accurate answer to his question, : 

Notwithstahding this increase in circulation I join in the general be- 
lief that we need more money, and this bill will furnish it. As a com- 
promise, this bill for the present meets fairly well every demand. 

If wisely administered, the apprehensions of the most conservative 
will be avoided; the silver producer who demands the largest use of 
his product finds a market for the entire output of thiscountry. The 
farmer who believes an increased money volume will bring better prices 
and relieve the great depression which his calling now experiences 
will find $60,000,000 or more added annually to our circulation; and 
all who hope for good from the. permanent establishment of bimetal- 
lism will find realization from the operation of this measure. 

I believe in silver and in its largest possible use as money, and believe 
we should have free coinage at a fixed ratioat the earliest possible 
date; but we should reach it under conditions that will be safe and 
permanent. But with the present attitude of the great commercial 
nations ofthe world toward silver it would be neither wise nor safe 
for this Government to attempt it alone, 

The world’s market has, for the present at least, established the 
value of silver at its present price, namely, 33 per cent. less than gold, 
and free coinage here means simply that this Government alone shall 
undertake to raise the price of all the silverin the world one-third and 
keep it there. In my judgment and in the judgment of many of the 
wisest and ablest financiers and statesmen of our day, this can not be 
done without serious disturbance to all values and the risk of such finan- 
cial disaster as neither this nor any other Government could stand. 

On the 1st day of March, 1890, the credit of the Government was 
already carrying ata nominal value 


Ol Mander Mivar- BOUAIe ..cccceseccecesencsscscesencopotenen cosdebvonnseens ppsa esdi 5 — — 


Of silver certificates ... 
pies United States notes 


Of this amount the United States notes owe their whole value to the 
public faith, and the other items are upheld ona par with gold by the 
readiness of the Government to receive them as equivalent to gold and 
by its ability to pay gold to creditors if they so demand. 

To uphold its credit under this burden the Government had on that 
day 55 gold 5100, 000, 000 in its legal-tender reserve and 887, 988, 948 
besides. 

Now, if in addition to this burden we undertake to carry the silver 
of the world and should fail, we will, instead of establishing bimetallism, 
have driven our own country to the single silver standard, and, sur- 
rendering the high commercial place now occupied, must take our place 
by the side of China, Mexico, and India. Then the gold-using nations 
would make out of the United States the same profits of exchange which 
it is alleged England now extorts trom India, 

For theorize as we may the fact remains and should not be lost sight 
of that the commerce of the world is based on gold as the standard or 
value, and the balances of trade and the exchanges of products among 
the great commercial Governments, even those using silver, are uni- 

* formly settled to-day in gold, or, if in silver, at its gold valuation. 

Our duty, then, as men charged with a great ponile trust, isto so 
legislate as to force silver to bear its full share of trade burdens and 
at the same time relieve the ure somewhat from gold, and compel 
them both together to bear the weight of the world’s exc! 

As before stated we produce nearly ong half of the silver of the world, 
But if we open wide the doors of our ts and fix the price at $1 for 
371} grains, the price must come up all over the world or else all the 
silver will come here. A 

It would at once add $30,000,000 to the value of the foreign prod- 
uct of last year alone, without any advantage whatever to us, but 
with possibly the disadvantage of furnishing the foreign owners with a 
market for it at the increased price. 

Free coinage at once means still more. It means a profit of 26 cents 
on every dollar's worth of bullion taken to our mint. It means that 
the bullion-owners of this country can take their $50,000,000 worth of 
bullion fo the mint and walk away with $63,000,000, pocketing at 
once a clear profit of $13,000,000, and the tax-payers must pay it; 


while under the present practice, or under the proposed law, the Gov- 
ernment makes whatever seigniorage there is. And last year this 
amounted to over $9,000,000, and since 1878 it has in the aggregate 
amounted to $56,000,000, which has been covered into the 

and been used to the current expenses of the Government. 

It is claimed, Mr. Speaker, that if we should open our mints to free 
coinage the other great nations would be fo 
a strong silver party is growing up in England and on the Continent, 
and that France is anxious to take the step. But the legal ratio be- 
tween the two metals in France is 15} to 1, while ours is 16 to 1, and 
she knows that the moment she unlocked her mints, our silver, both 
bullion and dollars, would be poured in-there and overwhelm her. It 
is also susceptible of demonstration that opening our mints, and thus 
loosening our gold, would, instead of inviting to free coinage, be an 
added inducement for other Governments to further demonetize silver. 

Take the situation of France again. Lying between the gold-using 
countries of England and Germany, she has been trying for years to 
reach a single gold standard, and while in forty years her silver'coin 
has increased only $200,000,000 her gold has increased more than 
$800,000,000, She could, even at the difference in our ratios, èx- 
change her silver for our gold with comparatively little loss. The 
Bank of France holds $250,000,000 of silver as the basis for the same 
amount of paper circulation; but as such basis it only has its bullion 
value, and that is $190,000,000 in gold; the balance is simply upheld 
by the credit of the Government. She could, therefore? exchange this 
silver for gold and float the same amount of paper with equal ease, 

It is also claimed by the advocates of free and unlimited coinage that 
our Government is great enough, rich enough, and powerful enough to 
do whatever we please in this line; that we can open our mints and 
defy the world. 

Mr. Speaker, I will yield to no man in admiration for my country 
and appreciation of her strength and credit. I know we are the rich- 
est and the strongest Government on the face of the globe and I know 
we have a credit far beyond that of any other nation in the world. I 
know, and I glory in the fact, that wherever our flag floats among 
civilized men it is the symbol of a promise that is payment itself. But 
it isso because of our always wise, safe, and honest financial legislation, 
andit always will be so, for I believe the good sense of our law-makers 
will still hold us inside the danger line of peril.” 

We ought to get to free coinage of silver at the earliest possible date. 
But we must have some of the other great commercial nations join with 
us in the effort. It is true several attempts have already been made in 
that direction, but always with unsatisfactory results. Vet it is believed 
by those best able to judge that the time is now ripening for successful 
negotiations it attempted. The trend of our legislation should there- 
fore be in that direction, and not away fromit. This billisastep, and 
a very long one, on that line. If passed and fairly executed, as it will 
be, it will surely pave the way for a succeeding Congress to open the 

oors and rehabilitate the white metal with all the power and crown 
er with all the dignity now enjoyed by her yellow sister. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a favorite argument with some of our extreme 
silver friends that our volume of currency is grossly inadequate to our 
needs, and they cite the per capita circulatéon of France for proof. 
Why, sir, the circulation per capita is larger in the United States than 
in any of the leading countries ot Europe, except France; and when 
we take into consideration our greater number of banks, our un - 
leled national and individual credits, hnd our innumerable facilities 
for making a single dollar do countless duties by checks, drafts, cer- 
tificates of deposit, exchange, express, telephone, and telegraphic or- 
ders, ete., many of which are unknown in France, we really have a 
larger and more effective per ape circulation than even that country. 

The following table shows by way of comparison the estimated 


amount of gold, silver, and paper money in circulation in the United 
States and the principal countries in Europe: 


Statement of the estimated amount of gold, silver, and notes in circulation 
in the United Kingdom, France, Germany, and the States. 


United 


Notes out- Total metal- 


lje and pa- 
per. 
z 8 Ne eRe 
$594, 000 $2, 1 
000] 190, 000! ce 840° 600, 000 
000, 000 278,000, 990, 000, 000 
298, 938,728, 1, 430, 634, 459 
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In France gold and silver coins are the investments of the peas- 
,avtry. Their savings are not deposited in banks or loaned out as here, 
but hidden Away in the proverbial stocking or earthen pot, to be 
brought out only in time of personal need or at the demand of the 
Government, as was the casé when the great war in ity was so 
quickly paid to Germany. pei 

At least two-thirds of the gold and silver coin in France is thus hid- 
den away, and might as well have remained forever uncoined, so far 
as any exchanges in trade or commerce are concerned. 5 

I wish it distinctly understood that I am not making this argument 
to disprove the present necessity for a larger circulation here, but simply 
to show the extreme, unfair,and untruthful lengths to which the bull- 
ion-owners or their advocates in this Congress are willing to go to gain 
their cause; for, disguise it as they may, this contention is one be- 
tween the silver-mine owners and bullion speculators on the one hand 
and the business wellare and best interests of our 65,000,000 of peo- 

* ple on the other. 

It is true the former have called to their aid all that element which 
believes in and which has for the past fifteen years advocated and 
fought for fiat money, and they have also taken advantage of the pres- 
ent agricultural situation, and by means of specious arguments, illog- 
ical conclusions, and false promises have prevailed upon some of our 
farmer friends to lend themselves as cats’-paws to pull their (bullion- 
owners’) chestnuts out of the fire. - 

It will be represented on this floor, Mr. Speaker, that there is a great 
clamor by the people and a general demand, especially from the farmer, 
for immediate free coinage. I have given careiul and thorough in- 
vestigation to this matter, and do not believe the statement. All 
winter long, Mr. Speaker, a powerful silver lobby has been operating 
about this city, a lobby paid for and supported by the bonanza mine 

and bullion owners. They have been faithful to their trust. They 
have been persistent in season and out of season, have plied their vo- 
cation at Capitol, hotel, and private residence. 

From their headquarters printed petitions by the thousands for free 
coinage have been sent all over this land, with urgent appeals ‘‘to sign 
and return.“ And yet at the time our bill was reported to the House 
less than one hundred, with less than twenty-five names on each, had 
bras returned, and found their way to the Coinage Committee of this 

ouse. 

The purpose of these men is not to establish bimetallism in this coun- 
try, butis unmistakably to drive us to a single silver basis. The ar- 
guments of their ablest and most effective advocates at the other end 
of the Capitol abundantly prove this, and they openly admit that they 
prefer such a situation. 

They clearly show how, under present conditions, England is en- 
abled to mercilessly rob her helpless subjects in India, and yet they 
are willing, if only the price of their bullion can be enhanced thereby, 
to surround us by the same conditions and plunge us down to a situa- 
tion in which she can practice the same piracies upon us. 

Gentlemen, do you know what a single silver standard means*in 
this country? It means Mexicanization. It means an additional ele- 

ment of cost to be added to every dollar’s worth of our imports, an 
additional tax upon every dollar’s worth of our exports, for exchange 
must be drawn and settlements made in gold, but made through the 
medium of silver, and as that would be subject to rapid and material 
fluctuations the exchange will always involve a question of specula- 
tion. For this risk the broker must be paid, and the producers and 
the consumers must pay him. 

This expense could not normally be less than 8 per cent. or 10 per 
cent., and would place an additional annual burden upon our people ot 
more than $100,000,000, 

The deplorable condition of a silver-using country has been so ably 
and truthfully portrayed by Mr. M. L. Scudder, jr., in a recent article 
on Mexico, as to merit the considerate attention of every one. I shall 

not take the time of the House to quote from or read it, but shall print 
it with my remarks, and I hope every member on this floor will care- 
fully peruse it. 

Sir, I have taken my stand with the sixty millions of toilers and 
tax-payers of my country as against the handful of bullion-owners and 

lators. 


ef pie 
Gentlemen may do as they please, but while I retain my reason or 
my conscience I will never vote for a measure that will drive the in- 
telligent farmer or laborer of my country down to the awful condition 
of the peons of Mexico, the coolies of China, and the ryots of India. 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] = i nal ; 
It is claimed that by reason of the act of 1873 a great and unjust bur- 
den was placed upon the debtor class; that it takes more of labor and 
3 products for the farmer to pay interest on his mortgage now than 
en. ; . 
There is no force whatever in this statement, because ninety-nine- 
hundredths of the mortgazes now upon the Western farms have been 
placed there during the last five years, and at a rate of interest more 
than 30 per cent. less than in 1873, A 
But the farmer has something else to do with the products of his 
farm than to payinterest and mortgages. He must buy clothing, food, 
and comforts for his family, and all of these are very much cheaper, 


Sod benos require much less of product and labor to pay for them than 
in $ 

There is another condition the farmer must face. Should we so leg- 
islate as to make silver money plenty and cheap and at the same time 
drive gold ſuto hiding or make it scarce, the frightened owner of loans 
and mortgages will demand immediate payment at maturity, and will 
not renew, except upon promise to pay in gold, and so bring upon bor- 
rowers and debtors a calamitous condition fur more burdensome than 
the present status. Such instructions are already being sent by loan 
companies to their agents, and gold notes and mortgages are being pre- 
pared everywhere, in view of threatened free-coinaye legislation. 

This question, Mr. Speaker, should be approached from every side, 
and, as I said in the beginning, the conditions must control, and not 
the theory, and I very much prefer a practical, helpful, homely fact to 
any unsubstantial will-o’-the-wisp theory, however pretty and invit- 
ing it may be. 

I want bimetallism. I want to see silver brought back to its old place 
by the side of gold, not only here, but in all the great commercial 
nations of the earth. I want a larger volume of good, sound money. 
I want better prices, better pay for labor, and better conditions for all 
my countrymen. The enactmentof this bill into law will hasten their 
realization; immediate free coinage will not. 

It is true that some of our farmers are in sore distress and are look- . 
ing in every direction for help, und panaceas are being offered them on 
every hand. One tells them that the sugar-beet industry is to lift 
them from their slongh of despond; another insists that the suppres- 
sion of gambling in their products by bucket shopsand boards of trade 
is to be their only salvation; another that the destraction of trusts 
and combines will bring relief, and another that certain changes in the 
tariff will help them up; another that certain amendments to the na- 
tional-bank acts will give material aid; and still another that in more 
silver is their only hope. 

But. the truth is that in no one of these is there complete relief, 
but some in each and much in all. Gentlemen, your constituents are 
not imbeciles; you can not fool them with mere sentiment. They 
know their prices are down, and they believe that an increased volume 
of currency will raise them. They want more money and thef want 
it quick, but they also want it good; and they want it under such con- 
ditions as will keep it good—snch conditions as will give relief and at 
the same time make relief permanent. These conditions first and 
free coinage afterward. I believe both should come, and I believe 
both will come under the administration of this act, and your constit- 
uents believe it also. 

Mr. Speaker, we have promised the. country that this should bea 
business Congress, So far it is splendidly fulfillingthat promise. Let 
mee peri emphasize that fulfillment by the speedy enactment of 
t ill. 

In it there is much of hope for all, promise for increased remunera- ` 
tion for toil, for enhanced price of farm products, fresh impetus for all 
business and trade, greater confidence in investments, and stable and 
permanent financialimprovement everywhere. [Loud applause on the 
Republican side.] 3 


APPENDIX. z 
The amount and kinds of money 2 = circulation on certain dates from 1878 


From report of Secretary of the Treusury.] 


Total circu- Standard sil-| Subsidia: 
Date. lation. Gold coin. ver dollars silver.” 


„| $895,798, 807 | $82,530, 168 | . $03,573, 833 
$62,579,754 | 123,698,157 | $11,074, 230 | 54,088, 747 
1,022. 033,685 | 261,320,920 22.914.075 48,363,543 
1.147.802, 4 | 328, 118, 146 | 32,230, 47, 859, 827 
1.188. 752, 363 | 858, 351,956 | 33,801,231 | 47,153,750 
1. 236, 650, 032 | 346,077,784 | 39,783,527 | 48,170,263 
1, 261, 569,924 | 341! 485,430 | 40,822,042 | 45,344,717 
| 1, 236, 630, 871 | 348,268,740 |. 45,275,710 | 51, 328, 206 
-| 1, 264, 859, 561 894,599 | 60,170,793 | 48,176, 838 
-| 1, 353,485. 690 | 391,090,890 | 60, 614, 524 | 50, 414, 706 
1,384, 310,280 | 377,329,865 | 57,959. 356 | 52, 020, 975 
| 1,405, 018, C00 | 375,917,715 | 57,554,100 | 52,931, 352 
Gold certifi- | Silver cer- | Plates | National- 
cates. tilleates notes. bank notes 
! * 

Seni $311,436, 971 813. 888,740 

14, 843, 200 | $1, 176, 720 | 327, 747,762 | 329,950, 938 

7. 480, 100 12,203, 191 | 829,417,403 | 340, 329, 453 

5, 289, 320 3 854. 199, 540 
4,907,440 | 63, 204, 790 272. 856, 060, 348 
55,014,940 | 78, 921.961 | 321,356,596 | 347,324,961 
87,389,660 | 96,491,251 | 325,786, 143 | 324,750, 271 
118, 187,790 | 93. 656,716 | 318, 736, 684 | 11, 227,025 
31.691, 807 | 95,387,112 | 810, 161, 985 | 301, 406. 477 
. 97,984,683 | 154,354,826 | 329,070,804 | 269, 955, 257 
| 134,833, 190 | 218,561,601 | 306,052,053 | 237,578, 240 
116, 675, 349 | 276, 619,715 325,510,758 | 199,779, OLL 


| 


*Includes outstanding clearing-house certificates of the act of June 8, 1872, 
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Comparison between March 1, 1878, and October 1, 1889. Stock of gold and silver in civilized world, 
[From Report of Secretary of the Treasury. 


Countries. Gold. = Silver. 


In cireula- | In circula- | * 
tion March | tion October Decrease. 


Increase, 
EER sesa za oor | eiaa, aas ead 
— Fran 900, 000, 000 700, 000, 000 
500, 000, 000 215, 000, 000 
65,000,000 | 55,000; 000 
140,000,000 | 60, 000, 000 
? 15, 000, 000 15. 000, 000 
Gold certificates.. 44, 364,100 | 116,675, 349 72, 811, 249 | Greece... 2.600000 4.000. 000 
Silver certificates . e r] 276.819, 715 |... 270,819,715 Spain. 100,000,000 | 125,400, 000 
United States notes... | 811,436, 971 | 325,510,758 |... 14.078, 787 | Portugal ...... 40.000.000 10.000. 000 
National-bank notes . , 313, 888,740 | 199,779, OLL | 114, 109, 720 . . Aust 40.000.000 90,000; 000 
25 „ 65, 000 
Wee 718, 976, 403 2.090.900 10000 000 
Net increase Í 599, 224, 193 16. 680. 660 0,000,000 
50, 000, 000 45, 000, 000" 
100, 000, 000 7, 000, 000 
Gold product of the United States. 100,000,000 | 15, 000, 000 
— — ,', ̃⅛—‚—o?et ...... , 3 "500! doo 
Calendar years. Fine Valu 80.600.958 
4 * D 900, 000, 000 
f 700, 009; 000 
2,476,800 | $51, 200,000 100 00: O00 
#9, * 
1, 881,787 | 28. 900, 000 — 
1.741.500 358. 000, 000 
1, 678, 612 34,700, 000 
1,572, 187 32, 500, 000 
1,451,250 | 30, 000, 000 
1,489,950 | 0. 800, 000 E. O. LEECH, Director of the Mint, 
1,538,325 | 31, 800, 000 
pone Soe World's circulation of gold coins. . 
1.8048 212.005 [Comparative statistics by Ivan C. Michel.] 
1,586,700 | 32. 800, 000 


5 
5 
5 
2 


$15,480,000 | 844, 145, 847 
: 10, 200, 000 64, 612, 250 
Fine Commercial} Coining 80, 400,500 | 899, 272, 547 
ounces, value. value. 48, 665, 500 498, 580, 923 
295,558,500 574,005, 175 
288 | eras 
5, 960,000 000 
24.8 8.0 % | "40 809 on 46, 870,500 | 46, 695, 866 
80, 320,000 | 34,720,000 | 39, 200, 000 30,500,000 | 249. 156, S45 
33,260,000 | 87, 850, 000 43, 000, 000 8, 940, 000 20, 930, 518 
~ 86,200,000 | 41, 120, 000 46, 800, 000 28, 000, 000 98, 804, 873 
85,730,000 | 399, 660, 000 40. 200, 000 6, 850, 000 16, 965, 000 
87,500,000 | 42,070,000} 28, 800, 000 8,540,800 | 77.652.000 
39,910,000 | 42, 500, 000 51, 600, 000 168, 950, 800 | 705, C61, 975 
39,440,000 | 39,230,000 | 51, 000, 000 ‘None. „None. 
gags] memo aoo cd Piles 
50,000,000 | 46,750,000] 64, 646, 000 872, 145, 800 | 3,427, 928, 941 
E. O. LEECH, Director of the Mint, N Soke iiei wa eee tender in India. — — ain — 
BUREAU OF THE MINr, April 28, 1890. In 1849 LETETT AS Senata wee —ͤ— X18. 872.448. 200 
World's production of gold and silver, 1889, Increase . . . . . . . = . 2,555, 483, 141 
[Kilogram -of gold, $664.60; kilogram of silver, $41.56, coining rate in United World's circulation of silver coins, 


States silver dollars. ] 


Countries, Gold. Silver. 
ugani] ote, gee 22985 
ms. ars. Dollars. „500. 
49,353 | 32,800,000 | 1,555,486 64, 646, 000 525, 800, 000 
49,784 | 33,086,700 144, 369 6.000, 000 195, 000, 000 
1, 465 974,000 | 1,335,828 | 55,517,000 — = — 
, 
82,052 | 21,302,000 14. 523 604, 000 55, 600, 000 
1,953 | 1,901, 286 32, 040. 1, 331, 576 35, 400, 000 
1,877 | 1,247,450 53, 391 2, 218, 900 50, 250, 000 
76 50, 000 4,648 193, 000 9, 660, 000 
160 000 34,280) 1. 424, 600 11, 400, 000 
S e eee 5,760, 000 
10 7,000 1, 823 55, 000 80, 250, 000 
TT 54,314 2, 257, 300 450, 500, 000 
64, 370 8, 734 363, 000 
1,919 | 1,278,045 10, 868 451, 680 
Argentine Republic 47 31.000 10, 226 425,000 
Colombia. 4,514 3, 000, 000 24, 061 1, 000, 000 
90 59, 800 230, 460 9,578,000 
2,953 | 1,962, 430 185, 851 7, 723. 957 — ts 
670 445, 300 i 5 ar NET a 
1, 415, 598 e f e dy ONL; S06, OU 
188005 THE FREE COINAGE OF SILVER—THE EXAMPLE OF MEXICO. 
150, 000 A. J. Warner, of Ohio, in a speech accepting the chairmanship of a convention 
375, 000 held in St. Louis in November, 1889, for the p of advocating free coi 
Chi Oe k of silver in this country, referred to the act of Congress of 1873, by which t 
L din British a 511.000 gold dollar was made our sole monetary unit, as worse than a blunder.” Ten 
india (Br ue 1.511. 4 he and the other so-called silver men of the country probably would 
stad) cece ee 118, 808, 559 ve said that the passage of this act was effected by a conspiracy and by stealth, 


Possibly many American citizens still ee the dropping of the silver dollar 
from our coinage by the act of 1873 as the deliberate attempt of mysterious 


/ 


. .@ 
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cial potentates to force the people of this country to pay in gold debts which 
might otherwise have been paid in silver. 

t the time of the poral eon? which culminated in the act of 1878, author- 
izing the coinage of silver dollars, the circumstances surrounding the 2 
of the act of L873 were closely examined, and every possible conjecture as to the 
motive of the authors of that act was submitted toa test of probability. It was 
established beyond controversy that the failure to continue the old silver dollar 
as a legal-tender coin was due solely to the fact that it was not, and had not 
been for at least a generation previous, in use as a monetary unit in this coun- 
try. Inthe four months following the passage of the act of 1878 more silver 
dollars were coined than in all the time sincs silver-dollar coinage was 
authorized by the act of 1792 up to the discontinuance of the coinage in 1873. Of 
the old silver dollars, 8,015,838 had been coined in the eighty-one years previous 
to 1873. From February 28 to June 30, 1878, $8,593,500 were coined. 

What would have been the result had the act of 1873 continued the old silver 
dollar, though actually not in use, as al -tender coin? Ifthe declinein the 
price of silver, which n in 1873, had found the mints of the United States 
obliged to accept silver bullion and give in exchange therefor coined silver dol- 
lars of 412} grains each, nine-tenths fine, which would be a legal tender in pay- 
ment of debts, it is hardly doubtful that the manufacture of these coins would 
have been demanded and carried on with all possible rapidity, and that.the 
currency of the country at the resumption of specie payments in 1879 would 
have been upon the silver dollar as its monetary unit. 

I do not propose to go into an elaborate statement of the effect which the 
opening ofthe mints of the United States for free coinage of silver during the 
yéars following 1873 would have had upon the price of that commodity. The 
silver production of the world ocr f ine’ in those years, and the price of 
silver rapidly but gradually declined until, in 1888, it reached the lowest point 
in comparison with gold which it has ever touched. In the light of experience 
it can not be contended that the United States, by adopting an exclusive 
silver coinage and exporting its gold, could have prevented wholly this decline. 
Instead of accumulating a stock of gold, this country would have accumulated 
a stock of silver dollars. The gold—something like $500,000,000—which has 
been either produced here or imported since 1873 would have found its market 
elsewhere, and we should have had, say 1,000,000,000 or more of silver dollars 
in the bank# or Treasury or in the hands of the people. What would have been 
our condition comme Jy and financially had this taken place? 

For the purpose of picturing our condition under such circumstances we have 
aclose analogy in the ex ence of our neighboring Republic, Mexico. The 
most notable productof Mexico is silver. The Government of Mexico, whether 
in the old time when it was a colony of Spain or during the many changes 
which it has experienced since the declaration of independence in 1821, has 
always attempted to encourage and carefully watch the silver-mining industry. 
Before 1850 it is calculated that two-thirds of the silver in use in the world had 
come from the mines of Mexico. It has been the policy of the rulers of Mexico 
from time immemorial to compel all silver taken from the mines to through 
the mints. Even now this is the law. All precious metal, both gold and silver, 
when taken from the mines, must be sent to the mints to be refined, and the 
mint charge, supposed to be uniform and said to be about 4.41 per cent. of the 
value of the metal, is levied upon all gold and silver alike. Thischarge is com- 
pulsory on all the products of the mines, and the owner of the metal may re- 
ceive from the mint either coin or bullion at his option. Whether he chooses 
totake coin or bullion the charge is the same. A very large proportion of the 
precious metals which pass through the mints of Mexico comes out in the form 
ofcoin, Mexican silver dollars are a well known article of commerce. The 
coinage of the mints is much greater for this reason than the monetary affairs 
of the country require. Consequently there can not be a scarcity of metal 
money. The coinage of the mints is large quantities taken for immediate 
et cee and seats eres into circulation at all. 

he following e exhibits approximately the coinage of silver and gold 
since the conquest of Mexico by Cortez, the coinage in this case being almost 
identical with the production: 


Coinage of Mexico from 1537 to 1873 (beginning of fall in price of silver). 


GOLD, 

GT 778. 411 

Independence, 1822 to 15 

114, 376, 431 
è SILVER. 

Colonial, 1537 to 1821. ..... . .. . . .es 82, 082. 260, 656 

Independence, 1822 to 1878. . .. . . 758, 822, 710 
s 2, 841, 083, 366 

Gold. 

Silver. oe 


By the laws of Mexico the so-called bimetallic standard is established. Both 
silver and gold are legal tender. Previous to the fall in silver the currency of 
the country consisted of both gold and silver coins. Travelers report that the 
tables in the gambling-houses held piles of gold “onzas” as well as silver 
5 Gold was used for larger transactions, and being more convenient 
for transportation, performed the principal service. The conditions in Mexico, 
therefore, when the decline in the price of silver took place, were similar to those 
which would have existed in this eps had not the free coinage of the silver 
dollar been sv nded by the act of 1873. There was an abundant supply for 
monetary use either of silver or gold in Mexico. . 

When, however, the fallin silver took place, the gold coin was rapidly ex- 
ported and disap from circulation. The difficulty in effecting domestic 
exchanges, by reason of the greater weight of the silver, caused a notable em- 
bargo on internal commerce, The disturbed condition of the country made the 
transportation of large amounts of silver very precarious, and the rates of ex- 
change between the capital and the chief towns became very h and con- 
stituted an almost total prohibition of trade. The unreliability of the Govern- 
ment rendered banking unprofitable, for a bank-vault containing precious 
metals afforded a temptation too strong to be resisted by the military chiefs 
temporarilyin power. The issue of note circulation under these circumstances 
was impossible. For ten years following the fall in silver Mexico remained 
dependent entirely on silver dollars as a medium of exchange. This caused 
awe complaint from foreigners undertaking to do business in the country. 

ravelers were obliged to carry heavy bags of silver dollars, aud ev: enter- 

rise of moment was compelled to employ a mule train and an armed guard 
n effecting its regular business transactions. 

When the Government become more stable, after the railroads were built and 
brigandage was suppressed, and ead pariy in power showed ability and deter- 
mination to protect commercial credit, banks of issue sprang up, and paper 
money began to take the place of silver dollars. The National k, which 
had exist or a few years previously, was reorgan in 1884 under a new 
charter. This was soon after the second election of President Diaz. The first 
statement of this bank after 8 ion, June, 1834, shows that it had in its 
Vaults $2,890,274.85 in silver, and a paper circulation outstanding of $4,341,- 
877. About this time it was estimated that the coin circulation of the coun! 


was fom 15,000,000 to 20, 000, 000 of silver dollars.“ This I think an underesti- 


ma 
The National Bank at the present time (October, 1889) reports in its vaults in 
cie $12,304,206, and a paper circulation outstanding of $15,333,229. The Lon- 
on and Mexican Bank. the second largest in Mexico, reports $3,357,793 cash,“ 
and an outstanding circulation of $5,344,698. This indicates a rapid increase in 
recent years in the circulating media of Mexico. In addition to the banks here 
mentioned there are in nearly all the principal cities banks which have some 
outstanding note circulation. 

The population of Mexico is about 12,000,000. The rapid increase in the 
circulating media, it may well be sapposed, has had a stimulating eftect on the 
trade of the count But even when thus stimulated it fails to attain what we 
would call a condition of activity. There has been some rise in prices. Staple 
commodities, however, are said not to be materially affected, but the prices 
of real estate in the capital and the wages of laborers along the lines of the 
railroads and in the principal cities haveincreased from 25 to60 per cent. The 
import and export business of the country has also increased somewhat. It 
is probably 30 cent, er in volume t it was ten years ago. Govern- 
ment revenue has also shown an increase, but is still very small in comparison 
with that of other countries. The Mexican tariff on importations is said to be 
higher than that of any other country. Its foreign trade is limited and ha 
by vexatious and intricate customs regulations. The internal trade of the 
country is hampered by irregular taxes levied on common commodities by the 
various States. Retail trade and banking operations are burdened by stamp 
taxes. The cities of Mexico levy petty taxes on food products, even on the 
canoe-loads of radishes or lettuce which the poar poora bring to market. A 
burro’s load of fagots is taxed at the gates of the city of Mexico. Contendin 
with such unwise and variable restrictions comme: affairs must be limi 
in magnitude and must remain in anything but a flourishing condition. 

It interests us at the present time to trace the influence which the exclusive 
use of silver as a mone basis has on the commerce and finances of Mexico, 
It is not to be contended that the sluggishness and unprofitableness of Mexican 
trade is chargeable solely to the silver currency. Themedi«val methods of col- 
lecting Government revenuethere would effectually prevent general pios rity, 
even if the soundest and most perfect monetary system prevailed. Yet I think 
there is a peculiar phase of the paralysis which affects Mexican commerce which 
may be attribu directly to the use of silver as the standard of value. There 
first is the incorivenience and expense involved in each movement of a consid- 
erable sum of money. Silver coins, even when at par with gold in Mexico and 
in the United States, are sixteen times heavier than equal values of gold. When- 
ever, therefore, it is n to transport a round amount of money the ex- 
pense is sixteen times more if it be in silver than ifin gold. But this is not the 
only or the most burdensome evil which the uso of silver money inflicts upon 
the Mexican people. 

The American traveler in Mexico experiences an agreeable sensation when 
he exchanges his United States funds for Mexican money. For 8 $100 of 
yeni mone hg ee from 95 — to 8140 —5 * Boar nh he pur- 
chasing power o un pears ve expan or together a 
delusion. Those commodities and services which a traveler requires are not 
notably higher in the city of Mexico in Mexican currency than v are in the 
United States in United States currency. Hotel and restaurant 
hire, railroad fares, and articles of common use produzed in the country are gen- 
erally obtainable at about the same figures as we are accustomed to pay in 
the United States. 

The effect of this is that the American money which a traveler carries 
cures for him much more than it would in his own country, and his return 
across the border is accompanied by a di ble sensation when he sees his 
funds dwindle to their old proportions. exico, to the American traveler, 
seems therefore a land where living is cheap and where a hon amount of 
income from the United States will go much further than at home. The first 
impression is that surplus funds from the United States placed in Mexican in- 
vestments should prove Mad profitable. But a closer examination and a little 

this view. rience of investors in 

endas shows that there 
is an annual loss from a decline in the domestic currency which offsets the ap- 
rent profit. Reports of the railroad companies and of the banks owned by 


his goods, adding expenses, duties, and exchange into gold, will not cover the 
price at which ke has bought them. It is probably not unfair to say tliat the 
averagé prices of imported goods to consumer are made at least 10 per cent. 
higher than the difference between silver and gold indicates, in consequence of 
the risk necessary in the conversion from a silver standard to a gold standard 
in making foreign payments therefor. 

Nor is the importer the only one who suffers from the uncertainty involved 
in making conversion from the gold to the silver standard, The exporter is 
obliged to take a similar risk. The larger pen in value of the exports of Mex- 
ico is silver, mostly in the form of silver dollars. Exchange drawn againstthese 
shipments is estimated on the London price of silver and is converted at the 
Mexican banks into Mexican currency. The conversion involves a speculation 
by the banks in silver, and the charge for this service is necessarily much higher 
than it would be if the rate of silver were stable and showed no fluctuations— 
necessarily much higher than if the Mexican currency wero ona gold basis and 
could be turned without risk into foreign currency on the same basis. In other 
words, if Mexican domestic trade were conducted ona gold basis, the Mexican 
mine-owners would receive more for their silver product, The same is true as 
to 8 of all other Mexican products sold in foreign markets. 

friend of the writer, who contemplated engaging in the banking busi- 
ness in the City of Mexico, in making inquiriesinto the conditions of the ex- 
change market, asked a broker how long it would take him to collect 000 
in gold, to be shipped t an equal amount of ex gedrawn, The broker 
replied that he would not be able to find so much gold in the City of Mexico in 
less than ten days. This fact shows that Mexican exchange must be almost 
altogether drawn against shipments of silver or m dise, and the banker 
who draws such exchange can not protect himself against the risk of specula- 
tion by shipping gold, even if he is willing to pay a premium therefor. How 
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much the export charge, made necessary by the conversion from gold foreign 
currency into the silver currency of Mexico, adds to the expenses of exporia- 
tion can not be readily estimated. I is a fluctuating item, always adding some- 
thing to the cost of selling in a foreign market, sometimes resulting in loss to 
the banks on efthange transactions, but generally undoubtedly being a loss 
suffered by the producer. 1 

The experience of the Mexican importers and exporters affords an exact {llus- 
tration of what would be the condition of our foreign trade if we were doing 
business in this country on a silver basis. The imports and exports of Mexico 
are comparatively small. They amount only to about $30,000,000 annually of 
imports and $40,000,000 annually of exports. The annual imports of the United 

$700,000,000 and the annual exports are at about the 
same figure. -If doing business on the basis of depreciated metal is a damage to 
wrt how much more would it affect the commercial affairs of the United 

The foreign commerce of Mexico in 1880 amounted to only $5.66 per inhabit- 
ant. The foreign commerce of the United States in the same year amounted 
to $31.68 per inhabitant. The foreign commerce of the United States is not 
nearly so great in proportion to population as that of the principa) nations of 
Europe; but if this commerce is curtailed or burdened with additional unnec- 
essary charges it will greatly interfere with our prosperity as a nation At 
times in our history there have been ou s of narrow-minded American 
spirit when it was argued that this country was independent of the rest of the 
World. and would be most prosperous without international commercial inter- 
course. Many the advocates of the free coinage of silver have maintained 
that this nation could adopt and maintain a silver currency no matter what the 
other chiefcommercia! nati of the world might do. I think there isa prevail- 
ing notion that if we chose to use silver as our monetary basis, whatever loss there 
might be would fall on foreign nations. Acco: to this idea the foreigners to 
whom we owe money would be obliged to accept silver instead of gold in pay- 
ment. This would besimply scaling our debts held by the outside world. Butwe 
should still go on conducting our domestic commerce, producing food and man- 
ufacturing goods and 8 commodities among ourselves with as much 
en and success as evey. © could be as prosperous as we are now if the 
civilized nations outside our borders had no existence, 

How far this conce of our actual situation is from the truth it is hardly 
worth while to co er. If we no longer had a foreign market for our wheat 
and cotton, our petroleum and provisions; If we no Jonger bought from foreign 
nations sugar and coffee and tea, it should be 9 to the least intelligent 
that our buying power of home products would be greatly curtailed and the 
condition of our lives rendered much less comfortable. e depend on our 
foreign commerce for our prosperity as absolutely as upon our internal com- 
merce, mraeg unn im ment placed in the way of our commercial 
intercourse with other nations 1s a distinct step backward, and y dam- 
ages our welfare, x 

The effect of estimating our transactions in silver money, while the chief 
nations with whom we excha commodities estimate theirs in gold, is not, I 


change 

prios in which he sells them, 
make the same con n. 

silver, and the charge for the risk involved would n be imposed 

upon the imported, This charge would eventually be 

sumer. effect would be the same as if an uncertain and fluctuating addi- 

tional charge were made for the tr: 


ee pe of 
Sugar, coffee, ten, rice, all articles which we buy from other countries would ex- 


per this rise in 3 On our 700,000,000 of imports this additional ex- 
2 . N aggregate many millions, and would be paid in the long 
run 0 
In case of exports the necessary conversion from a silver to a gold stand- 
ard would work even more to the disadvantage of the people. For the sakeof 
illustration let us take as an example a common transaction. Say that a Lon- 
don commission merchant sin be reg a Chicago commission merchant, 100,- 
000 bushels of wheat, to be shipped to Europe. Say that the price of this wheat 
is $1 per bushel in the silver currency of the United States and that silver is 
selling in the London market at 42} pence per ounce, which would be about 70 
cents for our silver dollar. The Ch merchant ships the wheat, draws his 
draft on the London merchant, and takes it, with a bill of lading, to his Chicago 
banker. He asks the Chicago banker to buy the draft, in o that he ma: 
with the proceeds pay forthe wheat. The draft is drawn payable in Engl 
currency, which is gold in London. The Chicago banker in ing the draft is 
obliged to make the conversion from gold currency to silver. e must estimate 
the value of the gold draftin silver, based on the quotation for silver in London, 
and he must take the risk of silver advancing or declining between the time 
and the date at which the draft is eran This neces- 
sitates a speculation in silvér on his pars, and ít is reason.: e ying thathe 
in his opin- 
jon will cover thé risk of the transaction. What this risk may be will depend 
somewhat on the activity inthesilvermarket. If silver is rapidly fluctyating in 
ice, the charge will be higher than if the price of silver is comparatively ; 
ut under the most favorable conditions it is hardly le that the banker 
Will take this risk without compensation. He will pay less forthe draftthan the 
gold price of silver in London would indicate it wo) Exchange on London 
now never sells at a greater discount than the cost of sending gold to pay it in 
London, with interest added for the time. Thes; on involved in the con- 
os from gold to silver would add a new element and make an additional 


unt. 

Silver may fluctuate 5 per cent, in price while the wheat and the draſt are on 
their way to Euro) silver advances, the banker who-buys the draft at the 
value of silver at the time when it is drawn will lase money. If silver declines 

o will make money. It can be readily seen, therefore, that the business of 
buying exchange against exports will be burdened with a considerable extra 

in consequence of the risk made necessary by the conversion of paper 
pa: ein gold into money on the silver basis. 
is exchange charge, made necessary in the exportation of wheat by the 
conversion from gold to silver, must be taken account of by the Chi mer- 
chant e punue ng wheat for export. He will pay less for wheat than he 
would if were no exe! charge to be consi: 


ffer accordingly. Can any one calculate what will be 
the effect of thisdepreciation? Will it be one, two, or three cents less per bushel 


that the farmers of the country must take for their wheat crop if it iå sold on the 
silver basisinthis country? What is said regarding the price of the wheat crop 
will be equally true with regard to the prices of our other principal products for 
export, our cotton and meats, our petroleum and manufactured 

e-should not forget that much of the prosperity of the United States is due 
to the well ordered machinery by which commercial exchangés* are here con- 
ducted. The facilities afforded for buying and selling, for handling s, and 
for settling accounts, in-no small Se aip pie the volume and profit of 
our foreign and internal trade, sr 0 ge which causes new friction in the 
machinery will surely diminish both the volume and the profit of all gur busi- 
ness operations.* 

What has been said as to what would be the commercial situation of the 
United States had not the act of 1873 prevented free coinage of silver dollars 
may be said as to the future should free coinage of silver now be made lawful, 
The only means of avoiding the expense of converting gold into silver in inter- 
national exchange, and the consequent burden upon our commerce, would be 
by raising the price of silver to par with gold and maintaining it at that point. 
It is improbable that such a consummation could be effected by any act of this 
nation or even by a combination of nations, The production of silver was so 
greatly in excess of the production in the early part of the century and is so 
constantly increasing, year by year, that the attempt to raise silver to par with 
gold, even by supplanting the gold in this country entirely by silver dollars as 

t as our mints could turn them out, may well seem hopeless. 

The following table shows -the world’s production, and the production of 
Mexico and of the United States, of silver for periods of five years each, begin- 
ning with 1851. (The last figures in this table are for three years only, from 


to 1888 inclusive :) 
~ PRODUCTION OF SILVER. 


2 Per All other 
Years, World. Mexico. Saik. countries, 
per cent, 
53.0 46. 87 
49.6 49.97 
43.0 42.0 
39.0 39.0 
30.7 81.3 
27.0 29.0 
28.0 28.0 
28. 7 27. 3 


ver market. 
PRODUCTION OF SILVER, 


Year Per United All other 
+ cent. States. countries, 
26.9 | $40,800,000 | 42.4 | $29,537, 
28.7 , 200, 40.3 | 30,148,185 
29.1 43,000,000 | 41.4 | 30,514, 
27.8 | 46,800,000 | 43.0 31,702,890 
27.9 | 46,200,000 | 42.2 32,771,240 
28.4 | 48,800,000] 42.3 33,841,830 
28,4 51,600,000 | 42.6 | 35,131,200 
29.0 | 51,000,000 | 41.9 85,301,650 
28.6 59, 357,000 | 42.7 | 35,732,870 
28.3 | 59,195,000 | 46.5 | 31,961,000 


(The above tables are compiled from figures furnished by the Commercial 
and Financial Chronicle and eo of the Director of the United States 
Mint, and are probably approximately correct.) 7 

Mexico has produced yearly an increasing quantity, but the United States has 
increased its production of silver more rapidly. These two countries have in- 
creased their ee of silver more rapidly than the rest of the world, but 
everywhere the production of this article has increased. 

The price of silver declined from enh pence per ounce in London in January, 
1873, to 41§ pence per ounce in May, 1 This deoline was attended by consid- 
erable fluctwations, and fluctuations still characterize the silver market. The 
price of standard silver when at par with gold, in London, is 60} pence per ounce, 

p of uncoined silver now in 


silver sufficient to replace all our gold coin would be 
stock within a year or two, and without raising the price of silver inthe London 
market to anything like par with gold. : 

The act of 1878, at present in force, under which $2,000,000 worth of silver is 
purchased each month by our Government and into dollars, furnishes a 


* Since this article was written, my attention has been called to a portion of 
the address delivered before the Bankers’ Association, ai in August, 
1884, by the ent of the association, at that time Mr. Lyman J. Gage, who 
is vice-president of the First National Bank of Chicago. As the course of reason- 
ing, and the conclusion reached as to the effect of conversions from a gold to a 
silver standard, and vice versa, in 5 is so exactly in accord with 
what is contained in my article, I quote here nearly all that is there said on that 


subject: 

Wem not be disputed that, for all our commercial transactions with other 
people, settlement niust be made in the London money market. If we buy 
sugar in Cuba, we pay in London. If wesell goods in Brazil, we take pa ment 
in English funds payable in London. o that, whether we buy or sell in the 
course of our foreign trade, London is the settling-house for all this trade, At 
the present moment our financial system rests upon and our commercial values 
are measured by the same metallic standard, namely, gold coin. Ourgold coin 
shi to the British mint may be coined intosovereigns ata nominal expense, 

ish sovere ‘shipped to us may be transmuted into our gold coins at 
no material cost. us, in the competitive struggle for a place in foreign mar- 
kets, we enjoy a 8 advantage in using the same metallic moneg standard. 

The rise and fall of gold, or the rise and fall of commodities in their relation 
to gold, affect us in our great competition in an exactly similar manner. We 
enter the commercial contest with weapons equally ed. Now it is pro- 
posed to voluntarily surrender this important condition. With silver money of 
the p: weight and fineness the recognized and established money of ac- 
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market each year for about $25,000,000 worth of silver, which is coined into more 
than 28,000,000 of legal-tender silver dollars. At the time when act was 
passed it was predicted by itsadvocates that the effect of the purchase 2 
of silver by the United States would raise the price of silver to par with gold. 
In February, when this act was passed, silver solg in London at 55} pence per 
ounce; in December of the same year it had detTined tq 49} pence per ounce; 
and thb decline from that time has been gradual, and apparently unaffected by 
the purchases of our Government, . 

In the face of these facts it is reasonable to conclude that any action of the 
United States in the coinage of silver dollars will not have a anent effect 
on the market price of silver bution. The coinage of the United States, under 
the act of 1878, of legal-tender silver dollars, has now amounted to about $350,- 
000,000. Theadvocates of silver coinage now demand, if free coinage can not be 
secured, that the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States exercise the dig- 
cretion conferred u him by that-act to purchase $4,000,000 worth of silver 
each month to be coined into silver dollars, 

What will be the ultimate effect of the coinage of silver dollars under the act 
of 1878 should bea matter of grave consideration. Should the eoinage continue 
until there is a supply of this kind of money equal to the monetary needs of the 
United States, it may well be imagined that a contingency will arise in Which 
this silver money will take the place of the higher-valued gold 8 and our 
stock of gold coin be exported. Should such displacement of gol by silver 
take place in this country, our commercial affairs will necessarily be brought 
from a gold to a silver basis. In that event the example of Mexico will be 
brought home to our experience. Mexico floated from a gold to asilver basis as 
a log floats down stream. The United States, under similar conditions, would 
yield to the same resistless forces, although it may be a fully equipped vessel, 
steered by commercial intelligence and manned by an energetic crew. 

If silver circulation is provided in sufficient quantity for all our monetary 
uses, either by free coinage or by the manufacture of dollars under the act of 
9 or 5 the laws of commercial gravity will draw us down to the sil- 
ver level. A 

The paralysis which the use of silver causes in Mexican trade will then also 
affect our foreign and domestic commerce. Our production, distribution, and 
consumption will be ata perc ig Weshall be -e in the strug- 
gle for life in comparison with the chief European nations, n we afford to 


assume this burden? 
M. L. SCUDDER, In. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, if it is in order for me to 
offer some amendments now to the substitute, I desire to do so, and if 
necessary will ask that my amendments may be read first to see whether 
they would be in order. 

The SPEAKER. There is one amendment already pending to the 
substitute. No other amendments are in order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I desire to send up the amendments 
I wish to offer. - 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman can have them read as part of his 
remarks, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Very well. It will be the best part 
of my speech, I have no doubt. 

Amendment to section 2: 

“Amend by striking out the word may,’ in line 6, section 2, and insert in 
lieu thereof the word shall. 

Amendment to section 2: 

Strike out the word may, in line 11, section 2, and insert in lieu thereof the 
word shall.“ * 

Amendment to section 2: 


“Strike out from and including the word provided,’ in line 13 of section 2, to 
the end of said section.“ s 


Mr. Speaker, I opposed the adoption of the special order under which 
we are now considering this question for the reason that it does not al- 
low us to offer a free-coinage bill, either as an amendment or substitute, 
and deprives the members of this House of the opportunity of a direct 
vote upon a free-coinage bill; and yet a majority of this House are in 
favor of free coinage. 

Mr. Speaker, the subject under discussion is one in which all our 
people are very much interested, but more especially are the farmers 
of this country watching the action of their Representatives upon this 

uestion with the greatest anxiety. We have heard of late a great 
deal said about the present condition of the agricultural class. Rep- 
resenting. as I do an raring district, composed of intelligent, in- 
dustrious, and economic farmers, cultivating as fine land as can be found 
in the great valley of the Mississippi, and no doubt doing about as well 
as the average farmer of the country, I I can speak of the unfor- 
tunate condition of affairs which exists among the farmers to-day with- 
out any exaggeration. I regret to say it is not a healthy condition, 
and only those who have lived among the farmers during the past six- 
teen years and observed the great changes which haye taken place in 
their opportunities for making a living and paying their debts can 


count in our domestic affairs, weshall have our industrial ex: carried on 
under a money standard about fifteen points removed from the lish or set- 
tling-house standard. Our domestic values will rise and fall in relation to an 
entirely different standard. Can any one measure the deranging influence of 
this fact upon ourforeigntrade? But this ihdireet bres ambiguous adverse in- 
fluence is not all. In every settlement abroad we ll be at the disadvantage 
of eee our domestic money of account, silver, into English money of 
account, gold. And that this will always be at a charge to us is plain if we re- 
flect a moment. 
a * * * * * * 

“Weall know that trade turns . small percentages, and the larger the 
transaction the more influential is a fractional per cent. It follows, then, that. 
with silver the established money of aceount at home, our foreign trade will be 
prejudiced and restricted. It follows, also, that those who furnish products to 
go abroad must furnish them at a price somewhat less, and those who consume 
products brought from abroad must pay somewhat more, to make good the in- 
creased n for cost and risk in converting the unrelated standards of the 
two countries, It will give au increased profit to dealers in foreign exchange. 
It will force the importer to add an extra percent. to his otherwise selling price. 
It will make the exporter deduct a percen) trom his otherwise 8 
price. Who will suffer therefrom? The industrial classes who produce an 
consume the ex geable prod: ts 


ſorm an adequate conception of the distressing circumstances which 
many of them are in at the present time. ` 

Mr. Speaker, these people are beginning to realize that they have 
been oppressed by unjust legislation, and are now demanding relief at 
our hands. Sir, we can not afford to di rd the compints of these 
people; they are entitled to a hearing in this House. Upon the success 
and prosperity of our farmers depends very largely the growth and de- 
velopment of our country; their busy hands have transformed our 
country from a wilderness of timbered lands and wild prairies into 
productive fields gnd fruitful farms; their untiring labor and industry 
have made this Republic the garden spot of the world; their sweat and 
toil furnish daily food to our whole sixty-five millions of people and 
send large balances abroad to increase the wealth of our nation. 

When we recognize, as we must, the absolute dependence of all other 
classes upon the industry, energy, and success of the farmers, it does 
seem to me that they should have at least an equal share in the bene- 
fits of legislation, and that we should not fail to consider their rights 
and interests in legislating upon the question of finance now before 
this House. I have said the condition of the farmers is not a healthy 
one, nor do I believe the fault is theirs. I know the farmer, his wife, 
and children have been working hard to feed and clothe themselves 
and keep the creditor from their door, but in spite of all their sweat 
and energy the creditor has come and in many instances their home is 
gone. e 
I do not agree with those who claim that the farmer is suffering from 
an'overprođuction of crops; that he has been se industrious as to work 
himself into the poor-house. Yet, sir, in the midst of a most abundant 
harvest, with barns filled with wheat, corn, oats, and other agricult- 
ural products; with pastures covered with cattle, hogs, and other stock, 
we hear the same sad complaint of the farmer from every section of our 
country, and we see him forced to sell in that beautiful home market 
for which he has paid so dearly in the past many of the various prod- 
ucts of his toil at much less prices than it actually costs to produce 
them. 

In fact the great,staple, corn, has become so cheap that during the past 
winter many Western farmers have been burning it for fuel because 
it was cheaper than wood or coal. The average price of wheat in the 
New York market for the year 1873 was $1.67 per bushel; at the be- 
ginning of this year it was worth in the same market about 90 cents 
per bushel, a loss to the farmer who has a thousand bushels of Wheat 
to sell of $770, or 77 cents on every bushel, and the decline has been 
about the same in all the products which the farmer has to sell. Let us 
see if this is the result of overproduction. The increase in farm prod- 
ucts during the past ten years has not equaled our increase in popula- 
tion, and yet there has been a steady decline id the price of farm prod- 
ucts during that period. 

The average acreage of, wheat in this copntry from 1880 to 1884, in- 
clusive, a period of five years, was 37,721,343 acres, while the average 
acreage from 1885 to 1889, inclusive, a of five years, was 36,819,- 
442 acres; the average annual yield in bushels during the first five 
years was 463,973,117, while the average annual yield during the last 
five years was 435,179,000; the average export price during the first 
five years was $1.147 per bushel, while the average export price during 
the last five years has been 87.4 cents per bushel, a of over 27 cents 
per bushel. s 2 

The entire yield of wheat in this country in 1879 was 448,756,630 
bushels, and the average export price of wheat for that year was $1.33 
per bushel. In 1888 ouf total yield of wheat was 415,868,000 bushels, 
and the average export price of wheat for that year was 85,8 cents per 
bushel. In 1880 our total yield of wheat in this country was 498,549, - 
868 bushels, and the average export price for that year was $1.243 per 
bushel. In 1889 our total yield was 490, 560, 000 bushels, and the aver- 
age export price for that year was 89.7 cents per bushel. That is, the 
average export price of wheat was about 35 cents less per bushel in 1889 - 
than in 1880, although we had about 8,000,000 bushels less in 1889 
than we had in 1880 and our population was over 10,000,000 more. I 
have given two suceessive years at each period, soit can not be charged 
the prices in 1880 and 1889 were affected by the years immediately pre- 
ceding. Our yield as shown was less in 1888 than in 1879, and in that 
respect our market in 1889 had an advantage of the market in 1880. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I insist that these unreasonably low prices are not 
the result of overproduction, but have been brought about by unwise 
and unjust legislation. The fault is not with the farmer, except so 
far as he has failed to.do his duty at the ballot-box, but the fault has 
been right here at this Capitol, with the members of Congress. Nor 
will Ileave this declaration unsupported by authority. A careful ex- 
amination of the records of Congress for the past twenty-five years will 
disclose but very little legislation in the interest of the farmers and 
other laboring classes, while we find statute alter statute enacted in 
the interest of the manufacturer, the banker, and the bondholder. 
Let us briefly examine some of our financial legislation during the 
period to which I have referred. 

On account of our late warit suddenly became necessary to increase 
our volume of currency, to borrow money, and issue the bonds of our 
Government to secure its payment, Thelaw authorizing the issue of 
United States notes, commonly known as greenbacks, provided that these 
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notes should be lawful money and a legal tender for all debts, public 
and private, except duties on imports and interest on the public debt. 
The law authorizing the issue of these Government bonds provided that 
the interest of the bonds should be paid in coin, but allowed the prin- 
cipal to be paid in any lawful money. These bonds were purchased with 
greenbacks, or at greenback prices, and, according to law and every 
principle of equity, were payablein greenbacks or any lawful money. 

In 1868, Senator SHERMAN, in answering a letter upon this subject, 
said: . ‘ 

I think the bondholder violates his promise when he refdses to take the same 
kind of money he paid for the bonds. If the case is to be tested by law, I um 
right; if it isto be tested by Jay Cooke's advertisement, I am wrong. I hate re- 
3 ox anything like it, but we ought not to be deterred from doing what 

right by undeserved epithets. i 

In the face of the fact that many of these bonds had been bought 
with greenbacks when worth iess than 40 cents on the dollar, in March, 
1869, a Republican House, a Republican Senate, and a Republican Presi- 
dent passed the following law to increase the value of the bonds at the 
expense of the people: 

An act to strengthen the pubiic credit, 

Be il enacled by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Statcs of 
America in Congress asse ed, That in order to remove any doubt as to the pur- 
pose of the Government to discharge all just obligations to the public creditors. 
and to settle conflicting questions and. interpretations of the laws by virtue of 
which such obligations have been contracted, it is hereby provided and declared 
that the faith of the United States is solemnly pledged to the payment in coin 
or its equivalent ofall the obligations of the United States, not ring interest, 
known as United States n&tes, and of all the interest-bearing obligations ofthe 
United States, except in cases where the law authorizing the issue of any such 
obligations has expressly provided that the same may be paid in lawful money 
or other currency than gold and silver. X 

I have given all that part of the act which changed the character of 
our Government bonds and made them payable in coin. If, at the 
time these bonds wêre issued, one farmer had loaned another $100 and 
taken his note for it, without specifying any particular kind of money 
in which the note should be paid the holder of that note would have 
been required to accept greenbacks or any other lawful money in pay- 

“ment of such note, ese Government bonds did not specify in what 
kind of money they should be paid; hence the same principle of law 
would apply as in case of the note, and the Government had the right 
to pay them in any lawful money, including greenbacks as well as coin, 

reenbacks were considered good enough to pay the soldier for all 
his hardships, even for the very limbs which he left upon the battle- 
field, yet they were not good enough to pay the bondholder, although 
he had bought his bonds with that kind of money. Sir, it wonld have 
been much more appropriate to entitle that act An act to rob the peo- 
ple and enrich the bondholders, to strengthen the public creditors in- 
stead of the public credit.“ 

At the time this act was passed the amount of bonds it applied to 
was $2, 107,876,650. At that time a dollar in coin was worth $1.32 in 
United States notes, or greenbacks; hence to make the bonds payable 
in coin instead of greenbacks increased this part of our public debt 32 
per cent.; that is, 32 per cent. of $2,107,876,650, which was $647,520,- 
480. This act of legislation took from the pockets of the people and 

laced in the vaults of the bondholders $674,520,480, and all this un- 

ust burden has to be paid by the labor of the people. As I have al- 
ready stated, some of these bonds were bought with greenbacks when 
they were worth less than 40 cents on the dollar in coin. 

e money-lender could take $400 in gold, buy $1,000 in greenbacks, 
and exchange the greenbacks for a thousand-dollar Government bond, 
bearing 6 per cent. interest, payable in coin and exempt from taxation; 
that is, he got a thousand-dollar Government bond for $400 in coin, and 
when he received $60 on his thousand-dollar bond, he received 15 per 
cent. on his $400 originally invested, and this above taxes. Not only 
this, but by virtue of the national-bank act he could deposit his thou- 
sand-dollar bond with the Government, issue $900 in bank notes, or 


” black-backs, loan these to some Western farmer at 10 per cent., then he 


would receive on his $400, $60 interest from the Government, $90 in- 
terest on his bank notes; total interest received, $150, or 374 per cent. 
on his $400. And the act of March, 1869, required the Government to 
pay the bondholder $1,000 in coin for the bond that had cost him $400. 

Mr. Speaker, whatever sins the Democratic party may have to an- 
swer for in that final day, I am glad to know that its skirts are clear 
of that gigantic steal of 1869, for only one Democrat in either House 
of Congress voted for that unrighteous law. 

No wonder the bankers and bondholders have flourished under such 
legislation and no wonder the people have been crushed to the earth. 

On the 14th of July, 1870, the act to authorize the refunding of the 
public debt was passed. The act contains the following provision: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to issue, etc., bonds 
of the United States, etc., redeemable in coin of the present standard value, 

That is, gold or silver of the standard value of the United States on 
July 14, 1870. 

All our bonds for Government loans now outstanding, except our 3 
and 3%} per cent. bonds, were issued under this act and the bonds them- 
selves state upon their face that they are redeemable in coin of the 
standard value of the United States on July 14, 1870. Now, sir, in 
the face of that law and the provision contained in the bond itself who 
would insist that these bonds, both principal and interest, are not pay- 


able in silver as well as gold—silver dollars of 4124 grains, nine-tenths 
fine, for that was the standard on July 14, 1870? 

On the 12th of February, 1873,*the American Con to crown 
this infamous legislation; he act which demonetized silver, and 
so cunningly was that bill drawn that many members in either branch 
of Congress did not know that it contained a provision to suspend the 
coinage of the standard silver dollar, and even the President of the 
United States, it is said, several. months-after he had signed the bill, 
declared that he did not know that it suspended the coinage of silver. 
‘Lhe law contains sixty-seven sections, and is entitled An act revising 
and amending the laws relating to the mints, assay offices, and coin- 
age of the United States.“ I here give those parts of the law which 
accomplished the wicked work. 

Sec, 15. That the silver coins of the United States shall be a trade-dollar, a 
half-dollar or fifty-cent piece, a quarter-dollar or twenty-five-cent piéce, a dime 
or ten-cent piece; the weight of the trade-dollarshall be 420 grains; the weight 
of the half dollar shall be 12 grams (grammes) and one-half of a gram (gramme); 
the e and dime shall be respectively one-half and one-fifth the 
weight of said half-dollar; and said coins shall be a legal tender at their nomi- 
na! value for any amount not exceeding $5 in any one payment. 

Sec. 17. That no coins, either gold, silver, or minor coinage, shall hereafter 
be issued from the mint, other than those of the denominations, standard, and 
weights herein set forth. - 

Mr. Speaker, it should be remembered that the silver dollar of 371} 
grains of pure silver had been the dallar of the Constitution, the dol- 
lar of our fathers since 1792, over eighty years, and during all that 
time it was our unit of value, and while the weight of fine gold con- 
tained in the gold dollar was changed at different times the weight of 
pure silver contained in the unit dollar remained unchanged. On the 
vaT day the silver dollar was stricken down it was worth more than 
gold. : 

Whatever might have been the motives of those who secured the pas- 
sage of that unjust law which robbed the people of a part. of their con- 
stitutional money, the injurious effects it has bad upon the ple are 
plain. The honorable Secretary of the Treasury argues in bis report 
that as we had no silver dollars in circulation in this country in 1873 
the act of the United States suspending their further coinage had no 
effect in depreciating the value of silver. It is true there was but lit- 
tle coin, either gold or silver, in circulation in 1873, when silver was de- 
monetized. But if that act had not been passed and we had continued 


the free and unlimited coinage of silver, thereby creating a demand for 


all our silver as fast as it came from the mines, it is certain that this 
would have had a very great effect in keeping up the value of silver 
and preventing a depreciation. 

Up to this time the acts of European nations which demonetized sil- 
ver had not depreciated the value of our silver dollar; neither had the 
increase in the annual product of this metal. But as soon as wel 
lated out of use a part of our money, we @ncreased the demand for that 
which was left, and in this way have increased the value of gold, and 
that was the object and effect of the act which demonetized silver. If 
we had continued to coin standard silver dollars, they would have 
taken the place of a part of our gold, the use and demand for gold 
would have been less, and its value under such circumstances would 
not have appreciated, and farm products and other commodities would 
not have fallen to their present low prices, The direct effect of that 
act increased the value of gold, in which all our indebtedness then had 
to be paid, and to that extent enriched the bondholders and other 
creditors and increased the burdens of the tax-payers. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit that such legislation as I have referred 
to could have had no other than an oppressive effect upon the farmers 
and other laboring classes. In 1878 a law was which author- 
ized the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase not less than two million 
nor more than four million dollars’ worth of silver bullion per month 
and coin same into standard silver dollars of 4124 grains. which were 
made a legal tender for all debts, public and private. This still left a 
limitation upon silver and did not place it upon an equality with gold. 

As under this law only a limited amount wascoined and only alimited 
demand for our silver was created, the price of silver bullion continued 
to fall; whereas if it had been placed upon an equality with gold, so 
far as our laws could do so, if it had been admitted to free and unlim- 
ited coinage of money, no surplus of silver bullion would have accu- 
mulated, and the price of silver would not have been depressed by a 
supply exceeding the demand. Under the law of 1878 every Secretary 
of the Treasury has continued to purchase the minimum amount re; 
quired by law, being but $2,000,000 worth per month, thereby creating 
as little demand as possible for silver bullion, which helped to diminish 
its value. 

I insist that that was not a fair and equitable execution of the law. 
It is very clear that if the Secretary had purchased $4,000,000 worth 
of silver bullion per month, or even three millions, instead of two, 
thereby increasing the use and deniand for silver, he would have in- 
creased the value of silver bullion. There has been no complaint that 
the silver dollar when coined or silver certificate did not equal gold as 
money in any market in this country. You can always buy as much 
with a standardsilver dollar as you can with a dollar in gold, The only 
objection against silver has been that the value of the silver bullion, out 
of which the dollar is coined, has depreciated; then why have they 
not purchased and coined more of it under the present law, and in- 
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creased its value by increasing the market and demand for it? This 
is only one instance of the unfriendly and unfair treatment which sil- 
ver has received from the officers of the Government. We have already 
shown that all our bonds issued under the refunding act of July 14, 
1870, are payable in standard silver dollars as well as gold. 

The act of 1873 which suspended the coinage of the standard silver 
dollar did not affect the legal-tender character of those already coined, 
but the standard silver dollar. continued to be lawful and legal-tender 
money. Our 3} and 3 per cent. bonds have been issued under laws 
enacted since 1878, when both gold and silver coins were legal tender, 
and are payable in coin, gold or silver, of the present standard. Hence 
all our Government bonds now outstanding are payable in coin, gold or 
silver, of the present standard. Yet in the face of this law and equity 
the honorable Secretary of the Treasury, on page 50 of his report, says, 
and I give his exact language: 

Our bank currency is based upon United States bonds, the principal and in- 
terest of which are payable in gold. 7 

And in other parts of his report he speaks of the gold obligations of 
the Government. Now, I challenge the honorable Secretary or any of 
the supporters of his scheme upon this floor to point to a single line of 
law that makes any of the bonds of this Government payable in gold 
coin alone. They are payable in coin, and silver money is coin in our 
Constitution and in our laws, and when the Secretary of the Treasury 
makes a distinction between gold and silver in paying the interest on 
the bonds, which he is now doing, he does so without authority of law 
and in violation of every principle of equity. The bondholder is no 
better than the farmer or laborer and is entitled to no better money. 

This has been the practice of every Secretary of the Treasury since 
1878, and I shall have occasion hereafter to refer to the injurious effect 
that it has had upon the value of silver. I submit that under such 
limitations and restraints as these the silver dollar has not had an equal 
chance with gold since 1878, as claimed by some of the gold-bugs, and 
the very fact that the coined silver dollar under all this embarrassment 
has maintained itself at par with gold, while silver bullion was much 
below par, is evidence that silver could maintain its parity with gold 
if accorded the same advantages. = 

Mr. Speaker, the Secretary of the Treasury admits, in his report, 
that legislation upon the silver question is demanded, that it is neces- 
sary to use both gold and silver as money. It is true there are some 
who would suspend the coinage of silver and provide for no farther use 
of it as money, for the reason, as they claim, we have plenty of money 
without coining silver. And as an evidence that money is plentiful 
they say it can be had at a very low rate of interest, while the very 
fact that interest is low is an evidence that times are hard, money 
searce, and prices aredeclining. When money is plentiful, times good, 
and prices are rising, money seeks investments; but when times are 
close and prices of everything are falling, money is withdrawn from in- 
vestments and its holders, rather than invest it in property, which is 
constantly declining in value, would prefer to put it out on call ata 
low rate of interest, because under such conditions money is increasing 
in value much faster than anything else for which it could be ex- 
changed. The Secretary states substantially in his report that the un- 
limited use of both silver and gold as currency in this country is not 
ay all likely to produce more morfey than the welfare of the people re- 
quires. 

For reasons which I shall hereafter discuss, the honorable Secretary 
opposes the free coinage of silver and submits to this House a bill 
which he regards as the best plan for using silver as money. That bill 
with a few amendments made by the committee has been reported 
favorably to the House by a majority of the Committee, while two 
members of the committee—the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
and myself—have submitted a minority report, in which we recommend 
22 passage of a bill which provides for the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver. 

The Republican caucus afterwards adopted a substitute for the Win- 
dom bill, and we now have a second bill from the Republican caucus 
offered as a substitute. 

Let us fairly consider all the bills now before the House, including 
the last substitute offered by the Republican caucus, and pass the one 
which will give the greatest good to the greatest number. 

As the Windom bill is still before the House and as its most objec- 
tionable principle is retained in the substitutes offered by the Repub- 
lican caucus, I shall discuss it first. 

The bill presented by the Secretary of the Treasury, as amended by 
the committee, in brief provides that the owner of silver bullion, ores 
of the United States, or ores smelted or refined in the United States may 
deposit the same at any of the mints of the United Statesand receive 
Treasury notes therefor equal to the net value of the silver at the mar- 
ket price on the day of deposit, to be determined by the Secretary of 
the Treasury under such rules as he may adopt, based upon the lead- 
ing silver markets of the world: The notes issued shall be receivable 
for customs taxes and all public dues, and shall be redeemable in sil- 
ver bullion at its price on the day of redemption, or in gold at the op- 
tion of the Government or in silver dollarsat the option of the holder. 
That the silver bullion so deposited represented by notes which have 


or any other denominations ofsilver coin. The present act authorizing 
the coinage of standard silver dollars is repealed. This is the sub- 
stance of the bill. In discussing it I shall point out only what I re- 
gard as some of its leading objections. 

The first one is, it entirely eliminates from silver its monetary attri- 
bute and treats it as a mere commodity. It really demonetizes silver, 
gives us a single gold standard, and every debt, every bushel of wheat, 
corn, and all other products, even silver itself, must be measured by the 
gold dollaratits present high value. Without stopping to observe how 
much gold has appreciated or how much silver has depreciated in com- 
parison with all other commodities, the Secretary sees a difference in 
their value and undertakes to bring them together by leaving gold 
where it is and increasing the amount of silver in a dollar until it 
shall equal the present high value of gold. The honorable peas f 
in his report, makes the same mistake that all other advocates of a go: d 
standard make in assuming that gold has a fixed value; that the value 
of everything else changes, but the value of gold always remains the 
same. 

It must be remembered that the gold dollar has two values, its 
nominal or coinage value and its relative value or pi asing power. 
Its nominal value is considered when used in paying debts, but in all 
other transactions its relative value controls. Its nominal value is fixed, 
but its relative value changes. When we speak of the value of gold 
in this discussion we mean its relative value, for that is its true measure 
or purchasing power. $ 

Gold is always the same value in what respect? It is always the 
same value, in gold. In their efforts to prove that gold has a fixed 
value, the gold-bugs will say that 25.8 grains of gold .9 fine is always 
worth a gold dollar? Why? Because our mints are open to the free 
and unlimited coinage of gold at this ratio, that is, you can always have 
coined at our mints, free of charge, 25.8 grains of gold into a gold dol- 
lar, or can exchange it fora gold dollar. Now, is it strange that always 
at the same time and place one gold dollar should be worth another 
gold dollar? 

Does this prove that gold has a fixed value? Upon the same theory 
we might say one bushel of wheat is always worth another bushel of 
wheat of the same kind at the same time and place; that is, the value 
of wheat, valued in wheat, never changes, theretore wheat has a fixed 
value. If you open our mints to the free and unlimited coinage of 
standard silver dollars of 4124 grains, so the holder of silver bullion 
can have 412} grains of standard silver coined into a legal-tender dollar 
or exchange it for a legal-tender dollar, under such conditions 412} 
grains of standard silver will always be worth a silver dollar, and in 
that sense silver will have a fixed value. 

If it were true that gold had a fixed value, then you might destroy 
all the silver and paper money of the world, which is about two-thi 
and the value of gold would still remain the same, though it woul 
exchange for three times as much property as before. Then if you g 
further and destroy one-half the gold coin in the world, the value of 
a gold dollar would remain the same, though it would buy much more 
of all kinds of commodities than before. We must not misunderstand 
the meaning of value. When we speak of the value of a thing we do 
not mean its value—valued in itself—but its value in something else. 
Value is a relative term, and nothing has a fixed value. The value of 
a gold dollar depends upon what it will buy or exchange for in all other 
commodities. The value of money largely depends upon the amount 
of money in the country, compared with the demand for it. 

If money is scarce, and the demand forit great, its value will be high. 
If money is plentiful, and the demand for it less, its value will be 
lower. A thousand dollars in gold at a certain time and undercertain 
conditions might buy 80acres of good land, and the value of that gold 
in land is much higher than it would be at another time and under 
other conditions when the same thousand dollars would buy only 40 
acres of the same land. There has been no change in theintrinsic value 
of the gold or land, but there has been a change in their relative value. 
It would be unfair to say the whole change of value had been in the 
land and the value of the gold had remained fixed, and y 
when we find the value of the land has remained the same when valued 
in all other commodities, 

When we compare present gold prices with gold prices in 1872, be- 
fore silver was demonetized, we find the value of gold has increased 
not only when compared with silver, but its value has increased at 
least 40 per cent. when compared with wheat, corn, cotton, cattle, 
etc.; that is, a hundred dollars in gold will buy as much of all farm 
products, generally speaking, as $140 in gold would buy in 1872. 
While silver bullion has fallen in value since 1873, when compared 
with gold, it has not declined when compared with all other com- 
modities. While 371} grains of uncoined silver, the amount con- 
tained in a standard dollar, was worth but 72 cents in gold until the 
recent rise in silver, yet 371} grains of silver bullion is worth as much 
wheat, cotton, corn, or any other farm products now as it was in 1873; 
therefore, while the value of silver bullion has depreciated when com- 
pared with gold, it has not depreciated when compared with all other 
commodities. 

Now, in bringing gold and silver toa parity, why not bring the value 


been redeemed in gold or silver dollars, may be coined into silver dollars | of gold down as well as the value of silver up? Why leave gold atits 
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t high value, and add 28 cents to the present silver dollar to 

ing it up to the value of gold? Why increase the standard silver in a 
dollar from 412} grains to over 500 grains, which is done by the Win- 
dom bill? Why not bring the relative value of gold down to a parity 
with silver, wheat, corn, cattle, and other commodities by increasing 
our volume of silver dollars and silver certificates? They would take 
the place.of a part of our gold, diminish the demand for gold, bring gold 
down, and bring the prices of all commodities up. The people of this 
country are more benefited by a rise in the price of wheat, corn, and 
all products of labor than they are in the rise of gold. 

I repeat that the secret of the Secretary’s bill is to demonetize silver, 
reduce us to a gold basis, make gold the measure of all values, make 
all our Government bonds payable in gold, increase the value of the 
dollar with which all indebtedness has to be paid at least 28 cents. 
The more valuable a dollar is the more labor, wheat, corn, etc., it takes 
to obtain a dollar. Hence when you increase the value of our currency 
28 cents on the dollar, which the Windom bill seeks to do, you to that 
extent increase the burdens of the people who have all indebtedness to 
pay. The following is an estimate of the present indebtedness of our 
own country: 

Public debt, July 1. 1889... . . steige $1, 640, 673, 340. 23 
Debts of States and Territories, including all municipal debts.. 1. 263, 901,775.00 
Privata e canaiaoseass 15, 000, 000, 000. 00 

17, 904, 575, 115. 23 


It is impossible to give a correct estimate of the private debts, but 
pues who have investigated the subject have generally stated it ata 
arger amount than we have named. All these debts have to be paid 
in labor or the products of labor, whose value must be measured by 
the legal-tender dollar, which will be the gold dollar under the Secre- 
tary’s bill. When you increase the value of the measuring dollar with 
which these debts are measured 28 cents, you increase the indebted- 
ness of the people 28 cents on every dollar, and 28 per cent. of $17,904,- 
575,115,.23—our total indebtedness of all kinds is $5,013,281,031.20, 
and this is the amount of money the Windom bill would legislate out 
of the pockets of the debtor classes into the hands of the money-lenders, 
This would increase the indebtedness of the people of the United 
States about $83 per capita, and over $400 to every family of five persons. 
I believe it would be easier for the people to pay this indebtedness in 
standard silver dollars of 412} grains than it would in silver dollars of 
over 500 grains, and I am opposed to increasing the burdens of the 
people for the benefit of the bondholders and other creditors, as pro- 
posed by the Secretary’s bill. Again, Mr. Speaker, what effect would 
silver certificates issued under the Secretary’s bill have upon the $350,- 
000,000 of silver certificates and standard silver dollars now in ci - 
tion? A dollar noteissued under the Windom bill at the present price 
of silver would be worth or represent over 500 grains of standard silver, 
while our present silver-dollar certificate represents but 4124 grains of 


Standard silver. How would you expect these two certificates of un- 


equal value to circulate side by side at par? Would not the dollar 
note representing over 500 grains of standard silver depreciate the dol- 
lar certificate representing but 412} grains of standard silver, and would 
not the Government be forced to call in our present silver dollars and 
silver certificates and issue in their place Treasury notes under the 
Windom bill? Such would certainly be the result if the stamp of the 
Government in coining money and giving it legal-tender character adds 
nothing to its value, as claimed by the gold bugs, It must be remem- 
bered that the Treasury notes to be issued under the Secretary’s bill 
are not lawlul money, are not a legal tender, and are not redeemable 
in money. 

They are mere warehouse receipts to show a certain amount of silver 
bullion has been deposited in the Government warehouses. To under- 
take to use silver in this manner gives it no more the character of money 
than so much iron, copper, wheat, corn, or any other product deposited 
in the warehouses of the Government as security for such circulating 
notes, and the value of silver under such conditions would be as fluct- 
uating as other commodities subject to the various speculative rings 
that would at once be formed. You never can bring the value of two 
commodities toa fixed ratio. Their values change as conditionschange. 
Gold bullion is as much a commodity as silver bullion, and when you 
undertake to bring the value of gold and silver to a fixed ratio regard- 
less of the effect which coinage and legislation have upon their value, 
you will find it as impossible as to bring the value of iron and copper to 


u fixed ratio. 


Mr. Speaker, the people not only demand more money, but they de- 
mand good sound legal-tender money that will pay debts, and [am 
in favor of having the same kind of money for the farmer we have for 
the banker. I want to see the dollar of the plow-holder just as good 
as the dollar of the bondholder. 

Ifthe Windom bill is in the direction of free coinage of silver, how 
strange it is that the gold champions are giving it their earnest support. 
They say they are satisfied we will have to adopt the gold standard in 
the end and abandon silver, but they are anxious, they say, to try the 
experiment of the Windom bill and give silvera chance, and see whether 
it ean be brought to a parity with gold. What kind of chance do these 
liberal gentlemen propose to give silver under this new experiment, as 


they call it? About the same kind of a chance that the devil gives 
the sinner. They propose to cripple silver with limitations and unjust 
legislation, and then say if silver, under these burdens, can perform 
its monetary duty and maintain its parity with gold; that is, if the 
silver dollar can do as well, with the law and the administration of the 
law against it, as gold can with the law and the administration of the 
law in its favor, then we will remove the restraints from’ silver and 
place it upon an equality with gold, and this is what the gold-bugs call 
giving silver a fair chance. These gentlemen speak of the Windom bill 
as an experiment. Mr. Speaker, I do not think it is necessary for us 
to experiment with silver. I am opposed to embarking upon any un- 
known sea, Let us determine now whether we will continue to use 
silver as money or not, and if we do, let us coin and use it according 
to the Constitution, Let us pursue the same course so successfully fol- 
lowed by our fathers for nearly one hundred years, 

The Constitution provides that Congress shall have power to coin 
money and regulate the value thereof, and further provides that no 
State shall have the right to make anything else but gold and silver 
legal tender. Now, if Congress has the power to demonetize silver it 
has the power to demonetize gold, or both, and yet the Constitution 
provides that no State shall have the right to make anything else but 


gold and silver legal tender. Does not this look very much as if the 


founders of our Constitution intended that Congress should coin both 
gold and silver into legal-tender money for the States and the people. 

Many gold advocates claim that to coin money and regulate its value 
simply means to certify to the weight and fineness of a piece of gold 
or silver, and that the stamp of the Government which gives the coin 
a nominal value and the law which makes it a legal tender have no 
effect upon the value of the coin. If that were true every time the 
value of bullion changed a dollar would have to be made larger or 
smaller; that is, on one day when silver was of a certain value the 
Government would coin 412} grains of standard silver into a dollar; if 
silver should rise within the next year the Government would be re- 
quired to coin, say, 400 grains of silver into a dollar, and if silver should 
fall within the next two years the Government might be required 
to coin, say, 420 grains of standard silver into a dollar, and these 
three silver dollars, different in amount, would all have to circulate at 
par with each other to maintain a stable currency. No such absurd 
construction of our Constitution was ever intended by those who formed 
it. If to coin a silver dollar and regulate its value simply mean to 
certify to the weight and fineness of a piece of silver, and whatever 
else the law does has no effect upon its value, why is it that the 
trade-dollar stamped with a certificate showing it contains 420 grains 
of silver, nine-tenths fine, was worth but 80 cents, while the standard 
silver dollar of 412} grains was worth a dollar? Because the trade- 
dollar was not a legal tender and the other was. This was the only 
difference. ` 

The enemies of silver money insist that it is not right for the Gov- 
ernment to take 72 cents worth of silver bullion, coin it, and call it a 
dollar. These gentlemen make a mistake in assuming that silver bull- 
ion would remain at its present value after free coinage is established. 
Whenever our mints are open to the free and unlimited coinage of stand- 
ard silver dollars, so that the holder of 412} grains of standard silver 
can have it coined into a legal-tender dollar or exchange it for a dol- 
lar, he is not likely to sell that silver for 72 cents. But it is said the 
miners will be benefited by this operation. It should be remembered 
that while free coinage would increase the value of the silver bullion 
of the miner, it would also increase the value of all products, and for 
that reason the special benefits to the miner would not be as great as 
many would suppose. But even if the miners should gain some special 
benefits by free coinage, that is no reason for refusing to adopt it, pro- 
vided it would be for the general good of the people. 

The honorable Secretary of the Treasury, in his report, does not claim 
that we should suspend the coinage of silver because money is too plen- 
tiful, but because the value of silver bullion is so low that it gives our 
silver dollars a fictitious value and renders them unstable. If the Sec- 
retary’s desire is to increase the value of silver bullion, why has he 
not purchased $48,000,000 worth of silver bullion per year instead of 
$24,000,000 under the present law. If he had increased the demand 
for silver and made a market for $24,000,000 worth more than he has, 
does he not see that such would have increased the value of silver. The 
trouble is that every Secretary of the Treasury who has administered 
the present law has used his influenceto depress the valueof silver rather 
than advanceit. While the present law authorizes the Secretary of the 
Treasury to purchase silver at the market price, the records show that 
they have purchased it at lessthan the market price, requiring the seller 
of silver to make a deduction, thus using their influence to depress the 
value of silver, And so the present Secretary and his successors, under 
the Windom bill, allowed as they are to make their own rules by 
which they determine the market price, and required to allow the de- 

itor only the net market price, may require the holder of silver bull- 
ion to take less than the market price, deducting for transportation, 
etc. As the law does not compel the Secretary to buy, nor the holder 
of silver to deposit, except at his pleasure, the discretion of the Secre- 
tary may have considerable effect against the use of silver as money 


under his own bill. And we have no assurance as to what amount of 
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silver would be deposited under this bill; there is no inducement for 

the holder to deposit his silver with the Secretary of the Treasury if 

he can find a market more convenient. . 

On page 54 of his report the Secretary, in his argument against the 
further coinage of silver, says: 

As to the other propositions that increased coinage would enhance the value 

silver by absorbing the world's surplus product, it is a matter of grave doubt 
whether the purchase of an additional $2,000,000 worth of silver per month 
mes have the effect of materially and permanently increasing the price of 

ver. È 

Yet this same Secretary, when arguing his own proposition on page 
66 of his report, in stating the amount likely tobe deposited under his 
bill says: . 

From the above it will be seen that the annual surplus product of silver which 
would probably be deposited at the mints of the United States approximates 
$51,000,000 (coinage) value, corresponding to 39,445,312 fine ounces, worth at the 
present market price of silver (96 cents) 8757. 500. At the present price of sil- 
ver $14,000,000 will purchase 4,166,666 fine ounces, or for the year 50,000,000 fine 
ounces, an excess of 10,546,688 fine ounces above the estimated surplus. There 
is in fact no known accumulation of silver bullion in the world. 

I have given the exact language of the Secretary. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in his argument against free coinage, the Secre- 
tary claims that the purchase of $48,000,000 worth of silver per year 
instead of twenty-four millions would not have materially advanced 
the price of silver, yet, in another part of his report which I have just 
stated, he says that at the present price of silver, $37,786,500 would 
have purchased the entire surplus product of silver in the United States, 
thereby showing that if he had purchased a little over $3,000,000 worth 
of silver per month, he would have exhausted the supply, and if he 
had purchased four millions per month he would have made the de- 
mand for silver much greater than the supply, which would have ad- 
vanced the value ofsilver very much. If the honorable Secretary thinks 
that to have purchased $48,000,000 worth of silver per year instead of 
twenty-four millions would not have increased the value of silver, why 
does he make this statement on page 60 of his report, while enumerat- 
ing the merits of his bill? and this is his language: 


Third. By the utilization of silver in this way a market would be provided 
for the surplus product, This would tend tothe rapid advancement of its value 
until a point be reached where we can with safety open our mints to the free 
coinage of silver. 


He speaks of creating a market for the surplus product of silver un- 
der his bill and thereby increasing its value. Why has he not created 
a market for more silver under the present law by buying and coining 
more, and thereby increasing the value of silver? How passing. strange 
it is that the honorable Secretary is able to see that an increase in the 
market or demand for silver under his scheme would increaseits value, 
and not able to see that an increase in the market or demand for silver 
under the present law or under free coinage would increase the value 
of silver. He should not forget that what is sauce for the goose is 
sauce for the gander. 

Another argument advanced by the Secretary of the Treasury against 
the further coinage of silver is that it would drive all our gold out of 
the country. This same prediction of evil was made by the gold advo- 
cates in 1878, and has been repeated by them at every opportanity 
since. It was then claimed that even the coinage of $2,000,000 worth 
of silver per month would cause us to lose all our gold. Let us ex- 
amine the records and see if there is any cause for alarm from this 
source. The reports of the Secretary of the Treasury show that during 
the year 1877, while silver was demonetized, our exports of gold for 
that year were $26,590,374, while our imports of gold for the same time 
were $26,246,234, or $344,140 less than our exports. In 1888, after 

we had been coining and using standard silver dollars for over ten years, 

our annual export of gold for that year was $18,376,234 and our im- 
ports of gold for the same period $43,934,317, or our imports of gold 
over our exports for 1888 were $25,562,083. Our imports of gold from 
1878 to 1888, inclusive, have exceeded our exports of gold for the same 
period $234,192,846. 

Again, the report of the Secretary of the Treasury shows that on the 
Ist of March, 1878, when we began to coin standard silver dollars, 
there was in circulation in the United States gold coin $82,530,163; 
gold certificates, $44,364,100; total gold coin and gold certificates in cir- 
culation March 1, 1878, $126,894,263. On October 1, 1889, after we 
had coined nearly three hundred and fifty million standard silver dol- 
lars we had in circulation in the United States gold coin $375,947,715; 
gold certificates, $116,675,349; total gold coin and gold certificates in 
circulation on October 1, 1889, $492,623,060. That is, our gold coin 
and gold certificates in circulation have increased since March 1, 1878, 
to October 1, 1889, 8365, 728,797. Now, is not this driving gold out of 
circulation at a rapid gait? On the contrary, our volume of gold coin 
has increased as silver coin increased. Another charge which the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury makes against the further coinage of standard 
silver dollars, and one which the enemies of silver money consider of 
very great importance, is that the standard silver dollar will not circu- 
late, but they are only coined to be hoarded in the Treasury. Let us 
examine the reports of the Treasury upon this question and see the 


July 31, 1886, standard silver dollars coined, 235,643,286; net 
standard silver dollars in the Treasury “after deducting silver certifi- 
cates in circulation, 93,959,880; that is, on July 31, 1886, about 41 per 
cent, of our standard silver dollars were idle in the Treasury and not 
represented by silver certificates: On December 31, 1889, standard 
silver dollars coined, 349,902,001; net silver dollars in the Treasu 
after deducting silver certificatés in circulation, 5,585,427, or about ik 
per cent. To repeat, on July 31, 1886, silver dollars in the Treasury 
not in circulation, not represented by certificates, 93,959,880. On 
December 31, 1889, silver dollars in the Treasury not represented by 
silver certificates, 5,586,427. Does this not show that silver money 
in the form of silver dollars or silver certificates circulates better every 
year. 

Let us now compare the cireulation of silver with the circulation of 
gold. December 31, 1889, total gold in the Treasury, $313,818,941; 
total standard silver dollars in the Treasury, 288,535,500; gold cer- 
tificates in circulation, $122,985,889; silver certificates in circulation, 
$282,949,073; net gold in the Treasury not in circulation by certificates, 
$190,833,052; net standard silver dollars in the Treasury not in circu- 
lation by certificates, 5,586,427; idle gold in the Treasury, over $190,- 
000,000; idle silver in the Treasury, about $5,500,000. Is this not a 
pretty good showing for silver when compared with gold? In the face 
of these facts the honorable Secretary argues that silver money will not 
circulate, when his own reports show it circulates better than gold. The 
way the enemies of silver deceive the people upon this branch of the 
question is by continually stating and calling attention to the gross 
amount of standard silver dollars in the Treasury without explaining 
that on nearly every one of those silver dollars a silver certificate has 
been issued, has taken the place of the silver dollar, is in cireulation as 
the representative of the silver dollar, and the silver dollar is required 
by law to be kept in the Treasury to redeem the silver certificate. 

The people, on account of convenience, prefer to use paper money to 
coin. For convenience the law authorizes the issue of silver certifi- 
cates for silver dollars, but the silver dollar remains in the Treasury 
as the basis and security for the silver certificate, and the same is done 
with gold. Now, why does the honorable Secretary not tell us that 
gold will not circulate. I appeal to the Secretary of the Treasury and 
every enemy of silver upon this floor if this is not a very small and 
unfair argument against the further coinage of standard silver dol- 
lars. The standard silver dollar gives us our silver certificates, and 
these or circulate far better than gold; many people prefer 
them to gold. 

But the honorable Secretary says the United States can not success- 
fully open her mints to the free coinage of silver while England and 
some of the other European countries adhere to the gold standard, and 
he prefers to adopt some temporary measure until an international 
agreement can be reached. Sir, the enemies of silver have been talking 
aboutan international agreement on silver coinage ever since silver was 
demonetized, and we are no nearer an international agreement now 
than we were then. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my 
colleggue be allowed to conclude without limit. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, Mr. SPRINGER, asks 
unanimous consent that his colleague be allowed to conclude his re- 
marks without limit: Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I thank the Honse for 
this courtesy. Of course the enemies of silver are in favor of waiting 
for an international agreement, which they know is not likely to be 
reached and in that way they hope to postpone and defeat free coinage 
in this country. Ifthe United States in her infancy and poverty could 
adopt the free coinage of both gold and silver and continue them suc- 
cessfully for over eighty years, independent of England, why should 
she with her present sixty-five millions of people, with all her com- 
merce, wealth, and power hesitate and wait for England to take this 
step? Why not lead England rather than follow her? 

It must be remembered that England produces but about 7 per cent. 
of the annual product of silver in the world, while the United States 
takes from her mines about 45 per ceut. of the world’s product. Eng- 
land has to buy her silver; we produce ours at home. England is in- 
terested in keeping the price of silver down. We are interested in 
advancing it. If England can come to the United States, buy 371} 
grains of pure silver for 72 cents, take it to India and with it buy a 
bushel of wheat, which in India is worth 98 cents in silver, silver being 
standard money in India, in this way England gets her wheat from 
India for 72 cents a bushel, and thus forces the American farmer to sell 
his wheat cheaper. If we had free coinage and England had to pay $1 
instead of 72 cents for 371} grains of silver, her wheat in India would 
cost her more, and she would buy more wheat from the United States 
and less silver. It will be seen that our farmers are the chief sufferers 
from this process. Now, why should the United States wait for Eng- 
land to lead in changing this condition of affairs? But the United 


ea The following table is taken from statements and reports of | States would not be alone in using silver as money. 
e Treasury: 


The following table shows the number of people in the world who 
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use silver alone, those who use gold alone, and those who use both gold 
and silver, estimated from the population of 1880: 


SILVER-STANDARD COUNTRIES, 
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That is, over 900,000,000 Lee use silver coin as standard money, 
while but 97,000,000 have the gold standard, and silver coin is used 
also in the gold-standard countries. 

The Secretary of the Treasury and the advocates of his bill claim 
that the free coinage of silver at the old ratio of 16 to 1 is the result 
they seek to reach. How they expect to help bring about free coinage 
by ceasing to coin silver at all is what I fail to understand. They claim 
that we must first increase the value of silver before you establish free 
coinage, while we insist that free coinage itself will increase the 
value of silver bullion. There is no scheme that will increase the 
value of a piece of silver bullion so quick as the stamp of the Govern- 
ment, which converts it into a legal-tender dollar and gives it a new 
and additional use. While the Secretary’s bill may increase the value 
of silver it is not at all certain that it will increase the price perma- 
nently. 

It is said these Treasury notes will be as good as gold, because for 
each dollar of them you get a quantity of silver worth a dollar in gold. 
This is no evidence that these notes will answer all the purposes of 
gold. They are not a legal tender, they are not redeemable in legal- 
tender money, you can not pay a debt with them if a creditor refuses 
to take them. The bankers, the bondholders, and other money or- 
ganizations may combine against these notes, refuse to take them, de- 
mand gold, and thereby increase the value of gold by increasing the 
demand for it, and this would depress the value of silver. The Win- 
dom bill places the value of silver in the hands of the speculators, who, 
by combinations and corners, may advance it or depress it according to 
their own selfish desires, After acquiring a large number of these 
notes they might by some scheme depress the value of silver, and 
while silver is low present their notes for redemption, and then advance 
silver and present their silver for Treasury notes, and continue to 
speculate off of the Government. You thus leave it to these money 
powers to say whether we shall ever have free coinage of silver under 
the Windom bill. 

Mr. Speaker, the people are not so much interested in increasing the 
price of silver as they are in increasing the price of all the products of 
labor. What they want is more standard legal-tender money, not 
warehouse receipts or promissory notes, but money that will pay debts. 

Mr. S. er, the report of the Secretary of the Treasury states that 
the total volume of money of all kinds in circulation in this country 
is $1,426,104,391, which is about $22 per capita. It is safe to say 
the amount in actual circulation is much less. Of this sum about 
$130,000,1100 consists of national-bank notes, which are being with- 
drawn veryrapidly. Over $37,000,000 were withdrawn lastyear. When 
we take into account the contraction of our currency from the with- 
drawal of national-bank notes and the increase of our population and 
the rapid development of the country it is evident that, in order to 
even maintain present prices and to prevent products from falling still 
lower than what they are, it will be necessary for us to iverease our 
volume of money from some source about $50,000,000 a year. 

The best authority upon the subject states that the annual product 
of gold is nearly all consumed in dentistry and in the arts, and that 
not to exceed $15,000,000 is left to the entire world for coinage pur- 
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„ and of this but a very small portion should be allowed for the 
nited States; hence we can not hope to increase our volume of money 
from gold. We must then takeeithersilver or paper. It is estimated 
by those who have carefully investigated the subject that the world’s 
annual product of silver is about $140,000,000, a considerable portion 
of which is used in the arts. That left for coinage must be distributed 
among all thecountries using silver coin, which countries I have already 
stated. It is generally estimated by those who have given the subject 
careful study that if we should adopt free coinage not more than $50,- 
000,000 per year would come to our mints, and this is corroborated by 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury. Such an increase would 
not be inflation, but, as I have stated, that amount will be required to 
keep prices from falling still lower than they are. We need both gold 
and silver as money. With both metals in use the volume and value 
of money are not so easily changed. ‘The presence of one helps to regu- 
late the value of the other. Thestrong opposition to silver during the 
last seventeen years has come from the bankers and bondholders and 
has had much to do in depressing its value. 

Now, sir, I am opposed to allowing these parties to profit by their 
own wrong. I am op to experimenting with silver any longer. 
Let us return to the requirements of the Constitution and pursue the 
old plan which our fathers followed for nearly a hundred years, and 
during all that time the silver dollar was the best of money. Let us 
repeal the infamous law of 1873 and give back to the silver dollar all 
the monetary functions and governmental sanction which it had before 
that law was passed. That is all the bill presented by the minority 
proposes to do, simply to repeal the law of 1873, and every member 
upon this floor who opposes the free coinage of silver to that extent 
defends the outrageous law which demonetized it. 

It is argued by the gold advocates that it would be to the interest of 
the laboring man to reduce our currency to a gold basis, so he would 
be paid in dollars of the greatest value. Sir, you contract the cur- 
rency of this country to a gold basis, make money scarce and times hard, 
so the laborer can get but four days’ employment a week, instead of 
six, at 50 cents a day instead of a dollar, and it will be a very poor 
consolation to him in such distressing times to tell him he is paid in a 
sound currency. The laborer would prefer good times, work six days 
in the week at a dollar a day, paid in silver dollars or silver certifi- 
cates, which will buy in any of our markets as many of the necessa- 
ries of life as gold. ' 

It is very amusing indeed to hear these money lords and their rep- 
resentatives on this floor contending for a contraction of the currency 
to a gold basis in the interest of labor. These money kings while try- 
ing to feather their own nests appear in the garb of virtue as the spe- 
cial champions of the poor farmer and laborer. How safe and secure 
would be the fortunes of the farmers and laborers of this country while 
thus guarded by the very men who have been robbing them of their 
earnings for the last twenty-five years? Sir, it is like the wolf guard- 
ing the lamb,.or the fox guarding the hen-roost, and the people so 
understand it. 

The best times for everybody, unless it is the money-lender or per- 
sons with fixed incomes, is when money is plentiful, times good, and 
prices gradually rising. Then the farmer is encouraged to produce as 
much as possible, will employ more hands on his farm and laborers are 
thereby benefited. Men with money are willing to invest it in man- 
ufacturing, building, railroads, and other various enterprises, while 
prices are rising. This creates new fields and new demands for laborers, 
and thus increases their wages and gives them more employment. 

So long as the silver dollar and silver certificates will buy as much 
in any market in this country or go as far in paying a debt as the gold 
dollar, we need not be afraid of having too many. We never had any 
money that circulated better or gave the people more general satisfac- 
tion our present silver certiticate, and as it takes the place of and 
represents the silver dollar the statement that the silver itself does 
not circulate is a gruundless argument. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, a few words in regard to the Républican caucus 
bill proposed as a substitute. Let this much be said for it, that it 
is of exclusively Republican. paternity. The Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures have had no opportunity to consider it, and 
members on this side of the House have had no opportunity to see it. 
It therefore comes here fresh from the hands of a Republican caucus. 
Consideration by the committee, however, would have been useless, as 
the Republican members on the committee were pledged, no doubt, to 
support the bill just as it came from the Republican caucus. The Re- 
publican caucus took this subject away from the House and its com- 
mittee; they were unwilling that a majority of the people’s Representa- 
tives should legislate upon this important question. 

The Republicans had said early in the session that they wished to 
adopt rules by which a majority could legislate, and now they propose 
by the aid of a party caucus that less than one-third of the members 
of this House shall force through here a bill on the silver question 
which three-fourths of the sain of this country are opposed to, and 
which could not receive the voluntary support of one-third of the mem- 
bers upon this floor if they were left free to vote their own convictions 
or the sentiments of their districts. The caucus bill, so far as it per- 
tains to the silver question in brief, provides that the Secretary of the 
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Treasury shall buy four and a half million dollars’ worth of silver 
each month at the market price and issue in payment therefor Treas- 
ury notes, which Treasury notes areredeemable in coin oron demand of 
the holder may be redeemed withsilver bullion at the market price at 
the option or discretion of the Secretary. Such Treasury notes are a legal 
tender for all debts, except when the contract otherwise provides, are 
receivable for customs, taxes, and all public dues, and when so re- 
ceived or when redeemed in coin they may be reissued. I repeat that 
the Committee on Coinage has had no opportunity to consider this bill, 
but I think I have been able to observe one very serious objection to 
this caucus substitute, which of itself is enough to condemn the bill 
in the mind of any member who in good faith favors the use of silver 
as money. It is that provision which authorizes the Secretary of the 
to redeem the Treasury notes with silver bullion. 

I have offered an amendment striking out the provision to which I 
have referred, but under the special order adopted by the majority we 
will not be allowed to vote on that amendment. If the bill passes 
with that proviso in it, I insist the Secretary of the Treasury can com- 

ly with the law without increasing our currency from this source 
55,000,000 a year, and in fact without any increase at all. 

When the bill becomes a law, some silver syndicate can purchase 
_ four and a half million dollars worth of silver bullion and during the 
first month present it to the Secretary of the Treasury and receive 
Treasury notes. Before the Secretary is required to make another pur- 
chase, this syndicate can return to the Treasury its Treasury notes, 
and receive the four and a half million dollars’ worth of silver, and when 
the time comes for the second month’s purchase, they can again present 
their four anda half million dollars’ worth of silver for Treasury notes, 
and they may continue this process from month to month and year to 
year, thereby defeating the purchase of silver or any increase of our 
currency from this source, yet the Secretary would be complying with 
the law. 

While this is an extreme case, we have had some very extreme Sec- 
retaries of the Treasury and may have them in the future. It is enough 
to know that this provision would allow the Secretary to pursue the 
vicious course I have suggested from the smallest to the greatest ex- 
tent. 

The fact that this provision is in the bill and the enemies of silver 
insist in keeping it there is evidence that they intend to use it against 
silver. The present Secretary believes these notes should be redeemed 
in silver bullion, that it would make them a better currency. Now, 
why might he not follow his own judgment if given the discretion to 
do so? 

But, Mr. Speaker, to state a case less extreme: Suppose a syndi- 
cate is formed for the purpose of purchasing silver for other countries 
through the Treasury of the United States; suppose England desires to 
buy $15,000,000 worth of silver, she can collect that amount ot 
these Treasury notes, present them to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and receive that amount of silver bullion. This amount of Treasury 
notes is withdrawn from circulation, are not reissued, our currency to 
that extent is contracted, and the silver goes to England. Other for- 
eign demands for silver may be supplied in the same way, and what- 
ever amount of silver necessary to supply this foreign demand, whether 
twenty million or fifty million ounces, would have to be deducted 
from the $54,000,000 of our annual purchase, and the net balance 
would show the amount of silver which would be used to increase our 
currency, which might be five million or fifty million dollars. Cana 
bill which promises such uncertain results receive the support of a ma- 
jority of this House? 

I know what the defense is to this provision. It will be insisted 
that this provision is only to be used at the discretion of the Secretary, 
and that he will not use itexcept when in his judgmentit is necessary, 
But his judgment may not always be in the interest of the people. 
We have had some experience with the discretion of Secretaries of the 
Treasury in the past, and we know they have always exercised it against 
silver. As I have already shown, under the present law it is in the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase not less than 
$2,000,000 nor more than $4,000,000 worth of silver bullion per month 
for coinage, and with that discretion every Secretary of the Treasury 
since the law was passed in 1878 has purchased the least amount re- 
quired by law. It is in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay ont silver or gold coin as interest on our public debt, and 
every Secretary since 1878 has been paying this interest in gold only, 
thereby using his discretion to discredit silver. 

I shall never give a bill my support which places so much power and 
control over our currency in the hands of one man. If placing silver 
in the Treasury under this bill has the effect to monetize it, the Secre- 
tary should not be authorized to dispose of itas a mere commodity, and 
thereby demonetize it at his discretion. When it becomes money, let 
it remain money. Such discretion is to be used only on the demand of 
the holder of such Treasury notes, and he will only make such demand 
when it would be to his interest and against the interest of the Govern- 
ment to have such notes redeemed with silver bullion, that is, such 
discretion, when used at all, would be used against the interest of the 
Government. 

Another objection to the substitute is in line 6, section 2, where it 
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provides that the Treasury notes redeemed in coin may be reissued. 
It does not provide they shall be reissued, but leaves it to the discre- 
tion of the Secretary to reissue or withdraw them from circulation. 
A similar objection occurs in line 11 of the same section, where it is 
provided that the Treasury notes received for customs, taxes, and other 
public dues may be reissued; again leaving it to the discretion of the 
Secretary whether such notes shall be reissued or withheld from cir- 
culation. These objections show how skillfully this bill has been 
drawn to demonetize silver and show how likely we are to be deceived 
and disappointed if we adopt some new and untried experimentin lieu 
of free coinage. I have endeavored to amend the bill by striking out 
the word ‘‘may’’ at the places I have stated and inserting the word 

shall.“ 

It is true, Mr. Speaker, the substitute makes these Treasury notes a 
legal tender for all debts, except where otherwise provided by the con- 
tract. But, sir, they are not a legal tender for the payment of the in- 
terest and principal of our bonds. Our bondholders must be paid in 
coin, and when you stop the coinage of silver it makes it n to 
pay them in gold alone. These Treasury notes are a legal tender among 
the common people, but not for the bondholders. 

Mr. Speaker, the Windom bill and substitutes offered by the Repub- 
lican caucus are wrong in principle, and no number of amendments 
will make either equal to a free-coinage bill in my judgment. I have 
already said that our farmers feel a special interest in the free coinage 
of silver. It must be remembered that in large cities, where banks 
are plentiful and deposits have a multiplied use, much of the business 
is transacted by the use of checks and other substitutes for money, 
while in agricultural districts the small dealings of farmers are carried 
on in money and require the actual presence and use of money in the 
trade. Hence a contraction of the currency is more quickly and se- 
verely felt among the farmers. Money is the life-blood of the nation, 
and what we want is more of this life-blood in circulation. 

Let us pass the bill offered by the minority; open our mints to the 
free and unlimited coinage of standard silver dollars; issue silver cer- 
tificates to take the place of, and circulate instead of, the silver; make 
those certificates a legal tender for alldebts, public and private; let the 
national banks pass out of existence and the Government control the 
currency of the country; require the Secretary of the Treasury to make 
no further distinction between gold and silver coin in paying the in- 
terest and principal of our public debt. It will then be to the inter- 
est of these money-kings to maintain the value of the silver dollar, and 
when you get this power and the influence of the Government in favor 
of the silver dollar instead of against it, you will see silver appreciate 
to a parity with gold. 

Now, I appeal to the sons of Jeffersonian Democtacy on this side of 
the Chamber to stand by the money of the Constitution; stand by that 
principle of Democracy which believes in legislation that will give the 
greatest good to the greatest number; and I appeal to the members on 
the other side, whose oppressed people are demanding the free co 
of silver, not to follow the advice of their enemies, but to stand by the 
interests of their constituents. Sirs, it will be no answer for you tosay 
to the people of your respective districts that you voted for the Win- 
dom bill or the bill of the Republican caucus because it was the best 
you could get. 

If a few members on that side of the House will join this side in an 
effort to get a vote on a free-coi bill and every Representative 
upon this floor will yote the sentiment of his constituents, it will pam 
this House by a good majority, will pass the Senate, and become a law - 
unless vetoed by the President. Nor will it be any excuse for you to 
say that the President would have vetoed such a bill. If we it we 
shall have discharged our duty, and if the President vetoes it the re- 
sponsibility will be with him, and not with us. If the Republican 
Representatives from the West will examine their national platform 
upon this question they will find there is no party obligation which 
requires them to disregard the wishes and interests of their constitu- 
ents in order to support the sentiments ot a Republican caucus. They 
are under no partisan obligations to sacrifice at the dictate of a Repub- 
lican machine the rights of the people who sent them here. 

Ihave no doubt that the Kansas corn-burners would prefer a free- 
coinage bill passed by the aid of Democratic votes rather than accept 
this vicious and unsound measure fresh from the hands of a Republican 
caucus, 

Mr. Speaker, as to those members on the other side of the House 
who represent agricultural districts and people, who are anxious for the 
free coinage of silver, I confess I have some curiosity to see whether 
their devotion to the interest of their constituents is stronger than their 
devotion to the honorable Secretary of the Treasury and his Administra- 
tion. Of those whom I know personally I believe they will preter to 
stand by the people they represent. : 

Now, Mr. Speaker, anxious as I am for the passage of a free-coin- 
age bill and confident as I am of the good effects it will have upon the 
country, I would not flatter the farmers and other laboring classes that 
the passage of such a bill will give them all the relief to which they are 
entitled and which they so greatly need. I do not lose sight of other 
causes which are operating the farmers witha heavy hand. The 


unjust tariff laws which allow certain manufacturers in this country to 
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take from the earnings of the farmers and other consumers large boun- 
ties every year without consideration, under the pretense of taxation, 
have not failed to bring their annual burdens upon the people. Trusts, 

bling boards, and other evils have all brought their tributes of mis- 
fortane. I would not claim that the free coinage of silver is a cure for all 
these ills. Yet, Mr. Speaker, I believe it is a step in the right direction, 
and I shall give it my hearty support, with the hope that it will give 
some relief to the farmers and other laboring elasses and tend to re- 
store our people to those prosperous and happy times of former years. 
[Great applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I regard the question under 
consideration as the most important one to come before this Congress. 
The question as to how this measure will affect the producers of silver or 
the owners ofsilver bullion is local; but, while this feature of the question 
is local, the result of our acts or the result of any measure that may be 

ed by this House is national, affecting every citizen of the United 
tates. There is no other measure likely to come before this House that 
can affect all the people of the country as this measure will. Thereforeit 
is a measure that should be considered with great care and honesty of 
purpose, and entirely without reference to how it may affect certain 
localities, with solicitude only as to its effect upon the country at large. 
I do not approach the consideration of this subject as one of the Repre- 
sentatives of the State whose commission I am proud to bear, but as a 
Representative of this great nation; and I shall endeavor to consider 
it in the interest of the greatest number of people of the country. 

Thereare two bills reported from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, a majority and a minority report; and I first desire you 
to examine with me and see how far the two measures agree and where 
they separate and why they separate. First, they both agree that the 
measures now providing for adding to the circulating medium in this 
country do not keep pace with the increase of population and the 
growth of business; second, that the silver produced in this country 
shall be taken by the Government and Treasury notes or silver certifi- 
cates issued for the same; third, the bill reported by the majority 
makes provision for coining all the silver into standard silver dollars 
that may be necessary to redeem the Treasury notes issued in purchase 
of silver, dollars of 4124 grains and legal-tender. 

The bill reported by the minority provides for the coinage of all sil- 
ver that may be brought to the Government into the same kind of sil- 
ver dollars and issuing Treasury notes or silver certificates for it: so 
there is but little difference between the two propositions in this re- 
spect, the difference being in favor of the majority report, as all per- 
sons agree that it is impossible to put more than a limited amount of 
silver dollars into actual circulation and that the only way to utilize 
it as money is in the form of a silver certificate or Treasury note, leav- 
ing the silver on deposit with the Government. Therefore it would 
seem to be unnecessary to incur expense in the coinage of more of these 
silver dollars thanare needed for the redemption ofthe notes. Fourth, 
the bill reported by the majority provides for the purchase by the Gov- 
ernment of $4,500,000 of silver a month, to be paid for in legal-tender 
Treasury notes, which is intended to consume the product of the silver 
mines of the United States. 

The bill re by the minority provides that the Government shall 
take all the product of the silver mines of this country and issue cer- 
tificates upon it, which is virtually a purchase. Therefore, the meas- 
ures substantially agree up to this. The bill reported by the majority 
provides that the Government shall purchase this silver at its value in 
the markets of the world, which now is about 75 cents on the dollar. 
The minority bill provides that the Government shall take it at 100 
cents on the dollar, regardless of its market value. Therefore, the 
two measures separate at this point. 

Let us examine the two now and see which is the honest measure 
and which is in the interest of the greater number of people. The Gov- 
ernment has been purchasing $2,000,000 worth of silver per month since 
1878 on the principles embraced in the majority bill—that is, at the 
value of silver in the markets of the world—and has now as profit from 
that purchase over $50,000,000 in the Treasury. This $50,000,000 is 
now the property of all the people of this country. Each man has an 
interest in this accumulation of money. Had we been taking this 

-Silver on the principles embraced in the minority bill, a few rich mine- 
owners, instead of the people of the country, would have had this 
money; and at the present value of silver, if the majority bill should 
become a law, the saving to the people would amount to from ten to 
fifteen million dollars a year. If the minority measure should be 
adopted, this money would all go into the hands of the rich silver syn- 
dicatés, whose hardships the benevolent members of the minority are 
striving to soften, } 

I cannot understand why any member upon this floor who does. not 
represent a silver-mining constituency should support the bill reported 
by the minority. I know it is contended by some that a great wrong 
was committed, some time in the past, when silver was demonetized. 
This may be so; but we are not here to redress the wrongs of the past 
by committing another wrong. We are not here to legislate for the 

but for the future. We are here to legislate under the light of 
y for the benefit of our constituents in future. 

I know of no reason why the silver producer should have preference 

to the farmer who grows wheat. I know of no reason why the Gov- 


ernment should purchase the product of the silver mine at 100 cents 


when it is worth only 75 cents; and if the minority bill should become 
a law, then Congress should pass an act to compel the Government to 
N wheat at $1 a bushel when the value of it was only 75 cents. 
uch a law would be far preferable, as it would be in the interest of 
the great masses; while the bill reported by the minority is in the in- 
terest of only a few mine-owners and all benefits derived under the 
minority’s bill would go to the pockets of these few millionaires. 

If I were not familiar with the history of the Democratic party I 
should be very much surprised at its support of a measure of this kind. 
It is loud in its denunciation of trusts and corporations and national 
banks and all money institutions. But those who are familiar with 
its past history know that this is only sound and is issued for home 
consumption, to delude its followers; and when we come to any action 
the Democratic party is found on the side of these wealthy institutions, 
as in this case. If the minority bill should become a law it would be 
the most outrageous ever put upon the statute-books, and the title of 
it should be changed so as to read: An act to take annually from the 
public Treasury about $14,000,000 for the benefit of the silver syndi- 
cates, as this would be its effect. 

My friend from Missouri, the author of the minority report, tells us 
that what he wants is more money. Under the provisions of the bill of 
the majority there will be added to the circulation filty-four millionsa 
year in legal-tender Treasury notes, which will have behind them for 
their redemption silver bullion bought at the market price of the world 
and the Government behind that, so that no safer currency can be put 
into circulation. I agree with my friend from Missouri that if the bill 
reported by the minority should become a law and the price of silver 
remain where it is, it would increase the cireulation from ten to fitteen 
millions beyond this; but how wonld this increase be made? It would 
be made simply by giving the silver syndicates this ten or fifteen mill- 
ions, for which we receive nothing. 

It is a new way of benefiting the people to give away the Treasury 
notes of the Government, or, in fact, the notes of the people; a new way 
of lessening the load of my friend’s heavily mortgaged farmer constit- 
uents that he tells us about so often, by putting an additional mort- 
gage on their farms, as this ten or fifteen million dollars given away 
annually to these rich syndicates would be a mortgage upon every 
piece of property in the country and each piece would be held for 
it till the Treasury notes were paid. This certainly is a new mode of 
financiering, original, never thought of in past ages. Think of it !— 
bettering a man’s condition by increasing his debts; encouraging the 
tiller of the soil, whose fields, as in the verse of Wordsworth, are al- 
ready laden with other burthens than the crops they bear, by lessening 
his small income. If this new principle, that we benefit the people 
by plunging them in debt, is correct, we should give away a billion dol- 
lars at once. It is plain, Mr. Chairman, that the concocters of this 
minority report have unbounded faith in the gullibility of their con- 
stituents, 

I am not surprised at the great opposition made by my friend from 
Missouri and by his Democratic colleagues at the attempt made by this 
House to substitute an act for the coinage act of 1878, as that act is the 
only one favored by the Democratic party that has been put upon the 
statute-book for more than a quarter of a century which has been of any 
benefit to the people of this country. It is the only offspring they have 
to show for their labors in both ends of the Capitol that has got beyond 
infancy; and, therefore, I say that Iam not yor sige at their great op- 
position to the displacement of their sickly child by a fall grown and 
legitimate son of a broader justice. 

The claim of the minority that the substitution of the majority silver 
bill for the act of 1878 demonetizes silver is a claim that cannot be 
substantiated on this floor, and I cannot believe that any member on 
this floor thinks so, for a moment’s examination of the bill reported 
by the majority should convince him of the utter folly of such a posi- 
tion; and I pity any member who represents a constituency that he 
must feed on such thin diet as this. As the bill reported by the ma- 
jority provides for the coinage of the old standard legal-tender silver 
dollar of 412} grains in sufficient quantity to redeem all the Treasury 
notes, the Treasurer would be compelled to coin and to keep in the 
vaults of the Treasury enough of these legal-tender silver dollars to be 
ready at any time to redeem all the Treasury notes that might be pre- 
sented. 


Now, on what grounds or on what line of reasoning can any man 
claim that this bill demonetizes silver? As the prophet Job says: How 
long will ye speak these things? and how long shall the words of your 
mouth be like a strong wind?” Iam weary of their much talking. 
This bill does nothing of the kind. It simply substitutes a silver-coin- 
age law that will take in all the product of the silver mines of this 

country, which is to be four or five millions a month, for a 
coinage law that takes but two millions a month. To any man, sir, 
who is not controlled by a silver-producing constituency or whose men- 
tal and moral vision was not blighted by the baleful influence of Dem- 
ocratic principles, this law would seem to go as far as possible in the 
other direction. 

The minority admits in its report that of the $355,000,000 of silver 
that has been coined under the act of 1878 the Government has not been 
able to put into circulation $60,000,000 up to this date, although the 
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Department sends the coins free of charge to any person who 
applies. The balance is represented by silver certificates: so there is 
no way to utilize this silver, as admitted by the minority and as shown 
by the facts, but by a silver certificate or Treasury note issued by the 
Government, the Government retaining the silver in its vaults, By 
this admission my Democratic friends agree that there is no necessity 
for the expense of coining this silver, as the coins are not needed by the 
dear people who send them here to retard legislation by their patriot- 
ism. There are now in the vaults of the Treasury over 300,000,000 
standard legal-tender silver dollars that can be drawn out by any per- 
son presenting silver certificates: so I can not see the necessity of con- 
tinuing this coinage at great expense. 

The argument of the minority is based almost entirely upon the po- 
sition that the bill reported by the majority demonetizes silver, which 
Position, as I have attempted to show, is not tenable, as under the pro- 
visions of the majority bill the Government will be compelled to coin 
all the silver purchased into standard legal-tender dollars, if they are 
needed. The only difference is that the Government will not be com- 
pelled to coin them unless they are needed; whilst under the bill re- 
ported by the minority it will be compelled to coin them, when every 
person in the country of any intelligence knows that they will not be 
needed, as but few persons want a silver dollar when they can get a sil- 
ver certificate or a Treasury note. So the foundation of their argument 
fails, and the only thing thatis left of their position is whether the Gov- 
ernment shall pay the wealthy silver syndicates 100 cents on the dol- 
lar for their silver when it is not worth more than 75. 

Who can claim that this would be in the interest of the great mass 
of the people? Is it possible to believe that the people will favor a 
measure of this kind? I desire to have adopted a measure which will 
continue the double standard, providing for the use of gold and silver 
as a circulating medium, and have a tendency to bring the two met- 
als together in value at the earliest possible time without violatin 
all the principles of sound financiering. This I am satisfied this bil 
will do; therefore, I give it my heartiest support. I do not intend to 
go into a discussion to show how many nations are using silver and how 
many are not using it, nor how long silver hus been used as a medium 
of exchange by the people. 

This is history that is familiar to almost every person; and as we are 
not legislating for other nations or for past ages, but for the people of 
this country and for the future, I have endeavored to confine my re- 
marks to the question how these measures will aftect the people of this 
country. Asan evidence that we should not be governed in our action 
upon this measure by the action of other countries or the uses that 
other countries have made of silver in past centuries, I will name some 
of the things that have been used as money in the past: Gold, silver, iron, 
copper, brass, glass, tin, lead, codfish dried, dried fish, salt, seal-skins, 

cloth, rice, cotton cloth, leather, shells, bone, coal, cocoa beans, 
linen, whisky, tobacco, cattle, tenpenny nails, turnips, potatoes, and 
human beings—human beings at about $14 a head. Corn was used in 
Massachusetts and Maryland, and also tobacco in Maryland; tenpenny 
nails in Scotland and North Carolina, and also whisky in part of North 
Carolina. So you will see very readily that it will not do for us to be 
governed by past ages; but, as I have said before, we must legislate 
under the light of to-day. 

I am well aware that in the examination of this question we have to 
take into consideration the products of the silver mines and the uses 
made of silver in this and other countries; but for many years this 
country has been exporting twenty millions of silver a year that has 
gone into use in other countries. If this bill should become a law we 
would stop exporting silver, as the Government would take all the 
product of the mines of this country. This could not but affect the 
price of silver in the markets of the world and would gradually and in 
a short time bring gold and silver to an equal value. This is what I 
think to be for the best interests of the people of this country; and it is 
sound financiering, doing justice to all 51 violence to none. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, the foremost question in the files of 
publicattention to-day, coextensive with the length and breadth of this 
land, is perhaps to be found in the recognized and admitted necessity for 
justand wholesome legislation in relation to the problem of our metallic 
currency. It is a subject which has gone far beyond the thought and 
theories of experts in financial economy and fiscal science. It has 
pushed itself outside of the reflections and machinations of those who 
reside in the centers of wealth, the professional urban money-changers 
and capitalistic associations, and invaded the minds of those who dwell 
in humble rural homes and pursue the varied avocations necessary in 
their own spheres for earning a livelihood. 

It has found lodgment and deliberation in the hearts and intellects 
of the great body of the plain people of the country, those who toil 
with their hands for their daily bread. It is far better appreciated 
and understood by the masses than many who are supposed to watch 
the currentof public opinion may imagine, because it is realized by them 
in an intensely practical way. Their eyes and ears are constantly open 
to all that surrounds the real situation, and they are earnest and re- 
mosen in the purpose and intent to havea proper response to allits de- 
mands. 


Until the passage of the resolution providing for the consideration 


of the bill now before the House, it was little dreamed by the people 
that a full, fair, and free opportunity would be denied their Represent- 
atives to vote upon the distinct and independent proposition for the 
free and unlimited coinage of silver, in a regular and appropriate 
way, nor was it expected that any Representative could escape the 
responsibility of committing himself to the record, as either in favor 
of or in opposition to that measure. 

But, strange to say, under the iar parliamentary administration 
which now operates and arbi y dictates the procedure of the House, 
it appears that only such a measure and such amendments as it may 
suit the pleasure of the majority to allow shall be presented or con- 
sidered, and this,too, despite the fact that the minority of the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures have regularly submitted their 
views and proposed a substitute for the pending bill, and the further 
fact, as stated by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], that it 
was agreed by that committee that a vote should be had in the House 
on such substitute. 

Such a course may well excite the protest and provoke the condem- 
nation of all who favor just and patriotic legislation, and carries with it 
a withering censure against a system which can be employed to sup- 
press and prevent a consideration of any proposition, no matter how 
important it may be, in the interests of the people at large or in sym- 
pathy with their desires, 

Mr. Speaker, there has never yet been made any satisfactory answer 
to the epee of the people growing out of the demonetization of 
the silver dollar by the act of 12th February, 1873. Before the bar of 
public opinion this piece of mal- legislation has been repeatedly arraigned. 
Popular indictment has described it as a frand and a crime. The 
method and circumstance of its enactment have been criticised and 
denounced with all the vehemence of an outraged and indignant people, 
Bice ie under the keenest sense of injustice and betrayal of confi- 

ence. 

No one has been found who has been able to successfully explain or 
defend it, Upon the statute-book it stood for a half decade as a taint 
and reproach upon Federal legislation. It has never been fully eradi- 
cated, nor will it be until the law as it was aforetime shall be re- 
stored to its ancient position and revived in its pristine vigor. Some- 
thing is due a people who believe their trust has been abused; some 
reparation for a wrong, whether wickedly perpetrated or inadvertently 
committed, ought, in all good conscience, to be made, 

No sensible man will deny the abiding popular grievance and dis- 
satisfaction engendered by the fact that a constitutional and standard 
coin, sanctioned by reason of its strength for fourscore years, was thus 
suddenly and indeliberately, if not covertly and fraudulently, dropped 
from its rightful place and office in our monetary system. It is doubt- 
ful if any Congressional action on financial questions since the forma- 
tion of our Government has provoked greater discontent or occasioned 
more profound distrust of legislative integrity. It has never been ac-. 
quiesced in by the people. It never will No accessary post factum 
support of the injury done or result intended, by whomsoever tendered 
and contributed, will ever receive popular ratification. 

There has been a constant and persistent effort on the part of the 
people to rectify this wrong ever since the discovery of its commission, 
and the movement is earnest, active, and determined. It met its pri- 
mary and partial response by the act of 28th February, 1878; but it 
been bitterly resisted and obstructed at every stage. Any vantage- 


und gained has usually been weakened, as far as it was possible to 


done, by the exercise of the lodgment of actual or constructive dis- 
cretionary power in the hands of those chosen to execute the laws. 

The less of this kind of power conferred on executive officers the bet- 
ter it will hereafter be for the people and the practical enforcement of 
legislative intention. Discretionary power is sometimes more easily 
approached and swayed by the selfish solicitations of the interested few 
than by a consideration of the well-being of the confiding many, and is 
an instrument capable of dangerous and destructive use. 

From 1793, when the coinage of the silver dollar began under the 
mint act of 1792, to 1873, when it was stricken from the list of silver 
coins in the United States, there were coined 8,045,838 silver dollars; 
and I think it is worthy of notice that more than one-fourth of this 
amount was coined during the two years next preceding the act of de- 
monetization. In 1871, 1,117,136 silver dollars were coined; in 1872, 
the number coined was 1,118,600; and for both years, 2,235,736. In 
1870, the amount was less than one-half million, and for the ten pre- 
ceding years, with the exception of 1868-69, the average annual coin- 
age was less than 50,000. 

It appears that the coinage of silver dollars was steadily progressing 
in 1873, and that up to the 12th of February of that year, when the fell 
work of demonetization was consummated, there were coined 296,600 
dollars. It is stated by Secretary Windom, in his recent annual re- 
port, that in 1873 the bullion value of the silver dollar, containing 
371} grains of pure silver, was about 1} cents more than the gold dol- 
lar. I have seen the statement elsewhere made that the amount of 
silver necessary to make a silver dollar at that time was worth over 3 
cents more than the amount of gold necessary to make a gold dollar. 

If the arguments made in recent years against the further coinage of 
silyer dollars are sound it would seem that the real danger which then 
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confronted the country was the prospective hoarding of silver; that 
“silver and its equivalent would abandon the field of cireulation to 
gold alone,“ and the historical demonstration would occur ‘‘that the 
point is easily reached in the attempt to float at the same time two 
sorts of money of different excellence, when the better will cease to be 
in general circulation.” Who heard in the first years of the seventies 
any fears expressed that coin obligations of the Government were liable 
to be paid in gold, the then cheaper money? 

For eighty years, under the operation of just and equal laws and the 
free coinage of both metals, the gold and silver dollars had kept com- 

ny with each other and maintained a reasonable equivalence in the 

nited States. Our Constitution and ourlaws made thereunder recog- 
nized the monetary quality of the two metals, as other peoples and 
other countries had done for centuries. It was notastonishing, then, 
that the people should rebel at a sudden departure from such a time- 
honored policy and revolt at the questionable manner in which such 
departure was accomplished. 
aving discussed in extenso the silver question in a former Congress, 
it ismy purpose now, as far as I may be able, to note and comment upon 
the history of silver legislation and attempted legislation since 1873, 
as well as to invite attention to the unrelenting warfare that has been 
waged against silver coinage and to show the necessity for the rein- 
statement of the silver dollar in all its ancient rights and functions. 
I had the honor, in the beginning of my Congressional service, to be as- 
signed to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and for 
two terms to devote earnest attention to the investigation of the sub- 
ject of our metal moneys. 

I have never believed that the act, known as the Bland-Allison act, 
28th February, 1878, which passed both branches of Congress over 
Executive objections, without important or noticeable party alignment, 
was either logical or properly responsive to the requirements of the situ- 
ation. Its chief merit is in its rebuke to the indefensible legislation or 
1873 and its restoration of the legal-tender character of the silver dol- 
lar, together with the fact that in a qualified and limited way it re- 
vives a coinage which had been wrongfully stopped. 

It is artificial and inconsistent in that it compels the purchase of 
silver bullion, and treats as a purchasable commodity by the Govern- 
ment that which ought to be allowed to come of its own volition and 
in its own way to the mints of the Government, in response to natural 
laws and current demands, for transformation into money. Silver 
ought to buy, not to be bought, when viewed from a governmental 
re monetary standpoint. Compulsory purchase for coinage is incom- 
patible with free coinage. 

It is impossible for any human wisdom to properly estimate the ap- 
propriate quantum of coinage for a given number of years for such a 
country as the United States. No man can anticipate the products of 
the mines, nor exactly calculate the future necessities of so large and 
` populous a Government as ours for any specific stock of metallic money. 
With open mints and free coinage the conditions of supply and de- 
mand will better regulate the matter than it is possible for any legis- 
lative prescience to do. This act also practically relegates to the judg- 
ment and inclination of one man, the Secretary of the Treasury, to 
determine how much or how little, between the $2,000,000 and $4,- 
000,000 worth of silver bullion, shall be coined monthly. One-man 
power or discretion ought in no case to be allowed to control the sil- 
ver-money supply of 65,000,000 of free people. 

It has been the policy and custom of the Treasury Department since 
the enactment of this law to limit the coinage to the minimum; to go 
only to that extent which the law absolutely compelled; and we have 
had no Secretary of the Treasury since 1878, who has manifested the 
slightest disposition to exercise the discretion allowed him in favor of 
enlarged coinage. 

Under the operation of this law, as executed by Treasury officials, and 

under different Administrations, there were coined from February, 
1878, to December, 1885, some $215,759,431, when the country and 
Congress were solemnly admonished that the danger-line of such coin- 
age was being rapidly approached, and to avert pressing and imminent 
fiscal calamities it was necessary to suspend such coinage. Financial 
ruin and national disaster were predicted. 

The President recommended Congress to stop the operation of the 
system, which, it was affirmed, must inevitably result in the most dire- 
ful consequences. The power and prestige of the Administration were 
summoned to enforce the recommendation, but the law remained upon 
the statute-books and the coinage went on in the usual limited way. 
Bills were introduced and referred to the House committee looking 
to suspension as well as the free coinage of the silver dollar. ‘The ma- 
jority of the committee reported adversely to free coinage, and a mi- 
nority of three members, Mr. BLAND, Mr. BYNUM, and myself, asked 
the House to consider and pass a free-coinage bill. 

The committee wholly failed to sustain the Executive recommenda- 
tion for the suspension of the coinage and contented themselves with 
an adverse report on the proposition for free coinage. In the year 

revious, at the second session of the Forty-eighth Congress, there had 
* an unsuccessful effort to carry through a coinage suspension pro- 
vision on the sundry civil bill, but after a pronounced yote on the 
question of the manner of considering the bill, relating essentially to 


this provision and upon which the issue was distinctly joined and the 
jadgment of the House taken, the clause relating to suspension was 
abandoned and it was eliminated therefrom. 

It was with extreme difficulty that we were able to obtain discussion 
upon and consideration of the report to which reference has been 
made, and which was submitted February 16, 1886. Many of the 
speeches made on the silver question in the first session of the Forty- 
ninth Congress were delivered in advance of an actual consideration 
of the committee’s report. I ask indulgence, as explanatory of the 
trouble encountered, to quote from my own remarks delivered on the 
6th March, 1886, as follows: 

I earnestly call upon the friends of free silver coinage to organize in order to 
force a vote upon the bill reported from the committee having jurisdiction of 
the N We have made several ineffectual efforts to fix a day for its con- 


sideration. It is believed ar many that it is not intended to allow a vote to be 
taken if parliamentary tactics can prevent. 


Finally, regular consideration of the measure was entered upon and 
elaborate discussion was had, with the result that the free-coinage prop- 
osition failed of passage ; but its friends had the gratification to wit- 
nee the utter failure of the counter-proposition, for suspension, to pre- 
vail. 

In the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress the agitation of 
the silver question was to some extent revived over the measure for the 
retirement and recoinage of the trade-dollar. The essential contention 
was whether the silver obtained by the redemption of the trade-dollar 
for recoinage, amounting to about $8,000,000 in value, should be in- 
cluded in orexcluded from the amount required to be purchased monthly 
for coinage into standard dollars. 

The friends of silver insisted that the bullion thus derived should be 
coined in addition to the current monthly coinage, while on the other 
side it was urged that it should merely constitute a part thereof and 
be deducted from the usual purchase. The matter was discussed, and 
it is manifest from the debate and all the circumstances surrounding 
the final passage of the measure (February 12, 1887) that it was the in- 
tention and purpose of Congress that there should be an increased coin- 
age from this source. Having had charge of the matter as a member 
of the committee in the first session of that Congress and been one of the 
House conferees on the su uent disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
I feel to some extent qualified to speak accurately concerning the ob- 
ject had in view; and, as illustrative thereof, I beg to quote from my 
remarks made on the 11th of December, 1886, the following extract: 


The redemption of the trade-dollar would revitalize and bring to the chan- 
nels of business several millions of dollars’ worth of what is now dormant and 
inoperative bullion and cause its conversion into standard dollars or subsidia: 
coin, as the demands of trade or the inclination of the holders might suggest 

It would add to the volume of our c money, and to the extent 
of such addition meet the wants of the poe for an increased circulating me- 
dium. It would bea step in the direction of the free coinage of silver, an object 
which my judgment and research convince me ought to be promoted by the 
most earnest and nt endeavors of the people's representatives. 


No one, I think, can impartially review the history and discussion 
of this proposition and candidly construe the words of the act itself 
and reach any conclusion different from that stated concerning the 
legislative purpose and intention. Section 2 of the act is as follows: 

That the trade-dollars received by, paid to, or de ted with the Treasurer or 
any assistant treasurer or national depository of the United States shall not be 
paid out or in any other manner Herel, bus, at the expense of the United States, 
skall be transmitted to the coinage mints and recoined into standard silver 
dollars or subsidiary coin at the di tion of the Secretary of the Treasury: 
Provided, That the trade-dollars recoined under this act shall not be countedas 

rt of the silver bullion required to be purchased and coined into standard 
ses required by the act of February 28, 1878. 

The act was received by the President February 19, 1887, and was 
allowed to become a law without his approval. If it were necessary 
to throw further light upon the proper construction to be given to its 
meaning, the absence of Executive approval, in the presence of the 
known hostility to silver coinage which was entertained by the Presi- 
dent, would furnish the same. How has this law been administered ? 
It wentintoeffect March 3, 1887. During the years 1887-1888 it appears 
that trade-dollars to the value of $7,699,036 were redeemed at the 
Treasury and subtreasuries, and yet by the statement of the Treasurer, 
on May 31, 1890, it will be observed that there was then on hand of 
trade-dollar bullion an amount valued at $6,074,537.70. 

The failure to coin this bullion involves, it seems to me, a palpable 
disregard of the evident object of the law and is but characteristic of 
the uniform treatment which silver has received at the hands of our 
Treasury agents. If a positive statute can not be enforced and its man- 
datory provisions obeyed, there is no room for hope that discretionary 
power, lodged at governmental headquarters, will be exercised except 
in discrimination against silver coinage. 

In this era, when ‘moneyed might abundantly controls the means 
and influences for ‘‘ wearying out the right;“ when capital and its 
combinations wield a power which pervades every condition of com- 
merce and asserts its strength in all the transactions of business; when 
the non-productive consumer holds daily traffic with and fattens upon 
the prospective results of productive industry; when the prices of the 
fruits of the soil are fixed in advance of their maturity; when it is 
possible by the tion and manipulation of united wealth to 
create and ee eee limits and bounds to all the commer- 
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cial affairs of men, to blend seed-time and harvest, to obstruct if not 
destroy the rules of supply and demand, to restrain from circulation 
at pleasure the needed volume of money; when all the old rules and 
recognized customs and former conditions which regulated and gov- 
erned transactions in trade and industrial enterprise, and upon which 
the jadgment and conduct of the people were based, are reversed and 
destroyed; when mammon can do what it pleases and how it pleases, 
it would seem to be of the highest propriety to so formulate the laws 
relating to the fiscal operations of the Government as to exclude there- 
from any possible construction outside of the duty of implicit obedi- 
ence and execution. 

Official discretion has not yet displayed its province in the disposi- 
tion to discharge any of the coin obligations of the Government in sil- 
ver, nor does it appear to have exerted itself at any time or in any 
respect in the direction of affording silver an equal chance with gold. 
Silver has been fought while gold has been favored; silver has been 
discredited and abased while gold has been exalted. 

Nearly five years have come and gone since the dismal prognostica- 
tions of disastrous consequences from the continued coinage of silver 
dollars were officially expressed and communicated at the first session 
of the Forty-ninth Congress and the discontinuance of such coinage 
was earnestly urged. : 

Nearly $150,000,000 has been added to the stock then onhand. The 
mints have readily performed the work so grudgingly furnished them, 
and have turned outevery shining coin that an unfriendly discretionary 
power could not withhold from their inviting doors. The quantity of 
gold and silver in the United States on the Ist of last November is 
estimated to have been, says the Secretary of the Treasury, $1,115,- 
379,639, of which nearly $700,000,000 consisted of gold coin and bull- 
ion. The dreaded exportation of gold, a prolific source of apprehen- 
sion pressed upon the consideration of Congress, seems not to have 


occurred. 

It is true that there was a larger movement of gold from the United 
States in the last fiscal year than usual. This is the first important 
loss by export since the resumption of specie payments in this coun- 
try, and this is accounted for by the fact that the balance of trade for the 
period embraced between May, 1888, and September, 1889, was against 
the United States, and the further fact, that the Paris Exposition has 
created a large demand for gold coin, and an exceptionally large num- 
ber of Americans went abroad last year, it being estimated that about 
120,000 people from the United States visited Paris during the exposi- 
tion. 

This necessarily had much to do with the unusual withdrawal of our 
gold coin, However, it is stated by the Director of the Mint that 
there is a strong probability of a large return of gold to our country, 
and especially so in the event of the halance of trade becoming more 
favorable to the United States. 

I maintain, Mr. Speaker, that the logic of facts aud the truth of his- 
tory have sustained and emphasized the strength and accuracy of the 
arguments of the friends of silver coinage; thatthe light of practical ex- 
perience has reflected the justice of their cause and affirmed the sound- 
ness of the positions they have taken and maintained; and I insist that 
the propositions of their adversaries have been refuted, their lines driven 
back, and their forces put to confusion. Time has not verified their 
predictions, nor have actual events vindicated the correctness of their 
assumptions. We confidently appeal to the record which time and 
events have made, and challenge the judgment of all candid, obsery- 
ant, and thoughtful men. 

The President tells us in his message that the evil anticipations 
which have accompanied the coinage and use of the silver dollar have 
not been realized.“ 

The Secretary of the Treasury says, It is freely admitted that the 
predictions of many of our wisest financiers as to when the safe limit 
of silver coinage would be reached have not been fulfilled;“ but in 
the next breath they proéeed, as their predecessors have done, to de- 
ery future coinage, and talk about treading the dangerous edge of the 
peril of discreditable financial management and disaster to business 
interests, as well as to justify the principles on which the proven ground- 
less apprehensions heretofore indulged were based, thereby appearing 
“anxious to wound, yet afraid to strike.“ 

The conspicuous features of the policy outlined by the present Ad- 
ministration with reference to silver, as far as we are able to ascertain 
them from the Treasury recommendations, the report of the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, and other sources, appear to be the continued treatment 
of silver as a mere commodity; discretionary authority to be reposed 
in the Secretary of the Treasury; the morbid fear of the importation 
of foreign silver, as if it were something different in its composition 
from that which our own mines produce; anticipated plethora of me- 
tallic currency; a timid indisposition to adopt an independent national 
policy of our own; a subseryiént waiting and attendance upon some 
possible concert of action by foreign nations, involving makeshifts and 
temporary expedients on our part; a preference for gold and a studied 
and unyielding hostility to free coinage. 

Mr, Speaker, there is, it seems to me, a radical misapprehension or 
willful misconstruction and perversion of the motives and desiderata 
which actuate the advocates of free coinage. It is not, as I understand 
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their position, intended or desired to overstock the quantity of coin, 
nor to depreciate it. Few, if any of us, desire a single standard. I 
do not know one who is not a bimetallist and who does not believe in 
and contend for the constitutional postulate of Daniel Webster, ‘* That 
gold and silver at rates fixed by Congress constitute the legal standard 
of value in this country.“ 

Not one of us desires to displace gold or deprive it of any single le- 
gitimate function of its fiscal office. It is not, in my judgment, pos- 
sible for any one to estimate with even approximate accuracy the ex- 
tent of silver coinage were it made free and unlimited. It is purely a 
matter of conjecture,and would depend on a variety of causes, chief 
among which, I think, would be the operation of the great funda- 
mental law of supply and demand. It does not necessarily follow that 
in a series of years there would be a greater amount under the system 
of free coinage than would result in the same length of time from the 
present compulsory rule, or the increased coinage under the proposi- 
tion to coin the maximum limit under the law of 1878, or to exceed 
that amount to the extent of one-half million dollars’ worth of bullion 
per month. 

I, for one, do not believe that there would be either a superabun- 
dance of silver money or a depreciation of its proper value as a coin of 
the country if it were remanded to the conditions which regulated it 
ior more than three-quarters of a century. Our contention is for the 
reinstatement of simple rules and natural laws as contradistinguished 
from complex, arbitrary, and artificial regulations, We believe it is 
historically true that, while for hundreds of years previous to the work 
of demonetization of silver in this and other countries the ratio of the 
production of the previous metals was exceedingly variable, still the 
ratio of value for that long period was remarkably uniform. 

The change came when silver was demonetized in Germany, dis- 
credited by the countries composing the Latin Union, and degraded by 
the Congressof the United States in 1871-1873. After this assault upon 
the coinage use and p of silver the ratio of value became fluctu- 
ating, and since then it changed with the ratio of production. Had 
we contented ourselves with the genesis of the mines, the demands of 
our civilization, the natural suggestions of commercial enterprise, the 
wants of our people for a safe and suflicient circulating medium, the 
conditions sanctioned by the experience of mankind, the customs and 
traditions which ages had approved, and a due and proper regard for 
the Constitution and laws of our fathers, we would have been spared 
much of the dearth and depression, the industrial collapse and busi- 
ness inactivity, the gloom and adversity which have overshadowed our 

ple in recent years, F 

We should haveavoided the general popular discontent which every- 
where obtains and finds its expression and search for reliet in occasion- 
ally seizing upon doubtful expedients for the enlargement and ex- 
pansion ot a circulating medium, had we kept in force our ancient laws 
and pursued a wise and patriotic fiscal policy. 

Mr. Speaker, we are told that our currency is contracting, while we 
know that our population is constantly increasing. Nearly $40,000,- 
000 were retired last year. We had of all kinds of money in circula- 
tion on the Ist of March last less than one and one-half billions of dol- 
lars, which, on the usual estimate of population, would afford a per 
capita circulation of less than $22. 

What appalling danger could there be for the next few years if we 
were to coin the entire silver product of the world, which, at co 
value, outside of what is supposed to be used in the arts, is about $120,- 
000,000? In five years it would only give us $600,000,000, which, 
added to the amount of standard dollars coined to date, is notequal to 
the $980,000,000 which France is reported to have. But there is no 
probability that under free coinage we would very materially affect the 
current demands of India, Japan, Mexico, Asia, and Africa. 

The distribution in 1888 is estimated as follows: 


diary coinage.. 


Suppose the total product of the silver mines in the United States, 
estimated at a coinage value for the year 1888 of about $60,000,000, 
should remain annually the same for ten years, and be coined to its 
full extent, is it to be seriously apprehended that, with the yearly ad- 
ditions to our population, the prospective current reduction of national- 
bank circulation, and the constantly increasing demands of trade, we 
would have too much silver money with which to begin the new cent- 

75 a 


ury? 

In the multiplicity of matters that are brought before Congress, 
the yearly augmenting demands upon Federal attention, the time re- 
quired for careful legislative consideration of national affairs, and the 
constantly developing character of our country’s conditions, it seems 
to be usual, if not necessary, for Congress to be in session more than 


half of each term. It convenes annually, and could be easily assem- 
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bled by Executive proclamation in special session in the presence and 
pressure of any extraordinary emergency. 

Ii we were to return to free coinage, and the 3 from foreign 
countries, the calamitous exportation of gold, the 
inflation and consequent depreciation, the perils of a single (silver) stand- 
ard, and the numerous menacing environments which its opponents al- 
lege to be its inevitable concomitants should absolutel ly occur, can not 
the patriotism of our people and the statesmanship of their law-makers 
be relied upon to repeal the law and check the tide of such woful dis- 
aster? 

Noone supposes that there will be wanting those unselfish prophets 
who will be ever ready to herald the notes of alarm, should there exist 
the slightest real or imaginary occasion therefor. There is not that 
wild fanaticism or fiatism, that dishonesty in the debtor class, that 
morbid desire that their hands shall feel the sensation of cheapness,’’ 
that devotion to the interests of the silver barons,’’ that purpose of 
repudiation, that reckless disregard of the necessity for a reliable and 
stable currency, which, {rom the arguments to which we are accustomed 
to listen, would be supposed to characterize the supporters of free coin- 
age; there are none of these things that will render them impervious 
to all reasonable appeals in behalf of sound finwacial conditions or 
prevent them from realizing any actual peril which may hereafter in- 
vol ve our monetary system. 

Mr. Speaker, there is confessedly a necessity, the urgency of which 
can not be denied or sately ignored, for an expansion of our currency. 
The scarcity of money is a cause of widespread, popular complaint. 
There is an alarming depression in all the walks of industrial life. The 

- rewards of toil are grossly inadequate. The limited monetary supply 
and its concentration in the hands of the few have exerted a damaging 
influence on general prosperity. 

The free and unlimited coinage of silver would, I firmly believe, tend 
to the removal of these troubles and the promotion of better conditions. 
It isdesired by the vast body of the producing classes, and, in my judg- 
ment, would be approved by the majority of the American people, with- 
out regard to party affiliation. 1t is safe, constitutional, and sanctioned 
by former national experience, and its re-enactment is dictated by pres- 
ent and prospective considerations of sound financial policy. Believing 
that its support involves the discharge of high, patriotic, and represent- 
ative daty, I shall always cheerfully contribute to its success the full 
measure of my humble ability. [Applause. ] 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 

urn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Morrow). Before putting that 
motion the Chair Will submit a report from the e Enrolled 


Bills, 
Mr. BLAND. I ask unanimous consent that the titles of the bills 
be considered as read and be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


í ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint resolution 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 28) for the relief of the Venezuela Trans- 

rtation Company; 

A bill (S. 84) to authorize the Secretary of War to issue ordnance 
and ordnance stores to the State of Washington in payment for ordnance 
and ordnance stores borrowed by the State of Oregon of said State whilst 
a Territory during the Nez Percé Indian war of 1877 and 1878, and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (S. 555) for the relief of James W. Harvey, assignee of Joseph 
Parkins; 

A bill (S. 680) for the relief of Alice E. Robertson; 

A bill 8 826) for the relief of Horatio Phillips Van Cleve; 

A bill (H. R. 1115) granting a pension to Arthur D. and Alfred A. 


Lyford; 

A bill (S. 1762) to change the boundaries of the Uncompahgre reser- 
vation; 

A bill (S. 1854) for the relief of James H. Bacon; 

A bill (S. 2296) for the relief of the Union Iron Works, of San Fran- 


cisco, Cal. ; 

A bill (8. 2415) to amend an act entitled An act authorizing the 
Mississippi and Louisiana Bridge and Railroad Company, of Natchez, 
Miss. , to construct a bridge over the Mississippi River at or near Natchez, 
Miss.,“ approved July 19, 1888; 

A bill (S. 2548) for the relief of the commissioners of the sinking 
fund of the city of Louisville, Ky. ; 

A bill (S. 2960) to authorize the building of a bridge at Pine Bluff, 
Ark., across the Arkansas River; 

A bill (S. 3131) for the registry or enrollment of the barges Herdis 
and Agostino C; 

A bill (8. 3357) for the relief of Leonard Martin; 

A bill ay 3401) to provide for an American for a steamer to 
be named A owned by a corporation of the State of California; 

A bill (8. 3599) to provide an register for the steamer Sac- 
robosco; 


A bill (S. 3622) to fix the time and place for holding Federal courts 
in the district of Kansas; 

A bill (8. 3639) to authorize the sale of timber on certain lands re- 
served for the use of the Menomonee tribe of Indians in the State of 
Wisconsin; 

A bill (H. R. 4970) to simplify the laws in relation to the collection 
of the revenues; and 

A bill (H. E. 7619) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. RAINES, until Friday, June 13. 

To Mr. BoorHMAN, for three days, on account of sickness. 

REPRINT OF A BILL. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimous consent that an order 
be made for a reprint of the bill (H. R. 283) generally known as the 
lard bill, the supply being exhausted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The motion of Mr. CoNGER was then agreed to; and the House aec- 
cordingly (at 5 o’clock and 34 minutes p. m.) adjourned until 11 o’clock 
a. m. to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
OBSTRUCTION OF STREETS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Communication from the commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting a report of W. G. Moore, major and superintendent of po- 
lice, in reference to fast driving, etc., in the streets—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. $ 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and di of as follows: 

Mr. DARLINGTON, from the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the following bills; which were 
1 referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 

e Union: 

A bill (H. R. 9957) to provide for the purchase of a site, and the 
erection of a public building thereon, at Philadelphia, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, (Report No. 2326.) 

A bill (S. 559) to provide for the erection of a public building at the 
city ot 5 N. C. (Report No. 2327.) 

Mr. KERR, tie Kae the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, is, rported wth with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 1600) to 

rovide for the 8 of a site and the erection of a public build - 

thereon at Pueblo, in the State of Colorado, accompanied by re- 

pos NG 2328)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, 

Mr. MILES, from the Committee on the Pacific Railroads, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 111) to amend an act entitled 
An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Govern- 
ment the use of the same for postal, military, and other oP 
approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, 
and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first- 
mentioned act; and to provide for a settlement of claims growing out 
of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of said rail- 
roads, and to secure to the United States the payment of all indebted- 
ness of certain of the companies therein mentioned, reported, as a substi- 
tute therefor, a bill (H. E. 10756) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Mis- 
souri pad to ne Pacific 1 and to secure to the Government the 
use of the same for postal, itary, and other p . roved 
July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, e ee 
act approved. May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said e eee 
act; and to provide for a settlement of claims growing out of the issue 
of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of the ds, and to se- 
cure to the United States payment of all indebtedness of certain of the 
companies therein mentioned; which was read twice, and, with the 
accompanying report (No. 2329), was referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Commerce, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (S. 2692) to establish certain ports of delivery in 
Alaska Territory, accompanied by Report No, 2330—to the Committee 
of the Whole House on state of the Union. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 7562) 
for the erection of a public building at Elizabeth City, N. C., accom- 
panied by Report No. 2331—to the Committee of the ole House on 
the state ofthe Union. 

Mr. CLUNIE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 7047) fora pub- 
lie bu building at Eureka, Cal., accompanied by Report No. 2340—to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
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ADVERSE REPORTS, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to the 
Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, on the bill 
5 R. 4912) to relieve John W. Robinson of the charge of desertion. 

Report No. 2332.) 

Also, on the bill (H. R. 4954) for the relief of Hector F. Phelps. 
(Report No. 2333.) 

Also, on the bill (H.-R. 4537) to remove charge of desertion against 
Norman Mann. (Report No. 2334.) 

Also,on the bill (H. R. 4538) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Thomas Underhill. (Report No. 2335.) 

Also, on the bill (H. R. 2494) to correct the military record of Thomas 
Lindersmith. (Report No. 2336.) 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to the 
Clerk and indefinitely postponed, as follows: 

By Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, on the bill 
(S. 1222) granting a pension to Ellen White. (Report No. 2337.) 

By Mr. NUTE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, on the bill 
(S. 1236) granting a pension toMary A. Wykins. (Report No. 2338.) 

Also, on the bill (S. 1240) granting a pension to Jennie H. Coghill. 
(Report No. 2339.) 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 


lows: 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 10757) to regulate and equalize 
the compensation of fourth-class- postmasters—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10758) to au- 
thorize the commissioners of the District of Columbia to annul and 
cancel the subdivision of part of square 112, known as Cooke Park—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 10759) granting to the Chicago, 
Kansas and Nebraska Railway Company power to sell and convey to 
the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway Company all the railway, 

roperty, rights, and franchises of the Chicago, Kansas and Nebraska 
Railway Company in the Territory of Oklahoma and in the Indian 
Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 10760) relating to the 
bridges across the East Fork and the bridges across the West Fork of 
White River in Indiana—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10761) granting pensions to certain soldiers of the 
late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 10762) to amend section 3829 of 
= Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. i 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 175) providing for 
the printing of Reporton the Forests of North America, for sale—to the 
Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were ted and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 10763) to place on the 
retired-list as second lieutenant William Kennard Nottingham—to the 
Committee on Military Afairs, 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 10764) granting 
an increase of pension to Frances A. T. Emmons—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CAREY: A bill (H. R. 10765) to relieve William H. Fields 
from the berg aS desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 10766) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Nathaniel W. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10767) granting a pension to John McKiernan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 10768) for the relief of Robert Brown, 
sr., of Madison County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 10769) for the relief of Richard A. 
Blount, late a private in Company H, Tenth Tennessee Infantry Vol- 
unteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10770) granting a pension to Mrs. Mira A. Thomp- 
son, widow of John A. Crawford, late of Company B, Twenty-fourth 
Missouri Volunteers, and Company C, Twenty-fourth Missouri Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. GRIMES: A bill (H. R. 10771) granting a pension to Robert 
A. Ware—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 10772) paying accrued pension to 
. of Zimri Messenger to the Committee on Invalid 

ons. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 10773) granting two condemned 
cannon and carriages to Eugene Reynolds Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Bellefontaine, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


57 Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 10774) correcting the military record 
of Henry Nim—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 10775) for the relief of James J. 
Green—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 10776) granting a pension to 
Sophia Catlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, $ 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 10777) granting a pension -to 
David Siess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: A bill (H. R. 10778) for the relief of Lester 
Noble—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10779) for the relief of 
the heirs of Thomas Coleman—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10780) for the relief of Isaac Sisco—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10781) for the relief of 
Addison Baker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 10782) for the relief of 
Abel Mead—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 10783) for the relief 
of Mrs. Julia A. Humphries—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10784) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary F. Messemer, widow of Cyrus J. Messemer, late captain 
Company H, Fourth Regiment Missouri State Militia—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. > 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi: Petition of P. Quinn and 30 others, 
of Oktibbeha County, Mississippi, asking passage of House bill 7162— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania: Petition of Farmers’ Alliance 
of Porter Township, Huntington County, Pennsylvania, in favor of 
House bill 5353—to the Committee on ulture. 

By Mr. BARNES: Petition of J. C. Raley and 35 others, of Jef- 
ferson County, Geo asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of certain voters of Richmond County, Georgia, ask- 
ing passage of bill for improvement of Galveston Harbor—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of George M. Gunley and others, for passage of bill im- 
proving Galveston Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BECKWITH: Petition and papers to accompany House bill 
2 , for relief of Edwin A. Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid 

ons. x 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas: Petition of 43 citizens of 
White County, Arkansas, in favor of deep-water harbor at Galveston, 
Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BROWER: Petition of W. H. Kidd and 33 others, of Gran- 
ville County, North Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. S. Shaw and 18 others, of Guilford County, North 
e asking passage of House bill 7162 - to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of J. H. Cox and 33 others, of Forsyth County, North 
2 asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of John M. cd and 61 others, of Stokes County, 
North Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. A. Walker and 21 others, citizens of Rockingham 
County, North Carolina, asking passage of Senate bill 2716—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia: Petition of William: Harrison and 
other Alliance men of Dawson County, Georgia, in favor of appropria- 
tion for improvement of Galveston Harbor—to the Committee on Eiren 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of A. M. Bell and others, citizens of Milton County, 
Georgia, for same measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of W. F. Wheeler and 16 others, citizens of Cherokee 
2 Georgia, for same measure to the Committee on Rivers and 

TS. 


Also, petition of V. B. Faulkner and 39 others, of Hall County, Geor- 
gia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. 


Also, petition of J. D. Marchbank and 24 others, of Hall County, 
Georgia, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. H. Keith and 39 others, of Hall County, Geor- 
gia, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COBB: Petition of W. A. G. Logan and 336 others, of Chilton 
County, Alabama, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. COWLES: Petition of D. V. Campbell and 67 others, of Alex- 
ander County, North Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 


5672 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 5, 


Also, petition of G, H. Simmons and 45 others, of Cleveland County, 
North Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 7 

Also, petition of A. C. Stroup and 31 others, of Gaston County, North 
Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of D. M. Baker and 9 others, citizens of Alexander 
County, North Carolina, for deep harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of G. R. Champion and 17 others, citizens of Alexan- 
der County, Norch Carolina, for a deep harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Resolutions of Archer Alliance, No. 882, of Ne- 
braska, recommending the Butterworth bill and the Conger lard bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Union Alliance, No. 465, of Nebraska, favoring 
the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Geranium Alliance, Geranium, Nebr., favor- 

thesame measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

y Mr. ELLIS: Petition of W. A. Rafferty and 20 others, favoring 
deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committeee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 7 

By Mr. EWART: Petition of H. B. Bradley and 41 others, of Polk 
County, North Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of J. M. Good and 85 others, of Rutherford County, 
North Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of H. L. Creighton and 39 others, citizens 
of Louisa County, Iowa, praying for the passage of an act authorizing 
the erection of a bridge over the Iowa River without a draw—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of Ulric Dahlgren Post, No. 
25, 8 of New Jersey, Grand Army of the Republic, for an 
appropriation for a statue of the late Rear-Admiral John A. Dahlgren— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition of 33 citizens of Carthage, III., for legisla- 
tion to perpetuate the national-banking system—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GREENHALGE: Petition of A. W. Stearns & Co., G. E. 
Hood, William H. Forbes, and others, of the Eighth Massachusetts Con- 
gressional district, to secure the passage of laws calculated tostrengthen 
and encourage the national-banking system—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currreney. 

By Mr. GRIMES: Petition of Marion County (Georgia) Farmers’ Al- 
3 in favor of the subtreasury bill to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

Also, petition of N. M. Reece and 12 others, of Georgia, asking pas- 
sage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: Petition of L. N. Griffith and 50 others, 
citizens of Grand Forks County, North Dakota, against transportation 
of intoxicating liquors—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of residents of Emerado, Grand Forks County, North 
Dakota, against transportation of intoxicating liquors in violation of 
State laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Resolution of Union Alliance, No. 
1203, Blackhawk County, Iowa, urging the passage of the Conger lard 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition from 18 members of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Greeley, Delaware County, Iowa, asking for the prompt 

of House bill 5978, entitled ‘‘A bill prohibiting the transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors from any State or Territory of the United 
States or the District of Columbia into any other State or Territory 
contrary to or in violation of the laws thereof - to the Committee on 
Commerce. R 

Also, petition of 170 railroad employés of St. Joseph, Mo., asking 

of House bill 9682—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, 2 of 122 railroad employés of Baraboo, Wis., asking pas- 
sage of House bill 9682—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr, HENDERSON, of North Carolina: Petition of Jackson H. 
Wright and 7 others, members of Suballiance 2036, Pine Woods, Ran- 
dolph County, North Carolina, in favor ofan appropriation of $6,200,000 
for the Galveston harbor, coast of Texas—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. KINSEY: Petition of 454 employés of the Anheuser-Busch 
Company, brewers, of St. Louis, Mo., against the passage of House bill 
282, taxing compound lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Garfield Alliance, Mahaska County, 
Iowa, in favor of the Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Hamilton County, Texas, 
for the free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Petition of L. Mitchell and 44 others, of Wayne 
County, North Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 5 

Also, petition of John A. McLaurin and 29 others, of Cumberland 


pee Vs North Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

Also, petition of W. A. Blackmore and 65 others, of Bladen County, 
bes Carolina, for same measure —to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of L. D. Rogers and 39 others, of Sampson County, 
3 Carolina, for same measure —to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. MoRAE: Petition of Caddo Alliance, No. 81, Clark County, 
Arkansas, in favor of a deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of J. T. Walker and 42 others, of Little River County, 
Arkansas, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of 73 citizens of Benton County, Arkansas, 
in favor of House bill 8526—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of C. M. Condon and 362 others, askin; 
for legislation giving to States the right to control the importation an 
sale of intoxicating liquors whether in original packages or not—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. PERRY: Petition of Kelton Farmers’ Alliance, Union County, 
South Carolina, for passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of citizens of Spartanburgh County, South Carolina, 
in favor of passage of Senate bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. f 

By Mr. PETERS: Protest of 90 gitizens and businessmen of Hutch- 
inson, Kans., against the passage of the Conger compound-lard bill, 
which will seriously cripple one of the industries which afford a mar- 
ket for their beef fat—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. POST: Resolution of the Commandery of Illinois Military 
Order of the Loyal Legion of the United States, for the publication of 
the Official Recordsof the Warof the Rebellionasrapidly as may becon- 
sistent with accuracy and completeness—to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Annie Ashe, Mary Walsh, and 
17 others, employés of Government Printing Office, asking for propor- 
tionate part of 15 per cent. allowance granted to others at work on 
CONGRESSIONAL RecorD—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Also, petition of J. G. Reid and 22 others, from Rutherford County, 
Tennessee, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. š 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of David Siess, of Mansura, Avoy- 
elles County, Louisiana, asking for a pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, j 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of citizens of Arkansas, in regard to cer- 
tain legislation—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Arkansas, for deep-water harbor at Gal- 
veston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Petition of James A. Mints and other citizens 
of Brunswick County, North Carolina, asking appropriation for Galves- 
ton Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers an Tartans 

Also, petition of James D. MacRae and other citizens of Brunswick 
County, North Carolina, for same measure—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of T. Meade and 64 others, of Pas- 
quotank County, North Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Ross I. and 27 others, of Chowan County, 
North Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SNIDER: Resolutions of the Board of Trade, of Minneapolis, 
Minn., in favor of the Windom silver bill or some kindred measure— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of John Eiselmeir and other principals and teachers, 
of St. Paul, Minn., in favor of the adoption in all Government printing 
rsd the improved method of orthography—to the Committee on Print- 

ng. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Minneapolis, Minn., in 
favor of the limited postal telegraph as embodied in Senate bill 1557— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Memorial of citizens of Calloway 
Coanty, Kentucky, praying passage of bill making provision for im- 
proving the harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, : 

By Mr. SWENEY: Six petitions of Frank Hedrick and 30 -others, 
of Clayton County, Iowa; of B. F. Wright and W. J. Rice, of Floyd 
County, Iowa; of Arthur Wilbur and 24 others, of Floyd County, Iowa; 
of J. W. Smith and 44 others, citizens of Floyd County, Iowa; of W. 
H. Day and 61 others, of Fayette County, Iowa; of H. E. Hurd and 
6 others, of Fayette County, Iowa, asking thata law be enacted mak- 
ing it unlawful to transport intoxicating liquors into any State or Ter- 
ritory contrary to the laws thereof—to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, petition of Gus Miller and 18 others, citizens of Mitchell 
County, Iowa, asking an appropriation for Galveston Harbor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. . 
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Also, petition of George R. Cain, of Cerro Gordo County, Iowa, in 
favor of above measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: Petition of T. Smith and 60 others, for deep 
harbor on Texas coast—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: Petition of H. R. Pointier and 58 others, from 
Barnwell County, South Carolina, asking passage of House bill 7162— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Georgia: Petition of Economy Alliance, of De- 
eatur County, Georgia, for the improvement of Galveston Harbor—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts: Petition of F. L. Chapin and 
62 others, citizens of Southbridge, Mass., praying for the perpetuation 
of the national-banking system—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: Petition of trustees of Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church, of Charlestown, Jefferson County, West Vir- 
ginia, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of trustees of Methodist Episcopal Church, South, of 
Boothsville, Marion County, West Virginia, for relief—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Memorial of Grange 427, Patrons of Husbandry, 
Wyoming County, Pennsylvania, in favor of coinage of silver—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: Petition of 23 citizens of Bucks County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for some legislation preserving the principle of non- 
union of church and state—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, June 6, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War,transmitting a report from the Chief of 
Engineers, suggesting an amendment to the river and harbor bill with 
reference to the sale of certain Government lands along the Muskingum 
River after the completion of improvements thereon; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DISTRICT PUBLIC PARK. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4) authorizing the es- 
tablishment of a public park in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate disagree to the amendment 
of the other House, insist upon its disagreement, and ask a conference 
upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Messrs. HARRIS, 
McMILLAN, and HIGGINS were appointed. 


TENNESSEE AND CUMBERLAND RIVER BRIDGE, 


The PRESIDENT vro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was read: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring). That the Clerk 
of the House is hereby instructed to re-enroll the bill (H. R. 380) to amend 
an act entitled An act to authorize the Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad 
Company to construct bridges across the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers.“ 
approved January 8, 1889, and where it reads section 4, line 3.“ make it read 
“section 4, line 2;“ and where it reads line 16, section 4, make it read “lines 
14 and 15, section 4;“ and where it reads ‘‘section 6, line b,» make it read “ sec- 
tion 6, lines 2 and 3;” and leave out the word “reasonable,” in lines 10 and 11. 


Mr. CARLISLE. In order to make the resolution answer the pur- 
pose for which itis intended, an amendment is necessary. I offer the 
amendment I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 12, after the word the, strike out 
all down to and including the word ‘‘eleven,’’ as follows: 

Word “reasonable,” in lines 10 and 11; 


And insert in lieu thereof the words: 
BAS hr ; and in section 4, line 2, after the word such,“ insert the word reason- 

Mr. CARLISLE. That will make the resolution conform to the 
communication received from the Acting Secretary of Warin regard to 
se ete in the original enrollment. I ask that the amendment be 

op 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky to the concurrent 
resolution of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 


COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 


tion from the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the findingsof 


fact filed in that court in the case of George H. Plant vs. the United 
tates. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the com- 
munication, with the accompanying papers, will be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is my impression that there is a bill for the 
relief of that person pending before the Committee on Claims, If that 
be true, the communication should be referred to the, Committee on 
Claims. Being a privave claim, it ought not to go to the Committee 
on Appropriations any way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication, with the ac- 
companying papers, will be referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. ; 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of the Hutch- 
inson (Kansas) Sunday-School Association, praying for the passage of 
a bill to prevent the importation of liquor into prohibition States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. D. A. Snow and 31 others (12 
voters and 22 women), citizens of the District of Columbia, praying for 
the proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufact- 
ure, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic 


liquors as a beverage; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- _ 


tion and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of the Grand Army of the Republie 
Post No. 222, of Olean, N. V., praying for the passage of Senate bill 496, 
to remove the limitation in the act granting arrears of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Frank M. Martin and 700 others, 
citizens of Holton, Kans., praying for the of a bill to prohibit 
the importation of liquors into prohibition States; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Grand Army of the Republic Post 
394, of Fowler, Kans., and a petition of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lie Post of Cora, Kans., praying for the donation of the remainder of 
the Fort Dodge military reservation for the purposes of a soldiers’ 
home; which were referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. McPHERSON presented the petition of Luther H. Kellam and 
60 others, citizens of Camden, N. J., praying for the passage of a bill to 
limit the working hours of clerks and other employés in first and sec- 
ond class post-offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of Union Alliance No. 465, of 
the State of Nebraska, praying for the passage of House bill 283, known 
as the Conger compound lard bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the State Line Alliance, No. 941, of 
Byron, Nebr.. and a petition of the Gracie Creek Alliance, No. 662, of 
the State of Nebraska, praying for the passage of the House bill 283, 
known as the Conger compound-lard bill, and also House bill 5353, 
known as the Butterworth bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the United States Brewers’ Associa- 
tion of New York City, remonstrating against an increase of duty on 
hops, hop auxiliaries, and hop substitutes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 
` Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of D. W. Burns and 141 others 
(60 voters and 82 women), citizens of Fort Howard, Wis., praying for 
the proposal of aconstitutional amendment prohibiting the manufact- 
ure, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic 
liquors as a beverage; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Minneapo- 
lis, Minn., praying for the passage of a bill of the general tenor of what 
is commonly known as the Windom silver bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of merchants of St. Paul, Minn., re- 
monstrating against the passage of the McKinley tariff bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Minneapolis, 
Minn., praying for the passage of Senate bill 1557, in relation to the 
establishment of a postal telegraph; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post- 

Mr. PLUMB presented three petitions of posts of the Grand Army 
of the Republic located at Wellington, Kans., praying for the dona- 
tion of a portion of the Fort Dodge military reservation for a soldiers’ 
home; which were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Wallace County, Kansas, 
praying for the passage of legislation which will furnish a circulating 
medium without the intervention of national banks and in suffleient 
volume to successfully carry on the commerce of the country; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 8 
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Mr. CULLOM presented resolutions of the Malone Farmers’ Alli- 
ance, No. 23, in favor of House bill 5353, defining options and futures 
and imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and for other purposes; 

which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented resolutions of the Malone Farmers’ Alliance, No. 
23, in favor of Honse bill 283, known as the Conger lard bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask unanimous consent to present a memorial of 
publishers of newspapers in the city and county of San Francisco, Cal., 
remonstrating st the passage of House bill 9197, restricting the 
free passage of second-class matter through the United States mails. I 
ask unanimous consent, because the memorial is not properly addressed 
to Congress, although evidently intended to be presented. I move that 
the memorial be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the memorial of Sidney A. Bean Post, De- 
partment of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the Republic, remonstrating 
against the passage of the Morrill service-pension bill, expressing their 
approval of what is known as the Davis dependent pension bill, and 
requesting the Senators from Wisconsin to give the latter measure their 
support; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

r. BLAIR. I present a letter, which is a petition by the New 
Hampshire Grange, of 8,000 members, setting forth the reasons for a 
bounty upon maple sugar and sirup, and their prayer is that the Mc- 
Kinley tariff bill now under consideration be so amended as to give 
the protection of a bounty to that product. They set forth their rea- 
sons very distinctly, and as the petition embraces only three pages of 
matter, I ask that it be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
pone . the petition may be printed in the RECORD. Is there objec- 

ion? 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not hear what the petition was about. 

Mr. BLAIR. Itisa petition from the New Hampshire Grange, of 

- 8,000 members, setting forth their reasons for desiring a bounty on 
sugar, and it comprises less than three pages of written matter. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. Lobject to printing such petitions in the RECORD, 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to have the petition returned to me, so 
as to make a statement a little more fully ofits nature. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The would remind the Sen- 
ator that the rules require that petitions shall be indorsed with a brief 
statement of their contents. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will make one, but I can hardly make it so briefas 
the matter itself. I will present it to-morrow morn 


Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of E. C. Waples and 50 others | 4 


(48 voters and 3 women), citizens of Denison, Tex., praying for the 
popo of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, 

portation, transportation, exportation, and sale ofall alcoholic liquors 
as a beverage; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 


r. 

Mr. PLATT. I present a petition of over 700 tobacco growers and 
dealers, living in the Housatonic Valley, Connecticut, in favor of a spe- 
cific duty of not less than $2 a pound on imported wra r-leaf tobacco. 
This petition was sent to a member of another body, but did not arrive 
in time to be presented in that body, and at his request I present it 
here, so that it may go before the Finance Committee. 

The PRESID pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Finance, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3736) legalizing the action of the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia in granting ts to extend 
any building or Langa, gehen the building line, and declaring such 
building or buildings to be lawful structures, reported it with amend- 
ments, 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them each without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7675) for the relief of Stephen A. Kennedy; and 

A bill (H. R. 5108) for the relief of George W. Hutchinson. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7056) estab- 
lishing a free public bathing beach on the Potomac River, near Wash- 
ington Monument, to report it without amendment, and also to move 
that it be substituted in place of a similar bill reported from the same 
committee, which is Order of Business 1093. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, this bill 
will be substituted for Order of Business 1093, being the bill (S. 2608) 
for establishing a free public bathing beach on the Potomac River be- 
side the Washington Monument grounds, and Senate bill 2608 will be 
indefinitely postponed. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so or- 


dered. 
Mr. FA from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 


to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10193) providing for the assess- 


ment and collection of water-main taxes, reported it withont amend- 
ment, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
3400) to incorporate the Georgetown Union Bridge and Railway Com- 

y of the District of Columbia, reported adversely thereon; and the 
ill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3483) creating the office of inspector of hay, straw, grain, and feed 
in and for the District of Columbia, submitted an adverse 
thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2651) for the relief of Esther A. Key- 
ser, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2538) for the relief of Nicholas J, Bigley, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. JONES, of Arka: from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 420) for the relief of Calvin Gunn, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6143) for the relief of Albert McConnell, late of 
Company G, Fourteenth Illinois Cavalry Volunteers, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6074) for the relief of Albert C. Andrews, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a rbport thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4367) for the relief of D. H. Mitchell, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK. From the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
I report an amendment in the nature of a substitute for the bill (S. 
3719) to provide for the inspection of live cattle and beef products in- 
tended for export to foreign countries, and ask that it may be printed 
and placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 


HEIRS OF MARK W. IZARD. 


Mr, JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4008) for the relief of the heirs of Mark W. 
Izard, deceased, reported the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and to: 

Resolved, That the claim of the heirs of Mark W. late governor of the 


Izard, 
8 of 4 574 Sx . — said governor Son = — fey — e to 
0 ay of Decem and also as superintendent an u ent 
urin; as set forth in the bill ‘See 


8. Fifty-first bes- 
priming As . hereby is, alar ty tive anir of Cashes teenie nth 
all the papers on the files of relating to said claim, for a finding of the 
facts in accordance with section 14 of the act of March 3, 1887 (24 Statutes at 
Large, page 507), commonly known as the Tucker act. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 4023) to enable the Secretary 
of the Interior to carry out an act entitled An act for the relief and 
civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affai 


irs. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 4024) granting a pension to Charles 
D. Knapp; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4025) gran service 
pensions to soldiers and sailors disabled for labor, to widows, 
minor children, and dependent ts; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 4026) granting a penaos to 
Sarah F. Stewart; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 4027) to provide for the inspec- 
tion, grading, and storage of grain shipped or intended for shipment 
from the State or Territory of production into any other State or Ter- 
ritory for sale or consumption, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. PADDOCK. As I am somewhat in doubt as to the proper ref- 
erence of this bill, whether it should go to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry or to the Committce on Interstate Commerce, I ask 
that it may lie on the table for the time being, and I shall consult 
with the chairman of the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table. 

Mr. PADDOCK subsequently said: I move to take up from the table 
Senate bill 4027, which I introduced this morning, and I move that it 
be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted amendments intended to be by 
him to Schedule M of the tariff bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CARLISLE submitted amendments intended to be proposed by 


ons and 
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him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted anamendment intended to be by him 
to the Indian appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

COLUMBIA RIVER BRIDGE, 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, yesterday the Senate passed the 
bill (S. 3795) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Co- 
lumbia River by the Oregon Railway ExtensionsCompany. I desire to 
enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which that bill was passed, 
and I will state briefly, if permitted, why I do so. 

The first section of the bill authorizes ‘‘the Oregon Railway Exten- 
sions Company, a corporation existing under the laws of the State of 
Oregon, its successors and assigns, to construct and maintain, if in the 
opinion of the Secretary of War the same be a public necessity, a bridge 
across the Columbia River, at a place suitable to commerce and not 
interfering with navigation, at a point at or near Vancouver, in the State 
of Washington, and to lay on or over said bridge a track or tracks for 
the more perfect connection of any railroad or railroads that are or shall 
be constructed to said river,“ ete. 

Section 13 of the bill provides as follows: : 

That all former acts or parts of acts granting authority for the erection of any 
or es over the portion of said Columbia River over which the con- 
struction of a bridge is authorized by this act be, and the same are hereby, re- 
ed in each and every case where actual construction of said bridge or 
ridges be not commenced on or before the date of the approvai of this act. 

If Iam not mistaken there have been at least one, perhaps two bills 
passed at the present session of Congress, and one or two perhaps at 
former sessions of Congress, one at least, authorizing the construction 
of bridges across this portion of the Columbia River, at least across 
the Columbia River in that vicinity, perhaps so near the location of 
this bridge as to come within the provisions of section 13, which speaks 
of that portion of the river covered by this act. 

Isimply desire to attract the attention of the Senator who reported 
this bill, the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], and also the 
Senators from the State of Washington, that they may advise me some- 
thing about the bill. I know nothing about it. It may be all right, 
but I do not understand it, and I would not wish to have it interfere 
with any other legislation. 

Mr. ALLEN rose. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not desire to diseuss the matter now. I 
simply desire to enter a motion to reconsider, and I will talk with the 
Senators interested about the bill and bring it up at an early day. 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Oregon to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill 


Was passed. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion will be entered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had to the resolution of 
the Senate requesting the President to return to the Senate the bill (S. 
1293) for the relief of Charles F. Bowers. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The also announced that the Speakerof the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 84) to authorize the Secretary of War to issue ordnance 
and ordnance stores to the State of Weshington in payment for ord- 
nance and ordnance stores borrowed by the State of Oregon of said 
State whilst a Territory during the Nez Pereé Indian war of 1877 and 
1878, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 555) for the relief of James W. Harvey, assignee of Joseph 
Parkins; 

A bill ¢ 680) for the relief of Alice E. Robertson; 

A bill (S. 826) for the relief of Horatio Phillips Van Cleve; 

A bill (S. 1762) to change the boundaries of the Uncompahgre reserva- 


A bill (S. 1854) for the relief of James H. Bacon; 
A bill (S. 2296) for the relief of the Union Iron Works, of San Fran- 


A bill (S. 2415) to amend an act entitled An act authorizing the 

Mississippi and Louisiana Bridge and Railroad Company of Natchez, 
Miss., to construct a bridge over the Mississippi River at or near 
Natchez, Miss., approved July 19, 1888; 

A bill (S. 2548) for the relief of the commissioners of the sinking 
ſund of the city of Louisville, Ky.; 

A bill (S, 2960) to authorize the building of a bridge at Pine Bluff, 
Ark., across the Arkansas River; 

A bill (S. 3131) for the registry or enrollment of the barges Herdis 
and Agostino C; 

A bill (8. 3357) for the relief of Leonard Martin; 

A bill (S. 3401) to provide for an American register for a steamer to 
be named Australia, owned by a corporation of the State of California; 


A bill (S. 3599) to provide an American register for the steamer Sa- 
crobosco; 

A bill (S. 3622) to fix the time and place for holding Federal courts 
in the district of Kansas; 

A bill (8. 3639) to authorize the sale of timber on certain lands re- 
served for the use of the Menomonee tribe of Indians, in the State of 
Wisconsin; 

4 A po (H. R. 1115) granting a pension to Arthur D. and Alfred A.. 
yford; 

A bill (H. R. 4970) to simplify the laws in relation to the collection 
of the revenue; 

A bill (H. R. 7619) making appropriations for the support of the Army 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 28) for the relief of the Venezuela Transporta- 
tion Company. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BEAVER FALLS, PA. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of what is known as the silver bill. ; 

Mr. QUAY. I trust the Senator from Kansas will withdraw that 
motion to enable me to move the appointment of a committee of con- 
ference, ; 

Mr. PLUMB, Certainly. 

Mr. QUAY. Lask the Chair to lay before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to Senate bill 2403. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before theSenate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2403) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Beaver Falls, Pa. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate disagree to the amendment 
made by the House of Representatives and request a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Quay, Mr. 
SPOONER, and Mr. VEST were appointed. 17. 


PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND DEPENDENT RELATIVES. 


Mr. DAVIS. I ask the Chair to Jay before the Senate the action ot 
the House of Representatives on Senate bill 389. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives insisting upon its amendments to the 
bill (S. 389) granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapaci- 
tated for the performance of labor, and providing for pensions to wid- 
ows, minor children, and dependent parents, and requesting a further 
eonference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate agree to the request of the 
House of Representatives for a further conference, 

Mr. PLUMB. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Minnesota what 
are the points of difference between the two Houses, y 

Mr. DAVIS. Principally upon the service-pension clause. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Do I understand that this is not an agreement 
upon the report? 

Mr. DAVIS. It is not. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. An agreement has not been reached in the con- 
ference committee, as I understand ? 

Mr. DAVIS. No agreement has yet been reached. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. This is for a new conference? 

Mr. DAVIS. It is for a new conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection it will be 
so ordered. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Davis, Mr. 
SAWYER, and Mr. BLODGETT were appointed. , 


TREASURY NOTES AND SILVER BULLION, 


Mr. PLUMB, I renew my motion. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Is the morning business concluded? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. If not, I ask unanimous consent 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be none that order is closed, 
and the Senator from Kansas 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to take up what is known as the silver bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask the Senator from Kansas to consent 
to let us take up the unfinished business of yesterday, so thatit may be 

i of. It will come up regularly at 2 0’clock,and it may as well 
be taken up and disposed of now. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to submit some remarks on the silver bill and 
it is more to my convenience tosubmit them now than ata later period. 
understand the bill which the Senator from Arkansas has in charge 
does not come ap regularly until 2 o'clock. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It will not come up until 2 o'clock with- 
out the consent of the Senate. } 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The Senator will have ample time for his bill, be- 
cause I shall not detain the Senate more than thirty or forty minutes 
probably. It will better suit my convenience to proceed now. 
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Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I do not wish to interfere with the Sena- 
tor from Kansas, I withdraw my request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule XIII being 
in order, the Senator from Kansas moves that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (S. 2350) authorizing the issue of Treasury 
notes on deposits of silver bullion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
“Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 


[Mr. PLUMB withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. 


Mr. HISCOCK. As I understood the Senator from Kansas in the 
course of his speech, he indicated that he supposed that an increase of 
protection, as argued by me, might have the effect to stop our trade 
and decrease the amount of our gold balances, I ask him if I under- 
stood correctly that that was the point he made. 

Mr. PLUMB. I meant to say that I thought that would be the ef- 
fect. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to say in response to that suggestion that 
an increase of protective duties upon those products which we can suc- 
cessfully manufacture here would simply have this effect, to stop the 
importation of them possibly to this country, the inflow of them here 
Pet i exchange for them, and could not possibly, under any circnm- 
stances, have the effect of diminishing the products which we export. 
The effect would be to increase our balances and increase the inflow of 
gold into this country, and I may say in this connection that I believe 
there are no two Senators on this floor who appreciate that fact more 
fully than the two Senators from Nevada. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will pardon me there. 
proposition which I was responding to. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, but I understood the Senator to say, or that 
was the point of his argument, that a protective tariff might have the 
effect to diminish our foreign trade and reduce our gold balances, or re- 
duce our balances of trade and stop the inflow of the yellow metal to us. 

Mr. PLUMB. No; I was referring to the Senator’s proposition that 
we would need gold in our settlements with foreign countries, and of 
course if we did not buy anything from foreign countries we would not 


need ony polc. $ 

Mr. COCK. If we did not buy anything from foreign countries 
whatever, and they could buy our products cheaper than they could 
buy them elsewhere, they would pay us for them in gold. 

Mr. PLUMB. The proposition is that we should need to pay gold, 
and yet, as I understand the policy which I was referring to, it would 
require less gold to settle our balances abroad on our part if we had 
less foreign commerce. Now, if the Senator by reversing the proposi- 
tion says by reason of this policy we are going to sell abroad and buy 


That is not the 


nothing re po abroad, of course that would increase the stock of | J? 


gold. But that was not his proposition. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The point of my argument was this: That just so 
far as we diminish our import trade it does not follow as a matter of 
course that our export trade is to be diminished. Not at all. If what 
we have to sell we can place in the markets of the world and compete 
with other nations they will buy it, and to just the extent that we do 
not take foreign products in exchange for that which we export, to just 
that extent we increase our balances and increase the gold that will 
come to us. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 
day approved and signed the act (S. 2714) to provide for the purchase 
of asite and the erection of a public building thereon at Aurora, in 
the State of Illinois. 


MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA RAILROAD BONDS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business of yes- 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 3934) to authorize the board of supervisors ót 
Maricopa County, Arizona, to issue certain bonds in aid of the con- 
struction of acertain railroad, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment of Mr. STEWART. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move to lay the pending amendment, 
— by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] yesterday, on 

he table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Arkansas to lay on the table 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 6 the following 
additional proviso: 

That the county of Yavapai shall not hereafter issue bonds 


Provided further. 
or furnish aid for the construction of any railroad which will create an indebted- 
ness in excess of 4 per cent. of the assessed value of the property of the county, 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, there appears to be a great desire 
to push—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to lay on the table is not 
debatable. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have no desire to cut off debate. If 
the Senator from Nevada wishes to debate the proposition I will with- 
draw the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn, and the 
Senator from Nevada will proceed. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, it seems to me that a matter in- 
volving-a question of this kind, compelling the people of a county to 
pay a large subsidy to a railroad, which is in violation of the declara- 
tions of both political parties for so many years, when I supposed the 
idea had been entirely abandoned by the American people to compel 
Congress to subsidize railroads, ought to be understood before it is voted 
upon. 

I am not speaking now of Maricopa County. Maricopa County is a 
richer county than Yavapai. Maricopa County wants this road, or per- 
sous who seek to build the road want it, and the people there undoubt- 
edly want it, and it would be a good thing if they could have it; but 
should they have it at the expense of their neighbors who are not ben- 
efited by it and should we make them pay for it? As was explained 
in a letter that was read last evening, by an old law that had no lim- 
itation upon the time of building, the county of Yavapai was required 
to issue its bonds at the rate of $4,000 a mile to build a railroad from 
the Atlantic and Pacific via Prescott to the southern boundary of that 
county. > 

Mr. SPOONER. They were authorized? 

Mr. STEWART. No, they were required; the supervisors required 
it to be done. 

Mr. SPOONER. The supervisors were authorized to issue bonds? 

Mr. STEWART. No; they were required to do it. The county of 
Yavapai issued bonds to build the road from the Atlantic and Pacific 
to Prescott, amounting to $280,000. That was considerably less than 
half the distance. The remainder of the distance is variously esti- 
mated. I do not know exactly where the line of road will run. Of 
course it has to follow the line that has been built; but the distance 
will be from 60 to 100 miles. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator from Nevada will permit me, I do 
not understand yet, and would be glad to have him explain, how it is 
that this bill affects that county. 

Mr.STEWART. ‘That is what I was proceeding to show. 

Mr. SPOONER. . Let me ask—— 

Mr. STEWART. Let me make my statement. Do not break it up. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada declines to 
jeld. 
Mr. STEWART. I will make the statement. The railroad com- 
pany which built from the Atlantic and Pacific to Prescott has failed 
to build any farther. Several years have elapsed, but this law, with 
no limit as to time, remainsin existence. The company asking for this 
subsidy propose, when they get it, so they can build 40 or 50 miles in 
Maricopa County, to demand of the supervisors of Yavapai County the 
issuance of about $300,000 of bonds for that county. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. How does the Senator know that? 

Mr. STEWART. I know it because those who are promoting the 
scheme are resisting this amendment, which will prevent them from 
doing it. Why resist this amendment if it is not a scheme to saddle 
$300,000 upon that over-taxed county, which it is not able to bear, by 
means of that old law? 

The object of my amendment is to let the bill express on its face 
exactly what itis. If they do not intend to overburden and destroy 
Yavapai County by using that old law then adopt this amendment and 
allow the county of Maricopa to issue her bonds. I have noobjection 
to the bill, then, if Maricopa County has petitioned for it and her peo- 
ple are willing to stand it. Ishould content myself with a simple vote 
against it as a subsidy; I would not oppose it further; but the amend- 
ment is offered on behalf of Yavapai, which is by indirection to be 
charged with a debt of $300,000 in addition to the debt it has already. 
It has now a debt of over $500,000. It has only about $5,000,000 of 
assessable property, and the present debt makes 10 per cent. of the pres- 
ent assessed value of property. 

If this is added it will raise the indebtedness to about 18 per cent. of 
its taxable property, and I am unwilling by any indirect means to 
saddle Yavapai County with this debt. They have protested against 
it. They say they do not live on the line of the road. They live off 
the line in different parts of the county. It is a large county. Cer- 
tainly these protestants have no interest in the road, but they are re- 
quired to pay for it, and will get no benefit from it. They protest 
against it, and I say we have no right to take their property in this 
way. It is unjust. I want that understood. 

I want the yeas and nays on this particular amendment, and if the 
Senate is willing to say that the county of Yavapai shall be charged 
with a debt of $300,000 in addition to its present debt, then I have 
nothing to say, if the Senate understands it and votes for it, but I am 
opposed to charging $1 by any indirection or putting therailroad com- 
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y in a position to make the demand upon Yavapai County until 
avapai County asks for it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, if it will not interrupt the Senator 

Mr. STEWART. No, it will not. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to put to him the question which I 
had in mind a moment ago, and that is whether under the operation 
of this bill, if it becomes a law, the people of Yavapai County will be 
required to pay one dollar towards the construction of any railway in 
Maricopa County. 

Mr. STEWART. Let me ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam asking a question for information. 

Mr. STEWART. If that is true, what hurt will this amendment 
do? 

Mr. SPOONER. If chat is true, it demonstrates that the amend- 
ment is utterly without any foundation, so far as this bill is concerned, 
and is not germane in any sense. — 

Mr. STEWART. But that does not happen to be the case. It does 
happen that the bill will place this railroad company in a position to 
demand the bonds. Without this bill those bonds never will be issued. 
Without it nobody will build the road through Yavapai County unless 
these bonds can be got; that is, it will depend upon the bonds until 

rivate enterprise is willing to doit. So it is an indirect way of plac- 

this county in a hopeless state of bankruptcy. 

Now, the Territory of Arizona is in a bad condition. Its lack ot 

rosperity is one of the objections to its coming in as a State. It is the 
Territory that occasioned the Harrison act. Indebtedness had grown 
upin that Territory more than in any other and illustrated the ex- 
travagance of the Territories. So Congress, after a careful considera- 
tion of the matter, to prevent counties from getting into debt in the 
Territories, which would make it impossible tosettle those Territories, 
limited the amount of debt to 4 per cent. of the taxable property, which 
was a very wise provision and has had a very good effect. 

It has in some instances operated as a hardship. It did in the case 
of Utah. Ogden is a growing cily, and it was necessary for them to 
have a sewerage system, but it required them to exceed the 4 per cent. 
in order to construct the sewerage system. It had been entirely neg- 
` lected and it could not be done under the Harrison law. The estimates 
were made, and they came before the committee, and after considering 
the extreme necessity of the case the committee came to the conclusion 
that Ogden ought to be authorized to increase its indebtedness above 
the 4 per cent. limit. We passed the bill here deliberately, after 
careful consideration, and it was vetoed by the President. 

Now comes a bill not only to issue bonds for Maricopa County and 
increase its indebtedness vastly beyond 4 per cent., up to 8 or 10 per 
cent.—I do not know the exact per cent., but it would be more than 
double 4 per cent. of the taxable property—not only that, but it is 

roposed to enable this railroad company to demand of overburdened 
avapai County the issuance of about $300,000 of bonds, which will 
utterly swamp the county. 

I offer this amendment, and I shall have nothing more to say in re- 
gard to the bill if we can adopt the amendment and protect Yavapai 

unty from this unjust exaction. I say it is unjust because the peo- 
ple who own the great mass of taxable property in Yavapai County do 
not live along the line of this road; it is at a distant point; and when 
they are to be taxed to pay for this road they are protesting. I say it 
is unjust to put this railroad company in a position to confiscate their 

roperty. 
Tt has been said that the Southern Pacific is in competition and is 
opposed to opening this road. Very likely they are opposed to it. They 
have a branch railroad running in Maricopa County, which will be 
taxed for it, and undoubtedly they would be opposed to it; and it 
would be compétition. 

But that is the old story. Whenever these subsidies come up the 
charge in almost every case is, and it has been from the beginning, that 
the people want competition with some other railroad. On that they 
have got the subsidies throughout the country; and it has usually 
turned out, when the outcome came, that the railroads combined and 
the people did not get what they expected. But if the people of Mari- 
copa County have gone into this scheme deliberately and ask for it, I 
shall simply give my vote against it, and let it go, and make no fur- 
ther opposition. But when they get up a scheme whereby the rail- 
road company is to saddle $300,000 on a miserable, poor county that is 
already taxed 5 per cent. and you increase it to 18 per cent., how could 
people live there? You will stop the settlement of the country. 

A proposition of this kind the President can not sign. He can not 
sign this bill unless he repudiates all he said in the Ogden case. The 
Ogden case was a strong case. It is a strong community; it is a grow- 
ing town. They needed a sewerage system for the health of the place. 
They came here unanimously for it, and pressed for the privilege of 
making necessary improvements, The President said that he believed 
in the law that limited them to 4 per cent., he believed that was 
healthful and proper, and he vetoed the bill. Now, you propose to 
send him a bill that is not asked for by this county, which by its opera- 
tion will allow the railroad companies to load this debt upon that 
county, and ask him to indorse that, in addition to the request you 
make of him to indorse the scheme of Maricopa County to increase her 


debt. It seems to me that if the desire to have this bill passed is 
founded upon a just expectation of having it become a law it ought to 
do everything that it does directly, and it ought not to have an indi- 
rect mode of obtaining a subsidy from a reluctant people who ought 
not to be compelled to pay for it, who protest against it, and who would 
be ruined if it were A 

Now, that is the position of this measure, and without any further 
remarks, I should like to have the yeas and nays upon my amend ment. 

Mr. VEST. Ishonld like to ask the Senator from Nevada if the as- 
sessment in that county now upon its taxable property is not already 
4 per cent. 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, it is away beyond 4 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. Then that practically stops this road, as I understand 
it, from reaching the railroad system that the bill is intended to give 
those people. 

Mr. President, I have not the slightest interest in the world in this 
matter, and I know nobody connected with it; but I want to say a 
word about it. As my brother Senators know, I have always opposed 
the practice of allowing the counties in the Territories to vote taxes 
upon themselves for railroad purposes. I opposed it in the Oklahoma 
bill and in every other Territorial bill that has come before the Senate 
since I have been a member of it. I have been induced to do that by 
the sad experience in my own State. 

The people of Missouri were robbed of $20,000,000 and more by 
moonshine railway enterprises got up by corrupt speculators, and 
which were afterwards affirmed by the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in their tender consideration for what they called ‘‘ commercial 
paper, negotiated before maturity, and in the hands of innocent pur- 
chasers,” where it is always bound to be. That has been my persist- 
ent and consistent course in the Senate, because I do not believe in the 
system by which the people under spasmodic and sporadic excitement, 
where El Dorados are pictured to them in the future that will come 
from the construction of some railroad, are induced to rush to the polls 
and vote away their property and find out too late that they are being 
robbed of their homesteads by a lot of scoundrels. I have no words 
which are too strong for my indignation at that system as it has pre- 
vailed in the Western country. 

I have been approached several times in regard to this measure be- 
cause my views were well known about the general practice. Now, I 
understand from the Delegate from that Territory, whom I know well, 
that the facts in this case are exceptional. I am informed by him, and 
he ought to know, that the Southern Pacific Railroad has the grasp 
of a monopoly upon the people in Maricopa County; that it is furnish- 
ing them with lumber at enormous prices, $10 and $50 a thousand 

Mr. CULLOM. Sixty dollars. 

Mr. VEST. And $60 a thousand; and that it practically amounts 
to an iron band upon the energies and industries and development of 
that whole section of country. Iam also informed by him that 97 per 
cent. of the people of this county are anxious that this bill shall pass 
and that this permission shall be given them by Congress, for the rea- 
sons I have stated, to escape this railroad monopoly. I am also in- 
formed by him that if the pending amendment prevails it simply per- 
mits this road to be built up to the territorial limits of Yavapai County, 
and that then, there being 4 per cent. assessed upon the taxable prop- 
erty of that county, the road must stop there and the whole bill be 
therefore nullified. 

Under these statements, and holding the gentleman responsible who 
made them to me, and with my hatred to monopolies, thatare nothing 
else but robberies under legalized form, I propose to vote for the bill. 
If the amendment prevails, with my understanding of it, it simply 
nullifies the measure and it amounts to nothing. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words, but I do 
not desire to take up much of the time of the Senate, as I think the 
Senate now understands the subject pretty well. 

I sympathize very greatly with the remarks of the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. VEST] on the general proposition, and it was with a good 
deal of reluctance, I may say frankly, that I came to the conclusion 
myself that this was a bill which ought to be taken out of the rule and 
made an exception of, and that these people should be allowed to 
build this road, and for the simple reason not merely to get a railroad 
through their country for the glory of building up towns or anything 
of that sort, but for the purpose of getting from under the heel of the 
monopoly that exists there, so that they are completely tied in their 
ambition to develop their country. They can not do it; they can 
neither get in the products that they desire, nor get out those which 
they produce. Therefore I gave my consent to the report of the bill 
from the Committee on Territories with a favorable report. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Illinois a ques- 
tion at his convenience. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ask it right now. 

Mr. HOAR. I was not here yesterday during the whole of the dis- 
cussion which then took place, but I understand (and that is the one 
thing which will determine my vote so far as this particular county is 
concerned) it was stated on the floor from some authority that the val- 
uation of the property of that county has very largely increased since 
the last official valuation. 
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Mr. STEWART. What county? 

Mr. HOAR. County. 

Mr. STEWART. That is true. . 

Mr. HOAR. And therefore it was within the spirit of the Harrison 
act that the indebtedness should not exceed 4 per cent. of the valua- 
tion, because the present property was clearly and unquestionably and 
demonstrably so large that this addition to its debt would not make 
over 4 per cent. on the valuation. Now, I should like to have the 
Senator from Illinois state again that fact and the authority upon which 
he rests in stating it. 

Mr. CULLOM. The fact is—I think there is no question about it; I 
think the Senator from Nevada does not deny it—that the Territory has 
developed very materially within the last year or two in population 
and wealth. But the further fact is that the assessed value of the prop- 
erty for the purposes of taxes and the actual value of the property are 
two different thi For instance, the assessed value of the property 
is $5,000,000, while the governor states that the actual value of the 
property amounts to $15,000,000. Now, if the actual value could be 
the basis on which the assessment would be made the Harrison act 
would not touch the case at all, but under the assessed value the Har- 
rison act does interpose and prevent the levying of taxes for this pur- 


pose, . 

Mr. STEWART. Tshould like to ask the Senator a question. What 
information has he as to Yavapai County? That eounty is to bear the 
larger portion of this burden. What is the condition of that county? 
— 3 any information of any increased value in Yavapai 

unty 

Mr. CULLOM. When the Senator gets through with his question I 
will talk about Yavapai. 

Mr. STEWART. What is the assessed value of the property in Ya- 
vapai County? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not remember exactly what it is. 

Mr. STEWART. Is it not about $5,000,000, and is not the debt 
over $500,000? Then I would ask the Senator further if there is any 
petition from Yavapai County to have this bill passed. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is the Senator through? 

Mr. STEWART. Iam through for the present. 

Mr. CULLOM. My friend from Ni seems to have Yavapai 
County on his mind more than anything else. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, I have. That is the county that is protest- 

against this measure. 
. CULLOM. The fact is that Yavapai County bas nothing more 
to do with this measure than the State of Nevada or the State of Mi- 
nois—not a particle. 

To give a full statement of the facts, so that nobody may be deceived, 
as I stated yesterday, it is true that the proposed line of railroad from 
the Atlantic and Pacific has been built from the northern line, if you 
pen of Yavapai County, down about 75 miles into that county. 

ere are about 74 miles still to be built. 

The 75 miles, or whatever the distance is, which have already been 
built were built under an act of the Territorial Legislature authoriz- 
ing that county to issue its bonds and build the road, and levy $4,000 
a mile for the full distance through the county. After they got the 
road built from the Atlantic and Pacific down to the town of Prescott, 
about the middle of the county, there it stopped and there it stands 
to-day. 

Now, we have nothing to do with Yavapai County at all. If they 
have any rights under the Territorial act of the Legislature under which 
they have built the road that is now built, let them do as they please 
with the matter, because that does not touch the Harrison act, as it is 
commonly called. 

It is not proposed, I trust, to take away from the people of Yavapai 
County the rights that they possess under the law as it exists, not only 
the Territorial act, but the Harrison act as well. The proposition now 
made would cut them off from the right to do as they choose about the 
matter under the law as it exists to-day. We do not propose to have 
anything todo with Yavapai County. If they have any rights under 
the Territorial act under which they built the portion of the road and 
if they want to carry that road out, let them doit. If the Territorial 
act has run out, if you please, so that they come under the law of Con- 

no law of Congress exists to give them any further right to issne 
ey and we do not propose to have anything to do with them in this 

Mr. STEWART. Does not the Senator know very well that Yava- 
pai will not be called upon to assume this indebtedness of $300,000 
unless this bill is passed ? 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator assumes that he knows and that I 
ate a thing that I do not know, neither does he know anything about 

at all. 

Mr. STEWART. How many years has it been since the road from 
ag aa and Pacific down to Prescott was built? How old a law 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know about that exactly. It has been 
built within the last two or three years, as I understand. But here 
is Yavapai County, that has built a part of this road under a Terri- 
torial act authorizing the county to issue $4,000 worth of bonds per 


mile. I do not know whether that Territorial act is dead or not. If 
it is dead that is the end of it, and they can not build any more by 
voting taxes unless they come to Congress and ask permission to do it, 
If it is not dead we have no evidence on earth, so far as I know any- 
thing about it, that they want us todo anything onthe subject. That 
is a matter in their hands, and unless it may be by a few people possi- 
bly over at Flagstaff, in the northeast part of Yavapai County, there 
is not a word said about this bill by the rest of the population of Ya- 
vapai County, because they have nothing to do with it. 

ere the people of Maricopa County come forward, nearly the whole 
voting 83 and they ask Congress to pass this bill giving them 
the right to build this little road through their own county, so that 
they can get from under the heel of the Southern Pacific. The Sena- 
tor goes by Maricopa and goes up into Yavapai, and he makes a tre- 
mendous row because he thinks that building the road through Mari- 
copa is going to induce the people of Yavapai to build the rest of the 
road through there. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Illinois yield to 
me for one moment? 

MrCULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I wish to read a dispatch bearing upon 
the statement just now made about the poverty of Yavapai County. 
It is directed to Mr. W. J. Murphy, who is chairman of the citizens’ 
committee, and comes from Prescott, and is signed by C. Wad- 
dell, county treasurer of Yavapai. I think thatthe condition of Yava- 
pai has nothing whatever to do with this bill 

Mr. CULLOM. Not the slightest. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. But, notwithstanding, as I have this dis- 
patch, we may as well have the benefit of the information it contains. 

Mr. STEWART. To whom is the dispatch directed ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It is directed to Mr. Murphy, care of 
MARK SMITH, the Delegate in Congress from Arizona. Tt isas follows: 

Actual cash value of yin this (Yavapai) county from ten to twelve 
million dollars, not g mines; total bonded indebtedness $463,000, See 
W. A. Clark, of Montana, as to value of mines. 

GEO. C. (WADDELL, 


niy Treasurer, 


Mr. CULLOM. Let me say a word right in connection with that 
dispatch. Yavapai County has issued bonds on the length of the line 
of road that has been built, and there is no pretense on the part of any- 
body that it has ever defaulted one instantin the payment of the inter- 
eston the bonds or that it is troubled on the question whether it is 
going to issue any more and build the rest of the road. So the Sena- 
tor’s labor is all ror a county that has not asked him or anybody else 
to interfere with the of the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. I beg pardon; the Senator had before bim a good 
many protests from there, and no petitions. As to this di it is 
peculiarly worded. He gives estimates of the value of the 3 

an 
guards it 


ro 
ay 


the county at ten or twelve million dollars. He does not as 

state what the assessed value of the property is there. He 

again. He says the bonded indebtedness is $460,000. He does not tell 
how much other indebtedness there is. In fact, it is a good deal over 
$500,000. We have just been passing a bill to help out the limited 
counties and have the Territory assume the indebtedness of the coun- 
ties to the extent of $3,000,000. Now it is proposed to load them down 
in this way. 

The Senator from Illinois talks about the old law and the people of 
Yavapai County. The trouble is that the people of Yavapai County 
do not have any say in the matter. They built a road from the At- 
lantic and Pacific to Prescott, issued their bonds for it, and there they 
stop That was under the old law which they say has not expired, 
and if the bonds are demanded they will probably have to issue the 
balance and build the rest of the road, and the people will not have 
any say aboutit. If the people there had asked for it it would be a 
yery different thing. It is not the people who ask for it; itis the rail- 
road company, who will say that these bonds shall be issued under the 
existing law. The people had hoped they would never be called upon, 
because they say that it would increase the taxes of the county 5 per 
cent. and they could not live there. They protest. Still by this bill 
Congress says that it will place that railroad company in a position to 
demand these bonds. 

Now, if Yavapai County has nothing to do with it, the tion of 
this amendment will certainly relieve Yavapai County and will do no 
harm. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yavapai County is not asking for it. 

Mr. STEWART. YavapaiCounty is not asking for legislation in aid 
ofa railroad, Those we have heard from are very anxious that this 
railroad company shall not be placed in a position to demand of them 
$300,000, and the simple question is whether you will practically place 
this enormous burden upon Yavapai County. Upon that question I 
want the yeas and nays, and then I am done. I do not care about dis- 
cussing it any more. I want those in favor of loading down Yavapai 
County and in favor of this principle to vote for the bill as it came from 
the other House. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, when this bill was before 
the committee for consideration, and the committee had about made up 
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its mind that the circumstances were extraordinary and unusual, and 
that this relief onght to be allowed, I received some letters from gen- 
tlemen whom I know living at Flagstaff, in Arizona, protesting against 
the passage of this bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. In Yavapai County? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In Yavapai County; and they protested 
against the of the bill. I asked the Senator from Illinois, who 
had charge of it, to hold it up and not to report it until I could get 
the facts in the case, I then took a copy of the Maricopa bill, a copy 
of a bill that is pending here now to validate certain acts of the Legis- 
lature of Arizona, and a copy of another bill, a refunding act, and I 
sent all those bills to the gentlemen who wrote me those letters, and 
aske:l them to point out which bills it was they objected to and to give 
me the reasons why. 

They stated that the bill they objected to was the bill validating the 
acts of the Arizona Legislature, and they objected to it on the ground 
that it would validate an act of the Legislature authorizing Yavapai 
County to build a railroad in Yavapai County; that they knew noth- 
ing about Maricopa; they cared nothing about it. The protests about 
which the Senator from Nevada has been talking all the time are 
these protests that have been withdrawn as relating to Yavapai County, 
and thereis no objection to the measure there at all. 

Mr. STEWART. Let me ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Considering the fact that the Senator bas 
occupied nearly all the time, let me finish my statement and then I will 
answer his questions. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator has by implication been say- 
ing all along that this is a proposition to vote certain things upon these 
counties, to compel these counties to issue bonds. I donot think any- 
body in the Senate can be misled by a statement of that sort. It is 
simply a proposition that the people of Maricopa County may, if they 
choose, take $4,000 worth of stock per mile in a proposed railroad and 
pay for it with their bonds. It relates to nobody except Maricopa 

unty, It does not touch Yavapai in any way whatever. 

I punnis that the expectation is to make a connecting link between 
the line of Maricopa and the city of Prescott, in the county of Yavapai; 
and when they come here with a bill proposing to validate an act of 
that sort by Yavapai County then the arguments of the Senator from 
Nevada will be relevant, and not till then. That portion has nothing 
whatever to do with this bill. 

The Senator’s proposition toamend this bill, no matter what merits 
his amendment may have, is objectionable for this reason, and it is a 
substantial one: We are getting along well down in the session and 
there is a great press of business. It is next to impossible to take up 
and dispose of the bills on the Calendar. If we amend this bill, in all 
human probability at this period of the session it will be Jost between 
the two Houses. It is proper that some steps shall be taken, and, as a 
matter of fact, the bill has no relation whatever to Yavapai County. 
There is no reason why the amendment should be put on the bill anda 

t many why it should not. 

Now I will listen to the Senator’s question, 

Mr. STEWART. Was not the objection that they had to the bill 
the Senator named for the reason that it would validate the particular 
law that would force the county to issue these bonds? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. N. o, sir. On the contrary, they said that 
they cared nothing in the world about this bill. Their objection was 
to Senate bill 2247. 

Mr. STEWART. For what reason? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, On the ground that they supposed there 
was lurking in that bill a provision to validate the act authorizing 
Yavapai County to build a railroad, not Maricopa. 

Mr. STEWART. Yavapai County? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Yes. 

Mr. STEWART. And therefore these bonds would be required to 
be issued ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pascoin the chair), The Chair 
calls the attention of Senators to the rule which requires them to ad- 
dress the Chair. 

Mr. STEWART. That rule is not generally observed. We will ob- 
serve it from this on, Mr. President. 
ean PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada will pro- 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have yielded for a question. I have 
not yielded the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. I want to know if the foundation of their whole 
objection was not that the county would be required to issue bonds 
under that old law, and whatever bill would produce that effect they 
objected to. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. As I have stated again and again, the 
objection of the citizens of Yavapai County, living in Flagstaff, off the 
line of this proposed railroad, was that they supposed that Senate bill 
2247, a bill legalizing certain acts of the Legislature of Arizona, would 
make good and revive an act providing for the building of a railroad in 
Yavapai County, and they distinctly say in their letters to me that they 
have no relation to the bill as to Maricopa County, and care nothing 


about it. There is no opposition to it from any part of the county. 
There is no opposition to it from anybody I have heard from. 

This bill has been pending in committee here for a long time; it has 
been published all over that Territory; people have written letters and 
they have come here; and there is not a single, solitary word of oppo- 
sition to it from anybody or any source except the Southern Pacific 
Railroad Company. Of course we can understand why they would be 
opposed to it. The Senator suggested that they would have to pa; 
taxes on their property. Allow me to suggest to him that that bran 
railroad was built at exactly the same rate of $4,000 a mile by Mari- 
copa County, and it comes in bad grace from a corporation that has re- 
ceived that sort of benefit from that county tosay that the county shall 
not relieve itself by simply building another railroad. 

Mr. STEWART. There is a great mistake in that statement. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, as I said yesterday, the 
taxable value of property in Maricopa County is about $15,000,000. 
Men who have had theshrewdness, the energy, and the sagacity toaccu- 
melate that amount of property can as a general rule be trusted to take 
care of themselves and to manage their own affairs without the super- 
vison of anybody here to take care of or to look after them, in my 
opinion. 

This is a proposition simply that these people shall do as they please 
with theirown. Men who own large amounts of property on the line 
of this railroad say that the increased value of their property will more 
than pay all this expenditure in twelve months’ time if they can get an. 
outlet for what they own. It seems to me that we are performing a 
poor office to people of that sort to stand in the way and say to them 
vou shall not improve your own property by developing the internal 
improvements of the country.“ 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I desire to say one word simply, in 
accord with the remarks of the Senator from Arkansas, 

This bill was put in my hands as the chairman of the subcommittee 
with an inclination on my part to oppose the bill, and for a long time 
Theldit. Finally I came to the conclusion that the bill perhaps ought 
to After that the Senator from Arkansas, who has just been 
talking, came to me and said that he had some letters that, as he un- 
derstood them, were written by persons who were opposed to this bill, 
and he asked me to delay it. I said, ‘‘ Certainly, I will do so, because 
I do not desire to report the bill if there is opposition to it, especially 
in Maricopa County. 

I never a scratch of a pen from anybody in either county upon 
the bill, but I may say I have had hundreds of letters from Maricopa 
County, and some letters from Yavapai, asking me to favor the bill. 
Finally the Senator from Arkansas reported to me what he has stated 
here, that it turned out that those people in the northeast part of Ya- 
vapai County, whom we were not attempting to tonch at all, had been 
misled as to the bill that they were opposed to, and he withdrew any 
desire or expression of desire that he would have me longer to delay 
the bill, and I reported it. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I now renew my motion to lay the pend- 
ing amendment on the table. 

Mr. STEWART. Let me reply to what the Senator has said on the 
amendment. 

Mr. J ONES, of Arkansas. I thought the Senator from Nevada was 
through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkansas with- 
draw his motion to lay the amendment on the table? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Yes, I yield to the Senator from Nevada. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn, and the 
Senator from Nevada has the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. As to saying that the people there were misled, 
that will not do. Their objection was to validating this obligation to 
issue these bonds; and if the effect of this bill will produce it, that is 
the very thing against which they protest. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In Maricopa County? 

Mr. STEWART. These bonds of Yavapai County. The people of 
Yavapai County do not want that act validated, and if passing this bill 
enables the railroad company to demand the bonds it is exactly the 
thing that they protest against. The adoption of this amendment 
would relieve them of any latent or any indirect method. The bill is 
probably equivalent to requiring Maricopa County to issue those bonds 
whether it will or not, and the people of Yavapai County are attempt- 
ing to resist the issue of further bonds there. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let them resist it. 

Mr. STEWART. Let them resist it. They will resist it if we do 
not pass this bill. This measure puts the railroad company in a 
position to demand them afterwards, and they will demand them. The 
amendment that I offer simply liberates Yavapai County from this 
load. : 

Senators talk about the people being away off in Flagstaff, who pro- 
test against this measure. That is a considerable community, and 
there are a good many people scattered off from the line of this railroad, 
and that is the reason why they should not be taxed for it, because 
they will get no benefit from it. 

As to the subsidy that was granted to this branch of the Southern 
Pacific of $4,000 a mile, it was a very mistaken policy to do it. They 
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are reaping the consequences now. They are overtaxed, they are very 
much burdened; and that is one of the things that are pressing hard 
upon that community. That was a great mistake; but this will be a 
still greater mistake. They will find themselves so taxed that they 
can not pay their indebtedness, and it will keep back the prosperity o 
what few people can be got into their community. 

J believe the people who are urging us to do this are constituents of 
my friend from Illinois; that they live in Chicago mostly. They are 
Chicago men and they are Rhode Island men who are going into this 
scheme. It is all very well if they put their own money in it, but by 
indirection to make the people of Flagstaff, who are receiving no ben- 
efit, put their money into it, seems hard. 

I think this amendment ought to be adopted, and upon the motion 
of the Senator from Arkansas to lay it on the table I shall call for the 
yeas and nays, 

Mr. CULLOM. All right; let us vote. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I renew the motion to lay the amend- 
ment on the table. 4 

Mr. STEWART. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. The Senator from Ar- 
kansas moves to lay the amendment on the table, on which the yeas 
and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

+ Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called). I am usually 
with the Senator from Alabama eo MorGAan]. He is not in 
but as the proposition has no political character I vote yea.“ 

Mr. DOLPH. _I transfer my pair with the senior Senator from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Brown] to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], 
and vote ‘‘nay.’? 

Mr. FRYE. T am paired with the senior Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. Gorman]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], 
as I am paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who 
is necessarily absent, that we transfer our pairs so that he and I can 
both vote. 

Mr. FRYE. Very well. s 

Mr. HARRIS. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. FRYE. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. GEORGE. I have been requested by the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. HAmpron] to state that he is paired with the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (after having voted in the affirmative). I voted in- 
advertently. I am with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Eustis] and I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Nebraska with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. I am paired with the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON I. 

The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 5; as follows: 


ired 
seat, 


YEAS—39. 
Aldrich, Evarts, Jones of Arkansas, Sanders, 

x Farwell, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Berry, Frye, McPherson, Sherman, 
Carlisle, Geo 8 Spooner, 

= Gibson, Payne, Stock bri 
ke, arris, y E a 
Colquitt, Hearst, Power, Ves 
liom, Higgins, Pugh, Washburn, 
vis, Hiscock, Quay, olco! 
Dawes, Hoar, Reagan, 
NAYS—5. 
Dolph, Mitchell, Teller. 
Edmunds, Stewart, 
ABSENT—40. 
Allen, Chandler, Hawley, Platt, 
Allison, Cockreil, Ingalls, Plumb, 
Barbour, Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Dixon, Kenna, Squire, 

Jair, Eustis, Manderson, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Moody, Vance, 
Brown Gorman, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Butler, Gray, Morrill, Walthall, 
Call, Hale, Paddock, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cameron, Hampton, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. TELLER, Mr. President, I never heard of this bill until it was 
brought before us, I know nothing about the controversy starting 
this matter except what I have gathered since the discussion com- 
menced. This appears to me to be a bill in the shape it is for the 
county of Maricopa to make a present to a railroad company of $4,000 
a mile. If it is desirable that a railroad should be built and capital- 
ists intend to put their money in it, I do not see why the county of 
Maricopa in putting her money in it should not stand in the same rela- 
tion to the concern that 9 else does that puts money in it. 

Perhaps the Senator from Arkansas who is in charge of the bill can 
tell me how much stock this railroad company will issue, which is a 
very material consideration, before we determine whether the poopie 

are getting value received. They are to have $4,000 per mile of stock 


under this bill. Can the Senator tell me how much stock will be issued 
by the railroad company? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have not inquired how much stock will 
be issued under the bill. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
Colorado that this bill is not intended to make the arrangement, but 
simply to authorize those people living in Maricopa County, more than 
95 per cent. of wkom have expressed themselves in favor of this propo- 
sition, to make such an arrangement as will be satisfactory to them; 
and as far as I am concerned that was all I desired to look into, and I 
know 8 more abont it. 

Mr. TELLER, Then what was the purpose of saying that they 
should receive alike amount of full-paid non-assessable stock? 
The Senator seems to be a little off in his statement of fact. This 
does not leave the people to make the arrangement, but we make it 
for them, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Notatall. This bill was framed by the 
people in Maricopa County, and they asked for the passage of the bill. 
They sent it here by a delegate of the citizens’ committee of the county 
of Maricopa. They voted upon it last August, when more than 95 
per cent. of the voters, being the largest vote ever had in the les 
voted in favor of ratifying this arrangement which had previously 
been, as I understand, made with the railroad company. 

Mr. TELLER. Perhaps the Senator will tell me now (if he can not, 
perhaps some other Senator can, why the people of Maricopa County. 
putting in $4,000 of good money per mile, should not stand on an equal 
footing with the gentlemen in New York City or somewhere else 
who put in their money? They are certainly not to do it under this 
bill. This company can issue $100,000 a mile of stock, and will very 
likely do it; and out of that the people of Maricopa will get the twenty- 
fifth part. The company will then mortgage the road for more money 
than it cost to build it, and in the end Maricopa County will never get 
a cent. 

Now, I do not desire to offer any obstraction to the people of that 
county having the road, but I know that if this road is to be honestly 
built the people who are going to build it have no reason, and can give 
none whatever, why all the people who put in their money should not 
stand on an equality. Therefore, I am going to offer an amendment 
that the people of Maricopa shall have part of the bonds of this road 
and not the stock. I have limited the amount of bonds to $15,000 a 
mile, because I am confident that that is more than the road will cost. 
I send up the amendment to be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Colorado will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all of section 2, after 
the second word of, in the thirty-first line of the section, and to sub- 
stitute therefor: $ 

The 5 bonds of said railroad, the total amount of said first mort- 
pase bonds to be limited to $15,000 per mile of said railroad so constructed or to 
constructed as aforesaid, 

Mr. TELLER. Now, Mr. President, unless some Senator thinks 
that the amount of bonds is too small, which I think is about right 
from my experience, having had some relation with roads in the West- 
ern country, and from what I have heard of the route over which it is 
proposed to build, it strikes me that nobody ought to object to the 
amendment. These people in the Western country are of course anx- 
ious to have the road, and if they put in what will be certainly alittle ~ 
more than one-fourth there ought to be no trouble in getting capital to 
put in the balance. k 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Itake it that the people of Maricopa 
County understand their own business. They will be like other peo- 
ple who make any railroads. Whenever the amount of stock issued is 
satisfactory to them, whenever the security is such as will satisfy them, 
they will invest their money, and they will not do it except that is 
done. 

It seems to me that is a sufficient answer to the Senator’s proposi- 
tion. Weare not called upon to arrange the details of a business ar- 
rangement of this kind, and we simply authorize these people to make 
their own arrangements subject to the limitations of this bill. 

I think no other argument is necessary, at least as far as I am con- 
cerned, and I should like to have a vote upon the amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. If the people of Maricopa County are able to take 
care of themselves, as the Senator suggests, then there ought to be no 
restriction upon them, as we have put by the bill known as the Har- 
rison act. People who have had some experience in the Western coun- 
try know that prohibitions of that kind are not only desirable, but ab- 
solutely necessary in some sections to prevent great wrongs from being 
committed. The statement that they are able to take care of them- 
selves seems hardly to comport with the condition of facts. 

I repeat, why is the provision put in here to limit them exactly to 
the amount of stock that they are to receive? It is not left to them 
to say, We will take one-half of the stock; we will take the propor- 
tion that our amount of stock bears to what others put in.“ 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the amendment be read again. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, The amendment of the Senator from 
Colorado will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 2, line 31, after the second word of, 
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it is proposed to strike out all down to and including the word “* afore- 
said, at the end of that section, aud insert: 

The first morgage bonds of said railroad, the total amount of said first mort- 
pase, poau 0] pas ee =y $15,000 per mile of said railroad so constructed or to 

So as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, 1 e issue and delivery of 
said bonds, 9 e „ bonds of said railroad, 
the total amount of said first mortgage bonds to be limited to $15,000 per mile 
of said railroad constructed or to be constructed as aforesaid. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I move to lay the amendment on the 
table. 

Mr. TELLER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator irom Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. q 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. I should vote nay if he were pres- 
ent. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLAckBuRN], who is absent under order of the Senate. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Drxon]. 

Mr. VEST. I will vote to make a quorum. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. I will vote yea.” 

Mr. HAMPTON. I will vote nay ” though I would vote yea 
if I were not paired. I only vote to make a quorum. 

Mr. PADDOCK. As this is not a party question, I will vote. I 


vote nay.” 
The result was announced —yeas 35, nays 10; as follows: ‘ 
YEAS—35, 
Aldrich, Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
Allen, Evarts, McMillan, Sanders, 
Bate, Farwell, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Berry, Faulkner, Pasco, pooner, 
Call, George, Payne, Stockbridge, 
Casey, Gibson, Pierce, Turpie, 
Coke, Higgins, Power, Washburn 
Colquitt, Hoar, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Ingalls, Quay, 
NAYS—10. 
Cockrell, . Hearst, Stewart, Wolcott, 
Edmunds, Mitchell Teller, 
Hampton, Paddock, Vest, 
ABSENT—39. 
Allison, Daniel, Hawley, 5 Plumb, 
Barbour, Dawes, i som, 
Blackburn, Dixon, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Jair, Dolph, Kenna, Squire, 
tt, is, Manderson, Stanford, 
e, Moody. Vance, 
Butler, Gorman, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Gray, Morrill, Walthall 
Carlisle, Hale, Pettigrew, Wilson of Iowa. 
Chandler, tt, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President. I desire to offer a further amendment 
to this bill, not for the purpose of embarrassing the bill, but for doing 
what I think is an act of justice to the people who are living in that 
section of the country. I have had some experience with and observa- 
tion of this class of affairs, I understand just exactly what the bill 
means, and I want the Senate to understand it. If the Senate think 
that they have the right to vote ont of the pockets of the people of 
Maricopa County, whatever this sum may be, amounting to a very 
large sum, without giving them any consideration or any opportunity 
to get a consideration, I want the Senate to vote that way. It isa 
plain, clean subsidy, made by the Senate of the United States, or by 
Congress, to a railroad company, where the people, it is said, have had 
a voice, but where they have not probably had a voice at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Colorado will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend section 2 of the bill by 
adding thereto the following additional proviso: 

Provided further, That the capital stock of said railroad in aid of which said 
bonds may be issued shall not exceed $12,000 per mile, and the bonded in- 
debtedness of said railroad shall not exceed the sum of $20,000 per mile. 

Mr. TELLER. Now, Mr. President, there is not anybody here who 
will rise and say that $20,000 a mile will not build the road. There 
is not anybody here who will claim that $12,000 a mile is not sufficient 
to operate the road for all practical purposes. The amendment ean not 
be considered as being hostile to the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I wish the Senator would explain, in connection 
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with what he has already said, about the character of the country and 
the probability that the company can build a road ſor the amount 
named here, by the actual expenditure of that much cash, not count- 
ing in 25 or 50 per cent. profit to the stockholders, 

Mr. TELLER. I have not been over this route and of course I do 
not speak from personal knowledge, but knowing something of the 
general character of that country, having some years ago had personal 
acquaintance with the building of a road in the mountains, having or- 


ganized and built a road myself over an infinitely more difficult coun- . 


try than this, with double the disadvantages, which we built for a good 
deal less money than I propose they shall be allowed here, I am satis- 
fied that this is much more than they will need. Ihave notany doubt 
that the road can be built and equipped. I do not mean to say the; 
can furnish a great quantity of equipment, but enough for the busi- 
ness, for $15,000 a mile. If it can, there are $20,000 of bonds that 
they may issue. 

The only objection that can be made isthat this must be turned over 
to the people of that county to do just as they see fit. 

There would be some force in that objection if they had been allowed 
to make a contract and if we had said here. You may submit the 
question to the people of that county to vote on.“ But you see what 
this proposition is. We say they shall issue bonds to the amount of 
$4,000 a mile. They have no voice in that. We say they shall take 
$4,000 in stock. They have no voice in that; and the tax-payers of 
that county are to be mulcted in this burden by the Senate of the 
United States without any knowledge as to how much this road is go- 
ing to cost, without any knowledge as to how much you are yoting 
into the pockets of this corporation. 

Because the men who are going to furnish the money are Eastern 
men, as it isan Eastern corporation, I suppose it will be said that we 
are begging in the West for the money. It will be said, as was said 
yesterday by the Senator from New York [ Mr. Hiscock], that it is true 
we have been borrowing money from the East at ruinous rates of inter- 
est, but we have been asking for it. 

Mr. President, the people are not asking for this loan in this way. 
You have no business to vote a loan of this kind on the people of Mari- 
copa County. 

I am quite willing, after the attention of the Senate is called to it, 
that the Senate shall vote just as they please on the question. I have 
no right to dictate, but I do not want Senators who vote for this to rise 
here and tell me that they are opposed to subsidies for railroads; and 
I hope I shall hear less hereafter from some Senators about the outrage 
the Government has perpetrated upon the people when it has voted the 
land of the Government to build railroads, when they are voting out 
of the pockets of private individuals money to build a railroad, and 
that without giving those people the slightest opportunity to stand upon 
an equal footing, when they vote down a proposition which simply says 
that for every dollar the people of this county put in they shall stand 
equal with every dollar the corporators put in; and the Senate vote 
that down by a majority of 4 or 5 to 1; notably, too, among the Sena- 
tors voting in the majority are those who have been loud in their de- 
nunciations on this floor repeatedly for the last five or six years of 
subsidies of all kinds, and particularly abusive of railroad corporations 
that were robbing the people! E 

It is said that this railroad will give competition. There is not a 
Senator who voted on that question who does not know that the min- 
ute the road is done there will be a combination made between this 
and the other road. There is not one who does not know that it will 
not give those people any cheaper freights. It will give them twolines. 
It will give the real-estate people of that town a boom, it may be, and 
the men who have a few lots to sell can sell them; but the hard-work- 
ing people of that county will have to pay for it all and will get noth- 
ing back. : 5 

The Senators who believe that is right ought to vote for this bill with- 
out any amendment. If they do not believe that is right, they oughtto 
put this amendment on, unless somebody will rise and say the limit is 
too small, and nobody has yet said it, and nobody will say it. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I would not be surprised 
that some Senator should make such a statement as has just been made, 
but I am surprised that the Senator from Colorado, who is always fair 
in every discussion, should have made thestatement he made just now. 
When he said that we are voting money out of the pockets of these 
people, that they have no control of this matter, he certainly did not 
consider what was in the bill. It begins by saying: 

That the board of supervisors of Maricopa County, in Arizona Territory, be, 
and they are hereby, authorized to issue the bonds of said county to aid in the 
construction aud equipment of a railroad, ete. 

They exercise this discretion. Without this measure they can not do 
it. With this measure they may do it or not, as they choose. 

I believe that the Senator acts iu perfect good faith in all these mat- 
ters, and I am opposed to any amendment ol the bill, from the fact that 
if you amend it and send it back to the other House, at the present 
stage of the session and in the present condition of the public business 
tere is hardly any hope of getting the bill through or doing anything 
with it. 

This bill has been considered among those people who are to pay 
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the money provided for here. They are business men; they under- 
stand the details of this business, and they are satisfied with this ar- 
rangement, There is no reason that I can see why they should not be 
allowed to manage their own business in their own way in a manner 
that seems so reasonable and just as that provided in this bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Arkansas yield to a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator spoke about the business men who 
will raise this money. Is it not proposed by the bill that the $4,000 
per mile shall be paid by taxes imposed upon the tax-payers of that 
county? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It is; and last August, when this very 
identical ition was submitted by order of the supervisors to the 
voters of the county of Maricopa, when there was the largest vote ever 
cast in the county, more than 95 out of a hundred of the voters voted 
for it, and almost every property-holder in the county voted for it, as 
has been stated here by men who came here accredited by the citizens 
eae mena ae rar ic tasers the statement; and I believe it to be 

truth. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Does the Senator know what was the proportion 
of the vote cast to the actual voting population of the county? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It was the largest vote ever cast, and was 
considered to be a full vote. i 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator says this board of supervisors will not 
do this unless the proposition is favored by the people of the county. 
Now, it is a moral certainty that if we pass this bill a contract will be 
made, just exactly the contract here p: and bonds at the rate of 
84, 000 per mile will be issued, and the county will receive $4,000 in 
stock, which will be absolutely worthless, and the company will see to 
it that it is wo 

Now, a vote counts nothing with me unless I know all the facts and 
circumstances connected with the submission of the question toa vote 
of the people. The Senator even does not know what the vote was, 
and it is no guide to us. It is our duty to put a proper restriction upon 
this or else we should repeal the Harrison law and let the 
people deal with the subject, and they are infinitely better calculated 
Ep deal with $6 shinai we are. We are not leaving it to them. We are 
saying how much a mile they shall pay and what they shall receive 
for it. That is what I complain of. If the people want to burden 
themselves, let them do it, but we say to them by this bill just what 
they shall do. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me simply to make a sug- 
gestion? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘The Territorial Legislature passed an act exactly in 
line with this bill, and the only reason the road is not built is because 
the Harrison act got in the way before they got the road down from 
the northern line to the capital of the Territory. 

I desire to state another fact to the Senator. There are no conceal- 
ments about this bill, so far as I am concerned. I am informed by 
citizens there that there is a portion of the distance in the northern 
part of this county where the road has got to be built through a tun- 
nel and where it will cost over $40,000 per mile to build it, and I am 
inclined to believe that if it had not been for that fact the road would 
have been built before now. 

Mr. TELLER. If they build a tunnel of a sufficient length I have 
no doubt it will cost $40,000 a mile to build it; and it does not make 
much difference what the Legislature did about it, either, 

Now, Mr, President, in these days of cheap money, if it is desired to 
build a railroad there, there is no trouble in raising the money. The 
State of Colorado thirteen years or more in its constitution a 


any reason to expect them to be built, 
had not. That is what can be done here. 

If it is desirable to build the road, there will be somebody found to 
build it. If it is not desirable the people ought not to be required to 

t in 84, 000 a mile. We are in ignorance as to whether that will be 
$40,000 or $400,000 put on this county. In my experience in the Sen- 
ate I have never seen a bill come here with so little opportunity given 
to Senators to know how to vote as this bill seems to come here to-day. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. TELLER. How many miles is the road to run through the 
county? Does anybody know? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have stated that. 

Mr. CULLOM. It has been stated a good many times on this floor, 
and the record bears it out, that there are between 49 and 50 miles of 
this road to run through Maricopa County. That I have stated three 
or four times, I am sure, and other Senators have stated the same 


The Senator’s remark that nebody knows how much money will be 
piled upon these people by the passage of this bill seems to me very 
strange in the light of the facts, because it is not over 49 or 50 miles, 


say not over 50 miles, and certainly the amount of the debt on that 
distance would be $200,000. 

Mr. TELLER. I will take that back. The Senator does seem to 
rig waa n Le amoina 1A, 000. How much interest are these bonds 
to - 

Mr. CULLOM. Seven per cent. 

Me TELLER. That would give $14,000 a year to the railroad com- 
pany 

Mr. COCKRELL. How long do they run? 

Mr. CULLOM. Thirty years. 

Mr. TELLER. Fourteen thousand dollars a year is a pretty hand- 
some donation to this railroad company. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, there is great force in what the Senator 
from Colorado says, but I defer as to this matter to the Delegate from 
that Territory. He tells me that 97 per cent. of the ple of that 
county, understanding all the facts, petition for this right. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is all set out in the report on this bill from 
the Committee on Territories. 2 

Mr. VEST. Now, that influences me more than anything else. He 
is sent here to represent his people. He knows what tbeir local inter- 
ests are. He takes the responsibility of making this statement. 

I have already stated as strongly as I could that the system, in my 
judgment, is a vicious one. We have in my State the same constitu- 
tional provision to which the Senator from Colorado has alluded; but 
unfortunately we locked the door atter the horse was stolen or escaped, 
and the debt was on us before the people waked up to the necessity 
for the provision. 

* 3 So did we. 

r. VEST. Here isa new Territory. These people say that they 
are paying $60 a thousand for white pine lumber. It may be that the 
Southern Pacific and Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé (because this 
new road is to run to the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé system, as I 
understand) will pool. If we do our duty here, we shall stop that pool- 
ing. If we can not do it by any sort of law, then the case is hopeless. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, this is what the gov- 
ernor of the Territory says: 

While lumber in Phenix is worth from $45 to $60 per 1,000 feet, less than 200 
miles from here, and within this Territory, it is worth only from $12 to $16 for 
the same classes, 

That is a quotation from the governor. 

Mr. VEST. If there were any private individuals here, any tax-pay- 
ers, remonstrating against this Ba, I would be it, but I under 
stand there is nobody here but the Southern Railroad opposing 
it. That statement has been made here upon the floor repeatedly. 

Mr. CULLOM. Nobody in the county objects to it. 

Mr. VEST. Nobody in the county objects to it, and nobody in the 
intervening county of Yavapai, but the only opposition comes from an- 
other railroad company. Well, between two railroads, and the people 
in favor of one of them, I will take the side of the people. - That is all 
there is of it. If the people want to put this debt upon them at 7 per 
cent., my judgment is that they are making a bad bargain, but if they 
say that that is necessary in order to escape from the Southern Pacific 
monopoly, I am willing to let them take the hazard. It is their busi- 
ness. I yield my opinion as to the general system to the immediate 
exigency as represented by the Delegate from that Territory. 

Mr. TELLER. Personally, I know nothing about the proposed rail- 
road, and I do not know what railroad this line connects with. I have 
not given aay attention to that matter. I have not had the privilege 
of a personal acquaintance with the Delegate and the advantage of his 
knowledge on the subject. Igo upon the general principle that if a 
county or a town put their money in any enterprise they are entitled to 
be treated like everybody else who puts his money init. When that 
is conceded, I have no objection to the county taking care of itself. 
That is all I ask. 

Mr. VEST. I agree entirely with the Senator from Colorado, and I 
voted against laying his amendment on the table. I understand fur- 
ther from the Delegate that $15,000 a mile will build this road. If 
$15,000 will build it, we ought to make ourselves accessories to a sub- 
scription larger than that. Iam willing to give them that privilege, 
but no more, 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say just one other word. There 
have been built in Colorado many miles of railroad which did not cost 
$15,000 a mile, and in the mountains too, I think, more difficult than 
this road. Therefore, I said $15,000 a mile would build it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I support this bill because of having 
been on the ground after the vote of people of Maricopa County 
was taken and having seen their situation and heard their appeals for 
permission to adopt a course which would relieve them from their pres- 
ent condition. It is a very fine community. Some 200,000 acres, I 
think, are irrigated land, producing the most abundant crops, and those 
crops are unavailable because the only road by which they can be sent 
off has a monopoly of the transportation and takes all the profit there 
is in the crops. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to make a statement 
right there? : 
Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. CULLOM. The people in that locality haye spent, I think, be- 


tween ten and twelve hundred thousand dollars in digging 
that they could i te their land. 

Mr. REAGAN. They have irrigated a country about 20 miles in 
length and about 15 miles wide, as beautiful a country as a man’s eye 
ever looked upon. When we were there they had most abundant crops, 
and it seemed to me that they ought to be a very prosperousagricultural 
people. I inguired about that, and they told me that on account of 
the monopoly of transportation they could not make their surplus 
available, and mentioned their difficulty in building from the enor- 
mous price of lumber, from which they could be relieved by the con- 
struction of this new road. y 

I agree with the Senator from Colorado that in addition to their 
present debt to put upon them some $200,000 more would be a con- 
siderable debt, and I said so to them. I talked with them about the 
danger of laying a large debt upon the people; but they insisted that 
the increased value of their crops and the cheapening of the means of 
constructing houses and other structures out of timber would increase 
the value of their property and make it a valuable speculation to them 
if they could secure the road by pa $200,000, - 

So I shall vote for the bill, and I do not wish to vote for anything 
that will embarrass it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As L understand from my colleague, the Delegate 
from that Territory, who is familiar with the topography of this county, 
states that the road will be constructed at $15,000 a mile. I suggest 
to the Senator from Colorado to change his amendment and reduce the 
two amounts, the stocks to $10,000 and the bonds to $15,000, and that 
will give them $15,000 in bonds to build the road, and then their sur- 
plus of $10,000 to equip it for traffic. 

Mr. TELLER. I will modify my amendment so as to make it read, 
“$10,000 in stock and $15,000 in bonds.“ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment as modified will be 


read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Provided further, That the capital stock of said railroad, in aid of which said 
bonds may be issued, shall not exceed $10,000 per mile, and the bonded ludebt- 
edness of said railroad shall not exceed the sum of $15,000 per mile. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I move to lay the amendment on the 


e 
Mr. STEWART. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. : 
I am paired with the 


Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK BURN]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. If he were present, Ishould 
vote “nay. A 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Iwill vote to helpmakeaquorum. Ivote “‘yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 8; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Allen Davis, Payne, Spooner, 
Bate, Dawes, Pierce, Stockbridge, 
Ber Ty * o er, 
88 Farwell, Quay, Washburn. 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, x 
Colquitt, lan, Sawyer, 
NAYS—8. 

— — Mitchell, Pasco, Teller, 

funds, Moody, Wolcott, 

ABSENT—51. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Higgins, Plumb, 
Allison, Dolph. Hiscock, Pugh 
— Faulkner Ingalle Sherman 
Blair. Frye, ` Jones of Nevada, e b 
Blodgett, George, Kenna, Stanford, 
Brown, Gibson, McPherson, Vance, 
Butler, Gorman, x Vest, 
Cameron, Gray, Morgan, Voorhees, 
— Hale, l Wal 
Gullom, ` Hawley Pottigresr Wilson of Ma” 
j earst, Piatt, 
The PRESIDENT tempore. Less than a quorum having voted, 

the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. ing 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Aldrich, Cockrell, Farwell, Manderson, 
Allen, Coke, Gibson, Mo 
Bate, Colquitt, Hampton, Paddock, 

a Cullom, H: Pasco, 

23 Davis, Hoar, Payne, 
Casey, Evarts, McMillan, Power, 


Pugh, Sawyer, Teller, Wolcott. 
Quay, Spooner, Turpie, 

n, Stewart. Vest, 
Sanders, ‘Wilson of Maryland, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-five Senators have answered’ 
to their names. A quorum is present. If there be no objection, fur- 
ther proceedings under the call will be dispensed with. The yeas and 
nays having been ordered on laying the amendment of the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] on the table, the roll will be called on that 
question. 

The Secre ed to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 


Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL. ] 


Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 
Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 


r Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. I would vote ‘‘nay’’ if I were not 


pai 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
BARBOUR]. 

Mr. DOLPH. I transfer my pair with the senior Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Brown] to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTI- 
GREW] and vote yea.“ 

Mr. MANDERSON. In order to make a quorum I will vote on this 
question. I do not know how the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN], with whom I am paired, would vote, and I therefore will vote 
‘t nay” on this proposition, believing that he would so vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. By a transfer of pairs between the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE] and myself, I being paired with the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] and he being paired with the Senator from 
Maryland [ Mr. Gorman], I vote yea. X 

Mr. FRYE. I vote yea.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. The members of the Committee on Finance are 
necessarily detained from the Senate. I wish it to be entered upon the 
record, that our absence may be known as justifiable and excusable. 
I hope, therefore, the Senate will not expect us, whenever a roll-call 
occurs, to come into the Senate and vote. We shoul sometimes have 
to lose considerable time by doing so, which would delay eee 
business of the Senate. Therefore, if it is the pleasure of the te, ` 
we will not hereafter consider ourselves bound to respond to the call, 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator and the other members of the 
committee will come in when their presence is necessary to make a 
quorum, 

Mr. SHERMAN. We will endeavor to do that. 

Mr. VEST. I will vote to help make a quorum. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HAMPTON. I will transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] and I vote yea.“ 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. I am paired with the Senator from 
Towa [Mr. WIISONI. 

The result was announced —yeas 35, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—S. 
Aldrich, Cull Harris, n. 
Allen, Davis. oar, Sanders, 
Bate, Dawes, Jonesof Arkansas, Sawyer, 
Berry, Dolph, McMillan, Sherman, 
Call, Morgan, Spooner, 
Carlisle, Farwell, Payne, Stockbridge 
Casey, e, Pierce, Turpie, 
Coke, G n, Power, W. 
Colquitt, pton. Quay. 
NAYS—1L 
Cockrell, Manderson, ` Pugh, est, * 
Edmunds, Mitchell, Ste Wolcott. 
Paseo, 5 
ABSENT—33. 
Allison, Dixon, Ingalls, 
Barbour, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Squire, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Kenna, Stanford, 
Blair. George, McPherson, Vance, 
Blodgett, Gorman, Moody, Voorhees, 
Brown, Gray, ill, 
A Hale, Paddock, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandler —.— a aT peste 
Daniel, ` Hiscock, Plumb, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not wish to delay the passage of the bill, 
which seems inevitable, but I do not want any Senator hereafter to 
make an excuse that he did not know that the practical effect of the 
bill is to require the county of Yavapai to issue to this road bonds to 
the extent of about $300,000, I hold in my hand the laws of Arizona 
Territory. By an act passed on the 12th of March, 1885, the year be- 
fore the Harrison act, it is provided that the county of Yavapai shall 
issue $4,000 a mile to any road that may be built through that county. 
I submit that act as a part of my remarks: 

An act to aid in the construction of a railroad in Yavapai County. 


Be it enacied by the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Arizona; SECTION 1, 
Whenever any person, corporation, or association of persons duly incorporated 
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under the laws of the Territory of Arizona, for the purpose of constructing the 
railroad in this act set out and described, shall have completed the read. and 
laid the ties and rails for the distance of 10 miles along the route of said road 
herein described, and shall apply to the board of supervisors of the 2 
wherein said railroad shall have been constructed, it shall be the duty of suc 
board of (pe ee to appoint some competent person to inspect and report to 
the board of su rs that all the requirements of law have been complied 
with, upon which zepon they shall issue said bonds as herein provided, and 
such board of supervisors are hereby authorized, directed, and required, within 
ten days after the completion of such 10 miles of railroad as aforesaid, to meet 
at the county seat of their county and then and there issue the bonds of said 
county in the sum or sums per mile of railroad as hereinafter provided, and in 
the manner and form as hereinafter provided, and which said bonds shall, 
within thirty days thereafter, upon proof of such parece, corporation, or as- 
sociation of persons, so constructing said railroad, being filed with said board 
of supervisors, together with the certificate of the chief-engineer of such per- 
son, corporation, or association that such 10 miles of railroad have been actu- 
ally constructed as aforesaid, be issued, paid, and delivered to said person. 
corporation, or association so constructing said railroad, who shall then an: 
there receipt to the said board of supervisors of said county for the same. 
And whenever and as often as 10 miles along the ronte of said road herein 
bed, additional to the first 10 miles, shall have been constracted as afore- 
said, it shall be the duty of the board of supervisors of said county and such 
rd of supervisors are hereby authorized, directed, and required to meet, as 
aforesaid, at the county seat of their county, and then and there issue the bonds 
of said county, in a like amount per mile, and in the like manner and form as 
hereinbefore and hereinafter provided, aud which said bonds shall, upon 
such praon, corporation. orassociation so constructing said additional 10 miles 
of said railroad filing with said board of supervisors the proofs and certifi- 
cate hereinbefore called for, that said additional 10 miles have been so actually 
constructed as aforesaid, be issued, paid. and delivered to said person, corpora- 
tion, or association so constructing said railroad, who shall then and there 
receipt to the board of supervisors of said county for the same: Provided, also, 
That if the last section along the route of said railroad to its terminal point in 
the county of Yavapai, as hereinatter described, shall be less than 10 miles in 
length along said road, and whenever said Jast sectionof 10 miles or less than 
10 miles shall have been actually constructed, and the proofs thereof and cer- 
tificate as hereinbefore called for, filed with the board of supervisors of said 
county as aforesaid, it shall be the duty of said board of supervisors to meet at 
the county seat of their county and then and there issue the bonds of said county 
in like amount per mile as hereinbefore provided for each 10 miles along the 
route of said road; which said bonds shall be issued, paid, and delivered tosaid 
n, corporation, or association so constructing said last section of 10 miles or 
ess than 10 miles: Provided, however, That the said board of supervisors shall 
be required to reserve or withhold payment of the sum of $1,000 per mile for each 
and every mile of railroad built in accordance with the provisions of this act, 
until the said railroad shall reach the city of Preseott, and when said railroad 
shall be completed to said city as provided in section 2 of this act, then 
the reserve or balance of $1,000 per mile shall be due the person, corporation, 
or association a railroad, and the board of supervisors shall issue, 
pay, and deliver the ds of the county to the person authorized to receive 

esame, š 

Sec. 2. The route of the railroad in the county of Yavapai, to which the pro- 
visions of this act shall apply, shall be as follows: Commencing ata point on 
the line of the Atlantic and Pacifle Railroad at or near Chino Station, in said 
Yavapai County, Arizona Territory, and running thence by the most practica- 
ble route to the city of Prescott, in said county; thence south from the city of 
Prescott by the most practicable route, crossing the Hassa-Yampa Divide; 
thence down the Yampa River, as near as practicable, or by the head of 
Turkey Creek and Battle Flat to the northern boundary line of the county of 
Maricopa, Territory aforesaid, and the depot and station warchouses of said 
railroad at the city of Prescott shall be situated within 1 mile of the county 
court-house of savers County, situated in the center of said hy 

Src, 3. The board of supervisors of the county of Yavapai Il issue, pay, 
and deliver the bonds of the county in the manner and form as in this act pro- 

„and upon the construction as aforesaid of 10 miles of railroad or any ad- 
ditional 10 miles and fractional part of 10 miles of said railroad, of the route of 
the road herein set out and described, and running through the said county of 
Yavapai, at the rate of $3,000 per mile for each and every mile of a narrow-gauge 
road of not less gauge than 36 inches, so constructed as aforesaid, or at a rate of 
$4,000 per mile for each and every mile of a standard-gauge railroad, so con- 
structed as aforesaid along the route of the road in this act described, and run- 
ning through said county of Yavapai, 

Sec.4 The bonds yore for in this act shall be of the denomination of 
$1,000 each, and shall bear interest at the rate of 7 percent. per annum, interest 
payable annually, and shall have coupons for said interest attached so that said 
coupons may be removed without mutilation to the bond. The said bonds shall 
be issued in the name ofthe beans ag Yavapai, and shall be made payable tothe 
railroad company constructing the road as aforesaid, or bearer, thirty years 
after date, and shall be made payable, both principal and interest, at the office 
of the county treasurer. The said bonds and coupons shall be signed by the 
chairman of the board of supervisors and the county treasurer, and shall be 
countersigned 12 the county or district clerk who shall also affix to each bond 
the seal of thea trictcourtin and for said county; and the board of su isors 
of said county of Yavapai are hereby authorized and directed, within thirty days 
after the passage of this act, to prepare or cause to be prepared a sufficient num- 
5 of bonds to meet the requirements of this act in the form and manner as 

follows: 


No. —.] 


[$1,000, 
YAVAPAI COUNTY RAILROAD BOND, 

For value received, thirty years after date, the county of Yavapai, of the Ter- 
ritory of Arizona, promises to pay to or „1.000, with interest 
thereon at the rate of 7 por cent, per annum from date, according to the coupons 
hereunto attached, said interest to be paid annually on the date hereof, at the 
5 county of Yavapai, and to pay interest and principal in 
n of the United States, 


gold co 
peor Prescott, A. T., this — day of A. D. 18—. 
SEAL. —. 
Chairman of Board of Supervisors, 
Treasurer Yavapai County. 


nn. 

P Clerk of 8 

With coupons attached in such manner that they may be detached without 
mutilating the bond, one coupon for each year’s interest which shall become 
due on said said cou shall be numbered with the number of said 
bond and shall be in form as follows: 


No, —.] 1870.00. 
For value received, on the — day of ——, 1——, the county of Yavapai, 


Territory of reine t promises to pay, at the office of the treasurer of said 
county, $70, being the interest on Yavapai County railroad bond No. ——to date. 


Chairman Board of Superriso rs. 


Treasurer Yavapai County, 3 


Sec. 5. The board of supervisors of said county of Yavapai are hereby author- 
ized and directed, at their first regular meeting after the first issuance of bonds 
issued and delivered under the provisions of this act, and annually thereafter, 
and at the time and in the manner provided by the general revenue laws of the 
Territory for levying taxes therein, to levy such additional tax as may be nec- 
essary to raise a sum of money sufficient to pay the interest on any outstanding 
bonds issued under the provisions of this act: Provide, That in year A. D. 
1901, and every year thereafter until both the principal and interest of the bonds 
which may haye been issued under the provisions of this act shall have been 

id, the said board of supervisors shall, in the manner and at the time provided 

y the general revenue laws of the Territory for levying taxes therein, levy 
such further and additional tax as may be required to raise a sum of money 
sufficient to pay and redeem such amount of bonds and pay the interest thereon 
annually as will insurethe redemption of the whole amount of bonds outstand- 
ing within fifteen years from said A. D. 1901, or by the year A. D. 1916, and until 
the whole of said bonds and the interest thereon shall have been paid and re- 
deemed as aforesaid. The taxes so levied and collected shall, by treasurer 
of said county of Yavapai, be placed in a fund to be denominated “ Railroad 
interest and redemption fund,” and the moneys so placed in said fund are 
hereby appropriated and they shall be used for the purposes named in this act 
and for no other purpose whatever. 

Sec. 6. The said treasurer shall, out of said railroad interest and redemption 
fund, and if there be not sufficient in said fund then the amount of such defi- 
ciency shall be paid out of the general fund of said county, pay annually, on the 
date of each bond, the interest which shall then have accrued upon the said 
bond, and upon the payment by the said treasurer of any interest upon any of 
the said bonds heshall require the coupons representing the interest paid to be 
detached and surrendered to him. and he shall indorse across the face thereof 
the date when he received the same and the amount paid therefor, and the same 
shall be retained by him in his office and be a voucher for the money, paid out. 

Sec. 7. Whenever there shall have accumulated in said railroad interest 
and redemption fund the sum of $1,C00 in excess of the interest due and payable 
in any year upon all outstanding bonds issued by virtue of this act, the county 
treasurer of said county shal! advertise forthe surrender of the bonds then out- 
standing, by publishing a notice in some newspaper published in said county 
for at least thirty days, and shall state in said notice the amount of bonds he is 
prepared to redeem, and the time and place where he will receive proposals for 
the redemption of said bonds. The treasurer shall, at the time and place 
named in said notice published as aforesaid, and in the presence of any persons 
who may desire to be present, open such proposals as may be received, and 
shall accept only such bids as will cancel and redeem the greatest amount of 
said bonds for the least amount of money: Provided, That no bonds shall be re- 
deemed at any greater rate than 100 cents on the dollar: And provided further, 
That if no proposals be received for the redemption of said bonds between the 
date of publishing said notice and the time fixed for the opening of said propos- 
als, itshall be the duty of the treasurer to give at least ten days’ notice, by ad- 
vertising in some eg ne printed in the county of Yavapai, that he is pre- 

red to redeem certain of said bonds, which he shall designate in said notice by 
the number of said bonds and date of their issuance, which designation 
shall be of the bonds bearing the lowest numbers then unredeemed, and the in- 
terest shall cease on said bonds so advertised from and after the expiration of 
ten days from the first paiana of said notice. All bonds, when paid by the 
treasurer, shall be marked by him across the face thereof with the amount paid 
therefor and the date of suc yment, and such canceled bonds which shall 
have the unpaid and not due interest coupons attached thereto shall be re- 
tained by bim and be his voucherfor the money so paid out. 

See. 8. The provisions of this act shall apply to the first railroad constructed 
within the county of Yavapai, as hereinbefore ibed in section 2, and no 
other; and the person, corporation, or association who shall construct a rail- 
road in the county of Yavapai, as hereinbefore provided, shall commence (or 
cause to be commenced) work on said road within six months after the passage 
of this act, and shall thereafter continue the construction of said road until so 
much of the same shall have been completed as shall extend from its point of 
commencement, at or near Chino Station, on the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad, 
in said county of Yavapai, to the city of Prescott. in said county, and shal! con- 
tinue the further construction of said road south from the city of Prescott tothe 
terminal point of said road in Yavapai County, named in section 2 of this act, at 
as early a date as shall be considered practicable by said person, corporation, 
or association, And said railroad, or so much thereof as shall extend from 
Chino Station, on the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad, as hereinbefore described 
to the city of Prescott, shall be completed and ready to receive and transport 
passengers and freight on or before Ist day of January, A. D. 1887; otherwise 
this act shall be null and void and of no force whatever; but nothing in this 
section shall be construed to affect the depen of any bonds issued and deliv- 
ered prior to the Ist of January, A. D. 1887. 

SEC. 9. This act shall take effect and be in force from and after its passage. 

Approved March 12, 1885, 


It will be seen that the bonds are to draw 7 per cent. interest, and 
they are a gratuity to the road. There is no provision that the county 
shall get any stock or avything of the kind. It is a most generous 
gratuity for a county as impoverished as Yavapai County. The inevi- 
table result of this bill will be to saddle upon that county, under this 
law, $300,000 against the protest of a large number of citizens of that 
county. 

. much we may try to describe it, that is the scheme of the 
bill. It is a donation to the promoters of this railroad of $300,000, to 
be paid by a county that is already in debt more than 10 per cent. of 
the taxable value of the property within its limits. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the present debt of the county? 

Mr. STEWART. It is a little over $500,000. : 

Mr. CULLOM. Which county? 

Mr. STEWART. Yavapai County. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was asking about Maricopa County. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam talking about Yavapai County. This bill 
can not be passed here without Senators knowing what the effect of it 
will be upon Yavapai County. 

This being done, the next year after this act was passed, Congress 
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conceived it such a great evil to allow the counties in the Territories 
to involve themselves in debt that it limited the amount to 4 per cent. 
of the taxable value. This proposed law abrogates that. That act 
of the Legislature of Arizona was passed before the Harrison act and 
is consequently in force, and unfortunately no time was fixed for the 
completion of the road; it can run forever; and the practical result will 
be to involve that county in an additional debt of about $300,000, 
which is an absolute gift to the railroad company. 

It seems to me if we were going to regard the interests of the people 
of these two counties a bill ought to be framed such as would be fair 
to the railroad and fair to the people of the counties and that the amount 
of stock should be limited, and the amount of bonds should be limited; 
and if the counties are to get anything in return that should be fixed, 
and it should not be put through in this way to grab this amount of 
money and put this road upon them without the counties receiving 
anything in return. It ought to be done deliberately. Passing this 
bill involves those other bonds, and, Congress having absolute control 
of that, it ought not to subject them to that burden. The people did 
not expect there would be any more bonds required when they built 
to Prescott. The road stopped there several years, and they thought 
the thing was over, and many of them are resting under that impres- 
sion now. They did not have their attention called to it, and did not 
know that it might be revived in anyway. Now, if they are really 
to be saddled with this debt, it seems to me it should be considered by 
a committee, and a proper bill with guards to the subsidy to be granted 
to this railroad should be passed. It seems to me that this is hasty and 
unwise legislation. a 

I have done my duty now; I have called attention to it, and I do 
28 propose to make any further remarks, but shall call for the yeas 
and nays, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I hope we shall have a vote. 

Pik PTEWARE I shall call for the yeas and nays on the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I should like to say a single word. 
I have listened to some part of this debate. It appears that this county 
is now indebted to the extent of a quarter of a million dollars, in round 
numbers. The present bill will authorize, I think it is said, $200,000 
more, making in round numbers about half a million dollars debt of 
this county. The interest provided for in the bill is 7 per cent., and 
I assume that the present indebtedness carries the same, which it is 
said is a low rate of interest there. There is 7 per cent. on half a mill- 
on of dollars, which I believe is $35,000 a year, or something like 

t. 

Now, to authorize this county, if every man in it wants the debt, 
to tax him and his children and his successors to the tune of $35,000 
a year for mere interest, besides the sinking fund to provide for the 
principal, with all the other expenses of schools and and the poor, 
and so on, will, as I fear and believe, from the riences we have 
had in the State I come from of the same character, lead these people, 
although every man in the county to-day is for it, to turn around and 
complain of us and blame us for allowing them, in this fit of just re- 
sentment against the conduct of railways, as I dare say it is, to do that 
thing. I can not vote for it. 

Mr. CULLOM and others. Question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senate to the second line of section 8, which reads: 


Are hereby repealed in so far as the same mighted be deemed or taken. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the clerks right that. 


Mr. CULLOM. Thatismerelyaclericalerror. IJ ask that that word 
“‘mighted ” be corrected to might.“ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It appears in the engrossed copy of 


the bill which was sent over from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then you have got to amend it. It is unintelli- 
gible as it stands. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is merely an addition of the letters ed.“ I 
think there is no difficulty about understanding what it means, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If it is in the manuscript you will have to amend 


that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not creditable to the Senate to 
allow a bill to pass in that condition. 

Mr. VEST. What is the trouble? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The word *‘might” has two additional letters 
added to it. ‘‘Mighted’’ isthe way it stands. 

Mr. SPOONER. It does not change the effect? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not think it changes the meaning. My atten- 
tion was not called to it when the bill was in committee nor since until 
this moment. I do not think it will change the meaning of the sec- 
tion at all. a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has no meaning at all as it stands. 
The bill is open to amendment as in Committee of the Whole. If there 
— no further amendment proposed, the bill will be reported to the 

nate. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no amendment in the Sen- 
ate, the question is, shall the bill be ordered to a third reading? 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was read the third time. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Having been read three times, shall 
cane STEWART. Lask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
ill. 
the roll. 
Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 
ator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. 
Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
vote yea, and I will vote yea.” 
The roll-call was concluded. 
RILL] being transferred to the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], 
I vote yea.“ N 


the bill pass? 
The yeas and nay s were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 
Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Lam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. I believe, however, that he would 
Mr. HARRIS. My pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 8; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Aldrich, Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Sanders, 
Bate, Daw McMillan, Sawyer, 
Call, Dolph Pasco, jpooner, 
Casey, Farwell, Pierce, Stockbridge, 
Coke, Hampton, Power, Vest, 
Colquitt, Quay, Washburn. 
Cullom, Hoar, u, 

NAYS—8, 
Carlisle. rye, Moody, Stewart, 
Edmunds, Mitchell, Pugh. Teller. 

ABSENT—49, 
aie Bee ae 
ison, ust ones Ye Squi 
Barbour, E Kenna, 8 Stanford, 
TTY, Faulkner, McPherson, Turpie, 

Blackburn, rge, Manderson, ance, 
Blair, Gibson, Morgan Voorhees, 
Blodgett, Gorman, Morrill, Walthall, 
Brown, Gray, Paddock, Wilson of Iowa, 
Butler, Hale, Payne, Wilson of Md. 
Cameron, Hawley, X Wolcott, 
Chandler, Hearst, Platt, 
Cockrell, Higgins, Plumb, 
Daniel, Hiscoc! Ransom, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, A quorum not haying voted, the See- 
retary will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Bate, d Edmunds, Manderson, Sanders, 
Berry, Farwell, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Call, e, Morgan, Sherman, 
Carlisle, rge, Paddock, Spooner, 
Y, Gibson, E Stewart, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Pierce, Stockbridge, 
Coke, Harris, Platt, Teller, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Power, Turpie, 
Cullom, Hoar, Pugh. Vest, 
Davis, Ingalis, Quay, Wolcott, 
Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
Dolph, MeMillan, Reagan, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-six Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum being present, if there is no objection, fur- 
ther proceedings under the call will be dispensed with. The yeas and 
nays having been ordere I on the passage of the bill, the roll-call will 


p le 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 31, nays 10, as follows: 


Iam paired with the 


YEAS—31. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hoar, 
Bate, Dolph. Jones of Arkansas, — — 
Call, Farwell, Millan, Sawyer, 
Casey, Faulkner, Pasco, Sherman, 
Coke, Gibson, Pierce, Spooner, 
Colquitt, Hampton, Power, Stockbridge, 
Cullom, H: 3, Quay, Washburn, 
Davis, Hiscock, Ransom, 

NAYS—10. 
Berry, Frye, Mitchell, Teller, 
Carlisle, George, Pugh, 
Edmunds, Hearst, Stewart, 

ABSENT—43. 

Allen, Daniel, Kenna, Squire, 
Allison, Dixon, McPherson, Stanford, 
Barbour, Eustis, nderson, Turpie, 
Blackbarn, Evarts, Moody, Vance, 
Blair, Gorman, Morgan, ‘est, 
Blodgett, Gray, Morrill, Voor 
Brown, ale, Paddock, Walthall. 
Butler, Hawley, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cameron, ns, Pettigrew, ilson of 
Chandler, Ingalls, Platt, Wolcott, 
Cock: Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No quorum haying voted, the Sec- | information of the Senate . — which contains all 


retary will call the roll of the Senate. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Aldrich, Edmunds, MeMillan, — 
Alliso: Farwell Man wyer, 
Bate, ` Frye, Mitchell, Sherman, 

. 2 rere Sycon; 
Onl Gibson, organ wart, 
Carlisle, Hampton, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Casey, Harris, Pasco, Teller, 
Cockrell, Hearst, Pierce, Turpie, 
Coke, Higgins, Piatt, 5 
Colquitt, Power, Washburn, 
Cullom, Hoar, Pugh, Wolcott. 

vis, walls, Quay, 

Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Reagan, 


Mr. RANSOM (when Mr. VANCE’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. Vance] is detained at home to-day by sickness. He is paired on 
party questions with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-three Senators havinganswered 
to their names, a quorum is present. Further proceedings under the 
roll-call will be dispensed with, if there be noobjection. The yeas and 
nays having been ordered on the passage of the bill, the roll-call will 

roceed 


5 The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], but I understand if he were 
present he would vote yea. I therefore vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]; but, as the last two roll-calls have 
disclosed the absence of a quorum and it is hoped that my vote will 
help to make a quorum, I vote yea. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 13; as follows: 


YEAS—36. 
Aldrich, Davis, Hoar, Ramsom, 
Allen, Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan 
jue "i Dolph. MeMillan, —.— 
wyer, 
Call, rman Pasco, 8 
Casey, D, Pierce, pooner, 
Col lait, H Po von 
wer, 
k Quay, 5 Washburn. 
NAYS—13. 
George, Moody, Wolcott. 
Carlisle, H gh, 
Edmuni Jones of Ni 
Frye, tehel Teller, 
ABSENT—35. 
Barbour, Danie Ingalls, Squire, 
Blackburn, Dizaon Kenna, Stanford, 
Blair, Eustis, McPherson, Turpie, 
Blod; Evarts, 3 7 
Brown, Gorman, organ, ‘oorhees’ 
Butler, Gray, Morrill, 
Cameron, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandler, Hawley; ` Wilson of Md, 
Higgins, Pi „ * 
So the bill was passed. 
AFFAIR AT CEDAR KEYS, FLA. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a message from 
the President of the United States; which was read. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I move that the communication, 
with the accompanying papers, be printed and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR. If the letter referred to in the message of the President 
has not been read at length, I ask that it may be printed in the REC- 
ORD with the message. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think all the papers had better be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. All the accompanying papers? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, all of them. > 

Mr. COCKRELL. And all printed as a separate document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message and accom 
papers will be printed in the RECORD and as a document, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, in the absence of objection. 

The message and accompanying papers are as follows: 

To the Senate of the United States: 


In response to the resolution of the Senate of the 26th of May. Sbai dorman $ me 
“to communicate to the Senate such information as may be in possession of the 


try 
United States in the surrounding country, and the authority under which the 
ding officer of the cutter acted in any such matter,” I submit for the 


‘| posse. Have been summoned to J 
arrests 


the information tive Department relating to the 
inquired about. 

It will be observed that the United States collector of customs at Cedar Keys 
had been driven from his office and from the town, and the administration of 


dressed were 

ened violence, It will always be agreeable to me if the local authori 
upon their own sense of duty, maintain the public order in such a way 
otficers of the United States shall have no occasion to appeal for the intervention 
of the General Government: but when this isnot done I shall deem it my duty 
to use the adequate powers vested in the Executive to make it safe and feasible 
red hold and exercise the offices established by the Federal Constitution and 

we, 

The means used in this case were, in my opinion, lawful and necessary, and 
the officers do not seem to have intruded upon any private right in executing the 
warrants placed in theirhands, The letter August 4, „which appears 
in the lence su „ a ing to me to intervene for the proteo- 
tion of the citizens of Cedar Keys from the brutal violence of Cottrell, it will 
be n was written before the N the new collector. That the 
officers of the law should not have full sympathy of every good citizen in 
their efforts to bring these men to merited punishment is matter of su: and 
regret. It is a very grim commentary upon the condition of social at Ce- 
dar Keys that only a woman, who had, as she says in her letter, nosonor hus- 
band who could be made the victim of his malice, had the courage to file charges 
against this man who was then holding a subordinate place in the customs 


service. 
BENJ. HARRISON, 


ves 


Executive Mansion, June 6, 1890. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. Ç., June 3, 1890, 

Srn: In accordance with your direction, I herewith, inclose the report of the 
United States marshal for the northern district of Florida in the matter of the 
attempted arrest of the mayor and 855 2 marshal of Cedar Keys, and the use of 
the 8 Matane f aapinen 8 the ene had Boz 
tween this Departmentan marshal an ween t partment and the 
Treas oe eee with reference to the revenue cutter. 

ery respectfully, 
x WM. H. TAFT, 


The PRESIDENT. 


[Telegram.] 


GAINESVILLE, FLA., May 12, 1890, 
To GEORGE C. TYNER (TICHENOR), 85 
Assistant Secretary Treasury, Washington, D. C.: 

Prevented W. W. Cottrell, late customs and mayor Cedar Keys, 
and J. R. Mitchell, city marshal. Cause, my refusal to open custom-house Frit 
day afternon between 5 and 6 o'clock for transaction private business with Cot- 
trell. He had something in desk which he d toremove. Threatened to 
incarcerate me and my deputy if we on streets, and had armed force 
to carry out threat. Applied to Un issioner Lutterloh for 
rant, but owing to desperate character of Cottrell 
same as no one dared to serve it. On his advice conferred with United States 
attorney at Jacksonville, and have secured warrants for arrest, Have 
received several telegrams warning me not to return unless 


return unless immediate 
by Government authorities, 


[Telegram.] 


JACKSONVILLE, FLA. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL, Washington, D. C.: e 


Warrants for Cottrelland Mitchell leſt on the 1! a. m. train for Cedar Keys. 
They will be arrested to-night if found. You can aid the marshal sending 
the revenue cutter to that point, as Cottrell and Mitchell have a boat ali ready for 


leaving. Pinkerton is here and says his rt to the . 
is correct in every particular, I returned night from with an- 
defendan latter by frst train. 


A 
tand dispatched 
E. C. WEEKS, Marshal. 
{Telegram.] 
JACKSONVILLE, FLA., May 13,1390. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL, Washingion, D.C.: 


Keys in arrest of W. W. Cottrell if necessary. to be on island, 
15 E. d. WEEKS, Marshal. 
[Telegram.] 

DEPARTMENT OF Ji 
Washington, B. C.. May 13, 1500. 


WEEKS, United Slates Marshal, Jacksmville, Fla.: 


Pinkerton, collector at Cedar Keys, reports to the Secretary of the Treasuiy 
that he has been driven from the custom-house by one Cottrell and one Mitch- 
ell, mayor and marshal of Cedar Keys, and that they will not permit him to re- 
turn. 8 that warrants have been issued for their arrest. ve you the war- 
rants? hat are the facts? Report by wire fully and execute warrants 


sepa W. H. H. MILLER, Attorney-General, 


[Telegram.]} 
CEDAR Keys, FLA., May 14, 1890. 
The SECRETARY or THE INTERIOR, Washington, D. C.: 
Was able to open the custom-house at 10 o'clock to-day under protection of 


deputy United States 
F. L. PINKERTON, 
Special Deputy Collector. 


(Meant for Hon. Attorney-General.) 
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[Telegram.] 
Jacneouvitie, FLA., May 15, 1890. 
To ATTORNEY-GENERAL, Washington D. C.: 
ae on Lede, wR bes marshal of Cedar Keys. They repott Cott- 
morrow. 
rell w arr o-night or na 3 


DEPARTMENT OF aira A 
Washington, D. C., May 16, 

Sre: I have the honor to send you a copy of a telegram of the 15th instant 
from Mr. Weeks, marshal of the United States forthe northern district of Florida, 
and to ask that his request for instructions to be given to the officers of the reve- 
nue cutter now in the Florida waters to assist the deputy United States marshal 
at Cedar Keys in arresting one W. W. Cottrell be complied with. As the mat- 
ter is urgent, I sı that the instructions be given by telegraph. 

Very respectfully, 
See ee 
Acting Altorney-General, 
To the SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, May 16, 1890. 
Str: In reply to your letter of this date, in regard to the use of the revenue 
steamer McLane to assist the deputy United States marshal at Cedar — 
I have the honor to state that the commanding officer of that vessel was direct 
yesterday, by telegraph, to re with his command to the collector of — 
at Cedar Keys for any special assistance required. 
A 3 of ——— instruction sent is herewith inclosed, 


3 W. WINDOM, Secretary. 
The Hon. ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 


[Telegram.] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETAR 
Washington, D. C., May 15, * 890, 
Capt. T. S. Suvrn, 
Revenue Sleamer McLane, Cedar Keys, Fla.: 
Report with roar command to Collector J. H. Pinkerton for any special as- 


sistance require: 
GEO, C. TICHENOR, 
Assistant Secretary. 
[Telegram.] 
DEPARTMENT OF Justice, Washington, D. C., May 20, 1890. 
Epuunp ©. WEE 


United States ; Marshal, Jacksonville, Fla.: 


F our uties and others from revenue -eutter searching 
vate houses tor maar ha go mde nf Aan nS paan 


uestionable, PANE AA 
Spo: ap W. H. 1 5 


(Telegram. ] 
JACKSONVILLE, FLA., May 20, 1890. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL, Washington, D. C.: 
Put one de; botnet Will caution him. With the aid of the steam- 
launch and the cutter hope to capture Cottrell. 
WEEKS, Marshal. 


Exxcuttve MANSION, Washington, May 24, 1890, 

The President desires me to ask to direct the United States marshal 

for the district in which Cedar Ke s is situated to make a full report of the facts 
eee a the use of reyenue-cutter and all matters relating 


Very truly, yours, 


E. W. HALFORD, Private Secretary. 
The Hon. ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


[Telegram.] 
DEPARTMENT or JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., May 24, 1890. 
Werks, Untied States Marshal, Tallahassee, Fia.: 

I am directed by the President to require from you a full report of all your 
acts and those of your — 204 growi . ons or — attem| arrest by you of 
— A gan ie and city er the red 0 a revenue-cutter 

r Make t Peron pigra raia e, and wire me at once 

Will be forwarded, 


eg H. TAFT, Acting Attorney-General. 


JACKSONVILLE, FLA., May 27, 1890. 
My Dran Sm: The commissioner's — 5 the arrest of Cottrell and 
Mitchell, mayor and marshal of Cedar Keys, Fla., was in the bands of 
ay 2 leit shed was in the country whet arrest.“ There being no 


Nendaz night. Tuesday morning, May 13, I 5 Depu — Charles L’ Es- 
tran; two goe deputies, w! jose report I for your infor- 


was arrested and hers ne heres an oud u failing to ee bond 
ann days and was bailed 

W. Fletcher, JudgeSwayne 

being out of rep city. 

Your obedient servant, 


Hon. W, H. H. — 
Attorney-General, Washington, D. C. 


JACKSONVILLE, Ma: 1890. 
Hon. E. C. WEExs, United States Marshal, a ee 
Northern District Florida, Jacksonville, Fla.: 


Ihave the honor to herewith ene the ern rt in relation to my 
Before Unit in the effort to arrest W. W, 1, aleo the arrest and delivery 

fore United States Commissioner J. R. Mithe 

I left Jacksonville at 11.15 a. m. on the morning of May 13, arriving at 

Cedar RAR at 7.45 p. m. accompanied by two deputies, 

We at once commenced to procure such information as we thought necessary 
to locate and secure the arrest of sald Cottrell aud Mi tchell, 

Mitchell located and 


Before 9 p. m. I had detailed A. Jones to keep him 
spotted, 


EDMUND C. 
Untied Bate Marshal, 


Next morning at 4.30 a. m. interviewed Conductor Horning, who was al- 
zener. apprised of my mission, and whom I believed to be in harmony with 
ideas respectin EEA possibility of Cottrell getting awn: her his train. He ma 
diligent search before . and communicated of his non-pres- 
ence, 
We learned after that Cottrell had left Cedar Keys shortly after our arrival 
the night previous, with one Theodore Hodge, who lived on an island just op- 


posite. 

We: then commenced to search quietly around for such information as we 
thought necessary to lead to his arrest. 

We made the acquaintance of one named J. H. Rathe, who had recently 
been assaulted sade almost killed by said Cottrell, who put us in m of 
much valuable information. He, too, reiterated the fact of Cottrell’s escape. 

I then determined to arrest Mitchell whom I had seen on the street a few 
minutes before, fearing he might get away also, having learned S the — 
were much incensed at the presence of United States marshal. 
ell shortly after and arrested him and next morning sent him in ov custody 
of Deputies Jones and Jones to Jacksonville. 

Having learned that their presence availed me nothin; 
moned the folosi witnesses: Ira Gore, C. C. Carlton, 
Reddick les Benson. 


the same day I sum- 
J. Lutterloh, Samuel 


On her arrival nh services Seay th sent for me, and stated that he had been sent 
there to render s 


. 
following morning, 
Lane with Lieutenant nt Gardeni 
fie of armed men, and proceeded to the island where we hoped to find Cot- 
tre 


eee 1.30 p. m., . W. W. 

our arrival, I told the lady the object of my visit, and from what I had heard 
suspected him in hiding thereabouts, and = should like to make a thorough 
search, which we did, with their consent, finding him not. We determined to 
scour island, and. Se the party nto three squads and taking different 
. a most diligent and thorough search was made, but without the de- 


t. 

Men returned on board just before dark. About 8 o'clock Judge Pinkerton 
informed me thata man was in hiding in the ee av large building on 
the beach, Icommunicated this to Captain Smyth, who n ordered his men 
ashore, under the same command. to surround the building. I then went in 
quest of the key, found the owner, Mr. J. Andrews, told him my errand; he con- 
sented to our search and guve the key quite willingly; we made a most thor- 
ough search, which engaged us till almost midnight, This was conducted with 
so little ostentation or parade that but few of inhabitants knew anything 
of our operations at all. Then returned on board. 

Sunday I was on astill hunt. Amongst other reports was one that 
Cottrell was ~~ at Old Town, and there being no possibility of reaching there 
only b 1 ain Smyth suggested heer gay a steam-launch belong- 
inate Faber, of New York, and then engagi Eagle Pencil Compan 
on opposite side of the bay. Myself and Captain Smyth 8 Mr. Clough 
— nepar or his but he refused unless we first obtained per- 

I telegraphed you on the subject, but received no 
repi 2 the following day. 
then, with tain Sm myt, interviewed Mr.Clough in . 


launch. He said he would not let her go unless $50 per day was guarantied for 
her serv which we co: meant prohibition, Ten doliars would have 
been exorbitant. 


I was sonnet communication “him agi Pen the whole le of my say, and 
8 . N as did Collector Pink- 
erton also, from the should this ssid W. w. l return thay would 
be unable to place him under arrest in in the absence of a United Sta tès deputy 
I left Cedar Keys in pursuance to your orders May 2, at 5 a. m., arrived in 
...... 
ini me 8. L'ESTRANGE, 
States Deputy M: 


JACKSONVILLE, FLA., June 2, 1890. 
My Dear S: I herein inclose a report of Deputy Samuel L’Estrange made 
previous to his last forwarded to you, which I have just recejved, and it espe- 
cially relates to the matter of searching houses n it may be Well 
to file same with other papers in the case for reference. 


I am your obedient se 
EDMUND C. WEEKS, 
United Stales Marshal, 
Hon. W. H. H. MILLER, 
Attorney-General, Washington, D. C. 


Cenar Keys, May 21, 1890. 
Hon. E. C. WEEKS. x 


Fari I 3 Sunday last, but receiving no reply, I fear that it did not 
you. I rein stated that I needed funds in order to prosecute our hunt 
pears Cottrell, Notwithstanding our vigilance, he has by the aid of his friends 
eluded us. Our efforts have been untiring, and almost everything that our 
friends could suggest in the hopes of realizing a speedy capture has failed us. 
We have in several instances been played upon and made the victims of their 
treachery. The steamer owned. by E. Faber has been away but returned Mer 
morning, and Captain Smyth of the revenue-cutter McLane and myself at 


once interviewed the agent in the hopes of chartering her fora few days and 
pam up the Suwanee River, where it is now 8 that Cottrell is ing; 
day ſor the use of her, we 


hon ee eee demanded the sum of $50 per 
ea, feeling assured that you would never entertain any such 


in Smyth has now tendered the use of his vessel and crew, at the same 
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time leaving a sufficient force ashore to aid and protect Judge Pinkerton and the 
enstom-house, The vessel will in all 828 be of too much draught to pro- 
ceed the whole of the distance, so her ts will be called into requisition, We 
anticipate leaving this evening. 

The same spirit manifests itself here that has characterized the people in all 
other places where these high-handed outrages have been committed, excepting 
that they have been the deeper concealed, but they are now cropping out. 

Cottrell is still mayor and likely to continue from all appearance. 

Mitchell has been reinstated, so one may safely infer that the policy of Mayor 
Cottrell has been fully indorsed. 

Not one word ap in the newspaper published here in relation to the 
difficulties between Cottrell and collector. 

I must state that the Attorney-General has been misinformed in the matter 
of our searching dwellings unlawfully. In every instance I asked permission, 
which Iam pleased to say was readily, if not cheerfully, given. I have been 
religiously scrupulous on this point, and Lieutenant en will bear me outin 
the that we were complimented upon several occasions for the unostenta- 
tious and orderly manner is conducting what we conceived to be a most pain- 
ful duty; but the rabble will talk and bluster. 

Tin W. W. Cottrell's photo, but I beg of you to return it to me on my re- 
turn. I could not have secured it myself but upon certain conditions, 

You can obtain copies if you wish. It isa pretty good likeness of him. 

I must also beg of you not to accept all the reports that you may read in the 
newspapers. 

But ree will see shortly asketch of the whole business, and from what I can 
infer O. K., from the pen of Mr, Adams, He will, in all probability, accom- 
pany usup the Suwannee. 

Yours, ly, 
S. L'ESTRANGE, 
Special Deputy United States Marshal. 


I have received several anonymous letters, but paid no attention to them, but 
last night I received one having the signature of B. P. Smith, which I inclose, 
Please d it to me again when I return. 


[Telegram.] 
GAINESVILLE, FLA., May 10, 1890. 
WILLIAM Win pon, 
Secretary 


of Treasury United States; Washington, D. C.: 
Iam preyented from opening the custom-house by armed force, Am on m 
way to Jacksonville for assistance, Address in care United States court. 7 
J. H. PINKERTON, 
Collector of Customs, Cedar Keys, Fla. 


Telegram. ] 
JACKSONVILLE, FLA., May 10, 1890. 
SECRETARY OF 9 nd 
Have reported facts to United States attorney. He has caused warrant to 
issue against parties, 
J. H. PINKERTON, Collector, 
[Telegram. } 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. 
Washington, B. C., May 10, 1890, 


. H. PINKERTON, 
3 Care of United States Court, Jacksonville, la.: 
hom are you prevented and for what alleged cause? Wire particulars. 
Wenns W. WINDOM, Secretary. 


(Telegram. ] 


GAINESVILLE, FLA., May 12, 1990, 
GEORGE C. TYSER (TICHENOR), 
Assistant Secretary 


ssista: Treasury, Washington, D. C.: 
Prevented by W. W. Cottrell, late inspector customs and mayor Cedar Keys, 
and J. R. Mitchell, city marshal. my refusal to open custom-house Fri- 


if we appeared on streets, and had armed 
force to carry out threat; applied to United States Commissioner Lutterloh for 
warrant, but owing to desperate character of Cottrell he said it was useless to 
issue same, as no one dared to serve it. On his advice conferred with United 
States attorney at Jacksonville, and have secured warrants for their arrests. 
Have recei several telegrams warning me not to return unless accom ied 
by a posse. Have been summoned to Jacksonville to-night, Tinpaenthie: for 
me to return unless immediate arrests are made, Urge same. Cottrell defies 
arrest by Government authorities, 

J. H. PINKERTON. 


to incarcerate me and my deput 


[Telegram.] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., May 14, 1890, 
COLLECTOR or Customs, Key West, Fla.: 
Direct commanding officer steamer McLane to 
with his command to Cedar Keys and report to 
any special aid required. Answer, 


roceed as soon as possible 
liector J. H. Pinkerton for 


GEO, C. TICHENOR, 
Assistant 


[Telegram.] 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., May 14, 1890, 
J. H. PINKERTON, 
Collector of Customs, Cedar Keys, Fla.: 
omaan . — ö — Key West ee to not with 
vessel to Cedar Keys and repo: you for any special service requ 
GEO, C. TICHENOR, 
Assistant Secretary, 


(Telegram.] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, be he or — 1 
Capt. T. S. SMYTH, e ene 
* Revenue : 


Steamer McLane, 
(Care Collector of Customs), Tampa, Fla.: 
Proceed with gon command as soon as possible to Cedar Keys, and report 
to Collector J. H. Pinkerton for any special service HS a 
5 GEO, OC. TIOHENOR, 
Assistant Secretary. 


[Telegram.] 4 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. G, May 15, 1890, 
Capt. T. S. Suyrn, 
Revenue Steamer Me Lane, Cedar Keys, Fla.: 
Report with your command to Collector J. H. Pinkerton for any special as- 


sistance required. 
GEO, C. TICHENOR, 
Assistant Secretary, 


(Telegram.] 


CEDAR Keys, FLA., May 18, 1890. 
SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, > 


Washington, D. C.: 
The cutter McLean draws too much water to go in pursuit of W. W. Cottrell, 
and her boiler is leaking. There is a steam-launch here which Captain 
Smyth can man. Have telegraphed his owner—E. Faber, 545 1 New 


York—and noreply. Can I press her into service to make arrest if needed 
J. H. PINKERTON, 
Collector of 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, B. C., May 19, 1890, 
J. H. PINKERTON, 
Collector of Customs, Cedar Keys, Fla.: 
The Attorney-General does not approve of the impressment of the launch, 
WM. WINDOM. 


[Telegram.] 
Cepar Keys, FLA., May 22, 1890. 


W. Wrxpom, 
Secretary Treasury, Washington, D. C.: 
Situation critical. Town still controlled by Cottrell’s influence. Until he is 
there will be no safety for United officials 8 if the 
cutter leaves. Reports in papers substantially pret detailed re by mail, 
„H. PINKERTON, Collector. 


Unirep STATES REVENUE STEAMER Mc 
Cedar Keys, Fla., 1 K len 


and been borne with so lon ana even more so that Cottrell has escaped here- 
tofore the punishment which he so justly deserves. 

Iam of the opinion, from the information I have received from the most re- 
spectable citizens here, that the newspaper reports in the various leading jour- 
nals of the country are not only not exaggerated but do not tell one-half of this 
man Cottrell’s crimes, The fact is that the people here are in a perfect state of 
terror over Cottrell's recent doings, and every effort and means at the dis 
ri the Government should be to hunt down and effect the capture and trial 


this man. 

Iam informed that the perme here are unable to obtain assistance or pro- 
tection from the State authorities owing to the influence wielded by Cottrell and 
the methods resorted to in frighten: and terrorizing witnesses. The town 
marshal of this place, who was and indicted at the same time as was 
Cottrell, for conspiracy with the latter, is now out on bail. He has been per- 
mitted by the act z mayor of Cedar Keys, W. P. Finlayson, to resume his du- 
ties, and is now acting in his former capacity, despite the protests of the better 
class of citizens. 

The present collector of customs, Mr. J. H. Pinkerton, has reason to believe 
that Cottrell’s friends are endeavoring to obtain a sufficient guaranty for bonds 
that will enable Cottrell to give himself up, render bail, and return to Cedar 
Keys. Once here, he will resume his functions as mayor, and, it isfeared, pro- 
ceed, through a system of persecution and terror, to drive away all witnesses 
who might appear against him for the 88 1 

Collector Pinkerton feels that it will be imperative, should Cottrell return to 
this place, for the McLane to remain indefinitely, not only for the protec- 
tion of his own person, but the business of his office. Since my arrival here I 
have done all that was possible to insure protection to the United States in- 
2 and to the persons of those connected with the United States custom- 

ouse, 

I have also sent armed detachments from this vessel to assist the United States 
marshals in effecting Cottrell’s capture, but owing to the large amount of sym- 
pathy shown to the man, the inaccessibility and rougbness of the country in 
this region, and the assistance which appears to be given the fugitive in all 
quarters, the force sent from the McLane has, as yet, been unable to come up 
with him, and I firmly believe his hiding places can only be found through the 
offer of a suitable reward. 

I would most . suggest that a commission fully competent to 
the situation be appoin to meet here and thoroughly investigate the condi- 
tion of affairs, and { would further su t that the commission be instructed 
to report what, in its judgment, should be done to insure full protection to 
United States interests in this section. 

In conclusion, I wish to express my high appreciation of the hearty and will- 
ing co-operation of the officers and crew of this vessel in carrying out my orders 
and instructions in every instance, and I wish in particular to favorably men- 
tion Third Lieut. G. L. Carden for the most effective small-arm division which, 
through his untiring efforts, this vessel possesses. 


ery respectfully, 
* 7 THOS. 8. SMYTH, 
Captain L. S. Revenue Marine, 
Commanding U. S. Revenue Steamer McLane. 
Hon. WILLIAM WINDOM, Secretary of the Treasury, 
Treasury Department, Washinyton, D. C. 
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Cusrom-Hovsr, CEDAR Krys, FLA., 
Collector's Office, May 22, 1890. 

Sır: I have the honor to report that on April 1, 1 I assumed the duties of 
collector of customs at the port of Cedar Keys. W. W. Cottrell held the office 
of inspector of customs, a Sages he was put into by my predecessor, John F. 
McDonell. I knew something of his habits and tried to get him to resign, to 
take effect in thirty days, which he refused to do, and repeatedly threatened 
with personal violence any one that would complain of him or make charges 
against him for the purpose of having him removed. He was boisterous and 
insulting in his manner, and finally offered his resignation to take effect in 
ninety days, which I refused to accept or recommend. K 

He was very abusive toward the Administration and the Republican party, 
and said there would be no custom-house here in three months, He threaten 
to throw Mr. J. Ira Gore out of the window, because, as he said, he (Gore) had 
accepted an appointment froma Republican Administration. Mr. Gore was the 
retiring deputy collector, and was engaged in turning the property over to me. 
At this time I was not fully in possession of the custom-house, and he (Cottrell), 
by virtue of his office, had the right ot entry. On this occasion he brought three 
strange men with him of dissolute appearance. A few days later I received 
through your department a letter that had been sent to the President from this 
place, containing grave charges against Cottrell. Said letter you will find en- 
ch „marked A.“ ` 8 

On the loth of April I sent for him, and he came accompanied by the city 
marshal, J. R. Mitchell. I requested Mitchell to retire, as I had business with 
Mr. Cottrell. He (Mitchell) did not leave the house, but did not come into my 
private office where I took Cottrell. [then showed him the letter containing the 
charges against him. He was extremely violent at first, and insisted on taking 
the letter out on the street and making the persons whose names were men- 
tioned as references in the letter deny the truth of the charges or blow their 
brains out with his shotgun. 

I refused to let him take the letter outof the office. After discussing the mat- 
ter with him I made this proposition: That to avoid any publicity and trouble 
in the matter for him to resign, and that if he did so I would forward it at once 
and advise its acceptance, and it would not be necessary for me to report us to 
the truth of the e „for he well knew that enough of the could be 
proven to have him dismissed. He finally concluded to do so, and wrote out 
and tendered his resignation, to take effect the lst of May, which I immediately 
forwarded to the Department. 

He always brought one or more of his friends with him when he came to the 
custom-house. At the time the keys were turned over to me there wasasmall 
drawer in the safe and also one in the desk occupied by Cottrell that were 
locked, and I was informed that Cottrell had the keys. When I paid him for 
his services for April I expected, as he had a number of articles in the custom- 
house, such as jugs, bottles, boat sails, fishing tackle, etc., he would take them 
away, as he had no further business in the custom-house, but he made no move 
to doso and I suggested that he do so. He put me offand said he would come 
in that evening. 

I insisted that he take a gold pe that belonged to him. I took it out of a 
desk and offered it to him, but he would not take it and went away. He came 
no more for several days, althou I saw him pass the office several times a 
day. Finally, on the 8th day of May he came into the custom- house just before 
noon, accompanied by W. D. Finlayson, and went into a room and got an empty 
jug and an oid broken lamp; he brought them out and set them on the stove. 

e then came into my office and demanded what the duty on tobacco was, and 
said he must know in five minutes. I told him I would look the matter up. 

I then asked him to take his things out of the safe, as I had it open. He said 
no, but would come in right after dinner, but he did not come. Isaw him 
a number of times that evening and next day, but he did not come in. On - 
day evening, the 9th, I think about 6 o'clock, Inspector Carleton and myself 
were standing in the door of C. B. rs & Co.'s store, and he (Cottrell) passed 
along. He said to me, Why did you not open the custom-house at 9 o’clock 
this morning?" I said, “I did by my time.” He asked me what kind of 
time. I said standard time. He said. B G—d, that is not my time.” 

In a short time, perhaps two minutes, I saw him coming back, accompanied 
by John R. Mitchell. Ispoke to In or Carleton and we went back into the 
store. When I had got about 40 feet he and Mitchell came in at the front door. 
He, Cottrell, said in a loud voice, You did not have the custom-house open at 
9o’clock; did he, Mitchell?“ Mitchellsaid. No.’ Isaid, “Edid.” He said: 
“I want to get my things out this evening.“ I said to him, he had promised 
a number of times to take his things away and had not done so, and I can not 
open the custom-house this evening, as itis after office hours.“ He says. Do 
= refuse to open the custom-house this evening for me to get my things out? 

said, I do.“ He says: When will you open it?“ I said: “To-morrow 
morning at o o'clock.” At this time he was standing about 6 feet in front of me, 
and John R. Mitchell beside him to the right. 

He then called to Mr, Reddick, the manager of the store, tocome there, which 
he did. He said he wanted him to witness that I refused to open the ¢ustom- 
house to accomodate a gentleman. He then said to me.“ Do you refuse to open 
the custom house thisevening?!' Isaid,*‘I do.” He then said“ Mitchell, have 

ou got 3 iron ready?" and Mit hell said he had. He then said to 

m,“ Mi chell, shoot the G—d d——d Republican son of a b——h if he bats his 
eye orresents it.” Most of the time he, Cottrell, had his hand under his coat tail 
apparently on his pistol. He then called meall the vile names he could think of 
in a loud and angry voice, and said,“ Iwill make it a hell for you and your set 
as long as youstay in Cedar Keys,” and many other things equally as bad, using 
all the time the most profane oaths and vile epithets. 

He was finally led to the door by Mr. Reddick, he, Mr. Reddick, telling him 
he would get himself into trouble with the United States, and tried to calm 
him down, but it only seemed to make him worse, He cursed the whole Re- 
publican party, from the President down, and dared them to try to arrest him. 
Among other things he said to me at this time, was, that if me or my d——d son 
went on the 3 to get our mail, he would put us in jail. At this time 
I went back into the office of the store, and can not give a connected account 
of what he said, but by credible witnesses Iam informed he said: “ Mitchell 
zs to that corner and I willgoto this, and if he comes out shoot him,” and 

itchell assented; and he further said to Mitchell.“ Ifany of his family comes 
on the street put them in jail, and I will see that the G——d d——d son of a b——h 
don't open the custom-house to-morrow.” 

After a while he and his marshal went away to get more whisky, I suppose, 
and I made my escape home, but I saw him and Mitchell from my house guard- 
ing the street. 

itchell had a re that I saw myself, and I was informed that they intended 
opu me in jail if went on the street or came out of my house. He beata 
colored man shamefully because he refused to go with them to take me out of 
my house that night, and cocked bis pistol and put it to his head and forced 
him to go with him, but the man finally escaped him, 

On the next day he abused a gentleman because he would not agree that when 
he (Cottrell) said he would put me in jail if I came on the strect, that he (Cot- 
trell) added drunk and tangle-legged at the time, he (Cottrell) knowing that 
neither 8 son nor myself drank at all. 

l. E. J. Lutterioh, United States commissioner , was present in the store and 
heard Cottrell abuse and threaten me, and I applied to him for a warrant to 
have him arrested, but he, the United States commissioner, said there would be 
no use in issuing it, as there was no marshal here, and no one here would make 


the arrest, and advised me to go to Jacksonville to the United States district 

attorney, which I did on the next day. I had much trouble in potinga dispatch 

to the telegraph office, as no one wanted to incur the wrath of Cottrell, and the 

penty ane finally took it did not go on the street, but waded part of the way 
roug e surf. 

I bad heard that Cottrell said that United States Attorney n 
not prosecute him as they were particular friends, and I must say Mr. 
Stripling discouraged my action in the matter and advised me to wait till Cot- 
ahr 5 demonstrations and then 1 take a shotgun and shoot him if 

e interfered. 

But through the influence of Col. A. Lynch, register of the United States 
land office at Gainesville, who accompanied me, he took the complaint and had 
warrants issued for the arrest of the parties. 

Cottrell has repeatedly threatened that he would make it hot for any one that 
took his place. To another man he pro 
it hot for me, saying at the same time, Lou know Iam mayor of the town.” 

Since the cutter came here the people feel comparatively safe and many 
things are coming to light that the people had not danad to talk about when he 
was here, and, while newspaper accounts 28888 ex. rate more or less, yet 
I mustsay that all I have read in regard to Cottrell's crimes and misdemeanors 
are substantially correct, and much more might be told with truth, He pan 
mayor had full police control, and Marshal J. R. Mitchell always accompani 
him, especially when drunk, and without complaint, warrant, or trial would beat 
8 people with his pistol and put them in jail, and no record would be 
made of it. 

On the night of the Ist of ge last he and his marshal broke open the door 
of the bedroom of O, Bettalini, one of the town council, one of the leading cit- 
izens, and a man of wealth = standing, and beat him with a pistol and took 
and put him in jail, kept him there until they gotready, then released him with- 
out warrant or complaint, and no record was made of it at all. 

Mr. Roth, the telegraph operator, was called into a room in the custom-house 
building last November and Cottrell stood with a pistol cocked and made a ne- 
gro beat him. Since then he cut the same man dangerously with a knife. Mr. 
Roth is a sober and industrious man, and as soon as able went to the county 
seat, Bronson, and tried to get a warrantto have him arrested, but the probate 
judge would not issue one and nothing was done in the matter. 

A few days before he made the attack on methe Episcopal minister, Arnold, 
and his wife went to Tallahassee on church business, Cottrell notified the town 
that he would shoot the minister and cowhide his wife if they came back. Prom- 
inent parties, friends of Mr. Arnold, wrote advising him not to come back un- 
less he could come with State protection. They also sent a statement for him 
to show to the 85 setting forth the condition of affairs in Cedar Keys. 
They showed him that Cottrell and his friends had not only terrorized the to 
but that county judge or no one else would issue a warrant for his arrest, 
if they did no officer would execute it, and the State solicitor had dismissed 
seventeen bills of indictment that had been found by the nd jury. The gov- 
ernor advised the minister not to go back, as it would only e trouble, 

I state these cases to show you how utterly helpless the people are here; they 
have no protection from the law whatever. « 

I believe a commission should be sent here to inquire into the state of affairs. 
It would surely lead to some Congressional action; at least it would show up 
things in their true light. 

J. R. Mitchell was arrested as one of the conspirators and taken to Jackson- 
ville and put under bond of $2,000 for his appearance at the December term of 
the United States court. He, Mitchell, has returned here and assumed his posi- 
tion as city marshal, and no complaint has been made against him. The town 
council met last night and declared Cottrell's seat as mayor vacant, and ordered 
an election for the 23d of June. The Cottrell influence will control the town to 
that time, at any rate. 

Cottrell has escaped so far. We believe he is near here. Revenue-cutter Mo- 
Lane has given us valuable assistance by sending out searching parties, and her 
presence assures us that we are safe from violence and abuse. 

There is an effort being made by Cottrell’s friends to compromise matters in 
some way, but if he is arrested and put on bail and returns here he will Manage 
ne way so there will be no witnesses to appear against him and Mitchell at 
cou! 

Many obstructions have been thrown in the way to keep Cottrell from bein 
arrested; even the nt of the Faber Pencil Mills here refused to let a sı 
steam-launch be used unless he was assured of $50 per day when $10 would have 
been more than enough. 

I beg leave to suggest that one or more detectives be sent to locate and arrest 
and bring him to justice, if possible, for there is no safety for the officials of cus- 
toms or postmaster at this place. In fact, Iam informed he has threatened to 
return and kill all the Republicans in the town. 

I would suggest that Mr. Bisbee, of Jacksonville, or some other good lawyer, 
be employed to assist United States Attorney Stripling, as I learn that able coun- 
sei has been retained for Cottrell and Mitchell. 

Deputy United States Marshal L’Estrange has been here making search to 
this time, but is ordered to Jacksonville in the morning by telegram just re- 
ceived, and no one is left here with authority to make an arrest. 

All of which is ally submitted. 

Yours res ully, 


Hon, SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D. C. 


J. H. PINKERTON, Collector, 


AUGUST 4, 1889, 
His Excellency PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


In the name of an outraged people I ask an investigation of the out us 
conduct of one W. W. Cottrell, inspector of the custom-house at Cedar g 
Fla. Every word I write can be proven and substantiated by investigation, 
The said W, W. Cottrell is an habitual drunkard. On the 2d July he got drunk 
and got one B. Baratte and a negro man to join him, all armed with breech- 
loading guns, revolvers, and bowie-knives, dressed the negro in fancy costume, 
and paraded the streets cursing, blackguarding, and terrorizing the town, Cot- 
trell being leader; does his drinking in custom-house. J. F. McDonald, col- 
Jector, and J. I. Gore are good, christian men, but are timid and are afraid of 
Cottrell. His father, who was former collector at Cedar Keys, was reported for 
appointing his sons to positions in custom-house, but the letter reporting was 
handed to W. Call and he sent it to Cottrell, being their warm personal friend, 
me said W. W. Cottrell haying worked, fought, and drank whisky for his elec- 
tion. 

W. W. Cottrell made his own sister a widow. The family are the most des- 
perate characters; they fortify themselves with chaps 4 get their band of white 
and black rowdies, and perpetrate their outrages. W. W. Cottrell, with mean 
whisky and intimidations, was elected mayor of Cedar Keys, to the sorrow of 
all good men. His marshal is too afraid of him to try and stop his outrages. 

Without the consent or knowledge I give a list of names who can prove, if 
pey will, what I have written: 

H. Anderson, J. O. Andrews, J. S. Bodiford, O. Bettaini, Jude H. Davis, R. 
M. Dozier, Mr. Gibson, F. E. Hall, W. Batly, W. Lockett, O. Da: Schleimer & 
Son, A. E. Berg, James Richards, Dr, Wal 
H.Shine, Colonel Lutterloh, Jno. Lutterlob, Fred. Wolfe, B. Mayson, Wm, 


that they join together and make ` 
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Cuger, W. Morton, Mr. Cousidine of Signal Service, Ben. Coachman, A. Coach- 
man. 
I have ho son or husband for him to fuss with and shoot. I expose his char- 


“With respect, I 
a MRS. BOSE BELL, 


Cusrom-Hovsr, CEDAR Keys, FLA. 
Collector's Office, May 26, 1890. 

Sim: Ihave the honor to report that on the 8 of Tuesday, May 13 
three 2 Uuited States marshals arrived at Cedar Keys ſor the purpose of 
arrestin, W. Cottrell and John R. Mitchell. Cottrell made his escape and 
has not m seen openly since. John R. Mitchell was arrested on the morn- 
ing of the [4th and taken to Jacksonville on the morning of the 15th by two of 
the deputy United States marshals, Mr. S. L' Estrange, one of the deputy United 
States marshals, remained until Saturday morning, the 24th t, endeavor- 
ing to arrest Cottrell, but did not succeed. At that time he was recalled by his 
chief to . for what cause I do not know. Since which time there 
has been no one here authorized to make the arrest. 

On the evening of the 16th the United States revenue-cutter McLane, Captain 
Smyth 8 ing. arrived at this port and immediately tendered his assist- 
the customs officers in their duties protecting the prop- 
erty of the Unite States. 


‘odges 
searched—searched by his rinission as Iam formed and believe—butthey 
did not succeed in finding 

On the same day, at the test of 6 e S. L' Estrange, an armed 
crew under Lieutenant tq Cedar Keys and Pin 
Point in search of Cottrell, but ‘aid not find so rang house in which W. 
Cottrell’s wife was staying was searched, and that night an unused ice factory 
on Cedar Keys was also searched by ee SSO eee 5 
men from the cutter under Lieutenant 

These three houses are all that have been searched, and permission was 
granted in each instance before entering, so I am informed an verily believe. 

The men bave at no time been more than a mile away from their vessel and 
everything has been done in an orderly manner. 

Armed men have been ashore but three times from the revenue-cutter, and 
each time in sharga of an officer and at the request of the deputy United States 
marshal to assist him in arresting W. W. Cottrell. I am explicit in this matter 
because of the many false reports that have been pubiished tending to bring 
. sapr Smyth and the men under his command into disrepute. 


source of eee 
had the of overawing the lawless and 18 them in order. 


- You 5 
rs, respectfully KP TON, 
Hon. SEORETARY OF THE TREASURY, an D. ©. 
R 
Orpar Keys, FLA., May 28, 1890, 
Hon, SECRETARY or Treasury, 
Washington D. C.: 


Ev hing quiet at 8 Ki will leave with my command at Key West 
Renhet dani $ Sah instan returning if called up by Collector Pinkerton “aa at 


frequont and te fr phani 
THOS. S. SMYTH, 
Captain, United States Revenue Marine. 
INTRUDERS IN CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW COUNTRIES. 


Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported the 
following resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
to: 


‘That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to communieate to the 


j Senate copies of all correspondence since December 1, 1984, between the De- 


nt and officials, or others, in the Indian Territory, intruders 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, described in the seventh article of 
the treaty with said nations of date June 22. 1855, and what steps, if Say, i have 
—.— Lagan to fulfill the obligations of the United 33 in respect to such in- 
88 what rey name pe if any, is necessary to enable the United States 
its treaty o im respect to such intruders. 


AMENDMENTS TO A BILL. 


Mr. CALL submitted two amendments intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 

of 2 rivate pension bills on the Calendar favorably reported. 
POONER. It is getting late, and I hope we may have a short 
3 Session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate 3 to the consideration of pen- 
sion cases, favorably reported, on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can not dispose of very meni pension bills 
this evening. Can we not have some understanding by which they 
shall be pan ee ór a part of them at least, to-morrow? 

75 DAVIS. I fear other measures will take all the time to- mor- 


SME STEWART. I request that the Senate shall give unanimous 
consent to have the silver bill become the unfinished business at the 
close of business this evening. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I 9 that the silver bill be considered the 
unfinished business, and that to-morrow we go to the Calendar, and, 
after having worked upon the Calendar say two or three hours, that 
then the pension cases shall be taken up. I think in that way the busi- 
ness will be disposed of with more satisfaction than in any other, I 
make that su on. 


before the Senate at the close of business to- day as the unfinished busi- 
ness, its consideration to be resumed at the close of the formal morning 
business on Monday next, and Saturday to be devoted to the consid- 
eration of the Calendar, Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President 

Mr. SPOONER, I appeal to the Senator from Minnesota 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator Soa Wisconsin ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I do. 

Mr. SPOONER. I appeal to the Senator from Minnesota to with- 
draw his request that the Senate proceed at this hour to the eonsidera- 
tion of any legislation. I think we may give perhaps three hours to- 
morrow to the consideration of the pension bills. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will withdraw my request, and give notice that at 
3 o’clock to-morrow I shall move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of private pension bills on the Calendar which are favorably 
reported, 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate now proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT enters: Before putting that motion the 
Chair lays before the te the bill (S. 2350) authorizing the issue of 
Treasury notes on deposits of silver bullion. 

The question now is on the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SpoonEr],that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After ten minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened; and (at 4 o’clock and 52 minutes p. m.) 
Padang adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, June 7, 1890 at 12 
00 m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 6th day of June, 1890, 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 


W. Henry one of Salem, Oreg., to be surveyor-general of Oregon, 
vice Douglas W. Taylor, whose term of office will expire July 16, 1890. 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES, , 


Charles Hapgood, of Marysville, Cal., to be register of the land office 
at eh Sah ge „ vice Lewis C. Granger, 
Waldo M. Potter, of La Moure, N. , to be of the land 
office at Fargo, N. Dak., vice Michael F. Battelle, to be removed. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Nehemiah Davis, of Fairmount, N. Dak., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Fargo, N. Dak., vice Frank S. De Mers, to be remo 


ASSISTANT SURGEON IN NAVY. 

Lewis Hiram Stone, a resident of Connecticut, and James Morehead 
Whitfield, a resident of Virginia, to be assistant surgeons in the Navy, 
to fill vacancies in that grade. 

rosr MASTERS. 


Horton Pease, to be postmaster at Thomaston, in the county of Litch- 
field and State of Connecticut, in the place ot “Augustus E. Blakeslee, 
whose commission expires June 18, 1890. 

Andrew J. Ryan, to be postmaster at Augusta, in the county of But- 
ler and State of Kansas, in the place of Perry W. Burdick, removed. 

Washington G. Tuck, to be postmaster at Annapolis, in the county 
of saon Arundel and State of Maryland, in the ee Richard Welsh, 
remov 

Neri B. Kinsey, to be postmaster at Saginaw, in the county of 
inaw and State of Michigan, in the place of George F. Lewis, d 

William D. Hale, to be postmaster at Minneapolis, in the county of 
Hennepin and State of Minnesota, in the place of John J. Ankeny, 
whose commission expires July 3, 1890. 

Philo Hawes, to be postmaster at Luverne, in the county of Rock 
and State of Minnesota, in the place of Lee H. Way, removed. 

Nathan C. Clarkson, to be postmaster at Hamilton, in the county of 
Caldwell and State of Missouri, in the place of John Marens, whose 
commission expired May 14, 1890. 

Andrew D. Baird, to be postma ster at Brooklyn, in the county of 
Kings and State of New York, in the place of Joseph C. Hendrix, whose 
commission expires June 7, 1890. 

Judson Field, to be postmaster at Canastota, in the county of Madi- 
son and State of New York, in the place of M. Eugene Barlow, whose 
commission expired April 20, 1890. 

Oliver H. Griffin, to be postmaster at Stapleton, in the county of 
Richmond and State of New York, in the place of Nicholas J. Mackin, 
whose commission expires July 3, 1890. 

Daniel L. 8, Neely, to be postmaster at Sewickley, in the county of 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Charles T. Cooper, 
removed, Mr. Neely having been confirmed by the Senate May 23, 1890, 


Pings PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, Senate bill | as David L. S. Neely. 


2350, being what is commonly known as the silver ba, will be laid 


Christopher Sheets, to be postmaster at Braddock, in the county of 


1890. 
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Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Daniel McCarthy, 
whose commission expires June 16, 1890. 
Neal F. Campbell, to be postmaster at Bastrop, in the county of Bas- 
trop and State of Texas, in the place of Charles R. Haynie, removed. 
James A. Toliver, to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county of 
Columbus and State of Texas, in place of Robert L. Foard, removed. 
Thomas Smith, to be postmaster at Palouse, in the county of Whit- 
man and State of Washington, in the place of Edward H. Orcutt, re- 


signed. 
CONSULS. ~ 


Thomas M. Newson, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United States 
at Malaga, vice Henry C. Marston, recalled. 

William A. Rublee, of Wisconsin, to be consul of the United States 
at Prague, vice Roger C. Spooner, resigned. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

James A. Pine, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the district 
of Fernandina, in the State of Florida, to succeed William A. Mahoney, 
whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

William A. White, of Georgia, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of St. Mary's, in the State of Georgia, to succeed Eliphalet A. 
McWhorter, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

Gorham P. Pomroy, of Rhode Island, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Providence, in the State of Rhode Island, to succeed 
John McWilliams, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

William L. McMillen, of Louisiana, to be surveyor of customs in the 
district of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, in place of John C. 
Vance, to be removed. 

ASSISTANT COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

J. Eugene Troth, of New Jersey, to be assistant collector of customs 
for the port of Camden, N. J., in the district of Philadelphia, in the 
State of Pennsylvania, in place of George D. Borton, to be removed. 


ASSISTANT TREASURER UNITED STATES. 


George L. Wellington, of Maryland, to be assistant treasurer of the 
` United States at Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, to succeed 
George W. Bishop, whose term of office will expire by limitation July 
16, 1890, 

* COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Alexander Von Landberg, of New York, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the twenty-first district of New York, to sueceed William 
A. Beach, removed. 

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE. 
William C. Harper, of District of Columbia, to be justice of the 
in the District of Columbia (to be assigned to the city of Wash- 
ington); his term will expire June 18, 1890. 
‘ames A. Tait, of the District of Columbia, to be justice of 
in the District of Columbia (to be assigned to the city of Washington); 
his term will expire July 3, 1890. 

Charles Walter, of District of Columbia, to be justice of the 
in the District of Columbia (to be assigned to the city of Washington); 
his term will expire June 18, 1890. 

CLERK DISTRICT COURT. 


Nicholas R. Peckinpaugh, of Leavenworth, Ind., to be clerk of the 
district court for the district of Alaska, vice Henry E. Haydon, to be 
removed. 

EXAMINER OF CLAIMS. 

Frank C. Partridge, of Vermont, to be examiner of claims for the 

Department of State, vice Walker Blaine, deceased. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 

Asbury B. Conaway, of Wyoming, to be associate justice of the su- 
Peeve cus of the Territory of Wyoming, vice Clarence D. Clark, de- 
clin 

PROBATE JUDGE. 

Lilleston B. Bartlett, of Grand County, Territory of Utah, to be 
judge of probate in said county, as provided by section 19, chapter 397, 
volume 24, laws 1887, United States Statutes at Large. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Selah B. Farwell, of Osborne, Kans., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Kirwin, Kans., vice Amos J. Harris, whose term of office will ex- 
pire July 2, 1890. 

MEDICAL DEPARTMENT, 


To be assistant surgeons with the rank of first lieutenant : 
Frank R. Keefer, of Pennsylvania, June 6, 1890, rice Woodruff, pro- 
moted. j 
: Taa U. Raymond, of Indiana, June 6, 1890, vice Newton, re- 
s soy D. Snyder, of, Pennsylvania, June 6, 1890, vice Wilson, re- 


sign 
— M. Smith, of New York, June 6, 1890, rice Matthews, pro- 
mo 


Ashton B, Heyl, of Pennsylvania, June 6, 1890, vice Hall, promoted. 
Joseph T. Clarke, of New York, June 6, 1890, vice Porter, resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nomination confirmed. by the Senate April 26, 1890. 
INDIAN AGENT. : 
John B. Catlin, of Stevensville, Mont., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Blackfeet agency, in Montana. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 6, 1890. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL. 
2 E. A. Rublee, of Wisconsin, to be consul for the United States at 
e. 
7 COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Gorham P. Pomeroy, of Rhode Island, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Providence, R. I. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Ordnance Department. 
Capt. Clarence E. Dutton, to be major, 
Third Regiment of Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Omar Bunday, to be first lieutenant. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Joshua W. Roberts, to be postmaster at Beverly, in the county of 
Burlington and State of New Jersey. 
David L. Barton, to be postmaster at Mercer, in the county of Mer- 
cer and State of Pennsylvania. 
James A, Smith, to be postmaster at El Paso, in the county of El Paso 
and State of Texas. 
John L. Wright, to be postmaster at Columbia, in the county of Lan- 
caster and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, June 6, 1890. 
The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The bill (H. R. 8391) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement 
of heavy ordnance for trial and service, for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1891, and for other pes was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
ordered to be printed with the amendments of the Senate, and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


CHARLES F, BOWERS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following: 
IN THe ERNATE OF THE UNTTED STATES, June 5, 1890. 


Resolved FF That the Pres- 
dent be, A return to the Senate bill (S. 1293) for 
the relief of Charles F. Bowers. : 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of this resolu- 


tion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I hope some explanation of 
this matter will be given. 

The SPEAKER. It is simply a request on the part of the Senate 
that a bill which originated in the Senate be returned from the Presi- 
dent. It is usual for the House to concur in requests of this kind. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The bill originated in the 
Senate, I understand? 

The SPEAKER. It did; that appears by the terms of the resolu- 
tion, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If so, I have no further sug- 

to make. 

The resolution was concurred in, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had without amendment the bill (H. R. 7330) 
granting a pension to William KR. Arey. 

The message also announced that the Senate disagreed to the amend- 
ment of the House to the bill (S. 2403) to provide for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Beaver Falls, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, asked a conference with the House thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Quay, Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. VEST conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate further insisted upon 
its disagreement to the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 389) 
granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the 
performance of labor, and Lee for pensions to widows, minor 
children, and dependent parents, and agreed to the further conference 
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asked by the House, and had appointed Mr. Davis, Mr. SAWYER, and 
Mr. BLODGETT conferees on the part of the Senatè. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to a res- 
olution of the House, directing the Clerk to re-enroll the bill (H. R. 
380) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize the Cairo and Ten- 
nessee River Railroad Company to construct bridges across the Tennes- 
see and Cumberland Rivers, approved January 8, 1889, with an 
amendment in which concurrence was requested. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 


nested: 
2 A bill (S. 848) granting a pension to Mary J. Eadie; 

A bill (S. 3608) granting a pension to Mary C. Winslow; and 

A bill (S. 3874) granting a pension to Harriet E. Donaldson. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 3934) to authorize the board of supervisors 
of Maricopa County, Arizona, to issue certain bonds in aid of the con- 
struction of a certain railroad. 

The message further announced that the Senate disagreed to the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 4) authorizing the establish- 
ing of a public park in the District of Columbia, asked a conference 
with the House thereon, and had appointed Mr. HARRIS, Mr. McMi1- 
LAN, and Mr. Hiodixs conferees on the part of the Senate. 


SILVER BULLION CERTIFICATES, 


The House, according to order, resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 5381) authorizing the issue of Treasury notes on deposits 
of silver bullion. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, noone who has followed the discussion of 
this question or noted the expressions of members of the House in pri- 
vate conversation can escape the conviction that our industrial con- 
ditions are not as prosperous as they should be. Trade is dull, enter- 
prise is ing, and it isconceded by all that our agricultural interests 
are suffering. No expression has been more frequent on the floor 
at this session than this: We must do something to relieve the farm- 
ers. Everything has been suggested for their benefit, from a bounty 
on sugar to a tariff on hides. 

Our friends on the otber side suggest free trade. What promise 
is there in that? While our agricultural interests are suffering, the 
condition of the farmers in free-trade England and Ireland is abso- 
lutely deplorable. Something must be done, But to intelligently 
propose and provide a remedy we must carefully study the situation 
and its cause. 

The district which I have the honor to represent is a typical agri- 
cultural district. We have no other interests. We have had aver- 
age crops for a series of years. Last season we had a most bounte- 
ous harvest, except in a very small portion. We are favorably 
situated. The great American cereals of wheat and corn are equally 
at home with us. Our productiou of flaxseed I have called atten- 
tion to heretofore. We have an abundance of natural meadow, and 
our farming is thoroughly diversified. . 

Our population is as diversified as our productions. The native- 
born American element predominates and gives bent and spirit to 
our efforts. We have many Germans and dinavians and some 
Irish; all are intelligent and industrious. There is ample opportu- 
nity for comparison of methods of work, no lack of rivalry. Oar 
people do not observe any eight-hour law, I assure you. Weare not 
suffering. Weare not poor. It might even be said that we are rich 
in goods and lands, but we are not prosperous. Those who are un- 
fortunate enough to have a mortgage on the farm, either for bor- 
rowed or purchase money, are barely able to pay the interest and 
despondent over the prospect of their ability to pay off the principal. 
Those whose farms are clear are restless because they can not better 
their condition. Things are ata “stand-still.” We have plenty to 
sell, bnt no buyers at “living” prices. Wheat is 60 cents; cows and 
steers, $10 to $15. My father wrote me the other day that he had 
just sold 6 head for $00. For produce there is hardly any market 
at all. Weare within 250 miles of Lake Superior, have a network 
of railroads and easy access to the markets of this country and of 
Europe, but find no buyers at adequate prices. 

All agree that the immediate cause of our depressed condition is 
tke prevailing low prices of all commodities, and especially agricult- 
ural productions. This lowering of prices commenced in 1873-74 
and has continued with but few interruptions to date. It has af- 
fected all classes injuriously, except the money-lenders, but the 
farmers the most severely of all. The reason of tl is is plain. The 
farmer’s profits (wages) epend on the value of the surplus of his 
crops after paying for machinery, store bills, and other expenses. 
While it is true that a bushel of wheat will go as far as it ever did 
in exchange for commodities, it is also plain that the surplus, the 

rofit or wage-fund, is more than one-third less than it was in 1873 

or the purpose of paying taxes, interest, mortgage indebtedness, or 
purehase-money on land. 

Toillustrate, we will assume that the wheat crop of the average 
Minnesota farm was 1,000 bushels in 1873 and the same in 1889. The 
amount of wheat 8 to pay for machinery, to pay store bills aud 
other expenses, and for seed was the same as last year—say 700 bushels. 
According to the table of prices which I will submit further on, the 


pi par ahs bushels was worth in New York in 1873, $393, and in 
only $ 

Mr. VANDEVER, Has there not been a reduction in the price of 
transportation between Minnesota and the seaboard? Was it not 
lower in 1889 than in 1873? 

Mr. LIND. Undoubtedly; but I will say to my friend from Cali- 
fornia that, maki ng due allowance for that difference, the difference 
in prices at home is nearly as large for the respective years as the 
difference in export prices. I chose to take the export fi from 
the statistical department in preference to the figures of our own 
publications at home, because the former can not be questioned. 

Mr. VANDEVER. But the price of transportation at the present 
time is less than it was in 1873. 

Mr. LIND. It is less, certainly; but I want to say to my friend 
in that connection that there is need of still further reduction. 

Taxes, interest, and mortgage indebtedness, which must be dis- 
charged from this surplus, remain about the same now as in 1873. 
This, to my mind, tells the story. But while we agree as to this, there 
is a radical difference of opinion as to the cause of this fall in prices. 
Some contend that it is due to the bringing into cultivation of 1 
areas of new land and to improvements and inventions by which 
processes of industrial and agricultural production have been facili- 
tated and cheapened ; in other words, that it is the result of “over- 
production.” ‘To test the validity of this argument, let us glance at 
the history and statistics of this decline in prices and also inquire 
into the facts of this alleged overproduction. $ 

The statistical side of the question is best illustrated by what is 
known as the system of index numbers, which are obtained as fol- 
lóws: Certain staple articles are selected for comparison. The 
average wholesale price of those articles in a given year, or period, 
is taken for a standard and marked 100. The variations for subse- 
quent years are indicated by adding to or subtracting from the 
standard as many points as the average price of the same articles 
rises or falls. 

The following tables are by the leading statisticians of Europe and 
from localities in which prices were not affected by tariff regula- 
tions: 


pression of regen 
tables deal not . in England, but in France and India; and in fram- 
ing them has been had to relati 


cluded in the list. 
4. Dr. Soetbeer’s tables, which take the pena 1847-1850 as the basis of compari- 
son and deal with the prices of one hundred articles on the Boaters. market, and 


with fourteen of the 5 exported from the United 
5. Tables repared b r. Giffen from the Trade Returns of the United King- 
dom, going to 1840 in the case of exports and to 1854 in the case of importa. 


The following statement shows ina concise form the results arrived at by these 
several methods: . 


For explanation of columns 1 to 7, see note at foot of table.] 


97 
90 
00 
$5 
82 
89 
93 
87 
88 
80 
76 
73 
73 
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23 — of numbers in above table: 
1. Twenty-two wholesale commodities in England. 100 average 
of 1845-1850. 


2. Dr. Soetbeer. One hundred Hamburg articles and 14 articles of British ex- 
100—average of 1847-1850. 
8. Economist. (Similar to 1, but rearranged on basis of 100=a of 1865-1869.) 
4. Mr. Palgrave. (Similar to 1, but assigning to each article its relative im- 
nce.) 3 of 1865-1869. k 

5. Mr. Sauerbeck. Forty-five English prices. 100=average of 1867-1877. 

6. Mr. Giffen. Prices of British exports. 100=prices of 1854. 

7. Mr. Giffen. Prices of British imports. 100=prices of 1854. 

Astothe authenticity of these tables, it is sufficient to say that those 
of Dr. Soet beer are never questioned. The honorable Secretary of the 
Treasury in his last annual zepari refers to him as authority on mon- 
etary statistics. For England Mr. Sauerbeck’s table is probably the 
most reliable. Making allowance for the difference in standard, the 
tables show a substantial agreement. They also indicate that the 
rise in prices culminated in 1873. This would naturally lead us to 
ask what occurred in that year to change the upward ere that 
had operated in the preceding fifteen years to one of decline; but of 
this further on. 

If the present low prices are the result, as is claimed, of the extended 
use of steam and electricity as well as the invention of labor-saving 
machinery and better transportation facilities, then I ask, why did 
not these factors make themselves felt in the fifteen years precedin 
1873? We had steam, electricity, labor-saving machinery, and rail- 
roads then as well asnow. Still prices were rising during that whole 
period and have been falling eversince. That we make many things 
more readily and cheaper by means of these appliances of modern 
civilization no one disputes. But we use and consume enough more 
by reason of new and increased wants, so that the greater demand 
for them fully makes up for the increased production. 

This argument of “overproduction” and consequent fall of price 
has been applied to no commodity with more vigor than to wheat. 
Our farmers are told and cautioned that they must quit raising wheat, 
that wheat is “ flooding the land,” and that thatis what makes it so 
cheap. This I have never believed, and the statistics of wheat pro- 
duction certainly do not support that view. Last month I requested 
the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics to furnish me a table 3 
the population, aggregate and per capita production of wheat, an 
export price in each year since 1873. I submit the statement pre- 
pared by him. I have also obtained from the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, and will have printed in connection with it, a table showing 
the annual wheat crop of the world from 1880 to 1887, inclusive. The 
statistics for the last two years have not been tabulated. 


Table showing the population, wheat product, and export price of wheat 
during the years named, 


Average 
Years. Population. rt 

p 

Bushels, 4 

41, 676, 000 | 281, 254, 700 6. 75 $1. 312 
-| 42, 785, 000 | 309, 102, 700 7.22 1.428 
48, 949, 000 | 292, 136, 000 6. 65 1,124 
45, 125, 000 | 289, 356, 500 6.41 1.242 
46. 351, 000 364, 194, 146 7.71 1. 169 
47. 595, 000 | 420, 122, 400 8.83 1. 338 
48, 863, 000 | 448, 756, 620 9.19 1. 068 
«| 50, 155, 783 498, 549, 868 9. 94 1.245 
51, 462, 000 | 382, 280, 000 7.43 1.114 
52, 799, 000 | 504, 185, 470 9. 55 1.185 
54, 163, 000 | 421, 086, 160 7.77 1. 127 
55, 554, 000 | 512, 765, 000 9.23 1, 066 
57, 093, 000 | 357, 112, 000 6.25 ~ 862 
«| 58, 420, 000 | 457, 218, 000 8. 00 . 870 
60, 918, 000 | 456, 329, 000 7. 60 890 
«| 61, 521, 000 | 415, 868, 000 6.76 «853 
64, 554, 000 | 490, 560, 000 7. 77 897 


8. G. BROC 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, March 


Wheat crop of the world. 
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Tear. 


The table of domestic production shows that our wheat crop in 
1882 was nearly 2 bushels per capita larger than in 1887, and the 


crop of the world nearly 100,000,000 of bushels ater, and still the 
export price in the former year was $1.24, and in the latter only £9 
cents per bushel. 

Mr. GEAR. Did not the difference in the value of the currency, 
which was at a discount in 1873, account for that? 

55 No, sir; all the values that I have given here are gold 
values, 

Mr. GEAR. Values based on the value of gold at the time? 


Mr. LIND. Based on gold. If the penitensa will notice the sta- 
tistical abstract he will see that the gold values and paper values are 
given in the same column, one initalics and the other in heavy type, 
and I have taken the gold values. 

This does not tend to establish the proposition that overproduction 
has lowered the price of wheat. If any credence is to be given to the 
bulletins of the Agricultural Department based on our consular re- 
ports, it would seem that the world’s stock of breadstuffs is lower 
now than it has been for years. The truth of the matter is that while 
wo raise more wheat than formerly we have more mouths to feed. 
What is true of wheat is true of other commodities in the main. 
The meat, the butter, and the eggs, which our merchants will not 
even receive, would gladden the heart of many a poor housekeeper 
in every city on this coast. 

The so-called surplus stocks of boots, shoes, clothing, and manu- 
factured articles which burden the industrial centers of New Eng- 
land and the Atlantic States could be used and are actually needed 
by the people in other sections. But they are too poor to buy. The 
fact that commodities can not be sold, or if disposed of at all only at 
ruinous prices, is no evidence either of SH roduction or of a lack 
of demand. The sufferers in North Dakota have during the present 
year gratefully received car-loads of cast-off clothing. Suppose that 
the same clothes new had been put into the little stores in that sec- 
tion to be sold for cash or on the usual terms of time and security, 
how many could have been disposed of? I dare say not one-tenth, 
and still they were all needed. The store-keepers would have failed. 
The verdict of the commercial agencies would have been, “Too 
heavy stocks; buying beyond the needs of the trade.” 

What troubles us to-day is not overproduction, but rather ‘‘under- 
consumption.” By having their profits (wages) cut down from year 
to year, as I have already ae wpe our farmers have been com- 
pelled to economize, even to the extent of suffering, to“ keep above 
water.” This, again, has affected the industries of the East, stopped 
the mills, thrown operatives out of employment, reduced 33 
and lessened consumption there. Does any one doubt that a work- 
man’s family will use more meat, butter, and even flour when 
wages are brought home than when work is wanting! I therefore 
submit that it is neither cheaper processes nor overproduction that 
has brought about this condition of affairs, the t of the fall in 
prices. e must look for another cause, 

The price of an article, I take it, is the amount of money that it 
will exchange for. The price of a bushel of wheat is the amount of 
money it will buy in the market. As stated before, a bushel of wheat 
will bay as many articles of other commodities as it did prior to 1873. 
But it will not buy as much Bold, and gold, strictly speaking, is the 
only money of Europe and of this country at the present time. Gold 
isthe standard of value. If we consider wheat the standard, its value 
(as compared to commodities other than gold) has varied but little, 
while the 871 of gold has risen enormously, In 1873 a bushel of 
wheat would buy 33.41 grains of gold; in 1889, only 20.89 grains. 

If a difference like this should suddenly spring up and continue to 
increase between the relative value of wheat and seme other com- 
modity, say oranges, we in Minnesota would naturally surmise that 
the orange crop in California was short or that the market for 
California oranges had increased faster than the demand for wheat, 
or both. Perhaps this is the trouble with gold. It seems very 
reusonable that if gold has become searcer, both in point of quan- 
tity and relativoly for the amount of work that it has to perform, 
and that the demand for it has inc it should rise in price in 
comparison to wheat and other commodities which have not been 80 
affected, the same as the oranges. 

- I do not contend that prices are in every instance determined by 
the quantity of money, for credit and methods of doing business are 
important factors; but I believe that prices are greatly affected by 
it. This was clearly shown when the ie Secretary of the Treasury 
made deposits of public money in the New York City banks. Every 
deposit of money raised the price of stocks and securities instan- 
taneously. It had the like effect on other property, though not so ap- 
parent at the time. The operation is piini he increase of money 
enabled the banks to make more loans. Such of the loans as 
went into Wall street ign, F speculation and sustained or en- 
hanced prices there. The ba having more cash, more loanable 
funds, money became cheaper temporarily and enabled those who 
had manufacturing or other enterprises in view to undertake them. 
New buildings or improvements were necessary. This created a new 
demand for commodities and raised prices and helped business “ all 
along the line.” If, instead of a loan to be eventually called back 
into the Treasury, this had been a permanent increase of the money 
in circulation, the effect on prices would have been equally 

nent. Such is the opinion of the great writers on political economy. 

Suppose four-fifths of all the money in Britain to be annihilated in one n 

must not the price of all headin commodities sink in proportion! Nght 

This question was asked by Hume over a century ago. And says 
John Stuart Mill: 

That an increase of the quantity of money raises 


ers them. is the most elementary proposition in the 
out it we should have no key to fx of the others, 


Jevons held the same view. So did Disracli. So does Goschen. 
History verifies their views. When the mines of Laurium gave forth 


rices, and a diminution low- 
eory of currency, and with- 
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their precious stream, prices and prosperity rosein Greece, Soit was 
in Rome when her conquering legions brought home the treasures of 
the world. In the time of Charlemagne, and subsequent to his reign, 
the stock of precions metals was lower than ever before or since. 
Prices fell and the masses were steepedin poverty and ignorance for 
centuries. With the discovery of America and the acquisition of her 
stores of gold and silver, prices rose as if by magic. Mankind in 
Europe rose out of the depths of degradation. The germ of liberty 
and civilization, which had lain dormant for centuries, started again 
and humanity entered upon its present career of advancement and 
civilization. Another impetus was added by the gold of California 
and Australia, in the decades succeeding the discovery of which 
man made the greatest progress in intelligence and comfort, and in 
the establishment of human rights, that the world has ever witnessed, 

Thus it will be seen that both theoretically and historically the 
abundance or scarcity of money affects prices and the welfare of the 
masses, Gold being now the only general standard of value or money 
in the leading countries of Europe and here, it becomes important 
to ascertain the facts as to the sufficiency of its supply and the 
causes which have led to its appreciation (increase in p i 
power) in recent years. 

The following table, prepared by Dr. Soetbeer, and adopted by the 
Royal Comm n, shows the average annual production of gold in 
the world in five-year periods, from 1851 to 1885, inclusive. 


Value. 
F 9 9690 — —T— 8 $36, 392, 831. 40 
...... ssc encpiectocow 182, 518, 264. 80 
1856-1800 _. 134, 083, 050. 00 
1861-1865... 122, 988, 882. 20 
1866— $ 129, 614, 279. 60 
1871-1875... 116, 677, 598. 40 
1876-1880.. 114, 586, 344. 40 
11 ³˙· ͤ—-?—ͤ ; 142, 99, 116, 450. 20 


For the subsequent years I give the figures prepared by the United 
States Treasury 3 follows: 


This shows that the production of gold is continually decreasing. 
Its consumption in the arts is Hegre ti Se Dr. Soetbeer caleulated 


that it exceeded $60,000,000 in 1885. e Director of the United 
States Mint, commenting on this subject in his annual report for 
ag 


1838, page 54, says: 

metals in the industrial arts, accordi 
to the statements furnished the bureau. has been — much larger during the 
and 8 
ment 


t year than in preceding both in gold ver. The increase has 
Poon arze, both im bare faratabed by the Govern ions and in bars 


furnished rivate refineries, but in the value of silver bars for 
pire tae furnished by private — rara Pose h United States. 


aggregate em in the precious in the arts during the calen- 
dar year of 1 r $14,500,000 gold and $8,100,000 silver (coinage 
value), nst esti t for the calendar year 1887 of $14,600,000 
gold and 000 silver. 


Add to this the phenomenal increase in the population, production, 
and commerce of the civilized nations of the world, it is not to be won- 
dered at that gold has increased in valueand purchasing power. This 
would have been the tendency of both metals, had silver mit- 
ted to remain money and to help supply this greater d Tue 
production of both in the last fifteen years has not kept pace with the 
growth of population and increase in business. But not satisfied 
with this natural advan the creditor classes of Europe and of 
this country conspired to enhance the value of their bonds and se- 
curities by a system of class legislation which has no parallel in the 
annals of history. 

Silver and gold had always been money, each dividing with the 
other the en of measuring the values and carrying on the busi- 
ness of the civilized world, at the ratio in Europe of 15} of silver 
to 1 of gold, and here of 16 to 1. In quantity there was about $39 
of silver to $31 of 2 (in 1871). If silver could be dethroned the 
creditor classes and those having fixed incomes would reap the ben- 
efit of the increased value of gold. England, the creditor, 
actuated by her advocated demonetization silver, Ger- 
many, flushed with pride and with the thousands of millions of gold 
zna from France, listened to the siren, made gold her sole stand- 
ard of valne, commenced to call in and sell her silver, and Sneu 
demonetized it in 1873; 3,552,000 kilograms of German silver wort 
about $42 per kilogram, having been robbed of its prerogative, was 
thrown npon the tasa commodity. Its gold price commenced 
to fall. hue and ery against silver was inaugurated. 

In this country it was taken up by the organs of the bondholders, 
By means of a pretended codification of our coinage laws the au- 
thority for coining the silver dollar was repealed. Con; was 
captured by stealth, and President Grant is said to have stated that 


This 
hap in 1873. The following year co, um, Italy, and 
Switzerland limited their coinage of silver, and in 1878 diosa, their 
mints to that metal. Like action was taken by the Scandinavian 
countries in 1876. A scramble for gold ensued in which every ex- 
pedient to obtain and to keep it was resorted to, The German Gov- 
ernment banks made loans for nominal rates of interest conditioned 
on their repayment in foreign gold. Thereign of mammon had been 
inaugurated. Gold rose in price from sarto Ca and all other 
commodities, when measured by it, fell. In , 1579, Mr. Disraeli, 
then Lord Beaconsfield, said: 

All this time the produce of the gold mines of Australia and California has 
been diminishing, and the consequence is that, while these great alter- 
ations on the continent in favor of a gold currency bave been made, notwithstand- 
ing that increase of population which alone requires a considerable increase of 
currency to 2 ts transactions, the amount of the currency itself is yearly 
diminishing until a state of affairs has been brought about by gold production 
—— taa reverse of that which it produced at first. Gold is every day appreci- 
ating in value, and as it appreciates the lower become prices. 

This was true in 1879, and is a terrible reality to-day, Does any 
one doubt the effect on prices of these monetary e by the prin- 
cipal nations of the world? While the burden has fallen the most 
heavily on the farmer, other classes have suffered as well. All val- 
ues have shrunk nearly one-third, except debt and taxes. By refer- 
ence to the table it will be seen that the wheat erop of 1874 was 
worth $441,398,655.60; that of last year, though a third larger, 
was only worth $440,031,320. The national debt on July 1, 1874, ac- 
cording to the report of the Secretary of the Treasury Chess the cash 
in the asury), was $2,143,088,241.16. Since that time and up to 
July 1, 18, we had paid some fifteen hundred million dollars in 
principal and interest, leaving the balance then due of $1,087,930,- 
703.87. In 1874 it would have taken 1,603,454,403 bushels of wheat 
to pay the debt, and in 1888, 1,212,854,772. 

tocks of merchandise have shrunk without ure 2 sold. A stock 
carried over a season has suffered more from a fall in prices than 
from moths or shelf-wear. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. With us they do not do that. 

Mr. LIND. Ah, they have to do it in the West sometimes, because 
the people are too hard up” to buy. 

The latter could be guarded against; the former came by opera- 
tion of law. What inducements are there for opening new farms, 
building new mills or factories, or for undertaking any kind of en- 
terprises with a market continually falling before you? The pros- 
pects are that prices and profits will shrink and the burden of bor- 
rowed ospital become greater from day to day. Why erecta build 
or make improvements this A pear when you are morally certain thai 
labor and material will be per next? This fact explains to my 
mind the apparent anomaly that lower rates of interest are no in- 
dication of an abundance of money. Interest is lower now on the 
whole than it has been for years. The bankers will tell you that 
money is abundant; so it is in their vaults. 

Scarcity of money causes falling prices. This, again, discourages 
enterprise and lessens the demand for capital. What money there is 
goes into the vaults, is hoarded, or seeks safe and long-time invest- 
ments at such rates as can be obtained. From this it would seem 
that even in this case sin works its own destruction,” for I doubt 
very much whether the eapitalists and money-lenders will, in the 
long run, profit by the eral shrinkage of values and stagnation in 
enterprise which they have brought about. But while they may 
suffer losses the producers are destroyed. The man who has $100,000 
and loses half is still wealthy. But the man with $1,000 who sus- 
tains a loss of 8500 has not a competency left, hardly enough fora 
start. If the views I have expressed are sound, the remedy sug — 

t 


his signature to the act was obtained b; e ee e 


itself: Restore silver to its former position. As to the means by w 
this may be accomplished we may differ. But if we keep this ob: 
in view we can agree on details, The great body of the 
people demands the restoration of silver to the position of a money 
metal by virtue of its own precious character., It is our duty to 
comply with this demand. - 

It has been said here that this sentiment is prompted by dishonest 
motives. But even President Cleveland, in waging war on the sil- 
ver dollar, did not go as far as that. He said: 


The so-called debtor classa, for whose benefit the compulsory coinage of silvor 
is insisted upon, are not dishonest because thoy are in debt; and they should not 
be of a desire to jeopardize the financial safety of the country in order 
— they may cancel their present debts by paying the same in depreciated silver 

ars. 


He evidently preferred to charge it to their ignorance. So does 
the Pioneer Press, the leading daily of our State and of the North- 
west, and one of the ablest advocates of the single gold standard. 
At the recent convention held by the Farmers’ Alliance of our Stato 
that body adopted a resolution in favor of the free coinage of silver. 
On the following day that paper said editorially: 

‘The Alliance platform makes some other mistakes, m where it indorses 
resolutions that were introduced by somebody with a hobuy 
2 1 om 8 vor. Thee is nobody 
who would suffer from this at novaret asthe farmer, It is the betes od Farna who 


is com to take tho dishonest at full value and to part less. 
The wages of labor are the last to feel the stimulus of a poor and tho 
first to suffer froma reaction. It is not singular that farmers should be led astray 


on a subject like this, which puzzles many men who have made it the subject of 
oe ‘They are chargeable only with the impropriety of taking into 
the 5 of whose effects they can not havea clear and thorough 
comprehension. 
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Mr. GEAR. That is a free-trade paper. 

Mr. LIND. Tes; it is rather inclined to be English in off years.” 

It is no argument to say that the people do not understand this 
question. They do. Many of our constituents have more time to 
read and study than we have, and they can think and reason just as 
well. The judgment of the popular mind, like a woman’s intuition, 
is usually right, whether it is the resultof the most yo e method 
of analytical inquiry or not. No one will dispute t the passage 
of the Bland act was not ararsa by the Pes “gs 8 2. Fir the 
contrary, it was in response to the demand of the people. sorts 
of dire consequences were predicted to follow its enactment. The 
silver dollar, it was Lek would be the ruination of our people, 
of our honor, and of our credit. The Pioneer Press made a positive 
prediction that it would depreciate, and that gold would command a 
premium as soon as we had coined enongh silver dollars to equal the 
amount of our annual receipts from eustoms dues, In 1884 more 
silver dollars had been coined than the customs receipts for that 
year. Now, our stock of silver is double the amonnt of our annual 
receipts from customs, and still the silver dollar is just as good money 
as the dollar in gold. 8 

In his anunal message to Congress in December, 1885, President 
Cleveland said: 


te conditions, and by a confident e: 
of the Government in regard to silver coinage would 
action of Congress. 

Since then over two hundred millions of silver dollars have been 
coined, and ‘disaster has not overtaken us.” Are we not justified in 
asking which proved the greater, the wisdom of the or the 
wisdom of the wise? It was predicted that the silver dollar, of which 
we have now coined over three hundred and fifty million, would 
drive out gold. Has it done so? On this point I will submit the 
following table, furnished by the Treasury Department: 


Value of gold coin and bullion imported into and exported from the 
United States, from 1873 to 1889, inclusive; also annual excess of im- 
ports or of exports. 


Exceas of | Excess of 
exports imports 


i 


3873... 472,088 | $384 677 856,715 | $8, 682,447 

1874... 645,486 | 1,896,934 | 34,042,420 | 19, 503, 137 

1875... 543,545 | 5,437,432 | 66, 950, 977 | 18, 696, 798 

1876... .| 29,431,757 | 1,745,293 | 31,177,050 | 7. 902, 709 

1877... 22,350,101 | 4,231,273 | 26, 500,374 | 26, 246, 234 

1878....| 6,632,570 | 2,571,885 | 9,204,455 | 13,830, 215 

1879.. 4, 145, 085 442,529 | 4,587,614 | 5,624, 948 

1880....| 1,775,039 | 1,863,986 | 3,639,025 | 80,758, 396 

1881. 1,826,307 788,825 | 2,565, 182 100. 031, 259 

182... 31, 408, 625 | 1, 184,255 | 32, 587. 880 | 34, 377, 054 

1883....| 8,929,909 | 2, 679,979 | 11, 600, 888 | 17, 734, 149 . 

1844. ...| 35, 294, 204 | 6, 787,758 41. 081. 957 | 22, 831,817 | 18,250, 040 .... . 
18858. 2,761,550 | 5,786,333 | 8,477,892 | 26, 691,696 ... ~... 

1886... -| 32, 766, 006 | 10, 186,125 | 42, 952, 191 | 20, 743, 349 | 22, 208 842 |............ 
e eres | ame i 
18699 50, 952, 285 | 10, 284, 858 


ion of the excess of exports over imports of 


fp 


gold last 
tary of the Treasury says in his annual report: 

of occurred mainly in May and J 
EAER these mnt wf an . 


„the 


an 
ll 


Ti travel on the part of pegea p poe Ag 
on our consequen 
for foreign exchange. 

It will be remembered that it is said that more than one hundred 
thousand Americans visited Enrope qae Instead of drivin gold 
out does it not rather seem as if this “ inferior,” “ sil- 
ver dollar had actually attracted gold? The“ Bland act,” requiring 
the purchase of $2,000,000 worth of silver monthly and its coinage 
into silver dollars, became a law on February 28, 1878. As to its ef- 


fects on the volume of our currency I cite you to the table given 
by the Secretary of the Treasury in his last annual report, and his 
comments thereon, as follows: 


Comparison between March 1, 1878, and October 1, 1889. 


From the above statement it will be seen that the— 


Total increase of circulation of all kinds has enn 
Total decrease 
Net increase. 

The net since March 1, 1878, has, therefore, been $599,224,193. The 
average 5 month has been $4,342,204, $52,106,451 per annum. The 
total net increase has a little over 74 cent, the increase in 
tion has been about 33 cent. In 1878 the circulation was about $16.50 per cap- 
ita, and in 1880 it was about $21.75 per capita. 


What would be our condition to-day if we had not received this 
increase in our circulating medium? Does any one doubt that 
money would have been scarcer and more difficult to obtain than it 
is? Would not prices have been still lower and debts more burden- 
some? The influence that this increase in money has exercised in 
sustaining prices can not even be estimated. Prices have on the 
whole been better sustained here than in Europe. The downward 
pressure has come from there and the resistance from this side, since 
1880. This is true even as to wheat. It has frequently been a cae) 
in New York than in Liv l. Mr. C. A. Pillsbury recently offered 
to pay any one 820, 000 who could ship wheat from Minnesota to 
England at a profit of 14 cents per bushel. It isnot unreasonable to 
sup that if the Bland act had not been passed wheat would 
have been down to 40 cents per bushel in Minnesota to-day. 

My reasons for this supposition are twofold: First, the scarcity 
of circulating medium would have depressed the price not only of 
wheat, but of all commodities. Second, if the Bland act had not 

„the gold price of silver would have fallen more than it has, 
and that would have tended to further lower the price of wheat. If 
the silver which we have coined had been thrown on the market as 
acommodity the gold price of the metal would probably have fallen 
to 30 pence per ounce, instead of about 43, as it stands now. The 

rice of wheat has followed the gold price of silver very closely, as 

will show farther on. But not only has this “dishonest,” depreci- 
ated silver dollar sustained prices to a great extent, but I believe it 
has been the main cause in drawing the gold which kas come to us 
as shown by the table already given. ile it is true that “times 
have been rather dull here,” they have been infinitely better than in 
Europe since 1883. Agriculture has been depressed here, but in 
og ee and in other ee of Europe it has been, and is, in despair. 
Soin the industries. Hence, as to the conditions in Europe, 
we have pos Both capital and labor baye had hetter returns 
here, and both have come, o greater the prosperity the greater the 
profits. The gold of Europe has come here to be employed, to share 
in the greater profits guarantied by our greater prosperity. 

I have thus iar spoken of the change in the relative value of the 
two metals as an appreciation or rise in the value of gold. I believe 
this to be correct. Ordinarily we speak of silver as having depre- 
ciated or fallen. We have been led into this habit by the gold ad- 
vocates, who neglect no 9 to speak of silver as depreciated 
and the silver dollar as ‘‘dishonest.” Neither is true, Comparing 
the two metals only, each with the other, simply shows a greater 
difference between them than formerly. Of this difference it is just 
as fair to say that gold has od geri as it is to say that silver has 
— To es P gor let us 5 silver to pay ise 
num iven above. e Secretary of the Treasury gives the fol- 
lowing table of the value of silver since 1873 in his annual report. 
I have added the Economist’s index number: 


Average price of silver in London each year, 1873-1889 and value of 
an ounce of fine silver at par of , with decline expressed in per- 
centages in each year since 1873. 


Price Value of 


Year. 


k Per cent. 5 
1.288) . 134 
1. 27827 1.0 181 
1.24070 a 126 
1. 15634 11. 123 
1. 20156 7.5 14 
1. 19050 8.3 115 
1.11387 14.2 100 
1.14954 11.5 115 
1, 13852 12.3 108 
1. 13623 12.5 ill 
1. 11826 13.9 107 
1. 11339 14.2 100 
1. 09262 15.9 95 
1.03112 20. 6 92 

. 98301 24.3 of 
- 95741 26.3 101 
- 93163 . 


From this it will be seen that silver has not only maintained its 
ive value as compared to commodities, but it has actually 
2 In other words, an ounce of silver will buy more of 
necessaries of life, more of any kind of property to-day, than it 
would in 1873. And the silver dollar, instead of being dishonest, 
will pay a debt, buy as many things, and carries as many cents as 
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the dollar in gold. The only trouble that most of us ever have with 
it “is the getting of it.“ 

But the contraction of the world’s money and the consequent fall of 
prices is not the only evil resulting from the attempted ontlawry of 
silver. The farmers of Minnesota and of the Northwest have suffered 
an additional injury by reason of the advantage which it has afforded 
the wheat-growers of {ndia to export their prođuct to Europe. 

India, as is well known, is a silver nation. Her silver rupee is the 
unit of value and the legal-tender coin for all purposes. Prior to 
1873 it had always been worth 2 shillings (English) or $0.48. With 
the demonetization of silver its gold price commenced to fall and has 
continued downward, as is shown in column 1 of the table which fol- 
lows. Column 2 shows the Paes of wheat per bushel in rupees at 
Calcutta for the same period. Column 3 shows the same rupee price 
per bushel turned into our money on the gold basis. The data for 
these tables are found on pages 93 and 296 of the twenty-second num- 


ber of Her Majesty’s Statistical Abstract relating to British India, in 
the Library of Congress. 


t Wowace „%%% „0 1 10. 754 2. 55 $1.16 
1 10. 351 2. 36 1.05 
1 10. 156 1.82 81 
1 9,625 1.72 74 
1 8. 508 2.22 -91 
1 8.791 2.62 1.09 
5596§——ů„„ͤ4%„„„„„„„ér1—.̈ 1 7.704 2. 00 1. 00 
1 7.961 2.15 80 
1 7.956 1. 92 - 7⁰ 
1 7.895 212 „%4 
1 7.525 2.06 80 
1 7.636 1.84 72 
1 7.308 1. 88 72 
1 6.254 1.92 +70 
———U—ä—.e ß H [I 1 — 1 5.441 2. 00 7 


By examining these tables it will be seen that the avera 
ap ushel of wheat at Calcutta, in rupees, for the five years 1 
2.13} rupees, or turned into our money on the gold basis 93} cents. 
In the five years, 1883-1887, the average rupee price is 1.96; turned 
into our money, 73}, as follows: 


price 
31877, 


Cost in Calcutta, 100 
bushels of wheat— 


In rupees. | In dollars. 


213. 40 
196. 00 


93. 40 
73.20 


Fall in silver price, 8 per cent.; in gold price 213 per cent. 

The Indian Government statistics above referred to indicate a gen- 
eral fall in zapen values of from 8 to 12 per cent. d the period 
1873-1837. e result is that while labor, lands, cost of living, and 
everything except, perhaps, taxes have been reduced in price to the 
Indian farmer since 1873-1887, his wheat in the money which he re- 
ceives (the only money which he can use) has only fallen 8 per cent. 
But the minute it is aboard an English steamer, where we have to 
meet it in competition, it has fallen 213 per cent. Such is England’s 
jugglery in money matters. The above illustration is more than fair. 
On the basis of the first and the last year only, a like computation 
will show a difference of 20 per cent. 

I have referred to this matter to demonstrate that in considering 
3 on this 3 we must not ony provide for an increase 
of the circulating medium at home, but it should pave the way for 
the universal acceptance of silver as money abroad. Silver restored 
will not only raise and maintain prices all over the world, but it will 
cut off the advan which the Indian farmer now enjoys over our 
own in the export of wheat and cotton. 

There are three bills before the House: 

The committee, or Windom bill,” Appendix A. 

The Republican House caucus bill, Appendix B. 

The Bland or free-coinage bill, Appendix C. 

Of these three propositions the first appears to me the most objec- 
tionable. It proposes to repeal the existing law, which, to a limited 
extent at least, recognizes silver as a money m and reduce it to 
the level of other commodities, 

It might, when administered by a Secretary of the Treasury in 
sympathy with the silver movement, be made useful in increasing 

e volume of our circulating medium by the adoption of such rules 
and regulations as would make it desirable for our bullion-owners to 
deposit their product in the Treasury instead of selling it abroad. 
But in the absence of special inducements it does not seem likely 
to me that such deposits would be made as it is usually more cum- 


bersome to deal with the Government than with private individuals, 
Under a Secretary not in sympathy with the law it is very certain 
that few if any deposits would be made; nor does it seem probable 


that this plan for warehousing silver would raise the gold price of 
er the least, and this is in fact the most serious objection 


As to the free coinage proposition, Iam free to say that person- 
ally I believe it not only the best, but the quickest way of settlin 
the whole question. e produce half of the world’s silver. We 
are the richest and greatest nation on earth. France, by keeping 
her mints open to both metals at a fixed ratio, maintained their 
parity undisturbed for over a 50 We could do the same. 

he talk about our mint being flooded by the silver of Europe is ab- 
surd. In his last report, Secretary Windom says: 

There is in fact no known accumulation of silver bullion anywhere in the 
world. Germany long since disposed of her stock of melted silver coins, partly 
by sale, partly by 8 into her own new subsidiary coins, and partly by use 
in coining for Egypt. Only recently it became necessary to purchase alver for 
the Egyptian coinage executed at the mint at Berlin. 

To suppose that the European Governments would melt down 
their silver subsidiary coin which is now 9 at par with gold 
to sell it here as bullion is equally absurd. But there are some ob- 
133 to unlimited free coinage at this time. Silver is now worth 

ess than gold. If we should pass Mr. BLanp’s bill we would give 
every bullion-owner a bonus of nearly 30 per cent. I prefer to give 
this to the Government. Besides, it would be unfair to deny that 
many conservative citizens of good ches eg and who are not prej- 
udiced by their interests, sincerely fear that a free-coinage law would 
be disastrous. I feel confident to the contrary. At the same time I 
believe it better prudence to yield something even to prejudice, 
when you can serve the people as well and effect your object almost 
as speedily by adopting a measure agnauy efficacious, butless objec- 
tionable to allclasses, Public confidence and approval are the main- 
stay of all legislation, especially of a financial character, Such a 
measure is the Republican House caucus bill. It provides for the 
monthly purchase by the Secretary of the Treas of 4,500,000 
dollars’ worth of fine silver at the market price and for the issuance 
of Treasury notes in payment. This will utilize our entire silver prod- 
uct when we add to it the demand for mechanical uses and the arts. 
The silver product of our mines and smelters for last year is stated 
in the following communication from the Director of the Mint: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 26, 1800. 


Jom Lp: 

From our own mines, 50,000,000 fine ounces; from lead ores imported, 7,000,000 
ounces; from silver bars im 5,833,000 fine ounces. Total from our mines, 
smelters, and refineries, 62,833,000 ounces, 

* E. O. LEECH, Director Mint. 


This bill, if it becomes a law, will certainly increase our circulat- 
ing medium. 

These notes can never be called “dishonest” or ‘‘ depreciated.” 
For every one the Government has received and holds §1 worth of 
bullion and stands ready and e redeem it in coin. The ex- 
pare of coining the bullion besaved. The only feature of the 

ill which does not meet my full approval is the proviso to the second 
section which permits the withdrawal of bullion. This power might, 
with the connivance of the Secretary, be used for improper purposes. 
I shall ask to have the bill amended in this respect, but if I fail I 
know it will be done in the Senate. There is another feature to 
which I wish to call attention at this point. I believe there is an 
actual advantage in issuing coin certificates and 1 the bullion 
in the Treasury, rather than in coining the silver dollar. If the ob- 
ject is to increase the circulating medium, we attain that by issuing 
the notes and leaving the bullion in the ury. If we coin the 
silver into dollars, we have no reason to doubt that, if there should 
be a special demand for silver in India or elsewhere in the East, 
those dollars will be ex ported, probably in exchange for commodities; 
and while I do not regret the loss of the dollars as bullion I do re- 

t the loss of them as money. On the other hand, if the bullion is 
Sock in the Treasury, it will not be carried away, the volume of our 
currency will not be decreased, but will remain more stable and per- 
manent. 

That this bill will raise the price of silver to par, at the old ratio, 
is to my mind a matter of certainty. I predict that it will take 
place within two years after its passage. 

The world’s production of silver for 1888 was 110,000,000 ounces, 
according to the Treasury’s estimate. The output for the current 
year will probably . it by from 5,000,000 to 10,000,000. Of this 
60,000,000 ounces were and be required for the coi of Asia 
and Mexico and the posse eed ecm of 17 according to the 
report of the Secretary of the , and 20,000,000 more for con- 
sumption in the industrial arts. With a demand in the United 
States for some 60,000,000 ounces for coinage and the iby | it is ap- 
parent that there will be no surplus product to weigh down the 
price. Regarded purely in the light of a commodity it is evident 
that its scarcity alone for the purposes of commerce will enhance its 
value. 

But the greatest advantage to be derived from the passage of this 
bill, so far as advancing the price of the metal is concerned, is that 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5697 


we publish to the world that we propose to make our silver money. 
France, whose people and statesmen have always appreciated the 
value and necessity of a large volume of money to insure national 

rosperity and thrift, has been restive under her adverse silver leg- 
islation. She has stood ready and willing at all times to open her 
mints to free coinage, on the basis of an international agreement. 
This willinspire her and the other Latin states to renewed endeavors 
in that behalf, which will be crowned by success. There is another 
feature bearing on the question of the value of the precious metals 
that we should not ignore; that is, that their universal use for money 
purposes constitutes the larger share of their value. 

It has been said here, and it is a prevailing notion, that gold de- 
rives its value from its intrinsic worth and precious character, This 
is true, but only partially true. Suppose that the commercial na- 
tions of the world should by concert of action demonetize goa to- 
morrow and make silver the universal unit of value and legal tender, 
does any one doubt that the tables would be turned and silver go 
up and gold go down? Our greenbacks were legal tender for pri- 
vate debts. Ifthey had been made receivable for customs duties 
coea any one suppose that gold would have commanded the premium 
it di 

Both silver and gold have an intrinsic value, but their relative 
value depends largely, and I might say wholly, on custom and stat- 
ute law. The Japanese are an intelligent people, possessed of a keen 
appreciation of the art and ornamental value of the precious metals. 
I have read that when that island was first visited by Europeans 
the native gold and silver coin passed current at the ratio of 1 of 
gold to 5 of silver, The first traders made considerable money by 
exchanging their silver for gold at that rate. The Japs soon found 
themselves compelled to change their ratio and did so. When it is 

thoroughly understood what an important factor the“ money use” 
is in making up the sum total of the value of the precious metals, it 
will be appreciated to what an extent the price of silver will be 
augmented by adding this“ use“ or function to one-quarter of the 
world’s production of silver, as we do by this bill. 

I now beg the pardon of the committee for occupying so much 
time. But d feel more interest in this subject than in any other that 
is pesa before us. Its solution as promised in this bill will en- 
able the debt-ridden to work out, will render work on our farms 

more remunerative, employment in the shop and factory more 
steady, aud inspire industry and enterprise with renewed hope. 

Mr. LACEY was recognized and yielded to Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. FLOWER rose. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I suppose the time occupied by the gen- 
tleman from New York will be taken out of the time of those in favor 
of the pending bill, and not out of that of its opponents. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair supposed that the arrangement was 
simply that gentlemen on different sides of the aisle should be heard 
alternately, but the Chair will endeavor to ize gentlemen so that 
both the advocates and the opponents of the bill shall have a fair op- 
portunity to be heard. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, when the Federal Convention, repre- 
senting thirteen States just emerged from war into independence, com- 
pleted in one hundred and thirteen days the masterpiece of constitu- 
tional charters, one that quieted sectional jealousies, hushed all dis- 
cord, and made the national compact; one which, tested by rebellion 
within and foreign intrigue from without, has survived a hundred years 
and placed the Federal Union in the leading rank of nations, it could 
hardly be expected, as its framers themselves confessed, that every de- 
tail in the new experiment of republican government could be antici- 
pated. In their wisdom they provided that future generations might 
amend and perfect their work. 

I advocate a change in the Constitution required by the altered con- 
ditions under which our Government and our people now exist, a 
change that would be in perfect accord with the broad democratic 
principles which underlie that instrument, for it will serve to strengthen 
the Government by bringing it back, as the framers intended it should 
always remain, nearer to the people. 

I propose an amendment to the Constitution which will relegate to 
the people, within prescribed localities, the choice of such administra- 
tive officials whose functions of office lie entirely within the prescribed 
area, and whose choice is of consequence only to the people whom they 
immediately serve. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of esentatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled (two-thirds of House concurring therein), That the fol- 
lowing amendment to the Constitution of the United States be proposed to the 
Legislatures of the several States; which, when ratified by three-fourths of said 
Legislatures, shall become and be a part of the Constitution, namely: 

In clause 2, section 2, of Article II, strike out the word or,“ just before the 
words in the heads of Departments,” and after those words add the following 
words: or. where the services to be performed are locak in the people of the 
vicinage wherein the office is located ;” so that said clause shall be as follows: 

He shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to 
make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present concur; and he 
shall nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall 
appoint embassadors, other public ministers, and consuls, judges of the Supreme 
Court, and all other officers of the United States whose appointments are not 
herein otherwise provided for, and which shall be established by law; but the 
Congress may by law vest the appointment of such inferior officers apes fe 


think 
part- 


proper in the President slone, in the courts of law,in the heads of 
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ments, or, where the services to be 
vicinage wherein the office is located. 


rformed are local, in the people of the 
* 

Although the provisions in the Constitution relating to appointment 
to office have remained unaltered for a hundred years, this executive 
power, as conferred under the Constitution, was not particularly well 
settled for all time. It is a matter of record, and is indisputable, that 
the leading and controlling men in the Federal convention, agitated 
and nearly disrupted as it was by differences between the larger and 
smaller States and between the Northern and Southern States, for the 
sake alone of union bent their efforts to a reconciliation of those con- 
tentions, and the subject of appointment to office, together with what 
peat ae that time considered other minor details, was left to shift for 

tself. 

Search, if you please, the only records we have of the proceedings of 
that convention—the Madison Papers or Elliot's Debates—for a dis- 
cussion of the subject of appointment to office, and you will find a 
meagerness of consideration warranted only by the attention given to 
other and more momentous subjects. In fact, this question was dis- 
posed of so quickly that it may be said to have been passed over almost 
without discussion, as is testified to by the debates themselves: 


On August 24, 1787, the convention having under consideration the report of 
the committee of detail, Article X, section 2, that— 

„He [the President] shall appoint officers in all cases not otherwise provided 
for by this Constitution; 

Mr. Dickinson moved to strike out the foregoing and to substitute 

“And shall appoint to all offices established by this Constitution, except in 
eases herein otherwise provided for, and to all offices which — hereafter be 
created by law; when Mr, Randolph observed that the power of appointment 
was a formidable one, both in the executive and legislative bands, and suggested 
whether the Legislature should not be left at liberty to refer appointments in 
pono cases to some State authority.“ Mr. Dickinson’s motion, however, pre- 
val le . 

On September 4, 1787, in the reportof the committee of eleven, to whom were 
refe vee aed 31 such parts of the Constitution as had been postponed, ap- 
peared the following in section 4, Article X: 

The President shall nominate, and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, shall appoint embassadors and other public ministers, judges of the Su- 
preme Court, and a)l other officers of the United States whose appointments are 
not otherwise herein provided for.“ 

And on September 7, the same being debated, Mr. Wilson “ objected to the 
mode of appointing, as blending a branch of the Legislature with the Executive. 
G laws are of no effect without a good Executive; and there can be no 
Executive without a responsible appointment of officers to execute. Responsi- 
bility is in a manner destroyed by such an agency of the Senate.“ When Mr. 
Gerry observed, The idea of responsibility in the nominations to offices is 
chimerical. The President can not know all characters, and can, therefore, 
always plead ignorance.” 


On September 15, only two days before the convention adjourned, 
while it was considering the report of the committee on style, Mr. 
Gouverneur Morris moved to insert at the end of Article II, section 2, 
the following: 


But the Congress may by law vest the appointment of euch inferior officers as 
y ‘ink proper in the President alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads 
0 partmen 


This elicited no debate, except the remark from Mr. Madison, that 
“it did not go far enough,“ and the motion was lost upon a tie; but 
upon reconsideration was finally agreed to without dissent. Andafter 
the words “‘ officers of the United States whose appointments are not 
otherwise provided ſor in Article II, section 2, were added the words, 
without debate, and which shall be established by law.’’ 

The foregoing constitutes the action of the convention and all the 
debate upon the subject of appointment to office, and it finally became 
a part of the Constitution in section 2, Article II, as follows: 


He— 
The President— . 


shall nominate, and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall ap- 

int embassadors, other public ministers, and consuls, judges of the Supreme 
Court, and all other officers of the United States whose appointments are not 
herein otherwise provided for, and which shall be established by law; but the 
Con may by law vest the appointment of such inferior officers as they 
think proper in the President alone, in the comts of law, or in the heads of 
Departments, A 


Thirteen years later, =e Thomas os Wan adine the way to 
4 government more of the people, for the people, and by the people, he 
expressed himself as follows: ; ; 


Our country is too large to have all its affairs directed by a single govern- 
ment. Public servants, at such a distance, and from under the eye of their con- 
stituents, must, from the circumstance of distance, be unable to administer and 
overlook all the details necessary for the good government of the citizens, and 
the same circumstances by rendering detection impossible to their constituents 
will invite the public agents to corruption, plunder, and waste. What an sug- 
mentation of the field for jobbing, speculating, plundering, office building, and 
office-hunting would wad etc by an assumption of all the State powers into 
the hands of the General Government. 


A few days after he had been inaugurated President of the United 
States, he wrote to a personal friend as follows: 


I sincerely wish with you that we could see our Government so secured as to 
depend less on the character of the persons in whose hands itis trusted. Bad 
men will sometimes get in, and, with such an immense patronage, may make 
great progress in corrupting the public mind and principles. This is a subject 
with which wisdom and patriotism should be occupied. 
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A few months later he said: 


Of the various executive duties no one excites more anxious concern than 
that of placing the interests of our fellow-citizens in the hands of honest men, 
with understandings sufficient for their stations. No duty, at the same time, is 
more difficult to fulfill. The knowledgeof characters by a single in- 
dividual is of necessity limited. To seek out the best through the whole Union 
we must resort to other information, which from the best of men, acting disin- 
terestedly and with the purest motives, is sometimes incorrect. 


In 1823 he wrote: 


Lask for no straining words against the General Government, nor yet against 
the States. I believe the States can best govern our home concerns and the G: 
eral Government our foreign ones. I wish, therefore, to see maintained that 
wholesome distribution of powers established by the Constitution for the lim- 
itation of both; and never tosce all the offices transferred to Washington, where, 
further withdrawn from the eyes of the people, they may more secretly be bought 
and sold at market. 


And again, in 1825: 7 
Isee,and with the deepest affiction,the rapid strides with which the Federal 
branch of our Government is advancing towards the us tion of all the rights 
reserved to the States and the consolidation in itself of all powers, foreign and 
pe ates and that, too, by constructions which, if legitimate, leave no limits to 
er power, 


Year by year, as the number of Departments and number of officials 
in each Department of the Federal Government have been in by 
the requirements of our great population and prosperity, the evils re- 
sultant from the mode of appointment inaugurated by the founders of 
the Government become more and more apparent. 

When fifty-three years of Federal Government had ripened the ex- 
perience of our people, an eminent jurist of Virginia uttered an admo- 
nition. Judge Upshur said: 

The most defective part of the Federal Constitution, beyond all question, is 
that which relates to the executive department. It is impossible to read that 
instrument without being forcibly struck with the loose and unguarded terms 
in which the powers and duties of the ident are pointed out. * * * Ir 
regard to the Executive, the convention appears to have studiously selected 
such loose and general eee. as would enable the President, by implica- 
tion and construction, either to neglect his duties or to enlarge his powers, 
2 = The power to remove from office is, in fact, the power to appoint to 
office, — 

What does it avail that the Senate must be consulted in appointing to office 
if the lent may the very next moment annul the act by removing the per- 
son appointed? The Senate haveno right toselect; they can do nothing more 
than confirm or reject the person nominated by the President. The President 
may nominate his own devoted creatures; if the Senate should disapprove any 
one of them he has only to nominate another, and another, anl another; for 
there is no danger that the list will be exhausted until the Senate will be per- 
svaded or ruled into compliance. And when an appointment is made the in- 
cumbent knows that he is a mere tenant at will, and eee becomes a mere 
tool and slave of the man at whose sole pleasure he eats his daily bread. Surely 
it is a great and alarming defect in our Constitution that so vast and dangerous 
a power as this should be held by one man, Nothing more is required to place 
the liberties of the country at the feet of the President than to authorize him 
to fill and to vacate, and to fill again, at his sole will and pleasure, all the offices 
of the country. i } 

The necessary consequence of enabling the President to remove from ofice 
at his mere 8 is that the officer soon learns to consider himself the 
officer of the President, and not ot the countrx. The nature ofhis responsibility 
is changed; he answers not to the people for his conduct, for he is beyond their 
reach; he looks only to the President, and, satisfled with his approval, isregard- 
less of everything else. In fact, his office, however obscure it may be, soon 
comes to be considered only a part of the great executive power lodged in the 
President. The President is the village postmaster, the collector of the customs, 
the marshal, and everything else; and the incumbents of these offices are but 
his agents, through whom, for the sake of convenience, he exercises so much 
of his tic powers. 

Who does not perceive that the claims which have already been made in be- 
half of executive power must of necessity change the whole nature and spirit 
of our institutions? Their fundamental principle is that all power is in the 
people, and that officers are but their trustees and servants and respon- 
sible to them for the execution of their trusts, And yet in the various ramii- 
fications of the executive power, in the thousand agencies necessary to the con- 
venience and interests of the people, which belong to that department, there is 
in effectno responsibility whatever. An injured citizen can make his complaint 
only to the President, and the Presidentis creature knows that he is perfectly 
secure of his pro on, use he has already purchased it by slavish subserv- 
iency. Is it enough that the President himself is responsible? We shall soon 
see that his responsibility is nominal only, a mere formal mockery. 

A nsibility for what? Will you impeach the President because a post- 

robbed the public mail? There is absurdity inthe very idea, Will 

you impeach him because he does not remove these unfaithful agents, and ap- 
poins others? He will tell you that, according to the construction which has 
n given to the Constitution, and in which you yourself have uiesced, the 
matter depends solely on his own will, and you will have no right to punish 
him for what the Constitution authorizes him todo. When we call on him to 
answer for an abuse of power, be gravely tells us that his agents have abused 
them, and not he. And when we-call on those agents to answer, they impu- 
dently reply that it is no concern of ours, they will-answer to the President! 
Those powers may be multiplied and abused without end, and the people, the 
n. sovereigns and depositaries of all power, can neither check nor punish 

em, j s 


The warning of a no less eminent jurist of Massachusetts comes more 
to the point. Judge Story, in his Commentaries, says: 


The heads of Department are generally entitled to the appointment of the 
clerks in their respective offices. But the great anomaly in the system is the 
enormous patron: of the Postmaster-General, who is invested with the sole 
and exclusive authority to appoint and remove all deputy postmasters; and 
wi power and influence have thus, by slow degrees, accumulated until it is 
perh. not too much to say that it rivals, if it does not exceed, in value and ex- 
tent that of the President himself. How long a power so vast and so accumu- 
lating shall remain without any check on the part of any other branch of the 
Government, is a 5 for statesmen, and not for jurists, 

But it can not be disguised that it will be idle to impose constitutional restraints 
upon bigh exeoative appototments if this wer which es every village 

the Republic and exerts an irresistible h silent influence in the direct 
shape of office or in the no less inviting form of lucrative contracts is suffered to 
remain without scrutiny or rebuke. 1tfurnishes no argument against the inter- 


position of a check which shall require the advice and consent of the Senate to 
appointments, that the power has not hitherto been abused. 

n its own nature the fice establishment is susceptible of abuse to such 
an alarming the whole correspondence of the country is so completely 
submitted to the fidelity and integrity of the agents who conduct it, and the 
means of making it subservient to mere state policy are so abundant that the 
only surprise is that it has not already awakened the public jealousy,and been 
placed under more control, It may be said without the slightest dis- 
paragement of any officer who has presided over it, that if ever the people are 
to be corrupted or their liberties are to be oe ed this establishment will 
furnish the most facile means and be the earliest employed to accomplish such 
a purpose. 

The history of the Post-Office Department, which was established Sep- 
tember 22,1789, is a record of growth and development. In its infancy 
it embraced 75 offices, scattered in a straggling line along our Atlantic 
seaboard, ministering to a population of 3,922,214 people, by a service 
that traveled a route of 1,875 miles at an average rate of 14 miles per 
day. Now it shows an array of over 59,000 offices, scattered broadcast 
over about 3,000,000 square miles of territory, serving some 65,000,000 
people with precision and dispatch over an gate route of 410,824 
miles, with an annual transportation of 252,525,293 miles. Last year 
this Department had an income of $52,695,176.79 and an expenditure _ 
of 856, 885,403.84. The best evidence of its growth is found in its own 
reports, as follows: 


Statement of number of post-offices in the United States, annual amount paid 
for mail transportation, and the amount of postal revenues and expend- 
itures at periods of ten years from 1790 to 1888, inclusive. 


Number 2 
- Length of | Paid for trans- Postal Expendi- 
Year. oo 8 portation. revenue. tures, 
Miles. 
1,875 $22, 081. 00 $37, 935. 00 $82, 140. 00 
20,817 128. 644. 00 230, 804. 00 213, 904. 00 
36, 406 327, 966. 00 651, 684, 00 495, 969. 00 
72,492 782, 425. 00 1,111, 927.00 | 1,160, 926.00 
115, 176 1, 272, 156. 00 1, 919, 300. 00 1,959, 100. 00 
155, Tay 8, 213, 042. 61 4,543,521.92 | 4,718,235. 64 
178, 672 965, 786.36 5, 499, 986.86 | 5, 212,953.43 
240, 594 8, 808, 710. 00 9, 218, 087, 40 | 14, 874, 772. 89- 
231,232 | 10, 884, 653. 19, 772, 220. 65 | 23, 998, 837.63 
343,888 17. 446,065.00 | 33,315,479. 34 | 36,101, 820. 38 
385,024 | 52, 695, 176.79 | 56, 885, 403. 84 


23.810, 452. 7: 


In the same way it may be shown how the customs and internal - 

revenue departments have increased since they were established. 

There is nothing which more deeply concerns every man, woman, 
and child in this country of ours than the safe reception, handling, 
carriage, and delivery of private correspondence, and nothing which, 
if perverted, would tend more to arouse publicindignation. In every 
city, town, village, and hamlet the post-office, whether inclosed by the 
strong walls of a public building or stuck in the dusty corner of a 
country store, holds an unflagging interest for old and young, who 
with expectancy seek its missives. The post-office, Mr. Speaker, is our 
secular confessional. Into aslit in the wall and through a window 
pass and repass our secrets. 

By the ist of July next there will be 60,000 post-offices in the United 
States, for each of which, at least every four years, in the usual suc- 
cession in office, there will be an average of four applicants, making, 
say, 240,000 cases to come before the appointment division of the Post- 
Office Department, to be recorded, indexed, briefed, and filed. This 
would make an average, if scattered through the four years—allowing 
307 official working days per year—of 195 cases per day. But it has 
come to be a notorious fact that soon after the inauguration of every 
President the appointment division of the Post-Office Department is so 
choked with applications for office that clerks from other divisions of 
that Department have had temporarily to suspend their regular current 
work, to be detailed, not infrequently day and night, to help the ap- 
pointment division extricate itself and keep abreast of its redoubled 
duties in recording these consignments of passports of political prefer- 
ment, 

When this over-burdened appointment division, aided by assistance 
from without, has properly disposed of its mass of applications, with 
accompanying numerously signed petitions—many of which actually 
measure ten feet in length—it becomes the duty of the President or 
First Assistant Postmaster-General, as the case may be, to carefully 
consider the same, weigh the political pros and cons, and decide— 
what ?—who shall draw the prize in this political lottery for an office, 
with a compensation ranging from $8,000 to 9 cents. Qualifications 
of candidates being generally about even, what is the need, Mr. 
Speaker, of lodging this choice in executive officers? Each case neces- 
sitates the work of a dozen or more regular clerks and en- 
tails upon the President or First Assistant Postmaster-General a care- 
ful consideration of numerous applications and petitions and the oral 
hearing of local delegations, who monopolize the time of those officers, 
detailing sectional animosities to bolster up a candidate’s political 
credit. Now multiply this case every four years by 240,000, and you 
have the gross amount of the rankest kind of political pressure to be 
borne between the President and one branch of his administration. 
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The following table shows the number of post- offices established and 
in operation and number of appointments of postmasters during twenty 
„years: 


n 
MERENG BR ae 
B 8 a 2 
3 |i 123 |82 zi |2 
Sut | 3a ° E 
For the year ended 2 E 8 2 g 4 88 f 
June 30— 82 Ss go 822 pej ao 
nS Bs 2 8 7 g E 3 2 
328 22 32 53 2 855 8 
8 3882 3 RS adu | og 
3 ois | fea | goa] Ss 
. Z & < 454844 
2,167 849 | 26,481 | 4,021 | 1,194 167 267 
-| 1,653] 1,023 | 27,106 | 3,994 2,601 166 230 
2,359 962 | 28,492 | 4,105 | 1,449 204 293 
2,407 854 | 80,045 | 4.3071. 179 178 309 
2,703 885 | 31.863 | 4,091 939 199 328 
2,462 | 1,081 | 33,244 | 4,802 H5 193 385 
.| 2,818 | 1,268 | 34,294] 5,354 907 477 368 
2.313 1,060 | 35,547 | 6,017 974 187 380 
| 1,993) 1,137 | 36,383} 5,140 1,065 251 333 
1,825 863 | 87,345 | 4,800 71¹¹ 215 397 
2,784 871 | 39,258 | 5,117 748 184 338 
2,676 | 1,079 | 40,855 | 5,627 558 187 878 
3,462 | 1,328 | 43,012 | 6,322 561 690 356 
2.915 1,415 | 44,512 | 6,217 968 242 421 
8,166 | 1,447 | 46,231 | 7,346 | 1,021 349 461 
3,253 | 1,621 | 47,863 | 7,734 705 342 468 
3,414 | 1,260 | 50,017 | 7,265 513 234 477 
2. 121 856 | 51,252 6, 204 810 207 412 
3,482 | 1,120 | 53,614 | 9,112 | 9,566 463 587 
3,043 | 1,500 | 55,157 | 6,863 | 2,584 482 589 
3,884 1,645 | 57,876 | 6,521 | 1,244 743 659 


It may be said that the table does not bear me out in my figures; 
that it will only show 47,000 removals and appointments in any four 
consecutive years. I am speaking of four applications for each, which 
would make 188,000. However, in those years there were not 60;000 
post-offices, as now; but it goes to show the number of incumbents who 
remained in office and probably the number of disappointed office- 
seekers who have consumed the time of Executive officers and cumbered 
the official files with their papers. 

Mr. Speaker, if the same ratio of increase in post-offices throughout 
the country prevails in the future and the method of selecting post- 
masters remains unchanged, it will be an interesting question for a 
mathematician to calculate just how many years will elapse before the 
election of a President and the appointment of a First Assistant Post- 
master-General will insure two candidates for a lunatic asylum. 

But, sir, what is the materiality of lodging in the Executive the ap- 
pointment of a class of officers who, as servants of the people, of all Gov- 
ernment officials stand closest to them. It is said that, as the Execu- 
tive is responsible for a proper administration of public affairs, he is 
ar pan entitled to the support in it of men of his own political faith 
and selection. It stands unquestioned that upon this theory the pat- 
ronage of this and every other Department was originally bestowed 
upon the Executive. And what has been the result of it? Have we not 
for some years past heard the President’s tale of woe?“ Have we not 
seen him barricading his door against the importunity of the office- 
seeker—I will not say of Congressmen? Have we not heard of his flight 
from the city of Washington to catch momentary repose from his tor- 
mentors? Mr. Speaker, for the sake of humanity, if it be within our 
power, let us make this great office of President of the United States 
at least an endurable one, 

I hope that gentlemen on both sides of this House will appreciate my 
good intentions in thus pointing out to them a way of relieving this Gov- 
ernment, in a measure, of political congestion. It may not be consid- 
ered by the party in power to their interest just now to favor this step 
in the right direction. It will take just about two years for them to 
see through it, appreciate it, and be ready to inaugurate such a meas- 
ure of reform. 

But the evils of the system are not confined to the annoyance of the 
Chief Executive. bares fea greater and more important than this can 
possibly be. They are both political and official. They affect not only 
the service but also the commuuity. 

Let us go into one of our towns where a postmaster is about to be 
appointed—in a town, say, of 25,000 inhabitants, if you please—and 
what proportion of the people do you find taking the slightest inter- 
est in the matter, which would concern every one of them had they a 
voice in its decision ? 

The responsibility is, in most cases, in some political adherent, who 
may often be without the confidence of the community where he is 
known, and undeserving of that reposed in him elsewhere; and the man 
or men who really control the appointment are too often guided by 
most improper motives. Public confidence shon!d be the reward of 
honest ambition and high desire. In practice is it so? 

Does there not stir in our veins the spirit of fourteen hundred years 


ago, when among the Angles in the fatherland of the English race it 
was held that— 5 


. f the sett) resided solely in the body of the free- 
men w holding tay 3 tho 8 or ee enon = where the com- 
munity met from t to time to deal out its justice and make its own laws, 
where claim to of the free-necked man rested simply on the free 
recognition of fellow-villagers, settling matters in the end by loud shouts 
of “ay n or * nay.” 3 

Let us glance briefly at the modus operandi of installing a postmaster 
in office. Let us take one of the Presidential appointees, if you please, 
and see how the theory of the framers of the Constitution, as set forth 
in that instrument, is put to practice a hundred years later. That the 
experiment in popular government might not be subverted and allowed _ 
to work its own destruction by the aggrandizement of any one co-ordi- 
nate branch, limitations were prescribed and checks and counterchecks 
laid down: 


He— 
The President— 


shall nominate, and by and with the advice and consent of the Senate shall 
appoint,embassadors, * and all other officers of the United States whose 
appointments are not herein otherwise provided for, * but the Congress 
may by law vest the rg, rong ae of such inferior officers as they think proper 
in the President alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads of Departments. 


So runs the Constitution. 


Postmasters of the fourth and fifth class shall be appointed and may be re- 
moved by the Postmaster-General, and all others shall be appointed and may be 
removed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
and shall hold their offices for four years unless sconer removedor suspended 
according to law. 

So runs the statute. 

A Presidential post-office becomes vacated. Candidates have filcd 
their applications for the office. Delegations call upon the President 
and urge the claims of their respective candidates for party recog- 
nition. All have filed petitions, signed by hundreds of respectable 
citizens of the community in which they live, testifying to the busi- 
ness capacity of the respective candidates, their exemplary habits, high 
moral worth, and irreproachable character. As many remonstrances 
have also been filed, testifying to the unfitness, worthlessness, and cor- 
ruption of the same man, and how, as reflected from their local reputa- 
tions, the Administration would be scandalized by their n 

Thus, Mr. Speaker, is the President confronted by the hypocrisy of 
political vouchments. He must make the selection of an officer, not 
only to fillan important public office, but to give tone and character 
to his Administration. By necessity he is thrown upon the advice and 
recommendation of those whose interest if should be to support the 
Administration. The candidates for appointment reveal the existence 
of local political factions, of which they are the exponents. It might be 
expected that high-minded friends of the Administration would move in 
the direction of the public welfare. In practice each has to be the cham- 

ion of the parti candidate who has attested to him his political 
Adelity. The advice and guidance the President looks for, to extricate 
himself from the dilemma of a choice at random, leaves the ieular 
adviser, upon whose judgment the President relies, master of the field. 
Then, Mr. Speaker, a nomination is made to the Senate. It is referred 
to the proper committee. From this point, the future disposition of the 
ease depends much upon the political complexion of the Senate and 
whether a majority of that body harmonize with the Executive. 

When nominations are made to the Senate it is considered proper, 
in the mind of that body, to defer to the dictate, or caprice if you 
please, of the pair representing the State, or where geographical lines 
cut any figure in their election to the one who may be said to repre- 
sent that particular section of the State wherein the office is located; 


and if the desirability of the candidate is vouched for by him or them 


the committee reports favorably on the President's nomination and the 
Senate confirms. If otherwise, the committee reports adversely and 
the Senate rejects. But, sir, when the President and Senate differ 
politically—when political expediency has tactics to perform—then it 
is courtesy to smother in committee during the entire session of 
the Senate a nomination of the President and make the candidate a 
victim to ‘‘courtesy’’ as a rebuke to the President. 

No subject, Mr. Speaker, in the Constitutional Convention of 1787 re- 
ceived more grave and careful consideration than the possibility of an 
abuse of power from the infringement of one branch of the Government 
upon the rights and prerogatives of a co-ordinate one. After having in- 
vested the Executive head with greater responsibility by the power of 
appointment, it was the avowed purpose to lessen the chance of such 
infringement by conferring upon the Senate a voice by way of confirma- 
tion. Thus we find the very safeguards taken to avoid a lesser evil 
have furnished ways and means to create and develop a greater one. 
So that to-day the power of appointment lodged in the Executive is far 
too often a power in name only. 

The present system has too much that attribute of monarchy which 
centers in the power of one man the appointment of thousands, which 
makes official position the reward for partisan intrigue, engenders a 
lack of responsibility oa the part of public officials, and consumes too 
much of the time of executive and legislative officers in securing ap- 
pointments, which should be given to the consideration of affairs of 
state. 
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But there are two results which arise from our system which seem 
more deplorable than those I have already enumerated. These have 
only to be stated to be conceded. The present system of Federal ap- 
pointments exercises an undue influence on elections and tends to sub- 
vert and render impossible the true expression of the will of the peo- 
ple as expressed in those elections. Thissystem has already murdered 
one President. Is there a member of this House who does not feel in 
his Co ional district the influence of the post-office, the custom- 
house, or the Internal Revenue Bureau. Again, it is by conferring re- 
sponsibility upon the people that they areeducated. This, I take it, is 
the secret of the wonderful development of this country. 

Composed as these United States are of a population originally 
widely differing in customs, in sentiment, in religious belief, in en- 
lightenment, and even in physical development, what is it which 
binds us all with one bond of indissoluble union? What is it which 
for so many years has held together those impelled by such varied in- 
fluences? What is it which blots out and eradicates the influence of 
heredity and makes us all one people, with one patriotic thought for 
the preservation of the Union? It is the broad principle of individual 
responsibility and individual interest in the affairs of government. 

Whatever tends to repress the development of this principle by so 
much tends to repress political development and our national well-be- 
i 
15 5 attempt has been made by the enactment of the civil; service laws 
to remedy some of the evils which grow from the present Constitu- 
tional method of Federal appointment. The fact that these laws are 
not binding upon the Executive, and that tenure of office is still more 
or less a matter of individual selection, renders them more or less im- 
potent for the purposes for which they were devised. Again, they affect 
rather irresponsible subordinate positions than those in which the pub- 
lic is most nearly interested, Again, they do not insure publicconcern 
in the selection of officials, nor responsibility for their appointment. 
Finally, they affect only a small proportion of the immense numberof 
Federal appointees whose duties are confined to special localities. 

The ard further improvement is already demonstrated, and will 
be more and more inevitably demanded as the population and the 
needs of the public service advance. We haveseen that it is necessary 
at present for the Federal local officer to make his case, not in his own 
town, but at Washington, where he appears, perhaps on paper, perhaps 
in person, perhaps only in the mouths of interested parties, We have 
seen, in dividing time between thousands of office-seekers and pub- 
lie duties, the lack of attention and care the President may be ex- 

to bestow upon each individual case. 

Let the local Federal officer go directly before the people of his own 
community, where he is known; then let those whom he seeks to serve 
pass upon his merits with the ballot; transfer the scrutiny of selection 
from one man over thousands of offices to thousands of men over one 
office, and give the people in the several localities officials of their own 
choice, Ifthe people are competent to elect a President they are equally 
competent to elect their local officers. Our entire theory of govern- 
ment is based on elections by the people of those who are the people's 
servants. Concentration of all appointments in the hands of one ofi- 
cial is a relic of a monarchy, the ancient prerogative of the crown. It 
breeds corruption, and endangers the Republic by preventing the free 
exercise of = on the part of the people. 

No President can be better acquainted with the wants of the people 
than are the people themselves, Postmasters, customs officers, and 
revenue collectors are pre-eminently servants of the people. They 
should be as responsible to the people for the exercise of their official 
duties as to the General Government. And with the existing safe- 
guards which have grown up with the postal service for its preserva- 
tion, such as iary bond and Governmental inspection, there will 
be insured the abiding responsibility and interest of the community 
in those who are its servants, the elevation in political character and 
knowledge which arises therefrom, and all ‘‘undue administration“ 
will be avoided. ~ 5 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, in yielding precedence in this debate to 
my friend from New York [Mr. FLOWER], I supposed I would hear 
from him on the silver question, but on the contrary we have simply 
heard some golden thoughts upon the question of the election of post- 
masters. The only nnay thing about his speech was his voice. 

Mr. FLOWER, Ith the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, at an early day in this session, 
realizing what I believe to be a necessity for more eurrency, I intro- 
duced a bill looking to some expansion of the legal-tender currency of 
this country. The present bill substantially proposes to meet the want 
that the bill which I introduced was intended to supply. The bill that 
is now before the House is in fact a free-coinage measure. I know some 
of my friends upon the other side, and also upon our side of the House, 
do not so regard this bill, but the 8 that is being discussed 
before this House, and that will be 
of free coinage. 

The proposition by my colleague [Mr. Concer], from the Com- 
mittee upon Coinage, Weights, and Measures, is not what I believe he 
originally wanted. I believe it is not what a great many in this 


iscussed before it, is the question 


House desired; but it is the consensus of the opinion of conflicting 
minds that have yielded and come together and sought to supply the 
wants of the country in an expansion of the currency. Without such 
mutual concessions we would have done like the Fiftieth Congress, 
and thatis nothing. My good friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], 
who has taken us so severely to task from time to time during the 
present session of Congress, always receives forgiveness at my hands 
for what he has done against us, on account of the good which*I be- 
lieve has arisen from what is known as the Bland act. The proposi- 
tion now before the House is an expansion of thatmeasure. It multi- 
plies it by two and adds $500,000 a month besides. 

We are met with a contraction of the currency to-day, caused by the 
prosperity of the country. The banks find that the bonds which they 
have to secure their circulation have risen in value because of the good 
credit of this country, until they can no longer aftord to keep the cur- 
rency in circulation, based upon these bonds at their present high 
ei and therefore the banks are calling in their circulation, and we 

ve an actual contraction of the currency, notwithstanding the claim 
of my colleague [Mr. CoNGER] and the Secretary of the Treasury to 
the contrary. It may be claimed that the official reports show there is 
as much money in existence in the United States to-day per capita as 
there ever has been, but there is in fact a scarcity of currency, and I 
think that almost every man, at leastin my part of the country, will 
say so with me, This has grown in part out of a changed situation of 
things. There isa common belief in the contraction and increasing 
value of the currency that has led men having money to deposit itin 
New York in vast sums, at the nominal rate of 2 per cent. interest, 
rather than to invest it in property in the West and in the other grow- 
ing parts of this country. This action is based upon the belief that 
there is a contraction of the currency, and that if they will hold on to 
it, even at a low rate of interest, it will become worth more than it now 


is, 

This bill proposes to give us an increase to offset this contraction, 
and an increase in excess of the contraction to which I bave alluded. 

Now, I have said this bill means practical free coinage. What is the 
capacity of our mints, Mr. Speaker? About $50,000,000 a year; and 
if we adopt unlimited free coinage $50,000,000 a year will be the ca- 
pacity of the shops that make the money. Whatis the capacity of our 
silver mines? About $51,000,000. The free coinage of every dollar of 
the product of American silver will be only about $50,000,000 per an- 
num, and this bill proposes to give to the country $54,000,000 every 
year of legal-tender Treasury notes, the best money that has ever been 
in use in America. 

Savages prefer coin, children prefer coin to cut their teeth on 
laughter], but wise men and business men prefer the paper repre- 
sentative, if it is as good as gold; and this proposition is to furnish 
every month to the country $4,500,000 of money that is absolutely 
worth its face in any currency upon earth. What farmer or business 
man would not rather have this paper than the metal that it will rep- 
resent? 

We have to-day, Mr. Speaker, a variety of currency. We have gold, 
we have silver, we have subsidiary silver, we have silver certificates, 
gold certificates, and national-bank notes. All these different varie- 
ties of currency arecirculated side by side at the same value, and the 
proposition before the House provides for an addition which, under no 
circumstances, can be of any less value. It is a free-coinage measure, 
because when silver reaches par it provides that the mints shall be 
open to it. And it gives the entire support of the Government te the 
replacement of silver side by side as the equal of gold. 

The people of the country ought to favor this bill because it provides 
for the additional currency that they need. The miners ought to favor 
it becanse it provides for the purchase by the Government of their en- 
tire output from pan to year until their product becomes worth par 
in the markets of the world and then it opens the doors of the mints 
freely to that product. In short, Mr. S er, we have a proposition 
here for free coinage, surrounded by such safeguards as will make it 
absolutely safe and secure. 

There is one feature of this bill, sir, with which I do not feel entirely 
satisfied, and that is the bullion redemption provision. This feature 
has been strenuously insisted on by some parties and as earnestly ob- 
jected to by others. I do not personally like it. But in order that un- 
coined bullion may be paid out of the Treasury of the United States 
under this bill the holders of the legal-tender notes must in the first 

lace demand it. In the next place, the Seeretary of the Treasury must 
willing that the holder so demanding shall have the bullion. So that 
when you have two minds meeting, the first the owner of the notes 
wanting the bullion and the Secretary of the Treasury willing that he 
shall have it, the bullion will then go out, but otherwise no bullion 
can be paid out of the Treasury. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe we need an expansion of the currency, an ex- 
pansion of the currency in a safe form. We know that au expansion 
of unsafe and depreciated currency may stimulate business and create 
new life in trade, but it is like the stimulus of an intoxicant, it is fol- 
lowed by depression and ruin. But any currency which is worth its 
face in the markets of the world can not be too redundant. It is like 
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healthy food; it not only stimulates, but it adds life, strength, vigor, 
and vitality to the body politic and can be followed by no dangerous 
reaction. This proposition, therefore, I believe will meet a favorable 
response at the hands of the people of the great Northwest. They 
have been asking for an increase in the circulating medium of the 
country, while other gentlemen who have lived at the congested cen- 
ters have felt that there is no necessity for this expansion. We have 
suffered with a rush of blood to the head in this regard. The currency 
has been congested in New York and in the great money centers of 
the country, in many of which too much money is concentrated; and 
hence in them there is no recognition of the necessity for a larger vol- 
ume todo business. But the money being thus concentrated requires 
in other sections of the country a larger volume than under the old 
methods, when currency was distributed all over the country at the local 
business centers instead of being massed in the great commercial cities. 

Mr. Speaker, this country has never been committed to silver as its 
preferred medium of exchange. We have always had a ratio of 16 to 
1 in our silver currency, while the other countries in the world have 
had 15} to 1, and the dollar of our fathers, of which we have heard so 
much, was only coined to the extent of about $3,000,000 up to 1873 
(or, to be exact, $8,045,838), while we since that period have coined 
some $360,000,000 in round numbers of the same currency. 

When silver is at par with gold in this country it will not remain 
with us if other countries should retain the coinage ratio of 15} to 1. 
For coinage purposes silver was worth about 3 per cent. more in Europe 
than in the United States, which accounts for the fact that under free 
coinage before Germany demonetized silver we had coined less than 
$9,000,000 of legal-tender silver in nearly a hundred years, 

We are confronted with the fact that this metal has been discredited 
in the great money markets of the world, and a coined dollar only has 
a bullion value of about 72 cents. The Government has been coining 
these silver dollars and keeping them at par with goldand paper. The 
reissue or profit of this coinage received by the Government since 1878 
has been nearly $60,000,000. 

Whilst the Government stands bound in good faith to maintain the 
value of every silver dollar at an equality with a dollar of any other 
kind of currency, this burden is not a heavy one, for the accumulated 
seigniorage is equal in amount to the difference between the coined 
value and bullion value of the silver. If the price of silver advances 
the Government will have gained the advance. If the price shonld re- 
main stationary the seigniorage will stand in the Treasury to indem- 
nify the Government for the amount ot its ‘‘fiat’’ included in each 
dollar. And the further decline of silver under this bill is impossible. 

Under this bill the advance in the price of silver is favored and con- 
templated, and whenever silver again reaches par unlimited free coinage 
is at once provided for. 

By this bill we have provided for $4,500,000 a month in legal-tender 
notes, which the country would much prefer to the coined silver. 

The banks of the country can no longer be expected to play a promi- 
nent part in furnishing paper currency. New means must be devised, 
and what currency can be better than the Government’s notes redeem- 
able at willin coin and a legal tender for all debts, public and private? 
And when such notes are backed up by precious metal of equal market 
value no one can suggest a paper currency more secure. A legal- 
tender greenback like this, backed up and supported as it will be, can 
never lack for friends. 

I repeat it, this is a free-coinage bill. It provides the means to bring 
silver to par, and the mints of the country are to be fully opened to it 
as soon as silver beeomes worth its face in the markets of the world. 

` Free coinage now, without these restrictions, would yield to the bo- 
nanza kings a profit of 28 cents upon every dollar coined, instead of 
giving the seigniorage to the Government, 

We are met with the stubborn fact that silver has been demonetized 
in the great money centers of Europe, and though our own laws are in 
part responsible for the change in its value, yet the real cause lies in 
the action of governments over whom we can exercise no control. 

We have tried to do our part since 1878 in coining in twelve years 
forty times more silver than we had coined previously during our whole 
national life. 

But this vast coinage has not brought back silver to its former value. 

We are interested in silver as a nation. Though our annual product 
of $51,000,000 is a small matter compared with any one of our greatagri- 
cultural products, it has this additional importance: The yield of 1890 
will pay countless millions of debts in 1891, and from year to year the 
product of our mines will continue to perform, over and over again, 
the annual business of the country. Anda measure which tends to 
restore and rehabilitate this metal as money is in the interest of every 
citizen of the Commonwealth. 

Mr, Speaker, I favor this bill as a safe and wise bill. It opens the 
broad and safe road to ultimate equalization of the two precious metals, 
and it does so without giving to the mine-owner the difference in the 
present value out of the Treasury of the nation. The coinage of $54,- 
000,000 a year, giving the 28 cents of profit to the mine-owner, would 
cost the Government $15,120,000 annually. We would not think for 
a moment to take the blank paper of the paper-mill and print Govern- 


ment money upon it at the cost of the people and return the printed 
notes free to the manufacturer. y 

The mine-owner has claims upon our attention. He is entitled to 
have such laws enacted as will aid in advancing his products to their 
old place by the side of gold, but he is not entitled to claim of the peo- 
plean annual royalty of over $15,000,000 for that purpose. The people 
want more money. They can aid the mine-owner by using his product 
as the foundation for this increased currency, but the Government can 
not afford to give him 28 cents on every dollar that is coined. 

I believe this bill will meet the approval of the considerate judgment 
of the nation. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I propose this morn- 
ing to make a plain, business-like statement upon the question of the 
silver coinage of this country. I have no set speech to make, in the 
ordinary definition of ‘‘a speech,“ as it is understood on this floor. 

The reasons for free coinage that are given are, first, that there is 
widespread depression because of low prices. Now, I want to say 
that there is not aword of truth in the statement of there being any 
depression of business. In fact, there is not a solitary word of truth 
in any statements made or reasons given for free coinage, and there is 
not a single fact that justifies a statement that is made in favor of free 
coinage, notone. Let me say that I do not object to being questioned 
asI goon. I will give you a fair opportunity if you want to ask ques- 
tious for information or if you choose to contest my statements as to 
facts as they are made. 

The dropping of silver out of our coinage system in 1873 was with 
the full knowledge and approval of nearly every man in the country 
who at that time took any interest in coinage or monetary questions 
or whose experience qualified him to have an intelligent opinion upon 
such questions, 

We are so old-fashioned as to think that farmers know most of farm- 
ing, tanners of making leather, blacksmiths of working iron, ministers 
of preaching, doctorsof medicine, teachers of teaching, and that bankers, 
like George Peabody, George W. Riggs, W. W. Corcoran, and thousands 
like them now living all over this country and Europe, know as much, 
and possibly more, of the probable outcome of any given financial con- 
dition, or of any proposed monetary policy, or of any particular finan- 
cial measure or lie as men equally able, charitable, patriotic, and 
honest who have given all their lives to other things. In fact, we in- 
wardly smile at the assurance and pride of opinion of those men who are 
‘* wiser in their own conceit than seven men that can rendera reason.“ 

The advocates of free coinage say, Mr. Speaker, that the farmers are 
not prosperous; that there is distress prevailing among them; and we 
have had several men on this floor who have enjoyed very much the 
burning of corn’’ in their speeches. In fact, this has been quite an 
occupation on the floor of the House during this session, when, as a mat- 
ter of fact, there has never been a day since the sun shone on this earth 
when the farmer could pay off a debt or buy a farm with so few days’ 
labor as he can to-day, Further than that, they say that demoneti- 
zation of silver is the cause of this prevailing distress (that does not 
exist) and of low prices. I want to show that prices have been going 
down for the last hundred years—more rapidly in the last fifty than in 
the preceding fifty because of improved methods and machinery, and 
more rapidly during the last ten or fifteen years than ever before, and 
that the demonetization of silver has not had the slightest perceptible 
or provable effect on the depression of prices, which I think I will make 
clear, 

I desire to call your attention to one other fact. 

Not a single witness came before the Committee on Coinage but ad- 
mitted that all trade was the exchange of product for product. A 
man wants money for what it will buy, not for the moneyitself. You 
borrow a thousand dollars and you are rid of it in an hour; and yet 
you have exactly what you borrowed it for and what you wanted when 
you borrowed it; that is to say, you borrowed capital, and not money; 
and the money goes out of your hands in five minutes, and the next 
man takes it and uses it; and what you borrow, I repeat, is capital, 
and not money. The whole discussion starts on a misapprehension of 
what money is. 

I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that more money means more misery. 
{Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. I will take a little of the misery. 

Mr. DUNNELE, That kind of misery we all like. 

Mr. PERKINS. We would all be willing, I think, to stand a little 
of it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. Let us suffer. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. I want to say to you that money 
in a proper form and of standard value can only be used to a limited 
amount. It is true of this as of everything else, that a sufficiency is 
enough; and when you go beyond that amount you can not profita- 
bly use the surplus money any more than you can use anything else 
that is more than a sufficiency. The money, therefore, that is suffi- 
cient to perform the business or exchanges of the country is all that is 
necessary or that ean be used. You might illustrate this by taking 
the case ofarailroad. You can not use a railroad profitably beyond 
the necessities of the traflic on the road. When you furnish the facil- 
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ities for transporting all that is brought to the road for transportation, 
all that you furnish beyond that is surplus, and is useless, and is 
owned at a loss; and, as far as money is concerned, you can not use 
a dollar beyond what is necessary to make the exchanges of commerce. 

That is all there is about it. When you get beyond that, money 
makes more misery by inflating the prices of everything the poor man 
buys. How was it in regard to the assignats in France? ages did 
not go up. They issued money, and more money, and then still more 
money, until the workingmen in France were in abject poverty, with mobs 
taking everything they could lay hands on to buy bread. So with 
us was money cheapened during the first part of our inflation. 

In 1864 there was a man in my employ who employed three other 
men, doing the work in an adjoining town, and on one occasion when 
I paid him for his work half as much again as I had ever paid him be- 
fore, he took his money in his hands, sat down in my office, and said, 
I will not take out any more work; I can not buy the support of my 
family andthe men in my employ for the coming week with the money 
Ihave in my hand, I will go home and go to scratching the ground to 
get enough to keep me from starvation until this war ends. Iam not 
physically able to go into the war. I will go to work for you again 
when the war is over.“ Isaid to him, How much advance in pay do 
you want?” He thought that one-third more than he had been re- 
ceiving would be enough. I looked the matter over with him and I 
said ‘* You are right,“ and gave it to him. 

Iremember an old gentleman sitting in my office in 1865 with the 
tears running down his face. He had sold his farm in 1859, had eome 
into the city, bought a little house, and loaned out the residue of 
his money at 6 per cent., yielding him just enough to support his 
wife and himself. And when money was depreciated to one-third its 
previous value he said, I have not had a new suit of clothes or bought 
anything but food fora year. I have not been able to keep warm and 
get enough to eat. I have held every office in my town; I will not ac- 
cept charity; I will not beg; I will die first.“ He was a good Demo- 
crat; he voted the Democratic ticket all through the war, and cursed 
the Greenbackers and the Republicans. Buthe told the truth just the 
same. I will not say he was an exceptional Democrat, because I do 
not think he was wholly so. 

There are three things that can be honestly done to assist a man in 
debt: First, by giving him money to pay the debt or the obligation; 
second, by lessening the interest on the debt and thus enabling him 
to use the savings in interest to pay the principal; third, by increas- 
ing his receipts foreach day’s work in increased products for each day’s 
work done on the farm or in the shop by better methods or improved 
machinery, or by increasing his daily pay. Each comes to the same 
result. Each is honest, but the last two increase the manhood of the 
beneficiary, while the first saps his honor. 

Again, the farmer’s case is that of the competitor of intelligent 
barbarism with the conditions of christian civilization. It is very 
nearly the condition of the American mechanic in competition with 
the Chinaman. If a graduate of Harvard College adopts the style 
of living of the celibate barbarian to produce cheap, as against the man 
in Ohio with a wife and children, good farm buildings, churches, and 
schools to support, with all the modern luxuries to provide for his family, 
he will beat out and starve the Ohioan, who is at the expense of lead- 
ing a civilized and christian life, He has all the advantages of a high 
christian culture and intelligence in production and the economy of the 
barbarian in expenditure. Still worse for the christian if this bar- 
barian uses the land of the christian to beat him out in the economic 
race. The public lands are the common property of all until utilized 
as hom Every animal grown on the public domain, or partly 
grown there, ought to be taxed $4 if sent to the market over one year 
and under two years old, and 88 if over two years and under three 
years old, and $12if over three years old, in the interest of the farmer 
who is also stock-raiser, or should be, and in the interest of the public 
Treasury, and to break up the beef trust. 

I want to call attention to another thing. The payments to the 
wage-workers of this country are $4,000,000,000 a year. Do you 
question it? Then get right up and say so. I am ready for questions; 
that is what I am here for; I am not here for the purpose of making a 
speech. There are 20,000,000 wage-workers; and if they average $200 
a year (and thatis a pretty low figure), it makes $4,000,000,000 a year 
for wages. 

I want to say the mortgages in this country are not $2,500,000- 
000, while the whole valuation is but $24,000,000,000. I base these 
figures upon the last census. I have added something to them; they 
are not exactly as they will be found in the books, but they represent 
substantially the facts as existing at present. Twenty-four billion dol- 
lars is the valuation of this country. As I have said, the mortgages are 
not 52, 500, 000, 000; and the amount paid off annually does not exceed 
$500,000,000. The annual payments on the private debts of this 
country are not one-eighth of what is paid as wages. 

You talk about getting out of debt. You propose to rob the poorin 
order to get ont of debt. The whole debt of this country is but little 
more than what the annual wage payment is. Yet you talk about get- 
ting out of debt by actually robbing the workingmen of this country, 


by reducing their pay, by increasing the cost of the absolute necessaries 
they buy and reducing the value of the money they get. 

Let me say just a word to these gentlemen who come here with 
this immense lot of statistics to pile up. In the first place, they 
do not know how to use them; nor do I know how to use any such mass 
of statistics; and they are of no earthly use to anyone. To undertake 
to deduce anything from statistics in that form is just about as sensi- 
ble as it would beif when you want to know the pay organization 
or the chemical composition of a particular kind of wood, instead ot 
taking a little piece and. grinding it up into fiber to know its fiber, and 
analyzing it in a retort for its chemical properties, you should get 400, 
000,000,000 cords of wood and pile them up ten miles away and stand off 
that distance and look at the pile throughaspy-glass. That would be 
justas sensible as to undertake to talk here upon the mass of statistics 
you bring in. The only way to settle economic questions is to take 
the individual man, stand him up and look at him; see how the thing 
operates on him; and if it operates on him favorably it will operate on 
every other man favorably; and if unfavorably, it will operate on all 
ane unfavorably. What I propose to do is to stand up the individ- 
ual man. 

Again, money has no place in economics. We never talk about 
money in economics; it is the exchange of the products of labor, and 
money is an incident. You might destroy all the gold and silver in 
this country to-night, and waking up to-morrow morning you would 
not be hurt one iota; our business would go on just the same. For 
fifteen years we did not have gold or silverin this country as money. 
Now, do not misunderstand me in this statement. I say if gold 
and silver were destroyed past all redemption the world over ” it would 
make no difference; I do not mean if gold and silver were demonetized 
and greenbacks put in their place, for that is just as different a thing 
as black is from white. Iam talking about the destruction of coin out 
of the world. There is not a man here who does not know that if 
all the coin were actually destroyed we would never know the differ- 
ence; we would go right along as now. ; 

Why not discuss this question on a proper basis? What is the use 
of getting up here and talking to the prejudices of our constituents a 
thousand or five thousand miles away. I think such things are a dis- 
grace to this House. I haye been made physically sick, absolutely 
sleepless, hearing the nonsense that is talked here. [Laughter.] And 
I have done some of this talking to constituents myself. [Renewed 
laughter.] It is the fashion, but never mind, it is not creditable, 

We have this immense amount of silver; you do not want to discredit 
silver! We might think silver was some blushing maiden of sixteen 
and somebody proposed to kiss her against her will. 

Talk about discrediting silver. How can you discredit a thing that 
is physical? The question is whether it is desirable to use silver; and 
let me say right here that there is not the slightest disagreement upon 
the floor of this House about the use of silver for money. There are a 
great many men who do not think there is any room for it, that it is 
not good economy; by others it is held that no damage will come from 
the proper use of silver; but the question is how will you useit? If you 
will use silver so that it will not change the standard of exchange in prod- 
ucts, that is all right. To talk about the intrinsic value of gold or silver 
is intrinsie humbug! Intrinsic value! It is an opinion; it isa notion; 
it is a hallucination, anything you choose to call it; but the commer- 
cial value of gold and the commercial value of silver are just as easily 
determined as the commercial value of anything else. We are running 
silver mines and gold mines because it is profitable to mine gold and 
mine silver. It is for its commercial value, at its cost in the wages of 
the men who workin the mines, just as we are raising wheat and corn. 

Thesilver men in the country who do not approve the bill reported 
by the committee are determined to use silver to depreciate the cur- 
rency. This is made clear beyond doubt or question by their persistent 
declaration that prices are too low, that they are made low by the want 
of sufficient money, and by their admission that their object in secur- 
ing the free coinage of silver is to inflate prices. But most significant 
and conclusive of all is the admission of Senator TELLER that the 
putting less gold in the gold dollar would have the effect he was seek- 
ing,“ and he has occupied two days of the time of the Senate and six- 
teen pages of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to make plain his extreme 
anxiety to inflate prices by the use of silver. 

One of the most remarkable things in this diseussion is that so acute a 
man as Senator TELLER should give as a reason for silver not being more 
largely coined with free coinage in this country previous to 1873 that our 
laws required 2, 4 per cent. more silver in our ratio to gold than European 
coinage laws required, and that the market price of silver, because of 
free coinage in Europe, being 2.4 per cent. higher in its gold price in 
the European markets than in American markets, all of the American 
silver went to Europe for coinage, and almost in the same breath says 
that no silver, coined or uncoined, will now come from Europe to this 
country if we open our mints to free coinage at a ratio of 28 per cent. 
higher than its gold value in European markets; that is to say, for 
forty years European merchants took our silver to Europe to be coined 
at a profit of 2.4 per eent., from 1837 to 1873, while our mints during 
all that time were open to the free coinage of silver, and that now, in 
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the year of our Lord 1890, with every mint in Europe closed to the free 
coinage of silver, European merchants will not transport silver from 
Europe to this country, where they can have it freely coined ata profit 
of 28 per cent. r 

More money, and that of less commercial value, and therefore less 

urchasing power than that we now have, is what thesilver men demand. 
Raising prices of commodities by increasing the quantity of money or 
by making money cheap has the same effect as reducing wages. It 
certainly means, if it means anything, that a day’s wages must not be 
allowed to buy so much, and the laborer’s standard of living must 
thereby be reduced. Says Master Workman Powderly: 

Every step in reducing the standard of living and wages of the laborer re- 
duces the wages of the skilled workmen as well. When 75 cents a day in 189 
takes the place of $1 in 1889, each recipient of such wages must curtail his pur- 
chases, in order to conform to the 25 per cent. reduction in wages. Less of food, 
less of clothing, notso many shoes, and cheaper lodgings must be had, and those 
who make shoes, clothing, and articles of household use find that their busi- 


ness falls off also; the falling off in business is followed by areduction in wages, 
and the evil stream runs the entire length, until all are infected. 


Says J. E. Thorold Rogers, in Work and Wages: 


When prices of the necessaries of life rise, wages do not rise with them. No 
crime against labor is more injurious than expedients adopted on the part of 
Government which tend to raise prices. 


There is not an economist in any country who does not declare that 
his investigations confirm this statement of Mr. Rogers. 

The experiment of depreciating the currency has been tried in every 
country and never tried without reaching the same result, and never 
tried in any country under circumstances more favorable to the wage- 
worker than here. A war was in progress during four years of the 
time, of such vast proportions that the consumption of the aggre- 
gate products of labor was increased by fully one-tenth, besides which 
more than one-tenth of the men who competed with each other ia the 
labor market were employed in military operations, which was the 
equivalent of increasing the market for the laborer by one-fourth. Un- 
der these apparently favorable conditions for the wage-worker the value 
of his wages to him ought to have materially increased, instead of de- 
preciating, if it is possible tor him ever to save himself from lossin pe- 
riods of a debased currency. If under such conditions he lost the value 
of two years’ wages in inflation, how can any one believe that the 
small farmers and wage-workers will be benefited by the unlimited 
coinage of 412} grains of silver into a legal-tender dollar, depreciating 
the currency 25 per cent. and more? 

Now, then, as to the depression of prices. The average price from 
1856 to 1860 for wheat was 96.7 cents a bushel, and for the last five 
years 72 cents. I have asked many men on this floor who are skilled 
in the art of farming and many outside this Hall with a view of de- 
ciding as to the cost of producing a bushel of grain to-day as compared 
with the cost of producing it in 1860. It is a fact that there was 
some farming agricultural machinery used before 1860, but it was very 
little, and it was not used to such an extent as to materially affect 
prices. Itis fair to compare the prices from 1855 to 1860 with the 
prices from 1885 to 1889 upon the principle that it only costs half as 
much per bushel to produce the agricultural products now that it did 
up to 1860. I have inquired, as I said, and many put the cost now at 
one-third of what it was then and some at a half; but a half is near the 
pv statement. It certainly costs not over half what it did before 


The value of the same things from 1856 to 1889 is as follows: 


In Chicago. | In New York. 
Wheat. Corn. Oats. | Wool. | Cotton. 
80.28 $0. 380 80. 103 
30 .500 -135 
+29 330 12 
82 „520 .120 
20 .500 10 
-30 444 | -118 


In New York. 


In Chicago. 


Average. eee sse, 


Wheat is selling in Chieago at 90 cents to-day. 

In the five years from 1856 to 1860, in Chicago, wheat averaged 96.7 
cents, and in the last five years the average was 72 cents. In the five 
years from 1856 to 1860 the average price of corn was 44.4 cents, and 
in the lust five years 40cents. Oats in the first five years were 30 cents 
and are now 32 cents. Remember these are Chicago prices, found by 
taking New York export prices and taking off the freights, and the 
freights were then three or four times as high as they are now. Take 
the freights off them—which I will publish in my speech that I do not 
make according to custom, but that will be delivered to-morrow by 
delivering the manuscript to the printer [laughter]—and it will show 
that wool was 44.4 cents for the former period and 36 cents for the latter 
period; it will show that cotton was then 11.8 and is now 10.1 cents. 

We are told by Mr. TELLER, the great high-priest who ministers at 
the altar of the temple of the great goddess Diana,“ where silver- 
smiths all over the silver States and in this Hall are calling out, Great 
is Diana of the Ephesians. Ye know that by this craft we have our 
wealth, ‘because this our craft is in danger to be set at nought’’— 
they would make the people believe that the fall in prices is due to our 
treatment of the silver question and is not due to overproduction. He 
is the highest priest on the score of his great 3 und persistence; 
there is no doubt about that. He is sharper than all the rest of them, 
but not sharp enough to be consistent in any two columns of his speech. 
(Laughter. ] $ 

Let us look at the facts. In 1873 we raised 281,000,000 bushels ot 
wheat; in 1889 we raised 490,000,000 bushels. Are agricultural prod- 
ucts an exception? If you have too much leather, leather goes down. 
It goes down because you have too much. Ifyou have too many woolen 

the price goes down, and down because you make too many; 

ut on argricultural products, 8 oh, no; that is not so; that is not 

so at all. That is not so, because if it were so they would not have 
to remonetize silver to cure the evil. 


Production of wheat, corn, and oats in 1873 and 1889 compared. 


Produce. Bushels. 


Whole and | of product Freight 
5 Bush- ground of 1889 over Diad from Value in 
that of 1873 |i per| grain din 3 export Chicago (Chicago. 
n t ca ew 2 
(in bushels). ab bushels). product of | Prices. Fork. i 


Excessof the product of IS at the ratio of 3 per capita of that of 1873, 1, 102,943, 000 bushels. 
n 


The total product of wheat, corn, and oats 
Population in 1889, 63,540,000. 
Population in 1873, 41,677,000. 


In 1873 we raised 932,000,000 bushels ofcorn. In 1889 we raise 2,112, 


1873 was 1,483,888, 700 bushels. 


Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Come right over here, where I 


000,000 bushels. What do you think of that for increase? In 1873 | can hear you. 
we raised 270,000,000 bushels of oats. In 1889 we raise 751,000,000 | Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ilinois. Just be still, and you can hear me. 


bushels, 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question ? : 


Mr, WALKER, of Massachusetts. Ask your question. 
= WILLIAMS, of Illinois. In 1880 the product of the.crop of 
wheat—— 


Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. I can not yield to be questioned | Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. I object to being interrupted in 


on the accuracy of statistics, but only on my own statements. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I simply desire toask you a question. 


that way. 
A MEMBER. But you invited inquiry. 
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Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. No, sir; not about other men’s 
statements. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, If he can not answer a question I 
will sit dowv. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts, {am not going to be questioned 
about any other man’s statement that I quote here, nor am I going to 
permit interjection of remarks into my speech. I am talking about 
1873, when it is alleged silver was demonetized, and I am not going to 
be talked down either. I am making a business statement, and I do 
not propose to be talked down in these statements. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois (continuing his interruptions while Mr. 
WALKER, of Massachusetts, was speaking). Our wheat crop in 1880 
was 498,000,000 bushels; in 1889 it was 490,000,000, yet the price of 
wheat in 1889 was much less per bushel than in 1880. Was that 
caused by overproduction ? - 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois will beinorder. Two 
gentlemen can not occupy the floor at one time, 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Iam talking about 1873, and the 
silver men must keep to the standard they set up, Mr. Speaker, and I 
want to compare wheat then with the surplus crop of wheat in 1889 
over and above the same ratio per capita, the overproduction. 

The surplus crop in 1889, taking the same ratio that we had in 1873 
and multiplying the inhabitants of to-day, 65,540,000, by the average 
crop of 1873, 6.7 bushels, you find the surplus of wheat to-day is 74. 
842,000 bushels. Take the surplus of corn and it is 689,000,000. The 
surplus of oats is 338,000,000 bushels. And, Mr. Speaker, it comes to 
this, that the surplus product in 1889 as compared with 1583 is 1,103,- 
000,000 bushels; that is to say, itis three-quarters of the whole crop of 
1873. Nosurplus! I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that there is not an- 
other business in the country that could have as much overproduc- 
tion as the farmers have had in the last three years and have its goods 
bring anything at all. You could have them asa gift. I mean what 
Isay. I mean tosay that they would go out of style; the moths would 
eat them, and you could get them for the taking. There is no doubt 
about it. I make that proposition as a business man, and if there is a 
business man on this floor who disputes it, I would like to see him 
stand up. 

Mr. LIND. I dispute it. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Youarenota businessman; you 
are a lawyer. [Laughter.] Why, there are three hundred other law- 
yers on this floor who will dispute it, and who will swear that they are 
right, and prove? that I am wrong from such facts as they will 
state. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LIND. I will do it. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Well, I guess I will not yield to 
yon, as you do not come under my definition of a business man.“ 
No one pretends, Mr. Speaker, that the crop of 1873 was not ample for 
all the demands of this country. There was no cry of short crop“ 
that year. In fact, the percentage of the crop of 1873 that was shipped 
abroad was nearly one-third larger in proportion than the surplus of 
the crop of 1889 that was shipped abroad. 

Do you take that in, gentlemen? [Laughter.] Do you get it into your 
minds? [Laughter.] Talk about a short erop in 18731 I repeat that 
the proportion of the crop of 1873 that we shipped abroad was 32 per 
cent., or nearly one-third, larger in proportion than the percentage of 
the crop of 1889 that was shipped abroad. I am proving to you that 
there is not one word of truth in what you say on this subject of no 
overproduction. [Laughter.] Not that you lie. I have no doubt 
that you believe what yon say, because I find that men have a great 
facility for believing what they want to believe, and I do not claim to 
be an entire exception to that rule myself. [Laughter.] Oh, no; I 
am not setting myself up here as an exceptional man; not at all. 
[Laughter. ] > 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I repeat again that the proportion of the crop of 
1873 exported was nearly one-third larger than the proportion of thecrop 
of 1889 that was shipped abroad, and yet Senator TELLER can stand up 
in the Senate, in the face of such facts, and says: 

I believe the present fall in prices in this country which has been continu- 
ous, as we all know, since 1873, is to be largely attributed to our treatment of 
the silver question. I am free to say it is not caused by overproduction. 

Free to say’’ is good. [Laughter.] They are all ‘‘ free to say” 
the same thing. My friend from Minnesota [Mr. LI xD] over here is 
free to say the same thing, and he has just said it freely for half 
un hour. [Laughter.] He has spent half an hour undertaking to 

rove that what Iam now saying is not correct. Of course he proved“ 

t. [Laughter.] As I said before there are three hundred men here 
who can stand up and“ prove that everything I say is all wrong. 

Now, the total number of bushels of grain produced in the average 
year of 1873 was 355 per capita, while in 1889 it was 52¢ bushels per 
capita. We raised, absolutely and relatively, every bushel of grain 
that we could use or find a market for in 1873, and yet Senator TELLER 
says there is no surplus that influences prices“ in 1889! Will the 
Senator tell us how large a crop per capita would depreciate prices? 
Or what is to be done with the 17} bushels produced in 1889 over 1873 
per capita and in excess of any reasonable or possible demand? The ex- 
cess in production of 1889, taking the per capita of the crop of 1873 for 
the standard in calculation, was 74 per cent., or three-fourths as many 


eo more than the demands of the country, as the aggregate crop of 

Now, my friend over here [Mr. LIND], the lawyer who wants to 
answer for a business man [laughter], has told us that the prices of 
commodities do not favor the farmers; that they have hard times out 
in his country, and that merchants have to keep their goods over a 
year, so that when people buy them they have to buy goods that are 
moth-eaten and shop-worn. Mr. Speaker, I have been selling goods 
all over this country, from Maine to California, for about forty years, 
and I havealways found that where the dealers keep their until 
they are shop-worn I do not get my pay. [Laughter.] But our col- 
lections have been about as good for the last five years as they ever were, 
and the statistics which I will lay before the House will show that the 
country has never prospered as it has prospered during the last five years. 
At the same time I waut to say, Mr. Speaker, that those of us who have 
been in business have not made money during the last five years. 
Goods have been going down every year siuce 1873 about 10 per cent. a 
year. I do not mean 10 per cent. on the prices of 1873, but 10 per 
cent, each year on the price of the preceding year, so that we are sell- 
ing, in the case of leather, now for 60 cents a pound that we sold in 
1873 for 81.35. 

Furthermore, the man who takes up land and lives in a hut of one 
or two rooms made of a few boards, cultivating a thousand acres of land, 
is a fearful competitor of an Ohio farmer with the civilized conditions 
of acentury to support. These things work great hardships to all 
farmers, but especially to those of the older States, and more especially 
in New England. By the freight rates I have given (Appendix FF) it 
will be seen that New England farmers on their small, rocky hillside 
farms had an advantage in freight charges from Chicago of 30 cents a 
bushel on wheat, 28 cents on corn, and 16 cents on oats in 1859, which 
have been gradually reduced to summer charges by water of 8} cents 
on wheat, 7} cents on corn, and 5} cents on oats in 1890, to the great 
loss of the New England farmer, but to the great gain of the masses of 
the people of New England. This thing explains the farmer’s situa- 
tion to-day in comparison with what he thinks it ought to be. 

One thing is sure, namely, that with railroads ing every where, 
low freights and the sharp competition of semi-barbarous conditions in 
some Territories here and the barbarian at 10 or 15 cenis a day in Asia, 
using our improved machinery and with our much higher wages to our 
laborers, producing staple crops, farming lands here will be lower for a 
great many years before they will be any higher than now, and every 
pains should be taken to bring consumers in close proximity to the 
farmer that the farmer may introduce more varied crops and supply 
neighboring markets. 

After all I have said, I know from the closest observation and study 
of the records that the American farmer is the most independent, pros- 
perous, and happy class there is on the face of the earth. And, fut- 
thermore, I believe that his prosperity in the near future will far excel 
any he has ever known before, There never has been a day when he 
could buy any given farm or pay off any mortgage for as few days’ work 
as to-day, and the price of his crops he so cheaply raises will soon reach 
the prices they have ave: for fifty years. The farmer’s product in 
any given decade always fixes rates upon which all products are ex- 
changed, and the present is and the future will be no exception. 

The farmer can take his hides anywhere to-day and exchange them for 
leather and get more good leather than he ever could in his life. Now, 
as I am a little hoarse, I would really be glad if the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN], who takes so much delight in burning 
corn,“ would burn a little corn. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 
[Taughter. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Yes; the odor of a little leather, 
if you are out of corn, might relieve my throat. 

Now, take twenty-three of the absolute necessaries of life, things 
entering into the consumption of farmer and mechanic alike, and I in- 
vite attention to the comparison of prices at different periods, in a table 
which I shall publish with this speech. You will find the articles the 
price of which makes the aggregates in the following table: 


APPENDIX AA. 
Variation in price in thirty-five years, covering the period of inflation, of 
ticenty-three articles of prime necessity (New York: export price). 
23 articles, family supplies, average cost from (Appendix AA)— 
1855 to 1859. 


We might burn a little leather. 


1800 to 1864 179. 
1864 to 1868.. 261. 
1865 to 1869.. 256, 
mi oveesuecnsncsvoss roneeeosnocesesen senses senses 183.13 
r e opsodoers reenso cones sousensneessscecse sbosed 154.83 
e . weeseseanecesensnesoores 187. 82 


Everything has been going down except man, and he has been ap- 
reciating. W. have been going up steadily, and what a man buys 

— been going down. 

From 1860 te 1864 prices were 6 per cent. higher than they averaged 
from 1855 to 1859 because of inflation. 

The average increase of commodities in the next five years, from 1865 
to 1869, was 43 per cent. over the previous five years. 

In the next five years, from 1870 to 1874, prices fell off from the pre- 
vious five years 28 per cent. 


1890. 
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In 1875 to 1879 they fell off 16 per cent. from the previous five years; 
and in the next ten years, from 1880 to 1889, they fell off 10.6 per cent. 
And the prices for the twenty-three prime necessaries of life for the ten 
years, from 1880 to 1889, of good money, and precisely the same qual- 

ity of money used in’every christian country are 18 per cent. less than 
thirty years ago, from 1850 to 1859. 

The fall of the price of products and the increase of wages has been 
continuous and steady, with scarcely any check, except in this country 
during paper-money inflation, for nearly a century, the fall of the price 
of products and the increase iu the price of wages being more rapid 
in the last three or four decades than ever before. 

Dividing the cost of the prime necessaries required by a farmer’s fam- 
ily of four persons by the price of each cereal in Chicago that year will 
show beyond dispute the economic value to the farmer of each bushel of 
his grain delivered in Chicago. 

It will be seen by Table AA that the— 


Wheat. Corn Oats. 

— = — 7 — 2 
ecessary 2 
Sos Pot minjada 12 Supplies. ag EE 2 927 a: 282 
23 22 | 22 22 33 
25 |25| 23 |B| £2 fas 
— EE H EE = Ss 

a S8 | & 2 la] R 

$152.67 80.00 221 | 80.45 339| $0.26 
301. 23 1.50 | 200 88 | 341 -49 | 615 
200. 03 1.00 | 200 66 303 45 | 414 
182.53 1,02 | 178 34 536 24 | 764 
125. 28 78 171 „2391 24 520 
125.28 90 189 pes 5 
CLOTHING. 


Cost of precisely the same style, quality, and weight of an ordinary suit of 
heavu woolen clothes in grain, Chicago value. 


Wheat: -| Corn. | Oats. 

- =. r = - g -= 
Price of | o . | = 89 33 34 
Year suit, | Ag Ez ag | 2 | ag | 3 
on Zz 
23 23 | 93 | 33 | 93 | 52 

E. 32 E 32 E 
Bla S| es S 
$20.00 81. 50 | 13.3 80.88 22.7 180.49 | 48.1 
15.00 | 1.02 | 14.7 | 134 | 44.1 | 24 | 625 
10.00 | 73 13.7 2 31.2 24 41.6 


Wheat | Corn Oats, 
- 28 — 2. — 4 
7. Price of ` a a r 
Year. coat. 5 85 ag 33 8 23 
3 32 alse 33 
Fe 32 f | $2 | £2 |3 
E. Sa E | Sa E. | 3s 
$19.00 81.50 | 12.6 80. 88 | 27.6 80. 49 38.7 
14.00 1,02 | 11.7 | 8441.1 .24 | 58.3 
9.0078 12.3 3228.1 21 | 28.1 
LEATHER. 
Price of farmers’ green hides and how much leather each would buy. 


Price of Price of 
Price of 11- Pounds of | Price of 50- Feet of 
Year pound 9 leather the pound che yee leather the 
° green pe ana green skin 8 green skin 
ealf-skin. from 1 will buy. | cow hide from it. | will buy. 
$2.00 $1.37 1.5 86. 00 80. 24 25 
1.98 1.35 1.4 6.25 2¹ 26 
1.81 1. 30 1.4 5.25 23 23 
1.76 1.30 1.3 5.25 «205 25 
1.45 1.00 1.4 5. 50 17 32 
1.45 1.00 1.4 4.18 18 23 
1,37 »~ .90 1.5 5.00 15 33 
1.26 80 1.6 3.75 15 2 
1,65 1.00 1.6 4.75 18 24 
1.70 8 1. 8 4. 87 19 25 
1.59 0 1.6 4.75 18 26 
1.54 90 1.7 4.62 165 23 
1.54 90 17 4.50 17 26 
1.43 . 90 1.6 4.50. 175 31 
1.37 -80 1.7 4.37 -145 30 
1.10 75 1.4 4.37 .105 di 
83 70 1.3 3.75 .16 35 
7 65 1.2 8,12 11 28 
82 60 1.4 3.25 10 32 


That is to say, you can buy these articles of prime necessity to-day 
for thirty-nine bushels of wheat less oy yon had to pay for the same 
articles in 1873. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Can a thousand-dollar mortgage be 
paid off with the same amount of wheat to-day that would have been 
required five years ago? 

Mr, WALKER, of Massachusetts. I am coming to that presently; 
and upon that point I think I will satisfy you and a little more than 
satisfy you, if my time does not give out. 

Now let us turn to the cost of tools (Appendix BB). 


Wheat. Corn. Outs. 
2 
32 oa 8 33 
Tools. Price. — 82 SS * 33 
23 53 S32 22 53 
23 34 2a 28 32 
— LI LI b 
E | S ss FS 
Two-horse corn cultivator: 
A a ee 81.02 27.4 82.2 80.24 116.6 
MEO EEE EEES RA 15 | .73 20.5 46.8 24 62. 5 
Two-horse mowing ma- 
chine: 
T ves 1,02 88.2 204.7 24 375.0 
DD 50 73 68.5 156.2 24 208.0 
8 steel plow: 
1873... 20 1.02 19.7 58.8 24 83.3 
12 | .73 16.4 87.5 .24 50.0 


Mr. Speaker, I wish again to call your attention to the issue. This 
is not a contest in regard to silver as silver. It is a contest upon the 
question whether the poor man shall be robbed by depreciating the 
currency in order to increase the wealth of the rich. And I want to 
say that any man (I do not care what his constituents think to-day) 
who advocates the free coinage of silver and the putting of our mone- 
tary affairs on the silver basis of a 72-cent dollar, which is what the 
proposition for free coinage means and its only meaning, for it will not 
raise prices unless it does depreciate, that is a sure thing—the man or 
the party who does that will be sunk in eternal infamy. Such thin; 
may be done in time of war, when the life of the nation is threaten 
and the people will forgive you. But I do not care what the special 
demands of the et are; they ask a certain result; they expect us 
to give them a certain beneficent result; they have sent us here on the 
supposition that we are competent to investigate these questions and to 
come to a wise conclusion. They have sent us here, furthermore, to 
stand between them and what they shall demand if they are mistaken 
and if their demand ought not to be granted. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will itinterrupt the gentleman—— 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Not a bit. 

Mr. PAYSON. I am listening to the gentleman with attention 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Iam very glad you are. I heard 

our speech the other night in caucus, and I am on you are here, 
Trane hter.] 

Mr. PAYSON, I am glad to be here. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. I remember the remark, ‘‘ My 
constituents will not send me back unless we have ſree silver.“ [Laugh- 
ter. 


an PAYSON. I wish to ask the gentleman a question in good faith. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. I will answer it in perfect good 
faith. 

Mr. PAYSON. I was going to ask the gentleman to state 
Mx. ROGERS. I raise the point of order that the proceedings of the 
caucus are not to be spread before the House. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER, The Chair overrules the point of order. [Laugh- 
ter. 

1. PAYSON. I want to ask the gentleman in perfect good faith 
(my time will come a little later as to anything personal that he may 
say) whether he thinks there is anything in the financial situation of 
this country that needs legislation, and, if so, what that legislation 
oaiiy to be. I should be glad to have him answer this question in a 

neral way. 

Ir. WALKER, of Massachusetts, Well, if the House will let me 
get through—I am afraid my hour is going pretty rapidly—Mr. Speaker, 
how long have I talked? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has spoken thirty-seven minutes, 
0 Mr. N of Massachusetts. I thought it was about fifteen. 

Laughter. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman from Massachusetts in a general 
way some time during the progress of his remarks—I will not dignify 
it by calling it a speech—will answer that I shall be glad. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. I do not call it a speech myself, 
I only want to call it a“ business talk,“ for I do not mean to do any- 
thing to discredit myself, I do not mean to call it a speech, because 
I do not want to put it in comparison with the talk of other gentle-. 


men. [Laughter. L 
Mr. PAYSON. ell, if the gentleman will be good enough to answer 


that before he closes— 
Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. I will. 
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Mr. PAYSON, I say if the gentleman will in faith answer 
that or give a definition of it to enlighten the House on his position, 
for there are those of us here who want this to be something o than 
a mere circus. [Laughter.] ESA M 3 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Well, I hope nobody will desig- 
nate it a circus or will come around snapping a whip trying to make 
it appear like one. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of this House to another 
thing, and let me tell you that I know what I am talking about, 
[Laughter.] I spenta great deal of time in carefuliy studying up this 
whole question for the purpose of getting at the real facts, and they 
will appear in the speech like the other fellows [laughter] and some 
of them will appear here. What I am giving you now I can prove 
to the fullest satisfaction, if anybody questions it, if I can get access to 
my documents in support of them. Hexe is a table which may be in- 
teresting to you in this connection: 

in n woolen mill, as follows: 
Plain weavers lost I year and 297 working days’ wages. 
Fancy weavers lost I year and 114 working days’ wages. 
Spinners lost 1 year and 70 working days’ wages. 
Dyers lost 189.4 working days’ wages. 
G rs lost i7L working days’ wages. 
Shearers lost 113 working days’ wages. 


Locomotive engineers lost 1 year and 245 working days’ wages. 
Locomotive firemen lost 1 year and 168 working days’ w. 

Green shavers and whiteners lost 1 year and 116 working days’ wages. 
Machinists lost I year and 105 working days’ wages. 

Blacksmiths lost 1 year and 86 working days’ wages. 

Car ters lost 260 working days’ wages. x 

Finishers lost 210 working days’ w. 

Ream and yard men lost 114 working days“ wages. 


Plain weavers during this period of inflation lost in labor 1 year 
and 297 days’ working wages, reckoning at the same prices they re- 
ceived before inflation = 

Mr. Speaker, let me say that the farm laborers have the hardest time of 
any laborers the world over, those I mean who worked for wages; not 
the farmers themselves, but the farm laborers; they lost during that 
period the wage values of somewhere from three to five years, I can 
not give the figures exactly, because it is impossible to obtain them in 
anexact or authentic form, but somewhere between three and five years, 
and that the wage-workers in this country lost from three-quarters ofa 
billion to two and one-quarter billions of money in that time. 

Now, if they lost that money, where did it goto? Who got it? I 
got some of; every business man got a share of it; every trader got his 
share; every stock-jobber got a share, and every man between the pro- 
ducer and consumer, in larger profits and what he took for insurance 
for increased risks, and we lost it in depreciation of our stocks in get- 
ting down from inflation prices to present prices and most of us failed 
in the process, From 1850 to 1860 I can give the names of twenty 
men that were in my employment that bought land, built houses, and 
paid for them, and not a man that I can now recail did the same thing 
from 1860 to 1870. 


he oy Sa ae 
5 Bie 8 Po- 
See appendix AA. 35 33 $2 | st 
ke | E 25 


Chieago price, five 
* yems before 1860 + 


t: 
Halfin day’s work 


in —— —— 2 
Add 20 per cent. for 
use of tools.. 


Economic cost in day’s 
work as compared 
with 1860 conditions. 


Solling price in 1889 . 128.28 73 


Increased weight of 
gold a farmer re- 
eeives for a day's 
work in 1889. per cent.. 


Increased value of a ay 
day’s work in buy- 
i tools and sup- 


*Average. 


This showing makes it clear that a farmer can buy in wheat a farm in 
as many less days’ work in 1890 as he could in 1860 as 73 is to 58, or 
26 per cent., more than one-quarter less time. 

The extreme depression in corn from the extreme overproduction 
does not make even corn on the average of five years up to 1889 against 
him. He saves as 32 is to 26.6 or 20 per cent. In raising oats he can 
pay the same money in as much less time as 24 is to 18, or 334 per 
cent., about one-third less time. But prices have materially advanced 
this year over the average of the last five years, and are advancing all 
along the line. Wheat is now 90 cents in Chicago as against 73 used 


in the calculations, In the next five. years it is as sure as anything 
in the future can be anticipated from the experiences of the past that 
a farmer can pay the same sum for a farm or on a mortgage for one-third 
less days’ work than in the five years previous to 1860. In fact the sea- 
son of depression touched bottom from eight to twelve months ago, as 
every man in active business knows, and we are now on the upward 
grade of prosperity. 

Wages or pay from 1865 to 1873 show that for that eight years the 
wage-worker of the country got back about one-fourth of what they had 
lost in wages in the long time of depression of wages by the depreciation 
of the currency; and from 1873 to 1878 thestatisticsshow that one man 
in eight—just think of it forone moment—one man in eight during that 
period was out of employment. I will say frankly I do not believe in 
the accuracy of the statistics in this regard. I think there is an error 
in itsomewhere, though I have not been able to discover where it is. 
During this period tariff duties in currency went dowu, currency appre- 
ciated, foreign goods came in, the wages in our factories were then at 
inflation prices, and the factories shut up and our people were thrown 
out of employment. 

It can not be possible, I think, however, that so large a number as 
one in eight was actually idle. I should rather believe that the num- 
ber would more nearly approximate one in thirteen or fourteen as an 
average number of idle workingmen during that period of five years. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What period do you refer to? 

Mr, WALKER, of Massachusetts. From 1873 to 1878; before the 
cunning little silver chickens had hatched from their eggs. t Laughter. } 

Now, I have given you the figures on the clothing of the farmers, 
and I have giyen you the figures on the machinery; there are other 
tables to which I will also refer. 

This question of silver coinage is an economic measure, There is 
not an economist in the world who will not take man for the economic 
measure, as manifest in his wages; and what the wages of the man- 
will buy in products we show in gold; and then put that back into the 
product and put the product to the man, and that tells us the price of 
gold as a unit and the price of men asa unit. Is that not true? The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] will not dispute that. Does 
the gentleman dispute it as an economic fact, I would like to know? 

I give here another table bearing upon the question of wages, show- 
ing the difference in the gold weight of wages from 1860 to 1885. 


- 
38 
3 p 
3 os Bas 
Workmen. E 37s 
izi 
ERS 
E pS 
Per cenl. 
7... x y A E $0. 62 | $1.00 Gi 
Giggers. | «6 82 32 
Shearers <| 69) 1.00 45 
Plain wen .65 - 8 3i 
Spinners...... 1.10 1.26 15 
Leather a 1.20 1.67 39 
Leather factory, whiteners and skivers.... 1.8 2.75 50 
Common! . 1.00 1.50 50 
Blacksmiths. 1.50 2.00 33 
Blacksmiths’ s 1.00 1.50 50 
Carpenters... 1.67 | 2.00 20 
Machinists...... 1.75 2.25 28 
Locomotive engineers.. 2.40 | 3.20 33 
Locomotive firemen . .. es eee eee oves 1.20 1.75 46 


3 percentage of inerease in weight of gold received by all workers. 38 
r fe 

In 1860 the dyer worked for (2 cents a day. He got æ picco of 
gold of a given weight, if he wanted it; for, remember, we were 
on a gold basis then, Again, in 1889, for the same service, he got a 
dollar a day; and he could, if he chose to do it, get a piece of gold of 
another given weight, for it was optional with him to take his pay in 
gold 60 per cent. heavier than it ws in 1860. Gold gone down? What 
do you think? Now, the spinner got a piece of gold, if he chose to 
take it, of 15 per cent. more weight. But I give the whole list here, 
all through the factory, all the wo:<men in it and all the wages paid, 
and taking the whole number of tlem, with the prices they received, 
had they elected to take their pay in gold, the same men doing the 
same thing and working an hour a day less all over the country, and in 
all of the mechanical pursuits of the country, the gold they got, with- 
out reference to its intrinsic value, tor I do not want to have anything 
to do with that nonsense, was 28 per cent. heavier. ‘That is the fact. 
The table shows it. 

The facts are that gold has gone off from 25 per cent. to 33 per 
cent. and that silver has gone off from 45 per cent. to 50 per cent. 
That is the fact, and there is not an economist in this world who is 

ized as a man at all correct in the results that he gets from his 
calculations that does not know that is true. 

Mr. PAYSON. Is that anything else than another way ofstating—— 

Mr. W. of Massachusetts. Yes, I know—— 

Mr, PAYSON. Do not answer me before I ask my question. That 
is not a good way to do. 


\ 
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Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. That is true, and I thought you 
were through. 

Mr. PAYSON, Is that anything more than proving that relatively 
silver has fallen more than gold, from the general standpoint, one 50 
per cent. and the other 25 per cent.? 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Of course it is not. That is ex- 
actly what I am proving, that silver and gold have both depreciated, 
and what you silver men deny. If the gentleman has comprehended 
me I am amply paid for my whole effort. [Laughter.] Why, do 
you not see that my whole effort is to prove that gold and silver have 
alike gone down, 

Mr. PAYSON. But one more than the other. 

Mr. PICKLER. And that one is silver. 

Mr. HEARD. How are they alike? 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. They have not gone down alike, 
but have alike gone down. 

Mr. HEARD. But they are not alike in the place they stop at alter 
going down. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. I know my hour will not begin 
to give me time to answer all these economic questions. If you will 

ve me general consent I will answer the questions outside of the 

iscussion of this bill. 

I am going to vote for this bill. Why? Because I know that from 
1878 down to the present time the members of this House, for the pur- 
pose of getting back here, have indulged, coddled, and miseducated and 
encouraged the people in their follies. That is the point, and therefore 
we have gotten into their minds such false ideas that something must be 
done or they will break our monetary system completely up [laughter], 
and therefore I am willing to help the boysout. [Renewed laughter. | 
It is pure politics, gentlemen; that is all there is about it. We Re- 
publicans want to come back and we do not want you [to the Demo- 
cratic side] to come back in the majority, because, on the whole, you 
must excuse us for thinking we are better fellows than you are. That 
is human nature, that is all there is in this silver bill [laughteron the 
Republican side]; pure politics. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] asks me why silver has 
gone done. In answer I say that from 1*92, when it was 11 to 1, down 
to the present time the parity between silver and gold has been chang- 
ing against silver (Appendix GG), It was held practically in the re- 
lation to gold of 15 to 1 by hard social conditions for a century, until 
about fifty yearsago. It was held at that ratio for thirty years in the 
Latin Union by power of legislation, in spite of the laws of trade and 
the natural tendencies to the contrary. The relation between the two 
was interfered with and interrupted by legislation, Those favoring free 
coinage of silver are asking that statute law now come in and control 
and defeat the laws of nature, for the laws upon which you and I 
act and the laws of trade are the laws of nature, in initiation and de- 
velopment to results, just as much as the growth of a tree or of grain 
or of anything else. It continued so long in the relation of 15 to 1 
because economic laws were suspended. 

For the fifty or sixty years preeeding 1825 and through the dark 
ages there were wars and turmoils; it was with man a struggle for life, 
and not for progress. There was no attempt at economie progress. It 
was a straggle for bare life and physical existence, for years, as any 
man who has read history knows. For many years this relative depre- 
ciation of silver has been going on, until now the ratio is 21 to 1, and 
no legislation can hinder its course downward, in my judgment. Bei 
a Republican and voting politically, I am for this bill. [Laughter. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman think he has answered the ques- 
tion rat asked? Does he think his statement is any answer to my 
question 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. No; I think it is stating what 
Se we do not need. F 

r. PAYSON. Iam asking this seriously. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. I will say frankly that I did 
not answer the gentleman’s question. I laid the foundation for an 
answer and then forgot it. That is the fact about it. The McKinley 
a tariff Pill, the administrative bill, and other measures in progress will 
satisfy all reasonable demands. > 

Now, I want to say that the reason silver has gone off from gold is be- 
cause there is no economic use for silver. I am now talking economics, 
not polities. There is gold coin enough, as I will show you in a few 


moments, to do all the business of the gold-using world without silver. 


Ido not mean gold as gold and because it is gold; I mean that there is 
eoined money that is gold, enough to do the business of the world. 
That is what I mean. If we had not that much gold I have no objec- 
tion to the use of silver, not the slightest; I do not object to it here 
or anywhere. If there is any call forit, any economic need for it, I have 
no objection to it. Let us use it. But the fact is—and I will refer to 
this table now—I will leave the order that I was pursuing in this dis- 
cussion and take this up now. 

The test of the amount of coined money necessary in a country is its 
2 to the foreign commerce of the country more than any other 
one . 

Mr. PAYSON. Let me understand the gentleman’s proposition. 
5 it racer there is gold coin enough in the world to do the business of 

e world? 


Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. That is my proposition exactly, 

Mr. PAYSON. And the rest is all surplusage? 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. I mean to say that there is a 
sufficiency, and a sufficiency is enough,” 

Mr. PAYSON, That is generalization. Now, as to the fact. The 
gentleman says there is gold coin enough in the world to do the busi- 
ness of the world, and the rest is nothing but surplusage. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. In that form. It is waste to 
keep in the form of coin more than is necessary. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. If it is in the same line. 

Mr. HEARD. It is exactly. What do you think about there being 
a sufficiency of gold coin in this country to do the business of this 
country? | 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. I will answer all that. I will 
prove conclusively that there is enough. 

Mr. PAYSON. As far as this country is concerned. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Now, you have asked the ques- 
tion, will you give me a chance to answer it? I ask the gentleman 
from Missouri and the gentleman from Illinois, who have been so pro- 
lific in questions, to listen to what I am about to say. There is no 
complaint whatever but what there is gold enough in Germany and in 
England. 

Allow me to say, furthermore, that the gold, out of the banking sys- 
tem of any country, the gold that is invisible, is of no more use in 
the financial system of a country than if it did not exist, because gold 
that is invisible out of the banks is carried in the pockets of the peo- 
ple from the habits of the people, and the habits of the people do not 
change in one day, two days, or three days, and they will not cease to 
get gold and carry it because somebody wants them to. If they keep 
it in stockings or in pots, as the French have done, they are not going 
to bring it ont unless it is in such a case as the payment of the great 
indemnity of France to Germany. 

Now, then, as my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] says—but I 
have not out my left hand [laughter]—now, then [extending his left 
arm amid laughter], as to the foreign trade of Great Britain and the 
United States compared with the leading countries—foreign trade in 
the total of our purchases and sales, 


Forcign trade of Great Britain and the United States with leading countries, 
The total of our purchases and sales to silver-standard 


Cat Sie eee tie ea he Th Ors Sle ee $100, 000, 000 
Phatof Great Britain ric ak 8 hoes res 570, 000, 000 
(53 times.) 
Population, 768,944,456. 
Our trade with! gold and silver“ countries is. 300, 000, 000 
That of Great Britain is . Mba! 1, 426, 000, 000 
(5 times. ) 
Population, 187,300,000. 
Our trade with single gold-standard countries is 800; 000, 000 
That of Great: Britain= =o. one ae ee Se — 940, 000, 000 
(One-eighth more than ours.) 


Population, 87,000,000. 
Visible gold to commerce in gold countries: 


Great Britain: 
Visible gold 3d 000 
e 3, 215, 000, 000 
Commerce to gold, 25 to 1. 
Estimated gold in Great Britain 550, 000, 000 
Commerce to estimated gold, 6 to 1. 

Germany: 
VIRB WONG os ase ee ee 175, 000, 000 
Commneses TT 1, 596, 000, 000 | 


Commerce to gold, 9 to 1. 
Estimated gold in Germany ---- 500, 000, 000 
Commerce to estimated gold, 3 to 1. 

Visible gold in the United States to commerce: 


BOs Tif Gs tabi ee EA LS Se A S L 392, 000, 000 
e ce eee ae eae T, 513, 000, 000 
Commerce to gold, 4 to 1. 

Estimated gold in United States 680, 000, 000 


Commerce to estimated gold, 2} to 1. 


Now, as to visible gold and the gold of commerce. How much is 
it?—because outside of this country we are all well enough (if they 
can not depreciate our currency by outside demands they ean not do 
it in). You have got to put up a Chinese wall around us to hinder 
their taking our gold if we give free coinage to silver. The visible 
gold to the commerce of Great Britain is only $130,000,000, while 
the commercial was $3,250,000,000. The commerce of Great Britain 
as to her gold is 25 to 1. The estimated gold in Great Britain is $550,- 
000,000, and the commerce compared with her estimated gold is 6 to 1. 
In Germany the visible gold is $170,000,000; the commerce to gold, 9 
to 1, while the visible and the estimated gold of Germany is $500,000,- 
000, and her commerce 3 to 1 of the estimated gold. 

The visible gold of the United States to the commerce is $392,000,- 
000. We have double what Great Britain has of gold that is visibl 
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for commercial purposes. The commerce is $1,530,000,000; commerce 
to visible gold, 4 to 1. The estimated gold in the United States, how- 
ever, is $680,000,000, and the commerce to estimated gold is nearly 2} 
tol. 

I think I have answered the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. HEARD. What about mine? 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. What is yours? 

Mr. HEARD. Youstated that there was a sufficiency of gold already 
coined to do the business of the entire world, and I asked you how the 
fact was with reference to the United States. Have we enough to do 
our business? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sachusetts has expired. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. I should like my time extended 
for a little, Mr. Speaker, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman be allowed to answer the question of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. WILLIAMs]. ’ 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, if I can have seven 
minutes more I will endeavor to answer the question. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed ten minutes more. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Which side wilithat timecome outof, Mr. Speaker? 

A MEMBER. It will not come out of either side. It will be given by 
unanimons consent. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Lask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts be allowed sufficient additional time to an- 

swer the question of the gentleman from Illinois, 

Mr. PAYSON. And I wish the gentleman would answer my ques- 
tion also. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts be allowed to continue for seven 
minutes more? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. While I think of it I wish to 
say that it is true there are many conspicuous examples of large 
wealth suddenly accumulated by unjust combinations and many by 
unwholesome speculations and many by dishonest filching of the prop- 
erty of others within the letter of statute law, they are comparatively 
very few. There are many times more noble men who have devel- 
oped the resources of the country by the most ko.est and honorable 
devotion to business, improving methods and inventing machinery to 
cheapen to every consumer than ever before. Yet taking all these 
classes together they form but a very small percentage of those engaged 
in business. Most of them are working for exceedingly small compen- 
sation and profits or none at all. It is but two generations from shirt 
sleeve to shirt sleeve. Read page 4720 of the RECORD of this Congress 
and see how og: Sag? procession moves into and out of the palaces so 
much admired. e time the families who live in them average to 
occupy them is not ten years and they end their days with scarcely an 
exception in very humble places. 

The facts and estimates I have given make it clear that the farmer 
can buy a farm in as much less time in 1890 as he could buy it in 1860 
as 73 is to 58, or with one-quarter fewer days’ work. The extreme de- 
pression in corn from the terrible overproduction of that commodity 
makes the showing in corn less favorable—— 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 
The unanimous consent that I asked for the gentleman to continue was 
in order that he might tell this House and the country how it was that 
1,000 bushels of wheat will pay as much on a farm mortgage of $1,000 
as it would ten years ago. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. I wish the gentleman would come 
over nearer to me, because I have already read and applied to his ques- 
tion a table which bears directly on that point. I want to say again 
that wheat can be produced with the same number of hours’ labor 
to-day and that it will pay the same price per day’s work at 58 cents 
a bushel that it paid in 1860, when it was produced without our modern 

machinery, at 96 cents a bushel; and to-day wheat is selling for 90 cents 
and averaged 73 cents for the last few years, which is 20 per cent. above 
the selling price of the five years previous to 1860 upon the cost of its 
production then and now. It is of no consequence to the farmer 
whether he gives 50 or 100 bushels of anything if the 50 bushels costs 
him precisely the same as the 100 bushels. If this is not so why do 
not corn, oats, and wheat all sell for the same price per bushel ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I shall have to object to the gentleman 
continuing unless he answers the question. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. If I have got my seven minutes 
to go on and answer this question I have a right to use the time as I 
choose in answering it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I want the gentleman to answer the 
question why it is that a thousand bushels of wheat to-day will not 
pay as much on a farm mortgage for a thousand dollars as it would ten 


The time of the gentleman from Mas- 


years ago. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Because it does not cost the farmer 
in days’ work any more to raise 1,000 bushels of wheat to-day than it 
did 500 thirty years ago, both gold-standard times. I am not talking 


about bushels of wheat; I am taking about days’ work, and the gen- 
tleman himself can put them into wheat. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The gentleman has taken off his coat 
here to speak for the farmers, yet he is attempting to cover this whole 
matter up in a fog of words and figures. What the farmer wants to 
know is how to pay as many dollars on a debt to-day with 1,000 bush- 
els of wheat as he could ten years ago with the same number of bushels, 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. I hope the gentleman will give 
Herd 2 attention. What the farmer pays his debt with is his labor on 

‘arm. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Exactly. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. We are talking about cur- 
rency and about the question whether we shall gain by depreciating 
our currency; and I repeat that the farmer can pay off his mo 
now, selling his wheat at 58 cents a bushel, using the modern methods 
and machinery, with the same number of days’ work that would have 
been required to produce the same resultin 1860 at 90 cents a bushel. 
But the farmer has been getting 73 cents a bushel for his wheat for the 
five years ending in 1889, and he is now getting 90 cents; and the same 
relation is substantially maintained in other products. Putting his 
corn at 26 cents a bushel, it would take the same number of days’ work 
to pay off a given amount now that it would have taken in 1860 with 
corn at 44 cents; but the farmer is now getting 32 cents for his corn, 
although 26 cents a bushel would put him ona par with the condition 
in 1860 in days’ work. 

This results from the use of the improved machinery of to-day, 
which has put down prices; and it is clearly shown by the figures I have 
produced here that all commodities that the farmer buys have fallen 
in price by a larger percentage than those which the farmer produces. 
The farmer does not eat his raw wheat, he does not wear his raw wool, 
he does not shoe his family with his raw hides, He sends those prod- 
ucts to market and buys them back in the form of flour, of woolen 
cloths, and of boots and shoes; and I repeat that to-day the products 
which the farmer sells will buy 33 per cent. more of those commodities 
than the same quantity would have bought in 1860; and if that is a fact 
then it follows as a matter of course that the farmer gets so much more 
money for each day’s labor now than he did then. 

From what I have shown of the condition of the wage-worker and 
farmer as compared with that previous to 1873 and as is exhibited in 
the value of his wages to him in the tables herewith given, it is clear 
that since that date he has had a period of comfort, even of luxury, 
compared with any former condition beyond any period in the world, 
more than any one can realize unless they have patiently compared the 
present with the past, Itisno answer to this statement, which is tes- 
tified to by very careful, industrious, impartial investigators of eco- 
nomic questions and conditions, to say that strikes, lockouts, and de- 
mands for shorter hours and more pay have been ever yoe during 
the lastseventeen years. The facts are that comparatively few haveex- 
isted, except from 1873 to 1879. 

The world is full of paradoxes; in fact, they seem to be ever present 
to vex us in investigating all questions, and economic questions most 
of all. It is true everywhere since time that those who are 
the poorest paid and work the longest hours and under the hardest 
conditions are seemingly the most contented. The moral animal must 
have progressed into the condition of man—man as he is recognized 
under constitutional government—before they are at a level to be eco- 
nomically discontented or to contend for happier conditions. Extremes 
in all things always meet. It is only those in the happiest and in the 
hardest social conditions that are at rest. Unrest and economic strug- 
gle and contention for better rewards, a larger share, a more equal 
division of the world’s products, is a condition precedent to the high- 
est type of and most rapid progress in social development. This strug- 
gle shows itself in many hatefal forms, but it still remains the preserva- 
tive and progressive principle in civil society. 

The very small volume of currency used in proportion to the busi- 
ness done, as shown by the record of transactions of national banks, is 
conclusive that there is a sufficient supply of money in the country. 

The total monetary transactions of what are technically called ‘‘ clear- 
ings between the New York banks in 1889 were $35,000,000,000. Of 
this whole sum the debit and credit of each bank with other banks set- 
tled this account into 5 percent. of the total. That is to say, only 5 per 
cent. of these total ‘‘ clearings ’’ were made in money of any kind. Of 
the money used to pay this 5 per cent. balance, 98.46 per cent. was 
gold and 1.54 per cent. was legal-tender notes. 

The volume of business done through the clearing-house is not by 
any means all the business done by the New York banks. Not a check 
or draft made by one depositor upon afellow-depositor goes to the clear- 
ing-house. Counting these sums in the total would probably bring 
them up to $54,000,000,000 in 1881 and in 1889. These undisputed 
facts show that very little coin or paper money is used or is neces- 
sary to the immense exchange of merchandise and titles to merchan- 
dise to day as compared with fifty years ago. One dollar of coin to-day 
will measure and touch one-hundred fold more of products in exchange 
to-day than one hundred years ago, and $1 in coin made one hundred- 
fold more effective is economically the equal to increasing our stock of 
coin one-hundred fold. 
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But we have data undisputed and which it is impossible honestly to 
question, published in the Comptroller’s report of 1881, which settle 
beyond question the office, and the only office, of coin in making the 
exchanges in this country, which is to measure values and the amount 
required. The Comptroller issued a request to all the banks in the 
country for classified returns of their receipts and payments on debts on 
September 17, 1881. 


They reported, checks, drafts, et $277, 628, 862 
Paper money e N, S eel et ae Seta ae 13, 026, 570 
Seh ei E R E 4, 078, 044 
Sliver oa T: E NE eel E ee ee 500, 301 

an t 625 Sipe / A 295, 233, 777 


Only 1.55 per cent. of this vast sum was in coin and only 4.41 per 
cent, in paper money, and 94.04 per cent. was-in checks, drafts, and 
other form of personal money paper. There is eighty-five times as much 
visible gold as is thns used by these banks in any one day and each dol- 
lar used in any day is at hand to use on the next day and so on each 
following day. There is one hundred and eleven times as much cur- 
rency money in circulation as is thus used on any day. 

No government in the world holds the precious metals in its treasury 
excepting the United States.. Even the modern so-called barbarous 
nations act on a more civilized idea. This is more ignorant, supersti- 
tious, wasteful, and foolish action, taking it in its extent and consider- 
wg on enlightenment in other subjects, than is recorded of any nation 
of history. : 

It is an absolute and indefensible waste of capital. Our Govern- 
ment is the absolute and unquestioned owner of every dollar’s worth 
of wealth existing in the country. The right of taxation is ownership. 
An income is all it is possible for individuals or government to get 
from prodactive wealth. 

The most magnificent warehouses, the grandest buildings, are of no 
more value than the sands of the desert, nor if they were in the bot- 
tom of the sea, excepting for the income derived from them. The 
state, the people, have a legal and moral right to command and com- 
pel the citizen to surrender property and even life for the common 
good. It is not for any man on this floor, in the memory of 1862 to 
1866, to deny any one of these propositions. Not a dollar beyond the 
prudence of approved business necessity have the authorities in this 
country any moral right to keep in the public Treasury. 

It has no more moral right to have one billion of dollars’ worth of gold 
and silver held out of daily use in the public Treasury year after year 
than it has to wring so much from the people and sink it at the bottom 
of the ocean. It is in no more practical use in the Treasury than it 
would bein the desert of Sahara. It is as much a physical and econom- 
ical impossibility to derive any advantages from this money in the 
Treasury and outside of the banking system of the country as it would 
be to have a billion dollars’ worth of freight cars piled up in the Vir- 
ginia wilderness beyond connection with any railroad to help the farm- 
ers and mechanics in the country to exchange their products on the 
railroads of the country. To say that the cars can be put on the rail- 
roads and this coin put into the banking system and used, is nothing 
to the point. This coin is not needed in the banking business of the 
country, or the business of the country could not have been done so 
long without it, no more than such freight cars are needed, as all 
wants for cars are now fully supplied in a legitimate way. 

Let us see how the case stands. 5 

To show the utter and exceptional foolishness of our monetary trans- 
actions, it is only needed to state what an immense sum is lost to our 
people by our wasteful financial system. 

Not a Government in the world pther than the United States holds 
any coin in its treasury. No individual, firm, or corporation holds 
money in its safe, and it is as wasteful and unreasonable for the United 
States Government to do it as for any individual, firm, or corporation. 

So far as finances are concerned the4iovernment has no advantage over 
a corporation. It is subject to the same commercial laws and must 
transact its business upon the same business principles and under the 
same limitations, and there is no power that can give itany advantage 
over an individual as a business concern, except its power as a brute 
force to the injury of all. 

By having a billion of gold and silver in its Treasury the people lose 
at 4 per cent. interest on that gold and silver $40,000,000 annually. 
If this gold and silver in the Treasury is capital and has value there is 
no disputing the correctness of thisstatement. To issue certificates only 
shifts the loss to the banks, which is the fact, and this is shown in the fol- 
lowing tables. The loss to the national banks alone to-day is $27,683,- 
025.54, and this comes directly out of the people, for men do not go into 
banking, nor stay in banking, unless they can make as much money as 
they can in manufacturing or other business, and anything that cheap- 
ens money to the banks cheapens it to the people, because others go 
into it and put the price of money down. 

The Bank of England, the Bank of France, and the Bank of Germany, 
all issue notes upon what is to us coin or coin-certificate reserves. If the 
Government's finances were conducted upon any principle approved in 
civilized nations this money question would not be constantly before 


the people. Our system is the system of four thousand years ago as to 
hoarding money. Ninety-nine men out of a hundred if they would give 
this subject careful thought and investigation would see that what we 
need is to adopt a national banking system analagous to that of other 
countries. I append astatement of the savings to the banks by enacting 
into a law a bill introduced by me, Walker banking code, and now 
before the Committee on Banking and Currency, rather than to con- 
tinue as they now are: $ 


Table showing the number of national banks in the United States on Feb- 
ruary 28, 1890, with their capital, bonds, circulation, net deposits, and 
reserve held. 


Banks, 
National, | State. | Private. 
3,383 1,671 1,324 
$623, 598, 200 $166, 651, 582 $38, 038, 690 
142,531,500 | Not reported. Not reported. 
127, 084,555 | Not reported. | Not reported. 
Net deposits. 1, 678, 150,523 | Not reported. | Not reported. 
Reserve held 471,183,759 Not reported. | Not reported. 
Table showing loss to national banks on present basis, 

The banks get interest on the par value of the $142,531,500 at 4 per 
E TE D EEE SE AE EAE INI ASIN S A S PE tanker bunt doe $5, 701, 260, 00 
Interest on $121,864,388 circulation at 6 per cent . . . . 7, 811, 852. 98 
Total possible income on bonds and currency notes . . 13, 013, 122. 98 

The banks lose on $173,838,430, price of bonds at 6 

peed $10, 433, 305, 80 

5 282, 783. 50 

1, 246, 003. 72 

105, 000. 00 
13, 067, 093. 02 

Annual net loss to all the national banks providing they 

were obliged to purchase bonds to commence business to- 


Tuble showing the gain to national banks issuing currency on a 2 per cent. bond, 


$142,531,500 of bonds, at 2 per cent . ... .. $2, 850, 630, 00 
$121, 864,383 currency notes, at 6 per cent . . ... .. , 7, SLL, 802. 98 
Total ible income on bonds and currency notes . 10, 162, 492. 93 
81 42.331.500 interest on bonds, at 6 per cent s... as... $8,551, 890, 00 
Tax of I per cent on 8128, 278,350. . 1. 282, 783. 50 
Redemption charges 05, 000. 00 
9,939, 673. 50 


Yearly gain on circulating notes to national banks using a 


POE CONG DOG AA co separ sasbermsnasen sen beearaparsus chvees Spa nacoon sen ~ 222,819.48 
Under the “ Walker banking code.“ H. R. 8897, the banks would 
have the right to issue currency notes to the amount of their 
coin and coin-certificate reserve, from which they now receive 
no income, 3 SAS RSIS ee NEE 871.183.759. 00 
They would be requi to buy of the Government $1 for every 
they received on their reserve ... ... . e. .. . 117, 795, 939. 00 
Total NOLS SABO 66s .cccesncnceper 2 „ a» 588, 979, 698.00 
Interest at 6 per cent. on 5471, 188,750. . . u. 28, 271, 025, BA 
Less redemption charges . . .. . . bee esse e e — 588. 000. 00 
27, G83, 025, 54 
Gain to the banks on the 2 per cent. bond, as shown by Table 2, is.. 222, 819, 48 
Gain over the 2 per cent. bond plan .. . .. . .. 27, 400, 206. 06 
Circulation allowed under the “ Walker banking code” 388. 97 9. 698 00 
Present national-bank issue . . . . . . sen 127, 084, 555, 00 
Available increase under Walker banking code“ . . 461, 895, 143. 00 


This would add an average of $7.26 to the present money per capita, * 
or over $36 per family, 

This system would release all United States bonds from the banks 
and tend to depreciate their price. 


1880. 7 1999. t 
| $213, 137,469 | $374,310,922 
7, 404, 340 LH, 642, 839 
| 78. 753, 190 111,001, 016 
5, 789, 569 292, 923, 318 
313, 660, 457 330, 471, 605 
837, 415, 178 185. 644, 043 
Legal-tender certificates .......00 . 31,515, 000 14, 235, 000 8. 795, 000 
Total in actual circulation . 788, 490, 907 | 970, 395, 203 | 1, 446, 788, 773 
Per capita, gold coin and certificates..... gi 2.88 4.39 7.83 
Per capita, silver coin and certificates .. 10 1.68 6.21 
Per capita, paper issues .. . . . 16.76 | 13.26 8.21 
Average gold, silver, and paper., 70 | 22. 25 


19,22 | 


*Population estimated, 41,000,000—1873. 
{Population estimated, 50,156,000—1830, 
` {Population estimated, 65,000,000—1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5710 JUNE 6, 
APPENDIX. re cc. 
E E. Prices agreed upon by Messrs, Kingsland & Douglas, successors of Ki 
land, Fergeson & Co., Simmons Hardware Company, and Mansur & 
Rye per | Wheat Corn per Cotton betts Implement Company, all of St. Louis, Mo. 
bushel. bushel. bushel. pound, 5 
= - - - - Implements. 
g |u te g * to g * 8 |e 
vær £12. paje gjaja $j . 
A las & 2838 A lac] & zg A 28 mo | One-horse steel plow (wood beam) 
g 33 g |23| 3 23 3/2 8 22 3 £4 | Two-horse steel plow (wood beam) . 
4 33 F af 2 42 2 $2 2 2 * sf One-horse iron plow (wood beam). 2.00} 3.00 5.00 . 
= u 1s 38 38 8 4 8 Two-horse iron plow (wood beam) 8.00 10.50] 13.00 ses... 
. 4 $ & 3 À À 6 Two-horse side-hill or reversible pl 10.00 12. 00 18.00} 20.00 
Se oe Gos eg Save Sera Somes vm es ae a 25 He] Be) se 
— on 00) . 00 20. 
Cts. | Cts. | Cts. | Cts. | Cts. | Cts. | Cts. | Cis. | Cts. | Cts. | Cts. | Cis. | One-horse cultivator . 3.50 5.00 7.00 10, 00 
1885. 60 | 51.4 133 114.1 163.3 142.6 89.2 | 76.4 | 35 30 10.3 8.8 | Two-horse corn cultiva 15.00 25.00) 28.00 35.00 
1858. 43 30.7 |96 | 86.7 [185.3 167.6 74.1 |67 |33 84.3 19.3 9.3 | One-horse mowing-machine. 45.00 | 70.00 | 85,00] 105.00 
1857 53 | 46.4 | 94 83.9 [152.7 188.3 | 69.1 | 61.6 | 50 44.6 | 13.5 | 12 o-horse mo machine. 50.00 | 75.00 | 90.00] 110.00 
1858...) -45 | 41.3 | 72 66.2 [101.5 | 93.3 | 68 62.5 | 33 30.3 | 12.2 | 11.2 | Horse rake (sulkz J . 20.00 | 25.00 | 30.00 35. 00 
1859...) 48 | 47.5 | 85 84.1 91 76.9 | 76.7 | 52 51.4 12 11.8 | Common Hunt rake (horse 3.50 5.00 6.50 8.00 
1860...) 4241 82 82 98.1 |72 72 50 50 10.8 | 10.8 | Common iron garden rake 8.75 5.75 | 12.00 16.00 
1861. 85 31 | 70 | 62.1 109 64 53.8 40 | 3.5] 13 11.5 | One-horse horse-power 25.00 | 35.00 | 45.00] 60.00 
1862...) 48 | 41.6 |79 68.4 98.7 | 55 47.6 | 50 43.3 | 31.3 | 27.3 | Two-horse horse-power.. 35.00 30. 00 65.00 80,00 
1863. 7755 103 76.7 90.4 | 65.7 | 47.5 | 68 49.2 | 67.2 | 48.6 Reaper 75.00 | 85.00] 95.00] 120. 00 
15648354 157 92 77 81.8 | 58.7 78 45.8 101 72.3 | Binder. 133. 00 300. 00 ne. 9 
1865. 74 33.8 119 60.7 99.5 130 66.3 100 51 83.3 | 42.5 | Corn-sheller (one hole). 6.00 8.50 50 19 00 
1800. 54 29.6 105 58.6 78.1 | 8L 45.165 88.3 43.2 24.1 Fanning-mill Ser 15.00 | 20.00 25.00 30.00 
1867. 75 | 53.1 1148 96 82.3 100 | 64.8 53 34.3 | 31.5 20.4 | Common hoes (cast-steel socket), per dozen 3.50 5.75 6.50 8.00 
= oe. — — vod as — ur = — ae = — 5 an any ra olan fe Srp pone ae 2.00 2.75 3.00 4.06 
wh * y K - . es S'S grass), per dozen 50 00 1 2 
1870 60 | 46.1 [100 76.8 98 92 70.7. | 46 35.3 | 24 13.4 NRL tle — — 280 13.80 4788 22.00 
1871. 60 47.8 100 79.7 104 76 60.6 46 36.6 17 13.5 | Scythe snaths (patent), per dozen 4.50 9.50) 11.00 16.00 
1872...) 48 | 42.9 | 92 82. 3 131 69 61.7 | 72 64.8 22 19.7 | Shovel (Ames), per dozen.., 9:50 | 15.00 18.00 20.50 
1873 ...| 49 | 41.2 | 9 80 uo 61 51.3 | 68 57.2 | 20 16.8 | Spades (Ames). dozen. 10.00 16.00! 18.50 21.00 
1574| 8 7 Hoo . iaoa 72 joss |si . | 163 Crowbars (stool)... 208 | 208 e al 
1875 ... J . 01.6 Crow bars (iron). 0 ? . 
1876 ...| 40 | 34.8 | 79 68.8 108.1 | 67 58.4 | 52 45.3 | 12.9 | 112.4 t ) es = * 
18744 42.6 79 76.5 112.3 58 56.1 | 43 42.2 | 11.8 | 11.4 <a 
1878...| 33 33.561 | 71.7 135.1 |56 55.2 48 45.7 11.1 11.2 None in use. 
. agg erie larg mse [asia] B 77 
jest | a8 asa 0 108-6 118.3 88 58.5 45 44.6 12 12.7 | Rates for 100 pounds from Chicago to New York each year on grain and 
1882.67 | 46.2 |83 79.9 HS |67 61.5 46 44.2 11.6 11.3 provisions for 1860 to 1879, twenty years. 
iein] 2 % D ior fos ler |erolao | 406 b a7 ži | 
18%5..| 36 | 47.4] 93 |70 9 f |sa8|33 | 36 10. 126 rae Summe F 
1888. 40 | 49.9 | 57 71.1 108.5 | 49 61.2 | 36 44.9 9.3 12.3 — — 
we] aag [eels g Sra [as ies! its pam 
vad 49. 8 5 x 2 < 8 
z : 8 : : 1 99 | 112 182 $0.50} 0.0 80.28 $0.16 . 
1889 32 39.451 63.3 110.5 s 55.6 | 38 47.1 2 0.48 0.29 0.27 0.15 50.80 
— 0.52 0. 31 0.29 0.17 0.77 
DD. 0.58 0.35 0.32 0.19 0.94 
0. G4 0.38 0.36 0.20 0. 90 
0. 81 0. 49 0. 45 0.26 1. 15 
Estimated Visible gold 0.75 0.45 0.42 9.24 1,39 
Country. gold in each in ea 0, 67 0.40 0, 38 0.21 0.86 
country. country. 0.65 0.39 0. 36 0.21 0,83 
2 0.60 0.36 0.32 0.19 0.78 
a ae ee] od aa 
United States..... $689, 000, 000 $392, 136, 261 . . 
United Kingdo 850, 000,000 130, 000, 000 0.47 0.28 0.26 0.15 0.63 
Fra 900, 000, 000 245, 000, 000 0.47 0.28 0, 26 0.5 0.64 
65, 000, 000 12, 500, 000 0.48 0.29 0.27 0.15 0.61 
140, 000, 000 87, 000, 000 0.44 0.26 0.% 0.14 0. 47 
15, 000, 000 12, 000, 000 0.40 0.24 0.22 0.13 0.45 
2, 000, 000 600, 000 0.23 0.14 0,13 0.07 0.33 
100, 000, 000 20, 000, 000 0.31 0.19 0.17 0.10 0.43 
40, 000, 000 5, 500, 000 0. 20 0,12 0.11 0. 06 0.33 
500, 000, 000 175, 000, 000 0.26 0.1 0.15 0.08 0. 83 
40, 000, 000 26, 000, 000 s < 
25, 000, 000 23, 000, 000 0.24 0.15 0.11 0.07 0,32 
32, 000, 000 90: 000; 000, fe Sy cer \ 
190, 000, 000 175, 000, 000 nd, 2) pril, MeT aie, July, A August, September. ; October, November, Decem- 
— — r. Jan „Febr 5 “Se 
3, 238, 000, 000 | 1,333,736, 261 5 


G G. 


Relative value of silver to gold by periods, 1493-1889. 


[Estimated by Dr. A. Soetbeer, in his Edelmetal-Produktion, Gotha, 1879. 
See American Almanac, 1887.) 


Value to the farmer in Chicago, as shown by deducting from the export 
prices in New York the freight from Chicago to New York each year. 


WHEAT. 
7, New York Freight Value in 
Seats) prices. charges. Chicago. 


Ratio. 


1498 to 11.83: 1 1801 to 1810, 10 years....... „6 21 

1521 to 11.2: 1 | 1811 to 1820, 10 years.. 5 1 

1545 to 1560, 16 years.. ... II. 3: 1 1821 to 1830, 10 years.. i rt 

1561 to 1580, 20 years. . 11.721 | ISSI to 1840, 10 years.. N | 

1581 to 1600, 20 years. . 11.9: 1 1841 to 1850, 10 years. 8 :1 

Average for 108 years 15:1 15.7 :1 

1601 to 1620, 20 years. 13.0: 1 . 15.4 1 

. 13.4:1 „ 6.3 1 

13. 8:1 15.4 1 

. | KS | 15.6 1 

1681 to 1700, 20 years. . ..... 15.0:1 16.0 :1 

Average for 100 years ...... 14.0:1 Average for 29 years ., 15.85: 1 

1701 to 1720, 20 "A : 1 | 1876 to 1880,5 years. 17.9 :1 

1721 to 1740, 20 years... 1 | 1881 to 1885,5 years.. 18.7 31 

1741 to 1760, 20 years, t 1 | 1886 to 1889, 4 years. 8 „2.5 21 
1761 to 1780, 20 ears. 11 
1781 to 1800, 20 years.......... 1 
Average for 100 years...... 1 
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I have been unable to get the railway freight rates for each year from 
1880 to 1889. 
All-rail freight from Chicago to New York for 1890 is as follows: 


Per 100 Per 
purods bushel, 


| 


Articles, 


Wheat (60 pounds per 8 
Corn (56 pounds per bushel)... 
Oats (32 pounds per bushe)).... 


Western Transit Company, steamer and rail, from Chicago to New 
York at the present time is, for wheat, 8} cents a bushel; corn, 7} cents 
a bushel; oats, 5} cents a bushel. 

The figures on freights are furnished by J. T. R. McKay, general 
freight agent, Cleveland, Ohio. 

Of course all-rail freights from Chicago to New York have fluctuated 
from 1880 to 1890 as the freight wars of the trunk lines have waxed 
or waned, butit is safe to assume that they are now at their normal 
point and will not vary materially for some years, especially as the rail- 
roads have been under the supervision of the United States Railroad 
Commission for two years. They have now averaged for ten years the 
present tariff, which averages for 160 pounds only 2 cents less than ip 
1879, and 2 cents a hundred higher than in 1878. I have therefore 
used the rates of 1890 in my calculation for each year since 1879. I 
have used for all the years the summer, rather than the winter, 
rates. 


GENERAL FREIGHTS. 
Charges per ton per mile for moving merchandise on the New York Central 
Railroad, taking all merchandise. 

Cents. 


The average, charge per ton per mile from 1866 to 1878 (thirteen years) was 
1.798 cents. The average charge per ton per mile from 1879 to 1885 — years) 
was. 9 (8 mills +). 


[Atkinson, Industrial Progress, p. 58. 

Charges per ton per mile for moving merchandise on the Illinois Central, 
Chicago and Alton, Chicago and Rock Island, Chicago, Burlington and 
Quincy, Chicago and Northwestern, and Chicago, Milwaukee and St. 
Paul Railroads, 


1876 ..... 


t Ons eee canens renere encase neenes eae: 


ge per mile from 1 irteen years) was 
2.423 cents. The average charge per ton per mile from 1879 to 1885 (seven years) 
was Seer The average charge per ton per mile from 1866 to 1835 (twenty 
years) was 


AA, 
The prime necessaries of life for a family of four persons at the lowest point, 


1 


1856. 1857. 1859, 
Supplies. * — 
Price. Total. | Price. | Total, Price. | Total Total. 
$9.04 | $27.12| 88.34 $25.02] $6.97 | $20.91 $16.74 | $5.93 17.79 
4.63 463| 4.00 4.00 3.58 3.58 3.69| 3.84 8.84 
074 11.10 083 13.20 112 17.55 18.30 -095 14.25 
-117 | -23.40 101 20.20 -103| 20.60 23.20 -091 18. 20 
-088 | 8.80 075 7.60 -O7 7.70 8.70 .07 7.00 
-o| 280 -089 8.90 10 10.00 8.90 081 8.10 
-103 2.47 -108 2.47 .128 3.07 2.76 .115 2.76 
-0834 1.84 -092 1.47 1103 1.64 1.48 -105 1.68 
-038 3,80 -038 3.80 -037 3.70 3.30 -041 4.10 
-43 5.16 85 4.20 4 5.40 4.20 80 4.68 
10 2.00 11 2.20 11 2.20 2.00 1¹ 2.20 
181 13.57 197 14.77 180 14.17 13.12 184 12.30 
10 1.06 2102 1.02 10 1.00 90 601 91 
5.60 | 2.40 4.08 18.21 3.92 15.68 15.82 3.28 13.12 
2.50 2.50 2.50 2.50 2.50 2.50 2.50| 2.50 2.50 
-60 | 7.20 -60 7.20 60 7.20 7.20 -60 7.0 
1.60 480 1.60 4.50 1,60 4.80 450 1.60 80 
-076 1.52 -075 1.50 -089 1.78 1.64 05 1.60 
-098 1.96 -095 1.90 S101 2,02 1.90 -095 1.90 
810. 00 8³³ 10.00 83 10.00 10.00 -833 10.00 
2 8.00 32 8.00 .32 8.00 8.00 82 8.00 
O77 38 -0S1 40 -09 45 43 -088 -44 
73 8.76 wa 8.52 .69 8.28 8.04 65 7.80 
179.27 109. 91 | 172.23 
— = 
| 1861. | 1862. | 1803. 


2 
S 


bebe 


S S88888 2888882 


nie 


The five highest years averaged $262.53, 


Price. | Total. | Price. | Total. | Price. | Total. 
| ll patel ties 


817. 10 


$5.70 $5.64 | $16.92| 88.48 $19.38 

3.41 3.41 3.07 207 3.93 3.93 

-089| 13.85 10 15.00 112 16.80 

085 17.0 097 19. 40 .097 | 159. 40 

-065 6.50 074 7.40 -074 7.40 

-086 8.60 -066 6.60 -066 6.60 

-099 2.37 -084 2.01 -101 2.42 

-096 1.53 -073 1.16 -086 1.37 

-031 3.10 030 3.90 -06 6.00 

:30 3.60 -4i 5.28 -60 7.20 

157 274) 2 4.40 -30 6.0. 

12 11.40 156 11.70 101 14.32 

18 1.03 -08 780 -10 1.00 

3.63 14.52 3.33 13.32 5.88 21.52 

2.50 250 3.25 3.5 325 3.25 

70 8.40 72 8.64 30 9.60 
ail 4.20 |, TA 488 A 4.40 

2.00 186 3.72 7.20 

LA| 141 2.88 -212 4.24 

9.00; 7 8.64 62 7.44 

8.00 282 8.00 .32 8.00 

48 -19 -%5 -335 1.67 

7.80 5 7.80 875 | 10.50 

159.19 189. 64 
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. 4¹ 881.23 $8.41 $25. 23 $8, 84 $26.52 $30.18 19 
54 7.54 4.76 4.76 5.47 5.47 6.15 2 21 
201 80.15 +163 24, 45 101 15. 60 21.15 22.50 
162 32,40 193 38. 60 . 162 82. 40 31,60 23.60 
122 12.20 -145 14.50 -122 12.20 11. 90 8. 90 
- 164 16.40 159 15. 90 131 13.10 11.40 14.00 
205 4.92 198 4.75 145 3.48 3.50 4.27 
«229 3. 66 +166 2.65 12 2.05 2.00 . 2.43 
084 8. 40 07 7.00 - 068 6.80 6.50 . 7.50 
25 15. 00 1. 30 15. 60 1.30 15. 60 15. 60 . 14.40 
-24 4, 80 +20 4.00 -18 3.60 : 3.20 f 2.50 
-338 25.35 -833 24.97 2¹¹ 18.07 +281 21.07 : 27.45 
+22 2.20 166 1,66 -151 1.51 187 1.87 . 1.61 
8.38 33.52 7.04 31.76 5.06 20, 24 4.00 16. 00 5. 20. 60 
3.00 3.00 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00 4. 4,00 
1.2 15. 00 1. 50 18. 00 1.25 15.00 1B 15.00 1. 12, 00 
— 8.48 . ee — 8. J. . . . 8.75 J sevens 6.75 
40 8.00 2 5.00 -20 4.00 18 3.00 «18 3.60 
20 5. 80 -21 4.20 - 166 3.32 .138 2.76 14 2.80 
7¹³ 8. 91 542 6.50 . 858 4.29 +294 3.52 . 827 3. 92 
-32 8.00 „311 7.77 «858 8. 90 +80 7.50 () ©) 
-373 1.86 „251 1.25 187 .93 +164 +82 ~164 82 
1,37 16, 44 1,25 15. 00 1. 10 13.20 1.12 13. 44 67 8.04 


8 


Twenty-three articles averaged to cost $256. 87 


1870. 1871. 1872. 1873, 1874. 
Supplies. 


E 
i 
3 


Four $6.11 $15.33 | $6.59 $19.77 | $7.10 $21.30 | $7.56 $22.68 | $7.14 $21.42 
Corn meal 5.00 5.00 4.48 4.48 3.93 8.93 3.65 3. 65 3.94 3.94 
Granulated sugar. 126 18, 90 < 19, 80 120 18. 90 - 116 17. 40 10⁵ 15.75 
Fresh beef x ý .097 19. 40 23.20 093 18. 60 108 20. 60 -109 21.80 
Corned beef, „de -078 7.30 8.70 07 7.00 077 7.70 . 082 8.20 
OTK ones ea 100 132 13. 20 10. 90 072 7.20 -078 7.80 0 8.20 
Tard. 24 - 166 3.98 3.16 ~101 2.42 «092 2.21 004 2,25 
Han. 16 157 2.51 1.82 086 1.37 088 1.41 +096 1.53 
Codfisl 100 .068 6.80 5.80 057 5.70 06 6.00 053 5.30 
Ten 12 78 9, 36 9.72 -60 7.20 57 0. 90 (b) (b) 
Colfee 20 .15 3.00 3.30 .192 3,84 +20 4.00 +22 4.40 
Itatter 75 . 293 21.97 16.12 194 14.55 +211 15. 82 2 18.75 
Cheese 10 - 155 1.85 1.87 117 1.17 181 1.31 131 1.81 
(n n. 4 . 07 20. 28 16.20 4.63 18,52 3.90 15. 60 4.00 16.00 
T'cans.. 1 00 3.00 3.00 3.50 3.50 4.00 4.00 8:00 3.00 
Potatoes 12 00 12.00 9,36 78 9.36 1.50 18.00 1.15 13. 80 
Shoes. 4 Jo èss 6.00 J. 6.00 |.. — 8. 00 J. vveces! 00 . 5.70 
Cotton 20 3,20 2.60 43 2.86 +15 3.00 114 2.28 
Prints 20 14 2.48 2.82 12 2.40 114 2.28 097 1.94 
bet role 12 +305 3.66 3.08 -249 2.98 +235 2.82 17 2.07 
K 25 300 9. 90 7.12 . 2⁰³ 5.07 2.0 6.65 221 5.52 
Penims . 5 +149 74 6, 80 152 -76 +141 70 . 60 
Satinets. 12 62 7. 44 7. 50 8 6.60 50 6. 00 Py 6.00 
Twenty-three articles averaged to cost $183.13, ...|... 200. 00 192,12 171,23 182, 53 109. 76 


1875. = 
Supplies, Z Tek 
Fiour 3 $6. 48 $19. 44 $19.05 | 95.25 $15.75 
Corn-meal ... 1 3.88 3.37 8.37 3.08 2.64 2.64 
150 16,05 - 116 17. 40 15.30 «085 12.75 
200 23. 20 10 20. 00 20. 60 04 18. 80 
100 8.70 075 7.50 7.70 063 6.30 
100 10. 60 0 9. 00 6.80 057 5.70 
24 3.19 10 2.61 2.11 . 07 1.68 
10 1,93 108 1. 78 1. 39 009 1.10 
100 6.40 +08 8. 00 10. 00 00 6.00 
12 4.80 87 4.44 8.24 20 3. 48 
20 3.20 16 3.20 2, 80 14 2. 80 
75 17.92 . 206 15.45 18,50 142 10. 65 
10 1,26 118 1.18 1.14 „089 89 
4 18, 20 8.00 12.00 13.00 2.50 10.00 
1 3.00 2. 80 2. 80 2. 50 2,50 2. 50 
12 12.00 00 7.20 10,50 625 7.50 
4 88 5.25 1 4.95 
20 2.20 -08 1. 60 1.60 «08 1.60 
20 1.42 0 1,36 1.22 +062 1.24 
12 1.68 .2¹¹ 2.53 1.72 -108 1.29 
5 7.00 20 6.47 3.95 155 3. 87 
5 „43 084 42 88 «075 37 
12 5. 40 40 4. 80 4.80 40 4. 80 


: 
A 
8 
3 
8 
a 
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A A—Continued, 


1880. 1881. 1882, 1883. 1884. 


Price. Total. Price. Total. Price. Total. Price. Total. Price. Total. 


$5.87 817.61 $5.67 $17.01 | $6.15 $13.45 | $5.95 $17.85 $16.77 
2.79 2.79 2.92 2.92 3.44 3.44 8. 67 3. 67 8.23 
-09 13.50 .092 13. 80 007 14.55 00 13. 80 10. 65 
. O85 17. 00 080 17.20 113 22. 60 118 23. 60 20. 20 
„064 6.40 -065 6.50 . 085 8.50 - 089 8.90 7.60 
„061 6.10 OTT 7.70 . 0⁰ 9. 00 . 9. 90 7.90 
074 1.77 . 093 2.23 116 2.78 119 2.85 2.28 
087 1.07 ~ 082 1.31 - 099 1.58 .112 1.79 1.63 
00 6,00 - 055 5.50 - 066 6. 60 . 063 6.30 5.20 
23 2.76 20 8.12 +23 2.76 23 2.76 2.76 
13 2.60 116 2.82 10 2.00 10 2. 00 2.20 
171 12. 82 198 14.85 193 14. 47 186 13.95 13. 05 
- 095 8 111 1.11 1 1. 10 1. 12 1.02 
3.90 15. 60 18. 60 4.50 18.00 19.00 18.00 
2.50 2.50 3.00 3.00 3.00 2.50 2.50 
625 7.50 8.64 1. 00 12. 00 11.64 8.01 
X 4.90 4.80 4.80 l. 4,65 |.. 4,65 
1.50 1.70 1,68 1. 66 1,46 
1.48 1.40 1.30 1.20 1.20 
1.03 1,23 1.09 1.05 1.10 
4.12 4.30 4.80 5.22 5.30 
42 40 „41 35 3 
4.80 4.80 4.80 4.80 4.50 
188.27 144. 44, 159.71 
1885; 1886. 1887. 1889. 

Supplies. ppi — 

y Price. Total Price Total Price Total Price. | Total. | Price. | Total. 
Flour....... ns $14. 67 $4. 69 $14. 07 $4.51 $13.53 $4.57 $13.71 $4.83 $14.49 
Corn-meal .. e 3.13 1,49 1.49 1.43 1.43 1,65 1.6 1,42 1,42 
Granulated sugar 9.60 . 067 10.05 - 06 9. 00 . 063 9.45 076 11.40 
Fresh beef ..... 200. 00 0 16.00 07 14. 40 07 14. 00 07 14. 60 
Corned beef, 7.50 06 6.00 „054 5.40 . 053 5.30 „055 5. 50 
Pork . . 7.20 . 059 5.90 066 6, 60 074 7.40 074 7.40 
Lard . 1. 89 00 1,65 . 07¹ 1,70 O77 1.85 .086 2.06 
1.47 - 075 1.20 -079 1.26 080 1.37 . 086 1.87 
8. 00 042 4.20 . 036 3.60 053 5. 30 —⁵³ 5.20 
2. 89 +20 2.40 «21 2.52 18 e 2.16 
1.80 „103 2.06 18 8. 60 15 3.00 . 3, 66 
12. 60 . 156 11.70 158 11.85 .183 13.72 165 12,37 
-93 . 083 83 .093 .93 .099 .99 +93 
17.60 4.40 17.60 4.00 16.00 4.00 16.00 16. 64 
3.00 2,50 2.50 2. 50 2.50 2.50 2.50 2.50 
9. 60 70 8.40 78 8. 76 $ 9.12 8.04 
4.50 . . . 4.40 . ee 4.30 a 4.20 4.10 
1.30 - 067 LA . 07¹ 1. 42 1.48 1.48 
1,20 „06 1.20 00 1. 20 1.30 |. 1. 80 
1.03 087 1.04 -078 93 94 9 
4.12 183 4.57 163 4.07 8.97 3.47 
42 - 062 31 06 +80 34 30 
4. 80 3 4,82 8 4.20 4.08 3. 90 

123. 23 119. 50 123. 83 
Amount and purchasing value of a day’s wages of certain mechanics and laborers for the years given. 
3 fire- | Locomotive engi- c tri 
Cost of 
Years. family 
supplies, Pur- 

Wages. Wages, | chasing 

value. 
$152. 67 $1.20 x $2.40 82. 40 81.50 $1.00 00 $1. 67 $1, 67 
246.51 1,50 . 93 2. 80 1.73 2.25 4 1.50 83 2.50 1.55 
301.23 1.58 .80 3.00 1.52 1.50 š 1,50 76 2.50 1.27 
284. 30 1.58 8 3.30 1.77 2.75 k 1.75 „9 3.00 1.61 
220. 22 1,75 1.21 3.30 2,29 2.75 1.91 1.75 21 2.75 1. 91 
182.53 1,75 1,46 8.30 2.76 2.50 2.09 1.75 46 2.50 2.09 
159. 57 1.75 1. 67 3.20 3. 00 2. 50 2. 39 1.75 „67 2.50 2. 89 
126, 66 1.58 1. 90 3.20 3. 86 1.75 2.11 1.25 51 1.75 2.11 
159.71 1.75 1.67 3.20 3.06 2.00 1.91 1.50 43 2. 00 1. 91 
189, 25 1.75 1.92 8.20 3.51 2.00 2.19 1.50 64 2.00 2. 19 
123. 83 | 1.75 2.16 3.20 3,95 2,00 2.47 1,50 „85 2.00 2.47 


Eastern States. Middle States. Western States. 
cosh 
Years, amily 
supplies, Pur- r- 
Ree Wages. | chasing ing 
value, value, 
$152. 67 $24.00 $24.00 $22, 00 $22.00 $21.00 e $30. 00 $30.00 
284. 30 33.00 17.72 30. 00 16. 11 29.00 15.57 816. 00 $8.59 36. 00 19.83 
220. 22 32.00 | 22. 18 28.00 19.41 27. 00 18.72 17.00 11.79 46.00 31.89 
182. 53 30. 00 25.09 27. 00 22. 58 25.00 20. 91 16.00 13.38 45.00 87.64 
159. 57 29,00 27.75 26,00 24. 88 24.00 2. 90 16.00 15.31 44.00 42.10 
126.66 20.00 24. 11 20. 00 24.11 20. 00 24.11 13.00 15. 67 41.00 49.42 
159.71 26.00 24. 85 22.00 21.03 24.00 22. 94 15. 00 14.34 38. 00 36.32 
139. 25 25.00 27.41 23.00 25,22 22,00 24.12 14.00 15.35 38. 00 41.66 
123. 83 26.00 82. 00 23. 00 28.36 22.00 27.12 14. 00 17. 20 88. 00 46.85 
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Sor the years given. 
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Price of agricultural implements and of wheat, corn, oats, wool, and cotton, with cost of agricultural implements in corn, oats, 
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Implements. 


CORN-SHELLER (ONE HOLE) 


$15.00 81. 
11.50 1. 
8.50 1. 
6.00 > 
30.00] 1 
2.00 1. 
20.00 1, 
15.00 x 
COMMON HOES (CAST-STEEL SOCKET). 
pt —— — 8.00 1. 
1873 .. 6.50 1. 
1880 5.75 1. 
C ͤ ͤ—: — —— — 3. 50 2 
COMMON RAKES (woop). 
i AEEA TENS 9 5 4.00 1 
1878 .. 3.00 1 
1880 .. 2.75 1. 
1889 2.00 
1865.. 21.00 1 
1873. 16.00 1 
1880. 12.00 L 
1889. 7.50 s 
26.00 1 
21. 0 xs 
16.50 1. 
9.50 
SCYTHE SNATHS (PATENT). a 
1865... —— per dozen 16. 00 1. 
— d 11.00 1. 
9.50 x 
4.50 > 
AMES’s). 
Denne 20. 50 1. 
18,00 1. 
15.00 1. 
9.50 > 
21.00 1. 
18.50 1. 
16. 00 —— 
10. 00 
0 1 
00 
CROWBARS (IRON). > 
ERE A 2 
1. 


Statement of Hon. H. M. TELLER, Senator from the State of Colo- 
rado, Monday, January 27, 1890: 

1 the silver question as one of the most important that can come be- 
fore Congress. I think it overshadows all other questions; I think it is as wide 
as the commerce of the world. It is not local, it is general. I think the gen- 
eral financial depression that pervades the whole world at this time is largely 
to be attributed to the treatment of si ver since 1873. 

I said the general depression in business, the low price that pervades all sec- 
tions of the country, L attribute very largely to the lack of proper facilities for 
doing business, 

I believe the present fall in prices in this country which have been continu- 
ous, as we all know, since 1873, is to be largely attributed to our treatment of 

silver question. I am free to say it is not caused by increased production. 

Mr. WALKER, Would it not have the same effect you are seeking, that is. the 
de on of the gold dollar, by putting less gold in a dollar? That would 
raise the prices; that is nominally. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly; I have not any doubt about that. And if you put 
more money in circulation it would raise prices 8 

I say that silver has not depreciated, because I say t compared with com- 
ee it will 2 more commodities to-day than it would fifteen years ago, 
when it at 151. 

Mr. W. ER. Do you believe there ever was a time when the country has 
grown more rapidly in wealth than in the last five years? 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not know about that. For five years we have been very 
prosperous, I admit. 

Mr. WALKER, And that during that time the most important advances have 
been made, 

Mr, TELLER, It is true we have had ty. Ido not deny it. 

Mr. WALKER. You spoke of gold not being money enough to do the business 
ofthe world. Is not the exchange of money for products of any kind more ap- 

nt than real? Is not it a fact that in the ex ges for products it is there- 

re immaterial w is the standard of value so that it is uniform and contin- 

ues so? That is to say, if a product is exchanged for a product, and not money 
or product, is not the use of coin more apparent than real? 


raa 


Oats. 
a = n 3 H p 2 D 

EEF EEF a4 49 | B | ias 

882 s3 | 583 22233 SHB 2338 
22| 23 of 2a 295 Sog 2 8 825 

oon — e og — 4 pN — — 
Bas 8. Bas 8. gad ges 8 gas 
50 10.0 | $0.88 17.0 | $0.49 30.6 15.0 | $0.83 18.1 
02 11.2 34 33.8 "A 47.9 16.9 +20 57.5 
0s 7.8 -39 4.8 .35 24.3 15.4 12 70. 8 
73 8.2 „32 18.7 2⁴ 25.0 15.8 -10 60.0 
50 20.0 -88 31.0 40 61.2 30.0 -83 36.1 
02 24.5 34 73.5 24 101. 1 36.7 20 125.0 
08 18.5 .39 51.2 5 57.1 36.3 12 166.6 
73 20.5 32 46.8 24 62.5 89. 5 10 150.0 
50 .3 88 9.0 4 16.3 1. 00 8.0 88 96 
02 6.3 34 19.1 24 27.0 68 9.5 -20 82.5 
0 3 -39 14.7 -35 16.4 55 10.4 12 47.9 
73 7 32 10.9 A 14.5 8 9.2 -10| 6.0 
50 2.6 88 4.5 49 8.1 1.00 4.0 -83 4.8 
«02 2.9 34 8.8 24 12.5 68 44 2 15.0 
06 2.5 39 7.0 35 7.8 5S 5.0 12 2.9 
-83 2.4 -32 6.2 24 8. 3 8 5.3 10 20.0 
50 14.0 8 23.8 49 42.8 1,00 21.0 83 25. 3 
02² 15.7 34 47.0 -24 66.6 -68 23.5 -20 80.0 
08 11.1 -39 30.7 35 34.2 55 21.8 12 100. 0 
73 10.2 82 23.4 24 31.2 88 19. 7 10 75.0 
-50 17.3 88 29. 5 40 53.0 1.00 26.0 -83 31.3 
02 20.6 „34 61,7 24 87.5 -68 30.9 20 105.0 
08 15.2 30 42.3 -35 47.1 .55 30,0 -12 137.5 
73 13.0 -82 29.6 2 39.5 8 25.0 10 95.0 
50 10.6 -88 18.1 40 32.6 1. 00 16.0 83 19.3 
02 10.8 34 32.3 24 45.8 -68 16.2 -20 55.0 
08 8.8 39 24.3 5 27.1 55 17.3 12 79.2 
73 6.1 82 14.0 24 18.7 3 11.8 10 45.0 
50 13.6 8 23.2 -49 41.8 1.00 20.5 -83 24.7 
02 17.6 34 52.9 2 75.0 . 26.5 < 90.0 
08 13.8 .39 38.4 35 42.8 -55 27.3 12 125.0 
73 13.0 22 29.6 24 39.5 38 25.0 10 95.0 
50 14.0 88 23.8 40 42.8 1.00 21.0 83 25.3 
02 18.1 „u 54.4 24 77.0 -68 27.2 20 92. 5 
0 14.8 39 41.0 3 45.7 5S 29.1 12 133.3 
73 13.7 32 31.2 24 41.6 38 26.3 10 100.0 
-08 07 30 20 5 22 -55 15 12 60 
73 0 8² 18 24 2 38 16 10 00 
-50 ok 17 49 -30 1.00 15 83 18 
-02 09 34 -29 2⁴ -41 68 14 20 . 5⁰ 
08 -05 8 15 25 17 55 11 12 -50 
73 «06 15 24 20 38 ` .10 „50 


Mr. TELLER, Undoubtedly. The great businessof the country is not done by 
payment of money from hand to band. 

Mr. WALKER. It is product for product? N ` 

Mr. TELLER. It is virtually product for product, but it is done by the exchange 
of the monetary system, 8 

Originally the relation of silver was fixed by the consent of the merchants 
who used it—that is, its relationship to gold—without legislation. I think there 
never wasany legi: n on the Jeet of fixing the relation to gold until 
the French fixed it in 188. If there was I never found it, and I have given ita 
good deal of attention. Previous to that time its relation was fixed by the con- 
sent of the merchants in exchange. It changed, of course, as gold became more 
plentiful and silver became more plentiful. Its relations have not always been 
stable, but it has been practically stable for a great number of years, 


Unxrrep States SENATE, Washington, D. C., March 5, 1890. 

DEAR Stn: In reply to your inquiry as to my ideas as to the difference be- 
tween a warehouse receipt as known to trade and a gold certificate from the 
Treasury, I would say: If the gold certificate issue under the provisions of 
section 254 of the Revised Statutes for a certain number of ounces of gold bull- 
ion, l see no difference whatever. If, however, the certificate is issued, as I 
understand is the practice, not for the delivery of s certain number of ounces 
nF eae bullion, but payable in dollars, it can hardly be said that there is no 
difference between such certificates and a warehouse receipt as known to the 
trade. But, as I said of Mr. Windom’s proposed Treasury receipts, it is not 
unfair to speak of this as a warehouse receipt, although technically it is not 
su 

Yours, very truly, 


Hon. J. H. WALKER, House of Representatives. 
[Mr. BLOUNT withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix.] 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, when the bill was first read the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. ConGER] offered a substitute, to which there was 
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substitute offered, and afterwards two amendments were offered to 

e original bill. During the whole of that time I undertook to offer 
asan amendment House bill No. 3878, providing for the free coinage of 
silver, and the Speaker held that it was not then in order to offer the 
amendment under the rule, but stated that he would investigate the 
matter. Inow offer the bill as a substitute for the two amendments 
offered to the original bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is quite clear that under the rules that 
would not be admissible. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I can only enter my protest against this 
proceeding, which denies to a member of this House in the minority, 
and a member of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 
a privilege that every member of that committee will testify it was 
agreed he should have. When this proposition was before the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures asubstitute—this same sub- 
stitute substantially, with one or two differences—was brought before 
that committee, a bill agreed upon by the Republican caucus. I raised 
the point then before the committee that if that was reported back to 

the House as a substitute the effect might, and probably would, be to 
prexent me from offering a substitute, which was already pending by 

eave of the committee, providing for free coinage. The chairman of 
the committee—I am sorry I do not see him present, but there are 
other members on the floor at this moment who know that what I am 
about to say is true—the chairman of the committee, when that sub- 
ject was broached, remarked that it was understood by the committee 
that if my substitute could not be offered as an amendment to this sub- 
stitute an arrangement would be made in framing the order for the 
consideration of the bill by which I should have the right to offer it. 
That was the understanding on the part of the chairman of the com- 
mittee, it was the understanding of the committee and I call upon the 
members of the committee here present to state if what I say is not 
true. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not want to charge any gentleman with act- 
ing in bad faith, but I do charge that there has been great negligence 
in carrying out in good faith the promises which the committee made 
with reference to the offering of this amendment. Fair play has not 
been had in this matter. I iound that when I undertook to get recog- 
nition yesterday when the gentleman offered his substitute the Speaker 
turned his back to me and his face to the other side, and recognized a 
gentleman on that side to offer an amendment. I undertook to offer 
an amendment to the amendment to the original bill, and again the 
Speaker turned around and recognized a gentleman on the other side. 
I undertook again to offer the amendment, and the Speaker again turned 
his face from me and ized a member on bis ownside. He recog- 
nized gentlemen on that side to offerall the amendments that the Speaker 
now holds can be offered to this bill, and I want the House and the 
country to understand the gag-law that has been forced upon the mi- 
nority on this side of the House upon this subject. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman allow me to call his attention 
to another matter at this point? - 

Mr. BLAND, With all due respect to my friend from Arkansas, I 
hope that I shall not be interrupted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] has 
the floor. 

Mr. BLAND. Now, Mr. Speaker, why is this? If it is intended by 
this House that the representatives of the people here shall have an op- 
portunity to offer their propositions to be voted upon in this bill, if it is 
intended that the majority of this House shall have an opportunity of 
amending this bill so as to make it conform tothe will of the majority, 
why this gag-rule and this utter ignoring of members on this side of 
the House? I say, Mr. Speaker, it is tor the purpose of passing a bill 
through this House which in its effect will again demonetize silver. 
That is the object of it. 

I propose to devote a few minutes to the discussion of this substitute 
bill, and also of the bill originally introduced and reported here. Be- 
fore doing so, however, I want to call attention to another peculiar feat- 
ure of this situation. We have a law now upon thestatute-book which 
authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase not less than 
two millions of silver bullion every month, and, as fast as purchased, 
to coin it into money, and he is authorized to purchase four millions 
a month and to coin it into money. That law, if executed by the officer 
authorized to carry it out, is better than the pending bill and would 
put more money in circulation than this bill would. Why, then, is it 
that those representing the Administration on this floor are so anxious 
to substitute something else for the existing law? That is the ques- 
tion. When we have a law upon the statute-book which, if executed 
in the spirit in which it ought to be executed, by coining four millions’ 
worth of silver bullion every month, would, at the present price of 
silver bullion, put into circulation $62,000,000 a year, why is it pro- 

here to substitute for that another law? This bill provides for 
the purchase of $4,500,000 worth of silver bullion per month, which I 
suppose would amount to abont $54,000,000 if the law were executed, 
as its friends suppose it will be. 

But, I repeat, we have a law on the statue-book which, if executed as 
its friends think it ought to be executed, would put into circulation 
$62,000,000 a year, or eight millions more than can be put in circu- 


lation under this bill. Why then, I ask again, does the Administra- 
tion come in here for the purpose of limiting the amount of silver that 
may go into circulation under existing law? Why is it? There is 
some reason for it. It has some meaning. There is some ulterior pur- 
pose. Certainly that purpose is not in the interest of the people, who 
want more money, who want the constitutional coin which the present 
law authorizes and requires, 

There is some other object behind this bill besides furnishing a cir- 
culating medium, so called. That object is so plainly set forth by the 
Secretary of the Treasury that there can be no misunderstanding it. 
I have not time now to read the utterance, but I will incorporate it in 
my remarks in the RECORD, It will be found on page 46 of his report, 
where he says that it is not safe to further coin the standard silver dol- 
lar; that it is a constantly depreciating dollar; that it is not safe fur- 
ther to coin it, and that its coinage ought to cease. | ; 

That this is the position of the Secretary of the Treasury, whose bill 
we bave before us to-day as the original proposition, for which the sub- 
stitute is offered, and the substitute is no better than the original. The 
ulterior purpose of this bill is to stop the coinage of silver; in other 
words, to demonetize it. If that is not the purpose, if that is not the 
design, why does not the Administration execute the present law which 
authorizes the coinage of four millions’ worth of bulliona month, which, 
with the seigniorage on it, would put in circulation $62,000,000 a year. 

What are the terms of the bill? It provides that the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall purchase four and one-half millions’ worth of silver 
bullion per month, How are the notes to be issued upon it? And I 
want gentlemen to pay particular attention to this part of the bill. 
The notes are issued at the market rates on the bullion. How are they 
to be redeemed? Either in coin or in bullion at the market rates. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we want to go back to the proposition that in all 
the history of this Government gold and silver have been used as money, 
when used at all, at a fixed legal ratio, fixed by law, which is to-day 
as 16 to 1, That is the ratio of our coinage, that is the legal ratio, 
and is the system on which our coinage is based under present law. 
The bullion is purchased under the present law and coined monthly 
into standard dollars, so that the two millions’ worth of bullion pur- 
chased monthly will coin 2,600,000 standard silver dollars. In that 
way the circulation gets the benefit of the seigniorage and we keep up 
the ratio between the gold and silver at the mints of the United States. 

But this bill is an entire and a radical departure from that principle. 
Now what is that departure? It is the departure recommended by the 
Secretary of the Treasury and his suggestion that we ought not to coin 
at the ratio of 16 to 1; owing to the depreciation of silver, that it is no 
longer safe to coin it at that ratio; and this bill fixes an entirely new 
one. Remember that! Do not forget it, because it is the salient 
point here! The bill fixes a new ratio entirely for the utiliza- 
tion of silver and the issue of money upon it. It fixes the mar- 
ket ratio of silver as measured by gold; we destroy the legal ratio ut- 
terly and entirely, and we make silver bullion to be utilized for the 
issuance of money upon it according to the gold valuation, and not the 
coinage value. 

This proposition, Mr. Speaker, has been contended for by Wall street 
and the gold party ever since we begun to coin silver under the law of 
1878. They have always claimed that if we would issue the money in 
that way on the bullion at its gold value there would be no objection 
to it. This bill for this reason is supported by my friend from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. WALKER], for he stated that the less money you have 
the less miserable you are, and hence he is in favor of it. [Laughter.] 
It is a Wall-street scheme, a gold-bug scheme, to change right here, 
in the face of an intelligent American people and in this House of 
Representatives, the ratio between gold and silver and entirely in the 
interest of gold, and in order to make this more secure, for instance, 
if it can do it, the bill substantially provides that the certificates shall 
be issued at the cost price of the bullion, and the certificates shall 
never exceed in circulation the cost price, or, in other words, the gold 
price of the silver bullion. 7 

That means the ratio at which the notes are issued and redeemed, 
because there is a clause providing for their redemption in coin, but at 
the option of the holder of the certificate in the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury it can be redeemed in bullion at the market rate, 
So that you will see the difference in the existing law and in this 
bill. Under the existing law the certificate is issued on the dollar of 
412} grains as fixed by law, that being our standard of value for the 
silver dollar. The bullion, of course, is purchased at market rates, 
but is coined into money and the em issued upon it at that fixed 
rate of 412} grains of silver in each dollar. But under this bill it is 
issued on the gold basis, entirely on the gold stardard, ignoring and 
departing from the silver itself as a standard of value, murdering it in 
the house of its professed friends, and setting up an entirely new rule. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What do you understand ty the provision in the 
fourth section, I believe it is, about seigniorage? 

Mr. BLAND. I was coming to that, but before doing so, in order 
that I may be understood, let me say this: The seigniorage is not util- 
ized for circulation, as I stated before. In coining bullion the seign- 
iorage is the gain. We purchase the bullion and coin it into non: 
As I before said $1,000,000 worth of silver will produce nearly one mill- 
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jon three hundred thousand standard dollars or silver certificates under 
existing Jaw. That excess of course goes into circulation. Under this 
bill this seigniorage is piled up in the Treasury in bullion. It is true 
that the bill provides the Secretary of the Treasury may coin a suffi- 
cient amount for the redemption of the certificates, leaving it wholly 
within the discretion, remember, of the Secretary of the Treasury. The 
notes to be issued redeem themselves, for they are made a legal tender 
for all debts except where the law or the contract otherwise provides. 

We know that the public debt is payable in coin, but these certifi- 
cates can not be made payable for public indebtedness, which is another 
departure from the present law and in the interest of the bondholder, 
because the silver dollar now coined is receivable in all debts whether 
public or private, because the public ‘debt of this country is payable, 
not in gold, but specifically by the terms of the obligation in coin of 
the standard of 1870, which means the silver dollar of 412} grains that 
was then the standard dollar. But the bondholder receives an additional 
advantage under the bill, because the silver note which goes out under 
it can not pay his debt. The certificate is not receivable according to 
the terms of the bill in such payment. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I said before, the bill provides that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury may redeem the notes in coin. It does not say 
what sort of coin it shall be, but I take it for granted that it means gold 
or silver coin. Still it is at his discretion to coin so much as may be 
necessary for the redemption of the notes, How many greenbacks have 
been redeemed? None. How many of these notes will be presented 
for redemption in coin? Scarcely any; and if they are presented at all 
by any person it will be for redemption in bullion, as I shall show 
further on. But suppose that they are presented for redemption in 
silver coin. There is nothing in this bill that would prevent the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury from issuing silver already coined for the pur- 

and it will be done. 

We have three hundred and sixty millions of silver dollars now coined, 
fifty-eight or sixty millions of which are in circulation in silver coin and 
two hundred and seventy or two hundred and eighty millions in silver 
certificates. The rest is in the Treasury idle. There is not a great 
deal of it idle now, but the certificates are constantly coming in in the 
way of paying taxes, They can be retired, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury can, if he sees proper to do it, hold fifty or one hundred mill- 
ions of present silver coin to meet the demands of this bill. There is 
nothing whatever to prevent it. We have already all the coin we 
need to redeem these notes, because your present silver certificates will 
be retired and the coin utilized, whenever it is called for, in the re- 
demption of these. 

Now, what does the Secretary say? 

The continued coinage of the silver dollar at a constantly increasing monthly 
qos is a disturbing element in the otherwise excellent financial condition of 

country and a positive hinderance to any international agreement looking 
to the free coinage of both metals at a fixed ratio. 

Mandatory purchases by the Government of stated quantities of silver and 
mandatory coinage of the same into full legal-tender dollars are an unprece- 


dented anomzly, and have proved futile not only in restoring the value of silver, 
but even in staying the downward price of that metal. 


Do you think a Secretary of the Treasury who makes use of that 
kind of language, when left to his own discretion under this law, is go- 
ing to coin a dollar? Why, certainly not. 

e Republican party seem to have been dickering with the bullion 
mine-owners and with Wall street as to what sort of a bill they shall 
get up so as to satisfy both interests, leaving entirely the interests of 
the great maas of people of thiscountry without consideration and with- 
out regard. They have learned, however, that the mining interests can 
not be caught with this Wall street chaff. 

The Secretary of the Treasury says that the purchase of two mill- 
ions’ worth of silver bullion per month has utterly failed to keep up the 
price of silver bullion; and so it has, for it has fallen down to 72 cents, 
or it was that a short time ago, when he wrote this report. If purchas- 
ing only two millions per month will not prevent a constant decline 
in the price of silver bullion, will the purchase of two millions and a 
half more per month increase it materially? Our silver-mine gentle- 
men may as well pay a little attention to that fact before they are 
euchered into this Wall-street scheme. And I speak of that only in 
the light of what has been going on in the past with regard to the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the manipulations of this bill. He says 
two millions per month has not stopped the downward tendency of sil- 
ver. Add two millions and a half more per month and it will not very 
materially appreciate it, except for a short time. 

When gentlemen undertake to put in this bill a section providing 
that when silver reaches par with gold we shall have free coinage, they 
are either deceiving themselves or undertaking to practice a deception 
upon the people of this country. It will be an impossibility for silver 
to reach par when its coinage is inhibited practically and when its 
utilization takes up only four millions and a half per month. Com- 
pared to two millions per month the addition of two millions anda 
halt more will not compel it to reach par. There isa ready market 
for gold at the mints of this country, for every dollar of it. When 


par with a metal of which the mint takes the whole product, I say the 
‘proposition is absurd. 

Then, too, it will be claimed, if this section is maintained in the bill, 
that Congress and the country are committed to the indefinite post- 
ponement of free coinage, awaiting not an international agreement, 
which has always proved ineffectual and impossible and always will; 
but they will go further and say that until this bill brings silver up to 
a par with gold this country will not enter upon a scheme of free 
coinage. The idea that silver could reach free coinage under this bill 
or a party that would give it free coinage under this bill is preposter- 
ous, even with the bullion-redemption section, as it is called, stricken 
out. 

But we shall have what sort of a result? The bill provides that the 
holders of these notes shall have the right to demand bullion at its 
market rate in the redemption. Now, Iwill suppose an extreme case, 
and that is that Iam the owner of four million and a half dollars’ worth 
of silver bullion—which would be a very extreme case for a poor man like 
myself, who does not own a mine and who has no interest in any mine 
and never expects to have. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There are people who do own mines, though. 

Mr. BLAND. I could take four million anda half dollars’ worth of 
silver bullion to-day and receive my notes, and that would 2 with 
the law this month. I could go next month and surrender the notes 
and deposit the bullion; for, remember, under this scheme there may 
not be any withdrawals of bullion; it may be a matter of book-keep- 
ing. I have got four million and a half dollars’ worth of notes, and I 
go and deposit those notes with the Secretary of the Treasury and de- 
mand a redemption in bullion. He gives mea certificate entitling me 
to that amount of bullion at its market rate, and I take that certificate, 
and that bullion lies in the Treasury vaults and is not withdrawn at 
all, Next month silver may go up a little or go down, as the case may 
be, and I go with my certificates, I surrender those certificates and take 
the gain, whatever it may be, if any, and the bullion lies there as pur- 
chased for that month—for it is a purchase and nothing else—and the 
next month I present the notes again and take out the same bullion, 
and repeat the operation from time to eternity, and four million and a 
half dollars’ worth of bullion is all that we need to continue that opera- 
tion under this bill from now until doomsday. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] p 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is so. That is the end of it. 

Mr. BLAND. Now, Isay that is an extreme case. I do not know 
that that will take place. But I will tell you what will take place, 
and I need go back but a short time in our history to illustrate. 

We know that when we had coined 50,000,000 of standard silver 

dollars Secretary Sherman stated to Congress that that was all the 
country would absorb and asked for a limitation to be placed on the 
coinage. Secretary Folger followed suit, and after him came Secretary 
McCulloch, and Secretary Manning, and every Secretary of the Treas- 
ury we have had from the time we began the coinage of silver up to 
the present hour has denounced it. They denounced the enormous 
accumulations of silver as a menace to the financial welfare of this 
country. 
* Suppose that the bullion scheme had then been in operation; do you 
not know that by the manipulations by a Secretary of the Treasury 
who believed that the accumulation here was a menace to the financial 
interests of the country—and they must have honestly believed it, for 
I do not dispute their honesty or sincerity of purpose do you not know 
that this bullion would have been turned out of the Treasury in re- 
demption of the notes held after having been received in the Treasury? 
Do you not know that after as much as $50,000,000 had gone into the 
Treasury, which they believed was all the needs of the country would 
take, that they would have poured it out upon the market? 

You may go on until you get $100,000,000, but that will be the ex- 
tent that they will get into circulation. After you reach that limita 
cry will arise in Wall street—and they have always had their manipu- 
lators in the Treasury Department—that there is too large an accumu- 
lation of silver, and they will then find a mode of getting it out as pro- 
vided forin this bullion-redemption bill. No limit is fixed at which 
they may withdraw this bullion and contract the currency. Under 
our national-banking system we found it necessary at one time to en- 
act into law that there should not be withdrawn more than $3,000,000 
from the circulation every month; but here we give unlimited power 
to the Secretary of the Treasury and the holders of these notes to with- 
draw $50,000,000, or they can go on and reach $100,000,000, contract- 
ing the currency that much. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman pardon me at this point? 
From the representations just made of this bill I think there was a mis- 
understanding as to the terms of the bullion-redemption clause. The 
redemption is to be at the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
on demand of the holder, 

Mr. BLAND. I did not misunderstand, nor have I misrepresented it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And, another point, as to whether any law would 
authorize the deposit of the silver bullion with the Secretary of the 


there is a ready market for gold and when it is a legal-tender money Treasury and the taking out of a certificate of deposit. 
Mr. BLAND. Isay that is a matter of book-keeping. It does not 
matter whether it is leit there by certification or taken out. 


without limit or stint, to say that silver, under a bill which only takes 
about one-third of the annaal product of the silver mines, will reach a 
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Now, the gentleman says it isin the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury; so did I. In my argument, I misrepresented nobody, but 
I set forth to him and to those who favor this measure that the Sec- 
retaries of the Treasury from the time when we began to coin standard 
silver dollars have been hostile to it, and I read in his hearing the 

mation.of the present Secretary, in his hostility to silver, ac- 
owledging that the Secretary of the Treasury would exercise that 
discretion when he thought it was best to redeem the bullion in the 
Treasury. When it was in harmony with our financial condition, he 
would exercise that discretion in turning it out. Why leave that 
power with the Secretary of the Treasury? I would not reflect upon 
the honor and integrity of any g ntleman who has occupied that 
high position, nor would I present to him the temptation to speculation 
in Wall street and of making millions of dollars every year out of it. 

How any people, with a proper regard for their officers and the in- 
terests of their constituency, can vote for the passage of a bill that places 
that temptation in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury, I do not 
know. We have already had too much discretion in this matter lodged 
with the Secretaries of the Treasury, and it onght to be no part of their 
duty to determine the financial condition of the country or as to how 
much money we should have, how it should go, or where it should go. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I have already remarked, how can silver reach 
a par with gold under such a bill as that, because of the power which is 
given to the Secretary of the Treasury to depreciate the price of silver? 
It must be depreciated, because it is to be measured by the single gold 
standard; and the present Secretary of the Treasury says he is in favor 
of that. He announces himself in favor of the single gold standard, 
and, maintaining that, stated that he will support no bill nor recom- 
mend any measure that would utilize silver except at its gold valna- 
tion, and this bill utilizes it at that and nothingelse. So, then, I say 
that the Secretary of the Treasury andan Administration that believe 
in a single gold standard will not undertake to appreciate silver to the 
value of gold; it is an impossibility. 

The original bill is a bill simply to take the product of the Ameri- 
can mines and issue notes upon that. As to what that product is to 
be in a year we can ascertain somewhat definitely, but as to what it 
may be in three or five years from now there is no knowing. This is 
a worse bill, if it is possible, than what is known as the substitute or 
caucus bill. It is very difficult to get up a worse bill than that. It 
is very difficult to get a bill more cunningly devised to present a fair 
face and a fair view in the interests of silver, but which puts a dag- 
ger at its heart in every section. 

I want to.know, gentlemen, if you propose to utilize silver bullion 
at its market rates compared with gold and make it a commodity on 
which to issue Treasury notes? Why not deposit zinc and iron and lead, 
of which we have plenty in Missouri? Why not come tothe subtreas- 
ury bill at once and deposit farm products on which Treasury notes 
shall issue? Why not accept the proposition of the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia in the United States Senate, who proposes to issue notes on land, 
which is a commodity; and if you vote to make a commodity of silver 
bullion, then your constituents may claim the same right for their prod- 
ucts. 

That will not do. These schemes are a departure from the true prin- 
ciples of coinage. The people want silver coined into money and not 
putin the Treasury as a commodity, to be again taken out as a com- 
modity. When it is paid out of the Treasury let it come out as money. 
Then there can be no contraction of the currency, for when a note is 
surrendered for silver the silver coin, which is also money, will be put 
out in the redemption of the note. There is, then, no contraction of 
the volume of money, but only the exchange of a paper dollar fora 
coin dollar. But when the bullion is paid out there is a contraction 
to the amount of notes surrendered, for the bullion is not legal-tender 
money, and it can not by law be coined into money at our mints like 
gold. If we had free coinage of silver then we could redeem in bull- 

on, for the bullion could immediately be coined into money for the 
holders’ benetit, for we have no more legal or constitutional right to 
authorize a deposit of bullion and the issue of notes upon it, unless we 
propose to coin the bullion, than to authorize for the same purpose the 
deposit of corn or oats or wheat or cotton or iron or zine or any other 
commodity—not one particle. And you are setting a precedent that 
will come home in the future in legislation on this money question. 
It will be very difficult to explain to your constituents why youshould 
in this way favor the silver-bullion-producer and not favor the pro- 
ducer of other home products. If we compel the coinage of bullion 
into money, that is another thing, and that we must do to be consist- 
ent with the constitutional power given us. 

There is but one thing to do with silver. The Constitution of the 
country never contemplated Congress ever having anything to do with 
silver except to coin it and make it into money, through the mints of 
the Government, Our power with respect to gold and silver is to coin 
money and regulateits value. That is the provision of the Constitu- 
tion of the country; and no State can make anything but gold and 
silver coin a legal tender. I am standing here defending that consti- 
tutional provision, defending the rights of the people and protesting 
against setting a precedent that will probably be invoked-in this House 
in favor of using every product of this country as a basis for money. 


For you can not tell where you may land when you once get away from 
the great theory of metallic money. That theory is that the metal 
must be coined, so much of it constituting a dollar, as fixed by law; 
and when you undertake to make a product or commodity of the precious 
metals, on which to issue money, you have departed from the theory of 
metallic money and are traveling in the road towards issuing money 
on all the products of the American people. 

And these Treasury notes would be just as good if this whole pro- 
vision for the deposit of bullion were stricken out. There is no neces- 
sity whatever for buying bullion to the amount of $4,500,000 every 
month and piling it up in the Treasury, You are issuing Treasury 
notes that will be a legal tender in themselves, money within the con- 
templation of the Constitution:as construed by the Supreme Court of 
the country, like your greenbacks, self-redeeming. Call it fiat money 
if you please; but is fiat based upon one commodity. Why not make 
it fiat like the greenback, based upon the faith of the nation and all 
commodities, instead of going to work to benefit the silver miner by pur- 
chasing so much bullion every month, in order to obtain his sympathy 
and support, unless you propose to coin the silver into money so that, 
whether in the Treasury or out of it, it is always coin or can have free 
coinage? 

Any true friend of silver in this House who votes for this bill upon 
the idea that it is going to advance silver coinage, that it will meet the 
sympathy of the people, that it will be in the interests of bimetallism— 
of coin money and paper redeemed in coin—is mistaken altogether, for 
you are setting a precedent entirely different from that which we have 
heretofore followed with regard to the utilization of silver. 

Now, what is bimetallic money? What is bimetallism? And that 
brings me to this question of free coinage. We tried free coinage in 
this country for more than eighty years, and it was found to be a sound 
financial policy. What does the free coinage of gold and silver mean? 
What does bimetallism mean? On what theory do we claim that the 
use of the metals is better than the use of fiat paper? The unlimited 
coinage of gold and silver means that the mints of the Government 
shall be open, as they were from 1792 until 1873, to every comer with 
his gold or his silver, at a fixed ratio of 16 to 1, our present ratio, to 
coin his gold and coin his silver, without limit and without hinder- 
ance; in other words, that the situation of our mints with respect to 
silver shall be what it is to-day with regard to gold. 

We have now free coinage of gold. Every miner who extracts an 
ounce of gold digs up so many dollars and cents. He is not the pro- 
ducer of a commodity at all. Why? Because the mints of the country 
are always open to him to have that gold coined into legal-tender 
money, and the gold is worth in his hands whatever amount of money 
it will make when coined; it is practically money either in bullion or 
in coin. Now, if we had free coinage of silver at our ratio of 16 to 1, 
a silver dollar consisting of 371} grains, every man having 371} grains 
of silver would have the right to go to a mint and get his dollar for it. 
So that silver bullion would be placed on the same footing as gold bull- 
ion. All the silver would go to the mints to be coined into money. 
Silver could not possibly fall below 371} grains to the dollar, because 
the law fixes the value, Three hundred and seventy-one and one- 
fourth grains of bullion would be worth a dollar, because any one hav- 
ing that amount of bullion could go te a mint and get a dollar for it. 
He would not sell it for 1 cent less. There would be a legally estab- 
lished valuation. Silver must be on a par with gold so long as it has 
the same market and the same privileges with gold; and it can not 
reach a par with gold under any other conditions; it is an impossibil- 
ity. 

On what theory then do we proceed? Upon the bimetallic theory 
the vast stock of silver and gold now in circulation as money through- 
out the world, amounting to six or seven billion dollars, is utilized, it 
is a stock on which to draw. The annual production would give an 
increase, not meeting probably the increase of wealth and population, 
but there would be an increase on which to draw. In other words, 
it is the stock of metal on hand and that produced from the mines from 
year to year that supply the volumeof money. This is not supplied 
by the legislator who may undertake to say, as in this bill, We shall 
have $100,000,000 to-day and $50,000,000 to-morrow.’’ 

When Congress undertakes to limit, as it does in this bill and as the 
present law does, the amount of silver that is to go to the mints, Con- 
gress undertakes to fix what amount of money shall be coined and in 
circulation, instead of permitting the natural laws of supply and de- 
mand to regulate that volume. So I say, you are drifting away from 
the foundation idea upon which bimetallism is supposed to be based; 
and when we do that we have, to that extent at least, done away with 
the idea that coin money is any better than paper; because we can 


issue paper money and regulate its volume according to the population 


and business interests; and probably, if it is not overissued, it will 
keep at par with the precious metals. But that presupposes the idea 
that Congress is the judge of the amount of money that the people 
ought to have, instead of permitting that question to be settled by the 
laws of trade, the products of the mines, and the vast stock of metal 
on hand. } 

But the objection is made that if we undertake to authorize the free 
coinage of silver when silver is depreciated we shall be flooded with 
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the silver of the world which will come to our mints; we shall be 
brought to a silver basis; and, as my good friend, the chairman of the 
Commities on Coinage, Weights, and Measure s, said yesterday, we 
shall be relegated to the condition of the barbar ans of India and China, 
etc. I did not know but I should see him wearing his pigtail, in view 
of the free coinage of silver. According to his apprehension we shall 
all be almond-eyed, tawny-colored, with our cues hangiog down our 
backs. Why, Mr. Speaker, during the war and for a long time after- 
ward we had no gold or silver either; we were on a strictly paper basis; 
yet we did not ali turn to Chi or Hindoos, 

The contention that we should lose all our gold should we coin silver 
free is rather an argument favorable to free coinage than against it, 
The benefit of the double standard arises from this fact, that is, the right 
of choice as between the metals, so that when gold, as now, is dearer 
than silver we may use the cheaper metal, silver; or, on the other hand, 
should silver become dearer than gold we would cease to use silver. 
This was the case after 1837, when we changed the ratio by lessening 
the amount of gold in the dollar for the evident purpose of cheapening 
our dollar, selecting gold as the metal out of which to coin the cheaper 
dollar. Silver has not lost its purchasing power as compared to com- 
modities. Indeed, it is generally admitted that it has appreciated in 
purchasing power. Hence no wrong is done by free coinage, because 
silver will buy more now than for fifty years past. 

To make the argument more striking let us get away from all idea 
of gold in this discussion, let us suppose it to be all raked up and in 
one massive lump sunk into the bottomless pit of perdition, so that the 
devil may have his due, and where all Shylocks are supposed at last to 
get their pay. What then? Well, this is the result: Silver has in fact 
risen in value, measured by all other things. It has not depreciated, but 
on the contrary has appreciated, is worth more now than for nearly a 
century past. That being so, what miserable idiot would pretend to 
say that silver is cheap? So that all we have to do to come to a uni- 
versal agreement that silver is not cheap, but is itself very dear, is to 
leave gold entirely out of mind. When we come to compare wheat, 
` corn, oats, cattle, cotton, as well as other products, whether of the 
field or theshop, where no tarifflaws protect from falling prices, and even 
these do not entirely escape, with gold, we find gold has left all these 
as well as silver and gone up near one-half or 50 per cent., almost 
doubled in value since 1873, the date of our silver demonetization. 

Why undertake to compel all payments to be made by this exclusive 
standard? Why give to bondholders, national, State, county, munic- 
ipal, railroads, and otherwise, as well as all private creditors, the 
right to 6 feet in the yard when 3 feet is all that is or was promised 
or can honestly be exacted ? 

All other commodities measured by silver makes the silver in the 
dollar measure more than 3 feet to the yard; even that is an exclusive 
standard, but slightly so, itis true; but it is enough so, one would think, 
to satisfy all honest demands of creditors or rather demands of honest 
creditors, 

No, Mr. Speaker, it will not do to say that silver is cheap. It is dear, 
very dear, to the debt-ridden people of the world. Gold is so costly 
that it is now practically in the category of diamonds, and is fast being 
used up to ornament the persons and liveries of the rich. It is now 
becoming so far removed from the common people that the eye of the 
poor never beholds its tempting sheen. Our people can not and will 
not submit to the single staudard of gold payments. They will not 
submit to this heartless exaction of Shylock. 

But to recur to the principle I was contending for as underlying the 
argument for the double standard, or, more properly speaking, the 
optional standard of values. Now that gold is dear we would, if we 
had free coinage, undoubtedly use silver chiefly as money.. We thus 
would in time bring back gold, because the very great demand for 
and consequent use of silver would, of course, greatly enhance the 
-value of silver; while, on the other hand, gold being dropped for the 
time out of demand and ont of use in the proportion of the increased 
use of silver, gold would fall till a parity of the two metals was reached, 
when both gold and silver, being of the same value, would both be 
used as money. 

It might happen that some other nation would then demonetize gold 
and remonetize silver, and in that way make such a demand for silver 
as to send it up above gold again, for it has been above gold. In that 
event our currency would consist principally of gold, for the evident 
reason that debtors would have the choice of the cheaper metal. So 
it is a great advantage to have the free coinage and use of both metals. 
We are then more independent of the action of other countries. We 
would not be subjected to the great disturbances arising from the use 
of one metal, which, like gold at this time, is so eagerly sought for and 
in such great demand as to threaten us and all other gold-standard 
countries. 

This is the argument that Hamilton so strongly pressed in his ad vo- 
cacy of adopting both metals as standard money. All, or nearly all, 
our export products go to countries where the gold standard prevails. 
Should we coin silver and use that metal to such an extent as to take 
the place of our five or six hundred millions of gold, and our gold go, 
as it would, to those countries, the effect would be to give those nations 
a larger volume of money, and thus greatly increase prices there. 
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Consequently our export products, when sold in those countries, would 
bring a much larger price than now, probably as much as 10 or 15 per 
cent. more than now, and it might be greater, so that our exports of 
breadstuffs, meats, cotton, and manufactures would bring a much 
larger return to us. Besides, as the foreign markets for these products 
fix or regulate materially the price of these same products at home, 
the home price would go up correspondingly. 

This is absolutely necessary for the products of agriculture. The 
price at home and abroad for these products would be enhanced by free 
coinage of silver. Relief in this way or else by freer trade, so that 
one commodity may be exchanged in foreign countries for another and 
imported here without the exactions of a confiscating tariff, or the ag- 
riculturists of this country are doomed to slavery. They ought to 
have both remedies, and if they are true to their own interests they 
will insist on both. 

Now, sir, the Secretary of the Treasury—if I had the time I would 
go through his arguments, but I will only allude to them—goes over 


the field with regard to silver in advocating his 6wn bill, giving the 


amount of silver taken by India from year to year, some thirty-five 
or forty million dollars, the amount we are coining; the amount that 
goes to China, the amount used by Mexico and South America; and 
after stating that France and Germany and England have use for all 
the silver they have, and can not part with it without great financial 
disaster, he figures out fifty millions of silver as being all that would 
probably come in to be purchased under his bill; and his original bill 
provided for purchasing all that came, without limiting it to the prod- 
uct of the American mines, but taking it from all the world. So that 
when you figure it down you find that $50,000,000 is all that would 
probably come into our mints under the bullion scheme. I think, how- 
ever, it would probably exceed that. For a few years it might go to 
$75,000,000 or $100,000,0U0. I do not know the exact amount with 
free coinage. =, 

That is the only logical way to meet this question; all these make- 
shifts and compromises are simply seeking how not to utilize in a legal, 
constitutional, proper way thesilver of the world, Why, sir, the little 
nation of France alone, which was coining both gold and silver ata 
ratio of 15} to 1 at a time when we were not coining silver on account 
of its high value here, its value being at our ratio 3 per cent. above 
gold—when England was not coining it, though Germany was France 
thus kept the two metals at par for over eighty years; and this con- 
tinued even after Germany and the United States had demonetized 
silver; these metals remained at par at the French mint as long as 
France maintained her system of free and unlimited coinage. It was 
only in 1874, when she put a partial limit on silver coinage, that silver 
began to fall; and in 1879,when she put an absolute limit upon it, sil- 
ver went down still further. 

Now, do you tell me that a country of the vast wealth and resources 
of the people of the United States, with 65,000,000 or 70,000,000 of 
population and with her growing wealth, can not do what little France 
has done? Look at our situation here in Congress to-day. We shall 
appropriate probably for the next fiscal year not less than $500,000,- 
000, appropriations by the Federal Government alone, saying nothing 
of the vast appropriations by the States. Take into consideration our 
schemes for subsidies, our schemes for ship-building; take into consid- 
eration the appropriations for pensions, that will probably run up to 
$150,000, 000. ; 

In two years from now we can not expectthe appropriations by the 
Federal Government to be less than $550,000,000 or 8600, 000, 000. 
Where are the people of the United States to get the money for those 
appropriations? Are you going on with this vast machine of taxation 
and appropriation and yet provide the American people with no method 
of paying these enormous expenditures? You are bankrupting the 
people to-day. Throughout this country values have fallen every- 
where. 

I ask gentlemen to study this matter as shown in thestatisties which 
I publish with my remarks. In 1873, when silver and gold were at a 
parity, values were 30 per cent. higher than they are to-day. As sił- 
ver bullion has gone down so have commodities. Silver bullion has 
dropped 28 per cent., or gold gone up, more correctly speaking, since 
the period I have named, as shown by indisputablestatistics; and com- 
modities, as measured in gold, have gone down 30 percent. So that 
we see silver and commodities have gone down together; and all since 
1873. How is it possible to restore silver and commodities to their 
value as in 1873? 

If the free coinage of silver had been maintained and silver bullion 
utilized, there would still have been an appreciation of money, both 
gold and silver, and a fall of commodities; there is no question about 
that; because there is not enough silver. We might have prevented 
the. fall to the extent of 15 or 20 per cent. When you talk about ap- 
preciating values you must also bear in mind that the free coinage of 
silver will not only appreciate silver bullion, but will depreciate gold 
bullion; in other words gold must fall. These are comparative terms. 
When we speak of money rising or falling in value, we compare it to 
commodities. If commodities have fallen 28 per cent. it means that 
money bas gone up not only 28 per cent., but largely above that. 

So that I say, Mr. S eaker, the unlimited coinage of silver, even 
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assuming all that is claimed by its opponents, would not give a rise in 
prices of exceeding 15 per cent., and a corresponding rise in the value 
of silver. Other commodities would rise only from 10 to 15 per cent., 
and gentlemen who suppose that the effect of such a provision of law 
would be to make a modification of 25 to 30 per cent. in values would 
find themselves altogether mistaken. There is not sufficient money 
metal in the world to keep up such arate. You may give unlimited 
coinage of silver and coin all. that comes to you, and yet you can not 
restore values to what they were in 1873, before the depreciation came; 
and when you speak of the benefit to the silver man it can readily be 
shown that he makes nothing by the free coinage of silver as compared 
with the vast volume of benefit conferred upon all of the industries of 
this country; for at best he can only make 15 per cent. in the rise 
in the silver, for the rise is made up by a fall to a certain extent in the 
price of gold; and when he has to pay for his machinery and for every- 
thing that goes into his mining operations, these increased wages and 
other costs, his benefit by the free coinage will be still further lessened. 

Take the simple production of wheat in this country for the last 
year as an illustration of this point, and the benefit which would be 
conferred upon the wheat-grower would be far in excess of the gain 
that could possibly accrue to the silver miner under a free coinage of 
silver. In other words, the wheat-grower of the United States would 
gain four times on that product alone what the silver-miner would 
gain; and then, if you take wheat, corn, cotton, cattle, lands, and the 
vast manufactured products of the country constituting the many bill- 
ions of dollars of commodities of this country, the gain on all of these 
would not be less than a billion of dollars if you counted it at 28 or 30 
per cent. increase, and not less than a half a billion dollars if 15 per 
cent., by the free coinage of silver, whereas the silver-miner would gain 
but an exceedingly small fraction of that amount, not as much as six 
millions. So, Mr. Speaker, the assertion that this would be to the ex- 
clusive interest of the silver-miner is misleading; his gain is inconse- 
quential, and the matter is simply brought here to frighten men away 
from free coinage in the interest of gentlemen who want dear money 
and cheap goons crying out, ‘‘ bonanza king.“ It is a Wall-street cry, 
and I have heard the echoes of it here during this discussion. 

Mr. Speaker, we are in a most anomalous condition to-day in regard 
to our financial policy. Before the war each State had a banking in- 
stitution or system of its own. They have been wiped out by a tax of 
10 per cent. Since then we have had the national-banking institution, 
by which bonds were deposited and money issued. They are going out 
of existence, practically wiped out now, and may be gone altogether in 
a short time. So that we are compelled, we are driven to provide 
some other financial system to supply the wants of the people of the 
country. When the national banks are gone, where are you to get 
money to supply the increase of population, as well as the increased 
volume of business? You can issue fiat money or give unlimited use 
of silver; you can give unlimited use of gold and silver, and on top of 
that you will be compelled to issue two dollars for every one, and we 
can do it and have a redemption fund of coin behind it to meet the de- 
mands of a rapidly growing population and a rapidly increasing busi- 


ness. 

They talk of issuing money on population; but that will not do. You 
must not only take into consideration the population itself, but you 
must also include the vast increase of products, the value of which is 
measured by the money volume in circulation; increase of products 
brought about by the ingenuity and invention of men, the vastincrease of 
labor-saving machinery, which will turn out to-day three or four times 
what it did twenty years ago and twice what it did ten years ago, doub- 
ling almost the wealth of the country each ten years. Can you expect 
values to be maintained while money is being contracted? Can you ex- 
pect values to be maintained when money is not issued insufficient quan- 
tities to meettheincreased demand? If by the increased machinery the 
peus of the country are almost doubled every ten years, you can not 

eep up the value of the product without doubling in the same period 
the circulating medium; and when gentlemen tell me that this increase 
of products has lowered the prices of commodities, I say: ‘‘ Yes, but it 
occurs because you have not kept pace with the increase in products 
by meeting the increased demand for circulating medium.“ 

But, Mr. Speaker, just proceeding upon that idea, I say that money 
measures the value of the products; that is one of the great functions 
of money, to keep upprices. When, therefore, you double the amount 
of the wealth in the country you must, in order to keep up the prices, 
double also the circulating medium. Can you double the circulation 
every ten years by the free coinage of silvér? I answer, no; you can 
not begin todoit. You may give unlimited use of both gold and silver 
and use them as a basis on which to issue your circulating medium, 
and yet you will have a fall in prices assuredly. The volume will not 
even then be sufficient to keep pace with the growth of wealth. and 
population. Prices will rise for ashort time no doubt, but the vast pro- 
duction of the country will again exceed your means of furnishing the 
circulating medium; and they will eventually decrease in value, and 
se in a few years. You must supplement this volume with something 


According to the bankers’ ruse you can issue $3 of circulating me- 
dium on $1 of specie. You have then unlimited silver and unlimited 


gold, and you have the best basis for redemption. To-day you issue 
dollar for dollar, gold and silver. This bill goes further and says it 
shall be issued, not at the coinage value, but at the bullion value, thus 
adding 28 cents, at the present price of the silver bullion, to the debts of 
the country instead of decreasing them. We must come to free coin- 
age—and there is no use in trying to mislead ourselves—or to national 
bankruptcy and national banks, 

If these two amendments were inserted in the bill—that is, stop 
bullion redemption and keep notes out equal to coinage value of the 
bullion deposited—you would carry out the idea of a proper and fixed 
ratio between the two metals and utilize both; but in place of that 
you have an entirely new departure, which the country will not accept, 
but which will be condemned, as was the demonetization act of 1873, 
for this act is simply on a par with that infamous provision of law. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

arini the delivery of the foregoing remarks the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLAND. I should like to have two or three minutes longer. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimons consent that the gentleman 
proceed for three minutes. $ 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLAND then resumed and concluded his remarks, as above. 


APPENDIX. 

The following estimate of the Secretary of the Treas as to amount of sil- 
ver that would come to our use under his bullion plan is here subjoined. It is 
fair to say that with the plan of free coinage the amount would be more than 
the estimate; upon the plan of the honorable Secretary, probably one-fourth 
8 ‘va making estimates, the Secretary says (see last annual report, 
page 68): 

From the above figures the annual product and consumption of silver may 
be stated approximately as follows: 


Annual product (coining value) .. . . ... ä — „5142, 000, 000 
Disposition: 
Required by India.... 35, 000, 000 


Annual coin: 


Amount used 15, 000, 000 
Surplus product 51, 000, 000 

- 142, 000, 000 

From the above it will be seen that the annual ees of silver, 
which would probably be deposited at the mints of the United States, approxi- 
mates $51,000,000 (coining) ue, co! nding to 39,445,312 fine ounces, worth, 


at the present market price of silver (96 cents), $37,867,500.” 

The su 2 ee of the majority of the committee now proposed to be 

as follows. 

The SPEAKER, It will be read to the House. The Clerk will report the substi- 
tute offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. CONGER]. 

‘The Clerk read the proposed substitute, as follows: 

Substitute submitted by Mr. ConcErR, namely: Strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert the following: 

That the Secretary ofthe Treasury is hereby directed to purchase from time 
to time silver bullion to the aggregate amount of $4,500,000 worth in each month. 
at the market price thereof, not exceed $1 for 371.25 grains of pure silver, and 
to issue in payment for such purchases of silver bullion Treasury notes of the 
United States to be prepared by the Secretary f the Treasury, in such form and 
of such denom ons, not Jess than $1 nor more $1,000, may p: be; 
and a sum sufficient to carry into effect the provisions of this act is hereby ap- 
propriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 3 

“Sec. 2. That the ry notesissued in accordance with the provisions of 
this actshall be redeemab e on demand, in coin, at the Treasury of the United 
States, or at the office of any assistant treasurer of the United States, and when 
so redeemed may be reissued; but no greater or less amount of such notes shall 
be outstanding at any time than the cost of the silver bullion then held ip the 
‘Treasury pure! by such notes; and such Treasury notes shall be a legal 
tender in payment of all debts, public and ae except where otherwise ex- 
pressly stipulated in the contract, and shall be receivable for customs, taxes, and 
all public dues, and when so received may be reissued; and such notes when 
held by any national-banking association may be counted asa part oſ its lawful 
reserve: Provided, 5 of the holder of any of the ry notes 
herein provided for the tary of the Treasury may, at his discretion and 
under such regulationsas heshall prescribe, exchange for such notes an amount 
ofsilver bullion which shall be ps — in valueatthe market price thereof onthe 
day of exchange to the amount of such notes presented. 

“Sec, 3. That the Secretary of the shall coin such portion ofthesilver 
bullion purchased under the provisions of this act as may be necessary to pro- 
vide for the redemption of the Treasury notes herein provided for, and any gain 
or 5 arising from such coinage shall be accounted for and paid into 
the Treasury. 

“Sec. 4. That the silver bullion 5 under the provisions of this act shall 
be subject to the requirements of existing law and the regulations of the mint 
service governing the methods of determining the amount of pure silver con- 
tained, and the amount of charges or deductions, ifany, to be made. 

“Sec, 5. That so much ot the act of February 28, 1878, entitled An act to au- 
thorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender 
character,’ asrequires the monthly purchase and coinage of the same into silver 
dollars of not less than $2,000,000 nor more than $4,000,000 worth of silver bull- 
ion, is hereby repealed. 

“Sec, 6, That whenever the market price of silver, as determined in pursuance 
of section 1 of this act, is $1 for 371.25 grains of pure silver, it shali be lawful for 
the owner of any silver bullion to deposit the same at any coinage mint of the 
United States, to be formed into stan silver dollars for his benefit, as pro- 
vided in the act of January 18, 1837. 

Sg. Z. That upon the passage of this act the balances standing with the Treas- 
urer of the United States to the respective credits of the national banks for de- 
posits made to redeem the circulating notes of such banks, and all deposits 
thereafter received for like purpose, 1 bs covered into the Treasury as a 
miscellaneous receipt, and the Treasurer of the United States shall redeem from 
the general cash in the Treasury the circulating notes of said banks which may 
come into his possession subject to redemption; and upon the certificate of the 
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Compton of the Currency that such notes have been received by him and 
that they have been destroyed and that no new notes will be issued in their 
place, reimbursement of their amount shall be made to the urer, under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury mayo be, from an ap- 
propriation hereby created, to be known as ‘ National k notes; redemption 
account;’ but the pov of this act shall notapply to the deposits received 
under section 3 of the act of June 20, 1874, requiring every national bank to 
keep in lawful money with the Treasurer of the United States a sum equal to 5 
per cent. of its circulation, to be held and used for the redemption of its cireu- 
ating notes; and the balance remaining of the de; ts so covered shall, atthe 
close of each month, be reported on the monthly public debt statement as 
debt of the United States bearing no interest. 

“Sec, 8. That this act shall take effect thirty days from and after its passage.“ 

Mr. McComas, Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment tothe substitute. 

Mr, BLAND. I wish to offeran amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland is recognized to offer an 
amendment, which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding to section 6: 

“And purchases of silver bullion shall be suspended while it is being so de- 
posited for coinage.” 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I offer an amendment to the original bill. 

Mr. BLAND. I offer an amendment to the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized to offer an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I have risen to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 1 of the original bill: “Provided, That if the net amount of sil- 
ver bullion received in accordance herewith and not paid out as hereinafter pro- 
vided, shall be less than $2,000,000 worth in any one month, it shall then be the 
duty of the Secretary ofthe Treas to purchase,during the succeeding month, 
at the market price, not exceedin owever $1 for 371.25 ns of pure silver, 
an amount of silver bullion equal to such deficiency, and to issue in payment 
therefor Treasury notes hereinafter provided for.” 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I offera further amendment to the ori 

The SPEAKER. The amendmentof the gentleman from Michigan w 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment by striking out the word “two” and inserting in lien 
thereof the word three.“ 

Mr. ConGER was recognized. 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to offer a substitute for the two amendments, 

The SPEAKER, It will not be in order. 

Mr. Concer. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, when will it be in order 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has been recognized. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a question of order. There have been two amendments 
offered to the original bill. I now desire to offer a substituteforthetwo. That 
is certainly in order. $ 

THE SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa is recognized, 

Mr. McCreary. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BLanp, I want to know if it is not in order under parliamentary proceed- 
ings to offer a substitute at this time. 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is not in order. The gentleman 
from Iowa in charge of the bill has been recognized. 

Mr. BLAND. I rose to a parliamentary inquiry. I certainly have a right to an 
answer to my parliamentary inquiry. 

Fit La ene The Chair will examine that question when the amendment 
offered. 

Mr. BLAND. Then will the Chair recognize me to offer a substitute? 

The SPEAKER, That is another matter altogether. 

Mr. BLAND. Yes, evidently. 

The following is the free-coi amendment or substitute desired to have 
pending and was prevented from being considered by arbitrarily ruling it out, 


A bill (H. R. 3878) for the free coinage of silver, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act all holders of sil- 
ver bullion of the value of $50 or more, standard fineness. shall be entitled 
to have the same coined into standard silver dollars of 412} grains troy of 
standard silver to the dollar, upon like terms and conditions as gold is now 
coined for private holders; that the standard silver dollar heretofore coined 
and herein provided for shall be the unit of account and standard of value in 
like manner as now provided for the gold dollar, and shall be a legal tender for 
all debts, pants and private, except where otherwise stipulated. 

Src, 2. That so much of the provisions of the act of February 28,1878, entitled 
“An act to authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and restore its 
1 tender character,” as provides for issuing certificates on the deposit of 
silver dollars shall be applicable to the coin herein named; and so much of the 
said act of February 28, 1878, as provides for the purchase of silver bullion to be 
coined monthly into standard silver dollars be, and the same is hereby, re- 


Pees That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to adopt such 
rules and regulations as may be necessary to enforce the provisions of this act. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman who has just 
taken his seat [Mr. BLAND] has made some complaint about “ gag 
law ” as applied to that side of the House. The gentleman ought to 
have become used to gag law, because during the last four years the 
men who have had control of the House on that side of the Chamber 
have so managed affairs that the gentleman has been completely silenced 
during all that time, and his demand for silver has been suppressed. 
He ought to have become used to gag law after that discouraging ex- 
perience. The last Administration not only did not permit any propo- 
sition tocome from the committee of that side of the House looking 
toward the free coinage of silver 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him? He 
does not wish to make a misstatement. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. No, I do not wish to make a misstatement. 

Mr. BLAND. In the Forty-ninth Congress, during Cleveland’s Ad- 
ministration, I introduced a free-coinage bill, the same one I have now, 
word for word and line for line. I advocated it on this floor, and it 
received 96 Democratic votes and only 30 Republican votes. If you 
want to go into politics about it, that is the fact. I urged it during 
that Administration, and I will say that I am no Democrat or Repub- 
lican on this subject. I am in favor of silver as against party or per- 
son or anything else. [Applause. ] 


nal bill, 
be read. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It only got into this House from the Demo- 
cratic party in the form of a minority report, 

Mr. BLAND. And Iam in the minority yet, it seems. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I do not deny that the gentleman has 3 in 
favor, in a mild way, for the last four years, of the free coinage of sil - 
ver. Ido not deny that he is probably in favor of it to-day. I say 
that he was here during the last Congress, and I know that nothing 
emanated from his committee on the subject, and, while something 
did come in the way of a minority report from the gentleman in the 
Congress preceding, I know that it never passed this Ho and it 
only got enough Democratic votes to enable them to masquerade before 
American people as being in favor of free coinage. There has been a 
vast amount of masquerading done on that side of the House in this 
Congress. They sat as silent as could be and suppressed all pension 
legislation, during the last Administration, of a general character for 
the reliet of the disabled soldiers and dependent widows, so that dur- 
ing the entire Democratic Administration not a step was taken in that 
direction. 

But no sooner have we control of the House than the gentlemen 
seek to go before this country by a motion to recommit with in- 
structions to bring in a service-pension bill and try to make the coun- 
try believe after their four years of silence they are in favor of a serv- 
ice-pension law. Ev y knew that this was mere masquerading, 
and we will have some masquerading to-morrow on the subject of tree 
coinage. . After their four years of silence on that question, after four 
years of failure to pass any measure to remonetize silver, with no Dem- 
ocratic report in favor of it, that side of the House will ask the recom- 
mittal of this bill, with instructions to bring in a bill in favor of free 
coinage. That action on their part will be mere masquerading, and 
nobody will be deceived by it. 

Now I want to call attention, first, to the position of the Republican 
party on this subject. The Republican party in its national conven- 
tion in Chicago declared that— 

The Republican party is in favor of both 


demns the policy of the Democratic Admin 
tize silver. 


That is the position of the Republican party. We believe thatboth 


ld and silver as money, and con- 
tion in its endeavor to demone- 


.gold and silver have from time immemorial been used as money by all 


peoples, and we want to continue that condition of things in this coun- 
try. The opposition to this comes from the Democratic party. Mr. 
Cleveland was elected on a platform that said not one word about free 
coinage in 1884. k 

There is not in his platform a word on the subject of free coinage. 
We all remember his letter to A. J. Warner; and, by the way, Mr. War- 
ner comes to the front this morning in a circular that I suppose every 
member has received; he, too, has been quitesilent for four years, but 
he comes to the front this morning in this circular in favor of free sil- 
ver as an aid to protection. Now, I will print as a part of my remarks 
the letter of President Cleyeland to A. J. Warner. 

The letter is as follows: 


The Hon. A. J. WARNER and other members of the Forty-cighth Congress: 


GENTLEMEN: The letter which I have had the honor to receive from you in- 
vites, and, indeed, obliges me to give expression to some grave public neces- 
sities, although in advance of the moment when they would become the objects 
of my official care and responsibility. Your solicitude if my judgment 
shall have been carefully and deliberately formed is entirely just, and I accept 
the suggestion in the same friendly spirit in which it has been made. It is also 
fully justified by the nature of the financial crisis which under the operation of 
the act of Con of February 28, 1 is now closeat hand. a compliance 
with the requirements of that law all the vaults of the Federal have 
been and are hea full of silver coins, which are now worth less than W per 
cent, of the gold dollar prescribed as the unit of value in section 14 of the act of 
Feb: 12, 1873, and which, with the silver certificates representing such coin, 
are receivable for all publicdues. Being thus receivable, while also constantly 
increasing in quantity at the rate of $28,000,000 a year, it followed, of neces- 
sity, that the flow of gold into the Treasury has n steadily diminished. 

Silver and silver certificates have displaced and are now displacing gold, and 
the sum of gold in the Federal Treasury now available for the e of the 
gold obligations of the United States and for the redemption of United States 
notes called greenbacks, if not already encroached upon, is perilously near such 
en ent. These are facts which, as they do not admit of difference of 
opinion, call for no argument. They have been forewarned to us in the official 
Topora of every Secretary of the Treasury from 1878 till now. They are plainly 
aftirmed in the last December report of the present Secretary of the Treasury to 
the Speaker of the omens House of Representatives. Bag Sagat in the offi- 
cial documents of this Congress and in the records of the New York clearing- 
house, of which the Treasury is a member, and soos which the bulk of the 
receipts and payments of the Federal Government and of the country pass. 

These being the facts of our present condition, our danger and our duty to 
avert that danger would seem to be plain. I hope that you concur with me and 
with the great majority of our fellow-citizens in deeming it most desirable at 
the present juncture to maintain and continue in use the mass of our gold coin, 
as well as the mass of silver already coined. This is possible by a present sus- 
pension of the purchase and coinage of silver. [am not aware that by any 
other method it is possible. It is of momentous importance to prevent the two 
metals from parting company; to prevent the increasing displacement of gold 
by the increasing coinage of silver; to prevent the disuse of gold in the custom- 
houses of the United States in the daily business of the people; to prevent the 
ultimate expulsion of gold by silver. Such a financial er as these events 
would certainly precipitate, were it now to follow upon so long a period of 
commercial depression, would involve the people of every city and every State 
in the Union in prolonged and disastrous trouble. 

The revival of business enterprise and prosperity, so ardently desired and 
apparents so near, would be iopelessly postponed, Gold would be withdrawn 
to its hoarding p and an unp en contraction in the actual volume 
of our currency would speedily take place. Saddest of all, in every workshop, 
mill, factory, store, and on every railroad and farm the wages of labor, ab y 
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arr paren oy down of the pur- 
power of every so-called dollar paid into the handof toil. From these 
most patriotic and grateful duty of the rep- 


with sincere respect, fellow-citizen, j 
es GROVER CLEVELAND. 

ALBANY, February H, 1888. 

Following up this suggestion, his eminent Secretary, Mr. Manning, 
on page 15 of his report of December 7, 1885, speaking of the subject 
of currency reform, uses this language: 

CURRENCY REFORM. 

Currency reform is first in the order of importance and ot time, and fitly pre- 

cedes other reforms, even taxation reform because it will facilitate all other 
- reforms, and because it can not safely be deferred. The coinage act of 1878— 
I believe tat is the Bland act, if I am not mistaken— 


is overloading the mints with unissued, the subtreasuries with re turned sil- 
ver dol and will unavoidably convert the funds of the Treasury into those 
me DA and depreciating coins. 

disorders of our currency chiefly arise from the operation of two enact- 


Mi. The act of February 28, 1878, which has been construed as a permanent ap- 

prop for ual Treasury purchases of at least $24,000,000 worth of sile 

ver per annum, al 

able and falling value, which must be manutactured into coins of unlimited 

legal tender issued to the people of the United States as equivalents of our 

monetary unit. 

emn 0 e” 

of ali the obligations of the United States not bearing 

~ $346,000,000 paper money of unlimited legal tender, and required the 
demption issue and reissue of these promises to pay dollars, as equi 
our monetary unit. 

Now, the Secretary of the Treasury declared those two measures as 
being of the greatest danger to the continued prosperity of the nation 
and insisted that they should be repealed. That is, that the coinage 
of the $2,000,000 per month should be prohibited and stopped abso- 
Iutely, and that the Treasury notes should all be retired. That cer- 
tainly was in the interest of the contraction of the circulation, 

The Secretary defines his position on this question at great length, 
clearly showing that he was opposed to the coinage of silver except for 
subsidiary pu and after saying that the continued coinage of sil- 
ver would be disastrous in its results and would cause the disappear- 
ance of gold, he says, and I will quote further from page 17 of this Re- 
port from the Secretary of the Treasury: : . 

In but one way now can any nation retain in use coins of both metals which 
are both unlimited legal tender, namely, by stopping the coinage of the metal 
unacceptable to other nations. France has done so. The United States must 
likewise stop coining silver. 

This was the position of the President of the United States and his 
Secretary of the Treasury during those four years. The convention of 
the Democratic party that met in St. Louis in June, 1888, said not one 
word in condemnation of these positions of the President and Secre- 
tary of the party. It said not one word in favor of the free coinage of 
silver; not one word in favor of increasing the circulation of the coun- 
try; and yet these gentlemen come forward here and make charges 
against the Republican party of being in favor of applying a gag-law 
and prohibiting the consideration of this great question. 

I tava shown you that the Republican party was pledged to the full 
remonetization of silver, and as a step in that direction, which shall 
not put into the pockets of the bullion holders of thiscountry a premium 
of 20 or 25 per cent. on the $50,000,000 of bullion without any equiva- 
lent, we hope to adopt this bill framed in the interest of the silver money 
of the country and an increase of the circulation of the country, so 
that instead of the country being supplied monthly in the form of silver 
certificates with $2,000,000, they shall every month receive $4,500,000, 
being an increase in the annual circulation of $30,000,000 more than 
at the present. 

Now, it seems to me that if the theory of the bimetallists and the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], and I think he is right on this 
question—itseems to me, if their theories are correct, that the entire sil- 
ver bullion product of the United States is made available in the form of 
money through itsrepresentative, the Treasury notes, that will bringsil- 
ver up to its former value, and when this is done it will then authorize 
under the provisions of this bill the freecoinageof silver. It seems tome 
that that is a great step in the right direction, and it does not merit the de- 
nunciation which gentlemen on that side of the House have seen proper to 
heap upon it. But the gentleman and others have spoken about the 
depreciation of values. I admit that farm products are depressed in 

ue, I think one of the causes for this arises out of the demonetiza- 
tion of silver. But this is not the sole cause. We can all remember 
when the farmer in the Northwest had to hire all his hands to harvest 
his wheat it cost at least $3 an acre to harvest his grain. 

Mr. BIGGS. You do not assert that asa fact, that it cost $3 an acre 
to bind wheat? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I do; that it cost at least $3 an acre to har- 
vest his wheat. 

Mr. BIGGS. Then, if you do, you do not know anything about 
farming. When you make such an assertion I know you arelaboring 
under a mistake. Many years ago, when I was a boy sixteen years of 
age, I bound wheat, keeping up with the cradle, where they cut 4 acres 
aday. Noone who knows anything about it would say that they 


charged $3 for the binding of a single acre. 


ized as 
re- 
mts of 


from causes mostly foreign that metal is now of mut- | - 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. They saved their grain cheaper then than 
they did ten years ago with the machines that were not self-binders, 
Every man who knows anything about it knows that to be true. 

Mr. BIGGS. I do not want to interrupt the gentleman, but there 
is no man who has followed farming, as I have done, who will say that 
it costs $4 or $5 to bind an acre of grain. That is incorrect. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I said $2. 

A MEMBER. Oh, no! 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. We hired four or five men to follow after a 
machine that was not a self-binder. We paid them $3a day and board, 
and they bound on an average from 10 to 12 acres in a day. The gen- 
tleman can figure it out for himself. Every farmer in Iowa knows it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question there? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Ican not, of course, permit any further in- 
terruption. My time is very limited. The use of the self-binder and 
the reduction of its price have been of great assistance to the Western 
farmer and greatly reduced the cost of the production of grain, and 
there has been a great increase in the amount of farm products. 

There has been a great improvement in farm machinery. It is well 
known that when we plowed a row of corn we had to run three times 
in the row with a single plow. Everybody knows that we had to do 
that twenty-five or thirty years ago; but by the use of the cultivator 
the farmer can plow a row of corn, and do it better, by going throngh 
the row a single time. All these things have had a tendency to make it 
easier to raise grain and has resulted in larger production, and asa 
result it has led to a depreciation in the price of farm products. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Will the geatleman permit a ques- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has declined to be interrupted. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will, if you will make it short. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, Does the gentleman contend that the 
farmer shall receive no benefit from human inventions and from the 
creation of new machinery ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The gentleman can not go beyond me in my 
desire that every human being shall receive the full benefit of every 
exertion he puts forth. [Applause on the Republican side.] Every 
man should have the full benefit of every exertion he puts forth, and 
nobody should be permitted to defraud him of it. That is the true 
theory. i 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question there? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Not now. 

And no man goes before me in my desire to accomplish that result. 
Any man who desires to get a dollar by force or fraud or in any other 
way from any other man without earning it (without any disrespect 
to those gentlemen) has in his heart the elements of rascality. 

I believe that, as Greeley said, the moment when a man seeks to get 
a dollar or forms the purpose to get a dollar without earning it that 
is the darkest moment in his life. 

Mr. ROGERS. You ought to be over on this side of the House. 


[Laughter.] 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Oh, never. I can never get on the side of 
men who, thirty or forty years ago, defended, in the name of God and 
humanity, robbing a whole race of its earnings. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. LEWIS. Who did the robbing one hundred years ago? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. They were just as bad, I do not care who 
they were. I have only to say that the men of the North one hundred 
years ago sinned and repented, but the Democratic party has proved a 
hardened sinner. [Laughter.] Mr. Speaker, that is all I care to say 
in regard to the methods by which the values of farm products have 
been reduced. The Republican party, as an organization, in its plat- 
form declared in favor of using both gold and silver as money, and 
there is not a man on this side of the House, including my friend from 
Massachusetts [r. WALKER] who has addressed us this morning, 
who is not in favor of that proposition, and 1 hope we are going to put 
that proposition into this law, and it will result in the complete de- 
monetization of silver, in the coinage of the entire American silver 
product, and in the two metals ultimately going hand in hand as 
auxiliaries in the march of progress and advancement. 

I am one of those who believe that it is much more to the interest 
of humanity to have the purchasing power of money decreased, rather 
than to have it increased, because the disadvantages resulting from the 
decrease of the purchasing power of money is always, in a measure, 
remedied by the interest that the money-lender receives, bat the ad- 
vantages resulting to the money-lender and the disadvantages to the 
creditor from the increase of the purchasing power of money are in no 
way, and can in no way be, compensated. Mr. Speaker, I think what 
I havesaid explains sufficiently the view of all Western men. We be- 
lieve that a steady equal value of the medium of exchange is the just 
and equitable theory in regard to our money. We do not desire to ap- 
preciate it or to depreciate it. We desire that money, which is the 
representative of labor, shall, whenever it is desired by the holder of 
the money, be transferable into some other form of the product of la- 
bor that he can use. That is the theory on which the use of money is 
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justiflable and desirable, and the desire of all just men is that the value 
shall remain the same or as nearly so as possible. 

My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] spoke of the depre- 
ciation of values in the last one hundred years, that there has been an 
appreciation in the value of gold and silver. I doubt very much 
whether that proposition is true. I am inclined to think that the sta- 
tistics do not warrant that statement. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Oh, yes, they do. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I am satisfied, taking a period of several hun- 
dred years, the contrary has been the fact. But it isimmaterial whether 
that has been so or not; the desire of everybody is to have the value as 
nearly permanent as possible, so that neither the creditor nor the debtor 
shall have any reason to complain. Ido not pretend to be a thorough 
financier, because I have not in recent years given this matter very much 
consideration, but this bill is presented to us from men who have for 
years been in favor of remonetizing silver—no man more so than the 
chairman of this Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures—and 
they, having investigated the subject thoroughly, believe that the effect 
of this bill will be ultimately to fully remonetize silver. Certainly its 
effect will be to increase the volume of our circulation, to increase the 
amount of money in the hands of the people, and it will thus be an 
advantage to all men who produce any form of commodity in the United 
States, farmers as well as others. Believing that to be a desirable re- 
sult, I favor this bill, as I have favored every other bill that has been 
before Congress since I have had the honor of a seat here having in 
view the object of increasing the circulation in this country. 

I am sorry to be able to say that during the last Congress we had to 
pass a resolution authorizing the late President's Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to purchase the obligations of the Government and turn loose a vast 
amount of money, more than $125,000,000, which he had hoarded 
and which he continued to hoard until we gave him permission by a 
resolution to do what he had already the legal right to do, but which 
he refused to do although he had that right. I am sorry also to be 
compelled to say that the bill introduced in the last Congress, and which 
is before this Congress, authorizing the issuing of a large amount of 
money by the banks upon their securities, which would add many mill- 
ions to the circulation, found no response on that side of the House; 
the result being, as I believe, the depreciation of the values of all 
American products to such a degree that in the last year of the Demo- 
cratic Administration the balance of trade, which for years had been 
one hundred and twenty-five millions in our favor, disappeared. And 
if the same policy of reducing the volume of our currency had been con- 
tinued by this Administration the balance of trade would now be against 
us, and greater stagnation and greater prostration of all the interests ot 
the country than we now have would have been the inevitable result, 

I do not care to occupy the attention of the House any longer, but I 
will print with my remarks extracts from the report of Mr. Cleveland’s 
Secretary of the Treasury, showing the position on this question of the 
late Democratic Administration, which at its close received the indorse- 
ment of every man on that side of the House, although during its entire 
term it had pursued the policy of demonetizing silver, I am satisfied 
very well, Mr. Speaker, with the financial policy of the Republican 
party. Under its able management our nation has made marvelous 
progress and our people have been in the main prosperous. Our last 
monthly statement shows that our entire public debt has been reduced 
to $1,008,000,000 and our interest charge to about $32,000,000 a year. 
Such a result with such continued prosperity is the marvel of the ages, 
and attests the wisdom of the financial management of the Republican 
party and justifies our confidence in its capacity to wisely manage th 

nances in the future. - 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I would not attempt 
to enter into the discussion of the silver question were it not one of such 
vital importance to the people whom I represent on this floor, and were 
there not, as I believe, much misapprehension existing as to the posi- 
tion occupied by the people engaged in mining, and especially in the 
production of silver. I can not expect to present to this House or to 
the country hardly any new phase of a subject that has received so 
much consideration at the hands of those who have spent years in its 
investigation. Should I be able, however, to add anything that shall 
enlist the attention and interest of this House for the favorable con- 
sideration of free coinage, I believe I shall have rendered a service to 
millions of the people of this country. 

It is a matter of history that from the foundation of this Government 
until 1873 there existed free coinage of both gold and silver at the 
ratio, with little exception, of 16 to 1. It is a matter of history that 
the ratio in France and the Latin Union was 15} to 1, and that free coin- 
age had existed in France at that ratio from 1803 until the limitation 
by France in 1874. It is a matter of history that for two hundred years 
the ratio between gold and silver upon the continent of Europe had 
been substantially unchanged, and it is also a matter of history that 
silver had been a money metal from the earliest dawn of history and 
a measure by which the value of all property had been determined. 


The fluctuations or variations in the ratio between silver and gold 
had been nominal until 1873, but very great since that time; and that 
these fluctuations did not arise by reason of the relative production of 
gold and silver at different periods is conclusively shown by a state- 


ment of the ratio of production, taken from the report of the Royal 
Commission. They say: r 

In the history of the production of the precious metals the two principal feat- 
ures are the large discoveries of silver in South America and fr 


in California and Australia which marked the middle of the nineteenth 3 
Prior to 1545 the average annual production of gold ro andy to have 7 in 
m the date of the di 


ply since that date, 
t. gold. 


cen 

Notwithstanding these variations in the production, the relative value of the 
two metals, as represented by the gold price of silver, has, at least during the 
last two hundred years, been subject to much less fluctuation. At the begin- 
nipgof the sixteenth ny ae relative value of silver to gold was l tol, 
During that century silver lepreciated slowlxrand during the first half of the 
seventeenth century more rapidly, until in 1670 the ratio was about 15 to 1, near 
which point it remained till shortly after the middle of the teenth century. 
About this time there wasa considerable discovery of d in Brazil, and the 
ratio became about 144 to I. Silver then again became slightly depreciated, and 
from the beginning of the present century down to 1873 the ratio did not ma- 
terially vary from 15} to 1. 

it will thus be seen that from the middle of the seventeenth century the rela- 
tive value of the two metals did not vary much more than 3 t, in either 
direction until the recent divergence began to manifest itself In 


And Mr, Pixley, in his testimony before the commission, says: 


It will be observed that from 1833 to 1872 the annual average price of bar sil- 
ver on the London market was never lower than 50 hd. per ounce, nor higber 
than 62 d., showing a range of 21d. during the forty years in question, and that 
in the years from 1873 to Id. both inclusive, the highest annual average was 
594d. (in the first Fb vee of the period) and the lowest 44. (in the last year), show- 
ing a variation of 144d. 

The highest actual quotation between 1833 and 1873 was Gd. in July, 1859; and 
the lowest 583d. in February and March, 1833, showing a variation of dd. 

In the later period the highest actual quotation was 59}§d. in February, 1873, 
and the lowest 42d. in July and August, 1886, showing a variation of 17}{§d. 

During the current or the price has undergone a further decline, dating 
from about the end of February. On the 19th of May the quotation was 4i{d., 
Saa Goel yet recorded, and for some weeks afterwards it scarcely rose above 


As will be seen from the dates given the general tendency of thesilver market 
since 1878 has been down wards, there being only three ra (1877, 1880, and 1884) 
in which the average price for the whole year was higher than in the year pre- 


The commission, after hearing testimony and setting forth the = 
ments pro and con why silver has depreciated in its relations to 
state that: 


192, These considerations seem to suggest the existence of some steadying in- 
fluence in former periods, which has now been removed, and which left 
the silver market subject to the free influence of causes, the full effect of which 
was previously kept in check. 

The question therefore forces itself upon us: Is there any other circumstance 
calculated to affect the relation of silver to gold which distinguishes the later 
period from the earlier? 7 

Now, undoubtedly the date which forms the dividing line between an epoch 
of approximate fixity in the relative value of gold and silver and one of marked 
instability is the year when the bimetallic system which had previously been 
in force in the Latin Union ceased to be in full operation; we are irresist- 
ibly led to the conclusion that the operation of that system, established as it 
was in countries the population and commerce of which were considerable, ex- 
erted a material influence upon the relative value of the two metals, 

80 long as that system was in force we think that, notwithstanding the 
changes in the production and use of the precious metals, it kept the market 
price at ried . steady at the ratio fixed by law between them, 
namely, E 

When once the conclusion is arrived at that this was the case, the circumstances 
on which we have dwelt as characterizing the period since 1873 appear amply 
sufficient to account for the fall in the price of silver, tending as they all do in 
that direction; and the fact that on any particular day the supply of silver and 
of council bills may be large while the need for remittances is small, and vice 
versa, would explain the constant fluctuations in the price of silver which ha ve 
manifested themselves in recent years. 

198. Nor does it appear to us a priori unreasonable to suppose that the exist- 
ence in the Latin Union of a bimetallic system with a ratio of 15} to 1 fixed be- 
tween the two metals should have been capable of keeping the market price of 
silver steady at approximately that ratio. ` 

The view thatit could only affect the market price to the extent to which 
there was a demand for it for currenty purposes in the Latin Union, orto which 
it was actually taken to the mints of those countries, is, we think, fallacious, 

The fact that the owner of silver could, in the last resort, take it to those mints 
and have it converted into coin, which balsa eens mitre ewig at the ratio 
of 15} of silver to | of gold, would, in out opinion, be likely to affect the price 
of silverin the market generally, whoever the purchaser and for whatever 
country it was destined. It would enable the seller to stand out for a price ap- 
proximating to the legal ratio, and would tend to keep the market steady at 
about that point, 

And while the commission think many causes may have operated, 
the entire commission join in the statement that— 

That action of the Latin Union in 1873 brokethe link between silver and gol 
which had kept the price of the former, as by the latter, constant 
about the legal ratio; and when this link was broken the silver market was 
open to the influence of all the factors which go to affect the price of a eommod- 
ity. ‘These factors happen since 1873 to have operated in the direction of a fall 
in the gold price of that metal. and the frequent fluctuations in its value are ac- 
counted for by the fact that the market has become fully sensitive to the other 
influences to which we have called attention above. 

Thus far the commission were unanimous in their report, but when 
they come to a consideration of the evils resulting from a fall in gold 
prices of commodities the commission divide, six of them holding one 
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view and six of them holding opposite views. The six members of the 
commission who hold that the fall in gold prices of commodities is at- 
tributable to the demonetization of silver state their views as follows; 
they say: $ 

In the first place, we find no proof that the supply of commodities generally 
has 3 or that the cost be production has ‘iiminished ata r rate 
in the years which have ela since the rupture of the bime! c par than 
was the case in periods of like duration antecedent to that date. 

On the contrary, it would seem to be the case that it was immediately after, 
and no doubt in co uence of, the great discoveries of science, such as the 
inventions of steam, uf electricity, the telegraph, etoc., that the most marked 


now. 

Secondly, if gold prices have fallen solely owing to increased supply of com- 
modities, silver prices should have fallen to the same extent, which is not the 
ease. And the possible contention that a similar fall in silver prices has been 
averted by increased supplies of silver seems to us to be inconsistent with the 
figures given in sections 27 and 36 of Part I of the report, which show that, as 

s countries outside of the United States, while the supply of gold has fallen 
off by £15,000,000 yearly since 1666~70, the annual supply of silver has increased 
by less than £4,500,000, 

For these reasons we are unable to attach as much importance as our col- 
— 2 2 to the opasno of causes affecting commodities in producing a general 

of prices, which is estimated to average about 30 per cent.; and we think 
itis incumbent upon those who take that view to explain why prices did not 
fall in a similar degree at the earlier periods to which we have referred. 

12. There a to us to be sufficient evidence (to which we shall refer later 
on when we deal in detail with the several questions contained in our order of 
reference) to show that the fall of prices and its resulting evils have affected all 
classes of the population (with the exception of those in the enjoyment of fixed 
incomes payable in gold), from the manufacturers and producers down to the 
wage-earners; but, fa our opinion, it is the latter class which have the most 
direct and immediate interest in the adoption of any measure which will re- 
establish the comparative stability of the standard of value, such as it was be- 
fore the recent divergence in the relative value of the precious metals. 

14. As regards ments under old or fixed contracts,“ it is manifest that 
such contracts, if lie from a period antecedent to the fall in the gold prices 
of silver, become more onerous at each successive stage of the fall, and that the 
burden of “new or current contracts" will increase in the same manner if the 

further. 


Summing up their conclusions, they say: 

We are strongly of opinion that both metals must continue to be used as 
standard money; the results of using them 3 and independently since 
1873 have been most unsatisfactory, and may be positively disastrous in the fut- 


It can not be questioned that until 1873 gold and silver were always effectively 
linked by a legal ratio in one or more countries, 

It is equally indisputable-that the relative value of the two metals has been 
subject to greater divergence since 1874than during the whole of the two hun- 
dred years preceding that date, notwithstanding the occurrence of variations 
in their relative uction more intense and more prolonged than those which 
have been experienced in recent years. 

29, In 1873 and 1874 the connecting link disappeared, and for the first time the 
system of rating the two metals ceased to form a subject of legislation in any 
country in the world. 

The law of supply and demand was for the first time left to operate inde- 

ndently u 2 value of each metal; and simultaneously the ratio which 
Rad been maintained, with scarcely any perceptible variation, for two hundred 
years gave place toa marked and rapid divergence in the relative value of gold 
and silver, which has culminated in a change from 15}, to 1 to 22to 1, 


And discussing the remedy for the evils, they say: 


PROPOSED REMEDY, 


30. It appears to us impossible to attribute the concurrence of these two events 
to a merely fortuitous coincidence. They must, in our opinion, be regarded as 
standing to each other in the relation of cause and effect, 

We can not, therefore, doubt that if the system which prevailed before 1873 
were replaced in its in ty most of the evils which we have above described 
would be removed; and the remedy which we have to suggest is simply the 
reversion to a system which existed before the changes above referred to were 
brought about—a system, namely, under which both metals were freely coined 
into legal-tender money at a fixed ratio over a sufficiently large area. 


I have quoted thus largely from the report, as it bears the evidence 
of having been a most thorough and exhaustive investigation of the 
subject, and by a commission of a Government which has held to the 
single gold standard since 1816. In the opinion of the whole commis- 
sion the divergence between gold and silver was caused by the legisla- 
tive act of demonetizing silver, and in the opinion of one-half of the 
same commission the evil of the fall in gold prices of commodities 
would find a remedy by a ‘‘reversion to a system which existed before 
the changes above referred to were brought about.’’ 

This is the position taken by those who advocate the free coinage of 
silver by our Government. We say, first, that it was the law until 
1873 from the foundation of the Government, aud that no matter how 
wide the divergence in the production of the precious metals, at one 
time great increase in the production of gold and at another great in- 
crease in the production of silver; yet with all these changes, while 
the bimetallic standard obtained and was preserved by legislation, the 
ratio of variation between the two metals had not been over 3 per cent. 
for two hundred years. We say that this bimetallic standard gave 
stability to-the measure of value. 

We say that the departure from this standard has been the cause of 
untold misery to the producers of the world and the wage-workers, and 
has benefited, as the royal commission very truly says, only“ those 
in the enjoyment of fixed incomes payable in gold,” 

It is a strange and incomprehensible condition when a nation of pro- 
ducers, as we are, should join in a crusade against the prices of our own 
commodities, let alone the fact that we produce nearly one-half of the 
silver of the world. It would seem that we would, asa matter of self- 
interest, desire to protect that, yet the losses to the silver producer has 
been merely nominal compared with the depreciation of values of com 
modities. Let us examine this in the light of the statistics. I have 
here the average value of certain commodities for different periods, with 
the percentage of decrease, showing the actual loss that 25 been suf- 
fered by the producer. This is official, taken from our own Bureau of 
Statistics and certified to by the chief of that bureau. There can be 
absolutely no escape from these results, and while we may differ as to 
the causes, the result to the producer is a fact which can not be gain- 
said or questioned. The first period is the average value of the dif- 
ferent commodities for the five years preceding the demonetization of 
silver by this Government. ; 


Average prices of certain domestic commodities and silver bullion in the United States during the periods indicated below, from 1868 to 1888, inclusive. 


First pe- 


inclu- 1877, inclusive. 


Articles, Unit of sive. 


Aver- | Increase (+) or 


Per ct, 
$0. 204 80. 148 —$0.056 | 27.46 | $0. 
1. 473 | 1.255 — 0.218 | 14.80 1. 
0.904 | 0.689 — 0.215 23.78 0. 
0. 611 0.452 — 0.189 29. 48 0. 
„21.734 | 19.282 — 2.452 11.28 16. 
0.127 | 0.105 — 0.022 37.32 | 0, 
0,113 | 0.091 | — 0.022 19.47 0. 
0.145 | 0.113 — 0.032 22.07 0. 
0.088 | 0.082 | — 0.006 6. 81 0. 
0.544 | 0.513 | — 0.031 5.70 | 0. 
0.534 | 0.497 | — 0.037 6.93 | 0. 
0.502 | 0.430 | — 0.072 | 14.34 | 0. 
39.425 | 27.925 | —11.500 | 29.17 | 23. 
122. 400 | 77.650 | —44.750 | 36.56 | 53. 
0.150 | 0.105 | — 0.045 | 30.00 | 0, 
0.124 | 0.087 | — 0.037 | 29.84] 0. 
0.078 | 0.052 — 0.026 | 33.83] 0. 
1.361 | 1.238 | — 0.123 9.04) 1. 
1 1.025 | 0.956 — 0.069 6.73 | 0. 
Gold (currency price) ... 1.225 | 1.152 — 0,073 6.00 | 1. 


10 lr. Second period, 1873 to Third period, 1878 to 


Aver- 
Average decrease (—) ag 
price. | since first period. price. 


82 883888388 883888885 


Fiſth Sixth 


Fourth period, 1883 to 
1887, inclusive, 


inclusive. 


1883, in- 1888. in- 
clusive. clusive. 8 


A ae a a so a ba ee ee a since the 


| | period, 
Increase (Hor | Aver- | Increase (+) or | Aver- | Aver- 
decrease (—) decrease (—) age 
tees first period. from first period.] price. | price. 
Per ct. el. 

—$0. 093 $0. 103 | —$0. 10} | 49.51 | $0.110 80. 101 | —$0. 009 | — 8. 18 
— 0.283 0. — 0.510 | 34.62 | 1,147] 0.908 | — 0.239 —20. 84 
— 0.345 . 0.562 — 0.342 | 57.83 | 0. 584 0.536 | — 0.048 | — 8.22 
— 0.244 | 38.07 | 0.407 — 0.234 | 36.51 | 0.430] 0.392 | — 0.038 | — 8.84 
— 5.460 | 25.12 | 17.966 | — 3.768 | 17.34 | 17.234 | 17.649 | +- 0.415 | + 2.41 
— 0.046 | 36.22 | 0,092 — 0.035 27. 56 0.086] 0.087 | + 0.001 | + 1.16 
— 0.042 | 37.17 | 0.075 | — 0.088 33.63] 0.077 | 0.065 | — 0.012 | —15. 59 
— 0.057 39. 31 0.087 — 0.058 40. 00 0.09% | 0.078 | — 0,016 | —17.02 
— 0.017 19.32 0.071 — 0.017 | 19.32 | 0.075 | 0,063 | — 0.012 16. 00 
— 0.124 22.79 0.355 — 0.189 | 34.74] 0.424 0.335 | — 0.089 —20. 99 
— 0.091 | 17.04 | 0.868 — 0.166 | 81.09 | 0.446 | 0.351 | — 0.095 | —21. 30 
— 0.123 | 24.50 | 0.321 | — 0.181 | 36.06 | 0.374 | 0.817 | — 0.057 | —15. 24 
—15.725 | 39.89 | 20.000 | —19.425 | 49.27 |.. one 
—68.875 | 56,27 | 33.725 | —88.675 72.45 — 
— 0.068 | 45.83 | 0.073 — 0.077 51.33 0.081 0.071 — 0.013 —15. 48 
— 0.057 | 45.97 | 0.060 — 0.064 51.61 | 0.066 | 0.061 „005 | — 7.58 
— 0.039 | 50.00 0.083 | — 0.045 57.09 0.040 | 0.034 | — 0.006 | —15.00 
— 0.218 | 16.02 | 1.068 | — 0,293 | 21.53 0. 129 1.037 | — 0.092 | — 8. 15 
— 0.144 14.05 0.814 0. 211 20.59] 0.874 0.787 | — 0.087 9.95 
— 0.223 | 18.20 | 1,000 | — 0.225 | 18.87 | 1.000 | 1.000 . . .. . . 


* At the annual average price of silver bullion. 


The prices of the above commodities as stated in the table represent the average export prices of domestic merchandise, with the exception of the prices, 


of wools, furnished by Messrs, Mauger & Avery, of New York; of iron and steel, furnished by Mr. James M. Swank, of Philadelphia; of cottons, furnished by 
Mr. Joshua Reece, of New York, and of silver bullion, obtained from the annual report of the Director of the Mint, 
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It shows that cotton for that period was 20. 4 cents per pound. The sec- 
ond period is the average value for the succeeding five years after the de- 
monetization of silver, and it shows the price of cotton to be 14.8 cents 
per pound. The third period is the average value for the next suc- 
ceeding five years, and it shows the price of cotton to be 11. 1 cents per 

und. Tbe fourth period is the average value for the next succeed- 
ing five years, which brings it down and includes the year 1887, and it 
shows the price of cotton to be 10.5 cents per pound. Now, the cotton 
planter engaged in raising cotton during the four periods, consisting of 
twenty consecutive years, has found that the price has depreciated 
49.51 per cent.; that substantially it is worth only one-half as much in 
the last period as it was during the first, and that the fall in prices has 
been continuous. 

It may be interesting to see what is the result from this as affecting 
the cotton crop. Take the cotton crop for the year 1887. It amounted 
to 6,505,087 bales, aud its total value was $291,045,346. Could that 
crop have sold for the average price for the five years preceding the de- 
monetization of silver, its value would have been $576,441,564. That 
the loss by depreciation in the price on the product for one year was 
the sum of 8285, 396,218. In other words, instead of 6,505,087 bales 
that was produced, it was necessary to produce 6,378,994 bales addi- 
tional, or a total of 12,884,081 bales to realize what 6,505,087 bales 
would have realized during the first period. If the planter commenced 
his operations in debt, it would require almost double the product to 
discharge the indebtedness that was required when the debt was con- 
tracted, 

The same rule holds as to wheat, oats, and corn, though the percent- 
age of decrease was not quite so large. The ntage of decrease 
in the price of wheat was 34.62, in the price of corn 37.83, and in the 
price of oats 36.51. The same percentage of decrease in price to a 
greater or less degree obtains universally with all’products of the farm 
and the manufactures, The Bureau of Statistics has furnished me 
with the prices and percentage of decrease on fifteen different articles 
which appear in their table. But for the purposes of illustration I 
have had prepared a statement showing the total value of the cotton, 
wheat, oats, and corn crop for the one year 1887. 


Loss in 
Value of crop 
Valne of crop | Ned at prices | Of 1887 at price are 
of 1887. during first sixth per- 
od. 

Cotton $291, 045, 346 $25, 923, 
Whea! 310, 612, 960 81, 773, 294 
Oats... 200, 699, 790 19, 462, 331 
Corn eee eee 664, 100, 770 57, 856, 612 


Re Seen 1, 465, 464, 866 2, 421, 564, 430 | 185,030, 694 
Their value was $1,466,464,866 for that year. Had that year’s 
crop of cotton, wheat, oats, and corn sold for the average price during 
the five years preceding the demonetization of silver their total value 
would have been $2,421,564,430. Hence the loss on one year’s crop 
by reason of the depreciation in price was the sum of $955,059,564, 
nearly enough to pay the balance of the national debt. No one ever 
heard of any debt, national, State, county, municipal, or individual, de- 
creasing any during that time, except as thesume was paid. This will 
give some idea of the difference between the position occupied by a 
creditor and a debtor during this period. It will also illustrate the 
difference between a producer of these articles and one whose good for- 
tune it was to be a holder of securities and the beneficiary of a fixed 
income, so far as a depreciation of values is concerned. But I have 
heard over and over again the statement that this silver legislation 
ee only benefit the bullion producer, that he would derive all the 
nefit. 

Now, let us see what this table shows in regard to silver during the 
twenty years included in the four periods of this table mentioned. 
The silver dollar during the first period was worth $1.025 as compared 
with gold. The average bullion price of that dollar during the last 
period was $0.814, showing a depreciation as compared with gold of 
20.59 per cent., less than half the depreciation of cotton and not much 
over half the depreciation in wheat, corn, and oats. The production 
of silver in this country at its commercial value in gold for 1887, was 
$40,410,000, hence the loss to the bullion holder or producer on that 
years product compared with the price before its demonetization was 
only $10,477,797. It will thus be seen iat while the bullion owners 
only lost on the product for one year $10,477,797, the producers of cotton, 
wheat, corn, and oats lost for that same year the enormous sum of 
$955,059,564. The loss to the bullion owner is a mere bagatelle com- 
pared with the losses to the agriculturist. 

The demonetization of silver has reduced the volume of our currency 
by reducing silver from a money metal to a mere commodity, and 
thereby increased the purchasing power of gold one-half, and all exist- 
ing indebtedness in the same proportion. What more infamous crime 
could be committed against the producers of this nation than was com- 
mitted by this jugglery with the coinage in 1873, and yet in an effort 


to right that wrong we are met with every conceivable sophistry, sug- 
gestion of danger, and predictions of political destruction by those who 
desire to increase the appreciation of gold and lower the prices of prop- 
erty. 

While the foregoing statistics represent the actual ence that 
the producers have endured, the gold advocates willsay that those sta- 
tistics are not fair for the reason that the prices first quoted were upon 
a currency basis and before we had resumed specie payment; and in 
order to show that under our present system of contraction of the cur- 
rency by the limitation toa single gold standard and the consequent ap- 
pa tion of that metal in its relation to commodities, I have had the 

ureau of Statistics add two periods of five years each, commencing 
with 1879, the Ist of January of that year being the date of specie re- 
sumption. E 

The average price of gotton for the period of five years commencing 
with 1879 and ending with 1883 was 11 cents per pound. The aver- 
age price for the next succeeding five years was 10.1 cents per pound, 
showing a decrease of 8,18 percent. The decrease in the price of wheat 
between these two periods was 20.84 per cent., of corn 8.82 per cent., 
and oats 8.84 per cent., while silver bullion decreased 8.15 per cent. 
These figures are since we arrived at a specie basis, and bring the date 
down to the close of 1888, and they show the same continuous depre- 
ciation of commodities as measured by gold, which is simply another 
name for the rise or increased purchasing power of gold, an increase in 


the value of the mortgage and a decrease in the value of the product ~ 


of the farm. All indebtedness increases and the value of all property 
decreases. 

It will be noted that silver bullion stays with the commodities, and 
to every one, except creditors and those having fixed incomes, itis evi- 
dent that the prosperity of the country will not return and the down- 
ward course of prices will not be arrested until silver is restored to its 
money power, and the bimetallic standard shall bring a steady meas- 
ure of value instead of the present constantly appreciating standard of 

Id. 

The loss on the cotton crop for the year 1887, measured by the de- 
crease in the average price between the two periods of five years each 
since we were on a specie basis, shows the enormous sum of $25,928,- 


457; on wheat for the same year measured the same way, 881, 773, 294; 


on cats $19,462,331, and on corn $57,866,612, making a grand total of 
loss on one year’s Rop on four products only, of $185,030,694. 

Can it be made plainer that the purchasing power of gold is increas- 
ing? Is there any wonder that complaint comes from the producing 
classes ? 

I herewith present a statement of the amount of the value of the 
wheat and corn crops in each of thirteen Western and Middle States for 
the year 1887, and show the loss that has resulted by the decrease in 
the gold price of those articles in each of those thirteen States, taking 
the percentage of decrease between the average price of the two periods 
of five years each since we resumed specie payment, 

It is appalling, and gentlemen who represent those States may study 
the figures with some profit if their purpose is to vote against silver 
as money. 


Loss from | Total loss 


Value of 
States. crop of 1887. 
ern . r 
eat...| 27,251, 120 
Doe ern . 347.20 688 
rc cee 3 SE BAS DOO 3, 
Wheat. 27, 236, 160 307 
Ae eee ~ Gorn . 32,130 000 9, 
TSN Wheat. 16,370,570 | 4,309,786 |.. 
Corn . 64,225,700 | 5,752,181 
— 5 Wheat. 4,640,270 | 1,221,617 |. 
Fe 404 
J eat... a 
C Corn ka „$ 087, 400 aia 75 
F OIT EEA IES EEES Corn 1 2780 970 1 72 107 
S eat...| 8,790, 14, 106 
TRGB RAI aiso ssceco spnvaiccorenvecotcsesses Corn an 27, 945,000 2.501 55 
New York Corn . 13, 343,700 Pies 
Oia Wheat. 26,921,250 7. 087, 403 
. A basin 1 422960 2 25 5 
88 . 
Pennsylvania .......:cccceoere i Corn: 22. 452. 500 2010, 890 
8, 360,320 | 2.200, 973 |.. 
10,825,500 | 909.553 


Can California with a loss of over $6,000,000 on those two crops in 
one year, and Dakota with a loss of over $7,800,000, and Illinois with 
a loss of nearly $12,000,000, and Indiana with a loss of over $10,000,- 
000, and Iowa with a loss of over 810, 000, 000, and Kansas with a loss of 
over $3,750,000, and Michigan with a loss of over $5,000,000, and Min- 
nesota with a loss of over $6,000,000, and Nebraska with a loss of over 
$4,800,000, and New York with a loss of over $3,300,000, and Ohio 
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with a loss of over $10,250,000, and Pennsylvania with a loss of nearly 
$5,000,000, and Wisconsin with a loss of over $3,000,000 continue a 
monetary policy which has shown asteady and continuous average de- 
crease in the prices of commodities for over fifteen years and ever since 
silver was demonetized, covering a continuous period both before and 
after the resumption of specie payment? ‘ 
To reverse the present monetary policy and by creating a demand 
for silver raise its price, as compared with gold, is of the highest im- 
ce. Whenever you raise the gold price of silver you raise the 
gold price of Indian whtat. Whenever there is a rise in the gold price 
of silver there is a concurrent rise in the gold price of all commodities, 
and the only complete and perfect remedy, in my judgment, is to re- 
verse the action of 1873 and go back to the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver. And I can but consider it, to use a mild term, a great in- 
justice to refuse, under the rule adopted by the majority of those vot- 
ing, to allow an opportunity, in the consideration of this bill, to vote 
for the proposition of free and unlimited coinage, and I warn those who 
are refusing to allow an amendment for free coinage to be offered and 
voted upon that their action will not be sustained in my section of the 
8 and will be resented whenever opportunity presents. [Ap- 
lause, 
$ [During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the time of Mr. TOWN- 
SEND, of Colorado, was extended by unanimous consent, on motion of 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan.] 


Mr. SKINNER: 

To annul the use of either of the metals as money is to abridge the quantity 
of the circulating medium and is liable to all the objections which arise from a 
comparison of the benefits of a full with the evils of a scanty cireulation.— 
Alexander Hamilton, 

Mr. SPEAKER: When the Forty-second Congress, by act of March 12, 
1873, suspended the coinage of the silver dollar, and thereby in effect 
demonetized silver, and reduced the United States to a monometallic 
gold standard of values, it committed a serious blunder, if blunder is 
the correct word to use—crime would, perhaps, be the better term. 
And from the effect of that crime the people who work have suffered 
grievously. When Isay people who work” I mean all who have not 
accumulated by descentor fortunate speculationasufiiciency of worldly 
gear to enable them to live on its interest, 

But the blunder or crime committed by that Congress is but a small 

illo in comparison with the enormous sin that this Congress will 
guilty of it it deprives silver of its money function. That Congress 
was trying an experiment, the consequences of which had not been 
demonstrated to them as it has been to us by the light of after events. 
They had only foresight to guide their aim; we have the benefit of 
hindsight, too. Besides, it is said that a large majority of the Repre- 
sentatives and Senators who composed thut Congress did not know the 
contents of the bill when they voted for it, and that among that class were 
many of the then leaders, including Mr. Blaine; and that even the 
President signed the act in ignorance of its provisions; which, if so, 
makes them guilty of criminal negligence only. But if we. after an 
experience of seventeen years, with the consequences of that tentative 
criminal or negligent legislation before our eyes, perpetuate it, we sin 
in the light of knowledge, for which there is no excuse and should be 
no forgiveness. 

Let us review for a moment some of the evil consequences of that 
legislation. All classes except the capitalist, whose fortune was there- 
by largely increased, felt the evil effects of this act of 1873; but the 
class that felt it soonest and most severely was the agricultural. 
farmer of the South (I shall leave the Western farmer and the North- 
ern farmer to be talked about by others who know their condition 
better than I do)—the Southern farmer had just come ont of a devas- 
tating war, in which he had been stripped of every kind of property 
except his land. He believed that if he could get money to enable 
him to properly cultivate his lands he could soon recuperate his fallen 
fortunes, and he mortgaged his farm to get that money. His farm was 
considered valuable, and it was, because farm products brought fair 
prices in the markets. 

Wheat was worth in 1873 from 81. 50 to $2.25 per bushel; cotton, from 
13 cents to 21 cents per pound, and corn, from 60 to 80 cents per bushel, 
and other agricultural products good prices. Upon the basis of these 
prices the farm was mortgaged and the farmer got the money and went 
to work putting his farm in order and planting his crops. He agreed 
to pay almost any sort of interest or usury that the money-lender had 
the conscience to charge. He saw his broad acres bearing bountiful 
harvests of cotton at 20 cents, corn at 80 cents, and wheat at $2.25, 
and he expected to pay off his mortgage when it fell due with the prod- 
uce at these prices, But he reckoned without his host. He did not 
know that the money power had charge of the National Legislature 
and was concocting a scheme by which his mortgage debt would be in- 
creased and his ability to pay lessened to such an extent that he would 
never be able to disen himself from it. The scheme of the plu- 
tocrat succeeded. 


The act demonetizing silver became law; the mortgage fell due, and 
the farmer earried his cotton and corn and wheat to market to get 
money to pay the debt and found that the net proceeds of sale would 
hardly pay the cost of production. Wheat was only worth 85 to 95 


The- 


cents, corn 40 to 60 cents, and cotton 8} to 9} cents. He paid his in- 

terest, got an extension on the principal of his debt, and went back to 

his farm, to be thereafter the bond-slave of the money-lender; and 

from then until now, when seasons were propitious and crops good, he 

has managed to pay his interest and keep the wolf from his door, But 
when seasons were unfavorable and crops poor, he has been obliged to 

let his interest lap or give up his land for the debt. 

When he made the mortgage, one-half bushel of wheat, 5 pounds of 
cotton, or1} bushels of corn would pay a dollar on the debt, When 
it matured, if he wanted to pay a dollar he had to sell 1} bushels of 
wheat, 2} bushels of corn, or 12 pounds of cotton. Such was the effect 
of the demonetization of silver, the suspension of its free and unlimited 
coinage. The volume of currency ceased thereby to be governed by 
the natural output of the mines, and greedy man was given the power 
of regulating or fluctuating it ſor hisown purposes. What an immense 
power this is, How prone is human nature to use and abuse power. 

I belive it is generally admitted that an increase of the volume of 
currency proportionally increases trade and enhances the market value 
of product and commodities, and a decrease of that volume depresses 
trade and decreases values. At least the majority of the committee 
who reported this bill set that ont in their report. 

No people,“ they say, can prosper without a liberal supply of 
money, and that nation prospers most which has the largest circula- 
tion of the best.” 

They make no argument to sustain this, but set it out as an ascer- 
tained fact or self-evident truth, and they are correct in that. See 
how beautifully, for themselves and against the producers, the money 
power, after they had put us on a single standard and fully established 
the national-banking system, manipulated the currency, with this 
axiom in mind. 

When the farmer gets his produce ready for market the currency is 
contracted, prices fall, trade is depressed, and the farmer, unable to 
hold, sells to the speculator, and as soon as the speculator gets posses- 
sion the currency is inflated, the market gets brisk, prices increase, 
and the speculator reaps thereward which ought to belong to the farmer. 
Now and then a farmer catches a high market, but that is an exception 
which only proves the rule. 

This was the necessary and intended outcome of this legislation. 
The money power, the bondholders, the men with fixed incomes, with 
the sole purpose of increasing their hoards of wealth and incomes, man- 
aged to have the legislation that they wanted enacted, utterly regard- 
less of the effect it would have upon the workers and producers of the 
country. There was no sort of excuse forit, not even a pretense of one. 
On the day that the law was passed the market value of silver in the 
United States was above par and had been for thirty years. 

The silver bullion in a standard silver dollar was worth more in gold 
than the gold bullionin a gold dollar. Deprived by this unjust law of 
its money use silver began to depreciate in gold value, and the fact of 
its depression has been used as the main argument against its remoneti- 
zation by that class in whose interest its coinage was stopped. That it 
has not depreciated more is wonderful. Deprived at one blow of its 
chief use, reduced from the dignity of money to the subordinate posi- 
tion of acommodity purchasable, one would have thought that it would 
have gone down to almost nothing. Give any other commodity the 
same kind of treatment and note the consequences. 

Take away from wheat the privilege of being made into flour; say 
that stock shall not eat oats, and see how their value willtumble. Yet 
the money use of silver is to that metal and its other uses about as its 
flour use is to wheat or its stock-feed use is to oats. Select any com- 
modity, take from it one-half its use, and it will depreciate in value 
more than silver has, though it has been deprived of much more than 
one-half its uses by demonetization. For five years its money func- 
tion lopped from it, and since then, by the Bland act, purchased in the 
markets by Secretaries of the Treasury under administrations inimical 
to its money use, and who did their utmost to cripple it, bear it in the 
market, and depreciate it more, ſit is wonderful indeed how its bullion 
value has kept up so well. Why has it not depreciated more? 

Notwithstanding its demonetization by this ccuntry and England 
and the Latin Union, the people of this Government have never real- 
ized that it was in fact demonetized. It has always been money to 
them, and they believe that it will always remain money. Their idea 
of money has always been associated with silver, and though one Con- 
gress said it should no longer be a standard of values, and each suc- 
ceeding Congress has failed to restore it to its proper and constitutional 
position as a co-standard of values with gold, yet they have an abiding 
faith that it will yet be remonetized fully; that this metal, the first 
that we have any record of being used as money, a medium of ex- 
change current among merchants with which Abraham purchased 
the cave of Macphela and with which Christ paid his taxes when on 
earth, exemplitying his subjection to human laws, will continue to be 
money as long as the world needs a standard of values and acurrency. 

When the average American sees the $, the impression of a silver 
dollar is made upon his brain. When you mention the word dollar in 
his hearing it is the silver dollar, the bright American silver dollar, that 
he sees, borne on the wings of our American eagle and expressing the 
national faith in the ever-living God. When he says dollar, he means 
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the silver dollar. He has no conception of a gold dollar. Possibly to 
the jaundiced eye of the gold monometallist the $ has a yellow cast, 
but I very much doubt whether even he ever thinks of the gold dollar 
except as the multiple of the silver dollar, so firm a hold has this money 


of the people upon the minds of the people. 

I have been taking it for granted that silver has depreciated since its 
demonetization. Is it so? This is a mooted question. It was above 
gold in 1873; it is below gold now. The relative value of these two 

recious metals has changed, but that does not prove whether the one 
risen or the other has fallen in value. How can we ascertain 
whether their relative difference in values has been caused by the de- 
preciation of silver or the appreciation of gold? Let us go back toa 
period when we had a double standard and look at tbe price (as fixed 


by that double standard) of the productions of our country, upon which 
her material wealth is dependent, and see how and in what direction 
= fluctuated in price since the adoption of the single gold 
stan . 

Here is a table of statistics compiled from the American Almanac for 
1888, which is the latest and fullest publication furnishing such data, 
which shows the range of prices from 1873 to 1886 of the leading ar- 
ticles produced in the United States which goes to make up the ma- 
terial wealth of the nation. I have selected coal, iron, and silver from 
the mines, and cotton, wheat, corn, and wool from the farm. The- 
table shows the highest and lowest average price of each article in the 
New York market each year from 1873 to 1886, and the percentage of 
depreciation of each, according to the gold standard of values: 


— — e 
Price of coal per Price of cotton per | Price of corn Price of wheat > 2 
ton. | Price of iron per ton. pound. 7S bushel. S bushel So P 3f 

— —ä aa E 5 

7 — È 
Date. ; 7 $ 4 “a 8 33 

Iiir 
SEE &@ |e] E] Se] 8 2| E|] a| 8 | 25133 
832148 r=] a Wg oes a ee Bil ein des od ot ee ale 
. 00 [$6.50 | $5.75 | $75.00 8110. 00 $92.50 {$0.17 80.21 0. 17 77 | $0.63} ($1.55 | $2.25 | $1.90 81. 29 46 
„| 4.55 | 5.55 | 5.05 55. 00 80.00 | 67.50 | 15 19 17 84 677 8931.35 1.14 1.27 43 
4.40 | 5.55 4.97 50,00 62.50 | 56.25 | .13 7 15 76 57 921.87 1. 144 1.24] .43 
8.75 | 5.55 | 4.65 40.00 54.09 | 47.00 | 11 13 12 49 „ 81 1.27 1,0) 1.15 34 
8.25 | 3.75 | 3.50 44.80 48.72 | 46.76] 11 13 12 58 4% | 1.06 1.85 1.45} 1. 20 874 
2.75 | 4.50 | 3.62 42.50 45.00 | 43.75 | 00 12 10 60 521 881.31 1.07 1.15 81 
2.15 3.25 | 2.75 45, 00 78.50 61.75 | .09} 5 114 „6&4 54 |1.10| 1.56 1.33 | 1.12 | .38) 
3.50 | 4.45 | 4.02} | 50.00 85.00 67.50) 11 $ 121 61 41.03 1.59 1,82 1.14 85 
4.00 | 4.65 | 4.32} | 53.75 65.00 | 59.37 | 007 13 Ly 70 .62 1.14 1.56 1.40 1.15 84 
4.40 | 4.75 | 4.37} 56. 00 67.50 | 61.60 | 11 13 127 70 -62 -| LA 1.09} | 1.11 1 

3.65 | 4.40 | 4.02} 47,00 56.00 | 52. 50 10 11 10 70 62 741.05 80% 1.111 
4.40 | 4.50 4. 45 37. 00 44.80 40. 90 .10} 11 10 6 551 -74| 1.05 . 897 | 1.11 | 854 
3.30 4.25 3.77} 34. 45 38.00 | 36.12 | .10 11 . 10¹ 57 474 881.05 964 | 1.08 | .36 
«| 3.15 | 3.45 | 3.30 84.00 47.00 | 40.50 | 0. 812 OA | 09 55 49 83 . 98 80 98 82 
42, 56, 45. 23. 53. 27. | 80}. 


The statistics show that, measured by the gold standard, wheat, 
corn, cotton, and wool, the great agricultural products, and iron and 
coal, the leading productions of the mines, have declined pari passu 
with silver; and the same is true of all our productions, with scarce 
an exception, showing that if we measure silver by any other measure 
than the gold standard it has not depreciated. Measured by silver, 
all other staple articles are about the same price that they were in 
1873. Measured by wheat we have a similar result, and the same with 
cotton, corn, coal, or iron. 

Now, it seems to me that there can not be two opinions abont the 
question whether gold has appreciated or silver depreciated. Silver 
has maintained its position, and gold has risen and all the wealth of 
the creditor class has appreciated with it, and all the wealth producers 
have kept company with silver, showing that between these two metals 
silver is the most conservative and the most equitable standard of 
values. Take the money function away from gold and give it entirely 
to silver and it is most likely that silver will do as gold has done, and 
gold will take the position that silver now holds. This is not desired. 
All that is asked is that silver be reinstated in its position as one of the 
regulators of values, the same thatit held prior to 1873, for eighty-five 
years in the United States and for centuries in the Old World. 

Clothed again with its money functions it will regain its old strength, 
assume its constitutional prerogative,co-equal with gold,carrying with 
it and sustaining there the values of every kind of production, consti- 
tuting the foundation of all the real wealth of our country, hurting 
nobody except the monometallists who combined to fraudulently de- 
prive silver of its money value and thus increase their wealth. These 
will see, perhaps, their ill-gotten wealth decrease some, but it will 
only decrease in the same proportion and to the same extent that it 
increased when they succeeded in consummating their infamous scheme. 
This is but simple justice, and a much more lenient judgment than would 
be pronounced upon them if convicted in the courts of adding to their 
wealth by theft; and yet this crime that they committed against the 
workers and producers of the nation has been much more disastrous in 
its consequences than the actual larceny of one-half the entire prop- 
erty of the people. By it the happy and prosperous producer and 
wage-earner were reduced to the condition of dependent slaves. 

What are the objections to our meting out this just punishment to 
these criminals? To allow, say the monometallists, the free and un- 
limited coinage of silver, you add to the wealth of the silver miner 30 
per cent. upon all his silver-mining property. Well, why not? Not 
all at once, but gradually, from 1873 to now, you have taken trom the 
silver-miner about 30 per cent. of the value of his silver and with it 
you have enriched to that extent at least the gold holder, and now 
when you remonetize silver you merely take back the 30 per cent. 
from the gold men and give it back to its former and -rightful owner. 
You only place the silver-miner in the same position that you took 


him from by the act of 1873. This is also but justice—a rendering 


unto Cæsar the things that are Cæsar’s, 


But more than this, the silver-miner is not the only man to be re- 
stored to his rights who will regain the percentage of wealth that the 
capitalists stole from him when they smuggled that fraudulent meas- 
ure through Congress. The cotton-planter, the corn-farmer, the wheat- 
grower, the coal-miner, the workers in field and forest, mine and fac- 
tory, had part of their values ent off by the act of 1873, which will be 
restored by the act of 1890. This is justice, too. All the people will 
regain what they lost in 1873 and what they have been deprived of ever 
since. Those who profited by that act will only be required to dis- 
gorge such profits, and all parties will stand relatively as they stood in 
1873, just before President Grant ignorantly (1 hope) signed the act by 
which silver was demonetized, except that the capitalist has to his 
credit seventeen years of unexampled prosperity which we can not de- 
prive him of, and the farmer and laborer have to their debit seventeen 
years of adversity which we can not return nor fally remunerate them 
for. The days that are gone, they come not back. 

But if we open our mints to free and unlimited coinage of silver will 
there not soon be such a redundancy of coined silver (the baser metal, 
they call it) that gold will be driven out of circulation? Will not 
the Old World dump its surplus silver upon us and reduce us to silver 
monometallism? Will that not be jumping out of the irying-pan into 
the fire? These questions are put by the advocates of the present sys- 
tem—the gold monometallists. My friend, that kind of talk does not 
scare me. If other nations have any spare silver, let them dump it 
here. How are they going to dump it? Will they ballast their ships 
with it and sail over here and begin to unload it on our seacoast in 
such abundance as to crush us? One would think so to hear one of 
these gold-bugs talk, so flippantly the word dump“ scintillates from 
the convolutions of his massive brain and slips off his oily tongue 
that brain from which he has evolved so many nice schemes to per- 
petuate the power of money; that tongue with which he has so often 
beguiled the people into adopting his plans. 

If the outside world brings its silver bullion to our mints to be coined 
into the American dollar, as soon as it is coined and receives the au- 
thority of this Government to assume its fanction of establishing values 
the owner of it will either take it back with him to his own country 
or he will begin the dumping process by buying something that we 
have for sale, and he will take back with him to his foreign home some 
of our productions in exchange for his American money, and thus we 
will get the foreign trade that we so much covet, stimulating all sorts of 
business and giving to the wage-earner fair compensation for his work, 
and consequent happiness, Let us see how long we could stand this 
dumping. 

I suppose those who shudder at the idea of our becoming the dump- 
ing ground for the silver of the Old World are in fear that the theorem 
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known as the ‘‘ Gresham law,“ that bad money drives out good money, 
will obtain here, That law isa theory that can only be exemplified 
by a redundancy of bad money. As long as there is an insufficiency of 
currency in any country the bad and good money will circulate to- 
gether, and so continue to circulate interchangeably until the volume 
of currency exceeds the demands of legitimate trade. Put oil and 
water in the same vessel and the water will expel the oil, but not until 
the vessel is full enough to run over. We must have more currency 
than the business of the country can absorb before the Gresham law can 
apply. The writers upon political economy qualify the Gresham law 
in this way. 

Francis A. Walker, in his Political Economy, page 142, paragraph 
163, title ‘‘ Gresbam law,” says: 

The theorem known as the Gresham law, namely, that bad money always 
drives out good money. thus baldly stated, is false. Thateffect will not be pro- 
duced unless the body of money thus composed of heavy and light coins is 
itse!f in excess of the needs of the community, 

Ricardo clearly expresses this necessary qualification of Gresham’s 
theorem, and says that it is a mistaken theory to suppose that guineas 
of 5 pennyweights 8 grains can not circulate with guineas of 5 penny- 
weights or less, as they might be in such limited quantities that both 
the one and the other might actually pass currently for a value equal 
to 5 pennyweights 10 grains, and there would be no temptation to with- 
draw either from circulation, and he goes on and gives instances to 
prove the correctness of that proposition. 

Our own experience since 1878, since we have been coining the Bland 
dollar, is absolute proof that Walker and Ricardo were correct in so 
qualifying the Gresham law. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress, when the advocates of gold monomet- 
allism attempted to do directly what they are now attempting to do 
indirectly in this hill, they menaced us with this law of Gresham, and 
told us if we continued to coin silver under the Bland act gold would 
flee the country; but we did not yield and we have continued to coin 
it, and gold is still here. There is as much of it in circulation now as 
there was then. It has not n to grow wings yet. Here isa re- 
vised estimate of the stock of metallic money in the United States at 
the close of each fiscal year ending June 30, 1873, to June 30, 1889: 


GOLD. 
Finke | en ooi 
` Bullion in 5 yar A 
Year, Coin. treasury, and Estimate of— 
mints. New bullion 
York. 


, 000, 000 | Director Linderman. 

ssesenserervere| 147,370,493 | Director Burchard, less 
deductions for employ- 
ment in arts and er- 


17137, 708,051 9, 871, 442 


ror. 
1875 | 111,507,562 | 6,259, 631 $3, 367,713 | 121, 134, 906 Do. 
1876 | 120,368,683 | 6,320,511 | 3,367,713 | 130, 056, 907 Do. 
1877 | 156,456,111 | 7,677,648 | 3,367,713 | 167,501, 472 Do. 
1878 | 235,704,875 | 7,495, 102 eseese] 213, 199, Do. 
1879 | 219,436,003 | 5,275, 834 Do, 
1:80 | 308, 633, 40, 723, 426 Do, 
181 | 889, 452,058 | 86,548, 696 Do. 
Jas | 45,557,490 | 53,700, 225 Do. 
1583 | 485, 930, 099 | 55, 801, 964 |.. Do. 
18 | 501,307,747 | 44,193, 050 |.. Do. 
1%5 521. $49, 941 | 66, $47,095 Director Kimball. 
18 | 548,320,031 | 42, 454, 430 Do. 
1387 008, 065 | 85,512, 270 Do. 
1838 | 595, 349, 837 110, 469, 018 Do. 
1809 | G14, 068, 860 | 165, 905, 145 8 505 Director Leech. 
i] 


à E. O. LEECH, Director of the Mint. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF THE Mixr, March II, 1890. 


Showing $590,774,461 in 1886 and $680,063,505 in 1889, an increase 
of 889, 289,044 in three years. 

The oil will not leave the cup until the cup gets full. 

Lesides, it is not certain which of these coins, when a redundancy 
comes, will take unto itself wings and be driven out of circulation, if 
silver is given an equal show with gold. At the ratio of 16 for 1 for 
thirty years before 1873 the silver coin was above par, and it is fair to 


- 


. presume that if we restore the few words which were dropped out of 


the mint law in the session of 1873-’74, which we can do by adopt- 
ing as a substitute for the pending bill the bill introduced by the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr.CULBERSON ] or the bill presented by the minority, 
silver will assume the same relative value that it held before its de- 
monetization. But be that as it may, it is absolutely certain that 
neither coin will desert us until we get in circulation a redundancy 
of coin or its representative certificate, and until then we need have 
no fear that this law of Gresham will go into operation. 

According to the report of the majority on the pending bill the total 
volume of money of all kinds, gold, silver, certificates, greenbacks, and 
national-bank notes, in this country is $1,426,101,391. Butonly about 
one-half of this isin actual circulation; the other half is represented by 
the reserve fund in the Treasury and banks, so that we have only a per 
capita circulation of about $19. The annual production of gold is just 


about sufficient to supply the demand for it in the arts and manufact- 
ures. The total production of silver bullion from the mines in the 
United States d g the year 1889, counting 4124 grains of standard 
silver to the dollar, deducting a fair allowance to be used in manufact- 
ures, Say one-quarter, amounted to about $50,000,000. 

The national banks retired from circulation last year about $38,000,- 
000, so that if three-fourths of all the silver bullion produced by the 
mines in the United States had been coined into dollars and put into 
circulation last year the total volume of currency would have increased 
only $12,000,000, or about 20 cents per capita, and at that rate of in- 
crease it would take two hundred and twenty-five years to put in cir- 
culation enough silver to raise our per capita circulation as high as it 
is in France, where the per capita circulation is $55, and her people 
prosper. 

But suppose the national banks do not see fit to withdraw any more 
of their notes from circulation, and still we had to provide for $50,000,- 
000 increase of our currency, that would not be such a difficult job. 
It would take us at that rate fifty-six years to get the same per capita 
of currency that France has, and if no silver should be used in the 
arts, and we had to take all for money, it would take us forty-five years 
to reach the French pro rata. The estimated production of silver in 
the whole world is 8165, 000, 000. Withall this dumped upon us and put 
into circulation it would still take eighteen years to give us a circu- 
lating medium equal per capita to that of France, and the estimate is 
based upon the idea that we are to stop inereasing in population. But 
we expect to continue increasing and multiplying and replenishing the 
earth. The United States is but a stripling in growth, com to 
what she expects to be. She has started ont to be a giant, and she in- 
creases in population everyday. Just as we multiply our numbers we 
must multiply the production of food, and as we multiply the food 
supply we must multiply the circulating medium which is to feed the 
business of the increased population. 

Here is a table of statistics, prepared by Ivan C. Michel, showing 
the total production of silver and gold in the world: 


Ivan ©. Michel's statistics on the production of gold and silver, for the cal- 
endar year ending December 31, 1890. 


UNITED STATES, 


States and Territories. Gold. Silver. 

$7,248. $42 $7,290 

1, 248) 450 3,840 1.252, 290 
926,520] 3.280, 200 4. 186, 720 
12,439,155 | 2.14, 540 14. 603, 695 
4,746,079 | 22,567,485 27,313, 564 
8,276, 400 31,624 | 3,308, 024 
120, 225 585 120, 810 

3, 254, 860 151,425 | 3,40 285 
15, 200 865 16, 065 

45, 700 92,765 138, 465 
4,800,852 | 22,640,200 | 27, 440.552 
3,480,172 | 8,252,785 | 11,782,957 
583,040 | 1,422,166 | 2,005, 206 
140,795 3.200 143, 995 
754, 659 89, 126 793, 785 
40, 100 400 40, 500 

1, 580 491, 400 492, 980 
275,800 | 7,567,997 | 7.843.797 
145,750 189) 64: 835, 392 


8 $3, 456, 335 

France. ... 2, 225, 100 
Germany 2, 336, 700 
Great 325, 000 
Italy... 1,515, 900 
Norway . eee eee esse esse eee sesos 305, 000 
Russia 23, 852, 650 
PE E PE VE R AAA AA RREN EIE ERES, 1, 852, 740 
Sweden 240, 800 
Turkey 61,890 
25, 945, 125 10, 226, 990 36, 172, 115 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5729 


Ivan C. Michel's statistics on the production of gold and silver—Continued. 
AFRICA, ASIA, AND AUSTRALIA. 


Countries, . | 
Africa 81. $50, 250 $4, 707, 450 
Asia, China.... ll, 1, 850, 400 13, 430, 900 
Asia, India 2, 985, 285 3,085, 745 
Asia, Ja 1. 2. 000, 645 3, 008,770 
Australia... 10, 272, 956 | 425, 356 
536 | 658, 


123,129,845 | 165, 425, 083 | 288, 554, 928 


If the Old World dumps upon usa sufficient supply of silver to keep 
pace with her surplus population that she continues to dump upon us, 
she will do well. Let the dumping begin. It will be time enough to 
cry out when we begin to feel the surfeit. We have a safety valve in 
the shape of the $337,090,000 of Treasury notes and $190,000,000 na- 
tional-bank notes which we can retire whenever the pressure becomes 
so great that we can not stand it. The national-bank note will have 
to go in a few years anyway. The reign of the national bank is draw- 
ing toaclose. The people are beginning to realize that this beautiful 
institution and its polished corners, this pet of the National Govern- 
ment, to which the nation has been lending its credit without remunera- 
tion and paying it a large percentage for the purpose of furnishing a 
supply of life-blood to the business of the country, has been used as 
an engine of oppression; a machine to cut off the needed blood supply 
with; to suppress and control the currency in the interest of capital, 
and thus to throttle the business it was designed to promote. 

The people are sovereign yet; and when they realize that their serv- 
ants are doing wrong they have a certain and sure way of exercising 
this sovereignty and righting the wrong. They are tully awake to the 
realization of this great wrong done by the Forty-second Congress; 
they are demanding that this Congress right that wrong, and they are 
organizing to see that that demand is complied with. In every city, 
in every town, in every hamlet, at every cross-roads, they meet every 
week, farmersand wage-earners, North, South, East, and West, in earnest 
consultation over their wrongs and the remedy therefor. 

They have seen the money power dethrone silver and establish gold 
as the sole arbiter of values, and they have noted its effect upon rich 
and poor for seventeen years. They have seen the millionaires in- 
creasing in fatness, and the poor accumulating poverty; the farm, the 
corner-stone of healthy prosperity, decreasing in value, and all sorts 
of business, except money-lending and protected monopolies, tumbling 
to rapid rnin. They have reasoned from effect to cause, and have come 
to the conclusion that a large partif not all the ills thatoppress them 
is cha ble to the demonetization of silver. They look back to the 
time when silver and gold were joint and equal sovereigns of finance 
and vied with each other in supplying life-blood to the business of the 
land, and they demand that silver be restored to its power. 

Does the bill under consideration, or the Windom plan, dothis? No. 
It does not pretend to admit silver into full or partial partnership with 
gold; it does not give to it any money function, but confirms it as a 
commodity, and gives the Secretary of the Treasury still further power 
to fix its value and oppress and depress it as his judgment may dictate. 
It repeals the law requiring the Secretary to buy and coin two millions 
a month, and does not require him to coin any, unless he deems it nec- 
essary. The present incumbent of that office shows in his last annual 
report that he deems it advisable to discontinue the coinage of silver. 
He says: 

Surely the stock of these dollars which can perform any useful function asa 
circulating medium must soon be reached, and the further coinage and stamp- 
ing of them will become a waste of public money. 

This bill is an experiment and a compromise measure offered by the 
money power, and the money power understand that it does not give 
the relief to the people which they demand. You who are here with 
the honest intention of providing the people with stable currency, 
abundant enongh to maintain healthy trade, had better beware how 
you accept compromises offered by the money power. 

I once heard an old man give this advice to a young lawyer who was 
about to accept a compromise offered by an old member of the bar: 
My son, if he makes you a proposition, refuse it. If you make him 
one and he accepts it, withdraw it at once.” f 

This is good advice for us to act on when we deal with the money 

wer; take no compromises from them. The proffered compromise 

eeps silver in bondage in its depreciated condition, brands it a com- 
modity, and tags it the property of gold. It is not what the people 
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need or demand at the ‘hands of théir Representatives, and they will 
not accept it, but will repudiate it and the Congress that offers it. 
They will be satisfied with nothing less than the full emancipation of 
silver by its free and unlimited coinage. Many of you believe, as I 
do, that the demands of the people are founded in a correct appreci- 
ation of the condition of the country and its needs; but you feel bound 
by your party caucus. Do not lay the flattering unction to your soul 
that your constituents will accept that excuse for your dereliction of 
duty to them. 

This question is above party. Your constituents are being stifled for 
want of pure air to breathe, and you refuse to open the doors and let 
in the reviving oxygen because King Caucus decides that they do not 
need it. You know that they do need it, for you have seen them gasp- 
ing for breath and eagerly contending for the little that comes through 
the key-hole and crevices around the door. But the power which 
locked the door on them gets charge of the party caucus, offers to com- 
promise by boring a few holes in the side of the house, on condition 
that the key-hole may be stopped up and the key thrown away, and 
caucus accepts the compromise; and you, who come here with fair prom- 
ises on your hips and in the full intention of performing those prom- 
ises, yield up your will to caucus. They will not accept that as a 
yalid excuse. You will have no other. 

If Representatives will vote as they believe is right the substitute 
for this bill can be and the country relieved from any further 
consequences of the blunder or crime committed by the Forty-second 
Congress, and the thousands of our population now out of employment 
will get work at liberal wages; the theory of overproduction which 
our moneyed class have been trying to convince us is the cause of low 
prices will be exploded. The men, women, and children who hunger 
now and go ragged and bare-footed will supply themselves with food 
and clothes from what is now falsely called the overproduction of farm 
and factory; and as the new life current courses through channels of 
trade our young nation with all her energies renewed will shake off the 
fetters with which class legislation has bound her and go forth to fulfill 
her destiny, her industries prosperous and her people happy. [Loud 
and prolonged applause. } : 

Mr. MOURE, of Texas. Mr. S er, he bill we have under consid- 
eration is a sham and a fraud. e Republican party, in its platform 
for 1888, pledged itself to the restoration of silver as money. It said: 

The Republican party is in favor of the use of both Ae and silver as money, 
and condemns the Democratic Administration in its efforts to demonetize silver. 

On that declaration the party rode into power. Every one of the 
co-ordinate branches of our federated States is in its hands. A Re- 
publican sits in the White House surrounded by Republican advisers, 
Forty-seven Republican Senators as inst thirty-seven Democrats an- 
swer to roll at the other end of this building. Here there were one 
hundred and sixty-nine Republicans to one hundred and sixty-one 
Democrats, eight Republican majority as we came from the people, and 
I forget how many have been elected since by the committee of which 
I have the honor to be a member, through the efficient aid of the 
Speaker’s eye and his ability as a counter. The party can give no pos- 
sible excuse for not redeeming its pledge to the people by which it se- 
cured power, and yeta Republican caucus presents us this abortion and 
asks its acceptance. 

I said, Mr. Speaker, the party could give no excuse for not redeem- 
ing its pledge. It has and could offer one which would have to be ac- 
cepted as valid because it has the advantage of being true. The mas- 
ters and owners of the Republican party will not permit it to legislate 
for the benefit of the people as against their interests. The money- 
kings of Wall and State street will not allow silver to be remonetized, 
because it would be one step, and a firm one, toward the redemption 
of the people from vassalage to them. The ordera have gone forth 
from these money magnates that silver must not be remonetized; and 
the Republican party, first through it President and Cabinet, and then 
in its joint caucus of Republican Senators and Representatives, meekly 
obeys, bows its neck to receive the foot of its master, and presents a 
bill that is a shame and a disgrace, 

The Constitution of the United States gave to the Federal Govern- 
ment the control of the money of the country, giving it the exclusive 
powerof coinage. Atthesame time it prohibited the States from mak- 
ing anything but gold and silver coins a legal tender in the payment 
ofdebts. The language was: i ; 

No State shall make anything but gold and silver coin a tender in payment 
of debts. 

There being no express grant of power to do anything in respect to 
money but to coin! it, it was long held that this was a “‘ hard-money 
Government.“ In 1831, Albert Gallatin, one of the ablest Secretaries 
of the Treasury the country ever had, said, ‘‘As Congress has no power 
to make anything whatever a tender in payment of private debts, it 
necessarily follows that nothing but gold and silver coin can be made 
a legal tender for that p pre 

Daniel Webster, in 1836, held to the same principle. He said: 


Most unquestionably there is no legal tender and there can be nolegal tender 
in this country but gold and silver, either the coinage of our own mints or for- 
eign coins, at rates regulated by Congress. This is a constitutional principle, 
perfectly plain and of the very highest importance. The States are expressly 
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making thing but gold and silver a payment for debts, and 
eee prohibition is appli to sans ee in express terms. 8 
has no power granted to it in this respect but to coin money and regulate 

e value of foreign coins. 

In Ogden vs. Sanders (12 Wheaton, 265), the same view was taken, 
and Justices Clifford and Field in the legal-tender cases (12 Wallace) 
held these opinions. 

Nor did the decision of the majority of the courts in these cases at 
allaffect the claim that silver as much as gold is the constitutional 
money of the country. The court held that circumstances might arise 
under which it may be necessary and proper“ to give the legal-ten- 
der power to paper money, but that in no way derogated from or repre- 
sented the constitutional legal-tender power of either gold or silver. 

In what I have said on this subject it is not my intention to im- 
peach either the motives or the policy of the decision which made 
Treasury notes a legal tender for all debts, public and private, but 
merely to show that the general grounds taken by the courts were that 
Congress must determine in the first instance, subject of course to the 
limitations of the Constitution, as determined by the courts, what laws 
were necessary to execute its admitted powers; and that this did not 
give it power to pass any law in violation of the Constitution, such as 
that clearly was which demonetized silver in 1873. 

In 1785 the Con: of the United States under the Articles of Con- 
federation adbpted the silver dollar as the unit of money. In 1792, 
on the 2d of April, after the adoption of the Constitution, Congress in 
the act establishing the Mint enacted ‘‘That the money of the United 
States shall be expressed in dollars and units, the dollar to be of 
the value of the Spanish milled dollar, as the same is now current,” 
and to contain 371} grains of pure silver. The same act fixed the 
weight of pure gold in the eagle at 247.5 grains or 24.75 grains of gold 
as the equivalent to 371} grains of silver. 

In 1832 the weight of the eagle was reduced to 232 grains, whilst 
silver remained unchanged. In 1837 the quantity of alloy in both 
metals was c so as to require the coins to be nine-tenths fine, 
and the quantity of gold to the eagle increased to 232.2, silver re- 
maining unchanged. In 1853 silver coins under the denomination of 
$1 were reduced slightly below the standard weight to prevent their 
exportation. From 1834 to 1874 the American silver dollar bore a 
premium of from 1 to 3 per cent. over American gold coin. 

Why and how was silver demonetized? 

The answers to these questions are easy and simple. England, the 
great creditor nation of the world, demonetized silver for two reasons: 
first, because the increased scarcity of money made the debts due her 
more valuable, and secondly, because cheap silver was greatly to her 
8 in the East Indies. Germany, in 1871, after exacting $1,000,- 
000,000 in gold from France, followed the example of England. The 
United States, in 1870, owed a bonded debt of $2,046,000, 000, payable, 
principal and interest, in coin, much of it held in Europe, and the bal- 
ance of trade was heavily against it, the principal imports being from 
England. Besides this, millions of the bonds issued by American rail- 
ways were held in Europe, mostly in England,Germany, and Belgium. 
The Government bonds have printed on them, “‘ Redeemable in coin 
of the standard value of the United States. This tells the whole story. 
The creditors of the United States, the bondholders at home and abroad, 
would be largely benefited by the demonetization of silver and the 
consequent reduction of the paying power. That is why silver was 
demonetized—and how ? x 

An act was approved February 12, 1873, with the title of An act 
revising and amending the laws relative to the mints, assay offices, and 
coinage of the United States.“ This act contains sixty-seven sections, 
and nowhere in it is there a word which affirmatively demonetizes sil- 
ver; the prohibitory words are contained in the seventeenth section, 
and read as follows: ` 

No coins, either of gold, silver, or minor coi shall hereafter be issued 


from the Mint, other than those of the denominations, standards, and weights 
herein set forth, 


The silver dollar—the dollar that was made the unit of our currency 
when the Mint was established—was not mentioned in this act, and 
the clause quoted prevented its future coinage. No one, except those 
in the conspiracy to demonetize silver, noticed this omission; there was 
no discussion of the subject; silver was surreptitiously demonetized 
and made merchandise instead of money. 

This was not only an absolute 5 from all the traditions of 
the country, but a terrible blow to all debtor classes, that is, to all but 
the money-lenders. 

Mr. Speaker, I have already shown that silver and gold were made 

» equally money by the Constitution and at the establishment of the 

Mint. Let us see what some of the greatest men said on the subject. 
Alexander Hamilton in his reports (1791) said: 

To annul the use of either of the metals as money is to abridge the quantity 


of cire medium, and is liable to all the objections which arise from the 
comparison of the benefits of a full with the evils of a scanty circulation. 


Jefferson, in February, 1792, writing to Hamilton in regard to this 
report, said: i 
I concur with you that the unit must stand on both metals. 


r 
William H. Crawford, when Secretary of the Treasury, in 1820, said: 


All intelligent wri n curren agroe that wh it is decreasing i 
amount, — and ps Rs must ees ti x SK eii 

R. M. T. Hunter in a report to the Senatein 1852 said: 

The mischief would be great, indeed, if all the world were to adopt but one 
of the precious metals as the standard of value. To adopt gold alone would 
dim the currency more than one-half; and the reduction the other 
way, should silver be taken as the only standard, would be large enough to 
prove highly disastrous to the human race. 

These extracts show that the continuous policy of the nation was to 
make both metals equally money. 

Hume, the great historian, said: 

A nation whose money decreases is actually at that time weaker and more 
miserable than another nation which possesses no more money, but is on the 
increasing hand, 

Baron Rothschild, of France, in 1869, said: 

The suppression of silver would amount to a veritable destruction of values 
without any compensation. 

Mr. Rowland, governor of the Bank of France, at the same mone- 
tary convention, said: 

The two moneys have actually co-existed since the origin of human society, 
They co-exist because the two together are necessary, by their quantity, to 
meet the needs of circulation. 

Is it necessary to quote any further authorities to show that the 
demonetization of silver was a terrible blow to the debtor class?“ 
And yet this demonetization was brought about when the United States 
was one of the most heavily indebted nations. As already stated, its 
bonded debt was then $2,046,000,000; the State debts, $390,000, 000; 
cities, counties, and to $800,000,000; railways, $2,500,000,000; 
canals, $100,000,000; individual debts secured by mortgages, $1,000-, 
000,000—a total of $7,886,000, 000. 

Mr. Speaker, who is responsible for this reduction of the people's 
paying power, by nearly one-half, in the presence of this enormous in- 
debtedness? It is true that the measure was stolen through Congress, 
but both Houses of that Congress were Republican and à Republican 
President sat in the White House. It is true that it was stolen through 
Congress, but it was well known that an eftort had been made to turn, 
the country over to the monometallists, and that it would be continued. 
On June 9, 1868, a distinguished Republican Senator, chairman of the 
Finance Committee of the Senate, and still a member of it, and three 
times since a prominent candidate for the Republican nomination for 
the Presidency, the Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, made a report to the Sen- 
ate in favor of ‘‘a single standard exclusively of gold. 

No session of Co parena from that time until tke crime was 
consummated without a bill to demonetize silver. The Republican 
party stands to-day before the country as having bowed to the dictates 
of the money-lenders and feloniously demonetized silver. 

What was the result? Just what the gold-bugsintended. The law 
was approved PN 12, 1873. Black Friday came the ſollowing 
September, and since then every evil predicted by the distinguished 
men whose words I have quoted. A Macedonian cry comes from all 
over the country for relief. This cry is so loud and so long that even 
the Republican executors of the bondholders and the money-lenders 
heard it. Where they made a platform to catch votes they heeded 
3 themselves in favor of silver as money. Here are their 
wo 

The Republican party is in favor of the use of both gold and silver as money 
and condemns the Democratic administration in its effort to demonetize silver. 

Their candidate, selected because he bore a historic name, accepted 
the platform and said, after discussing the tariff and some other ques- 
tions: 

I can not extend this letter by a special reference to other subjects upon which 
the convention gave an expression. In respect to them, as well as to those I 
have noticed, I am in entire agreement with the declarations of the convention. 
The resolutions relating to the coinage, to the rebuil of the Navy, to coast 
defenses, and to public express conclusions to of which I gave my 
support when in the Senate. 

How have these pledges been redeemed? Here is the bill the Ad- 
ministration offers. Every Representative on this floor has doubtless 
read it. Does that give us silver money? No. But it was an insidi- 
ous attempt to enable these servants of Wall street, these followers of 
Aaron, that is, worshipers of the golden calf, to stop the coinage of sil - 
ver altogether. 

When silver came to be at par with gold, that is, when the specula- 
tors got ready to unload? and had unloaded, the Secretary of 
the 8 and the President could stop the purchase silver would 
fall, and the lambs would be shorn once more by the Wall street 
sharps, with shears furnished them by the President of the United 
States and his Secretary of the Treasury. If that bill was not the 
product of Wall street it belies its face. And this Republican Admin- 
istration accepted it, and the gentleman from Iowa, who is chairman 
of the Finance Committee, became its putative father. Thatis the way 
a Republican administration redeemed one of its pledges. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have shown you the executive method of re- 
deeming the Republican pledge to restore silver. Here is the legislative 
method. Here is the bill that comes from the Republican caucus, It 
well befits its midnight birth. We upon the outside are informed that 
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the mother underwent violent throes before the bantling saw the light 
of day, and surely there is every reason to believe this is true. The 
midwives were gentlemen who assisted in making the party platform, 
‘nominating the party candidates, and who in tones more or less elo- 
quens devoted themselves to secure the votes needed. Oh! how they 
ilated upon the honesty and the sincerity of the grand old party, 
upon its care for the people, upon its scrupulous redemption of all its 
romises, upon the honesty, the integrity, the faithfulness of its candi- 
tes. The echoes from the gentlemen’s speeches had hardly ceased 
reverberating when the Administration announced its policy, with the 
tle intimation that a veto might be constructed for any measure not 
accord with the policy. 

What a condition for these midwives. The child must be born hav- 
ing the gold color of its Wall-street father, and yet its silver-colored 
mother and her friends must be propitiated. Finally the child was 
born. Here it is. Is there * eys like a double standard in 
that? Ob, no. It is the same Wall-street bantling—the same specu- 
lator’s bill, with the Secretary of the Treasury to bull“ and ‘‘ bear”? 
the silver market for the benefit of his masters. He is even relieved 
from the supervision of the President, and given the sole power to 
manipulate the price of silver up and down as Wall street directs. That 
is the ative method of redeeming Republican pledges. Whata 
roaring a Republican platform is in the hands of a Republican 


majority. 

Mr. . the people of this country, without regard to polities, 
demand that silver be made money as our ſathers, the founders 
of the Republic, made it. They demand that the wrong which was 
done by the Republican party in 1873 shall be righted as far as it is 
practicable. Shall we heed that demand or will we bow to the dic- 
tates of Wall street, as this administration has done? I will endeavor, 
Mr. Speaker, to show why the people demand these things and why 
we should obey them. 

The first reason for this desire to return to the customs of our fathers 
is the diminishing amount of currency. I know the distinguished Sec- 
retary of the Treasury tells usin his report that the volume of cur- 
rency is constantly increasing, and is much larger now than it was in 
1873. The Secretary of the Treasury is mistaken. The people know 
he is mistaken, and I can prove that the le are right and the Sec- 
retary wrong from the latter’s own report. He tells us on e119 of 
his report that in 1873 there were $962,000, 000 in various kindsof money 
in the country, of which $127,000,000 were in the vaults of the Treasury, 
leaving $835,000,000 in the hands of the people and the banks, giving 
nearly $21 per capita circulation for a population of 40,000,000. So 
far as the money in the Treasury and national banks is concerned this 
statement is correct, but there should be made some deductions from 
the amount said to be in the hands of the people for the destruction 
of the various kinds of paper money, which would probably reduce the 
amount of circulation to $20 per capita. 

On the same page we find the statement of the moneys in the coun- 
try on the Ist of July last. The amount is, according to this state- 
ment, $2,099,000,000, of which $712,000,000 is in the Treasury and 
$1,387,000,000 in the hands of the people and the banks. This, with 
66,000,000 population, would give $21 per capita circulation, for in 
neither instance do I admit that the Government’s money in the Treas- 
ury is in circulation.” But the statement of the Treasury as to the 
amount of money in the hands of the people is not true, and the men 
who make it know itis not true. Here are the figures: 


In national | In other banks 
and individual 
banks, hands, 

Gold $82, 651, 610 829, 
Gold certificates .., 69,517,790 47, 612, 439 
Silver certificates 12, 452, 057 244,703, 508 
Silver dollars... 786, 730 47, 670,569 
Subsidi silver... 4,491, 681 46, 981, 483 
National-bank notes. 8 „715.587 179, 505, 046 
Legal-tender notes. . . . . . esse ieee: 97, 456, 832 202, 027, 359 

301, 072, 287 
Legal-tender certificates... .. . . .... .. . . . . . . eres 16, 955, 000 

318,027,287 | 1.002, 830, 362 

1,330, 857, 649 


To this is added certain sums which the Secretary seems to be afraid 
to locate, as follows: 


Fractional paper currency $6, 916, 690 
Compound- interest notes . 125 750 
One and two year notes of 
Demand notes... 56, 442 
State-bank circulation . 201,170 
7, 423, 007 
Add from ADOVE sressssescserssesensreevensroenesonernnee eosssesssseceseesesesse 1, 880, 357, 649 
Making the sum of.. a s.» 1,387, 780, 656 


Th pe ie the Secretary, is the amount of money the ‘people and the 
banks hold for business purposes. Let us analyze these 
In the first place, the fractional paper currency, the compound-inter- 


est notes, one and two year notes, demand notes, and State-bank notes 
are not in existence. They have long since destroyed. This 
eliminates $7,423,007 from the circulation. I had inquiry made, and I 


find that in 1873 the estimated that there was in 
gold in the banks $3,370,378.40 and in the hands of the people $59, 347, - 
923.74, a total of $62,718,302,14. I have not been able to discover by 
diligent inquiry where they found the 14 cents in gold, but probably 
in some one’s hollow tooth. Since that date an accurate account of the 
gold coined and that imported and exported has been kept, so that the 
grand total of gold, assuming the original guess to be correct, now in 
the country would seem to be $680,063,505, of which $303,581, 937 is 
in the Treasury, $82,651,610 in the national banks, and the remainder, 
$293, 829,958, in the hands of the people. 

In the seventeen years that this account hus been kept not one dol- 
lar, not even the 14 cents in gold that existed in 1873, has been de- 
ducted for losses of gold. In the handling of that vast sam of money 
for that long period of time some of it, certainly not less than 10 per 
cent., has been lost. Here is a reduction of $25,000,000. The same 
course has been pursued as to the silver dollar. Every dollar coined 
and not in the Treasury vaults is assumed to be in the national banks 
or in the possession of the people, Of the 55,000,000 silver dollars not 
in the Treasury none have been dropped in the mud or lost at sea, at 
least so say these Treasury statisticians when they make up their tables 
to deceive the people and try to make them believe money is abun- 
dant. Not less than $5,000,000 must be deducted for lost silver dol- 
lars, 
It is even worse when we come to consider subsidiary silver. That 
includes half-dollars, quarter-dollars, twenty-cent pieces, dimes, half- 
dimes, and three-cent pieces, and the Secretary says that there are 
$76,500,000 worth in existence, of which $47,000,000 are in the hands 
of the people, $4,500,000 in the banks, and $25,000,000 in the Treas- 
ury, This includes all the subsidiary silver coined since 1860, For 
thirty years no one has lost a three-cent piece, a silver half-dime, a quar- 
ter, or a half-dollar. Every one has been religiously preserved and goes 
to make up the $47,000,000 subsidiary silver now in the hands of the 
people. To state this proposition is to refute it. A very low estimate 
of the loss of this class of money will be $17,000,000. 

Now we come to the paper money. The Treasury assumes that the 
paper money, it and the national-bank issue, is indestructible by fire 
or water; that every dollar it has put out and not redeemed is now in 
circulation. This paper money, said to be in the hands of the people, 
amounts to $202,000,000 legal-tender notes, the issuance of which com- 
menced in 1863; of $179,000,000 of national-bank notes, the issuance of 
which began the same year; of $48,000,000 gold certificates, which were 
first issued in 1866, and of $244,000,000 silver certificates, the first of 
which were issued in 1878. This makes $644,000,000; all of which has 
been in circulation from twelve to twenty-seven years. The assump- 
tion that none of this vast sum has been destroyed by fire or water, 
that none of it has been carried abroad and never returned, that the 
seas and rivers have not swallowed it up, is too ridiculous. 

The most conservative bankers, in the days of private banks of issue, 
calculated upon a profit exceeding 1 ae cent. per annum from the de- 
struction of their notes. Of the $6 ,000,000 paper money said to be 
in the hands of the people not more than $500,000,000 is in existence, 

iving another deduction of 8144, 000, 000. The law requires that the 
banks shall keep in their vaults, as a reserve, in legal-tender notes, 25 
per cent. of the amount of their circulation, As the bank circulation 
is $180,000,000 this takes $45,000,000 of the legal-tendersin the banks 
entirely out of circulation. 

In the light of these facts let us see what the actual money of the 
country is. Here is what we must deduct from the Treasury statement: 


Fractional paper. currëncy Cb, .s....ssssessissscsčssidnpoossea ses sacedarcacsngeavancneged 


Paper money. .. recess sense 
Legal-tender reserve in banks 


„ c snaoeedssssgioassess vsesyeses si ňsi 243, 000, 000 


From Secretary Windom’s $1,387,000,000 we must deduct $243,- 
000,000 which only exists in the vivid imagination of Treasury experts, 
leaving $1,144,000,000. From this must be deducted $460,000,000 
held by the banks as reserves to meet deposits, being $127,000,000 more 
than is required by law, and we have $684,000,000 as the money for 
65,000,000 people. This is $10.36 per capita. Great Britain with 109,- 
000 square miles and its 31,000,000 population, traversed by railways 
from John O’Groat’s to Land’s End, every town or city of any size 
within twenty-four hours’ reach of every other one, has an active cir- 
culation of $27 per capita. France has $42. Little Belgium, not so 
large as the State of Massachusetts, has nearly $30, whilst the United 
States, larger than all Europe, leaving out the frozen regions of the 
Arctic Ocean, has only $10.36 and a financial Secretary who in the in- 
terest of the money sharks misrepresents the facts to try and induce 
a reduction even of that small sum. With that sum the people have 
to pay their State, county, city, school, and other taxes, so that it is 
continually being withdrawn from the channels of business, returning 
only at stated intervals, thus aiding speculators. 
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The people of the country have not, of course, studied these figures. 
But they know the facts. It is a condition which confronts them, not 
a theory, and the condition is, a great scarcity of money. They feel, 
they see, they know that, and that is one of the reasons why they de- 
sire a return to the double standard. In 1873, with the double stand- 
ard, they had double the amount of money they now have, and even 
then there was not enough. Their voice must be heeded, and woe to 
the men or the party that neglect to hear their ery. 

But, Mr, Speaker, there are other reasons which we, as the chosen 
legislators of this great country, are bound to consider. There are some 
men who are so broad-minded that they have to take the whole world 
into consideration when they look into any question. In private life 
this may be all well enough; but, sir, when we assemble in this Cham- 
ber itis to make laws for the benefit of the people of the United States 
of America, not for the world, and as legislators we must consider what 
is to benefit our country and our people, regardless of how it affects 
other countries and other peoples. That is our duty. I may be ac- 
cused of selfishness for making this assertion, but nevertheless I stand 
by it as an indisputable proposition, as an axiomatic fact. 

Let us then look into the question of free coinage, of the double stand- 
ard, from this standpoint, that is, from the standpoint of how our coun- 
try is to be affected in contradistinction to other countries. 

From the discovery of America in 1492 to 1888, Europe, Asia, and 
Africa produced $2,796,000,000 in gold and $1,036,000,000 in silver, 
whilst the Americas produced $3,508, 000, 000 in gold and $6, 666,000,000 
in silver; of this American gold and silver the United States produced 
$1,806,000,000 in gold and $863, 000, 000 in silver, all but a very small 
portion being the product of the last forty years. These figures show 
that up to date we have produced in this country about two-thirds as 
much gold and four-fifths as much silver as Europe, Asia, and Africa, 
and 28.6 percent, of the gold and 11.1 per cent. of the silver of the world. 
Examining as to more recent production, we find that from 1875 to 
1888, inclusive, the total production of the world was, gold, $1,620,- 
000,000; silver, $2,020,000,000. Of this the United States produced 
$440,000,000 gold, that is, 27 per cent., and $600,000,000 silver, that 
is, 30 per cent. 

Our gold production as compared with the whole term had slightly 
fallen off whilst our silver productions had largely increased. ‘Taking 
now the last five years, of which we have full statistics, that is, 1884, 
1885, 1886, 1887, and 1888, we find the gold production of the world 
to be $529,258,000; the silver, $612,547,000. The United States pro- 
duced of this $198,775,000 gold and $263,945,000 silver. These are 
significant figures. The United States in these five years pros noed 31 
per cent. of all the gold of the world and 43.1 per cent. of all thesilver, 
and yet we make merchandise of silver, We treat it as we do wool 
and hay and wheat and cotton and corn, though it has been recognized 
as money since the days when Abraham buried his wife. The average 
production of gold in these five years was $32,355,000 per year and of 
silver $52,789,000. In 1889 we produced $33,175,000 gold and $59,- 
195,000 silver. 

Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that we are now producing nearly 
one-half of the silver of the world, is itnot our duty, our hounden duty, 
to use all legitimate methods to increase its value? 

Mr. Speaker, there is still another reason why the United States 
should make money, instead of merchandise, out of silver. Of the 
organized eee of the earth, about 800,000,000 use silver alone as an 
unlimited legal tender; 200,000,000 use gold and silver. and 100,000,- 
000 use gold alone. England, Germany, and the Scandinavian nations 
lie east of us and use gold. In the same direction we find the Latin 

Union with its double standard. West and south are the 800,000,000 
“silver users. 

Our exports to the East are almost entirely raw materials to be 
manufactured, then paid for with a small portion of the manufactured 
product, whilst the rest is used to drive away our manufactures from 
the people of the West and South. We ought to command the trade 
of these silver people of-Asia and America because of our locality, but 
we allow Togan to debase one of our precious metals, buy it cheap, 
send it to India at full par value to pay the laborers their 8 cents a day 
to raise wheat to feed English workmen and cotton for them to manu- 
facture, and then use that manufactured cotton to get more cheap sil- 
yer from us and the nations south of us, 

How have our money-lenders, who demonetized silver by fraud, 
helped this? Jn 1870 England was the only gold-standard nation, and 
silver in London was worth 103 to 100 of gold. Germany, flooded with 
$1, 000,000,000 of gold taken from France, demonetized silver, of which 
it produced none, The United States, then as now the largest silver 
producer, followed the evil example, as did the Scandinavian nations, 
none of which were silyer producers. In a few years silver as mer- 
chandise dropped to 75, and England has expended hundreds of mill- 
ions to build railways and canals in India and bring its wheat and 
cotton producing lands within reach of the seaboard. And it drained 
our silver to accomplish this result and our gold to purchase more sil- 
ver from the countries south of us. 

From 1873 to 1878, inclusive, when silver was entirely demonetized, 


our exports of gold and silver bullion were $428, 124, 600 and our imports 


$177,368, 966, showing an excess of exports of the precious metals over 


imports of $250,755,634, or an average of $41,792, 606 peryear. In 1878 
we partially remonetized silver, and the result was that from 1879 to 
1888, inclusive, our imports of bullion and coin were $528,290, 016 and 
our exports $406,744,451, an excess of imports over exports of $121,- 
545,465, an annual average of $12,154,546. 

The men who demonetized silver in 1873, who opposed its partial 
romonetization in 1878, and who are now endeavoring to prevent its 
full rehabilitation as money, predicted that if the Bland bill became a 
law the United States would ‘‘be made the dumping ground for all 
the silver of the world and gold would vanish.’’ How true these pre- 


dictions were is shown by the following table of the exports and im- 
ports of gold and silver coin and the bullion in the ten years succeed- 
ing the passage of the Bland act: 


11, 044, 238 16, 841, 675 
8,095,336 | 14. 830, 199 
10, 755, 242 19, 919, 405 
b Bove 
17, 850, 307 29, 511, 229 
17, 260,191 26, 296, 504 
15, 403, 669 28, 037, 949 


389, 787,494 | 175,568,920 | 138,502,522 | 231, 155,741 
22 E :. . ——— 
38. 978, 749 17,556, 892 13, 859, 252 | 23, 115, 574 


Here we find that in these ten years we imported $214,218,574, an 
average of $21,421,857 per annum more dollars’ worth of goldthan we 
exported, and we exported $92,653,217, or $9,265,321 a year more dol- 
lars’ worth of silver than we imported. It was the gold that was 
dumped on us, and only a small portion of our silver was carried away. 
Compare these figures with the exports and imports of gold and silver 
during the six years from 1873 to 1878, inclusive, when silver was 
wholly demonetized. Here is the statement: 


Gold, Silver. 


Years, 

Imports. Exports. Imports. Exports 
$8, 682,447 | $44,856,715 | $12,798,490 | $39, 751, 849 
19, 503, 137 34, 042, 429 8, 551, 769 82, 587, 985 
13, 696, 813 66, 950, 977 7,203, 25, 151, 165 
7, 999, 709 31,177,050 7, 943, 972 25, 329, 252 
234 26, 590, 370 29, 571, 854 
18, 330, 213 9, 204, 461 21, 035, 670 
89, 458,555 | 212, 852, 002 136, 447, 775 

=== 


I m TTT 
. 909, 759 N 11, 253, 405 22,741, 282 


Compare these averages and see how demonetization affected the 
precious metals. It had reduced our paying capacity one-half, and in 
that doubled our indebtedness abroad. They took our silver as mer- 
chacie and our gold to pay what we owed. Look at the figures to- 
gether: 


Gold. Silver. 


Years. 
Imports. Exports. 


555 | $212, 852, 002 $136, 447,775 
494 175, 568. 920 231, 155, 741 


759 35, 475, 333 11, 23, 405 22, 741, 282 
38, 978, 749 17,556,892 | 13, 8850, 22 23. 115,574 


We exported twice as much silver as we imported, and two and a 
half times as much gold, when silver was entirely merchandise; with it 
partially restored we exported nearly twice as much silver as we im- 
ported, and imported considerably more than twice the amount of gold 
we exported, 

I remember, Mr. Speaker, that in 1888 a vast number of gentlemen— 
they called themselves ‘‘ spell-binders ’’—were engaged in telling the 
people of the country that if they, the dear people, would put the Re- 
publican party in power a wonderful period of prosperity would en- 
sue. The country ought to have been prosperous; it was increasing its 
stock of gold at a rapid rate. 

The people would have been prospering during these ten years but 
for the infamous system of laws which gathers in all the money of the 
country into the Treasury building to enable the Secretary to pay from 
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25 to 30 per cent. premium on bonds which he has the undoubted right 
to call in at par. The importation of money into any country indicates 
a prosperous condition. I regret to see from the Report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury that in the fiscal year beginning on the Ist of July, 
1889, just fonr months after the inauguration of this Administration, 
which was to give us such great prosperity, the condition has changed 
wonderfully. Instead of importing money we are exporting. Small 
as our supply is it is being rapidly decreased instead of increasing, as 
it had been doing for ten years. 

By referring to pages 119 and 120 of the report of Secretary Windom 
I find that in the fiscal year 1889 we imported $10,372,145 of gold coin 
and bullion and exported $60,033,246, a balance against us of $49,- 
651,161, For the two preceding years the balance of gold had been in 
our favor an average of $28,879,298 a year. The year betore the bal- 
ance in our favor was $25,559,083; now it is $49,661,101 against us, a 
change of $75,220,184 in a single twelve months of that Administration 
which was to give us such great prosperity. Some of the ‘'spell-bind- 
ers“ who occupy seats upon the floor can probably hold the House 
spellbound“ while they explain this condition, for it ‘tis a condi- 
tion, not a theory, which confronts us, a condition proven by the hard, 
cold logic of figures. 

The ablest writers on this subject calculate from the best attainable 
sources that the production of the precious metals, since the discovery 
of America, has been $14,000,000,000 worth, of which $7,500,000,000 
was silver and $6,500,000,000 gold—that is, 53.5 silver to 46.5 gold. 
Much more silver than gold is used in the arts and manufactures, and, 
as nearly as can be ascertained, the organized people of the world have 
$8,000,000,000 of coined money, of which $4,150,000,000 is silver and 
$3,850,000,000 is gold. The proportion thus shown is 52 per cent. of 
silver money to 48 per cent. of gold money for the world, 

In the United States the percentage of gold to silver is about 60 

ld to 40 silver, and if we deduct from our gold the large amount 

eld in the Treasury by unwise laws, and not in circulation, it is not 
less than 70 to 30. The equilibrium between the metals should be re- 
stored. Silver is the working member of the partnership between the 
metals. Gold is held as the basis of credit for the rich. Silver pays 
for the living expenses of the poor. AsJohn Thompson, the well known 
New York banker, properly calls it, silver is the money of daily em- 
ployments.’’ 

That silver is the money of the people and that they should have 
more of it is proven by the report of the Secretary, Table 1, page exxiii. 
We had on the 1stof July last 343,947,093 silver dollars of the United 
States coĩnage. Of this, either in dollars orsilver certificates, $292,374,- 
077, or 85 per cent., was in the hands of the people, 6 per cent. in the 
national banks, and the remainder in the Treasury. At the same time 
we had $680,000,000 in gold coin, of which only 50 per cent. was in the 
hands of the people, the other being held by the banks and the Treas- 


ury. 

"What we want, Mr. Speaker, is more of the people’s money, the 
money of daily employments, and we can only get it by free coinage, 
qnas such as we had before theconspiracy of money-lenders and Repub- 
ican political leaders demonetized silver. The bill under considera- 
tion does not give us free coinage; it does not restore the silver dollar; 
it is a fraud and a snare; it is in direct comflict with the platforin of 
the party which controls legislation and which solemnly pledged itself, 
to gain power, to the full remonetization of silver. Let a distinguished 
Republican Senator is reported to have said in the last few days: 

There is no use in putting through a free-coinage measure, to be vetoed by 
the President, for then we wouid have nol lation atall, Weare willing to 


accept something which we are sure the Administration will approve and 
. Which will increase the volume of our currency. 


There is no suggestion in the bill that silver shall be made money, as 
the Republican platform demands. But there is u grand field for job- 
bery. Mr. Windom will not have to coin $2,000,000 per month, as he 
now does. Section 5 stops that. He can buy up a large amount of 

bullionand pay ſor it in Treasury notes, as providedinsection!. These 
: porama would cause the price of silver to rise. Wall street specu- 

ators can purchase these notes, present them at the Treasury, and ex- 

change them for bullion, thus throwing a large amount upon the mar- 
ket and causing a decline in the price. Any one can see that, with the 
collusion of the Secretary, the price of silver can be made a foot-ball, 
to be kicked up and down as Wall street sees fit. 

The Treasury notes with which the bullion is to be purchased are 
not legal-tenders in the hands of the mine-owner from whom the silver 
ore is taken, or of the smelter when the ore is reduced to bars, or of 
their workingmen, or of those from whom they purchase machinery, 
food, or clothing, but sosoon as they become the property of a national 
bank, ‘‘ presto change, the legal-tender quality attachestothem. And 
this is the way the Republican party redeems it pledge. 

The subsidized press and the gold-bugs talk about the depreciation 
in the value of silver which caused its demonetization.’? There was 
no depreciation until it was forced by legislation obtained through fraud. 
The tables of Pixley show that from 1833 to 1873 the price of silver in 
London was 61d. per ounce, the variations during the long period being 
very slight. The United States, the largest silver-producing country, 
demonetized silver in 1873, and in 1887 it had fallen to less than 42d. 


per ounce, In 1849 the silver dollar was at a premium of 5 per cent. 
over the gold dollar, and from that time to 1873 there was added to the 
world’s stock of precious metals $3,317, 000,000 of gold and but $1,395,- 
000,000 of silver, and then the silver dollar bore 3 per cent. premium. 

It is nothing but vicious legislation that has depreciated silver—leg- 
islation in favor of the money-lender, the banker, the speculator, and 
against the people. And when it is proposed to remedy this evil and 
restore silver to its proper position as money, we are told thatit would 
be useless; the President would veto the bill. There were once some 
great men in the Republican party. One of them, in November, 1877, 
when the Bland bill was under discussion, wrote: 

There is, however, one more chance left for averting evil. Gold men, if not 
lost to considerations of justice and duty and to a sense of their own true 
terest, will, after it has been properly amended, 8 and vote ſox the Bland 
silver bill. In this wa; manifold dangers will not only be averted, but resump- 
tion and prosperity achieved, Should this last chance be lost; if gold men per- 
sist in a course which protracts the hoarding and sweating financial policy, 
they will become responsible for the consequences. nis signal lights are 
burning. There is danger, it is said, that the Bland bill will be passe Fe con- 
stitutional majorities in both Houses over a Presidential veto. Now, I take 
leave to say to aggressive and rapacious capitalists that the worst thing = 
ble for them and for the welfare ot our country will be the defeat of a bill re- 
monetizing silver, by a Presidential veto. If gold men persist in sowing the 
storm, they must prepare to reap the whirlwind. Thoughtful men would be 
admonished by the fact that already nearly or quite tw irds of the members 
of both Houses of Coygress ure in favor of the remonetization of silver. But 
should the voice of the people and the votes of their representatives be over- 
ridden by an Executive veto, no prophet is needed to foretell the consequences, 


That letter bore the signature of Thurlow Weed. It may prove of 
interest to President Harrison, He is probably aware of what became 
of his predecessor who vetoed the Bland bill. 

Money is not a commodity, and silver has been money always, and 
is now the constitutional unit of our money. Congress had no more 
power to demonetize it than it has to pass an ex post factolaw. The 
demonetization was as illegal as it was unjust. It was a subtle device 
concocted to despoil the community of their property, for nothing 
equals in its power for evil the contrivance of laws which diminish the 
volume of currency, as this did by limiting the coinage to gold. 

Where the currency is small it is always easy for a few large corpora- 
tions and rich money-lenders to combine and lock it up, and thus throw 
down the price of stocks, wheat, cotton, and other commodities, work 
a corner on the currency, and force those who have bills falling due to 
sacrifice their property to sustain their credit, Thus the market is 
made tight and extortion easy. 

The remedy is plain and simple. We have only to do our duty, and 
that is to pass a tree-coinage law for silver; just such a one as existed 
before the conspiracy of 1873; just such a one as we have for gold. 
It will be an easy matter, if we find that foreign silver bullion is being 
imported and coined to such an extent as to endanger the equilibrium 
between gold and silver, for some subsequent Congress to put a duty 
upon foreign silver that will prevent its importation. 

I do not apprehend any danger from this source. In fact, I am not 
afraid of too much money of any kind. ‘Too little money is the cause 
of our troubles now. Let us do our duty regardless of what is done 
at the other end of the Avenue; and in this connection I would call the 
attention of my friends on this side of the House to the fact that one 
of our latest national Democratic platforms contains the following 
sentence: ‘‘ We believe in honest money, the gold and silver coinage 
of the Constitution, and a circulating medium convertible into such 
money without loss.” That is our pledge. Let us stand by it. The 
country demands it of us. If the Republican party at the dictation of 
the money-lenders, holding, as they do, all the powers of legislation, re- 
fuse to restore silver coinage, let the country hold them responsible; 
but let us, the representatives of Democracy, the friends of the people, 
go before them without the taint of Wall street upon our garments. 

Mr. Speaker, the wonderful spectacle is presented in this House that 
we are now considering a bill as a substitute which has been consid- 
ered by no committee of this House; no member upon the Democratic 
side has ever seen it or its provisions, until this morning itis printed in 
the RECORD. Vet, sir, it is a bill proposing to change our whole finan- 
cial system as it relates to silver, a mere Republican caucus bill. 

Mr. Speaker, it is accompanied with a rule, adopted by the majority 
at the moment of its introduction, that the previous question be con- 
sidered as adopted, a vote to be taken to-morrow evening at 3 o’clock, 
without the right of any member to offer any amendment or to secure 
a vote upon the great question of the free coinage of silver. 

Why, I ask, is it necessary to put a gag in the mouth of 
of free coinage of silver? 

It is obvious that this rule has been invented and now applied with 
great severity to thwart the representatives of the people, a majority 
of whom do, in good faith, propose to have free coinage of silver. You 
are afraid to give its friends upon your side and upon this side an op- 
portunity to represent the people. 

Hence this gag law and the decree of a Republican caucus to whip 
and coerce your dissentients into the most servile obedience! 

These, sir, are the means used to commit this fraud and deception 
upon the people. i 

They demand that there shall be a greater volume of money. You 
and your party answer, ‘‘ More taxes and less money;’’ for I say after 


the friends 
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repealing the law commanding the Secretary of the United States to 
coin $2,000,000 a month of silver not one dollar will be coined under 
this bill and this Secretary. 

Murder is fearful under any circumstances, calling forth the anger 
of Almighty God and the execration of mankind; but, sir, what should 
be said of it when committed in the householdof friends and by those 
who kiss when they stab? 

This is the sad fate of free silver, strangled and killed in this House 
by those who pretend to be its friends. Itsmurderiscomplete! The 
golden calf is now set up! And the American people are commanded 
to fall down and worship. 


[Mr. DORSEY addressed the House. His remarks are withheld for 
revision. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, the question of money, its issue, the reg- 
ulation of its value, and the control of its volume is perhaps the most 
important that the Congress of the United States has to deal with. It 
affects the interest of everybody rich and poor, weak and strong. The 
course of legislation upon this subject has not been such as to satisfy the 

t body of the American people, but rather to convince them thatit has 
n shaped in the interest of those who have fixed incomes and against 
the interest of the producers, wage-earners, and all who earn their living 
by labor either in the field, shop, counting-room, ox office. Thecondition 
of our monetary system at this time is such that should arrest the atten- 
tion of the honest thinking men of all parties and receive the most earn- 
est consideration. As Representatives we should approach this question 
with caution, but at the same time with a fixed and determined pur- 
to do what is right without regard to what political party will be 
Benefited by a proper settlement of it. It is a question that rises far 
above any party triumph. As one who loves our institutions and 
desirous of having them transmitted to future generations, I beg the 
House to lay aside all partisan feeling and do what is right, what the 
people, our masters, have demanded of us, their servants, and what I 
ow a majority of this Congress, freed from . is satis- 
fied ought to be done a free-coinage bill. t is what the peo- 
ple have asked for and that is what they have a right to expect, and 
they will never be satisfied until they get it. It is trifling with their 
interests to hesitate longer. About four years’ago, soon after my first 
election to Con, I made a speech for free coinage upon a bill then 
pending in the Forty-ninth Congress. The conditions that confronted 
us then are very similar to those of to-day, and as the experience from 
then until now has so completely demonstrated the correctness of the 
position I assumed I will presume to repeat substantially some of the 
observations made upon that occasion. 

The battle between the monometallists and bimetallists is at present 
attracting the attention of the world as never before. While this Con- 
gress and the people of the United States are deeply interested and 
greatly concerned about the result, they are not alone. The nations of 
the Old World are not disinterested and unconcerned. As ours is the 
strongest and most independent, the result of the agitation here is 
watched with much anxiety. While I have given the question much 
thought, Ido not pretend to beable to throw any new light upon it, nor 
do I think extended remarks important at this stage of the discussion. 
Lest my silence should be misconstrued I will, however, venture to offer 
my own views, and in doing so I trast I shall not fail to maintain ‘‘a 
decent respect for the opinions“ of those who may differ from me. 

On this floor as Representatives and elsewhere as individual citizens 
of this free Republic we have equal rights, and we ought to feel free 
to express our convictions without having our motives questioned. I 
have but little respect for the individual who claims to be honest and 
sincere and yet questions the honesty of every person who dares to 
take issue with him. In an important matter like this, upon which 
hangs in a great measure the prosperity of the whole country, we want 
facts and truths end not denunciations, details and not generalities, I 
believe with Disraeli, that upon a perfect knowledge and right ap- 
preciation of details the settlement of great questions mainly de- 


pends.” 
THE NECESSITY FOR, USE, AND KIND OF MONEY. 

Nearly all of the wants of man are supplied by exchanging the sur- 
plus products of his own labor for such of the products of others as he 
may require for his own wants. Except for barter and exchange man 
could not exist. It is certainly impracticable and undesirable, even if 
it were possible, for man to live altogether to himself. To perfect the 
exchanges necessary for the convenience of man it became necessary to 
adopt a medium which has been called money.“ Before the use of 
money exchanges were extremely inconvenient, and in many cases could 
not be made with any degree of nicety. 

To illustrate: One man would produce more of one article than he 
could consume, while another would have less of that article but more 
ofsome other. Ifthe one did not have what the other wanted no ex- 


order to get the benefit of his labor must dispose of it. To do this they 
must find not only a person 

one who is willing to exchange it for what they have. Farmer Jones 
raises more corn than he can consume, and Smith, a mechanic, would 
be glad to have it, but he has nothing except his labor. Jones does not 


want his labor at present, but wants a horse owned by his neighbor 
Brown, who himself would be glad to acquire more land for his stock 
farm; and so on indefinitely. They all have something to sell, and also 
want to purchase other things. So we see how inconvenient it is to 
trade and carry on commerce by barter and exchange, 

We are told that in the early ages of society cattle were the common 
instrument of commerce, and things were valued according to the num- 
ber of cattle for which they had been or could beexchanged. Sowelearn 
from Homer that the armor of Diomede cost nine oxen, while that of 
Glaucus cost a hundred. In Abyssiniasalt was used as the instrument 
of exchange. As the people became civilized and enlightened they be- 
came more active in producing and manufacturing the necessaries and 
comforts of life, and in building means of communication and trans- 
portation for the distribution of such products. Thisnecessitated more 
trading, and to carry it on it became important to adopt a measure of 
value, so that all could meet on the same level in the distribution of 
the products of their labor, both of mind and body. It was important 
that this measure or medium should itself be valuable, or represent 
value, so that persons having a surplus of one commodity might sell 
it for the medium, and with that procure the things desired by them 
without loss, 

By common consent in all civilized countries the precious metals, 
gold and silver, have been adopted for this measure mainly for the 
reasons that they are indestructible and er aan of being divided into 
any number of parts without loss. Different metals, says Adam 
Smith, have been used by different nations for this purpose. Iron 
was the common instrument of commerce among the ancient Spartans, 
copper among the ancient Romans, and gold and silver among all rich 
and commercial nations.“ It was a long time after the metals went 
into use as money before a system of coinage was adopted, and the use 
was attended by the inconvenience of weighing the metals. Every 
time a penny’s worth of an article was purchased it became necessary 
to weigh the penny. And thus it is that we read in the Bible that 
Abraham weighed to Ephron the four hundred shekels of silver which 
he had agreed to pay for the field of Machpelah. 

The instincts as well as the experience of mankind insist that all 
money shall itself possess real intrinsic value or represent it. The his- 
tory of the commerce of the world has settled the problem of what money 
shall be. The changes of time have confirmed mankind in the belief 
that gold and silver are the best basis for money. They are the surest 
standards of value, and yet this value is not unchangeable. It has been 
truly said that their value is necessarily a matter of agreement; and 
being so, is changeable and is affected by the surround- 
ing each transaction. 

OUR MONEY—BOTH GOLD AND SILVER. 

The Constitution of the United States authorizes Congress to coin 
money, to regulate the value thereof, and to regulate the value of for- 
eign coins, and at the same time provides that— 

No State shall make anything but gold and silver coin a tender in payment 
of debts. 

Coining is the act of stamping the weight and fineness npon and put- 
ting the metal in shape for use, and does not carry any guaranty on the 

rt of the Government as to the value of the coin. It does, however, 

x the weight and fineness of each, and establishes the paying rela- 
tions between the two metals. The Government can no more create 
valuethanitcanacow. By prescribing other and different uses it may 
increase value, and it may also decrease value by restricting the use ot 
money or the metals from which it is coined. The power of the Gov- 
ernment should and does generally cease with the coinage. I hold that 
it has no power under our Constitution to demonetize coined money or. 
to say that it shall not be a legal-tender. The owner of the coin must 
rely upon his judgment, and take the risk as to what its purchasing 
power will be when he may desire to use it. He has the right to rely 
upon the certificate of the Government as to weight and fineness and to 
insist that it shall be receivable for debts and taxes. 

Thomas Jefferson favored the two metals and originated the silver 
dollar as the unit of value. Mr. Morris, our first and one of our 
est financiers, was for silver alone, Alexander Hamilton, although in 
favor of national banks, recommended a double standard, expressing a 
preference for gold if a single standard should be adopted. The first 
act of Congress after the adoption of the Constitution upon this sub- 
ject was passed April 2, 1792, and made silver the unit of value. 

The act approved June 28, 1834, reduced the weight of the gold 
coins, and the act approved January 18, 1837, reduced the weight of 
the silver dollar to 412} grains and the small coins in the same pro- 
portion, Under the act of March 3, 1849, the coinage of the double 
eagle was authorized, and for the first time in the history of our Gov- 
ernment a gold dollar was provided for to be of the value of $1—a silver 
dollar—or unit. The act approved February 21, 1853, reduced the 
weight of the silver half-dollar from 206 to 192 grains and the smaller 
coins in the same proportion, and also limited their legal-tender qual- 
ities to sums not exceeding $5. 

So we find that until 1853 thesilver dollar was the sole unit of value, 
but both metals were in circulation and their relative value adjusted 
by law. ‘The reasons for these several acts may be found by an exam- 
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ination of the reports and debates upon and in reference to them. The 
Director of the Mint in 1833 that from 1792 to 1821 gold and 
silver remained at par with other, and that the first notice of a 

ium on gold measured in silver in this country appeared late in 

821.“ The advance was about 5 per cent. From 1821 to 1832 it 
fluctuated from 2 to nearly 6 per cent. premium. The relative value 
of the two metals in the coins in use at that time was 1 to 15 by law, 
and the average bullion relative value for the same period was a frac- 
tion over 15}. In December of the next year the same Director used 
this strong language: 

Both gold and silver have during the existence of the Government been a gen- 
eral legal tender, while silver alone has been the standard of value familiar in 
our conception 3 Any modifieation of the coinage. will be safe 
which leave standard of value undisturbed, and none could be con- 
templated without concern which would impair it. The design entertained, 
therefore, in the change of ratio now proposed is that silver shall remain the 
basis of our currency and the controlling standard of value; that gold shall be, 
as at present, al tender for all amounts, but ted in such a proportion 
to silver that the former will be exported bya slight preferendée when occasional 
circumstances shall induce the export of a portion of the national coins, 

Acting upon this recommendation, the weight of the gold coin was 
reduced so as to adjust it to a silver basis, and not silver to gold, as is 
pro: by some of our friends now. In 1837, upon the recommenda- 
tion of the Director of the Mint, the standard of fineness was adjusted 
to round numbers, and the number of grains changed so as to make it 

ual to 900 parts in 1,000 in each. Then it was that the silver dollar 
of 416 grains was reduced to 412} grains, but there wasno change in the 
value, for the reason that the addition to the fineness made good the 
loss of weight. Silver still remained the unit of value, and by the two 
acts of 1834 and 1837 the gold coins were reduced in weight and fine- 
ness, so that the relative value of 15 to 1, as fixed by the act of 1792, 
was changed to 16 to 1. Between the passage of the act of 1834 and 
that of 1837 silver was at a premium. France and Germany had arel- 
ative value of 15} to 1, and ours being worth 3 per cent. more than this, 
it was profitable to ship it abroad. To remedy this, and notto adopta 

ld standard, as has been recently charged, was the act of 1853 passed. 
The Director of the Mint pointed ont the importance of such an act to 
Congress. Mr. Hunter, so far from recommending a gold standard, in 
a report as chairman of the Finance Committee, pointed out the great 
necessity for both gold and silver. 

There was no other legislation upon the subject of coinage until the 
passage of the much-diseussed act of 1873, Those of us who are for 
silver are proud of the record made by the white metal; forall this 
time the silver dollar, selected and shaped for the people by Mr. Jefler- 
son, the Father of Democracy, kept its place as the unit of value. For 
eighty = nothing could be said against it; it was loved and appre- 
ciated by the people as it is now. Its friends little dreamed that it 
would be stricken down—as it was. With thé exception of only three 
years during this whole period thesilver dollar was worth more than gold, 

In 1861, in the midst of all the excitement of that memorable year, 
when our people were proposing to go to war with each other, this same 
dollar commanded a premium over gold of nearly 4 per cent. 

THE ACT OF FEBRUARY 12, 1873. 


This act changed the unit of value from silver to gold. Until the 
passage of this law debtors could pay their debts in either gold or sil- 
ver. By it contracts were changed so as to allow the creditor the right 
to demand gold so far as Congress had the power to so change. The 
change affected all contracts that were in existence at that time. With- 
out stopping now to argue whether the act was passed by fraud or 
not, I do not hesitate to say that it was unjust to the debtor class of 
our country and to the Government as well. It was not dictated by any 
wise, judicious, financial policy. It was confessedly the same policy 
that had been originated by England and followed by Germany, both 
creditor nations, whose financial policies are formulated by aclass hay- 
ing fixed incomes and who are interested in depreciating money. 

5 was indeed a fine stroke of financial policy and learned statesman- 
ship for the United States, overwhelmingly in debt, its demand notes 
away below par, attempting to resume specie payment by deliberately 
striking down silver, which was a unit of value when the debts were 
contracted ! The people and the Government itself wanted and needed 
all the silver that could possibly be had. Our country possessed many 
valuable mines and the miners were anxious to work them. 

As soon as the effect of this act was made known to the people they 
were quick to denounce it, and were persistent and earnest in their 
efforts to have silver restored by opening the mints to its coinage again. 
The creditor class of this country had by this act with its deceitful 
title, which had passed so quietly and with so little discussion, secured 
a great advantage of the business men, farmers, and laborers of our 
country. The wrong involved in the demonetization of silver can never 
be correctly estimated: The panic of 1873 withall its frightful misery 
followed. It looked like a herculean task to recover from the depression 
occasioned by this law or to secure any modification of it. The great 
political party then in power was committed to the single gold standard 
and turned a deaf ear to the petitions of the people. The eyes of the 
public turned to the Democratic the party of the people—always 
willing to execute the will of majority. The restoration of silver 
was made an issue before the country. There was no mista the 
stern, majestic voice of the people when they gave their verdict. 


The Forty-fifth Congress found a majority of the membersof the House 
committed to free coinage. Such a bill was passed. The Senate 
amended it and a conference was had. The result was the passage of tlie 
‘*Bland act.“ The President declined to approve the act and returned 
it to the House with his objections, but on reconsideration both the 
House and Senate agreed to pass the bill over his veto. It received the 
necessary two-thirds majorĩty and became a law on the 28th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1878, and is commonly called 


THE BLAND ACT, 

- With a fair construction of this act, in view of the contemporaneous 
discussion, it appears to me that there can be no doubt or question 
that Congress intended by providing for the coinage of the silver dol- 
lar and declaring that it shall be a legal tender“ to restore the unit 
of value“ to silver and to place it upon equal footing with gold, except 
the limitation upon the coinage, 

There is a well-known rule of construction that in construing two 
statutes such force: and effect should be given as will permit both to 
stand if possible. It is only by the aid of this rule of construction that 
the act of 1873 should be permitted to stand at all, and certainly no 
fair-minded judge would hold that the act of 1878 did not restore the 
silver dollar as a standard. If the two acts are inconsistent, then the 
latter must prevail, and we have silver and not gold. I believe both 
statutes are in force; and that we have two coin dollars, gold and silver, 
equal under the law. The Treasury nt has held otherwise. 
The construction insisted upon by all the Secretaries is unfair and un- 
worthy of that prominent and exalted position. The silver dollar can 
be used for any purpose that the gold dollar can. The latter would be 
a standard dollar if the words the unit of value“ were not in the 
act of 1873, and they are not necessary in order to impart this quality 
to the silver dollar, 

SILVER BOYCOTTED. 

The employés and servants of the people who have controlled the 
y Department since the passage of the Bland act have been op- 
posed to the policy of the law, and they, aided and abetted by the na- 
tional banks (corporations supposed to be created by Congress for the 
convenience of the people), at once ordered and from then until now 
have continuously s i what, to use a modern and common ex- 

pression, may be called a boycott upon silver. 

Notwithstanding the power and influence of these officials and banks, 
with their advan they have utterly failed to affect the money 
value of silver. It will still buy as much and pay as many debts and 
as much tax as the gold dollar. All that has been accomplished is to 
increase the bullion value of gold above that of silver, and for this they 
would reduce it toacommodity. Assuming to be much exercised about 
the honor and credit of the United States, they tell us that no Govern- 
ment like ours can afford to pay its debts in anything except the dearest 
money and that weshould give our creditors the money they want. They 
tell us that payment in silver is 25 per cent. of repudiation. Having 
made the boycott effectual, as they supposed, they point to the “unit 
of value“ in the act of 1873, and cry out against ative by denouncing it 
as cheap money. The people have been robbed of millions and the 
bondholders correspondly enriched under the plea of strengthening 
and maintaining the public credit. Bonds received for currency worth 
60 cents by such clamor have been run to a premium of 30 per cent. 
and still their cry is that of the horse-leech: Give! Give! They are 
never satisfied. 

Mr. S er, Lam opposed to such action, and here and now protest 
against its continuance. It is the duty of this Congress to put a stop 
to such discrimination against. one of the coins of the Government. Let 
us without unnecessary delay compel a withdrawal of the boycott” 
and restore silver to its proper -piace as a part of thefhasis of our mone- 
tary system, and thus restore the relations between the two metals by 
free coinage if possible, and if not, then to the full extent allowed under 
the present law. 

It is the monometallists— 

Says the great French financier— 
who are the authors of the depreciation, which, nevertheless, they point to as a 
proof of the unworthiness of the metal which they ery down. They resemble 
the people who, having tied up the legs of a horse, called out for him to be killed 
because he could not gallop, A sage who was passing by untied the ligatures 
and the steed flew off. 

The attack upon silver is without the least provocation; but at the 
same time the great cry about the clipped and dishonest dollar and 
the general denunciation of silver have done much to depress trade and 
oppress the people, for the effect of it has been, in my opinion, to force 
gold, which when held in large quantities is always timid, to the 
centers of trade, leaving the great body of the people without any. It 
may be true, as the friends of gold tell us, that money is cheap and 
plentiful, but we know that the circulation does not reach the ex- 
tremities of our country. We want a financial policy that will at the 
same time restore both confidence and a free circulation. In the lan- 
guage of the illustrious Calhoun, we say, Restore them to their proper 
functions and they will return from their banishment; the mines will 
again be opened, and the gorgeous splendor of wealth will again reas- 
sume the more humble but useful form of coins.“ 

Ido not mean to charge that the action of the Treasury Department 
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was the sole cause of the present agricultural depression, but I do say 
that the treatment of silver has had much to do with our troubles. It 
restricted the coinage and circulation at a time when the interest of our 
people demanded the full coinage and free circulation of every dollar 
that our mines could produce or that it was possible to obtain. Let the 
merchants, farmers, mechanics, and laborers, who have had and still 
have debts to pay and who have most severely felt the effects of the 
depression, answer whether I am correct or not. 

I am amused at the inconsistency of our friends who oppose free coin- 
age. In one breath they tell us that the silver dollar is ‘‘ dishonest,” 
short weight, buzzard, cart-wheel, and wholly unfit for 
money, and in the next that they are the only real bimetallists, and that 
the course they propose is the only way to secure it; that they would 
not discontinue its nse and would not, if they could, demonetizeit. I 
respectfully submit that if the charge be true, common honesty de- 
mands that we should not use it at all, and should get rid of it as soon 
as possible. But I do not believe that it is either cheap or dishonest 
money. Fairly treated, it is as as gold. 

It is unjust to say that those of us who favor silver desire to pay the 
national debt with cheap money. As far as I am concerned I believe 
that any money that is good enough for the plowholder is good enough 
for the bondholder, but my main purpose is to restore the measure of 
value, which I believeto be both gold and silver, and thus enable us 
the sooner to make payment according to the terms of the contract. 

I protest against a national debt except in so far as we are compelled 
to carry it. Debts ought never to be made if possible to avoid them, 
and when made should be paid as soon as possible. Nations, as indi- 
viduals, should live within their means, and creditors of nations should 
exact no more than they would concede if the positions were reversed. 
Credit is a good thing to have, but debt is dangerous. 

= SOUND CURRENCY. 

The friends of silver have been charged with favoring inflation“ 
and *‘fiat money.“ As for myself, and I think I cin speak for the 
members of the Democratic party who favor free coinage, I desire to 
say, Mr. Speaker, that I will go es far as any one for a sound and 
stable currency. As to what is or is not sound, I beg leave to say that 
in my opinion the two metals furnish a sounder and more stable basis 
than one of them can. It has been truthfully said that stability 
is the desideratum in the standard.“ My reason, in short, for this 
opinion is that with the free coinage and circulation of the two metals 
the one would serve as a check and balance to the other; in other 
words, a corner“ upon one would avail nothing, and it will be ex- 
tremely difficult to corner both. 

Upon the question of a sound currency, Mr. Webster said: The 
legal standard of value is gold and silver;“ which, he said. was the 
law of the land at home and the law of the world abroad; there could, 
in the present state of the world, be no other currency.” 

On another occasion he spoke as follows: 


I am fora solid specie basis for our circulation, and for specie as a part of the 


circulation so far as it may be practicable and convenient. Iam for giving no 
that is to say, irredeemable 


value to r merel, r. I abhor T; 
pepan: 8 8 into gold or silver at the will of the 

oder. * 

I will let the history of France and the statement of her greatest 
financier, Mr. Cernuschi, answer the charge that the double standard 
is less stable than a single standard: 

Itis admitted without contradiction that the r the bulk of the more- 
tary mass the less strong the variationsin the buying power of specie when 
the monetary matter has suddenly contracted or expanded. 

Should it be objected that the bimetallic mass is exposed to the variations in 
the productions of both metals instead of to those of one, we would reply that 
greater regularity is probable in production of gold and silver, taken together, 
than in the production of a single metal. 

Since England adopted the single gold standard in 1816 commercial 
and financial panics have beencommon. Thestrongest evidence of this 
may be found in the fact that for the twenty-five years preceding 1873, 
when Germany and the United States suspended the coinage of silver, 
the rate of interest changed more than two hundred times, the lowest 
being 24 per cent. and the highest 10 per cent. For more than one 
hundred years next before 1816, with bimetallism, there were less than 
twenty changes in the rate of interest, and 1t was never higher than 6 
per cent. nor lower than 4. Mr. Alexander Baring, in his eviden_e be- 
fore a committee in England, said that in London during the financial 
crisis of 1847 it was impossible to borrow a guinea of gold on 60,000 
pounds of silver. Again we learn that in India, where silver is the 
standard, in Calcutta during the crisis of 1864 the owner of 20,000 
pounds of gold was declared to be a bankrupt for the reason that he 
could not raise a single rupee on his gold. 

Mr. Speaker, as long as the love of liberty and the spirit of independ- 
ence is abroad in our land the American people will not tamely submit 
to the burdens that will necessarily result from the adoption of the 
single gold Standard. They will insist upon a measure of silver as long 
as its value is not less than the average value of the property of the coun- 
try. They will demand that our metal be coined into money for their 
own use, regardless of whether it is or is not favored by England and 
Germany. 

THE GRESHAM LAW CAN NOT DRIVE OUR SILVER OUT. 


Sir Thomas Gresham, a London merchant of the time of Henry VIII, 


first called attention to what he alleged to be a fact that bad money 
always drives out good money, and that good money can never drive 
out bad. Thefriends of gold rest their whole case upon this law, and 
straightway assume as a fact that silver is bad money, and under 
the operations of this law of finance will be driven out of our country, 
and with this premise argue with some force that in our effort to secure 
bimetallism we will be reduced to monometallism in its worst shape. 
Now, in the first place, silver is not bad money. I do not, as many of 
our friends do, admit the applicability of the Gresham law as to the 
two precious metals, except toa very limited extent. Itmay, and I be- 
lieve does, accomplish complete results when applied to irredeemable 
or other local legal-tender money not convertible on demand, 

The truth is that gold and silver are now, and since the dawn of civil- 
ization have been, the money of the world. There has never been an 
overproduction, and yet the supply has generally been sufficient to 
meet the demands of trade and business. With both metals as the 
basis, unhealthy inflation would be impossible; with free coinage the 
world over it would be impossible to contract to a dangerous degree. 
This same law was held up to frighten Congress in 1878, but in utter 
disregard of it the Bland act was passed, and our experience under it 
for the last twelve years clearly proves the position I assume. During 
this time we hąye increased our gold in circulation over two hundred 
million, and land, the country that we were told would dump her 
silver on us, is being drained. We can take and use all the silver of 
our own mines and the surplus of other countries without driving out 
any gold. 

‘There is nothing in this scare, for we see that we are not only not 
losing our gold, but are increasing it over $20,000,000 annually. We 
are not having the silver of the Old World dumped on us, but, as is 
shown by official statistics, we have exported more silver than we have 
imported. Will our friends not cease to deal in prophecy and deal with 
this great problem as a practical, living question? There is no escap- 
ing the fact that there is not enough gold to do the work of money for 
the world. The stock of both metals, according to the best accessible 
information, is not exceeding $7,000,000,000, which is divided about 
equally between the two metals. Ne 

Mr, Speaker, it is a striking and significant fact that wherever the 
one is found so is the other. In their work as money, unless divorced 
by statute law, they are by an immemorial law of finance inseparable. 
There appears also to be some law of nature that holds them together. 
Sleeping deep down in the ‘‘rock-ribbed”’ hills and mountains of our 
Western Territories, where the eye of man has never penetrated, they 
keep each othercompany. These metals, created by an all-wise Provi- 
dence for man to be used as money, have been adopted by the civilized 
world, and with the proper relation between them can defy the law of 
Lord G and this is peculiarly the case with such a strong and 
growing republic as the United States, where the power and capacity of 
the pt 8 gor itself is almost strong enough to destroy such a mone- 
tary law. 

This is the great producing country of the world, not only for the 
metals but for all that is necessary to feed and clothe mankind. We 
grow products to sell to other nations; and one of the principal uses of 
money is to circulate between nations as well as individuals, settling 
the balances in trade. We sell to and buy from gold countries and sil- 
ver countries, and hence need both metals for this. As we sell more 
than we buy, we getthe balancein money. Herelies our great security. 
In order to maintain this balance we should by proper and just laws 
provide plenty of honest money—gold, silver, and legal-tender notes— 
for our people, and thus stimulate the energy of our country. A con- 
traction to the extent of either metal would, in my opinion, bring ruin 
and disaster to our people, already overburdened with an immense pub- 
lic debt besides untold millions of State, county, municipal, and priv- 
ate debts. 

WE WANT AN AMERICAN POLICY. 


Mr. Speaker, our Government, wrested as it was from the Old World 
by revolution, now more than a hundred years old, and composed 
of thirty-eight States and the Territories, with a population ot over 
sixty-five millions of people, 145,000 miles of iload: besides our 
great natural highways, washed by two oceans, has certainly passed its 
adolescence and should adopt a policy of its own and not longer listen 
to the dictation of our mother country. Let the United States, by the 

e of a free-coinage bill, declare to the monometallists of the Old 
Worid and of this country that we intend to have both metals circu- 
late in the United States, and in the noble spirit that sustained our 
revolutionary fathers in their contest for civil liberty let us prosecute 
the fight for the financial freedom of the world. 

Our Government has made two efforts to bring about an international 
agreement, Letit now say to those countries who have refused to make 
this agreement that if they will not act with us we will undertake it 
without them. With this declaration on our part it will not be long 
before we will have such powers as France and Germany following us, 
and in the end we will secure what we now desire, but in no other way. 
Weare in condition fo boldly take this step because as a circulating 
medium among our people the silver is as good as gold; and we have 
no debts not payable in silver, and God knows we have enongh of 
them to pay to require all the silver we can get. Although we have 
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ao gery ms and interest, on our national debt since the war over 
SY ,000,000, it will take more of the labor and products of the 
country to pay the remainder than it would have taken when it was 
largest. The prices of farm products have fallen since 1873 fully 334 
per cent., or, in other words, the purchasing power of money has to that 
extent appreciated. The debtors have rights as well as the creditors, 
Let the pledge of faith and protection be extended to both alike. 

Something must be done. Things can not much longer remain as 
they now exist. The whole business of the country is standing still, and 
it behooves us, the Representatives, to takea forward step—we dare not 
go backward and we ought not to be content tostand still. Confidence 
is being withdrawn from the Government and we have evidences of dis- 
content all over the land. I appeal to the American Congress, and par- 
ticularly the Democratic members of it, to respect the wishes of the 
people by restoring silver to its proper place as money and avert the 
distress and desolation that otherwise awaits the debtors of our country. 
Before to-morrow’s sun shall go down I trust the wires will flash the 
news to the world that this House has declared for the free coinage of 
silver. [Applause. ] 

Mf. Speaker, this is in effect the argument I have made now, the sec- 
ond time in this Hall, for free coinage. I am satisfied if the individual 
Representatives upon this floor would vote their own judgments unin- 
fluenced by the Republican bosses that before the clost of to-morrow 
we would pass such a bill as I want. Butsincethe adoption of the out- 
rageous special rule yesterday at the dictation of a Republican caucus, 
by which debate is suppressed and amendments limited, I fear we will 
not be able to get an honest vote on free silver. Ihave here an amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute that I desire to offer if I can be rec- 
ognized for that purpose. It embodies the substance of several bills 
introduced by me in this House on December 18, 1889. I will read it 
now and offer it as soon as the pending améndments are disposed of, if 
allowed to do so: 


Sec,1. That any holder of silver bullion of a greater value than $20, standard 
fineness, shall have the right to have the samecoined at the mints of the United 
States into standard silver dollars of 412} grains of standard silver each: that 
the silver dollar of such weight and fineness shall be a legal tender for all pub- 
licand private debts, and shall be the unit of account and standard of value as 
is now prone for the gold dollar. 

Sec. 2, That whenever any national-bank notes shall be surrendered, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall issue an — amount of Treasury notes, 
legal tender forall debts, of the same denominations, and deposit the same in the 

— 1 to paid out as other moneys belonging to the Government. No 
national- bank shall hereafter be 1 to issue circulating notes of any kind 
whatever, and so much of the national-bank law as authorizes the issue of bank 


notes is hereby repealed. 
Sec. 3. That all laws and parts of laws peram for the sale of bonds of the 
reserve of $100,000,000 for the 


United States and for the accumulation of the gol 
redemption of the Treasury notes be, and the same are hereby, repealed, and 
the said reserve now held in the Treasury is hereby made available for use as 
other money belonging to the Government. 

Src. 4. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall, on the first day of July, 1890, 
or as soon as practicable thereafter, increase the issue of the United States legal- 
tender Treasury notes to an amount equal to the total taxes and revenues of 
the United States Government coll for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890; 
and thereafter he shall annually, on said day of each year, or as soon as prac- 
ticable, further increase the issue of said notes as the aggregate taxes and reve- 
nues may have been increased for the preceding fiscal year. 

Sec. 5. All Treasury notes issued by virtue of this act, or now outstanding, 
shall be a legal tender for all debts, private and public, including import taxes; 
and when they shall be received into the Treasury under any law from any 
source whatever and shall belong to the United States they shall not be re- 
tired, canceled, or destroyed, but shall be reissued and paid out again and kept 
in eireulation. 

If this substitute should be adopted, as I believe it would be if suf- 
ficient time was allowed for debate and an opportunity given to vote 
onit, the country would get immediate and substantial relief. I believe 
it would satisfy all classes and interests, except those who are interested 
in making money scarce and more valuable, I propose (1) free and un- 
limited coinage of silver; (2) the substitution of legal-tender Treasury 
notes for national-bank notes and for the repeal of so much of the 
national-bank act as allows the issue of circulating notes; (3) therepeal 
of all Jaws providing for the accumulation of the gold reserve of $100,- 
000,000 now maintained for the redemption of the outstanding Treas- 
ury notes, and (4) an increase in the amount of the legal-tender Treas- 
ury notes to a sum equal to the annual taxes collected and to be fur- 
ther increased as the expenses of the Government increase. 

By this bill I propose to open the mints to the free coinage of silver, 
take from the banks all control over-the circulating medium, increase 
our paper money over $100,000,000, and at the same time turn into 
the channels of commerce and trade the $100,000,090 useless gold re- 
serve now hoarded in the Treasury. The gold and silver coined and 
released in this way will take care of themselves, and as long as the 
Government does not issue a greater amount of Treasury notes than the 
taxes it levies, and does not collect more than is necessary to pay the 
expenses of the Government, and at the same time makes it receivable 
for such taxes to be collected by it, there can be no difficulty about 
keeping them at par with coin. This I think will at once restore con- 
fidence and revive business. It will give hope to the despondent mort- 
gageors and oppressed debtors every where. 

SILVER BULLION CERTIFICATES. - 

Mr. Speaker, I desire now to call attention to the provisions of the 
pos bill. It provides for much more than the purchase of silver 

ullion and the issue of certificates thereon. It in so many words re- 


peals so much of the Bland act of 1878 as requires the purchase and coin- 
age of not less than $2,000,000 nor more than $4,000,000 worth a month, 
and will as effectually demonetize silver as did the act of 1873, by re- 
ducing it to a commodity to be bought and sold as cotton, wheat, and 
other commodities. 

It destroys all hope of free and unlimited coinage, and places this 
country upon the single gold standard. It gives the Secretary of the 
Treasury the power to control the volume of the currency. It makes 
it possible by reason of the bullion-redemption feature for the money 
power, the worshipers of the golden calf, as my friend from Texas, 
Judge Moore, would say, to contract or expand the circulation at 
will by “bulling and bearing the bullion market. That is why the 
bill is supported by those who have heretofore been against silver. 

By section 2 it isclear that no greater amount of Treasury notes can 
be issued and outstanding at one time than the cost of the bukion held 
in the Treasury purchased bysaid notes. Thesame section also provides 
that upon demand of the holder of any cf the Treasury notes the Sec- 
retary may, in his discretion, exchange for such notes silver bullion; 
but, mark you, when such exchange is made the notes can not be re- 
issued. Here is the danger. No man ought to have such power over 
the currency of a free people. I protest against it, and warn the ma- 
jority of the danger of it. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, under the present law the Secretary has the dis- 
cretionary power to purchase and coin more silver than he will be au- 
thorized to purchase under the pending bill. If he will not exercise 
that discretion now, who is stupid enough to believe that he will do so 
under a new law? Away with this Treasury discretion and one-man 
power. The people are tired of it and are determined to have no more 
ofit. I beg the gentleman in charge of the bill thatif he will not con- 
sent to free coinage to consent to strike out the proviso to the second 
section. : 

THE CRIME OF 1873 CONFESSED. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to pass from the pending bill back to the de- 
monetization act of 1873. I have some new facts connected with its 
passage, recently brought to myattention. In the first place, I desire 
to correct a statement which I made in the Forty-ninth Congress, 
touching the passage of thatact through Congress. Fora longtime the 
people have been under the firm impression that the act of 1873 demon- 
etizing silver was surreptitiously and secretly passed. I so stated in 
1886, I made that statement because the President who approved the 
bill, and many prominent men who were in Congress at that time, dis- 
claimed all knowledge of the demonetization feature. This has been 
accepted as the truth until recently. 

But yesterday it was clearly shown by Senator SHERMAN, in his 
speech in the Senate, that such is not the fact. He has conclusively 
shown that it was a premeditated, well-organized scheme on the part 
of the Republican administration and the leaders of the party in the 
House and Senate at that time to strike down the silver money; that it 
was the policy of the Republican party to do exactly what was done. 
He wants it understood that he knew all about it. He wants the party 
to take credit for the act. The bill was drawn to conceal the inten- 
tion from the few Democrats then in Congress, They struck down sil- 
ver when it was at a premium, and because it was at a premiumd, and 
now they have the audacity to declare that there was no mistake about 
1 that they intended to do it; that they were responsible for the leg- 
islation. 

This bold confession is made at the other end of this Capitol by this 
distinguished Senator and contractionist, at the very moment when his 
party friends here are asking for the passage of a bill that makes it pos- 
sible for a Republican Secretary to accomplish the same result. Mr. 
J. J. Knox, then a prominent Treasury official, wants credit for the 
part he performed in the matter, and so he has confessed that he knew 
when and how it was done, and he claims that he wrote the first bill on 
thesubject. Here is what he says in an essay read before the Bankers’ 
Association in 1879: 

A zealous advocate of silver coinage recently said in Congress that no man 
had yet been bold enough to acknowledge the authorship of the section in the 
coinage act of 1873 which discontinued the oo of the silver dollar. 

it is not considered etiquette in Washington for subordinate officers of the 
Government to reply to statements of members of Congress; like chil x 
they are only to speak when spoken to. Except for this fact the gentleman 
mentioned could haye been promptly answered by reference toa paragraph in 
Senate Miscellaneous Documeut 132, Forty-first Congress, second session, 1870, 
which is a report transmitted to Congress with a draught of the bill which sub- 
stantially, three years thereafter, became the“ coinage act of 1873." The para- 


graph mentioned, which is headed in capitals “Silver Dollar—Its discontin- 
uance as a Standard.“ is as follows: 


“SILVER DOLLAR—ITS DISCONTINUANCE AS A STANDARD, 


“The coinage 
discontinued in the proposed bil 


t 
which is the favorite for circulation in China and J 
countries.“ 8 


— 
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The author of this report to Con 
with slight amendment thereafter, discontinued the coinage of the sil ver-dollar 
meg hot cay eves by reference to the printed bill in the dix of the re- 

itself. report three times distinctly stated that the bill accompany- 
it purposed to discontinue the issue of coinage. In 
port transmitted to Congress on June 2, — ia identical section 


report, the opinions of different persons in reference to the 
discontinuance of the co of the silver dollar, were also published in that 
e. s section of the act was also by the Board of Trade 
the Chamber of Commerce in the city of New York, and was recommended 
; = them, as may be seen by the published reports of these associations, The 
ouse was informed by the members of the Committee on Coinage, and others, 
of this provision, and the bill was printed thirteen times by order of Congress, 
and once bythe commissioners revising the statutes, and was considered dur- 
ing five successive sessions. If the provisions of the bill were not ‘well un- 
derstood it was certainly not the fault of its advocates, but rather of those who 
neglected to give the subject attention.” 


"THE Mvocates knew all about it, but the title concealed the real pur- 
pose of the bill, and the answers to the questions of leading Democrats 
all failed to disclose the demonetization feature. But, Mr. Speaker, 
the wicked conspiracy appears to have extended beyond our own 
country. 

Cire ws your attention while I read a paragraph from the speech 
made by Mr. Hooper, a Republican, who had charge of the bill in the 
Honse. His remarks appear in the Congressional Globe, volume 89, 
page 2304, the date being April 9, 1873. In his speech made at that 
time explaining this bill Mr. Hooper said: 

Tho bill under consideration is believed to contain all that is valuable in cx- 
isting laws, with such new provisions added as appear necessary to those best 
acquainted with the subject for the efliciency and economy of the publicservice 


in the important dej ent to which it relates. The bill was prepared two 

Fears ago. and has eee to careful and deliberate examination. It 
t 

of 


e approval of nearly all the mint experts of the country and the sanction 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. Speaker, here is the part to which I want to direct the special 
attention of this House and the country: 

; ndon, a disti. hed writer, who h t at- 

Mr. Ernest Seyd, of London, a nguis who a ihg E papeka 


tention to the subject of mints and coinage, after examining the 
3 furnished many valuable suggestions which have been incorporated 
n 


pedient. 

Great Heaven! Isit possible that this great crime against the Amer- 
ican people now confessed was knowingly and willfully committed by 
the Republican administration at the suggestion or dictation of this 
English banker? The following paragraph I take from a publication 
made by Mrs. Sarah E. V. Emery, of Michigan, quoted by her as hay- 
ing been published about that time: 

In 1872, silver being demonetized in France, England, and Holland, a capital 
of $500,000 was raised, and Ernest Seyd, of London, was sent to this country with 
this fund, as agent of the foreign bondholders and capitalists, to effect the samo 
object (demonetization of silver), which was accomplished. 

Here is what this lady says about this matter: 

I I will farther add that I heard Hon. Gilbert DeLamartyr say that Judge Kelley 
told him that he (Kelley) saw the original draught of the bill for the demonetiza- 
tion of silver, and it was in Ernest Seyd's own handwriting. 
. Now, in the name of all that is honest and manly, is it possible that 
the Congress of the United States, at the suggestion of an English 
banker, whether he had money or not, whether he used it or not, was 
the means by which silver was struck down and so much suffering 
brought upon our people? If this be true you need not be surprised 
that the people look with suspicion on the scheme now pending. But 
let me say to you that if you strike it down again it will not be seven- 
teen years before the people will know who did it and the reason why 
itwas done. They have their eyes on you. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not going to diseuss the effect of the circulating 
medium upon prices. This question is well understood by the people, 
and I wili assume what they all know that an increased circulation 
will increase prices and make times better. We know, and the people 
kuow, and members of this House know, for they all admit it, that we 
have not a sufficient circulating medium, and the question for us to 
determine is as to the best meansof getting it. It is all wrong to bring 
politics into the silver question. It is not a political question in any 
sense of the word. It is a business proposition and one that we ought 
to meet and settle on a business basis. But if by the manner in which 
it has been brought here it is to be made a political question, then so 
be it. As far as my people are concerned, and as far as I am individu- 
ally coucerned, and as far as my party is cuncerned, I am willing to ko 
to thecountry on the issue as you present it. 

Reference has been made to the position of Mr. Cleveland on the sil- 
ver question. He was notin accord with his party on this question, 
and you gentlemen know it. But he never sought to demonetize sil- 
ver as has been asserted here to-day. He wanted the power to sus- 
pend the coinage in his discretion, leaving the outstanding circulation 
to be a legal tender under existing law, whereas the pending propo- 
sition looks toward the complete demonetization. He did not want 
to demonetize silver, as the Republican party did do, and seek to do 
again by this bill. Gentlemen bava referred to his record upon tbat 
2 but they forget the fact that a large ority of his party met 

im at the threshold of his administration and silenced him by retusing 


drew that section of the act which, - 


to give him any discretion over silver. General Warner, Judge REA- 
GAN, Mr. BLAND, and other gentlemen went to him as candid, honest 
Democrats, and informed him that he was not in accord with the 
party, and that his position could not be maintained hefore the coun- 
try. He has since seen his error. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is it not a fact that his Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, fully a year, or within two months of a year, after this letter to 
Mr. Warner, reiterated and elaborated, with more force than Mr. Cleve- 
land himself had done ten months before, the same identical doctrine? 

Mr. MCRAE. Les, and that was about all he did or could do. The 
country did not indorse that report any more than Mr. Cleveland’s ut- 
terances; and, so farasI am concerned—and I believe I can speak fora 
large majority of the Democratic party—Mr. Cleveland did not voice the 
sentiments of the Democracy on that question. [Applausz on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. And it was the greatest mistake he 
made, and the only one. 

Mr.McRAE. Les, it was the only great error of his administration. 
We found our President not in accord with the majority of his party, and 
by a vote on this floor and by speeches and utterances elsewhere we 
so declared openly to the world. But your party stood by our Presi- 
dent when he was wrong, and a large majority voted for suspension. 
Now your President is wrong on the same subject, and yet you, un- 
like the Democrats, are standing by him also. You are always on the 
wrong side of this question, We will join you in opposition to this 
wrong. We will join you in passing a free-coinage bill regardless of 
whether your President is for it or against it, and I will guaranty 
you as many—yes, more votes for free coinage now than we gave for it 
then. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I guaranty if you will fur- 
nish as much as one-half of your votes that we will pass a free-coinage 
bill, if necessary, over your President's veto. [Renewed applause. ] 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow another question? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Did the committee appointed by your late 
Speaker ever report a free-coinage bill? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, the committee reported such a bill adversely, in 
which reportall the eee joined. A minority of Democrats made 
a minority report and they got consideration; and, unlike the p: 
now inaugurated, the minority were allowed tohave a vote on the bill 
in such shape as they saw proper to present it, a course which they are 
forbidden now to take under this tyrannical special order forced on us 
by your caucus and the majority of the Committee on Rules, That is 
the difference. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, again, I want to say that while no free coinage bill was passed 
during Mr. Cleveland’s administration, it is not true that any attempt 
was made in this House to prevent debate or deteatamendments. e 
Senate and the President were both against free coinage. We knew it 
and regretted it, but there was no help forit. Thereisnothing in Mr. 
Cleveland’s official life that I regret so much as his treatment of sil- 
ver. He gave the country an honest, clean, business administration. 
But for his mistake on the silver question I would regard him as in- 
vincible before the people, and I firmly believe he would have been 
elected in 1888 by a large majority but for that mistake. Notwith- 
standing this he has a strong hold on the confidence of the people. 
pe admire his candor, his industry, and hislofty courage and sturdy 

onesty. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is it not a fact that neither of your national 
platforms has ever declared by a single expression in favor of the free 
coinage of silver? 

Mr. McRAE. Unlike the Republican party, the Democratic party 
never makes promises that it is unable to perform. [Laughter and 
applause.] Your promised it, but now refuse to even allowa 
vote on it. You pro a great deal on silver, pensions, tariff, and 
civil service, and what have you done? We do not make promises we 
are unable to fulfill. When we make pledges we endeavor to carry 
them out. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Since the gentleman is so much exercised about Mr. Cleveland’s 
position, I will say to him that it ap ears that a change has come over 
the spirit of his dreams since he wrote the letter read here to-day. 
In n recent letter addressed to a gentleman in Ohio, touching the de- 
mands of the Farmers’ Alliance as promulgated by the St. Louis con- 
vention, which declared, among other things, for the free coinage of 
silver, he stated : 

I have received your letter acoompanie:! by a copy of the declaration of prin- 
ciples of the Farmers’ Alliance. I see nothing in this declaration that can not 
be fully indorsed by any man who loves liis country, who believes that the ob- 
ject of his Government should be the freedom, prosperity, and happiness of all 
our people, and who believes that justice and fairness to all are necessary con- 
ditions to its useful administration. 

Tf, therefore, the last utterance of the illustrious ex-President is to be 
counted for anything, he is now in full accord with his party and with 
this great farmers organization for free coinage. I trust that he did 
mean to avow his belief in eee whether he did or not 
the cause of silver will go on until the of our fathers is restored 
to its proper place as a measure of value. No man, no set of-men, no 
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committee, no caucus, and no political party can longer resist the reas- 
onable demands of the aroused ou people. 

I have noticed this reference to the position of Mr. Cleveland simply 
because I am satisfied that gentlemen on the other side expect when 
they go before the country this fall to undertake to deceive the people 
as to the position of the Democratic party, and at the same time divert 
attention from the sham and fraud proposed by this bill. Now, there 
are some other people who profess to be Democrats, besides Mr. Cleve- 
land, who have not done their duty in this I am not here to 
apologize for them. The people will know in due time who they are. 
You have many such in your party and we have a few in ours, The 
path of duty for us as honest Representatives who should have the in- 
terest of the people at heart, who ought to give the people the relief 
they are entitled to, isto bury all party pride and march up like men 
and give unlimited coinage. If the Representatives from Iowa, and 
Kansas, Nebraska, the Dakotas, and from those other States whose peo- 
ple havedeclared for it will assist us, we will settle it now. Will you 
do it? If you will not do this will you aid us in striking out what is 
known as the bullion-redemption feature of this bill? I tell you 
that the Democrats here are willing to join you in any measure that 
gives relief to the people. 

I do not donbt the result of an appeal to the people, but the neces- 
sity is too urgent for such delay if it can be avoided. The people 
want immediate relief. Then let us take this silver question out of 
politics, and, like patriots, settle it now and here. I know that if we 
could poll the individual convictions of the Western Republicans upon 
this question, enough of them would agree with us to pass such a bill as 
the country wants.. 

He who longer hesitates I think misunderstands and misinterprets 
the mutterings that are coming up from all over this beloved land. I 
am one of those who believe that the rights, interests, and wishes of 
all the people should be courageously protected, watchfully guarded, and 
carefully considered. s 

I want to see our country grow and prosper, and I believe it will if 
we will stop class legislation. Do not get too much partisan bitterness 
and sectional hate into the discussion of these great economic ques- 
tions, When you undertake to settle the tariff question, the silver 
question, the Federal elections, and all those questions in a Republican 
caucus, and by rules made for the Le suppress the will of the 
people by denying their Representatives the right of amendment the 
people will ask you why. The responsibility is with you of the major- 
ity. Consider well your action now and prepare to respond. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, if there is to be no fur- 
ther discussion on the silver bill at this time, I desire to present a bill 
from the Committee on Appropriations and to ask unanimous consent 
that it be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. It 
is for a deficiency of $11,000 for the contingent fund of the House of 

tatives for certain ex attending the investigating com- 
mittees, and the funerals of the late Representatives Randall and Wil- 
ber, and also for fitting up and furnishing nine rooms which have been 
completed and are now ready to befurnished. This comprises all that 
is embraced in it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
for the present consideration of this bill? ie 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Appropriations, 
accordingly reported back a bill (H. R. 10812) making appfopriations 
to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the contingent expenses 
of the House of Representatives; which was read twice. 

The bill is as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., Thatithere be, and hereby is, approp 


riated, out of any mone: 
in the Treasury of the t 7 


nited States not otherwise appropriated, for the foUow- 
ing objects, namely: For the House of Representatives, for furniture and re- 
pairs of the same, 35,000; for miscellaneous items and 1 and 
select committees, $5,000; in all, $11,000, being for a deficiency on account of 
the fiscal year 1890, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, just one word before the bill passes. I 
understood the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] to say that 
this is to make up a deficiency in the contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes, it is for the contingent fund of 
the House of Representatives. . 

Mr. BYNUM. Isimply wish to make one observation. We have 
had a number of special investigating committees. They have been 
furnished extra employés and there has been quite a large expenditure 
of money by some of them. No reports have been made to the House, 
and Iam informed that the employés of those committees are still 
under pay, although the committees are holding no sessions and are 
doing nothing whatever. It does seem to me that here is an oppor- 
tunity for some reformation, and that the reports of the expenditures 
made by these committees should be made to the House, sothat wecan 
see what the expenses are and for what purpose they were made and 
how much they amount to. I think it will be found that this deficiency 


has been caused by useless if not extravagant expenditures by these 
special committees. ; 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman from In- 
diana that $6,000 of this sum is for furnishing these rooms 

Mr. BYNUM. Ido not make any point upon that. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. For the other $5,000 the vouchers 
are here, and a part of the money has been expended out of the pock- 
ets of the members of the committees. Part of it is for the faneral ex- 
penses of the late Representatives, Messrs. Randall, of Pennsylvania, 
and Wilber, of New York. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the passage of the bill. 

The bill was > 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. ny 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. RANDALL, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, until Wednesday, on account of 
important business. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the following 
title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7330) granting a pension to William R. Arey. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the House take a recess until 8 o’clock 

this evening. 


LIST OF UNDELIVERED LAND PATENTS IN LAND OFFICE, 


Mr. McRAE. If the gentleman is not particular about that, as it 
is not yet 5 o’clock, I would like to present a little privileged report 
from the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PAYSON. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. CONGER. Very well. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the accompanying 
resolution, have had the same under consideration, and report it back with the 
recommendation that it do pass: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
to inform the House whether any person or firm has been furnished or 
to compile from the files and records of the General Land Office lists and de- 
scriptions of the original undelivered land po now in said office, and, ifso, 
the name of such person or firm, and by what authority and at whose request 
the same was furnished or allowed to be compiled.” 


The resolution was adopted. 
BRIDGE OVER THE MISSOURI RIVER NEAR KANSAS CITY. 


- Mr. TARSNEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 

ation of the bill (H. R. 8831) to amend an act entitled An act au- 

thorizing the construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at or 

near Kansas City, Kans., and not over 10 miles above the Hannibal 

and St. Joseph Railway bridge at Kansas City, Mo.,“ approved March 

1, 1889. - 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the time for commencement and completion of the 
bridge authorized by said act as provided — 6 thereof be, and is hereby, 


n act. 
SEC. 2. That section 3 shall be amend oy ee eee words “ fifty-two” 
Atana Y the word “fifty;™ so it shall read as follows: 


e lowest pat of the superstructure of said 
5 feet above extreme high-water mark as understood at the point of location,” 
ete. 


TheSPEAKER. Is thereobjection to the consideration of the bill? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The committee recommend the substitution of the following for section 3: 
“Sec, 3. That the said bridge shall be made with unbroken and continuous 
spans; the spans thereof not be less than 400 feet in length in the clear, 
and e lowest 
east 50 feet above extreme high- 
at d this bridge shall be at 
right angles to, and its piers with, the current of the river: Provided, 
That nothing in this act bo so constructed as to repeal or modify an of 
the provisions of law now existing in reference to the protection of the Kinane dina’ 
tion ofrivers, or to exempt this bridge from the operation of the same.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. TARSNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
a and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


FORT RANDALL MILITARY RESERVATION, SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Mr. PICKLER. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 


eration of the bill (H. R.789) opening to settlement a portion of the 
Fort Randall military reservation in South Dakota. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it eic., Thatall of thatportion of the Fort Randall reserva- 
tion in South Dakota Tying cast of the Missouri River in said State is hereby 


shall be at least 
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ed to settlement under the homestead laws of the United States: Provided, 
all bona fide settlers upon said lands who made settlement thereon prior 
to the approval of this act shall have preference over later entries. 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The amendments were read, as follows: 
After the word " east,” in line 4, add the words “and north; after the word 
“settlers,” in line 7, add the words“ otherwise duly qualified.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third cime; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. PICKLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion. was agreed to. A 


HARBOR LINES IN PORTAGE LAKE, HOUGHTON CUUNTY, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaxer, I report back with a 
bill in Iieu thereof the bill (H. R. 7345) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of War to establish new harbor lines in Portage Lake, Hough- 
tun County, Michigan, returned by the President and referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and I ask for its present considera- 
tion. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed, 
as speedily as the same can be done, to establish new harbor lines in Portage 
Lake, Houghton County, Michigan. And that on each side of said Portage 
Lake between the shore and its corresponding harbor lines established as afore- 
said, riparian owners we place and discharge behind substantial bulkheads 
previously constructed along said harbor line, where such discharge may be 
made, the refuse, débris, tailings, or product of stamp mills. 

Sec, 2. That all laws and parts of laws in conflict with this act are repealed, 
This act shall be in force from its passage. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the bill is precisely 
the same as the one returned by the President, except with the words 
behind substantial bulkheads previously constructed along said har- 
bor lines, where such discharge may be made“ inserted, and with the 
proviso to the first section left out of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was read a second time by its title. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I renew my motion that the House do now take a 
recess, 

JOHN M. EDDY AND OTHERS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WILLIAMS] de- 
sires to ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3223) for the relief of John M. Eddy, Eliza- 
beth K. Carroll, Alice B. Eddy, and Frank M. Eddy. 

The bill was read, as follows: - 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to John M, Eddy, Elizabeth K. Carroll, Alice B. 
Eddy, and Frank M. Eddy, children and heirs at law of Mrs. Mary J. Eddy, of 
Shawneetown, in the State of Illinois, the sum of $2,869 tor use and occupation 
of her land, with the buildings located thereon, situated in the county of Galla- 
tin, in said State, by the United States military authorities, and known as Camp 
Mather, from about September 1, 1861, until about April 1, 1862, and for dam- 
ages to said premises committed by said military force, and also for supplies 
furnished to and taken by them while in such occupation; the said sum to be 
in fall compensation for all claims for the same. 

The committee recommend, inline 7, to strikeout‘ two“ and iusert one; 
and in the same line, to strike out “eight” and insert“ nine.“ In line 8, to 
strike out "sixty-nine ™ and insert “ninety ;" and after the word “dollars,” in 
er and to insert “sixteen cents; so that it will read: “the sum of 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engressed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The Jatter motion was agreed to. 

OPENING TO SETTLEMENT LANDS RESERVED FOR RESERVOIRS. 

Mr. McCORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8555) to authorize the President of the 
United States to cause certain lands heretofore withdrawn from market 
for reservoir purposes to be restored to the public domain subject to 
entry under the homestead law with certain restrictions, and I desire 
concurrence in the amendments of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 
The Chair hears none. Without, objection, the session of the House 
will continue till the bill is disposed of. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby restored to the public domain all the 
lands described in certain proclamations of the President of the United States, 


dated March 22, 1880, Executive Document No. 859; also, April 5, 1881, 


Executive 
Document No, 868; also, February 20, 188%, Executive Document No, 874, with- 


drawing and withholding certain lands from market or son 4 and reserving the 
same to aid in the construction of certain reservoirs to be built at the headwaters 
ofthe pene gos and St. Croix Rivers, in the States of Minnesota and Wisconsin, 
and of the Chippewa and Wisconsin Rivers, in the State of Wisconsin; and that 
these lands, when so restored, shall be subject to homestead entry only. 

Sec. 2. That no rights of any kind shall attach by reason of settlement or 

Mo igen upon any of these lands before the day on which this act shall take 
effect, 


Mr..McCORD. I move that the Senate amendments be concurred 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. What is this bill? 

Mr. McCORD. It is a bill to restore the lands in question to the 
market. They were taken out of the market ten years ago for the pur- 
pose of allowing the Government to overflow certain lands by the build- 
ing of reservoirs, which at that time was contemplated, and this allows 
them now to be subject to entry under the homestead law. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

Page 1, line 16, strike out in.“ 

Page 1, line 16, strike out Minnesotta“ and insert Minnesota,” 

Page 1, line 21, strike out all aſter Section 2“ down to and including effect,“ 
page 2, line 3, and insert: 

That in all where any of the lands restored to the publie domain by the 
first section of this act have heretofore been sold or disposed of by the proper 
officers of the United States under color of the public-land laws, and the con- 
sideration received therefor is still retained by the Government, the title of the 
pos may be confirmed, if in the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior 

ustice requires it, but all the lands by said first section restored shall at all 
times remain subject to the right of the United States to construct and maintain 
dams for the purpose of 88 reservoirs in aid of navigation; and no claim 
or right to compensation shall accrue from the overflowing of said lands on ac- 
count of the construction and maintenance of such dams gpd reservoirs,” 
2, line 3, insert: 

“Sec. 3. That no rights of any kind shall attach by reason of settlement or 
squatting upon any of the lands hereinbefore described before the day on which 
such Jands shall be subject to homestead entry at the several land offices, and 
until said lands are opened for settlement no person shall enter upon and oc- 
cupy the same, and any person violating this provision shall never be permitted 
to enter any of said lands or uire any title thereto. This act shall take ef- 
fect six months after its approval by the President of the United States. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. McCORD moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
amendments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to re- 
reconsider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MILLIKEN, I desire to present a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has doubts about whether that can be 
done, as the hour of 5 o’clock has arrived. 

Mr. BYNUM. I move to take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. CONGER. Is it not the regular order that the House should 
take a recess until 8 o'clock ? j 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the understanding 
in the House a recess must now be taken until 8 0’clock. 


in 


The Chair desires to announce that Mr, PERKINS will act as Speaker 
pro tempore this evening. In accordance with agreement, the House 
will stand in recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 

EVENING SESSION. 
The recess hug expired, the House reassembled at 8 p. m. 
The SPEAPER pro tempore (Mr. PERKINS) called the House to or- 


SILVER BULLION CERTIFICATES. 
Mr. ELLIS was recognized and yielded ten minutes to Mr. BARNES. 


Mr. BARNES. Mr. Speaker, I propose to detain the House but afew 
moments, I have no disposition to make an argument to a jury when 
the verdict has been already prepared; but I do propose to express my 
profound regret that the cries for relief which come up from every 
quarter of this land, especially from the agricultural classes, should be 
stifled by party action, and that members on this floor, irrespective 
of party, should not be permitted to give free expression to their 
opinions, 

There can be no doubt, Mr. Speaker, that, if the question of free 
coinage of silver could be submitted to this House to-day untram- 
meled by party dictation, it would be carried by a large majority. 
The South and the Great West are prepared to vote for it and need 
only the Be Nese to enact their opinions into law, Their voice 
may be stifled by party caucus action now, but the voice of the people 
must and will be heard in a not distant hereafter. 

When I begin to consider the question of agricultural distress, I am 
first impressed with the fact that this distress is not confined to our 
own land. 

The consular reports for November and December, 1889, published 
by the Department of State, disclose the same gloomy account of the 
depressed condition of agriculture throughout Austria-Hungary, Bel- 
gium, Germany, France, Sweden, and other European countries, Such 
universal distress implies some universal cause, For years these coun- 
tries, as well as our own, haye enjoyed the blessings of peace, Their 
people, as well as our own, are industriously engaged in peaceful pur- 
suits, Labor has been productive, and to such an extent that fre- 
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quently we are told there is overproduction. In the midst of univer- | 


sal plenty we find universal distress. When we examine the situation 
farther we find that there has been everywhere a great fall in prices. 

In our own country this is clearly marked. General Warner, of Ohio, 
formerly a distinguished member of this House, in an address deliv- 
ered at Cleveland, Ohio, last March, says that the rt price of wheat 
for the five years preceding 1873 was from $1.30 to $1.35 per bushel as 
compared with 85 cents now. The average price of corn for the same 

riod was 60 cents, now 37 to 40 cents. The price of mess pork, $14 to 
B15, now $10.25. Here is a declineall through from 33 to 40 percent. If 
we turn to the article of cotton, with which General Warner was not so 
familiar, we are still more struck with the wonderful decline in prices. 
There was no one article which so greatly felt the shrinkage in values 
which commenced in 1873. While houses, lands, tenements, and all 
farm products then commenced declining there was no one article, 
probably, in which the decline was so conspicuous as that of cotton. 

In the winter of 1872 73 it commanded 20} in NewYork; in Septem- 
ber it was 193. By the first of November it fell to 143. Prices have 
risen and fallen below the last figure since that time, but there has been 
a general decline—and prices have never rallied to their former fig- 
ures. Now, there is no article which has more rapidly increased in 
production than cotton. In 1820 our production amounted to half a 
million of bales. The year before the war our production rose to nearly 
five million of bales, Our present production may be estimated at 
seven million of bales in round numbers. 

But as wonderful as has been this increase in production, it has not 
kept pace with the ever-increasing demands of consumption. As new 
lands are explored or as the people of old lands make further progress 
in civilization, the consumption of cotton makes more and more advanc- 
ing progress. According to Mr. Dana, of the Financial Chronicle, while 
the population of India increased from 1873 to 1887 less than 8 per cent., 
the exports of cotton goods from Great Britain to India showed an in- 
crease in the same period of 80 per cent. This was independent of In- 
dia’s own manufactures. 

We must look, then, to some other cause than overproduction for the 
decline in the price of cotton. The cotton-grower of the South is a 
common sufferer with the grain-grower of the West, and from the same 

- causes. He finds, too, under this decline of prices that with the grain- 
grower he must make greater sacrifices of time and labor to pay taxes 
and discharge indebtedness than he did in 1873. While the Western 
farmer, as General Warner expresses it, must now give three measures 
of wheat or corn, or three cows, or three horses, or three acres of land 
to pay the same debt which he could have discharged seventeen years 
ago with two measures of grain, or two cows, or two horses, or two acres 
of land, so, too, the Southern planter finds it now necessary to sell four 
bags of cotton to pay off the debt which seventeen years ago could have 
been discharged with two bags. 

To see the appalling consequences on labor of this decline of prices 
let us for a moment look at our national debt. Suppose in 1870 the 
national debt was $2,800,000,000 and we could have sold cotton at 
$200 per bale, 14,000,000 of bales would have paid the entire national 
debt. Estimate the amount of the debt paid off to be $1,600,000,000 
and it would leave our present indebtedness $1,200,000,000. 

Now, if cotton has been reduced in price say to $40 per bale, it will 
take 30,000,000 bales to pay off this balance cf the national debt. It 
will take far more time, far more labor, far more sacrifice, and a far 
greater amount of cotton now to pay off the remaining balance of $1,- 
200,000,000, than the original amount of $2,800,000,000. As with the 
cotton-grower so with the grain-grower of the West, the stock-farmer, 
the daily laborer, and all other producers in the land. The decline in 
prices hasimposed upon them all far greater sacrifices in time, in labor, 
in economy, than all other causes combined. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what has caused this decline in prices? We see 
that the decline commenced about 1873, and we see further that the 
agricultural distress is not confined to our country, but extends gen- 
erally throughout Christendom, If we look to legislation for a cause, 
we can not but find it in the demonetization of silver. The demonetiza- 
tion of silver by Germany in 1871 and the consequent suspension of silver 
in the Latin nations in Europe—Italy, France, and Belginm—with 

demonetization by the United States in 1873, brought this decline. We 
see that the decline commenced about this time and has continued ever 


since. 

We find, too, that these demonetizations of silver have generally fol- 
lowed long and destructive wars. Nations at the expiration of such 
wars find themselves largely involved in debt. The Government debtor 
in the hands of the Government creditor finds that he is very much in 
the situation of the private debtor in the hands of the individual cred- 
itor. He presses the Government for such legislation as will make the 
fixed income from his bond more valuable. He finds this in a forced 

contraction of the currency through the demonetization of one of the 
precious metals. With his income fixed and payable alone in the one 
metal recognized as money and with prices on all products greatly 
declined, he can enter the market and secure transfers of great amounts 
of property to himself. 

Ihave not the time to dwell on this subject, but if this is the cause 
the true remedy must be in a return to a free coinage of silver. This 


should not be a party question. It is one on which every member of 
this House should have been left perfect freedom to vote. 

Some time since I had occasion to make an analysis of the vote on 
this question both on the Bland act of 1878 and on the two propositions 
voted on in the Forty-ninth Congress which I here affix. 

In 1878, over the President’s veto, Con the bill remone- 
tizing silver, but providing that the coinage should not exceed more 
than four millions per month and should not be less than two millions. 
In practice the two millions has never been exceeded. This bill was 

over President Hayes’s veto in the House by a vote of 196 to 73, 
Of the 196, 117 were Democrats and 79 Republicans. Of the 73 nega- 
tives 23 were Democrats and 40 Republicans. In the Senate the vote 
stood 46 to 19; and of the 46 25 were Democrats and 21 Republicans, 
and of the 19 negatives 9 were Democrats and 10 Republicans. While 
there was no strict party division on this question, yet the result showed 
that the majority of the Democrats favored the remonetization of silver 
and the majority of the Republicans opposed it. But while the fight 
is not strictly between the political parties, yet the votes taken in the 
Forty-ninth Congress clearly demonstrate that the fight is mainly be- 
tween the bondholders and the people. 

The great bondholding class reside in New England, New York, New 
Jersey, and Pennsyivania. With the exception of our very sh tr 
cities in the rest of the country, United States bonds have been but 
very seldom seen. In the Forty-ninth Congress two votes bearing on 
this subject were taken. The first was on a proposition to suspend 
the further coinage of silver as now allowed by law. There were 84 
yeas in favor of this proposition and 201 nays. Of the 84 yeas New 
England, New York, Pennsylvania, and New Jersey furnished 73. Of 
the remaining 11, 2 were from Chicago, 5 from Maryland, a small 
State in which the large city of Baltimore is located, and of the other 
4, 1 was from the West and the other 3 from the South. 

The other proposition was to admit silver to free coinage on the same 
terms with gold and in the same ratio previous to the demonetization 
of 1873. The vote stood 126 in favor of free cvinage, 163 against it. 
Of the 126 votes there was not a single vote from New England, but 
1 from New York out of 34 votes, none from New Jersey, and but 2 
out of 27 votes from Pennsylvania, and not one from Maryland. The 
whole 126 came from theSouth and West. At least Government bond- 
holders understand this question. 

There could be no clearer demonstration than that if we were per- 
mitted to vote to-day freely on this question, without dictation from 
the money centers, where Government bonds are held, the South and 
West united would unquestionably secure the passage of a free-coinage 


act. 

Mr. Speaker, a cry will yet come from the people in favor of free 
coinage which must: be heeded. Party caucus may bind men here, 
but it can not people so deeply interested as our people are in this 
question at home, I believe, sir, if we would go boldly forward now 
and pass a free-coinage act our example would soon be followed by the 
Latin nations of Europe. I have a letter from a gentleman now in 
Europe, many years a resident of the East, but an American who has 
given great thought and study to this subject, and I take the liberty 
of publishing with these remarks the following extract in a letter to 
myself: 

It is evident that, in spite of all the parliamentary eloquence of Sir L. Play- 
fair and the other English opponents of silver, the business men of London and 
of Sean are now looking solely to Congress to determine the value of the 
W. metal. 

Asto the direful reactionary 8 which the Times, the Economist 
and other monometallic papers predict as certain to follow such legislation, 1 
regard them’ as mere scarecrows and I feel confident we shall hear no more of 
them when once the measure is 

It is a sufficient commentary on them that wheat and all other articles, and 
all securities dependent on silver prices, have already risen some 10 per cent. in 
London on the mere prospect of silver remonetization in America, and are onl 
waiting definite action there to rise a deal more. It is probably too mue! 
to expect that the monometallists in America should permit of the restoration 
of free coinage for silver at present; but thatis the on we ought to keep in 
view, and I believe than when once it is attained all the world will wonder that 
we had not boldly pushed for it long „and will seek in vain for any evil 
effects from it. ether other nations follow us or not we shall haveonly good 
results from remonetizingsilver. My conviction is that France will at ouce come 
to our support, and that then the question will be settled for all Europe. 

This is from a student of this question, who has passed the best years 
of his life in the East. 

Many expedients are suggested for the relief of the farmer, and all in 
the way of increasing the volume of the currency. That increase may 
be made in various ways, but it will not affect the price of our sur- 
plus products in the markets of the world, and price there will de- 
termine price at home and throughout the world. But enhanced price 
coming from an increased volume of currency, based on a fall and a 
complete remonetization of silver, is a price enhanced everywhere 
throughout the commercial world. 

Silver recognized as money in all ages from the earliest dawn of civili- 
zation—once remonetized here—will soon be remonetized everywhere. 
And through this remonetization will come that increased price for our 
products in the markets of the world which will enable our people 
with less labor, less time, and less sacrifice to discharge the burden of 
indebtedness which now oppresses them. 

I will not detain the House longer, and I will only conclude by say- 
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ing, Mr. Speaker, that could we on this occasion rise in a t of 
patriotism above party and pass a free-coinage act we would do more 


to relieve the agricultural distress which prevails throughout the land 

and restore the permanent ty of the country than a whole dec- 

a s legisħħtion could accomplish. [Applause on the Democratic 
e. 

Mr. ELLIS, Mr. Speaker, if this bill was not more comprehensive 
and of more significance than the title implies I would not venture to 
add oi to the plenitude of discussion which its provisions have 
provoked. 7 

The somewhat familiar rule that an act shall relate to but one sub- 
ject, which shall be expressed in the title, has evidently not been ob- 
served in this instance; for, in addition to providing for the purchase 
of silver bullion and the issuance of certificates thereon, as indicated by 
the title of the bill, it bristles with other and more important provis- 
ions. It proposes in express terms a repeal of so much of the law of 
1878 as requires the purchase and coinage of silver in a sum not less 
than $2,000,000 nor more than $4,000,000 per month, and in effect, if 
not in terms, proposes to demonetize that metal as completely and 
effectually as did the law of 1873. 

If this is a fair construction of the provisions of this bill it will not be 
claimed that a more important measure has engaged or will engage the 
attention of this Congress. If the free coinage of silver is to be pro- 
hibited and that metal reduced to the grade of a mere commodity, to 
be bought and sold in the market as other staple articles for whatever 
it will bring in gold, or if it is to be stored in Government warehouses 
like distilled spirits and certificates issued thereon, and if a single 
standard of gold is to become the settled unit and measure of value, 
the reason for such legislation ought to be made manifest, its wisdom 
and justice fully demonstrated. 

This measure which comes now as the result of a party caucus is 
even more objectionable than the bill originally reported by the com- 
mittee. It offers no alluring hope to those who are demanding that 
the coinage of silver shall be as free and unlimited as the coinage of 
gold; it makes no false pretense that the legal-tender silver dollar is 
either now or hereafter to have a place in our monetary system. It 
rejects utterly the ancient doctrine of a bimetallic standard and 

laces this country fairly in line with the countries of Europe that 
hing declared in favor of a single standard of gold. 

One of the most objectionable features of this bill is the power it 
confers on the Secretary of the Treasury to control the volume of the 
currency. Under its provisions it is possible for that official, in con- 
junction with the money power of the country, to contract or expand 
the circulation issued under the provisions of this act at pleasure. 

-That this is true is perfectly plain when sections 2 and 3 of the bill 
are examined. Section 2 provides that no greater nor less amount of 
the Treasury notes issued in payment of silver bullion purchased shall 
be outstanding at any time than the cost of the bullion then held in 
the Treasury Ne e by said notes. It is further provided in the 
same section that upon demand of the holder of any of the Treasury 
notes issued under the authority of this act the Secretary may, in his 
discretion, exchange for such notes silver bullion, and when bullion is 
so exchanged for Treasury notes they can not by the express terms of 
the act be reissued. 

It will thus be observed that each exchange of bullion for Treasury 
notes results in retiring so much of the circulation. Silver can not be 
coined to take the place of the retired notes, for the only authority to 
coin silver in auy form is conferred by section 3of the act, which al- 
lows only the co of so much as may be necessary to provide for 
the redemption of the Treasury notes, which are to be redeemed not 
in silver, but in lawful money of the United States. If the capitalists 
and bankers of the country shall at any time conclude that too many 
of the Treasury notes provided for in this act are in circulation and 
the Secretary of the shall share in that opinion, it will only 
be n for the banks which hold the Treasury notes issued under 
the authority of this act to present them at the Treasury, exchange 
them for bullion, and in that way suddenly contract the currency in a 
sum equal to all the Treasury notes they could command, 

When avarice and had reaped the harvest which would cer- 
tainly follow the sudden and unannounced withdrawal of any consid- 
erable part of the circulation, it would only be necessary for those who 
had used the Treasury notes in the first instance to contract the cur- 
rency 2 the bullion and demand the issuance of Treasury 
notes, thereby as suddenly expand the circulation as they had in 
the first instance contracted it. And this alternate contraction and ex- 
pansion of the circulation could be repeated as often as the caprice of 
the money power demanded it; they could bull and bear the money 
market at pleasure, of the ruinous consequences such a pol- 
icy would inflict upon the business and commercial interests of the 


country. 
In addition to the folly and injustice of a system which makes it 
e for capitalists to exercise any control over the volume of circu- 
tion, experience has shown that the interests of the country require 


that the powers of moneyed corporations in that should be con- 
tracted rather than in for wherever such power is possessed by 
these corporations they ex it to promote their own selfish interests 


rather than to promote the interestsof the public. Thatfeature of the 


national-banking system which confers upon national banks the right 
to issue circulating notes, is the feature of all others most objectionable, 
because it clothes them with a power to contract or expand the currency 
which is not compatible with the public interests, But the power 
which the nati banks in this respect is insignificant, com- 
pared to the almost unlimited power which this measure confers upon 
the owners of capital to regulate the volume of the currency according 
to their own views and in their own interests. 


The whole subject of regulating the volume of the currency issued 
under this act is in effect refe by its terms to the Secretary of the 
Treasury and Wall street. It must not be inferred that this view im- 


putes the slightest turpitude or moral delinquency to the official who 
now presides or may hereafter preside over 8 Treasury Department. 
The argument proceeds alone upon the theory that all that is necessary to 
bring about the results indicated is that there shall be a consensus 
of opinion between the Secretary of the Treasury and capitalists that 
the circulation is too large. ‘That conclusion reached they have ample 
power under the provisions of this bill to contract it in the manner 
already indicated, and, however honest and conscientious the Secretary 
might be, a mistaken judgment would be attended with all the evil 
consequences that could result from similar action however reprehensi- 
ble the motives that influenced it. 

It is a mistake to suppose that this bill is a concession to those who 
demand that silver shall be placed on an equal footing with gold, not 
only as to coinage, but as to bullion and certificates as well; it is not 
intended to reflect the views of those who favor such æ policy. The 
advocates of free coinage have not been allowed even to ofer an amend- 
ment to the bill. 

This legislation is not proposed by the friends of silver nor advocated 
by those who believe in either its free or limited coinage, It is well 
understood, on the other hand, that the bill as originally reported by 
the committee conformed substantially to the theory of the present 
Secretary of the Treasury, but this bill as nearly reflects his theory as 
did the original bill, and, if it passes, the views of that official, as they 
relate to the coinage of silver, will have crystallized into law. 

The views of the Secretary in regard to the coinage of silver thus be- 
come pertinent to this discussion, and the best authority as to what his 
views on the subject are is the Secretary himself, Discussing silver 
coinage in his annual report to Congress the Secretary says: 


The continued coinage of the silver dollar at a constantly increasing monthly 
quota is a disturbing element in the otherwise excellent financial condition of 
the country and a positive hinderance of any international agreement looking 
to the free coinage of both metals at a fixed ratio. Mandatory purchases by the 
Government of stated quantities of silver and the mandatory coinage of the 
same into full legal-tender dollars are an 8 anomaly and have 
proved futile, not only in oe fhe valuo of silver, but even in staying the 


down price of that metal. * 
Surely the stock of these dollars which can perform any useful function as a 
reached, n Eey, and the 


circulating medium must soon it has not 
further coinage and storage of them will then become a waste of public money 
and a burden upon the Treasury, 


Subsequent to the date of his report the Secretary again stated and 
emphasized his views in regard to silver coinage before the committee 
which had the ae under ee ee, e eee he said 
in response to questions propo „ as appears from a printed report 
of his testimony, that his bill (and this bill is the substance of his bill) 
was framed wholly upon the proposition that gold should be the sole 
standard of value, that that was the world’s standard as he understood 
it. Questioned as to his objection to the free coinage of silver, he ex- 
pressed the belief that that would simply put us upon a silver basis. 
Our prophecies,’’ he added, have been fallacious, I admit, in that 
respect, but I still firmly believe, as the prophets did, when Mr. BLAND’s 
bill first passed, that that time is not very far distant. 

The Secretary’s position is not difficult to understand. He objects 
to the free coinage of silver because he thinks it would place the coun- 
try upon a silver basis. He objects to its further limited coinage be- 
cause he regards it asa ‘‘ distur element ” in our financial system, 
and because, according to his views, its further coinage would be a 
waste of public money and a burden upon the Treasury.“ When it is 
borne in mind that this measure is intended to carry those views into 
effect and that its provisions are so framed as to accomplish that end, 
the criticism which the minority of the committee made upon the bill 
as originally „is applicable to the ey measure; for it 
may be said with equal justice and truth, If this bill passes silver 
is again demonetized and the folly, if not the fraud, of 1873 again re- 

ted. ” 
PeThe belief that the ęflect of this bill will be to demonetize silver is 
not confined to those who favor its coinage; those who oppose it agree 
that such will be the result. The New York Tribune, an open ican 
of silver, discussing the effect of this measure, in an editorial whic 
appeared in that paper on 25th of April last, says: 

The Secretary is indeed 2 to coin such bullion as may be requisite 
to peni for redem notes, the 


coins ro 
will cease, and with it 2 


three 
be needed. Practically, oo danger of a silver 
basis. 

The same influences that succeded in securing the ion of silver 
coinage in 1873 will witness with satisfaction the of this bill, 


which theycorrectlyconstrue to beasubstantial re-enactment of that law. 
It is unnecessary to discuss now the methods or the motives of those 
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who inspired the legislation of 1873, by which silver was demonetized, 
but the evils that resulted from it, the ruin and distress it brought 
upon the conntry, skould be gravely considered before we support a 
measure which would operate even indirectly to re-enact a law which 
no one was ever able to justify and which an overwhelming majority 
of the country demanded should be repealed. Only a few weeks ago a 
Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], referring to the law of 1873, which 
demonetized silver, said: 

It was inspired chiefly by English and German bondholders, by the 88 
and the wealthy of Europe, who lived on fixed incomes, and by the bondholders 
and bankers of this country. 

It sprang from the yenal and corrupt motives of those who designed toenrich 
themselves by oppressing and wronging others. And I am persuaded history 
will write itdown as one of the greatest legislative crimes and the most stu- 
pendous conspiracy inst the welfare of the people of the United States which 
this or any other age has witnessed. 

If this is a just criticism of that law it would be strange if a measure 
which tended, however remotely, to its re-enactment could find favor 
with any one. I am opposed to this bill not only because it demone- 
tizes silver and because of the power it confers on capital and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to control the currency, but because I do not 
share the fears of those who affect to believe that free coinage would 
place this country upon a silver basis. 

There is no middle ground. If we are not to permanently abandon 
the double standard established by the Constitution, the tree coinage 
of silver follows of necessity. From 1687 to 1873 the relative value of 
silver to gold was practically maintained at a ratio of 1 to 15; there was 
no material variance from that ratio. As long as the mints of the world 
were open to the free coinage of silver the stable relation of the two 
metals was steadily maintained. Silver neither needs nor requires the 
protection of the law to bring it to par with gold. All that is necessary, 
all that its friends ask for it, is that it be left alone on an equal foot- 
ing with gold, and if its past history counts for anything it will be 
able to take care of itself. From the time the present ratio between 
silver and gold was established in 1837 down to the day it was de- 
monetized it constantly commanded a premium above gold. That it 
would make a similar record in the future, if restored to free coinage, 
there is no valid reason to doubt. 

Whatever may have been the motives for demonetizing silver, its 
cheapness as a monetary metal was not one of them, for, while it com- 
manded a premium above gold,no such excuse for degrading it existed. 
But, with silver stricken down, its coinage prohibited, and its legal- 
tender qualities destroyed, it was no doubt well understood that the 
value of gold would advance, and that the fortunes of those who owned 
Government bonds or gold would be increased, while the burden of 
those who owed debts contracted on a different monetary standard 
would be correspondingly increased and the difficulty in meeting those 
obligations multiplied, and this is precisely what 3 In other 
words, fortunes were built up at the expense of the debtor and labor- 
ing classes of the country by mere operation of law and in violation of 
the plainest rules of equity and justice. That such was the proximate 
and direct result of the law which suspended the coinage of silver can 
not be successfully denied in the light of official investigations which 
form a part of the current history of the subject. In 1886 the English 
Government caused an inquiry to be made into the effect of demonetiz- 

silver, and it was ascertained that it had resulted in a decline ot 
prices from 33 to 35 per cent. and a general stagnation of business. 

The report of this commission, based not upon the evidence of En- 
glishmen alone, but upon the testimony of competent witnesses from all 
the great commercial centers of the world, ought to be conclusive. In 
the light of these facts why should silver not again be admitted to free 
* coinage? The chief objection urged against it seems to be based on the 
fears expressed by the gold-worshipers that such a policy would place 
the country upon a silver basis. Everybody except the moneyed cor- 
porations agrees that our present circulation is wholly insufficient and 
that it should be largely increased. Since 1865 our population has 
nearly doubled, while the business of the country and the increased 
demands for money have advanced even more rapidly than our popula- 
tion, yet there has been no material increase in the volume of the cur- 
rency to meet the multiplied demands for money. 

Our per capita, if estimated on the entire amount of money in the 
the country, will y exceed $20. But if we take into account the 
large sums locked up in the Tr and held there either by virtue 
of express statutes or rulings of 5 and the sums Which by 
law the national banks are required to hold as a reserve, and the 
amounts which State and private banks, in the exercise of ordinary 
prudence, hold for the same purpose, none of which can in any just or 
_ fair sense be considered in ascertaining our per capita—for these sums 

are as yey meat! out of circulation as if they were not in existence— 

it 2 tong und that the per capita in the United States is much less 

In France the fags en is $50,and I have not heard it claimed that that 
istoomuch. If ce, with a population only a little more than one-half 
as great as ours and a territory only about one-fifteenth as large, has 
found a per capita of $50 necessary to successfully conduct the business 
of that country, who will say that a per capita of $50 would be too 
much in this country? I fully concur with the majority of the com- 
mittee when they say, No people can prosper without a liberal supply 


of money, and that nation prospers most which has the largest circu- 
lation of the best. The national banks, which have never proved 
satisfactory to the People, confess their inability to supply a sufficient 
circulation; they claim that their circulation is un table, and de- 
clare their purpose to retire it. Last year these banks withdrew $28,- 
704,803 of their notes, and this contraction will go on with quickened 
pace until their whole outstanding circulation is retired. 


The present system of national banking, based as it is upon a na- 
tional debt, can not be enduring, nor is it desirable it should be, 


for as Jong as national banks, as at present organized, are in existence 
their presence implies the existence of a national debt, which the whole 
country is anxious should be paid as rapidily as possible. Our people 
do not believe in the doctrine that a national debt is a national bless- 
ing, but they do believe that it is both dangerous and unjust that any 
Governmentshould contract debts and lay their payment upon posterity, 
That all the national banks in the country will go into liquidation 
under existing law, and do so speedily, does not admit of doubt. It is 
equally certain that the people will welcome with real satisfaction the 
approach of the period which will render necessary a radical change in 
the present system of national banking. 

To meet this condition of things prompt and efficient measures are 
demanded. Theaverage annual product of our silver mines is estimated 
at about $50,000,000; of this about $8,000,000 is annually consumed 
in the arts, to say nothing of the amountexported. Itisadmitted that 
the free coinage of silver, even to the amount of $50,000,000 per annum, 
would not be more than is required to meet the demands of our in- 
creasing population and the business interests of the country. It is 
also conceded that an increased circulation would revive trade, increase 
the prices of agricultural products, advance the wages of labor, and 
make taxes easier to pay. But those who propose to contribute to this 
result by the free coinage of silver are met on the threshold with the 
argument that such a policy would place the country upon a silver 
basis, and that we can not maintain a doublestandard while the lead- 
ing commercial nations of Europe adhere to a different policy, 

Why should we consult Europe as to what our financial policy shall 
be? ‘This implies that we are not able to map out and maintain our 
financial policy, a proposition to which I do not agree. It has been 
truly said that the countries of Europe have not consulted us as to what 
their monetary systems should be; why should we consult them? We 
are able to maintain our own system. No emergency has ever arisen 
to which this Government has not shown itself equal. Our own peo- 
ple in the recent past made a heroic but ineffectual effort to divide it; 
but to-day the country is more firmly united, more powerful, and has 
more stars on ils flag than at any other period in its history. [Ap- 

lause. 

P I 5 85 face of these facts we are invited to surrender unconditionally to 
the bondholders and money-changers of this country and of Great Brit- 
ain and Germany; to take no steps to relieve the country of the wide- 
spread distress to which a contracted currency has largely contributed, 
until an international agreement can be reached. When this will be we 
are not advised; but it is safe to assume that no such agreement will 
ever be made as long as England can prevent freecoinage in this country, 
nor while those who are hostile to silver cansuccessfully carry on their 
crnsade against it, 

The same false alarm which the enemies of silver coinage raised in 
1878, when the Bland bill providing for limited coinage of silver be- 
came a law, isagain heard, butif these prophets would take the trouble 
to review the financial history of this country for the last dosen years 
they would discover they are in dread of evils that will never occur. 

The free coinage of silver would not result in dumping all or any 
considerable part of the silver of the world at our mints, as these alarm- 
ists would have us believe. Three-fiſths of the world are to-day using 
silver in preference to gold; they will continue to do so of 
the policy this country may adopt. Silver in Europe, where the ratio 
is 154 to 1, circulates at par with gold; to bring it here where the ratio 
is 16 to 1 would be a losing business. Nearly ‘half of the circulation of 
France is silver coined at the ratio of 15} to 1. Not a dollar of that 
would come because it is worth largely more at home than it would be 
here. For the same reason the silver of India, which is coined at the 
ratio of 15 to 1, would not come. Whence then would come this flood 
of silver which it is declaréd would deluge the country? It willnot 
come; the prediction will prove as false as it did in 1878 when the en- 
emies of silver predicted that gold would leave the country. They said 
then that the coinage of $50,000,000 would have that effect, but actaul 
results have proved their fears were groundless. 

Since the passage of the law of 1878 we have coined $343,638,000 of 
silver, and yet gold has not sought more ‘‘ favored climes; ’’ on the con- 
trary it has steadily accumulated in this country. From $312,199,979, 
the amount on hand here at the date of the passage of the law of 1878, 
gold has increased until on the Ist day of January, 1889, according to 
the report of the Director of the Mint, the amountof gold coin and bull- 
ion in the United States was $704,608,169, an increase of $392, 408,190 
in ten years, during all of which time we were annually coining about 
$30,000,000 of silver. From this showing it does not appear that the 
country is hastening to a silver basis; if the theory that bad money 
will always drive good money out is true, it proves that silver as a 
circulating medium is quite as good as gold. 
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But this is not all. The average annual product of gold in the 
United States since 1878, excluding the amount used in the arts, is es- 
timated at $20,000,000, a total in twelve years of $240,000,000. It is 
thus demonstrated, in spite of the prophecies that the coinage of sil- 
ver would drive gold out, that not a dollar has left the country; on the 
contrary we have drawn from other countries $152,408,190 in addition 
to the amount we have produced. If truth is more reliable than fic- 
tion and factsand figures are more trustworthy than abstract theory, it 
would seem that the evil predictions concerning the coinage of silver 
ought to cease; and whether they do or not they are certainly nolonger 
entitled to serious consideration. 

These facts and figures utterly expose the fallacy of those who con- 
tend that free coinage would result in bringing the country to a silver 
mare and ought to silence further opposition to the coinage of that 
metal, 

But, driven from their strongholds, those who are hostile to its coin- 
age shelter themselves behind the suggestion of the money power that 
free coinage would give the producers of silver bullion the difference 
between the bullion value and the coin value of silver. While this sug- 
gestion does not rise to the dignity of an argument against free coin- 
age, it may not be improper to notice it, for, like every other objection 
to freo coinage, it will not bear the test of investigation. The chief 
reason for the existing disparity of the bullion value of gold and silver 
results from the limitations and restrictions which the law imposes on 
silver—limitations and restrictions which are wholly inconsistent with 
the theory upon which the double standard rests, which theory pro- 
ceeds upon the idea that the two metals in their monetary functions 
and right of unlimited coinage shall be equal; and when the unjust re- 
strictions which the law now imposes upon silver are removed, the 
present disparity of the bullion value of the two metals will largely 
disappear; for, despite the fact that silver has been discriminated 
against here and elsewhere and thatit is at the present moment de- 
prived of its equal right with gold to free coinage, it remains true that 
the silver dollar, the money of the people, will buy as many of the 
necessaries of life as a dollar in gold. 

But, assuming that the present disparity in the bullion value of the 
two metals would not disappear, why should the Government make a 
profit out of those whose labor produces the bullion? Why should the 
Government set up a broker’s establishment and seek to make profits 
by converting bullion into money for the people. Whence comes this 
right of seigniorage, this commission which it is suggested should re- 
sult to the Government from coining money? 

If that doctrine should perai it would only result in ee money 
dearer; but it is a modern idea and had no place in our financial system 
prior to 1878, when it was ingrafted upon the law, over the protests of 
those who favored free coinage, by the same influences that seek now 
to reduce silver to the e Of a mere commodity. 

That the Government should buy silver bullion for coinage on its 
own account is at war with the uniform course of legislation on the 
subject from the formation of the Government. It was never intended 
that the Government should go into the business of buying bullion and 
coining it into money. This idea did not occur to those who framed the 
first mint law in 1792. They were too close to Valley Forge and York- 
town to admit that the doctrine ot seigniorage, which is no moren or 
Jess than the king’s capricious prerogative, had any place in our sys- 
tem. Accordingly the first Mint act provided: 

It shall be lawful for an or persons to bring to the Mint gold and sil- 
ver bullion in order to thelr 5 and the bullion shall be there assayed 
andcoined, * and that free of expense to the person or persons by whom 
the same shall have been brought. And as soon as the bullion shall have been 
coined the person or persons by whom thesame shall have been delivered shall, 
upon demand, receive in lieu thereof coins of the same species of bullion which 
wet tees been so delivered, weight for weight of the pure gold or silver therein 
con le 

It was thus declared in express terms by the original Mint act that 
the Government should neither coin money on its own account nor 
make a profit by coining it for the citizen. The Government simply 
undertook to convert gold and silver bullion into coin for the owners 
free of cost at a fixed ratio, and there its connection with the subject 
ceased. 

This Same principle was steadily adhered to in each successive re- 
vision of the Mint laws, and is true as respects the sage of gold at 
present. The idea that the Government should buy silver bullion 
at a discount and make profit by its coinage was reserved for those who 
have inaugurated the modern doctrine that the best money is the 
dearest money. 

To have our money the best money in the world, which simply means 
the dearest money, may be desirable to those who have bank accounts; 
but to every one else it is most undesirable, for dear money means low 
prices and low wages. Since all charges of seigniorage can only result in 
making money dearer, as well as because such a doctrine has no place in 
our system, it is no objection to free coi to say the Government 
would be deprived of profits resulting from the purchase of bullion and 
converting it into coin. 

If the Government coins silver on its own account it ought on the 
same principle to coin gold in the same way. But it does not do so. 
The coinage of gold is free; the owner of gold bullion can present it at 
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the Mint and demand its co into money for his own use, and what- 
ever denies to the owners of silver bullion the same right is an unjust 
discrimination against silver and a part of the plan by which that 
metal is to be permanently deprived of the legal-tender qualities con- 
ferred on it by the Constitution. 

The demand that silver should be restored to free coinage is as rea- 
sonable as it is just; the advocates of the doctrine are asking no more 
than the fundamental law provided when it declared that gold and 
silver coin” (not gold or silver coin) shall be a tender in payment of 
debts.” The demand is justified because there is no dispute that our 
present supply of money is inadequate; both the advocates and the op- 
ponents of this bill agree that the business interests of the country re- 
quire that the volume of our circulation should be increased. In this 
condition of affairs the duty of those charged with legislation seems 
plain. Those who favor, equally with those who oppose, the pending 
measure and the various amendments agree that the free coinage of 
silver would accomplish the end which all have in view, namely, an 
increase in the volume of our circulation. 

Our silver mines are the richest in the world; we produce as mucli as 
all the rest of the world combined. With the silver dollar restored to 
its legal-tender qualities and its free coinage provided for, our mines 
would furnish silver enough to supply our people with a sufficient vol- 
ume of money. Silver has demonstrated its fitness as a monetary 
metal, not only here, but in every country in the world where it has 
circulated. In this country it maintained itself on an equal footing 
with gold for more than three-quarters of a century. To restore it 
now to the placed assigned it by the Constitution would guaranty to 
our people a ha e which this generation has not witnessed before, 
‘That an increase in our circulation would contribute largely to a bet- 
ter condition of things is not a mere conjecture, the statement is based 
upon the authority of history. Discussing the effect of an increased 
volume ot money upon the prosperity of a people, an English historian 
has said: 

Jt is certain that since the discovery of the mines in America industry has in- 
creased in all the nations of Europe. We fin: that in every kingdom 
into which money begins to flow in pau abundance than formerly every- 
thing takes a new face; labor and industry gain life; the merchant mes 
more enterprising, the manufacturer more diligent and skillful, and even the 
farmer follows his plow with er alacrity and attention. * Itisof 
no manner of consequence with regard to the domestic happiness of a state 
whether money be in a greater or less quantity. The good policy of the mag- 
istrate consists only in keeping it, if ible, still increasing, because by that 
means he keeps alive a spirit of industry in the nation and increases the stock 
of labor, in which consist all real power and riches. 

The proposition to restore silver to free coinage is in the interest of 
no class, It would benefit all alike. With free coinage the product of 
our rich silyer mines would hasten to our mints, where, coined into 
legal-tender dollars, it would return to flow through all the channels 
of 1 50 and commerce, benefiting the rich and the poor alike. [Ap- 

lause. . 

p Not only would the free coinage of silver result in keeping alive the 
spirit of industry and enterprise among our people, but, it is confidently 
believed, it would serve, in some measure at least, to check the un- 
natural accumulation of large fortunes in the hands of the few, which 
argues ill for the interests of all those who produce wealth by labor. 

It would certainly stay the decline in prices, check falling wages, 
and restore to debtors ‘‘ their immemorial right to always pay in that 
one of the two metals which is the most abundant and 3 for the 
time being. 

There ought to be no further experimenting or theorizing; the peo- 
ple understand that they are not now receiving and for years past have 
not received a fair share of the wealth which they annually produce, 
and they understand this is due in part to a contracted currency. No 
matter how many hours in the day or how many days in the year the 
wage-earner sells his strength or barters his skill, no homestead or ac- 
count in the savings-bank rewards his enterprise and ind He is 
an empty-handed laborer, a ‘‘ creature of burden still, and such he 
will continue to be until the causes which contribute to his distressand 
discontent are removed. 

The condition of the farmeris not better than that of the wage-earner. 
Abundant harvests reward his patient toil, his flocks and herds mul- 
tiply, yet he is able to add nothing to his wealth. The merchant’s 
sales have fallen off, his profits have declined, and fortunate is that 
tradesman who in the present situation of widespread distress escapes 
the ragged edge of involuntary bankruptcy. The laborer, the artisan, 
the merchant, and the farmer alike demand that this unhappy condi- 
tion of things shall cease. In the free coinage of silver they see a meas- 
ure of relief, and they insist that our mints shall be again opened to 
its free and unlimited coinage. The question as to whether or not 
this shall be done and whether the bimetallic standard shall again be 
established and silver restored to the dignity of money as provided in 
the Constitution is a contest between the owners of gold, Government 
bonds, and those who control capital on one side, and the owners of 
land and all other kinds of property on the other. What the final re- 
sult of such a contest will be can not be doubtful; the demand for more 
money will succeed, and when it does the free coinage of silver on an 
equal footing with gold will be an accomplished fact. . 

But it would not be candid to pretend that the free coinage of sil- 
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ver would relieve the people of this country of all the unjust burdens 
imposed upon them under existing laws, for, until the present discrim- 
inating and oppressive system of tariff is so revised as to reduce tax- 
ation and equalize its burdens and until trusts and gambling in food 
products are effectually prohibited by law, the full measure of relief 
to which the people are entitled will not have been granted and jus- 
tice will not have been fully done. 

But I do not doubt that the free coinage of silver would be ‘‘astep 
and a long step“ in the right direction. It would revive business, in- 
crease the price of allfarm products, furnish employment to labor at a 
better rate of wages, and go far toward dispelling the gloom and 
quieting the widespread discontent which is abroad in the land. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. Speaker, no topic of human interest merits a 
more earnest and impartial investigation than what is commonly 
called the money question. Other subjects may more quickly excite 
the curiosity and enlist the intellect; other questions may more fully 
engage the affections and captivate the fancy; other themes may to 
a greater extent arouse the sympathies and quicken the sensibili- 
ties; but in all the range of temporal and physical environments 
there is no influence which so decisively affects, molds, and con- 
cludes the character, habits, and destiny of a ple in modern so- 
ciety as the financialsystem under which they live. Though in con- 
tact with it in all the practical affairs of life, the mass of mankind 
as a rule has been as careless as to the origin, nature, and f nections 
of the paradoxical invention termed money as they are of the chem- 
istry of the sunshine, the rain, and the dew. To what extent this in- 
difference has been the misfortune of the millions of real workers in 
the great hives of human industry no mind can conceive nor pen 
portray. But the growing inclination of the American people to in- 
vestigate this and kindred questions is 3 many cherished 
idols in the realms of finance and promises at no distant day to re- 
lease productive industry from an imperious dictation as inexorable 
in its nature as it is conscienceless, insolent, and brutal in its 
methods, 

Money, Mr. Speaker, has often been characterized as the life-blood 
of commerce, and commerce is at once the as and the pioneer 
of civilization. Money in itself means neither food, nor clothing, 
nor shelter, In itself it satisfies no appetite, yields no comfort, em- 
bellishes no art, creates no joy, assuages no sorrow, mitigates no 

in. With it alone mankind would be as desolate as Crusoe among 

is sacks of gold before he found the single grain of wheat that con- 
tained the promise of food, and life, and wealth. Yet without it 
the complex mechanism of commerce would stop, the vast fabric of 
what we call business would fall to atoms, and the world would re- 
lapse into barbarism, Money is to every occupation that enlists the 
energies of men what the plow is to the farmer, the plane to the 
carpenter, the pencil to the painter, the chisel to the sculptor. 
With our intricate and far-reaching division and subdivision of labor 

rosperous production depends on prosperous exchange and distri- 
Fotin of the products of labor, and prosperous exchange and distri- 
tribution of the products of labor are as impossible in the absence of 
an ample, safe, convenient, and steady volume of money in the 
channe 
the dried-up stream. 

Those distinguished and venerated men whom we fondly call“ the 
fathers” realized the importance of a properly regulated medium of 
exchange. They were earnest explorers of all the fields of human 
history and were rich in the spirit of its philosophy. In preparing 
the Federal Constitution they remitted the full and exclusive con- 
trol of the national money Sanoiy to Congress. The Constitution 
POROA that Congress shall have power to coin money and regu- 

ate the value thereof,” and in 1792 Congress established the stand- 
ard coinage of gold and silver, and from time to time has established 
and regulated the coinage of silver subsidiary coin and of nickel 
and copper minor coins. The Constitutfon provides that “ Congress 
shall have power to regulate commerceamong the States,” and Daniel 
-Webster once said that in the “ absence of money you can conceive 
no idea of commerce.” The Constitution inhibits the States from 
coi money, emitting bills of credit, or maringanythiu but gold 
and silver a legal tender in payment of debt. eee has exer- 
cised the power of coining money, emitting bills of credit, and de- 
termining what shall be a legal tender in the payment of debt. 
Under various acts of Con we have built up a national mon- 


etary system, the composition of which on January 1, 1890, was as 
follows: 


In circula- 

In Treasury. he 
$246, 401, 951 $375,705, 922 
288, 535, 500 61, 402, 501 
4, 500, 353 192, 730, 050 
15, 673, 925 331, 007, 091 
570, 000 9, 000, 000 
21, 927, 926 54, 769, 403 
83, 775 18, 672, 453 
31, 316, 100 122, 985, 889 
2,252,966 | 282, 949, 073 


of trade as is prosperous navigation on the gravel bed of | pea 


To these items might be added inconsiderable sums of old demand 
notes, fractional currency, one and two year notes, and compound- 
interest notes, aggregating $7,200,000. 

It will be observed by reference to the foregoing statisties that of 
the $288,535,500 in standard silver dollars in the asury $282,949,- 
073 are in circulation by proxy in the form of silver certificates. So 
that of the 8347, 938,001 in standard silver dollars in the country all 
except $3,586,427 are practically in active eirenlation. Of the $246,- 
401,951 in gold coin in the Treasury $122,985,889 are in circulation by 
proxy in the form of gold certificates. Of the gold coin in the Treas- 
ury $100,000,000 is set apart, not by law, but by order of the Treas- 
ury Department, as a so-called redemption fund for the United States 
notes or greenbacks. After due allowance for this $100,000,000 it 
will be seen that of the 8622, 107,73 in gold coin in the country 
there was on January 1, 1890, $23,416,062 not in circulation in any 
form whatever. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, having submitted this analysis of our stock of 
national circulating medium, I wish, in the time at my command, to 
oconpy the attention of the House with that phase of the currency 
problem involved in the silver question. The substance of all the 
bills introduced in the present Congress on the subject may be re- 
duced to a few simple propositions: 

1. To demonetize silver. 

2. To stop the present coinage of the standard silver dollar. 

3. Toopen the mints to the free ei pe of silver the same as they 
are now open to the free coinage of gold. 

4. To issue a silver certificate or Treasury note on silver bullion at 
market prices as measured by gold 

The first proposition runs counter to the express declarations of all 
political parties in their national platforms, and may be sately dis- 
missed as involving a contingency too remote to merit serious atten- 
tion. The second proposition is important only as it involves the 
the fourth. The real controversy in so far as it contemplates chan 
narrows down to a choice between the old standard coin of sil- 
ver asit existed prior to the demonetization act of 1873 and the 
project to issue Treasury notes on silver bullion at market prices as 
measured by gold. 

At this point let me emphasize the fact that this is purely a cur- 
rency question. Elaborate disquisition and cunning insinuations 
about the Government creating a market for this or that commodity 
may confuse and befog the issne, but nevertheless can have no real 
pertinence to it. Mr. Jones, residing in Maine, sells a horse for $100 
in metal or paper money, as the case may be, removes to California, 
and in six months thereafter invests the §100 in another horse. Over 
five thousand miles of distance and six months of time are cireum- 
stances inseparable from these transactions; the fact is, Mr. Jones 
simply exchanged horses, and the $100 is the medium which a civil- 
ized government provides for its citizens to relieve them of the loss 
and inconvenience which circumstances of time and place would 
otherwise entail. 

One citizen is engaged in producing fruits and grain, a second 
citizen manufactures farm machinery, and a third manufactures 
wearing apparel. The relative price of the various products ap- 
rs ou what is called the market. The given amount of one 
which should be exchanged for a given amount of another is deter- 
mined by relative prices. The dollar is the unit of our monetary 
oe and all the unitsin the system in actual circulation compose 
the national scale of measurement. The general range of prices de- 
penei as S general rule on the number of units in the scale thus 

ormed, while the price of any given commodity is adjusted to such 
scale of measurement or representation by the law of supply and de- 
mand. This proposition is sometimes challenged, but the fact re- 
mains that all reputable authors of both Europe and America agree, 
the essential requirements of a sound currency having been con- 
ceded, that the general range of prices rises with the expansion ot 
the volume of money per, capita and falls with its contraction per 
capita. To eliminate all the units from the scale of measurement, 
in other words, to abolish money, would be to abolish price and re- 
mit civilized exchange to the rudo tokens, equivalents, and methods 
of the savage. On the other hand, itis equally plain that an in- 
definite and unlimited coinage or issue of money of whatever mate- 
rial would send prices to the clonds, and legitimate exchange 
would be lost amid the mazes of speculation. The limitations on the 
money volume are fixed first by express provisions of law, as in the 
case of silver and greenbacks under present statutes ; second, by the 
limit of nature on the substance used, as in the case of gold. 

Again, the citizen exercising his right to make contracts enters 
into an agreement involving a certain financial obligation. Allother 
requirements of the contract having been complied with, money in 
its proper sense is that which, if tendered to the creditor in legal 
form, will, for reasons founded on sound public policy, release the 
debtor from the obligation, whether it is accepted or refused. These 
illustrations are given simply to indicate the functions of money in 
its representative, its commercial, and its legal sense, and to suggest 
how far above all considerations of the price of this or that commod- 
ity is the duty of the Government to provide an adequate, conven- 
ient, safe, and steady volume of money for the channels of trade and 
the purposes of exchange. 

oF course it is not the business of the Government to coin silver 
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for the purpose of creating a market for silver any more than it is 
the business of the Government to coin gold to create a market for 

ld. But to denounce the coinage of silver because appreciation of 

value of silver bullion might attend such coinage is as foolish as 
to demand the abolition of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and all the 
bureau and departmental reports of the Government because their 
8 creates a demand for paper, ink, and Fearne sree 
o provide an adequate currency is the prime consideration, and be- 
cause the provision of such currency might involve the enhancement 
of the price of silver the Government is in no sense relieved from its 
duty. Why not argue against our military and naval establishments 
on the ground that their maintenance creates a demand for and 
therefore enhances the price of gunpowder, fire-arms, and blankets? 
The answer would come at once that to maintain an army and navy 
is a constitutional function and duty of Government, and the ques- 
tion of the price of the munitions of war is entirely subordinate to 
the execution of such constitutional fanction and performance of 
such constitutional duty. 

Considered, then, as a question involving the inierests of 70,000,- 
000 le instead of the interest merely of a slender fraction of our 
population, the silver problem loses the paltry character which in- 
terested greed on the one hand and marvelous stupidity on the other 
have sought to attach to it, and confronts us as a eee of over- 
shadowing national importance, inviting the candid investigation 


of every conscientious legislator. 

By the Mint act of 1792 Con established the silver dollar to 
contain 371} grains of pure silver. The same act established the 
coinage of the gold double-eagle, eagle, half-eagle, and quarter-eagle. 
The dollar was the unit of the system, but no gold dollar was coined 
until 1849. To that date the unit of our monetary system was rec- 
ognized in the silver ecinage alone, though for all practical pur- 
poses we had bimetallism. 1837 the amount of metal in the gold 
coin was redu 

The coinage thus established was continued down to February 12, 
1873, when in an innocent-appearing act of sixty-seven sections, to 
“revise and amend the laws relating to the mints, assay offices, and 
the coinage,” the standard silver dollar was surreptitiously omitted 
and thus totally stricken from our monetary system. In 1878 the 
so-called ‘‘ remonetization act” was not re-establishing the 
old silver coinage, but authorizing a limited coinage of standard sil- 
ver dollars. Under the latter act the Secretary of the Treasury is 
authorized and directed to cause to be purchased not less than two 
million nor more than four million dollars’ worth of silver bullion 
per month, the same to be coined into standard silver dollars. 

. Such, Mr. Speaker, was the legislative history of the silver dollar 
on March 26, 1890, when the majority of the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures repo: the so-called Windom silver bill,” 
with slight modifications, to this House. That bill comes to us 
as an ative proposition which it is alleged will correct an evil. 
What is the evil? The continued coinage of the standard silver dol- 
lar. Why is this an evil? Because, to adopt the language of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, it “is a disturbing element in the other- 
wise nt financial condition of the country and a positive 
hinderance to any international agreement looking to the free coinage 
of both metals at a fixed ratio.“ Wherein lies the “ disturbing e 
ment” and “ positive hinderance?” In the fact, say the promoters 
of this bill, of the increasing disparity between the com ity value 
of the silver bullion and the face value of the silver dollar into which 
it is coined. Nothing is me pete in suggesting the remedy for an 
evil as the cause of such evil. The inquiry then arises, why is the 
commodity value of the bullion in the standard silver dollar only 72 
cents while the commodity value in the gold coins is practically 100 

r cent. of their face value? Simply because anything measured 
by itself is Ka ro to itself, while a thing measured by something else 
may be equal to, greater, or less than something else. 

nder our present statutory free ig of gold the owner of igo 
bullion carries his bullion to a United States mint, where it is - 
ioned into gold coins of legal weightand fineness. The goldeagle or 
ten-dollar gold piece, contains 258 grains of gold. Under this sys- 
tem of free coinage the price of the 258 grains of gold bullion before 

i must be precisely the face value of the coin into which it is 
8 minus the cost of coinage. No one pretends that at any 
time during the eighty t sea of free silver coinage prior to 1873 the 
412} A ge of alloyed silver in the standard silver dollar was worth 
less than 100 cents. Of course under the present law of limited sil- 
ver coi! the principle I have stated can not operate. The law 
now restricts the coinage of silverto so much per month. The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury purchases this amount of the lowest bidder, 


and turns the rest away. The surplus thus created by the o tion 
of the law, like the surplus of any other article of trade, fixes the 
e there is no 


price of the entire product. In the case of gold coi 
surplus turned away to drag the market and reduce the price. Do 
not the different attitudes of the Government toward the yellow and 
the white metal go far to account for the increasing disparity in the 
price between them? In other words, must not gold measured by 
gold always be Sgun to gold ess of demand and supply, while 

ver measured gold may 95 cents, 72 cents, or 50 cents, ac- 


cording yo demand and supply ? 
Gen en who speak so glibly of the comparative valne of gold 


and silver and so easily arrive at conclusions unfavorable to the lat- 
ter may be catechized as to what the thing we call value is. Who 
will discern it with either of tho five senses or indicate some of its 
qualities? The old flint-lock musket was considered a valuable 
article in its day, while now a wagon-load of them would be value- 
less, save as curiosities. The sickle was a valuable implement years 
ago, while now it would not bring one-tenth its former price. The 
flint-lock and the sickle have the same material and guain as 
ever, but what is called their value has gone. The Enfield rifle 
and the self-binder are here. So value at last is an abstraction, an 
ideality, a mental estimate or conception based on utility. The 
value of an article is its present utility, and its price depends on 
the degree of competition such utility secures for it. Use, and there- 
fore demand, may be created or destroyed by legislation. 

Should national, State, and local boards of health, had they the 
ponent interdict the sale of pork, would not such action at once send 

own the price of pork and at the same-time send up the price of 
beef? Does not the law which invites all the products of our gold 
mines to our mints and at the same time turns away one-half A pow 
silver bullion enhance the demand and therefore the value of the 
former and at the same time strike down the demand and therefore 
the value and price of the latter? Did not the act of 1873, which struck 
the silver dollar from our monetary system and closed our mints to its 
coinage, together with kindred legislation by other Governments, de- 
stroy to that extent one of the uses of silver and in the same propor- 
tion depressits price? Evenafter our Government, in 1873, delivered 
the blow to silver, did not that metal hold its own with gold in the 
market until France ceased silver coinage in pursuance of her re- 
taliatory policy on Germany? 

Whatever may be said of the effect of the world’s stock of silver 
on the market of that metal in the United States applies, in the ab- 
sence of hostile legislation by our own Government, equally to the 
effects of the world’s stock of gold on the price of that metal and has 
no real pertinence to the present inquiry farther than it involves the 
distinctive principles operating as between monometallism and bi- 
metallism. In 1834 the gold coins were at a slight premium as meas- 
ured by silver, and by law the amount of bullion in the coins was re- 
duced. Likewise in 1872 the silver dollar was at a slight premium 
as measured by the gold coin. Under bimetalliem the disparity can 
never be great because of the reciprocal effects of the metals on the 
price of each other under the so-called Gresham law which is con- 
stantly restoring the parity between them. Scarcity is simply ab- 
sence of supply, and scarcity of one of the metals may be created ey 
the failure of the mines or by multiplying the functions of the meta: 
by the force of legislation which adds to it a use formerly shared 
with another metal. So the eet inferences from the arbitrary 
legislative use or disuse of one of ths metals on its price as compared 
with the other, as I have already shown, and the historical facts as 
I shall show further on, alike demonstrate that the decreasing price 
of tho bullion in the silver dollar is due to adverse legislation. 

Now what is the method proposed by the majority of the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures for the solution of the silver 
problem, or, rather, that part of our currency problem involved inthe 
silver question? The first provision of the bill in point of signifi- 
cance, if not of place, is the proposition to repeal the act of 1878 par- 
tially restoring silver coinage. In other words, we are asked to be- 
gin restoring the silver dollar to its old place in our monetary sys- 
tem by closing our mints entirely against its coinage. In the next 
place it is proposed that the owner of silver bullion may carry his 
product to a United States mint, not for free sap ee the case of 
gold, but for deposit, on which he is to receive a ry note for 
the value of such bullion as measured by gold and determined by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. This means that silver is to be re- 
duced entirely to a commodity like corn, wheat, or potatoes. It is 
to have no more of a monetary fanction than would pork, cotton, or 
turnips thus deposited, and on which would be issued Treasury notes 
according to the value of such merchandise as measured by gold and 
determined by the Treasury Department. If this controversy is to be 
reduced to a mere question of exchanging commodities for the pub- 
lie credit, why not carry the principle to its logical conclusion and 
invite the deposit of all forms of private property and securities and 
issue thereon Treasury notes at market prices? It is respectfully 
submitted that the substance of the committee bill does more to give 
character, strength, and ectability to the demand of the Farm- 
ers’ Alliance for the establishment of a subtreasury system through- 
out the country than all the many earnest prayers deposited in the 
petition-box of this House. 

As before indicated, the Secretary of the Treasury is to determine 
the price of the silver deposited by what happens to be the current 

rice in London and New York on the day of the deposit. On such 
Jeposit of bullion the so-called Treasury note is to issue. Such 
Treasury note is to be redeemable in a certificate of deposit. Such 
certificate of deposit is to be made payable in an amount of silver 
bullion ‘‘equal in value on the date of said certificate to the number 
of dollars stated therein, at the market price of silver” to be deter- 
mined by the Secretary of the Treasury. Or, at the option of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, such notes may be redeemed in gold coin, 
and at the option of the holder they may be redeemed in our present 
silver dollars. The attention of the friends of silver and of a sound 
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and adequate circulating medium is invited very patronizingly to 
the clause of the bill which authorizes the owner of silver bullion 
to have it coined into dollars the same as gold is now coined when 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall have determined that 371.25 
grains of pure silver is worth $1. wets student of the money ques- 
tion and observer of the attitude of the Treasury Department for 
ears toward silver can easily agree that this proposition is an en- 
ely safe one for even the most pronounced enemies of silver to 
make. 

We are, by the proposed law, to have free coinage when an ut- 
terly impossible condition prescribed by the proposed law shall have 
been complied with. In other words, the inevitable effect of the 
proposed law is to demonetize silver, sti ike down its coinage, reduce 
it to a mere commodity, and send it bounding downward in the mar- 
ket, while gold is to be the only standard, its price sent upwards as 
compared with other commodities. Then the silver men are calmly 
assured that when under this law the price of silver is advanced and 
the old ratio between the metals is established, and the Secreta 
of the Treasury determines that that moment has actually arrived, 
we are to have free coinage of silver. This is like unto the benign 
paternal assurance to the ambitious lad that he should be licensed to 

into the water on the express condition that he must first learn 

swim! The forces that have been carrying on an ive war 
against silver ever since 1873 are to be re-enforced by an express de- 
preciating act of the Government, and the always adverse discretion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, and when silver, in spite of all oppo- 
sition, shall have risen to its old position on the market, it is to be 
recognized in the coinage of the country. It required the machinery 
of a bill of sixty-seven sections to quietly, surreptitiously, and crim- 
inally demonetize silver in 1873; is a bill of fourteen sections to be 
sufficient to compass the utter destruction of silver coin 

Having called attention, Mr. Speaker, to the salient features of 
the committee bill, I challenge its friends to defend it against the 
evidences of equivocal pretense crowding its lines from first to last. 
The whole proposed scheme is disingenuous. It is complicated and 
confusing in its methods. It is the perfection of indirection and cir- 
eumlocution. It confers on the prime financial officer of the Gov- 
ernment a fund of discretionary power utterly odious in principle, 
vicious in policy, and absolutely startling in its possible and prob- 
able consequences. That discretion is to determine the price of sil- 
ver on which notes are to issue. That discretion is to determine the 
price of the silver in which the notes are to beredeemed. That dis- 
cretion is to determine the redeemability of the notes in gold coin. 
That discretion is to determine whether the country is to have free 
2 or not. To complete the dangerous probability attending 
such di tion we only need add to it the power to determine from 
day to oe Palate the duty on the various articles in our tariff sched- 
ule shall be. 

But at the last moment, Mr. Speaker, another proposition is thrust 
on the House. This measure was determined upon by the Repub- 
lican caucus of Wednesday night. The plan was arranged, and on 
yesterday morning the conspiracy was inaugurated to cut off amend- 
ments and railroad the caucus production through under the gag 
rule applied in the consideration of the tariff. The Committee on 
Rules reported their order to the House, called the previous question, 
and here we are without the slightest opportunity to offer amend- 
ments and have them voted on, This bill was not only not considered 
by any committee, but was not even printed when we were called 
upon to consider it. 

The bill contains the bullion and Treasury note features of the 
Windom bill. The fund of discretion to be lodged in the Secretary 
of the Treasury is much enlarged. The purchase of the bullion is 
limited to $1,500,000 per month. Notes are to be issued on the bull- 
ion, not at coinage, but at market prices as measured by gold, and 
are to be redeemable in bullion, or may, if the Secretary of the Treas- 
Ury sees fit, be redeemed in coin. The $4,500,000 may be deposited 
the first of the month and notes issued thereon. The notes may be 

resented at the end of the month and the bullion taken out. The 

Bullion may be again deposited the following month and the process 

of technically complying with the law repeated indefinitely, with- 
out one dollar being added for any practical purpose to the cur- 
rency of the country. This illustrates the ibilities under this 
bill, and any person with knowledge of the attitude of the Treas- 
ury Department toward silver can easily conjecture the probabilities. 
The bill strikes down our present coinage and renders doubtful any 
issue of notes save enough for a technical compliance with its pro- 
visions. It isa marvel of petty financial jugglery, discreditable alike 
to the wisdom and good faith of its authors in dealing with a serious 
question. 

However prejudicial to the supply of a sufficient and sound cur- 
rency our present law with its limitation on silyer coinage may be, 
it is infinitely superior from the standpoint of sound finance, the 
publie credit, and the commercial interests of the country to the law 
that would supplant it should the committee bill or the caucus bill 
be placed on the statut®@book. True, the venerable and familiar 
prophecy comes to us again from the Treasury Department. The 
alarm is again sounded, and the red lights are again flashed athwart 
our purblind sight. But the vast ority of the American ple 
persist in accepting the hard, plain, demonstrated facts in preference 
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to the oft-repeated and to this hour utterly unfulfilled and doubl; 
discredited prophecy. Gentlemen easily recall the storm of luri 
3 and the flood of awful forebodings which were turned 

oose on Congress and the country in 1878 during the pendency of 
the remonetization bill. We were told to conceive if we could of 
the panies of 1837, 1857, and 1873 all combined, and yet such combi- 
nation would be but a gentle zephyr compared with the tornado 
which would sweep over the country if the silver dollar were re- 
instated in our monetary system. We were told that gold would in- 
stantly leave the country, that onr national credit would be every- 
where discounted, and that industrial enterprise would be utter 
paralyzed. 

Despite all the learned and disinterested advice, the earnest and 
patriotic counsel, and the generous warnings and friendly menaces of 
the frantic idolaters of monometallism, the friends of the silver dollar 
in Congress persisted and finally established its limited coinage over 
the veto of the President. It is needless to remind those gloomy 
prophets how utterly mistaken they were. Suffice it to say that the 
storm of bankruptcy did not burst on the country. On the contrary, 
with even a partial restoration of silver coinage and the consequent 
addition of over $2,000,000 per month to our depleted volume of cir- 
eulating medium, prices and wages took an upward movement, gold 
accumulated in the country in amount never witnessed before, pro- 
ductive enterprises revived, hoarded money sought investment in 
active business, substantial reductions were made for the first time 
in twelve years in the public debt, and the country entered on an era 
of comparative prosperity. So overwhelmingly, from every potno 
view consistent with the honor and welfare of the country, has the 
logic of events vindicated the judgment of the friends of the silver 
dollar in 1877 that even the present Secretary of the Treasury in his 
last report prefaces his reiteration of the standard annual prophecy, 
and his assault on the present coinage of silver, with the frank ad- 
mission that thus far all adverse predictions have failed of fulfill- 
ment. In short, the fact becomes more emphatic the more the ques- 
tion is investigated, that nothing in the history of recent silver coin- 
age, norin the present financial situation, nor in the calendar of 
probabilities for the future suggests a single sound reason why we 
should even temporarily stop the coinage of the silver dollar. 

But the Secretary of the Treasury, the majority of the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and the caucus have opened up 
the whole question by submitting a proposition which everybody 
admits must close our mints against silver coinage for an indefinite 
time, and the minority of the committee very properly meet this as- 
sault with a plain proposition to restore the free coinage of silver at 
the ratio of 16 to lof gold as it existed prior to 1873. It is proposed to 
repeal the legislation which first struek silver from our circulation, 
and thereafter limited its coinage, and by these hostile acts reduced 
its price, and restore free coinage of silver as we now haye free coin- 
age of gold. The somewhat hackneyed objection and always in- 
verted argument that the silver in the dollar is worth only 72 cents 
has already been met. With a given object as the standard of weight 
all other objects must be either equal to, less, or greater in weight. 
With one particular man as the standard of size, all other men 
must be equal to, greater, or less in size. With a given amount 
of gold stamped by the Government made the so-called standard of 
alae) every other object must be eqnal to, less, or greater in 
value than such standard. In other words the standard of weight 
or of size, or of value is always in the very nature of things equal 
to itself, while all other things vary as measured by such standard. 

Silver being demonetized in 1873, the bimetallic standard was de- 
stroyed, gold was made the exclusive standard of coinage, silver was 
redu to a mere commodity, and as the war on silver continued the 
disparity of price between a given amount of the two metals as meas- 
ured exclusively by gold increased. When we reflect that philippic 
after philippic has been pronounced by the Treasury Department an- 
nually for twelve years against silver, that the discretion lod in 
the Secretary of the Treasury by the act of 1878 has been in ably, 
harstly, and inflexibly exercised in discrimination 8 silver by 
holding its coinage down to the minimum of $2,000,000 instead of 
an occasional coinage of the maximum of $4,000,000 worth per month; 
that there has been constant and aggressive co-operation of all the 
Eastern nationul banks with the Treasury Department to discredit 
silver, the only wonder is that the commodity value in the silver dol- 
lar,as measured by gold, the value of which every effort of the Gov- 
ernment has been employed to enhance, has not fallen to 50 cents. 
Nothing but the avidity with which England availed herself of our 
folly to supply her Asiatic colonies at reduced prices with the silver, 
the use of which we by law deprived ourselves, has prevented evena 
greater disparity as between gold and silver. Yet, after all, 100 
ounces of silver will purchase as much to-day of the staples of com- 
merce as before demonetization of silver in 1873. The relative value 
of silver to the various products of labor has been maintained. This 
should be kept in mind by those who so virtuously characterize full 
remonetization and free coinage of silver as repudiation. 

The repeated declaration that no more silver was coined because 
it was not wanted is entitled to no force whatever except such as con- 
stant repetition can give it, as the fact is that of the 347,930,001 of 
silver deLiars which been coined prior to January 1, 1890, all ex- 
cept 3,586,427 were in active circulation, either directly or by proxy, 
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in the form of silver certificates. On that date there was actually 

less of silver dollars or their representatives notin active circulation 
than there was of gold coin, national-bank notes, nbacks, or 
even subsidiary silver coin: The reversal of this policy of hostility 
to silver, re-establishment of the free coinage which existed unim- 
paited and without evil results for eighty years, will restore the parity 
of the metals, give us the evenness of standard which the reciprocal 
influence of the two metals exercises under free bimetallic coinage, 
and arrest the down ward trend of prices and wages which is cripplin 
productive enterprise and confiscating the property of debtor an 
tax-payer. 

But it is contended, Mr. Chairman, that free coinage would make 
this country the dumping ground of silver for the world. It is 
ee that those who entertain this fear never get alarmed about 
an influx of gold. Whence is to come the flood of silver that it is 
alleged will submerge us and drive out gold? In the first place, the 
annual product of the world’s silver mines, including our own, 
must at present be used for coinage and in the arts. Such product 
for the calendar year 1888 is estimated by the Treasury Department 
at 110,000,000 ounces, the commercial value of which at 8 

rices is something over 8100, 000, 000, and coinage value 8142, 000, 000. 
he Director of the Mint, in his report, distributes this as follows: 


. p ̃ Ä ͤ ͤ v.. ˙ a AT 835, 
of fall legal-tender silver by Austria and Japan 10, 000, 000 


rr rc A TO 10, 000, 000 
Annual coinage Mexican dollars, not melted........-. -- 5. 000, 000 
ated amount used in the arts and manufactures 15, 000, 000 


Now of this $51,000,000 the United States coined 32,000,000 staud- 


ard silver dollars, This reduced the surplus at once to 819,000, 000. 
Soetbeer, one of the highest authorities on the subject, places the 
amount used in the industrial arts at $20,000,000 instead of $15,000,- 
000 as before stated. These statistics exclude all old coin melted 
down, as when these are included the sums used in the arts and coin- 
age both arelarger. It will be observed that the most liberal esti- 
mate leaves for additional coinage a sum not exceeding from $15,000,- 
000 to $25,000,000. From later but unofficial statistics I believe at 
present the sum to be larger. It is to be hoped so. But after all the 
possibilities of our mines are counted on there yet appears no dan- 
ger of a flood of silver in the United States under free coinage. As 
the Secretary of the Treasury says in his report, page 92, There is 
in fact no known accumulation of silver bullion anywhere in the 
world.” England can not send us silver. She is a buyer of silver 
for the British Indias. Germany can not send us silver. She is a 
buyer of silver for Egyptian coinage. None of the present stock of 
European silver will come here, asin every European country where 
silver has been demonetized the existing silver coin is maintained 
by law at par with gold, and to bring it here would involve a loss of 
at least 3 per cent. 

The Secretary of the Treasury admits that ‘‘there is much less 
reason for shipping coin to this country than bullion,” and adds that 
it is safe to say there is no stock of silver coin in Europe which is 
not needed there for business purposes.” The closest possible analy- 
sis of the facts and the most prudent allowance for probabilities 
alike reduce the danger of an overflow of silver to the merest fancy and 
eliminates it as a potent factor from this discussion. That free coin- 
age would increase our volume of money there can be no doubt, but 

e increase would be of a kind beneficial to every legitimate enter- 
prise and consistent with justice to every legitimate interest. 

The contention, Mr, Speaker, that we must await the co-operation 
of England, Germany, and the Latin Union for the successful res- 
toration of bimetallism ls the last resort of the secret enemies of sil- 
ver. Since there is neither a stock of silver bullion nor of silver coin 
in Europe to submerge our mints, why must we wait? Political in- 
dependence is inconsistent with financial dependence. This nation 
is of age and is entitled to a financial policy of itsown. Bimetal- 
lism would broaden the basis of our national credit and fortify us 
against the danger resulting from the exportation of the single stan- 
dard metal. The evil of a failure of a wheat crop is neu by 
a good corn crop. But if mankind depended on a single cereal for 
breadstuff its failure would mean starvation. We are producers of 
both gold and silver and should declare and maintain our financial 
8 and leave those to wait on European diplomacy for 
our financi 


al policy who would wait on European statesmanship for 


our code of political ethics. 

The charge is made that free coinage of silver means repudiation. 
As this charge always originates in the same quarter, is always in- 
spired by the same creed, and always intended for the same purpose, 
it might be well to refer briefly to the history of repudiation in this 
country. ‘Debt involves a contract between debtor and creditor. 
Can only the creditor’s side of the contract be repudiated? Is there 
no such thing as violating the equities of the debtor? In 1876, Au- 
gust 15, Congress authorized the appointment of “The United 

tates Monetary Commission,” consisting of three Senators, three 
Representatives, and three private citizen experts in finance, to in- 
vestigate the cause of the commercial depression then universal 
throughout the country. A majority of this commission were Re- 
publicans, and Senator Jonx P. JONES, of Nevada, was chairman. 


After a long and thorough inyestigation that commission reported 
to Congress. On page 59 of that report they use this language: 

If all the debts in this country had been doubled by an act of le tion, it 
would have been a far less calamity to the debtor wad the an the in- 
— in their real burdens al: ly caused by a contraction of the volume of 
This language is plain and explicit. It was the resnlt of thorongh 
investigation. It means that if we had passed a law arbitrarily 
doubling our national debt, our state Gopta, our corporation debts, 
our municipal debts, and all our private debts it would have been 
far less ruinous to the debtor and the country than was the violent fall 
of prices and wages due to contraction of the currency. Under that 
policy the equities of the debtor were utterly destroyed, the obli- 

ations under his contract were doubled, his burdens frightfally 

nereased, and yet it is not recorded that one of the virtuous high- 

minded citizens who talk so glibly of repudiation ever lisped a syl- 
lable against that wholesale repudiation of the rights and equities 
of the debtor class of the country. This most Vicious of all kinds 
of repudiation is going on to-day all over this country, and unless 
Congress does its duty in the premises our courts will become snip 
courts of confiscation. Free coinage, so far from involving repudia- 
tion, will revive stagnated enterprise and arrest the repudiation 
which is brought about by the enhancement of the value of secu- 
rities and destruction of the value of other forms of property. 

Need we argue the necessity of additional circulation? Our circu- 
lation to day is only one-half per capita that of France and two- 
thirds per capita that of Germany. Our population is increasing at 
the rate of two million per year. The constant pressure of popula- 
tion and the native energy of our people are opening up new terri- 
tory, The area of our industrial activity is broadening every hour. 
With additional land under cultivation, additional railroads, addi- 
tional manufacturing and mercantile enterprises, will it be con- 
tended that we do not need additional circulating medium among 
the people? Notwithstanding, however, the increasing necessities 
of commerce, we find on page 412 of the last report of the Secre 
of the Treasury that between October 31, 1833, and October 31, 1889, 
the national-bank circulation was reduced $221,806,041, and this 
form of circulating medium is being retired now at the rate of over 
$2,000,000 per month. In the mean time the farmer, the merchant, 
and the manufacturer outside of the trust, are all struggling against 
a constantly falling market, and the laborer is menaced with idle- 
ness or reduced wages. Some of the oldest financial institutions in 
the country are succumbing to the embarrassing environments at- 
tending deranged markets and tottering credit. The evidence that 
action is required at the hands of Congress multiplies on all sides. 
Even the banks admit it, and their friends have a bill pending here 
to issue to them an additional 10 per cent, of circulation. The pro 
sitions coming from the 3 Department admit the necessity 
of more money in circulation. The ten thousand prayers from all 
parts of the country which have crowded yonder petition box since 
the first day of the present Congress reiterate and emphasize the 
demand for immediate and decisive action. 

The optimist may prophesy and the enthusiast may chant peans 
to the success of our institutions, but the industrial horizon is not 
without clouds, nor the peavey of our old ship of state without 
breakers. The clouds are not there by foreign influence, nor the 
breakers from a foreign force. The danger is from within, not from 
without. Sir Archibald Alison, the most philosophic historian of 
modern times, records the fact that the metallic money ot Rome at 
the beginning of the christian era was $1,800,000,000, while in the 
fifteenth century it had shrank to $200,000,000. He traces with 
culiar distinctness the fatal influence of decreasing currency on the 
occupations and character of the Roman people and shows how the 
bold Roman yeomanry were sacrificed to usury and taxation until the 
millions of small land owners were disfranch from the soil, agri- 
culture destroyed, lands turned to pasturage, and the plundered and 
disheartened rural population left to starve or join the carnival of 
vice, corruption and decay in the larger cities. The wealthy looked 
upon the government as a mere instrument for self-aggrandizement, 
the poor saw in it only an engine of extortion and plunder, and pa- 
triotism died in both. Opulence, luxury, and vice enervated the one; 

verty, misery, and despair destroyed all spirit in the other. The 

isorganization of society was complete; there was no hardy peas- 
antry left to resist the northern barbarians, and the civilization of 
the West disappeared amid the gathering gloom of the dark ages, 

It requires no genius to trace the momentons changes going on in 
the chemistry of our national life. Agriculture is losing that char- 
acter which makes it at once the pride and strength of nations. The 
eee, rural home has ever been the nursery of patriotism, the 
‘ortress of society, the infallible hostage to civilization. But this 
institution which stands for all that it is worth human effort to save 
has lost its rightful place in the structure of our laws, The blas- 
eee nuptials of greed and legislation have wrought the trans- 

ormation. A decreasing money supply, falls with blighting force 
on an agricultural population. In citi e 9 of credit 
may fora time avert the crisis. But the wealth of the farmer is 
locked up in his land, and to depress by legislation or the failure of 
legislation the price of the products of his farm is to despoil him of 

his profit and confiseate his capital. E 
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I do not overlook the destructive influence on agriculture of our 
present tariff. Iam absolutely certain that our present tariff laws 
are contributing to as total a distruction of the elementary and prim- 
itive occupation of 5 86 as if all the plagnes of ancient Egypt 
were licensed in perpetual prey upon the farmers of the country. 
But the evils of a bad system of taxation and a shrinking money 
supply are correlative and multiply upon each other. Each aggra- 
vates the evil and adds to the burden imposed on productive indus- 
try by the other. All taxes, whether levied under a wise or vicious 
system, must be paid in money, and to deplete the volume of money 
and thus arbitrarily reduce prices is to multiply the hardships of 
taxation. The price of farm products is going lower and lower 
every year. The taxes, the mortgage, the interest, and freight rates 
that must be paid by the sale of such products do not shrink. Itis 
an incontestable fact that notwithstanding we have paid $3,000, - 
000,000 in principal and interest on our national debt it would to- 
day require the sale of as much corn, wheat, cotton, beef, or pork 
to pay off the remaining debt as it would have required to pay the 
entire debt at the close of the war. It will require three times as 
much of the products of the farm to pay a given amount of State, 
corporation, or municipal debt as twenty yearsago. It requires 
twice as much of the products of the farm to pay off the mortgage 
on the farm as ten years ago. It requires four times as much of the 
products of the farm to pay general, State, and local taxes as 
twenty-five years ago. 

The increasing burdens of taxation and debt, due to the arbitrary 
reduction of values, have totally swept away the profits of agricult- 
ure and the farms themselves are going by the thousand under the 
hammerof the auctioneer. Except on our frontiers and in localities 
where speculative causes operate to keep values, the value of farm 
lands has fallen from 25 to 50 per cent. The fatal policy of requir- 
ing the debts and taxes of the nineteenth century to be paid at sev- 
enteenth century prices is doing itsawful work. The disorganizing 
and destructive process is bearing its bitter fruits. Instead ot a pros- 
perous and happy rural fp bores we meet on all sides an appalling 
picture of agricultural depression, Our young men by the ten thou- 
sand every year turn disheartened from the home and occupation of 
their fathers and grandfathers to engage in the uncertain struggle 
of life in our cities. The farmers’ daughters contemplate with sad 
apprehensions the farm life of never-ending struggle and unrequited 
toil. Thus the sturdy, hopeful, independent, and aggressive spirit 

roverbial of this old and most honorable occupation is bending and 
Freaking under the increasing strain of harassing conditions, That 
chivalric courage, that moral energy, that sturdy self-reliance which 
give character to a people and are the best defense of nations are 

ually yielding to the corroding influences of adverse legislation. 

he hour in which hope deserts our farmers and they are forced to 

the conviction that their Government has defaulted to its duty and 

made law an instrument for their plunder will be the saddest in our 
country’s history. 

Added to the malign effects of a shrinking volume of money on 
agriculture, is the incalculable loss to the nation from enforced idle- 
ness. Legislative necromancy may be employed to take by insidious 

rocesses the earnings of the many and transfer them to the few, 
but all the statutes since the announcement of the sacred code from 
Mount Sinai have not added one farthing to the wealth of the world. 
Legislation may supply favorable conditions for the production of 
wealth, but never in itself produces it. The law of uction comes 
down to us through six thousand Nee unchanged and unchange- 
able. ‘In the sweat of thy face It thou eat bread.” Wealth is 
the product of labor. Labor is the first, last, and only source of 
wealth. The riches of this world have been wrought out by the 
workers of the world. Legislation may enlarge the opportunities 
and improve the conditions under which labor operates, or it may, 
_ as it often has done, decrease alpha and destroy all favorable 
conditions. I should qualify this observation with the fact that leg- 
islation improves — — of production by facilitating exchange 
and distribution. Human law can not affect directly the natural 
conditions of production. To supply the channels of trade with a 
sufficient volume of money to maintain steady prices and wages 
places all productive industry on a solid foundation, where calcula- 
tions for the future can be made with certainty. To supply this 
money is a function of legislation. But, when through failure of 
legislation the volume of money decreases, prices decline, capital is 
withdrawn from productive enterprise, money will not invest against 
a failing market, the army of idle workmen grows larger each day, 
demand for all products of labor decreases through enforced economy, 
and the evils of such policy multiply until the fabric of credit falls 
to e and production is swallowed up in bankruptcy. 
his is the situation threatening the American people to-day. 

The day’s labor unperformed is capital lost forever. The loss last 
year in the United States from enforced idleness was sufficient to 
pay off one-half our national debt. Not only is the labor lost, but 
the laborer must live on Ais past labor or on the labor of others 
while out of employment. So enforced idleness is a two edged sword, 
sacrificing past earnings and future prospects. The loss in this 
country from this source in the last quarter of a century can not be 
estimated. But even more disastrous on the future of our country 
than the pecuniary loss is the effect of enforced idleness on the char- 


acter and habits of a people. Enforced idleness, with all its attend- 
ing incidents which dishearten and humiliate, will finally make a 
coward of the bravest man and a oo ohani of the loftiest spirit. 
It is these considerations which make the subject not one merely of 
the immediate prosperity and happiness of the American peonio; but 
of the permanent dignity and integrity of our national character. 

Ido not contend that all the evils which distress our people may 
be remedied by financial legislation. The spirit of greed, the larce- 
nist of the ages, will, under any — of laws, findits victims. But 
the money queston affects the labor question, the question of taxa- 
tien, the land question, the educational question, and involves in a 
sense all that shapes the physical, social, intellectual and political 
life of the nation. Wise financial legislation directed always to the 
Sekt, Ss of labor, the true and only source of prosperity, re- 
duces, therefore, to a minimum the evils of tempted and unbridled 
selfishness, and conserves at last the highest good of the whole 
people, [Applause.] 

Nor would I insist for a moment that bimetallic coinage would 
effect a permanent solution of the money problem. Both the theo 
of bimetallism and that of monometallism involve elements of acci- 
dent and chance which in the very nature of things render them 
unscientific. Over one thousand million dollars’ worth of gold has 
been consumed in the arts in the last half a century. As much silver 
has been used in the same way. Added to this müst be a large sum 
of coin lost outright and metal lost by abrasion of coin. To meet 
the constant and 3 consumption we must depend on the dis- 
covery of new mines or the unfailing supply of the old ones. The 
source of supply is therefore entirely conjectural, always uncertain; 
but the multiplying necessities of commercial exchange and the $23,- 


-000,000,000 of national debts of the world are absolute certainties: 


Bimetallism, or the automatic system, is preferable to monometallism 
simply because it meets in a large degree the necessities of the pres- 
ent and contains fewer of the elements of chance, conjecture, and 
uncertainty for the future. It will meetin a measure the entergency 
arising out of the permanent retirement of national-bank circulation - 
made necessary by the payment of the national debt. It means a 
money that goes into circulation directly in the payment of debt, for 
value received, or services rendered. It is subject to none of the ob- 
jections urged against a system that farms out the public credit to 
private corporations. It lessens the danger of violent contraction 
of the currency from the exportation of gold. In brief it is a step 
in the safe direction for the solution of a problem which now men- 
aces the material and moral welfare of the American people. 

What is wanted in this country, Mr. Speaker, is a definite, well 
settled financial policy. Such financial policy should be shaped in 
the interest of productive enterprise and honest gainful occupation. 
It should open no field forthe gamblers in public securities or private 
credit. Every dollar coined or issued should be a dollar for all pur- 
poses. No individual or corporation should be permitted to retire 
and destroy the dollar. It is money, not bullion, that the people 
need in the channels of trade. The proposition to retire the notes 
issued on bullion by their ultimate redemption in bullion is vicious 
in the extreme. Permit exchangeability, if you please, but not 
retirability. When the Government sends a dollar into circulation 
that dollar at once becomes the basis of equities. To retire that 
dollar and leave only bullion in its stead is to destroy the equities 
based upon it. A certain per cent. of our contracts are enforced 
by our courts. If every judge in the United States were corrupt and 
deliberately doubled his judgments against debtors, it would involve 
not one-tenth of the destruction of equities among the people that a 
amia eng volume of money visits on them by striking down the val- 
ues on which they rely to redeem their promises. No avenue should 
be left open to any interest to retire aud contract the currency, Per- 
manency of volume per capita and uniformity of issue and control of 
circulation are essential to the highest development of productive en- 
terprise and are best at last for both debtor and creditor classes. 

There is a rich and powerful class of financiers who for centuries 
have insisted that the precious metals alone should be coined and 
controlled by Governments for the purposes of money. They are 
always willing that the public credit in the form of paper mone 
shall be used, as no civilized Government on earth to-day coul 
survive six months withoutit. But they invariably insist that, while 
the Government shall give character and credit to such paper money 
and stand sponsor for it, they shall have absolute control of its issue 
and volume. The war on silver is simply a war on that part of the 
money supply which they can not control. It is estimated that of 
the countless annual commercial transactions in this country only 
one-half of 1 per cent. are consummated with coin. Two and one- 
half per cent. are accomplished by paper money, and the remaining 
97 per cent. by means of checks, drafts, bills of exchange, and vari- 
ous other forms of private and corporation credit. No class should 
be permitted to use either of the precious metals to play battledoor and 
shuttlecock across the mighty current of human interests repre- 
sented in this 99} per cent. of paper currency and credits. Becanse 
free coinage of both metals gives us alarger volume of money, sub- 
ject alone to public control, and lessens the danger from exportation 
of either metal to the vast interests to which I have referred, I pre- 
fer it to any system of monometallic coinage. 

The opposition to silver coinage is easily classified. First, there 
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are the men who look upon gold asa sing unchanging and un- 
changeable, the same yesterday, to-day, and forever, more n 

than government or society, a sort of fetich to be worshiped. These 
men are the honest, credulous, conscientious disciples of another 
class, who simply as a profession glorify gold and silyer in turn as 
best conserves their pecuniary interests. 

The second class are those who believe that money should have no 
intrinsic or commodity value; that it should possess only the ex- 
trinsig value which is conferred by Government in endowing and 
investing it with the functions of money; that it should be portable, 
non-exportable, divisible, e a PESA producible by the Gov- 
ernment at least cust, destructible at least loss, put in circulation 
for services rendered or commodities received, and its volume limited, 
not by nature, but by law; that all commodity values in the metals 
used as money are held in abeyance, and while thus held are lost to 
mankind. However scientific or unscientific this theory may be, the 
opposition of its advocates to silver coinage can not be attributed to 
pure selfishness. 

But the real and aggressive epposition to silver coinage originates 
in the unconscious conspiracy of organized greed without reference 
to any kind of money except as it gratifies its avarice at the expense 
of wealth-prodacing labor. Wealth is its object, indirection its 
habit, legislation the means by which it compasses its purpose. It 
has a well thumbed manual of maxims for itself, and hackneyed 
catch-words for its victims. Its ritual is harsh, inflexible, and mer- 
ciless. Though a stranger to patriotism, justice, honor, or good faith, 
it does a thriving business in the name of all these. Patriotism” 
is its name for humble submission to its exactions. ‘‘ Honor” is its 
catch-word to make nations double the burden of their debts. Good 
faith” is its consecrated lotion to the victims of its confiscations. 
“Sound public credit” is what the people furnish to it ata discount, 
and buy back ata premium. ‘‘Repudiation” is its name for refusa! 
to contribute freely of bloodin addition to the pound of flesh. Armed 
with this creed it has handled Governments as so many blocks on the 
checker-buard of its own The manipulation of publie debts 
is the most fruitful field of its operations. When England, in her 
Napoleonic wars, had created a vast national debt, she in 1819 struck 
down silver, making the debt payable alone in gold, since which 
time it has been increasing with no pretense made to pay more than 
the interest from yeartoyear, This nearly four-billion-dollar national 
debt furnishes a safe investment for the capital of non-productive 
drones. The perpetual drainof interest is wrung from the sweat of 
the industrious laborers in the fields of production. 

The discoveries of gold in California and Australia in 1849 promised 
an increase in the world’s gold supply, and the gamblers in European 
government socurities hastened to bring about the demonetization 
of gold in Germany, Holland, Belgium, and Austria, so that public 
debts would be payable alone in silver, thescarcer metal. Between 
the years 1870 and 1875, when the large silver discoveries were made 
in Nevada, the same conspiring power secured the demonetization of 
silver in Prussia, the Latin Union, and the United States and the 
closing of the mints of France against its coinage. Since that da 
only the interest on the debt of the German Empire has been paid, 
the principal is substantially perpetual, and in 1878 when silver was 
remonetized and our mints opened to its coinage all reduction of the 
interest-bearing pele debt of the United Statés had ceased. Mi- 
chael Chevalier, the ablest financier of his time, led the war on gold in 
Europe in 1857, and in his book argued for the domonetization of 

old. He made a direct appeal in the interest of bondholders, 3 
the ent so familiar to-day that the increase of one metal woul 
drive out the other. 

In 1871 Ernest Seyd, a German-English banker, published in Lon- 
don a book, ‘‘exclusively for private circulation,” entitled “ Sug- 
rages in Reference to Metallic Currency in the United States.” 

e author outlined and advised the licy subsequently pur- 
sued by our Government. Our nation nances were fully and 
freely discussed by the money-changers and credit-mongers of Eu- 
rope, and the demonetization of our silver dọllar urged and accom- 

lished without a syllable of discussion in the a ay of the United 

tates. Such is the sordid combination that ay, by subterfuge 
and indirection, resists the restoration of free silver coinage. It has 
struck down one metal and then the other, alternately, to multiply 
the value of its money and bonds. When gold is scarce and pay- 
ment of the principal of public debts in gold im ible, it demands 
gold, When silver is scarceitdemandssilver. The dearest possible 
money and the cheapest Fe labor and products of labor are the 
conditions it enforces. Perpetual debt is the keystone of its system. 
When gold is scarce it requires sacrifices to gold, and when silver is 
scarce it uses silver as the instrument of its extortion ; but under all 
circumstances it is opposed to having both metals at the same time, 

This is the power which to-day confronts every civilized nation. 
It looks on government simply as aninstrument for self-aggrandize- 
ment. With it profit points the compass and greed leads the way, 
careless alike of eee industry and outraged patriotism. The 
same spirit characterizes it at all times. It knows no race, no re- 
ligion, no nationality. It is the same spirit that six thousand years 
ago invaded the sacred precincts of the patriarchal home, trampled 
down all fraternal ties, and robbed Esau of his birthright. It is the 
same spirit that the Savior scourged from the temple where it was 


discounting the sweat of Judean labor. It is the same spirit that 
led Demetrius to mob the eyangelists of christianity in the streets 
of Ephesus for eee, a 2 that required no costly sacrifices 
to Diana, It is the sordid, brutal, and revengeful spirit illustrated 
in the character that refused thrice the amount of his bond, and 
claimed the pound of flesh from nearest the debtor's heart because 
the debtor had reduced the! rate of usance here in Venice.“ It is the 
same spirit of impious greed and conscienceless ambition to which 
is traced the decay of nations and the death of civilizations, 

Against this mighty power and influence stand the interests of the 
millions on the farms who labor under sweltering suns, in the shops 
amid hot furnace fires, in the mines amid the damp and the gloom, 
in the factories amid flying shuttles and whirling spindles, in the 
stores amid the struggles of trade and the hardships of threatened 
bankruptcy. These men are too willing to earn their own bread and 
too much engrossed in their ceaseless struggle for existence to flood 
Congress with tons of printed paper asking special favors. But 
their humble appeals for decent consideration at the hands of their 
Government crowd ourcorrespondence and their prayers fill the peti- 
tion box of this House. They ask for no gifts, they pray for no 
special privilege. They stand ready to pay debts and taxes and to 
bear as they always have done the burdens of Government in peace 
and fight its battles in war. They only require that the policy of 
contraction of the currency and confiscation of their profits, their 
wages, and their homes shall cease. They repel the alluring argu- 
ment of dearer dollars when it means cheaper wages, cheaper men, 
a employment, disappearing profits, and increased weight of taxa- 

ion. 

Our fields are productive, our mineral resources are exhanstless. 
Our implements and machinery of production surpass in pattern and 
efiiciency those of any other nations, In the industry, intelligence, 
skill, energy, and productiveness of our labor no nation approaches 
us. The soil, climate, and natural resources of our country and the 
genius of our people produce conditions favorable to prosperity, hap- 
piness, and contentment unequaled in any other country in the 
world; but with a deficient and shrinking volume of currency and 
the long train of evils that attend such a policy our advantages are 
destroyed and our superiority is neutralized. It is time that the 
men without whose labor this country wonld in two years relapse 
into a wilderness have their day in court. 

Those who inyoke some fear of danger from abroad to deter action 
on the question are reminded that Ernest Seyd was in Washington 
shortly before Congress demonetized silver in 1873. He and all other 
London bankers have opposed remonetization in this country ever 
since. If we received our orders straight from London our Treasury 
Department could not more fully execute the will and wish of Eng- 
land than it has for twenty-five years. We are furnishing England 
with cheap silver which she buys at bullion prices and exchan 
in India at coinage prices for the supply of wheat and cotton which 
was formerly furnished by the American farmer and pa: So 
successful has our single standard policy been in helping England 
and injaring ourselves that Sir R. N. Fowler recently said in a 
speech before the British and Colonial Board of Trade: 

If we continue n afew 1 jen we can ruin the wheat and cotton 
— of the United States, and up India as the chief exporter of these 

Thus the United States is farnishing its rivals in the market of the 
world with the means of cutting off our foreign trade and crippling 
our own industries. No wonder it is becoming a common observa- 
tion that England is the bunco steerer of the civilized world, and 
Uncle Sam the gentleman from the rural district.” 

The duty of Con is clear. Money should becoined and issued 
to replace the $41,000,000 of national-bank notes retired in 1589, the 
millions more retired this year, and to meet the necessities of in- 
creased population and enlarging commerce, The falling price that 
attends improvement in the means of production is a blessing ; it is 
never accompanied by reduction of wages or profit. But the pres- 
ent general and violent decline in values is due to a contracted cur- 
rency aud is a curse; it reduces wa throws labor out of employ- 
ment, swallows up profits, destroys domestic exchange, and narrows 
our foreign trade. Our sales of wheat and flour in foreign markets 
for the five years ending with 1853 reached 8923, 000, 000. Our sales of 
the same staples for the five years ending with 1838 stopped at $594,- 
000,000. We furnish Enropean nations with 72 per cent. silver 
which they coin and send at 100 per cent. to their colonial posses- 
sions for their breadstuffs and cotton. This policy contributed, as I 
have shown, to deprive us of $394,000,000 worth of foreign market in 
five years. Such is the result of our slavish allegiance to the gold 
standard and our continuous war on silver. 

It will not do to confront us with the contention that there is 
overproduction. With the monstrous spectacle in sight of farmers 
in one part of the country burning their corn for fuel While in another 
the families of coal miners famish for bread, it is illogical to claim an 
overproduction of corn or coal, The evil lies in unbalanced and 
disorganized distribution. The labor and enterprise of our people 
produce the wealth, but the Government alone can provide a 
medium for its measurement and equitable diffusion. 

Nor will it do to quote cheap maxims of domestic economy to the 
producing millions of this country. They have a positive, indisputa- 
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ble grievance against their Government. It has been used to en- 
able the few to reap where the many have sown and to gather where 
the many have planted. This injustice is loosening the ties that 
bind a brave people in respect and reverence to their Government. 
The feeling is abroad that the success founded on the special favors 
of the Government is an ill-deserved success. That narrow, local 
prosperity which is built on the misfortunes of other interests is in 
the end failure. The success of the laborer at his bench, the farmer 
at his plow, the merchant in his store, and the teacher in his school 
excites no envy nor sense of injustice; but the success that attends 
the beneficiaries of special legislation breeds selfishness and inso- 
lence in the favored class and excites the hostility of their victims 
and invites all the penalties of trespass. Prosperity without injus- 
tice and success without fraud is a doctrine consistent with the 
decalogue and the golden rule, and best conserves the true aims of 
the conscientious lawmaker. 

The real wealth of the country is in the necessaries, the comforts, 
the luxuries, and associations of our millions of homes; it resides in 
the school, the church, the library, the lyceum, and the innumerable 
agencies of society for the social, moral, physical, and intellectual 
culture of the race. The dollar is simply a means to conserve these 
blessings, But to-day the situation is reversed, and the dollar is the 
object, not the instrument, of commerce, Instead of being the useful 
servant of man it has become his master. The dollar, rather than 
the highest human happiness, is becoming the standard of our civil- 
ization. Wealth often insures immunity from the penalties of moral 
obliquity, while poverty is often quoted in reproach of virtue. This 
condition is due in no small measure to that legislation that loses 
sight of the manhood and womanhood of the nation in its response 
to the never-ending clamor of d. It is against this spirit and 
practice that society is struggling. 

Every labor union, every Knight of Labor assembly, every Farm- 
ers’ Alliance, and every Grange in the country is a living protest 
against the abuses of legislation, Common grievances drive men to 
organize. It is the business of Congress to respond speedily and ef- 
fectively to the earnest petitions coming in from all quarters of 
the country. The contemptuous sneer and the sarcastic comment, 
the glitte ng enbterfngo and the musical generality, have no right- 
ful place in this controversy. It is a serious question requiring im- 
mediate action. Those who oppose free coinage must answer for the 
consequences, who characterize it as repudiation must ac- 
count for the wholesale repudiation now going on. Those who ask 
us to wait on European diplomacy must account to the people for 
the increased idleness, poverty, misery, and despair that such delay 
must occasion. To act at once is the sacred duty of the representa- 
tives of the people. No indirection should prevail, no useless and 
disappointing expedient usurp the place of necessary and beneficial 
legislation. [Applause.] 

Mr. WICKHAM. Mr. S er, there is no power conferred upon 
Congress by the Constitution we so much revere more important to 
the people of these United States than the power to provide a circu- 
lating medium, in which and by which that people may make the ex- 
changes and carry on the business transactions of their daily life. 

It is a power the exercise of which or the failure to exercise 
which is felt, and eens sorely felt, in the economy of every fam- 
ily in the land, no matter whether rich or poor, whether near or re- 
mote, sometimes causing widespread distress and anxiety, as at the 

resent time, and sometimes relieving the otherwise unbearable 
Porio of the struggle honestly to obtain daily bread. 

The bill we now have under discussion is the expression of an at- 
tempt, partially, to exercise that power. It is a measure intended 
or designed to bring into the channels of trade and commerce an in- 

volume of good money. If we had a need for more money 
it will be a beneficent exercise of that power; if not it may be 
fruitful of no good. 

It would seem to be the part of wise statesmanship first to inquire 
and determine whether the country is suffering from a scarcity gf 
money, and, if it shall be found that such is the fact, fearlessly 
apply the remedy. Ido not need to enter into any elaborate dis- 
cussion for the pu of showing such to be the fact. The univer- 
sal reign of low prices attests it. The constant shrinkage in prices 
shows that the volume of money is growing more and more inade- 
quate. Besides it is conceded almost unanimously by those who do 
Si favor the free coinage of silver that the volume of money needs 
enlarging. 

I do not stop to deal with per capita amounts of money. They 
have very little to do with the problem. The amount of money per 
capita that would be sufficient in one country might be wholly in- 
sufficient in another, owing to the difference in the habits and cus- 
toms of the people of the two countries and the difference in their 
business methods. The only true criterion is are prices too low or 
are they reasonable, If they are too low, then more money is needed. 

It being ascertained, then, that more money is needed for the re- 
lief of the people, the only thing left for us to do is to provide a 
method or way in which the money volume may be increased. 

Believing that it will go a long way in the direction of affording 
this relief so sorely needed, I will state, in brief, my reasons for sup- 
| ene | this measure, and in order to bring the argument within the 

ts I have assigned myself I must premise without elaboration 
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certain elementary assumptions of doctrine, whose simple announce- 
ment must suffice, and I am confident that they will command the 
assent of every student of the subject. 

I assume metallic money as against any scheme of fiat. I assume 
that our monetary unit must continne to be constituted of a definite 
weight of money metal, and that in that regard there is to be no in- 
novation or departure from immemorial usage and established def- 
inition, Another generation, with a larger knowledge and a more 
scientific mastery of the subject, may devise a kind of money which 
will move equitably, serve in the great office of measuring and dis- 
tributing goods, and save society from financial panics; but here 
and now we are all assuming a metallic basis, and consequently a 
limitation of definition money to the output of the mines, and the 
question before us is, shall the volume of our primary money be by 
legislative restriction limited to a single metal, supplemented by 
copper, nickel, silver, to be used as token coins, and bank paper, 
all to be forced to par with the favored metal, or shall the volume 
of primary money be frankly recommitted to the self-adjustment of 
the aggregate metallic output? The question is whether the vast 
commercial and industrial interests of this nation, the equities of 
contracts—those outstanding as well as those still to be made—the 
beneficences of all economic intercourse of our people and all 
. processes will be best subserved by one metal 
alone or by both. F 

A competent treatment of the legal constitution of money must 
proceed by a careful scrutiny of just what it is that constitutes the 
equity and efficiency of money in its main uses and purposes. In 
order to that inquiry let us first define those uses. Money, has been 
devised to serve as an instrument for appraising or measuring ou 
as by common measure, all goods for the purpose of transfer an 
distribution, for buying and selling, and also to be a form or mode 
into which capital, resources, or purchasing power can be converted 
for convenient transport, for RA keeping, or loan upon interest. 
Now, in each and all of these usesor modes of employment, there is 
by universal consent one chief and paramount excellence, one single 
supreme criterion of merit, of such, overmastering importance as to 
sink every other feature quite out of mentionable worth. 

I make bold to defy denial of the truth of 0 4 proposition or be- 
littlement of its central importance in this whole discussion when I 
affirm that a dollar which stands approximately steadfast and con- 
stant to the customary and familiar purchasing power or value as 
expressed in the great staples for food and fabric, and which will 

ive the strongest assurances of continuing stability in the future, 
s, from the standpoint of legislation, the best dollar, and that legal 
constitution of standard money which will best secure such con- 
stancy is the desideratum of statesmanship. I denounce as unqnali- 
fiedly false and fraudulent the 83 not, indeed, explicitly af- 
firmed and overtly supported by anybody who knows how to be 
sashamed, but still constantly insinuated and injected into the pean: 
lar utterances on the subject, that the most valuable dollar is the 
best dollar, and that it is wise legislation to foster increase in the 
valne of money. I deny that it is either wise or just. On the con- 
trary, I affirm that it is grossly unjust, in relation to outstanding 
contracts and disastrous to the future of production, for legislation 
to commit all obligations and all the products of toil to the tender 
mercies of an appreciated and appreciating dollar. 

No; in the view of the lawmaker, that is not the best dollar 
which has the test commercial value, nor necessarily the one 
which has the least, but rather that one which shows the greatest 
constancy as a valuation of goods. This would seem to be a self- 
evident proposition and one 2 the way to a solution of the 
main question. Which one of the two money metals, then, is it that 
has departed from the fair dollar value? In taking on a market re- 
lation of 22 to 1, instead of 16 to 1, which metal has been misbehav- 
ing in respect to constancy ? 

Let us not be deceived by words and ap nees, by a conven- 
tional nomenclature born of the vicious legislation of the past. A 
statute compelling the mint to give out a coin dollar for eve 
equivalent weight of bullion brought to it will, of course, fix an 
maintain the price of that metal up to exactly the minting rate, and 
will give to it what to the shallow view seems a magic property of 
stability of value; but that fixity is merely a fixity in the price of 
a metal in terms of itself. Under free coinage of silver that metal 
could never fall in price below the legal par with its own coin. ‘| his 
is not due to any property in the metal. It would take place in 
precisely the same manner with any metal to which might be given 
unlimited minting privileges, 

In this discussion we must go below conditions as they are, so far 
as they are the result of our own legislation, and have regard to how 
they necessarily will be under the legislation of free coinage, For 
a proper comparison we must examine both metals as divested of the 
money faculty or both as fully invested with it. Let us consider 
the question in this way: Which metal has been more constant for 
the last seventeen years in value, an ounce of gold or an ounce of 
silver, or, what amounts to the same thing, a gold dollar or a silver 
dollar, both at their bullion yalue? I must not stop to enlarge upon 
the answer or picture the distress and wrong incident to the increase 
in the value of gold money and all money kept to a gold level un- 
der a single-standard policy. Let the universal reign of low prices 
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and the resulting loss by foreclosure of thousands of toilers’ homes 
furnish both the answer and the picture. It is popularly described 
as a great fall of prices in gold countries. 

Market statisticians tell us that prices in the large a te have 
fallon off about one-third since 1873, which is the same as a rise 
in the value of gold of 50 per cent. Now, there may be and, in- 
deed, ther’ is controversy as to what has caused such an increase in 
the value of ee ae is, such a falling off in prices—and bound- 
less nonsense is abroad on it; but it is not necessary to my argu- 
ment at this point to enter upon a discussion of causes Let it be 
that the Suez Canal, railroads, inventions, etc., are the cause. We 
are all agreed that these agencies and indicia of an advancing civ- 
ilization must go on with increasing acceleration, and therefore 
regarded as a cause of the abnormal relation of money to goods, those 
who ascribe the increase to this cause would condemn us to an a 
preciating money. The discussion of these gentlemen becomes comic 
when they argue that, inasmuch as it is the 8 of 
that has occasioned this increase of value of gold, therefore there 

is no increase of its value at all! 

In such statement there is betrayal of misapprehension of 
the nature of value and the law of value, change, and revealment of 
the key to the current error. Value is of the nature and quality of 
a relation, a rate, a ratio. It is a mental conception purely, and 
is a product of two factors. It is like a common fraction. It can 
not remain constant as a quantity if one of its terms is increasing 
or diminishing, but only as the other term changes equally. Value 
is never intrinsic, but always extrinsic, and is always the other term 
in the trade. The value of a dollar can never be ascertained or ex- 
pressed except by the quantity of things it will buy; and an alleged 
change in its value can be learned simply by consulting market re- 

rts. 

V ut, returning from this di ion to the line of our argument, 
the palpable fact is that gold has increased about 50 per cent. in 
command over goods since 1873, whatever may have been the cause 
of it, and its inconstancy under the concerted monometallic policy of 
the Occidental world since 1873.stands confessed. 

Now, how about silver? There is absolute unanimity and confes- 
sion by all writers that silver has remained approximately stable 
and constant; and in silver-standard countries they have no agri- 
cultural depression. 

Here the whole theory about the Suez Canal, telegraphs, rail- 
roads, etc., breaks down, for these great cheapening agencies have 
failed to lower prices in silver-standard countries. Why, the rise 
of gold corresponds exactly with what the vicious legislation of 
1875 makes it possible to call the fall in the price of silver; and un- 
der free coinage of silver, whatever our standard might have of valne 
in goods, one thing is certain, the bullion in it could never go below 
a silver dollar. I only wish our gold friends could be made to see the 
tangle of money words and confused notions of value that make 
them unwittingly perpetrate a perfect “give away” of their case in 
stigmatizing silver as too cheap for a dollar by about the difference 
which I have shown gold to have appreciated above its normal value 
or purchasing power. 

Now, if it is true that silver, even under the severe ordeal of its 
outlawry as money, has remained constant in value, has continued 
true and stable in its relation to products, and that prices computed 
in it, at its ballion value, have not fallen off so much as 1 per cent., 
who will predict that when the full money function is given to it, 
by free coinage, our prices will not be restored to their normal level, 
and that, gold itself grin | firmly anchored by law to silver, all or 
any part of our money will be put into jeopardy? 

It is not necessary to my argument to take into account the eco- 
nomical effect upon gold that free coinage would have. I will not 
therefore stop to demonstrate, by reference to fundamental princi- 

les, and justify conclusions as to what will happen to gold in re- 

ation to its value in silver orin goods. It must suffice here simply 
to assert that when gold is again relegated to its ancillary and sub- 
ordinate place—anchored to its historic regulator—it will become 
‘again a useful and equitable money metal, co-ordinate with silver. 
But claiming nothing in this se, Saya for that conclusion in regard 
to the commercial relation of go d to our money, the argument shows 
plainly that in case gold should not behave to silver as I predict un- 
der free coinage, then the wisest thing to do in regard to gold will 
be to sell it at the highest premium obtainable for it. 

Let England be the “dumping ground” for our discarded gold, 
for it will prove itself to be an unconscientious money, on account 
of its too high and inconstant purchasing power. By such an un- 
loading of it upon England we would greatly bring down its value, 
to the relief of the industrial strain there. Every man who owns 

ld should do with it what will be best for himself. It is his own 

ndividual affair. Pagoda g: for us to have established our money 
upon the most stable and constant basis possible for metallic money. 

It will be observed that the clap-trap of an Asiatic silver standard 
does not alarm me. I appeal with anxious earnestness and urgency 
for an answer to my argument, a sincere attempt at its refutation. 
No one will be more thankful and rejoiced than I to have it péinted 
out if there is any false step, any missing or weak link in the chain 
of my argument for free coin. of silver. 

If any local, partial, or special interest has had any influence in 

A 


conducting me to my conclusion, I am not aware of it. There is no 
silver mine within the bounds of my district, nor mine-owner or 
bullion-owner among those whom I have the honor to represent on 
this floor, that I know of, If it is not simply i aa for the common 
of our country that has brought me to this conclusion, then 
am constitutionally incapable of rising to that noble height. 
Farthermore, I am free to say that on no great public question has it 
ever been my fortune to be able to come to a more solid footing, a 
more severely reasoned conclusion of principle than on this subject. 
Nor is my confidence lessened by the fact that only a few short 
months since I was the unresisting victim of the current popular 
fallacies on the subject, 

I have no fear of our becoming a “dumping ground” or being 
flooded with discarded silver. Only a little study has been neces- 
sary to show me that the real ground of fear is that there will not be 
enough metallic money to go round and maintain healthy prices. 

I have taken no note of what to my mind are matters of trifling 
moment, namely: A fixed par with England. Onr foreign trade is 
a trifle compared with our domestic, and of our foreign trade only a 
trifle flies to and fro, as ‘‘ balance of trade,” and that as bullion, 
re ess of our money definitions, except when they happen to coin- 
o! o with weight relations. In short, it is a simple matter of book- 

eeping. 

0, the chief concern is to establish a sound, an equitable money 
for the United States, a money that will stand fair between debtor 
and creditor, that will not keep the word of promise to the ear of 
enterprise and break it to its hope; a dollar that in its office of meas- 
uring out goods for transfer and distribution will be honest, con- 
stant, and uniform, and not open to sinister manipulations; and to 
that end I do not hesitate to declare my belief in a mint that will be 
open to all the gold and silver that will come to it to be fabricated into 
standard money. My imagination is not sufficiently disordered to 
cipher out any evils that could come of it. 

r. Speaker, I trust that I am not so vain as to suppose that all 
wisdom upon the money question is centered in me. ere may be, 
and I believe is, much for all of us to learn. But this Jam sure of: 
that I ‘‘know enough to know” when I am convinced, when suffi- 
cient has been brought to my mind to persuade it. Iam responsible 
only for an exercise of my own judgment. Upon that I must act. 
I cheerfully accord to others the same right and the same duty. 

While I honestly believe that the free coinage of both gold and 
silver would be most beneficent in its effect upon the interests and 
welfare of the people of the United States, I cheerfully support this 
measure. I do so because it is along step in the direction of free 
coinage. It provides that $4,500,000 worth of silver shall be pur- 
er each month by the Secretary of the Treasury. This amount 
is substantially the surplus product of the world. This being so, it 
provides for the use as money, or as a basis for money, of about as 
much as would flow to the mints under free coinage. 

The bill provides, too, that the Treasury notes issued in pomas 
for the bullion shall be a legal tender for all debts, This is all tho 
function that could be conferred upon the silver dollar. 

There is provision, too, that these notes may be redeemed in silver 
or gold coin, so that a holder not satisfied with his note may obtain 
for it the same coin that he would get under free coina Then there 
is the crowning provision, and one that recognizes the right of sil- 
ver to be coined, that when silver shall reach a parity with gold, the 
mints shall be open to its free coinage. Believing that under the 
operations of this bill silver and gold will soon meet in value, I an- 
ticipate an early opening of the mints to silver, so long denied the 
privilege of unrestricted coinage. 

I support this measure, too, because I believe that it is the best 
that can be obtained at this time. As intimated before, I recognize 
the fact that there is a difference of opinion among the members of 
this Congress as to how far we oupas to go in this matter. There 
are many who honestly, though I believe mistakenly, hold to the opin- 
ion that free coinage has dangers in it and that this bill furnishes 
the measure of the extreme limit to which we ought to go. Recog- 
nizing that compromise of conflicting views is the duty of those 
char with legislation span questions of policy—questions not in- 
volving moral principle—I for one am willing to concede much for 
the skó of harmony, and in order that we may accomplish -ome- 
thing that will at least afford partial relief to those now suffering 
from the enormous evils of an insufficient and constantly shrinking 
volume of money. [Applause.] 

[Mr. MONTGOMERY withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- ` 
pendix. ] $ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s twenty minutes has 
expired, and the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BURTON]; afterwards the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. ELLIS] can 
indicate what disposition he desires to make of the remainder of his 
time. You have twenty-one minutes remaining. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, in the solution of this question I tàke 
it that legislation is wisest which goes furthest to secure two results: 
First, the concurrent and unlimited use of both metals, silver and gold, 
as money; second, the accomplishment of this condition with the least 
shock to the business world and with the least degree of injustice to 
parties who have existing contracts. 


* 
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I do not believe many can be found in this country who favor a sin- 
gle standard as an ideal monetary system. In view of the fact that 
we are the producers of more than 40 per cent. of the silver of the 
world, every consideration of self-interest would lead usin formulating 
a financial policy to use both metals for money. 

Not only is there this consideration of self-interest, but the benefits 
arising from the use of both metals as money have been universally 
appreciated and understood. Alexander Hamilton, the most masterly 
of our financiers, in his report to Congress in 1791, said: 

To annul the use of either of the metals as money is to abridge the quantity 
of its circulating medium and is liable to all the objections which ar from 
the comparison of the benetits of a full with the evils of a scanty circulation. 

Gold or silver used as the basis of circulation, and which fix our 
standard of value, are after all but commodities, subject like other com- 
modities to the laws of demand and supply and to fluctuation from 
varying conditions as to production. If two metalsare used as money 
these fluctuations will necessarily be Jess severe, and by the use of both 
the relations of equality in value between the circulating medium and 
other values will be more perfectly maintained. 

We may concede, forthe sake of argumentat least, that the demone- 
tization act of 1873 was wrong. I believe it was, although Iam loath 
to believe that it was the result, as has been alleged, of a deep-laid 
conspiracy. Itseems impossible that a conspiracy should have success- 
fully obtained the ge by this House and by the Senate and the ap- 
proval by the President of a measure which was not understood. The 
elaborate discussion of the subject at the time would seem to disprove 
the idea that this legislation was the result of a plot. But, whether a 
conspiracy or not, it was a serious error in judgment, an error which 
wes with many other nations. s 

The initial step in the demonetization of silver, so far as our own 
Government is concerned, was taken in 1867 at the monetary conference 
in Paris, at which our delegate, Mr. Ruggles, acting nnder instructions 
from Secretary Seward, advocated, with the representatives of other 
countries, the discontinuance of the coinage of silver except for subsid- 
iary money. In the year 187u there were but two nations in Europe, 
England and Portugal, in which the free and full coinage of silver was 
not a part of their settled financial policy. 

But by various acts of ae from 1871 to 1875 a radical change 
was made in the use of silveras money. Germany, Denmark, Nor- 
way, and Sweden adopted a single gold standard, making silver sub- 
sidiary. France, Belgium, Switzerland, Italy, and Greece ceased the 
coinage of full legal-tender silver pieces. In 1875 Holland closed her 
mints to the coinage of silver. In 1876 Russia suspended the coinage 
of silver except for use in the Chinese trade. From this it will appear 
it was not so much our demonetization act of 1873 as the legislation of 
other nations which led to the depreciation in the value of silver. In- 
deed, from the organization of our Mint in 1872 till the demonetiza- 
tion act of 1873, the total number of silver dollars coined in our mints 
was only 8,045,838. Yet no one can deny that this extensive de- 
monetization of silver in our own and other countries depreciated its 
value and wrought injustice to debtors, both public and private. 

Again, I have little confidence in the argument that the great fall 
in prices, averaging 33} to 40 per cent. in the last seventeen years, is 
due alone to achievements in invention, improvements in machinery, 
the opening up of new fields of production, and improved facilities for 
transportation. 

Even if the fall in prices were due to these agencies, there neverthe- 
less should be a parity between the decrease in the value of the general 
commodities and the purchasing power of the metal or metals used as 
the basis for the circulating medium. He wholendsa dollar now ought 
not to expect to purchase with the same article, which is indeed but a 
commodity, when repaid to him some years hence, a half more, or per- 
haps twice as much of other commodities as it would purchase now. 
It Snes fair tor the dollar, in keeping the ledger account with the dify 
ferent articles and commodities which are subject to barter and sale, to 
have all the advantage. 

Is it not proper that gold and silver should be subject to the same 
laws of supply, the same possibilities of increase in production as other 
commodities of the world? I do not say that an exact ratio must be 
maintained, but in the cheapening of the cost of production the pre- 
cious metals should be subject to the same general influences as other 
things, In the great and almost universal fall in prices which has oc- 
curred during the past years a careful calculation would seem to show 
that silver has more nearly maintained a ratio of equality with other 
articles than gold. 

All these facts afford argument for the use of silver as money. Never- 
theless, I can not give my assent to the idea of immediate free coinage. We 
are confronted with this fact. Therelation between theintrinsic value 
of the amount of silver and gold included in a standard dollar of each 
metal is as 72 to 100. Neither the legislation of one nation nor the 
legislation of all nations can at once destroy this difference. The pas- 
sage of a law might do away with aslight variance, butitcan not bridge 
over a wide chasm like this. Methods adopted to restore silver to its 
full legal-tender position should be gradual, normal, and not adapted 
to give the benefits of a change to the manipulations of speculation. 

t is proposed by a free coinage act by one stroke to do Away with 


all the results which have followed from the conditions of the last 
seventeen years. It is proposed to allow the possessor of 72 cents’ 
worth of bullion to present his silver at the mint and pay therewith a 
debt which he contracted when the same dollar which he received was 
worth 100 cents. The great volume of credits now existing, the con- 
tracts now in force, were not made seventeen years ago, but withina 
few months or years, when silver as com with gold was at a very 
large discount. Only a very small share of the debts of 1873 continue 
in 1890. Many who were creditors then are. debtors now, and vice 
versa. 

A favorite argument with many seems to be that some kind of re- 
taliation should be visited upon some one for the demonetization act of 
1873, as if some one, it makes little difference who, should be punished 
for the legislation of that period. P 

But let us not mislead ourselves by the delusion that in any legisla- 
tion that looks toward sudden fluctuations in the value of the basis of 
the circulating medium we are going to injure the capitalist or banker. 
He is like one who stands upon a commanding eminence and can take 
in at one view the whole financial horizon. It is in his power to grasp 
all the opportunities of every new situation. His resources and oppor- 
tunities are such as to make it possible for him to provide for each 
emergency, and in every violent fluctuation in the purchasing power of 
currency in the history of this or any other country, it has been true 
in the past and will be true every time in the future, that the man who 
will profit most by the change will be he who is possessed of large 
means and the resulting opportunities. 

I can not see that the immediate and unlimited coinage of standard 
silver dollars would benefit the very classes on whose béhalf it is most 
strongly urged. It will not materially benefit the farmer. True, it 
may give pox buoyancy to trade and increase the prices ot his prod- 
ucts, but it also increases the prices ot everything which he must buy, 

It will not benefit the wage-earneror the man who lives by a salary, 
because the articles which he must purchase will rise in value far oub 
of proportion with his stated remuneration. The wages of the w. 
worker will rise more slowly than the prices of the things which he 
must buy. £ : 

One argument in favor of silver legislation has been the benefits ac- 
cruing from an increase of circulation. Certainly the volume of cur- _ 
rency should be amply sufficient for all the requirements of business, 
and, in view of the withdrawal of a considerable share of the national- 
bank-note circulation, an equivalent or greater supply of currency 
should be furnished to take its place and to meet all requirements. 
While we increase the circulation of silver, let us not diminish the cir- 
culation of gold. Pass a bill which provides for the unlimited coinage 
of silver and immediately the hoarding of gold increases, The ship- 
ment to foreign lands to settle balances of trade will also increase. The 
withdrawal of gold from circulation is likely to be much greater than 
the increased supply of money that is given by the coinage of silver, 
even if you utilize the whole surplus of the world, eyen if you keep 
all your mints busy. 

Under such legislation, if gold is not entirely withdrawn from cir- 
culation it would be for one reason only, namely, that you could not 
coin silver dollars in sufficient numbers. If an attempt is made to 
keep the two in circulation in anything like equal quantities and ata 
time when their intrinsic values are unequal, by a law as inevitable as 
fate every dollar of gold must be hoarded or driven out of the country. 
Thus, if an increased circulation is to be our object we will not have 
an increased but a diminished volume of money. 

The perplexing problem of the current coinage of gold and silver 
can not be solved by one nation alone, Its solution is affected by the 
financial policy of every nation with which we have trade relations. 
Yet with our native buoyancy, our courage and ability in meeting 
difficulities and solving new problems, I believe that we should be 
brave and take the initiative in seeking to restore silver to its old 
position. 

Already powerful influences are at work in other nations to do away 
with the financial legislation which has been the most potent factor in 
depreciating the value of silver. Let us take the lead, but not with 
hasty steps or by a policy which by its sudden shock shall create a 
financial revolution like to those which have characterized the sudden 
changes in values during the last thirty years. The best and most 
sensible course is to seek by all available means consistent with a con- 
servative and sound financial policy to bridge over this wide difference 
between the two metals by gradual steps, so that we can come toa 
parity between them which shall be just and fair to all. 

Objection is made to the pending bill that by its terms you reduce 
silver to the rank of mere bullion. The gentleman from Kentucky,- 
who has just preceded me, states that by it you demonetize silver. You 
put it away in warehouses, it is said. Where are our silver dollars 
now? Under the Bland-Allison act of February, 1878, providing for 
the coinage of silver of a bullion value of not less than $2,000,000 per 
month, over three hundred and fifty millions of standard silver dollars 
have been coined. Every practicable means has been adopted by the 
Treasury Department to place them in circulation among the people, 
but by official statistics not more than fifty-seven millions are now in 
arculation. The rest, five times as many, are in the vaults of the 
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Treasury. So great has been the accumulation that new vaults have 
had to be constructed to relieve the overflowing storehouses of our 
Treasury and subtreasuries. So we seem to have a warehouse system, 
if you choose to so call it, now. Is it any less a deposit of bullion because 
the silver dollars are there in pieces containing 371} grains, than if bull - 
ion in larger pieces were there? And would a less proportion accumu- 
late in the vaults of the Treasury if the coinage of silver were free and 
unlimited than under the present system, by which the bullion value of 
$2,000,000 per month is coined? The great majority of this accumula- 
tion of silver is represented by silver certificates in circulation among the 
le. Clearly, it would be far better to have certificates in circulation 
upon actual bullion value. In thisconnection I may say that the 
storage of silver in the Government vaults is not a fatal nor perhaps an 
essential objection to its use as the basis of a circulating medium, for it is 
well known that in the use of money people prefer that which is lightest 
and least bulky. But in any event the value of the bank billsor green- 
backs we carry will depend upon the equivalent of bullion for which 
they can be exchanged, 

I have little patience with a view which is certainly the logical re- 
sult of the position taken by some members on this floor, namely, that 
the stamp of the Government upon a piece of metal changes its in- 
trinsic value and gives it a value and a quality which it did not possess 
before. Under this view it makes little difference whether the dollars 
we coin contain 72 cents or 50 cents or 25 cents’ worth of metal or any 
value at all. If in this way we are to add to the volume of the cur- 
rency, let us do something which is decisive. Let us keep the print- 
ing presses at work printing paper dollars and place them in circula- 
tion. That ground was fought over some years since, and we thought 
this fallacy was dead and buried; byt it seems that its ghost is still 
stalking abroad. 

But objection is made to the clause by which the silver certificates 
may, upon demand of the holder, at the option or discretion of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, be redeemed in silver bullion. Now I want to 
quote from a bill on this subject introduced by General Warner four 

ears ago. No one will question his zeal or ability on behalf of silver. 

e may be called the most stalwart apostle of silver remonetization,”’ 
yet in 1886, while a member of this House, on the 11th day of Jan- 
uary of that year, he introduced the bill (H. R. 3766) from which I 
now quote: f 


Be it enacted, etc., That any holder of silver bullion may deposit the same 
with the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer of the United States in amounts 
— — in value than $10, and receive therefor certificates in denominations of 


The bill then on to say that these certificates shall be of differ- 
ent amounts, and then it contains this provision: 

Such certificates shall be receivable in all of the United States for cus- 
toms, wot and all other public dues; shall be a legal tender in payment of all 
debts, publie and private, except where paymentin coin is 5 stipulated. 
They Hall be redeemable on tation at the Treasury or treasury in 
the city of New York in coin; or, at the option of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in silver bullion atits market value at the time of redemption. 


Wiil any one question General Warner’s zeal, his ability, his inter- 
est in giving silver its full rank asa money metal? And yet when the 
disparity between the two metals was not as great as it is now he in- 
troduced a bill which has all the so-called objectionable features of this 
measure brought forward by the majority of the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures, and which is now pending. 

What he sought by that bill was unlimited monetary power for sil- 
yer, not its coinage at any particular ratio. The moststrenuous advo- 
cates of silver coinage have all along maintained that, if the surplus 
poru of silver could be available for money at a rate equal to its 

ullion value, only a few years would elapse before the old ratio be- 
tween the metals would be restored in the actual relation of value be- 
tween them. 

Indeed, I can not see how the most ardent advocate of silver 
find fault with the pending bill. It provides for the compulsory pur- 
chase of $4,500,000 worth of silver bullion per month and the issuance 
of certificates thereon. Now, according to the of the Director 
of the Mint, sanctioned by the Secretary of the Treasury (page 66 of 
the last annual report on the state of the finances), it is estimated 
that, counting the coinage in this country under the Bland-Allison act 
as part of the surplus, the total surplus product of silver in the year 
18388 for the whole world, above that used for coinage in other coun- 
tries and in the arts and manufactures, had a market value of $37,867,- 
500. This bill makes it compulsory to purchase 854,000, 000 worth 
every year, nearly a half more than the annual surplus product. It 
is true that there is in the world an accumulated stock of silver valued, 
according to the most generally received estimates, at $7,000,000,000, 
but the source from which we must derive our supply is like that of 
wheat or corn, the current product of each year. The accumulated 
stock of seven billions, or whatever it may be, has been coined, manu- 
factured into ornaments, or used in the arts. By manufacture in the 
great majority of cases an increment of value has been added, so it will 
not pay to melt the silver and dispose of it as bullion. Although an 
amount estimated at some ten millions every year is converted by the 
melting-pot into bullion, the great source of supply must be from the 
annual surplus product. 
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On this subject Senator Jones, after averring that the surplus stock 
of silver bullion available was not large and that no considerable quan- 
tity would be brought here for sale, made this statement in a recent 
speech in the Senate (page 5908 of CONGRESSIONAL RECORD): . 
If anybody doubts this statement let him make the attempt in all the money 
centers of the world to buy from accumulated stock even $5,000,000 worth of it, 
He will fail to get it in London, Paris, Berlin, Calcutta, New York, San Fran- 
cisco, or in all combined. There is no source from which to get silver ex 
the current supply from the mines, and, whatever that is now, it is not likely 
ever greatly to increase, 

No one can deny that in this provision for compulsory purchase there 
is a grave possibility of danger. Speaking for myself I should have 
preferred a bill in which provision was made for the purchase of such 
bullion as might be presented at the Treasury or subtreasuries, leay- 
ing the amount unlimited. It is not probable that any appreciable 
share of the silver now used as coin would be brought here as bullion. 
Not only the necessity for its use as a circulating medium abroad, but 
political opposition to discontinuing the use of silver as coin in other 
countries would alike tend to prevent this. If free and unlimited 
right to exchange silver for certificates were given it is not probable 
that an amount would he presented equal to that provided for in this 
bill. I should not be greatly surprised if, by a corner in the market, 
within a few months the current price of the metal in a silver dollar 
should temporarily be brought to an equality with that in a gold dol- 
lar. While there seems to be danger of speculative influences in ad- 
vancing the price of silver under this bill, it should certainly satisfy 
the advocates of an increased or unlimited coinage, and the bill of the 
majority, while realizing the uncertainties of the situation, seeks to re- 
lieve the present financial situation and to confer all the benefits which 
can come from the umlimited use of silver as money. 

Mr. Speaker, while not unaware of the obstacles in the way, I must 
express my strong desire to have established again at the old ratio the 
use of silver to an unlimited extent in this country. With proper con- 
servatism and judicious management I believe this end can be secured 
with fairness to all, It will not require seventeen years, nor yet seven. 
In securing this object the bill proposed by the committee provides 
the best and most effectual measure which has been brought before this 
House for many years. Pass this bill and it will give new life to trade; 
it will give us all the benefits arising from an increased circulation; it 
will utilize our whole silver product; and, while there may be some 
shifting of values, it will accomplish results whose benefits will far 
outweigh slight financial changes namely, the restoration to its full 
rank as a money metal of that metal which, in the early days of the 
Republic and for long ages before, was the most familiar coin in the 

and business transactions of the great of the people. 

Mr. ELLIS. I now yield to the gentleman from IIIInois (Mir. Lane]. 
[Mr. LANE withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 
[Mr. HOLMAN withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix.] 
[Mr. HEARD withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. HOLMAN. LIyield ten minutes to the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. WHEELER]. 


[r. ne of Alabama, withholds his remarks for revision. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I yield ten minutes’ time to my colleague [Mr. 
BROOKSHIRE]. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is 
it not true that the House is to adjourn at 10.30 o'clock ? 

The SPEAKER protempore. I have just been looking at the record, 


and I do not find that there was any distinct understanding as to the 


of adjournment. Mr. HOLMAN was recognized for an hour, and 
‘desires to pon a portion of his time to certain gentlemen. 8 
Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Mr. Speaker, in the time allotted to me I shall 
not discuss the history of money, nor shall I discuss the comparative 
commercial values of gold and silver; but for the purposes of thisbrief 
argument in favor of free coinage I shall assume that the present 
weight and fineness of the standard silver dollar is correct, for I be- 
lieve it to be the duty of Congress to pass a law opening the mints to 
the free and unlimited coinage of standard silver of the present weight 
and fineness to be a legal tender for all debts, public and private. In 
a word, I believe it to be the duty of Congress to say that such dollars 
are the equal of gold dollars, For many hundred years gold and sil- 
ver ina coined form have been use I by nearly all nations as money. 
The natural production and coinage of the two precious metals in the 
main have fixed and limited the amount of money to be placed in cir- 
culation. So the amount of money in circulation in most countries of 
the world was not fixed by law, but its volume was fixed by the amount 
of gold and silver which the people could produce and have coined 
into money. So that it has happened in most countries that the peo- 
ple have had a volume of money in proportion to their production of 
the precious metals. 

This idea that a government can not be trusted to fix the amount 
and volume of money to circulate among its people seems very gener- 
ally to have obtained in the public mind of United States. How- 
ever, running counter to this idea that nature’s limitation, the amount 


of the precious metals coined in this country, should, in the main, fix 
the volume of our circulating medium, has been the idea that a bank 
or banks, chartered by the Government, could, with propriety, exer- 
cise the power of issuing money for circulation among our people. 
The Bank of the United States, in 1831, was empowered to own lands 
and other property to the amount of $55,000,000 and to issue notes to 
the amount of $35,000,000. Its aggregate resources were less than 
$100,000,000. Perhaps it would be correct to say that the so-called 
United States Bank question was an issue in American politics for 
twenty-five years or more before it was crushed out by the Democratic 
„ Benton in 1831 discouraged the idea of its continuance 

y saying: 
It wears the name of the United States and has the Federal Government for 
8 and this name and this partnership identifies the credit of the bank 


credit of the Union. 
* $ s * 
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And this, added to all its other powers, direct and indirect, makes this in- 
stitution the uncontrollable monarch of the moneyed system of the Union. 

The Bank of England was chartered in 1694. It had its beginning 
in an act of Parliament incorporating a company of subscribers to a 
Government loan. The loan was less than $6,000,000, and this small 
beginning was the origin and foundation of the debt of England, which, 
as early as 1830, was more than $4,300,000,000 and bore an annual in- 
terest of nearly $150,000,000, 

Mr. . on the 30th day of September last there were 3, 290 
chartered national banks, having resources in the aggregate of $2,998,- 
000,000, resources in the aggregate almost thirty times as large as 
was controlled by the old United States Bank in its palmiest days, and 
a sum perhaps three times as large as the active circulating medium of 
our whole people. There has been a bill before this House this ses- 
sion to give the national banks power to increase their circulation to 
the full extent of their bonds deposited, instead of 90 per cent. as un- 
der existing law, and I hold in my hand the last annual report of the 
Treasurer of the United States, which shows that the bonds held to 
secure the national-bank circulation are $148,000,000. So the pro- 
p bill which is now in the Committee on Banking and Currency, 

enacted into law, would empower the national banks to increasetheir 
circulation nearly $15,000,000. Since the value of a thing depends 
upon its usefulness it follows that the bill in question if passed would 
tend to increase the value of bonds. 

While I am honored with aseatin this House I do not propose to lend 
my sanction to any proposition which gives additional wealth and 
power to the bondholders and bankers. They have been the benefi- 
ciaries, as I will presently show, of a species of class legislation of 
which our people have complained for many years loudly and justly. 
It would certainly be infinitely better for the masses of our people who 
are now so anxiously looking to Congress for some real relief on the 
lines of genuine and permanent reform to increase our circulation by 
raising silver to its time-honored gig position which it held 
for eighty-one years prior to 1873—than by trifling by such apparently 
eee expedients as the enlargement of the e circula- 
tion. 

The idea of our Government delegating its powers to issue its money 
to a bank or banks, and thereby, to use some of the words of Senator 
Benton, make the bank the ‘‘partner of the Federal Government,” 
and ina sense a recipient and representative of its credit, seems 
to be of English origin. Many of our early statesmen, and especially 
of the old Whig party, who fought so long and hard to have the Bank 
of the United States rechartered, evidently had in view the Bank of 
England. When our Federal Government began its existence in 1789 
the Bank of England was directing and substantially controlling the 
finances of that great nation and had been then in such control tor 
nearly acentury, and through the eighteenth century many of Eng- 
land’s statesmen had argued at great length to show that the bank, 
‘chartered as it was, was an absolute necessity to the successful manage- 
ment of their circulating medium. 

These arguments of English statesmen in favor of the Government 
delegating its powers to issue money have been taken up by the friends 
of such a policy in the United States. Such a policy, in my jadgment, 
is not correct. I believe the Federal Government should issue all 
money directly to its people, and that all of the money should be a 
legal tender. I can not conceive how the Government in justice to all 
its people can loan its credit or delegate its powers to any body or cor- 
poration. The Government derives its credit, its integrity, and pow- 
ers from all its people; thérefore I submit the Government should re- 
serve to itself and should itself exercise for the well-being of all its 
people all its credit and all its powers, so that the blessings flowing 

mea just and even exercise of its powers may fall equally upon the 
heads of all. To say that a Government treats all of its citizens with 
equal favor is to pay it the highest compliment. Mr. Speaker, the 
condition of our people thirty years ago and now, with reference to 
their finances, is quite different. 

Before the war, when the debtor and creditor classes were small and 
when the masses of our people were but little in debt, changes with 


reference to the character and volume of our circulating medium were 


not attended with great and far-reaching effects, as have attended such 
changes since the war. In 1860 the whole public debt was but $65,000,- 


000, and in 1836 it was but $37,513. It is certainly fair to say thatthe 
Government of the United States was but little in debt prior to 1860 
and that the Government’s creditors were not numerous, 

The Government’s creditors prior to the war had but little to do, if 
anything, in shaping its financial policy. The war came, and by the 
year 1866 the public debt amounted in round numbers to $2,773,000,- 
00. By 1866 the Government's creditors had become a powerful and 
influential class. Then the country,with about 35,000,000 souls, was 
in possession of over $1,750,000,000 as money for the transaction of 
business and the payment of debts. Then avery large part of our cir- 
culating medium began tocirculate in the eleven States formerly in re- 
bellion, and the population began to increase with great rapidity in 
all partsof the country. Notwithstanding the many apparent reasons 
why the volume of the people’s money should not have been materially 
and hastily decreased immediately after the war, we do know that its 
volume was contracted with startling rapidity between 1866 and 1874, 

General John A. Logan, in the Senate, March 17, 1874, showed by a 
tabulated statement that the circulating medium had been contracted 
$1,018, 167,784 since the year 1865. 

In this connection let it not be forgotten, and I apprehend that it 
will not, thatin March, 1869, a bill passed Congress making the bonds 
payable in gold and silver; and in order to clinch, if I may be per- 
mitted to use the word, the enactment declaring the bonds payable in 
coin, Congress passed in July, 1870, the funding act. This act pro- 
vided that the bonds be taken up and new bonds be issued in their 
stead. So this act forever settled and decreed tbat the bondholders 
should receive the principal and interest of their bonds in coin. 

Hon. WILLIAM M. STEWART, a good Republican Senator, on the 
8th day of March, 1888, in the Senate, said: 

Is it ee that any Senator who ever occupied a seat in this Chamber, 
would have openly declared that it was his purpose to take from the people the 
right to pay these bonds in silver as well as gold? Will any Senator say that 
the bondholder was not sufficiently favored by increasing the value of his 
bonds more than 50 per cent. by the acts whieh had been passed before the 
world was robbed of more than half of its circulating medium by the demone- 
tization of silver? Is it possible that any Senator now lives who will attempt 


to justify the act of February 12, 1873? I feel that the fact that I was in this 
Chamber when that act was passed requires from me an apology. 


The scheme to demonetize silver was not of American origin, k 


The immediate discussion which ied to the demonetization of silver in the 
United States was inaugurated by Ernest Seyd, a celebrated German- ish 
banker and author, in a volume entitled“ Suggestions in Reference to Metallic 
Currency in the United States,“ printed in London in “ for private cireula- 
tion,“ containing 253 pages of matter devoted to good ish advice for Ameri- 
can consumption. It so happened that Mr. Seyd was in Washington in 1870 
when Mr. Knox . the scheme to demonetize silver by his celebrated 
report mentioned by the Senatorfrom Ohio and at the opening of the Con- 
gress of 1872-'78, at which time the bill demone ing silyer passed. 


4 

Theo was to demonetize one of the precious metals and enhance the 
value of bonds. 

And the same Senator, on the 22d day of last month, in the Senate, 
estimated the present circulation to be $1,096,680,326, and he further 
said: 

This is a liberal estimate of the actual circulation, and a large amount of this 
is held in the banks as reserves. 

And yesterday the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] said he 
did not believe the active circulating medium would exceed $700,000,- 
000. Every department of this Government was in the hands of you, 
the Republicans, in 1873, and I ask in all sincerity what party in this 
country has done the bidding of English bankers? 

Can any one be mistaken about the object of all this legislation, which 
has reduced the volume of our circulating medium to near $1,000,000,- 
000 at atime when we have a population of perhaps 66,000,000? Was 
it not the object of the bondholders to have their bonds made the 
equivalent of gold, and at the same time to have the volume of the 
circulating medium so contracted by the destruction of greenbacks and 
silver as to substantially double and treble in value their bonds when 
used in the purchase of other property? I have before me the public- 
debt statement for last month, showing that there are $110,000,000 of 
bonds payable in 1891 and bearing 4} per cent. interest; $603,0¢0,000 
payable in 1907, bearing 4 per cenf. interest. In a word, we have in 
the aggregate $792,000,000 in bonds bearing interest at the rate of 
from 3 to 44 per cent. $ 

These Treasury notes proposed to be issued in pursuance of the pro- 
visions of this bill are nota full legal tender, for they could net be 
used to pay any part of the principal or interest of our bonded indebt- 
edness; whereas if we had free coinage of silver we could use our silver 
coin to pay off our interest-bearing debt. In short, this bill, if enacted 
into law, demonetizes and dishonors silver by making it a mere com- 
modity, to be stored in bullion form, and on which to issue a limited 
amount of Treasury notes. The whole scheme is experimental, unsnt- 
isfactory, and dangerous, 

Our Vice-President, Hon. Levi P. Morton, on the 15th day of May, 
1879, when the Honse had under consideration a bill providing for the 
unlimited coinage of silver on this floor said: 


I believe, sir, and my constituents believe, that this bill means to-day the 
repudiation pure and simple of one-sixth part of all indebtedness public and 
private. What the measure of repudiation in the future may be wilt be deter- 
mined alone by the future value of silver bullion. 
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If to restore silver to iis time-honored, natural, and legitimate posi- 
tion in our monetary system is repudiation, tell me what name should 
be applied to the act by which a very large part of our circulating 
medium was destroyed by the bill demonetizing silver? Mr. Speaker, 
I say that the demonetization of silver was a crime against organized 
society. [Applause. ] 

Those who favor the free coinage of silver will, no doubt, be denomi- 
nated as repudiationists; those who favor the laying of a graduated 
income tax upon the wealth of the country and the lowering of the 
tax upon the prime necessities of our people to the lowest point con- 
sistent with the raising of a sufficient revenue to pay the current ex- 
penses of the Government economically administered will be denomi- 
nated as free-traders and as enemies of our country, and those who favor 
an increase of greenback money will be denounced as fit subjects for an 
insane asylum. No doubt, for speaking as I do to-day, I will incur 
the displeasure of some, but, for their enmity, I hope to win the love and 
respect of those who have suffered grievously by unjust legislation. 
[Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 


[Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, withholds his remarks for revision. See 
Appendix. ] 


Mr. HOLMAN. I do not wish to occupy any further time, Mr. 

ker. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, from remote antiquity until the year 
1873 gold and silver were currently accepted as the money metals of 
the world. On fixed ratios they were legally recognized as measures of 
value and mediums of exchange. The common consent of mankind to 
so consecrate these metals to coinage first found expression in commer- 
cial usage, and that commercial usage was finally given supposed per- 
manency in the form of statutory enactments by the legislative assem- 
blies of the leading commercial nations of the world. Usage thus be- 
came bound up in law and dependent upon it for stability. 

The mints of Europe were, generally speaking, open for the unlim- 
ited coi of all the gold and silver product of the world on a fixed 
ratio of 154 silver to 1 ol gold. For the century preceding 1873 the unit 
of coinage in the principal commercial nations rested on both metals, 
although silver was generally and properly accepted as the reliable 
standard, and gold was rated according to the discretion of each govern- 
ment, the general ratio, with slight variation, being 15} tol. The 
existence of a fixed ratio tended in the most satisfactory manner to 
prevent undue shifting of the metals from one country to another. 

While the mints of all countries were open to the free coinage of both 
metals, no incentive existed to transfer bullion from one country to an- 
other for coinage, as such transfer incurred expense without profit. 
To the changes and lack of uniformity in the ratio, therefore, was un- 
doubtedly due; to a great extent, the disturbance which led to the 
unfortunate tendency toward the single standard, which was initiated 
by Engand in 1816, and finally consummated by the demonetization 
of silver by this country in 1873. 

In 1786 our Government adopted the ratio of 15} of silver to 1 of 

In 1792 the ratio was changed to 1 to 15, and in 1834 to 1 to 16. 

t is worthy of note that when the latter ratio was fixed by this coun- 

try all our silver was shipped abroad for coinage and thereafter the 

United States, although producing large quantities of silver, was prac- 

tically unable to hold the metal in this country for coinage purposes, 

for the very reason that it could be shipped abroad and coined in 
the mints of the Old World at a profit. 

France adopted the double standard in 1803, with a ratio of 15} to 1, 
and in 1865 the Latin Union was formed on that basis, ultimately em- 
bracing France, Italy, Belgium, Switzerland, and Greece. While the 
mint of France was coining at the ratio of 15} to 1, the mints of this 
country could nót procure silver to coin at the ratio of 1 to 16. 

In the consideration of this question, we can not overlook the insur- 
mountable lact that for the major portion of the passing century this 
slight variance between the coinage regulation of France and the Latin 
Union Was sufficient in itself to draw the silver of the United States to 
the countries which had adopted the more friendly ratio. The adop- 
tion of the single gold standard by England in 1816, although England 
was then as she is now one of the strongest of the commercial powers, 
did not disturb the ratio between the metals, 

While the mints on the Continent remained open to the coinage of 
silver, the ratio was maintained with unvarying steadiness. At the 
conclusion of the Franco-Prussian war in 1871, the action of Germany 
in adopting the gold standard for the first time disturbed the equilib- 
rium, but it must be borne in mind that the action of Germany alone 
did not bring about this result. 

Apprehending heavy sales of silver by Germany in the process of its 
change to the single standard, the Latin Union and the United States 
suspended free coinage. This action cast upon gold the burden of all 
exchanges between the chief commercial nations of the earth, and the 
increased demand for that metal undoubtedly caused its undue appre- 
ciation. There can be no reasonable doubt that silver would have ap- 
preciated if that metal had been fixed as the single standard of value 
by the discarding of gold. 

The chief use to which silver had been put for ages was coinage, and 
the demonetization of the metal, instantly depriving it of employment 
in that direction, caused the price as quoted in gold todecline. Noone 


now pretends to say that this decline was not due to adverse legisla- 
tion. Since then it has fluctuated in value, and its fluctuations have 
affected all international exchanges, particularly between those coun- 
tries having the silver standard and those having the gold standard. 

The employment of gold for the performance of the commercial of- 
fices in which both gold and silver had been previously employed gave 
to this metal a greatly increased importance, and the consequent in- 
creased demand for it led to its abnormal appreciation and has caused 
a depreciation in the price of every commodity measured by gold coin. 
This result is visible in every article of commerce, as likewise in the 
value of real estate, but the greatest injury has been inflicted upon 
manufacturing and agricultural communities. In the United States 
the effect upon the producing classes has been seriously injurious. 

The wheat crop of this country constitutes one of our most valuable 
export commodities, and in the foreign market our chief competitor in 
wheat is India. Now England controls India, and practically fur- 
nishes her with circulating medium, and in return transports her vast 
wheat crop to the European market forsale. The circulating medium 
of India is a silver coin known as the ru A rupee in India will 
buy a certain quantity of wheat, and it is immaterial in that country 
what the original cost of the metal in the rupee actually was. 

When we demonetized silver it cost England 2s. to purchase the 
silver with which to make a rupee. At present the same amount of 
silver can be purchased at 1s. 5d., and the rupee which results from 
this quantity of silver will purchase as much wheat in India to-day as 
in 1873. It is therefore clear that with the same quantity of gold Eng- 
land can purchase an amount of silver which, manufactured into rupees, 
will purchase a much larger quantity of wheat in India than could 
have been purchased indirectly by the same amount of gold in 1873. 

Since the wheat can be purchased cheaper, it can be transported and 
sold for less in the European market, while preserving the same profit 
on the transaction which formerly resulted. The increase in the price 
of silver as measured in gold would, in consequence, tend to increase 
the market price of wheat in Europe, and that increased market price 


would be a direct benefit to the vast body of American citizens en- 


gaged in wheat-raising. 

‘This furnishes but one illustration of the many ways in which the 
appreciation in the value of gold, or, if you will so have it, the depre- 
ciation in the value of silver, hasinjuriously affected the American in- 
terests. 5 

Aside from this, we produce in this eountry about 45 per cent. of the 
world’s annual silver product. Every cansideration of patriotism and 
sound statesmanship commands us to so direct our legislation as to re- 
store this vast annual output of silver to its normal price in the world’s 
market. It can so be restored only by restoring the silver to the legit- 
imate use to which it has been consecrated throughout the centuries 
that have 5 

The advocates of a single gold standard urge the increased output of 
silver as an argument in favor of their theory. Thirty years ago the 
same theorists were advocating, and with much more logic, the demon- 
etization of gold because of the remarkable placer discoveries in Cali- 
fornia and the Rocky Mountain Territories. Experience in the mining 
regions of this country from the first discovery of gold in California up 
to the present time very clearly demonstrates the fact that if either 
metal is to be discarded because of uncertainty in its production or the 
possibility of an undue increase in quantity gold should be by all 
means discarded and silver retained. 

Gold has frequently been found in its pure state in enormous quan- 
tities and at unexpected times and places, and what has occurred here- 
tofore may occur hereafter. On the contrary, silver has been from its 
first discovery constant in production and regular in quantity. It has 
never been found in placer deposit, but always in rock formations, re- 
quiring an expensive process foritsextraction. While fabulous profits 
have resulted from the phenomenal! discoveries of gold in placer de- 
posits, the production of silver has not been attended on the average in 
any mine with more than normal returns on capital invested. 

A circumstance worthy of the gravest consideration in passing upon 
the utility of the two metals for a circulating medium is found in the 
fact that the production of gold is very largely dependent upon the pro- 
duction of silver. But a fraction of the world’s annual production of 
gold is produced from ore containing gold free from silver or from gold 
as found in the placer deposits. A very considerable proportion of the 
annual output of gold is secured from silver-bearing ores, and expe- 
rience has demonstrated that the combination of profit in a mining 
enterprise on both the gold and silver contents in a given ore is often 
necessary to the successful mining and treatment ot the ore. It fol- 
lows from this state of facts that such continued discrimination against 
silver as may tend to reduce its price and discourage its production 
would likewise materially decrease the world’s annual supply of gold; 
thus tending to widen the breach already forced by legislation be- 
tween the relative values of these two metals, 

But the assumption that there has been an unhealthy increase of 
silver production since 1860 is not sustained by the facts and figures. 
Institute a comparison between the percentage of increase of population 
and interstate and international commerce since 1860 with the increase 
of silver and it will be found thatsilver production hasnotactually kept 
pace with the increase of population, development, and trade, and as 
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to gold it will be found that while the world has been rapidly pro- 
gressing in all directions, and the demand for a measure of value and a 
circulating medium has been constantly increasing, the product has 
been in no sense commensurate with the increased demand; but in this 
country has actually decreased from $36,000,000 in 1873 to $33,175, 
000 in 1888, and as to both gold and silver it will be found that the 
volume is not any more disproportioned to the world’s business and 
population than in 1873. 

While the production of gold has thus been actually decreasing, our 
foreign commerce has greatly increased and our domestic productions 
have more than doubled; for instance, between 1873 and 1889 the pro- 
duction of corn increased 126 per cent.; wheat, 75 per cent.; rye, 88 
per cent.; oats, 178 per cent.; barley, 99.36 per cent.; horses, 49 per 
cent.; mules, 73 per cent.; cattle, 87 per cent.; swine, 54 per cent. 
But it is useless to recapitulate; the fact is notorious that the produe- 
tions of the country have increased phenomenally, whereas ourstand- 
ard of value and the medium of exchange has actually been decreasing. 
The production of silver, on the contrary, has in some measure, although 
not adequately, kept pace with the development of the country and 
the increase of trade. 

This is true notwithstanding the vast output of placer gold between 
1850 and 1870, a period during which the increase of gold over silver 
far exceeded in quantity the corresponding and relative silver increase 
since the last-named year. 

As the record of the world’s production of gold and silver between 
1850 and 1840 very clearly elucidates the manner in which a safe equi- 
librium is preserved in commercial affairs through the bimetallic sys- 
tem, I incorporate a statement showing the production for each year 
from 1851: 

Statement of the annual production of gold and silver in the world from 1851 
to 1888 inclusive. 


Year. Gold. Silver. 
—— —— 

$67, 600, 000 $40, 000, 000 
132, 750, 000 40, 600, 000 
155, 450, 000 40, 690, 000 
127, 450, 000 40, 600, 000 
135, 075, 000 40, 6 0. 000 
147, 600, 000 40, 650, 000 
133, 275, 000 40, 650, 000 
124, 650, 000 40, 650, 000 
124, 850, 000 40, 750, 000 
119, 250, 000 40, 800; 000 
113, 800, 000 44, 700, 000 
107, 750, 000 45, 200, 000 
106, 950, 000 49, 200, 000 
113, 000, 000 51,700, 000 
120, 200, 000 51, 950, 000 
121, 100, 000 50, 750, 000 
104, 025, 000 54, 225, 000 
109, 725, 000 50, 225, 000 
106, 225, 000 47, 500, 000 
106, 850, 000 51,575, 00 
107, 000, 000 61, 050. 000 
99, 600, 000 62, 250, 000 
96, 200,000 81. 800, 000 
90. 750, 000 71. 500, 000 
$7,500, 000 80, 500, 000 
103, 700, 000 87, 600, 000 
114, 000, 000 81, 000, 000 
119, 000, 000 95, 000, 000 
109, 000, 000 96, 000, 000 
106, 500, 000 96. 700, 000 
103, 000, 000 102, 000, 004 
102, 000, 000 111, 800, 000 
W. 400, 000 115, 300, 000 
101, 700, 000 105, 500, 009 
108, 400, 000 118, 500, 000 
106, 000, 000 120, 600, 000 
107, 009, 000 125, 500, 000 
106, 000, 000 142, 400, 000 
4, 250, 325, 000 2, 657, 925, 000 


These figures when compared with commercial and census data show 
that the supply of the precious metals has not been increasing of 
late years disproportionate to the increase in population and business. 
The supply of gold has actually decreased, while its use as the sole 
money metal of the great commercial nations has been violently in- 
creased. As a nation we can no longer expend our strength and im- 
poverish ourselves in the effort to increase the trade of India while 
ranning our Government counter to natural laws and the common in- 
terest of the people. We must return to the double standard. We 
must restore by legislation the equilibrium we destroyed by legisla- 
piss We must open our mints to the free and unlimited coinage of 

ver. 

This, and this alone, will bring about a restoration of healthy finan- 
cial conditions. This conclusion has been reached by statesmen and 
political economists, not only in this country but in England, France, 
and elsewhere. For ten years past the necessity has been apparent to 
many, and has been to a greater or less degree recognized by all, as in- 
dicated by the repeated conferences and congresses that have assembled 
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or directly connected with the question of the free coinage of silver. 
I think it may be truthfully said ¢hat the necessity for a universal re- 
turn to the double standard has been practically conceded, the means 
of accomplishing that end being the principal subject considered in the 
current literature touching the question. = 

Many thoughttul and patriotic men believe that this country can 
not on its own account and independent of all other commercial na- 
tions sustain itself on the bimetallic basis and open its mints to the 
free coinage of silver, In support of this theory it is suggested that 
large quantities of silver coin bare been boxed up and are now ready 
for shipment from the various banks of Europe to this country, to be 
coined at our mints. It is conceded by those who advance this argu- 
ment that no considerable quantities of silver bullion exist anywhere; 
hence we would be inundated with foreign coin if this theory be cor- 
rect. As I have heretofore shown, all foreign coins contain less silver 
than the American silver coin; hence in the melting down of the for- 
eign coin and transforming it into an American coin there would bea 
considerable loss, 

In addition to the loss which would thus be sustained, abrasion and 
short-weight coins would increase the disadvantage incident to the re- 
coining at our mints. Further still would be added the cost of freight 
andinsurance. These sundry charges would in my opinion be sufficient 
to deter holders of foreign coin from embarking in the losing transac- 
tion which is apprehended. Further still it must be borne in mind 
that the daily business of all the people of Europe would not instantly 
cease on the occasion of the opening of the mints of the United States. 
On the contrary, the people would continue in their daily avocations 
in France, Germany, and England, all over the world for that matter, 
and in the transaction of their daily business they would require for 
daily use the identical coin which theorists apprehend would be 
shipped to the United States instanter to be transformed into Ameri- 
ean dollars. ; 

The opponents of free coinage, however, advance another argument, 
based upon what they are pleased to consider practical experience. It 
is suggested that notwithstanding the coinage of $2,000,000 per month 
under the law of 1878 silver has continuously declined in price, and 
that no assurance exists that it would not continue to decline even 
thongh we should open our mints to its free coinage. This calls for 
the consideration of certain facts relative to the world’s annual surplus 
ofsilver. On page 21 of the published report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury for 1889 is ſound the following statement, showing the world’s 
annual production of silver at coining value and the various uses to 
which it is applied: : 


Annual product (coining value). . . . . . . . bees 
Disposition: 
Required x4 AIN oniiir tnei aeea 
Coinage of full lega’ silver by Austria and Ja; ; 
Required forsubsidiary coinages of Europe and South America 
and colonial coinages . eee eee 16, 000, 000 
Amount anuually exported to China, Asia,and Africa (other 
than used in Indian coinage) vba z 10, 000, 000 
Annual coinage of Mexican dollars, not melted .. 5,000, 
Amount used in the arts and manufactures (estimate)... 15, 000, 000 
Surplus product. 51, 000, 000 
INLD E E R A E A E A EE EA EE ET 142. 000, 000 


From the above it will be seen that the annual surplus product of silver 
which would probably be deposited at the mints of the United States approxi- 
mates $51,000,000 (coining) value, corresponding to 39,445,312 fine ounces, worth, 
at the present market price of silver (96 cents), $37,867,500. 


On the same page the Secretary states that the world’s consumption 
of silver in the arts amounts to twenty-one millions per annum, whereas 
in the statement above set forth it will be observed that the amount 
used in the arts and manufactures is estimated at fifteen millions, the 
additional amount used in the arts being accounted for by the Secre- 
tary as taken from old coins melted down and old material reused. 
Thus it is apparent that in order to create a surplus of fifty-one millions 
annually of silver it is necessary to melt down old silver coins and can- 
dlestieks to the extent of $6,000,000 coinage value each and every year. 

But assuming the fifty-one millions of surplus to be correct, the ques- 
tion arises, what would be the effect on the market if a demand should 
suddenly arise for fifty-two millions? There would then be a shortage 
in the market of $1,000,000 annually, instead of a surplus of fifty-one 
millions, and I ask if it is not true that the law of supply and demand 
controls the market price when applied to silver as when applied to 
wheat? I ask this question even allowing for the sake of argument 
that silver be treated as a commodity. We have been absorbing in the 
United States $24,000,000 of this $51,000,000 annually, thus leaving 
net surplus of the world’s production each year of $27,000,000 in silver 
at coinage valuation. 

It is this unused surplus which the people of the United States act- 
nally need for the convenient transaction of their business, and which 
the Government has refused to coin, that has continued to depreciate 
the price of silver in the market. The exact amount of surplus of a 
given article is immaterial in the matter of controlling the price; it is 
enough that a surplus exists. As long as the surplus remains the 


under authority of the various commercial nations to consider the | price will be depressed; the moment the surplus is absorbed and a de- 
causes leading to the fall of prices and kindred subjects incidental to | ficiency created, that moment the value of the article appreciates. 
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It is true that one hundred millions of this idle gold is held specially 
for redemption purposes, but the fact still remains that of the total gold 
in the Treasury March 31, 1890, $85,287,715, 87 is neither reserved nor 
represented by certificates, as against only $11,431,048 of silverin a like 
dormant state, If these figures show anything they demonstrate the 
confidence of our people in silver and their willingness to support the 
Government in sustaining that metal in the face of all adverse foreign 
legislation. ‘They also refute the theory thatthe coinage of silver nec- 
essarily drives gold from the country, the contrary being the practical 
effect, as shown by the official figures given. 

The pending bill if relieved from the bullion feature would be, in 
my opinion, equivalent to free coinage, inasmuch as it would call for 
an amount of silver annually for coinage purposes in excess of the 
world’s surplus production. With this bullion feature eliminated I 
am satisfied that within a brief period of time after this bill, if prop- 
erly amended, becomes a law the ancient ratio between gold and silver 
will be restored; and, so believing, I am in favor of the bill with that 
objectionable feature eliminated. 

If an amendment is allowed striking out the bullion-redemption 
clause, I am prepared to accept this bill as an indirect means of reach- 
ing free coinage; but if such amendment is not allowed, I can not lend 
my support to the measure. The bullion-redemption clause is an in- 
novation in monetary science without a precedent anywhere, and with- 
out the shadow of justification. Under that clause all other provisions 
of the bill may be nullified. Who can safely predict that Treasury 
officials who may be unfriendly to silver will not use the discretion 
given by it to defeat the honest purposes of the remaining phs 
of the bill? It is conceded that the same identical bullion may be de- 
posited over and over again without limit, 

What, then, is to prevent asyndicate, interested in preventing expan- 
sion of our circulation or in depressing the price of silver, from ac- 
cumulating $4,500,000 worth of silver bullion between this and the 
time the law becomes operative, and on the first day it goesinto effect 
presenting that amount in one lump at the Treasury and for it receive 
the entire note issue of the first month ? Nothing could preventsuch 
action. Then on the last day of the first month the notes received 
could be surrendered and the same identical bullion could be with- 
drawn and redeposited on the first day of the next month, and thus 
the operation could, and I apprehend would, be repeated while the bull- 
ion clause remained. 

The motion to recommitis the only remaining parliamentary method 
by which this objectionable feature can be strickon out, and it is known 
that recognition has been promised one of our Democratic friends to 
make that motion. If the motion is made to recommit to the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures with instructions to report a 
free-coinage substitute, it may not prevail; but if the instruction is 
given toreport back the bill with the bullion redemption featurestricken 
out, it will inall probability carry. Why not, then, embody that prac- 
tical instruction in the motion? What we desire is practical legisla- 
tion rather than no legislation. We desire to take a step forward and 
to cease standing still, The friends of the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver can not support the bullion features ofthe substitute; but with 
the bullion provision stricken out the measure gives us an open high- 
way to free coinage without doing violence to the fears of those who 
apprehend an avalanche of old silver coin from Europe. 

nder the bill this Government will purchase $4,500,000 worth of 
silver monthly, or $54,000,000 worth per year, at a price not exceeding 
$1 for 371} grains fine or 412} grains standard .9 fine, and when the 
market price reaches a point where 371} grains fine equals or exceeds 
in value $1, then, and while such conditions remain, our mints are to 
be open to the coinage of silver in conformity with the terms of the 
free-coinage act of 1837. For the silver purchased legal-tender notes 
of the Government will be issued, thus practically relieving the silver 
producer from the inconvenience incident to delay in waiting for his 
silver coin at the mint. 

These legal-tender notes are made redeemable in coin. The bullion 
feature alone throws a shadow over these excellent provisions and 
stands as a menace to the realization of the happy results which would 
follow from their honest enforcement. When that bullion proviso is 
expunged, I can support the bill. As long as it remains, my vote and 
voice will be recorded and heard in opposition. I trust the motion to 
recommit may be so framed as to enable the House to finally pass the 
bill minus the bullion clause. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
now recognized for ten minutes. 


(Mr. F withholds his remarks for revision.] [See Ap- 


Mr. CONGER. Imove that the House do now 
The motion was 
the House adjourn 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

APPROPRIATION FOR LIGHT-HOUSE AT LUBEC NARROWS, MAINE. 

Communication from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, calling at- 


adjourn. 
to; and (at 10 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) 


tention to the necessity for an appropriation of $15,500 for the comple- 
tion of the Lubec Narrows (Maine) 3 the Committee on 
Appropriations. : 
ENOCH P. WARD vs. UNITED STATES. 
Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a copy of the findings of fact of the Court of Claimsin the case of Enoch 
P. Ward against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 


RESOLUTIONS. : 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: . 
By Mr. BYNUM: 


Whereas it has been currently stated and published in the public press that 
there is a deficiency in the appropriations for the payment of pensions for the 
current year and ta large number of pensioners will be unable to receive 
the quarterly sums due them on the 4th day of June, 1890, until additional sums 
are eppropriated therefor: Therefore. 

Beil resolred, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested 
to furnish to this House immediately, or as soon as possible, a statement of the 
amount of such 8 any. so that Congress can provide by an appro- 
priation of funds for the ediate payment of any and all such pensions; 


to the Committee on Appropriations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re 
favorably the following bills of the House; which were sev 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A — 5775 R. 2802) granting a pension to Conrad Stephan. (Report 
No. 2341. 

A bill (H. R. 9504) granting a pension to Gottlieb Hunziker. (Re- 
port No. 2342.) 7 Á 

A bill (H. R. 10246) granting a pension to Thomas Thompson. (Re- 
port No. 2343.) 

Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 9627) granting a pen- 
sion to Lydia F, Frye, accompanied by a report (No, 2344)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills of the House; which were severally re- 
ferred tothe Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 4878) pensioning Richard Christy. (Report No, 2345.) 

A bill (H. R. 3520) granting a pension to D. G. Scooten. (Report 
No. 2346.) 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported with amendment the following bills of the House; which were 
severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill i R. 7251) granting a pension to Christian Pope. (Report 
No, 2347. 

A bill (H. R. 4236) pensioning John George. (Report No. 2348.) 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported favorably the following bills of the House; which were sever- 
ally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 10234) restoring Rebecca Young to the pension-rolls. 
(Re No. 2349.) ; 

A bill (H. R. 10572) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria L. McCualloh. 
(Report No. 2350.) 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Conimittee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill of House (H. R. 6195) granting a ion to 
Clarissa Barker, accompanied by a report (No, 2351)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. LAWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10635) for the relief of Olive 
M. Hechtman, accompanied by a report (No. 2352)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House: 

A * (S. 3342) granting a pension to Andrew Hopper. (Report No. 


x A bill (S. 400) granting a pension to Frank D, Worcester. (Report 
No, 2354.) 
A bill (S. 1248) granting a pension to Anna Platt. (Report No. 


2355.) 
ka bill e R. 4888) granting a pension to N. E. Palmer. (Report 
No. 2356. 

Mr. FLICK also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10202) granting a pen- 
sion to O. E. Hukill, accompanied by a report (No. 2357)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 3503) for the re- 
ief of Delila Roe, accompanied by a report (No. 2358)—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8249) to amend anact 


rted 
ly re- 
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entitled ‘‘An act to regulate steam-engineering in the District of Co- 
lumbia,’’ reported, asa substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 10786) to regu- 
late steam-engineering in the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice, and, accompanied by a report (No. 2359), was referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. SNIDER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the following bills of the House; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 7267) to remove the charge of desertion from the serv- 
ice record of Charles L. Bullis. (Report No. 2360.) 

: ox bill (H. R. 7252) for the relief of Thomas A. McLaughlin. (Report 

o. 2361.) 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (S. 1934) for the relief of O. M. Laraway, accom- 
panied bya report (No. 2362)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorab!y the following joint resolution and bill of the House; which 
were severally referred to the Committee ofthe Whole House: 

A joist resolution (H. Res. 39) declaring the retirement of Capt. 
Charles B. Stivers, of the United States Army, valid, and that he is 
entitled as such retired officer to his pay. (Report No. 2363.) 

A bill (H. R. 3499) placing the name of Joel B. Ellis on the rolls of 
ore H, Thirteenth Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry. (Report No. 

Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8156) to incor- 
porate the Cross-Town Railroad of the District of Columbia, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 2365)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 7145) for the 
relief of Esther A. Keyser, accompanied bya report (No. 2366)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 
884) to incorporate the King Theological Hall, accompanied by report 
(No. 2367)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported favorably. the bill of the Senate (S. 2784) to amend section 204 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the District of 
Columbia, accompanied by report (No. 2368) — to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FRANK, from the minority of the Select Committee on Elec- 
tion of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress, 
submitted his views on the bill of the tigen (H. R. 7712) to regulate 
in part the time and manner of holding elections of Representatives in 
Congress, and for other purposes; which were ordered to be printed as 
part 3 of Report No. 1882. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported with amendment the bill of the House 
(H. R. 10758) to authorize the commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia to annul and cancel the subdivision of part of square 112, known 
as n Park, accompanied by report (No. 2369)—to the House Cal- 
endar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
2 titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 

ows: 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 10785) to prohibit the exportation 
of intoxicating liquors to Africa and the islands of the Pacific Ocean 
to the Select 1 on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 10787) 
liquor licenses within 1 mile of the Soldiers’ 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 10788) directing that 
the first- outfit of uniforms prescribed for the keepers and surfmen in 
the Life-Saving Service shall be provided by the United States—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H. R. 10789) making Ogdensburgh a port 
of entry—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 10790) to amend sec- 
tion 4716 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 176) authorizing pay- 
ment of pay and allowances to minors who were di from Army 
of the United States after close of war of rebellion by special order se- 
eured by action of friends, and before the date of general order muster- 
ing out their commands—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, i 
Under ainne 2of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were 
A bill (H. R. 4819) granting increase of pension to Gottfried Gauss— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions 
A bill (IL R. 8441) for the relief John B. Hinks—Committee on In- 


toi pronihis the granting of 
ome—to the Committee 


Vere Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military 
fairs, 

A bill (H. R. 9540) for the relief of William J. Kinion—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions , and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. ` 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below 

By Mr. ADAMS: Abill (H. R. 10791) 1 a pension to Edward 
E. Nelson —to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10792) for 
the relief of Samuel S. Haynes—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 10793) for the relief of Jacob B. 
Head—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNPHY: A bill (H. R. 10794) for the relief of Samuel H. 
Sentenne and Paul Boileau—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10795) for the relief of Samuel H. Sentenne—to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 10796) for the relief of Stephen Eason— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. EWART: A bill (H. R. 10797) for the relief of Capt. W. W. 
Hogsed’s company of North Carolina Home Guards—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 10798) to remove the charge of 
3 against Henry H. Bone—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. i 

Ey Mr. GEISSENHAINER: A bill (H. R. 10799) for the relief of 
Harriet M. Waldo—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 10800) for the rc- 
lief of Catherine Caine—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10801) for the relief of Sarah A. Clapp—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 10802) directing the Secretary of 
the Interior to reissue the pension certificate, No. 55356, of Charles 
R. Miller, late private Company D, Eighth Ohio Cavalry Volunteers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 10803) for the relief of Enoch P, 
Ward—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 10804) granting a pension to 
Margaret A. Burk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10805) for the relief of Spencer D. Hunt—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 10806) granting a pension to John Ong 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 10807) SAS ORR RSS 
sion to Eveline Campbell, widow of Hiram Campbell, of Company I, 
Eighth Tennessee Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10808) for the relief of George re of Grainger 
County, Tennessee—to the Committee on Military Affa: 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 10809) — remove the 
charge of desertion against Edmund Jones to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affaire. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 10810) granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel S. Humphreys—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10811) granting a pension to Asa Joiner—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following gcse and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: Petition of John Baudin 
and 13 others, farmers of Ohio, asking the passage of House bill 8526— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Resolutions of New Hope Agency, in favor of 
Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Rector Alliance, in favor of same measure—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions ot same Alliance, favoring the Butterworth option 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Larkin Alliance, No. 949, in favor of the Butter- 
worth option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of New Hope Agency, in favor of same measure—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Petition of 225 citizens of Hamilton County, 
Indiana, asking for legislation preventing the importation of intoxicat- 
ing liquors into any State or Territory where their sale is prohibited 
by its constitution or laws—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. CRISP: Petition of J. M. Pollard and 18 others, from Cof- 

Cost, Georgia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas: Petition of George F. Tyler and 43 
others, from Fannin County, Texas, for same measure—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, petition of John King and others, Fourth district of Texas, 
asking passage of the bill taxing dealing in futures—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. H. Waldecker and 45 others, of Fannin County, 
Texas, for passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

Also, petition of W. E. Porter and 77 others, of Morris County, 
Texas, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of D. E. McMullen and 24 others, of Hopkins County, 
Texas, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition from Twenty-second district of Penn- 
sylvania for passage of laws for perpetuation of national-banking sys- 
tem, under which the interests of depositors are protected by Govern- 
ment supervision—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petition of citizens of the Twenty-sixth Con- 
gressional district, New York, for the passage of laws for the perpetu- 
ation of the national-banking system—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Resolutions adopted by Fairplay Alliance, 528, 
asking for passage of the Butterworth bill and the Conger lard bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Omaha and Blair, Nebr., asking for the 
passage of the international copyright bill—to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. 

Also, petition of citizens of Ponca, Nebr., asking for same measure 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of citizens of Neligh, Nebr., for same measure—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of citizens of Jackson and Dakota City, Nebr., for 
same measure—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Petition of J. A. Vandyke and 6 others, of 
Plain View, Minn., in favor of international copyright bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FITCH: Petition of Catherine Brogan, for an honorable dis- 
charge for John C. Brogan, Company I, Fifth Regiment New York In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. j 

By Mr. FLICK: Petition of 107 voters of the Eighth Congressional 
district of Iowa, praying for prompt passage of a bill making it unlaw- 
ful to transport intoxicating liquors from any State or Territory of the 
United States into any other State or Territory contrary to the laws 
thereof—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of Henry A. Bone, asking the removal 
of charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition of 3 citizens of Moline, Ills., for interna- 
tional copyright—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of F. H. Blossom and several 
hundred other shippers of oils and 7.85 of turpentine, in favor of the 
passage of House bill 9857—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition against original package legislation—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: Petition of residents of Ransom County, 
North Dakota, against transportation of intoxicating liquors in viola- 
tion of State and Territorial laws—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petitions from residents of Richland, Barnes, La Moure, Cass, 
Dickey, m, Kidder, and Nelson Counties, of North Dakota, against 
the transportation of intoxicating liquors in violation of State and Ter- 
ritorial laws—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of superintendent and teachers of Wilming- 
ton, III., in favor of an international copyright bill—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Also, petition of the superintendent and teachers of Coal City, III., 
in favor of same measure—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of over 100 business men of Joliet, III., in favor of the 
modification and extension of the national-banking system—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Petition of the Ministerial Asso- 
ciation, of Waterloo, Iowa, petitioning for the passage of the Wilson 
bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of George Whitney and 335 others, voters of Hardin 
County, Iowa, asking for the prompt passage of a bill making it un- 
lawful to transport liquors from any State or Territory into any other 
State or Territory contrary to the laws thereof—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of Jed Lake and 48 others, voters of Buchanan County, 
Iowa, for the same measure—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of Albert Boomer and 171 others, voters of Delaware 
County, Iowa, for the same measure—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of G. H. Brown and 10 others, voters of Sand Spring, 
Delaware County, Iowa, for the same measure—to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

Also, petition of T. H. Smith and 9 others, voters of Vernon Town- 
ship, Wright County, Iowa, for the same measure—to the Committee 
on Commerce, A 

Also, petition of W. H. Campbell and 35 others, voters of same county 
and State, for the same measure—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of D. G, Ellis and 30 others, voters of Raymond, Black 
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Hawk County, Iowa, for the same measure—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Also, petition of 60 railroad employés, of Ashland, Wis., petition- 
ing for the passage ot House bill 9682—to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals. 

Also, petition of 63 railroad employés, of Carbondale, Pa., for the 
same bill—to the Committee on Railways and Canals, 

Also, resolution of Barclay Township Alliance, No. 1582, Black Hawk 
County, Iowa, urging the passage of the Conger lard bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agricultare. r 

Also, resolution of 45 members of same Alliance, urging of 
the Butterworth bill against gambling in farm products—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Memorial of Charles R. Miller, late private Com- 
gany D, Eighth Ohio Cavalry, praying the passage of bill for his relief— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: Petition of 36 voters, of Tama County, Iowa, 
praying for passage of an act prohibiting the importation of intoxicat- 
ing liquors into a State in contravention of the laws thereof—to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

Also, petition of 37 voters of Van Horn, Benton County, Iowa, for the 
same measure—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of same place, for same measure—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Belle Plaine, Iowa, for the same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Commerce. . 

Also, petition of citizens of Tama County, Iowa, for the same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, petition of 76 voters of Belle Plaine, Tama County, Iowa, for 
thesame measure—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
and citizens of St. Remy, Ulster County, New York, asking passage 
of House bill 5987—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of C. S. Cutter and 36 others, citizens of 
Deep River, Iowa, in favor of the Wilson bill in relation to transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of D. R. Tripp and 40 others, citizens of Jasper County, 
Towa, in favor of the same measure—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of T. F. Collins and 48 others, citizens of Davis County, 
Towa, in favor of the same measure—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of T. Swearingen and 79 others, citizens of Albion, 
Marshall County, Iowa, in favor of the same measure—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of Iowa Methodist Conference, Oskaloosa, Iowa, favor- 
ing the same measure—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of S. West and 14 others, citizens of South English, 
Iowa, in favor of the same measure—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition (by telegraph) of National Farmers’. Alliance, August 
Post, secretary, favoring Conger lard billand Butterworth option bill— 
to the Committee on Agricultare. 

Also, petition of Amelia Ehlers and others, of Oskaloosa, Iowa, in fa- 
vor of the international copyright bill—to the Committee on Patents, 

By Mr. LAWS: Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, of Thayer County, 
Nebraska, urging passage of Conger bill and Butterworth bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LEE (by request): Petition of S. L. Moon, for estate of George 
Jackson, late of Fauquier County, Virginia, for reference of claim to 
Court of Claims under provisions of Bowman act—to the Committee 
on War Claims. : 

Also (by request), petition of Thomas C. Waddy, for heirs of Anna H. 
Graves, late of Orange County, Virginia, for same relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), petition of citizens of Culpeper County, Virginia, 
for deep-water harbor, Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, 

Also (by request), petition of citizens of Prince William County, 
Virginia, for the same measure—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also (by request), petition of citizens of Culpeper County, Virginia, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A memorial of Henry W. Diederich, consul at 
Leipsic, for an increase of salary at such consulate—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. MORGAN: Memorial of the National Farmers’ Alliance and 
Industrial Union, of Tippah County, Mississippi, praying the Congress 
of the United States to consider the oppressed condition of agriculture 
and legislate for the relief of farmers, either by subtreasury bill or 
some other system that will bring substantial relief—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of J. D. Winfield and 13 others, of Beau- 
mont and vicinity, Butler County, Kansas, for the passage of a bill to 
prevent the importation of alcoholic liquors into any State or Territory 
of the Union—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of D. E. Pence and 18 others, residents of Pillsbury, 
Kans., asking for the passage of the pending international copyright 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. PETERS: Petition of citizens of Kansas, for international 
copyright bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of the Chickasaw Cooperage Company, 
of Memphis, Tenn., against the proposed amendment to the interstate- 
commerce law, requiring railroad companies to carry free barrels filled 
with petroleum oils—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of Hebron Union, No. 4, Farmers and Laborers’ Union, 
of Shelby County, Tennessee, in favor of a deep-water harbor at Gal- 
veston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, petition of the Farmers and Laborers’ Subunion, No. 158, of 
Shelby County, Tennessee, in favor of a deep-water harbor at Galves- 
ton, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and bors. 

By Mr. PIERCE: Petition of S. A. Wheatley and 26 others, of Obion 
County, Tennessee, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Com- 
wittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. J. Tucker and 15 others, of the same county and 
State, for same measure to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of R. 8. Wilson and 37 others, from Weakley County, 
Tennessee, for the same measure—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

By Mr. QUACKENBUSH: Petition of citizens of Lansingburgh, N. 
Y., members of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Society, asking 
for the passage of House bill 5987—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Fort Edward, N. Y., asking for the 

mpt passage of House bill 5987—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, in favor 
of no union of church and state—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SANFORD: Petition of 41 persons, members of Woman’s 
Christian Tem Union, and citizens of Schenectady, N. Y., for 
the passage of House bill 5987, entitled ‘‘A bill prohibiting the trans- 

rtation of intoxicating liquors from any State or Territory in the 
Tnited States or District of Columbia into any other State or Territory 
contrary to and in violation of the laws thereof—to the Committee on 

merce. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Memorial of Grand Army Post No. 
59, at Paducah, Ky., praying passage of House bill 10332, granting a 

ion to Mrs. Elvira Kirch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Illinois, asking 
that an international copyright law be passed—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of 59 citizens of Jackson, Ohio, for 
passage of laws for the perpetuation ofnational-banking system—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of 14 ex-soldiers of Ewington, Gallia County, Ohio, 
for the passage of the dependent-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: Petition of William A. King and 33 others, from 
Colleton County, South Carolina, favoring passage of House bill 7162— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Protest of newspaper publishers of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., against House bill 9197, restricting the free passage of second- 
class matter through the United States mails—to the Committe on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Diego, Cal., 
favoring the free and unlimited coinage of silver—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, June 7, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 7 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance 
with the provisions of the Indian appropriation act of March 2, 1889, 
a report from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in regard to sums of 
money that have been appropriated by the Cherokee Nation in viola- 
tion of their treaty obligationsin reference to freedmen in that nation, 
ete.; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TRANSPORTATION RATES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the 
acting chairman of the Interstate Commerce Commission, submitting, 
in compliance with Senate resolution of February 19, 1890, a report of 
that commission on the subject of rates on food products; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, and ordered to be 


printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of 14 citizens of 
Butler County, Kansas, praying for the passage of a bill prohibiting 
the importation of intoxicating liquors into any State or Territory 
contrary to its laws; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. WASHBURN ted a petition of the Jobbers’ Association 
of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the amendment of section 4 of the 
interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of H. J. Fossen and 42 others (27 voters 
and 16 women), citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the pro 
sal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, im- 
portation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors 
A a beverage; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 

or. / 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition ôf the Willow Creek Alliance, 
No. 1210, of Prague, Saunders County, Nebraska, praying for the pas- 
sage of House bill 283, known as the Conger lard bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the executive committee of the Na- 
tional Grange of Patrons of Husbandry, prepared underinstructions by 
the National Grange at its recent session at Sacramento, Cal., praying 
for legislation by Congress to prevent the unjust system of excessive tare 
on American baled cotton; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. CASEY presented a petition of 55 citizens of Valley City, N. 
Dak. ; a petition of 23 citizens of Englevale, N. Dak.; a petition of 63 
citizens of Mapleton, N. Dak.; a eee of 47 citizens of Steele, N. 
Dak.; a petition of 52 citizens of Dawson, N. Dak.; a petition of 61 
citizens of Oakes, N. Dak.; a petition of 75 citizens ot Hillsboro, N. 
Dak.; a petition of 92 citizens of Lamoure, N. Dak.; a petition of 62 
citizens of Oakes, N. Dak.; and a petition of 42 citizens of Hudson, N. 
Dak., praying for the speedy passage of a law making it unlawful to 
transport liquors from one State or Territory of the United States into 
any other State or Territary contrary to the laws thereof; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MOODY presented a petition of the representatives of the farm- 
ers of Minnehaha County, South Dakota, praying for legislation in be- 
half of the agricultural interests of the country; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of the Carpenters and Joiners’ 
Union, No. 446, of Indianapolis, Ind.; a memorial of Painters’ Union, No. 
47, of Indianapolis, Ind.; a memorial of the Indianapolis (Ind.) Typo- 
graphical Union, No. 1; and a memorial of the Curled Hair Spinners’ 
Union, of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against the proposed in- 
crease of duty on leaf-tobacco; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of firms doing business in Evansville, 
Ind,, praying for the tion of a rebate clause in the tariff bill for 
stocks of sugar on hand; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, presented the petition of John C. Car- 
penter and 40 others (20 voters and 21 women), citizens of Baltimore 
County, Maryland, praying for the proposal of a constitutional amend- 
ment prohibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transpor- 
tation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PASCO presented the petition of Walter S. Turner and 56 other 
citizens of Citrus and Marion Counties, Florida, praying for the pas- 
sage of Senate bill 3817, for the protection of actual settlers under the 
homestead and pre-emption laws upon phosphate lands in that State; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, of 
Cedar Valley, Nebr., and a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, of Pleas- 
ant Dale, Seward County, Nebraska, praying for the passage of what 
are known as the Conger lard bill and the Butterworth option bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of J. D. McKnight and 60 others, 
of Ellington, Conn.; the petition of Rev. W. G. Fennell, in behalf of 
425 members of the First Baptist church, of Middleton, Conn., and 
the petition of Saidie A. Ogden and 18 other citizens of South Nor- 
walk, Conn., praying for the proposal of a constitutional amendment 
prohibiting the manufacture, ete., of all aleoholie liquors as a beverage; 
which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the memorial of 25 of the leading and emi- 
nent lawyers of Worcester, Mass.; of 51 members of the Laurel Street 
Methodist Society in that city; of 100 persons belonging to Post No. 10 
of the Grand Army of the Republic of that city; of 77 persons who are 
representative professional and business men; of 550 persons belong- 
ing to the Salem Street Congregational Society; of 43 persons belong- 
ing to the Pilgrim Church; of 62 persons belonging to the Park Avenue 
Society; of 59 persons bel g to the Loyal Women’s League; of 47 
persons belonging to the Belmont Society in Worcester, and of 51 col- 
ored persons, all asking that the action of the Senate which defeated 
the measure known as the Blair educational bill may be reconsidered 
and that Congress will enact into law that bill or something equivalent, 
whereby the means of impartial primary education in free public schools 
my be secured to all the illiterate freedmen and white inhabitants of 
the South. 

I desire to be permitted to say, in presenting these memorials, that 
the memorialists represent whatever there is of character, intelligence. 
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and public spirit in that community as probably no other collection of 
names to be made in favor of one public object would be likely to do 
and that the purpose which they have at heart is very dear to the hearts 
of the men who have given this country its character and molded its 
history, as I believe, in the past. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorials will lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of George Morrow and 144 oth- 
ers (93 voters and 52 women), citizens of Toronto, Ohio, praying for 
the proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the mannfact- 
ure, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic 
liquors as a beverage; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Healso presented a petition of 25 members of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Bridgeport, Ohio, praying for the passage of laws 
to prevent the carrying of obscene literature through the mails, etc. ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Xenia, Ohio; a petition of 
8 citizens of Elyria, Ohio; a petition of 58 citizens of Toledo, Ohio; and 
a petition of citizens of Newark, Ohio, preying for the passage of a bill 
to limit the hours of work for employés of firstand second class post- 
goas which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Mr. BLAIR presented a letter in the nature of a memorial of the New 
Hampshire State Grange of 8,000 members, setting forth the reasons for 
granting bounty upon the manufacture of maple sugar and maple sirup 
if bounties are given for the manufacture of sugar of any kind, as pro- 
— in the McKinley bill; which was referred to the Committee on 

nee. 
PRIVATE STRUCTURES ON PUBLIC GROUNDS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the remonstrance of Frank W. Hackett, 
Matilda B. Hornblower, and L. J. Davis,whom I know to be highly re- 
spectable citizens of the District of Columbia, against legalizing pri- 
vate structures on public grounds in the District of Columbia. 

In this connection I ask unanimous consent to say that these people 
inform me that they had not heard of the subject being before the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and therefore had no oppor- 
tunity to present their views, and under the circumstances J think it 
would be right to ask the committee, as I see the bill was reported 

rday, to allow it to be recommitted and let these people be heard. 

Mr. TELLER. What bill is it? 

a raps DS. It is a bill about legalizing structures on public 
grounds. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Order of Business 1592, a bill (S. 3736) legal- 
izing the action of the commissioners of the District of Columbia in 

ting permits to extend any building or buildings beyond the build- 
ing line and declaring such building or buildings to be lawful structures. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be recommitted to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, if there be no objectian. 

Mr. SPOONER. I reported the bill. I did not hear the observa- 
tions submitted by the Senator from Vermont in support of his motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Istated that these highly respectable peoplesent 
mea remonstrance this morning, having seen in the Star last evening that 
such a report had been made, and stated to me personally through one of 
them that they had never heard of such a question being pending and 
had had no opportunity to present their views. ‘ore I thought 
it would be fair and would not injure anybody’s interest to let the 
committee hear them, and then everybody would be satisfied. 

Mr. VEST. Did the bill come from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no particular objection to the bill goin 
back to the committee, but it was in the hands of asubcommittee, an 
if any one wants to be heard in regard to the bill he can communicate 
with that member of the committee. The report of the committee was 
unanimous. However, let it be recommitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be recommitted, if 
there be no objection, to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1999) to place upon the retired-list of 
the Army of the United States certain submitted an adverse 
report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S, 
3208) toamend section 4787 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr.MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, tọ whom was referred the bill (H. R. 949) to amend section 4787 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to report it adversely. 
I understand from the parties interested that it is desired that the bill 
rarer 850 upon the Calendar with the adverse report. I ask that that 

0 x 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the memorial of the Legislature of Washington in 
favor of an appropriation for the construction and maintenance of a 
military wagon-road from Fort Townsend to Cape Flattery, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the committee 
were discharged from the consideration of the memorial. ' 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2434) making an appropria- 
tion for the survey, building, and maintaining of a military wagon-road 
between Port Townsend and Cape Flattery, Washington, to report it 
adversely. I understand from the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
SQUIRE] that he desires the bill shall go upon the Calendar with the 
adverse report. I ask that it be so ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8514) to increase the 
limit of cost of site and public building at Duluth, Minn., reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4028) e a pension to Mrs. 
Sarah Wheat; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PIERCE introduced a bill (S. 4029) to provide for building and 
maintaining an Indian industrial school in the vicinity of Bismarck, in 
the State of North Dakota; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 4030) granting a pension to John 
McLeaster; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 95) relative to 
certain bonds, drafts, and other papersin the De t of State; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. ALLEN, Mr. CAMERON, Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. MOODY, and 
Mr. SQUIRE submitted amendments intended to be proposed by them, 
respectively, to the river and harbor e reer bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PASCO. I submit an amendment, intended to be proposed to 
the river and harbor bill, so as to increase the appropriation forimprov- 
ing Cumberland Sound. I submit also a communication from the 
Fernandina Chamber of Comm: to accompany the amendment, 
and other papers, and move that they be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and that the amendment be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. I also present an amendment intended fo be proposed 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill, for the purpose of educating the 
children in the villages of Warrington and Woolsey, on the naval reser- 
vation at the navy-yard at Pensacola. This reservation is near the 
nayy-yard. ‘The two villages are there, and no provisions have been 
made either by the State or United States Jaws for the education of the 
children. The matter has been brought to my attention and that of 
my colleague in frequent communications, and the responsibility of the 
education of the children seems to rest on the General Government, 
and no provision has been made forit. The matterhas been approved 
by the former Secretary of the Navy, whose letter is here, and there 
has been a verbal approval, I understand, by the present Secretary of 
the Navy. There are other papers from Surgeon Ross and other gen- 
tlemen connected with the navy-yard, accompanying the proposed 
amendment. I move that the amendment, with the accompanying 
papers, be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and that 
the amendment be printed. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

W. P. BROWNLOW. 

Mr. HARRIS submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
& the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 

mate: - 

Resolved, That there be paid to W. P. Brownlow, assistant superintendent, for 
extra services in folding-room from July 1, 1889, to June 30, 1890, 8240. 

COLUMBIA RIVER BRIDGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi; 
ness, that order is closed, and the Senate resumes the consideration 
of the Calendar under Rule VIII. The first bill gn the Calendar at 


the point reached when last under consideration will be stated. 
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Mr. MITCHELL. Before we proceed with the regular order for to- 
day, I desire to state that yesterday I entered a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which a certain bridge bill was passed day before yesterday. 
I ask that the vote may be reconsidered now in order that an amend- 
ment may be offered to the bill; and I think the matter can be dis- 
posed of in a very few moments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 3795) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Columbia River by the Oregon Railway Exten- 
sions Company. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question before the Senate is on 
the motion of the Senator from Oregon to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was i 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iwill state my purpose in a moment. The bill 
was reported from the Committee on Commerce as an original bill by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. My object in moving to recon- 
sider it is to strike out the thirteenth section, which repeals all other 
acts relating to bridges on that portion of the river. There has been 
an act passed at the present session of Congress authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge a short distance from this int, a few miles up 
the river, and I fear if this bill should pass in its present form it might 
be held to be a repeal of the provisions of that act, and I do not desire 
that. I have no objection to the bill whatever if section 13 is stricken 
out, If the vote can be reconsidered and that section stricken out I 
shall then have no objection to the of the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have examined section 13. I find it was inserted 
in the bill as it came from the committee in the form of a substitute 
bill. Ido not think that the striking out of that section will in any 
manner interfere with the efficiency of the bill, and if that is the ob- 
ject of the reconsideration, I have no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the vote by 
which the bill was and the vote by which it was ordered to a 
third reading will be reconsidered, and the bill is before the Senate 
and open to amendment, 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move tostrike ont the thirteenth section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will read the section 
p to be stricken out, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec, 13. That all former acts or parts of acts granting authority for the erection 
of any bridge or bridges over the portion of said Columbia River over which 
the construction of a bridge is authorized by this act be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed in each and every case where actual construction of said 
oes 25 bridges be not commenced on or before the date of the approval of 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to make one further suggestion, though 
I do not know that there will be any objection tomy purpose. This bill, 
as I understand it, gives two years to this company within which to 
commence the construction of this bridge. Ido not think that length 
of time ought to be allowed, and I hope the promoters of the bill will 
agree to limit the time. However, if they are not disposed to do it I 
shall not move an amendment to that effect. I think the time ought 
to be limited. 

Mr. VEST. It is proper to state that this bill as reported from the 
committee is a substitute prepared by the Engineer Bureau, and the 
thirteenth section, as the bureau intended it, was simply to provide 
against the multiplication of bridges upon that part of the river. My 
own opinion is, although I am not as familiar with the locality of course 
as the Senators representing Washington and Oregon, that too many 
bridges are being constructed there, I have no doubt that was the opin- 
ion of the Engineer Bureau, though upon subsequent examination I find 
the lan they used was unfortunate. I have no objection, myself, 
to striking out the thirteenth section. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I will inquire of the Senator from Washington 
if he would have any objection to modifying the bill so that this com- 
pany shall commence the construction of the bridge within one year. I 
think it onght to be amended in that respect. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hardly think that request should be made. This 


bill is a substitute bill pre by the committee with the approval 
_ of the neer in charge of the Northwest and affirmed very decidedly 
by the Chief of Engineers at Washington. The intention is, as I am 


advised, to proceed at once to the construction of the bridge. I have 
not definite information, but I thought that the time limited was the 
usual and proper time, and that the bill no doubt had been carefully 
guarded by the officers of the Government who are concerned in such 
matters. It seems to me the Senator ought not to insist upon this ad- 
ditional amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The more I think of it the more I feel that I 
ought toinsist upon such an amendment in the interest of the people of 
my own State, and also of the State which the Senator has the honor to 
represent. I do not think that this company, or any other company, 
ought to be itted two years by this bill, or by any other bill we may 

in which to commence work. The Senator states that he thinks 
it is the intention to commence work immediately. If that is true, 


then certainly there can be no objection to limiting the time to one 
year. 

I will move to strike out the word two,“ in line 3 of section 12, 
That will give them one 


and insert in lieu thereof the word one. 


full year from the date of the passage of this act to commence the con- 
struction of the work, and will give them four years from the date ot 
the approval of the act within which to complete the bridge. It seems 
to me that is very liberal. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to make an inquiry of the Senator from Ore- 
gon. Is he able to tell me the time limited for the commencement of 
work in the other bills providing for bridges across the Columbia 
River? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam not able to do so just at this moment, but 

thaps I can answer that question in a minute. = 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposing tostrike 
out section 13 will be considered as agreed to, if there be no objection. 
lt is agreed to. The Senator from Oregon now moves to amend as will 
a spei Will the Senator send the desk copy of the bill to the 
clerks? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. I will answer the Senator from Wash- 
ington. I notice on examination that the bill (S. 89) to authorize the 
Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct and maintain a 
bridge across the Columbia River between the State of Oregon and the 
State of Washington and to establish it as a post-road does give two 
years within which to commence the work, I think it is all wrong. 
Had my attention been called to it at the time, I certainly should have 
been disposed to limit them to one year. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think, in view of the fact that two years is the time 
allowed in the other bill and in view of the further fact that it is now 
late in the season and winter is approaching, one year perhaps is too 
limited a time. Therefore, £ hope the Senator from Oregon will not 
insist upon changing the bill and making it different from the other 
bills providing for bridges across the same river. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Under the circumstances I will withdraw the 
amendment, but I express the hope that both bills will be amended in 
the other House so as to compel the companies to commence the con- 
struction of the bridges within one year, or if the bills go into confer- 
ence I hope that will be done there. 

Mr. VEST. I want to make a single remark upon that question. 
All these bridge bills have a provision in them now, and have had for 
the past five years, providing that the construction of the bridge shall 
be commenced ata certain time and completed inacertain time. That 
provision originated from the experience of the Commerce Committee, 
growing out of certain transactions where it was discovered that these 
charters were obtained for speculative purposes, and by persons who 
took them to the city of New York and other large cities and peddled 
them out, the men who obtained them from Congress never having had 
any idea of constructing the bridges themselves. 

Mr. 3 That is the very reason why I made the sugges- 
tion I did. 

Mr. VEST. Now, if the Senator will permit me, I will say further 
that first the Committee on Commeree agreed to put the limitation at 
twelve months, and in almost every instance, even where the parties 
really intended in good faith to build the bridges, they would come, 
through their Senators. and Representatives, and apply for an exten- 
sion of time, urging that were financial difficulties about raising the 
money; that bad weather had prevented the construction of the work; 
that they had been disappointed in their anticipationsas to various cir- 
cumstances that were necessary to happen, etc. So the Engineer Bu- 
reau, under its present efficient and worthy head, General Casey, on 
consultation with the subcommittee on bridges of the Committee on 
Commerce, came to the conclusion to put this time at two years, so 
that there could not possibly be any complaint from these parties as 
to the time within which the work should be commenced, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment being withdrawn, 
if there be no further amendment, the bill will be ordered to a third 
readin, 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MARTIN, Chief 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8555) to authorize the President of the 
United States to cause certain lands, heretofore withdrawn from mar- 
ket for reservoir purposes, to be restored to the public domain, subject 
to entry under the homestead law, with certain restrictions. 

‘The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 10312) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for contingent expenses of the House of Represent- 
atives; 

A bill (H. R. 3223) for the relief of John M. Eddy, Elizabeth K. Car- 
roll, Alice B. Eddy, and Frank M. Eddy; 

A bill (H. R. 789) opening to settlement a portion of the Fort Ran- 
dall military reservation in South Dakota; 

A bill (H. R.8831) to amend an act entitled An act authorizing the 
construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at or near Kansas City, 
Kans., and not over 10 miles above the Hannibal and St. Joseph 
Railway bridge at Kansas City, Mo., approved March 1, 1859; and 

A bill (H. R. 10813) authorizing and directing the Secretary of War 


_ Arey; and it was thereupon signed by the Presi 
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to establish new harbor-lines in Portage Lake, Houghton County, 
Michigan. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 7330) granting a pen to William R. 
ent pro tempore. 


COLUMBIA RIVER IMPROVEMENT, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first billon the Calendar at the 
point reached when last under consideration will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 3473) making appropriations for the 
improvement of the Columbia River. 

Mr. MITCHELL. My colleague [Mr. DOLPH] has charge of that 
bill. He happens to be absent from the Senate at this time. I hope 
the bill may be passed over informally, and not lose its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill on the Calendar will 
be stated, Senate bill 3473 retaining its place on the Calendar. 


MOSES PENDERGRASS. 
The bill (S. 3513) for the relief of Moses Pendergrass, of Missouri, 


~ was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for settling 


and auditing the accounts and claim of Moses Pendergrass as contractor 
in carrying the mails, in the State of Missouri, from July 1, 1887, to 
May 6, 1888, upon the basis and amount of $317 per annum as his bid 
for such service, under the advertisement of September 15, 1886, and of 
the orders of the Post-Office Department increasing the service thereon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the following report, submitted by 
Mr. SAWYER April 21, 1890: 

The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 3513) for the relief of Moses Pendergrass, have duly considered the same 
and submit the following report: 

On September 15, 1886, the late Postmaster-General, William F. Vilas, caused 
the advertisement of that date to be published inviting e for carrying 
the mails of the United States in the State of Missouri, from July 1, 1887, to 
June 30, 1891, upon the various routes designated therein and in accordance 
with the requirements therein. The advertisement for the service from Knob 
Lick, by sae big and Avon, to Coffman, was as follows: 

28630. From Knob Lick, by Libe: ille and Avon, to Coffman, 15 miles and 
poe six times a week to Libertyville, 6 miles, and three times a week the res- 

ue. 

Leave Knob Lick daily, except Sunday, at 2.45 p. m. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, unless somebody else wants it, I 
do not care to hear the list of arrivals and departures read, but I should 
like to hear what the statement of the committee is about the case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the report will be 
continued, omitting the parts indicated by the Senator from Vermont. 

The Secretary resumed the reading, and read the conclusion of the 
report, as follows: 

These papers show beyond any doubt that Mr. Pendergrass intended to make 
a bid of per year, and so believed untilafter he had carried the mail on the 
route for more than four months; and then, after he ascertained that there was 
some mistake and that the Department claimed his bid was only $M, he still car- 
ried the mail up to May 6, 1888, showing his good faith and his anxiety to get 
the matter settled without loss or detriment to the Government or to the public 
service. 

The equities in favor of Mr. Pendergrass are very strong, and he should not 
be permitted to suffer by the oversight or neglect of others when the Govern- 
ment has lost nothing thereby. The bill proposes to pay to Mr. Pendergrass the 
amount he would have been entitled tohad the next lowest bidder been given 
the contract; in other words, if his bid had been $400, the lowest bidder would 
have been Mr. Trestrail, at $317, and this bill pays Mr. Pendergrass at the rate 
of $317 for the time he carried the mails, including the increased service on the 
route, to wit, 8879.56. If Mr. Pendergrass were to be paid at the rate of his bid, 
$400, the amount due him would be $480.13. 

Your committee therefore report this bill back to the Senate favorably, and 
recommend its passage. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I can explain in a moment the 
whole facts of the case, for I prepared the case from beginning to end. 
This man, Pendergrass, who made the bid, could neither read nor 
write, and he got the postmaster and the justice of the peace to make 
out his bid, and he told them to put in the bid for $400, but when it 
was forwarded here it was found that the bid was but $4, and it was 
accepted, and the vouchers were sent back to the man and filled out, 
and he carried the mails beginning on the ist of July to some time 
after the Ist of October, the end of the first quarter, when they sent 
him a check—the services in the mean time had been increased toa 
daily mail—for a dollar and something. He sent it back and said it 
was a mistake, that his bid was for $400, and he must have the in- 
creased sum. They had some correspondence, but he continued to 
carry out the contract, and he carried on the service until about the 
Ist of May 7 8 

Mr. SAWYER. He carried the mail until they made a new arrange- 
ment, 

Mr. COCKRELL. He carried the mail until they made an arrange- 
ment. He gave notice that he would give up the contract, but he 
waited until they could let it again, and now this bill proposes to pay 
him in proportion to the lowest bid that was received, not the $400 
bid that he had made, but there was a bid that was lower by about 
$40 or $50, and this bill proposes to pay him for the time he actually 
carried the mail at the rate of the lowest bid. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is satisfactory to me, Mr. President. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed ſor a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADDITIONAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE FOR ARIZONA. 

The bill (S. 2821) to provide for an additional associate justice of 
the supreme court of the Territory of Arizona was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think in line 4 of section 3, as a matter of safety, 
after the word as, the words is or“ should be inserted, so as to 
say ‘‘at such time or place as is or may be prescribed by law.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 4, afte» the word as,“ it 
is proposed to insert is or; so as to read: 

At such time and place as is or may be prescribed by law, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. ; 


NEW MEXICO AND ARIZONA. 


The bill (H. R. 3940) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to extend 
the fees of certain officers over the Territories of New Mexico and Ari- 
zona was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It provides that the Act to regulate the fees and costs to be allowed 
clerks, marshals, and attorneys of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States, and for other purposes,’’ approved February 26, 1853, 
and section 837 of the Revised Statutes shall be extended to the Ter- 
ritories of New Mexico and Arizona, and shall apply to the fees of all 
officers in such Territories, but the district attorney shall not, by fees 
and salary together, receive more than $6,000 per year, and all fees or 
moneys received by him above that amount shall be paid into the Treas- 
ury of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, LI wish that bill might be passed over fora mo- 
ment informally. I am not sure but that there should be a limitation 
in it as to other officers besides the district attorney, though I think 
the section of the Revised Statutes referred to does that thing. This 
is a House bill, and if the Senate is willing I should like it to be passed 
for a few moments, and I will look it over and see what is needed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over inform- 
ally, to be taken up for consideration subsequently. The next bill 
on the Calendar will be stated. 


JAMES C. BOOTH. 

The bill (S. 1367) for the relief of the heirs and legal representatives 
of James C: Booth, deceased, late melter and refiner of the mint of the 
Unies States at Philadelphia, was considered as in Committee of the 

Ole. * 

It provides for the payment to the heirs at law and legal represent- 
atives of James C. Booth, deceased, late melter and refiner of the mint 
of the United States at Philadelphia, of $1,841.87, in full for the cost 
value of 1,980.12 ounces of silver bullion, of standard fineness, depos- 
ited by him with the superintendent of the mint to make good a defi- 
ciency of that amount of bullion in the accounts of the mint for the 
fiseal year 1885, the same being the number of ounces of standard sil- 
ver bullion contained in three bars missing from the mint, supposed to“ 
have been stolen while in the charge of the melter and refiner, but for 
waia safe storage could not be provided for want of vault capacity in 
the mint. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES C. ELY, 

The bill (H. R. 6845) directing the issue of a duplicate of a lost check, 
drawn by O. M. Carter, lieutenant United States Engineer Corps, in 
favor of Charles C. Ely, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that O. M. Carter, lieutenant Engineer Corps, 
United States Army, did, on the 3d of July, 1889, issue a check, num- 
bered 139164, upon the assistant treasurer of the United States at New 
York, in favor of Charles C. Ely, for $3,929.95, in payment of contract 
work done at Brunswick, Ga., which check is all to have been lost_ 
in transmission through the mails by Benjamin D. Greene, of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., to whom it had been assigned, and that the provisions of the 
act of February 16, 1885, amending section 3646, Revised Statutes ot 
the United States, authorizing United States disbursing officers and 
agents to issue duplicates of lost checks, apply only to checks drawn 
for $2,500 or less, i 

The bill therefore proposes to direct Lieut. O. M. Carter to issue a 
duplicate of the original check under such regulations in regard to its 
issue and payment as have been prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Třeasury for the issue of duplicate checks under the provisions of sèc- 
tion 3646, Revised Statutes of the United States. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
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SOUTHERN EXPOSITION. AT LOUISVILLE, KY, 


The bill (H. R. 1306) for the relief of the Southern ion at 
Louisville, Ky., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to relieve and di the Southern Exposition at Louis- 
ville, Ky., of all obligations to the United States for duty on certain 
lots of goods consigned to it for exhibition p from Russia, in 
the year 1885, amounting in all to the sum of .90, more or less; 
and the bonds executed by the company to pay the duty are declared 
canceled and held for naught, the goods having been consigned to the 
exposition as exhibits of Russian industries, and not being intended 
for consumption in this country. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

COINAGE OF SILVER. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. PLUMB April 21, 1890, relating to 
the coinage of silver, etc., was announced as the next business on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that order of business go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It will be passed over without prej- 
udice. 

FORT BROOKE MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. CALL. I ask the Senate to take up for consideration the bill 
(S. 2786) for the donation of Fort Brooke military reservation at Tampa, 
Fla., for free schools and other purposes, which has been heretofore 
passed over without prejudice, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Where is that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is under the head of cases passed 
over without prejudice under Rule VIII, and subject to call.“ The 
bill will be read at length. : 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, and the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole proceeded to consider it. 

Mr. CALL. I offer an amendment which is reported from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read by the 
Secretary. 

Mr. CALL. It is an additional section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator state that the 
amendment was reported from the Committee on Public Lands? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir; by my colleague [Mr. Pasco]. It was just 
handed to me as the action of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will examine the files 
and report the amendment from the files. 

Mr. CALL. This amendment, I will state, was handed to me by my 
colleague in the last few minutes. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then it is nota report from the Com- 
mittee on Publie Lands? 

Mr. CALL. It was handed to me with the information that the 
Committee on Public Lands had acted upon and recommended it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not been reported to the Sen- 


ate. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the junior Senator from Florida was author - 
ized by the committee to make that report. I can not say whether it 
has been actually made or not. Perhaps it has not been made formally; 
and, if not, perhaps the bill had better be passed over until the report 
is made, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The files do not show that the amend- 
ment has been reported from the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator from Florida that the bill 
be passed over. 

Mr. CALL. I have no objection to that course except for the fact 
that some members of the Committee on Public Lands are here, and 
they stated the fact to me as I have stated it to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can offer the amend- 
ment on his own responsibility. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Chair is satisfied, as the Senate must be, upon 
the statement made that the committee has directed the amendment 
to be offered, is it necessary that it should be formally reported? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The chairman of the committee is 

resent. 
p Mr. PLUMB. The junior Senator from Florida was authorized to 
report an amendment of that kind, but I do not understand that it can 
be reported by an outside party. I will say, however, that so far as I 
am concerned I am opposed to the adoption of the amendment, and ir 
my objection will be effective to carry the bill over I shall object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator has the right to object, 
the case being called up under Rule VIII. 

Mr. CALL. I have no power at this time to take any other action, 
the Senate not being full. I will state, however, that I did not report 
that amendment from the committee, but as I stated my colleague had 
informed me, as well as other members of the committee, that it had 
been directed to be reported by the committee. 

Mr. PLUMB. The statement is undoubtedly correct, Mr. Presi- 
dent. I do not question that the Senator from Florida has made the 
statement in exact accordance with the facts, but in order still to bring 
it within the proper rule the Senator’s colleague must make the report. 


In the mean time, as I said, I object to the consideration of the bill, be- 
cana me 9 7 has not yet been made. I object to the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. CALL, I hope it will be passed over without prejudice, then, 
and I appeal to the Senator from Kansas that we may be allowed to 
have a vote upon it when my colleague comes in. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘That is all right. It may retain its place on the 
Calendar for the purpose of disposition whenever the report is made, 
and when it is made and in proper shape to be considered I shall not 
then object to the consideration of the bill, but shall take issue with 
the proposition of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Kansas to object to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do object, and I ask that it may pass over without 
prejudice, 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over, re- 
taining its place on the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

SONS OF AMERICAN REVOLUTION. 


The bill (S. 3471) to incorporate the Society of the Sons of the Amer- 
ican Revolution was announced as the next bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator reporting that is not present, and 
probably the bill had better be over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF JAMES AND WILLIAM CROOKS. 


The bill (S. 311) for the relief of the representatives of James and 
wee Crooks, of Canada, was considered as in Committee of the 

ole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 12, after the word twelve, to 
strike out aud interest on said sum from the day of seizure to the date 
of approval of this act;“ so as to read: 

That the Secre a 
eriei nasen aa K So abe lngeh Geoeonal sepesmestetion ec recicromnin: 
tives of the late James Crooks, and to the legal personal sentative or rep- 
resentatives of the late William Crooks, said James and W! having 
been citizens of Canada, the sum of $5,000, the value of a vessel called the Lord 
Nelson, illegally seized by Lieutenant Woolsey, of the Navy of the United 
States, on Lake Ontario, on the 5th day of June, 1812. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know why itis that this case 
has been pending so long, from 1812 to 1890, seventy-eight years and 
why it has not been presented before and adjudicated. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. President, this is a bill for the settlement of a 
claim nearly eighty years old, and there are various causes why it has 
not been disposed of before. It has been the subject-matter of com- 
plaint to our Government on some five or six different occasions through 
the Secretary of State. It has been recommended by no less than four 
Presidents of the United States, but for various reasons action on the 
reports of committees in either House on the matter has been delayed. 
This delay has been accounted for, and there has been a good deal of 
controversy as to the amount that ought to be allowed, owing to ihe 
claim for interest. The Committee on Foreign Relations are agreed 
unanimously as to the amount of the principal, but they were not 
agreed as to paying interest. The interest on the whole amount would 
be some twenty-four or twenty-five thousand dollars, This bill isa 
sort of compromise to pay the principal, $5,000, the value of the ves- 
sel, and it was ascertained by a special commission sent by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy years ago to Buffalo to inquire into it. The result of 
that was that the value of the vessel was fixed at $5,000. 7 

Mr. COCKRELL. Isuggestan amendment at the end of the bill, 
after 52,500 for each of these parties, to add, which said sums 
shall be received by said parties and each of them as full payment 
and satisfaction of all claims on account of the loss of said vessel 
against the United States.“ : 

Mr. PAYNE. It should be $2,500 to each. There are two items 
amounting to $5,000. The discharge is implied hy the acceptance of 
the bill, of course. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know, but it had better be stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
stated by the Secretary. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add, at the end of the bill, 
t which said sums shall be received by said representatives and each 
of them as a full payment and satisfaction of all claims, on account of 
the loss of said vessel, against the United States. 

Mr. PAYNE. There is no objection to that whatever. The eom- 
mittee do not propose to pay more than this vessel was assessed at by 
United States authorities. The seizure was on Lake Ontario before 
the declaration of war. It is considered by our Government that we 
are liable for it. The committee are satisfied of that. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, as a member of the committee that 
reported this bill I have never been able togive my consent to it. The 
declaration of war on the part of the United States Government in 1812 
was a declaration that a state of war then existed between Great Britain 
and the United States. The United States accepted as belligerent and 
as creating a state of war those acts of aggression upon our commerce 
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which had been increasing from time to time for two years or more 
which were very insulting and very outrageous in every respect. There 
was a very large body of American citizenship at that time, as history 
informs us, who thought that the Government of the United States was 
entirely too slow in the recognition of the actual state of war. 

This seizure was made by a lieutenant of the United States Navy— 
I believe of the Navy 

Mr. COCKRELL, Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN, Twelve days before the formal declaration of war 
took place, and while it perhaps was not, in the eye of the law of na- 
tions, a justifiable seizure which the courts were bound to sustain upon 
a libel filed in a court of admiralty for the condemnation of the ship, 
yet it was an act of retaliation or rather of reciprocal hostility on the 
part of that lieutenant which the Government very highly applauded 
and the people very highly applauded. That act was heartily ap- 
proved by the poopie of the United States and also by the Government, 
as far as we are advised. Certainly the Government of Great Britain 
and the Government of the United States have not considered that it 
was necessary to go into any negotiation for the settlement of this 
claim upon international grounds, grounds of public policy, of public 
law. These claimants come here and throw themselves upon our gen- 
erosity, being British subjects or descendants of British subjects, and 
those people at that time having inflicted immense losses upon our 
commeree which have never been compensated, and nobody has ever 
thought about asking for compensation. I do not know that there is 
any necessity for making so broad the mantle of our charity over this 
matter as to call on us for this appropriation. 

They have been here claiming a very large amount of interest, in- 
terest runuing, I believe, away back to1812, but they have abandoned 
that finally and concluded that they would take the principal sum, 
which was the ascertained value of the ship as found in the libel pro- 
ceedings in the State of New York. 

But I do not concede that the Government of the United States is 
under any legal or moral responsibility for the act of seizure in this 
case. A state of war between the United States and Great 
Britain for a year before hostilities were absolutely flagrant between 
the two countries; and it was only when the British Government 
through its unjustifiable conduct pushed us to the wall and got our 
Administration here at last to recognize that a state of war existed 
that we were thrown into that attitude. 

Now, because twelve days elapsed between the seizure of this ship 
and the formal declaration of war, I can not understand that we have 
any obligation resting upon us that we shall compensate these claim- 
ants for that ship. I suppose if we were to go to the British Parlia- 
ment now for compensation in behalf of all those owners of vessels 
whose sailors were taken from on board our ships and whose property 
was captured, and make a demand upon Parliament for the payment 
of the damages that we sustained because the events were shortly be- 
fore the formal declaration of war, we should be laughed at. They 
would say We were doing what we could to conduct war against you; 
you had not still recognized the condition formally and regularly of 
the existence of war, and we do not consider that we are under obli- 

tion to pay for that any more than we would be to pay for any other 
—— occurring while war was actually t. 

I have not been able to get my consent to vote for this bill. 

The PRESIDENT te tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Foreign Relations. It will be 
again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 15, after the word Crooks, it is pro- 
posed to strike out one. half,“ and after the word sum,“ in the 
same line, to strike out found due under this act“ and insert ‘‘of 
$2,500,” 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill: 

Which sums shall be received by said representatives aud each of them as a 
full arent and satisfaction of all claims on account of the loss of said vessel 
against the United States. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I was so unfortunate as not to hear 
the observations of my colleague on the committee [Mr. MORGAN], 
but the subject of the liability of our Government for this incident or 
the amount of it has been debated for a very long time between our 
Government and the claimants, and has received periodically, and per- 
haps without any contradiction, an acceptance of the proposition that 
we were liable. 

There are some knotty propositions which could be debatéd and have 
been debated as to whether this was strictly true in respect to obliga- 
tion. The result we have now come to in the Committee on Foreign 
Relations is that whereas the claim if put strictly on right and carry- 
ing the consequences of indemnity for delay would amount to a very 
large sum of money, some fifty years’ interest being claimed as an in- 
cident and increment, we were quite satisfied to solve the matter by 
this very small appropriation that we have agreed to make. 

I think it would be very difficult to show that we were strictly liable 
for the injury inflicted, but there were various entanglements about 
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prize causes, about the funds in cases which were the proceeds of these 
sales, and a defalcation on the part of a clerk of a United States dis- 
trict court—not of this particular fund, but of a large fund—a great 
many years ago in New York which covered perhaps this fund as well. 

I should hope that the Senate would agree to the solution that we 
have arrived at in the Committee on Foreign Relations, and Iam quite 
sure it is not doing any injustice to the Treasury. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. President, one word in response to the Senator 
I believe he has got the statute of limitations in his 
mind, that forty years is about as far as it ought to run. 

Mr. MORGAN. Twenty years is the prescription throughout all the 
States of this country against a claim from anybody. 

Mr. PAYNE. This was first presented in 1819, and was recom- 
mended by President Monroe and has been recommended by no less 
than six Presidents and Secretaries of State since, and no one of them 
has ever questioned the liability of our Government for the value of 
the vessel. 

Mr. MORGAN. But I understand there have been adverse reports 
in both Houses against this claim. 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course there have been on one pretext or another. 
I want to explain why this long delay 

Mr. MORGAN. TheSenatorwillallowmeonemoment. ‘Pretext’’ 
makes no difference. We can not impute to a report of a committee of 
either House the term “pretext.” Committees must have reported 
against the claim on grounds which were substantial. That would 
break the run of the statute of limitations, and they had to come in 
after the adverse report and by some means get an opportunity or the 
leave of the Senate or House to bring in a new bill. I should say the 
statute of limitations ought to date to the new presentation of their 
claim. Twenty years—that is my proposition—ought to defeat a claim 
against the Government of the United States. 

Mr. PAYNE, Mr. President 

Mr. COCKRELL. We are under the rule, are we not, as to the 
limit of debate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senate desires to have the 
rule strictly enforced the Chair will obey its injunction. 

Mr, FRYE. The Senator from Ohio (Mr. PAYNE] has not spoken 
five minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the rule is that a Senator can 
only speak once. 

Mr. FRYE. But the Senator from Ohio was interrupted by the Sen- 
ator from Alabama. i 

Mr. PAYNE. The delay has been by the fault of our Government. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Let us vote upon this, or I must insist upon the 
rule, or otherwise object to the case. 

Mr. EVARTS. The vote may be taken, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]: 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PRINTING OF A REPORT. 


Mr. TELLER, In the course of the debate on the silver question 
several times reference has been made to the report of the Committee 
on Finance made by Mr. Hunter in 1852. There is not an opportunity 
to read that report or to obtain it except in the library, there being 
no copies extant at this late day. It is a valuable report and I ask 
the unanimous consent of the Senate that it may be printed as a docu- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Reprinted. - 

Mr. TELLER. Reprinted as 2 document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. The Senator will furnish the Secretary 
with the necessary reference. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say that I do not think it is neces- 
sary that the appendix to the report should be reprinted, but just the 
report itself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will indicate what he 
desires to have printed. 


CATHOLIC CHURCH IN MACON CITY, MO. 


The bill (S. 407) for the relief of the Catholic Church at Macon City, 
Mo., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for 
an investigation by the Quartermaster’s Department of the Army into 
the circumstances, character, and extent of the alleged use and occu- 
pation by the United States military authorities for Government pur- 
poses during the late war of the Catholic Church at Macon City, Mo., 
and the actual value of such use and occupation. The amount, if any, 
equitably due from the United States as the reasonable value of such 
use and oceupation is to be paid to the person or persons authorized to 
receive and receipt for the same, and the acceptance of any sum so paid 
is to be in full satisfaction of all claims of every kind and nature for 
such use and occupation, 

Mr. BLAIR. Is there a report in that case ? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is. The report will be read. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr, SPOONER 
April 23, 1890: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 207) for the relief 
of the Catholic Church at Macon City, Mo., haying had the same under consid- 
eration, respectfully report: 8 5 

The evidence filed in support of this claim shows that the church building 
was taken possession of and used and occupied by various commands of United 
States troops during the fall and winter of 1864. In accordance with precedent, 
it seems to be the policy of Congress to pay rent for the use and occupation of 
institutions of this character so situated. j 

Your committee therefore report the bill back with the recommendation that 
the same do pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
WASHINGTON IRON-WORKS. 


The bill (S. 1187) for the relief of the Washington Iron-Works was 
announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill was first reported from the 
Committee on Claims with amendment on the 23d of April, 1890, to 
strike out and insert and there is a subsequent report on the 22d of 
May from the same committee proposing to strike out and insert a 
different proposition. The last proposition will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment reported from the Committee on 
Claims May 22, 1890, by Mr. Hiccrxs, which was to strike out all 
after the enacting clause of the bill and in lieu thereof to insert: 

That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court of Claims toinqnire into 
and determine how much thesteam machinery built for the United States vessel 
Lenapee by the Washington Iron- Works, under its contract with the Navy De- 
partak cost the said contractor over and above the contract price and al- 
owances for extra work, and to enter judgment in favor of George M. Clapp, of 
the Washington Iron-Works. for the same: Provided, That the judgment shall 
not exceed the sum allowed by the board convened in pursuance of a resolution 
of the Senate of the United States, dated March 9, 1865, of which Thomas 0. 
Selfridge was the president, the said allowance being set forth in Senate Exech- 
tive Document No. 18, Thirty-ninth Congress, first session. 

Sec. 2, That at the hearing or on the trial of any suit so commenced either 
party, plaintiff or defendant, shall have the right to use before the court any 
testimony or documents which may be relevant to and competent upon the is- 
sues joined between the parties, and that the proceedings, trial, decision, and 
udgment of the said court shall be had in the same manner as in all other cases 

fore the said Court of Claims, and have the same effect; and that either party, 
plaintiff or defendant, may appeal from the decision or judgment of the said 
Court of Claims to the Supreme Court of the United States, in the same man- 

ner as now provided for in other cases. 
Mx. COCKRELL. Has that proposed amendment been printed? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not see either the Senator who reported this 
bill or the Senator who presented it present, and it may possibly lead 
to discussion. I think it had better be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be over. Does the 
Senator desire it over under Rule IX or without prejudice? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 


PRINTING AND OTHER DEFICIENCIES, 


Mr. HALE. I ask, out of order, as I was busy in the morning hour 
in the Committee on Appropriations, to report from that committee 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 10390) making an appropriation to 
supply a deficiency in the appropriation for public printing and bind- 
ing for the last quarter of the fiscal year 1890. I ask that the bill may 
be considered at the present time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
was, in line 3, after the enacting clause, to strike out the words That 
to“ and insert: 

That the following sums, or so much thereof as ma 
same are hereby, appropriated, out of any money in 
appropriated, for the following objects, namely: 

PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 13, after the date 1890,” to strike 
out the sum of,“ and in the same line, after the word dollars,“ to 
strike out ‘‘is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 29, to insert: 

For the Department of the Interior, not exceeding $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of the bill, to add: 


SENATE. 
For compensation and mileage of Senators, fiscal year 1890, $10,090. 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

Office Building, New York: For repairs to the United States office 
build ne At New York City, $20,009; said sum to be placed to the credit of the 
appropriation for repairs and preservation of public buildings, fiscal year 1890, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. - 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 


be necessary, be, and the 
e Treasury not otherwise 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 

“A bill making an appropriation to supply a deficiency in the ap- 
propriation for public printing and binding for the last quarter of the 
fiscal year 1890, and for other purposes.“ 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE FOR NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent, referring to Senate Cal- 
endar No. 1304, being the bill (S. 3387) to provide for an additional as- 
sociate justice of the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico, to 
report trom the Judiciary Committee a House bill on the same subject, 
which is identical in language with the Senate bill and which has 
passed the House of Representatives sinte the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary reported the Senate bill. I ask unanimous consent, in reporting 
this House bill, that it take the place on the Calendar that the Senate 
bill occupies, and that the Senate bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont. from the 
rer eae on the Judiciary, reports a bill the title of which will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 5966) to provide for an additional 
associate justice of the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, this bill 
will take its place on the Calendar as Order of Business 1304 and Sen- 
ate bill 3387 will be indefinitely postponed. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection, and it is so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. What has become of Order of Business 971 that 
we had under consideration? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was passed, and Order of Busi- 
ness 972 was over informally on the suggestion of the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. The next bill on the Calendar will 
be stated. j 

SIOP AT SPRINGFIELD ARMORY. 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 445) for the erection of a shop at the national armory, 
Springfield, Mass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FEES IN NEW MEXICO AND ARIZONA. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I ask leave now to return to Order 
of Business 972, being House bill 3940, that was laid aside temporarily. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 3940) to amend an act entitled An act to ex- 
tend the fees of certain officers over the Territories of New Mexico and 
Arizona.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have examined the statutes and I find that the 
House bill, through an inadvertence in the House committee undoubt- 
edly, refers to an old act of 1853, which was long since repealed, and 
only provides for the district attorney, and not for the marshal; and to 
effectuate precisely the same thing which the House desired to do, and 
which the Committee on the Judiciary and the Attorney-General think 
ought to be done, to put the marshal and the district attorney in those 
two Territories on the same footing as the marshals and district attor- 
neys in the other Territories have been for a long time, I move to 
amesd the House bill by striking out all after the enacting clause and 
inserting what I send to the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the enacting 
clause of the bill and in lieu thereof to insert: 


That the marshals and district attorneys of the Territoriesof New Mexico and 
Arizona, respectively, shall be allowed to retain of their fees and emoluments 
such sum as shall be 3 to make their whole compensation, including 
salary, $6,000 per year each, if such fees and emoluments shall be sufficient 
therefor; and all fees or moneys received by them 5 above such 
amount shall be paid into the Treasury of the United ; and their ac- 
counts shall be made, audited, returned, and settled, at the same times and in 
the same manner that the accounts of other and district attorneysare 
required to be made, audited, returned, and settled. 


‘The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

‘The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment 
and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. EDMUNDS, 
Mr. EVARTS, and Mr. VEST were appointed. 

ASSIGNEES OF ADDISON C. FLETCHER. 

The bill (S. 1205) for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk and others, as- 
signees of Addison C. Fletcher, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have that over for a few 
minutes. I will not object to it, but I should like to look atit. It 
covers a pretty heavy matter. 


1890. 


‘CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. - 


5769 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The bill 
will be over. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Lonly ask that it be passed over informally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. So the Chair understands. 


AGREEMENTS WITH CŒUR D'ALENE INDIANS. 


The bill (S. 2828) to ratify and confirm certain agreements with the 
Cœur d' Aléne Indians in Idaho Territory, and to make the necessary 
appropriations for carrying the same into effect, and for other purposes 
therein named was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. E 

Mr. DAWES. I think the Senate will ccnsent to omit the reading 
of the long list of Indian names which is contained in the bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. They will be omitted, if there be no, 


objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I suppose the amendments might be read now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first amendment reported by the 
committee will be read. 5 

Mr. MITCHELL. Omitting the names of the Indians, on page 18 
is an amendment of the committee, inserting a new section as sec- 
tion 4. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think those names ought to be read. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Oh, no, Mr. President. 

Mr. DAWES. Really no mortal man can read them at all. They 
might be printed in the RECORD if the Senator from New Hampshire 
desires. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Tho Senator from New Hampshire could not 
pronounce them himself. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would not pronounce them in the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The Senator from New Hampshire wants to dem- 
onstrate the necessity for the educational bill, I suppose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is advised that the reading 
of the bill has not been concluded. The reading will be continued, 
omitting the names. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
was, in section 3, on page 16, line 19, after the word ‘‘ agreements,” to 
strike out: 

The remaining $120,000 of the said $150,000 shall be paid in fifteen equal an- 
nual installments of $8,000 each, after the payment of the first installment of 
$30,000, the first of said fifteen annual installments to be paid on the day of 
——, 18—, and the said sum of $120,000is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in order to meet such annual in- 
stallments, respectively, said installments to be paid to said Cœur d’Aléne In- 
dians annually as aforesaid by the United States, and to be expended in the 
manner and for purposes as recited in article 6, or 7, or 8, or 9, one or all of the 
first of said agreements. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 35, before the word 
thousand,“ to insert hundred; so as to read: i 

And for the purpose of meeting the requirements of articles 2 and 3 of the 
second agreement aforesaid, the sum of $500,000 is hereby appropriated, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out sections 4 and 5, as follows: 

Sec. 4. That for the pay of the services of a physician, blacksmith, and car- 

nter and for the purchase of medicines for said rd’ Alene tribe of Indians, 

e sum of be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any moneysin 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. There is also hereby appropriated. 
out of any moneysin the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the additional 
sum of $—, to be used in the building of suitable houses for the accommoda- 
tion of the agency employés on said Cœur d’Aléne Indian reservation, and for 

the purchase of necessary tools and materials for use by the carpenter, black- 
smith, and other artisan employés, and also for the purpose of definitely sur- 
veying and determining the outboundaries of the said Coeur d’Aléne Indian 
reservation, wherever not marked by natural objects, the sum of $5,000 of the 
foregoing amount, or so much thereof as may be necessary,to be used for this 

8 the same to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the 

nterior. 

Src. 5, That all lands so sold or released to the United States, as recited or de- 
scribed in both of said two ‘eements shall, upon the of this act, be 
subject to the operations of the land laws of the United States, applicable to the 


of lands in the State of Washington and in Idaho Territory, and which 
laws are now hereby extended thereto. 


Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] desires to 
offer an amendment at that point. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the committee, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary has not completed the 
reading ofthe amendment of the committee. When that has been com- 
pleted the amendment of the Senator will be in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment that is to be amended be r#- 


ported. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Has the amendment of the committee been read? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading has not been completed. 
The committee propose to insert in lieu of what has been stricken out 
what will now be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert in lieu of sections 4 and5 
the following: 

Src. 4. That all lands so sold and released to the United States, as recited or 


described in both of said agreements, shall, on the of this be re- 
stored to the public domain, and shall be d of by United States to 
actual homestead law and under the 


settlers only, under the provisions of t 
law relative to town sites: Provided, That each settler, under and in accordance 


with the provisions of said homestead act, shall pay to the United States, for 
the land so taken by him, in addition to the fees provided by law, the sum of 
$1.25 per acre, and shall be entitled to a patent therefor, in accordance with 
said homestead laws, and after the full payment of said sums; but the rights 
of honorably discha: Union soldiers and sailors, as defined and d bed 
in sections 2304 and of Revised Statutes of the United States, shall not be 
abriged, except as to the said sum to be paid as aforesaid. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk 
to come in after the word ‘‘agreements,’’ in line 2 of the new sec- 
tion 4. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s amendment will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. Alter the word ‘‘agreements,’’ in line 2 of sec- 
tion 4, it is proposed to insert and not heretofore granted;’’ so as to 
read: A 

That all lands so sold and released to the United States, as recited or described 
in both of said agreements, and not heretofore granted, shall, on the passage 
of this act, be restored to the public domain, ete. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The object of this amendment is simply to pre- 
serve the rights of any parties who may have acquired rights from these 
Indians prior to the execution of this agreement. 5 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to amend farther, aiter the word granted,” 
by saying or reserved from entry or location.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment is not at this mo- 
ment in order unless the Senator from Oregon modifies his auendment 
so as to accept it. 

Mr. DAWES. What has the Senator in mind? 7 

Mr. REAGAN. I understand that isa general provision to take up 
lands anywhere. 

Mr. DAWES. This bill puts in the public domain a large tract of 
land and provides in very minute particulars how it can be taken by 
settlers. Perhaps if the Senator would read the whole of it he would 
be satisfied. 

Mr. REAGAN. Does it not include the country at large? 

Mr. DAWES. No — i 

Mr. REAGAN. What particular part of the country does it relate 
to? 

Mr. DAWES. The Cœur d' Aléne reservation. 

Mr. REAGAN. If it only applies to that I do not know that I care 
to press the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk 
to come in after the words ‘‘ town sites, in line 6 of section 4. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 4, line 6, after the words town 
sites,“ insert or to locators and purchasers under the mineral laws of 
the United States; so as to read: 

And shall be disposed of by the United States to actual settlers only, under 
the provisions of the homestead law and under the law relative to town sites, 
or to locators and purchasers under the mineral laws of the United States. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The object of that amendment is simply to enable 
parties to take up the lands that have been thrown open by this treaty, 
under the mineral law. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I offer the following amendment to come in after 
the word ‘‘settler,’’ in line 7 of section 4: to insert the w “or pur- 
chaser,” simply to make the section conform to what has been already 
agreed to. 


The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, in line 12 of section 4, I move to strike out 
the words ‘‘ homestead laws” and insert law under which the same 
may be entered as aforesaid;’’ so as to read: 

And shall be entitled to a patent therefor, in accordance with said law under 
which the same may be entered as aforesaid, and after the full payment of said 
sums. 

Mr. DAWES. Was the amendment suggested by the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] adopted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was not in order. ; 

Mr. REAGAN, Jet me inquire is this land in the Territory of Idaho? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is in the Territory of Idaho, not in the arid, 
but in the mountain region, and passes under the name of mineral and 
timber land. There is no arid country. ASA 

Mr. REAGAN. I think I had better insist on the amendment which 

I proposed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. As soon as the pending amendment 
is disposed of the amendment of the Senator from Texas will be in order. 
The question is on the amendment of the Senator from Oregon to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. Now, I move, in line 2, after the word granted,“ 
to insert the words or reserved from entry or location.“ : 

Mr. DAWES. Let us see how it will read then. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Secretary has the amendment. 


Mr. COCKRELL, Let the line and place where it comes in be ree 
ported j 


~ 
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The CHIEF CLERK. On page 18, section 4, line 2, after the word 
granted.“ it is proposed to insert or reserved from entry or loca- 
tion;’’ so as to read: 

That all lands so sold or leased to the United States as recited or described in 
both of apr pire and not heretofore granted or reserved from entry or 
location, s! on the passage of this act, be restored to the public domain, etc, 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not see that that will do any harm, and for 
abundant caution it may be well enongh to put it in, although I do 
not understand that this land is anywhere near those reservations. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for h third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

DANIEL N. BASH. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam informed by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
CULLOM] that on the last Saturday on which the Senate dealt with the 
Calendar a bill, Calendar No. 863, was taken up, and because of my 
absence was passed over. 

Mr. CULLOM. On that day I wis absent also. 

Mr. SPOONER. Task that it may be taken up now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the Order of Business? 

Mr. SPOONER. Order of Business, No. 863, for the relief of Maj. 
Daniel N. Bash, paymaster, United States Army, reported by me from 
the Committee on Claims. There are circumstances in the case which 
if it is to be acted upon make it important that it should be acted upon 


now. f 
The PRESIDING- OFFICER. The Senator has the right to call it 


up. 

The bill (S. 336) for the relief of Maj. Daniel N. Bash, paymaster, 
United States Army, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

By its provisions, the proper accounting officers, in settling and ad- 
justing the accounts of Maj. Daniel N. Bash, paymaster, United States 
Army, are directed to credit Major Bash, with $7,350.93 Government 
funds, of which he was robbed at Antelope Springs, Wyoming, March 
18, 1887, without his default, while en route to pay the troops at-Fort 
McKinney, Wyo., by one Charles Parker, since arrested and convicted 
of the robbery and now imprisoned and serving his term in the peni- 
8 at Laramie City. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COMPULSORY EDUCATION OF INDIAN CHILDREN, 


The bill (S. 1824) to provide for the compulsory education of Indian 
children was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. VEST. In line 4 of section 1, after the word establish,“ 
I move to insert where not already established.“ 

Mr. DAWES. That is better. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 4, after the word establisb,““ 
insert the words where not already established;’’ so as to read: 

‘That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to establish, where 
not already established, under such rules and regulations as he may think 
proper, an industrial boarding school on every Indian reservation, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 3, line 3, I move to strike out the words 
established or controlled’? and insert supported in whole or in 

rt. ” 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line3, section 3, after the words schools,“ 
it is proposed to strike out the words ‘established or controlled” and 
to insert supported in whole or in part;’’ so as to read: 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior may, when the parents or natural guardi- 
ans of such children refuse or neglect tosend them to schools supported in 
whole or in part by the Interior Department, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out, in line 4 of section 3, the words 
Interior Department and insert United States.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 4, line 2, after the word school,“ I move 
to strike out the words outside of: and insert on or off; so as to 
include schools both on the reservations and off the reservations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
‘were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

HUTCHINSON AND SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 3556) granting the right of way to the Hutchinson and South- 
ern Railway Company to construct and operate a railroad, telegraph, 
and telephone line from the city of Anthony, in the State of Kansas, 
through the Indian Territory, to some point in the county of Grayson, 
in the State of Texas. ` 

The bill was reported to the Committee on Indian Affairs with amend- 
ments. On page 5, section 3, line 45, after the word referees, to insert 


or a sum equal to said award,“ and inline 48, after the word for,“ 
to strike out the same or;’’ so as to read: 


If, upon the hearing of said appeal, the judgment of the court shall be for a 
larger sum than the award of the referees or a sum equal to said award, the 
costs of said appeal shall be adjudged against the railroad company. Ifthe judg- 
ment of the court shall be for a less sum than the award made by the referees, 
then the costs shall be adjudged against the party claiming damages. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


GALENA, GUTHRIE AND WESTERN RAILWAY. 


Mr. PLUMB. Another bill of the same character as the one just 
passed, and a House bill, is before the Senate. The Order of Business 
of the Senate bill, which is the same text as the House bill, is 1528. If 
I might, without disturbing the order of the Senate unduly, ask unani- 
mous-consent, I will do so, that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of that bill now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. PLUMB. It is on the same subject as the bill which has just 
been passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1440) to grant a right of way to the 
Galena, Guthrie and Western Railway Company through the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kansas. The Chair hears none, and the bill will be 
read at length as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask instead that House bill 347, which is for the 
same purpose, and the same text, with the exception of two words, 
may be substituted for the Senate bill. It has passed the other House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the House 
bill will be substituted for the Senate bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know whether the House bill 
has been reported by our committee. 

Mr. PLUMB. No, it has not. It is before the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then the committee must be discharged and the 
bill brought back before it can be considered by the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. Or J might offer it as an amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then it would not be a House bill; it would be 
a Senate bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Task that the Committee on Indian Affairs be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs will be discharged from the consideration of 
the House bill, and the House bill will be considered in lieu of the 
Senate bill. t 

Mr. COCKRELL. That will do. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 347) to grant the right of way to the Galena, Guthrie and 
Western Railway Company through the Indian Territory, and for other 


jurposes. 
5 The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 

ee ee cha ced bill, and read to the end of 
section 5. 

Mr. DAWES. Icall the attention of the Senator from Kansas to the 
last paragraph just read, where it provides that shall pay the sum 
of $15 a mile to the Secretary of the Interior. Has the Senator com- 
pared that phrase with the Senate bill? 

Mr. PLUMB. That should be $50 a mile. If it is there $15, it is a 
mistake, The sum should be $50 per mile. I want to say that so far 
as I know the bill does not vary except in that possible particular from 
the formula which was agreed upon here after many years of discus- 
sion in to matters of this kind. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. D es the Senator desire t offer an 
amendment? 

Mr. PLUMB. Les, I wish to have the section amended so as to 
give them $50 a mile, if it is not already so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘Tliat amendment will be considered 

to, if there be no objection. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. What section is that in? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 5, line 28, before the word dollars,“ 
it is proposed to strike out 15 and insert ‘'50;’’ so as to read: 


Said co: shall also pay, so long as said Territory is owned or occupied 
by the Fadlans, to the of the Interior, the sum of $50 per annum for 
each mile of way it shall construct in the said Territory. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Chief Clerk continued the reading of the bill to the end of sec- 
tion 6. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In section 6, line 12, there ought to be a semi- 
colon after the word void.“ It runs right along. They are two en- 
tirely different subjects. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. A semicolon will be inserted at that 
point. 
The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of sec- 


tion 8. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend from Kansas will allow me I wish 
to call his attention to section 8, where it reads: 

That the United States circuit and district courts forthe Indian Territory, ete. 

I should like to ask him whether there is any United States circuit 
court for the Indian Territory or any United States district court. 

Mr. PLUMB. The cireuit court would have jurisdiction in the In- 
dian Territory 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator can give me a copy of the Senate bill, 
I think those little things are correct in that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a phrase that in a mere technical sense might 
lead to difficulty in the courts themselves. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will ask the Senator to suggest an amendment there 
that will cover that point. It does not seem to me there is any diffi- 
culty about it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There would not be in a legislative sense, but 
when you get into a courtthere might be. Iwouldsuggest to theSena- 
tor, on the spur of the moment, in section 8, line 1, tostrike ont the 
words “‘cireuit and district,“ and in line 2 to strike out the word 
“for” and insert the words having jurisdiction in;’’ so that it would 
read: 

That the United States courts having jurisdiction in the Indian Territory, ete. 

Shall have power. That would be a phrase that would com rehend 
every court that in one part or another of the Territory might have 
jurisdiction and also the new court that has been established there. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is entirely correct. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 8, line 1, it is proposed to strike out 
the words “circuit and district, and in line 2, after the word ‘‘courts,’’ 
to strike out for and insert having jurisdiction in;’’ so as to read: 

That the United States courts having jurisdiction in the Indian Territory, and 
such other courts, ete. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from New York [Mr. EVARTS] sug- 
gests t that the word in! may possibly lead to a technical difficulty, 

‘having jurisdiction in. I ao say in t of’? instead of 
ain be before the words the Indian ‘Territory. That is to meet a 
criticism of my friend from New York, which I think is pretty well 
founded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed modification will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the proposed amendment strike out the 
word in' and insert ee e so as to read: 

That the United States courts having jurisdiction in respect of the Indian Ter- 
ritory, ete, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as 

The amendment was a to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 8 of section 10. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In section 10, line7, before the word ‘‘ occupancy,’’ 
a mere ticalamendment should bemade. Imoveto strike out 
its“ and insert their.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 7, section 10, it is proposed to strike 
out its“ and insert their; so as to read: 

And will ieee ental Klein the Indian nation any further grant of 
lands or their occupancy other than is hereinbefore provided. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Kansas 
what is meant by this clause in the twelfth section: 

And the right of way herein and hereby nted shall not be assigned or 
transferred in any way or form whatever prior to the construction and comple- 
tion of the road, except as to mortgages. 

Why should the company be allowed to transfer the right of way 
otherwise than by mi after the completion as well as before? 

Mr. PLUMB. That is true, Mr. President. That was inserted a 
little inartificially. It was designed to cover the point of preventing 
the transfer of the right of way and such privileges as were therein 
granted separate from the franchise of the road. I do not see any rea- 
son why those words in line 4, in fact why the entire fourth line, might 
not be stricken out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it would be better, for it would seem to 
impr a oe ht to sell out the right of way. 

MB. The Senator will see at once that after the construc- 
tion cape completion of the road you could not separate the right of way 
from the superstructure and sell that separately. It must all go to- 
gether. Of course, as he knows, anycompany couldsellits entire road. 
‘The point is to prevent any traffic in these charters, to provide that 
they shall be used only by the corporation upon which their powers 


and privileges are conferred. But I see no reason ey eee and I 


fourth line should not go out. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator mean to allow the company to 
sell out its road, supposing it builds without any mortgage at all, or 
does he mean to ‘compel the company that builds it to run it? 

Mr. PLUMB. I mean to compel the company to run it as that com- 
pany. Ofcourse the majority of its stock could be parted with. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. PLUMB. And so the actual control may change; but I pro- 
pose that no other company except the company which receives this 
privilege shall ever exercise what is granted by the act. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then how would it do to make it read: 


And the rights herein granted shall not be assigned or transferred i 22 way 
or form whatever except as to mortgages or other liens that may be given or 
secured thereon? 


Mr. PLUMB. That would be perhaps better. I do not think it 
would accomplish anything more, but at all events it would haye the 
merit of being more terse. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam afraid the implication now is that the road. 
once completed, subject to the mortgages, they could traffic in the cor- 
porase Sent and sell them, which in most of the States is now pro- 

i 

Mr. PLUMB. If there is any fear of that kind, I hope the clause 
will be amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So I move to amend by striking out in line 2 of 
section 12, after the word right,“ the words of wa way and the words 
“and hereby, aud to change the word right to. ‘rights;’’ so as to 


read: 
And the rights herein granted 
Mr. PLUMB. ‘‘Shall not be or transferred in any way or 


pi whatever,” striking out the words in the fourth line, which fol- 
ows. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In any form whatever except as to mortgages and 
liens, which you authorize them to, make, very properly, of course. 

A Mr. PLUMB. The amendment is entirely satisfactory, Mr. Presi- 
ent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 12, line 2, after the word right,“ it 
is proposed to strike out the words of way; after the word herein“ 
to strike out ‘‘and hereby; in the same-line to change the word 
right to rights; and in line 4 of the same section, after the 
word whatever, tostrike out down to and including the word road,“ 
in line 5, as follows: “ prior to the construction and completion of the 
road; so as to make the section read: 

Src. 12, That Congress may at any time amend, alter, or repeal this act, and 
the rights herein granted shal! not be assigned or transferred in any way or 
form whatever, except as to mortgages or other fiss that may be given or se- 
cured thereon to aid in the construction thereof. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now let the amendments which I have indicated to 
the clerks, to make the bill conform to the Senate bill, be acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be stated in 
their order. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 3, section 3, line 9, strike out ap- 
pointment’’ and insert “ appraisement:”” so as to read: 


Such compensation shall be determined by the appraisement of three dis{n- 
terested referees, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On 6, section 5, line 23, after the word 
“ for,” insert the word such; so as to read: - 

Provided further, That the amoun$ of the award adju to be paid by said 
away company for such dissenting nation or tribe s! bein lieu of the com- 
pensation that said nation or tribe would be entitled to receive under the fore- 
going provisions. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The word provision, in line 17 of 
the same section, should be changed to ‘‘provisions.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 5, line 17, change the word pro- 
vision“ to ‘‘provisions;’’ so as to read: 

Then all compensation to be W to pei dissenting nation or tribe under the 
provisions of this act shall be determined, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be 1 and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that theb bill (S. 2555 to grant a right of way 
to the Galena, Guthrie and Western Railway Company through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ARMY SERVICE REGULATIONS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is very near the hour at which we are to com- 
mence the consideration of pension cases, according to the announce- 
ment made yesterday by the chairman of the Committee on Pensions, 
ask unanimous consent to call up Order of Business 1005, being 
the bill (H. R. 8235) to prevent desertions from the Army and for 
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other purposes. It is a bill which the Secretary of War is very anxious 
to have passed. It will only take a few minutes. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill. 

It provides that from and after the Ist of July, 1890, there shall be 
retained from the pay of each enlisted man of the Army $4 per month 
of his monthly pay for the first yearof hisenlistment, which sum shall 
not be paid him until his discharge from the service and shall be for- 
feited unless he serves honestly and faithfully to the date of discharge. 
The Secretary of War is to determine what misconductshall constitute 
a failure to render honest and faith!ul service within the meaning of 
the act; but no soldier who has deserted at any time during the term 
‘of an enlistment shall be deemed to have served his term honestly and 
faithfully. The sums retained from the monthly pay of enlisted men, 
in accordance with the bill and with sections 1281 and 1282 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, shall be treated as deposits, upon which interest shall 

be paid as provided in sections 1205, 1206, 1307, and 1308 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, these sums to bear interest from the end of the year of 
the soldier's enlistment in which they shall have accrued. 

Section 2 provides that enlistments shall continue to be made for 
five years, as now provided by law, but at the end of three years from 
the date of his enlistment every soldier whose antecedent service has 
been faithful shall be entitled to receive a furlough for three months, 
and in time of peace he shall, at the end of such furlough, be entitled 
to receive his discharge upon his own application. Soldiers discharged 
under this provision shall not be entitled to the allowances provided 
in section 1290 of the Revised Statutes. 

Section 3 provides that United States marshals and their deputies, 
sheriffs and their deputies, constables, and police officers of towns and 
cities are authorized to apprehend, arrest, and receive the surrender of 
any deserter from the Army for the purpose of delivering him to any 
person in the military service authorized to receive him. 

Section 4 deelares that in time of peace the President may, in his dis- 
cretion and under such rules and upon such conditions as he shall pre- 
scribe, permit any enlisted man to purchase his discharge from the 
Army. The purchase money shall be paid to a paymaster of the Army 
and be deposited in the Treasury to the credit of one or more of the 
current appropriations for the support of the Army, to be indicated by 
the Secretary of War, and be available for the payment of expenses 
incurred during the fiscal year in which the discharge is made. 

Section 5 provides that the Army ration now provided by law shall 
be increased by the addition thereto of one pound of vegetables, the 
proportion to be fixed by the Secretary of War. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

4 CHARLES F. BOWERS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 

message from the President of the United States, which was read: 


To the Senate of the United States: 

In compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 5th instant (the House of 
Representatives creeping ‘ee return herewith the bill (S. 1293) entitled “An act 
for the relief of Charles F, Bowers.” 

BENJ. HARRISON. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 6, 1890, 
Mr. COCKRELL. I think that bill has been returned at the in- 
stance of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the message and bill lie on the table. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message and bill will lie on the 
table, if there is no objection. ` 
ASSIGNEES OF ADDISON C, FLETCHER. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Lasked to have laid aside Order of Business 998, 
Senate bill 1205, a little while ago. It was called in its order, and I 
think it right to ask, before we go to the pension business, that the Sen- 
ate take it up. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1205) for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk and others, assignees ot 
Addison C. Fletcher. 

It provides that the claim of various persons named as assignees and 
owners of letters patent No. 101601, dated April 5, 1870 (antedated 
October 5, 1869), for an improvement in adhesive postal and revenue 
stamps, issued to Addison C. Fletcher, and alleged to have been duly 
assigned, and their right to recover compensation for the alleged use 
thereof by the United States Government in the collection of revenue 
on distilled spirits and malt liquors during the years 1868, 1869, 1870 
1871, and 1872, shall be referred to the Court of Claims for a judicial 
iny tion and finding of the facts. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move, on page 2,-lines 35 and 36, to strike out 
the words *' recognized as owners and claimants in this act.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a’ third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 10812) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for contingent expenses of the House of Representa- 
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tives was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
ropriations. 

The bill (H. R. 3223) for the relief John M. Eddy, Elizabeth K. Car- 
roll, Alice B. Eddy, and Frank M. Eddy was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

The bill (H. R. 789) opening to settlement a portion of the Fort Ran- 
dall military reservation in South Dakota was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 8831) to amend an act entitled An act authorizing 
the construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at or near Kansas 
City, Kans., and not over 10 miles above the Hannibal and St. Joseph 
Railway bridge at Kansas City, Mo., approved March 1, 1889, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 10313) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
War to establish new harbor-lines in Portage Lake, Houghton County, 
n read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

mmercee. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF MAJ. WILLIAM KENDALL. 


„ pro tempore. The next Order of Business will be 
reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 830) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Maj. William Kendall. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask at what time it was agreed we. should 
take up the pension cases? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There was no agreement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I inferred that there was. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was an announcement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Davis] announced that he would ask at 3 o'clock to-day that the con- 
sideration of private pension bills be proceeded with. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is 3 o’clock now. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope the Senator from Minnesota will give way 
to allow the Order of Business now reached to be considered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We might as well stop here. 

Mr. STEWART. It is a little bill the Senator from New York [Mr. 
EVARTS] is interested in. 

Mr. DAVIS. Lask that private pension bills be now considered. 

Mr. STEWART. Let the next Order of Business be passed. 

Mr. EVARTS. I hope we may proceed with the consideration of the 
next bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. DAVIS. Very well. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 830) for the relief of the legal representatives of Maj. William 
Kendall. It directs the accounting officers of the Treasury to settle 
the accounts of William Kendall, deceased, as a sutler at Fort Colum- 
bus, New York Harbor, for articles furnished by him to soldiers there 
recruited or stationed during the period from January 1, 1867, to De- 
cember 31, 1868, inclusive. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the following report, submitted by 
Mr. STEWART April 24, 1890: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 830) for 
the relief of the legal representatives of Maj. William Kendall, submit the fol- 
lowing report: 

That William Kendall was the regularly appointed sutler to the Army at 
Fort Columbus, New York Harbor, from 1858 to 1869. Said fort was a general 
recruiting station and depot for recruits for the Army, where large numbers of 
recruits were stationed for short periods for primary instruction, and were thence 
forwarded to the companiesand regiments to which they were assigned. 

It is claimed that charges entered on the muster and desoriptive rolls which 
accompanied certain detachments sent from said fort between January 1, 1867, 
and December 31, 1868, were not transferred to the rolls of the companies to 
which the recruits were 8 and that by reason thereof said sutler never 
received pay for the same. is bill autho: the accoun officers of the 
Treasury to settle the accounts of said sutler for supplies furnished by him to 
soldiers there recruited or stationed between January 1, 1867,and December 31, 
1868, and in all cases where the charges claimed were ly entered on the 
muster or descriptive rolls that accompanied the de! ents sent from said 
post during said period, but were not transferred to the rolls of the companies 
to which they were rpm bees and therefore not paid to said sutler, said amounts 
shall be allowed and d to his l representatives. 

By the act of July 28. 1866, the office of sutler was abolished, to take effect July 
1, IM. and the Subsistence Department of the Army was required to sell upon 
credit to officers and enlisted men the supplies previously furnished by sutlers. 
But Con failed to provide the funds for the purchase of the supplies for this 
2 y the Subsistence eg and in this — TA the office of sut- 

er was continued in said Kendall until after December 31, 1868, by order of the 
Secretary of War. The following is a copy of said order: 


[General Orders No. 59.] 


WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, May 30, 1867. 
Whereas it appears from a report of the Commissary-General of Subsistence, 
that to carry out the provisions of section 25 of the act approved July 28, 1266, 
entitled An act to increase and fix the military peace establishment of the 
United States — Which section requires the Subsistence Department to furnish 
certain articles hitherto sold by sutlers at military posts—will involve the im- 
mediate outlay of a large amount of su! funds for which no return can 
be realized for many months; and whereas no appropriation of funds has been 
made for that Be „and the funds appropriated for the subsistence of the 
8 =a iverted from their specific purpose without damage to the 
service: 


ub} 
3 ph II, General Orders No. 6, datsd War 
nating the warrants to all sutlers on the lst 


It is therefore ordered that 
Department, January 26, 1867, te: 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. ~ 


5773 


day of July, 1867, be revoked, and sutlers will be permitted to trade with the 
troops, under the regalations relating to sutlers now in existence, until further 


orders, 
By order of the Secretary of War. . 
E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


ARTHUR MACARTHUR, Jr., 
Assistant Adjuignt-General, 


The said Kendall was required to furnish supplies upon credit within certain 

rescribed limits for each month, as well after July 1, 1867, as before that date, 
— subject to the Army regulations during the whole period in question; 
and when, therefore, be had reported the amount against each soldier to the 
command ag officer of the post, and had caused itto be entered upon the muster 
aad descriptive rolls, he bad performed his whole duty, and could then look 
only to the accounting officers of the ‘Treasury for his pay in cases where the 
officers and enlisted men indebted to him were sent away from said post. 

Under the Army regulations the Government was bound to retain out of 
their pay the amounts due from each soldier. The sutler, it will seen, was 
made subject to the same regulations after July 1, 1867, as before that date. The 
Government was therefore in faith bound to retain the several amounts 
of indebtedness from the pay of the soldiers in favor of the said Kendall, whether 

same were incurred before or after July 1, 1867. 

The sutler could not follow the recruits as they left the post, nor control the 
officers who subsequently made out the company pay-rolls, without noting the 
claims due from each soldier for the guidance of the respective paymasters. He 
had a perfect right to rely upon the faithfulness of these officers and to look to 
the Government for the security of his demands. 

The Second Auditor of the Treasury fully admits the equity of this claim in a 
letter dated April 26, 1886, on the files in this case, and hereto attached and made 
part of this ta a7} and explains why the settlement could not be made in ihe 
statement t the company officers did not transfer the amounts to the com- 
La begat He states the amount of the claim to be about $2,000, 

e law creating the office of sutler gave to him a lien upon the soldier's pay. 
If he had a lien at law for credits given previous to July 1, 1867, he surely had a 
lien in equity for credits properly given subsequent to that date. 

Your committee in the last Con, reported favorably a bill similar to the 
one under consideration. That bill was amended in the Senate by limiting the 
time for which the sutler should be remunerated to previous to July 1, 1867, the 
date of the abolition of the office of sutler, after which the bill was passed. 

Your committee, believing that supplies were furnished by said sutler, in 
conformity with the Army regulations, sul nent to July 1, 1867, when the 
office of sutler was abolished, and that charges for the same were duly entered 
on the muster or deseriptive rolls that accompanied said detachments to their 
companies, but were not transferred to the company rolls, and therefore not 
paid to sutler, he or his legal representatives should be paid for the same, 
and therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam advised that my friend from Missouri [Mr. 
CocKRELL], who is a member of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
understands this subject, and he can perhaps state it, and save a little 
time possibly by my withdrawing my request for the reading of the 
report. + 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Only a paragraph of the report re- 
mains to be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A law was passed abolishing the office of sutler, 
to take effect on the Ist of July, 1867. Up to that time the law and 
regulations authorized the sutler to credit the soldiers at the Fort Co- 
lumbus barracks. The amount was to be furnished in a descriptive 
roll and was to be charged and deducted out of their pay and retained 
by the Government. But when the law took effect abolishing the of- 
fice of sutler the 1st of July, 1867, there was no appropriation made to 
carry out the new law, and the Secretary of War took the authority to 
continue the sutler. These amounts were presented and they were 
sent with the recruits, but the officer, doubtless believing that the law 
was not in force, did not charge them up against the men. 

When this bill was before the Senate iermerly, I offered an amend- 
ment restricting it in its operation to the Ist of July, 1867, but on look- 
ing at it more carefully and more closely I confess that there are some 
equities in favor of the claimant after the Ist of July, 1867. 

The Auditor reports that the amount of these claims presented is 
about $2,000. Now, I move to amend the bill by inserting, in section 
aane Vry the words the said amounts,“ the words not to ex- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 7 of section 2, after the word amounts, 
it is proposed to insert the words ‘‘ not to exceed $2,000; ” so as to read: 

The said amounts, not to exceed $2,000, shall be allowed and paid to the legal 
representative of said William Kendall, deceased, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

THE MEAT PRODUCT. 


Mr. DAVIS. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of private pension billson the Calendar unobjected to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration 
of private pension bills favorably reported upon the Calendar to which 
there is no objection. 

Mr. VEST. I shall interpose no objection, but I desire to give no- 
tice that there are three bills and a joint resolution upon the Calendar 
that would be reached if the call were regularly pursued to-day that 
were reported from the Special Committee on the Meat Product of the 
United States; and I shall ask the Senate next week, after some Sena- 
tor has spoken upon the silver question and an hour or two shall be 


Official: 


left for the consideration of other matters, to take up these measures 
in order to dispose of them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They will be reached on the Calendar next week. 

Mr. VEST. There is no politics in the measures, and therefore I 
am afraid there is not so much solicitude in regard to them as ought 
to exist. They affect a very large interest in the country, and I feel 
it my duty to call the attention of the Senate to them and to state 
that I shall ask their consideration at the earliest possible moment. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Do I understand the Senator to ask for an assigu- 
ment of a certain day now? 

Mr. VEST. I have found from experience that that does not amount 
to much in the Senate, but I shall take occasion to watch the oppor- 
tunity, after a speech has been delivered and there is not enough of the 
day left for another one, to ask that the measures may be considered 
then. 


Mr: PADDOCK. I hope a request of that kind will be successful. 


LANDS AT BUFFALO, WYO, 


Mr. TELLER. Lask the Senator from Minnesota if he will allow 
me to call up and have passed a House bill which is a matter of some 
little interest to the people of a small town in Wyoming, so that it 
may become a law. If there is to be any debate on the bill I shall 
withdraw it. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will yield to the Senator if the bill leads to no debate. 

Mr. TELLER. It is a House bill with amendments, which will re- 
quire it to go back to the other House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. he bill moved by the Senator from 
Colorado will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 8295) to authorize the purchase 
of certain public lands by the city of Buffalo, Wyo., and for other pur- 


ses, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear it read for information or proceed 
with it subject to objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, subject to objection, and will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 5, after the word purposes, to 
insert“ the north half of;’’ so as to rend: : 

hoi — 1 3 A of Bufalo; Wyo., is perf a aang 1 Fre 2 3 

s RW. 
of land releneed ions ts Fort tek lune F by Exeoutive 
order dated January 10, 1889, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 17, after the word beginning,“ to 
strike out ‘‘and’’ and insert the said north half of said tract hereby 
authorized to be entered ;” so as to read: 


Commencing at the southeast corner of said reservation, and running thence 
westerly and along the south boundary of said reservation a distance of one- ~ 
quarter of a mile; running thence due north for a distance of four miles to the 
north boundary of reservation; thence easterly and along the north boundary 
of said reservation for the distance of one-quarter of a mile to the northeast 
corner of said reservation; thence southerly and along the east boundary of 
said reservation for a distance of four miles to the point of beginning, the said 
north half of said tract hereby authorized to be entered containing 320 acres. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time, 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ARIZONA FUNDING ACT. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask my friend from Minnesota to give way to 
p to pase a bill of public interest to all the people on the Great 

kes. 

Mr. DAVIS. I decline to yield further. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to submit a conference report if in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The conference report is privileged, 
and will be received. 

Mr. CULLOM submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the d reeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. ) a ving with amend- 
ments the funding act of Arizona, having met, after a full and free conference 
bavo agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 5 with an amendment 
thereto making the bonds redeemable after twenty years—i. e., by striking out 
the word ten in line 24 and inserting in lieu thereof the word twenty.“ 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the other amendments of the 
Senate and agree to the same. 

J. K. JONES, 

S. M. CULLOM, 

CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate, 

CHARLES S. BAKER, 

GEORGE W. E. DORSEY, 

W. M. SPRINGER, 
Conferees on the part of the House, 


The report was concurred in. 
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BARENT S. VAN BUREN. 


Mr. DAVIS. Icall for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro neers: The private pension bills on the 
Calendar, favorably reported, will be proceeded with in their order, if 
there be no objection. 

The bill (H. R. 2057) for the relief of Barent S. Van Buren was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Barent S. Van Buren, late a musician in the 
Fourth Regiment of Illinois Cayalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


KEZIAH RANDALL. 


The bill (H. R. 6607) granting a pension to Keziah Randall, Matta- 
poisett, Mass., widow of Richard Randall, who served in the coast 
2 1812 to 1815, was considered as in ‘Committee of the Whole. 

proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Keziah Randall, 
of Mattapoisett, Mass., widow of Richard Randall, who served as coast 
guard in the war of 1812 to 1815, and allow her a pension of $25 per 
month, 

Mr. COCKRELL., I move, in line 9, before the word dollars,“ to 
strike out ‘‘twenty-five’? and insert twelve.“ This is a pension 
granted solely because she is the widow of a man who served in the 
Army, and the record of his service is now lost, and therefore she can 
not establish her claim in the Pension Office. If she had established 
her claim for a pension there she would have been given only $12 a 
month under the general la q. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let the bill be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

FRANCES J. ELGAR. 


The bill (H. R. 2834) granting a peanon to Frances J. Elgar was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-rolls at $12 per month the name of Frances J. Elgar, sister 
of James Elgar, late a private in Company B, One hundred and forty- 
sixth 77 New York State Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES W. GEDDES. 


The bill (S. 3302) for the relief of Charles W. Geddes was announced 
as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is not a pension case. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Well, it is not a pension case. It is a land-war- 
rant case, and it ought to have come, if seems to me, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


T. A. MORTON, 


The bill (S. 2813) granting a pension to T. A. Morton was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of T. A. Morton, late of Company E, Sixteenth 
Regiment New York Cavalry, at the rate of $24 a month, in lieu of 
that which he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGIANA W. VOGDES. 


The bill (8. 3532) granting a pension to Georgiana W. Vogdes was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the words at the rate of,“ to strike out 
‘fone hundred’? and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted,elc, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Georgiana W. Vog- 
des, widow of Israel Vogdes, late colonel and brevet brigadier-general, United 
States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 18 0 month. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator who reported the bi 
it may be passed over. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is a written report, is there not? 

Mr. DAVIS. There is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The * from Minnesota re- 
quests that the bill mae be over. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wish to delay the bill. I only wish to 
hear the report if there is a report. If there is a report it may be sat- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over under 


Rule VIII. 
JOHN A. MILLER. 


The bill (H. R. 5444) granting a pension to John A. Miller was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on the 


15 not present and 


pension-roll the name of John A. Miller, asoldier in the Mexican war. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. IL should like to hear the report. What is the dif- 
ficulty about his getting a pension under the general law? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The will be read. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. FAULK- 
NER May 13, 1890: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 5 had od grant- 
ing a pension to John A. Miller, have examined the same, an 
Your committee adopt the report submitted by the Committee on aa Pansioon of 
the Honse of Representatives and recommend the passage of the bill. 
The report is appended hercto. 


HOUSE REPORT. 


The claimant filed 2 application in the 3 Bureau for * under 
the Mexican war service- ension act 3 29, 1887, he served 
us a private in Captain Maxey’s company of Second Kentu: r 

exican war, 

Tn support of his application for pension he Pe the Lr -pon of Robert E. 
Mulhall, S. A. Wallace, Thomas McLaine,and Harry Beal, showing that he 
rendered the alleged service. Mulhall's 8 is to the effect that he has 
known the claimantsince 1846 and that met at soume Ky., in Mayor 
tho ist of June, 1846, and there enlisted for the Mexican war, the claimant un- 
der Captain Maxey and witness under John S. Williams, the late United States 
Senator; also, that they left Louisville together on the same boat and remained 
together until they were landed at Brazos Santiago. From there Captain 
Maxey’s company, with the Sie pare Ro went to 8 and witness went to 
General Scott's ine, and they lost sight —.— othe 

A. Wallace testifies that he was in the same company — u the claimant 
st knows he rendered the alleged service during the Mexican 
Thomas McLaine, of Louisville, Ky., swears that i keel ede the camp at Louis- 
ville, Ky., when the claimant came down from Nelson Coun Srpna 
and enlisted in Captain Maxey’scompany for the Mexican war, Tints wi 
has known the — —— for more than fifty years. 

Harry Beal also testifies that he was an acquaintance of the claimant from 
pi bozio and was presentat the Louisville camp when the claimant enlisted 
'or war. 

It appears, however, that no record of the claimant's said service could be 
found at the War De; agp and the Pension Office rejected the claim for said 
service pension April 7, 1 on the ground that the records of the War Depart- 
ment fail to show that the claimant was duly enlisted in the military or naval 
service of the United States during the war with Mexico. 

Your committee find, however, that the claimant’s service was ized in 
1359 by the allowance to him of a bounty-Jand warrant for 160 acres. testi- 
mony of three comrades (A. Brown Elliott, William e P. D. Elliott) 
was accepted by the Government at that time as sati ry proof of the claim- . 
ann e tions Co t hi sion by special 

e claimant now petitions Congress to grant him a pen 
declares that he should not be allowed to suffer on account of what must have 
been a mere clerical error in omitting his name from the rolls of said company. 
Ile is now about sixty years old. 

Your committee, in view of the os amount of proof submitted, have no 
doubt that the claimant rendered alleged service in the war with Mexico, 
and think that as a matter of simple justice to him the bill should pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. ELIZABETH BURRESS. 


The bill (H. R. 2175) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Burress 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Elizabeth Burress, widow of John J. 
Burress, late a private in Company G, One hundred and eighty-ninth 
Regiment, Ohio Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARIA CLARK. 


The bill (H. R. 2067) granting a pension to Mrs, Maria Clark Was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Maria Clark, widow o mas J. Clark, late 
captain Company G, Second New York Heavy Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH K. HAMILTON. 


The bill (H. R. 5452) granting a pension to Joseph K. Hamilton, de- 
penis father of John E. Hamilton, late private Company D, One 

ndred and third Pennsylvania Volunteers, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to on the pension-roll the 
name of Joseph K. Hamilton, dependent father of John E. Hamilton, 
late private Company D, One hundred and third Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

a PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

e Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. FAULK- 
NER May 13, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting n- 
sion to Joseph K. Hamilton, dependent father of John E. Hamilton, late rnit ao 
ages dea Openu hundred and third Pennsylvania Volunteers, have examined 

Your „ adopt the 9 report, submitted by the Committee on 
Pensions (H. R.), and recommend the passage of the bill. 

The House report is appended hereto. 


HOUSE REPORT. 


The records of the War Department and evidence before your committee show 
that garpu K. Hamilton, the father, was captain of Cony y D, One hundred 
and th: apiri Volunteers, in which company he had two sons; that 
the thes oer until broken down in health; be was compelled to resi 
that his son, Samuel S. Hamilton, died in the service, June 1, 1862. The r 
took him home and buried him, 

About June 23, 1862, John E. Hamilton contracted disease in the service; was 
5 m Mount Pleasant Hospital a physical wreck. His father had 

care and treatment for his son before he was able to travel; 


Di Eo tok uie. after some several weeks, when he recovered somewhat, to 
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Philadelphia for medical treatment, where he remained for a year; that he was 
removed to his home in Putneyyille, Armstrong County, Pennsylvania, where 
he lingered on until August 17, 1881, when he died; thata pension was granted 
this son, John E. Hamilton, January 23,1882, by certificate No. 201299, at $6 per 
month from June 24, 1862, amounting to $1,378.80, which reverted to the Gov- 
ernment; that said John E. Hamilton never was married, leaving no widow or 
minor child; that the father, Joseph K. Hamilton, expended in caring for his 
sons in their sickness and burial, over $1,500, the greater part of means; 
on he is seventy-three years old, not able to perform any manual labor. and 
vi needy circumstances, 

8 under the circumstances. think it best to recommend the 
passage of this bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELLEN BADDELEY. 

The bill (H. R. 6292) for the relief of Ellen Baddeley was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole: It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Ellen Baddeley, dependent mother of James 
Baddeley, who was killed in the battle of Jonesville, Va., while fight- 
ing as a private soldier in the Sixteenth Illinois Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passet. 

JOHANNA ECKLE. 

The bill (H. R. 2958) for the relief of Johanna Eckle was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Johanna Eckle, ow of Joseph Eckle, late private 
Company E, Second Regiment of Maryland Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES M. M’KINNEY. 

The bill (H. R. 4094) granting a pension to James M. McKinney 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of James M. McKinney, late second lieu- 
tenant of Company A, North Cumberland Battery, Kentucky State 
Militia. 

The bill was re to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET F. SMITH. 
The bill (S. 3325) for the relief of Margaret F. Smith was considered 


as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the ion- 
roll, at the rate of $50 per month, the name of t F. Smith, 
widow of the late Commodore William Smith, United States Navy. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN F. CHASE, 

The bill (H. R. 2287) granting an increase of pension to Johu F. 
Chase was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to 
increase the pension of John F. Chase, of Augusta, Me., late a member 
of the Fifth Maine Battery and Third Regiment of Maine Volunteers, 
to $72 per month. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move, in line 3 of the bill, to strike out Treasury 
and insert Interior; so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, ete: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear the report read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
May 13, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pension 
to John F. Chase, have examined the same, and re $ 

The favorable report of the House Committee on Invalid Pensions is adopted, 
and the bill reported with a favorable recommendation. 

HOUSE REPORT. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2287) granting an increase of pension to John F. Chase, submitthe following re- 


rt: 
or similar bill was before the House daring the Fiftieth Con and a fayor- 
able report made by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, as follows: 
As a basis for this claim the following letter from Hon. J. C. Black, Pension 
Commissioner, written on 22, is submitted: 
[Certificate No. 23685, John F. Chase, private Fifth Maine Battery.] 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 22, 1888. 
Sim: Ihave the honor to acknowl the receipt of your letter of the 10th 
instaut, with its inclosures (which are herewith returned), referring to the pen- 
sion case above indicated, and in reply to state that in pursuance of your re- 
T have caused the papers on eS — Dee given 
the questions suggested by you my co! . 
1861, and was 


by the 
explosion of a shell, he says, within a foot of him, producin —.—— Iacera- 
tion of chest, face, and loss of right arm above the elbow.” E ce 


allowed pension February 5, |, at $8 per pat gag eran $ — rt by 
mon une 

June 4, 1872, and $36 

ng been made by a special 

being for gunshot wounds 


E month from June 6, ; $24 per month 

— aon from April 25, 1882, the last 7 —.— havi 

aot o 

of face an obest mois of right arm and left eye. 
‘The medical examinations had from time to time do not show that degree of 

helplessness which requires regular aid and attendance, and which gives fitle 


5 the general law to $0 per month, the next higher rate above that now 

r. Chase. 
TCT May 31, 1884, by the board of exam- 
ms at A Fel seme heh agaoe Dorr on Vin # ol 


not so ti 


rson, 
P Toss of right arm, $90; loss of Teft eye, $4 (now $8); other wounds, $8; in all, 
(now $46), 


Mr. Chase claims forty-eight wounds, all made at the same time by the lo- 
sion of a shell. The wounds of chest were lacerating wounds, not * 
Some of the testimony on file tends to show disease of the lun 8 
the chest wounds, accompanied with hemorrhage, ete., although the last međ- 
ical examination, above referred to, makes no mention of such a condition. It 


ds, aggregating $46 St for all disabliiiies: Aud 1 theron 
a in mon or es; e ore recom- 
85 — allowing him 


rate. 

The papers in the case, which were in the hands of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions when your letter was received, were recalled for the purpose of 
enabling me to make this statement, and they will now be again forwarded to 
that committee. 

Very respectfully, 


Hon, S. I. MILLIKEN, 
House of Representatices. 


JOHN ©. BLACK, Commissioner, 


In accordance with General Black's suggestions a special act was passed by 
the Forty-ninth Congress increasing claimant's pension to $46 per month. Since 
that time, however, the general law has been ame: so that 
soldier can not wear an artificialarm, which, from the sensitive condition of the 
stump, is a reasonable 3 petty his cumulative pension would be as fol- 

loss , $8; other 


lows: Loss of arm, $45; $8; total, $61. Consid- 
ering the fact, however, that soldier actually fort: distinct 
wounds, that his nervous m is now completely that one arm 
and one eye are gone, wounds to are now the lungs, 


and that it is absolutely certain that the disabilities will increase from to 
year, your committee report the bill back favorably, and recommend its pas- 
sage. 

The bill, however, failed of aetion. 

Your committee are of opinion that the claim for increase is well founded, 
and therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask that it do 


pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MARY A. LEFEBVRE. 

The bill (H. R. 6799) granting a pension to Mary A. Lefebure, widow 
of Hiram late of Company A, Fifty-sixth Massachusetts 
Volunteers, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 5, after the name Mary A., to strike out Lefebure ” 
and insert Leſebvre;“ so as to make the bill read: 


Be ii enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
at the of AZ a month, 

Tate a private in 
usetts Volunteers, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and 

Sih eee e read: „ 
Mary A. re, widow o ram Goodspeed, late o A 
Fifty-sixth Massachusetts Volunteers.“ 8 

JAMES s. FERRIN. 

The bill (H. R. 3511) granting a pension to James S. Ferrin was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of James S. Ferrin, imbecile son of James N. Ferrin, late of Com- 
pany F, Fourth Kentucky Mounted Infantry, who died in Anderson- 
ville prison, upon the pension-roll, and pay him a pension of $18 per 
month during life. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. F 


SARAH C. MWCAMLY. 


The bill (H. R. 5263) granting a on to Sarah C. McCamly was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 


pension- roll the name of Sarah C. McCamly, widow of James M. Me- 
Camly, late captain of Company A, Ninth Veteran Reserve Corps, and 
who had command of the guard of honor in charge of the remains of 
the late President Abraham Lincoln. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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JANE A, LUSK. 


The bill (H. R. 3393) granting a pension to Jane A. Lusk was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Mrs. Jane A. Lusk, widow of Thurlow Weed Lusk, late major 
First Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH CLAIRE. 

The bill (H. R. 1094) to increase the pension of Joseph Claire was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Joseph Claire, late of Company E, United States Mounted 
Rifles, in war with Mexico, upon the pension-roll atthe rate of $20 
per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN H. M’LAUGHLIN. 

The bill (H. R. 6906) granting a pension to John H. McLaughlin 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of John H. McLaughlin, late second-class 
fireman on the steamer Ida. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FLORIAN LISCHEWSKY. 

The bill (H. R. 5997) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Florian 
Lischewsky was consided as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to restore the name of Florian Lischewsky, late a private in Company 
C, nt praa Regiment New York Volunteers, to the pension-roll, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES M’CUSKER. 

The bill (H. R. 2066) granting a pension to James McCusker was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of James McCusker, late of Company M, First 
Connecticut Heavy Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH EARP. 


The bill (H. R. 2864) for the relief of Elizabeth Earp was consid- 


ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-rell the name of Mrs. Elizabeth Earp, widow, late an army nurse, 
at the rate of $12 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BARBARA MADDEN. 

The bill (H. R. 2046) to granta ion to Barbara Madden wascon- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Barbara Mad widow of Bartholamew Madden, late private Com- 
pany D, Eighty. th New York Infantry, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD HAYNES. 


The bill (H. R. 4694) for the relief of Edward Haynes was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Edward Haynes, late a private of Company K, 
One hundred and forty-first Regiment New York Volunteers, 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN MORGAN. 


The bill (S. 1706) ting a pension to John Morgan was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of John Morgan, late a private in Company B, One hun- 
dred and seventh Regiment of New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH MEADER. 

The bill (H. R. 1871) granting a pension to Sarah Meader was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
3 the name of Sarah Meader, widow of Gilderoy Meader, 

te of Company M, Fourth Regiment of IIlinois Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNA HAARSTICK, 


The bill (H. R. 2014) granting a pension to Anna Haarstick was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
-roll the name of Anna Haarstick, widow ot William Haarstick, 
eceased, late private and pensioner of the United States. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MANUEL GARCIA. 


The bill (H. R. 3535) to grant a pension to Manuel Garcia was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 


83 the name of Manuel Garcia, late of Company I, Eighth 
ew Jersey Volunteers. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CLARA FREY. 


The bill (H. R. 6865) granting a pension to Clara Frey was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-roll the name of Clara Frey, widow of George Adam Frey, de- 
ceased, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment of Missouri Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES H. FLEMING, 


The bill (H. R. 2044) granting a pension to James H. Fleming was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of James H. Fleming, of Company E, One hundred 
and fifth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH CUTHBERT. 


The bill (H. R. 1086) granting a pension to Sarah Cuthbert was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Sarah Cuthbert, widow of James Cuthbert, late 
private Company M, Third Regiment Michigan Cavalry, at the rate of 
$12 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DAVID DOTY. 

The bill (H. R. 4181) granting a ion to David Doty was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-roll the name of David Doty, late of Company H, Forty-sec- 
ond Regiment of Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RICHARD D. M’KINNEY. 

The bill (H. R. 5205) granting a pension to Richard D. McKinney was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
Seen as the name of Richard D. McKinney, late of Company I, 

‘orty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was re to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. JANE POTTS. 


The bill (H. R. 4247) granting a n to Mrs. Jane Potts was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

nsion-roll the name of Mrs. Jane Potts, widow of Noah Potts, late of 

mpany D, Seventh Regiment Illinois Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISAIAH HUMRICHOUSER. 


The bill (H. R. 4021) to increase the ion of Isaiah Humrichouser 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to increase 
to $72 per month the pension now received by Isaiah Humrichouser, 
late sergeant of Company C, Twenty-fifth Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. PADDOCK 
May 13, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Isaiah Humrichouser, late Sp pee of Company G, ‘Twenty- 
fifth Illinois Volunteer £nfantry, have examined the same, and report that they 
have carefully considered the same and recommend its passage, concurring in 
the House report appended, which they make part of their own. 


HOUSE REPORT. 


The Committee on Invalid Pe: to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4021) 
granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Humrichouser, submit the following 


report: 

The committee find that this soldier was first placed on the pension-roll at $15, 
afterward increased to 818, then to $24, ard that he is now receiving $50 per 
month. This soldier was shotin the face and left thigh, and now because of 
his army service is totally disabled, 9 the constant attendance of an- 
other person. In addition to this the soldier is now insane as the result of his 
army service, and is in the insane asylum at Kankakee, III., . disabled 

y. 


at the present time from doing anything for himself or his fami 

Application was made to increase this pension of $50 per month in the Pension 
Office to but it was refused on the grocnd that the soldier became insane 
since June 16, 1880. 

Ifhe had been insane before that date he would receive the sum of $72 per 
month, the amount asked for by this bill, but this relief could not be granted 
in the Pension Office; hence thisapplication for an increase. The committee 
are of the opinion that it then was a m ke made in the of this law 
and re is no reason why a person who becomes insane and totally help- 
less because of his army service prior to June 16, 1880, and whose name was not 
on the jon-roll should be treated with more consideration than a soldier 
under like circumstances who became insane and totally helpless, requiring the 
constant attendance of another person, due to his army service, since June 16. 
3 and was not on the army roll, and that in both cases they should be treated 

2. 

We therefore recommend that the increase in this case be ted, and that 

the bill do pass with an amendment as follows: Add after the word Infant- 


1890. 


ry,” in the sixth line, the following words: Which pension of $72 shall be in 
of any pension now paid said soldier, and that said pension be paid to the 
legally appointed guardian or conservator of said soldier.” 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY PERSON RUS. 

The bill (H. R. 2015) granting a pension to Mary Personeus was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary Personeus, late widow of William B. 
Crisfield, sergeant in Company G, Forty-first Regiment Missouri In- 
fantry Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. PAULINE HOHMANN, 


The bill (H. R. 5660) granting a pension to Mrs, Pauline Hohmann 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
upon the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Pauline Hohmann, widow of 
Frederick Hohmann, late of Company B, Fifteenth Regimens Missouri 
Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELISHA L. ELAM. 


The bill (H. R. 6769) granting a pension to Elisha L. Elam was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elisha L. Elam, late a private in Company A 
of the Seventy-second Regiment of Enrolled Missouri Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS J, CASSIDY. 


The bill (H. R. 2043) granting a pension to Thomas J. Cassidy was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Thomas J. Cassidy, late of Company B, Thir- 
teenth New York Heavy Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANN BRYAN, 


The bill (H. R. 5702) granting a pension to Ann Bryan was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

nsion-roll the name Ann Bryan, widow of William Bryan, late of 
Forty-sixth Regiment, Ilinois Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
u third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER M’CORMICK, 


The bill (H. R. 5240) granting a pension to Alexander McCormick 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension- rolls the name of Alexander McCormick, late private Com- 
pany M, Ninth Regiment Michigan Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH T. GARRETT. 


The bill (H. R. 6166) to grant a pension to Elizabeth T. Garrett 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Elizabeth T. Garrett, widow of Joseph F. 
Garrett, who was a soldier in Spy Battalion in the Fourth Illinois 
Regiment, in the Black Hawk war, at the rate of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without aiaendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL J. COX, 


The bill (H. R. 4129) to grant a pension to Daniel J. Cox was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-roll the name of Daniel J. Cox, late a private in Company E, 
Sixteenth Illinois Infantry Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BETSEY JOHNSON, 

The bill (S. 1035) granting a pension to Betsey Johnson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ponon to the name of Betsey Johnson, widow of Jehiel Johnson, 

e of Company A, Twenty-fourth Regiment Connecticut Infantry 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM W. BLISS, 


The bill (S. 1059) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Bliss was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
pa on the pension-roll the name of William W. Bliss, late a first 
ieutenant of Company G, Forty-ninth Illinois Volunteers, at the rate 
of $72 per month, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The report will be read. 
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The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Moopy, 
May 13, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William W. Bliss, late a first lieutenant of Company G, 
Forty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, at the rate of $72 per month, in lieu 
of the pension he is now receiving, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pranon laws, have examined the same and report: 

The claimant is on the pension-roll at the rate of $24 per month, being pen- 
sioned for gunshot wound of left shoulder and right foot; he claims an increase 
of pension for the loss of the right arm, which he states was wholly attributable 
to the disabled condition of the left arm, the pensionable cause, and that if it 
had not been for such disability the accident which occasioned the loss of the 
right arm would have been avoided. This is one of the cases which are not 
within the provisions of the general pension law, and the only obtainable re- 
lief for the soldier is through a apecial ack of Congress. 

Your committee have carefully examined the evidence submitted and from it 
deduce the following facts; Inthe month of November, & rg, the soldier was living 
on his farm near the town of Godfrey, Madison County, Illinois; on the day of 
the accident he was engaged in superintending the sawing of his winter's wood 
by means of certain machinery there em ets Sp ; in conducting this business one 
of the employés became in great danger of being killed through an accident oc- 
curring to the machinery, and this claimant, in the hurry of the occasion, sprang 
to the assistance of the employéand attempted to throw the driving belt from 
the wheel on which it was running; not being able to use his left arm at all 
which was nearest the wheel and pulley, it was drawn up between the belt and 
pulley, endangering his life. In order to save his life, which was in great dan- 
gen he threw around his right arm, placing it against the pully to extricate 

imself from his perilous tion; in doing so, in the haste and excitement of 
the moment, his band slipped past the pulley and was drawn into the fly- 
wheel, and his arm was torn off at the elbow. 

The witnesses to the occurrence all state that the accident was not occasioned 
by any fault or negligence on the part of the claimant and that the act of 
throwing off the belt was not a hazardous one under ordinary circumstances, 
and could have been easily done without accident if it had not been for the dis- 
ability of the left arm and shoulder, and thatin their opinion the loss of the 
right arm resulted from the disabled condition of the left arm and shoulder, 
which is the disability occasioned by the wound for which he is at present pen- 
sioned. This opinion is corroborated by several others, among them the sur- 
geon who amputated the soldier's right arm, 

It appears clearly from the further ny that the soldier is in, such helpless 
condition as to require the regular aid and attendance of another person, that 
he can neither dress nor undress himself, and that he has to be fed. One could 
scarcely be in a more helpless and disabled condition. . 

Your committee, under all the circumstances in this case, recommend the 
passage of the bill granting this increase. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. ELIZA J. DRAKE. 

The bill (H. R. 1848) granting a pension to Mrs, Eliza J. Drake was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-rolls the name of Eliza J. Drake, step-mother of Orville A. 
Drake, late private in Company D, Twenty-second iment Michigan 
Volunteers, and Oscar Drake, late private in Griflin’s Battery, at $12 a 
month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DELIA T, s. PARNELL. 

The bill (H. R. 6291) granting a pension to Delia T. S. Parnell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Delia T. S. Parnell, daughter of the late 
Charles Stewart, an admiral of the United States, and engaged in its 
naval service in the war of 1812, the Mexican war, and in the late war 
for the Union, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY MURPHY. 


The bill (H. R. 1573) granting a pension to Mary Murphy was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary Murphy, widow of Jeremiah Murphy, late 
of Company D, One hundred and fifty-fifth New York Volunteer In- 
fantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ASHER POST. < 


The bill (H. R. 6350) for the relief of Asher Post was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of Asher 
Post, late a private in Company G, Fifteenth Regiment Ohio Infantry 
Volunteers, upon the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES H. PERRY. 

The bill (H. R. 3383) granting a pension to Charles H. Perry was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Charles H. Perry, late of the whale-ship 
Edward, Mexican war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
s third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS F. ROBINSON. 

The bill (H. R. 3739) granting a pension to Thomas F. Robinson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-rull the name of Thomas F. Robinson, late a private in 
Company A of the Sixtieth Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PETER ZIMMERMAN. 


The bill (S. 3680) granting a pension to Peter Zimmerman was con- 
sidered as in Committee es orf the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to add the words and pay him a pension at the rate of 
his present disability;“ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and — is EEY au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
imitations of the pension laws, the name of Peter Zimmerman, late a oeiras 
in Company H, Thirty-first Wisconsin Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of his present disability. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

FREDERICK H. MACKE. 

The bill (S. 768) granting a pension to Frederick H. Macke was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in Roe 6, after the words late of,” to strike out To- 
may and insert “Company A;“ so as to make the bill read: 

it enacted, eto. That the Bonthey of the Interior be, — he is hereby, au- 
ned and directed to place on the pension-roll, su provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frederic! TE Stucke, late of Com- 
pany A (Battery), Second Regiment Kansas State Militia. 

The aniendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH C. FOSNOT. 

The bill (S. 3251) granting an increase of pension to Joseph C. Fosnot 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line Satter the word “of, to strike out fortyꝰ and 
insert 3 so as to make the bill read: 


222 of the ees laws, the name of a. C. Fosnot, late of Company 
Nineteenth Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension atthe rate 
27 800 $30 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

NANNIE W. METCALFE. 

The bill (H. R. 6415) to reissue the pension certificate of Nannie W. 
Metcalfe and allow her a pension as a surgeon’s widow was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 5, after the words allow hera pension,“ to insert 
„from and after the passage of this act;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and di rected to reissue the pension certificate of Nannie W. Metcalfe 
and allow her a pension from and after the e A 5 — act with rank of 
surgeon, which rank was held by her d hus e W. Metcalfe, 
during the greater part of his service in the —— New York Volunteer 
Infantry, war of the rebellion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let the bill be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment has been agreed to, 
and the bill will be passed over, if there be no objection, under Rule 
IX. 

THEODORE J. SHANDAL. 

The bill (H. R. 3056) for the relief of Theodore J. Shandal was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
on-roll the name of Theodore J. Shandal, late private Company D, 
h Regiment Connecticut Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS, OLIVE PADGETT. 


The bill (H. R. 2173) for the relief of Mrs. Olive Padgett was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
a Mrs. Olive Padgett, widow of the late J. William Padgett, of Com- 

ny Ps First at apg Potomac Home Brigade, Maryland Cavalry, 
msion-roll, at the rate of $12 per month. 
ill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
„ nd reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARGARET STEWART. 

The bill (H. R. 4134) grantin . Stewart was 

considered as in Committee of It proposes to place on the 


pension-rolls the name of Margaret Stewart, dependent daughter of 
William Stewart, deceased, late a privatein Company E, One hundred 
and nineteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, at $18 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read; it is not very long. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLODGETT , 
May 16, 1890; 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4134) grant- 
ing a pension to Margaret Stewart, have examined the same and report: 

Believing the evidence in this case sustains the report of the House, we here- 
with adopt the same and recommend the passage of the bill. 


HOUSE REPORT. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
4134) granting a pension to Margaret Stewart, submit the following report: 

The beneficiary named in the bill is the daughter of William N who died 
of wounds received in the battle of Rappahannock Station, November 7, 1863, 
while serving as private in Company E. One hundred and nineteenth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers. His widow drew a pension until her 5 
and finally died November 7, 1887, since which time no pension has been paid to 
any one on account of the death of said soldier, 

Margaret Stewart was born August 1, 1848, and has been a confirmed 2 
since early childhood, 8 incurred paralysis of the left side of the bod 
rendering her left arm 85 At the age of six years she was "boty, 
in the Foster Home at Philadelphia, Pa., where she has been ever since, as 
testified by the attending physicians. The soldier, although alwa: ware poor, con- 
tributed regularly to her support at said institution, and after his death his 
widow aided the child to the best of her ability. Since the death of her parents 
she has been entirely dependent upon the charity of the Home, as she is unable 
to earn 3 by labor and has no one living who is legally bound in her 


su 
8 ee at all times liberally responded to the calls of the helpless 
and dependent ch of those who lost their lives in the defense of the coun- 
cores committee, being fully impressed with the merits of the case under 
— on, return the accompanying recommen on t 
derati U bill with the dation that i 


“The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third are read the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL SOBER. 


The bill (H. R. 5885) granting a pension to Daniel Sober was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It .. — roposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Daniel Sober, late of pany H, Sixth Penn- 

sylvania Heavy Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARIA SOLLES, 

The bill (H. R. 5619) granting a pension to Maria Solles was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Maria Solles, widow of David Solles, Company 
C, First New York Mounted Rifles. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNIE E. LAMBING. 


The bill (H. R. 4763) granting a pension to Annie E. Lambing was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to the 
name of Annie E. Lambing, widow of George W. Lambing, late a pri- 
vate of Company I, Seventy-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY ANN SCHIRYE. 


The bill (H. R. 1832) granting a pension to Mary Ann Schirye was 
considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Mary Ann Schirye, widow of George Schirye, 
Tate of Company G, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Heavy Artillery. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA M’ILWAIN. 

The bill (H. R. 4765). granting a to Martha Mellwain was 
considered as in Committee of the ole. It p to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Martha McIlwain, widow of Robert J. Mell- 
wain, late a sergeant of Company K, Eighth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Reserves. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE c. QUICK. 

The bill (H. R. 6146) to increase the pension of George C. Quick was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of George C. Quick, late a private in Captain Miller's company of Illinois 
Mounted Rangers, in the war with the Indians commonly called the 
Black Hawk war, on the pension-roll at 850 per month, in lieu of the 
pension of $16 per month now received by him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. HARRIET M’MANN. 

The bill (H. R. 6402) granting a pension to Mrs. Harriet McMann 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Harriet McMann, widow of Lieut 
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John T. McMann, late lieutenant, Company G, Twenty-first Mich- 
igan Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANASTASIA M’GRIEVY. 

The bill (H. R. 3256) granting a pension to Anastasia McGrievy was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Anastasia McGrievy, widow of Henry Me- 
Grievy, late of Company K, Forty-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SETH M. WALTER. 


The bill (H. R. 3969) granting a pension to Seth M. Walter was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Seth M. Walter, late private Company E, 
wenty-ninth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
W. P. ALEXANDER. 


The bill (H. R. 3055) for the relief of W. P. Alexander was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of W. P. Alexander, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIJAH KILDAY. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senate to consider Order of Business 1399, 
being the bill (H. R. 9782) granting a pension to Elijah Kilday. I 
asked the Committee on Pensions to amend it by changing the spell- 
ing of the name. I have a letter from the pensioner, who tells me the 
name is right in the bill as it came from the other House. I therefore 
do not want the amendment agreed to, and as I have to leave the 
Chamber I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word Elijah,“ to strike ont ‘‘ Kil- 
day and insert Kilida;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elijah Kilida, late a member 
of Colonel Fry's Tennessee Volunteers, 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish that amendment disagreed to. The name is 
right as it is in the bill as it came from the other House, Kilday.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by the 

committee to the title will be disagreed to, and the title will stand as 
in the bill originally. ; 

ELLEN SHEA. 


The bill (H. R. 2051) granting a pension to Ellen Shea was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Ellen Shea, mother of Michael Shea, late of 
Company A, Thirteenth Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. SELBACH, 


The bill (H. R. 3262) granting a pension to Mary A. Selbach was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Mary A. Selbach on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY STUMPF. 


The bill (H. R. 6863) granting a pension to Henry Stumpf was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Henry Stumpf, late a private in Company F, 
Fifteenth Regiment of Missouri Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET A. BLAKE. 

The bill (H. R. 4980) granting an increase of pension to Margaret A. 
Blake was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Margaret A. Blake, widow of 
George A. H. Blake, late colonel of the First Cavalry and a brevet briga- 
digr-general in the United States Army, at $50 a month, in lien of the 
pension she is now receiving. 7 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. PADDOCK 


May 20, 1890: 
‘The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a — 
sion to Margaret A. Blake, widow of George A. H. Blake, late colonel of Fics 


rst 


Cavalry and a brevet brigadier-general in the United States Army, have exam- 
ined the same, and report: 

After careful consideration of the bill, the committee recommend its passage, 
concurring in the House report appended, which they make partof their own, 


HOUSE REPORT, 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4980) granting an increase of pension to Margaret A. Blake, submit the follow- 
ing report: 

General George A. H. Blake was born in Pennsylvania and appointed from 
that State first lieutenant Second Dragoons, June II, 1836; in Florida to 1841, 
and engaged in actions with the Seminole Indians at Fort Weiborn, Jupiter 
Inlet, and other engagements; captain Second Dragoons, December 3, 1555. 
was in the Indian Territory and Texas; in the war with Mexico, and e 
in the battles of Cerro Gordo, defense of Pueblo, battles of Contreras, Molino 
del Rey, Chapultepec, and City of Mexico; brevet major United States Army, 
August 17, 1847, for gallant and meritorious conduct in an affair at St. A ne, 
Mexico; major First Dragoons, July 23, 1850; in Missouri, Texas, New Mexico 
Arizona, California, Nevada, Oregon, and Washington Territory to 186i, and 
en against the Apache and Navajo Indians; lieutenant-colonel First Cav- 
alry, February 15, 1862; engaged in the seven days’ fight and battles of Gaines’s 
Mill, Virginia (in which he was slightly wounded); chief commissary of mus- 
ters, Department of Virginia, to April, 1863; chief commissary of ca 


Middletown, Upperville, and battle of Gettysbargh; special duty in the cavalry 
ro 


$ ber 1 

Thus it will be seen that for forty years and in three wars this faithful officer 
served his country in various tions of trust and responsibility, and finally 
retired from the service full of yearsand honors. The claim of his w for 
pension was rejecied on the ground that the ‘‘fatal disease subse- 
quent to his retirement.” 

Strictly construed, as the law must necessarily be by the Pension rtment, 
this was probably a correct decision for that Department to make. 
due weight to all the consequences and effects of a service continued for so 
many yearsandin every variety of climate, from the Gulf of Mexico to the Pacific 
and from the City of Mexico to Gettysburgh, your committee are of the opinion 
that it is not proven that his death did not originate from disease contracted in 
the service, and are Siponen to give his widow the benefit of the doubt as to this 
point, and they are further of the opinion that, in view of the long and valuable 
services of General Blake, his widow,who is in impoverished circumstances, 
should have the pension asked for in the bill, and they therefore recommend its 
passage. a 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS RILEY. 


The bill (H. R. 4495) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Riley, late of Company L, Seventh United States Cavalry, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-roll the name of Thomas Riley, late of Company L, Seventh 
Regiment of United States Cavalry, at $100 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM THOMPSON. 


The bill (H. R. 4987) granting an increase of pension to William 
Thompson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to pay to William Thompson, of Louisville, Ky., a pension of $25 per 
month, in lieu of the annuity now paid to him as a soldier in the Mex- 
ican war. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. I do not ex- 
actly understand what annuity he is getting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. f 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. PA Dpoc 
May 20, 1890: N 

The Committee on Pensions. to whom was referred the bill nting to Will- 
iam Thompson, of Louisville, Ky.,a pension of $25 per month in lieu of the an- 
nuity now paid him as a soldier of the Mexican war, report that they have care- 


fully examined and considered the same and recommend its — concurring 
in the House report appended, which they make part of their ow 
- HOUSE REPORT. 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4987) grant- 
ing. an increase of pension to William Thompson, have considered the same 
and report: 5 

The claimant was a private in Company B, First Regiment Vi ia Volun- 
teers, Mexican war, and is a pensioner at $8 per month for service war. 
He prays an increase of his pension to $25 per month, declaring that he is sey- 
enty-eight years old, physically unable to , and without any means of sup- 
port whatever outside of his said pension; his wife is sixty-nine years old and 
nearly blind, That his said service covered a period of twenty-one months, 
and nine months of that time he was a prisoner of war in Mexico; also, that he 
— crippled in rightarm and knee during said war and has never recovered 

erefrom. 

His statements relative to age, disability, and lack of property or income are 
corroborated by the testimony of William Waller and John B. Storms. 

Your committee believe this to be a proper case for relief by Congress, and 
the passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELIZA RICHARDSON. 

The bill (H. R. 3531) to grant a pension to Eliza Richardson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Eliza Richardson, mother, by adoption, 
of Thomas Marmaduke Hogg, who enlisted under the name of Thomas 
Marmaduke in Company D of the Tenth Regiment of Missouri Vol- 
unteer Infantry. 


i 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH A. JONES, 


The bill (H. R. 4968) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Jones was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elizabeth A. Jones, dependent sister of Flavel 
B. Jones, late a private in Company D, One hundred and first Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL STERLING. 


The bill (H. R. 3983) granting a pension to Samuel Sterling was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Samuel Sterling, son of David Sterling, late private in Company F, 
Thirty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, now deceased, upon 
the pension-roll, and to pay him a pension of $18 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY J. WELCH. 


The bill (S. 1740) granting a pension to Mary J. Welch, an army 
nurse in the late war, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word of,“ to strike out ‘‘twenty- 
five” and insert twelve;“ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
oe of the pension laws, the name of Mary J. Welch, a voluntary nurse 

during the war, and pay her a pension during life of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MARTIN, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed. the 
following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the Pres- 
ident pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 8555) to authorize the President of the United States 
to cause certain lands heretofore withdrawn from market for reservoir 
purposes to be restored to the public domain, subject to entry under the 
homestead law with certain restrictions; aud 

A bill (H. R. 3934) to authorize the board of supervisors of Maricopa 
County, Arizona, to issue certain bonds in aid of the construction of a 
certain railroad. 

EMELINE BEAM. 


The bill (H. R. 4355) for the relief of Emeline Beam, mother of Isaac 
W. Beam, was considered as in Commi-~e of the Whole. It proposes 
to place upon the pension-roll, at $12 per month, the name of Emeline 
Beam, mother of Isaac W. Beam, deceased, late a private in Company 
Aof the Ninety-sixth Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISABEL HENSLEY, 


The bill (H. R. 6294) for the relief of Isabel Hensley was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that Clinton B. Hensley, as captain of the Home 
Guards of Blue Earth County, Minnesota, in the month of August, 
1862, while defending the settlers of New Ulm against an attack from 
the Upper and Lower Sioux Indians, contracted a disease of which he 
shortly after died, and that he left surviving him as his widow Mrs. 
Isabel Hensley, who now resides in Bloomington, Monroe County, In- 
diana, and is in destitute circumstances. The bill proposes to place 
her name upon the pension-roll at the rate of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

ISAAC- MOORE, 


The bill (H. R. 6726) granting a pension to Isaac Moore was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Isaac Moore, late private in Company G, Sixth 
Regiment of New Hampshire Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA J. GLASS, 

The bill (H. R. 4851) granting a pension to Eliza J. Glass was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Eliza J. Glass, widow of Randall S. Glass, late 
a private of Company G, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed- 


EUGENIA A. HELSTON. 7 

The bill (H. R. 5486) granting a pension to Eugenia A. Helston was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Eugenia A. Helston, the widow of Joseph 
Helston, late a private of Companies H, I, and K, Second Regiment of 
Illinois Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. SALLIE J. MINER. 

The bill (H. R. 8056) granting a pension to Mrs. Sallie J. Miner was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. The preamble recites that 
Sallie J. Miner, formerly Sallie Jeffords, née Chamberlain, of Fulton, 
N. V., now of Saginaw County, Michigan, served as a nurse in the mil- 
itary hospitals in the United States from August 14, 1863, until her 
discharge on November 9, 1864, and is now over seventy years old, in- 
firm, and dependent upon a step-son for the necessariesof life; and that 
in the year 1865 she married one Milo Miner, who during the war was 
employed by the Government as a bridge carpenter, having been re- 
fused acceptance into the military service as a soldier because of his 
age and infirmities, and who had given his four only sons to the mili- 
tary service. The bill proposes to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

THOMAS WARD. 


The bill (H. R. 2469) increasing the pension of Thomas Ward was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of Thomas Ward, late of Company B, Eighty-ninth Regiment 
illinois Infantry Volunteers, to $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGET TOLE. 


The bill (II. R. 2841) granting a pension to Bridget Tole was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Bridget Tole on the pension- roll. she being the widow of William Tole, 
who served in the late war in Company F, Fourth United States In- 
fantry, and Company C, Forty-fifth United States Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JACOB E. GOUDY. 


The bill (H. R. 2049) to grant a pension to Jacob E. Goudy was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Jacob E. Goudy, late private Company G, Two hundred and first 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH D. DUKE. 


The bill (H. R. 2503) for the relief of Sarah D. Duke was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Sarah D. Duke, widow of Capt. John M. Duke, 
deceased, late of Maysville, Ky., formerly aid-de-camp to Brig. Gen. 
William H. Nelson in the war of 1861. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM V. CRONK. 


The bill (H. R. 2012) granting a penton to William V. Cronk was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William V. Cronk, late of Company C, Thirty- 
fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM CROWFORD. 

The bill (H. R. 6757) granting a pension to William Crowford was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William Crowford, of Spalding County, 
Georgia, who wasa private soldier in Capt. JamesF. Ellis’s Company 
in the Creek Indian war of 1836, at $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. CHAPMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 7577) granting a pension to William H. Chapman 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll thename of William H. Chapman, a soldier ot the 
Indian war of 1837 and 1838, at $20 per month. 

The bill was es to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANGELINA SILVER. 

The bill (H. R. 8865) granting a pension to Angelina Silver was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Angelina Silver, widow of Philip W. Silver, 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5781 


late captain of Company C, Eighty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE UHL. 


The bill (H. R. 6089) granting an increase of pension to George Uhl 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
the name of George Uhl, Company K, Twentieth Indiana, on the pen- 
sion-rolls of the United States at $50 per month, in lieu of the pension 
now received by him. 

Tze bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH DABNEY. 


The bill (H. R. 5777) increasing the pension of Sarah Dabney, a Rev- 
olutionary pensioner, was considered as in Committee of the 
roposes to inerease the pension of Sarah Dabney, widow of John Q. 
bney, a private soldier of the Revolutionary war, from $12 to $30 
per month during her natural life. : 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. TURPIE 
May 20, 1890: 1 
to wh ferred the b R. 5 t- 
iraa ann hi Dabney, widow of Sohn Q. 3 
dier of the Revolutionary war, have examined the same, and report: 

That from the facts stated in the House report, which is hereto attached and 
made a part hereof, we believe this to bea meritorious measure, and do recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 

[House Report No, 865, Fifty-first Congress, first session. ] 


Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5777) grant- 
MR increase of pension to Sarah Dabney, have considered the same and 


report: 

i beneficiary under the bill is now a pensioner under the general law of 
811 — month on account of the Revolutionary war service of her late husband, 

hn Q. Dabney. 
oi Ae itet that her pension be increased to $30 per month, because her present 
pension is too small to afford her a comfortable support and other pensioners 
of the small class to which she belongs have been granted the increase. 

Henry Digby, a citizen of Barry, Pike County, Illinois, testifies to a long ac- 
quaintance with the claimant, and that she is past ninety years old, with no 
property or income of any kind except her pension; also, t as she needs con- 
stant care and nursing her present pension is wholly inadequate to her needs. 
and she has no friends or relatives able to her. 

The testimony of Mr. Digby is fully corroborated by the sworn statements of 
William Bright and James Smith. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the relief prayed for should be granted, 
and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH H. SCOOPMIRE. 


The bill (S. 3194) granting a pension to Joseph H. Scoopmire was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the words“ at the rate, to strike out due 
to the total loss of a leg“ and insert of $36 per month;’’ so as to 
make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph H. Scoopmire, Company 
H, Sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, at the rate of $36 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH RAMSEY. 

The bill (S. 2238) granting a pension to Elizabeth Ramsey, army 
nurse, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 7, after the words ‘‘at the rate of,” to strike out ‘‘ twen- 
ty-five’’ and insert ‘‘ twelve,’’ and in line 8, to strike out the words 
from March 4, 1889, during life;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be i: enacted, cic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Ramsey, volunteer 
army nurse, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

RICHARD W. HUBBELL. 


The bill (S. 961) granting an increase of pension to Richard W. Hub- 
bell was considered as in Committee of ths Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension- roll the name of Richard W. Hubbell, late first 
lieutenant of Compauy B, First Wisconsin Heavy Artillery, at $30 per 
month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ole. It. 


SMITH J, SHAFER. 


The bill (S. 2892) increasing the pension of Smith J. Shafer was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposés to place upon the 
pension-roll, at $72 per month, the name of Smith J. Shafer, late pri- 
vate Company E, Sixty-sixth Ohio Infantry Volunteers. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TRA MANLEY. 


The bill (S. 1705) granting a pension to Ira Manley was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Ira Manley, late an assistant surgeon of the First Wis- 
consin Heavy Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES MALIN, 


The bill (S. 754) granting a pension to James Malin was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to placeon the pension-roll 
the name of James Malin, late private in Captain Roundtree’s provis- 
ional militia of Missouri. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET MYERS. 


The bill (S. 794) granting a pension to Margaret Myers was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Margaret Myers, an army nurse during the late 
war of the rebellion, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. BENNETT. 


The bill (S. 3538) granting a pension to John W. Bennett was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John W. Bennett, late an acting ensign in the 
United States Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LIZZIE WRIGHT OWEN. 


The bill (S. 2841) granting a pension to Lizzie Wright Owen was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, after the word “pension,” to strike out the 
words during life of $75 per month, to date from March 4, 1886,” 
and insert at the rate of $50 per month ;’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lizzie Wright Owen, dependent 
and only 5 iy eee Wright, late brigadier- general, and sister 
of Thomas E. Wright, late colonel United States Army, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $50 per month, F 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the report read in that 


case, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. j 

The Secretary proceeded to read the following report, submitted by 
Mr. BLAIR May 20, 1890: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2841) granting 
a pension to Lizzie Wright Owen, have examined the same and report: 
his bill has received favorable action by your committee in two former Con- 
a The report then made is adopted and the passage cf the bill recom- 
mended, 


[Senate Report No. 177, Fiftieth Congress, first session.]} 

The claimant is the daughter of Geo: Wright, late a bri: er-general of 
the United States Volunteers. We append hereto the record of his distinguished 
military service furnished by the War Department, and a notice of his services 
and death, which appeared at the time. Also a copy of her petition, which 
states the grounds of her present claim, and other documents in support thereof. 

She is now poor, and her physician in this city presents a statement of her 
present condition, that she is suffering with attacks of disease, increasing in se- 
verity, which will soon entirely disable her. 

It will be observed that the extraordinary services and misfortunes detailed 
in this case prevent its forming a precedent to any extent for other applica- 
tions, and to refuse this application would in the opinion of your committee be 
an exhibition of ingratitude unworthy the Republic. 

We recommend the passage of the bill. 


To the honorable Committee on Pensions, United Slates Senate; 

GENTLEMEN: I have the honor to present my petition for a pension at the rate 
of $50 a month in recognition of the services of my father, the late General 
George Wright, United States Army, who after more than forty years’ services 
lost his life while in pursuance of his official duty in traveling from California 
to Oregon on the steamer Brother Jonathan, which was lost July 30, 1865. 

His wife, my mother, losing her life at the same time, no pension has ever ac- 
crued to any member of the family for my father’s services, and at this I, 
his only daughter, find myself a widow entirely dependent on my own exertion 
for the sapport of myself and daughter, with a son still de; dent upon me for 
assistance in placing him in life. My health, which has of late failed, may at 
any time unfit me for exertions, and I pray that a consideration of these 
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facts, and furthermore that my husband served for eighteen years as an officer 
of the regular Army, but 8 a short time before his death . e me 
ofa pean on his account, and that my brother, the late Col. Thomas F. 
Wright,to whom I might have looked forassistance in my present circumstances, 
ha been killed in the Modoc war, and no pension being drawn at the pres- 
ent time for his service, may have such weight with the honorable committee 


as may induce you to grant my prayer. 
* 4 gla LIZZIE WRIGHT OWEN. 


BRIGADIER-GENERAL WRIGHT, 


When a noble and brave soldier falls in the heat of battle, the sorrow that must 
be felt is ina measure assuaged by the fact that he periled life in a noble cause, 
the defense of the land of his birth and the institutions of his Government. We 
areapt, however, when we learn thesudden taking from our midst of a faithful 
soldier, to lose sight of the great good he accomplished in his official career. 
But a few brief days ago we chronicled the departure of Brig. Gen. George 
Wright, to take command of the new military districtof Columbia, We little 
thought that it should be our duty to pen the notice of his death, for we have 
no reason to doubt that he, with the ill-fated passengers of the Brother Jona- 
than, has found a watery ve. 

California and the Pacific coast may well put on sables, for one of the truest 
and best of men has been taken from among us. Asa military chieftain his 
record stands among the most distinguished of American generals. Not alone 
was he great in the field, where masterly ability characterized his every ac- 
tion, but his diplomatio tact, as eviden during the trying period of the past 
four years, led our people to enjoy the blessings of peace. r 

We oweeverything to thatconciliatory spirit which marked General Wright's 
milita r Ai eren ken and it must be remembered that, although many could 
not look into the future with his foresight, the whole nation is indebted, in a 
very gm measure, for the pacification of the turbulent spirit which at one 
time threatened to embroil us on the coast in the horrors of rebellion 
and civil war. When we look back and review the past we can not but feel 

teful to the wisdom and prudence which marked General Wright's career. 

lated as we were at the inception of the rebellion, almost wholly without 
defense, with a community of mixed and multiform opinions, liable to become 
excited, and when excited to do deeds of violence, which sober second thought 
would condemn, he steered the bark of nationality throughout the whole sea 
of troubles with discretion, 8 and wisdom. At the time we speak of 
California did not appear as prominent as history has made her. The slight- 
est diMeulty—a ru between the civiland military authorities—would have 
embroiled her in the horrors which beset our sister States. At this period our 
industry was an essential to the maintenance of our Government and our in- 
stitutions, If we were not in actual ifthe clang, clamor, and clash of con- 
flict did not resound from San Diego to Fraser River, we know of no one but 
Brigadier-General Wright to whom the honor and credit is due. 

Peace has its victories as well as war. In a peaceful capacity General Wright 
did his country great service. Had California proved recreant to her fidelity to 
the Union; had our mines ceased to pour their wealth into the national Treas- 
ury, who could depict the sad picture of our national dishonor? During Gen- 
eral Wright’s direction of the military department of this coast no measure was 
left untried which could further not alone our own interests, but the great and 
absorbing interests of the General Government. By his wise and conciliatory 
conduct he cemented the bonds of union and drove gaunt war and all its at- 
tendant horrors from our mi 

General Wright was a soldier, and had a record that any great and good man 
might feel proud of. Hiscareer in Mexico and in the various Indian campaigns 
in n is well known. He was born in Vermont, and entered the Army as 
a second lieutenant of the Third Infantry in 22 1822. His rank in the Regu- 
lar Army was colonel of the Ninth Regiment ot Infantry, and he was brevetted 
a brigadier-general of volunteers in 1861, He leaves a son in the service, a colo- 
nel, commanding the Sixth Regiment of California Volunteers, at the Presidio. 

Asan officer he won the respect and esteem ofall; asa man he was kind and 
genial; as a citizen he filled all the various tions with credit to himself and 

he he served and so revered. His loss isa public calamity, yet the keen 
edge of sorrow is tem when we all know that, covered with years and 
honors, he surrendered life in the discharge of his duty. 


Wan DerantMest, ApsUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFI 
Washington, June 17, 1886. 
Statement of the military service of George Wright, late of the United States Arm 
compiled from the records oP ints office, x 
He wasa cadet at the United States Military Academy from September I4, 
1818, to July 1, 1822, when graduated and appointed second lieutenant Third 
Infantry; promoted first lieutenant September 23, 1827, and captain October 30, 
1836; transferred to Eighth Infantry July 7, 1838; promoted major Fourth In- 
fantry January 1, 1848; lieutenant-colorfe February 3, 1855; appointed colonel 
Ninth Infantry March 3, 1855, and eral United States Volunteers 
September 28, 1861, 

o received the brevets of major March 15, 1842, “for meritorious conduct in 
zeal, energy, and perseverance in the war against the Florida Indians; of 
lieutenant-colonel August 20, 1847, for gallant and meritorious conduct in the 
battles of Contreras and Churubusco, Mexico;” of colonel September 8, 1547, 
“for gallant and meritorious conduct in the le of Molino del Rey, Mexico,’ 
— of brigadier-general December 19, 1864, “for long, faithful, and meritorious 
services, 

ae inog his regiment September 29, 1822, and served therewith at Fort How- 
a 
t Howard, Wis., to September, 1826; at Jefferson 


Ma: 
imental adjutant from 8 R 


1856 

une, 1857; Fort Dalles, Oregon, to July 17, 1858; the ex ition against Cœur 
@’Aléne and Spokane Indians to October 16, 1858; Fort Dalles, Oregon, to June 15, 
1859; Fort Walla Walla, Wash., to June 29, ; the Department of Oregon from 
July 5, 1800, to September 13, 1861; the Department of the Pacificfrom October 20, 


/ 


1861, to July I, 1864, and the district of California to July 27,1865. He wasdrowned 
July 30, 1865, In the wreck of the steamer Brother Jonathan, while on his way to 
Portland, Oregon, to assume command of the Department of the Columbia. 
O. D. GREENE, 
Assistant Adjulant-General. 
Wasuixdrox, D. C. 
To the honorable the chairman of the Senate Commitlec on Pensions: 

The undersigned 8 beg lea ve to invite the attention of your honor- 
able committee to the claim for pension presented by Mrs. L. W. Owen, the 
daughter of the late General George Wright, United States Army. 

General Wright entered the military service as a commissioned officer, upon 
graduation from the Military Academy in 1822, and remained therein continu- 
ously until his death in 1865, which occurred at sea by the foundering of the 
steamer Brother Jonathan between San Francisco and the Columbia River, 
General Wright being at the time en route to Portland, Oregon, to assume com- 
mand of the Departmént of the Columbia. 

General Wright's record of military service extended over a period of nearly 
half a century, covering three wars (Seminole, Mexican, and the rebellion), 
and unnumbered conflicts with hostile Indians, in all of which he was most 
highly distinguished and successful. 

Vhile serving in the junior grades his record was invariably characterized by 
zeal, energy, and brilliant acts of gallantry. In the higher grades, and espe- 
cially as a general officer in command of the Department of the Pacific during 
the critical period of the late war, his services were of inestimable value, char- 
ee by wisdom and ability, both as a soldier and statesman, of the highest 
order. 

His whole career was that of the gallant, noble, heroic, spotless man and sol- 
dier pee deeds and fame will ever be remembered and cherished in our 
service, 

At the time of his death he was accompanied by his wife, who went down 
with him. His son was killed in the lava-beds during the Modoc war while 
gallantly leading his company. 

We are informed that no claim for pension has heretofore been presented on 
account of the services of either father or son. Mrs. Owen, the ae aughter,was 
widowed several years since and left with quite a family of children. By her 
own exertions she has hitherto educated, and maintained her children 
most reputably and well; but now, with advancing years and in failing health, 
she asks aid from a generous Government in her and their support. 

We ly beg to hope her claim will receive your most favorable at- 


tention and consideration. 
P. H. SHERIDAN, Lieulenant- Gen- JOHN G. PARKE, Colonel of Engi- 
neers, Brevet Major-General, 


eral, 
R. MAcFEELY,Commissary-General 8. V. BEN Brigad ter- General. 
of Subsistence, Brigadier General. Chief of Ordnance. 
A A. BAIRD, Brigadier-General, In- 
r-General, 


J. O. KELTON, Colonel, Assistant Ad- . 
O. D. GREENE, Assistant Adjulant- 


5 
JOHN NEWTON, Brigadier- Gen- General, Brevet Br jor-General, 


eral, 8 . ROB’T N. SCOTT, Lioutenant-Colo- 
JOHN M. WILSON, Lieutenant-Col. nel Third United States Artillery. 


Engineers, Colonel, U. & A. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not suppose the Senator desires to have the mil- 
itary record of General Wright read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If that bill can be amended so as to show that the 
applicant is to be pensioned in the right of her husband, and not in the 
right of her father, I shall not object, but otherwise I shall be compelled 
to object to it. She states in her petition that her husband was in the 
Army, etc. Let it be stated in the bill that she is the widow of so and 
so, according to the report. I have not got a copy of the report here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote by which the bill was 

will be reconsidered, if there be no objection, and also the vote 
by which the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. It 
is now in the Senate and open to amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out ‘‘dependent and only sur- 
viving daughter of George Wright, late brigadier-general, and sister 
of Thomas F. Wright, late colonel United States Army,’’ and insert 
the widow of”? so and so, naming her husband. As I understand 
the report, her husband was in the Army. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed by the Sec- 
retary that the name of her husband is not mentioned in the report, 
KRELL. I find that she says in her petition: 


Mr. COC 
My health, which has of late failed, may at any time unfit me for further ex- 


ertions, and I pray that a consideration of these facts, and furthermore that my 
husband served for eighteen years as an officer of the regular Army, etc. 

Now, I want the name of her husband so that we can insert it in the 
bill. I suppose it is shown somewhere in the papers. I think the bill 
had better be passed over for the present. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let it be over for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice and the next order of business will be stated. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FARGO, N. DAK. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator from Minnesota to yield to me 
to call up a bill that will occasion no debate. 

Mr. DAVIS. LI yield if it does not occasion debate. 

Mr. SPOONER, I ask unanimous consent that the bill to provide 
for the erection of a public building in the city of Fargo, N. Dak., may 
be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator trom Wisconsin asks 
nnanimous consent that the order of the Senate may be suspended that 
he may ask for the consideration of the bill named by him. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK, A bill (S. 1572) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Fargo, N. Dak. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is advised that the bill 


Mr. PIERCE. The bill passed and I entered a motion to reconsider 
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it for the purpose of having the mmendation of the Supervising 
Architect carried out that the appropriation be increased to $125,000. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then the motion to reconsider is still pending. I 
call up the motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion is before the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to amend the bill by adding 

The PRESIDENT pro e. The bill is not open to amendment 
until the vote by which the bill was passed is reconsidered. There is 
a motion to reconsider pending. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the vote by 
which thé bill was passed and the vote by which the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading will be reconsidered. The Chair 
hears no objection, and the bill is before the Senate and open to amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SPOONER: I move to amend the bill by making the sum ap- 
propriated $125,000, instead of the amount named in the bill; and I 
will say that this additional amount is requested by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. There is a Federal court at Fargo besides a large num- 
ber of other Federal offices. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 13, after the words sum of, 
it is proposed to strike out *‘ ninety-five thousand and insert one 
hundred and twenty-five thousand, and in line 14 to strike ont 
“ ninety-five thousand” and insert one hundred and twenty-five 
thousand;’’ so as to read: 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 

purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to 
hereon a suitable building, including vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, use and accommoda- 
tion of the United States courts, 
city of Fargo and State of North 
cluding said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and ap- 
es, complete, not to exceed the aum of $125,000, which said sum of $125,000 
hereby 8 for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MES, ANNA S. TAYLOR. 

The bill (S. 2216) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna S. Taylor was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It to plaee on the 
8 the name of Mrs. Anna S. Taylor, as dependent widow of 

S. Taylor, late first lieutenant Company D, Twenty-first Illinois 
Volunteers. A 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EVELYN W. MILES. 


The bill (S. 2390) to increase the pension of Evelyn W. Miles was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 7, after the words sum of,“ to strike out “‘ one-hun- 
dred?’ and insert “fifty; in line 10, after the word during,“ to in- 
sert the word the;“ and in the same line, after the word “widow,” 
to strike ont the words and, in case of her death, until majority of 
her children and insert in lieu of the pension she is now regeiving; 
so as to make the bill read: if 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Evelyn W. Miles, and pay her and 
her minor children the sum of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension now re- 
ceived by them as widow and children of Charles R. Miles, late lieutenant 
United States Navy, the same to be during the life of the widow, in lieu of the 
pension she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill wasordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

SAMUEL CHANDLER. 

The bill (H. R. 4128) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Chandler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll Samuel Chandler, late a soldier of the 
of 1812, and pay him a pension of $30 per month, in lieu of $8 a mo: 
now paid him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEVI H. UTT. 


The bill (H. R. 6725) to increase the pension of Levi H. Utt was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pen- 
sion now paid to Levi H. Utt, late major of Seventh Kansas Cavalry, 
to $50 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

J MRS. MARY SHUMWAY. 

The bill (H. R. 4869) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Shumway was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
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38 the name of Mary Shumway, widow of David A. Shumway, 
ate of Company A, First Michigan Engineers and Mechanics’ Volun- 
teers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SUSAN M. GARDNER. 

The bill (H. R. 2429) granting a pension to Susan M. Gardner was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
peusion-roll the name of Susan M. Gardner, a resident of Flint, Mich., 
at $12 per month, on account of disability resulting from disease con- 
tracted while serving as a hospital nurse during the war of the rebell- 
ion. $ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY G. CALEY, 

The bill (H. R. 7185) granting a pension to Mary G. Caley was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary G. Caley, mother of Herschell Caley, latea 
private in Company L, Twenty-first Regiment of New York Cavalry 
Volunteers, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ; 

CYNTHIA A. GUDGELL, 

The bill (S. 1712) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Gudgell was 
considered as in Committee ot the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Cynthia A. Gudgell, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM ELMENDORF. 

The bill (S. 3756) for the relief of William Elmendorf was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It to on the on- 
roll the name of William Elmendort, of Rapid City, S. Dak., late a 
private in Company D, Twenty-ninth i t Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, at $24 per month, instead of $14 per month, his present rating. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EVA T. BLAKE. 

The bill (H. R. 7729) granting a pension to Eva T. Blake was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. Itproposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Eva T. Blake, widow of Andrew Blake, late a 
private of Company I, One hundred and fourth Pennsylvania Infantry; 
also of Company H Ninety-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. SUSANNAH D. CLARK. 


The bill (H. R. 4190) granting a pension to Mrs. Susannah D. Clark 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Susannah D. Clark, of Jonesborough, 
Grant County, Indiana, a volunteer army nurse, during the late rebell- 
ion, and pay her, during life, a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BELINDA LLOYD. 


The bill (H. R. 8474) to restore the name of Belinda Lloyd to the 
pension-roll and pay her a pension was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to restore and place upon the pension-roll, and 
to pay a pension to, Mrs. Belinda Lloyd, as dependent mother of Aus- 
tin E. Sanders, deceased, late a private in Company C of the Thirty- 
fifth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers in the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DOLLY BLAZER, 

The bill(H. R. 5050) grantinga pension to Dolly Blazer was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the ion-roll 
the name of Dolly Blazer, widow of Richard Blazer, late captain of 
Company A of the Ninety-first Regiment of Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM A. BENGE. 

The bill (H. R. 5098) for the relief of William A. Benge was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of William A. Benge, dependent child of Isaac Benge, 
late a private in Company H, Seventieth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teers, at $18 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

- ELIZABETH BENNETT. 

The bill (H. R. 6153) granting a pension to Elizabeth Bennett was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elizabeth Bennett, mother of John Bennett, 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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late a private in Company H, Seventh New York Heavy Artillery Vol- 
unteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PAULINE M. BEACH. 
The bill (H. R. 7513) granting a pension to Pauline M. Beach was 


It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of Pauline M. Beach, widow of Henry 8. 
Beach, late private Company B, Sixth Regiment Michigan Infantry 
Volunteers, and Company B, First Regiment Michigan Heavy Artillery 
Volunteers. a 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN S. LOZIER. 


The bill (H. R. 6211) granting a ion to John S. Lozier was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the ole. It pro to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John S. Lozier, late a private in Company I, 
Eighty-sixth Ohio Volunteers, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SUSANNA MITTS, 


The bill (H. R. 2011) granting a pension to Susanna Mitts was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
peasion-roll the name of Susanna Mitts, widow of James H. Mitts, 
private in Company F, Sixth Regiment Missouri Infantry Volunteers, 
in the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WARNER M. ELLIS. 


The bill (H. R. 7659) granting a pension to Warner M. Ellis was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Warner M. Ellis, son of William Ellis, late 
of Company I, One hundred and thirty-first Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, at $6 per month, and after the death of his mother the 
pension of this claimant shall be $18 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. Ido not 
exactly understand that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. TuRPIE 
May 23, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7659) gan 


ing a pension to Warner M. Ellis, son of William Ellis, late of Company I, One 


hundred and thirty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer ntry, have examined 
the same and report: 


That from the facts stated in the House report, which is hereto attached and 
made a part hereof, we believe this to be a meritorious measure do recom- 
wend the passage of the bill. 

[House Report No. 962, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7659) granting a pension to Warner M. Ellis, submit the following report: 

The evidence shows that the claimant, Warner M. Ellis, has been a cripple 
ever since he was two years old; the muscles of his lower limbs are undeveloped 
on acount of an attack of fever while a child. and he is now totally disabled 
from performing manual labor; has no property of any kind, no means of sup- 
port, and no relatives able to support him, mother being an invalid and has 
no property; that William Ellis, the father of the claimant, was a member of 
Compuny I, One hundred and thirty-first Regiment of Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, in the war of the rebellion, and while in line of duty, about the 22d day 
of July, 1863, in the State of 1 died of ; that the mother of the 
claimant and widow of soldier is wing a pension of $12 per month on ac- 
count of the death of her husband. 

Your committee therefore report back the bill and recommend that the claim- 
ant, Warner M, Ellis, be placed upon the pension-rolls at the rate of $ per 
month. and that said bill be amended by striking out the word “eighteen,” in 
the seventh line, and inserting in lieu thereof the word “ six ;"’ and thatafter the 
word “lands,” in the eighth line, add the following: And after the death of 
mother that then the pension of this claimant shall be $18 per month; and that 
the bill as so amended do pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

passed. 


a third reading, read the third time, and 
SARAH DEVINE, 


The bill (H. R. 3242) granting a pension to Sarah Devine, mother of 
Jesse Chapman, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
pro to place on the pension-roll the name of Sarah Devine, mother 
of Jesse Chapman, late a private in Company H, Sixty-fifth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 2 


CHARLES W. GEDDES. 


Mr. COCKRELL, I am inclined to think that Order of Business 
1189, being the bill (S. 3302) for the relief of Charles W. Geddes, 
which involves the question of the issue of a land warrant, ought to 
go to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DAVIS. I did not hear the statement of the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Order of Business 1189, Senate bill 3302, which 
we passed over a while ago, is for the issue of a land warrant, and it 
seems to me that it ought to go to the Committee on Public Lands, 
which I believe always considers such cases, 


Mr. DAVIS. Perhaps if it were a matter of original reference that 
would be right, but the bill has been referred to the Committee on 
Pensions and acted upon, and I do not think now, owing to any in- 
formality of reference originally, that it should be referred to another 
committee, 

Mr. COCKRELL. While it has been acted upon by the Committee 
on Pensions and they may believe it to be a just and meritorious bill, 
yet as to what principle will be affected and what policy, I think the 
ne on Public Lands ought to determine in regard to the grant- 
ing of it. 

Mr. DAVIS, Let it be passed over. I should like to look at it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been passed over. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I think we have disposed of quite enough busi- 
ness to-day, and I imagine from the very full attendance of the Senate 
that Senators are anxious to have a recess or an executive session or 
an adjournment. We have got down to No. 1380 on the Calendar, and 
I think that is doing very well. : 

Mr. DAVIS. I hope the Senator will not press a motion to adjourn 
now. 

Mr. TURPIE. I hope the call of pension bills will be continued a 
little further. The members of the committee and many Senators are 
interested in these bills, and I hope the call may be continued for a 
while longer, so that we may afford relief in as many cases as possible. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is Saturday afternoon, and I think we have 
done fully enough business considering the attendance. 

Mr. SAWYER. I was going to ask to take up a bill in which the 
Post-Office Department is very much interested, which is Order of 
3 1519. I will state to the Senate that it changes the general 

WwW — . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the order 
having been that unobjected private pension cases should be consid- 
ered many Senators have left the Chamber, and it would hardly be 


advisable to call up general business. 
Mr.SAWYER. Very well. I will not ask to have the bill consid- 
ered now. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I think we ought to continue the consideration 
of the pension bills until 5 o’clock at least. 

Mr. TURPIE. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is the considera- 
tion of the private pension bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In view of the fact that we have only abont ten 
or twelve Senators in the Senate Chamber, I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. DAVIS. I hope the Senator will withdraw that motion. 
us sit until 5 o’clock. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think the Senator from Missouri has made a 
miscount of the number of Senators present. N 

Mr. COCKRELL. If I have made a miscount the Presiding Officer 
can count and see whether we have enough present to transact busi- 
ness or not. I think we have done enough for to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair, if the 
want of a quorum is suggested, to ascertain whether a quorum is pres- 
ent for the purpose of transacting business. The Chair thinks a quo- 
rum is not in attendance. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I insist on my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Missouri that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 4 o’clock and 48 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 9, 1890, at 12 o' clock m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 7, 1890. 


metatllo’clocka,m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
URN, D. D. 
Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


THE SILVER BILL, 


r. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, before debate upon the pending bill 
shall begin to-day I desire to have the attention of the gentleman from 
Iowa, the chairman of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures. I wish to ask him whether he has any objection to modifying 
his substitute by striking out the exception in section 2 at the top of 


page 8. 

Mr. CONGER. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman please state what the provis- 
ion is, so that the House may understand the proposition? 

Mr. PAYSON. The provision in section 2 is that the Treasury notes 
pro to be issued ‘‘shall be a legal tender in the payment of all 
debts, public and private, except where otherwise expressly stipulated 
in the contract.“ I hope the gentleman will modify the substitute by 
striking out that exception. 
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Mr. ADAMS. What would be the effect of that? Would it be to 
forbid persons from making such contracts? 

Mr. PAYSON. It would leave the law exactly as it stands now; it 
simply would not put into the law an express provision that gold con- 
tracts might be made. 

Mr. ADAMS. I hope the modification will not be made at the 
present time. I must object, if my consent is necessary. If the gen- 
tleman has the right to modify the substitute without the consent of 
the rest of us, of course I have nothing to say. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman has the right to modify it. The 
previous question has not been ordered. 

Mr. PAYSON. I hope the modification will be made, so as tô leave 
the law exactly as it is now. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] 
object ? 

Mr. ADAMS. I did not understand that the modification was to be 
made now and I should prefer not to have it made at present. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have made the point, Mr. Speaker, that the 
gentleman [Mr. Concer] has a right to make the modification, the 
previous question not having been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that the gentleman might 
withdraw the substitute and offer another under certain conditions, by 
which the desired end might be arrived at. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, the substitute bill before the House 
will, I think, in substance pass this body; and it will pass in obedience 
to a public sentiment which I believe to be practically universal, a 
demand coming up from all parts of the Union for an additional and a 
larger use of silver as a money metal and as a basis for a further in- 
crease of the currency of the country. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will my colleague allow me to interrupt him a mo- 
ment to say that, after consultation with the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, I withdraw my objection to 
my colleague’s proposed modification, although I have not examined the 
matter? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMs] with- 
draws hisobjection. Is there further objection? [Afterapause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. PAYSON. I was about to say, Mr. Speaker, that in the few 
minutes during which I shall occupy the attention of the House I shall 
assume without argument the existence of a good many facts which 
gentlemen who have pene me have been pleased to elaborate upon. 
I assume, first, that there is all over the Union a feeling of unrest, to 
put it mildly, as to the business situation, In many parts of the 
Union there is a feeling of positive distress as to that situation. 

And, without stopping here to discuss which of those sentiments or 
feelings is right, without discussing the question whether or not the 
statements which are made as to some portions of the Union are or are 
not in a measure exaggerated, it is enough for me to say, for the pur- 
poses of this argument, that I believe the middle ground is perhaps the 
more accurate one, I believe that there is a necessity for legislation 
in the direction in which this bill tends. I believe that the distress 
abont which there is so much complaint, grows cut of the fact, which 
I assume, of the appreciation of the value of gold the world over as 
compared with the commodities which the people daily require and 
daily use. I assume for the purposes of what I shall say here to-day 
that, relatively. silver occupies about the same position in purchesing 
power as to commodities which the people generally use that it has 
for the past twenty years; so that the great fall in prices which is con- 
ceded by everybody so far as I know, except the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. WALKER], is probably more largely due to the actual 
fact of the appreciation of gold as a money metal and the practical de- 
monetization of silver than to any other cause. 

I do not forget that in 1873 silver was practically demonetized in 
this country. Ido not stop now and here to discuss whether or not 
that was done in a quiet, secretive, surreptitious way, or whether it 
was done with apparent openness. Whether the people who were en- 
gaged in that transaction ought now to be subjected to censure or not 
because of improper motives in the action then had, I do not stop to 
discuss. The fact of the demonetization of silver and the effect of that 
legislative action everybody now concedes—everybody. Hence there 
is a necessity as well as a public demand for the legislation that we are 
now considering. 

I do not regard myself as in a position toadd very much that would 
be new to a discussion of our financial system, or the condition of our 
financial legislation. The general arguments on the subject are some- 
what stale. So I do not attempt to reproduce them. Since I have been 
in public life I have always had fixed views upon the position Whichsilver 
should be given and in which it should be maintained in our monetary 
system. Those views are pretty well understood by old members of the 
Houseof Representatives. In the Forty-seventh Congress I had the honor 
to serve upon the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. Before 
that committee was a bill providing for the suspension of the silver 
coinage. My colleagues upon that committee and myself gave the mat- 
ter as thorough investigation, perhaps, as the average of Congressional 
committees give to an important subject, and I had the honor in that 
Congress to make the report for the committee against the suspension 


of silver coinage, and to submit some views which I then entertained, 
which were indorsed by the committee and which I have entertained 
from that time until now. Those views were the result of as careful 
and candid an investigation of that question, which was then new to 
me, as I have ever given to any subject. The views I then entertained 
and now entertain were in harmony with what I believe to be the prin- 
ples announced by the last Republican convention, held in the city of 


Chicago. I remember as an anditor ia that convention hearing the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY], the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, read the platformin the great Audi- 
torium building, in which that convention was held. Ido not for- 
get, when the ringing words came from his lips to an audience then con- 
scious as a matter of recent recollection of the position of the Cleveland 
administration in regard to silver, the response of that audience when 
he read the declaration: 


We, the Republican party, believe in the use of gold and silver as money, 
and 8 the present Democratic administration for its hostility to sil- 
ver, cte, 


The words that thus fell from his lips as he read that platform to 
that assembled multitude met with an enthusiastic response that I 
shall never forget so long as I live. The words uttered expressed the 
sentiments of that magnificent, representative Republican audience. 
J did not then think, Mr. Speaker, that within about two years from 
that time I should be asked to vote in the House of Representatives 
for a bill coming from a Committee on Coinage, Weights,and M 
a majority of which was composed of members of the same politi 
party to which I belong, which not only practically, ay, absolutely, de- 
monetizes silver as a money metal and establishes upon the statutes of 
Union a gold standard, and that only, but in addition to that wipes the 
from the statute-book the only legislation that we have for the coinage 
of the standard silver dollar. [Applause. ] 7 

I believe in the doctrine which was announced by the Republican 
national convention; I stand for it here and now, and I express the 
confident belief that out of the debate which is going on here and out 
of the consideration of this question will come a bill from a Repub- 
lican House of Representatives and a Republican Senate which in letter 
and spirit will be up to the declarations of the party at its last national 
convention, and meet the public demands. 

The bill under consideration, Mr. Speaker, is House bill No. 5381, 
supplemented by House bill No, 9678, which I will not take time to 
read, but will insert both in the RECORD as part of my remarks: 


A bill (H. R. 5381) authorizing the r = Treasury notes on deposits of silver 
on. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House o Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress asse bled, That any owner of silver bullion, the product of 
the mines of the United States or of ores smelted or refined in the United 
may deposit the same at any coinage mint or at any assay office in the U 
States that the y of the Treasury may designate, and receive therefor 
Treasury notes hereinafter provided for, equal. at the date of deposit to the net 
value of such silver, at the market price, such price to be determined by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury under rules and regulations prescribed, based upon the 

rice current in the leading silver markets of the world; but no deposit consist- 
ng in whole or in part of silver bullion or foreign silver coins imported into this 
country, or bars resulting from melted or refined foreign silver coins, shall be 
received under the provisions of this act. 

Src. 2, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be prepared Treas- 
ury notes in such amounts as may be required for the purpose of the above sec- 
tion, and in such form and denominations as he may prescribe: Provided, That 
no noue — be of a denomination less than one dollar nor more than one thou- 
sand dollars, 

Sec, 3. That the notes issued under this act shall be receivable for customs, 
taxes, and all papie dues, and when received into the Treasury may be re- 
issued, and such notes,when held by any national banking association, shall be 
counted as part of its lawful reserve. 

SEC. 4. That the notes issued under the provisions of this act shall be redeemed 
upon demand at the Treasury of the United States or at the office of an assistant 
treasurer of the United States by the issue of a certificate of deposit for the sum 
of the notes so presented, payable at one of the mints of the United States in 
an amount of silver bullion equal in value on the date of s+id certificate to the 
number of dollars stated therein at the market price of silver, to be determined 
as provided insection 1; or such notes may be redeemed in gold coin, at the op- 
tion of the Government: Provided, That upon demand of the holder such notes 
shall be redeemed in silver dollars. 

Sec.5. That when the market price of silver, as determined by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, shall exceed $1 for 371.25 ins of pure silver, it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to refuse to receive deposits of silver bull- 
ion for the purposes of this act: Provided, That when the market price of sil- 
ver, as determined in accordance with section 1 of this act, is $1 for 371.25 grains 
of pure silver, it shall be lawful for the owner of any silver bullion, the deposit 
of which for notes is herein provided for, to deposit the same at any coinage 
mint of the United States, to be formed into standard silver dollars for his 
benefit, as provided in the act of January 18, 1837. 

Sec. 6. That the silver bullion deposited under this act, represented by Treas- 
ury notes which have been redeemed in gold coin or in silver dollars, may be 
coined into standard silver dollars or any other denomination of silver coin now 
5 by law, for the purpose of replacing the coin used in the redemption 
of the notes. 

Sec. 7. That so much of the act of February 28, 1878, entitled “An act to au- 
thorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender 
character,” as requires the monthly purchase and coinage into silver dollars of 
not less than two million dollars, nor more than four million dollars’ worth of 
silver bullion. is hereby repealed. 

Sr. S. That any gain orscigniorage arising from the coinage which may be 
executed under the provisions of this act shall be accounted for and paid into 
the Treasury, as provided by existing law. 

Sec. 9. That silver bullion received under the provisions of this act shall be 
subject to the requirements of existing law. and. the regulations of the mint 
service, governing the methods of receipt, determining the amount of pure 
silver contained, and the amount of charges or deductions, if any, to be made, 
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Sxc.10, That it shall be the duty of the collectors of customs of the United 
States to stamp with a steel stamp on every bar of silver bullion imported into 
the United States the word foreign.“ It shall be the duty of every assayeror 
refiner in the United States, or any other person or firm, who may receive bars 
of silver stamped “foreign,” in case such bars are remelted orrefined, to stamp 
with a steel stamp the resulting bars foreign.“ In case barsofsilverstamped 
+t irera "are remelted or refined with other silver products of the United 
States in such a way that it is not possible to separate in the resulting bars the 
exact product of such foreign silver, it shall be the duty of such assayer or re- 
finer, or other person or firm, to stamp with a steel stamp on an amount of sil- 
ver bars which shall be equivalent to the amount of fo: silver melted or re- 
fined the word foreign.“ It shall be the duty of every assayer or refiner in 
the United States, or any other person or firm, who may reveive coins of silver 
of the coinage of countries other than the United Stutes, in case such coins are 
remelted or refined, to stamp with a steel stamp the resulting bars “foreign.” 
In case foreign silver coins are remelted or refined with other silver products of 
the United States in such a way that it is not possible to separate in the result- 
ing bars the ee of such foreign silver coins, it shall be the duty of 
such assayer or refiner, or other person or firm, to stamp, with a steel stamp, 
on an amount of silver bars which shall be equivalent to the amount of foreign 
silver coins melted or refined, the word “foreign.” Every person who fails to 
stamp bars resulting from the remelting or refining of foreign silver bullion or 
foreign silver coins with the word “foreign,” and every person who falsely re- 
moves this stamp or who by any art, way, or means mutilates the stamp for 
the purpose of preventing identification of the bars, shall be punished bya fine 
of not less than $100 nor more than $1,000 for each bar: That nothing 
in this section shall be held to apply to silver ucts extracted by the pro- 
cesses of smelting, amalgamation, and lixiviation or any other metallurgical 

„ in the United States, from ores imported from foreign countries, 

Sec. 11. That nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent the purchase, 
from time to time, as may be required, of silver bullion forthe subsidi silver 
coinage, nor to affect the! tender quality of the standard silver dollar. 

Sec. 12. That a sum one to ary ots Sie pret ees of eens eee 
appropriated, out of any money in the — . otherwise appropriated. 
ec. 13. That all acts and parts of acts in t with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed. 

Sec. 14. Thatthis act shall take effect thirty days from and after its passage. 


A bill H. R. directing the purchase of silver bullion and the issuing of 
pig bomen notes thereon, and for other purposes, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States o; 
America in Congress That the tary of the Treasury is hereby di- 
rected to purchase from time to time silver bullion to the amount of 
4,500,000 ounces of fine silver in each month, at the market price thereof, not 
exceeding $1 for 871.25 of pure silver, and to issue in payment for such 
3 ‘on Treasury notes of n 

y tbe Secretary of the in such form and of such denominations, not 
less than $1 nor more than $1, as he may prescribe, and a sum sufficient to 
carry into effect the provisions of this act is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise approp 

Sec. 2. That the Treasury notes issued in accordance with the provisions of 
this act shall be redeemable on demand, in lawful money of the United States, 
atthe of the United States, or at the office of any assistant treasurer 
of the United States, and when so red may be but no greater 
or less amount of such notes shall be outstanding at any time than the cost of 
the silver bullion then held in the Treasury purchased by such notes; and such 

notes shall be receivable for customs, taxes, and all public dues, and 
when so received may be reissued; and such notes when held by any national 
king association may be counted asa part of its lawful reserve: 
upon demand of the holder of any of the Treasury notes 


lations as he sh: p z 
bullion which shall be equal in value at the market price thereof on the day of 


ex to the amount of such notes presented. 

Sud. 3. That the of the Treasury shall coin such portion of the sil- 
ver bullion purchased under the ions of this act as may be necessary to 
provide for the redem of the Treasury notes pro’ for,and any 
3 from such coinage shall be accounted for and 

to the Treasury. 

Sec. 4. That the silver bullion purchased under the of this act 

lations of 


shall be subject to the requirements of the existing law and the 
service rr. of pure sil- 

ver contai and the amount of or deductions, if any, to be 
SEC. 5. That so much of the act of February 28, 1878, entitl ‘An act to au- 
thorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar, and to restore its legal-tender 
character,” as requires the monthly and coinage of the same into sil- 
ver dollars of not less than $2,000,000 nor more than $4,000,000 worth of silver 


bullion, is hereb od. 
Sec. 6. That all laws and parts of laws the lawful money deposited 
section 5222 of the Re- 
sai 


‘with the Treasurer of the United States, as 
— ion of notes of na- 


are re 
Era d 8 42 all : 5 hich hereafter be de- 
9 ; an pear oe = — — foo f 
act entitled An act fixing the amount of United States notes, providing for a 
Deval duress ke ..... ee 
PiSnc. 7. That this act shall take effect thirty days from and after its Passage. 

To both of these bills I have been opposed. I can hardly say which 
of them to me is the least objectionable. 

I would not vote for either, believing as I do that they are totally in 
opposition to the demands of the people, that they are not in accord, 
but in opposition, to blican principles as announced in our party 
platform, and that the direct effect of the passage of either would be 
distress instead of relief to the country. 

But I shall refer specially in what I shall say to the last-named bill, 
because it is the basis of the substitute bill now on your table, and on 
which the House will be called to vote. 

As Republicans know, I have opposed these bills. I oppose this bill 
No. 9678 because, in the first place, it proposes to treat silver simply and 
purely as a merchantablecommodity and to place upon the statute-books, 
until Congress shall change it, an open declaration that gold, and gold 
only, shall þe the standard recognized by the supreme law of the fand 
as the measure of values. ; 

I opposed the bill because the Treasury notes to be issued for the 
purchase of this bullion were not made a legal tender for all debts. 


To that proposition Iam opposed. I opposed that bill from the time 
my attention was first called to it because the ury notes which 
it proposes to issue in payment for the bullion thus purchased are to 
be receivable only for public dues. 

As a Republican, Mr. Speaker, I have always believed that the doc- 
trine of the party, the belief in the hearts of the great mass of people 
this country over that make up the Republican party, is that every 
paper issued by the General Goverhment having monetary functions at 
all should be a legal tender for all debts, private as well as public. 
In the section of the Union in which I live, and especially among the 
portion of the people of Dlinois that I have the honor to represent on 
this floor, that doctrine has been recognized to be as fundamental and 
cardinal a feature of the Republican faith as opposition to human slav- 
ery, or the belief in any other of the great principles on which the Re- 
publican party has taken its position since its organization. Believing 
in that doctrine, I opposed this bill, perhaps out of season as well as in, 
because of its containing this restricted provision. 

I opposed it for another reason, that there was no provision for the 
coinage of silver when it should arrive at a parity with gold. Among 
all interested in this legislation, as participants here or as citizens, I 
have yet to hear ot any one who opposes the idea that at least when 
silver shall arrive at a parity with gold in commercial value the mints 
shall be opened toit. Yet this bill contains no provision with refer- 
ence to that; it provides only for the purchase of silver as a commodity 
on a gold valuation and its disposition, in like manner, upon the same 
basis. Because of this omission in the bill I was opposed to its adop- 
tion; I was opposed to its consideration in this way; I was opposed to 
its presentation here unless it should be modified in thut regard, and 
for the reasons I have stated. 

The omission of this provision to me is inexplicable in any view of 
the case, looking to the use of silver as money, even when the equal 
of gold in commercial value. 

I opposed it for another reason. The bill provides, in terms, for 
the redemption of these Treasury notes thus to be issued simply in 
lawful money, greenbacks as well as gold and silver. No greater ab- 
surdity could t itself to my mind, Mr. Speaker, than the idea of 
providing by law for the giving one piece of paper for another piece 
of paper and calling that a redemption of the first. I doubt whether 
I can add anything to the force of what I have said with reference to 
that. In my judgment absurdity can goto no greater length than to 
say that redemption may take place by giving one paper promise of the 
Government for another paper promise, es y when the paper 
promise thus given in redemption, instead of having behind it that 
which is recognized everywhere as something substantial, as the paper 
‘*redeemed”’ has, namely, silver bullion, is based upon that ethereal 
thing which we call “ the faith and credit of the nation.“ I was op- 
posed to the bill because it contains that provision. 

I opposed it, Mr. Speaker, for another reason, which was, perhaps, 
involved to a certain extent in a statement I made afew moments ago, 
and which is retained in the bill now upon the § er's table as a 
substitute for this bill, and upon which a vote 1 first be taken. 
That is the featare of bullion redemption of the Treasury notes thus 
outstanding. 

I do not know, Mr. Speaker, that anything can be added for the edi- 
fication of this body upon this branch of the subject, and perhaps I 
may not be guilty of any egotism when I say that I seldom take the 
floor for the purpose of addressing this body unlessI think I have some- 
thing that is worthy ofits attention for the brief time that I engage it; 
but permit me to add a word as to this feature of the bill, the bullion- 
redemption feature, which furnishes an evidence, an argument, that is 
absolutely conclusive that the bill itself and this substitute for it are 
simply treating silver bullion as a commodity on the markets of the 
country, and nothing else. On principle, Mr. Speaker, the same thing 
could be done and with as great propriety with regard to any other 
metal—copper, tin, or nickel—as is proposed to be done here with silver. 

The bill proposes to take the metal, a thing that is imperishable in 
character, that has a substantial value the world over, and upon it 
issue certain notes. To what extent are they to be issued? To the 
extent of whatever value the metal may have as a metal—whatever it 
may be worth in the markets of the world at the time it is received 
into the Treasury—upon the basis of gold. The metal remains in the 
Treasury; no compulsory coinage is directed, and under the bill none 
would be had as we all know. How are these notes to be redeemed ? 
Whenever the holder of the Treasury note presents itand demands bull- 
ion, the market value of the metal in gold in the markets of the world 
is ascertained by the officers of the Treasury, and theequivalent value 
of the note weighed out in metal to the holder of the Treasury note 
precisely as copper, nickel, tin, or any other metal might be iba a 
out to him. It is, therefore, because of the lack of principle involved 
in this proposition, namely, that if we, the Government of the United 
States, are to use silver at all it should be used asa money metal and 
not a commodity, that I oppose it. It should be used as a basis of 
coinage, as a basis of security to be converted into coin whenever the 
necessity shall arise for itsexercise, or else it ought not to be there at all. 
That is the doctrine I am sustaining; that is the doctrine for which I 
now take the floor. 
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Gentlemen have said that this is only a matter of sentiment; that 
no demand will probably arise or ever will be likely to arise for the 
bullion in this form. But, Mr. Speaker, we can not deal with this 
question on that basis. Many things that impel men to the highest 
deeds, things which make men famous and great, grow out of ques- 
tions of sentiment, andsentimentalone. The flag that floats over your 
head, sir, is only strips of common cloth in and of itself; but because 
it is an emblem of the greatness of this country, because it is the sym- 
bol of the country itself, men are willing to lay down their lives for 
the sentiment that stands behind it. Andso, Mr. Speaker, men stand- 
ing here in behalf of silver are actuated by sentiment, if you please to 
call it so, that whatever the Government does with reference to the 
precious metals it must be done in recognition of their right to be rec- 
ognized by the law as money metals, and that only; and that as gold 
bullion is used as money, silver bullion may also be used in the same 
way, and not asa mere commodity. I am opposed to the substitute 
because of that feature embodied in it. 

I am opposed to this bill because it repeals the only provision in the 
statute requiring the coinage of the standard silver dollar. 

Section 5 of the bill does this. 

So that in a line, if a bill was desired that should utterly demone- 
tize silver, should strike down what little is left of recognition of that 
metal as a money metal in our system, and end the struggle which 
has been going on since 1873 fora single gold standard in this country, 
with all that that implies, I say, sir, if such a bill was desired this 
bill would gratify the longing. 

I have not argued any of these objections. I content myself with 
stating them, as the arguments in support of them readily suggest 
themselves to every one in this audience. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not deem it improper to say, in view of what has 
recently occurred, that the urging of the objections that I have named 
to these bills (and which are concurred in by very many members on 
this side of the House, and as to which in a general way the country 
has been advised) has resulted in the presentation of the substitute bill 
now on the table, 

What I regard as wise counsel has prevailed with those having the 
bill in charge, though not until after asevere struggle, and it has been 
modified so as to meet all the objections I have urged to it except the 
feature of the ‘‘ bullion redemption ’’ of the Treasury votes. 

The substitute bill contains provisions that the Treasury notes shall 
be full legal tender; that there shall be free coinage of silver whenever 
silver shall be at a parity with gold; that the Treasury notes shall be 
redeemable in coin; thus leaving the substitute bill free from all ob- 
jections we urged, except the feature of ‘‘bullion redemption” on a 
gold basis. This is still in the substitute bill, and to this I am earn- 
estly, strenuously oppona- I it as one of the worst features in 
the original bill and still retained in this. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I expect to give this substitute my support—in a 
contingency. I hope the opportunity may be presented in some form 
or other under tlre rules of the House, or under the special order, by 
which a motion to strike out the bullion-redemption“ feature of 
the bill may be submitted to the House for consideration. I say I hope 
that will be done. I hope thatsome method will be devised by which 
it may be done. But if it fails and it is impossible to get it it out of 
the bill, I shail still give the substitute bill my support, reluctantly, I 
confess, because I do not believe in voting for something to which I am 
op and therefore I do it with regret, but for this reason: I be- 
lieve in the necessity of some kind of legislation on this important 
subject, and I am confidently advised and upon assurances that 
I rely upon as stable and as trustworthy as any predictions of men, 
that if the bill shall me here, even in its present form, the matter 


will be corrected elsewhere. 

Mr. REILLY. That will eliminate the most serious objection, in 
my opinion. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, I believe it will be so done. I would say, 


therefore, that I do not vote without expectation, without belief; in 
other words, if I vote for this substitute I do it with the belief that it 
is not a finality with reference to this matter; for (and let me be under- 
stood) if I did not so believe, this substitute would never receive my 
support on this floor. 

. PICKLER. Might it not bea finality as far as the House is 
concerned ? 

Mr. PAYSON, I think not; and for the reason that this is a House 
bill. If passed, it is bound to go to the other end of the Capitol. It 
must be considered there, and any amendment which may be voted 
upon it there brings it back to the House for consideration, and we 

have an opportunity for a vote upon such amendments separately 
at this end of the Capitol. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Will my colleague permit me 

Mr. PAYSON. I hope I may proceed without interruption. 

I desire to state that I am not making a prepared speech; I am not 
reading manuscript. Iam only giving my ideas as I have them in 
mind, and desire that they be presented connectedly, and I do not de- 
sire to occupy the floor to the exclusion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, who follows me, longer than is absolutely necessary to pre- 
sent my own views upon the question. 


Isay, Mr. Speaker, that whatever amendments may be put upon it 
by the Senate—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to be permitted to proceed for a few mo- 
ments longer. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman may proceed. 

Mr. PAYSON. Whatever amendments, I say, shall be put upon the 
bill at the other end of the Capitol of necessity must come back here, 
and on each separate amendment a vote may be had. It is not like a 
matter that comes from a conference committee, upon which a vote 
must be taken as an entirety to accept or reject the report. But it 
will come to us in the shape of separate amendments, each one of which 
will of necessity receive consideration in the House; and-one amend- 
ment, I am confidently assured, will be to strike out the bullion re- 
demption, 'in the discretion of the Secretary, feature. 

Mr. BYNUM. Suppose there is no amendment in the Senate? 

Mr. PAYSON. As Í have said, I have no more doubt that there will 
be than that I am standing here, from assurances that I have had trom 
gentiemen on both sides—perhaps I ought not to say where. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Suppose they should be controlled as 
you are, by the same influence? ` 

Mr. PAYSON. Butthey are not in the position to be so controlled. 
There is no previous question and nò special orders prohibiting amend- 
ments atthe other end of the Capitol. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. It is a condition that confronts us. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have made thesestatements, Mr. Speaker, because 
I felt it was due to myself here, as well as elsewhere, in view of the 
colloquy which occurred between the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. WALKER] and myself yesterday, and which I see, greatly to my 
regret, he has allowed to go into the RECORD as part of his remarks. It 
was absolutely necessary in view of that that I should make some 
statement with reference to this. I have no personal difference with 
the gentlentan form Massachusetts, as of course he knows very well; but 
in-explanation of the colloquy which occurred between him and myself 
I ought to say to members of the House who were so diverted by the 
sallies of wit and sharp retorts which the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts was able to give to those who, with his permission, interrupted 
him that I was an auditor of his at his own request. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts desired me to come and listen to the observations 
which he would submit upon this question. [Laughter.] I assumed 
at the time it was done that it was an actual desire on the part of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts that I should become a listener, not be- 
cause there was a thin House when this business was going on yester- 
day, but because he really desired me to listen to what he had to say, 
and I came and listened to the gentleman from Massachusetts at his 
suggestion. I had heard in a general way from others that the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts had some rather startling, and I might say 
unique, propositions with reference to the financial system of the coun- 
try, which reputation, so far as he had it, I think was fully justified 
by the speech which he delivered yesterday. [Laughter.] I say this 
as a credit to him, because originality is a real mark of genius, and 
the gentleman occupies the supreme height as far as that matter goes. 

Seriously, I doubt if the vote was to be taken upon the proposition 
represented by the conclusion of the whole matter evolved from the 
speech made by the gentleman from Massachusetts whether there would 
be more than a single vote in favor of it in this House, and that vote 
his own [laughter]; and I am rather inclined to think that if the 
tables were taken out of the speech of the gentleman trom Massachu- 
setts, doubtless the gentleman from Massachusetts would scarcely vote 
for hisown proposition. [Laughter.] It is a repetition of the case of 
eleven obstinate jurors, But, assuming that he was sincere with refer- 
ence to it, I came here and listened to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts and was pleased to do so. 

Not fully appreciating the application of his remarks, with his full 
consent and in a courteous and respectful way I asked the gentleman 
from Massachusetts whether in his judgment there was anything in 
the financial situation of the country that needed legislation; and if 
so, what that legislation should be? But the gentleman preferring, 
evidently, tò provoke merriment rather than make reply to a courteous 
question from one who was of his audience at his own request, and 
who desired information in perfect faith, with a wink, knowing 
and cute, at the audience which was listening to him, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts undertook torecite to this House what he assumed 
occurred in the Republican caucus with reference to this bill (No. 9768), 
and to assert that I had said in the Republican caucus on this bill that 
my constituents will not send me back unless we have free silver.” 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Massachusetts is fully advised of 
the proprieties of political association. To impute to him a lack of 
knowledge of the impropriety of detailing in public debate here what 
he alleges occurred in our caucus on this bill would be an insult to his 
intelligence which he would promptly resent. 

But his course compels me to state, that it may be known here and 
elsewhere, that I did not make any such statement, He ought to re- 
member that when he heard me say something about the bill, I ex- 
pressly disclaimed speaking of free silver and addressed myself only 
to the pending bill. 
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The gentleman from Massachusetts ought to know, and to have a 
sufficient recollection to know what I said somewhere else—I will not 
say where [laughter]—that I have uttered but one opinion with refer- 
ence to this bill, and the gentleman from Massachusetts will correct 
me now and here if I am wrong with reference to this. I have saidon 
more than one oceasion—and one of those occasions, perhaps it may 
not be improper for me to say, was the occasion to which the gentleman 
alluded—that ninety-nine out of every hundred of my constituents in 
both parties, in my judgment, were opposed to this bill, and if I sup- 
ported it as their Representative it might cost me my seat as a rebuke, 
and the gentleman from Massachusetts understands well the difference 
between duty and policy. I am here representinga constituency which 
has honored me with five successive elections. I believe as they be- 
lieve, and believing that they and I alike believe in the principles of 
the Republican party as a party organization, I say here, in the presence 
of this House and in the presence of the country, so far as the country 
cares to pay attention toit, that no number of caucuses would ever com- 

1 me to misrepresent the good people that I represent upon this floor, 

Applause. \ 

I make these statements, Mr. Speaker, because, as I say, the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] has seen fit to allow this in- 
timation of his to go into the record of the proceedings of Congress, 
which will endure as long as the country shall stand, and I put against 
his statement the statement which I have made, and which I know my 
people at home will thoroughly appreciate and indorse. 

To resume the discussion of this bill, Mr. Speaker, I want to say a 
word or two now in reference to a matter that I have not heard ad- 
verted to, even in a general way. 

The depreciation of silver in this country and the world over, Mr. 
Speaker, is largely owing to the lack of support it has been entitled to 
from those who were under obligation to sustain it. Let me be more 
specific. Since the act of 1873 there has never been an administration 
in this country, Republican or Democratic, but that has been hostile to 
silver as a money metal. The Hayes administration was against it, 
the Arthur administration was ust it, the Cleveland administration 
was against it, and the present Administration is against it. It has had 
no friends in power in either, and because of past experience I am ut- 
terly opposed to giving any discretion to the Secretary of the Treasury 
in the matter of the extent or volume of the currency or as to the posi- 
tion of silver. Singularly, but truly, since 1873 we have never hada 
Secretary of the Treasury who was friendly to the use of silver to the 
extent authorized by law. 

We make nothing by standing here and undertaking to cover up the 
faults of our own political friends. We should treat this matter as we 
ought to, no matter whom it may hit. I think that to givea briefrésumé 
of the treatment that silver has had in this country may not be out ot 
place here. We all know the treatment that it had in the Hayes ad- 
ministration; the President vetoed the Allison-Bland bill, and we passed 
it over his veto. 

We know what the policy of the Arthur administration was with ref- 
erence to the coinage of $2,000,000 per month. We know that in every 
official Treasury utterance that came from out of the Treasury Depart- 
ment during the entire four years of that administration there was an 
effort to impress upon this House the idea of the danger in the use ot 
even the limited amount of silver, the least amount required to be used 
hy the law of the land. To disgust us, if possible, silver certificates 
were sent from the Treasury Department to the Capitol to pay the sal- 
aries of members and employés here to the amount of about 80 per eent. 
of the amount due. During the Forty-eighth Congress I remember 
that other members of Congress and myself, after sending checks out 
to the Sergeant-at-Arms’ room, examined the cash, and we were paid 
never less than 50 per cent. and sometimes as high as 90 per cent. in 
silver certificates, it appearing to be the policy of the Treasury Depart- 
ment to convey the idea that if Congress was in favor of silver certifi- 
cates its members should be paid in them; yet when the Sergeant-at- 
Arms had a balance left over and desired to cover it into the Treasury 
of the United States these silver certificates were thrown out as if they 
genes: much blank paper. That was the policy of the Arthur admin- 
istration. 

Then followed the administration of Mr. Cleveland. Who does not 
remember that before President Cleveland was inaugurated into office, 
and before he had any power to address a communication to Congress 
as President of the United States, he did, by virtue of his position as 
President-elect, from the city of Albany, N. Y., in February prior to 
his inauguration address a letter to the distinguished gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Warner] upon the silver question, suggesting to the then 
Congress not only the policy and the propriety, but the necessity, of 
repealing the coinage of even $2,000,000 of silver monthly, and advis- 
ing that it be done? 

ho does not remember it? Then, after he was inducted into office, 
came Mr. Manning as Secretary of Treasury, and who does not remem- 


_ ber the long argument he sent to Congress the great burden of which 


was against silver, and what was done? 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has occupied half an hour. 
Mr. PAYSON. I would like to have a few more minutes. 


Mr. BIGGS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be al- 
lowed to proceed. 

Several MEMBERS. Give him more time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois will continue. 

Mr. PAYSON, Again, sir, in that administration a new, hostile policy 
was adopted against silver. It was ingenious and it was carried out. 
Invariably, from 1878, under Mr. Burchard, the Director ot the Mint, 
the payment ſor the purchase of bullion under the act of 1878 was either 
in standard silver dollars or in silver certificates. The holders of the 
bullion were glad to take such payment, and never in a single instance 
declined to do so. 

And when Mr. Cleveland came in what was done? ‘The fist pur- 
chase that was made under the Cleveland administration was paid for 
in legal-tender notes, the equivalent to gold, and the practice uniformly 
followed, and old members will remember in his second message the 
President of the United States, then Mr. Cleveland, sent to Congress 
he represented the danger there was in expending 82, 000, 000 a month 
of gold for silver; that the debased metal ’’ was being bought because 
of law and was paid for in gold; that the Treasury was thus depleted 
of its gold at the rate of $2,000,000 a month in buying this debased 
metal, and he asked how long this thing could continue before the gold 
in the Treasury of the United States would be exhausted and its vaults 
be filled with this unworthy metal. It appeared to be the policy to 
create a public apprehension. 

This was fostered by concerted action of the Treasury Department 
and the banks in New York in 1885. Old members about me will re- 
member it. It was stated that there was only $100,000,000 of gold in 
the Treasury of the United States, and the word went out irom the 
banks and was circulated in the mercantile centers—from Boston, Phil- 
adelphia, Chicago, New York, and all over this country—that there 
was serious danger of a panic because of the coinage of $2,000,000 a 
month of this debased metal and an alarming depletion of the gold in 
the Treasury (then nearly a hundred millions that was never called 
for), and it was stated that there was a necessity for some patriotic ac- 
tion on the part of the moneyed classes. ‘There was a gathering of the 
representatives of the banks and the clearing-house of New York, and 
they patriotically resolved that they would advance the Government 
$6,000,000 in gold, and take in place thereof $6,000,000 in fractional 
silver coin; and the thing was heralded even further. Some gentle- 
man—I think the gentleman from New York (Mr. Hewitt)—called 
the especial attention of the House to the magnificence of the patriotic 
action of the moneyed men of the country. 

Well, time went on and there was not any panic. The country went 
on floating upon the wave of prosperity that it then had, utterly un- 
conscious of the little ripple created by these men who assumed that 
they were helping the Government out of a great strait, Atsome time 
along in that winter, the gentleman from Texas, Mr. MILIS, and I 
were talking about the matter, and we came to the conclusion that 
that thing was a good deal of a sham and a humbug; that the gold 
never was furnished and the silver never was used, although the banks 
had come out with circulars stating that they were distributing the 
silver all over the country. The result of that conversation was some 
correspondence between myself and Mr. Manning, then Secretary of 
the Treasury, and after three letters written from this desk to the 
Treasury Department before I could get at the truth, I found out that 
that six millions of subsidiary silver was put in a vault and put under 
seal, and not a five-cent piece of it taken out. [Laughter.] That was 
the method of a great administration helping the financial situation of 
the country with reference to the use of silver, encouraging its use, and 
all that sort of thing! 

Again, the law authorized the coinage of $4,000,000 per month, but 
that administration would only coin $2,000,000, the least amount it 
could, and once, as is well known, proposed to try and avoid even that 
duty upon the pretext that no specific appropriation was made by Con- 
gress for the silver purchase necessary. 

Mr. Speaker, we denounced the Democratic administration in our 
last platform at Chicago, and I say here, as a Republican, that I in- 
dorsed that denunciation all over the State of Illinois, wherever I hap- 
pened to be sent to speak during that campaign. It was with peculiar 
pleasure that I talked to the people, R and Democrats, in 
denunciation of the Cleveland administration for its outrage upon law 
and its absolute failure to perform a sworn duty under the statutes of 
the United States. Nothing that I had occasion to say in that cam- 
paign afforded me more pleasure than my denunciations of that Demo- 
cratic administration for its treatment of silver. 

I come down now to our own, and I say that our Administration is 
no better. [Laughter and spren on the Republican side.] Silver 
has not a friend and has not had a friend in the Treasury Department 
since this agitation began, to my knowledge. 

Our Administration is as bad, on principle, as its predecessor. We 
hear nothing encouraging from any of them as tosilver. Plenty of 
official announcements about the gold standard practically,” the 
‘dangers about to break upon us by depreciated metal,“ etc. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, while we ‘‘denounce”’ the Cleveland adminis- 
tration in our platform for the treatment of silver, under the law, in 
what way has ours improved upon it? 
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I ask you, sir, what practice that administration, bad as it was, and 
deserving all we have said against it, adopted that ours has not fol- 
lowed on this question? 

What discretion in favor of silver has ours ever exercised above the 
minimum? 

Do we coin more than the very least amount? No. 

Do we pay for silver bullion with silver coin, and thus get it in cir- 
culation? No. 

Do we pay for it in silver certificates? No. 

Do we issue silver certificates on a deposit of gold coin, as we could 
if we would? No. 

Do we hear a word about silver from any official except on a ‘‘ gold 
basis? No. 

There is no difference in the practice of the two administrations on 
this question. 

Mr. Speaker, as I have intimated, I am opposed to the feature of the 
“bullion redemption ” in this substitute, not only because of the feat- 
ure of the gold basis, but because of the discretion confided to the 
Secretary. 

I do not mean by this anything personal to any Secretary, but I do 
mean any officer in that position. 

And so, Mr. Speaker, when I am asked to vote for such a prdposition, 
if that is to be the end of it, if the legislation was to be settled here by 
our vote, confiding to the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury 
the use of silver as a money metal, I would never vote for it, because, 
as I have said, there has never been a discretion—mark what I say, gen- 
tlemen of the House—there has never been a discretion confided to the 
Treasury Department where it was possible for them to evade it that 
they have not evaded it. There has never been a discretion confided 
to the Secretary of the Treasury in regard to the use of silver as a 
money metal that has been exercised beyond the minimum permitted 
by the law. No discretion should be allowed any officer as to the vol- 
ume oſ the currency. Let Congress make thestatute positive and imper- 
ative, and let the officers of the Treasury execute it; that is my doctrine. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Will my colleague permit a question 
for information ? 

Mr. PAYSON, Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Do you not regard the present law, 
if fairly executed, as a better Jaw than this pro substitute for it? 

Mr. PAYSON. My friend anticipates me, for I was intending to say 
that undoubtedly it would be, in principle and practice. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, if the discretion which is vested in the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to coin up to the maximum amount which the law now permits 
had been exercised for the last six months (and there was assurance 
that it would be continued), let alone for the last seven or eight years, 
no such legislation as that which is now pending would be under dis- 
cussion here to-day, in my judgment. I have no more doubt about 
that than I have that I am standing here. 

Gentlemen say, and the Treasury Department undertakes to say, 
that the reason they do not coin more silver certificates is because it is 
a piling up of silver in the Treasury. Why, sir, the last Treasury state- 
ment, which came out only three days ago, shows that, with the excep- 
of about sixty millions of silver, every standard silver dollar that has 
been coined has its paper representative doing its duty in the country, 
and doing it better than the coin note, because it is more convenient; 
and when the Treasury officials undertake to say that this silver will 
not cireulate—I do not want to use language that is unparliamentary 
or that is not respectful, but I do not believe the statement. I know 
better. Every $2,000,000 a month that is used for the purchase ot 
silver bullion could be paid for by silver certificates, every dollar of it; 
there is no doubt about it; but the present Administration is follow- 
ing the example set by the last Democratic administration in pay- 
ing for its silver bullion in“ lIawtul money,“ money that will pass the 
clearing-houses in New York, gold or its equivalent, and is carefully, stu- 
diously, conspicuously avoiding even the tender of silver certificates in 
payment for bullion. 

The Treasury officials say that if they do pay silver certificates for 
bullion they being receivable for public dues, come back soon very 
largely in payment of customs. 

Well, suppose they do? What are they for? Of what good is any 
money except for its use in paying debits? Dues for customs may be as 
well paid in these certificates as in gold coin. Why not? The law so 
provides, and nobody is hurt by it. 

It would appear as though the Treasury never puts a silver certifi- 
cate in circulation unless somebody asks for it; and yet they talk of 
being the friends of silver and of their desire to have it circulate. They 
are friends of gold and of gold alone. No miser ever went searching 
for gold dollars with greater greed or avidity than the Treasury officials 
have manifested during all the time that I have been in public life, 
and there has never been a blinder worship by an idolator of his fetich 
than the worship of gold by our Treasury officials in the face of the law 
in favor of silver. So I answer my colleague [Mr. WILLIAMS] by say- 
ing that these silver certificates could be and ought to be outstanding, 
and if the discretion was exercised the Secretary of the Treasury 
which he is bound to exercise under the law, there would be no neces- 
sity for this legislation to-day. 


I have been told that no silver certificates except those of a small 
denomination are even sent here to pay salaries of employés. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. PAYSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. CONGER. Did I understand the gentleman to state that the 
Treasury Department does not send any silver certificates down here 
for the pay of our employés? 

Mr. PAYSON. I have been told so. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman is mistaken, and if you will open 
your pocket-book now you will probably find a silver certificate there. 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, I do not happen to have any pocket-book. 
[ Laughter. ] 

[At this point several members produced silver certificates from their 
pocket-books and held them up for inspection. ] 

Mr. CONGER. The fact is they do not pay in anything else here. 

Mr. PAYSON. This furnishes a pleasant illustration of the wealth 
of my fellow-members; but whatever the fact may be as to this mat- 
ter, it does not alter or affect the main question. 

Here the hammer again fell. ] 

Mr. PAYSON. These interruptions ought not to come out of my 
time. I would like to make asingle observation occupying only about 
two minutes; and there seems to be no objection, unless it is on the 
part of the Speaker. 

’ TheSPEAKER. The difficulty is that the time is limited. 
be no objection the gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, if I may have the attention of gentle- 
men for a few moments further, I want to refer again to what I regard 
as one of the most serious defects in this bill, for it is specially impor- 
tant; and it is that under its provisions not a dollar of silver need nec- 
essarily be coined, not a dollar. We wipe from the statute-books, by 
the repealing clause in the fifth section of the bill, the only provision 
of law for the coinage of the silver dollar. The law requiring the coin- 
age of the silver dollar is repealed; and there is no provision in the bill 
requiring in terms the coinage of a dollar in silver, not one. The sec- 
tion which looks to bullion redemption provides, itis true, that so much 
may be coined as is necessary to provide for the redemption of these 
Treasury notes; but they are redeemable in coin, and as long as there is 
coin in the Treasury, either gold or silver, the presentation of the 
Treasury notes will entitle the holder to his payment in the coin there. 
So that this bill, instead of being a measure for the coinage of silver, is 
a measure which, in terms, practically prohibits the coinage of the 
mandani silver dollar. There is one serious objection I make to this 

ill. 

From our experience in times past we know what the Treasury De- 
partment will do in this matter, so favas it may be left to its discretion. 
Here let me recur to what I was about to remark when interrupted, as 
suggested by the presence of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCK- 
ERY]. A resolution directed to the Treasury Department has been 
introduced by him inquiring why the trade-dollars which have been 
accumulating in the Treasury from year to year, under the law for their 
exchange, have not been coined into standard silver dollars. An act 
was passed by Congress years ago providing that trade-dollars thus ex- 
changed should be coined into standard silver dollars and not to be 
counted as bullion. 

I am advised by those who say they have talked with the Treasury 
officials about the matter, that not one of those trade-dollars has ever 
been recoined as contemplated and required by law—why, nobody 
knows; but a guess is instituted, that because in the law there is a 
provision leaving it discretionary with the Secretary of the Treasury 
whether these trade-dollars shall be coined into standard dollars or 
subsidiary silver, he construes that provision as giving a discretion in 
regard to the coinage of the trade-dollars into anything, and therefore 
he declines to recoin any. So more than six millions of trade-dollars 
are stored in the Treasury to-day, as dead as thongh they were in the 
mines from which the metal originally came. Thus it has been in re- 
gard to every discretion, so far as I know, committed to the Treasury 
Department in reference to this matter of silver during all these years. 

Another evil from which silver has suffered (and I regret I have to go 
along sospeedily asto disregard in large measure the order in which I had 
intended to submit my views) is the utterances of the alleged friends 
of silver; I mean those men who are constantly announcing that they 
are the friends of silver, that they want a double standard, and yet say 
in the same breath that they want “an honest dollar, a dollar that is 
good as a dollar in the markets of the world.“ And they abound in 
platitudes about the flag and about the grandeur of our glorious Re- 
public. They say that because this isthe greatest nation of the world, 
its people the most patriotic, because its men are the strongest, its 
women the handsomest, its horses the fleetest, its resources the great- 
est, therefore its money ought to be the best, and a silver dollar irom 
the American mint over which our flag floats ought to be the best dol- 
lar in the world. 3 

Why, bless their dear souls, do they not know as well as any of 
us that as soon as a piece of metallic money, gold or silver, leaves 
these shores, no matter what it is, it becomes bullion? No gold or 
silver coin of the United States ever circulated outside of the limits of 
this country as money. When it leaves our shores it becomes bullion. 


If there 
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and as soon as it strikes a foreign shore it goes into the melting-pot. 
A good dollar“ abroad is simply 412} grains of silver, and that is all 
there is of it. f 

I will tell these gentlemen what an honest dollar?“ is, An hon- 
est dollar’’ is the dollar of the law; an honest dollar“ is a dollar that 
will pay a contract between you and me ſor a dollar. A dishonest dol- 
lar is one that is heavier or lighter than the law prescribes. If it is 
heavier, it is a dishonest dollar to the workingmen and the debtor 
classes of the country; if lighter, itisa dishonest dollar to the creditor. 

These friends of silverare all gold-plated. The course for the friends 
of silver to pursue is to stand up for it as you and I stand up for those 
to whom we are friends. Suppose the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
WicKHAM] was a friend of mine in school; suppose we are boys to- 
gether, and he is struggling along with the vicissitudes of life. If I 
am a friend of his I am not going to go off around a corner, avoid his 
company, and say, Well, WickHAm, of course, is a good boy; of 
course he attends school with fair regularity; I rather hope he will 
graduate satistactorily, but there are grave doubts about it; I trust he 
will prove to be worth 100 cents on the dollar in his class, but he is actu- 
ally good for only 76 cents. Any one who would indulge in that sort of 
deprecatory talk would be no friend of his. A real friend of his would 
say to him, ‘‘No matter what your failings may have been, or what 
you now lack, I will stand by you.“ A real friend would put his hand 
on the slioulder of the boy he undertook to befriend, and would say, 
“God you, WICKHAM; go ahead, do the best you can; if you 
need help we will bolster you alittle; you will succeed if you keep on; 
if you are alittle below par, it is in you and you will soon be up to par, 
and, in any event, we will all stand by you.“ 

That illustrates what should be the position of any man who says he 
is in favor of the double standard and wants an honest dollar.“ He 
should stand by the dollar that was from the beginning of our his- 
tory until it was demonetized in 1873 a legal tender for debts public 
and private. He should try and put men in office who would do the 
same thing. He should stand up for that kind of legislation which 
will restore the silver dollar to the position it occupied before 1873. 

I am for the free, unlimited coinage of silver at the earliest practi- 
cable day at its present ratio. Iam for the double standard—gold and 
silver—in our system. 

I believe this substitute, amended as I have suggested, is the practi- 
cal intermediate step and the only one necessary to be taken to reach 
absolute free coinage. 

Of course I may err in judgment as to thenecessity of this step, but 
it is conservative and safe. 

I would be for free coinage to-day but for the fact that the commer- 
cial value of silver is so far below its coinage value that I think the 
difference in those values should go to the Government so Jong as the 
difference continues; and this substitute (omitting the ‘‘bullion-re- 
demption’’ feature) would utilize the entire product of our mines and 
some besides, increasing the value of silver by this added use and the 
security of a constant demand, thus being practically tree coinage so 
far as the volume of currency is concerned, and thus giving to the Gov- 
ernment, or, in other words, the people, the profit growing out of the 
increased use of the bullion. 

I am for thisincreased use and to its fullest extent. The predictions 
of the financiers that gold will be driven out of the country bring no 
fears to me. I have heard this often, I remember when a distin- 
guished Secretary of the Treasury gave an official opinion that $50,- 
000.000 of silver was the limit that this country could stand, in which 
opinion the bankers and financiers of the country concurred with una- 
nimity. Now we have $350,000,000 in standard silver dollars in the 
country and the public sentiment is universal that, in some form, $50,- 
000,000 per annum more shall be utilized. And more, these same men 
are acquiescing in the sentiment now. 

It proves, Mr. Speaker, that the instincts and impulses of the com- 
me people are quite as reliable as the educated judgment of the finan- 

rs. 


Let us, tken, eliminate this one objectionable feature from this sub- 
stitute and pass it; it will pass the Senate; it will become a law, and 
settle the struggle, still going on in this country, for a single gold stand- 
ard, for all time. Once settled by positive law, it will never again have 
strength in this country to rise. 

I have had occasion to discuss this question before in this presence. 
I said then, as I say now, that it is no argument to me against this 
that a few miners would be benefited; that is an argument for it. I 
know the country where silver is mined. I have spent my whole life 
in the great West and have seen the operations of silver mining carried 
on. It is begun under the most adverse conditions and surroundings, 
and in the most uninviting aspect of nature; in barren, bleak, and in- 
hospitable mountains and hillsides, remote from civilization and the 
ordinary comforts of life. From the hills and mountains of Colorado 
to the immense works and the wonderful shafts on the Comstock in 
Nevada I have seen the ions of extracting the precious metal by 
intricate processes of the most skillful character from the rock in which 
it was deposited by nature—tedions, laborious, expensive operation, 
more often fruitless than successful, but persevered in when there was 
an alluring hope. Asa result, I have seen that wild, forbidding sec- 


tion of the Union build up and improve; its valleys, small as they are, 
made the homes of thousands of happy, prosperous, and contented citi- 
zens, and here and there along the railroads which climb the mountain 
sidesare prosperous villages, towns, and cities, some of which rival in 
every way the more pretentious cities of the East, all resulting from 
the mining industry. 

Sir, it does not cause any feeling of sadness in my mind that the 
passage of the bill will benefit that people. I am glad it may. They 
deserve it. Nor have I, Mr. Speaker, any apprehension as to policy or 
duty if the time shall come that equivalency of values, monetary and 
commercial, shall be insisted on and necessary. I have no hesitancy 
in declaring that I shall vote and act to make the equivalency by tak- 
ing the necessary grains out of the gold dollar, rather than by adding 
to the weight or value of the silver dollar. If that time shall come, 
the contest will be, as I believe it is here and now, between the debtor 
and the creditor classes. 

Ring the changes in any way upon words, state it as you please, it all 
comes back to the one point—the rich and income classes struggling for 
advantage, the laborer and producer resisting the attempt. 

But no fear need be entertained by the timid that the great public 
sentiment of the country will favor injustice to its creditor. The sense 
of public honor is high and the performance of its requirements may 
safely be intrusted to the heart of this people, and we as their repre- 
sentatives may be well content if we crystallize into statute and insist 
7 the performance, through proper legislation, of their deliberate 
ju ent. : 

Let us execute that judgment now and here. There is no doubt as 
to what the people desire. 

Let us place ourselves as we were in 1873, before demonetization. 
Remember that we had a double standard prior to that time, and, 
whether one metal or the other went up or down, we had the com- 
pensation which always grows out of the use of two articles which are 
afforded only in limited quantities and used for the same purpose. 
We ought to crush, and crush at once, the false idea that gold and 
gold alone is the financial standard which the American people are 
expected to ize. [Long-continued applause. ] 

r. MUTCHLER. Mr. Speaker, the monetary system of this coun- 
try for more than a quarter of a century past has not been a stable 
and consistent one, nor has it been in accord with the accepted theories 
of the Constitution as interpreted by our most eminent lawyers and 
statesmen with respect to the powers of Con to create money. 

Prior to the time of the commencement of the war of the rebell- 
ion the power of Congress to make anything but gold and silver a 
legal tender was never dreamed of. But the exigencies of the war 
required that we should have a larger volume of currency than these 
metals afforded, and for the purpose of supplying the deficiency the 
issue of ae EA notes, commonly known as greenbacks,” was 
authorized. 

The passage of the act creating this new form of currency was vio- 
lently opposed by the Democrats, for the reason that they believed 
it too repugnant to the Constitution, and when its author, who was 
then Secretary of the Treasury, became Chief-Justice of the Supreme 
Court, he wrote the opinion of the majority of the court sustaining 
the position taken by the opponents of the law. This decision was, 
however, reversed after the number of judges was increased by the 
addition of two new ones, who were selected for that purpose, but 
in reversing the former judgment of the court it was held that the 
authority of Con to make paper money a legal tender was re- 
stricted to times when the necessities of the Government required it 
to be done. Since that time we have had the decisionsin the legal- 
tender cases, which still farther, by asserting the power of the 
Government to make its notes at any and all times a legal tender for 
all debts, public and private. f 

It bas always seemed to me that the reasoning by which the 
court arrived at the conclusion it did in these cases does not carry 
with it the force of conviction, and that the time will come when we 
shall return to the plain language of the Constitution as read and ex- 
pounded by Daniel Webster, than whom there is not now and never 
was any higher authority on constitutional questions. He said: 


Most unquestionably there is no legal tender and there can be no legal tender 
= a country, under the authority of this Government or any other, but gold 
ver. 


And farther adds: 

This isa constitutional principle, perfectly plain and of the highest importance. 

Now, the bill under consideration provides that the of 
the Treasury shall purchase from time to time silver bullion to the 
aggregate amount of 84,500,000 worth in each month, and shall issue 
in payment of such purchases United States notes, redeem- 
able in coin or in silver bullion at the option of the holder of the 
notes, and that these notes shall be « legal tender for all debts pub- 
lic and private. If the bill becomes a law we shall have an entirely 
new kind of legal-tender currency, a currency based upon a com- 
modity stored at the Treasury Department—not silver dollars, but 
silver bullion. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that there is no authority, not even in the 
recent decisions of our Sypreme Court, to warrant us in making a 
piece of paper, which is more in the nature of a warehouse receipt 
than of a promise to pay, a legal tender, 


- 
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It is said by the friends of this bill that the present volume of our 
currency is insufficient for the business of the country, and that the 
people demand that it shall be increased to an unlimited extent by 
the nse of silver, and it is further alleged that the Legere low price 
of products is due to a contraction occasioned by the retiring of the 
national-bank circulation. Now, it is true that the greater part of 
the national banking currency—abont $200,000,000,I believe—has 
been retired within the last four or five years, but it is not true that 
there is less money in circulation among the people now than there 
was at any time since the resumption of specie payment. 

In 1878, when the law 3 and directing the coinage of 
$2,000,000 per month was enacted, the total circulation was $305,- 
Fag peut being $16.50 per capita, while now it is Heny or quite 
$1,500,000,000, being $23 per capita; thus showing that in a period 
of twelve years our circulation bas nearly doubled. There are two 
classes of persons who are particularly anxious for this legislation. 
The first, and most urgent, are the silver producers. Silverisacom- 
modity and the value of it, like that of all other commodities, is 
regulated by the law of supply anddemand. In consequence of the 
supply being greater than the demand it is depreciated, or has been, 
to the extent of about 40 per cent. below the mint value. If Con- 

can be induced to allow free and unlimited coinage it is believed 
the mint value will be restored, and the silver producers will realize 
40 per cent. more on their products. It is not surprising, therefore, 
that they should be loud in their demand for free coinage. 

In addition to maintaining a formidable lobby here at the capital 
they have had their „silver“ tongned emissaries lecturing to the 
people in all sections of the country, reciting their ‘‘ tale of woe” 
and telling them how unhappy everybody is because the Government 
did not give them more silver. A distinguished Senator in a speech 
delivered at the other end of the Capitol, a few days ago, quoted au- 
thority to prove that the decline of the Roman Empire was due to 
a want of silver as a circulating medium. When we hear these gen- 
tlemen tell us how very wicked we have been because we do not 
purchase the products of the silver barons at the highest possible 
price we are almost led to believe that if we had done so the grippe 
would never have afflicted us. In listening to their earnest and 
eloquent appeals in behalf of silver as the panacea for all our woes 
we are almost led to believe that if the Almighty had put a silver 
mine in the Garden of Eden, instead of an apple tree, original sin 
would have been averted. [Laughter.] 

The debtors, and particularly the farmers of the West, constitute 
the other class, who demand an increased circulation by the coina 
of silver. They seem to be imbued with the idea that a larger vol- 
ume of the currency will advance the price of their products, aud 
thus enable them to pay the liens upon their lands. But they for- 
get that if their products are somewhat raised in value, so is every 
article they need and must purchase, even in a greater ratio. That 
the farmers of the country are not p rous is a fact which can 
not be denied, but their unfortunate condition is not due to the want 
of more currency. It is due to the want of a more extensive market 
than the home market in which to sell their products. For many 

by a system of unequal and oppressive tariff taxation, the 
overnment has favored other classes but never the farmer. He has 
been and still is badly treated. 

The public lands, to the extent of 190,000,000 of acres, in which 
he had an interest equal to that of any other citizen, were donated 
by Congress to railroad monopolies. A large portion of these lands 
has been sold to foreigners who now occupy and cultivate them, and 
thus the acreage of farms has been extended and the products of 
agriculture increased until the supply far exceeds the demand. Any 
one who will give a moment’s thonght to the subject will plainly 
see that the only way by which the farmer can be benefited is to 
open the markets of the world to him, and allow him to exchange 
his surplus products for those of other countries, 7 

If, as it is claimed, a larger volume of currency is needed for the 
business interests of the country, there is, in my judgment, a better 
and less expensive way of obtaining it than by the purchase of silver 
bullion. Our bonded debt is still a little in excess of $1,000,000,000. 
I have no doubt if we were to repeal the tax on circulation the 
national banks would take bonds to the extent of several hundreds 
of millions at 2 per cent. interest, provided they were made payable 
at the end of twenty zons By this means we would be able to per- 
petuate a system of banking which is growing in popularity, and 
which has always given us a safe and convenient currency. 

The question as to whether this bill will give us more or less 
money, in my opinion; will depend wholly upon the Secretary of the 
2 Under the law of February, 1878, that official, in the ex- 
ercise is discretion, has purchased $2,000,000 worth of silver bull- 
ion each month, which, by coinage, has produced nearly $3,000,000 
a month for a period of twelve years, By this bill he is required to 
purchase four and a half million dollars’ worth each month, but he is 
given a much larger discretion as to the amount he will purchase 

n is given to him by the existing law. The proviso in the second 
section of the bill reads as follows:. 


, | | z 


Now, it can be plainly seen how a Secretary of the Treasury, hostile 
to an execution of the law in accordance with its supposed intent, 
may, with the aid of a syndicate formed to prevent an inflation of 
the currency and a consequent depreciation of values, execnte it so 
as to lessen instead of increasing the money volume. An agent of 
such a syndicate may sell him the four and a half millions of bullion 
on the first day of any month have his notes redeemed on the last 
day of the same month in bullion, and again sell to him the same 
ballion on the first day of the succeeding month. This can be done 
every month in the year, and without any violation of the plain pro- 
visions of the law. But if, on the other hand, the Secretary should 
be in favor of so executing the law as to actually increase the circu- 
lation by the purchase of four and a half million dollars’ worth of 
bullion each month, and by refusing to redeem notes in bullion, as he 
may do, it would be but a few years before our circulation would be 
increased far beyond the needs of the people. At the average price 
obtained for silver bullion during the last twelve years, the amount 
which may be purchased under the provisions of this bill would add 
at least seventy millions annually to the currency volume. Surely 
this is a much larger increase than is required. ; 

The increase of our population is about3 per cent. per annum, and 
it would require about forty-two millions increased circulation each 
year to keep pace with that increase. We should, therefore, have an 
increase of about twenty-eight millions every year in excess of the 
amount that would be required to maintain the present per capita 
circulation. - 

The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Payson] who has just taken his 
seat has pointed out the defects in this bill with much greater force 
than Iam able to do, and has arraigned the representatives of his 
party on this floor for refusing to carry out the pledge of the part 
as set forth in its national platform of 1888. The pledge is as fol- 


lows: 
The Republican party is in favor of the use of both gold and silver as money, 
in its efforts to demon- 


and condemns the policy of the Democratic administrat: 
etize silver. 


The charge that the Democratic party favors the demonetization 
of silver is quite refreshing when we consider that in 1 when 
silver was demonetized, the Republican party had the Executive and 
both branches of Congress, and that the act of 1878 remonetizing it 
originated in a Democratic House, and when we see, by this bill, 
that the only law which uires the coinage of silver is repealed. 
It may be claimed that this bill is in compliance the pledge of the 
Republican party on the subject of silver, but it really seems to me 
that it has something of a Heathen Chinee flavor about it and that 
it is framed with“ intent to deceive.” 

It is said that the unlimited coinage of silver will benefit the 
wage-worker. It is my judgment that if there be one class that 
will be more injured than any other by an inflation and depreciation 
of the currency, it is the class that work for wages. Labor at this 
time, and especially skilled labor, is better paid in proportion to the 
price of commodities than ever before, except perhaps during the 
war. While all products have fallen in price from 20 to 30 per cent. 
within a short time, labor commands the same and even a higher 
price than at any former period within twenty years. Labor unions 
and combinations have done this, and so long as they maintain 
their organizations there will be no serious Josine in wages. Why 
should the laboring man want a depreciated currency? It will surely 
require more of it to purchase the necessaries of life for himself and 
family. Whatever tends to raise the price of the necessaries of life is 
injurious to the wage-worker, because the tendency always is to re- 
duce wages and never to raise them. 

Mr. Speaker, it is said that if we adopt free coinage silver will 
go to par or will be worth its mint value. This may be true, but 
the Government would lose its seigniorage, which on the present 
limited coinage amounts to a fraction less than $10,000,000. Free 
coinage would not only deprive the people of this amount of revenue 
but would raise the price of silver from 25 to 30 per cent., which 
would amount to at least $20,000,000 a year more, every dollar ot 
which would have to be obtained by taxing the people and wonld 
go into the pockets of the silver producers. When we look at theso 

gures we need not wonder why it is that the owners of silver mines 
are so clamorous for free coinage. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has occupied 


twenty minutes. 

Ar. MUTCHLER, One minute more, and I shall yield the floor. 
I am oppas to this bill and also to the substitute of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. While I do not claim to be a mono- 
metallist, I am, nevertheless, convinced that gold is the only true 
standard of value. I do not believe it is possible to enact a law b 
which the two metals can be kept ona parity with each other. It 
true that the coinage of two millions a month has not disturbed their 
equality, but the danger line lies somewhere, and we will be sure to 
strike it when silver shall constitute the greater part of our money 
circulation. When we do strike it and the two metals shall part, so 
far as their purchasing power is concerned, with perhaps a thousand 
millions of silver dollars in circulation, it is my opinion that this. 
country will find itself ima worse panic than has ever before been 


wn. 
I am opposed to placing this great and prosperous country on a 


silver basis, simply to benefit a very small portion of its citizens 
who happen to be the owners of silver mines. The debtor class and 
especially the railroad corporations, whose properties are e 
beyond their actual value, may long for seventy-five-cent dollars, 
but the inheritance of the widow and the orphan invested in such 
securities should be paid with honest money. I am not willing to 
support any measure that will take from a creditor that which hon- 
estly belongs to him, and I am too proud of my country and too 
deeply interested in its welfare to aid in placing it upon a level in 
its monetary system with the half-civilized nations of the world. 

I now yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Tracy]. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr, Speaker, how much time does that give me? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman yielded 
fifteen minutes. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, it has seemed to me that, in view of 
the situation we found ourselves in at the commencement of this Con- 
gress, the proper course for the Administration to have pursued in 
this matter would have been simply to avail itself of the provisions 
already existing in the law, to graduallyincrease the amount of silver 
bullion purchased by the Government somewhere from $2,000,000 a 
month at pams being bought up to $4,000,000 a month, which is al- 
lowed by law. 

But the Administration has thought proper to bring into this House 
a recommendation from the Secretary of the Treasury for the passage 
of a bill, and in connection with my colleague from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. MurcHLER] I supported that proposition in the committee and 
voted to report the bill to the House, hoping that I might find an op- 
portunity to offer some amendments which would tend to prevent all 
the gold in the Treasury being withdrawn. 

The present bill differs somewhat from that and contains provisions 
of which the constitutionality may well be questioned. On this ac- 
count, and because no attempt to amend will be tolerated, I feel but 
little interest in making any effort for its My disposition is 
not to vote either for the bill or for the recommitment with instruc- 
tions that a measure be brought in for the unlimited coinage of silver. 

It would be more satisfactory if no bill were to pass the House, and 
if the Administration were to be called upon to avail itself of the privi- 
lege of the existing law, and thereby test the effect of giving to the 
country a larger amount of silver by a gradual increase, : 

Then, in case the country accepted this larger volume of money with- 
out the standard dollars going to discount, and, on the contrary, 371.25 
grains of pure silver became worth $1, we might venture on free coin- 


age. 

But even then it would be wise to provide that coinage be suspended 
whenever the silver owned by the Government reached a prescribed 
figure; the coinage to be resumed as soon as the net silver in the hands 
of the Government was reduced to another prescribed amount. 

I fear that reckless legislation, having no regard to the value of the 
metal in our coin, the amount really required by the people, nor the 
customs of other nations, may bring about results anything but bene- 
ficial to our national welfare. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] desires to 
make some remarks on this bill, and although probably not in accord 
with his views on the subject as he will express them, I feel that the 
House is anxious to hear him, and I will yield him the balance of the 
time which my being a member of the committee has secured to me. 

Mr. HATCH. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania in yielding to the gentleman from New York yielded to 
him the remainder of his time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so understand. The Chair will 
say that under the rules of the House each gentleman is entitled to an 
hour, but the debate on this bill has been conducted by universal con- 
sent under another fashion, and the limit of the time has been less than 
an hour. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam simply asking for fifteen minutes, and the gen- 
tleman agreed to give me that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized for fifteen minutes, 


[Mr. HATCH withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix.] 


Mr. BARTINE. Mr. Speaker, if I were to consult merely my p 
sonal feelings I should take no part in the discussion of this bill. Iam 
a new member of the House and I feel all the diffidence which it is said 
to bein good form for a new member to feel. But the subject which 
it covers is of infinite importance to the people whom I represent, one 
the decision of which may cast either shadow or sunshine over every 
- household in the State of Nevada. Therefore I feel it my duty to pre- 
sent my views upon it with some degree of fullness, and to that end I 
ask the kindly indulgence and attention of the House. 

This bill brings before you for consideration the great battle of the 
standards,“ the so-called silver question, which has agitated the public 
mind for some fifteen or twenty years, both in Europeand America. The 
action of this Congress may finally determine the question, so fraught 
with significance, whether silver shall be completely restored to its 
former position as money, or the people of this country be for all time 
limited to what has been called the golden ‘‘ yard-stick’’ as a measure 
of value. The Committee on Coinage is composed of gentlemen enter- 
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taining very different views on this subject. Some of them believe 
that gold is the only safe measure of value, and that silver is a danger- 
ous element in our monetary system. Others believe that gold stand- 
ing by itself is a most unjust, uncertain, and fluctuating standard, and 
that the complete remonetization of silver is an imperative necessity. 
Some would suspend the use of silver entirely, except in a subsidiary 
way; others would have free coinage to-morrow, and still others would 
pursue an intermediate course and approach free coinage by degrees, 
But I believe that all recognize the fact that for several years past the 
sentiment of thiscountry has been growing and strengthening in favor 
of silver; and that at the present time there is a very general demand 
for a largely increased use of that metal. In complying with sucha 
demand, it is obvious that each member would be influenced largely 
by his nal views, and make the concession in the line which he 
deemed wisest and best. One who has no confidence in silver would 
naturally favor its use in such a way as to do the least possible harm. 
One who has every confidence in silver would seek to utilize it in such 
manner as to do the greatest possible good. 

My own opinions are of the most pronounced and radical character. 
Such study as I have been able to bestow upon the subject has convinced 
me that the double standard, comprising both gold and silver, is in 
every way superior to a standard consisting of either one alone. I be- 
lieve that the United States ean establish bimetallism, and by simply 
decreeing free coinage maintain the two metals at a fixed ratio as long 
as such law is upheld. More than this, I believe it to be the duty of 
this Government to do so; and I but voice the sentiment of our whole 
Western country when I express the opinion that the legislation of 
1873, which struck silver from the pedestal which it then occupied, 
which said to every debtor in this broad land, ‘‘ Henceforth you shall 
pay your debts in gold alone,’’ was the gravest and most unconsciona- 
ble wrong ever perpetrated upon a free people by a government of 
their own choice. The bill under consideration is a step in the direc- 
tion of correcting that wrong, and as such I extend to it a welcome. 
But I find myself unable to give to it an unqualified indorsement, and 
further on, if time will permit, I shall take occasion to point out some 
of its objectionable features. 

The way to restore silver is to restore it. The true remedy is re- 
monetization in the complete sense, and the nearer we get to absolute 
free coinage the better, I believe, it will be for the country, and the 
better the people will be pleased with our work. They are at last be- 
ginning to comprehend what is really involved in the ‘‘silver question.“ 
They have been told for years, and partially led to believe, that the 
demands of the friends ef silver were entirely without merit, and that 
the movement was simply the attempt of a few ‘‘ bonanza kings to 
get a dollar for72cents’ worth of silver. But when they note the change 
that has been wrought in their own fortunes within recent years; when 
they find their load of indebtedness constantly increasing while the 
value of everything with which it is to be paid is just as constantly 
diminishing; when they contrast the depression now existing with the 
steady wave of prosperity which rolled over the country prior to 1873, 
it dawns upon them that the destruction of a large proportion of the 
money of the world may be a matter of some importance even to those 
who never saw a silver mine. It is a fact generally recognized by eco- 
nomic writers, that the period extending from 1873 down to the present 
time has been one of unusual business depression throughout the en- 
tire commercial world, affecting countries of every degree of advance- 
ment, but manifesting itself with peculiar force in those of the highest 
industrial development. ; 

Mr. David A. Wells, a most determined and even dogmatic advocate 
of the gold standard, begins his book on Recent Economic Changes by 
referring at length to the unprecedented economic situation, and in- 
deed it is made the basis of his entire work. 

He opens with the following sweeping statement of the situation: 


The existence of a most curious and, in many zopas unprecedented dis- 
turbance and de mof e, commerce, and industry, which, first mani- 
festing itself in a marked degree in pre with fluctuations of in- 
tensity up to the present time (1889), isan economic and social phenomenon that 
has been everywhere recognized. Its most noteworthy peculiarity has been 
its universality; affecting nations that have been involved in war as well as 
those which have maintained peace; those which have a stable currency based 
upon gold, and those which have an unstable currency, based 7 promises 
which have not been kept; those which live under a system of exchange 
of commodities, and those whose exchanges are more or less restricted. It has 
been grievous in old communities like England and Germany, and my wand so 
in Australia, South Africa, and California, which represent the new; it has been 
a calamity exceeding heavy to be borne, alike by the inhabitants of sterile New- 
foundland and Labrador, and of the sunny, fruitful sugar islands of the East 
and West Indies; and it has not enriched those at the centers of the world’s ex- 
changes, whose gains are ordinarily the greatest when business is most fluctu- 
ating and uncertain. 

One of the leading economists and financiers of France, M. Leroy Beaulieu, 
claims that the suffering has been greatest in his country, humiliated in war, 
shorn of herterritory, and haring tns maximum of taxation; but not a few stand 
ready to contest the claim in behalfof the United States, rejoicing in the main- 
tenance of her national strength and dominion, and richer than everin national 


resources, 

Commenting u pon the phenomena of the industrial depression subsequent to 
the early months of 1882, the Director of the United States Bureau of Labor, in 
his report for — considers the nations involved in respect to their relations 
to 9 other to severity of experience to stand in the following order: 
Great Britain, the United States, Germany, France, Belgium, 

The investigations of the Director also indicated a conclusion (of the greatest 
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importance in the consideration of causes), namely, that the maximum of eco- 
nomic disturbance has been experienced in those countries in which the em- 
D the efficiency of labor, the cost and standard of living, 
and the extent of popular education are the greatest; and éhe minimum in 
countries like Austria, Italy, China, Mexico. South America, ete., where the 
opposite conditions prevail. These conclusions, which are concurred in by 
nearly all other investigators, apply, however, more especially to the years 
rior to 1883, as since then depression“ has manifested itself with marked 
Sea Te such countries as Russia, Japan, Zanzibar, Uruguay, and Rou- 
man 


As Mr. Wells is not only a monometallist but a free-trader, he ought 
to be accepted as good authority by both of these classes on the floor 
of this House. I merely quote him in support of the fundamental 
proposition that for some reason, in a business point of view, the 
times are out of joint.“ 5 ' 

Since the beginning of 1885 two royal commissions have been created 
in England to examine into the causes which have produced these un- 
favorable conditions, The first was directed to inquire into the causes 
ofthe business depression which was supposod to exist; and the sec- 
ond was required to investigate the causes which had led to the diver- 
gence in therelative v alues of gold and silver. The very creation of 
these two commissions is conclusive evidence that business conditions 
were abnormal and unsatisfactory. If I am any judge of the weight 
of testimony, the evidence laid before those commissions conclusively 
established these facts: First, that almost every leading industry in 
England was in a state of unusual and long-continued depression; sec- 
ond, that the prices of commodities had fallen upon an average about 
30 per cent.; third, that the initial point of these disturbances was the 
period immediately following the demonetization of silver by Germany 
and the United States; fourth, that the prices of commodities had moved 
pari passu with the price of silver—in other words, that silver had not 
fallen in value when compared with commodities generally, bat only 
when compared with gold; and, lastly, that the industries of India had 
been stimulated at the expense of those of England and the United 
States. 

If these facts are to be considered as proved it is difficult for us to 
resist the conciusion that the monetary legislation of 1873 was a highly 
potential cause. If it was not, then it must be contessed that the pe- 
riod under consideration presents a series of the most remarkable coin- 
eidences ever recorded in the history of economicchanges. Everything 
that could be said in excuse, in mitigation, or in explanation of the ex- 
isting condition was laid before those commissions. Rich men are 
habitually conservative. The fact that they are all right” naturally 
makes them satisfied. with the situation and averse to change. In the 
great majority of cases they assume that their success in life has been 
owing to their superior abilities and they not unfrequently ascribe the 
misfortunes of others to mismanagement and business incapacity. It 
was claimed, and it is claimed with all seriousness to-day, that falling 
prices are an advantage to the poor, because the price of labor is the last 
thing to be affected, while they can buy the necessaries of life cheaper. 
This is a mere theoretical abstraction, and there are other elements at 
work which completely destroy its force. Falling prices reduce the 

in of profit, lead to business contraction, a lopping off here and a 
cutting down there, the closing of many business establishments en- 
tirely, and the enforced idleness of large numbers of meu. And while 
labor guilds and combinations may check the fall in wages, it is mat- 
ter of common observation and experience that falling prices and hard 
times always travel hand in hand together. It was urged that the fall 
in prices has been caused by mechanical improvements, the cheapening 
of transportation, and consequent overproduction, but I am unable to 
find one scintilla of proof in support of this argument. 

Mechanical invention and cheapened transportation are the greatest 
promoters of business activity. They lead to increased production, it 
is true, but the wants of man move apace, the world becomes richer, 
and indulges in more and more luxuries, If the period since 1873 had 
been one of unusual prosperity, if business had been booming, prices 
advancing, and everybody making money, it is almost a moral cer- 
tainty that Mr. Wells and economists of bis school would have ac- 
counted for it by reference to the identical conditions now pleaded in 
explanation of the depression which prevails. But I see nothing to 
justify the assumption that in the matter of industrial methods the 
year 1873 constitutes an arbitrary line of demarkation between an old 
order of things and a new. There has undeniably been an increase of 
production, and a large one, since that year, but I doubt ifit has been 
greater relatively than during the previous twenty. 

Professor Sauerbech stated in his testimony before the royal silver 
commission (and its accuracy was never questioned) that from 1850 to 
1860 the increase of commodities in England was 30 per cent., and from 
1860 to 1870 37 per cent., which he declared was equal, in his opinion, 
to the ratio of the increase since. In this country the period from 1850 
to 1873 was one of tremendous industrial development. Vast areas of 
virgin soil were brought under cultivation, the country was girdled with 
‘railroads and laced with electric wires, the great highways of commerce 
were alive with every form of modern shipping, the inventive genius 
of man was intensely active in every line of mechanical invention. 

From 1849 to 1859 the wheat product increased 60 per cent. From 
1859 to 1869 it was 66 per cent. The manufactures of the country in 
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1850 are given at a little over 81,000, 000,000; in 1870 at $4,232,325,- 
442; which, reduced to a gold basis, shows an expansion of about 250 
percent. In 1850 there were 9,021 miles of railroad in operation; in 
1873 there were 70,268, a gain of about 600 per cent. 

And yet, in the face of this enormous swelling of growth and pro- 
duction, prices rose 40 per cent., while during the last fifteen years the 
trend of prices has been completely reversed, and they are now rang- 
ing lower than at any time during the century. 

I can understand how there may be occasional overproduction in 
some particular line. Butsuch cases must necessarily be sporadic and 
temporary. If there be actual overproduction the price will fall to 
the lowest point of profit, and perhaps below it, in the scramble to un- 
load. But below the point of legitimate prolit no man will continue 
producing for any considerable length of time. The poorer ones will 
be compelled to suspend and turn their attention to something else. 
Then, the production being checked, the price rallies again, and thus 
the supply adjusts itself to the demand. Some writers take the posi- 
tion that general overproduction is impossible, that the whole world 
can produce no more than the whole world requires. The soundness 
of this theory I shall not stop to consider. But this I will say: I can 
not conceive of overproduction all along the line and continuing 
through seventeen consecutive years, unless the people of the world 
have gone daft. But it seems to me that a conclusive answer to the 
argument of overproduction is found in the fact that, except possibly 
in a few localities unfavorably situated, the eommodities produced are 
all legitimately consumed. There is no great surplus anywhere, and 
yet prices remain low. This would indicate a lack of ability to pay, 
rather than an excessive supply. 

The argument based upon the cheapening of transportation will 
scarcely bear criticism. In the first place, the reduced rates, even in the 
case of heavy and bulky articles like wheat, will not account for one-half 
of the fall; while in the price of lightand highly valuable commodities 
the freight charge isa scarcely appreciable item. Moreover, where the 
carriage is only a short distance, the freight is unimportant. But again, 
if cheapened transportation is to figure as an element one would nat- 
urally suppose that it would inure mainly to the benefit of the pro- 
ducer. England being the chief purchaser of our wheat, and we being 
compelled to compete in that market with other producers, it follows 
that Mark Lane registers the price for the American producer. Hence 
the price in Iowa should be the Mark Lane price, less commissions and 
cost of transportation, and the more the latter is reduced the more the 
Iowa farmer should get for his grain. Surely the construction of a rail- 
road to the farmer's door ought not to make his crop less valuable. But 
it so happens that the farmers are the very men who are the loudest in 
their complaints and the most clamorous for relief. They tell us that the 
prices of all their products have so shrunken that it is almost impossi- 
ble for them to clothe their little ones and meet the obligations with 
which their farms are eifeumbered. It is strange, though, that it never 
oceurs to those who use this argument that the cheapening of transpor- 
tation may be in a great measure an effect instead of a cause. Is it not 
quite as reasonable to argue that the general fall in prices has carried 
down freight charges as it is to claim that a mere reduction in such 
charges has lowered the price of everything else? But the really log- 
ical view seems to be this: A reduction in freights isitself merely a fall 
in the price of a particular kind of service. ‘Therefore, it is one ele- 
ment of the general fall, part and parcel of the very thing of which it 
is alleged to be a primal cause. Just one word more upon this point. 
Reduced freight charges standing by themselves are no disadvantage. 
So far as they are the result of improved methods of transportation 
they are a positive boon to man. But ifthe effect is to lower prices to 
such an extent as to cause business staguation, depress almost every 
line of industry, and carry the shadows of suffering and want into the 
homes of the poor. then the sooner we get back to the days of stage- 
coaches and ox teams the better it will be for the human race. 

To attempt to account for the strange situation by prying into the 
details of every productive art is a very uncertain and unsatisfactory 
mode, Every industry is affected by conditions peculiar to itself. What 
is beneficial to one may be noxious and destructive to another, To 
strike a balance between these different influences and estimate the 
general effect of the whole is extremely difficult, if not impossible. It 
is certainly illogical and unsatisfactory to resort to such a line of inves- 
tigation, at the same time omitting from consideration one great and 
overshadowing cause, sufficient to account for all the economic irregu- 
larities of the period. To my mind it scarcely admits of discussion 
that anything which affects the money of the world, the very life-blood 
of commerce, must affect every industry known to civilized man. 

The phenomena of the last few years, the constant shrinkage in 
prices, the general and widespread complaints of unfavorable business 
conditions, are precisely what we would naturally expect to result from 
the demonetization of silver. Prior to 1873 silver and gold were alike 
clothed with complete monetary functions. They occupied a common 
field; together they formed the great mechanism of modern exchange. 
At this time, I believe, very few economic writers deny that the chief 
value of both metals is the result of their use as money. When silver 
was demonetized the demand for gold was spread over a wider area, a 
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much greater burden was imposed upon it, and the value of the metal 
must have been increased thereby. Owing to these monetary 

it is estimated that since 1873 entirely new demands have been cre- 
ated for gold, amounting to nearly or quite $1,200, 000, 000, nearly $700,- 
000,000 in the United States, $400,000,000 in Germany, and about 
$100,000,000 in other countries, This is fully one-third of the gold 
coin known to exist. 

I know that the world is full of honest and well-meaning people 
who implicitly believe that gold can neither appreciate nor depreciate; 
that its value is as fixed and unchanging as its color, its specific grav- 
ity, or any other natural quality which it possesses. But if they will 
consider fora moment that the value of anything is merely what it 
will exchange for, they, will at once perceive their mistake. If, last 
year, a gold dollar would buy a bushel of wheat, while this year it 
will buy a bushel and a half, it will scarcely be denied that the rela- 
tive value of wheat and gold has changed. Looking at these two com- 
modities alone, we may say with equal propriety that gold has gone 
up or that wheat has gone down. If the change is coniined to these 
two commodities, while other gold prices remain substantially the same, 
we are forced to the conclusion that it has been brought about by some- 
thing peculiarly affecting the wheat, as an increase of production or a 
diminished demand. But when we take in the whole range of com- 
modities, and find upon striking a fair average that a gold dollar will 
buy a great deal more than formerly, it is a little unreasonable to ask 
us to believe that everything else has changed while gold has stoud 
stil. In dealing with this question people are misled by mere 


names, 

The gold dollar has been established by law as the unit of value, and 
all other values are expressed in the terms of the standard. As the 
terms never change, the notion is imbibed that the value is equally un- 
changing. Hence, we frequently hear the gold dollar likened toa yard- 
stick, and we are gravely told that we can not make a yard-stick of 
anything less than 36 inches. Why, sir, there is no more propriety in 
comparing a dollar with a yard-stick than there would be in institut- 
ing a comparison between a cord of wood and a Fourth of July oration. 
A 83 will always measure a fixed and definite length. That 
length is always the same and would be the same if yard-sticks had 
never been invented. But value, which simply indicates thestrength 
of men’s desires for some attainable thing, can no more be determined 
in that arbitrary way than you can measure any of the other thonghts 
and fancies tliat flit through the human brain. Value, as the Supreme 
Court of the United States has said, is purely an ideal thing. 

In Knox rs. Lee (12 Wall., page 553), the court use this language: 

It is hardly correct to speak of a standard of value. The Constitution does 
not speak of it. It contemplates a standard for that Which has gravity or ex- 
tension ; but value is an ideal thing. 

But this idea of the unchanging value of gold obtains equally with 

every other substance which is used as standard money. The five-cent 
nickel a to be just as fixed in its value as the five-dollar gold 
piece. ji people use silver money exclusively gold appears to do all 
the fluctuating. If a nation is on a paper basis both gold and silver 
seem to fluctuate. It is a fact with which the most of us are familiar 
that prior to the resumption of specie payments in 1879 gold was con- 
stantly quoted ata premium, rising or falling almost daily, while in 
ordinary business transactions the greenback seemed to be entirely 
stationary. But on the Pacific coast, where gold and silver were the 
money regularly employed in commercial transactions, the greenback 
was always at a discount. It is the constant use in fixed denomina- 
tions that gives to money of any kind its apparent fixity of value. 

Not one person in a thousand ever bestows a thought upon the ‘‘in- 
trinsic ’’ value of the material of which a dollar is made. So long as 
it passes freely from hand to hand and preserves its purchasing power 
it seems to him like a good dollar, whether it be gold, silver, or paper, 
and a very convenient thing to have. The monetary idea and the 
commodity idea are totally different and distinct. The one is largely 
arbitrary, the result of positive law; the other is mainly a question of 
general utility. 

By reason of the monetary functions with which gold is endowed, it 
is probably less liable to fluctuation than any other commodity not thus 
favored, but to say that it never changes at all is at variance with the 
plainest principles of common sense. One end of a teeter-board never 
goes up without the other end going down. ‘The books are full of in- 
stances of gold going up or going down with an increase or decrease of 
the supply, and Soetbeer mentions the circumstance of the discovery 
ofa rich gold field in ancient Roman times re a fall of one-third 
in its value. The best and most intelligent thought of the day recog- 
nizes the fact that gold not only can change but that it actually has 
changed, appreciated about 43 per cent. since 1873, and that this ap- 
preciation is still going on. 

This is a circumstance of the utmost gravity, involving as it does 
every business relation in life. As we all know, an immense propor- 
tion of the business of the world is done upon the basis of credit. It is 
almost impossible to imagine a great and important enterprise that has 
not been conducted very largely upon borrowed capital. A corpora- 
son is formed to construct a railroad; the first step is to negotiate a 

oan. 


A company undertake to build a factory, and they borrow the 


whole or a part of the necessary funds. A man buys a farm; he pays 
a portion of the purchase price and gives a mortgage for the balance. 
In each case a fixed liability is incurred which must be met and liqui- 
dated in the precise number of dollars specified in the contract, no 
matter how valuable, how scarce, or how difficult to get these dollars 
may have become, It is impossible for business to p under such 
conditions, The hope of fair and reasonable reward is main-spring 
of all human endeavor. When profits dwindle away, when a man’s in- 
come is no longer sufficient to meet his obligations, when he beholds 
the very property itself upon which he has grounded all his hopes 
passing into the hands his creditor through the inexorable operation 
of an unjust economic law, every vestige of that ambition which leads 
men onward tosuccess very speedily disappears. Le takes the 
place of enterprise, indifference that of enthusiasm, and business de- 
cadence follows as certainly as the night follows the day. What en- 
cou ment is it for a farmer to increase his wheat crop from 415 
bushels to 490 only to find that the 490 bushels are worth $42 less than 
the 415 bushels were? And that is substantially what took place be- 
tween 1888 and 1889. In the former year we produced about 415, 000, - 
000 bushels of wheat and it was worth a tion over 92 cents a 
bushel, showing an aggregate value of $385,248,030. In 1889 the crop 
amounted to 490,560,000 bushels. At the average price for the year, 
69 cents and a fraction, it was worth about $343,000,000, $42,000,000 
Jess than the smaller crop of the previous year. 

What inducement is there for the stock-raiser toimprove the breeds 
and increase the number of his live-stock when he sees the aggregate 
value diminishing in a ratio just about equal to the increase of num- 
bers? During the year 1889 there was an increase of the number of 
farm animals amounting to something over 6,000,0C0 head, a very lit- 
tle more than the relative increaseof population. These include horses, 
mules, cows, other cattle, sheep, and swine, each class showing an in- 
crease; but the aggregate value was more than $88,000,000 less, In 
other words, there was an increase of 35% per cent. in number and a 
loss of about 3} per cent. in value. These are exceptional years, and 
they show a worse state of affairs than the average of the period under 
consideration. I have presented them merely as illustrations of the 
effect of falling prices, and what must strike every thoughtful man as 
a most anomalous and unhealthy situation. 

No overproduction has been or can be shown in explanation of this 
decline. ‘The figures recently given by the Agricultural Department 
in relation to the cereals are imperfect, because they are confined to 
the United States. The price of wheat, for example, is international, 
and hence the European production should also be considered. It ap- 
pears that the wheat crop of Europe has actually fallen off, and I pre- 
sent the following suggestive figures of the production of that cereal 
for the consideration of the House. From 1870 to 1880 the annual 
average was 1,287,000,000 bushels; from 1875 to 1884 the average was 
1,249,000,000 bushels; in 1883, 1,267,000,000; in 1884, 1,377,000,000; 
in 1885, 1,204,000,000; in 1886, 1,173,000,000; in 1887, 1,259,000,000; 
in 1888, 1,224,000, 000. 

For the decade first named, the average annual production of the 
United States was about 338,000,000 b making a total average 
for the two continents of about 1,625,000,000 bushels. For the five 
years ending with 1888, the average crop of Europe was 1, 247, 000, 000; 
of the United States, 440,000,000; making a total average of 1,687,000,- 
000, an increase of about 62,000,000. But itis entirely safe to say that 
the population of Europe and America increased within that time 25,- 
000,000. 

To have kept pace with the growth of population, the increase of 
wheat should have been at least 100,000,000 bushels, whereas it was 
only 62,000,000, so that there has actually been a falling off in the 
production of this great cereal, the price of which is considered by all 
economists the surest barometer of the scale of prices. Butno 
matter what the state of the crops or what the condition of trade, the 
general trend of the price has been ever downward, and It og aps 
years 1884, 1886, and 1887 we must travel backward to 1825 to finda 
single year in which the price has ranged as low as it has during the 

resent, . 

: In the face of such facts it is idle to talk of increased production as 
the chief cause of the decline. It is true that within the few years 
East India has become a most formidable competitor in the English 
wheat market; but this simply strengthens our position, that the mon- 
etary change is the underlying cause. The increased exportation of 
East India wheat is the natural result of the fall in the gold price of 
silver. In England rupees sell at a discount of 30 per cent. Hence 
the English importer can buy the same number of rupees with 30 per 
cent, less of English gold. With these rupees he can bny as much 
wheat in India as he ever could. As a result, he has a margin of 30 
per cent. which he can use for the purpose of underselling the mer- 
chant who imports the American product. No advantage which the 
Indian ryot may have realized through the construction of the Suez 
Canal could ever have given him a foothold in the English market if 
it had not been for this fall in the gold value of silver, which has been 
shown to operate as a bonus upon his wheat. 

If we sell there at all we must come down to the East Indian price. 
It needs no argument to make it clear that 40,000,000 bushels of cheap 
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English market. _The great Southern staple, cotton, stands upon Total index Total index Total index 
very similar footing. East Indian competition has operated in two = E 
| ways against the American producer. First, by compe with Eng- oars: ative importance, | ative importance, | ative importance, 
land in manufactured goods, in countries using silver. The English London a Econo- London Econo- French statis- 
manufacturer, deprived of his market in those countries, is compelled = mist, 
to diminish his purchases of American raw cotton. Second, the East 
Indian cotton planter has a bonus on his cotton exported to England 2, 434 2, 368 2,331 
precisely the same-as the bonus which the wheat-grower enjoys. Ac- 2 ise 4 Arn 
cordingly we find the East Indian cotton manufacturer getting rich at 1.882 2.058 2.110 
the expense of his English competitor, while the cotton-raiser is pros- 1,979 1,963 2,015 
pering at the expense of the American planter. ——.— y 
What I have said concerning the fall in the price of wheat and cot- 2.200 100 200 200 
ton holds good with to commodities generally in gold-using 1, 955 ; a 1.955 2050 a 
countries. Mr. Herman Schmidt filed with the royal commission a 218 — 2157 = 2258 = 
tabulated statement of two hundred and seventy-five leading articles 2.237 102 9 298 104 2' 300 105 
of commerce, which, in the Hamburg market, showed an average de- 2.207 100 2,378 108 2,125 97 
cline of 33} per cent., and this tallies very closely with the figuresgiven 2826 — rer a 285 — 
by The Economist, by Soetbeer, by Sauerbeck, and others. I do not 2.031 94 2.205 100 2.107 96 
care to encumber the RECORD with complex masses of figures, and will 1, 910 si 2, 081 95 2,010 9¹ 
therefore content myself with the presentation of two tables, one from gee — 2 ld uate — 
Soetbeer's work, published as a part of the appendix to the report of 1.782 Si 2 054 93 1.900 85 
the royal commission, and one taken from the annual of the Chief 1,830 83 1, 908 87 1,855 St 
of the Bureau of Statistics of the foreign commerce of the United States * — 2 3 A RE ae 0 
for the year ending June 30, 1889. The first shows the decline of 1.550 70 1.659 76 
prices abroad; the latter the decline in the home market. ore a 
8 — — — — - 
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a Upland. b No data. 


But the relations existing between the Government and its creditors 
furnish one of the best illustrations of the evil and the injustice of an 
eee standard of value. At the close of our civil war the na- 

onal debt amounted to about 82, 800, 000, 000. This debt was contraeted 
upon a greenback basis, the Government realizing on an average not 
more than 50 cents on the dollar im gold. Since the return of peace 
the bonds have advanced in the market, and now stand at 127. This 
certainly represents a very healthy profit to the bondholding class, but 
it by no means tells the wholestory. In 1873 silver was demonetized, 
and the bonds which were originally payable in lawful money became 
payable absolutely in gold. Since then the gold has appreciated about 

3 per cent., so that at the present time the Government is epee 
compelled to pay about $1.80 in satisfaction of a demand upon whic 
only 50 cents was realized. This idea is so well stated by Moreton 
Frewen, in his recent work on The Economic Crisis, that I will tax the 
indulgence of the House while I read a brief paragraph: 


The national debt ofthe United States at the close of their war was more than 
six hundred million sterling, to-day it has been reduced to two hundred and 


thirty millions, and yetso far from the debt itself being reduced rather than the 
mere quotation of its amount in dollars, it would take more wheat, or cotton, 
or iron, or sugar, or maize—these are the staple products of the sar a By re- 
deem the third of the debt which remains now would have wiped out the 
entire debt at the scale of prices in which that debt was contracted, * But this 
is all very true,” replies the bondholder and gold-owner, “still at the time of 
crisis we showed such patriotic confidence in the future of the country that we 
deserve to get back four dollars where welent one; itwasa rt jeer and we 
were the ners.” But as a matter of factthe money owner did nothing ofthe 
sort; the state commenced the deal by borrowing his money without his leave 
by the simple expedient of printing paper money wholesale and making these 
notes tender. Every other pro y-owner was taxed through an infia- 
tion of all 1 with the bondholder. But he alone hasbeen permitted 
to grow rich out the ‘fortunes of his country. Alone of the community the 
state has bonused his patriotism; the bonus is neither more or less than the dif- 
ference in value between gold and greenbacks. The amount of the premium 
on gold has been the amount of the premium on this kind of patriotism. 


This statement, made with so much clearness and power, presents a 
condition that is simply startling. It may be said that the men who 
own the bonds noware not the original purchasers, and hence that 
they have realized no such ad But that does not affect the 
principle. Ifthe bonds have passed ugh a hundred different hands 
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the profit has been divided, but the loss of the Government remains 
the same. When the people of this country are compelled to liquidate 
their national obligations by paying nearly $4 for every $1 received, it 
is as plain as light that somebody has been wronged, and in this case 
itis equally plain that the somebody is not the man who holds the 
bond. 


Not long ago my gifted young friend from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIvER], in 
speaking of the debt of gratitude the American people owe to the sol- 
diers of the Union, paid an eloquent tribute to the magnificent credit 
of our Government. I join most heartily in the patriotic sentiment 
which inspired those beautiful words. I rejoice with him in the fact 
that our national credit is as good as shining gold. But it occurred to 
me while he was speaking, and it has occurred to me many times since, 
that there is a bare possibility of the credit of the Government being 
just a little too good; for when I consider that the gold is appreciated 
43 per cent. and that the Government is further compelled to pay 27 
per cent, premium to redeem one of its bonds, it really seems to me 
that the very credit of the nation is a burden to the people. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I hope that there is nothing of the demagogue in 
my composition. I certainly do not believe that every rich man is neces- 
sarily a thief, nor am I unwilling for any man to get rich in a legitimate 
way. That is what we are all striving for. So far as this change to 
which I have adverted has been the natural result of a transition from 
war to it was perfectly just and proper, and nobody has any 
right to complain; but to whatever extent it has grown out of legisla- 
tion unduly favoring the creditor class, every citizen has been injured, 
and it is his right as well as his duty to earnestly and indignantly 
protest. He must be blind indeed who can not see that such was the 
direct tendency of the legislation of 1873. An additional strain was 
placed upon gold, while the available supply has dimished rather than 
increased; as a consequence it has mounted higher and higher with 
each succeeding year. So when we hear the downtrodden bondholder, 
the much-abused national banker, and the oppressed and suffering cap- 
italist pleading so piteously and so eloquently for honest money it is 
well for us to remember that what he means by honest money is a 
dollar that is worth 143 cents. There may be exceptions, but as a gen- 
eral rule when a debt is paid in money that is worth 100 cents on the 
dollar it is about as decisive an exhibition of honesty as the average 
debtor can afford. 

But,“ say gentlemen, ‘‘ we were upon a paper basis at that time, 
and the action of the United States had little or no effect upon this 
money question. But is that an entirely fair statement? Did the 
moral effect of our action count for nothing? May it not to some ex- 
tent have influenced the action of the Latin Unionin closing their mints 
in 1874? The United States being the great silver-producing country 
of the world, was it not equivalent to voting a want of confidence in 
our own product? Did it not shut off all prospective demand for sil- 
ver and increase that of gold by d ing that when we did resume 
specie payments it should be exclusively upon the gold basis? And 
have we not since that time actually absorbed nearly $700,000,000 in 
gold, thus making ourselves a most important factor in sending up the 
price? It is true that Germany took the initiative for the dethrone- 
ment of silver, but when we followed obediently in the wake we became 
particeps criminis, 

The fact that we were upon a paper basis at the time makes the act 
the more senseless and inexcusable. Ifthe country had been already 
surcharged with silver, its demonetization in Europe might have ex- 
cited some reasonable apprehension. But we were ically without 
metallic money of any kind, and if Europe could have unloaded a 
thousand million of dollars in silver upon us, so far from resulting to 
our injury it would have electrified every drooping energy of the na- 
tion, stagnant and paralyzed by the disaster of Black Friday.“ But 
here we were with a great national debt on our hands and, as I have 
said, practically no coin with which to pay it. The Government goes 
to work and deliberately denies to the American people the privilege 
of paying any portion of that debt in one of the great money metals 
of the country. Instead of making theslightest effort to sustain silver, 
we help to strike it down. 

But, sir, the aim of all civilized governments is to promote the wel- 
fare of the people. Therefore, no matter what nation began it, or how 
many were in it, if it appear that it has worked a great wrong 
to our people itis the duty of the American Government to come to 
their relief and use every means in its power to undo that wrong. 

The bare suggestion, though, of free coinage provokes a storm of in- 
dignant e and the friends of such a measure are accused of every 
conceivable financial heresy. It is claimed that it would make the 
United States a dumping-ground for all the cheap silver of the world, 
and that under the operation of the Gresham law the gold would be 
driven out and soon place us upon a silver basis alone. Just sucha 
prediction was made when the presentsilver-coinage law wentinto force, 
and yet, notwithstanding the coinage of three hundred and fifty million 
standard dollars, we have acquired more gold than any other nation on 
the face ofthe earth. But it is insisted that these predictions of calam- 
itous results rested upon a perfectly sound and’ logical basis, and that 
they only failed of verification because of favorable conditions existing 
throughout thecountry. In other words, if everything had gone wrong 


` 


instead of right we should have had trouble. Iam not going to quar- 
rel with that proposition, but I would really like to know what sort of 
a political prophecy could be made the failure of which might not be 
explained upon the same ground. Why, sir, every law that is placed 
upon our statute-books is enacted with reference to existing and pros- 
pective conditions.“ 

I suppose there is not a friend of silver coinage in the world who 
would seriously claim that the Sandwich Islands or the Republic of 
Liberia could have coined three hundred and fifty million silver dol- 
lars within the last twelve years and held them at par. In those di- 
minutive countries the conditions are not favorable. No one 
would contend that Switzerland or Greece could establish free coin 
and maintain the bimetalic par, but because those littlenations would 
be unable to grapple successfully with this great monetary problem it 
is a complete non sequitur that the United States of America would 
likewise fail. Our good friends, however, studiously omit to inform 
us where these great masses of cheap silver are to come from, and while 
I dislike the idea of assuming an air of defiance, I do feel like chal- 
lenging any opponent of silver upon this floor to name the locus of a 
single great accumulation either of silver bullion or silver coin with 
which this country can possibly be flooded. 

Again, our gold will not go abroad unless we get a full equivalent 
for it. Our people are not going to part with their gold merely for the 
sake of getting rid of it. If they can invest it to better advantage here 
than elsewhere, right here it will remain in spite of all the Gresham 
laws that a Wall street imagination can conjure up. This old son 
about the Gresham law driving out the gold has a doleful sound, aid 
it is sung with a horrified expression of countenance similar to that of 
one who believes himself about to fall into the clutches of a hobgob- 
lin. But let me ask you, Did you ever hear an advocate of the gold 
standard attempt to specify wherein he thought it would do us any 
harm? I never did, except as it is embodied in the stereotyped ex- 
pressions that it would“ Mexicanize the country,“ or place us upon 
the Chinese level,“ and that we must be in accord with the financial 
policy of England, ideas which I utterly repudiate. As if the civili- 
zation of a country could possibly depend upon the particular metal 
which it happens to use as money. 2 

As to England, she is far more dependent upon us than we are upon 
her. The balance of trade between us is immensely in our favor, some 
$200,000,000 a year, I think, and as long as that condition remains she 
will not be in a position to drain us of much of our gold. But suppose 
the balance should turn the other way, not only with England but 
with the whole world, and, in consequence, we should be compelled 
to send our gold abroad to meet the unfavorable balance, do you not 
think it would be better for us to have a good healthy supply of silver 
on hand for home use than not to have anything? 

In dealing with this question people seem to forget that we are no 
longer in a dependent colonial 2 They appear to think that our 
country is still but a narrow fringe along the Atlantic seaboard instead 
of a great continental nation stretching from one ocean to the other, 
and from Key West into the icy waters of the Arcticsea. They over- 
look the circumstances that more than one-half of the English-speaking 
people of the world live within the confines of the American Union, 
and that we are the richest nation on earth Yetitis true that 
England is the monetary center of the world, and so she will continue 
to be just as long as we consent to occupy the proud position of a golden 
tag on the tail of her financial kite. Before the royal commission, 
witness after witness testified against bimetalism, and almost without 
exception they based their opposition to the restoration of silver upon 
two principal grounds: First, that it would the position of 
London as the world’s financial center; second, that England is a cred- 
itor nation drawing about one hundred million pounds annually 
from other countries, and hence that it is to her interest to maintain 
the value of money at the highest possible point. 

Let me give you a sample: In stating his objections to the double 
standard Mr. T. Comber used the following language: 


1, That inseparable from a double or alternative standard a debtor will have 
the option of paying in whichever metal may at the time be depreciated. The 
chance of fl ns in the standards of value is, therefore, not shared equally 
between the debtorand the creditor, but must always be in favor of the debtor, 


2. The position which London bas acquired, as the financial center of the 
world, under a single gold standard, may be endangered if that standard is al- 


3. England will lose the benefit which, as a large creditor on a gold basis,she 
8 the appreciation of gold. * * * 

I invite particular attention to the phrase ‘‘appreciation of gold; 
a distinct admission that gold has appreciated, and that England 
is reaping the benefit of it. Both of these latter contentions, I sup- 
pose, onght to commend themselves to the patriotic citizen of this 
country. I presume that the loftiest aim of American statesmanship 
should be to maintain the financial supremacy of London, and to en- 
able creditor England to collect her balances in gold at a premium of 
43 per cent. This world is full of inconsistencies, but I can scarcely 
imagine a greater one than to see an enthusiastic Republican states- 
man soaring aloft in a flight of inspired eloquence denunciatory of the 
free-trade of England, as enunciated through that pernicious 
Cobden Club literature, and at the same time swallowing the financial 
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nostrums with as keen a relish as if they were chocolate caramels or | cessful. But who shall count the failures? In every gulch and upon 


homeopathic pills. 

It is also very strenuously urged that the fact of silver having steadily 
depreciated in the face of a coinage of $350,000,000 under the existing 
law is proof that free coinage would not bring it to par. Another com- 
plete non sequitur. There is not an element of sound reasoning in the 
argument that because a half-way, imperfect measure, only half ex- 
ecuted, fails to produce a given result, a full and complete one per- 
fectly executed would likewise fail. This law was never deemed by 
the friends of silver the equivalent of free coinage. They took it be- 
cause it was the best they could get, and I have never seen one who 
was satisfied either with the law or the manner in which it has been 
carried out. It has never been executed according to its manifest 
spirit, or the intent of those who placed it upon the statute-books. It 
was enacted over a Presidential veto and its administration passed at 
once into unfriendly hands. Only tothe minimum of its requirements 


has it ever been executed, and even thus far always under protest. Every 


Secretary of the Treasury has been opposed to it. Over and over again 
has its repeal been recommended by the Executive head of the nation. 

The men who hold the aggregated loanable capital of the country, 
who have ceased to be producers, and who feel it to their interest to 
make money dearer and everything else cheaper, these men have never 
hesitated to denounce the law as a measure formulated for the benefit 
of a few mine owners—a scheme to enable dishonest debtors to swindle 
their unfortunate creditors. It has been subjected to the most merciless 
satire and abuse. The dollar coined thereunder has been stigmatized 
and caricatured as a elipped dollar,“ a ‘‘ thieving dollar,” a ‘* buz- 
zard dollar,“ a ‘‘short-legged dollar;’’ and the pious soul of the Wall- 
street Shylock has been horrified by the presence upon it of the sacri- 
legious words In God we trust.“ The national banks and the great 
moneyed powers of the country have combined with the Government 
to taboo and proseribe it; it has been banished from the clearing-houses; 
every pressure has been brought to bear upon Congress, and the threat 


“of repeal has hung constantly over it like the sword of Damocles. Is 


it any wonder that the price of silver has continued to fall? And does 
‘that continued fall prove that free coinage is a dangerous experiment 
that must never be tried? 

But it is said that we have only maintained the standard dollar at 
par by limiting the coinage—the same as the parity of paper money is 
preserved by restricting the issue. But when, in the face of predictions 
to the contrary, we have succeeded in maintaining 350,000,000 of these 
dollars at par who is competent to say that we could not have main- 
tained twice as many? And it is scarcely an open question that if we 
had coined twice as many it would have created such a demand for 
silver bullion that the bullion itself would have been brought to par. 
It is a great deal more reasonable to say that the increased demand for 
silver—a demand falling upon a limited supply—would have raised the 
bullion to par than to claim that the dollar would have depreciated. 
If silver bullion were practically unlimited in quantity, and of no in- 
trinsic value, like paper, then the argument in favor of limiting the 
number of dollars would be sound. But while the chief value of sil- 
ver depends upon its monetary use, it has a substantial value aside 
from that, Its quantity is limited by nature, it is difficalt and expen- 
sive to obtain, and those who have studied the subject are that 
its production costs more than it is worth after it is produced. Hence 
it stands upon a basis entirely difterent from that of paper money, 
which it costs nothing to produce except to set a printing-press in 
motion, and the analogy entirely fails. Under existing law all of the 
bullion can not be utilized for monetary purposes. There is a surplus 
left over which is compelled to seek some other employment. This 
surplus, by a well-recognized principle of political economy, forces 
down the price of the entire product of the mines. We propose to take 
up this surplus and coin it into money. If this would not relieve the 
market and bring up the bullion to its coinage value, then I am afraid 
‘that Adam Smith and John Locke and the whole army of economists 
who in the past and in the present have enlightened the world with 
the rays of their genius have lived and labored in vain. 

It is further said that free coinage is visionary and impracticable 
because it involves the idea of arbitrarily controlling values by legisla- 
tion, and we are treated to long didactic essays upon the impotency of 
statute law in fixing and regulating values. As a mere generalization 
that is true; but it is a rule that must yield to special conditions. We 
can not declare by law that a dollar shall always buy just so much of 
wheat or iron and make it effectual, because the price of such com- 
‘modities must be commensurate with the labor-cost of production. If 
they be undervalued the production will cease and the law become in- 
operative. But ordinary conditions of labor-cost do not apply to the 
precious metals, As I have already said, they actually cost more than 
they are worth, some writers going so far as to estimate that the aggre- 
gate cost is three times as great as the aggregate value. In this in- 
dustry there is a very large element of uncertainty. Men will take 
the most desperate chances, travel hundreds of miles into the wilder- 
ness on the strength of a mere rumor, incur great expense and labor 
for years in prospecting barren ground, vainly hoping sooner or later to 
strike it rich. Occasionally one does so, and becomes what is popu- 
larly known as ‘‘a bonanza king,’’ while others are just moderately suc- 


every mountain-side throughout our great Western mineral belt we 
may behold in the abandoned shafts, tunnels, and prospect holes and 
in the ruins of deserted towns the most conclusive evidence of wrecked 
fortunes and blasted hopes. In the outskirts of Virginia City, Nev., 
there is a mine, which has been sunk to a depth of about 2,000 feet at 
a cost of $4,000,000, that has never yielded a single ton of ore that 
would pay for milling. From this it will be seen that the Jabor-cost 
of gold and silver has but a remote bearing upon their value. 

Aside from the proofs furnished by past experiences there seems but 
little reason to doubt that the Government which constitutes them as 
money may also prescribe their ratio, provided that the nation be suf- 
ficiently large and that the disproportion between the legal ratio and 
their natural value be not too great. If the ratio were fixed at 1 to 1, 
or 100 of silver to 1 of gold, it could not be maintained; because in the 
first case not a gold mine, and in the second not a silver mine known, 
could be operated. But it appears that, as nearly as can be determined, 
the actual proportions of the two metals in existence is not far from 16 
of silver to 1 of gold. 

Mr. R. B. Chapman, at one time financial secretary of India, about 
the year 1880, conducted a series of investigations in this line, and, 
while he modestly disavows all claim to strict accuracy, it is a most re- 
markable circumstance that he was able to trace out 179,200,000 kilo- 
grams of silver and 11,200,000 kilograms of gold, exactly 16 to 1. 
From this we are justified in drawing the conclusion that 16 to 1 is 
eee the natural ratio; and as the two metals stand upon 
about the same relative footing, so far as general utility is concerned, 
we arein like manner warranted in assuming that any greater diver- 
gence in value than the natural ratio must be the result of some arti- 
ficial advantage accorded to gold, and that if conditions were equalized 
the natural ratio would be restored. ’ 

There is one suggestion (I will not call itan 1 against free 
coinage that I never hear without a feeling of indignation. It is that 
which questions the motives of the people of the silver-producing States 
and Territories in making this demand. Since pking my seat upon 
this floor it has frequently been said to me, Why, of course you far 
Western ple are all for free coinage; you want a market for your 
silver,” the tone implying that we stand upon just about the same 
equitable plain as if we were demanding the free coinage of galvanized 
iron. Can it be possible that there is a person in this country, capa- 
ble of reading, who does not know that silver has been one of the great 
money metals of the world ever since the first glimmer of civilization 
lit the horizon of the East; that its use antedates that of gold and has 
been far more extended; that it was passing current as money ages 
before the Pyramids were dreamed of, and long before the Chaldean 
astronomers first read the story of the stars? 

Can it be that any considerable number of the American people are 
ignorant of the fact that silver is distinctly recognized as money by the 
great compact which binds us together as a nation, and that when we 
demand free coinage we are only asking for a legal and a constitutional 
right which we always enjoyed prior to 1873? It would be difficult, 
indeed, to imagine a stronger equity than that which underlies our 
appeal to the American Congress. It is safe to say that but for silver 
mining there would not be an organized State or Territory between the 
Rocky Mountains and the Sierra Nevadas. Into that desolate zone, 
searching for the precious metals, our people have gone and there they 
have made their homes. They have toiled over the parched deserts, 
they have climbed to the loftiests peaks of the storm-beaten mountains, 
they have delved and labored in the murky darkness and sweltering 
heat of the subterranean depths. From the gloomy chambers of eter- 
nal night they have d the shining gold and silver and into the 
coffers of this nation they have poured a stream of mineral wealth that 
has made the United States the wonder and admiration of the world. 
They have braved every hardship and danger incident to frontier life; 
they have built villages and towns and cities; they have constructed 
highways and telegraphs and railroads; they have erected churches 
and school-houses and colleges; they have established organized gov- 
ernments throughout a region four times as large as the whole Republic 
ob France, and they have done it all upon the basis of their silver 
mines, ; 

We say that having staked everything upon the development of that 
country when silver was clothed with complete monetary functions, 
when it stood upon an equality in every respect with gold, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States had no moral right to change its sta- 
tus to our injury; and that to whatever extent its value was depreci- 
ated by the legislation of 1873, our people were as completely robbed 
as if the hand of the highwayman had been thrust into their pockets. 
And yet it is seriously argued that we must not establish free coin- 
age because that, forsooth, would benefit the mine owners. And why 
should not the mine owners be benefited, pray, if it can be done with- 
out injustice to others? Are they not a part of the people of this 
great country and entitled to a portion of its beneficent care? Is not 
their calling as honorable and as full of hazard as any? Are we not 
legislating year after year for the benefit of the wool-grower and the 
iron manufacturer and those engaged in all the teeming industries of 
the great East? I say to gentlemen representing manufacturing con- 
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stituencies upon this floor that the position you have heretofore occu- 
pied upon the silver question does credit neither to your heads nor 
your hearts. 

We who live in the wilds of the far West buy the iron and steel of 
Pennsylvania, the cotton and woolen goods of Massachusetts, the clocks 
and wooden nutmegs of Connecticut, and all the highly protected prod- 
ucts of the Empire State. In every political cam we march 
shoulder to shoulder with you in the great battle for protection to 
American industry, but when we ask you to do Fe by our silver 
a product upon which our very existence depends you shrink from us 
as if we were unclean things, and accuse us of trying to swindle you 
witha 72-cent dollar. A 72-cent dollar! In the name of God, I would 
ask, who made it a 72-centdollar? Did we? Does not our silver cost 
just as much of sweat and toil as it ever did? Is it not as bright and 

ure and beautiful as when Abraham paid his shekels for the field of 

chpelah? Do we propose to put any less of it into our standard 

coins? Was it not worth more than your boasted gold dollar up to 
the very day when it was “clipped” by unfriendly legislation? 

If our standard dollar is a dishonest coin, then every other silver 
coin in the world is likewise dishonest, and every nation thatstrikes a 
silver coin isa dishonest nation. But is there a gentleman upon this 
floor who ever heard the East Indian rupee spoken of as a clipped and 
thieving coin? Who ever heard ofan Italian being thus A eel 
ized and disparaged? Did you ever hear of the French 5-franc piece 
being a fraud upon anybody? I venture to say that yon never did. 
But our standard dollar contains 3 per cent. more silver relatively to 
gold than the franc or the liza, and 6 per cent. more than the rupee. 

t will buy more of wheat, or corn, or lumber, or dry goods, or any ot 
the great staples of life than the gold dollar would in 1873; and yet 
the advocate of the silver dollar is regarded as a sort of cross between 
a bandit and a three-card-monte dealer—a man wholly without con- 
science, and whose noblest ambition is to rob the unsophisticated 
money-lender of New York and New England. 

Now, I wish to say to my friends on both sides of this House, and 
from all sections of the country, that we are not here asking for char- 
ity; we are not in the position of mendicants by any means, We are 
asking for simple justice, nothing more and nothing less. But it is 

per for you to consider the effect which the demonetization of silver 
had upon the silver-mining States and Territories, because it is a great 
industrial as well as a monetary guestion. In the arid regions where 
silver mines abound there is not the variety of resources which we 
find east of the Rocky Mountains. Nature has not been very bounti- 
ful in her gifts to that section. There, silver mining is the germ and 
support of every other industry. Strike that downand everything else 
with it. This is especially true o Nevada. The demonetization 
of silver cast a blight upon the entire State. We have no great bonanzas 
there now with which to deluge the world, but we have many mines 
of low: e ores that might have been worked at a moderate profit it 
silver had stood at the old-time figure. This would have led to fur- 
ther 88 and the development of new leads, which in turn 
would have encouraged our people to in every other branch 
of secondary or dependent industry. As it is thex have been com- 
letely erippled. Only the best mines could be wor The miners 
ve been compelled to emigrate, the population is practically station- 
ary, many of our towns hav been virtually abandoned, perspecting 
has almost become a lost art, and every line of industrial deevlopment 
is at a standstill. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I take a much broader view of this question than 
can be obtained from a consideration of the local interests of Nevada. 
Nearly the whole of my manhood life has been spent within the bor- 
ders of that State. The aroma of her sage-brush plains and the breezes 
that sweep from the snowy heights of her mountains have been my in- 
spiration ever since I emerged from boyhood. There I have carved 
out my fortune (in an exceedingly small way), there I have been hon- 
ored far beyond my deserts, there I have formed the dearest triendships 
of my life. But I love the whole Union far more than I love any one 
State, and if I believed for a moment that the remonetization of silver 
would injure the country as a whole, rather than advocate it I would 
break those endearing ties and begin life anew in the midst of other 
scenes. But I believe nothing of the kind. It has been reserved for 
the financial statecraft of this day and generation to paint the frightful 
picture of a vast nation and a great people being ruined, impover- 


` ished, and crushed to the earth beneath an avalanche of silver dol- 


lars. 
There are other objections to free coinage at which I can do no more 
than glance. Indeed, a glance is more than the most of them deserve. 
It is sometimes argued that with free coinage the Government would 
lose the 25 or 30 per cent. seigniorage which it now enjoys. My an- 
swer is that no government is entitled to any such gain. The whole 
idea of seigniorage is that whoever has coin struck shall bear the ex- 
nse of its coinage. There is no country, so far as I know, that runs 
ts mint as a source of profit. The mint stands upon the same footing 
as the post-office. It was organized for the convenience of the people; to 
furnish them with a circulating medium, and not for the purpose of 
raising revenue. There is no more reason why the Government should 
realize a profit on itssilver coinage than upon the coinage of gold, both 


being standard money. There is no more justice in requiring the silver 
miner to give up one-fourth of his product for the benefit of the rest of 
the country than there would be in requiring the farmer to surrender 
one-fourth of his wheat crop for a like purpose. If the silver dollar is 
in fact a dollar, good and sufficient for all business purposes, there is 
no reason why the toiling miner should not receive a dollar for it. 

But it is urged that to establish free coinage is to force up the price 
unnaturally. It is passing strange, though, that those who speak thus 
of free coinage forcing up the price of silver are unable to see or un- 
willing to admit that this is exactly whatis being done with gold 
every day in the year. The free coinage of any metal is equivalent to 
its purchase by the Government at a certain price. That purchase is 
in the nature of a demand, and demand forces up the price of anything. 
If the $3,200,000,000 in gold coin now supposed to be in use was de- 
monetized, the mints closed to the annual product of the mines, and 
the whole mass compelled to seek other employment, does any one 
suppose that it would retain its present value? Such a proposition as 
that does not admit of intelligent discussion. 2 

It is contended, and very strenuously, too, that there is a great dif- 
ference between the free coinage of gold and the free coinage of silver, 
because silver bullion is at a discount, while gold bullion is worth just 
as much as goldcoin. That is a profound bit of philosophy, is it not? 
Of course gold bullion is worth just as much as the coin, because any 
man who has the bullion can take it to the mint and have it stamped 
into coin, free of e Gold coin and gold bullion are interconverti- 
ble in the most complete sense, and it is utterly impossible for there 
to be any substantial difference in value between them. It was just 
so with silver before the coinage was stopped, and it would beso again, 
for the simple reason that it could not be otherwise. 

In discussing this question with gentlemen upon this floor and else- 
where I have frequently been told that the ‘‘ consensus of opinion“ 
is against the views which I entertain, and hence that we should ap- 
proach this question very cautiously. But what is meant by con- 
sensus of opinion?“ How is it determined? Have weany proof that 
it was the combined judgment of the masses of the German people that 
led to the demonetization of silver by that empire? Was the question 
ever presented to them as a distinct issue, and a vote taken upon it? 
Was it not, in fact, the arbitrary action of the Imperial Government, in- 
fluenced by the same banking interests which have always so largely 
controlled its financial policy? What ‘‘ consensus of opinion“ adverse 
to silver has ever manifested itself in France or the other states of the 
Latin Union, save as the Governments of those countries were seized 
with the fear of being swamped with Germany’s discarded silver and 
the supposed inexhaustible stores of our bonanza mines? What 
consensus of opinion, what at ead demand, led to the passage ofour 
own demonetizing act of 1873? Why, sir, not one person in a thousand 
even knew that it had been done until a year or two afterwards; and 
ifthe consensus of opinion could have been fairly voiced by the 
American Congress, that law would not have remained upon the statute- 
books one year after the discovery was made, 

There is no consensus of opinion“ against the use of silver that I 
am able to discover. But suppose there were; whatof it? If the 
consensus of opinion were to contro] the actions of men, there never 
could be any departure from the existing order of things, no great re- 
forms could ever be instituted for the benefit of the human race. It 
was right in the face of a consensus of opinion’’ that had existed 
for two thousand years that the American Republic itself was fashioned 
into shape and launched upon the ocean of its national life. 

It is childish to invoke the consensus of opinion as evidenced by ex- 
isting laws. No opinion is worth listening to unless it rests upon a 
solid basis of reasoning. The way for us to do is to look the matter 
squarely in the face and deal with it according to the best intelligence 
we may possess. To say that we must be governed by the ‘‘ consensus 
of opinion is equivalent to telling us that we must not try to change 
existing law because it is written.“ 

A problem in political economy can seldom be proved as we would 
prove a sum in arithmetic, but the ability of the United States to es- 
tablish and maintain bimetallism is, in my opinion, almost susceptible 
of mathematical demonstration. In order to fairly consider this ques- 
tion it must be remembered that not less than two-thirds of the people 
of the world use silver money almost exclusively, while those coun- 
tries upon the gold basis also use vast amounts of silver in an auxil- 
iary way. In Europe and America the total amount of coin is esti- 
mated at about $3,200,000,000 in gold and $1,900,000,000 in silver, 
using round numbers, 

Such being the fact, it is not true, as it is so frequently said, that 
the country establishing bimetallism takes upon itself the whole bur- 
den of maintaining silver. It merely occupies an intermediate posi- 
tion, forming a connecting reservoir, as it were, between the gold and 
silver standard countries, aud it is only necessary for the bimetallic 
country to be able to receive and sustain the overflow from either side. 
The Secretary of the Treasury shows in his last annual report that 
there is not a country in the world that can afford to part with any 
considerable portion of its silver coin, or that is at all likely to 
do so. On the contrary, they all absorb large amounts every year. 
Hence, if we establish free coinage it will only be necessary for us to 
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stand ready to coin what remains of the annual product atter the de- 
mands of other countries have been satisfied. And in this connection 
it must not be forgotten that the European demands will always have 
the first call upon the bullion supply, because of the fact that their 
9 are executed at the ratio of 15} to 1, which makes silver worth 
about 3 per cent. more than it is at our coining ratio of 16 to 1. If we 
provide for free coinage at the latter ratio silver can never fall below the 
ce of $1 for 371} grains, because no one will sell it for any less; but 
reason of this difference in ratio it may at times get a trifle above 
it in Europe, and the holders of bullion will naturally seek the best 
market. The production and consumption of silver for the year 1888, 
as shown by the Secretary’s report, was as follows: 


Product (coining value) ... . .. .... . . 42, 000, 000 
Required by India. se 35,000, 000 
Required by Japan and Austria . 10, 000, 000 
Subsidiary coinages of different countries.. 16, 000, 000 
Exported to Asia and Africa (exclusive of I 10, 000, 000 
Absorbed by Mex ioo. 5, 000, 000 
Uses in A S n E a AA P OIS ESANA I E TA A RRS SAER PETAR VAA A O Te 
Leaving a surplus product of. . eee OL, 000, 000 
If these be correct (and I believe they rather underestimate the 


amount of silver used in the arts and in Mexico) it follows that certainly 
not more than $51,000,000 annually would be deposited at our mints for 


The question, then, is simply this: Can the United States absorb 
intoits currency $51,000,000 in silver annually and maintain it at par? 
The experience of France is a complete answer to the question. From 
the beginning of 1851 to the close of 1885 the coinage of France was in 
round numbers $1,703,000,000, something over $48,000,000 a year. 
The population of France for that period could scarcely have exceeded 
oe one-half our present population. Therefore it follows 

t figuring upon the per capita basis we can coin $96,000,000 a year 
as easily and advantageously as France could $48,000,000. Our total 
gold coinage last byer was about $25,500,000, which added to $51,000,- 
000 in silver would make $76,500,000; still $19,500,000 less in propor- 
tion than the coinage of France for that long period of thirty-five years. 

But further: Our totalsupply of money, including gold and silver in 
the Treasury and deducting the certificates of deposit thereon, can 
scarcely exceed $27 per capita. France hasabout twice that per capita. 
If the whole mass of coined silver in Europe were thrown bodily into 
the United States we should have no more money in pespornes to 
population than is now held by France—that is to say, $55a head. To 
maintain that per capita would require an annual coinage of about 
$100,000,000. Suppose we had such an amount ot currency; does any- 
body suppose it would do us any harm? Have any complaints of too 
much money ever been wafted across the broad bosom of the Atlantic 
from the smiling vineyards of France? So far from it, is it not a well- 
known fact that, as a whole, the French people are more comfortable 
and prosperous than any other in zarpar What other country could 
have met and paid that great German indemnity of $1,100,000,000 with 
such ease, after a war in which she had sustained one of the most erush- 

defeats recorded in modern history ? 

t us look at this phase of the question from another standpoint for 
a moment. The population of the United States at this time is only about 
10,000,000 less than that of the Latin Union in 1873, and it is rapidly 
increasing. That Union consisted of France, Italy, Belgium, Switzerland, 
and Greece, and the population was nearly stationary. In the matter of 
and business enterprise there is scarcely room for comparison 
between the two eee When we consider the vast domain of 
our country, the infinite variety of its resources, and the almost limit- 
less field it pee for indusirial development, I may be justified in 
expressing the belief that in its capacity for the absorption and legiti- 
mate uses of money it is scarcely inferior to the whole of Continental 
Europe. The entire amount of silver known to exist is not more than 
$4 a head for the population of the earth, and the annual product 
is about 10 cents. The suggestion of the American Republic, asGlad- 
stone describes it, ‘‘almost a world in itself, and not a very little world 
either, being swamped with such an amount of the metal, can be 
characterized as nothing less than a descent from the sublime to the 

ridiculous. 

Now the question arises, will free coinage practically keep the two 
metals together? Our opponents say no—that they will constantly 
fluctuate, and wili never be absolutely together except at very brief 
intervals, when the lines of fluctuation cross; that the debtor will 
always pay in the cheaper metal, and for the time such metal will be 
the sole standard. This is a mere 3 refinement. It it 
were true, it would simply prove that the double standard furnishes a 
steadier measure of payment than a single standard; because if the 
debtor always pays in the cheaper metal, it is plain to be seen that 
his payments will follow the line of the least variation. 

Let me illustrate this by slightly changing one of Professor Jevon’s 
9 We will in imagination draw a line representing the average 

tive value of gold and silver. This value fluctuating, part of the time 
one metal will be above the line and the other below it, and then the 
positions will be reversed. When silver is below the line, the debtor 


selects that metal on which to make payments; when gold sinks be- 
low, his payments will be made in gold. Thus the line of payments 
would always be on or below the line of ange value; while if we 
have but one metal we must follow its extreme fiuctuation both ways. 
But the whole argument based upon these variations is purely theoret- 
ical, Whatever fluctuations there may be affect the bullion only, 
the coin remaining commercially the same all the time. Not one 
debtor in a thousand ever sees any uncoined bullion. He pays in 
whichever metal he may happen to have. Just as long as both coins 
circulate at all, the double standard will be maintained. This is con- 
clusively shown by the experience of France. In 1803 free coinage in 
that country began. At that time, according to Dr. Soetbeer, the 
relative production of the precious metals was 76.3 per cent. of silver 
to 23.7 per cent. of gold. In later decades it stood as follows: 


1811 to 1820... . 3 silver to 24. 7 gold. 
67.3 silver to 32.7 gold. 
65. 1 silver to 34. 9 gold. 


1841 to 1850. 7. 3 silver to 52.7 gold. 
1851 to 1855. 22. 4 silver to 77.6 gold. 
1856 to 1860 22. 4 silver to 77.6 gold. 


I IB ESER EEES ES "27.9 silver to 72.1 gold. 


In other words, the production varied from about 3} of silver to 1 of 
gold to a ratio almost exactly reversed. And yet during that whole 
period the extreme variation between the two metals was only 25d. per 
ounce, while for business and commercial purposes the par value of the 
coins was never disturbed for a single day. Upon this point I wish to 
invoke high authority, and I invite the especial attention of the House 
to sections 191, 192, and 193 of part 1 of the final report of the royal 
commission: 

Section 191. The explanation commonly offered of these constant variations in 
the silver market is that the rise or depression of the price of silver depends 
upon the briskness or slackness of the demand for the pur; of remittance to 
the 3 countries, and that the price is largely affected by the amount 
of the bills sold from time to time by the secretary of state for India in council. 

But these causes were, so far as can beseen, operating prior to 1873, as well as 
subsequent to that date, and yet the silver market did not display the sensitive- 
ness to these influences from day to day and month to month which it now 


does. 

Section 192. These considerations seem to suggest the existence of some steady- 
ing influence in former periods, which has now been removed, and which has 
left the silver market subject to the influence of causes the full effect of which 
was previously kept in check 

The question therefore forces itself upon us: Is there any other circumstance 
calculated to affect the relation of silver to gold which distinguishes the later 
period from the earlier? 

Now, undoubtedly, the date which forms the dividing line between an epoch 
of approximate fixity in the relative value of gold and silver, and one of marked 
instability, is the year when the bimetallic system which had previously been 
in force in the Latin Union ceased to be in full operation; and we are irresist- 
ibly led to the conclusion that the operation of that system, established as it 
was in countries the population and commerce of which were considerable, ex- 
erted a material influence upon the relative value of the two metals. 

So long as that system was in force we think that, notwithstanding the changes 
in the production and use of the precious metals, it kept the market price ot 
Silver approximately steady at the ratio fixed by law between them, 184 to 1. 
When once the conclusion is arrived at that this was the case, the circumstances 
on which we have dwelt as characterizing the period since 1873 appear amply 
sufficient to account for the fall in the price of silver, tending, as they all do, in 
that direction; and the fact that on any particular day the supply of silver and 
of council bills ma be large while the need for remittances is small, and vice 
versa, would éxplain the constant fluctuations in the price of silver which have 
manifested themselves in recent years, 

Section 193. Nor does it appear to us a priori unreasonable to sup; that the 
existence in the Latin Union of a bimetallic system with a ratio of 15} to 1 
fixed between the two metals should have been capable of keeping the market 
price of silver steady at approximately that ratio. 

The view that it could only affect the market price to the extent to which 
there was a demand for it for currency purposes in the Latin Union, orto which 
it was actually taken to the mints of those countries, is, we think, fallacious, 
The fact that the owner of silver could, in the last resort, take it to those mints 
and have it converted into coin which would purchase commodities at the ratio 
of 15} of silver to 1 of gold would, in our opinion, be likely to affect the price of 
silver in the market Lames , whoever the purchaser and for whatever coun- 
try it was destined. It would enable the seller to stand out for a price approxi- 
3 legal ratio and would tend to keep the market steady at about 
that poin 


That statement is embodied in the portion of the report which is 
signed by the whole twelve members, six of whom were pronouncell 
friends of the gold standard. The Latin Union was not formed until 
1865, and, as I have stated, in the face of these tremendous variations 
in production France alone held the two metals approximately steady 
at the ratio of 15} to 1 fora period of sixty-two years. To say that the 
double standard was not maintained during the time that her mints 
were kept open is to indulge in hair-splitting theorisms that have no 
earthly value in the practical concerns of life. 

It is claimed, though, that France could not have maintained bimet- 
allism if it had not been for peculiarly favorable conditions aming at 
the time. I really do not know what our opponents would do if they 
did not have favorable conditions to fall back upon in explanation when- 
ever their pet theories fai]. In this case the favorable conditions were 
that in 1803 France had a large amount of gold on hand, and hence 
could absorb a great quantity of silver. And, again, when the golden 
tides of California Australia began to break upon the shores of Eu- 
rope she had an immense stock of silver, and could therefore in like 
manner take up a great deal of gold. A very complete answer to this 
contention is that our position is quite similar to that of France in 1803. 
We have a large store of gold to begin with, and in view of our past 
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career as a nation it is not extravagant for us to look forward to a main- 
tenance of reasonably favorable conditions in the future. 

The royal commission was evidently not much impressed with this 
argument based upon “favorable conditions, as the following language 
plainly indicates: 

It has been urged that during the earlier of the two periods which we have 
been contrasting, the conditions which existed from time to time were favor- 
able to the maintenance of the legal ratio; that the great influx of gold towards 
the middle of this century found France with a large stock of silver, and that 
this silver, owing to exceptional circumstances, a ready outlet to India. 
But we do not think this affords an adequate solution of the problem, without 
taking into account the existence of the bimetallic system. Itmay be true that 
the circumstances referred to were conditions which helped to make the bime- 
fallic system operative. But, as we have observed before, circumstances and 
conditions of a like nature have been more or less operative both before and 
since 1873, and yet the effect on the relative value of the two metals has been 
very different. 

Explain it as they may, the fact remains that for aperiod of seventy 
years the double standard was maintained in Europe, and for sixty- 
two years of that time France did it alone. If we can settle this ques- 
tion for anequal period we shall be doing exceedingly well. That will 
carry us into the latter half of the next century, and I think we can very 
safely trust the future generations to deal with the question from that 
time on. 

It isalso said that France could not have continued to maintain free 
coinage after Germany demonetized silver, but that is merely the state- 
ment of an opinion. The fact is that she did maintain it just as long as 
she tried to, and there is no more ſorce in the suggestion that she could 
have continued it no longer than there would be in the declaration that 
Germany could not have maintained the gold standard when she aban- 
doned that in 1857. Gold at that time was being produted in such 
abundance that Germany was afraid of being swamped with cheap gold, 
just as France afterwards feared an inundation of depreciated silver, 
and both shaped their policy accordingly. Isee nothing to support 
the theory that France was forced from her position in 1874, 

But this fact is worthy of note. The action of France was far more 
disastrous in its consequences than was the former action of Germany 
concerning gold. When the latter country demonetized gold France 
held its value steady by free coinage. But when silver was demone- 
tized France suspended coinage, and the moment she did so the bi- 
metallic par was broken. There is nothing in the situation which 
makes the problem any more difficult now than it was then. Mone- 
tary writers are in the main agreed that there has been no increase of 
production sufficient, in itself, to materially affect the value of silver. 
We have an enormous advantage over France in population, in re- 
sources, and in a territory more than fifteen times greater than hers, 
Therefore, the fear of being flooded with silver strikes me as being 
visionary in the extreme, and I see no reason to doubt that what 25,- 
000,000 of French people so successfully accomplished 65, 000, 000 of 
Americans can do equally well. Indeed, I want no stronger argu- 
ment in favor of the ability of this country to maintain free coinage 
than the Secretary of the Treasury furnishes in his annual report, 
When he states that there is no known accumulation of silver bullion 
anywhere, that no nation can part with any considerable portion of its 
silver coin, that of the annual supply not more than $51,000,000 would 
probably reach our mints, and that this amount could be taken into 
our currency without danger, he certainly leaves but very little 
ground for the opponents of free coinage to stand upon. 

The belief is now very general that we have an insufficient money 
supply in this country. In his circular, dated April 26, Henry Clews 
makes use of the following language: 

Of course the effect of this contemplated expansion of the currency will be 
highly stimulative. In the more sparsely settled parts of the country there 
have been very severe complaints about the scarcity of money. aud even at the 
centers of population business has been hampered by the same cause. On the 
Ist of April the total amount of money of all kinds in circulation in the United 
States was $1,437,494,000, It is true was an ‘increase of about $31,000,000 
within the year, but what is that amount divided betweena population of about 
65,000,000? The present supply of currency has proved inadequate to meet 
pressing demands arising from the wonderful development of industry now in 
progress, In this country it is now about $22 per capita. In the United King- 
dom, where a compact 8 greatly increases the efficiency of circula- 
tion, it is about $20 per capita, and in France, where similar conditions prevail, 
it is nearly $40 per capita. In a country so nme. populated as the United 
States, where currency in some sections necssariſy moves with less facility 
than in others, in other words, where a given sum is able todoimpertect work, 
it is evident that we can safely stand considerable expansion, whether it be con- 
sidered advisable or not. There is no doubt that the dangers of silver inflation 


have been much exaggerated, and, real or fanciful, they are so distant as to have 
no effect on the early future, 


Whether there has been actual contraction or not depends upon the 
years between which we make the comparison. Taking the year 1878 
as the initial one, the Secretary of the Treasury figures out an increase. 
But there is no point in comparing 1289 with 1878, for the whole inter- 
vening period has been one of depression. We should compare a sea- 
son of business activity with one of general stagnation. If we begin 
with 1866, when we were at the very zenith of our national prosperity, 
we find that there has been an enormous contraction. We then had 
an aggregate of money fully as large as we have to-day, although our 
population was but little more than one-half as great as it now is. 
Our per capita of money at that time was abont $52, as is shown by 
the following table. 


The amount and kind of currency June 30, 1866, was as follows: 


One-year notes of 1867 $s, 908, 341 
Two-year notes of 1868 9, 415, 250 
Compound-interest notes... 159, 012, 140 
88 3 = 251, 550 
‘emporary loan, ten days. „176, 196 
Certificatesof indebtedness 26, oor 000 
United States notes (gr 400, 891, 368 
Fractional currency. . . 27, 070, 876 
Gold certificates....... 10, 713, 180 
National-bank notes 294, 579, 315 
e oh coelih ds S E I saan e a T cheno aap 1, 863, 409, 216 


Divided among 35,819,281 inhabitants this gives $52.01 per capita. 
Now it does not exceed $27, as I havestated, and there is a universal 
cry for relief from the thumb-screw of contraction, going up from all 
parts of the country. 

I am a firm believer in the quantitative theory of money. I use the 
word in no technical sense, but simply to convey the idea that as pop- 
ulation increases and the ingenuity and labor of man add to the quan- 
tity and kinds of those commodities that are made the subject of sale 
and transfer the quantity of money should increase pro rata, in order 
that prices may be fairly sustained. Otherwise it is manifest that those 
who control the accumulated capital will have and maintain an un- 
natural advantage over the producing classes, Suppose that during the 
next twenty-five years there should be a steady increase of population, 
manufactures, goods, and property of every kind, while the amount of 
money remains constantly the same. Is it not clear that the pur- 
chasing power of each unit of money will be greatly increased? It 
follows, then, that while the whole body of producers would receive 
no more for their total product, the man who begins the period with 
a considerable mass of Joanable capital, or who is in the enjoyment of 
a fixed income, will have realized an enormous advantage. It can be 
seen at a glance that a man with $100,000 in money is relatively 
richer when property is cheap than when it is dear, because he can 
buy more of it. This is why we always find the moneyed classes 
opposing what they are pleased to call inflation of the currency,” 
Perhaps, though, 1 ought to qualify this remark by saying nearly 
always,’’ for those who have observed the strenuous efforts now being 
made to permit the national banks to increase their circulation must, 
I think, be compelled to admit that there are circumstances under 
which even a national banker can with an easy conscience and in a 
philosophical frame of mind accept an inflation of the currency. 

I do not claim that it is the duty of the Government to come to the 
rescue and correct every inequality which may arise in the fortunes of 
men. But Governments, having assumed the control of the money of 
the world, should at least endeavor to control it in such a manner as 
to prevent gross injustice to any class or classes of people. From the 
remotest antiquity, gold and silver have been the two great money 
metals of the world; but never since modern history began have the 
two combined been sufficient for the commercial requirements of man. 
This is clearly proved by the fact that in all civilized countries, at 
least, immense sums of paper money are used in addition to the metallic, 
while there are always some countries upon a paper basis exclusively. 
Mulhall states that paper money is increasing much more rapidly than 
specie, and that in 1880 it constituted 38 per cent. of all the currency 
in use. This is further supplemented by checks, drafts, and other 
forms of commercial paper, and it has been estimated that from 95 to 
98 per cent. of the business of the world is conducted without the 
actual transfer of any money atall. This fact, if it be one, is used as 
an argument to combat the idea that the demonetization of silver has 
made money scarce; and it is claimed that banking expedients haveso 
economized the use of money that we no longer need silver for that 


urpose. 

p The logic of this position is not quite clear. If it be true, as claimed, 
that banking has made great advances within recent years, I am still 
unable to see how it is going to do us any harm to bring to our aidall 
the silver which nature has placed within our reach. There are times 
when banking expedients are not quite the equivalent of plain simple 
money. For example, when the unfortunate debtor, weighted down 
with the load of his obligations, is struggling vainly to get money with 
which to satisfy his creditors, it is poor consolation indeed to tell him 
to ‘‘cheer up, for no matter how scarce money may be, we have plenty 
of banks, and banking methods are improving all the time.“ Money 
is what he wants, and money is the only thing that will liquidate his 
debts. ‘‘ But,’’ says the banker, I will lend him whatever money 
he wants; there is plenty of it in my vault.” 7 

Right there we have the germinal idea with the average banker in 
dealing with this whole question of money. He always looks at it 
through the wickets of hisparticular bank. If he has plenty of money 
loaned on good security and plenty more to loan, he thinks that the very 
acme of human happiness has been reached. The thought never strikes 
him that the business man or the farmer may occasionally desire to 
have a little money without being compelled to go to some bank and 
borrow it, or that possibly he may not have the gilt-ed collateral 
which is almost invariably a sine qua non with those institutions. 

The mere privilege of borrowing money by giving a mortgage on his 
farm does not make the farmer prosperous. That is the very trouble 
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which besets him. He has borrowed more than he can pay, and it 
hangs like a mill-stone around his neck. What he needs is such an ad- 
justment of the currency of the country as will preserve something like 
equilibrium between the products of his labor and the money of the 
banker, so that he may satisfy that mortgage when it becomes dué. 

The fact that there is a large amount of money lying idle in the 
vaults of our banks is frequently invoked as an answer to the claim 
that we have an insufficient money supply. That, sir, is no answer 
atall. When the circulating medium is insufficient to sustain prices 
and preserve a reasonable margin of profit, capital is very naturally 
withdrawn from active business, and by what may be called the law 
of monetary gravitation it finds its way into the banks. This very 
circumstance is one of the most ominous signs of the times. When I 
look over our broad national domain, rich in every~form of natural 
wealth, still in the infancy of its development, and with opportunities 
for the profitable investment of money such as the world has never 
seen; and when, instead of taking advantage of those opportunities, I 
behold the capital of the country shrinking into the great banking cen- 
ters, seeking permanent investments and contenting itself with 4 per 
cent. interest on a 127 per cent. bond, the conclusion comes with irre- 
sistible force that there must be something radically wrong with our 
financial system. 

But, by way of still further emphasizing the unsoundness of this po- 
sition, it is proper for me to add that the alleged increase of banking 
facilities is itself mere matter of assumption. 

Among those who have studied the subject the weight of opinion is 
that there have been no material improvements in banking methods 
since 1873. Of course there are more banks and their volume of busi- 
ness has increased with the general increase of business throughout the 
world; but no changes are noted the tendency of which is to lessen the 
proportion of money actually used, and evenif the proof were conclu- 
sive upon the point we might well ask why prices have so utterly col- 
lapsed if banking credit is a perfect substitute for money. 

One of the most remarkable features of this whole controversy is 
the persistency with which the devotees of the gold standard reach out 
into the darkness, as it were, and grasp for intangible things, They 
seek for revolutions in mechanics, and they find none; they seek for 
revolutions in transportation facilities, and they find none; they seek 
for revolutions in banking methods, and they find none. But one 
great revolution certainly has taken place, namely, a revolution in the 
mone’ system of the whole Western world. The fact of this revo- 
Iution they admit, of course, but to its natural, nay, its inevitable 
effects they are as blind as so many owls winking and blinking in the 
dazzling light of the noonday sun. 

No matter what the development of banking may be, there must be 
an abundant supply of money to sustain any form of credit; and in 
order to make aven papet money perfectly effective, it must rest upon 
a basis of substantial value. The broader the metallic base the more 
pa it will sustain. Can anything be plainer than that? If the 
coin reserves be allowed to become too small, if the base of actual value 
be unduly narrowed, the superstructure of credit erected thereon comes 
down with a crash; and it is a matter of common knowledge that every 
panic that has swept over the commercial world, wrecking the fortunes 
of men and carrying ruin everywhere, has been the direct result of an 
undue extension of this credit system, upon which tlie advocates of the 
gold standard so largely rest theircase. And right here I want to call 
the attention of the House to what has been said by an eminent advo- 
cate of that standard with reference to the credit system of England, 
which some financiers think it especially wise for us to permanently 
adopt. 

Iremember the time when traveling in France as a boy I could not get any 
CCTV 
celebrated zold discoveries, comparatively very short of gold and very full of 
silver, and since that time she has been very full of gold and very short of silver. 
It may be said that she retained her position as a mercantile country notwith- 
stan: nuog Riah and so she did; but her position and ours are totally diferent, 
Her it system is a mere nothing com to ours. The whole system is 
totally different. They never have panics in France, unless it be stock exchange 
panics. They do not know what a commercial panic is in France, because one 
may say no man trusts another, by comparison. * * * 

Again he says: 

Unfortunately our stock of gold is very small. A difference of £10,000,000 
would cause a panic during our present arrangements. 


Such is the language of Mr. William Fowler, and it needs no com- 
ment, No commercial panics in France, but the credit system of Eng- 
land, so delicate and precarious that a difference of £10,000,000 would 
create one, and yet we are told with all seriousness that we must be in 
accord with the financial policy of England. It may be that commer- 
cial panics are blessings in disguise; but if so, unfortunately, the dis- 
guise is so perfect that we have never been able to penetrate it. 

I realize perfectly that in such a country as this, with its tremen- 
dous business activity and ever-swelling tide of commerce, both foreign 
and domestic, a great use of credit is inevitable; but I think that we 
should have just as much primary money back of that credit as it is 
possible for us to obtain. I believe that the joint use of silver and 
gold is better than the use of either alone, for the same reason that leads 
me to believe that twodollarsare betterthanone. Aside from the fact 


that the two metals together will sustain more credit, they also afford 

a steadier measure of value than one alone. It is obvious that a large 
body is less liable to fluctuation from local and special causes than a 
small one. If we have but a single metal, any incréase or decrease of 
production operates directly upon that one and there is nothing to 
moderate its effects. With two, an increaseof one may be accompanied 
by a decrease of the other, or the ratio of gain or loss may be differ- 
ent, and the one acts as a balance to the other. The urgent necessity 
for the use of both metals is further emphasized by the fact that the 
supply of gold seems to be gradually diminishing, while there is a con- 
tinually increasing use of the metal in the arts. 

Soetbeer estimates that the amount of new gold available for co! 
does not exceed $15,000,000 annually, and upon this slender basis 
advocates of the single standard propose to erect a towering and totter- 
ing edifice of credit with which to transact the business of the world. 
It is also worthy of the gravest consideration that the total product of 
both gold and silver is searcely greater than it was ten years ago, and 
every reasonable probability points to a decrease rather than an in- 
crease in the future. How utterly absurd is it, then, to even contem- 
plate the idea of discarding silver from our monetary system! And if 
they are to be jointly used, in what way can they be so advantageously 
utilized as by placing them upon exactly the same footing? Any lim- 
itation upon the privileges of silver virtually preserves the gold stand- 
ard, which may be a matter of the most serious consequences hereafter, 

Suppose the bill reported by the committee should fail to bring the 
two metals together. Is there a shadow of doubt that every national, 
State, and municipal creditor in this land would feel that he had an 
unquestioned right to demand gold? It has been peculiar to the finances 
of this country that the public creditor has always demanded and re- 
ceived the best, that is, the most valuable, money in existence. I would 
make it all equally good. I would have no best. I am willing for the 
creditor to have gold if he wantsit, butI would notallow the value of 
that gold to be artificially enhanced by thedethronement of its associate 
metal. I would put gold and silver upon a precisely equal footing, 
and the paper money should be made absolutely interconvertible with 
the metallic, so that every dollar in circulation should be the equal of 
every other dollar. There is no way, in my opinion, by which this 
can be accomplished except by free coinage. If we merely allow a cer- 
tain amount of bullion to be deposited with or purchased by the Goy- 
ernment, it still leaves the ordinary conditions of supply and demand 
free to influence the price. But link them together by free coinage at 
a fixed ratio, and they never can separate. We then get the full and 
permanent benefit of both. 

Now, sir, I have said that the bill under consideration does not meet 
with my approval. I believe that the solution of this problem requires 
complete, absolute, and unqualified free coinage. It is absurd to ex- 
pect one metal to maintain itself by the side of the other when it is 
loaded with restrictions which tend to keep it down. To give us a 
half-way measure and promise us free coinage when parity is reached 
is about the same in principle as for a physician to prescribe a half dose 
of medicine fora sick patient, promising him a full dose when he is 
entirely well. This bill may bring silver to par; if so, it practicall 
solves the question. But it may not have that effect, and if it fai 
there is scarcely a doubt that our opponents would use it as an ad- 
ditional argument against us. They would say that ‘‘silver has been 
fairly tried and found wanting; let us now discard it entirely.“ 

My great objection to the bill is the so-called ‘‘bullion-redemption 
clause. I have never been able to see any merit in that pro n. 
If I were a firm believer in the gold standard I might regard it with 
some favor, If I believed that our financial salvation depended upon 
maintaining the value of dollars at so high a figure as to render it 
almost impossible for a poor man to ever get one, this provision would 
certainly commend itself to my judgment. Its declared purpose is to 
“anchor these notes to gold. This carries with it the assumption 
that no dollar can possibly be a good dollar unless it be a gold one, or 
measured in gold. 

From what I have already said, it will be clearly understood that this 
idea I most emphatically reject. We say that thedemonetization of sil- 
ver was wrong and thatitought tobecompletely restored. But in view 
of the diversity of opinion existing and the fact that there is an actual 
difference in value between the two metals, the great bulk of the sil- 
ver men are willing to concede that the silver shall be taken by the 
Government atits gold valuation, and, as a further concession, they 
will consent to a limitation of the amount to be received, which shall 
operate as an effectual safeguard against an inundation from abroad 
which many seem to fear. 

The silver men say that having made thus two concessions, nothing 
more can reasonably be asked. Here we have a Government of the 
richest and strongest nation that the world has ever seen; a Govern- 
ment that can control every dollar of the tangible wealth of the coun- 
try for any legitimate public purpose. It purchases alimited amount 
of silver at its gold valuation. If that Government can not take some 
chances on maintaining the value of the money which it thus creates, 
without establishing a silver-bullion warehouse, it had better sur- 
render its p: tive of controlling the money of the country. 

This provision is wholly unnecessary asa preservative of national credit. 
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These notes bein 
withdrawn, probably very few of them would ever be 
demption, in which case they could be redeemed in E But sup- 
pose they could not. The silver bullion is all there in the Treasury, 
and if it fail to gravitate back to par it is an easy matter for Congress 
to authorize its coinage into dollars of such weight as will make them 
equivalent to gold. But it is said that this involves danger and that 
we should take cognizance of premonitory symptoms and guard against 
it at the threshold. Very well, show us the premonitory symp- 
toms. Iam not able to see them. Every man is liable to be stricken 
with small-pox, but it would hardly be fair to say that every man shows 

onitory symptoms of that dread disease. Our opponents ought to 
Be fair. In view of the fact that they are not able to point to any coun- 
try that ever has been injured by bimetallism they ought to be will- 
ing to give us a chance to prove whether or not we are right. As long 
as they can deny to us that chance they keep the question in the do- 
main of theory, and upon that basis they cancontinue the battle, But 
if we be given an opportunity and demonstrate the correctness of our 
argument, they are then in the position of defeated theorists; and their 
ambition does not run in that way. 

When silver men object to this provision they are instantly accused 
of desiring to place the country on a silver basis and flood it with 
“Cheap John” dollars. But, with singular inconsistency, in the very 
next breath they are charged with trying to force up the price of their 
bullion and to compel the Government to pay them 100 cents for silver 
which is now worth only 72. 

The mental process by which the possibility is figured out of the 
silver men raising their bullion to par and at the same time foisting a 
72-cent dollar upon the people is a mystery which I have never yet 
been able to solve, 

To my very commonplace intellect, 100 per cent. bullion and 72 per 
cent. dollars are about as directly opposed to each other as any two 
things that can be imagined. 

But to recur to this provision, The avowed Joa of the bill is to 
restore silver to par. The direct tendency of this clause is the other 
way. The very act of withdrawing bullion, as here provided, would 
have the effect of depreciating its value. 

The Secretary of the Treasury himself admits that such would be the 
effect, but he says that he thinks very little would be withdrawn; that 
is to say, the provision is a good one, if it be not acted upon, but the 
instant its machinery is set in motion it widens the gap between gold 
and silver and the fundamental purpose of the entire plan fails. But 
it is asked, What object 1s there in any man withdrawing bullion?” 
A sufficient answer is, that if there is no object in withdrawing bullion 
there is certainly no object in having the provision there. 

But it is well for gentlemen to bear in mind that when this bill was 
originally framed it contained a provision allowing the Government to 
redeem the certificates in gold, for the sole purpose of preventing the 
withdrawal of bullion ina spirit of speculation—a distinct recognition 
of the ibility of such speculation under this provision. It may be 
that danger is remote and somewhat exaggerated, but it is cer- 
tainly within the range of possibility and even of reasonable probabil- 
ity; and unless it can subserve some good purpose which will more 
than compensate for this danger, it ought to be stricken out. That 
eon p has never been shown in a manner that in the slightest 

egree addresses itself to my intelligence. 

The objection to this provision is not one of mere sentiment—it is 
one of principle. Every rock-rooted advocate of the gold standard is 
in favor of it; every bimetallist is op to it. Every argument in 
its support, by whomsoever made, is based upon the theory that the 

ld standard must be maintained at all hazards, It is said that as 

on as the holder of these notes can go to the Treasury and get their 
gold value in silver bullion we have a safe and reliable currency based 
upon gold. z 

Grant it, by way of argument. Now, suppose it be acted upon. In 
a season of panic, bullion is withdrawn in large quantities. Down 
goes the price. Bullion being cheaper, more and more poe will 
want it, thinking it will rally again, and they will profit thereby. 
Every ounce of bullion thus withdrawn from the Treasury forces the 
price still lower, and that previously withdrawn loses its equivalence 
with the notes for which it was exchanged. What becomes of this 
boasted security? 

But let us go a step farther. Finally the bullion is all withdrawn, 
and there are still large amounts of notes outstanding. What then? 
Nothing but coin redemption remains, and in the mean time the value 
of silver has fallen, the Lord only knows how low. More notes are pre- 
sented, and the holders decline to accept silver dollars. What sort of a 
monetary situation have we then? The gold standard has been upheld, 
but whathas become of silver? Discredited, disparaged, disgraced, its 
complete restoration indefinitely postponed, it has beenmade a mone- 
tary outcast. This isan extreme case which I have supposed, but it is 
one of the Fee presented by this bill, and the logical deduction 
by which the result is reached is as ect as reasoning can be made. 
It is argued very adroitly that our objection to having silver treated 
as a commodity is untenable because both gold and silver are com- 
modities now. ‘True, they are commodities; but, unlike other com- 


legal tender, with all inducement to speculation 
presented for re- 


modities, they are endowed with monetary functions—silver partially, 
and gold completely, What we object to is the denial of privileges to 
silver that are accorded to gold. It is not a sentimental objection, but 
a most substantial one, materially affecting the relative values of the 
two metals. If you will give to us free coinage you may denominate 
silver a mere commodity to your heart's content without wounding 
our sensibilities in the least. 

That this clause is intended to maintain the gold standard is fully 
shown by the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, with whom the 
plan originated. On page 50 he adverts to the fact that we are upon 
a gold basis absolutely, and states that the standard dollar is an an- 
omaly, and not an exception.“ 

On page 62 (speaking of this plan) he says: 

If it be objected to on the ground that it will degrade silver from its position 
as money and reduce it to the level of a mere commodity, the reply is that sil- 
ver bullion is now a mere commodity. 

With all deference to the Secretary, I feel like saying that this is a 
very unsatisfactory and irresponsive answer, because the fact that sil- 
ver has been reduced to the grade of a mere commodity is the very 
gravamen of our complaint; it is the identical thing which we are try- 
ing to change, and it might with just as much propriety be urged that 
when a man is sick we ought not to try to cure him because he is sick. 

I wish to be entirely fair in my criticism of this bill. With this ob- 
jectionable clause stricken out it would be about as good as could be 
framed, short of a bill for straight free coinage. The limitation of the 
amount to be received and its purchase at its gold value meet the two 

rincipal arguments against free coinage; while the ingrafting of full 

egal-tender quality upon the notes with redemption in coin fally pre- 
serves the monetary status of silver, and thus obviates the main objec- 
tion of the extreme silver men. 

With this provision eliminated, and all opportunity for speculation 
removed, I believe that within a reasonable time silver would rise to 
its former par value and the free-coinage clause would hold it there, 

But, under any circumstances, my duty is clear. No measure can 
command my support as against free coi Nevada is sometimes 
opprobriously termed the ‘‘rotten borough.“ No man who is ac- 
quainted with our people would ever so far forget himself as to make 
use of that epithet. Owing to geographical and climatic conditions 
which are beyond our control, the population of the State is, unfortu- 
nately, small; but I venture to say that in breadth and generosity of 
sentiment, in devotion to the welfare of our whole country, general in- 
telligence, energy, and all those qualities which go to make up an ad- 
vanced and progressive people, those whom I have the honor to repre- 
sent will compare very favorably with the people of any other Con- 
gressional district in the United States. 

If there isa man or woman (or child that is old enough to think) in 
my district not in favor of free coinage, I never saw or heard of that 
person, and I have lived among them for more than twenty-one con- 
secutive years. Moreover, my own views are in perfect accord with those 
of my constituents. I neither own a national bank nor a silver mine. I 
have no more direct interest in this question than any other member 
of this House has in the welfare of his district. But I 
sent a people who are a unit on the question, and in representing their 
views I also represent my own. Therefore, no matter in what shape 
free coinage, or any measure pointing in that direction, may be pre- 
sented Ishall feel it my bounden duty to give to it my support, 
and I trust that such opportunity may be offered. 

The feelings of our people upon this question are clearly indicated by 
the vote cast in the last general election. With the example of Mr. 
Cleveland's administration before us, we gave Mr. Harrison 400 ma- 
jority more than we did Mr. Blaine in 1884, although the latter was 
the most popular living American in that State. It was purely the re- 
sult of our belief that the present Executive of the country was in full 
sympathy with us upon this question. I yield to no man in devotion 
to the principles of the Republican party. But my first allegiance is 
to the country, my second to my district, my third to the party. This 
is in no sense a party question. I acknowledge no party trammel, and 
I shall act in acco ce with the united sentiment of my constituents. 

In conclusion, I wish to say that [ am not so much of an optimist as 
to believe that free coinage will operate as a panacea for every human 
ill, or that it will in any sense bring about the millennium. ereare 
many other elements and conditions which affect the welfare of so- 
ciety. As long as mendiffer in their physical and mental constitutions, 
just so long there will be extremes of poverty and wealth among them. 
Absolute equality is impossible, but that is no reason why we should 
not endeavor to get as near to it as the varying natures of men will 
permit. Our country is one of boundless resources and almost limitless 
opportunities. We have no class distinctions, no inherited rank, no 
artificial barriers of any kind between us. There is nothing to curb the 
honest ambition of any citizen of this great Republic. 

But we must look well to our economic laws, bearing, as they do, 
so directly upon the fortunes of men, to the end that all may have an 
equal chance in the struggle for advancement, and that our people may 
not be converted into a nation of millionaires and paupers, 

Looking over the whole field of our legislative history, I can dis- 
cover no one act which in my judgment was more destructive of nat- 
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ural equality than the demonetization of silver, and I firmly believe 
that its complete restoration will carry more of happiness and more of 
prosperity to the American hearthstone than any economic measure 
ever crystallized into law beneath the Dome of this Capitol. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, the Republican party when it met in 
national convention in 1888 resolved in favor of both gold and silver 
for money. I stood on that platform then and I stand on it now. I 
have, by vote inthe House, by speech, by precept and example, always 
favored the use of the two metals, not gold alone nor silver alone, but 
both, formoney, andI will not knowingly vote forany bill or any amend- 
ment that I am satisfied will bring us to the use of either to the ex- 
clusion of the other. Having said that much, I want to say now that 
in the exercise of my best judgment I shall vote for the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ConGER], because I believe 
that at the present time, under the present conditions, it is the best 
legislation that we can obtain which will insure the use of both metals 
for money. I may be mistaken. I have been mistaken. But my 
judgment is that way, and now for a few moments I will give a reason 
for the faith that is in me. 

First, what does this substitute do? It provides for buying by the 
Government, at the market price, the total silver product, or an amount 
equal to the total silver product of the United States, and a little more, 
every year. That product is to be paid for by the issue of Treasury 
notes, which Treasury notes, representing, dollar for dollar, silver bull- 
ion, are the best money and are backed by the best basis of any notes 
in the world. Perhaps I should not say the best, but certainly equal 
to auy notes in the world. Now, that being the case, the bill goes a 
step farther, and therein meets my most hearty approval, It makes 
four and a half million dollars every month in the year pass into the 
circulation of the United States, and it makes that money a full legal 
tender for all debts, public and private. What else does it do? It 
provides that the Secretary of the Treasury shall coin this bullion for 
the purpose of redeeming the certificates. What else does it do? It 
provides that the silver bullion purchased under the provisions of this 
act shall be subject to the requirements of existing law, and so on, 
and that, upon thedemand of the holder, the notes issuedin payment for 
this bullion, at the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury (the two 
minds meeting), shall be exchanged for bullion, dollar for dollar, at the 
market price. Now, there we come to a stumbling-block to some gen- 
tlemen. They say the bill would be very good if it were not for that 
provision, In my opinion, in the present condition of thi that pro- 
vision is a wise one, and in a few words I will state why I so believe. 
Gentlemen understand that 16 of silver is not equal in value to 1 of 
gold, and has not been for many, many years. 

In my opinion, the complete and immediate free coinage of silver by 
the United States alone would not bring the two metals together on 
the ratio of 16 to 1, and, pending an international agreement, I want 
to go into the markets of the world and take one-half of the total sil- 
ver product of this round earth and use it for money and have it as 
8 as the best money on the face of the earth, and I want to insure 
that it shall be so. But, says a friend, is it not so without this 
bullion provision? I fear not, and to make it certain I would pre- 
fer to have the bullion provision in the law. I do not believe that the 
discretion given to the eee under the bullion provision would be 
exercised, but I believe that the existence of that provision would have 
the effect to say to every citizen of the United States and every citi- 
zen of the world, There is back of the notes of the United States 
every dollar of gold in the United States Treasury, every dollar of 
coined silver, and if necessary there is also back of them, at the mar- 
ket yaua ereer ounce of silver bullion in the Treasury.“ Well, but 
said my friend the other day, ‘‘If you do not believe that the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury to exchange this bullion would 
be exercised, why put it in the bill?” I will tell my friend. I would 
put it in for the same reason that we wrote in the resumption law the 
re to the Secretary of the Treasury to sell an unlimited amount of 

he bonds of the United States for the purpose of obtaining coin to 
sustain resumption. What did the Secretary do? He sold $100,000,- 
000 worth and got $100,000,000 in gold. Gentlemen recollect the 
eee that was made about the men who would give a million 

ollars each to head a column to break the Government and exhaust 
that hundred million dollars of gold, but there was the continuing 
authority to sell bonds, and from that day to this there has been upon 
the statute-book authority for the Secretary to sell the bonds of the 
United States with which to get coin to maintain resumption. What 
was the result? Every speculator, every citizen of this country, every 
citizen of the world said, Nou may run that coin out of the Treas- 
ury by the presentation of Treasury notes, but there is the best Gov- 
ernment on the face of the earth, with a Secretary of the Treasury to 
whom Congress has given unlimited authority to sell bonds to main- 
tain resumption” [applause]; and, Mr. Speaker, from that Ist day of 
January, 1879, down to this time, with that unlimited authority upon 
our statute-book, there has never been one dollar presented for redemp- 
tion that I know of or ever heard of. 

Mr. GEAR. Or anybody else. j 

Mr. CANNON. Oranybody else. For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, 
pending an international agreement with the great commercial nations 


of the world that shall make 16 of silver equal to 1 of gold—pending 
that agreement, I say, I would take one-half of the world’s product of 
silver and utilize it for money in the United States and make the notes 
legal tender; and, for fear that before that agreement is made, 
chance in an hour of panic or otherwise, the gold and the silver dol- 
lars that we have might not be sufficient to maintain resumption and 
a parity of value of all our currency, I would give this reserve power 
and discretion to the Secretary, so that he may use the whole or any 
part of the bullion, dollar for dollar, if it becomes necessary, Then 
it would be patent to all the world that the Treasury of the United 
States could not be brought to the wall. That is the reason I am for 
that proposition. 

I believe in both metalsfor money. If weare to have but one metal, 
I would just as soon have gold alone as silver alone, or vice versa. But 
I want both. Sound economy and wise legislation will give us both; 
and in my opinion this will be done under the lead of the Republican 


party. 

But my friend from Nevada [Mr. BARTINE] and many gentlemen 
on the other side say, Do not discriminate against silver.“ Their 
remedy in the present financial condition is free coinage of silver. But, 
sir, there are not on the floor of this House twenty men who, if it 
could be enacted into law, would dare to vote for free coinage to-day. 
[ Derisive cries on the Democraticside.] Ah, my friends groan. I have 
heard sinners groan before; but what is the fact? I can state in a 
nutshell why you dare not do it and why we dare not do it. One 
dollar will to-day buy in the markets of the world enough silver bull- 
ion to coin a legal-tender dollar and leave 27 cents profit. In other 
words, if free coinage were written upon the statute-books any man 
could go to one of our mints with a dollar’s worth of the world’s silver 
bullion and on depositing it there could get back for that bullion a 
silver dollar and have 27 cents left. Now, can my constituents sanction 
such a proceedingas that? No. Can yours? No. Thebarestatement 
of the proposition shows that when you divert the seigniorage or profit 
upon the coinage of silver which now goes into the Treasury into the 
pocket of the individual speculator you at once establish a system of 
obtaining ill-gotten gain which would grind between the upper and 
the nether millstones every man who voted for it. 

Now I want for a moment the attention of my honored Democratic 
colleagues from Illinois. I understand. that like a beacon in the storm 
the honored dean on that side from my State [Mr. SPRINGER] stands 
shouting for free coinage. My friend, your Democratic convention in 
Illinois, that designated Mr. Palmer as its candidate for Senator, met 
this week and opened, first, with a letter from Mr. Cleveland; second, 
with prayer Planghter , and third, with a resolution that we (the 
Democracy) of Illinois demand ‘‘that all unnecessary restrictions be 
removed from the coinage of silver.“ Then your colleague [Mr. FITH- 
IAN], the Goliah that you sent out there to lead the convention, got up 
and proposed an amendment declaring that the Dem of Illinois 
are in favor of the free coinage of silver; and it was voted down in that 
Democratic convention with a shout that came up like an avalanche. 
[Applause on the Republican side, ] ‘ 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GEAR. Lask that the gentleman from Illinois be allowed to 
continue for five minutes. . 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to go on for a few minutes more and 
then I will quit. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CANNON, It is urged that men who support the feature of the 
bill I am now discussing are against silver. I say we are not. Silver 
has been money through the ages, and will be, but no act of mine shall 
ever place the mark of dishonor upon its forehead. Its self-constituted 
friends in this House complain by the hour because it is not cheapened 
and dishonored. Keepsilver, but keep it side by side with gold, honest, 
able to stand erect and look gold in the face. Thatis my policy. I 
will not dishonor silver; you may, if you choose. 

I have been somewhat diverted in listening to some of the speeches 
in this House. Some gentlemen here apologize for the bill, some of 
them attack it; still they say they are going to vote for it. Well, I 
can conceive how legislation may not suit everybody exactly. It is 
often, as we all understand, a compromise, I rarely have the oppor- 
tunity of voting for legislation which suits me in every respect. Iam 
frequently brought to the position of asking, Upon the whole, tak- 
ing it all in all from every standpoint, is this the best thing Ican do? 
I have no quarrel with anybody who protests against some of the feat- 
ures of this bill and still votes for it. But for oa dare I want to say 
that while I do not apprehend this measure is perfect, yet in my judg- 
ment, taking it all in all, it is the soundest bill that we can originate 
and pass at this time. All things considered, it meets my unqualified 
approval and indorsement, standing asI do between the extremesingle- 
9 silver man upon the one hand and the gold monometallist upon 

e other. 

There has been much complaint that silver has been discriminated 
against. Said one Representative: ‘' Years after we commenced coin- 
ing silver—after 1879—the Treasury Department would not pay out 
anything but silver certificates.“ And that was brought up as an in- 
dictment against the Republican party. Said another member, a little 
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later on, They will not pay out silver certificates now.“ And that 
was brought up as an indictment against the Administration. It seems 
that one complaint is that the Department would not pay out anything 
but silver certificates, and another complaint is that it will not pay out 
the certificates. Thus it seems that we are between the devil and 
the deep sea. [Laughter.] The truth is that silver certificates, sil- 
ver dollars, gold dollars, and greenbacks have been paid out by the 
Treasury ever since resumption, as any man, woman, orchild might de- 
mand, because under the wise and benign policy of this Government, 
under the lead of the Republican party, they were all equal in purchasing 
power, all equally good. And the moment anybody undertakes to say 
that one should be favored above another he is not in favor of the 

double standard. 
In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, in the storm of fury and passion and prej- 
udice and demagogy of to-day, let us see that when we legislate on 
this matter affecting the wages of 65,000,000 people and the product 
of $8,000,000,000 every year we so legislate that no man, woman, or 
child shall be cheated at morning, noon, or night out of the full and 
ust payment for labor performed, and that we hold all these different 
ds of money equal in value in this country and before the world. 


This bill, in my opinion, does that. [Applause on the Republican 


— 


side.] 

[Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, withholds his remarks for revision. 
See Appendix, | 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, we have seen many paradoxes in pol- 
itics as well as in legislation, but it occurs to me that I never saw a 
greater paradox than the one I witnessed on this floor when we had 
under consideration the rule which gave us the opportunity to consider 
this bill, We found every man upon the opposite side of this House 
voting against this rule, and yet professing that they wanted legisla- 
tion upon this subject. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. We wanted more time. 

Mr. PERKINS. Time was not the objection. It was because they 
professed that they did not agree to all the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. We did not want to be gagged in a 
day and a half. 

r. PERKINS. IL agree with gentlemen who say they want legis- 
lation on this subject. This bill does not conform to my judgment 
nor to my wishes, but I realize the necessity of legislation upon this 
subject; I realize the importance of this proposed legislation to the 
people of the West as well as to the people of all sections of this na- 
tion, and in my judgment no more important question has been sub- 
itea to us for our consideration and investigation than the one now 
pending. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mpp. Does the gentleman think a day and 
a half time enough to consider that question ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Ithink the time is suficient, and for that reason, 
Mr. Speaker, I voted for this rule, recognizing the fact that if we were 
to have legislation upon this important subject it must be under the 
provisions of this rule, 

I concur with many gentlemen upon the other side of this House 
who have expressed objections to this bill, Itdoes not meet my wishes, 
but I may vote for it in the end, because I know, as gentlemen know 
who have spoken in opposition to it, that in another forum at the other 


end of this building this bill will be amended. 


Mr. BIGGS. You say it will be amended, but how do you know it 
will be amended in the other end of the Capitol? 

Mr. PERKINS. I would be very glad to discuss this question in 
joint debate with my friend, but I can not allow myself to be interrupted 
now or permit my time to be consumed by interruptions. They know, 
as I know, that this bill will be amended, and that after it has been 
amended we will have an opportunity 

Mr. BIGGS. If you think it will be amended there, why do you 
not allow an amendment here? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California will be in order. 

Mr. BIGGS. I want to know upon what authority the gentleman 
makes the assertion 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California will be in order. 

Mr. BIGGS. Iam in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] has 
the floor. 

Mr. BIGGS, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the House ought to understand, 
and he has no doubt every member does understand, that when a gen- 
tleman has the floor no one has any right to interrupt him without his 
permission; and when a member has announced that he does not de- 
sire to be interrupted, that ought to be sufficient notice to every 
member. 

Mr. BIGGS. I did not hear the gentleman announce that he did not 
wish to be interrupted. If I had heard that I would not have inter- 
copia him. 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas has the floor. 

Mr. BIGGS. He makes an assertion, and I want to know why he 
does it, and I have the right to know. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I represent a constituency that be- 
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lieves in free coinage. I represent a constituency that believes that a 
great crime was committed in 1873 when silver was demonetized, and 
Isharein that conviction. I have never yet heard a reason that could 
address itself to the conscience or to the judgment of the American 5 
ple in explanation of that legislation. My judgment is that fullest 
justice will never be done until the same provisions are given to silver 
us are given to gold under existing law. Failing to get this, however, 
as one of the Representatives upon this floor, I will take less than I de- 
sire, if I can do no better. If that is the decision, I think it is better 
for the people and that it is better for the Government that it should 
get the difference in the seigniorage and the bullion rather than that the 
mine owners should get it. I know that this bill contains a provision 
that will give to the Government of the United States that difference, 
and that it will go into the Treasury to be there alike for the benefit of 
allof the people and all of the tax-payers, and I prefer that rather than 
that it should go into the pockets of the bullion owners and bullion 
producers, For that reason, if this bill could be amended in some par- 
ticulars it would be satisfactory to me and satisfactory to the constitu- 
ency that I have the honor to represent, and ought not to be objec- 
tionable to the men who say that they fear the free coinage of silver 
will drive from the land all the gold that is in circulation. « 

I do not share in that conviction, nor do I entertain any such fear 
and forebodings, and it seems to me that our experience ought tosatisfy 
us that there is no danger to be apprehended from the free, unlimited 
coinage of silver. Take the experience of France, and it ought to drive 
from the mind of any reasonable man any fear or foreboding of that 
character. Why, look at the little Government of France, with 27,000,- 
000 of people less than we have, with an area one-sixteenth as large as 
ours, and we find she has $270,000,000 more of silver in circulation 
than we have as a people; and instead of driving the gold from France 
with this great volume of silver, the French people have $230,000,000 
more gold than we haveasa people. This should convince every think- 
ing man and every man who desires to investigate and discuss this 
question dispassionately and fairly in the interest of the people that 
he ought to get rid of such forebodings and conjectures. Notonly that, 
Mr. Speaker, but our experience under the coinage act of 1878 ought to 
satisfy all that the dangers that were then apprehended and predicted 
from the free coinage of silver were groundless. My objection to this 
bill is in these uncertainties in this redemption provision. Under the 
Bland-Allison act we know that at the end of each month we will get 
$2,000,000 of additional money if we do not get $4,000,000, and in a 
period of twelve months we will get $24,000,000 added to the volume 
of our currency. 

But under the provisions of this bill what will we get? Who can 
answer that question? We all know that this is left in uncertain 
by reason of the operation of the redemption feature of this bill. e 
know that in the first month $4,500,000 would be coined, but at the 
end of that month or in the next month the silver bullion may be sur- 
rendered and the Treasury notes taken up under the provisions of this 
bill, and it is possible that every dollar then issued in Treasury notes 
may be taken up from time to time by the surrender of silver bullion, 
Then at the end of a period of twelve months, instead of the $24,000,- 
000 we are getting under existing law, we would not get a dollar; and 
that, too, without collusion on the part of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and without conspiracy, but in the exercise of a power, and a 
legitimate power, that is given to him under this bill. 

That, Mr. Speaker, is a serious and insuperable objection to this bill. 
That provision ought to be stricken out. No such power should be 
given to the Secretary of the Treasury, no such power should be given 
to the bankers of Wall street, and no such power should be given to the 
men who are inimical to silver and who do not believe in bimetallism. 
Sir, why are there any dangers to be apprehended from that system? 
Why is it, sir, that every monometallist in the land is so tenacious 
of this feature and so persistent that it shall be retained? Why, Mr. 
Speaker, is it that every bimetallist in every possible way insists that 
this provision shall not be retained in the bill? Why is it that every 
man who thinks that we have got more money than we need, and that 
if we have more money or to have more money is only to have more 
misery, is in favor of that provision ? 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] makes this the 
condition on which he gives his adherence and support to this bill; 
and he has suggested that more money means more misery, The gen- 
tleman stated that he had made himself rich in prosecuting business 
enterprisés, and he to-day is prosecuting these enterprises with more 
vigor and with more energy than ever before, in order that he may get 
more of this which makes people miserable. It is a misery that we all 
like, and it is a kind of misery we want the people of this country to 
have more of. I would state to my distinguished friend from Massa- 
chusetts that we have no fear in that regard. Why, Mr. Speaker, I 
have never heard of any people yet who considered that they had too 
much money. In my reading or otherwise I have never learned of any 
people that had too much good money to contribute to their happiness, 
to their support, and to the comfort of their homes. No one ever had 
too much money for caring for their little ones and carrying on those 
domestic concerns which affect the happiness of the fireside of every 
man. 
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Mr. Speaker, I think that provision should be stricken from this 


bill, and with that done I could sustain the bill. Before I take my 
seat (as I observe that the Speaker is about to rap me down) I want 
to ask unanimous consent to offer an amendment to the bill. This 
amendment does not go as far as I would like to go, but it seems to me 
that it is one which can not be objected to, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent that it be considered as pending and then no parliamentary objec- 
tion shall be made toit. This is the amendment: 

Add to section 3 of the proposed substitute the following: “Provided, That in 
no event shall less than 2,000,000 ounces of pure silver be coined each month.” 

That, if it does not give us more, gives us atleast as much silver coin- 
age as we get under existing law, and to that extent removes the doubt 
and uncertainty that pertain to this bill. Mr. Speaker, as suggested 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] we have never had in 
the Treasury Department of the United States since silver was demon- 
tized a friend of silver. The Administrations of both parties, Demo- 
cratic and Republican, have been alike in this particular; but I do not 
agree with my friend from Illinois that this Administration is as un- 
friendly to silver as was the Democratic Administration. I have seen 
no war made by this Administration upon silver; I have seen no rec- 
ommendation in opposition to it; I have seen no proclamation or letter 
addressed to Congress asking that the mints should be closed against 
the coinage of silver. We all remember the experience of the last 
Democratic Administration and we know how mute our friends, who 
are now so boisterous and vociferous in favor of silver, remained during 
the time that Mr. Cleveland occupied the Executive Chair and said to 
them Keepquiet! I will not have it.“ We remember how obedient 
they were then, and therefore it is all the more remarkable that under 
these changed conditions they express themselves with such zeal and 
enthusiasm. [Laughter and applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER was recognized and yielded to Mr. FUNSTON. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, in my opinion no question of greater 
importance than this one has been before this House since the great 
questions ides, ont of the war were settled. Along by the side ot 
the principles of human rights and the maintenance of the Govern- 
ment, lies its financialsystem. Our fathers believed this and ingrafted 
into the Constitution a clause conferring upon the General Government 
the right to coin money and regulate the value thereof, 

The importance of the exercise of this constitutional power at this 
time seems to have impressed itself on the mind of every gentlemanin 
this House. I know of no one who thinks nothing should be done. 
I can not regard it as a party question, nor do I regard this bill asa 
caucus measure of the Republican party, for at the meeting of the 
Republicans of the House to consider this bill it was understood and 
so expressed that the meeting was nothing more than a conference and 
was not intended to bind any one. 

The bill evidently is a compromise between the East and the West, 
and, following the rule of all other compromises, is unsatisfactory to very 
many. And in fact, Mr. Speaker, after listening to this discussion for 
two days, I have come to the conclusion that were all who have apolo- 
gized for the bill in favor of recommitting it to the committee with in- 
structions to bring in a free-coinage bill we would have a free-coinage 
measure by this House before another week. I, for one, am 
ready and willing and shall at the proper time vote to recommit this 
bill, with instructions to bring in a free-coinage measure; and if gentle- 
men on this side of the House who have been apologizing for this bill 
will vote with me we will have free coinage. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

Gentlemen on that side of the House need not applaud, for I recollect 
when you had an opportunity to a free-coinage bill your master, 
Mr. Cleveland, stood over you with a club and dared you to do it, and 
you did not. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the alarming condition of the business of the 
country, arising not by reason of the tariff nor overproduction, as has 
been claimed on this floor, but by reason of an insufficiency of currency, 
demands that the mints be thrown open and every ounce of available 
silver be coined into standard dollars. The people are expecting this; 
they are demanding this; and, mark my word, the man from the West 
who stands out against it will forever have hung his political harp 
on the willow tree.“ 

The people of the West and South and Northwest have taken up 
this question in earnest and they mean that every man in this body 
from these sections who opposes free coinage shall be made to feel their 
power at the polls. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this bill and shall 
accept it only when I have found it impossible to get anything better. 
The principles of it are wrong. It reducessilver from the rank it holds 
as a coin and stores it away as a commodity on which money is to be 
issued at its value in gold. 

Could anything be more humiliating to the friends of the silver dol- 
lar than to see it divested ofall its functions as money, and then stored 
away in the basement of the Treasury, dishonored and disgraced ? 
That we are to have $41,500,000 in paper putin circulation monthly 
is the pay we are to receive for accepting these humilitating terms. 

But why this bill at all? Iam confident the people would be bet- 
ter satisfied with the present law if the full amount of four millions, 


as provided ſor by that law, were put in circulation, Why not revoke 
altogether the sentence of condemnation against silver and lift it out 
of its disgrace, place it upon the same footing with gold, and send it out 
among the people as currency measured by its own value, instead of 
being measured by gold? Gentlemen talk about it being a dishonest 
dollar, a 72-cent dollar, and so forth. 

By what authority does any one make these One dollar in 
silver may not contain 100 cents in gold but it does contain 100 cents 
in silver. One dollar in silver will purchase as much of the necessaries 
of life as a dollar in gold and as much as it would at any other time 
during the last hundred years. One dollar in silver to-day contains as 
much pure silver as it did in 1794, when it was made the coin of the 
country. It has never varied in its weight of silver, while gold in 1834 
was changed in weight to make it conform to the value of the silver 
dollar, thus, if precedent be law, showing that silver should be the 
measure of value. 

Much of the time during the life of the Government the silver dol- 
lar has possessed a greater intrinsic value than the gold dollar, and it 
was only when legislated against and deprived of its functions as money 
that it and gold parted in value to any great degree. And why should 
not silver go down under such circumstances? If by an act of Con- 
gress its use as tableware could be prohibited its value would go still 
lower, and if its use for all purposes could be destroyed it would have 
no value whatever, 

Things are valuable only for the purposes they serve. Restore silver 
to its normal condition as a currency by the side of gold and gold will 
have less value because of its reduced purposes and silver become 
more valuable because of its additional purposes, and thus the two 
coins approach each other so nearly in value that there would be no 
observable difference. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, if the charge be true that the silver dollar 
is worth only 72 cents, I am puzzled to know how the gentlemen who 
make that charge are to 8 to their constituents the justice of 
forcing the borrower to pay 100 cents for every 72 cents borrowed. 

Either these gentlemen do not believe what they say about the lack 
of value in the silver dollar or else they are deliberately, and with a 
full knowledge of the facts before them, deciding that every man who 
has borrowed a hundred dollars shall pay for the same $138. Gentle- 
men who are so concerned about the 72-cent dollar can take either horn 
of this dilemma and it will leave them in a very uncomfortable posi- 
tion before their constituents. As for myself, while I admit there is a 
difference in the intrinsic value of the two coins, I deny there is any 
difference in their purchasing power. 

Therefore, should I be compelled to vote for this bill as the only 
thing I can get, I will have no such ugly inconsistencies to account 
for. And now, Mr. Speaker, granting, for the sake of argument, that 
the gold dollar is more valuable than the silver dollar, can any one 
point out the justice or law for demanding of the debtor that he shall 
pay his debts in the more valuable coin? Should he not have the same 
right to say which dollar he may pay in as the man from whom he 
has borrowed ? 

And are we constantly to go on fitting up the less valuable coin to 
correspond with the more valuable one or should we not here and now 
declare that the dollar of our fathers is good enough forus? And if there 
is to be any 850 E in either to correspond with the other let us fol- 
low precedent and make the change in the gold. 

But we are gravely told that we must have the world's money; that 
England and Germany have a gold standard. 

Why should we foltow England and Germany in preference to co- 
operating with the balance of the world in the use of silver? With 
England especially we have no special interests, She is free trade; we 
are protection. The world owes her five thousand million dollars and 
we owe the world vastsums. Her interests lead her to demand payment 
in the dearest money; our interests lead us to pay in the cheapest. She 
buys but little of the products of our farms and nothing of our factories. 
She is our competitor and rival in every part of the world, and, in 
fact, if she were sunk into the sea America would be but little worse 
off. Our interests lie with the bimetallic countries of Central and 
South America and Mexico. Their trade will be worth millions to us 
when developed, and our medium of exchange with them, if that is of 
any importance, should be the same as theirs. When we have capt- 
ured their trade we need bother ourselves but very little about whether 
or not our currency is the same as England’s. 

And after all, Mr. Speaker, it is but little difference to us what may 
be the currency of the balance of the world. Their money c2ases to 
be money when it reaches our shores, and the same is the case with 
ours when taken abroad. All foreign money the world over is bullion 
and is so treated, and it makes no difference what stamp or weight it 
has, it is traded in as bullion. 

Therefore, the weight or value of our coin can have nothing to do 
with our trade with foreign countries. It is of far greater importance 
to us that we adopt the most convenient medium of exchange among 
ourselves, and in quantity sufficient to transact the business of the 
country. 

Our first duty is to look after our own people in their relation to 
each other. When we have done that it will be time enough to take 
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our bearings to the balance of the world. Let us build up and foster 
our own industries, cherish and love our own institutions, coin our 
own dollars of fine American silver, and we will have but little occa- 
sion to bother ourselves about what the rest of the world is doing. 

And now, Mr. S in closing, I desire to say I shall vote to re- 
commit this bill with instructions to bring ina bill for the free coinage 
of silver, and should I be defeated in that I shall do whatever I may 
judge to be the next best thing for my constituents. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield eight minutes to the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. CONNELL]. 

Mr. CONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I much regret that I am forced to 
oceupy the position in which I now find myself placed. It is by the 
courtesy of n Democrat, who occupies a seat at the other end of this 
Hall, that I am now permitted to be heard. I thank him for kindly 
yielding to me a portion of his time. 

On this most important question of silver legislation I am denied 
recognition by the Speaker and refused the privilege of a hearing by the 
gentleman on this side of the House in of the bill [Mr. CONGER], 
for the manifest reason that I am op to the bill in its present 
form. 

Mr. Speaker, I have always been a Republican. My loyalty to the 
party has never been questioned. I stand ready to serve the party in 
the future as in the past. I recognize that my al views and in- 
dividual opinions, as a rule, should conform to the judgment of those 
who are regarded as party leaders and counselors. I can not, however, 
blindly follow even a majority of the Republican members of this House 
when I know, as I do in this case, the needs and demands of the peo- 
ple. I to govern my action accordingly, even though my vote 
be recorded with the minority. This I do under the firm conviction 
that he who most nearly represents the people serves his party best. 

On nearly every question during the present session my vote has 
been recorded on the side of the majority. I hope after disposing of 
the present bill it may be so recorded until the close of the present 
Congress. But I wish to say right here and now, speaking only for 
myself, but at the same time giving expression to oft-repeated utter- 
ances of members about me, that if the Speaker and the so-called lead- 
ers on this side of the House expect the rank and file to do their bid- 
ding without reference to what is right, or reasonable, or fair, they will 
Tare up ome fine morning to find themselves very much mistaken. 

Applause. 

I most earnestly supported the Speaker in his eminently correct rul- 
ing that members actually present and plainly to be seen in their seats 
should be counted as present. It may have been against former prec- 
edents to so decide, but such decision was in accord with common 
sense and in harmony with the Constitution. To have decided other- 
wise would be to make absurd and ridiculous the power given to the 
minority to compel the attendance of absent members. There has been 
much bitter invective, as I consider without cause or foundation, hurled 
against the Speaker by reason of this and other decisions, When itis 
manifest that gentlemen on the other side of this House are endeavor- 
ing to prevent legislation by the disreputable methods familiar to the 
filibuster, it is right and proper that rules should be adopted and en- 
forced which will prevent the carrying into effect of such methods. 
The people will sustain such rules as well as the Speaker who has the 
nerve to enforce them. 

But while this is true, I wish right here to give utterance to another 
proposition which I am sure is a true echo of the voice of the People, 
and that is, under no system of rules will a gag on free , fair dis- 
cussion, or the right to propose honest amendments ever be tolerated. 
[Applause.] I submit that the action of the Speaker in refusing to 
permit the consideration of amendments which would remonetize silver 
and eliminate from the bill now under consideration its bullion-redemp- 
tion feature is an outrage on a majority of the members of this House 
and on thepeople of this country who demand that this should be done. 
fApplanse.| i au y 

Ifitis the wish of the majority of the members of this House to 
pass a bill in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of silver it is as 

rehensible on the part of a minority, even though entirely composed 

Republicans, to prevent such action by the enforcement of a gag rule 
as it would be for Democrats, in pursuance of a filibustering conspiracy, 
to thwart legislation desired by Republicans. We should have an 
honest and fair expression of the will of the people as represented by 
a majority of the members of this House. 

I recognize that it is impossible for each member to ingraft on every 
bill his individual opinion; I also recognize that it is frequently neces- 
sary to make concessions in order to secure desired legislation. For 
one, I have been disposed to meet the gentlemen on this side of the 
House in that spirit. I regret as much as any Republican can that 
we were unable in caucus to agree upon a bill that every member on 
this side of the House could support. While a considerable number 
like myself were in favor of free and unlimited coinage of silver, we 
stood ready to compromise on a measure that would eliminate from the 
present bill its bullion-redemption proviso, which degrades and con- 
tinues to demonetize silver and makes mere warehouse receipts out of 
the Treasury notes authorized to be issued. It looked at one time as 
though this might be done. 


I do not propose to give away any secrets of the caucus; I do not pro- 
pose to tell any tales out of school; I only repeat what has been a mat- 
ter of general publication in the public press when I say that a num- 
ber of amendments, one of which eliminated from this bill its objec- 
tionable bullion clause, were offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
McKINLEY] and probably would have been accepted as satisfactory 
to all the members on this side of the House but for the objections and 
protests of the 8 er. 

I would have been very glad to see a silver bill introduced and put 
through this House purely asa Republican measure. This might have 
been done had gentlemen on this side of the House heeded the timely 
suggestions of the distinguished and able gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
McKINLEY] and accepted the amendments which he proposed in a 
spirit of compromise. While in favor of the free and unlimited coin- 
age of silver, I, with other members of similar views, would have been 
willing to accept this bill with the amendments proposed, believing 
that time would justify our belief that with the brand of demonetiza- 
tion removed the price of bullion would soon reach $1 for 371.25 grains 
of pure silver and result practically in free and unlimited coinage. 

Mr. Speaker, the State which I have the honor to represent does not 
produce a single ounce of silver. My constituents are neither miners 
nor mine-owners. It is not from a selfish standpoint, therefore, that Ne- 
braska or her representatives view the question of silver legislation. 
What is demanded by myself, my colleagues, and the people we rep- 
resent is such legislation as will result in the greatest good to the 
greatest number and will be productive of the largest degree of pros- 
perity to the entire country. 

This question is the most important and far reaching in its conse- 
quences of any that have received the attention of Congress for many 
years. It affects every interest of this great country, and if properly 
determined will bring to the people a degree of prosperity without a 
parallel in the history of this nation, 

At the threshold of its consideration we are confronted with a con- 
dition of affairs which, if not alarming, is serious and deplorable. A 
feeling of unrest and discontent pervades the land. The poor are be- 
coming poorer, while the rich are growing richer. The masses are be- 
coming more and more dissatisfied. The people are becoming weary 
under the burdens which oppress them. Every trade and occupation 
exhibits symptoms of distrust and unrest. The farmer is unable to 
realize from his crops the cost of production and transportation. The 
wage-worker finds himself either without employment or compelled to 
work for insufficient wages. The merchant finds trade dull“ and 
times hard.“ = 

Those who are under the harrow of debt find it impossible to extri- 
cate themselves. While other causes may have contributed to this con- 
dition of affairs, I believe the chief causes are the lack of sufficient money 
in circulation and the establishment of gold as the only standard of 
measuring values. Thelaw of supply and demand must be recognized. 
It is a law that applies to money as well as to all other property. When 
you limit the supply of money you increase its value as compared with 
other property. 

When you increase the supply you diminish its value. The value 
of money, therefore, depending, as it does, upon the Jaw of supply and 
demand, the question of a sufficient supply is one of the utmost im- 
portance. It is undisputed that prices generally have fallen from 30 
to 50 per cent. throughout the entire country since the demonetization 
of silver. It can not be denied that the limited supply of the circulat- 
ing medium and the single gold standard have brought about this re- 
sult, 

Silver, as well as gold, from time immemorial has been regarded as 
a money metal. It is recognized as such by the Constitution, which 
declares that Congress shall have power to coin money and regulate 
the value thereof, and that no State shall make any- 
thing but gold and silver coin a tender in payment of debts.’? The 
act of 1873 demonetizing silver was nothing short of a national crime. 
The only excuse for its passage was that its purpose and effect was not 
appreciated or understood. 

It has been stated by one who was a member of Congress at the time 
this act was passed that with scarcely an exception the men who voted 
for it had since declared their utter ignorance of its effect, and that 
the President who approved the act had subsequently expressed his de- 
sire to again see silver restored as a money metal, having been uncon- 
scious at the time he approved the act that he was signing a decree for 
silver demonetization. Had it been made manifest that the purpose 
of the act was to establish gold as the single standard of value, itis fair 
to presume it never would have passed or been approved by the Presi- 
dent. ‘There was no sufficient reason for this act of demonetization. 

By its passage a great wrong has been done the debtor class, not only 
those who were indebted as individuals, but those who must contribute 
to national, State, and municipal indebtedness. In the suppression of 
the rebellion the Government contracted an enormous debt which was 
measured by the silver unit of 412} grains of standard silver. The act 
of 1873 demonetizing silver added to this enormous burden of debt un- 
der which the people were staggering by e ing the unit under which 
it was to be paid from a silver unit to a gold unit, thereby making 
Government bonds payable according to the single stan of gold, 
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which had been greatly enhanced by the striking down of silver as a 
money metal. 

What is true of Government indebtedness is also true and in a more 
oppressive degree of State, county, municipal, and individual indebt- 
edness, It does seem to me we have now reached the time when the 
ery of the distressed debtor should be heeded. It ought not to be the 
sole purpose of Congress to legislate in the interest ot the creditor class. 

The capitalists and the gold bugs ” for once in the history of the 
legislation of this country should be required to take a back seat and 
the power of Wall street should be defied. 

My time now haying expired I wish merely to declare my position 
with regard to the present bill. If a vote can be had on amendments 
offered in good faith for the purpose of eliminating from the bill its ob- 
jectionable features, I will support it even though such amendments 
be voted down. This I will do on the theory that silver legislation is 
needed and desired, and that, if the amendments proposed are not 
favored by a majority of the members of this House, the minority 
should accept the bill in its present form, as being the best measure 
that can be If, however, the Speaker arbitrarily refuses to al- 
low the consideration of such amendments or motions to recommit, I 
will most emphatically vote against the bill. [Applause.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. ALLEN]. 

[Mr, ALLEN, of Mississippi, withholds his remarks for revision. See 
Appendix. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
SroneE]. > 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr, Speaker, until 1873 we had free coin- 
age of both gold and silver. Both were money metals and the silver 
dollar was as valuable as the gold dollar. The money power, so called 
and properly so called, with a view to curtailing and decreasing the vol- 
ume of money circulation, in 1873 secured the passage of an act which 
forbade any future coinage of standard silver dollars, and which fur- 
ther provided that the silver already coinedshould not be a legal tender 
for any sum in excess of $5. 

By one quick, sharp, desperate blow, surreptitiously dealt, more 
than one-half the money-producing metal of the country was, for mon- 
etary purposes, destroyed, and silver dollars already coined, and which 
had been in circulation for decades, and which were recognized as money 
in the Constitution of the country, were deprived of their legal-tender 
quality. All this was done in a single day, without debate, without 
warning or preparation. It was a dangerous and wicked thing to do, 
and could not have been done in any other country under heaven with- 
out bloodshed and revolution, nor probably in this at any other period 
of its history. 

So it remained until 1878. During that period, from 1873 to 1878, 
gold was the only money coined at our mints and was our sole stand- 
ard of value. In 1878 the House of Representatives passed a bill repeal- 
ing the demonetization act of 1873 and restoring to silver its legal- 
tender quality and providing for its free coinage on a par with gold, 
according to the law as it stood prior to the act of 1873. The Senate 
refused to agree to the bill. The Senate would not agree to the free coin- 
age of silver again; instead, it insisted upon a limited coinage. The 
conflict ofthe two Houses resulted finally in the e of an act re- 
storing to silver its legal-tender quality and providing that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury should purchase and coin not less than $2,000, 000 and 
not more than $4,000,000 worth of silver per month. That law re- 
quires him to purchase and coin not less than $2,000,000 worth per 
month; he may, in his discretion, purchase and coin as much as $4,000,- 
000 worth per month. 

That is law now-and has been since 1878. 

For some years there has been a growing demand for a larger circu- 
lation. The hoarding of immense sums of money in the Treasury as 
reserve funds; the collection by taxation of vast sums over and above 
the public needs of the Government, and the necessary detention of the 
surplus from active use, together with the rapid retirement of the na- 
tional-bank circulation, haye so contracted the volume of money in 

actual circulation as greatly to embarrass the business of the country, 
to depress values, to cripple enterprise, to add new burdens to labor, 
to create the necessity, while it increases the difficulty, of borrowing, 
and to heap added hardships on the shoulders of our people who are 
unfortunately in debt. This condition of things has originated a wide- 
spied popular demand for more money. This bill pretends to meet 
t demand. Is it properly met, fairly and satisfactorily met? Is 
it such a measure as the people of the country and the business of the 
country demand? Is it an honest, straightforward, manly response 
to the public demand? Or is it a snare, a deception, a piece of finan- 
cial juggling? Let us see. 

Under the law as it is already, under the act of 1878, the President, 
thro’ 5 the Treasury, can purchase and coin $4,000,000 
of bullion into standard silver dollars per month. He has the right, 
the power, under existing Jaw todo that. He can do it, but he does 
not, What he does do is to buy the least amount of bullion the law 


allows him to buy for coinage, namely, 52,000, Co0 per month. He 
could now do twice as much as he does in this behalf for the relief of 


the people. If he did all in his power it would not be enough; but it 
would be a source of great relief. If he carried out the law as it is, to the 
full extent of his power, he could add more than $62,000,000 annually 
to our circulation. Isay that because under the law the seigniorage 
goes to the Government. The seigniorage amounts to about $300,000 
on every $1,000,000 worth of bullion. On $4,000,000 worth of bullion 
per month, or $48,000,000 worth per year, the seigniorage would 
amount to $14,000,000 per year. So that under the present law, the 
Secretary of the Treasury could add $62,000,000 to the sum of our 
money volume. 

However, instead of doing that, this bill is proposed. What will it 
do if it becomes a law? In the first place it will repeal the act of 1878. 
It will put an end to the coinage of the $2,000,000 now being coined, 
or the mandatory coinage of any other sum. It will again close the 
doors of the mints against silver. Silver will cease to be coined as 
money. It will, in effect, demonetize silver again. That is one thing 
it will do, and that will be another triumph of the single gold-stand- 
ard people over silver, another triumph of the magnates of Wall street. 

What next? The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury ‘‘to 

urchase from time to time silver bullion to the aggregate amount of 

4,500,000 worth in each month, at the market price thereof, not ex- 
ceeding $1 for 371.25 grains of pure silver.“ That is the specific sum 
he is required to purchase. That amounts to $54,000,000 worth per 
year. How is this bullion to be paid for? The bill provides that the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall issue in payment for such purchases 
of silver bullion Treasury notes of the United States to be prepared by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in such form and of such denomina- 
tions, not less than $1 nor more than $1,000, as he may prescribe.”’ 

That is to say, the Secretary shall buy silver bullion from the pro- 
ducer, the mine-owner, to the extent of $4,500,000 worth per month, 
or $54,000,000 worth per year, paying therefor the market price for 
bullion, with this limitation: that heshall never buy less than 371.25 
grains of pure silver for $1. To pay for it he is required to prepare 
certificates or Treasury notes to the amount of $4,500,000 per month 
and deliver them to the owner and seller of the bullion in payment 
therefor. 

Now, what about these Treasury notes? They are to be u legal- 
tender for all debts, public and private, except when otherwise stip- 
ulated in the contract, and shall be receivable for customs, taxes, and 
all public dues. So far so good. What next? They are made re- 
deemable in two ways. First, they are redeemable on demand, in 
coin, at the Treasury of the United States or at the office of any assist- 
ant treasurer of the United States; second, the holder of the Treasury 
notes may, at the discretion of the Secretary, exchange them for the 
bullion on which they were issued, receiving therefor au amount of 
bullion equal thereto in value at the market price of bullion on the 
day of exchange. 

Now, if this proposed bill should be honestly executed according to 
its apparent purpose, it would result in adding annually $54,000,000 
of these Treasury notes to the sum of our money circulation, There 
is no provision in the bill, however, which will require the Secretary 
to buy in one month a different lot of bullion from that yhich he bad 
bought the month before. In other words, if the Secretary should be 
so di he could conspire with the banks of New York, so that the 
banks could at the beginning of any month present and sell to him the 
$4,500,000 of bullion, and at the end of the month take back the 
Treasury notes to him, or such part of them as they might see fit, and 
exchange them for the same bullion, and thus have it in readiness to 
sell again on the next day or the beginning of the next month. That 
operation could be repeated from month to month indefinitely, so that 
really there would be no increase whatever in the actual circulation, 
or the amount of the increase, ifany, couid be controlled by the banks. 
It will not do to say, in the light of past experience, that the Secretary 
would not do that thing. Secretaries have conspired with banks in the 
past. The present Secretary is opposed to silver. He does not dis- 
guise his opposition to its further coinage. He boldly proclaims that 
any increase in the coinage of silver, that the continuance of its coin- 
age is unwise and dangerous. The original bill which we are now 
considering came from him. He has instigated this movement with a 
view to putting an end to the further coinage of silver dollars, Is it 
vain, therefore, to presume that he will so manipulate the law in its 
execution as to defeat the purpose for which it is apparently proposed? 

But even if honestly administered, what then? Is it better than 
the present law? Is it as good? Will it add as much to our circulat- 
ing medium as might be added under the act of 1878, which is now 
the law? Certamly not. I have already shown that if the Adminis- 
tration really desired to relieve the finaucial pressure on the country 
the Secretary of the Treasury, under the act of 1878, could increase 
the volume of money in circulation to the extent of more than $62, 000, - 
000 per year; while if you pass this bill, thereby repealing the act of 
1878, you can not add to our circulation more than $54,000,000 an- 
nually. Under the pretense of increasing the circulation you propose 
to repeal alaw under which you can coin 62,000,000 of standard, legal- 
tender silver dollars, in order to enact a law under which you can add 
only $54,000,000 of Treasury notes of an uncertain and fluctuating 
value and with an inferior legal-tender capacity. 
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I say an inferior legal-tender capacity.“ By that I mean that the 
Treasury notes provided for in the bill can not be used, as silver dol- 
lars may, in the payment of our national bonds. The bonds now stip- 
late for payment in coin. The standard silver dollar coined under 
the act of 1878, and which act you now propose to repeal, is a coin 
which can be used in the payment of our national debt, while the 
Treasury note you are now proposing to issue is to be a legal tender 
for all debts, public and private, except where otherwise stipulated 
in the contract.“ The bonds come within the exception. The bonds 
are fast maturing, and this bill means that silver coin is to be got out 
of the way, so that gold only can be paid. It is the bill of the bond- 
holder and the money-changer. I know the third section of the bill 
authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to coin any part of the bull- 
ion in his possession which he may find necessary to use in redeeming 
any of these Treasury notes; but I would stake my salvation without 
fear of loss that he will never find it ‘‘necessary’’ to coin a dollar. 
Such of these Treasury notes as may get into circulation will stay in 
circulation until they are destroyed. They will not be presented for 
redemption in coin. If presented for redemption at all, it will be for 
redemption in bullion by those who may have a p toserve. At 
all events the Secretary has at his command already millions of silver 
dollars, and he can easily so manage it as to use the coin on hand, if 
he should have occasion for it, and thus avoid the necessity of addi- 
tional coinage. 

Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this bill, because— 

1, Ineffect it will demonetize silver and make it a mere commodity. 

2. It will not increase the circulation. 

3. It would repeal a bill under which greater relief could be afforded, 
if relief was the thing really desired; and the tendency, therefore, will 
be to contract, rather than to enlarge, the circulation. 

4. It will prevent the use of silver in the payment of our national 
bonded debt. 

5. It will furnish a ready means for the expansion and contraction 
of the currency at the pleasure of the banks, with the concurrence of 
an accommodating Secretary, and will thus place the business of the 
8 firmly in the grasp of the money power than ever before. 

Sir, I hear a great deal of talk about the farmers of the West. The 
farmer is the subject of much hypocritical solicitude at this time. You 
think you can fool him and I guess youcan. Yougenerallydo. But 
if you really wanted to help him as you pretend to, why do not you 
pass a simple bill for the free and unlimited coinage of silver? That 
is what the farmer wants, that is what he demands. That is asimple 
proposition which he understands. Instead of that you bring in here 
this abominable monstrosity and call it a silver bill. You not only re- 
fuse to pass a free-coinage bill, but you refuse to let us have even a 
vote on the proposition of free coinage. You have brought in and 
forced through a special rule for the consideration of this bill. Under 
this rule the previous question is to be considered as ordered at 3 o’clock 
to-day, at which hour the debate is to close. 

Only three amendments can be offered under this rule. The Speaker 
has already recognized three Republican members to offer those amend- 
ments. They are pending now. Itwas all cocked and primed before- 
hand. Here my colleague [Mr. BLAND] stood demanding and plead- 
ing to be permitted to offer an amendment providing for the free coin- 
age of silver. Here the rest of us stood at his back joining in that 
demand. The Speaker deliberately turned his back upon this side of 
the House and r i the three gentlemen on his own side who 
had been selected and designated to offer all amendments permitted by 
the rule. Thus we are arbitrarily and insolently refused the bare right 
to submit and have voted upon the proposition to enact a law for the 
free and unlimited coinage of silver. 

Why is this? How does this happen? With a possible half-dozen 
exceptions this side of the House is ready and anxious, every man o 
us, to vote for a bill re-establishing the free coinage of silver, and there 
are a number of gentlemen on that side from the Western States who 
favor the same thing. A majority of this House is distinctly in favor 
of free coinage, though nota majority of the Republican Represent- 
atives. A majority of the Republican Representatives are against it. 
Hence that select company of statesmen who parade as your leaders on 
that side put their cunning heads together to devise some plan to pre- 
vent a vote on the proposition of free coinage. They know such a bill 
would pass if it could get toa vote. So they got you all into caucus, 
The free-silver Republicans, sent here by their constituents largely 
upon that issue, were whipped into line. 

We all heard the amusing and somewhat humiliating colloquy which 
took place here on the floor during the debate on yesterday between 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. WALKER] and the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. PAyson], both of whom are prominent Republican 
members of this House. The gentleman from Massachusetts was en- 
deayoring to convince himself or somebody else that silver as money is 
a bad thing. He had asserted that there is gold coin enough in this 
country and in the world to answer the monetary needs of mankind in 
carrying on the business and commerce of the world. He had accom- 

_panied that statement by the remarkable declaration that to increase 
our circulating medium would be to add to the burden of misery our 


people bear. 


Thereupon the gentleman from Illinois rose to his feet and asked it 
he might interrupt the gentleman from Massachusetts. Oh, yes,’’ 
replied the gentleman from Massachusetts, I heard your speech in 
the Republican caucus the other night, and I heard you say that your 
people would not send you back to the next Congress if you voted 

free coinage.” We were amused on this side at this indiscreet 
exposure of the secrets of the caucus. The gentleman from Illinois, 
however, was not amused. He replied petulantly that he rose to ask 
a question in good faith and not to convert the proceedings into a cir- 
cus. Thegentleman from Massachusetts, stung by the words and man- 
ner of the gentleman from Illinois, without stopping to reflect, made a 
rather ill-natured but pertinent reponse to this effect: Nor have I 
any wish to have a circus performance, and I hope the ring-master 
will not come in here with his whip to give to these proceedings any 
more the appearance of a circus than they have already.“ 

That colloquy fairly illustrates the situation. The gentleman from 
IIlinois declared in secret caucus that he must vote for free coinage or 
have a rough account to settle with his constituents. There were others 
like him in that caucus, enough of them, acting with this side of the 
House, to pass a free-coinage bill. But a majority of the caucus deter- 
mined to bring in the bill now before the House. It was to be pre- 
ceded by a rule cutting off amendments. That rule was sprang upon 
the House suddenly Thursday morning. We tried to have the rule 
amended so as to allow amendments to the bill, and failing in that we 
tried to defeat it. But the gentleman from Illinoisand other free-coin- 
age Republicans of the West, voted with their party and forced the 
gag rule through. 

Then the bill was before the House, and then they saw the Speaker 
deliberately refuse to recognize any member to offer a free-coinage 
amendment, Those silver Republicans, so called, sat over there like 
„dumb, driven cattle ’’ and helped to gag themselves. They sat by 
and saw the Speaker commit an outrage on them and on their constitu- 
encies and dared not even make a protest. The whip of the ring-mas- 
ter had got in its work, 

Very well. The people of this country will be made to understand 
it all. Whether it will make any difference with them remains to be 
seen. I confess I shall not be surprised if they go on along the same 
old beaten path, at least for awhile longer, upholding the same men 
and the same old policies which have brought ruin to their thresholds. 

The politician thinks the farmer and the industrial classes generally 
can be duped and deceived by cheap clap-trap and a good deal of 
thunder, and our past experience rather justifies him in that belief. 
For years and years the industrial and producing classes have been 
warned against the ultimate outcome of the economie policies which 
have been dominant in this country since the war. But those of us 
who sounded the alarm have been laughed at, derided, and denounced. 
We have now reached that point, however, when men are beginning 
to awake and to see. The people are beginning to manifest some evi- 
dence of weariness at the courseof public events. Whether they have 
been ridden as far as they are willing to go, whether they have been 
galled as deeply as they are willing to stand, I do not know. 

For many years we have pursued two lines of economic policy, both 
of which are radically wrong. First, it has been our policy to con- 
stantly increase taxation; second, it has been our policy to constantly 
decrease the amount of money in actual circulation. The policy of 
taxation has been one of constant expansion. The policy of finance 
has been one of constant contraction. Taxes have been wantonly in- 
creased until we are collecting millions in excess of the public need, 
notwithstanding the enormous waste of money in corrupt and extrav- 
agant expenditures. The volume of money in circulation has been con- 
tracted until the masses of the people find it impossible to obtain enough 
for use in effecting the ordinary exchanges of their neighborhoods. 


f | These policies ought to be reversed. They ought never to have been 


begun. The enforcement of them has built up favored classes in the 

country and millionaires have multiplied. But they have been hurtful 

to the great masses of our people. They have brought shadows full of 
anxiety and distress and hung them over thousands and thousands of 

homes throughout the country. The sooner these policies are reversed 

the better it will be. If much longer continued, ruin, poverty, degra-- 
dation will result as surely as effect will follow cause. 

But we are not reversing either of these policies. On the contrary, 
we are pushing them further and further along the sameline. This 
House has just passed a bill increasing tariff taxation beyond anything 
it has ever reached before. Taxation is poised on a mounting wing, 
and its course is upward. And now, under a transparently false pre- 
tense of meeting an impatient public demand for increased circulation, 
you propose to dishonor silver as a monetary metal and to convert it 
from a coin into a mere commodity. 

Very well; go on. I suppose there will be an end to this thing 
some day. There will be a day of reckoning. I cling to the hope that 
the time is not far distant when the slow-gathering wrath of the peo- 
ple, long cheated, deceived, wronged, outraged, will leap like a flame 
over the land, sweeping your custom-houses from the face of the earth, 
and melting our silver mines into money for the use of the people in 
the liquidation of their debts and in the convenient and profitable 
conduct of their business. Mark my prediction: Before the waning of 
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many moons; free trade and free coinage” will be a battle cry which 
will startle the dull ears and appall the sordid heart of monopoly from 
the beetling crags of the Pacific to the very sources of the Penobscot. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, in the brief time remaining for de- 
bate on this side of the House, I desire to call attention again to the pro- 
viso of the second section of this bill. ‘That proviso is to this effect: 
Provided, That upon demand of the holder of any of the Treasury notes herein 
provided for the Secretary of the Treasury may, at his discretion and under such 
regulations as he shall prescribe, exchange for such notes an amount of silver 
bullion which shall be equal in value at the market price thereof on the day of 
exchange to the amount of such notes presented, 
Mr. Speaker, if there can be any doubt as to the meaning of this clause 
of the bill, I ask the attention of members to the views of one who is 
fully advised upon this silver question, a gentleman well known to the 
House and the country. Mr. Francis G. Newlands, of Nevada, who is 
here as a representative of the silver convention, said in an interview 
which is published in the Washington Post of this morning, that this 
bill “ reduces silver to a commodity and deprives it of its chief element 
of value as a money metal.“ i 
He further says, speaking of the House of Representatives: 
They are simply juggling with the silver question in the House, and as a re- 
sult a bill pa! oar bear providing for the increased use of silver, but really de- 
monetizing it, has been placed before the House, and it is to be rushed through 


after a debate of a day anda half, and without the privilege of offering amend- 


ments, 


* * * * * * 


The man who votes for bullion redemption votes for the demonetization of 
silver and will have to defend himself on that ground. 


This is not my language; it is the language of one of the most emi- 
nent silver men in the country. Gentlemen, you whose constituents 
are in favor of the remonetization of silver can not afford to take the 
risk of voting for this billand then attempting to explain to them that 
it is a bill in the interest of silver. Those who understand what this 
vote means have informed your constituents already that a vote for 
this bill isa vote to demonetize silver and make ita commodity in this 
country. 

ca ceded from Illinois [Mr. PAyson], whom I am sorry I do 
not now see in his seat, has stated this morning that he would vote for 
it, not because he was in favor of the bill, but because he trusted the 
Senate would fix it right. Mr. Speaker, I trust this House will never 
agree to a proposition like that, which involves the principle that the 
Representatives of the ple are to surrender their right to frame 
legislation or amend their own bills to the Senate of the United States, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


[Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts, withholds his remarks for revi- 
sion. See Appendix. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, the difficulty which stands in the 
way of the settlement of what is known as the silver question arises 
from the fact that the actual ratio of silver and gold as determined in the 
markets of the world is 22 to 1, while it is desired that it shall be coined 
at the ratio of 16 to 1. 

Gold is coined at its bullion value. 
tenths fine, which is found in a gold dollar, is worth exactly the same 
before it is coined as after. The coincidence of the coinage value with 
the bullion value makes free coinage of gold not only just and proper, 
but also economically sound and safe. 

The inquiry has often been made in this debate by gentlemen who 
desire free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, Why not treat 
silver as you do gold?“ The evident answer is that this would neces- 
sitate the coining of silver at a ratio of 22 to 1. instead of 16 to 1, as you 
desire; that in order to treat silver as we do gold it would require 
567 grains of silver, nine-tenths fine, instead of 4124 grains, to be placed 
in each silver dollar; for 4124 grains of silver before coinage is worth 
only 72 cents, while the purpose is to have it worth 100 cents after 
coinage. 

Free coinage for silver at the rate of 16 to 1 is impossible so long as 
the bullion value of silver is so much less than the coinage value, un- 
less it is proposed to have the Government take all the silver that the 
owners of silver bullion will bring them, and pay them 25 per cent. 
more for it than it will bring in the markets of the world. The gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] said yesterday that the amount 
thus paid to the owners of silver bullion annually would be only six 
millions, a mere bagatelle compared with the supposed advan 
But it would be fifteen millions per annum if as much as the fifty-four 
millions of silver, as proposed by this bill, should be coined, and there 
could be no justification for such an unjust and unnecessary disburse- 
ment of public money. 

There is another reason why free coinage of silver would be a blunder 
of the greatest magnitude so long as the bullion value is so much less 
than the coinage value, and that is that it would ultimately deprive 
us of gold for use as money and would depreciate our currency to a 
silver standard. 

No one would take one hundred cent’s worth of gold to a mint to be 
coined into a legal-tender dollar when 72 cents’ worth of silver would 
also give hima legal-tender dollar. The owner of gold bullion and gold 
coin would do with them just as he did when in the stress of war our 
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Government issued a paper dollar of less value than gold with legal- 
tender power. He either sent his gold coin and bullion abroad or die- 
posed of it as merchandise at a premium over the cheaper paper dollar. 
Free coinage of silver so long as the bullion value of the silver put 
in a dollar is worth less than 25.8 grains of gold put in a gold dollar 
would deprive us of gold for use as money, and thus threaten to greatly 
contract our currency, in which situation Congress would be called 
upon to-provide for the loss by paper issues, just as it did in the war. 
I am aware, Mr. Speaker, that the advocates of free coinage claim 
that from the day of its enactment by the United States alone it would 
advance the price of 4124 grains of silver to a parity with 25.8 grains 
of gold. I have listened attentively for some tangible evidence in 
support of such a theory of the power of mere legislation by one gov- ' 
ernment alone, but I have heard nothing but mere assertions. 

Where is there an instance in all history that one nation alone has 
been able to permanently advance the bullion value of either money 
metal to such an extent by free coinage or other legislation? 

I have heard the claim advanced that France did this for two years 
after silver bullion began todecline in 1874. Whatever France did was 
not her own action alone, but of the six nations composing the Latin 
Union. Buteven these six nations could not close up the margin be- 
tween silver and gold when it was less than 5 per cent. They were 
powerless to stem the tide, and gave up the undertaking and closed 
their mints against silver. 

If the Latin Union could not stem the tide when the margin of dif- 
ference was less than 5 per cent., how can it be expected that the United 
States alone can do it when the margin is 27 cent? 

The same unsound idea of the power of the legislation of one coun- 
try existed when the greenback was issued without a redemption fund 
behind it. Men talked then, as they do now, about the power of the 
Government to make value in mouey by the stamp of the nation. Men 
insisted then, as they do now, that whatever the Government stamped 
as a dollar was worth just as much as any other dollar. 

The fact that we have been able for twelve years to coin two mill- 
ions of silver per month into silver dollars and maintain the parity of 
this limited coinage with gold has been adduced as proof that we could 
make this coinage unlimited with the sameresult. A limited amount 
ot inferior money will circulate side by side witha more valuable money, 
first, provided a vacuum is more for it by withdrawing other currency, 
as has been done by the withdrawal of national-bank notes and, sec- 
ondly, provided there is actual or equivalent redemption, as has existed 
and will continue to exist so long as the volume of such inferior money 
is so restricted that redemption at the custom-houses and by tax col- 
lectors is sufficient to maintain its parity. The objection to the in- 
crease of the amount in the manner provided by the act of 1878 is the 
probability that the volume would be too great for this kind of redemp- 
tion. 

How much silver this country could stand under these circumstances 
can not be known except by actual experience. Much would depend 
upon a favorable balance of trade and other conditions, which no one 
can forecast. But all experience shows that there is a limit to such 
tampering with economic laws; that when an unlimited issue of over- 
valued money should be authorized, the very fact of such an authoriza- 
tion would hasten the day of reckoning. 

What I have said, Mr. Speaker, has proceeded on the assumption 
that it is the sincere purpose of all sides in the silver controversy to 
use silver as money to the largest extent possible and in such a way 
as to preserve the parity of value ofthe silver and the gold dollar, and 
thus to retain both silver and gold in our monetary system.. With 
that object in view I can not conceive of a more favorable plan for sil- 
ver under existing conditions than is presented by the pending bill. 
First, the bill authorizes the purchase of all the silver prodaced in 
this country, and to the extent ot $54,000,000 annually, more than 
twice the amount under existing law, and the issue of legal-tender 
Treasury notes in payment therefor to the amount of the purchase. 
Personally I should prefer that the silver bullion should be deposited 
by the owner instead of purchased by the Government, and certificates 
issued thereon. But the friends of silver were so fearful that the de- 
posit of silver would not be sufficient that concession has been made in 
this particular, and the absolute certainty of the use of four and a half 
millions of silver per month as money has been assured, and the notes 
issued are made legal tender. 

More than this, the bill provides that when the value of silver bull- 
ion in the markets of the world shall reach the coinage value, then 
our mints shal] be opened to the free coinage of silver. 

Certainly those who believe that such a use of silver as money as is 
contemplated by this bill—as large a use as would be possible even 
under free coinage—would bring silver and gold together, ought to 
prove the sincerity of their professions on this point by gladly accept- 
ing a bill which provides not only for the use of silver to the extent of 
fifty-four millions annually by our Government, but also for free coin- 
age 5 8775 the parity of the two metals is reached in the markets of the 
world. 

But the determined opposition which is made by some of the ex- 
treme free- silver advocates to what is known as the bullion-redemption 
proviso in this bill, and especially the character of the objections raised, 
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lead me to conelude that many of them do not desire to secure the 
parity of our gold and silver legal-tender coins, but contemplate with 
satisfaction the possibility of practically excluding gold from our mon- 
oy eee and going to a silver basis, with silver alone as our money 
meta e 

I take it for granted, Mr. Speaker, that every member of this House 
concedes that both silver and gold legal-tender coins can not be re- 
tained in our monetary system unless in some way or other the parity of 
value of coins of both metals is retained. If that parity of value is not 
intrinsically in the coins themselves, it must be secured by some kind 
of direct or indirect redemption. 

Now, this bill provides, first, that the Treasury notes issued on the 
silver purchased shall be redeemable in coin—i. e., in either silver or 
gold legal-tender coins—the kind of coin to be paid to be at the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

That would be sufficient in itself if there was a gold redemption fund 
as there will be a silver redemption fund in the Treasury for this pur- 
pose. The mere fact that the Secretary of the Treasury has both a 
gold and a silver redemption fund set aside for the redemption of the 

ury notes would be sufficient in this case as it isin the case of the 
fund for redemption of greenbacks; for everybody knows that the pos- 
session of such a fund inspires confidence and prevents the presenta- 
tion of notes for redemption. 

Without the bullion redemption proviso in this bill, the Secretary of 
the Treasury can use his large silyer redemption fund only in one way, 
and that is by coining it into silver dollars and employing them for 
redemption of these Treasury notes. But with the Treasury redemp- 
tion proviso he can use his silver not only in this way, but also in the 
form of bullion at the market value, which will have precisely the 
same effect as if he had a large gold as well as silver redemption fund; 
and the fact that the Secretary has this power will inspire confidence 
that it is the purposeof the Government to maintain the parity of gold 
and silver coins, and will make its use unnecessary, except in some 
unforeseen exigency. Now, what are the objections to this provision ? 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] says that a holder of 
Treasury notes may speculate in silver by presenting them and draw- 
ing out four and a half millions ofsilver bullion, taking outa certificate of 
deposit for silver bullion and then selling the silver back to the Gov- 
ernment on an advance the next month, 

That would be practically impossible, for the reason that silver bull- 
ion is paid out only at the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and that official never would permit such speculation; and for the fur- 
ther reason that silver bullion can not be deposited in the Treasury and 
there held for outside owners. 

The suggestion is absurd. Indeed, if any one proposes to speculate 
in silver he can go into the markets of the world and purchase much 
more easily than he could go to the Treasury. If his object is to con- 
tract the currency, he could more easily do that by locking up green- 
backs or silver certificates than by the intricate method suggested by 
the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. Speaker, there remains one other criticism made of this bill 
which I desire to notice. This criticism is that it proposes to use silver 
as money, not on a silver basis, but on a gold basis. 

I am at a loss to understand the force of this criticism, except on the 
assumption that the gentlemen who make it do not desire to have sil- 
ver and gold coins at a parity, but on the other hand contemplate the 
use of only silver money. 

The unit of value in the United States has been 25.8 grains of gold, 
nine-tenths fine, since 1853. But with the use of both silver and gold 
as money to the extent contemplated by this bill the value of this unit 
will not be what so much gold would be worth provided no silver was 
used in our legal-tender money, but what it would be with the large 
amount which we are already using and the larger amount we propose 
to use under this bill. Iagree with the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
ANDERSON] that the larger the use of silver as money in connection 
with gold the greater will be the need of silver and the less will be 
the value of the gold unit. In short, the standard will be a bimetallic 
one in the sense that the value of the unit is determined by the use of 
both metals as money at a parity. 

Nowifitis proposed to maintain the coins of both metals at a parity, 
there can be no other standard than the one contemplated by this bill. 

Indeed, this bill proposes practical free coinage so faras using all the 
silver produced by our mines is concerned, but in a way so as to tie 
both metals together and secure both for use as money, and at the 
same time in a way to give full opportunity to determine just what the 
just value of silver is. 

The suggestion that this bill deals with silver as a commodity and 
not as a money metal is unfounded. It provides for its coinage to 
whatever extent is necessary to provide for redemptionof the notes 
issued thereon. Furthercoinage than that is unnecessary and a need- 
less expenseand risk, If two-thirds of the silver purchased since 1878 
had been deposited as silver bullion and certificates issued thereon, it 
would have better, the expense of coinage would have been saved, 


and the danger of theft far less. 
Indeed, a large part of the gold held in the Treasury is in the form 
of bullion and certificates issued thereon, but no one has ever con- 


re the idea that this demonetized gold or made it a mere com- 
modity. 

Mr. Speaker, it is impossible in the present status of silver to dis- 
pose of the silver question otherwise than tentatively, and in many 
respects unscientifically. We are simply waiting in the hope that the 
gulf now existing between silver bullion and gold will in due time be 
bridged. We hope and believe that this bill by using more silver as 
money in such a way as to maintain the parity of our gold and silver 
coins will aid in bridging this gulf, when free coinage can safely come. 
But it can not safely come now. 

I appeal to gentlemen who are inclined to vote for free coinage now, 
to meet what they think is a popular clamor, to stop and carefully 
consider their duty as Representatives of the people. Rest assured that 
in the long run popular approval goes not with votes which respond to 
ill-considered demands, but with votesin which conscience, sound judg- 
ment, and patriotism blend. [Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. MCKINLEY rose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will now recognize the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. BREWER]. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, it is not my intention to take much 
time in presenting a few practical suggestions why in my judgment 
the bill under consideration should be passed, and why this bill is pref- 
erable to the one reported by the minority of the committee, which 
provides for free coinage. The financial platform upon which I was 
elected in the campaign of 1888 was formulated by myself and pre- 
sented to the people in my district in nearly every speech which I 
made in the campaign. I told my people that I was in favor of three 
kinds of money, gold, silver, and paper money, but I should always 
insist that such money should be maintained and kept of equal value, 
so that the holder thereof could convert one into the other at his op- 


tion. 

I called the attention of the people to the time when our paper cur- 
reney was issued by our old State banks; when the bills of nearly every 
bank were depreciated, some more and some less; when banks were 
from day to day failing to redeem their paper. I reminded them that 
during those years it was the general rule that the paper that was the 
poorest was found in the hands of the poor people, and I think the 
rule is universal that if you have two or more kinds of money, one 
good and the other poor, you will find the good money in the hands 
of the rich, while you will find the poor money in the hands of the 
poor people, where they have any. So long as all kinds of our money 
are of equal value we know that the money of the poor, however igno- 
rant, will be as good as the money of the rich, however intelligent. 
I amin favor of the double standard, but unless we can keep the coined 
silver and the gold dollar so that they will have the same purchasing 
power, the same power to pay public and private debts, and the same 
power in all respects to accomplish the uses and purposes for which 
money is created, we must inevitably come to the silver standard alone. 

There are three classes of persons who are demanding free coinage 
of silver. Firstand foremost among these are the interested in 
the production of silver from our mines. These are the people who 
have been trying to work up a sentiment in favor of free coinage, who 
have through their committees sent out blank petitions in favor of free 
coinage. Itis the great mining interest of our country, which has 
kept its paid agents and lobbyists here in this city during this whole 
session, and who have plied their vocation from House to House and 
room to room, and in violation of the rules of this House as well as 
the courtesies extended to ex-members—these paid agents of the silver 
mines have from day to day faithfully labored in the interest of those 
who employed them. 

I was a member of this House in 1878, when what is known as the 
Bland bill passed the House. It was then a bill for free coinage, pure 
and simple. The silver bullion then in the dollar provided for was 
worth 92 cents. There was but 32 votes in the House against the bill 
and my own vote was one of the 32. I voted against it because I did 
not feel willing to permit the producers of silver bullion to take that 
which was worth only 92 cents to our mints and have the Government 
put its stamp thereon which compelled my own people to take it fora 
hundred cents in the sale of their products, In other words, I thought 
that 8 cents should be kept by the Government instead of being given 
to the bullion producer or owner. The bill went to the Senate for 
free coinage, but in the Senate it wasamended as it aflerwards became 
a law, so that the Government bought the bullion at the market 
price and saved the difference between the bullion value of the silver 
and the coined value. 

Notwithstandeng the fact that it was stated over and over again that 
the act would advance the price of silver bullion, yet the bullion value, 
since then, of the silver in the dollar has sold as low as 72 cents, and 
the average difference betwee the bullion value and the coined value 
has been about 18 cents on each dollar coined, and the total amount 
saved by the Government from this seigniorage or this difference be- 
tween the bullion value and the coined value of the silver coined has 
amounted to over $56,000,000, which otherwise would have gone into 
the pockets of the bullion- ucers. I am one of those who think it 
was better to retain this for the benefit of the people rather than of the 
bullion-producers, and I think we shall be remiss in our duty in what- 
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ever legislation we have if we fail to retain the difference between the 
bullion value and the coined value, so long as such difference shall ex- 
ist. To-day the bullion value of the silver dollar is about 78 cents, or 
22 tents less than its coined value. Shall we give that 22 cents to the 
interest that is supporting this lobby that has tried to force the inter- 
est of their employers upon our attention, or shall we save that 22 cents 
for the benefit of the people? The bill under consideration, if it shall 
become a law, will save it for the people, while the free coinage will 
give it to the bullion-producer. 

There is another class of our people who want free coinage, I might 
say as a matter of sentiment. They say the old silver dollar was de- 
monetized by a trick; that it was the sole standard of value; that it 
was the dollar of our daddies’? and should be held sacred; that it 
must have equal or superior consideration with gold as money. Mr. 
Speaker, we must take the world as we find it, and we must in our 
legislation take into consideration conditions as they are, and not as 
we wish they were. Sentiment should not have much influence, but 
conditions and results are what we should look for and consider. Who 
cares for gold, silver, or paper money only so far as it will perform 
the duties for which it wasdevised? We seek for it, work for it, pray 
for it, because it will perform the duties for which it was designed. 
We know that before the war our Government had in all coined but 
about 8,000,000 of the silver dollars; that there was no demand for 
silver save as for change, like our subsidiary coins. The Government 
then did not issue a certificate or note as its representative, but it was 
compelled to sustain its own usefulness by its own merit. Silver bull- 
ion then was worth more than its coined value. So little was thought 
about silver as money that its demonetization here attracted no at- 
tention. Its demonetization here followed its demonetization in Ger- 
many and the Latin Union, and its demonetization in these European 
countries still exists and silver is largely depreciated. Such is the con- 
dition to-day, and we should be very derelict in our duty if we failed 
to take into consideration these facts when we are legislating upon this 
subject. Sentiment should play but little part and have no weight 
upon our minds. 

There is still another class of our people who favor the free coinage 
of silver, and it is more numerous than either of the others. I mean 
those who wish to have the silver dollar the sole standard of value, 
expecting and believing that such standard will be much less in value 
than the gold dollar and have much less purchasing power than it has 
at the present time. They want cheaper money, and hence they favor 
free coinage. In this class you will find largely those who but a few 
years ago were firm believers in the doctrine of fiat money. They are 
generally a class of people who are always trying to make everybody 
believe that the human family is on the road to the poor-house, that 
the world is growing poorer from day to day, while money grows 
scarcer, Among them you will find many who honestly believe that 
the man who has by his industry and economy-accumulated wealth 
wears that wealth as a badge of his dishonor. They are always dis- 
satisfied with every condition of things which may exist. They are 
what might be called Mugwumps’’ in finance, as much as the follow- 
ers of George William Curtis are ‘‘Mugwumps’’ in politics, There 
are those among them who are perfectly sure that the Congress should 
so legislate that the people could acquire something for nothing. In 
imaginary wisdom they are unequaled. These people are honest in 
their convictions, but wrong in their judgment and conclusions. 

If one man has upon his farm or in his shop accumulated a little 
money ahead and lends it to his neighbor, they feel perfectly sure in 
their own mind that the man who lent the money should in some way 
be compelled to take his pay in some kind of money which is worth 
less than the kind he loaned. Hence they wantadebased or cheapened 
dollar, and they think that unlimited free coinage will give them this 
cheap dollar. Take my own district and see whom the debased dollar 
would affect the most. I suppose there are twenty banks in my dis- 
trict and that the deposits amount in all to $5,000,000. This is largely 
money that has been placed in the banks by the farmers and laboring 
people from their earnings and from products sold, placed there, largely, 
for safe-keeping. This money when placed in the bank had the pur- 
chasing power of a gold dollar. Now, can Congress justify its act if it 
should legislate in such a manner as to permit the banks to pay these 
poor depositors in a money which has the purchasing power of only 78 
cents or less? It seems to me not. No; whatever kinds of money we 
shall have let us keep the value of all kinds equal. Let us, if possi- 
ble, have the double standard and utilize both gold and silver as money. 
If by increasing the circulation or volume of our currency by the 
passage of this bill the tendency shall be to slightly decrease the 
purchasing power of the gold dollar, as supposed, I think the passage 
1 re bill will have the tendency to appreciate the value of silver 

ion. 

If the Government shall buy all the silver bullion produced in our 
country (save whatis used in the arts), and as we produce one-half of 
all the silver in the world, there must be, it seems to me, an increase 
in the price. Certainly if the Government should buy all the surplus 
wheat of the country and store it the Government would have a corner 
on wheat, which must increase the price. This bill provides for the 
issue of Treasury notes to the amount of $4,500,000 per month, and 


these Treasury notes are made a legal tender. I believe this provision 
which permits the Secretary of the Treasury to exchange, where desired 
by the holder of these notes, silver coin or silver bullion, at the option 
of the Secretary, is wise and will aid very much in keeping the gold 
and silver dollar of equal value and floating together. I hope it will 
be retained in the bill. Whatever may be our legislation upon this 
matter of silver, I look upon it as somewhat tentative and not perma- 
nent. It is becoming evident to most of our people, as it has been evi- 
dent to me ſor some time, that the time is fast approaching when all our 
money will be coined or issued direct by the Government, National- 
bank currency must of necessity soon cease to exist. s 

Whether we have free coinage or whether the Government buys di- 
rectly the bullion, the Government will be compelled, in order to 
utilize the silver, to issue its notes or certificates as representative of 
the silver, because we all know that only about 60,000,000 of the 
silver dollars can be kept in circulation. In ten years’ time the Gov- 
ernment would have on hand to secure such notes from $800,000,000 
to $1,000,000,000 of silver in its vaults. This system could not con- 
tinue always, and should not. What should be done? In my opinion 
if the Government should issue but one kind of paper money, and that 
should be made a legal tender like our greenbacks, and the Govern- 
ment should issue sufficient to meet the necessary and proper demands 
of the people, but never should issue an amount over and above what 
the Government could exchange gold or silver for whenever desired 
by the holder of such paper money; if the Government should carry of 
the gold and silver coin one-third the amount of paper money which it 
issued and make provision for purchase of more silver or gold when 
desired to meet such exchanges, it would be in a condition always to 
redeem its paper money by coin when desired. There is no necessity 
and can be none for buying more or keeping on hand more than one- 
third as much coin as the Government should issue of paper currency. 

The Government can not always buy the surplus silver bullion or 
store silver dollars for the purpose of keeping up the price of silver, but 
I believe for the present this billis the best that can be ‘done for the 
people, and that the passage of this bill will do more than anything 
else to give confidence and encouragement to our people, and that our 
wheels of industry will movemore rapidly, and hence I give it my ear- 
nest support, I have had no petitions touching the matter from my 
constituents, yet I think I know and comprehend their wishes. They 
want a silver bill passed; they want all the money they can have, but 
they want it all good money, and I believe that their views touching 
the financial situation and needs of the country are in harmony with 
my own as above stated. 

This bill gives to the country all the benefits and advantages which 
it could derive from free coinage, and it will tend to bring the two 
metals together and maintain the double standard, while in my judg- 
ment free coi of silver must necessarily bring us to the silver 
standard alone. I heartily give the measure my support and trust the 
same may become a law. ` 

At fhe last meeting of the State Grange of Michigan, Hon. J. G. 
Ramsdell, chairman of the executive committee, made a lengthy re- 
port, together with certain resolutions. I present here a portion of 
such report, which was adopted by the convention, relating to free 
coinage, and it will be seen that the views expressed by myself are in 
entire harmony with those expressed by the grange. i 

RESOLUTION. 


Resolved, That we consider it fer the best interest of the farmer, as well as for 
the entire debtor class of the United States, that the whole product of gold and 
silyer from our mines should be utilized by the Government as the basis of a 
legal-tender money currency, by purchasing the entire output of the mines at 
its bullion value, and thereon legal-tender coin certificates at its coin 
valne; nes without coiuage of either metal, until the necessities of the Treasury 
require it. s 

CONCLUSION. 


First. The purchase of entire output of our mines, and the issuance of coin 
certificates for its coin value, made a legal tender, would furnish a currency rest- 
ing upon a solid specie basis, which could not be inflated. 1 


Fifth. The use of both gold and silver as a basis of money insures a stable 
standard, the increase of one compensating for the decrease of the other, the 
same as the unequal e. n and contraction of other metals form the com- 
pensating balance of the pendulum to keep the center of gravity the same. 


Mr.SWENEY. Mr. Speaker, to assist in restoring the use of silver 
as money without discredit, on full equality with gold, is one of the 
principal services which, as a Representative, I hope to be able to ac- 
complish for my people and country. 

I shall not go into statistics, but record briefly my judgment and 
conclusion from the figures and well known situation. It is proper 
that the Republican party should deal with this and enact the law cor- 
recting the errors of past legislation and policy. That is the only party 
which within the history of the country has been able to furnish to the 
people an absolutely good—all good—circulating medium. No dollar 
issued as money in the United States by Republican authority has ever 
been discounted to any degree when presented for redemption. 

Silver has not depreciated in value even since its demonetization in 
1873, as compared with property other than gold. In 1873 silver bull- 
ion, in the ratio of 16 to 1, was worth more than gold bullion or coin, 
It would buy more beef, wheat, corn, or real estate. The value of sil- 
ver bullion, measured by all property other than gold and contracts on 
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a gold basis, lost none of its value even by demonetization. When sil- 
ver was demonetized, gold and gold contracts rose in value and pur- 
chasing power. Silver bullion and all other property fell in value as 
compared with gold, and in almost an exactly corresponding ratio. 
From 1873 te 1887 the value of silver bullion, measured by gold, de- 
clined but 33 percent. During the same time the imports of Great 
Britain, including our wheat, meat, cotton, and other products, declined 
in almost exactly the same proportion—33 per cent. 

A few weeks ago the newspapers stated that the Republicans in cau- 
cus had agreed upon a silver bill similar to this. Within forty-eight 
hours silver bullion advanced over 13 cents an ounce. You might say 
that this was of benefit only to the bullion-producer, but let me say 
that at the same time oats advanced 3 cents per bushei, corn 24 cents, 
and on every product of the farms there was a general and marked ad- 
vance in price. The report of that caucus of the Republicans here, 
within forty-eight hours, made the three hundred and sixty millions 
of silver in the United States worth, for export to Europe or China, 
about forty-seven millions more than before the caucus is reported to 
have acted. Atthe same time it added vastly more to the export value 
of the grain, meat, cotton, and other products of the country com- 
prising our exports. 

It is claimed that this country alone can not appreciate silver bull- 
ion to its coined value. Do you need better proof that it can than the 
fact cited? 

The publication of report of that caucus action added hundreds of 
millions of dollars to the actual value of the property of the country. 
Not on an inflated or fictitious basis, but measured by the export price 
in the gold of all the world. 

This bill does not suit me in all respects. I do not believe in the 
use of silver by the Government except as money metal. This has in 
it a bullion-redemption feature which I wish were out. I do not hesi- 
tate to say that if I were reasonably sure of the passage of a bill blot- 
ting out bullion redemption I should vote against the bill as it now 
stands. My desire is that all silver bought, and which shall be at 
least equal to the product of our mines, shall be, used for coinage 
only, and that the money with which it is paid for shall be, as this bill 
proposes it shall, absolutely good for all purposes as money. 

I am unable to see that free coinage of silver at the present time is de- 
ſensible upon any ground of equity. Thedemonetization of silver in 1873 
broke down the price of silver, but there was practically no bull ion in the 
country then on which loss occurred, except that reposing in the mount- 
ain ledges. That since produced has been sold for export, for use in 
the arts, and for coinage under the act of 1878. In January last the 
stock of silver bullion at San Francisco was quoted as nominal.“ 

Still there are, here and there, quantities already mined and being 
mined. A free-coinage act would give to him who bought at 75 cents 
for 371} grains of silver the enormous speculative protit of 25 cents on 
each 75 cents invested. 

If the value as coined be made equal to gold it is by action of the 
Government, representingall the people. It is their power, their wealth, 
energy, and numbers which accomplish it. Until bullion shall ad- 
vance to the coined value, then the people, and all of them, should 
sbare in this profit, the seigniorage, whatever it may be. This to me 
seems clearly right and just. When the people shall have, by our ac- 
tion, gradually brought silver bullion up to the coined value, then 
make coinage free under such restrictions as will prevent breaking down 
bullion prices for speculative ee and the receipt by private in- 
dividuals of its coined value from the Government. It would appear 
to be a fraud on the people to allow A with $800 worth of bullion to 
deposit it with the Government and receive 1,000 silver dollars with 
which to pay $1,000 of debt to B or to the Government. 

Under this bill, however, the people, through the law, propose to take 
the $800 of bullion, pay what it is worth, coin it into 1,000 dollars, and 
guaranty that it shall, in that form, be good at all times for $1,000. 
The people doit. They should secure the profit while, for a brief pe- 
riod, the profit aecrues from coinage. That profit would be distrib- 
uted, through the Treasury, to the whole people, and take the place of 
revenues collected from other sources, thus relieving every citizen of a 
portion of governmental expense. The miner would get all that his 
product is worth and no injustice is done any one. 

The new-born zeal of our Democratic friends for free coinage does 
not influence me in its favor. In financial affairs that party’s history 
does not commend its policy to the judgment of the country. In the 
Fiftieth Congress it had power to pass through this House such meas- 

. ures as it desired. The policy of the party was determined from the 
other end of the Avenue, and was, in fact, determined in advance of 
the occupancy of the White House by a Democratic President-elect. 

On February 28, 1885, Grover Cleveland’s letter on the silver ques- 
tion was published to the country. In that letter he said: 


By a compliance with the requirements of that law [act of ie A 23, 
1878, requiring the coinage of two millions of silver monthly] all the vaults of 
the Treasury have been and are heaped full of silver coins which are now worth 
less than 85 cent. of the gold dollar prescribed as the unit of value in section 
14 of the of Feb 12, 1873. * * © I hopethat you concur with me 
and with the great majority of our fellow-citizens in deeming it most desirable 
atthe present juncture to maintain and continue in use the mass of our gold 


coin, as well as the mass of silver already coined. 
This is possible by a present suspension of the perchase and coinage of silver. 
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Iam not aware that by any other method it is ible. It is of momentous 
importance to prevent the two metals from „ to prevent the 
increasing 8 of gold by increasing the coinage of silver. 


The Democratic party since the day of that letter’s publication has 
had no voice or policy but the voice and policy of Grover Cleveland. 

Not a man on the other side of the House who now shouts for free 
coinage failed to indorse Mr. Cleveland as President and subsequently 
as candidate for re-election. If the silver question is paramount now, 
it was not less so then. Having had the power to make use as money 
of all the silver produced in the country, as this bill proposes to do, 
Nae policy of their party refused, for their prophet and lawgiver for- 

eit. 

It is doubtless as wise to-day as in the days of Homer to beware 
of Greeks bearing gifts,” and we can consistently decline their offers of 
free coinage. I believe that this bill, if enacted into law, will be of 
immediate and enormous benefit to the people and country. The bull- 
ion · redemption feature is not satistactory to me, and I should be glad 
to see it eliminated. I doubt ifthe effect of that provision will to any 
material extent detract from the restoration of exact equality between 
gold and silver, but I should prefer terms which would relieve entirely 
from doubt. Rather than accept a free-coinage bill, though, which 
did not commend itself to the Democratic party when responsible to 
the country for legislation, which does not commend itself to the re- 
sponsible party now, and which does not commend itself to me, I sup- 
port this measure. 

If it shall pass, the pulsations of new life and prosperity will thrill 
through the nation. It will restore lost values to property and labor 
of our people without wronging any man. It will give to the Jaborer 
better rewards, to the farmer more adequate returns for his ceaseless 
efforts, to the merchant and manufacturer greater possibilities; will 
quicken the miner’s blows and brighten his eyes, and put the glow of 
hope in the hearts of all struggling to pay debts made doubly burden- 
some by the mistaken policy heretofore in operation. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, no more fraudulent pretense was 
ever put forth by a political party than the pretense made upon the 
floor of this House that the Democratic party, through its platform, or 
by its public utterances, or by its votes in Congress, ever favored the 
free and unlimited coinage of silver. That question has been simply 
the shuttlecock of its dishonorable methods in politics, and has branded 
it in the past, and stamps it in the present, and promises for it in the 
future, a record second to no political record in dishonesty and fraudu- 
lent practices before the country. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. McKINLEY. Two things, Mr. Speaker, have been made clear 
by the disenssion during the last two days. The first one is that it is 
desirable and necessary that the country should have an increase of its 
circulating medium and the second that in providing for this circu- 
lating medium the silver product of the United States should be used 
and employed. I have listened attentively now for the third day and 
I have heard gentlemen on both sides of the House, without exception, 
repeatedly declare in favor of these two propositions: First, that we 
needed more money and, second, that that money should be obtained 
by the use of the silver product of the United States. It is true that 
different methods have been suggested to reach these ends. It is true 
that on the one hand there are those who would have unlimited coin- 
age of silver from every quarter of the globe at the present ratio, and 
again there are those who would limit the coinage to the output of the 
United States, and still others who would increase this coinage by a 
purchase of the bullion at the market value, and there are those who 
would strike from this or any bill what is known as the bullion-re- 
demption feature, making the notes redeemable in coin only, and there 
are those who would confine their redemption to silver alone. Butall 
agree that we must have a larger volume of money and that the added 
volume shall be silver or its equivalent based on silver, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what I rose to say, among other things, is that 
we can not have ideal legislation. It is not possible. Practical men 
do not expect it.. Practical statesmen can only strive for it, and secure 
the best which is attainable. It is impossible, in any legislation that 
may come before this or any legislative body, to haveit entirely and 
in every part meet the views of every individual member. That is 
utterly out of the question. And so, Mr. Speaker, I shall support this 
measure, although it does not in all of its provisions meet my entire 
approval. I would have this bill different if I could, but it represents 
the purpose and the idea, not fully, it is true, which I have touching 
the silver legislation which is required, and I shall vote for it because 
it is in the right direction and embodies much which is good and all 
in the interest of the people. What does it do? First, it utilizes 
every dollar of the silver product of the United States, and to that ex- 
tent it is just to thesilver-producers of this country. Second, it makes 
a demand for that silver product, and, if the friends of silver are right, 
it will so increase the value of that product as to bring silver in 
parity with gold. It provides further that the very instant silver and 
gold come together or the very instant that the bullion value of silver 
shall be equivalent to the coin value of silver that very instant you 
have free and unlimited coinage of silver in the United States, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. McKINLEY. I have but a minute and must therefore decline 


1890. 
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to be interrupted. So I say, Mr. Speaker, this bill is just to the silver- 
producers of the United States, for it does what the present law, as ad- 
ministered by every administration for ten years, has not done: it takes 
every dollar of silver bullion that is produced in the United States and 
places it at the disposal of the people as money. Now, after we have 
done that and met that side of the question, what is our next care? It 
is that the money we provide for the people shall be absolutely safe, 
stable, and unvarying in value, and shall not depreciate in the posses- 
sion of its holders, for it must be borne in mind that, whatever may be 
the money we authorize, it will affect the value of all property, of every 
transaction, every investment, every day’s labor. 

The money must be secure from financial wrecks, safe from commer- 
cial revulsions, from panics, and from bankruptcies, which at intervals 
sweep over the financial world; absolutely safe and secure in the hands 
of the holders, whether in the United States or out of it; for there are 
more people in this country interested in good money, interested in the 
quality of the money that we authorize to be issued than there are in- 
terestedin thequantity. It must be good, founded upon something real 
and with inherent value. Now, what do we do by way of making the 
holder safe? First, the bullion is bought by the bill at its market 
value; so when the Goverument issues its note, it has behind it bullion 
equal in value to every note that is putout. What further? We make 
this Treasury note redeemable in gold and silver coin, our only stand- 
ards of value, and the best money in the world. Then we go further 
and make this Treasury note a legal tender, not only for the payment 
of all public debts, but also for the payment of all private debts; mak- 
ing it absolutely safe, making it absolutely secure; making it circulate 
side by side with gold coin and silver coin, equal in purchasing and 
in legal-tender quality to either and both. 

So I say, Mr. Speaker, that whatever may be our views about this 
point or about that point, touching this whole subject of silver, we get 
by this bill the use of ourentiresilver product, and we make that prod- 
uct into money that is safe in the hands of the people and will be good 
for all time wherever and by whomsoever held. Mr. Speaker, no man 
should hesitate between the two millions a month that we have now 
and the four and a half millions a month that we shall have under the 
proposed law. We get an increased volume of money, with safety to 
the Government and the citizen. Pass this bill and what do we have? 
An increase of $30,000,000 annually of circulation to be put out amo 
the people and into the avenues of business. Vote against this bil 
and, in my judgment, you yote that there shall be no legislation upon 
the silver question at this session of Congress. That is what I fear it 
means. We know we can not have free coinage now, except in the 
manner as provided in the bill. You know you could not have it when 
you were in the majority in this House. You know you can not get 
it now. You do not mean to get it, Therefore, I say that to defeat 
this bill means to defeat all silver legislation and to leave us with two 
millions a month only, when by passing this bill we would have four 
and a half millions a month of Treasury notes as good as gold. For 
one, Mr. Speaker, I will not vote against this bill and thus deprive my 
people, and my country, and the laborers, and the producers, and the 
industries of my country of thirty millions annually of additional cir- 
culating medium. [Great applause on the Republican side. ] 

The SPEAKER (the hour of 3 o’clock having arrived). Under 
the orderadopted by the House the previous question will now be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is it now in order 
to move to recommit this bill with instructions ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Sips BLAND. Atwhatstage of the proceedings will that motion be 
order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the rules the motion 
to recommit is in order after the bill has passed to its engrossment and 
third reading. The Chair takes this opportunity to say that, as there 
has been a change in the rules so that the previous question may be 
ordered upon a bill through all its stages to the vote on the passage, 
while the language of the rule with respect to entertaining a motion to 
recommit has been left the same, the effect is to render the latter pro- 
vision somewhat ambiguous, But the Chair has decided to construe it 
in accordance with the practice under the old rule, so that the motion 
to recommit will be admissible at the same stage as before, the parlia- 
mentary reasons for that construction being in the view of the Chair 
very cogent. : 

Mog? ea D. Then the motion to recommit will be in order after 
the bill—— 

The SPEAKER. When the vote has been taken on the amendments 
and the bill ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and when 
the question is upon the passage of the bill, the motion to recommit 
will be in order. 

Mr. BLAND, I give notice that I desire to move to recommit with 
instructions to report a free-coinage bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I now demand that we proceed to vote in accord- 
ance with the order of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first upon the amendments to the 
original bill. The first is that offered by the gentleinan from Illinois 
[Mr. TAYLOR], which will be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to section 1: a 

“Provided, That if the net amount of silver bullion received in accordance 
herewith and not paid out as hereinafter provided shall be less than $2,000,000 
worth in any one month it shall then be the duty of the of the Treas- 
ury to purchase, during the succeeding month, at the market price, not exceed- 
ing, however, si for 371.25 grains of pure silver, an amount of silyer bullion 
equal to such deficiency, and to issue in payment therefor Treasury notes here- _ 
inafter provided for.” 

The SPEAKER. To the amendment just read the gentleman from 


Michigan [Mr. O’DoNNELL] offered an amendment, which will be 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment by striking out the word “two,” and inserting in lieu 
thereof the word three, making it read three million dollars’ worth.” 

Mr. O’DONNELL’s amendment to the amendment was agreed to; 
and the amendment of Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, as amended was 


adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The next question is upon an amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] to the substitute 
of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Coxd R]. 

The amendment of Mr. McComas was read, as follows: 

Add to section 6 the following: 

“And purchases of silver bullion shall be suspended while it is being so de- 
posited for coinage,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The next question is upon the substitute of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. CoNGER] as amended. Unless the read- 
ing of the substitute be demanded, the question will be taken at once 
upon agreeing to it. 

The question being taken, the substitute of Mr. CONGER as amended 
was adopted. ; 

The bill as amended by the adoption of the substitute was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 

Mr. BLAND. I now offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures with instructions to strike out all after the enacting clause an 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“That from and after the passage of this act all holders of silver bullion of 
the value of $50 or more, standard fineness, shall be entitled to have the same 
coined into standard silver dollars of 412} grains troy of standard silver to the 
dollar, upon like terms and conditions as gold is now coined for private hold- 
ers; that the standard silver dollar heretofore coined and herein provided for 
shall be the unit of account and stan of value in like manner as now pro- 
vided for the gold dollar, and shall be a legal tender for all debta, public and 
private, except where otherwise stipulated. 

“ Sec, 2. That so much of the provisions of the act of February 28, 1878, entitled 
‘An act to authorize the coi of the standard silver dollar and restore its 
legal-tender character,’ as provides for issuing certificates on the deposit of sil- 
ver dollars shall be applicable to the coin herein named; and so much of the 
said act of February 28, 1878, as provides for the purchase of silver bullion to be 
aes monthly into standard silver dollars be, and the same is hereby, re- 


acy od 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury is . to adopt such 
rules and regulations as may be necessary to enforce the provisions of act.“ 

And that the committee report the bill so amended back to the House for 
consideration immediately after the reading of the Journal on next Tuesday, 
the 10th instant, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I raise a point of order on the last clause of the 
proposed instructions. I submit that the clause directing the commit- 
tee to report back the bill at a designated time is not in order. 

Mr. BLAND. If that portion of the proposed instructions is out of 
order, I withdraw it. [After a pause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, as there are some gentlemen who may differ with me 
in regard to the form of the free-coinage bill which should be reported 
to the House, I will withdraw the resolution which the Clerk has read 
and submit instead this proposition: 

Resolved, That the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, with instructions to report back a bill for the free coinage of silver. 

Mr. CONGER. Upon that motion I call for the previous question. 

The previous question was orde 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the motion to 
recommit with instructions. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 116, nays 140, not 
voting 71; as follows: 


YEAS—116. 
Abbott, Bnehanan, Va. Culberson, Tex. Heard, 
Alderson, Bullock, Davidson, Henderson, N.C. 
Allen, Mich. Bynum, De Haven, Herbert, 
Allen, Miss. Candler, Ga. Dockery, Hermann, 
Anderson, Kans, Carter, Edmunds, Holman, 
Bankhead, Caruth, Ellis, Kelley, 
Barnes, Catchings, Enloe, Kilgore, 
Bartine, Chipman, Featherston, Lane, 
Barwig, Clancy, Forney, Lanham, 
Biggs, Clarke, Ala. Fowler, Lee, 
Blanchard, Cobb, Funston, Lester, Ga. 
Bland, Connell, Gibson, Lester, Va. 
Blount, per, In Goodnight, Lewis, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Cothran, Grimes, Mansur, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Cowles, 7 Martin, Ind. 
Brickner, Crain, Hayes, McClamm; 8 
Brookshire, Crisp, Haynes, McClellan, 
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McCreary, Peel, Shi 
McRae, Penington, Skinner, Vandever, 
Montgomery, Perkins, Sp Walker, Mo. 
Moore, Tex. Perry, Stewart, Tex. Washington, 
Morgan, Pierce, Stockdale, Wheeler, Ala. 
Morrow, Reilly, Stone, Ky. Whitthorne, 
Richardson, Stone, Mo. Wike, 
O'Ferrall, Robertson, Tarsney, Wilkinson. 
O'Neall, Ind. Rogers, Tillman, Williams, Tu. 
Outhwaite, Rowland, Townsend, Colo, Wilson, Mo. 
Owens, Ohio Sayers, er, Wilson, W. Va. 
Parrett, Seney, Turner, Ga. Yoder. 
NAYS—140, 
Adams, Dingley, Lacey. Rife, 
Arnold, Dolliver, La Follette | Rockwell, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dorsey, Laidlaw, Rowell, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dunnell, Laws, Russell, 
Baker, Dunphy, Lind, Sanford, 
Ban Elliott, Lodge, Sawyer, 
Bayne, Maish, Seranton, 
Beck 0 iere, SE Mason, 
Belden, > McComas, Sherman, 
Belknap, Finley, McCord, Simonds, 
Bergen, z McCormick, ith, W. Va. 
Bingham, Flood, McDuffie, Smyser, 
Boothman, Flower, McKinley, Snider, 
Boutelle, nk, Miles, Stephenson, 
Bowden, s Moffitt, Stivers, 
Brewer, Geissenhainer, Moore, N. H. Stock! 
Brosius, Morey, Struble, 
Brower, Gifford, Morrill, Sweney 
Browne, Va. Greenhalge, Morse, Taylor, E. B. 
Buchanan, N. J. Grosvenor, Mudd, Taylor, III 
Burrows, Hall, Mutchler, Taylor, Tenn, 
urton, ugh, ute, as, 
Butterworth, Harmer, ’Donnell, 
Caldwell, Haugen, O'Neil, Mass. Van Schaick, 
Cannon, Hemphill, O'Neill, Pa. Venable, 
Caswell, Henderson, III. Payne, Wade, 
Cheadle, Henderson, Iowa Payson, Walker, Mass, 
Clark, Wis. Hill, er, Wallace, N. V. 
well, Hitt, A W. 
eman, Hopkins, Quackenbush, Wiley, 
Comstock, Houk, minn, Wil Ohio 
Conger, Kennedy, nes, ilson, a 
Craig, Kerr, Iowa Ray Wilson, Wash. 
Dalzell, Ketcham, Reed, Iowa right, 
A Kinsey, Reyburn, V. ey. 
NOT VOTING—7L 
Anderson, Miss. ~ Cummings, McAdoo, Spinola, 
Andrew, teheon, M Y, ae 
iss, Darlington, McKenna, A 
M F Stewart, Ga. 
Brown, J. B. Dibble, Milliken, Stewart, Vt. 
Browne, T. M. itch, Mills, Stump, 
Brunner, Fitbian, Niedringhaus, Taylor, J.D. 
Buckalew, Forman, N. ompson, 
Bunn Grout, Osborne, 8 
VVV 
T, oO „ ynter, 
Carlton, Kerr, Pa. Peters, Waddill, 
Clements, Lansing, Post, Watson, 
unie, Lawler, Price, Wheeler, Mich, 
— boned Magner, Bask 5 Willcox,’ 
ve A X. 
Culbertson, Pa. Martin, Tex. Smith, III. 
So the motion to recommit with instructions was rejected. 
The following pairs were announced until further notice: 


Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. BUCKALEW. 
Mr. Owen, of Indiana, with Mr. CAMPBELL, 
Mr. SPOONER with Mr. MILLS, 
Mr. WADDILL with Mr. PRICE. 
Mr. De Laxo with Mr. SPINOLA. 
Mr. COOPER, of Ohio, with Mr. FORMAN. 
Mr. Surru, of Illinois, with Mr. BUNN. 
Mr. KNAPP with Mr. COVERT. 
Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. Martin, of Texas. 
Mr. LANSING with Mr. Norton. 
Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. DIBBLE, 
Mr. PETERS with Mr. HOOKER, 
Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. CUMMINGS. 
Mr. LEnLnacn with Mr. Stump. 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. MCMILLIN. 
Mr. OSBORNE with Mr. WILL OX. 
Mr. MOKENNA with Mr. HARE. 
Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. ANDREW. 
Mr. Watson with Mr. TURNER, of New York. 
Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. VAUX. 
Mr. Grout with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 
gn 5 of Pennsylvania, with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, 
r this day. 
Mr. BLISS with Mr. Jason B. Brown, on this vote. 
Mr. RANDALL with Mr. CLuxIE, on the silver question. 
Mr. Frron with Mr. LAWLER, on this vote. Mr. Frrca would vote 
“no” and Mr. LAWLER would vote ay.“ 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR with Mr. CLEMENTS, for one week. 
Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. FITHIAN, until the 10th of 


June. 
- Mr. Post with Mr. BOATNER, for this day. 


~ 


Mr. THompson with Mr. PAYNTER, on the silver bill, and any mo- 
tion that may be made to recommit said bill with instructions to report 
in favor of free coi Mr. THOMPSON, if present, would vote for 
the silver bill and the motion to recommit and Mr. PAYNTER 
would vote against the bill and for the motion to recommit. Also 
paired on politica] questions until further notice. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. CARLTON. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. Rusk, for to-day. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I rise to a question of personal privi- 
lege, When my name was called at the beginning of this roll-call (be- 
cause gentlemen recognize here that I should lead off on our side) 
[laughter] I voted no“ on this proposition, but immediately re- 
called and corrected the vote. The reason I voted ‘‘no’’ was that the 
proposition was one submitted by the Speaker, and on general prin- 
ciples I sup it was a proper thing to vote against, [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is glad to see that the gentleman from 
Mississippi has voted right once, even by accident. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLUNIE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that I am paired with 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RANDALL] on this question. 
If he were present, he would vote ‘‘no’’ and I would vote ay on 
this motion. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. My colieague, Mr. PRICE, is absent, paired 
with the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WADDILL]. If present, Mr. 
PRICE would vote ay on this motion. 

I wish also to state that my colleague, Mr. BOATNER, is absent, paired. 
If ees he also would vote ay.“ 

~ O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. My colleague, Mr. ANDREW, is ab- 
sent, paired. If present, he would vote against the motion to recom- 
mit with instructions and also against the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. My colleague, Mr. WALLACE, is absent, paired with 
my colleague, Mr. ANDREW. If present, Mr. WALLACE would vote 

inst the motion to recommit. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I am paired with the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. Had he been present, he would have 
voted ‘‘ay,’’ and I should have voted ‘‘no’’ on this motion. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I withdraw my vote, as I am paired on all ques- 
tions relating to the silver bill. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Iam paired with the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. BLISS]. I have voted on this proposition because it 
was understood between us that the pair would not extend to any mo- 
tion looking to free coinage. 

Mr.CONGER. Lask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 
ing of the names, 

Mr. BLAND, This is an important vote. J object. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those ‘voting. 

Mr. FLOWER. My colleague [Mr. CAMPBELL], if present, would 
vote no on this motion and no on the bill. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. . The question recurs on the passage of the bill as 
amended. r 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 135, nays 119, not vot- 
ing 73; as follows: 


YEAS—135. 
Adams, Craig Ketcham, Reyburn, 
Allen, Mich, Dalzell, Kinsey, R 
Arnold, De Haven, 2. Rowell, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dingley, La Follette, "A 
Atkinson, W. Va. Pa ver, 2 — 
Baker, rey, WBS, wyer, 
— Dunnell, pe. — 
yne, 
E Mason, Sh 
Belden, uhar, McComas, = 
Belknap, F erston, McCord, Smith, W. Va. 
Bergen, Finley, McCormick, Smyser, 
Bingham, Flick, McDuffie, Snider, 
Boothman, Flood, McKinley, 
Boutelle, Frank, es, Stivers, 
Bowden, Funston, Moffitt, Stockbridge, 
Brewer, Gear, yrs N. H. Struble, 
Brosius, est, ore 
Brower, Gifford, Morrill, Taylor E. B. 
Browne, Va. Greenhalge, Morrow, Taylor, 
B „N. J. or, Morse, Taylor, 
Burrows, Hall, Mudd, 
Burton, Hansbrough, Nute, Vandever, 
Butterworth, Harmer, O'Donnell, Van 
dwell, Haugen, O'Neill, Pa. Wade, 
Cannon, Henderson, III. Payne, Walker, Mass. 
ell, Henderson, Iowa, Pason; wens N.Y. 
eadle, ermann, rkins, 
Clark, Wis. m, Pickler, Williams, Ohio 
well, Hi A Š 3 
Coleman, Hopkins, Quackenbush, Wilson, Wash, 
FFF 
nger, ennedy, ardley. 
Connell, Kerr, Iowa Reed, Towa 
NAYS—119, 
Abbott, Barnes, Bland. Broo! 
Alderson, Bartine, Blount, Buchanan, Va. 
Allen, Miss. Barwig, Breckinridge, Ark. Bullock, 
erson, Kans. Bi . Bynum, 
* Blanchard, Brickner, Candler, Ga. 
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Carter, Gibson, Montgomery, : To Mr. FEATHERSTON, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
Caruth, Moore, Tex. LS aaa S ness. . 
pina tion Saek Ma ler, Stockdale, CORRECTION OF AN ENROLLED BILL. 
8 Bayes, ö — The SPEAKER. At the request of the gentleman from Kentucky 
— sen Heard“ 8 n tna. 1 — [Mr. STONE], the Chair desires to submit some Senate amendments to 
. Henderson, N.C, O, Nell. Townsend, Colo. | a resolution by the House in regard to the enrollment of the bill 
Sovies” Hol pee — tod) (H. R. 380) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize the Cairo 
Gein Kelley,” Parrett, Turner, Ga. and Tennessee River Railroad Company to construct bridges across the 
Peel, er, Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers. : 
eee ee eee — The Clerk read as follows: 
Da In, Lee, Pierce, Y n. Is THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, June 6, 1890. 
Dockery, Lester, Ga. Quinn, Wheeler, Ala. That the Senate agree to the foregoing resolution, with the follow- 
Dunphy, Lester, Va. Reilly, Whitthorne, ing amendments : 
Edmu Lewis, Richardson, Wike, Line 12, strike out all after “the” to end of resolution and insert the words 
Elliott, Maish, Wiley, “and in section 4, line 2, after the word such insert the word reasonable.“ 
Ellis, Mansur, Rockwell, ilkinson, ú x - 
Enloe, Martin, Ind. Rogers, Williams, Til. Mr. ROGERS and Mr. BLOUNT. What is this? 
eee Necla 8 We T The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STONE] can 
Fowles 5 t Seney, Loder. explain the purport of the resolution. j 
Geissenhainer, McRae, Shively, Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It is simply correcting the enrollment 
NOT VOTING—73. of a bill in accordance with the suggestion of the War Department. 
Anderson, Miss. Outcheon, A Stahlnecker, It was found that the bill after it the House had been incorrectly 
Andrew, Darlington, McKenna, Stewart, Ga, enrolled. The Presidentcalled my attention toit. The House 
er ee —— — = aresolution making the correctionsas indicated by the Secretary of War, 
DRWA; J.B. Fitch, Mills, = Stump, but in passing the resolution that was passed, two or three words were 
Browne, T. M. —— Niedringhans, taylor, J. D. included in the enrolled bill which should have been left out. The 
orton, ompson, z 
— nll aoe * Townsend, <= — amendment simply makes an amendment. It takes ont these 
Owen, urner, - 
Campbell, Hemphill, Paynter, Vaux. Mr. SPRINGER. This is the “bridge bill,” is it not? 
Candler, Mass. = ats — Wallace’ Mase, Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes. 
i] . — Watson, Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that it does not change the purport 
Clemente, Lansing, Price, woe Mich, of the bill = Re 
unia, wier, Randall, i Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Not at 
Ser, , e „ 
8 McAdoo, 8 reg oad PUBLIC ING, LONDON, CONN. 
So the bill was Mr. MILLIKEN. I desire to t a privileged report on the bill 


The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. Biiss with Mr. STONE, of Missouri, until further notice. 

The Clerk commenced to recapitulate the vote. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to dispense with the recapitulation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is an important vote, so we had better have 
the vote recapitulated. 

The recapitulation of the vote was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Iwas yesterday pane with Mr. CRAIN, of Texas, 
being informed that he was sick, and paired until he should return. 
I did not see him about the House and did notknow that he was here, 
and therefore did not vote. I should have voted yea, if I had known 
he was present. 

Mr. CLUNIE. . I desire to state that I am paired with the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. RANDALL]. If he were present, he 
would vote *‘ay’’ and I would take great pleasure in voting no. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CONGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider lie upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was put. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER. Pending the announcement of the vote the Chair 
will lay before the House the following report of the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills: 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 3934) to authorize the board of supervisors of Maricopa 
County, Arizona, to issue certain bonds in aid of the construction of a 
certain railroad; and 

A bill (H. R. 6555) to authorize the President of the United States to 
cause certain lands heretofore withdrawn from market for reservoir pur- 

to be restored to the public domain, subject to entry under the 
mestead law, with certain restrictions. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted, as follows: 

To Mr. YARDLEY, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. WALKER, of Missouri, indefinitely, on account of important 
business, 

To Mr. THomas M. BROWNE, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. JAson B. Brown, for one week, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr, WATSON, for four days. 

To Mr. THOMPSON, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. ‘Tomas, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Coon, of Indiana, for ten days. 


(S. 977) for the erection of a public building at New London, Conn. 

Mr. ROGERS. Whatis this? 

The SPEAKER. It is a conference report. The Chair thinks at 
the present time it can only come in by unanimous consent, because 
the motion to adjourn has already been made and put. 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr, MILLIKEN. There is ee ther > be disputed in it. It 
simply cuts down the amount in the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair understood it was a matter which would 
not be disputed. 


Mr. BLAND. I withdraw the demand for regular order. 

Mr. McCREARY. I did not hear the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. It is nothing you will object to. 

Mr, SPRINGER. It will be in order on Monday morning the first 
thing, will it not? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. You can let it go through quicker than you can 
stop it. 

Mr. COWLES. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks after the motion to adjourn has 
been put nothing can be taken up except by unanimous consent. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], 
chairman of Committee on Indian Affairs, desires to recommit for pur- 
pere! correction the Indian appropriation bill, and I hope that will 

done. Is there objection? [After ] The Chair hears none. 

The ayes have it, and the motion to adjourn is agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 7 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed until Monday at 12 o’clock m. , 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


APPROPRIATIONS BY CHEROKEE NATION. 


Letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a 
communication from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, with inclos- 
ures in reference to appropriations by the Cherokee Nation in violation 
of their treaty obligations to freedmen in said nation—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 848) granting a pension to Mary J. Eadie—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 8 + 

ee e worse eee a ow—to Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. z 
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A bill (S. 3874) granting a pension to Harriet E. Donaldson — to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. COOPER, of Indiana: 


Whereas reports are being widely circulated through the newspapers reflect- 

ing upon the management of the Bureau of Pensions, in which it is charged: 

irst. That the present Commissioner of Pensions has been engaged in sell- 
ing to certain employés of the Pension Office shares of stock in a corporation 
or company of which he is president, which was organized for the pu of 
introducing a patent refrigerator, which it is claimed is impracticable and 
worthless, and that in consideration of such purchase said employés are pro- 
moted in office; and 

Second. That said Commissioner of Pensions has recently, by an unjust and 
partial ruling, advanced and caused to be taken up out of their order many thou- 
sands of the claims of a certain attorney residing in the city of Washington, and 
that in consideration thereof said attorney has me surety on the note of 
* eee in a bank in the city of Washington for the sum of $25,000: 

erefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be,and they are hereby, 
directed to inquire concerning said charges and report to this House. And, for 
the purpose of making said investigation thorough and complete, the said com- 
mittee is hereby authorized to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, 
and take testimony; 


to the Committee on Rules, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and di of as follows: 

Mr, STEWART, of Texas, from the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8341) to 

romote the construction of a safe deep-water harbor on the coast of 

‘exas, accompanied by a report (No. 2371)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 9877) directing the 
Secretary of War to issue an honorable discharge to Almond C. Wal- 
ters, accompanied by a report (No. 2372)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the 
joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 162) rescinding resolution No. 
17, approved March 3, 1887, authorizing the erection of a hotel at 
Fortress Monroe, Va., accompanied by a report (No. 2373)—to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 

rted favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 7602) for the relief of 

iel Grant, accompanied by a report (No. 2374)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committeeon Military Affairs, reported with 
amendment the following bills of the House; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 6179) to remove charge of desertion from record of 
James Blythe, (Report No. 2375.) 

A bill (H. R. 5121) to correct the military record of George McKin- 
ney, jr. (Report No. 2376.) 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: A bill (H. R. 10814) appropriating money to 
pay certain claims due the Chippewa Indians of Lake Superior and 
Mississippi, and for other pu to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 10815) to provide and 
equip a steam-vessel for boarding purposes at Chicago, III. to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

By Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania (by request): A bill (H. R. 10816) 
P ee a memorial national university—to the Committee on the 

rary. 

By Mr. HITT: A joint resolution (H. Res, 177) relative t6 certain 
bonds, drafts, and other papers in the Department of State—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. S 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 10817) granting a pension to Elmira 
Brooke; widow of Odney D. Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. è 

By Mr. BARWIG: A bill (H. R. 10818) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Sybbil Stephens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLEMAN: A bill (H. R. 10819) authorizing the 


Secretary 
of the Treasury to refund certain moneys collected by the United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 10520) for the relief of 
John C. Prather—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 10821) for the relief of Rebecca S. 
Clark—to the Committee on War Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10822) for the relief of Thomas Drake—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10823) for the relief of Charles Hale—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 10824) to adjust the accounts of pay, 
muster, and discharge of certain military organizations known as the 
3 Guards of Tennessee to the Committee on Military Af 

18 ; 
By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 10825) for the relief of 
Frank P. Murphy—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 10826) granting a pension to Hester 
A. Bonnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 10827) to extend the term of 
letters patent No, 138366—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 10828) to grant pension to Racheal A. 
Riggs, widow of William C. Riggs, Company B, Fourth Arkansas Cav- 
alry—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 10829) granting 
an increase of pension to Julia B. Comstock—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: A bill (H. R. 10830) for surveying, locating, and 
preserving the lines of battle at Antietam, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desi and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELDEN: Petition signed by members of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, of Fabius, N. Y., asking for prompt ac- 
tion on House bill 5987—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a petition of Hon, Samuel Willis and 21 others, citizens of Tully, 
N. V., asking early action on House bill 8648—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of members of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Cortland, N. Y., asking early action on House bill 5987—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas: Petition of 25 citizens of the 
State of New York, for the passage of House bil! 8526—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: Memorial of Alex. I. Middleman and 
others, favoring passage of Conger bill for pure lard—to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of Farmers’ Alliance of Essex County, Virginia, for 
~~ passage of Senate bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


rs. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN; Petition of citizens of Detroit, for pure beer 
to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin: Petition of the superintendent and 
teachers of Oshkosh, Wis., public schools, urging the passage of the 
copy-right bill—to the Cominittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition trom Morris, Minn., praying passage 
of international copyright bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition from Morris, Minn., praying for the posag of the in- 
ternational copyright bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Petition of H. C, Bush and 11 others, citizens 
of Pasco County, Florida, in favor ot Senate bill 2716—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of A. Nicholson and 79 others, of Gadsden County, 
Florida, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of J. F. Allen and 13 others, of Jackson County, Flor- 
ida, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of D. G. Senterfitt and 27 others, of Walton County, 
Florida, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of the Iowa Farmers’ Alliance, No. 
1444, for the Conger bill and the Butterworth bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of J. M. Osborne and 12 others, favori 
deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers an 
Harbors. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of I. F. McNeal and 20 others, favoring 
the passage of Senate bill 2716, for a first-class harbor on Gulf coast of 
Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. : 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of Minnehaha 
County, South Dakota, for the passage of the subtreasury warehouse 
bill or some other bill of kindred character—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the Farmers’ Alliance at Waterbury, S. Dak., for 
the passage of the Conger lard bill and Butterworth option bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Unitarian denomination of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., 
for the passage of a law prohibiting the transportation of liquor into 
States adopting prohibition—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic, 

Also, petition by the First Christian Church of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., 
for the passage of a law prohibiting the transporting of liquors into 
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States adopting prohibition—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. ~- 

Also, petition by the teachers and scholars of Wessington Springs 
Seminary, Spring, S. Dak., for same measure—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition by the Methodist Episcopal Church of Sioux Falls, 
S. Dak., for the same measure—to the Select Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of Milton Remley and 252 others, citizens of 
Johnson County, Iowa, praying for the passage of a law to prevent the 
shipment of intoxicating liquors into such States in violation of the 
laws thereof—to the Committee on Judiciary. 

Also, petition of A. 8. Yohe and 64 others, citizens of Louisa County, 
Iowa, for the same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. E. Blake and 118 others, citizensof Des Moines 
County, Iowa. for same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorials to support claim of F. Connor 
for pay as a servant—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Sheridan Post, Grand Army of the Republic, for 
action on claim of Mary J. Foutz for pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Petition of bona fide purchasers of lands granted 
to the Mobile and Gerard Railroad Company, setting forth tle facts in 

to their holdings and asking protection—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Muscatine, Scott, 
and Cedar Counties, Iowa, in favor of the passage of a law to prevent 
the transportation of intoxicating liquors into States in violation of the 
laws thereof—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of 68 citizens of Dutchess Junction, 
N. Y., for the passage of House bill 5887—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 28 citizens of Copake, N. Y., for the same measure— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 7, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, of Indiana, for the passage of the bill-to pre- 
vent the desecration of the flag of the United States—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of J. J. Roberts and citizens of Marion 
Township, Davis County, Iowa, favoring a law to prevent transportation 
of liquors in violation of State laws—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LEE: Petition on claim of Gabriel A. Robey, of Fairfax 
County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LESTER, of Georgia: Petition of John M. Hodges and 8 
others, of Clinch County, Georgia, in relation to Galveston Harbor—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Resolution of Lafayette Alliance, No. 8, of 
Allen County, Indiana, praying for the speedy passage of the Butter- 
worth option bill and the Conger lard bill, and declaring the passage of 
those bills will afford great relief to the farmers of this-country and 
por a great blessing to the American people—to the Committee on 

ays and Means. 

By Mr. MORROW: Protest of publishers of newspapers in San Fran- 
cisco County and City, of California, against the passage of House bill 
9197, restricting the passage of second-class matter through the United 
States mail—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. O’DONNELL: Petition of Isaac F. Barton, praying that the 
term of letters patent No. 138366 be extended seven years—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Petition of Col. Morris J. Keck 
and other officers of the Ninth Regiment Infantry National Guard, of 
Pennsylvania, for the passage of House bill 8151—to the Committee 
on the Militia. 

Also, petition of Col. James B. Corye and other officers of the Twelfth 
Regiment, National Guard of Pennsylvania, for same measure—to the 
Committee on the Militia. 

Also, petition of Col. Robert P. Dechert and other officers Second 
Regiment, National Guard of Pennsylvania, for same measure—to the 
Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. PETERS: Protest of Ewing Stumm and 90 others, citizens of 
Hutchinson, Kans., against the passage of the Conger compound-lard 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Morton County, Kansas, for deep Gulf 
harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PIERCE: Petition of H. S. Moore and 7 others, of Crockett 
County, Tennessee, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of 24 citizens of Fayette and Westmoreland 
Counties, Pennsylvania, praying foran amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States to preserve the principle of non-union of church 
and State—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REED, of Iowa: Petition of 200 citizens of Mills County, 
Iowa, asking for the enactment of a law prohibiting the importation 
of intoxicating liquors into States in which the sale of such liquors is 
ponud by iaw—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 


Also, petition of 25 citizens of Audubon County, Iowa, for the same 
purpose—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of 200 citizens of Cass County, Iowa, for the same 
purpose—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of 200 citizens of Shelby County, Iowa, for the same 
purpose—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 

Also, petition of 75 citizens of the same county and State, for the 
same purpose to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traflic. 

Also, petition of 250 citizens of Guthrie County, Iowa, for the same 
purpose—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of G. W. Ashford and others, citi- 
zens of Tennessee, against any duty on hides—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of McDonough Harmas, late private in 
Company C, Twentieth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Fred Schiller and others, citizens of 
Herkimer County, New York, against a change in the immigration 
laws—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Grove Holdredge and others, citizens of Verona, 
N. Y., in favor of passage of H. R. 5987—to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals. 

Also, petition of B. J. Dodge and others, citizens of Verona, N. V., 
for same measure—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, petition of D. D. Toll and others, citizens of the same place, for 
the same measure—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia: Petition of citizens of Wheeling, 
W. Va., in favor of the Conger bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SNIDER: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Du- 
luth, Minn., in favor of an equal rate being established for transporta- 
tion of oils, whether in barrels or in tanks—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of Minneapolis, Minn., favoring 
amendments to the interstate-commerce law to suspend operation of 
long and short haul clause as far as it relates to. traflic at competing 
points and to allow division of territory and traffic under supervision 
of the commissioners—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of Mrs. Elizabeth A. White, 
formerly Mrs. Elizabeth A. Gaw, praying compensation for supplies 
furnished the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Henry E. Luten, praying reimbursement of money 
paid by him for property furnished the United States Army—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Henry E. Luten and W. A. Bogard, paying t 
bursement of money paid by them for property furnished the United 
States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of school-teachers of Juneau County, 
Wisconsin, praying for passage of the international copyright bi!l— 
to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of teachers of public schools of the city of Reedsb 
Sauk County, Wisconsin, praying for the passage of the internatio 
copyright bill—to the Committee on Education. ú 

Ry Mr. WALKER, of Missouri: Petition of Thomas Mobray and 
others, of Ripley County, Missouri, asking for the passage of some 
law that will prevent adulteration of cider vinegar—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition of D. T. Crownover and 
14 others, of Jackson County, Alabama, asking passage of House bill 
7162—to the Committee on Ways and Means. s 

By Mr. WICKHAM: Copy of resolutions passed by the congrega- 
tion of the First Church in Oberlin, Ohio, May 25, 1890—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. YODER: Petition of citizens of Shelby 8 Ohio, fa- 
ae the passage of the Butterworth bill—to the Co: ttee on Ag- 

culture. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, June 9, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
ahe Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
prov 
UNITED STATES ELECTRIC LIGHTING COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the commissioners of the District of Columbia, transmitted 
in reply to a resolution of the 29th ultimo, in regard to a permit granted 
to the United States Electric Lighting Company to dig up Fourteenth 
street from New York avenue to R street, northwest, for the purpose 
of putting in conduits and man-holes, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution to which this is a re- 
sponse was offered by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], 
who is not now in the Chamber. The communication, with the ac- 
companying papers, will lie on the table, if there be no objection, aud 
be printed. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Hubbard 
Iron Company, of Hubbard, Ohio, praying for the passage of the Mc- 
Kinley tariff bill, especially pant pare of it relating to the tinned-plate 
industry; which was referred to Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TURPIE. I present the petition of Andrew Steffer and other 
cigar manufacturers of Indianapolis, Ind., in which ip hod that sec- 
tion 242, Schedule F, of the McKinley tariff bill be stricken out, and 
that the following be adopted in its place: 

And leaf-tobacco, if not stemmed, 50 cents per pound; if stemmed, 75 cents 
per pound, 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO presented two petitions of Charles E. Wilson and 27 
others, citizens of Rose Hill, Citrus County, Florida, praying for the 

ge of the Senate bill for the protection of actual settlers under the 
omestead and ene ee laws upon phosphate lands in that State; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. REAGAN presented a petition of 32 citizens of Erath County, 
Texas, praying for the free coinage of silver; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented resolutions of Squaw Creek Farmers’ Alliance, No. 
85 of Maitland, Holt County, Missouri, remonstrating against option 

ealing in ſarm ucts and praying for the passage of House bill 
5353, known as the Butterworth option bill;’’ which were referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also ted a petition of Squaw Creek Farmers’ Alliance, No. 
85, of Maitland, Holt County, Missouri, praying for the passage of House 
bill 283, known as the Conger lard bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He aleo presented the petition of W. A. Hunt and others, of Nelson 
County, Nebraska, ex-Federal soldiers, praying that a pension law be 
passed ing that at the age of one hundred years all di 
soldiers shall be entitled to draw a pension of $2 per month; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of 145 employers and employés 
engaged in the manufacture of at Canton, III., remonstrating 
against the enactment into law of Schedule F of the McKinley tariff 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of citizens of Mound Prairie, Minn., 
praying for the passage of a service-pension law; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. y 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Jobbers’ Association of 
Minneapolis, Minn., in favor of amending section 4 of the interstate- 
commerce law; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 


Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of R. Mott and 67 other citi- 
zens of , Mich.; the peti of J. W. Choppell and 62 other 
citizens of Morenei, Mich. ; the petition of Fred. Vorman and 134 other 
citizens of White Hall, Mich., and the petition of Thomas Nicholson 
and 80 other citizens of Union City, Mich., praying for the proposal or 
a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importation, 
exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a bever- 
age; which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the petition of Ira Warner and 17 
other citizens of Manistique, Mich.; the petition of Andrew McLean 
and 47 other citizens of 8 Mich.; the petition of E. A. Clark 
and 63 other citizens of Shelby, Mich.; the petition of D. B. Tallman 
and 56 other citizens of G Lodge, Mich.; the petition of C. East 
and 48 other citizens of Detroit, Mich.; the petition of O. P. Kelly 
and 16 other citizens of Le Roy aad e Creek, Mich., and the 
tition of Charles W. Babcock and 42 other citizens of Marilla, Mich., 
praying for the proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting 
the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale ot 
all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CASEY ted a petition of 28 citizens of Fort Ransom, Ran- 
som County, North Dakota; a petition of 37 citizens of Langdon, Cay- 
alier County, North Dakota; a petition of 32 citizens of Ransom County, 
North Dakota, and a petition of 51 citizens of Nelson County, North 
Dakota, praying for the prompt passage of a law making it unlawful 
to transport liquors from one State or Territory into any other State or 
Territory contrary to the laws thereof; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the North Dakota Farmers’ Alliance, 
praying for the — of House bill No. 283, relating to compound 

, and House bill No. 5353, known as the Butterworth option bill; ” 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr, MOODY presented a Pohora of 35 citizens of Davison County, 
South Dakota; a Tava of 138 citizens of Brookings County, South 
Dakota, and a petition of 24 citizens of Beadle County, South Dakota, 

raying for the — of a bill prohibiting the transportation ot 
quors from one State or Territory into another contrary to the laws 
thereof; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr, MANDERSON presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance ot 
Fairview, Johnson County, Ne praying for the passage of the 


Conger lard bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I presenta petition s by the officers of the 
Holstein-Friesian Association of America. ese gentlemen live in 
Iowa, in different parts of the State of New York, in Massachusetts, 
Pennsylvania, Ohio, Minnesota,and Michigan, and they pray for the pas- 
sage of Senate bill No, 3285, for the establishment of a national labo- 
ratory. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, PADDOCK presented a petition of the Hazel Green Farmers’ Al- 
liance, No. 1146, of Johnson County, Nebraska, and a petition of the 
Woodson-Hawley Farmers’ Alliance, No, 1326, of the State of Ne- 
braska, praying for the passage of House bill 283, known as the Conger 
compound-lard bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Wocdson-Hawley Farmers’ Al- 

liance, No. 1326, of the State of Nebraska, and a petition of the Hazel 
Green Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1146, of Johnson County, Nebraska, pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill 5353, known asthe Butterworth option 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 
He also presented a petition of the Spring Canyon Farmers’ Alliance, 
officially signed, of Danbury, Nebr., praying for the passage of House 
bill 283, known as the Conger compound-lard bill, aud also of House 
bill 5353, known as the Butterworth option bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HEARST presented a petition of citizens of Antelope Valley, 
Los Angeles County, California, praying for the remonetization of sil- 
ver; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of newspaper publishers in the city 
and county of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the passage of 
House bill 9197, restricting the free -passage of second-class matter 
through the United States mails; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HALE presented pares of 82 citizens of Maine, praying for 
the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of che Board of Trade of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., and a petition of the Maritime Exchange of Philadelphia, 

a., praying for fegislation to carry into effect the conclusions of the 
recent International Marine Conference; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also penaa memorials of jobbers and dealers in dry goods of 
Altoona, Allegheny, and Sharon, in the State of Pennsylvania, re- 
monstrating against ihe passage of the McKinley tariff bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of sundry Granges of Patrons of Hus- 
bandry in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the free coinage of 
silver; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Post No. 134, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Mifflintown, Pa., and a petition of Encampment No. 1, 
Union Veterans’ Legion, of Pittsburgh, Pa., praying for the passage 
of aservice-pension bill; which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented sundry petitions of Granges of Patrons of Hus- 
bandry of Pennsylvania, praying for increased rates of duty upon farm 
products; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions of the Grocers and Importers’ Ex- 
change of Philadelphia, Pa., recommending an amendment to the 
sugar schedule of the McKinley tariff bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance, 

He also presented additional papers to accompany the Senate bill 
granting a pension to Capt. John W. Bennet; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Elizabeth Gilbert, of Academy Cor- 
ners, Cuyahoga, Pa., praying to be allowed a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the London Grove (Pa.) Grange, 
No. 63, Patrons of Husbandry, praying for the passage of legislation 
preventing the adulteration of lard; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented sundry petitions of employés of knitting-mills at 
Philadelphia, Lawrenceville, Bristol, Manheim, Bridgeton, and Naza- 
reth, Pa., praying for the passage of the McKinley tariff bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Post No. 1, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the of the bill trans- 
ferring the revenue-marine service to the Navy Department; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented resolutions of the New York Chamber of 
Commerce, favoring the transfer of the revenue marine to the Navy 
Department, as beneficial to both services; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented two petitions, numerously signed by citizens of 
Troy, Plattsburgh, and Oswego, in the State of New York, praying for 
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the passage of a bill to limit the hours of work in first and second class 
t-oflices ; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
'ost-Roads. ; 

He also presented a petition of citizens of the State of New York, 
praying for the passage of the McKinley tariff bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. . 

He also presented the petition of Hannah L. M. Frye, of New York 
City, praying for the extension of certain patents; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3553) for the relief of Montgomery M. Tuttle, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 4834) granting a pension to William S. Grow, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3321) to protect land claimants within railroad 
limits, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3611) to amend an act entitled An 
act to adjust the salaries of postmasters,’’ approved March 3, 1883, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported with an 
amendment the amendment submitted by Mr. CALL, May 10, 1890, in- 
tended to be proposed to the bill (S. 2786) for the donation of Fort 
Brooke military reservation at Tampa, Fla., for free schools and other 
purposes; which was ordered to be placed on the Calendar in connec- 
tion with the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 69) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to restrict the 
ownership of real estate in the Territories to American citizens,” etc., 
approved March 3, 1887, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was 


postponed indefinitely. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORRILL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4031) for the re- 
lief of Samuel H, Sentenne; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SANDERS introduced a bill (S. 4032) restoring the name of 
Ellen De Witt Hatch to the pension-rolls of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 4033) for the relief of Joseph 
G. Swank; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4034) removing the charge of desertion 
against PhilipSchrout; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4035) for the relief of Augustus Boyd; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4036) granting a pension to Morgan 
Gordon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MOODY introduced a bill (S. 4037) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River between the county of Yank- 
ton, State of South Dakota, and county of Cedar, in the State of Ne- 
braska; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 4038) granting a pension to Charles 
C. Hill; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

rs, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 4039) to amend sections 3834, 
3836, and 3837 of the Revised Statutes, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 4040) to limit the hours of work 
of clerks and employés in first and second-class post-offices; which was 
‘read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4041) ting leave of absence to clerks 
and employés in first and second-class post-offices; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4042) to grant pensions to 
officers of United States colored troops who seryed in the late war; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4043) granting a pension 
to all who served in the war of thé rebellion; which was read twice by 
‘its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4044) to amend section 
4718 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

si 


Mr. HOAR. I introducea joint resolution. It is brief; and I de- 
sire to have it read at length and referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections, 

The joint resolution (S. R. 96) proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution providing for the election of postmasters by the people was 
read the first time by its title and the second time at length, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senato and House of Representatives of the United ner) e 
ica in Congress assembled (two-thirds of cach House concurring therein), t the 
following proposed amendment to the Constitution of the United States shall 
be submnitted to the several States for their approval or rejection : 


“ARTICLE XVI. 


Postmasters shall be elected by the people in convenient districts. Electors 
of postmasters shall have the same qualifications as electors of members of the 
House of Representatives. Con s may provide by law for the establishment 
of such districts, for the term of office of postmasters, for their removal when 
necessary, and for carrying the provisions of this section ‘ect. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. BUTLER, Mr. CAMERON, and Mr. PADDOCK submitted 
amendments intended to be proposed by them respectively to the river 
and harbor appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


CATTLE SHIPMENTS TO CUBA. 
Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States and he is hereby, re- 
8 to institute negotiations with the Government of Spain for such modi- 

cations of the treaty with that Government as will enable American cattle to 
be shipped from Florida and elsewhere in the United States relieved from the 
present oppressive rates of duty and on such terms as will be reciprocal between 
Cuba and the United States. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MARTIN, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the House had the bill (S. 2784) 
to amend section 204 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, re- 
lating to the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House had the bill (S. 
884) to incorporate the King Theological Hall, with amendments in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate, 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5318) directing the purchase of silver bullion and the 
issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes; 

A bill a R. 7079) for the relief of Thomas J, Parker; and 

A bill (H. R. 7145) for the relief of Esther A. Keyser. 


TREASURY NOTES AND SILVER BULLION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed; and the Chair lays before the Senate un- 
finished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2350) authorizing the issue of Treasury notes on de- 
posits of silver bullion. : 

Mr. COCKRELL.. Mr. President, Senate bill No. 2350 entitled “A 
bill authorizing the issue of Treasury notes on deposit of silver bull- 
ion, directs the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase from time to 
time silver bullion to the amount of $4,500,000 worth in each month, 
at the market price, not exceeding $1 for 371} grains of pure silver, 
and to purchase such gold bullion as may be offered at a price not 
exceeding $1 for 23.22 grains of pure gold, and to issue in payment 
Treasury notes in such form and ot such denominations not less than $1 
nor more than $1,000 as he may prescribe, and makes these Treasury 
notes redeemable on demand in lawful money of the United States and 
receivable for customs, taxes, and all public dues, and when redeemed to 
be canceled, and when so received to be reissued, and when-held by 
any national-banking association to be counted as a part of its lawful 
reserve. 

It further requires the Secretary to coin such portion of the gold or 
silver bullion so pu as may be necessary for the redemption of 
the Treasury notes so issued, and repealsso much of the act of February 
28, 1878, as requires the monthly and coinage of not less than 
$2,000,000 or more than $4,000,000 worth of silver bullion. 

If enacted into law, the further coinage of silver bullion into stand- 
ard dollars of 412} grains, nine parts fine, will rest wholly in the mere 
discretion of the Secre of the Treasury, and he can so coin it or 
not, at his pleasure. 

It proposes no change of existing laws touching gold, except only 
the purchase of gold bullion with Treasury notes; and the holder of 
any gold bullion can now deposit the same and receive therefor gold 
certificates equally as valuable as the Treasury notes. 

Under the law of February 28, 1878, the Secretary of the Treasury 
must purchase not less than $2,000,000 worth of silver bullion monthly 
and coin it iato standard dollars, and can, if he will, in his disere- 
tion, purchase not more than $4,000,000 worth monthly and coin it 
into such dollars, and can issue silver certificates jor such dollars. 
Under the proposed measure the Secretary must purchase $4,500,000 
worth of silver bullion and pay therefor in Treasury notes, but he is 
not required to coin any of such bullion into silver dollars. Where, 
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then, is any benefit in this proposal over the existing law? The most 
that can be claimed is that this bill, if a law, would compel the Secre- 
tary to purchase with Treasury notes $500,000 worth of silver bullion 
more than he now has the legal right to purchase monthly, and to in- 
crease the currency to that extent. 

By our present laws gold bullion has free coinage and can be ex- 
changed at our mints grain for grain for gold coin, or can be deposited 
and gold certificates obtained therefor; and gold bullion is therefore 
practically equal to gold coin and equivalent to gold money. 

Under the pending bill silver bullion is still to be treated as a mere 
commodity, to be purchased in the market, just as any other metal can 
be purchased, and will be given none of the equivalents of money or 
currency. Why continue this legal discrimination and relentless war- 
fare against silver? 

It has not always been thus. By the common law of England, 
transplanted in this country by our ancestors, gold and silver were 
money and a lawful tender for the payment of debts down to the 
adoption of our written Constitution. 

By An act for encouraging of coinage,’ passed in 1666, England 
established free and gratuitous coinage of silver and gold at the ratio 
of 15 to 1, and both metals were placed upon an equal footing, and in 
1717 the ratio was changed to 15.2 to 1, and so remained up to 1816. 

By An act to prohibit the importation of light silver coin of this 
realm from foreign countries into Great Britain or Ireland, and restrain 
the tender thereof beyond a certain sum,’’ passed on January 13, 1774, 
silver coin was limited as a legal tender to £25 and under, and above 
that sum was a legal tender only according to value by weight, and so 
continued up to June 22, 1816. s 

We will now briefly examine our own legislation touching gold and 
silver. 

The Continental Congress on April 9, 1776, resolved— 

That a committee of seven be appointed to examine and ascertain the value 
of the several pieces of gold and silver coins current in these colonies, and the 
proportions they ought to bear to Spanish milled dollars. 

This committee on May 22, 1776, brought in their report, which was 
read and ordered to lie on the table, and on July 24, 1776, Congress 
resolved— 

That the report of the committee on gold and silver coins be recommitted. 

On September 2, 1776— 

The committee to whom was recommitted the report for ascertaining the 
value of the several species of gold and silver coins current in these States, and 
the proportion they and each of them ought to bear to Spanish milled dollars, 
brought in their report; which was read, and ordered to lie on the table. 

In this report the committee recommended 


That the several gold and silver coins passing in said colonies shall be re- 
ceived into the public Treasury of the Continent and paid out in exchange for 
bills emitted by authority of Congress, when the same shall become due, at the 
rate set down in the following table. 

And then gave the rates for silver and gold. 

The then existing coi of both metals was generally of light 
weight, and it is not possible to say with absolute accuracy what was 
the relative ratio thus established, but the ratio indicated was about 1 
to 15,2, 

Under the Articles of Confederation, the ratification of which was 
completed by the delegates for the State of Maryland March 1, 1781— 

The United States in Congress assembled shall also have the sole and exclu- 
sive right and power of regulating the alloy and value of coins struck by their 
authority or by that of the respective States, fixing the standard of weights and 
measures throughout the United States. 


On January 7,1782, the Congress resolved— 


That it be an instruction to the Superintendent of Finance to prepare and re- 
port to Congress a table of rates at which the different species of foreign coins 
5 to circulate within the United States shall be received at the Treas- 
ury thereof. 


On December 12, 1782, Robert. Morris, the Superintendent of Fi- 
nance, submitted his report, recommending that certain foreign coins 
named be valued at the sums therein named, estimated according to 
weight and fineness as bullion, therelative ratio being 1 to 14.56. 

On May 13, 1785, the Grand Committee of Congress on the Monetary 
Unit submitted their report and recommended the establishment of the 
ratio of 1 to 15, with alloy of one-twelfth part, and said: 

The quantity of pure silver being fixed that is to be the unit or dollar, and 
ee relation between silver and gold being fixed, all the other weights must fol- 

OW. 

On July 6, 1785— 

Congress took into consideration the report of the Grand Committee * * + 
on the subject of the money unit, and, on the question that the money unit of 

United States of America be $1, the yeas and nays being required by Mr. 
Howell, and every member answering ay,“ it was e that the money 
unit of the United States of America be 81. 

On August 8, 1786, the Congress— 

On a report of the Board of Treasury resolved that the standard of the United 
States of America for gold and silvershall be 11 parts fine and 1 part alloy; that 
the money unit of the United States being, by the resolve of Congress of the 
6th of July, 1788, a dollar, shall contain of fine silver 375.64 grains; that the 
money of account to Reng mer with the divisions of the coins, agreeably-with 
the above resolve, proceed in a decimal ratio. 

And ordered 


That the Board of Treasury report a N of an ordinance for the establish 
ment of a mint, 


On October 16, 1786, the Congress passed an ordinance entitled An 
ordinance for the establishment of the Mint of the United States of 
America and for regulating the value and alloy of coin,“ and therein 
provided for the coinage of gold, silver, and copper money, and pre- 
scribed the weight, fineness, and relative value. The mint contem- 
plated in this ordinance was never erected. The mint charge proposed 
was about 2 per cent. upon both gold and silver, and made the ratio 
of bullion at the mint as 1 to 15.22, a little below the ratio in coin. 

Passing from the confederation the Constitution of the United States 
declares that— 

The Congress shall have power * > to coin money, the value 
thereof, and of foreign coin, and fix the standard of weights and measures; * * 
* to provide for the punishment of counterfeiting the securities and current 
coin of the United States, 

And further, 

N. shall * © œ eee 
1 2 ents a tender in 3 ee 

Congress therefore has the exclusive power to coin money and to de- 
clare what coin shall current as money and to regulate and fix the 
value of such coin and of foreign coin as money, as legal tender for the 
payment of all debts, public and private, and no State can coin any 
money or make anything but gold and silver coin a tender in payment 
of debts. There is no restriction upon the power of Congress to coin 
money and regulate its value, either as to the metal to be coined into 
money or the weight or quantity of the metal, the value of which when 
coined Congress can regulate and fix. 

Congress, by An act establishing a mint and regulating the coins 
of the United States,“ approved April 2, 1792, exercised its constitu- 
tional power by establishinga mint and authorizing the coinage of gold, 
silver, and copper coins, and placed gold and silver upon a perfect 
equality, and gave to each free coinage and to the coins of each full 
legal tender in all payments, the gold coins to be eagles, half-eagles, 
and quarter- eagles of the declared value of ten, five, and two and one- 
half dollars, respectively, 11 parts pure gold to 1 of alloy, and the 
silver coin to be dollars or units, half-dollars, quarter-dollars, dimes, 
and half-dimes, and made them all a full legal tender in payment of 
any and all sums, 

The weight of the gold in one dollar if coined would have been 27 
grains standard and 24.75 pure, and the weight of the silver in the dollar 
or unit was 416 grains standard and 371} grains pure, and the value 
of this silver dollar was to be that of the Spanish milled dollar as then 
current. This law further declared ` 

That the money of account of the United States shall be expressed in dollars 
or units, dimes, or tenths, * * * and that all accounts of the public officers 
and all proceedings in the Congress of the United States shall be kept in due 
conformity with this regulation— 

And— 
that the proportional value of gold and silver in all coins which shall by law be 
current as money within the United States shall be as 15 to 1. 

This, our first monetary law, continued in force until June 28, 
1834. 

Congress, by An act concerning the gold coins of the United States, 
and for other purposes, approved June 28, 1834, and to take effect 
July 31, 1834, reduced the standard weight and fineness of the gold 
coins from 27 grains standard and 24.75 pure in the dollar to 25.8 
standard and 23.2 grains pure to the dollar, being a reduction of the 
standard gold of 1.2 grains and of the pure gold 1.55 grains to the dol- 
lar, and declared the new gold coins a full legal tender in all payments, 
and made all gold coins previously minted receivable in all payments 
at the rate of 94.8 cents per pennyweight. 

Congress, by An act to establish a mint and regulate the coins of 
the United States, approved January 18, 1837, fixed the standard for 
both gold and silver coin of the United States at nine parts pure to one 
of alloy, and the weight of the silver dollar at 412} grains, and of the 
half-dollars, quarter-dollars, dimes, and half-dimes correspondingly, and 
made them all legal tenders forallsums whatever. Thusthe alloy was 
reduced, while the pure silver of 371} grains was retained in the stand- 
ard silver dollar. 

The standard weight of the gold coins was not changed, but the fine- 
ness was fractionally advanced, so that a gold dollar if coined would 
have contained 23.22 grains pure gold instead of 23.20, and these re- 
ductions by the laws of 1834 and 1837 of the weight and fineness of the 
gold coins changed the relative valuation or ratio of gold and silver 
in coinage from 1 to 15 to 1 to 15.988, and increased the coining rate or 
legal-tender value of gold in this country 6.589 per cent., and both gold 
and silver bullion and coin were continued upon a perfect equality at 
the prescribed ratio. 

Congress, by ‘‘An act to authorize the coinage of gold dollars and 
double-eagles, approved March 3,1849, authorized the coinage of gold 
dollars, each to be of the value of $1, or unit“ and“ double-eagles, 
each to be of the value of $20, or units, with full legal tender and free 
coinage. 

Congress, by An act amendatory of existing laws relative to the half- 
dollar, quarter-dollar, dime, and half-dime, approved February 21, 
1853, reduced the standard weight of the half-dollar {rom 206} grains 
to 192 grains, a redaction of 14} grains, and the quarter-dollar, dime, 
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and half-dime correspondingly, to take effect from June 1, 1853, and 
made them legal tender for all sums not exceeding $5, and they could 
only be coined upon Government account from silver purchased in the 
market. 

This law continued the free coinage with unlimited legal tender of 
gold and silver bullion into gold coins and the standard silver dollar, 
and imposed a mint charge upon the depositor, whether the metal was 
coined or cast into ingots or bars, of one-half of 1 per cent. This 
law also authorized the coinage of the three-dollar gold piece, with full 
legal tender, and by the act of March 3, 1853, this law was made to 
take effect from April 1, 1853, and the charge for casting gold or sil- 
ver into bars or ingots was reduced to the actual cost thereof. 

By the law of March 3, 1853, the Secretary of the Treasury was au- 
thorized to establish in New York City an assay office for assaying and 
casting gold and silver bullion and foreign coin into bars, ingots, or 
disks, and the assistant treasurer at New York was made the treasurer 
of such assay office, and was authorized, upon the deposit of gold or 
silver bullion or foreign coin and the ascertainment of its net value, 
to— 
issue his certificate of the net value thereof, payable in coins of the same metal 
as that deposited, * * Which certificates shall be réceivable at any time 
within sixty days from the date thereof in payment of all debts due to the 
United S.ates at the port of New York, for the full sum therein certified— 

And the same charge was made as at the mint. This is the origin of 
our gold and silver certificates. 

Congress by An act to provide ways and means for the support of 
the Government,“ approved March 3, 1863, authorized the Secretary 
of the Treasury to issue certificates for gold coin or bullion deposited 
in sums of not less than $20, such certificates to be receivable in pay- 
ment of interest on the public debt and duties on imports. 

Congress by ‘‘An act revising and amending the laws relative to the 
mint, assay office, and coinage of the United States, approved Febru- 
ary 12, 1873, and known as the coinage act of that year, established a 
single gold standard and declared the gold dollar piece, of the standard 
weight of 25.8 grains, the unit of value, and omitted from the law the 
coinage of the silver dollar of 4124 grains, but continued the coinage 
of the half-dollar, quarter-dollar, and dime, increasing the weight of 
the half-dollar nine-tenths of a grain, or to 192.9, and the quarter-dol- 
lar and dime correspondingly, and limited their legal tender to any 
amount not exceeding $5 in one payment, the silver bullion to be pur- 
chased for such coinage and coined on Government account, and also 
authorized the coinage of the trade-dollar of 420 grains standard silver, 
to be a legal tender for $5, which legal tender was repealed by the law 
of July 22, 1876. R 

It also authorized the deposit of gold bullion to be formed into coins 
or bars, imposing a mint charge for coining gold bullion of one-fifth ot 
1 per cent., and authorized silver bullion to be formed into trade-dol- 
lars or bars subject to a mint charge equal tothe actual cost. 

By the resumption act of January 14, 1875, the mint charge for coin- 
ing gold bullion was removed and the coinage made free again. 

Congress, by An act to authorize the coinage of the standard silver 
dollar and to restore its legal-tender character,“ passed by Congress 
in February, 1878, and vetoed by President Hayes, and passed by Con- 
gress over his veto, and which became a law February 28, 1878, re- 
quired the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase from time to timesil- 
ver bullion at the market price, not less than $2,000,000 worth per 
month nor more than $4,000,000 worth per month, aud to cause thesame 
to be coined monthly as fast as so purchased into standard silver dol- 
lars of 412} grains of standard silver, and made all such coins equal 
with all silver coins of like weight and fineness previously coined, and 
legal tender for all debts, public and private, except where otherwise 
expressly stipulated in the contract. 

This law further authorized any holder of such coins to deposit the 
same in sums of not less than $10 and to receive certificates therefor, 
the coin to be held for their redemption, and the certificates to be re- 
ceivable for customs, taxes, and all public dues, and when so received 
to be reissued; and gave the Government the benefit of the seigniorage 
arising from the purchase of the silver bullion and its coinage. 

This is the existing law, proposed to be repealed by the pending bill. 

By the law of August 4, 1886, the Secretary of the Treasury was re- 
quired to issue silver certificates in denominations of one, two, and five 
dollars upon deposit of standard silvef dollars, or in lieu of silver cer- 
tificates of larger denominations, to be receivable, redeemable, and 
payable as provided in the law of February 28, 1878. 

I have thus minutely traced the history of our legislation touching 
gold and silver, that we may see it in all its relations and bearings. 

Is there any valid reason now justifying us as a nation to continue 
the existing discrimination by our laws in favor of the free and unlim- 
ited coinage of gold bullion and the issue of gold certificates for gold 
bullion, and against the free and unlimited coinage of silver bullion 
into the standard dollars of 4124 grains and the issue of silver certifi- 
cates for silver bullion ? 

No more important question has ever been presented to Congress, 
Our action will affect not only ourown people directly, but indirectly 
the people of all nations for the present and for ages to come. With- 
out political or partisan prejudice, without selfish interests, we should 
calmly and dispassionately discuss it and decide according to the weight 


of reasons, of facts, figures, and legitimate conclusions drawn from the 
history of the past. 

Would the free and unlimited coinage of silver bullion into full legal - 
tender standard silver dollars and the issue of silver certificates for sil- 
ver bullion be in derogation of any obligation of our nation to creditors? 
On May 1, 1890, our interest-bearing bonded debt, in addition to the 
$64,623,512 of bonds issued to the Pacific railroads, which are payable 
in any kind of legal-tender dollars, amounted to 5719, 072, 300, con- 
sisting ot $112,521,250 of the funded loan of 1891, redeemable Septem- 
ber 1, 1891, bearing 4} per cent. interest, and of $606,551,050 of the 
funded loan of 1907, redeemable July 1, 1907, bearing 4 per cent. in- 
terest, both issued under the refunding law of July 14, 1870. 

This law authorized the issue of these bonds *‘ redeemable in coin of 
the present standard value“ and required that the said bonds shall 
have set forth and expressed on their face the above specified condi- 
tions.“ Each of the bonds so issued and now outstanding has these 
wordsset forth in its body: ‘‘Redeemable * * * in coin of the stand- 
ard value of the United States on said July 14, 1870, with interest in 
such coin.” 

Beyond a reasonable doubt, the coin of the standard value of the 
United States on said July 14, 1870, consisted of gold coins of 25.8 
grains to the dollar, and of silver coins of 412} grains to the dollar, 
each equally having free coinage and full legal tender in all payments. 

Congress has the sole power to coin money and regulate the value of 
the coin, the quantity and weight of the gold and silver composing 
such coin, and their legal tender. Knowing this and fearing its exer- 
cise, the bondholders had inserted into the law of July 14, 1870, and 
in the face of the said bonds, the provisions quoted, so that notwith- 
standing any changes Congress might make in the standard value of coin 
thereafter to be minted, the dollars named in said bonds could only be 
paid in gold coin of 25.8 grains, nine parts fine, to the dollar, and silver 
coin of 412} grains, nine parts fine, to the dollar. 

On January 25, 1878, the Senate passed a resolution, which was agreed 
to and by the House of Representatives on January 28, declar- 
ing that the said bonds now outstanding are payable, principal and 
interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver 
dollars of the coinage of the United States, containing 4124 grains each 
of standard silver, and that to restore to its coinage such coins as legal 
tender in payment of said bonds is not in violation of public faith nor 
in derogation of the rights of the public creditor.” 

Every dollar of the interest-bearing bonded debt of the United States 
can to-day be paid just as honestly, legally, and equitably in the stand- 
ard silver dollar of our present coinage as in the gold dollar. The op- 
tion of paying the bonds in gold or sil ver dollars rests with the Govern- 
ment, and it is dishonest in the bondholder to refuse the silver dollar 
specifically named in his bond in payment thereof, e eee 
the plain letter of the law and the words on the face of the bonds 
the express declaration of Congress, the bondholders have demanded 
gold dollars alone, and the Secretaries of the , subservient to 
their interests, have paid the gold and refused to pay the silver dollars, 
thus unjustly discriminating against the silver dollarand depreciating 
its standard value and favorable consideration by the people of our own 
and of foreign countries, branding it as unworthy and unfit to rank 
equally with gold. 

By the laws of our nation the standard silver dollar is the equal in 
all respects of the gold dollar, and should be so treated and paid out to 
bondholders and others, without discrimination, by the Secretaries of 
the Treasury; and, if they will discriminate against and depreciate the 
standard silver dollar, then we should by law take from them any dis- 
cretion and compel them to pay it out indiscriminately with gold. 

The opponents of free coinage of silver equally with gold proclaim 
in season and outof season that from 1792 to 1873 we had free coinage 
of silver dollars, and yet only coined in that whole period 88,045, 838 
silver dollars, and this charge has been repeated and circulated all over 
the world, and is on the lips of every gold monometallist in E 
and has been hurled in the teeth of our delegates in the e 
monetary conferences. d 

Now, let us have the light of facts and figures and law upon this 
question, and see what was actually done from 1792 to the coinage act 
ot February 12, 1873. A 

From 1792 to 1853, inclusive, we coined in our mints $75, 961,554.90 
of standard silver half-dollars, quarter-dollars, dimes, and half-dimes, 
consisting of 132,498,306 half-dollar pieces, 15,996,162 quarter-dollar 
pieces, 38,900,625 dimes, and 36,465,978 half-dimes, aggregating 
223,861,071 separate pieces, and being about nine separate pieces to 
man, woman, and child of our population; and all these coins were, b 
law, a full legal tender in payment of all sums whatever equally wi 
the standard silver dollar and gold coins. 

Under the laws existing up to 1857 there was no necessity, no use, 
no reason for the coinage of such dollars. By the common law, the 
resolves of the Continental Congress and of the Congress of the Con- 
federation already quoted, gold and silver coins were current and legal 
tenders at about the ratio of 1 to 15, and no United States coins were 
minted prior to 1792. Among the first laws passed by Congress under 
the Constitution was that of $ uly 31, 1789, to regulate the collection 
of duties, which prescribed the rates at which foreign coins and cur- 
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rency should be estimated as money, and made them receivable forall 
duties and debts at such rates, and from that date almost continuously 
up to February 21, 1857, foreign coins of gold and silver, and particu- 
larly the Spanish milled dollar and the Mexican dollar, were made cur- 
rent and receivable for all public dues and a legal tender for all de- 
mands at the rates declared in such laws, the Spanish milled dollar and 
the Mexican dollar being estimated at 100 cents, or $1. 

These foreign-coined silver dollars answered every purpose of our 
own silver dollars, and consequently very few silver dollars were coined 
prior to 1857. During the war, beginning in 1861 and up to 1879, our 
money was a paper currency. In 1868 thesilver bullion in the standard 
dollar was worth 2.57 cents more than the gold dollar, and we coined 
54, 800 silver dollars. In 1869 the silver dollar was worth 2. 47 cents 
more than the gold dollar, and we coined 231,350 silver dollars. In 
1870 the silver dollar was worth 2.67 cents more than the gold dollar, 
and we coined 588,308 silver dollars. In 1871 the silver dollar was 
worth 2.57 cents more than the gold dollar, and we coined 657,929 sil- 
ver dollars. p 

In 1872 the silver dollar was worth 2.25 cents more than the gold 
dollar, and yet we coined 1,112,961 silver dollars, being the largest 
number of silver dollars ever coined in any year since the establish- 
ment of the mint. In the year 1873, up to the passage of the coinage 
act of February 12, stopping the further coinage of the standard silver 
dollar, that dollar was worth forty-six-one-hundredths of one cent more 
than the gold dollar, and we coined in the one month and twelve days 
of that year 977,150 silter dollars. 

During these five years one month and twelve days from 1868 to 
February 12, 1873, we coined 3,622,498 standard silver dollars, being 
45 per cent. of onr total coinage of such dollars up to said last date. 

These figures show conclusively the increasing coinage of the stand- 
ard dollar up to the day its coinage was stopped by law, beginning soon 
after the close of the war and after the law prohibiting the further cur- 
rency and legal tender of foreign silver coins in this country. 

Again, the gold monometallists and the opponents of free and unlim- 
ited coinage of the silver dollar proclaim to the world that since the 
28th of February, 1878; to May 1, 1890, we have coined 363,626,266 
standard silver dollars, and our people will not use them as a circulat- 
ing medium, and they are stored away in our Government vaults until 
we have no room for more, and are threatened with a deluge of silver 
dollars, a depreciated and discarded money, and dire consequences have 
been predicted from year to year by our gold sages and prophets un- 
less we stop their further coinage. Itis true we have coined the num- 
ber of dollars named, but all the other charges and predictions are 
false and without any foundation in truth, as the facts and figures will 

ve. 

I present a table compiled by the Director of the Mint showing the 

number of standard silver dollars coined and then the number in out- 
standing certificates circulating and used as money, and then the num- 
ber of such dollars actually circulating as coin money, and theamount 
or balance of the total coinage of silver dollars remaining in the Treas- 


ury: 
Coinage, outstanding certificates, amount in circulation, and balance in Treas- 
ury of standard silver dollars from January 1, 1879, to May 1, 1890. 


Outstanding In circula- | Balance in 
Date. Coinage. | certificates. | (ion Treasury. 
$413, 360 | $5,790,721 | $16, 291, 469 

3, 824, 252 | 16,887,586 | 29,343,812 
86,127,711 | 29, 262, 487 12. 062, 807 
62,315, 320 | 35,791, 043 7, 274, 617 
68, 443, 660 38. 938. 238 25,573,182 
96,717,721 | 41,975,734 | 22,731, 664 
114, 865, 911 | 43,059,129 | 31, 636,954 
93,179, 465 52, 51,571 | 72,538,725 
117, 246,670 | 61,117,409 | 71,259,568 
176, 855, 423 | 64,222,818 | 42,062,116 
246, 219, 999 | 60,779, 321 8, 186, 870 
282, 949, 073 | GL, 266,501 5, 586, 427 
292, 923,348 | 56,994,977 13, 505, 941 


E. O. LEECH, Director of the Mint. 


Max 26, 1890. 

This table shows that on May 1, 1890, of our total coinage, 292,923, - 
348 silver dollars were represented by silver certificates circulating and 
used as money, and 56,994,977 were circulating and used as coin money, 
and that only a balance of $13,505,941 was in the Treasury, constitut- 


ing a part of the very large surplus held in the These silver 
certificates are in denominations of one dollar, two dollars, five dollars, 
and ten dollars, largely, and are in daily use as money, are preferred 
to coin just as gold certificate: are preferred to gold coin, and are upon 
a perfect par and equality with gold certificates and gold coin. 

ot only are our silver certificates upon a perfect par and equality 
with gold certificates, but they have been actually 8 to the gold 
coin itself. By an official report of the Secretary of the Treasury dated 
January 24, 1884, it isshown that during the calendar years 1880, 1881, 
1882, and 1883 $78,754,000 in gold coin were deposited in the Treas- 
ury and subtreasuries in exchange for silver certificates; and this 


Gold coin received for— 


statement does not include the amounts of gold ‘coin deposited in New 
York in exchange for silver certificates prior to July 22, 1882, of which 
noaccount has been kept. Notonly so, but silver certificates, standard 
dollars and minor silver coins have been preferred to national-bank 
notes, United States notes, gold certificates, and gold coin, as shown 
by this table from Treasury Department, which I will now read: 


Statement showing the amount of national-bank notes, United States notes, 
gold certificates, and gold coin received at offices for silver cer- 
tifieates, standard dollars, and fractional silver coin for the fiscal years 
1887, 1888, and 1889. 


Description. 


National-bank notes received for— 
rtificates. 


Silver ce: A SA $540, 653 
Standard dollars. 5,818,279 
Fractional silver coin 1, 685, 227 
Dan. 044, 159 
— — 
United States notes received ſor 
Silver certifloates. . . 090 2.331.617 
Standard dollars........ 15, 431, 1 
Fractional silver coin... 
T 


Gold certificates received ſor 
Silver certificates..... 


619,590 | 6,443,580 
1 9,803, 801 


Silver certificates... 
Standard dollars. 


UNITED STATES TREASURER’S OFFICE, Division of Accounts, May 20, 1890, 


And not only have we this very large circulation as money of silver 
certificates and of standard silver dollars, but we had on May 1, 1890, 
outstanding and in actual circulation, $53,804,039 in subsidiary silver 
coins, composed of half-dollars, quarter-dollars, and dimes, limited in 
legal-tender power to $5 and containing 26.7 grains less of standard 
silver to the dollar than the silver dollar. 

On May 1, 1890, we had in the Treasury $320,878,411.61 in gold 
coin and bullion, of which $134,642,839 were represented by outstand- 
ing certificates, leaving a net balance of gold in the Treasury of $186,- 
235,572.60. During all the time since the restoration of the coinage 
of the standard silver dollar to limited coinage with full legal tender 
the Treasury Department has constantly discriminated in favor of 
gold and against the silver dollar, refusing to pay the silver dollar in 
8 our bonds or of the interest thereon, and, to the extent 
of the ability of our Treasury Department tod late the silver dol- 
lar in the estimation of our own people and of the whole world, it has 
been depreciated. 


The people of other nations of the world should know the truth and 
the fact that our people prefer a sound, redeemable legal-tender paper 
circulation, based upon the untarnished honor and unquestionable sol- 
vency of our Government, as the legal-tender United States nctes or 
greenbacks are, and upon coin held in the Treasury for their redemp- 
tion, as the gold and silver certificates are, to the coins themselves, and 
when they have the coins will deposit them in the Treasury and take 
for them the paper certificates and circulate and use them as money. 

By the resumption act of January 14, 1875, the Secretary of the 
Treasury was required to redeem and cancel the legal-tender United 
States notes in excess of $300,000,000 until they were reduced to that 
sum. 

Congress, by the act of May 31, 1878, prohibited the further retire- 
ment of such notes, and required them when redeemed or received into 
the Treasury to be reissued and paid out and kept in circulation, and 
ever since that date we have had $346,681,016 of such notes in exist- 
ence, used and circulating as money, with full legal tender in pay- 
ment; and not a dollar of them will be or should be canceled until 
every dollar of our bonded interest-bearing obligations has been paid, 
and not even then unless we shall have gold and silver certificates and 
coin in such abundance as may be required by the people in business 
transactions to meet all their wants as money. 

The future currency of this great country should be, and I hope will 
be, the legal-tender United States or Treasury notes, coin certificates 
based upon deposits of coin or bullion of gold and silver, held in the 
Treasury for their redemption, and of actual coin. 

Such a currency isdemanded by our people and is necessary for their 
use as money. 

we are told by the gold monometallists and opponents of sil- 
ver that, notwithstanding we have coined 363,626,266 standard silver 
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ollars since the limited restoration of their coinage, yet the value or 

e silver metal or bullion in the markets of the world has constantly 
depreciated from 89 cents in 1878 to 72 cents now for the 412} grains 
standard silver in the dollar, and that silver is no longer fit to be given 
free and unlimited coinage with legal tender, but must be made a mere 
subsidiary or minor coin, minted only by the Government on its own 
account, limited in legal tender to small sums for the great masses of 
the people, and to be redeemable in gold or paper currency. 5 

Value is a relative term, and not an unchanging quantity or weight, 
as a bushel or pound, nor an unvarying measure, as a foot or a yard. 
The relative value between the metals gold and silver in the markets 
of the world has fluctuated and changed, measured one by the other. 
This is indisputable, but it does not determine whether gold has rela- 
tively increased in value or purchasing power or silver fallen in value 
or purchasing power. It is just as truthful and correct to assert in 
such cases of fluctuation that gold has risen in value as to say that sil- 
ver has fallen in value. 

To determine truthfully and correctly whether the change or fluct- 
uation in their relative values or purchasing power has arisen from an 
increase in the value of gold or a fall in the value of silver, they must 
each be compared in value with the other, and also with the value of 
the great staple products of the world used and consumed by mankind 
generally, and whose weights and measures are certain, fixed, and 
unchanging, as the pound, bushel, and yard. 

Without going into a detailed statement of the prices of the greatest 
and most important staple products of the world, and especially of our 
own country, such as wheat, corn, cotton, meat products, wool, and 
most manufactured products, as well as lands used for agricultural 

it is sufficient to state the facts shown by the most reliable 

Tan collected by the friends of a single gold standard and by the op- 

ents as well as by the friends of the free coinage of silver and of 

The double standard. These facts so collated show conclusively that 

there has been a very marked fall in the prices of such products from 
1870 and 1880 to the present day. 

The authorities, while agreeing to the marked fall of prices during 
these periods, do not agree upon the causes which have produced such 
fall. Some attribute the fall to one cause and some to another, and 
still others to other causes, Whatever the cause or causes may have 
been, an actual fall in price has taken place, with very serious losses 
to the great masses of our people. 

To ascertain the general level of prices of the leading products of 
the world, taking one hundred different principal articles of production 
as a basis, at given periods, we quote from Dr. A. Soetbeer as follows: 


Taking the whole one hundred articles together, we find that the general level 
of prices was higher in 1886 than in 1847-1850 by 4.96 cent. The case is very 
‘erent if we compare the average prices of 1885 with those of the period of 
1871-1875. This becomes plain if we compare the prices of diferent groups in 
1871-1575 and in 1886. Taking one hund as the prices in 1871-1875, we find that 
a fall in prices had taken place, as follows: 


up VI. Textile material ... * 
Group VII. Miscellaneous x 


For all the one hundred articles the comparative prices show a fall in 1886 
compared to 1871-1875 of 22 per cent, 

‘This shows conclusively the fall in prices of commodities. 

These facts to which I have referred show conclusively that prices of 
commodities, the great staple products, have fallen when measured by 
or compared with the purchasing power of the metal gold in all coun- 
tries using the gold standard, but have not fallen when measured by 
or compared with the purchasing power of the metal silver in any 
country using the silver standard to any considerable extent, and 
even to the extent of the amount of such fall the purchasing power of 
silver has not fallen. 

They further show that even in the gold-standard countries in which 
silver coins are used and are by law an unlimited, or even a limited, 
l tender, as in the United States, England, Germany, France, and 
other countries, the prices of còmmodities have fallen to the same ex- 
tent when measured by such silver coins as when measured by gold 
or gold coins; and the purchasing power of such unlimited or limited 
legal-tender silver coins has not fallen, and such silver coins will pay 
for the staple products equally with gold and maintain the same rela- 
tive purchasing power with gold, dollar for dollar, while the prices of 
commodities have fallen, whether measured by gold or such silver coins. 

Speen ny bers fall in prices can not be attributed to any deprecia- 
tion or fall in the fee ean yd power of silver coins in any country hay- 
ing such coins with legal-tender power or to any depreciation or fall in 
the purchasing power of the metal silver in any country having the 

silver standard. 

I admit that the same quantity of the metal gold, endowed as it is by 
law with free coinage and consequently with the same functions and 
power by gold coin as money, will now purchase in the markets 
of Europe and America a greater quantity, relatively, of the metal sil- 
ver, limited in coinage or deprived of free coinage, than in 1873, and that 
there has been a change or divergence in their ratio of value. It is 
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exceedingly important, therefore, that we should ascertain what acts, 
if any, have caused this divergence in ratio, and the supposed facts 
which caused such action to be taken. 

First, then, what has been and is now the relative value or ratio of 
these two metals? 

According to the tables published in the report of the Director of our 
Mint, showing the ratio of silver to gold each year since 1687, we find 
the ratio in 1687 was 14. 94 silver to 1 of gold, or 14.94 to 1; and in 1871 
was 15.57 to 1, and that the two greatest divergencies from this ratio 
were in 1760, when the ratio was 14.14 to 1, and in 1813, when the ratio 
was 16.25 to 1; but in the next year, 1814, it was 15.04 to 1. 

The average ratios during these one hundred and eighty-five years 
was about 15.5 to 1, showing a remakable steadiness in the relative 
values. The ratio in 1872 was 15.63 to 1; in 1873, 15.92 to 1; in 187. 
16.17 to 1; in 1875, 16.59 to 1; in 1876, 17.88 to 1, and in 1888, 21. 
to 1, and in 1889, 22.10 to 1. 

These ratios are taken from 1687 to 1832 from tables by Dr. Soetbeer 
from quotations of such prices at Hamburg; and from 1833 to 1878 
from Pixley & Abell’s tables of quotations in the London market; and 
since 1878 from the daily telegrams from London to our Mint Bureau. 

London for many years has been the great market for the world in 
fixing the price of silver as a metal by the gold standard. 

It can not be truthfully asserted that the unequal relative produc- 
tion of these two precious metals throughout the world has caused the 
divergence or change in the ratios, The combined stock of these metals 
existing in the world is so great compared with their annual produc- 
tion that the excessive production of the one over the other has but a 
slight effect in their ratios of value. Even the unprecedented pro- 
duction of gold in California and Australia caused but slight change 
in their ratio. 

I lay down these two propositions: 

First. That the fluctuation or change in the relative value or ratio 
of gold to silver from 1872 to this date has not been caused by any ex- 
cessive production of silver over gold throughout the world. 

Second. That the change in the ratio of gold to silver has been caused 
by the exaggerated statements of the probable production of gold and 
silver, and particularly of silver, in the United States, made and pub- 
lished broadcast throughout Europe by officials and representatives of 
our Government, and also by the representations and efforts of our 
Government officials and representatives and other gold monometal- 
lists, made to secure the adoption of the single gold standard here, re- 
sulting in the passage of the coinage actof 1873, and finally by the dis- 
criminating legislation and action of European Governments 
silver and in favor of gold, caused by such exaggerated statements so 
made and published, and by our proposed and finally accomplished es- 
tablishment of the single gold standard in 1873. 

Now, in proof of my first proposition I have prepared a statement from 
the tables of Dr. A. Soetbeer, a gold monometallist, showing the per- 
pane of the production of gold and silver throughout the world, as 

‘ollows: 


Of the total production of gold and silver throughout the world, estimated for 
periods of ten and five years, the average percentage of the value of gold to sil- 
ver was as follows: 


1801-1810... 23.7 gold to 76.3 silver. 
1811-1820. 24.7 gold to 75.3 silver, 
1821-1830. 32.7 gold to 67. 3 silver. 
1831-1840, .34.9 gold to 65. 1 silver, 
1841-1850 52. 7 gold to 47.3 silver, 
1851-1855. 77.6 gold to 22.4 silver, 
1856-1860.. 77.4 gold to 22.6 silver, 
1861-1865 72.1 gold to 27.9 silver, 
1866-1870. „69. 4 gold to 30.6 silver, 
1871-1875 .. 58.5 gold to 41.5 silver, 
1876-1850... 55. 7 gold to 44,3 silver, 
SEEN a Sy Srccnscsna — phphawon esteohabsbecdade sects 19. 3 gold to 50.7 silver, 


Thus while the average percen! of the value of gold to silver produced in 
the world for the ten years 1801-1810 was 23.7 of gold 1076.3 of silver and for the 
ten goare 1861-1870 was 70.75 of gold to 29.25 of silver, the average ratioof gold 
to silver during the ten years 1501-1810 was 15.00 to 1, and during the ten years 
1861-1870 was 15.47 to 1, showing a very small change or variation in ratio or value, 
and that in favor of silver. 

Now, comparing the five-year periods, 187118 75 and 1881-1885, 
we see that while the average percentage of the value of gold to silver 
produced in the world was, for the former period, 58.5 of gold to 41.5 
of silver and, for the latter period, 49.3 of gold to 50.7 of silver, yet the 
average ratio of gold to silver for the former period was 15.95 to 1, or 
a little less than the ratio now fixed by law for gold coins and the stan- 
dard silver dollar; and for the latter period was 18.59 to 1, quite a 
wide change and greater than the change in the relative production. 

These figures show conclusively the correctness of my first proposi- 
tion. 

I will now give the proofs to establish my second p ition. 

Preliminary to this, let us ascertain the exact conditions of the coin- 
age systems of the principal nations of the world in 1860. Great Brit- 
ain, Portugal, and Turkey were the only three European nations hav- 
ing a single gold standard. Great Britain had maintained the double 
standard at the ratio of 15.2 to 1 from 1717 to 1797, when i 15. 
ments were suspended and continued up to 1821, and on June 22, 1816, 
during this specie suspension, adopted the single gold standard, which 
was the first discrimination by law of any important commercial nation 
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against silver, and in her markets the price for silver, a mere commod- 
ity, has ever since been regulated by the value of her single-standard 
legal-tender gold coins. 

The cause prompting England in establishing her single gold stand- 
ard is manifest. Specie payments were suspended, and she had a great 
mass of worn, clipped, and mutilated coin, current and legal tender, 
and yet varying greatly in metal value and weight, and was looking 
forward to the early resumption of specie payments, and was a great 
creditor nation, having vast commercial transactions with the civilized 
countries, and was practically the money center of the world, with the 
nations paying tribute to her and interest in money on loans, and de- 
sired to unify her coinage in the interest of her creditor-ruling classes 
and increase the purchasing power of the dollar, its value, and hence 
adopted the single gold standard, and yet retained a subsidiary silver 
coinage with legal tender for 40 shillings for the transaction of the vast 
amount of business among her masses, and established the grand cen- 
tral market in London for the sale and disposition of the entire silver 
products of the world, asa mere metal or commodity, to be there meas- 
ured by her own gold legal-tender coins. 

In 1860 all Asia used silver as the standard money. Austria-Hun- 
gary, The Netherlands, Sweden, Norway, Denmark, Spain, and Russia 
had thesinglesilverstandard. France, Belgium, Switzerland, and Italy 
had the double standard with free coinage and full legal tender at the 
ratio of 15.5 to 1. Germany had the single silver standard at the ratio 

of 15.5 to 1, adopted on January 24, 1857. 

Such was the condition of coinage in 1860. On November 22, 1862, 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office of the United States, 
Hon. J. M. Edmunds, in his annual report to the Secretary of the In- 
terior, described— 

The greatauriferous region of the United States * * * embracing portions 
of Dakota, Nebraska, Colorado, all of New Mexico, with Arizona, Utah, Ne- 
vada, California, Oregon, and Washington Territory, and other mountain 
ranges, ’ 

And then said: > 

These mountains are literally stocked with minerals, 
interspersed in profusion over this immense surface and daily brought to light 
by new discoveries. The precious metals are found embedded in mountains of 
quartz, rich washings marking the pathway of rivers and floods, Besides their 
wealth in gold, no part of the world is so rich in silver mines as Nevada and 
New Mexico, and yet these may be estimated as only in proportion to the gold 
fields, which are in process of development with amazing results, 

The recent discoveries in the Colorado or southern portion of California, and 
in the regions stretching thence away up to and north of the Salmon River in 
Washington Territory, are every day stimulating the mining enterprise of our 
papis, Prior to the gold discoveries in 1848, at Sutter's race, in ifornia, the 

Id product of the world was only an average of eighteen millions, In 1853 
the yield of California was seventy millions, about four times the aggregate 
gold product of the world prior to 1848, and that sum may be set down as the 
present average from that State alone. If we compare the known gold fields 
elsewhere in our domain with the yield of California, we would have, if an 
equal ratio of labor was applied, an annual value of between three and four 
hundred millions. -That an adequate amount of labor to this end will be at 
hand when peace returns is not to be doubted. 

He then suggests that— 

An immense revenue may be readily obtained by subjecting the public mines 
there to lease under quarterly payments, or quarterly tax, as seigniorage upon 
the actual product. 

And then states the amount of the public debt, and that— 

A tax of some 8 per cent. on the whole yield of the mines * * * would 
pay off the interest. 

And then says: 

The yield of the precious metals alone of this on will not fall below $100,- 
000,000 the present year, and it will augment with the increase of population for 
centuries to come. The value of these mines is absolutely incalculable. * * * 
Within ten years the annual product of these mines will reach $200,000,000 in 
the precious metals alone. 

He asserts that while his estimate may be somewhat extravagant he 
believes experience will demonstrate that the estimate is too low.“ 

The Secretary of the Interior, Hon. Caleb B. Smith, in transmitting 
this report to the President, quoted from it and said: 

The present annual production in California is estimated to average $70,000,- 
000, and the commissioner after extensive inquiry from all available sources 

ates the production of gold the present year at 8100, 000, 000. 
And then said: 
If an amount of labor relatively 


been applied to the gold fields alr 


itisbelieved that Se of this year, 
have exceeded $400,000,000. 

But how did these exaggerations become known and have any effect 
in Europe? I will show. In September 1863, at Berlin, an inter- 
national statistical congress was convened for the express purpose of 
considering the question of weights, measures, and coins, and was com- 
pas of delegates from Australia, Belgium, Denmark, France, Great 
Britain, Holland, Italy, Norway, Portugal, Prassia, Russia, Spain, 
Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey, and many other nationalities and prov- 
inces, and our Government was there represented by Hon. Samuel B. 
Saggies, duly appointed and accredited by the President of the United 

tates. 


On September 11, 1863, Mr. Ruggles, as our representative, pre- 
sented to that congress a written statement in which he quoted from 
the official report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office of 
December 29, 1862, the parts which I have just read, and then added: 


From the documents and other evidences now before the international sta- 
tistical Congress it must be apparent that the auriferous regions of the United 


ld and silver being 


ual to that expended in California had 
y known to exist outside of that State. 
including that of California, would 


States are destined sooner or later to add materially to the supply of precious 
metals, and thereby to affect the currency of the world, espaci y if taken in 
connection with the capacity of the auriferous regions of Russia, Australia, and 
British America, and the possibility of increased activity in the mines of Mexico. 


He then suggested the appointment of a commission— 


To collect such facts as may be gathered from authentic sources in respect to 
the probable future production of gold and silver, and to present them for con- 
sideration to the international statistical congress at the next or some future 
session. 


; It is easy to imagine with what alarm, apprehension, and consterna- 
tion these glowing descriptions, exaggerated statements, of the rapidly 
approaching avalanche of gold and silver must have been received. 
sidered, and digested by these assembled doctrinaires from the nations 
of the earth in their efforts to solve the question and to determine 
and agree upon the weight and standard for the coinage of such masses 
of the precious metals, 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in the finance report of December 4, 
= in speaking of the metalliſerous regions of the United States, 
said: 

This product of gold and sil during th t ill not, 
fall very much, if at all, short of $100,000,000, and it must long continue grade: 
ally yet rapidiy to increase. If this product be subjected toa reasonable seign- 
joruge as su, some, or if, as suggested by others, the mineral lands 
subdivided and sold in convenient parcels with proper ons in favor of 
the miners now in occupation of particular localities, a very considerable rev- 


pa 
enue may doubtless be obtained from these regions without hardship to the 
actual settlers or occupiers, 


And the Director of the Mint, in his report of October 27, 1862, to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, described in glowing colors the gold and 
silver yield of our country, and said: 


Adding together all these sources of supply of both gold and 
safely estimate an annual yield in these times of 8178. 000,000, or seven times 
the amount produced annually for some years prior to the year 1815. 


The Director of the Mint, in his report of November 23, 1864, quotes 
from the Report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office ot 
1862, and then goes on to describe the probable yield of the precious 
metals in this country, and says: 

I anticipate a production of gold and silver for the year 1866 of $200,000,000, 

He also estimated the yield of 1865 at $120,000,000, and then said: 


In submitting the above estimates of the annual production of gold and silver 
I concur with the Commissioner of the General Land Office, who computed the 
yield of the precious metals in 1862 at $100,000,000, although I am not unaware 
that the computation of the San Francisco press greatly reduces the aggregate. 


The Director of the Mint, in his report of September 29, 1865, said: 


The reports from the gold and silver mining portions of the United States are 
of the most encouraging character. “The developments of the past year prove 
the supply of these minerals to be inexhaustible. * ~ > It is not easy to ob- 
tain any other reliable statistics than those officially appended to the report of 
the Director of the Mint, but these do not assume to give the amount of the 
entire production of the precious metals. The shipments to other countries 
must be large. 

For example, we are vaguely assured that the silver mines of Nevada ar 
a shipment of 1 ton daily, which would equal $12,000,000 annually. * * * e 
have had frequent opportunities for conversation with persons who travel or 
reside in the various mining regions of the United States and of contiguous 
provinces, and it is interesting to hear their accounts of the vast development 
of wealth and prospects of profitable industry. We also have an interesting 
statement, and one particularly so at this junctare of our national affairs, from 
a proprietorin the gold on of North Carolina, that the system of paid labor 
is likely to show its just and nutural effects in the increased return of gold." 


In order to ascertain with accuracy our productions of gold and sil- 
ver, Congress, in the sundry civil appropriation law of July 28, 1866, 
appropriated $10,000 to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to collect 
reliable statistical information concerning the gold and silver mines of 
the Western States and Territories. Mr. J. Ross Browne was appointed 
the special commissioner for the collection of the mining statistics, and 
on November 24, 1866, submitted his preliminary report, accompanied 
by many statistical and special reports, and said: 

Assuming the estimate of the product of bullion as above given to be approxi- 
mately correct, it will be seen that the States and Territories on the Pacific 
Slope produce annually upwards of $100,000,000 of the precious metals, a quan- 
tity more than four times as great as the total product of the world less than 
thirty years ago, The improved processes for the extraction of these metals 
from their ores made within the past two years and the constantly increasing 
area over which gold and silver mines are being developed furnish strong guar- 
anties that there will be no abatement of 9 for years tocome. * * * 

silver product of the 

estern States and Territories for 1866 shows a total of $106,000,000, or nearly 

a the combined bullion of the Government and all the banks of the 
country. 


Much consideration is given to the celebrated Comstock Lode, and 
Mr. Brown quotes from a report made by Baron Richtofen in 1866 on 
the Comstock Lode, its character, and the probable mode of its con- 
tinuance and depth, in which he said: 


In winding up these considerations we come to the 
the amount of nearly $50,000,000 which have been ext c 
Lode is but a small proportion of the silver awaiting future extraction in the 
virgin portions of the vein from the lowest level explored down to indefinite 
depth; but that, from analogy with other ntiferous veins as well as from 
facts observed on the Comstock Lode, the d on of silver through extensive 
deposits of middle and low-grade ores is far more probable than its accumula- 
tion in bodies of rich ore. 


On March 5, 1868, Mr. Brown submitted a full and final report under 
said appropriation, in which he said: 
No uneasiness need be felt as to a decrease in the source — After 
ns I feel justified in asse 
ithout limit, Explorations e 
the mine: 


many years of travel through the minin; 
by competent parties during the past year in many parts of ral region 


silver, we may 


positive conclusion that 
from the Comstock 


that our mineral resources are practically 


con- 
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hitherto unknown demonstrate that the area of mineral deposit is much larger 
than was ever before supposed, 


And then, referring to the probable production in Mexico, said: 


The production should rise to $50,000,000 or $100,000,000 a year, and those com- 
panies which could get possession of the best mines should make princely fort- 
unes for all their shareholders. 


And then, speaking of the yield throughout the world, said: 


A t increase in the production of gold and silver is probable. In Cali- 
ieh rÀ Australia, and Siberia goid-mining is now conducted under many dis- 
advantages. 


And in speaking of the results of the mining, discussed how individ- 
uals are enriched by mining and how nations are enriched by mining 
and how the precious metals fall in value, saying: 


A third effect of the production of the precious metals in large quantities is 
that the prices of other articles generally are affected. We want gold and silver 
for coin and for use in the arts, and the smaller the supply relative to the de- 
mand, the higher the value. 


And then says: 


But whatever may be the relative position of the two metals, it is certain that 
the time isnot far distant when the price of the twoas compared with other 
products of human labor must fall. They are now increasing far more rapidly 
than is the demand for them, and at the present rate of increase they would 
soon have to begin to fall perceptibly. But the peadostion will become much 
greater than itis. The vast improvements that have been made both in gold 
and silver mining in the last twenty years are applied to only a few mines, 
and the reward for those who introduce them into other parts of the world is 
80 large and so certain that the introduction can not be delayed to any remote 
pa . If all the argentiferous lodes of Mexico, Peru, and Bolivia known to 

rich were worked with the machinery used at Washoe their yield would 
really flood the world. »The inevitable fall in the value of precious 
metals will be of benefit to mankind generally. It will reduce the wealth of 
the rich and the debts of nations, Those national debts now existing will be 
reduced 20 or 30 per cent., the interest as well as the principal. 


All these statements have been published abroad throughout Europe 
and are as familiar to the citizens and financiers there as here. 

Now, as touching the representations and efforts to establish a single 
gold standard in this country, the Director of the Mint in his report 
of October 10, 1861, said: 


The gold dollar of the United States, conforming in standard value and deci- 
mal character to all the poia and silver coinage of the country except the silver 
dollar, has been properiy selected and should be retained for the standard of 
value for all coins used or employed in commercial or governmental transac- 
tions with other nations. 

The silver dollar of the United States, differing as it does in commercial or 
decimal value from the other silver coins in our country, can not, without dis- 
turbing our decimal system and producing confusion in the relative value of our 

id and silver coinage, be u as a standard. * As the dollar, which 
Ethe unit of our money, is represented in gold coin, it would seem desirable 
not to have any other dollar in any other metal; but, if this is inadmissible and 
the silver dollar should be retained, then it should be reduced to ei tenths 
of an ounce to be in true relation to our other silver coins. * * + e reason 
for its retention having ceased, either we should cease to coin the silver dollar 
or it should be made to conform in weight and value to our lesser silver coins. 


The Secretary of the Treasury, in his finance report for 1862, says: 


In his last report, the Secretary took occasion to invite the attention of Con- 
gress to importance of uniform weights, measures, and coins, and the worth 
of the decimal system in the commerce of the world. He now ventures to sug- 
gest that the present demonetization of gold may weil be availed of for the pur- 
pose of taking one considerable step towards these great ends. Ifthe half 

le of the Union be made of equal weight and fineness of the gold sovereign 
of Great Britain, no sensible injury could possibly arise from the nge; while, 
on the resumption of specie payments, its t advantages would be felt inthe 
equalization of exchange and the convenience of commerce. This act of the 
United State, moreover, might be followed by the adoption by Great Britain of 
the Federal decimal divisions of the coin, and thus a most important advance 
might be secured towards an international coinage, with values decimally ex- 


p 
The Director of the Mint, in his report of October 21, 1863, says: 


Permit me again to refer to the anomalous character of the silver dollar of the 
United States and to the remark on this subject in my report for the fiscal year 
end June 30, 1861. The dollar is our unit of value, but the value of the gold 
and silver dollars under existing laws is not the same, and therefore we have 
no certain or determined standard of value. Gold, being more fixed and certain 
in its valuation, is not only better than silver as a standard of value in our 
monetary system, but better expresses the equivalent value of foreign coin in 
our currency, and therefore the gold déllar should be by Jaw adopted as the 
the unit of value of our money, 


The Director of the Mint, in his report of October 3, 1864, says: 


Permit me again to referto the anomalouscharacter of the silver dollar of the 
United States and to the observations on this subject in former reports, The 
whole dollar should be made in weight and value the exact multiple of our 
fractional silver currency, and the gold dollar should be by law declared to be 
the unit of the value of our money. 


The Director of the Mint, in his report of October 25, 1867, speaking 
of international coinage, says: 


The first claim that meets us is the fact that in some commercial countries 
gold is the principal medium of trade, in others, silver. To maintain these at 
asteady.relation may be given up as an impossibility. Wemust, therefore, cal- 
culate or assume that as the world grows richer one nation after another will 
fal) into the wake of those which have taken the lead in ado; g gold as the 
standard, using silver only for subsidiary purposes. * Nearly five years 
ago (December 31, 1862) a letter on this subject was addressed to the Treasury 
Department from the Mint, in which the precise ground was taken which has 
lately been agreed upon by the Paris conference. * If the proposed in- 
ternational coinage of gold should become a law of the United States the re- 
duced weight would call for a recoinage; and this would be a proper moment 
a introduce an improvement which the progress of counterfeiting loudly calls 
for. 


In connection with these exaggerations let us also trace their effect. 
On the 23d day of December, 1865, France, Belgium, Italy, and Switz- 
erland united in the monetary treaty ‘‘toregulate the weight, title, form, 
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and circulation of their gold and silw coins, whereby they agreed to 
coin of gold only the pieces of 100, 50, 20, 10, and 5 francs in weight, 
standard, tolerance, and diameter, and of silver only the five-franc pieces 
of standard weightand fineness, with unlimited coinageand legal tender 
for such coins; and further agreed to coin in amounts as therein pre- 
scribed for each State silver coins of 2 and 1 franc, 50 and 20 centimes, 
of reduced fineness and limited in legal tender to 50 francs; and that 
any nation could join the convention by adopting its monetary system 
in regard to gold and silver coins, and that the convention should re- 
main in force till January 1, 1880. 

In this convention, known generally as the Latin Union, Belgium, 
Italy, and Switzerland strongly favored a single gold standard, with 
subsidiary silver coins under 5 francs. - 

Whatinduced this convention and the formation of the Latin Union? 

Theminister of financein his report in 1866 to the Emperorof France, 
concerning a bill relating to this monetary treaty, says: 

For ages the yield of silver has been greater in value than that of gold. 

Since 1846 the proportion between the values of the quantities of the two 
metals annually extracted from the mines has been reversed. * * * These 
great 8 of gold, coming for the most part from Californias and Australia, 
have thus rendered this metal far more abundant in the issues of coin in all the 
countries which admitted it, eitheras principal money, as, for example, Eng- 
land, Portugal, Brazil, the city of Bremen, or as money concurrently with 
ver, as did France and Italy. The abundance of gold has even ca theintro- 
duction of this metal into the monetary system of countries which lately rejected 
it, as, for example, Switzerland, Belgium, and English India. ~ 

And states that the silver five-frane pieces were either exported or 
melted down and replaced by gold, the cheaper metal, and the object was 
to reduce the fineness of the silver coins and retain them in circulation. 
Here we see a scare, a dread, and an excited apprehension of an ava- 
lanche of gold to the banishment of silver. 

The States of the Church on June 18, 1866, and Greece and Rou- 
mania in April, 1867, joined this Latin Union. 

In March, 1865, the Government of France called the attention of 
our Government to the project of the Paris Universal Exposition of 1867, 
and our Government agreed to participate, and appointed Hon. N. M. 
Beckwith commissioner-general for the United States, who, on July 
17, 1866, transmitted to Secretary of State Seward document No. 216, 
containing the project of a law submitted to the Corps Législatif for a 
coinage as proposed by the Latin Union, and giving reasons in favor of 
that monetary treaty, and detailing the proceedings, wherein it was 
stated that the opinion in regard toa single standard is still divided, 
both in the financial and scientific world.“ 

A number of sensible men believed that while Australian and Cali- 
fornian gold inundates European markets the double standard is use- 
ful in making the value of silver sustain the value of gold. This is 
additional conclusive proof of the scare and apprehension of a continuéd 
deluge of gold. 

On October 9, 1865, Hon. Samuel B, Ruggles was designated by Sec- 
retary Seward to take charge of that branch of the representation at the 
exposition of 1867 relating to uniform system of weights, measu 
and coins, On May 27, 1867, Berthémy in behalf of France advi 
Secretary Seward of a proposition to hold an international monetary 
conference in Paris on June 17, 1867, and Mr. Seward on May 29, 1867, 
authorized Mr. Ruggles, then in Paris as a scientific commissioner of 
the United States to the exposition and who was familiar with the 
views of our Government, to represent it in that conference. : 

On May 30, 1867, Mr. Ruggles, as a member of the preliminary in- 
ternational committee, advised Mr. Seward of an interview with the 
French Emperor, in which he referred to the letter of May 18, 1867, of 
Senator SHERMAN, expressing the opinion that— 

The gold dollar of the United States ought to be, and readily might be, reduced 
by Congress in weight and value to correspond with the gold five-frane piece 
of France, 

And that, at a meeting of the subcommission that day, he had sub- 
mitted a proposition that— 

The commission recommend that a proposition shall be submitted to the re- 
spective Governments of France and the United States of America that the Goy- 
ernment of France shall issue, in addition to its present coin a gold piece of 
25 francs, and that the Governmentof the United States, in ite future issues, shall 
reduce the weight of the gold dollar to the value of 5 francs, and shall bring its 
other gold coinage to the same standard. 

On July 18, 1867, Mr. Ruggles reports to Mr. Seward that he pre- 
sented to the international committee Senator SHERMAN’S letter, which 
bh are with lively interest and ordered printed in French and 

glish. 

On June 17, 1867, the delegates from nineteen nations assembled in 
the International Monetary Conference, and the international commit- 
tee of the Paris Exposition submitted to this conference a report, pro- 
posing— 

The adoption of an identical unity in the issue of their gold coins by the dif- 
ferent governments at the standard of nine-tenths fine, each government to 
have among its gold coins at least one piece of the same value as a piece in use 


among other interested governments, the series of gold coins used in France ag 
a basis of the uniformity desired, and the 5-franc gold piece as the most suitablé 


asa the coins struck by each nation to be full tender and the sys- 
tem of a double standard to be abolished. 


The International Monetary Conference continued in session to July 
6, 1867, when it adjourned. During its discussions, Mr, Ruggles, as 


* 
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the representative of our Government, denied that the double standard 
practically existed in this country, and said: 

The original act of Congress, which was passed at a time when we were less 
Fs nae than to-day, either by study or experience, sought to establish a 
double standard by giving to gold coin and silver coin equal legal currency 
in payments, whatever might be the amount of the debt. 

And that we have sufficiently learned 


That the system of a double standard is not only a fallacy, but an impos- 
sibility, in assuming a fixed relation between the values of two different prod- 
, gold and silver. The value of each of these depends upon the quan- 
tity produced, and this quantity is beyond the power of legislation. A diminu- 
tion of value is and ever will be the inevitable result of the increase of supply. 
Ina written argument presented on June 28, 1867, he discussed the 
probable yield of gold and silver in the United States, and said: 

Its annua! product, now nearly $100,000,000, may eventually reach three hun- 
dred or four hundred millions. The money of the world must be unified now 
or never. It is moreover to be considered that the United States and 
Great Britain may continue to add for many successive periods of pia. 
the gold to be produced in America and Australia, which will probably fall 
little short for each period of $655,352,323 for the United States and $455,235,695 
for Great Britain, the amounts respectively coined during the fifteen years just 
Sapa We will not dwell upon what can not be forgotten, the possibility of 
a more enormous product that would result from the more extensive de- 
vel ents and discoveries in the vast auriferous interior of the United States, 
a field as yet only partially explored, " 

Without ng too far in measuring the gigantic monetary future in reserve 
for the wo we will simply say that the work of unification can not begin too 
soon, 

During the discussions he said that— 

Two milliards £8900,000.000) in gold had been thrown into the money market 
since the discovery of the mines of Australia and California, and that it was cer- 
tainly possible that the coinage of gold in the United States in the next fifteen 
years may reach five milliards of franes (81.000, 000, 000). In view ofsuch a future 
the American Government would prefer to reduce its monetary unit at once. 

No wonder, Mr. President, that this international monetary con- 
ference recommended the establishment of the single standard of gold, 
with silver as a subsidiary minor coin, when they were enlightened by 
such exaggerations as I have just read, coming from officials of our own 


Government professing to be statisticians and to know the facts they 
ted! 


Thisinternational monetary convention unanimously decided against 
the adoption of the single silver standard, and in favor of the single 
gold standard exclusively, The Netherlands alone dissenting on the gold 
standard, and unanimously affirmed that it was more easy to realize 
monetary unification by mutual co-ordination of existing systems, tak- 
ing into account the scientific advantages of certain types and of the 
numbers of the populations which have already adopted them. 

Senator SHERMAN, in his letter May 18, 1867, to Mr. Ruggles, said: 

We now produce the larger part of the gold and silver of the world, and can 
not limit our coinage SOUE DY the wants of our people and the demands of 
commerce. 

On January 6, 1868, Senator SHERMAN introduced S. 217, in relation 
to gold and silver coinage. Referred to Finance Committee. 

n June 9, 1868, Senator SHERMAN, from that committee, reported 
the bill back to the Senate with amendments, accompanied by a written 
report, 8. Report 117. 

The bill, as proposed to be amended, “ with a view to promote a 
uniform currency among the nations, made the halfeagle or $5 
gold coin weigh 124% grains instead of 129 grains, to be equivalent 
to 25 francs, and all other gold coins to correspond, to be full legal 
tenders, and reduced the silver half-dollar from 192% grains to 179 
grains, and the quarter-dollar and dime correspondingly, with legal 
oaar not over $10, and discontinued the coinage of the standard silver 

ollar, 

In his report on this bill Senator SHERMAN gave the reasons for the 
changes pro and refers to the proposition submitted by Mr. Rug- 
gles at the Berlin International Statistical Congress of 1863, the report 
of Secretary Chase of 1862, and the Paris International Monetary Con- 
ference of 1867, and stated: 


The United States is the great gold-producing country of the world, now pee 
ducing more than all other nations combined, and with a capacity for future 
a almost without limit. (See reports of Mr. Ruggles and J. Ross 

rowne.) Gold with us is like cotton, a raw product. Its production here af- 
fects and regulates its value throughout the world. 

The United States is a new nation, and therefore a debtor nation. By plac- 
ing ourselves in harmony with the money units of creditor nations we ote 
the easy borrowing of money and payment of debts without the loss of recoin- 
age or exchange, always paid by the debtor. 


He then indorsed the recommendations of the Paris International 
Monetary Conference of 1867, and said: 

The single standard of gold i Ameri idea, yielded reluctantly by Fran 
and othersous tian where silver is the chief mancard 5 of 8 5 Sie a 


ue. 

All the provisions of the plan proposed are in harmony with the American 

system of coinage. They are either already adopted or may be without incon- 
venience, 


France, whose standard is adopted, makes a new coin similar to our half-eagle. 
She yields to our demand for the sole standard of gold. 

Here we have conclusive proof of the indorsement of the highly ex- 
aggerated statements of the 2 ol the precious me in our 
own country made broadcast ieee a by Mr. Ruggles in 1863 and 
1867, and our other officials from 1862 
told that we demanded the single 
ready and 


to 1868, and the world is 
gold standard, and tosecure it were 
to debase and reduce the value of our gold dollar 


3} cents. Why? For the honorable, noble, and unselfish reason that 


our country was the great gold-producing country, and would del: 
the world with gold, and, being a creditor nation, could pay our deb 
more easily in such debased, reduced coinage (!) 

Now the time is changed, and these same gentlemen proclaim to the 
world that we are the great silver-producing country, ready to flood 
the world with silver, and those of us who favor the maintenance ot 
the old standard silver dollar on a par and equality with gold are de- 
nounced as dishonest, imbecile, selfish, and even disloyal. 

Strangest of all, however, we no longer hear Senator SHERMAN and 
his coadjutors boldly proposing to debase and reduce the value of our 
gold coinage, as they did only so recently. 

Continuing the proofs to sustain our second proposition, we find that 
the Fourth Commercial Convention was held at Berlin, in October, 
1868, wherein one hundred and nineteen German cities were represented, 
and declared in favor of the single standard of gold, in pursuanceofthe . 
principles recommended by the International Monetary Conference of 
Paris in its report of July 6, 1867. 

On April 25, 1870, the Secretary of the Treasury transmitted to Sena- 
tor SHERMAN, chairman of Finance Committee, the draught of“ a bill 
revising the laws relative to the Mint, assay oflices, and coinage of the 
United States,“ with a lengthy report of John Jay Knox, Deputy Com 
troller of the Currency, explaining the bill and the reasons for it, on 8 
lished in Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 132, Forty-first Congress, 
second session. 

In this report, with draught of a coinage law, Mr. Knox says: 

SILVER DOLLAR—ITS DISCONTINUANCE AS A STANDARD, 

The coinage of the silver dollar piece * * is discontinued in the pees 
bill, Itis by law the dollar unit, and assuming the value of gold to n 
and one-half times that of silver, being about the mean ratio for the ae six 
years, is worth in gold a premium of about 8 per cent. (its value being $1.0812), 
andintrinsically more than 7 per cent. premium in our other silver coins, its 
value thus being $1.0742. The present laws consequently authorize both a gold- 
dollar unit and a silver-dollar unit, differing from each other in intrinsic value. 
The present gold dollar is made the dollar unit in the proposed bill, and the sil- 
ver-dollar piece is discontinued. 

On June 25, 1870, in response to a House resolution of June 4, the 
Secretary of the Treasury transmitted to the Speaker a report of Mr. 
Knox, giving copies of a voluminous correspondence between the De- 
partment and officers of the different mints, assay offices, and other per- 
sons, touching the bill and report submitted April 25, 1870. In this 
correspondence some favored and others op) the proposed discon- 
tinuance of the silver dollar, 

The Government of Sweden and Norway instituted a commission 
known as the Swedish Commission on Coinage, and in July, 1870, our 
minister there submitted to this commission copies of a letter from 
our Secretary of State, of June 13, 1870, ‘‘on the subject of promot- 
ing a common unit and standard of international coinage.” 

This commission in 1870 submitted their report containing about 300 
pages, and in it discussed, with great particularity as to dates, names, 
etc., every step then taken in regard to a universal coinage, referring 
to the statements and reports of Mr. Ruggles, Senator SHERMAN’S 
letter to Ruggles, his report and bill in 1868, quoting from them and 
sundry other bills presented in Congress, etc., and the proposal of our 
Government, and rejected it. 

The commission recommended a new coinage system, making gold 
the only standard of valuation and silver for small money three-fourths 
silver and one-fourth alloy. 

Continuing my proofsin chronological order, the new German Empire 
on December 4, 1871, flushed with her victories over France, and her 
French indemnity of 51,000,000, 000, and the consolidation and unifi- 
cation of all her separate states and kingdoms into one, which states 
had previously issued various coins, assumed the right of eoinage in its 
own name and ordained a coinage of gold coins at the ratio of 154 to 1 
of a new unit called mark,“ and required a new coinage of all gold 
coins in circulation, and prohibited any farther coinage of large silver 
coins until the decree of a law fgr their withdrawal, and thus estab- 
lished the single gold standard practically. 

On December 18, 1872, Denmark and Sweden and Norway concluded 
a coinage treaty in pursuance of the recommendations of the Swedish 
commission on coinage, and by laws passed in pursuance thereof aban- 
doned the single silver standard and adopted the single gold standard 
with unlimited coinage on paying a charge of one-fourth per cent., and 
made silver a subsidiary coin, to be coined only on Government account 
at the ratio of 14.88 to 1, with legal tender limited not to exceed 20 
crowns, or about $5. 26. e efforts of Senator SHERMAN and Mr. Rug- 
gles and their coadjutors, so long persisted in, secured the coinage act of 
February 12, 1873, establishing the single gold standard and the gold 
dollar as the unit of value, and discontinuing the coinage of the stand- 
ard silver dollar. i i 

Strange tosay, however, they wholly abandoned their long cherished 
and advocated policy of debasing and reducing the value of the gold 
dollar 3} cents, preferring to strike down the silver dollar as money 
and confine legal-tender coins to gold alone, thereby largely in- 
creasing its value and purchasing power. 

I venture to intimate, mildly and kindly, that the great masses of 
our le have never appreciated this success in the interest of the 


tor classes. 
Quickly following this coinage law came the law of the German Em- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5827 


of July 9, 1873, fully completing her imperial gold standard, with 
mage z its unit, limiting the amount of the imperial silver, nickel, 
and copper coins to 10 marks per capita, and requiring the withdrawal 
of all other silver coins, according to directions to be given, the silver 
coins to be a tender for 20 marks, and as tife new silver coins were is- 
sued the old silver coins to be withdrawn, the old silver 1 and 2 thaler 
pieces of German coinage to remain a legal tender until withdrawn, 
which has not yet been authorized. 

These acts of Denmark, Sweden and Norway, Germany, and the 
United States were followed by the adoption, on January 30, 1874, by 
the nations of the Latin Union, of a e treaty, withdraw- 
ing from individuals the free coinage of silver 5 francs and limiting 
the amount of such pieces to be coined by each state during 1874 toa 
fixed sum. 

Another convention was held in 1875, and the limited coinage of 
silver was continued, and in 1876 the total amount to be coined for all 
the states was reduced to 120,000,000 francs, and that amount was 
not coined, as Switzerland did not coin any in 1875 and 1876, and on 
August 6, 1876, France closed her mint to silver. The Netherlands, 
by her laws of June 6, 1875, and May 10, 1876, abandoned her single 
silver standard adopted by law of November 26, 1847, and adopted the 
single gold standard with unlimited coinage, subject to a mint charge, 
and discontinued the coinage of large silver pieces, and limited silver 
coins to 25 cents or less to be coined on government account. 

In 1877 the Latin Union suspended entirely the coinage of 5-franc 
silver pieces for that year, except 10,000,000 francs for Italy, and by 
treaty of November 5, 1878, agreed that the ‘‘coinage of silver 5-franc 
pieces is provisionally suspended. It may be resumed when a unani- 
mous agreement to that effect shall be established between all the con- 
tracting states to hold until January 1, 1886, and by asupplementary 
treaty of December 12, 1885, the Union was continued till January, 
1891, with the restrictions upon silver coinage continued. 

In 1876 Russia, whose legal standard had been the silver ruble, sus- 
pee the coinage of silver for the account of private persons except in 

e case of the ruble destined for the China trade. 

These data show cause and effect, the exaggerated statements and 
our own efforts to honor and magnify gold and debase and degrade sil- 
ver, and the resulting discriminating legislation and actions against sil- 
ver. Congress by joint resolution of August 15, 1876, created our mone- 
tary commission, and they submitted their report through Senator 
JoNES to the Senate on March 2, 1879. 

Among the witnesses whose testimony was taken and reported was 
1 Atkinson, who testified in regard to the yield of silver, 
an : 

I should question the evidence as to the total production of silver, partly on 
the ground of what I saw in the centennial exhibition from Mexico. 

And in reply to the question as to what he had seen, said: 

A very curious mass of silver, thick in the center and thin at the edge, as if it 
had been cast in an earthen . It was afterward explained to me how it was 
obtained: that there were cliffs containing veins of metal, nst which piles 
of combustible materials were placed and set on fire, and the production was 
collected in what might be called an earthen pan, and this was all to be 
a rough uction by this process. I at once inferred in relation to silver pro- 
duction t statistics might be fallacious. 

Mr. President, I have thus traced, in as consecutive chronological 
order as possible the facts and figures in regard to the fabulous, myth- 
ical ey pkgs of the probable production of gold and silver in the 
United States, in such amounts as to literally flood, deluge the world 
and seriously impair the currency value of these metals, especially of 
gold; and in regard to the representations and efforts of Senator SHER- 
MAN, Ruggles, and other officials and representatives of our Govern- 
ment, made to secure the single gold standard in this country, and 
their bold proposal to the nations of the world to debase and reduce 
our gold dollar 3} cents in value because of the excessive production of 
gold and its depreciation; and then in regard to the actions and legis- 
lation of European governments changing their coinage and their dis- 
crimination in favor of gold and against silver, in order that we might 
correctly see the producing? causes and the resulting effects. 

Beyond question in my mind, the statements and actions of the rep- 
resentatives of our country, which I have shown, caused, forced the dis- 
criminating 1 tion of European nations in favor of gold and against 
oh and all combined have caused the change in the ratio of gold to 

ver, : 

The actions and legislation which I have stated, abandoning the sin- 
gle silver standard and adopting the single gold standard, and aban- 

oning the double standard by adopting the single gold standard, and 
by stopping the coinage of full legal-tender silver and continuing the 
unlimited coinage of gold with full tender, have necessarily and un- 
avoidably caused an enhanced demand for gold and thrown upon the 
markets of the world an enhanced supply of silver, and very largely 
decreased the demand for silver, and have broken the connecting link 
forged and maintained by law ſor so many years previously at a fixed 
ratio with very slight changes, and have stricken down silver as a 
money metal of the world and debased it from money to a mere com- 
modity, a mere metal, like nickel and copper, in the markets, and con- 
wt me id roe measured by the full legal-tender gold metal, silver has 
fallen ue, 


In further support of my propositions I will quote from the final 
report of the royal commission of Great Britain—appointed in 1886 
to inquire into the recent changes in the relative values of the precious 
ate e in 1888, This commission examined fully into all the 
facts, and in their unanimous report say: 


189. en e then to the vast changes which occurred prior to 1873 in the rel- 
ative production of the two metals without any corresponding disturbance in 
their market value, it appears to us difficult to resist the conclusion that some 
influence was then at work tending to steady the price of silver and to keep 
the ratio which it bore to goldapproximately stable. 

190, There is ahother fact to which we have already drawn attention, point- 
ing decidedly in the same direction. Prior to 1873 the fluctuations in the price 
of silver were ual in their character and ranged within narrow limits. 

1 * * * Now undoubtedly the dato which forms the dividing line between 
an epoch of approximate affinity inthe relative value of gold and silver and one 
of marked instability is the year when the bimetallic system which had - 
viously been in force in the Latin Union ceased to be in fall operation; and w 
are irresistibly led to the conclusion that the operation of that system, estab- 
lished as it was in countries the population and commerce of which were con- 
siderable, exerted a material influence upon the relative value of the two met- 
als. So long as that system was in force, we think that, notwithstanding the 
changes in the production and use of the precious metals, it kept the market 
price 775 „ steady at the ratio flxed by law between them, 
name = 

198. to sum up our conclusions on this part of the case, we are of opinion 

that the true explanation of the phenomena which we are directed to investi- 
gate is to be found ina combination of causes, and can not be attributed to 
any one cause alone. The action of the Latin Union in 1873 broke the link be- 
tween silver and gold, which had kept the price of the former, as measured by 
the latter, constant at about the legal ratio; and when this link was broken the 
silver market was open to the influence of all the factors which go to affect the 
price ofa commodity. These factors happen since 1873 to have operated in the 
direction of a fall in 3 rice of that metal, and the frequent fluctuations 
in its value are accoun! for by the fact that the market has me fully sen- 
sitive to the other influences, to which we have called attention above. 

I submit that both my propositions are fully sustained and conclu- 
sively established. Now let us trace the steps taken to repair the 
wrongs done. 

Just as soon as the legislation to which I have referred had been se- 
cured and gold enthroned as the only money metal and silver degraded, 
debased, and dishonored asa money metal and made a mere commodity, 
these same distinguished gentlemen and their gold-standard friends, 
who had made the world{believe that it was about to be deluged with 
gold, and silver could not be maintained at a par with gold, suddenly 
about-face and raise the hue and cry that itisnot gold, butsilver, which 
is about to deluge the world, and that in the United Statesand Mexico 
we have mountains of silver cliffs so rich in silver that it is only neces- 
sary to pile combustible materials against the cliffs and set fire to them 
and the white metal runs down in copious streams, forming in masses 
thick in the middle and thin at the edges. 

Onur first step, resisted to the bitter end and vetoed by the President, 
was the passage of the law of February 28, 1878, over the veto, restor- 
ing the limited coinage and full legal tender of the standard silver dol- 
lar, Under section 2 of that law, in pursuance of invitations of our 
Government to the Governments of Europe, an international monetary 
conference was held at Paris in August, 1878, in which we were rep- 
resented by Messrs, Fenton, Groesbeck, and Walker, with Horton as 
secretary. 

In the proceedings Mr. Groesbeck referred to the error, prejudice, 
and misapprehension in regard to the production of silver in the United 
States and the exhaustion of the Bonanza mines of Nevada, and at- 
tempted to correct the impression that the United States had taken 
the initiative in the conference because they were a silver-producing 
country, and referred to the coinage law of 1873— 
which did not very accurately carry out its purpose. Silver was made to 
disappear through inadvertence rather than intentionally by an omission to say 
anything about it. 

To which Mr, Feer-Herzog replied— 
that long before the law of 1873 silver had disappeared from circulation in the 
United States ; 

And said: 

8888 long perſod ot time * * from 1792 to 1873, there had only been 
coined ut eight millions of silver dollars, while in the three or four months 
that had su ed the passage of the Bland bill an equal amount of these dol- 
lars had been coined. 

He then laid before the conference documents relating to the prelimi- 
nary preparation of that law of 1873, published by our Government. 
The document he presented was Senate Miscellaneous Document, No. 
132, Forty-first Congress, first session, containing the ‘‘ Report of John 
Jay Knox in relation to a revision of the laws pertaining to the Mint and 
coinage of the United States, dated April 25, 1870, and quoted there- 
from. 

Whatever may be said about the information by members 
of the Senate and House in regard to the coinage law of 1873, dropping 
the coinage of the silver dollar and establishing the gold standard, it 
is manifest that the gold monometallists of Europe knew the prelimi- 
nary steps taken for its passage and its purpose and effect. 

Our commissioners, in their report to the President, said: 

The United States appeared at the conference at a disadvantage by reason of 
the belief, quite commonly entertained in Europe, that the action of Congress 
had been mainly de ed by the considera that the United States are 

producers of silver. This opinion exhibited not a little vitality, and 


largel 
your 8 found it necessary to combat it. Our de submitted 
certain propositions to which the European delegates replied they recog- 


I. That it is necessary to maintain in the world the monetary functions of 
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silver as well as those of gold, but that the selection for use of one or the other 
of the two metals or of both 3 should be governed by the special 
sition of each state or up o tes. 

51. Thal the question of the restriction of the coinage of silver should equally 
be left to the d iomof each state or group of states, according to the par- 
ticular circumstances in which they find themselves placed, and the more so, 
in that the disturbance produced during the recent years in the silver market 
has variously affected the monetary situation of the several countries, 

III. That the differences of opinion which have sppesres and the fact that 
even some of the States which have the double standard find it im ible to 
enter into a mutual en ment with regard to the free coinage of silver ex- 
clude the discussion of the adoption ofa cvinmon ratio between the two metals. 


This showed some progress and a very different conelnsion by that 
conference from the single gold standard conclusion of the conference 
of 1867 in Paris, in which the exaggerations of Mr, Ruggles as to our 
gold production seemed to have been received as statistical facts of his 
own country’s production. 

Another International Monetary Conference was held in Paris in 
1881 on the invitations extended to European governments by France 
and the United States, in which we were represented by Senator EVARTS, 
ex- Senators Thurman and Howe, and S. Dana Holton. The questions 
presented were ably discussed, but no final action was had, and the 
conference adjourned to Wednesday, April 12, 1882, with the expecta- 
tion of holding another conference, and on March 31, 1832, the Gov- 
ernments of France and the United States sent an identical note to the 
various powers deferring the convocation of the conference, and no sub- 
sequent conference was held. 

Ever since the passage of the law of 1878 the gold monometallists 
have been persistent in denouncing the silver dollar and in their at- 
tempts to bring it into discredit and dishonor, whilesome of the friends 
of a double standard have advocated the repeal of that law and the 
stopping of any further coinage under it, with the expressed hope of 
Satna the European nations to agree upon a standard ratio for 
the free coinage of both metals. 

In 1887, President Cleveland designated Hon. Edward Atkinson, 
the same gentleman from whose testimony in 1876 I have quoted, to 
visit the financial centers of Europe in order to ascertain the feasibility 
of establishing, by international arrangement, a fixity of ratio between 
the two precious metals in free coinage of both. 

Mr. Atkinson made the visit and submitted the results in a report 
to the President October 1, 1887, from which I read: 


I nave reason to believe that my efforts in this direction may have partly re- 
moved the dread of a prospective ‘avalanche of silver,“ as it is sometimes 
called, from the Continent of North America, especially from the United States; 
and this fear, which has been perhaps the most potent cause of the unwill- 
ingness even to consider the question of bimetallism, may be wholly removed 
by the further investigation as to the relative production of silver and gold which 
may ensue, Another dread may also have been removed, namely, that of a 
sudden change of policy in the United States leading to the cessation of silver 
coinage and also to the possible attempt to dispose of a considerable part of the 
present stock of silver coin. * * * 

On the other hand, I found, as I have before stated, among the advocates of 
„ monometallism ” acontinued and somewhat indefinite dread of an“ avalanche 
of silver” from the North American Continent, with little if ony regard to cost of 
production and at any price which might be obtained. I once been my- 
self subject to a similar 5 of the probable supply of silver, but 
had long since laid aside this impression and I was not prepared to find it ex- 
isting here in such full force. * * * 

The reason is this: Thegeneral conviction among the financial men in Eu- 
rope is that the United States Government is loaded with an excessive quantity 
of silver dollars which it can not get into circulation. * * It is believed 
thatthe financial officers of the United States are convinced that the prodnet of 
silver is excessive and that the ratio of silver to gold, i. e., its price as bullion is 
liable to fall even lower than it is now; therefore any initiative by the United 
States is looked upon as an attempt to relieve itself of an unprofitable stock and 
to provide a market for the future product of silver. 


This is a graphic, painful, and yet, doubtless, truthful statement of 
the views and opinions generally prevalent in Europe in regard to the 
motives and purposes of our Government. Their origin is easily traced, 
and Mr. Atkinson is in part responsible for their existence. All these 
distorted views and opinions are only the distinct echoes of the gold 
monometallists in this country, and of those bimetallists who have been 
advocating the stoppage of the further coinage of the silver dollar. In 
the present discussion we hear the same things proclaimed on this floor, 
and will in due time hear their echo in Europe. 

The financiers, statisticians, and business men of Europe have read 
and believed all the exaggerations, to use a very mild term, in regard 
to the certain deluge of the world with the precious metals, and the 
statements made in our efforts to establish the single gold standard and 
the resulting action and legislation of our own and their own Govern- 
ments, discriminating in favor of gold and against silver, and then as 
soon as gold had been enthroned as the only money, the changed hue 
and cry raised by the gold monometallists in this country as to the 
excessive production of silver, and then the bitter denunciations poured 
out against every effort made in this country to restore silver as a 
money metal and the unfounded statements as to the production of 
silver and the refusal of our own people to use the silver dollars as 
money, and have very naturally come to entertain the views, opinions, 
and feelings so forcibly stated by Mr. ATKINSON. 

It is therefore useless to make any further efforts for any international 
agreement to restore silver as a money metal to its old equality and 
par with gold. What, then, shall we do, can we do? We can and 
ought to do right; correct the false, unfounded statements spread 
throughout the world by our own officials and representatives touching 


the production of the precious metals, and especially of silver, in our 
own country, and restore the silver dollar to unlimited coinage and 
chat tender and place it as a money metal upon a perfect equality 
with gold. 

Then, conscious of the justice, the correctness, the unselfishness, and 
the honesty of our motives and actions, we can patiently await the en- 
lightened judgment of the nations of the world for our vindication. 

Mr. President, to show beyond cavil the falsity of the statements of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office and Secretary of the In- 


“terior in 1862, and of Mr. Ruggles in Berlin in 1863, and the subse- 


quent reiteration of these statements up to 1873, I will read from the 
tables of our Director of the Mint in his report for 1889, giving the full 
product of gold and silver in the United States from 1792 to 1889. The 
product of gold and silver, estimated at coining value, from all mines in 
the United States was for the years named as follows: 


Year, Total, 
$39, 200,000 | $4,500,000 | $43, 700, 000 
40, 000,000 8,500,000 | 48,500,000 
46,100,000 | 11,000,000 | 57, 100, 000 
53, 225,000 | 11,250,000 64, 475, 000 
53,500,000 | 10,000,000 | 63,500,000 
51,725,000 | 18,500,000 | 65, 225,000 
48, 000,000 | 12,000,000 | 60,000, 000 
49,500,000 | 12,000,000 | 61,500,000 
9 | sean E 
36,000,000 | 28,750,000 | 64,750,000 
36,000,000 | 85,750,000 | 71,760,000 


= 


Since 1873, up to and including 1889, the lowest product of gol 
$30,000,000, in 1883, and the highest was $51,200,000, in 1878, and 
was $32,800,000 in 1889. 

Since 1873 up to 1889, inclusive, the lowest product of silver was 
$31,700,000, in 1875, and the highest was $64,646,000, in 1889; and 
the lowest total product of both gold and silver was $65,100,000, in 
1875, and the highest was $97,446,000, in 1889, and the next highest 
was $96,400,000, in 1878. The highest product of gold in any one year 
in the United States was $65,000,000, in 1853. And yet our officials 
have scared all Europe with their exaggerated statements that we would 
flood, literally deluge the world with three hundred or four hundred 
millions of the precious metals annually, and, since the adoption of 
the gold . in 1873, with silver melted from our mountains and 
cliffs flashing in the sunlight with silver. 

From 1873 to this date the world, men, women, and children, have 
been hunting, digging, and diving on land and in seas for gold and sil- 
ver, and yet all combined the product of gold throughout the world 
has ranged from $96,200,000 in 1873 to $118,832,000 in 1889, which 
was the largest yield, and of silver has ranged from $81,800,000 in 1873 
to $162,915,000 in 1889, estimated at its coinage value. The product 
of both metals in the whole world has been less fhan our representa- 
tives assured all Europe would be the product of our single country. 

There is no danger, no possibility, that our own country or the world 
will ever be deluged with gold and silver, or either of them. The 
world never has been so deluged in the past and never will be, and never 
has had and never will have gold and silver combined, much less either 
one of them, in sufficient quantities, estimated at any reasonable standard 
of value as money, to meet all the demands of the people of the world 
for money and a medium of exchange with which to measure the in- 
calculable values of all other products of earth. 

No, Mr. President, there is no such danger, no such possibility, 
because the creation and distribution of these two precious metals have 
not been by finite hands or finite wisdom. 

The Creator of the universe and ofall things therein, an all-wise God, 
has created and distributed these metals in such places and in such 
quantities that the wisdom, the skill, the labor, and the energies of 
all the people of the world combined can not extract them or either of 
them from the earth in unlimited quantities or beyond the wants and 
necessities of mankind. 

We are warned by our gold monometallists that we as a nation can 
not and must not venture to restore the silver dollar toa poy and 
equality with gold as coin and money, and must wait for an inter- 
national agreement with some leading nations upon a fixity of ratio be> 
tween the two metals, with free coinage of both. We have tried to 
secure such an agreement and have failed because of the rated 
statements and representations you have made tothe world, which now 
render it impossible to secure such an agreement. 

You solemnly warn us if we take such action alone the other nations 
will flood us with their discarded silver and drive away all our gold 
and force us to the singlesilver standard. 

I must be pardoned for distrusting your prophecies. I heard your 
warnings and prophecies upon this floor in 1878 and have been hearing 
and reading them ever since, and not one of them has been fulfilled. 
Let us test your prophecy by the facts and 

Mexico, Central America, and South America can not so flood us, for 
Mexico, the Central American States, Bolivia, Colombia, Ecuador, 
Peru, and Venezuela have the single silver standard and no silver to 
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spare; and the Argentine Republic and Chili have the double standard 
and no silver to spare; and the Republic of Brazil has the single gold 
standard and no silver to spare. 

This threatened deluge of silver can not come from Affica or Asia, 
from China or India. The silver standard exists there and there is no 
silver to spare. 

Whence then the threatened deluge? 
Europe. 

I now present a statement by the Director of the Mint, showing the 
stock of silver in the principal countries of the world and the ratio of 
same to gold, the full legal tender, the limited legal tender, the total 
of both, and their respective ratios to gold. 


If at all it must come from 


Statenient showing the stock of silver in the principal countries of the world 
and the ratio of same to gold. 


| i ' 
Ratio of | Ratio of 


Stock of | Stock of | 
Total stock full legal- limited- 
full legal- | limited-ten- 
Countries. of silver tender | tender 
Lig sing der ten coin, silver to | silver to 
oo ba gold, gold. 
$74, 762, 358 $438, 388, 624 
100, 000,000 100, 000, 000 |.... 
50,000,000 | 700,000,000 |1 t 5 
113, 000,000 | 215,000,000 1 to 15.5 8 
6, 600, 000 55, 000, 000 1 to 15.5 5 
34, 200, 000 60,000,000 1 to 15.5 . 
3,600,000 15, 000, 000 |} to 15.5 1 to 14.38 
2, 200, 000 4,000,000 1 to 15.5 1 to 14.33 
Spain... 35,000,000 | 125,000,000 1 to 15.5 1 to 14.38 
Port ee as 000 10,000,000 .... I to 14.08 
Austria-Hungary.. 90.000. 000 1 to 15.3 r snusa 
Netherlands 000 65,000,000 1 to 15.5 1 to 15.00 
orway 
Sweden 10, 000, 000 
Denmar 
Russia. 60, 000, 000 
Turkey . 45, 000, 000 
Australia 7,000, 000 . 
pt se 15, 000, 000 
exico 50, 000, 000 
Central 
States, . . . 500, 000 
South America ..... 25, 000, 000 
ral 50, 000, 000 
900, 000, 000 
700, 000, 000 |.. 
100, 000, 000 
5, 000, 000 |.. 
2, 000, 000 


The coinage of silver dollars since 1878 and of subsidiary silver to May 1, 
1890, is stated in first line. 
E. O. LEECH, Director, 


The Director of the Mint informs me in his letter that the estimates 
for India, China, and The Straits are at best only guesses. 

This table is most interesting and instructive. In the first place, it 
shows the present use of silver as a full legal tender in all the principal 
commercial nations except in Great Britain or the United Kingdom at 
the relative ratio of 15.5 to 1, a higher valuation of silver than in our 
country, and that only in Mexico and Japan is the valuation of silver 
lower than in our country, and that in all these countries, where full 
legal tender is given to silver coins, they are in all respects the equal 
and on perfect parity with gold coins as money, and if such silver 
coins are sent to this country to flood our mints and withdraw our 
gold it will be at a very serious loss to such nations. 

In the second place, it shows in actual circulation and use as money 
a large amount of subsidiary silver coins much below the average 
standard fineness of the full legal-tender silver coins in such countries, 
and even in our own country, with full legal tender in limited sums or to 
a limited amount, and yet, to the amount of their limited legal tender, 
on an equality and parity with full legal-tender gold and silver coins. 
In the United Kingdom—Great Britain—which has had the single 
gold standard since 1816 and in whose market the silver bullion of 
the world is measured in value as a mere commodity by her legal- 
tender gold coins, there are $100,000,000 of subsidiary silver coinsin 
actual circulation and use as money on an equality with gold coins at 
the ratio of 14.28 to 1 in all transactionsunder 40 shillings, the amount 
for which they are a legal tender. And to-day such limited tender 
coins will pay for silver bullion in the market in any quantity under 
40 shillings in value equally with gold coin. 

Germany has $113,000,000 in limited legal-tender silver coins, at the 

ratio of 13.957 to 1 in actual circulation as money on a perfect equal- 
ity with gold coins to theamount of 20 marks, the limit of legal tender. 

None of these nations having such limited legal-tender silver coins 
in use as money can flood our mints with such silver coins without sus- 
taining 3 still more serious loss than in parting with their full legal- 
tender silver coins, . 

In the third place, it shows that Mexico and Japan, each with $50,- 
000,000 full legal-tender silver coins at the ratio, respectively, of 16.5 


and 16.18, are the only nations whose silver coins are of less relative 
value than our standard silver dollar. 

I submit that neither of these countries has been, or now is, in such 
financial condition as to justify the shipment of their silver coins to 
our mints, for the very small margin of profit in the difference of their 
relative values would be more than consumed in the costs of such 
transaction. It does seem to me that this table shows conclusively 
that the prophecies and warnings of a probable deluge of our mints 
with the silver from other nations are without any reasonable founda- 
tion in fact to sustain them, and are, like all similar predictions here- 
tofore made, proved false. 

In the fourth place, this table shows the value and power given to 
the metal silver by laws authorizing its coinage, either free or limited, 
as money with full or limited legal tender in payment. 

It is or may be replied to this that the laws sustain the money value 
of silver metal only when its coinage or amount is limited and its legal 
tender is restrained to such coinage, and to small sums in payments. 

The sufficient answer is that for ages past the laws giving free coin- 
age and unlimited legal tender to both gold and silver, placing them 
on a perfect equality, maintained a stable fixity in their legal ratios of 
about 15} to 1 with very slight fluctuations. And similar laws no 
will insure like results. 5 

I frankly admit that laws giving free coinage with full legal tender 
to any metals which can be produced in unlimited quantities, such as 
iron, copper, lead, zinc, and tin, at a comparatively insignificant cost, 
with the money value given them, can not maintain the value or pur- 
chasing power of such coined metals as money in exchange for the 
other products of the world. Their value or purchasing power would 
rapidly depreciate, while the value of all other products would appre- 
ciate. The records of the world show that neither gold nor silver can 
be produced in unlimited quantities or in greater quantities than will 
supply the wants of the world for their use as money and a medium 
for measuring the value of, and in exchange for, the other products of 
man and for industrial uses, and that Infinite Wisdom has so created 
and distributed these two precious metals, and each of them, through- 
out the earth in such localities and in such quantities that their ex- 
traction or production in unlimited quantities is impossible, never has 
occurred, and never will. 

In support of this statement we appeal to all historical records of 
the past. At given times and in given localities the one or the other 
or both of these metals may have been produced in greater quantities 
than needed for the time being and at such localities for monetary 
uses, but the excess quickly flowed into other places where no produc- 
tion existed and the demand for them was unsupplied. 

The wants of man are not supplied fully from the products of any 
one locality or even one country, but call for and demand for their sup- 
ply and gratification products from other localities and countries. 

It is pertinent to this prophecy thatif we restore silver to free coin- 
age our minis will be flooded, our gold withdrawn, and we will be 
driven to the single silver standard, toinquire now into the uses or the 
. of the two metals, and especially of silver, throughout the 
world. 

There are three principal kinds of consumption of gold and silver in 
civilized countries. The first is their coinage use as money; the second 
is their consumption or use in the arts and for various purposes in in- 
dustries, in manufactures, and for ornamentation, all of which are in- 
cluded under the general term of industrial use; and the third is their 
net export to regions outside of what we call the civilized countries, 
and by which we mean principally India and China or Asia and Africa. 

There is another method of consumption known as hoarding ora 
latent reserve, and sometimes and in some countries a very large amount 
of these metals are so hoarded up by individuals and families. 

I will not now discuss the consumption in coinage, but will consider 
the amounts consumed in industrial use and the net exports to India 
and China. The figures I give are taken from the table prepared by 
Dr. Soetbeer, a gold monometallist, and probably as accurate a statisti- 
cian as any we can consult. He states that the probable consumption 
of the precious metals in the arts in civilized countries on the average 
of recent years has been a net consumption annually of 90,000 kilo- 
grams of gold, amounting, by estimating the gold kilogram at $664.60, 
to $59,814,900, and a net consumption ot 515,000 kilograms of silver, 
estimating the kilogram of silver at $41.56, amounting to $21,403,400, 
making a total consumption for industrial use of $81,218,300 of gold 
and silver. 

The Director of our Mint, in his report on the production of the 
precious metals in the United States for the calendar year 1889, esti- 
mates the consumption for industrial use of gold within the limits of 
the United States at $13,623,935, and of silver $8,569,318, estimated at 
coining value, making a consumption of both gold and silver of $22,- 
193,253, and for the calendar year 1888 estimated such consumption 
of gold at $13,524,025 and of silver at $7,908,148, making a total of 
$21,232,174. 

These tables are certainly very strongly corroborative of the correct- 
ness of the tables given by Dr. Soetbeer for such consumption for in- 
dustrial use throughout the whole world. 

Now, let us consider the net exports of gold and silver to India and 
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China. Dr. Soetbeer, who gives a table of the net imports of gold and 
silver into British India, containing, by the census of 1881, a popula- 
tion of 253,982,595, not including Ceylon and the Straits Settlements, 
for the fifty years from 1836 to 1885, says: 

The ex of gold on the a of the fifty years from 1836 to 1885 was 
not quite 7 per cent. of the import of gold A ae! same time, That is, there 
were only 91,900,000 rupees exported, against 1,370,800,000 rupees imported. So 
far as pi concerned the re-ex 4 roy In t eines, fift 

y 5 ns ,000 ru m ported ; 

Dr 1 of the imported ailvertakes lace in 
the main to other countries of Eastern Asia, and very little of it finds its way 
back into international trade. Of the import of gold a very small part 
has been coined into domestic gold coin. The total coinage of the ace years 
since 1835 amounts to no more than 2,352,399 rupees; the rest of the gold, about 
1,276,000,000 rupees, has been used for ornamentation or hoarded in the 
form of British or Australian sovere' by the richer natives or Indian princes. 
The gold that once has flowed to India is lost, almost without exception, to 
trade. * * * Of the silver imported to India, the great mass has been coined 
A considerable part of this is still in circulation in the Government 
treasuries or in the banks. e rest has been converted either directly or by 
smelting down rupees into articles of ornament. 

As the totals show, the net import of silver into British India for the 
period from 1836 to 1885 has reached the enormous sum of 2,638,100, - 
000 rupees, and estimating, according to the Director of the Mint, 
the rupee in silver at 44.4 cents, amounting to 1,171,316,400 silver 
dollars of our coinage. 

From these tables I make an estimate of the net imports into British 
India, after deducting exports for five years, from 1880 to 1885, which 
shows a net import of 304,036,000 silver rupees, amounting to $134,- 
991,984 of our coinage, and a net import of 235,645,000 rupees of gold, 
amounting to $104,626,380. 

These figures show an annual average net import of silver into Brit- 
ish India during each of the five years from 1880 to 1885 of $26,998,- 
396, and of gold $20,925,276. 

Dr. Soetbeer also shows that the re-export of silver from India is 
mainly to Mauritius, Ceylon, the Straits Settlements, and the Persian 
Gulf, and never returns into international trade, so that practically all 
the imports of silver into British India disappear never to return into 
international commerce. 

Now, in regard to the flow of precious metals into China, Dr. Soet- 
beer says: 

In former years, when theexport of opium from India to China had not reached 
50 great an extent, silver was exported to China in large quantities and there 
went into ciroulation or was hoarded. * * * A large part of the coin brought 
into China is re-exported into India in exchange for opium, cotton, eto. The 
rest remairs in circulation or is hoarded within the country. 

He then gives a table of exports and imports of precious metals into 
China, and says: 

Converting the Sycee silver and the Mexican dollars into kilograms fine, we 

for the five years 1881-1885 the a import of silver into China 868,800 

Hograms. and export of silver from Ch: 706,200 kilograms, or an annual ex- 

cess of imports of 162,600 kilograms— a 


Amounting, estimating the silver kilogram at $41.56, to 86, 757, 656. 

In conclusion, he says: 

If we now reckon the total amount of the precious metals which has flown 
from civilized countries in the five years 1881-1885 to Asia and Africa, we may 
conclude that it has amounted annually to more than 30,000 kilograms gold and 
1,500,000 kilograms silver— 

5 in our coinage to $19,938,000 of gold and 862, 340, 000 of 
ver. 

It is not a violent assumption to say that this average will be con- 
tinued indefinitely, for the table of imports and exports of precious 
metals for the last fifty years, from 1836 to 1885, shows that for most 
of these years the net imports of silver were greater than for the five 
years named, 

We will not attempt to give any figures in regard to the disappear- 
ance of the precious metals from commercial transactions by ee a 
The actual annual loss sustained each year from the abrasion of the 
coins of these two metals in use and circulation is no inconsiderable 
sum, and it is believed that to-day nearly one-half of the sovereigns 
and half-sovereigns in the United Kingdom, exclusive of what is in the 
Bank of England, is under the standard weight. Dr. Soetbeer thinks 
that the annual loss by abrasion on all the gold in civilized countries 
is not more than 700 to 800 kilograms of gold, or about $531,680, and 
the loss on the silver coins is probably not as high as 50,000 kilograms 
annually, or $2,078,000. 

Dr. Soetbeer, in treating of the total monetary supply of the pre- 
cious metals in the different civilized countries, says: 

Our estimate of the presumable existing quantity is 13,212,000,000 marks of 
gold and 7,843,000,000 marks of silver ee value). 

This estimate was for the close of 1885, and reduced to our coinage 
amounts to $3,180,632,000 gold and $1,866, 634, 000 silver. 

Basing conclusions upon the records of the past, we may safely say 
that the consumption of silver, the demand for it, will not only con- 
tinue in the future to be as large as the records-show it has been in the 
pasi, but will actually increase more largely in proportion to its pro- 

uction by reason of the greater increase of populations and of the other 
products of the world and of the decrease in the production of gold 
3 the world, While the demand for gold is constantly increas- 


g. 
Mr. President, there is a demand to-day existing throughout the 


. 


world for both silver and gold, which is far beyond the possibilities of 
their production to supply for many years to come, and to which I 
have neither heard nor read any reference. No one can reasonably 
doubt that the nations—the Governments of the various nations of the 
world—desire and will secure as soon as they can a sound currency 
as money, either in gold or silver or both, or in a paper circulation based 
upon or equivalent to either or both of such metals as money. ` 
Then how much i paper currency is in circulation in the differen 
countries of the w ? 
I present a letter from the Comptroller of the Currency in response 
to my inquiry, giving an estimate of the amounts, which I now read: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY 
Washington, D. G., June 6, i890, 
Dear Sm: In reply to your telegram of this date I have the honor to state 


that the following is an te of the paper money in circulation in the dif- 
ferent countries of the world: 


+ $938, 728, 000 $18, 000, 000 
190, 000, 000 145, 000, 000 
594, 000, 000 7,000, 000 
275, 000, 000 330, 000, 000 
75, 000, 000 80, 000, 000 
228 8 i 
* 2, 000, 000 125, 000, 000 
25, 000, 000 60, 000, 000 
10, 000, 000 50, 000, 000 
2.000, 000 50, 000, 000 
Argentine Republic ........ 150, 000, 000 
Rest of South America. 175, 000,000 4, 201, 728, 000 
-Very respectfully, 
1 E. S. LACEY, Comptroller. 
on 


F. M. COCKRELL, 

United States Senate, City. 

P. 3.—I am indebted to the Director of the Mint, who has taken much 
to ascertain the amounts of coin and paper in circulation in foreign countries 
for his forthcoming report, which is not yet in print, for the figures given above. 

Here we have an aggregate paper currency, used as money in the 
countries named, amounting to the enormous sum of 54, 201, 728, 000. 

Now, deduct from this te all the paper currency used as 
money in all the countries w. specie redemption of such 
is maintained, and we have, at the very lowest reasonable estimate, 
$1,500,000,000 of paper currency used as money without any basis 
upan or equivalency in coined money of gold and silver, or either of 
them. 

If these nations, having such irredeemable paper currency, resume 
specie payments, they must have gold and silver, or one or the other, 
and their demands for the same must continue until supplied. 

In view of all these data I must conclude that the prophecies of a 
deluge of silver into our mints upon the adoption of the free coinage of 
the silver dollar are like the ted statements, spread broad- 
cast over Europe by our officials, of our gold and silver production 
flooding Europe at the rate of three hundred or four hundred millions 
of dollars annually. 

I admit that, for a time, we may have a rapid influx of silver and 
may lose some of our gold, and may have for the time an excess ot 
silver coins, which will be a legal constitutional money, a full tender 
in payment of debts in this country and in exchange for our other prod- 
ucts, and to all intents be as good as gold. Even should our gold coins 
rise to a premium over our silver coins, the effect will be to check the 
export of gold. : 

On May 1, 1890, our national-bank notes amounted to $189,442, 472. 
Our national bonds, upon the basis of which these notes are issued, will 
soon be paid and canceled and these notes retired from our circulation. 
With what kind of money shall we supply this large reduction or con- 
traction of our ? 

Shall it be with fall legal-tender coins and coin certificates or with 
legal-tender United States notes or Treasury notes? 

We must supply the arteries of trade and commerce with some cur- 
rency equal in amount to the retired bank-notes, Our mints have long 
been open to the free coi of gold, with gold bullion equal to coin, 
and have failed to supply the necessary increase of gold. 

We must then use silver or some paper currency to meet this want. 

Silver is indispensable as money to us and also to the world. 

The records show that every nation is to-day using silver as money 
in some form, giving it by law free coinage, limited or no coinage, wi 
full or limited legal tender. 

Silver when coined by law has not been deprived of its function as 
money anywhere, but has been robbed of its equality with gold before 
the laws, has been deprived of free coinage, or limited in the amount 
and in its legal tender; and when not coined has been declared to be a 
mere commodity, like iron and copper. No nation, however, has vent- 
ured to make its silver coins of any reasonable standard of fineness 
a) of full weight redeemable in gold, as the paper currency has been 
made. 

1 xe and era God has given to gold r aphia 
peculiar q es, fitting them for use as money, not possessed by any 
of the metals, like iron, copper, zinc, etc., which can be uced in 
unlimited quantities, and endowed man with an ct of their 
preciousness and fitness for measuring the values of other products. 
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Inall ages, among all nations, they have been regarded as“ precious 


metals” and used for exchanges or monetary purposes, By far the 
test demand which has existed in the world for ages has been for 
eir use as money in its several functions, and their most important 
use as money has been to serve as a standard measure of values with 
free coinage or a small seigniorage. 
I have not been able to trace the origin of laws giving them legal 
tender in payment of debts or liabilities, but such laws have been in 
operation for ages past. Free coinage or coinage at a small cost and 


legal tender in payments, with exchangeability one for the other at 
some established ratio of weights and fineness, became as it were an 
inherent and parcel of each metal and very largely increased the 


demand for each and also their uses, and made them, in the estimation 
and transactions of the world, money in its fullest meaning, and in- 
vested each of them with inherent functions and qualities not belong- 
ing to any other metals or commodities. 

Being endowed with these functions and qualities, not belonging to 
` articles of commerce, they ceased to be mere commodities, and became 
sensitively subject to every influence and operation of political regula- 
tions and legal enactments of any one or more nations, which might 
increase or diminish the demand and the uses for the one or the other, 
and thus change their relative values. 

Yet Senator SHERMAN said in his report of 1868: Gold with us is 
like cotton—a raw product — and the doctrinaires proclaim that gold 
and silver are mere commodities like iron, copper, wheat, cotton, and 
farm products; and belong to and are subject to the regulations of 
commerce, and not of legislation or laws which can only operate as a 
certificate of their weight and fineness. They tell us that the great, 
imperious, irrevocable ſaw of supply and demand alone regulates the 
values of gold and silver, of the operations of laws. 

Such statements have been so long proclaimed as truths, incontro- 
vertible facts, by our doctrinaires and economic writers that the great 
agricultural masses of our country are concluding that, if true and 
gold and silver are only commodities, only articles of merchandise, 
subject alone to the regulations of commerce and the law ofsupply and 
demand, then they have the legal right to have their staple products, 
their commodities, placed by law upon an equal footing with the so- 
called commodities, gold and silver, or gold, or gold metal. They say 
if gold is a raw product like cotton, then by law place the raw prod- 
uct cotton upon an equal footing with the raw product gold, and give 
the farmers an equal chance before the law with the miner. 

Hence we have as the legitimate fruit of these false teachings the bill 
now pending before the committee of this Senate for the establishment 
of the so-called warehouse system for staple farm products in numerous 
localities throughout our country, to be determined by production, 
wherein the farmers can deposit their raw products, likecotton, ete., and 
receive Government certificates or Treasury notes—not for the full mar- 
ket value of their products, as the existing law gives to the depositor 
of the raw product gold and as the padane pi now under considera- 
tion proposes to give to the depositors of the raw product silver, but 
only for 70 per cent. of the market value as determined by commerce. 

Mr. President, gold is no longer a raw prođuct, a mere commodity, 
nor is silver. They can not be, and never have been, produced in un- 
limited quantities, as iron, copper, cotton, wheat, and like commodi- 
ties have been and can now be produced. With a limited production 
of gold and silver, laws giving them each like coinage and legal tender 
can and will control and regulate their ratios of value and preventany 
1 material fluctuation. Suppose the discriminations made by 

ws and monetary treaties in our own and Europeans nations, to which 
I have referred, had been in favor of silver and against gold, and gold 
had been made a mere commodity, what would be the market value ot 
25.8 grains, 9 parts fine, of gold metal when measured by our standard 
silver dollar? I do not doubt that their relative values would be to-day 
reversed, and the silver in our dollar would be increased in value as 
much as the gold of the gold dollar has been and is to-day. 

Suppose all the nations of the world had in 1873 demonetized both 
gold and silver, prohibited their coinage and their legal tender in any 
payments, and deprived them of all the functions and qualities of 
money, and adopted some other metal as money, with free coinage and 
full tender of money. What would be their relative value to-day com- 
pared with or measured by the other products of the world? 

Can any one doubt that such action would have relegated them to 
the list of mere articles of merchandise, only valuable on account of 
their superior qualities as metals, for ornament, and for industrial uses, 
and would have reduced their market value, when measured by the 
money metal having free coinage and unlimited legal tender in all 


5 panen and by other metals and products, from 25 to 50 per cent. be- | 


ow what it is now. 

Discriminating legislation and action have caused the divergence now 
existing in their relative values. . 

I am opposed to all such discriminating legislation aud action, 
whether for gold or silver or against either. 

By our laws and executive action let us place them upon a perfect 
equality as coin and bullion, and in addition we ought also to increase 
the standard weight of our half and quarter dollars and dimes to cor- 
respond with the dollar, and make all full legal tenders for all sums, 


and not have two kinds of money of the same metal, one the dollar 
for the rich, upper-ten classes, and the other, half and quarter dollars 
and dimes, for the great masses in their millions and billions of transac- 
tions under $5 in amount. 

In season and out of season those who favor the unlimited coi 
of silver are taunted with trying to flood the country with a depre- 
ciated 72-cent dollar, and even that noble, grand national sentiment 
inscribed upon our silver dollars of the standard weight and fineness 
prescribed by our national laws, ‘‘In God we trust,’’ is sneered at and 
derided as meaning In God we trust“ for the other 28 cents to make 
it a dollar. 

The dollar is our unit of value and money of account, and now by 
law is represented by and attached to any coin, gold or silver, or any 
paper issue, a legal tender for that unit, and all liabilities, contracts, 
and obligations are made payable in and can be discharged by the pay- 
ment of such units of value, dollars and cents, which are a legal tender 
by law, whether they be gold, silver, or paper, unless it is expressly 
stipulated therein that such units of value—dollars—shall be paid in 
coins of a specified weight and fineness in such dollars, as in the case 
of our funded national bonds of 1891 and 1907. 

They charge the friends of silver with nearly all the crimes of dis- 
honesty, and say we want cheap money—a debased dollar. 

Mr. President, I shall not indulge in charges or recriminations and 
shall not impugn the motives of those who differ from me. 

The great State I have the honorin part to represent in this Cham- 
ber has no gold or silver mines, no stock of silver bullion on hand to 
be increased in value and can derive no benefit, no gain by any legis- 
lation of Congress which will not be equally shared by other States. 
Nor have I directly or indirectly a cent’s interest in any mine of gold 
or silver or a cent’s worth of silver bullion on hand. Nor do I favor 
the unlimited coinage of silver dollars with full legal tender because 
the United States are the great producers of silver and want a market 
created by law for this product. I would favor the unlimited coinage 
of silver dollars with full legal tender if not a dollar of silver was pro- 
duced in the United States; and I am not asking for the unlimited 
coinage of that metal simply because it is an American product. 

I find upon our statutes laws discriminating in favor of gold coins 
and bullion and against silver dollars, limiting the amount of their 
coinage and depriving the silver metal of the functions and qualities 
of N and debasing it to the condition of a raw product, a com- 
modity. k 

I find in the laws of Germany and other nations and in the treaties 
of the Latin Union similar discriminations. 

I believe I have satisfactorily shown by the facts and records that I 
have stated and quoted that our own officials and representatives and 
our own discriminating legislation have caused all the discriminations 
now existing in Europe, in the nations which previously had the sin- 
gle standard of silver or the double standard of gold and silver, and 
that these discriminating laws of our own and European countries and 
the fear, the apprehension, of an avalanche of silver from our mines 
into Europe have caused the depreciation, the change in the relative 
value of silver to gold, and have practically relegated silver to the posi- 
tion of a mere commodity, and have made, for the present at least, 
any international agreement with such nations upon a fixity of ratio 
between gold and silver in free coinage of both an impossibility. 

I believe it is now our duty, regardless of the possible actions of other 
nations, to retrace our steps, correct the false impressions and appre- 
hensions of European nations caused by our own unfounded representa- 
tions and by our laws restore silver to a perfectequality with gold, 
both as coin and bullion. 

Mr. VEST. I ask that the pending order be temporarily laid aside 
in order to take up Order of Business 1086, Senate bill 3717. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want to object to that if the Senator will 
just wait half a minute until I ask another permission pertaining to 
this silver question. 

In 1885, Professor Laveleye, of the University of Liege, Belgium, 
published an article on the use of silver as money. I have had that 
article translated, and I believe there has never been a translation of it 
published in this country. He is authority upon that subject, and I 
ask that I may be allowed to have the article printed as a document, 
as well as a letter that he submitted to the royal commission in 1886. 
I do not ask to put it in the RECORD, but to have it printed as a docu- 
ment. I think it is a valuable document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair hears no objection 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not hear what the document is. 

Mr. TELLER. It is an article by Professor Laveleye, ot the Uni- 
versity of Liege, on the silver question. He is a very noted political 
economist and writer, and as good a friend of silver as anybody in this 
country. I think he has made a very strong argument here, which I 
should like to have the American people read. I repeat, I think it has 
never been published in the English language. I had it translated 
from the French, the Journal des Eco 


nomistes. r 
The PRESIDENT tempore. The Chair hears no ihe The 


translation will be printed as a miscellaneous documen 
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SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, transmitting a report 
of the investigation of the salmon fisheries of Alaska, made in accord- 
ance with the act of Congress approved March 2, 1889; which, with 


the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Fisheries, 
and ordered to be printed. 

- KING THEOLOGICAL HALL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 884) to incor- 
„porate the King Theological Hall; which, on motion of Mr. HARRIS, 
were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill 55 R. 7079) for the relief of Thomas J. Parker; and 

A bill (H. R. 7145) for the relief of Esther A. Keyser. 

The bill (H. R. 5381) directing the purchase of silver bullion and 
the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask that that bill may be printed and go on the 
Calendar without going to a committee. 

Mr. HARRIS, Without a reference? 

Mr. TELLER. Without a reference. 

Mr. HOAR, I think that action ought to await the presence of the 
Finance Committee. I do not know that there is any objection to the 

, course proposed, but I suggest that the chairman of the committee 
should be here before such action is taken. 

Si TELLER. Very well; let the bill be printed and lie on the 
table. 

e, HARRIS. Yes, letit be ordered to be printed and lie on the 
table. 

A ccna res pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table and be 
print 

AMENDMENT TO TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. BLAIR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the tariff bill, providing for a bounty of 2 cents a pound on 
maple sugar and a bounty on maple sirup; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES FISH COMMISSION. 


Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolution 
submitted by Mr. STOCKBRIDGE on the 5th instant, reported it without 
amendment; and it was consideredby unanimous consent and agreed 
to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Fisheries in the investigation of the admin- 
istration of the affairs of the United States Fish Commissioner's office, ordered 
by the resolutions of the Senate of the 3d instant, be authorized to employ a 
stenographer, and that the expenses of the investigation be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate. 

? THE MEAT PRODUCT. 

Mr. VEST. I now renew my request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be informally laid 
aside to enable him to ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 3717) to amend ‘‘An act toregulate commerce, approved 
February 4, 1887. Is there objection? e 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not know that I shall formally object, but I de- 
sire to say that this is a very important bill, that there was no notice 
that it was to be taken up at this time, and that the chairman of the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce suggested to me that he wanted to 
be present whenever it was considered. He is not present in the Sen- 
ate. I have sent for him. I really do not think the bill ought to be 
taken up under these circumstances. j 

Mr. VEST. Inotifed the Senator from Illinois, the chairman of the 
Interstate Committee, besides giving public notice upon Saturday last. 
This bill came from the Select Committee to Examine the Meat Product 
of the United States. I simply want to discharge my duty in regard 
to this bill and the other bills recommended by that committee. Un- 
less they are taken up and disposed of at a very early date there is no 
possibility of their being considered at this session of Congress. The 
silver bill is pending; the tariff bill will be here, Iam informed by 
members of the Finance Committee, inside of a week; and we know 
that from that time on it will exclude the consideration of other meas- 


ures. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have just come out of the Committee on Com- 
meree. Some one told me that theSenator from Missouri was making 
a motion to take up some bill that I was interested in. Is that the 
case? 

Mr. VEST. In pursuance of the notice that I gave on Saturday last 
I ask the Senate to take up Senate bill 3717, which is the first bill of 
the series reported from the Select Committee on the Meat Product. 

Mr. CULLOM. I knew nothing of that notice until the Senator 
himself told me to-day. Ever since that E have been in the 
Committee on Commerce, where I was compelled to be in order to pro- 
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tect the interests of our own section. I hope the Senator will not in- 
sist upon that motion to-day, because I, in perfect good faith, desire to 
have the Committee on Interstate Commerce look at that measure at 
its meeting on Wednesday, so that we may determine whether any 
amendment to it is n or not. I have no disposition to delay 
the consideration of the bill beyond the time necessary to do that. I 
hope the Senator will call up some other one of the series of bills that 
he has there, if there is no objection from other parties, and allow the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce to take up the subject at the hour 
of meeting on Wednesday morning, and after that I shall make no ob- 
jection to its consideration. 

Mr. VEST. Well, I ask the Senate then to take up Order of Busi- 
ness 1087, which is another one of those bills, and is a bill to prohibit 
monopoly in the transportation of cattle to foreign countries. 

Mr. HOAR. I will inquire of the Chair if the silver bill has been 
voted on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid 
aside to enable him to ask for the consideration of the bill he has named. 

Mr. VEST. Ifthe Senator from Massachusetts will permit me, I 
will suggest there are no other Senators who desire to speak on the sil- 
ver bill who are present, and for that reason I made the request. 

Mr. HOAR. If we could vote on it without their coming in we 
should save a good deal of time. 

Mr. VEST. I would not have the s'ightest objection to going on 
with the silver bill if they were here. 


TRANSPORTATION OF CATTLE TO FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The title of the bill which the Sen- 
ator from Missouri asks the Senate to consider will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 3718) to prohibit monopoly in the 
transportation of cattle to foreign countries. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? The Chair hears none. It is before the Senate 
as in Committee of tlie Whole and will be read at length. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I am going to make some remarks 
which I do not think are particularly applicable to the subject-matter 
of this bill, but I think they are quite proper to be made upon the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator yield to the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. PLATT. I do not. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose the Chair will permit me 

Mr. PLATT. I do not wish to yield. 

Mr. HOAR. If the bills which are taken up are to be suhjeet to de- 
bate and consume time I should decline to assent, and I sup when 
a bill is informally laid aside it resumes its place on the objection of 


any Senator. 
Any Senator has the right to call 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
for the regular order. 

Mr. HOAR, After the Senator from Connecticut completes his re- 
marks I shall call for the regular order, unless it turns out that the 
matter will not take any time. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I did not wish to object formally to 
the consideration of this bill. It was not in order while the motion to 
take it up was pending to give the reasons why I think that bills ought 
not to be taken up to be considered in this way. It seems to me that 
we ought to dispose of the bill regularly under consideration, which is 
called the silver bill. It has been here a long time, and I have been 
watching as patiently as I- knew how to bring forward two bills which 
seem to me not only of the highest. importance, but of the highest 
privilege, and those are bills for the admission of two Territories as 
States. I have waited and watched and watched and waited until I 
am weary for the opportunity to bring those matters to the considera- 
tion of the Senate. š 

Bills have been passed in the other House similar to those reported 
from the Senate Committee on Territories; they have been laid upon 
the table here, in order that when the report of the Committee on Ter- 
ritories sho uld be reached the House bills might be substituted and 
action had upon them, and it seems to me that, as the Senate is pro- 
ceeding, everything is to be shut out from consideration at this session 
except the silver legislation, the tariff legislation, and such bills as per- 
sons can obtain unanimous consent for the passage of while these mat- 
ters are under consideration. I want to say that from this time on, if 
I am present in the Senate, the silver bill does not get laid aside ex- 
cept upon a yea and nay vote. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have already stated that, if Senators 
who desire to address the Senate pon the silver bill were present, as 
a matter of course I should make no objection to proceeding with that 
debate; but in the interest of economy as to public time and as to the 
public interests I have asked the Senate to take up this bill. 

As to making new States, we have done an extensive business in 
that direction already, and I do not think that any great interest will 
be jeopardized, not to say sacrificed, by a little further delay in that 
respect. 


We have done nothing in regard to the great necessities of the agri- 
cultural communities in the country. This is the first appeal that has 
been directly made in the interest of those communities, of the cattle 
interest of the United States, which is suffering to-day more severely 
than any other. It may be that there is nothing in this bill; it may 
be that it will give no relief, but at any rate it is a step in that direc- 
tion; it is an attempt to do something, and I have felt it my duty as 
chairman of this select committee to present, it may be an imperfect 
result, but still the result of more than eighteen months’ labor devoted 
to this subject. 

It is evident that unless these bills are considered now there is very 
little probability that any legislation will be had in that direction at 
the present session. I do not think it necessary to speak any more 
plainly than this. I suggest that if we are to do anything in the way 
of relieving that interest in this country, which is to-day more de- 

ressed than any other, we must commence somewhere, and I ask, 
therefore, that the Senate will take up the bill and do something with 
it now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts to object ? 

Mr. HOAR. I shall not object at present. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the notice which the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] gave is proper enough, but I think, on the 
whole, it ought to relate to some subsequent period. I am willing 
myself to vote on the silver bill now, as I have been since the first day 
it was reported, but the Senator knows that we plod along in some- 
what the usual way until some persons who have designed to speak 
have postponed from time to time their preparation, expecting that 
another day will do just as well, and I think there are now two or 
three other members of the Senate who are expected to make formal 
utterances on the subject, and I think the Senate if appealed to, or 
merely on a su tion it has been customary when a measure of this 
kind is before the Senate which has been spoken on formally rather than 
in an active debate, that in pauses between speeches the Senate should 
consider other measures, and I want to say in reference to these meas- 
ures, in addition to what has been said by the Senator from Missouri, 
that they are important as beginnings, at all events. Whatever their 
effect may be of course no one can determine, but they are properly de- 
signed, very carefully designed; the Senator from Missouri, represent- 
ing the committee, drew them, and they received the unanimous con- 
currence of the committee. Ido not believe they can be subject to 
serious objection anywhere, and, as it was well said, if anything is to 
be done to accomplish the purpose of the committee or manifest the dis- 
position of Congress to reach the evil, the existence or seriousness of 
pip ia is not questioned, this is as good a time as we can possibly have 
to do it. 

Mr. PLATT. I beg to assure the Senator from Kansas and the Sena- 
tor from Missouri that what I have said does not in any way reflect a 
disinclination on my part to consider these bills. 

Mr. PLUMB. I know that. 

Mr. PLATT. If I had entertained that sentiment, I should have 
objected when it was pro to lay aside the measure which was 
pending. What I said relates to the general business of the Senate. 

The people of the United States have come to be a very great people, 
and the interests which require attention at the hands of the Senate 
have increased enormously, both in numbers and in importance; and 
if the Senate is to go on in what I may call the old-fashioned way of 
allowing all Senators, when an important matter comes before it, to 
take their own time to prepare formal addresses, and not act upon a 
measure of any importance until every member of the Senate has had 
ample opportunity, according to his own convenience, to formulate and 
put in writing the remarks he wishes to make and read them leisurely 
to the Senate at the rate of one speech a day, we have simply arrived 
at a point where it is utterly impossible for the Senate to transact the 
business and the pressing business of the country which comes be- 
fore it. 

It has been said that we are drifiting to a point where we have got to 
revise our rules and provide in some measure, directly or indirectly, for 
the previous question or some method of limiting debate. I hope that 
that time may not soon come, but I want to say, and say as impress- 
ively as I can, that we could act upon all these important measures 
and transact all the important business of the Senate within the ordi- 
nary limits of a session if we could give continuous consideration to 
the measures which come before the Senate; but when they are con- 
sidered by the making of a formal speech and then laid aside and some- 
thing else comes in, as this afternoon, and then taken up again when 
it is convenient for some Senator to speak, we are simply putting our- 
selves in a situation where it is impossible for us to perform the public 
business of the country. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. Presideht, I do not wish to antagonize the 
bill suggested by the Senator from Missouri, but I made a pledge that 
I would object to any other business interfering with the silver bill, 
and everybody all around said Do it; that I would not allow that 
bill to be displaced again without the yeas and nays. 

Now, it seems to me a bill which has been pending here for months 


ought to be acted upon without being put aside in order to allow Sena- 
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tors to make preparation to deliver speeches. They ought to be ready 
when there is an opportunity for them to s , because we do not want 
the previous question here if we can help it, as suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut. There certainly ought to be one deliberative 
body under the Government of the United States. The previous ques- 
tion here would cut off debate, and we should have legislation that 
could not be discussed anywhere, and the day might come when we 
should have bills passed, perhaps, without any discussion at all. 

I do not want to interfere with the bill of the Senator from Missouri, 
but I do want to enter my protest against further delays in coming to 
a conclusion about the silver question. I am ready to vote now, ready 
to vote on it to-day or at any time and get it out of the way; but we 
can not, of course, take it up and lay it down day by day, for it becomes 
stale, and it is trifling with the subject to do that. It is persisting in 
such a course as this that leads to suggestions that we may have to 
adopt the previous question. 

I hope we may go on with the silver bill and get through with it. 
We ought to close it up to-morrow night. If we could have unanimous 
consent now as to the time we should vote on the silver question Sena- 
tors would get ready to vote on it. I suggest, however, that we have 
on Friday next at 3 o’clock a vote on the silver bill and all bills re- 
lating to that subject; take the House bill up, or whatever bill, and 
vote on all theamendments at that time, and continue to vote without 
debate until we get throughon Friday. I ask unanimous consent that 
that may be done. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator from Nevada will permit me to make 
a suggestion, I think it would be quite as proper, before any arrange- 
ment of this kind is made for voting upon the bill, that the presence 
of the Senator who reported the bill, and who, under the custom of the 
Senate, is supposed to have it in charge, might be arranged for. I 
think he is in the building. F 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest also that 
unanimous consent ought to be made by at least a quorum of the body. 

Mr. STEWART. My colleague [Mr. JONES, of Nevada] is engaged 
in the Committee on Finance on the tariff bill, and he requested me to 
look after this bill and not let it drop out of sight in his absence. Con- 
sequently I am thoroughly satisfied that he is as anxious as I am to 
have the bill brought to a conclusion; and I ask unanimous consent 
that a vote on the silver bill may take place on Friday. - 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Nevada, if he desires 
to make any such arrangement as the one suggested by him, that he 
make his suggestion to-morrow morning when there is a full Senate, 
I would not allow any unanimous-consent arrangement to be made this 
evening with so thin a Senate as there is at present. I have no pe 
sonal objection to fixing the earliest hour, so far as I am concerned, but 
let us have a full Senate when the proposition is made to fix a time. 

Mr.STEWART. In compliance with that suggestion, I give notice 
that to-morrow morning when the bill is taken up I s ask to have 
an honr fixed when the vote shall be taken. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it is not the fault of the men who 
are called silver men that this debate has not progressed more rapidly. 

Mr. PLATT. It is not anybody’s fault. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know about that, whether it is anybody’s 
fault or not. I think it is somebody’s fault. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] made a speech which 
lasted until 4 o’clock, a speech which has contributed very much to 
the learning on this subject. Now at 4 o’clock I suppose the other 
Senators who were ready to make speeches did not care about going on 
with a plain lack of a quorum of the Senate, and that has been the 
case every day when this discussion has been on, at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is not peculiar to this bill. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator says that that has not been peculiar to 
this discussion. Mr. President, nobody wants to lecture the American 
Senate or to find fault with it. I confine my remarks to this bill. If 
it is true as toall other bills, it would be as well, perhaps, not to men- 
tion it very much or very loudly. 

Mr. President, this is the most important question that has been be- 
fore the American people for a hundred years, and yet it does not com- 
mand and has not commanded a quorum of this body half the time 
when it has been discussed by men who have given thought and atten- 
tion to it. So far as I am concerned, I am ready to vote on the bill or 
I am ready to discuss it. I am ready to take any part in it that is nec- 
essary. I want to come to a determination. 

There are Senators who oppose this general legislation, who differ 
with me, who have said to me over and over again that they had 
speeches to make on the other side. They have not been here to make 
them and they are not here now. I suppose if they were here they 
would not want to go on at this late hour. I am ready to vote to- 
morrow if the Senate is ready, but, yet according to the usual custom, 
we are never ready to vote until everybody has discussed it as much 
as he wishes. I think the best thing is to take up this bill to-morrow 
and go on with it and discuss it, and if we can reach a vote to-morrow 
night to take the vote then, and not put it off to any particular day, but 
let Senators understand that this case is to be proceeded with until it 
is finally closed. 

The bill which the Senator from Missouri proposed to get up to-night 
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I thought would not take any time perhaps. As he stated, itis a very 
important bill, a bill which a very large portion of the people of the 
United States have a special interest in and are looking to see whether 
anything is to be done. It is one of the bills that ought to be passed 
before we go away, and 1 do not know that we lose time by taking it 
up this afternoon and going on with it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado has alluded 
to the empty seats of the Senate during the discussion of this all-im- 

tant question, so much more important than those which arose dur- 
ing the war when the existence of the nation was in question, and upon 
other occasions during the last hundred years, and I have noticed 
myself the lamentable lack of interest which appeared to be exhibited 
in this great discussion. Very often the Republican side of the Cham- 
ber would be empty, save, perhaps, only the speaker and one or two 
others, and a similar exhibition upon the Democratic side, but I think 
the real cause of the difficulty has been the dreadfully dry and unin- 
teresting nature of the speeches themselves, [Laughter.] In fact, Mr. 
President, I do not think that the Senate has been truly and eloquently 
entertained since the close of debate on the education bill. [Laughter. } 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there ohjection to the request of 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]? 

Mr. HALE. What is the question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That the unfinished business be in- 
formally laid aside. 

Mr. VEST. ‘The bill was taken up and, as I understood, was before 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was read for information. 

Mr. PLATT. I understood it was taken up, and I made my re- 
marks on the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 

r. Hoan] stated that at the close of the remarks of the Senator from 
mnecticut [Mr. PLATT] it was his purpose to object. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not object when several other Senators desired to 
be heard. They have been heard, and I should like now, before insist- 
ing on that objection, to learn whether the bill is one which is likely 
to have considerable discussion 

Now, as I read it, here is a provision that every common carrier from 
the United States, no matter whether it is a freight vessel or a passen- 

r vessel or anything else, must under a penalty receive cattle. In 
fhe next place, it provides that no common carrier can charter his en- 
tire vessel to a particular contractor. Those are certainly most impor- 
tant provisions, and I do not suppose the draughtsman of the bill really 
desired to make it as broad as itseemsto metobe. Certainly it would 
be a great change in all our carrying habits by sea. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, this bill, from reading it, 
shows plainly that it deals directly with questions of commerce with 
foreign countries. Now, I should like to ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri whether it has received the consideration and assent of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, or has it, as is suggested at my right, been sub- 
mitted to the Department? The language of the bill is very 
sweeping. It could not well be more so. It says: 

No clearance shall be granted to any vessel plying as a common carrier 
from the United States to a foreign country— 

No matter what she may be in nor what her business is, 
steamer, steam-ship, sail-ship, bound upon any voyage or any venture, 
no matter what— 
from the United States to a foreign country, the owners, agents, or officers of 
which shall refuse to receive in the order they may be offered, said vessel hay- 
ing storage room for the same— 

As almost all or any vessel above 200 tons has— 
any cattle for transportation toa foreign country, the said cattle being insound 
condition suitable for transportation, and the shipper tendering the reasonable 
freight therefor; or who ìl make any contract or agreement creating a 
monopoly of the capacity of said vessel for carrying cattle in violation of the law 
governing and rogaland the duties and ob! ions of common carriers to the 
public and prohibiting unjust discrimination between shippers. 

Indeed this has but one interpretation, and that is that every craft 
lying at any wharf in any port, sailing to a foreign country, that can 
take cattle on board, no matter whether she is in that business or any 
other business, whether it be fruit, grain, or passenger traffic, or what 
not, can only under penalties refuse to réceive cattle on board if they 
are in sound condition. 

I think a bill that goes as far as that or a bill that is intended to 
go partially as far in that direction, dealing with this question of com- 
merce, as it is literally one of commerce, ought to be considered by 
the Committee on Commerce, of which the Senator from Missouri is a 
laborious and distinguished member. I do not see how under the 
menace that this bill offers, the monitions it holds over every ship- 
owner, a contract could be made for loading that vessel or a charter- 
party for loading that vessel with other products, with the risk that 
at any time before sailing sound cattle might be presented and trans- 

rtation demanded for I should think that the Senator from 
Misso mri as a practical legislator would not desire that himself, and 
therefore it seems to me that the bill ought to at least go over until it 
can be examined further, 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, there are two words left out of this bill 
which ought to be inserted after the word carrier,“ in line 4, so as 


to read, any vessel plying as a common carrier of cattle.” That meets 
all that has been said in criticism of that part of the bill. 

This bill, I will say to the Senator from Maine, came from the Select 
Committee on the rtation and Sale of Meat Products of the 
United States. The evil which it is intended to remedy is a glaring 
one, as declared in the testimony taken in thecity of New York by the 
select committee. It is a well known fact, and it was established by 
that testimony which I hold in my hand, thatit is the custom of those 
vessels that are engaged in the transportation of cattle, and in which 
there are conditions especially adapted for that purpose, to contract the 
whole of their carrying capacity for months in advance, and even for a 
year in advance, to one single person. It is not the case of a charter- 
party, to which the Senator from Massachusetts has alluded and which 
we all very well understand who have paid any attention to the mat- 
ter. It is not the case where a man goes and charters an entire vessel 
for a voyage, which is a charter-party. 

Mr. HOAR. May Iask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator to be assured that I sup there 
is no Senator in this body who has not the most earnest desire to pro- 
mote this very important branch of business, and who does not propose 
to concur with the Senator and his committee in effecting that, if it 
can be done. But does the Senator propose to abolish the power to 
contract for the future for carrying cattle? 

Let me make my statement a little more full, so that it can be an- 
swered. This bill requires that the owners, agents, or officers shall 
receive cattle ‘‘in the order that they may be offered, and if they 
shall make contracts for carrying cattle in the order in which the con- 
tracts were made, then the bill does not cure the evils at which the 
Senator aims, for if a man comes to make his contract six months hence 
for all the storage capacity of a vessel, he can make it. 

On the other hand, if you mean by it literally, as the bill says, in the 
order in which the cattle are offered, does the Senator mean then to 
have it understood that if the owner of a ship has chartered that ship 
to the owner of cattle for an entire cargo, and somebody comes 
the cattle for which the vessel was chartered are loaded and brings some 
other cattle, the vessel has got to take them? ~ 

Mr. VEST. I mean, as plainly as I can use the English language, in 
this bill to subject these common carriers on the ocean that are within 
the jurisdiction of the Government of the United States in our ports 
to the same laws to which we subject the common carriers of the United 
States, the railroads, for instance, that cattle from one of 
the country to another. No railroad has the right to engage all of its 
carrying capacity to any individual, or, in other words, to create a 
monopoly. 

If the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad at the foot of this hill under- 
takes to make a contract to carry property of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts for six months, and in ee of all other property, no mat- 
ter when offered, I say that that contract is illegal, and any court will 
so declare it to be. A common carrier has no such right as that. If I 
take my property to the depot of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, 
merchantable property, and put it upon their depot platform, and ask 
it to be transported, it is no defense for that company to say We have 
got a contract by which we to Mr, Smith and Mr. Jones all 
the carrying capacity of our road.? A steam-ship engaged as a common 
carrier in the language of this bill has no more right to do this thing 
than a railroad company. 

That is what I mean, and I am prepared to defend that proposition. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. I do not think I made 
my proposition quite clear, and I am not sure that the Senator makes 
his clear to me. 

pa aged go to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company at Chi 
and them if they will contract to convey for me a million 
of flour or a hundred thousand barrels of flour to New York, and they 
contract to do so, the contract is made, and that measures the whole 
carrying capacity of that road. Then they are not called on to receive 
another man’s flour, their carrying capacity being all taken up, unless 
under circumstances which will make them punishable for not in- 
creasing their igre 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I take issue with him. 

Mr. HOAR. That is a very different thing from a contract in which 
they say, ‘‘ We will give you all the carrying capacity of this road and 
not entertain anybody else’s proposition,’’ if they have got a distinct 
contract to do a particular thing. But that is a very uncertain and in- 
sufficient analogy to the case of a single vessel, which, of course, has a 
very limited capacity compared with the whole amount of the carrying 
trade of a railroad. 

Certainly it can not be, as it seems to me, the purpose of this bill to 
do what the bill says, or the purpose of any reasonable legislator. It 
oen not ba ie fp oy tons the Senator from Missouri to say that if I 
have a vessel of 2,000 tons burden, fitted for carrying cattle, and some- 
body comes to me and says, ‘‘ Will you take when your vessel sails next 
May so many cattle at a certain price?” a fair price, and I say ‘‘ Yes,” 
and that completes the capacity of my vessel and exhausts it, I should 
be 8 for making such a contract as that. 

whole ocean carrying trade of the world is conducted on that 
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scheme. It is not for the sake of giving a monopoly to anybody to 

make contracts under any other terms or any other circumstances. 

This bill says that if the vessel has storage room for cattle and they 

are presented or offered, no matter what previous contracts they may 

have made to take another man’s cattle which have not yet arrived at 
the wharf, they must take the first that arrive, so that no man can 
take a quantity of cattle by rail down to a wharf in Boston or New 

York and make a legal contract under which he shall have any assur- 

ance whatever that they shall be taken to Europe. That is the way I 

understand the bill. 

MI. VEST. Mr. President, the proposition of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts amounts to this, that any steam-ship company, whether it 
owns one or a dozen vessels, can make contracts in advance for twelve 
months for the entire capacity of all their ships and shut out the gen- 
eral public from transportation. I say they can do no such thing. If 
they are common carriers, they are bound to afford equal facilities for 

transportation to all persons alike, and they can not make those an- 
ticipatory coutracts for six or twelve months or two years in advance, as 
has been done. 

Mr. HALE. Before the Senator sits down, for I am seeking light on 
this subject, will he tell the Senate what is the real grievance that he 
is seeking to reach and cure on these vessels ? 

The situation upon the sea is entirely different, and the Senator must 
see that, from what it is upon the land. Upon the land itis, perhaps, 
unfortunately the case that a few railroad companies by combinations, 
establishing monopolies, may delay and to a great extent control trans- 
portation, which a an evil that is irksome and offensive, and which 
we legislate against, as the Senator’s committee helps to legislate against 
this alleged evil. 

But transporfation by the water is in no degree like that. Almost 
all transportation by water is by single vessels that are individual, almost 
as much so as a wagon going over a road into the country. There are 
no great companies that control traffic by the sea to any large extent, 
and the danger of combination is in no degree such as it is upon land. 
So it seems to me that a provision that might be applicable upon the 
land, to remedy evils ized by everybody, does not obtain by sea. 
It would certainly, just as the Senator from Massachusetts says it 
would, destroy contracts by vessel-owners and agents which ought to 
be entered into; it would prevent their going on with their properand 
meritorious business. It holds that menace over them, itseems to me, 
and I wish the Senator from Missouri would state tothe Senate whether, 
in investigating this subject, he has found actual cases of grievance in 
sea or ocean transportation. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar], as I understand, based his argument upon the analogy which 
he holds to exist to transportation both by land and water. He ex- 
cepts the case of a railroad company and says that that company has 
the right to make its exclusive contract for the transportation, say, of 
a million barrels of flour, which absorbs and more than absorbs all its 
carrying capacity. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say it had a right to make exclusive contracts. 

Mr. VEST. What is that but an exclusive contract? Suppose the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad has a capacity to carry in a year or in 
six months 1,000,000 barrels of flour and no more, and it contracts 
with Mr. Brown to carry for him 1,000,000 barrels of flour, does not 
that shut out everybody else? Does not that give to hima monopoly? 

Now I will answer the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. He says 
the same rule does not apply on the ocean as upon the land. I think 
I can show that it does, The Select Committee on the Transportation 
and Sale of Meat Products found this state of case undisputed: The 
testimony came from the agents of foreign steam-ship companies them- 
selyes in the city of New York. We have no American steam-ships. 
Our flag does not float over a single line that runs from New York to 
any foreign port. There are certain cattle-lines, for instance the great 
National Cattle Line, which transports cattle only. The Senator from 
Maine spoke about passenger ships and fruit ships carrying cattle. That 
is impossible; passenger ships and fruit ships would not carry cattle. 
They are not arranged for that pu 

Mr. HALE. That does not save the bill. The Senator has made a 
suggestion that helps the bill so far as it extends, but the bill itself 
simply uses the largest phrase possible; that is, storage room.“ There 
are hundreds of ships that have storage room. 

Mr. VEST. That is a question for subsequent criticism. I think 
we can remedy any difficulty about that, and I will accept any lan- 
guage that limits it to them; but Iam going on now to explain the 
facts for which the Senator asked. 

There are certain lines which transport cattle only, no other mer- 
chandise and no passengers, They are arranged simply for the trans- 
portation of cattle. They are owned in Great Britain, and theiragents 
reside in the city of New York, Englishmen, who are here transacting 
the business for their countrymen abroad. They came before our com- 
mittee and stated it was their custom to let their entire carrying ca- 
pacity for a whole line or for a single vessel to one individual or com- 
pany, and they declined to split up their ships, as they called it, to 
allow more than one man to ship on any one vessel for the reason they 
gave (which we considered a very imperfect and unsatisfactory one) 


that the employés of these cattle shi pirs become involved in difi- 
culties with each other and make trouble to the officers and crew, and 
therefore they went out among the cattle brokers in the city of New 
York and put up all their ships to the highest bidder for a certain num- 
ber of months in advance, and whenever they accepted a bid they shut 
out everybody else. What is the result? We had cattle-raisers from 
the West, cattle-raisers in my own State, in Iowa, Nebraska, and Col- 
orado, who came before us and testified that they prepared their cattle 
for the foreign market, there being a large increase in the consump- 
tion of American beefabroad, carried their cattle to New York, offered 
them to these steam-ship companies, and the companies refused trans- 
portation on the ground that certain gentlemen, whose names are men- 
tioned in this report, had exclusive control of the carrying capacity of 
the entire line. Will any Senator stand here and defend a proposition 
of that sort and say there is no remedy for this evil? 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. HALE. I wish to ask a question. 

Mr. VEST. Iyield. I will answer any question. 

Mr. HALE. Taking the situation as the Senator has portrayed it, 
how does he think, as à matter of actual business, anybody would be 
accommodated in any of these cattle-ships whose owners or agents have 
been before the Senator’s committee, or any others, all being en 
in the legitimate transportation of cattle? If heseeks to prohibit the 
entire use of a vessel and her capacity by a single shipper if he has got 
cattle enough to fill her, how does the Senator think that anybody 
could ever be accommodated? Who would ever make any trade, who 
would ever enter into any charter-party unless he had the cattle at the 
wharf ready to be offered, ready to go on board the moment the ink 
was dry on the charter? I ask the Senator’s attention to that. It 
is a serious question as a matter of business as to how this proposed 
law would work. 

Mr. VEST. I would make the law so that if a Western shipper of 
cattle for the export trade came to New York where one of these ves- 
sels was ready to sail, and had the storage room then suitable for the 
transportation of cattle, and the cattle were offered, that vessel should 
take those cattle or I would refuse her a clearance, 

Mr. HALE. Now, suppose at that very time a constituent of the 
Senator from Missouri had, a week before, a line of cattle ready for 
shipment, had telegraphed to the agentin New York that he could not 
start those cattle until he was certain they would be shipped when they 
got there, and in good faith the agent of that constituent of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri enters into a charter-party with the owner of the 
ship for the transportation of the cattle of the Senator’s constituent 
that are ready to start. The Senator’s constituent has the cattle ready 
to ship, to fill the ship, and takes the precaution which every business 
man ought to do of getting the trade made by his agent. 

The contract is signed, and upon the basis of that the Senator’s con- 
stituent ships his cattle over the roads of the country to New York to 
there be taken upon this stoi the entire capacity of which has been 
engaged by a charter-party. Suppose that two days before the Sena- 
tor’s constituent gets his cattle there another shipper, who has not had 
the precaution and the business foresight and prevision to make such a 
contract, arrives with his cattle, has them driven to the wharf, and in- 
sists upon their being put on. Now, does the Senator think that 
would be good business? 

Mr. HOAR. It need not be two days before. 

Mr. HALE. I will not say two days, but one day, twenty-four 
hours. Does the Senator from Missouri think that, broad as the do- 
main of Congress is in legislating upon these things, we ought to step 
in and seek to interfere with the every-day caution that business men 
ought to exercise in making their contracts? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes, Mr. President, thatis an old argument, 

Mr. HALE. What is there against the argument? 

Mr. VEST. We have heard that argument for a hundred years in 
favor of every monopoly in this country. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Senator whether that is not a practical ques- 
tion. 

Mr. VEST. I say this practice ought to be broken up. I say that 
is the defense of every monopoly,it is the defense of every railroad that 
discriminates. It says, Ob, you did not get here in time; I contracted 
last week my whole carrying capacity. I say it violates the law that 
controls common carriers as to the public. Itis an ex parte argument. 
It consults nobody except the common carrier. I propose to consult 
the interests of the general public. r 

I will read the Senator the law from a text-book in regard to these 
common carriers: 

He must carry for all alike, and can not show preferences. * and not 
only is he obliged to receive and carry such goods, but he is required to carry for 
all ot hisemployers alike. He can show no favors, nor make distinctions which 
will give one employer an advantage over another, either in the time or order 
of shipment or in the distance of the carriage, or in the conveniences or accom- 

which may be afforded, “Common carriers are bound to Sanit Hames 
differently within the usual range of their business for a reasonable consi — 
tion all freight offered and all passengers who may apply. For a similar equal 


service they are entitled to the same compensation. 
transported 


appl have an equal 
right to be Ain the order of their 


or to have their freight transported in the 
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application. They can not legally give undue or unjust preferences or make 
unequal or extravagant Having the means of transportation, they are 
liable to an action if they refuse to carry freight or passengers without just 
grounds for that refusal. 

“The very definition of the common carrier excludes the right to grant mo- 
nopoly or to give special and unequal preterences. It implies indifference as to 
whom they — serve and an equal readiness to serve all who may apply aud 
in the order of their application.“ Such was the language of the court, by Apple- 
ton, C. J., in the case of the New England Express Company against the Maine 
Central Railroad, which was an action by the express company against the rail- 
isn company for a refusal to accept and carry upon its passenger train (57 Me., 


Mr. HALE. That is a Maine case. 

Mr. VEST— 

See also Commercial Union Telegraph Company vs. New England Telephone 
and Telegraph Company, 6 Railway and Corporation Law Journal, 147. 

And in these very cases the defense was that they had a contract that 
shut out all other companies; they said their whole capacity for doing 
business had been precontracted; and the court said it was no defense. 

Now, what is the result of the application of the doctrine sought to 
be advocated here by the Senator from Maine? : 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me to ask him 
one question on that point? 

Mr. VEST. In a second. The whole result is this, as we find from 
the evidence in the city of New York. Here isa man, a speculator 
who wants to control the entire cattle market in Great Britain. He 
goes to all the cattle-ships that sail from this country to Great Britain 
and engages all of them for six months in advance. That gives him 
the entire control of the transportation from this country to Great 


I know it very well. 


Britain. It was absolutely shown that vessels were tied up and no 
cattle ship upon them at all under such contracts, in order to shut 
out other shippers, in order to keep the Western producer from send- 


ing his cattle directly to the foreign market. 

It is impossible that these foreign steam-ships can protect themselves 
by saying that this is an ordinary charter-party, They are common 
carriers. Their dates of leaving and arriving are fixed. They adver- 
tise to go ata certain time, and yet when I come there with my cattle 
from the prairies of Missouri, fed for the export trade, and say, Here 
are merchantable cattle in sound condition, what is your transpor- 
tation rate? the reply is, We can not take your cattle, sir; the 
whole line is engaged for six months.“ If they can do that, then there 
is no such thing as preventing monopoly in rtation, and this 
evil must go on, and it results in an absolute control of the foreign mar- 
ket by one or two men in the United States, as has been the case for 
the last two years. I will hear the Senator now. 

Mr. HOAR. I was going to ask the Senator a question simply, but 
perhaps I had better wait until he gets through and then say what I 
have to say. WhatI have now to ask himif he is not entirely con- 
founding—I do not know that I ought to use that phrase—but is he 
not overlooking for the moment the distinction between the publicand 
private carrier? Ifa private person may be engaged as a common car- 
rier and may hold himself to be engaged in the business of carrying 
freight for persons who present themselves and make a contract, but 
he does not get, as a foundation of his business, the eminent domain 
which enables him to lay down a railroad, and build a telegraph wire 
or something else, The man owns his ship, buys it or builds, and en- 
gages in business justas a man may havea horse and wagon and drive 

rom the suburbs here into Washington, doing a little express business 
for his neighbors. -` 

Mr. DAWES. And anybody else can have just the same privilege. 

Mr. HOAR. Everybody else has the right; and the men who do not 
like his way of doing business may buy ships of their own. Now, this 
bill of the Senator’s says that this business of a private carrier carried 
on in this country, both by ocean and lake, is to be absolutely forbidden 
hereafter, and that no man shall make a contract beforehand which 
shall be meni and not only he shall not make a contract beforehand 
which shall be binding to take a quantity of cattle by lake or river or 
ocean, but that if he undertakes to execute it he shall be punishable 
for executingit. That is, I wish to know a week before my cattle ar- 
rive at the wharf or before I start them from Missouri or Illinois 
whether I can have a ship to take them to Europe, and the Senator 
comes in with his bill and says that the man who made that contract 
with me shall be punishable if he takes them on his vessel if another 
man presents himself with cattle two minutes before my cattle get 
there and he does not take them. Now, that is the bill, and it can 
not be defended by saying how great the evil is. 

Mr. VEST. Before the Senator takes his seat let me ask him if I 
understand him seriously to assert here in the Senate that the law as 
to common carriers only applies to a chartered company which receives 
a grant from the public authority. 

Mr. HOAR. No, I am not saying anything of that kind. 

; Toii VEST. Very good. I did not think the Senator would say, 

Mr. HOAR. I say the Senator confounds the public with the private 
carrier. 

Mr. VEST. Then what makes a common carrier? Is it not the man 
who offers himself or the corporation that offers itself to the public to 
carry alike all, whether by a grant from a legislature or by a private 
contract or otherwise? Is not a common carrier one who says to the 


whole public alike, ‘‘I will carry your goods? What do these steam- 
ship companies propose to do? They say, We will carry all your 
goods e; we are common carriers; we invite the public to bring 
their merchandise to us; and yet when the publie bring their mer- 
chandise they are told, This is a monopoly; Mr. Eastman has this 
line for six months. We have advertised that the steam-ship will 
come and carry cattle for the whole public;’? but when the public 
come they are told that one man has the entire control of the whole 
line and they will not divide their ship because the employés of dif- 
ferent shippers may become involved in difficulties. 

Mr. President, if that be the law, if that be the principle upon which 
the transportation of the country is to be ted, there is no such 
thing as a common carrier. Does it make any difference because he is 
upon the ocean? The very minute he touches our soil and comes into 
our ports he becomes subject to our jurisdiction. Vessels can not leave 
our ports without a clearance; they are subject to the commercial laws 
of the United States. Yet, according to the argument that the Sena- 
tors make, they are above the law of common carriers and can create 
this monopoly by contract and flaunt it in the face of the people of the 
United States and use our ports and yet defy all commercial usage. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator talks about what certain 
monopolists do or try to do that he wants to break aN Now, without 
entering upon that discussion, it seems to me it is a little important to 
know what this bill does. What Congress is to do is to pass this bill 
or not pass it. 

I asked the Senator, and I do not understand that he has answered 
that question to anybody who has put it, do you meanand do you say 
it is just that there shall not be a right to contract in advance to take 
cattle by Jake, river, or ocean, and that a man who has made such a 
contract shall be punished by the detention of the vessel, in the first 
section, and the penalty prescribed in the second? It is merely a suit 
for damages, not very serious, no imprisonment even; but at any rate 
he shall be punished by the detention of his vessel if having made a 
contract five minutes ago with me that he will take my cattle to Eu- 
rope or by lake or river somewhere and I drive them down to the wharf, 


if a man comes in even five minutes before I arrive and presents some - 
others and says Take those, he shall be punishable if he does not 


do it. 

Does the Senator think it is just that it should be impossible for a 
man 10 miles or 100 miles, or 1,000 miles from New York or Boston 
to secure that his cattle shall be taken to Europe where they are des- 
tined in any way, form, or manner by contract; and must hereafter 
every cattle-owner and every cattle-shipper be subject to have the whole 
thing broken up when he gets the cattle to the wharf where they are 
to be shipped ? 

Now, I should like to have an answer to that one thing. It does 
not answer that question to say that there is a practice of an outrageous 
monopoly that ought to be broken up. It does not answer the ques- 
tion to say that all men ought to stand alike. The question is whether 
it is fit that it should be impossible hereafter, under any circumstances 
or on any terms, for a man to make a contract for taking his cattle 
abroad out of the country five minutes before they are put upon the 
ship. I think we are entitled to have an answer to that one question. 

Mr. VEST. I can answer it without any sort of trouble. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator does not answer it by saying that a mo- 
nopoly is a bad thing, 

Mr. VEST. I can answer it without any sort of trouble, and I have 
endeavored to answer it. Wherever the contract is made legitimately 
and not for a monopoly 

Mr. HOAR. That is not what the bill says. 

Mr. VEST. And wherever the party acts in the course of ordinary 
commercial trade, as a matter of course this bill would not apply to 
him. But where a contract is made which shuts out all but one ship- 
per, then this bill would apply, and it would apply because that does 
create a monopoly. It is not a case where a man comes and says, I 
want to ship so many cattle abroad upon your line.“ This is a case 
where a man makes a contract for all the storage room, shuts out every- 
body else, and says to the whole world, I have got the entire carry- 
ing capacity of this whole line of steam-ships, whether I use it or not. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator be kind enough to point out in the 
bill where that thing is said and not the other thing? 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I think I can by reference to the 
bill answer the question of the Senator from Massachusetts; and to do 
that I will read the provisions of tlie bill: 

That no clearance shall be granted to any vessel plying as a common carrier 
from the United States to a foreign country the owners, agents, or officers of 
which shall refuse to receive in the order they may be offered, said vessel hav- 
ing storage rooms for the same, any cattle for transportation to a foreign coun- 
try, the said cattle being in sound condition, suitable for transportation, and 
the shipper tendering the reasonable freight therefor. 

That presents the plain case of a ship-owner who has room for cattle 
and who refuses to accept and ship cattle, and it would be as plain a 
violation of the law relating to common carriers as it would be for a 
hackman carrying passengers through the city to take two or three 
men in an omnibus that would carry a dozen and refuse to take others, 
or it would be as plain a violation of the law as it would be for a rail- 
road company, or any other carrier carrying merchandise from point to 
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point, having space in which to carry the commodity, to refuse to 
it. 


That is the first section of the bill. It seems to me there can be no 
possible doubt that that provides for the regulation of a case where 
the common carrier would distinctly violate the law of the common 
carriers. Then the second clause of the first section of the bill is: 


Or who shall make any contract or agreement creating a monopoly of the 
capacity of said vessel for carrying cattle in violation of the law governing 
and regulating the duties and obligations of common carriers to the public, 
and prohibiting unjust discrimination between shippers. 


That is not the case of a charter-party—it is totally different—but it 
is a case where the ship-owner grants a monopoly of his vessel. If a 
citizen to him and tells him, I have five hundred cattle or a 
thousand cattle to carry, and I tender you those,’’ and he has room 
for no more, then he is amenable to no law for not taking the cattle 
of other people, because he has accepted the capacity of his vessel of 
the first comer. But, if instead of his contracting to take so many cat- 
tle he contracts with another for the purpose of giving him a monopoly 
of the carriage of his vessel, that then is a plain violation of the law of 
common carriers and a plain case of monopoly. 

See what the effect of that is. It gives to the man who may contract 
with a line of steam-ships the control of the market at the other end 
of the line, and thereby affects, as far as his action can affect it, the 
market between this country and a foreign country. But it does more 
and worse than that. When the steam-ship-owners are permitted to 
allow particular men to monopolize their carrying capacity and con- 
tract in advance for their whole carrying capacity then the citizens of 
this country who have cattle to sell and to ship abroad either must 
sacrifice their cattle or fail to sell them or sell them to the man who 
has the monopoly of the carriage at his own terms. 

So the injustice is plainly seen that comes from the idea that ship- 
owners can bargain away the carrying capacity of their vessels. Itseems 
to me there is no trouble in this bill whatever, and that no injustice 
can be wrought by it. 

Mr. HALE. Would the Senator seek to enact a statute that would 
prevent a shipper of cattle from entering into a bona fide contract for the 
transportation of those cattle a week or two weeks before the sailing of 
the ship, as a matter of ordinary caution ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not propose to allow the Senator to make a 
hypothetical case for me that the bill does not make. 

. HALE. The bill clearly 

Mr. REAGAN. The bill makes its cases, two of them alone. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Senator if he sees any objection to an amend- 
ment like this, in line 7, after the word same.“ The clause reads: 

Which shall refuse to receive in the order they may be offered, said vessel 
having storage room for the same, 

Now insert: = 

Not already contracted for in good faith by persons or parties having cattle 
for transportation at the date of such contract sufficient to occupy such 
storage room. 

Mr. REAGAN. The law itself supplies the very words the Senator 
would insert in it. The general law supplies those very words. 

Mr. HALE, Then the bill itself as it stands seeks to go immensely 
beyond what the law is. If the general law covers that, certainly a 
bill that we are making here now for a particular traffic can not be 
harmed, its purpose can not be in any way distorted or lost, by such 
an amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. The case presented by the bill is simply the one 
that the common carrier has a vessel ordered to sail; he is carrying 
cattle; his space is not occupied; and a citizen offers cattle for the bal- 
ance of his space in a proper condition for shipment, and tenders the 
money to pay for the shipment. Now, if he refuses he violates the law. 
That is the case that the bill presents, and no sortof arrangement of 
words, no sort of hypothetical cases can be strained so that this provision 
is not a plain provision in favor of right and against monopoly and sus- 
taining the law of common carriers. The other clause is the same 
way: 

Or who shall make any contract or agreement creating a monopoly of the 
capacity of said vessel for carrying cattle in violation of the law. 

Just as I said before, it A proposes to contract with the owner of a 
steamship to carry a thousand head of cattle and that is the capacity 
of his ship, B has no right to complain that he can not have his cattle 
carried because A has occupied the whole vessel before him; but if he 
has space then he must carry for anybody else who presents cattle. 

I beg the pardon of the Senator from Missouri for taking the floor 
from him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreein 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 
amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
it is proposed to insert the words of cattle; so as to read: 

That no clearance shall be granted to any vessel plying as a common carrier 


of cattle from the United States to a fore country the ow 
cers of which shall refuse to receive, = y OT iad E o 


The amendment was agreed to. : 
Mr. HALE. Now I offer an amendment to come in after the word 
“same,” in line 7 of section 1. 


to the 
The 
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In line 4 of section 1, after the word carrier, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

Mr. HALE. I only wish to say that this amendment does not goso 
far as I think it ought. It only covers the case of the bona fide pP 
2 of cattle, and when he makes a bona fide contract, has the stock 

nd to carry out that contract. I think it ought to go further. I 
think this bill is the regulation of transportation run mad, and that it 
will be a grievance and an offense. 

This amendment of mine does not by any means meet all the objec- 
tions that I find in the bill, but it goes to a certain extent to protect 
the bona fide shipper. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will read the’ 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine. : 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 7, section 1, after the word same, 
it is proposed to insert: 

Not already contracted for in good faith by persons or parties having cattle 
for transportation at the date of such contract sufficient to occupy such storage- 
room. 


So as to read: 

Said vessel having storage-room for the same not already contracted for in 
good faith by persons or parties having cattle for transportation at the date of 
eae one sufficient to occupy such storage-room, any cattle for transporta- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment propa by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. VEST. tsimply nullifies the whole provision of the bill, be- 
cause in every one of these instances of monopoly, the shippers, these 
large capitalists, will be able to show that they have the cattle ready 
to put on board the vessel. There is no trouble in regard to that, and 
it would simply say to the steam-ship companies, You can g on in 
the same line of contract that you have been pursuing and shut out 
the general public in the interest of a single shipper.” 

It is a well known fact, Mr. President, that at this very time there 
is one man controlling every foot of storage-room on every cattle vessel 
from the United States to Great Britain. Here in this testimony, if 
Senators have had leisure to read it, is found the testimony of witness 
after witness that there have been contracts for six months and twelve 
months and three months by which one man controlled the entire ex- 
port trade of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Are those vessels common carriers of cattle? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir, common carriers. 

Mr. HOAR. Are they? 

Mr. VEST. Unquestionably common carriers. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think so. 

Mr. VEST, The vessels are plying regularly, just as regularly as 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad runs its cars to Baltimore and to New 
York. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator be kind enough to inform the Senate 
how itis that a vessel is a common carrier of cattle which has contracted 
its whole storage capacity to one man? 

Mr. VEST. Does it destroy the character of a common carrier when 
a monopoly is created? 

Mr. HOAR. Absolutely. 

Mr. VEST. I deny it. 

Mr. HOAR. It ends it. 

Mr. VEST. I deny it. I say that is exactly what the common 
law prohibits; and there is not one thing in this bill, and I defy any 
lawyer to point it out, that is not in the common law, except the 
penalty. I have copied the language of the common law; I have taken 
this bill from the text-books; and the only difference is in the penalty. 
Here the penalty is the refusal of clearance, while in the other cases 
it is damages and punishment by indictment for monopoly, as may be 
done at the common law. 

It is most astonishing that Senators will persist in saying that these 
vessels that ply regularly as cattle-vessels, that are advertised as cattle- 
vessels to leave at a certain day, are not common carriers, inviting the 
whole world to come alike and in common and use their storage capac- 
ity. If the amendment of the Senator from Maine is adopted it simply 
says to them, Go on and make your contracts and shut out every- 
body except the man who wants to control the English market.’’ 

Mr. HOAR. We now seem to have reduced this discussion to a ques- 
tion of what this bill means; and as I understand the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] the bill does not mean, in his judgment, to him 
what I believe it does. I understand that the bill declares in terms— 
leaving out the second clause which I do not make any question of; I 
will consider that as settled— > 

That no clearance shall be granted to any vessel plying as a common carrier 
of cattle from the United States to a . — — a owners, agents, or of- 
ficers of which shall refuse to receive in the order they may be offered 

Not in the order in which contracts may be proposed 

Mr. REAGAN. When there is room. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand; when there is room 
said vessels having storage room for the same, any cattle for transportation toa 
foreign country. 

Now, the Senator from Missouri says that the purpose of that is to 
break up the contracting beforehand the whole storage room of a vessel 
to a private party. So, of course, when the bill says said vessel hav- 
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ing storage room,” it does not mean said vessel gre | storage room 
not contracted to somebody else; it only means said vessel having 
storage room in which the cattle are not actually put at the time. 

So the bill, as it seems to me, is liable to the objection which has been 
made it, and that the Senator from Texas does not comprehend 
it as I do and as I think it is really. 

Now, what is the last observation of the Senator from Missouri? 
The Senator from Missouri says that he wishes to break up the prac- 
tice of vessel-owners who are common carriers making contracts to give 
all the storage capacity of their vessels to one particular person. It 
seems to me very clear thatif that be done the owner of the vessel from 
that moment has ceased to bea common carrier of cattle. The railroad 
and the telegraph company have the character of common carriers im- 
posed upon them by law, which they can not throw off; but the pri- 
vate vessel-owner may cease to be a common carrier at any time when 
he pleases. He is only made a common carrier by the fact that he 
holds himself out as such to the public, and the moment he elects in 
his own mind, temporarily or permanently, to make a contract with a 
3 person, that moment he ceases to be a common carrier. So the 

does not reach the evil at all in the case of a carrying trade by sea 
by the private owner of a vessel. 

I have here the statement made in Hutchinson on Carriers. I mis- 
laid the strongest statement, but I have one here that answers. The 
forty-eighth section is as follows: 

What circumstances will be sufficient to invest the employment of the carrier 
in particular cases with the character of a public one, and what professions or 
course of dealing on his will be conside: as enough to constitute him a 
common carrier instead of a private carrier for „is, however, sometimes a 
question of no little difficulty, and has given rise to considerable diversity of 
opinion and . criterion by which it is to be determined whether 
he belongs to the one or the other is 1 to be whether 
he has held himself out or has advertised himself in his dealings or course of 

ness with the public as being ready and willing for hire to carry particular 
classes of A a for all those who may desire the transportation of such 
between places between which he professes in this manner his 
and to carry. If he has done so, he is, of course, to be regarded as 
N carrier; but, if not, he will be treated only as a private carrier for 


iness 


Here is the owner of a packet-ship or of a foreign steamer, and he 
— 5 in regard to a particular voyage that he has let that vessel, its 
whole carrying capacity of cattle, to the Senator from Missouri, or in 
regard to a dozen voyages to come in succession. In other words, he 
has done what he has a perfect right to do, and what this bill does not 
undertake to interfere with him in doing. He has laid down for that 
voyage or for those voyages the function and character of a common 
carrier and has concluded to devote his property to the business of a 
private carrier for hire, to resume the character of a common carrier at 
any moment and lay it down at any moment, and he may take it up 
and lay it down as often as he chooses to alternate. But this bill only 

that whenever a common carrier of cattle ceases to be a common 
carrier and becomes a private carrier then such and such things shall 


happen. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, ifthe construction that the Senator from 
Massachusetts contends for now be true, then no injustice can be done 
toanybody. If these common carriers can throw off their character 
of common carriers by making a contract for a monopoly, and the Sen- 
ator believes that, then nobody is hurt. I am willing to risk the bill. I 
am willing to risk the courts as towhether these steam-ship lines are 
common carriers or not. When they hold themselves out to the public 
and advertise their ships to leave at a certain time, if they can then 
disappear all at once as common carriers and become private carriers 
by virtue of a monopolistic contract, and if the courts say so, well and 

But ung onably, unless there is some remedy offered, un- 
ess we attempt to do something, this evil will exist which results in 
the monopolizing of the entire English market by a single individual. 

Mr. HOAR. I have found the section—the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPOONER] referred me to it—which illustrates the case much 
better than I can state it, if the Senator from Missouri will pardon me 
for reading this one sentence, which I could not find a few moments ago. 

VEST. Certain! 


Mr. 2 y. 
Mr. HOAR. Section 73 of Hutchinson on Carriers says: 


In order to fix upon them the liability of common carriers for anything ex- 
cept the of their passengers it must be shown that by usage or by their 
holding themselves out as such the public is justified in so regarding them. 
And even as to such carriers as are pas facie public or common carriers, it 
may be shown that in the particular instance or under the circumstances of the 
case, they did not un o to tra: rt and are not liable as common carriers. 
It may be shown, for instance, that the goods were carried by the ship undera 
charter party giving to the hirer its whole capacity, in which event the owner 
would not be a common carrier, but a bailee to as a private carrier 
for hire. Or if the owner Sere in his own businessand exclusively 
on his own private account, and for accommodation takes goods on board to 
be carried, although it may be for hire, he will not be deemed a common carrier. 


Now what becomes of the Senator’s bill if that be the law? What 
has happened when this bill has passed if that be the law and the bill 
means what the Senator says it means? 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator is correct and if they can throw off the 
character of common carriers whenever they please, nobody is injured 
byit. If nobody is hurt by it, why do the Senators oppose it with so 
much vigor and withso much learning? The whole question is whether 
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the steam-ship is a common carrier or not. As a matter of cone e is 
elementary law that can be contested. It is a fact in the case. ey 
can show that they are not common carriers; they can show that they 
are private carriers, 

But suppose it is shown that they advertise themselves as common 
carriers and proclaim tothe whole world, ‘‘ Come with your merchandise 
and we will accept it under the law that governs a common carrier, which 
is that all shall be treated alike and that merchandise in a suit- 
able form, merchantable goods, shall be sent in the order in which 
they are offered, transportation being offered and tendered on thesame 
terms; suppose those facts appear, then this bill would attach. If 
they are private carriers, if itis a charter-party, then, as a matter 
of course, they can prove that fact and escape. : 

But I assert, and the evidence shows it to be true, that these are not 
charter- parties. The whole steam-ship line is taken up by one shipper. 
It is done, and they openly avow it, to control the a, Ay market, 
It is done to shut out the rest of the cattle-raisers of the United States, 
The result of it is (and it is shown beyond any sort of question) that 
they have put up the price of cattle and they have put down the price 
of cattle when it suited them, because they control the great element 
in commerce, transportation. 

It is useless for any man to have cattle unless he can get them to 
market, and yet these vessels advertise to leave a port on a certain day 
and are tendered cattle by a Western raiser; he is told they have got 
noroom. The vessel is empty, no cattle are on board of it, but it is 
Mr. Eastman’s contract; he holds it for six months, and that vessel lies 
there empty, tied up to the wharf, under a monopoly and nothing 
else. 


It is useless to quibble about words. What is a monopoly? It is 
the absolute ownership under contract (I do not care how that contract 
is worded) of a certain thing to the exclusion of the general public. 
I reaffirm that neither the Senator from Massachusetts nor the Senator 
from Maine can find a single word in this bill which is not the common 
law except the penalty as to clearance. 

Mr. HALE. Let the Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will again read the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 7, after the word same 
insert the words: 

N in good faith b; ns or parties havi 
ee Ache date of Seon Sontak Pari piris 98 — Hore 
room. 


Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, that is a very moderate amend- 
ment. It only seeks to deal with the case of a bona fide contract en- 
tered into by a shipper of cattle who desires in good faith to ship them 
abroad and who exercises ordinary caution in making his contract for 
such shipment before he sends his cattle to the seaboard. That whole 
domain of seeking to monopolize the carrying cattle trade upon the sea 
and upon the lakes by large concerns, who make contracts ahead for 
cattle that they have not boughtand perhaps may not have been raised 
by anybody, is not touched by this amendment. 

It is a very moderate amendment, I repeat; and if the Senator can 
accomplish by his bill what he believes he can, and declines to accept 
the amendment, and the Senate declines to ars it on, I can only say 
that he strikes at the root of all prudent and thoughtful business of 
this kind. Hetakes away from men what in any enterprise would 
only be considered decent forethought, in providing for materials and 
the subject-matter under which they can carry on their business. He 
does not allow, I repeat, a shipper in his own State to make a contract 
with a single vessel lying at New York or Boston or wherever it may 
bein this business—to make a contract that shall justify him in sending 
his line of cattle to the sea voyage. 

If the Senate is prepared to reject so limited an amendment as this 
that has been affered, then it is prepared to take the whole subject of 
this business into its own hands, and really, as the Senator on my right 
[Mr. Hoar] says, to injure the class of men who ought to be protected. 

Mr. VEST. We will risk that. 

Mr. HALE. It is a grave risk. The Senator ought to know a great 
deal more about this than I do, but I believe that with the thrift that 
is in the West, with the shrewdness that isin the West, with the fore- 
sight in business, that you can not get men toship cattle by rail to the 
ports on the Atlantic seaboard unless they know something about what 
is going to become of them. This bill prostrates business, it annihi- 
lates it. It takes away from business men what is the first necessary 
ingredient to successful business, and that is forethought, prevision. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him right there? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. The testimony taken by our committee shows that the 
large cattle-raisers in the West had ceased to attempt to send their 
cattle abroad. L asked them the question myself, Why do you not 
ship directly to England. Wehave tried it,“ they said, aud when 
we get to New Vork we are told by the steam-ship companies that their 
entire carrying capacity has been taken in advance; and it has broken 
up the export trade from the Western country, except through this mo- 
nopoly. 

Mr. HALE. Nov, if the Senator is right in what he thinks he can do, 
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that whole Western interest engaged in shipping cattle or desiring to 
‘engage in it would be in an infinitely worse condition than it is now. 
You propose a condition where there shall be no engagement made as 
to what shall be done with the stock when it reaches the seaboard, but 
it will all be a huddle and a mass, and the man who has had no fore- 
thought is to be equal on terms with the man who has tried to exer- 
cise forethought; and you will have no business. No man in the Sen- 
ator's State, no man anywhere in the West, will venture to send live 
stock to the seaboard for European shipment if the Senator does what 
he believes hecan do by law. The Senator proposes to throw it intoa 
hotch-potch, and, instead of benefiting the men whom he is seeking to 
benefit, he will put them into a condition where they will not dare to 
embark in the business. 

I hope the Senate will realize this in voting upon the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. [Putting the ques- 
tion.] The Chair is unable to decide by the sound. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STEWART and Mr. WASHBURN. Let the amendment be 


read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will again read the 
amendment. 

The CHIEF ĆLERK. In section 1, line 7, after the word same, it 
is moved to insert the words: * 


Not already contracted for in good faith by persons or parties having cattle 
for transportation at the date of such contract sufficient to occupy such storage 
room. 


So as to make the first section of the bill read: 


That no clearance shall be granted to any vessel plying as a common carrier 
of cattle from the United States toa foreign country the owners, agents, or ofii- 
cers of which sball refuse to receive in the order t may be offered, said ves- 
sel having storage room for the same, not already contracted for in good faith 
by persons or parties having cattle for transportation at the date of such con- 

sufficient to occupy such storage room, any cattle for transportation to a 

country, the said cattle being in sound condition suitable for transporta- 

tion and the shipper tendering the reasonable freight therefor; or who shall 

make any contract or agreement creating a monopoly of the capacity of said 

for ca: — cattle in violation of the law governing and I the 

uties and obilgat ons of common carriers to the public and prohibiting unjust 
mination between shippers, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

The Secre proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FAR LL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, 
I should vote nay.““ 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. If he were present, I should 
vote yea. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I will transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CAR- 
tmte] and vote“ nay.” 

Mr. SPOONER. I am paired generally with the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. WALTHALL], who is absent to-day, and therefore I am 
not at li to vote. If I were at liberty to vote Ishould vote yea. 

Mr. PAD I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Eustis]. If he were here, I should vote nay.“ y 

Mr. VEST and others. He would vote ‘nay.’ 

Mr. PADDOCK. Being assured by friends of the Senator from 
Louisiana that he would vote ‘‘nay’’ if he were here, I will vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr, DOLPH. I transfer my pair with the senior Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Brown] to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTI- 
GREW] and vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—10. 
Blair, Gorman, Hoar, Stewart. 
Dawes, Hale, Sanders, 
Edmunds, Hiscock, Bawyer, 

NAYS—23. 
Allen, Jones of £ 

s Soke. ae — 
Berry, Dolph, Paddock, 
Faulkner, Vest, 
Gase, George, Plumb, Washburn. 
k Hearst, Power, 
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Aldrich, Dixon, Kenna, Ransom, 
Allison, Eustis, MeMillan, Sherman, 

ur, Evarts, McPherson, Spooner, 
Black! Farwell, Manderson, Squire, 
Blodgett, Frye, Moody, Stanford, 
Brown, Gibson, Morgan. Stockbridge, 
Butler, Gray. Morrill Vance, 
Cameron, 2 2 Voorhees, 
Carlisle, k Payne, Walthall, 
Chandler Hawley, Pettigrew, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Higgins, Platt Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Ingalls, Pugh, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Quay, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The state of the vote disclosing the 
want of a quorum, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, June 10, 1890, at 12 
o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
MONDAY, June.9, 1890. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The qournal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. 

5 SILVER BILL. 

Mr. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to amend 
the title of the bill (H. R. 5381) authorizing the issue of Treasury notes 
on deposits of silver bullion so as to read: An act directing the pur- 
chase of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for 
other purposes.“ 

‘The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 


to amend the title of this bill? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears _ 


none. 
Mr. GROUT. If it is to take any time, I make objection. 
TheSPEAKER. It has already been adopted. Does the gentleman 
from Vermont call ſor the regular order? 


CONTRACT-LABOR LAW. 


Mr. LODGE. I desire unanimous consent to offer the following 


resolution of inquiry, and ask to have it read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform this House 
whether it is true that the Cunard Steam-ship Company on Saturday last refused 
to obey the orders of the officers of the United States to give return passage to 
certain immigrants landed at New York by said company in violation of the con- 
tract-labor laws of the United States, and, if so, what steps, if any, have been 
taken to refuse entry to the steam-ships of said company until said company has 
complied with the laws of the United States and made due reparation for their 
refusal to obey the orders of the officers thereof, 


The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I do not know that I understand the resolution, 
but a similar resolution has within the last thirty days been sent to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the matter has been and is under 
consideration there. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. If there has already been a resolution of that kind 
sent to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the Chair, without objection, 
will refer this one tothat committee. ‘The Chair was in doubt whether 
it should be referred to the Committee on Commerce or to the Commit- 
tee on Labor, 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. CONNELL, [I also have a resolution I would like to offer, and 
I ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Vermont calls for the regular order. 


KING THEOLOGICAL HALL. 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 884) to incorpo- 
rate the King Theological Hall, and yield to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. ATKINSON]. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I present a copy 
of the bill which I desire to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That Thomas Underwood Dudley, William Paret, J. Hous- 
ton Eccleston, John A. King, Henry E. Pellen, and J. C. Bancroft Davis be, 
and they are hereby, declared to be a body politic and corporate, with Fee 
succession in deed or in law to all intents and purposes whatsoever “A e name, 
style, and title of The King Theological Hall, by which name and title said body 
outs and corporate shall be competent, for the purposes of this act only, at 
w and in equity, to take to itself any estate whatsoever in any mess x 
lands, tenements, hereditaments, goods, chattels, moneys, and other effects, 
git devise, grant, donation, n, sale, conveyance, assurance, or will; and 
e same to grant, bargain, sell, transfer, assign, convey, assure, L 
clare, to use and farm, let, and to place out on interest, for the use of said "A 
in such manner as shall be deemed most beneficial tọ said institution; and to 
receive the same, their rents, issues, and profits, income and interest, and to 
apply the same for the proper use and benefit of the said hall; and by the same 
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name to sue and be sued, to implead and be impleaded, in any courts of law and 
équity, in all manner of suits, actions, and prossedings whatsoever, and gen- 
erally, by and in the same name, to do and transact, all and every, the business 
— ing or concerning the premises: Provided, That the same do not exceed 
_ the value of $25,000 net annual income over and above and exclusive of the re- 
for the education and support of the students of said hall. 

k. 2, That the government of the body politic and corporate hereby created 
shall be vested in a board of not less than five trustees, who shall be eleeted by 
the corporators at meeting of which at least five days’ previous notice shall 
have been given. In case of any vacancy caused by the death, resignation, or re- 
moval of any trustee a new trustee shall be elected by the surviving or remain- 
ing trustees, and any trustee may be removed from office by the unanimous 
vote of all the remaining trustees. The board of trustees shall adopt a common 
seal, which sored may alter at pleasure, under and by which all deeds, diplomas, 
and acts of the hall shall passand be authenticated, and may enact by-laws for 
the government and regulation of the institution, and change the same from 
time to time. All meetings of said board may be called in such manner as the 
trustees shall prescribe, and a majority of the members of the board shall con- 
stitute a quorum to do business, but a less number may adjourn from to time 


time. 
Sec. 3. That the hall is established for the purpose of fitting students to be- 


come ministers in the Protestant Episcopal Church in the United States. The 
trustees may appoint such officers as they think fit for the management of the 
affairs of the corporation, including instructors, tutors, professors, and lecturers, 
and may prescribe their duties and fix their salaries and tenure of office. They 
may also confer such degrees and grant such diplomas as are usually conferred 
and granted in other similar institutions. 

Sec, 4. That the said corporation shall not employ its funds or income, ox any 
part thereof, in banking operations, or for any purpose or object other than those 
expressed in this act; and that nothing in this act contained shall be so con- 
strued as to prevent Congress from altering, amending, or repealing the same, 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as ſol- 


lows: 
Insert the word colored” before the word student.“ in line 2 of section 3. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to announce that this bill is on 
the Private Calendar, and that the motion of the gentleman from Ver- 
mont must be to ask unanimous consent for its consideration in the 
House. [After a pause.] If there is no objection, the bill will be con: 
sidered in the House. 8 

Mr. CONNELL and Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont then will have to 
move to go into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills 
reported from the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole to consider bills reported from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. DuNNELL in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole to 
23 business reported from the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

Me. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the 
bill which has just been read be read by its title, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The bill (S. 884) to incorporate the King Theological Hall. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. The bill has been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani- 
mous consent that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Task for the reading of the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia objects, and the 
bill will be again read. 
The bill was again read. 
X at ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say 
riefly—— 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will first report the amendment. 

‘The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, 
briefly, that this bill has been presented to the House at the instance of 
the Protestant Episcopal Church. The incorporators embrace amongst 
their number the bishop of this diocese. Its purpose is to establish an 
institution for the education of colored ministers. It is stated that 
difficulties have been encountered in securing white ministers to do 
missionary work ampngst the colored people of this country, and in 
order to obviate this difficulty it is now proposed for this great Christian 
object to establish a theological hall for the education of colored men 
to engage in missionary work amongst persons of their own color. We 
believe the bill has all the proper restrictions thrown around it. It is 
in the form usually adopted in the preparation of bills of this character, 
and I hope that it will pass. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I have no objection to the bill. The object 
seems to be a good one; but I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania the question whether the general law would not permit 
the incorporation of such an institution without the necessity of com- 
ing to Congress every time for a charter? 

„ ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. In answer to the gentleman I 
would state that it seems the general corporation law of the District 
of Columbia is not sufficiently ample to cover cases of this sort. It 
does not provide, as I understand, for the incorporation of theological 
institutions at all; and on that account it is necessary that a private bill 
ghall be presented here, 


Mr. ROGERS, Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield to me 
for a question? : 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Certainly, 

Mr. ROGERS. I did not hear the reading of the bill, and I wish 
to ask whether or not the Government assumes any sort of obligation, 
liability, or responsibility of any kind, or whether it will be contem- 
plated in the future? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. There is nothing of that sort 
contained in the bill, nor does there appear to be anything of that sort 
in contemplation. The Government assumes no obligations at all, but 
simply grants an act of incorporation to these gentlemen to establisha 
school in connection with their denomination. I ask that the bill be 
laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it do pass, 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is first on the amendment, which 
will be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Section 3, line 2, insert the word “colored” before the word students.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
THOMAS J. PARKER, 


Mr. GROUT. I now call up the bill (H. R. 7079) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Parker, and I yield to the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. HEMPHILL]. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
N to Thomas J. Parker, of Washington, D. C., the sum of forty 
dollars and eighty-nine, being the sum paid by him to the tax-collector of the 
District of Columbia in the year 1878, on account of taxes erroneously assessed 
against part of lot 3, square 56, in the city of Washington, D.C. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, this is a case where an assess- 
ment was levied for an improvement which was not made. The man 
paid the money under protest, and the bill simply authorizes the com- 
missioners of the District to refund that which they know and which 
came was taken from him wrongfully. The amount is only $40 
or $50. 

Mr. BLOUNT. How does it happen to have been delayed so long? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, like a good many other things that come 
before Congress, it did not get attended tovery promptly. This is the 


first opportun ty that there has been to pass the bill, 

Mr. BLOUNT. There has never been any question about the pro- 
priety of this refund? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. None that I have ever heard of. It seems to be 
perfectly just. 


The Committee on the District of Columbia recommended amend- 
ments, inserting in line 7, after the words ‘‘ eighty-nine,’’ the words 
“ cents,” and after the word assessed, in line 10, the words No- 
vember 11, 1870, for sewer.” 2 

The amendments were agreed to, 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House witb 
the recommendation that it do pass, 


ESTHER A. KEYSER. 


Mr. GROUT. I now call up the bill (H. R. 7145) for the relief of 
Esther A. Keyser. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
they hereby are, authorized and directed to refund and re to Esther A. Keyser 
out of any moneys standing to the credit of the District of Columbia in the 

ury ofthe United States not otherwise ap: 8 sum or sums of 
money as haveheretofore been paid by her, or t under or through whom 
she claims, to the corporation of Washington or its successors, as the pur- 
chase-money for lot 3 in square 873, together with all such sums of money as 
have been paid by her, or those under or through whom she claims, as taxes 
and assessments upon and inst said lot 3 in square 878, with interest on said 
several sums of money from the date of the payment thereof, said lot 3 in square 
873 having been sold by the corporation o ashi: n to the said Esther A. 
Keyser, or those under whom she claims, and the said ration of Washing- 
ton, and its successors, having failed to make a valid deed and conveyance of 
said property under the laws authorizing the sale of real estate in the District 
of Columbia for taxes. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. This is a bill to refund certain moneys which 
have been illegally assessed against the property in question, which 
was sold for taxes. The idea is to carry out the original law of this Dis- 
trict, which provides for the refund of money to the person who has 
paid it erroneously, and the amount is then reassessed rm the prop- 
erty in the hands of the real owner; so that this is really a transfer of 
the money from one party to another, the District losing nothing thereby. 

The committee recommended an amendment, as follows: In line 10, 
after the word ‘‘successors,’’ insert ‘‘ not exceeding two thousand and 
thirty-six dollars and sixty-one cents. 

The amendment was agreed to. 8 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do 8 

Mr. GROUT. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. Y 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
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the chair, Mr. DuNNELL, from the Committee of the Whole, reported The bill was read, as follows: 


that they had had under consideration various bills and had directed 
him to report the same to the House with sundry amendments, 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the first bill. 

KING THEOLOGICAL HALL. > 

The first bill reported with amendments from the Committee of the 
Whole (S. 884), to incorporate the King Theological Hall, was read, 
and the amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and pøssed. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I notice in the printed bill that the 
word Hall” is printed with a small h;“ it should be a capital H.” 

The SPEAKER, In the bill as presented there are one or two errors 
of that character which, if there be no objection, will be corrected. 

There was no objection. 


THOMAS J, PARKER. 


The bill (H. R. 7079) for the relief of Thomas J. Parker, reported 
from the Committee of the Whole with amendments, was read. 

The amendments were to. . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en; and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ESTHER A. KEYSER. 


The bill (H. R. 7145) for the relief of Esther A. Keyser, reported 
from the Committee of the Whole with an amendment, was read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I observe that that bill provides for the payment 
of interest. I think it has not been customary to pay interest upon 
money refunded by the Government, but there may be some explana- 
tion which will justify itin thiscase. Ifso, I trust the gentleman from 
Sonth Carolina will explain. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, there is a statute which provides 
that where property has been sold by the District government for taxes 
and it turns out afterwards that the purchaser loses his title, the com- 
missioners of the District are directed to assess against the real owner 
all moneys that the purchaser has paid out, together with interest. 
The commissioners acknowledge their liability under the statute, but 
they have no fund for the purpose of making such payments, and this 
bill is simply intended to provide for refund to these parties who have 
been illegally compelled to make the payment the sum of money that 
they have paid, with interest. The amount, with interest, is assessed 
against the property in the hands of the real owner, so that there is no 
loss to the District. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
Hoe and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, apd 


pass 
WATER MAINS AND FIRE-PLUGS, 


Mr. GROUT. I call up the bill (H. R. 2784) to amend secf¥in 204 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the District of 
Columbia. I yield to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Nen 

The bill was read, as follows: f 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 204 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
relating to the District of Columbia be amended so as to read as follows: The 
commissioners of the District of Columbia shall have the power to lay water 
mains and water pipes and to erect fire-plugs and hydrants wherever the same 
may be, in their ju ent, necessary for the public safety, comfort, or health.“ 

Mr. BURTON. Mr, Speaker, under the present law as set forth in 
section 204 of the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia, 
a petition from a majority of the property-owners in any square is a 
necessary condition to the laying of water pipes or the erection of fire- 
plugs for the benefit of property in that square. As shown by the last 
annual report of the commissioners of the District of Columbia the pres- 
ent state of the law leads to serious hardships in two or three respects. 
, In the first place non-resident owners and those who do not care to pay 
the water tax may prevent the signing of a petition by a sufficient num- 
ber to secure the laying of pine. In the second place, in many in- 
stances where fire-plugs and water mains are necessary as a protec- 
tion against fire, it is impossible to have them by reason of the abseuce 
of the necessary petition. There is a third objection to the t con- 
dition of things; in many instances the streets are —.— before the 
water mains are laid, thereby entailing a very large additional expense, 
The commissioners of the District of Columbia have now discretionary 
power to determine when pavements shall be laid and similar improve- 
ments made to that oflaying water pipes. There seems to be no good 
reason why the law should not be changed so as to give them a like 
discretion with regard to the laying of water mains and the location of 
flre-plugs. I ask for a vote on the third reading of the bill. 

me bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD, 


Mr. GROUT, I now call up the bill (H. R. 8243) supplementary 
to an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of the Balti- 
more and Potomac Railroad in the District of Columbia.’ 


XXI— 366 


Be it enacted, etc., That the construction, maintenance, and use for railway 
urposes of the turn-outs and sidings of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 
mpany, now extending from its line between the Anacostia or Eastern 
Branch of the Potomac River and the Long Bridge, in the city of Washington, 
into the several squares of ground known and designated on the plat of the 
city of Washington as follows, square 737, square 739, square square 
northwest of square 695, square west of ps eerie 695, square north of square 
697, square east of square 642, square north of square 612, square 641, square 536, 
square 493, square south of square 463, square 464, square 386, square 267, and 
square south of square 267, and the use and maintenance of its shops, stations, 
and other structures now erected thereon is hereby legalized and confirmed ; 
said tracks to be maintained in such manner as will least obstruct the public 
streets, avenues, or alleys on which said tracks are laid, and to be under the 
general supervision of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, 

Sec. 2. at it shall be the duty of the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and they are hereby authorized and empowered, togrant the Baltimore 
and Potomac Railroad Com y permission to lay, maintain, and use side 
tracks and sidings fromthe main line or lines of said railroad into any real es- 
tate in the said city abutting on the streets or avenues on which such line of 
such company is or may be situated, which may be used or occupied for manu- 
facturing, commercial, or other business purposes by parties desiring the use of 
such facilities. Such side-tracks or sidings shall be laid under the direction of 
said commissioners, and in such manner as shall least obstruct the use of the 
public streets for ordinary purposss, 

Sec. 3. That the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company is hereby author- 
ized and empowered to acquire, for the 2 of its business, any one or 
more of the squares of ground in the city of Washington south of the line of 
the said railroad and north of L street and north of the Eastern Branch and 
east of Thirteenth street southeast, and any one or more squares abutting on 
the line of said railroad on Maryland and Virginia avenues, and to extend, 
maintain, and use tracks from convenient points on the line of said railroad 
into the said property, and to cross such streets as may be necessary for that 
purpose, and to construct thereon such føcilities as may be necessary for its 

usiness, and to maintain such facilities in connection therewith; such tracks, 
where they cross streets, to be laid under the direction of the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, and in such manner as shall least obstruct the use 
of said streets for ordinary purposes. Aud in case said company shall be un- 
able for any reason to acquire such properties or any portion thereof by pur- 
chase they may be acquired by sald company in the manner provided by sec- 
tions numbered from 648 to 663, both inclusive, of the Revised Statutes relating 
to the District of Columbia; but nothing herein contained shall authorize the 
e of any church or school property or property of the United 

tes. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia were read, as follows: 

After the word empowered," in line 3 of section 2, insert“ whenever they 
consider ita public benefit; after the word laid,“ in line 12 of section 2, in- 
sert and maintained ;’’ after the word acquire,“ in line 2 of section 3, insert 
“subject to the approval of said commissioners;“ after the word “squares,” 
in line 8 of section 3, insert as shall be approved by the said commissioners ;” 
after the word “ business,“ in line 14 of section 3, insert “and approved by said 
commissioners; after the word “laid,” in line 16 of section 3, insert “and 
maintained.“ 

Add the following as a new section: 

“SEC, 4. That Congress reserve the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act.” 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that this bill should 
have its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. I think this 
point ought to be sustained, because the bill proposes to make perma- 
nent and perpetual a franchise heretofore granted by Congress and 
which is now temporary. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. In addition to that point—— . 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Iowa will please state again 
the ground of his objection. The Chair had no notice that this point 
of order was to be raised and therefore has not been paying special at- 
tention to the reading of the bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I supposed this objection would be made by 
somebody else. My point of order is that the bill seeks to makea 
permanent grant to this company of a franchise which it now holds only 
temporarily; and therefore the bill proposes an appropriation of public 


roperty. 
£ Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Iwish to make the further point—— 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, Waiving.the point of order, I 
ask unanimous consent that the bill may be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, and others objected. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Mr. Speaker, in addition to the point 
made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR], I make the further 
point of order that this bill proposes to grant to this company one, two, 
or three squares of land the property of the United States; that it pro- 
poses in this way to part with a portion of the public domain 

The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. The Chair would 
like to hear the gentleman. 3 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I will repeat. I understand the bill 
proposes to make a grant to this company of two and perhaps three 
blocks of ground that now belong to the United States, being now pub- 
lic reservations, These, of course, are as much United States property 
as public lands. And because of this fact I submit the bill must be 
considered in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. In response to the remarks of 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] I wish to say that he is 
in error in supposing that this bill grants any United States property. 
The only grant contained in it is the right to lay sidings across certain 
public streets to ground occupied by business men and by the railroad 
company for business purposes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him this ques- 
tion? In whom is the title to this land now vested? 
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Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. The title to the streets of this 
city is in the United States. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I mean this r land. 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. This bill does not grant any 
land; the grant embraces no land. 
Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman has not answered my question. I 
asked in whom does the title to this land now vest? 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. The title to a part of the lands 
- which these sidings will reach is in the railroad company, they having 
urchased it at private sale as any other individuals would purchase 
d; and the title to another part of the land to be reached is vested 
in private individuals, who occupy it for coal-yards, wood-yards, lum- 
ber-yards, and other business purposes. This bill does not grant a 
single foot of Government property anywhere. It simply grants to the 
railroad company the right to maintain their existing freight sidings, 
and it grants the company the additional right to acquire property from 
private individuals by condemnation and to run sidings to such prop- 


erty. . 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The point to which I call my friend’s 
attention, and to which I ask the particular attention of the Speaker, 
is this: This bill grants to the railroad company the right to acquire 
under condemnation new property—three blocks or squares—from 
private individuals; but in addition to that it grants the company the 
right to occupy, say, 4 feet of certain streets with a track or siding by 
which to enter this newly acquired property. 

Now, that 4 feet, I presume, is United States property; and it makes 
no earthly difference whether it be 3 feet or 4 feet or 4,000,000 of feet 
in width, itis United States property, and where the property of the 
United States is to be parted with, according to the rules of the House 
the first consideration of such a measure must be had in a Commmittee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, That is the sole point in this 
connection; because there is nothing granted in the bill except the 
right to cross the public streets. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow another question? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. On page 2,in lines 21, 22, and 23, I find the follow- 


ing language: 


And the use and maintenance of its Topi stations, and other structures now 
erected thereon is hereby legalized and co ed. 


What is the object of using that language? Is it not intended 
thereby that the United States shall part with any quasi claim it may 
have thereto? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then what is the language there for? 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is the point. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Yes; why use it at all? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. The United States has no title 
or claim to this land, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Then what is the use of the language? 

Mr. BURROWS. What does it mean, unless the United States has 
to part with something? 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I presume it is necessary for this 
reason, that the use of some of these squares, or one of them at least, 
for housing locomotive engines was objected to by parties living in 
that vicinity, because of the noise and smoke made by the engines. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Where was the title to the land? The railroad is 
seeking confirmation of title; now, where is that title? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. The title to the squares occu- 

ied by the railroad is in the company itself. It is in nobody else. It 
2 been all purchased by the railroad company and paid for by the 
company, and none of it belongs to the United States. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Then, again, the question comes, what is the ne- 
cessity for this language? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Why do you want Congress to give any more 
title than the company already has? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Does the purchase of the railroad company need 
confirmation by the Government? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, I will say 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let me interrupt the gentleman further. If there 
has been any conveyance on the part of any one of this property to the 

United States, in what form or for what purpose was that conveyance 
made? In other words, has there been any conveyance to the United 
States for any purpose? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Ithink not. It has never been 
alleged that the United States had any right in any land oceupied by 
this company as far as its yards and freight stations are concerned, 
and in fact nothing is embraced in the bill now pending other than a 
mere right of crossing the streets. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It embraces the streets also, does it not? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I did not understand the gen- 
tleman’s question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let us get at this in another way. I understood 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to say, and I may have been mis- 
taken in what he stated, that he had examined the matter carefully 


and that there had been conveyances on the part of certain persons to 
the District of Columbia of this land. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. That was a private conversa- 
tion between us. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes; but J trust that there is nothing pri vate about 
this matter. The whole subject should be considered by the House 
and understood by the House. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Certainly. But I want to an- 
swer the question of the gentleman. I was talking of the title to the 
public park, and not of any title the railroad company has or is now 
using and covered by this bill. It was the subject of parks generally 
about which I was talking to you—how the United States acquired 
title to the parks; and what I said did not in any respect refer to the 
property that is occupied by the railroad company for freight yards. 

Mr. BLOUNT. How did the company get the land originally? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. By purchase. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Absolutely? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Why, then, is it n to confirm the title now ? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I do not think this could be con- 
strued into a confirmation of the title. The expression used in the bill is: 

And the use and maintenance of its shops, stations, and other structures now 
erected thereon is hereby legalized and confirmed, 

Now, that is no more, I think, than granting the right of way for 
mere railroad purposes; and because, as I apprehend, they have on more 
than one occasion been indicted for maintaining a nuisance. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Now, that is just the question, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend for a moment, and 
the Chair will request that there be order on the floor, as the Chair de- 
sires to understand what is being said on the question of order. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will proceed. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Maine de- 
sires to ask a question, I believe. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes, sir. If the railroad down there is really 
maintaining a nuisance to the people, does the road now come to Con- 
gress to confirm their right to do so? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. No; not at all. 

The SPEAKER, The question before the House is on the point of 
order as to whether there is embodied any dass ape of money or 
property of the United States in this bill to bring it within the third 
section of Rule XXIII, and the Chair would be glad to have informa- 
tion as to the facts. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. In that connection I desire to 
state to the Chair that there is no appropriation of public property 
involved in this bill, except and only the right to lay sidings over cer- 
tain public streets from the main line of this road to the squares occu- 
pied by the road itself for business purposes, and also occupied by busi- 
ness men for the purposes I have named before. The streets I presume 
have been dedicated to public uses, and there can be no doubt about 
the fact that the title to them was vested in the United States by the 
original conveyance made by the original owners of the property to the 
trustees for the benefit of the United States at the time of the estab- 
lishment of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Permit me to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania this question: If the soil of the streets across which it is pro- 
posed to lay and maintain the tracks of the railroad company is the 
property of the United States, does not this bill ask for the grant of 
an easement in the lands of the United States, which is the same thing 
as a grant of real estate; and therefore is it not obnoxious to the point 
of order raised by the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. That is exactly the question 
that is presented to the Chair on the point of order. I simply lay the 
facts, as I understand them, before the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is the question, whether 
this is a grant ofan easement. The Chair has already decided, in a 
case where the permission was revocable at the will of the Govern- 
ment, that it was not such an easement or appropriation of public 
property as brought it within the rule; but this does not seem to be a 
provision of that character. It seems to be a grant of an easement 
absolutely. : 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the tleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] whether it is not true that by the 
provisions of this bill the railroad company will acquire the right to 
pass over streets which it does not now have the right to pass over. 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I have asserted that fact a great 
many times since I have been on my feet. It does confer that right; 
but I call the attention of the Chair to section 4, which gives to Con- 
gress the right to alter, amend,or repeal this act, and makes it revoca- 
blé at the pleasure of the United States, acting through its National 
Legislature. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Yes, but how would that affect it in case the 
railroad company had acquired vested rights? In that case there is 
always trouble and hesitation about insisting upon the power to alter, 
amend, or repeal. : 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to ask a question. I do not think this bill, 
involving as it does so many privileges to this railroad, affecting so 
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deeply the rights of the people of Washington and of the traveling pub- | Payne, Rowell, Stockbridge, Turner, Kans, 
lic here, can be eee without maps and diagrams show- j 5 Crome, Er 8 
ing exactly what it proposes to take, and where. We should have in- Penington, Sherman, Taylor, E. B. Walker, Mass, | 
formation as to what it now has, as ta where the exact titles are, what | Perry, Simonds, Taylor, Tenn, Wilson, Ky. | 
it is proposed to take, and what it is proposed to give. For instance, | Pagzley ö 5 
I understand on the second page in the list of squares there is involved | Rar, Smyser, Tucker. s 
* the giving to this railroad company of part of a public park, when we Rite, Stewart, Vt. Turner, Ga. | 

have been voting here a million and a quarter to give public parks to NAYS—70. | 
the city of Washington, and I think we should have suitable maps and Anderson, Kans, Dockery, Sante Quinn, 
diagrams, so that the House can understand exactly what it is doing. | Andrew, Dolliver, Lanham, Reed, lowa ! 
I wish to ask when a motion to recommit with instructions to that | Baker, * Finley, Lind, Rogers, 
effect will be in order? Blanchard, 3 Mariia Ind. Saran 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say that nothing will be in order | Breckinridge, Ark. Gear. McClellan, Seney, 
except the point of order on consideration. PONSE ncn ee McDuffie, Springer, 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I wish to say to the gentleman | Bynum, e rh cr a ae l 
that I will supply him with all the maps that he wants to look at und Caruth, Henderson, Iowa Morgan, Stockdale, 
that he will have abundant opportunity to get that information. e eee 5 Mey Sweney, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the point of order. 7 Caner . Shares Whee 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to address myself to the Clarke, Ala. Kennedy, Outhwaite, | Nins m. 

i 2 i . rk, err, lowa wi g 
point of order. Rule. 23 provides: Suni, Kilgore, 2 ed W — 


All motions or propositions involving a tax or charge u the people; all | Cogswell Lacey Peel 
ings touching appropriations of money, or bills 3 appropriations È ; i E 
of money or property, ete., * è or releasing any liability to the United Goose Fa en der 


7 for money or property, shall be first considered in a Committee of the NOT VOTING—156, 
ole. S t , 
It seems to me that this is a bill first making an appropriation of 8 Saen TEE, N 2. Shively,” 
property, and in the second place, if not making an appropriation of | Alderson, Cummings, — Aar Smith, Ill. 
property, it is a bill releasing a liability to the United States for the | Andere. Alis. Duteheon. staan 3 iA 
occupation of property heretofore that the company had no right to take. Arnold. De Haven,” Martin, Tex. 5 
That being the rule, let us consider what the bill provides. The first | Atkinson, W. Va. De Lano, McAdoo, Stahlnecker. 
section provides: 8 3 2 n 
That the construction, maintenance, and use for railway purposes of the turn- — 3 Mecord. Strahler 9 
outs and sidings of the Baltimore and Potomac Rail Company, now ex- | Biggs, Ewart, McCreary, Stump, 
tending from its line between the Anacostia or Eastern Branch of the Potomac | Bland, Featherston, McKenna, ‘Tarsney, 
River and the Long Bridge, in the city of Washington, into the several squares | Bliss, Fitch, McKinley, Taylor, III. 
of ground known and designated on the plat of the city of Washington as fol- | Boatner, Fithian, McMillin, Taylor, J.D. 
lows: Squares 737, etc. seer ee e —— p 
Then follows the specification of a large number of squares in this ee D DESY — 
city into and upon which this railroad company has constructed its | Bowo . B. Fomler, n mea 
tracks, and it concludes as follows: 3 T. M. 8 iia aa —— 
And th d mainte of its shops, stati d other st Sens ms feos oaks regia 
gcccted hereon is DARED ² A said tacks to be mais. | Boca 8 838 3 
tained in such manner as will least obstruct the public streets, avenues, or al- Sarees Gui Ow: u. Ind Wade. 
leys on which said tracks are laid, and to be under the general supervision of > 5 = a ace 
the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 8 3 Se Naliaes Mowe 
Now, it will be seen by tlie report of the committee in this case that Campbell, Haugen, Pickler, Wallace, N. X. 
the railroad company when the road was first constructed was only | Cannon. Mass, Hayes, 3 3 
authorized to run a line from the Eastern Branch to the Carlton, Henderson, Il. Quackenbush, Wheeler, Mich, 
The SPEAKER, If the gentleman from Illinois will suspend, the | Catchings, Herbert, Raines Whiting, p - 
Chair would like to hear from the other side. 8 3 oon ` TOON 
Mr. SPRINGER. Then I will just finish my sentence. That is a | Comstock, Hopkins, Reyna. Wilkinson, 
haii Mr ey remark of the Chair, and I understand its import. 8 10 aos . ere ag — pea — 2 
The SPEAKER. The Chair might be impressed by the remarks of 33 fee obertson, ians, 
gore upon the other side, in which case he would then desire to Soppen Obio Sonor 3 Wilson, W. Va. 7 
ear further from the gentleman from Illinois. Covert, Lansing, Russell Yardley, 
Mr. 5 Then I will reserve the balance of my remarks | Craig. Lawler, Sanford, one, 
until after the other side is heard from. So the motion to go i i ; 
: go into Committee of the Whole was agreed to, 
Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas, addressed the Chair. . Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Iam paired with Mr. Buxx, and there- 
The SPEAKER, If any gentleman has anything to say against the | fore did not vote. 
point of order the Chair would be glad to hear it. [After a pause. ] Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with 
The Chair desires to say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. AT- my colleague from West Virginia [Mr ALDERSON] Th he were present 
KINSON ] that he considers the point of order well taken, and that the | he would vote“ nay,” and I would tiay.” , ep 
bill must be considered in the Committee of the Whole. eee e e 
5 3 se Pennsylvania. Then I move that the House Until rahas a rioa, $ 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union ae ; 
for the purpose of considering the bill (H. R. 8243) supplementary to 55 2 1 Wen 
an act entitled An act to authorize the construction of the Baltimore Mr. JoskrpR D. TAxlon with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississi: i. 
and Potomac Railroad in the District of Columbia.“ Me YARDLEY with Me. VEADIA i 
Mr. OUTHWAITE demanded a division. Mr RUSSELL with Mr. ‘CARLTON 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 47. Mr. THOMAS with Mr. WHITING. 
Mr, LIND; I demand the yeas and'nays. Mr. McCorp with Mr. WALKER, of Missouri. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. PAYNTER. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the aflirmative—yeas} Mr. Nore with Mr. TURNER, of New York. 
101, nays 70, not voting 156; as follows: y Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. -- 
enue et YEAS—101. Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. BUCKALEW. 
len, Mich. Bullock E, ag Lee, EA Mr, „ Puce 8 
Bankhead, Candler, Ga. Evans Lewis, e e e nee s 
Banks, Carter, Farquhar, Mason, Mr, CooPER, of Ohio, with Mr. FORMAN. 
Barnes, Conwell, Forney, een Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, with Mr. BUNN. 
Beckwith, Coleman, Goodnight, . Mr. KNAPP with Mr. COVERT. : 1 
5 Cowles, Grimes, Mills, Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 7 
cae 5 8 2 Harmer, Momi, Mr, LANSING with Mr. Norton. 
8 Dale” „ ps x 8 N Mr. PETERS with Mr. HOOKER. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dargan, Hem Moore, Tex, Mr. CuTcHEON with Mr. CUMMINGS, 
Brosius, Davidson, Healers. K. C. Morse, Mr. LEHLBACH with Mr. STUMP. 
8 . 8 Mudd. Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. MoM rx. 
Buchanan, N. J. Dunnell, Laidiaw, 2 — Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. HARE. 


| Buchanan, Va. Elliott, Laws, O'Neill, Pa., Mr. RANDALL with Mr. O NEIL, of Massachusetts. 
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JUNE 9, 


Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. ANDREW; except bank- 
ruptey bill. 

For this day: 

Mr. HOPKINS with Mr. PIERCE, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. SPOONER with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. STRUBLE with Mr. BRUNNER. 

Mr. CANNON with Mr. McCreary. 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. 

Mr. ScRANTON with Mr. BARWIG. 

Mr. BELKNAP with Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. 

Mr. DE HAVEN with Mr. BIGGS. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. Stewart, of Georgia. 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. BoATNER. 

Mr. Houk with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. Comstock with Mr. EDMUNDS. 

On this vote: 

Mr. BAYNE with Mr. CRAIN. 

Mr. MOREY with Mr. HAYNES. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. 

Mr. CONGER with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. McComas with Mr. O’ FERRALL. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. BREWER with Mr. CLEMENTs, for the rest of the week. 

Mr. RAINES with Mr. COOPER, of Indiana, for this week. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. FLOWER, for two weeks. 

Š Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. FITHIAN, until the 10th of 
une. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, from June 9 
to and including June 14, 1890. 

Mr. ANDREW. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a statement in re- 
gard to my pair which has just been announced. My pair with Mr. 
WALLACE, of Massachusetts, refers to political questions. As this is 
not a political question, I have voted. 

On motion of Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, the reading of the 
names was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. ENLOE. Before the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole, I ask indefinite leave of absence for my colleague [Mr. PIERCE], 
on account of sickness in his family. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. [After a pause. ] 
Does it relate to the present matter of going into Committee of the 
Whole? 

Mr. HATCH. It is simply an order of the House that I would like 
the Chair 

The SPEAKER. The House has resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HATCH. But the Speaker had not executed the order, and it 
will take but a moment. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. DUNNELL in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House has resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole for the consideration of the bill H. R. 8243. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman, is not the first thing in order the read- 
ing of the bill? 

Mr. BURROWS. I think that the bill had better be read. 

Mr. ATKINSON of Pennsylvania. It has already been read in the 
House. 

Mr. BURROWS. But this is a different body. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent that 
the reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would rather it should be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit — * . eg rg use for railway 
—— now extending frou its line between the 8 5 
of the Potomac River aud the Long Bridge, in the city of Washington, into the 
several squares of ground known and des on the plat of the city of Wash- 
ington as follows: square 737; square 739; square 695; square northwest of 

uare 695; square west of square 695; square north of square 697; square east 

square 642; square north of square 642: square 641; square 536; square 493: 

mare south of square 463; square 464; square 386; square 267; and square south 

square 267; and the use and maintenance of its shops, stations, and other 
structures now erected thereon is herey legalized and confirmed; said tracks 
ES Or alley OR Whlel Gold AOIS site WAG, wed tO be Gartec he een tine 
vision of the Storio x the Dirias er Golni Mas ia A a 

Src.2. That it shall bethe duty of the commissioners of the District of Colum - 

ps etandi Bont Compare pooutidva se lee entree eed oe Oa 
V, 

aud sidings from the main Vice or Haaa of anid FRINGSA inte pny veal AES te 

the said 

pany is or may be situated, which 


railroad into any real estate in 


y abutting on the streets or ayenues on which such line of such com- 
may be used or occupied for manufacturing, 


commercial, or other business p parties desi. the use of such fa- 


urposes 

cilities. Such side-tracks or sidings shall be laid under the direction of said 
commissioners, and in such a manner as least obstruct the use of the pub- 
lic streets for ordinary ee 

Sec. 3. That the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company is hereby au- 
thorized and empowered to acquire for the pb — of its business any one or 
more of the squares of ground in the city of Wash n south of the line of the 
said railroad and north of L street and north of the tern Branch and east of 
Thirteenth street southeast, and any one or more squares abutting on the line 
of said railroad on Maryland and Virginia aven and to extend, maintain, 
and use tracks from convenient points on the line of said railroad into the said 
property, and to cross such streets as may be necessary for that purpose, and to 
construct thereon such facilities as may be necessary for its business, and to 
maintain such facilities in connection therewith; such tracks, where they cross 
streets, to he laid under the direction of the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and in such manner as shall least obstruct the use of said streets for ordi- 
nary purposes. And in case said company shall be unable for any reason to 
seguira socks romexwas or any portion thereof by purchase they may be ac- 
quired by said company in the manner provided by sections numbered from 
648 to 663, both inclusive, of the Revised Statutes, relating to the District of Co- 
lumbia; but nothing herein contained shall authorize the condemnation of any 
church or school property or property of the United States. 

The committee recommend the following amendments: 


In section 2, page ct Bae 3, after the word empowered,” add whenever 
they consider it a public benefit.” 
In same section, page 3, in line 12, after the word laid,“ add “and main- 


tained.” 

I tio page 3, after the rd “acquire,” in lin add the following: 
s$ Subject to ine 5 of 1 EA 8 

In the same section, line 8, after the word „squares,“ add the following 
words: As shall be approved by the said commissioners.” 

In same section, after the word “ business,” in line 14, add “and approved by 
said commissioners,” 

In line 16 of same section, after the word “laid,” insert and maintained,” 

At the end of the bill add the following: 

“SEC, 4. That Congress reserves the richt to alter, amend, or repeal this act.” 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the amendments will 
be considered as agreed to. ; 
ere was no objection. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I desire now to 
explain briefly the need and purposes of the bill pending before the 
committee. It is brought here for the purpose of authorizing the 
construction of certain sidings in the city, and also to legalize other 
sidings which have already been laid down and are now in actual use 
by this company. The act authorizing the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad Company to come into the city of Washington was passed in 
1871, and in 1872 the road was completed to this point, and facilities 
were secured by the road to transact its freight and its passenger busi- 
ness by purchasing squares of land south of Virginia and Maryland 
avenues for the purpose of establishing freight yards, for the round- 
house, and for such other purposes as are required by a railroad com- 


Mr. BLOUNT. Are these covered by the proposition in this bill? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. They are covered by the propo- 
sition in the bill, and every one of the squares mentioned in the bill 
are the property either of private individuals or of this railroad com- 
pany and needed to transact its freight buinesss. There is nothing in 
this bill that in any way affects the passenger station or passenger in- 
terests of this railroad company. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will my friend allow a question there? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Lunderstand from the gentleman’s statement that 
there is nothing in this bill which at all affects the property where the 
Baltimore and Potomac passenger depot is located. 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Nothing at all. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand further that the ground whereon their 
freight depot is located has been bought and paid for by the railroad 
company, and that there is no question about the title to that. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. None whatever. f 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I understand that the controversy and the 
only controversy is in relation to their g across the streets to 
the property where these buildings are located, and that that is what 
the bill refers to in this language: 


And the use and maintenance of its 322 and stations, and other structures 
now erected thereon is hereby legalized and confirmed. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. That language in the bill really, 
it seems to me, has little reference to the purpose of the bill, I intro- 
duced this bill in the first instance by request, and without examina- 


tion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is there any objection to modifying that language, 
which seems to relate to the ground on which the shops are located, 
so as to exclude that idea and make it apply solely to the right of way 
over the streets to the grounds of the railroad company ? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. None whatever, so far as I am 
concerned. The gentleman may move to strike that out at any time 
and I shall not resist the motion, because the subject considered in our 
committee and the object intended to be accomplished by the bill pre- 
sented to this House is simply to give to this railroad 8 the 
facilities to get to its freight-yards, and also to give like facilities to 
gentlemen who are engaged in traffic in heavy commodities and who 
have secured squares of ground, or who may hereafter secure squares 
of ground, for use in connection witli their business. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand that the idea of this bill is simply to 
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give facilities to get to the freight depot of the railroad company. Those 
facilities they have already obtained, I understand, by action of the Dis- 
trict commissioners; but, as there has been some question raised as to 


the power of the commissioners to grant these rights, this bill is sim- 
ply intended to confirm a doubtful grant and to give the railroad com- 
pany the right to acquire other property for the purpose of meeting the 
increased demands of their transportation business. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. That is the purpose of the bill 
precisely. But, I will say to the gentleman, it does not stop there; it 
goes a step further. This bill is not exclusively in the interest or for 
the benefit of the railroad company, but it is in the interest, besides, of 
a number of gentlemen who have squares of ground in that neighbor- 
hood that are devoted to private business. The District commissioners 
have a square in the lower section of the city in which they store pay- 
ing stone and sewer material. Then several private parties have such 
squares of ground with sidings. I have here a list of them, which I 


Barbour & Ross, building supplies; United Oil Company; District 
commissioners, paving material and sewer material; engine house and 
freightsidings; freight sidings; John Miller, coal and wood yard; Shry- 
ock’s lumber-yard; Marlow’s coal and wood yard; Anheuser-Busch 
brewery; Washington Flour and Feed Company; freight sidings; Rob- 
ert Portner Brewery Company; Adams Express Company; freight 
warehouse; freight sidings; United Oil Company. ~ 

Mr. CASWELL. Isis not true that all these parties desire these 
facilities for the railroad so that they can transact their own business, 
load and unload their goods? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I have in my 
desk the petition of 110 business men of this city, asking for the pas- 
sage of this bill. As I have already said, the bill is not in the interest 
of the railroad company alone; it is in the interest of all who do busi- 
ness over the railroad. It proposes to legalize the present sidings, and 
I will state the reason. It was believed in the first instance that the 
act of incorporation granted the power to lay sidings from the main 
tracks over to the squares beyond the streets for thé purpose of trans- 
acting the business of the company, and the sidings were laid under 
that belief. Su uently a question was raised as to the right, and 
then a call was made upon the commissioners, who were believed to 
have authority over the streets, for permission to lay sidings, and the 
commissioners granted such permission to the private individuals in- 
terested, as well as to the railroad company. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. ATKINSON] is familiar, I presume, with the form of the grants of 
authority made by the commissioners of the District ? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I have here copies of the grants 
made by the commissioners to private individuals as well as to the rail- 
road company to lay sidings. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman please to have one of them read? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I am content to have any of 
them read. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Any one of them will do, just to show the form in 
which the commissioners undertook to exercise this right. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I send one to the desk which I 
will ask the Clerk to read. 

Mr. HILL. Does the gentleman [Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania] 
think the commissioners had authority to grant the right to lay those 
sidings? 

Mi ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, I will answer the gentleman 
after the graut is read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ENGINEER DEPARTMENT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
0 on, 13, 1881. 
Sır: Permission is hereby granted you to run a track from the Baltimore and 
Potomac Railroad into your yard, as shown on the inclosed plat, on the condi- 
tion that the level of the rail is flush with the sidewalk, and the sidewalks and 
gutters are properly and pops go | repaired, and the street is paved with stone 
within the tracks and to the end of the cross-ties in the same manner as at the 
ng of Four-and-a-half street. This permit is subject to revocation by the 
commissioners atany time on thirty days’ notice. 5 
The work to be done at your own risk and expense under the direction and 
subject to the uirements of this office; to be commenced within ten days 
from this date and completed within thirty days thereafter. 
By order of the engineer commissioner, trict of Columbia. 
F. V. GREENE, 
Captain of Engineers, Uniled States Army. 
To Joun MILLER, Esq., 


Virginia avenue, near Four-and-a-half street, southwest, City. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennnsylvania. The gentleman from Illinois 
has asked me whether the commissioners have authority to grant the 
right to lay these sidings. It is upon that question that this bill is in- 
tended to operate. These private individuals engaged in business and 
the railroad company in the transaction of its business laid their sid- 
ings under the authority of the commissioners. Within a few months 
last past an indictment has been brought against the commissioners 
and against the railroad company for maintaining these sidings—the 
sidings to the freight-yards and the round-house, the sidings to busi- 
ness places, including the breweries, but omitting, as it happens, the 
flour store, because, I presume, the people who brought these indict- 
ments thought that flour is a necessity and beer a luxury. : 


All these sidings laid under the authority of permits from the com- 
missioners have, with the exception of two or three, been embraced in 
this indictment, If the indictment is pushed to a conviction (I can 
not say whether conviction will result or not) the judgment will be 
that the nuisance shall beabated. Then, the consequence will be that 
you will have in this city a railroad company powerless to transact any 
business. They can not deliver any freight to any coal-yard, lumber- - 
yard, or any other . They can not even take their locomotives to 
their own round-house if the indictmentshould be pressed to a success- 
ful termination. It is because the authority to lay these sidings is 
questioned, because if the indictment is sustained the whole of this 
vast business will be paralyzed, that this bill is brought in here, not 
to secure for this company any extraordinary rights or privileges; not 
to grant it a foot of Government territory, but to enable it to perform 
the duties which it has undertaken to perform by virtue of its charter, 
that is, to afford freight facilities to the people of this city; not only 
to the people of this city, but to an immense traffic extending from 
North to South. 

Gentlemen here, unless they have examined the statistics, can not 
fully appreciate the magnitude of that traffic. Freight-cars are shipped 
from the lower part of Florida—from the most remote part of that pe- 
ninsular State—loaded with perishable commodities intended for mar- 
ets as far north as Boston. These perishable Southern fruits and vege- 
tables are distributed all over the North. And I was told a day or two 
ago by a gentleman connected with the railroad company that the cars 
conveying this perishable freight are hauled over the road at a speed 
eqnal to that of a fast r train. 

The purpose is to give facilities to the people. I am not one of those 
who believe that a railroad company should prey upon any community, 
or that any improper rights should be granted to it. I believe that rail - 
roads are constructed for the benefit of the people and that the people 
should not be used for the benefit of the railroads, But the whole tend- 
ency of modern business is to increase railroad facilities and to give 
to the people the best possible railroad service. 

Now, I do not care to have the House rely upon my word alone in 
this matter, although I assure my fellow-members that I am told by 
responsible gentlemen that it is absolutely indispensable to the work of 
this railroad company that these facilities should be granted it, I want 
to read from the report of the District commissioners on this subject. 
In their report for 1889 I find this language: 

Washington is growing with rapidity, and the railroads will require 
constantly increasing facilities for the transaction of their business. The de- 
struction of the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal has thrown a heavy additional bur- 
den upon the railroads, and this, united with the natural wth of business, 
finds them with 8 inadequate facilities for the handling of freight. In 


some instances cars d ed for the city are delayed for weeks before they can 
be brought in and unloaded. Seriousannoyance and loss are caused by this de- 


lay. 

The railroad companies are powerless to remedy the evil, for under the de- 
cision of the courts and in the opinion of the law officers of the Government there 
is no power inherent in the commissioners to permit them to extend their tracks 
into land which they might acquire for the purpose. 

Neither have the railroads proper facilities for handling their passenger traffic 
on special occasions, like the Triennial Conclave of Knight Templars, the Pres- 
idential inauguration, etc., and it is necessary for them to have greater facili- 
ties either of a permanent or temporary character. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow mea ques- 
tion right here? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I observe in what the gentleman has 
just read a reference to the passenger traffic: I voted against taking up 
this bill because I supposed it had reference to the passenger depot or 
station. I am now assured that such is not the case. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman’s information 
is correct; the bill does not embrace the passenger traffic in any partic- 
ular. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It has no bearing upon the question 
of allowing the station or tracks of the company to remain on what is 
called the Mall, I believe—the portion of the public grounds extending 
from the Monument down to the Botanical Garden? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. It has no bearing upon that sub- 
ject whatever. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, It is entirely outside of that, then? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Entirely. It relates exclusively 
to the freight facilities of the railroad. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Well, is there couched in the bill any- 
where any provision which will at any time, now or hereafter, give 
power to this company to reach out and embrace the passenger station? 
I have not had time to examine either the bill or report, and must be 
content to depend upon the judgment of the committee reporting it. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I will state to the gentleman 
that I have examined this bill as carefully as I could do; we have ex- 
amined it and discussed it in the committee and in subcommittee, and 
it has been as fully and thoroughly discussed as any bill that our com- 
mittee has brought up; and I say to you and to this committee with- 
out hesitation that there is nothing whatever in the bill that relates in 
any way to the passenger station. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, Certainly. 
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Mr. MILLIKEN. Does the gentleman know from any source that 
the company proposes at any time in the future to retire that depot 
back across the public grounds which it now occupies, and for which 
I understand it never has paid the Government anything, whatever it 
may have paid to others. 3 

Mr. A SON, of Pennsylvania. Ihave noinformation upon that 
question. This bill was presented to our committee. First L introduced 
it by request, but I have not been in conference with the officials of 
the railroad company on that or any other subject. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now, let me ask the gentleman from Penn- 

lyania a question. What is the meaning of these words embraced in 
the first section of the bill, in lines 21, 22, and 23: 

And the use and mainterance of its shops, stations, and other structures now 
erected thereon is hereby legalized and confirmed? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. That relates only to the par- 
ticular squares to be used for freight purposes. : 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is there more than one freight station? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I believe there are two. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Why not use the word stations, so as to 
make the words eit? f 

Mr. BAKER. Yes, that would place that point beyond question. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. You can knock it allout if you 
desire to do so. It is not essential to the purposes of the bill; and as 
I told Judge BLOUNT in the opening, I was perfectly content that he 
should offer an amendment to strike it all out. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now, as to another provision, as to the loca- 
tion of the line, the bill, speaking of the line of such company, uses the 
words is or may be situated.“ It seems to me that a provision ex- 
tending their right to build connections, not only with the main lineas 
established now, but wherever it may be hereafter established, is the 
grant of a rather extensive power. If those words, ‘‘or may be, were 
stricken out I should have less objection to the bill than I now have to it. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I will explain that. 

This bill not only legalizes the present sidings laid by the road, as I 
have already described, by authority of the commissioners, and which 
are still in use by the company, but their right to the use of which is 
threatened by indictment, but in addition to that the bill also authorizes 
them to acquire by purchase certain other real estate and lay the sid- 
| ings to it. And if the gentleman will read the first part of that section 
he will see that it provides: 


Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and they are hereby authorized and empowered, whenever they con- 
sider it a public benefit, to grant the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company 
permission to lay, maintain, and use side-tracks and sidings from the main line 
or lines of said railroad into any real estate in the said city abutting on the 
streets or avenues on which such line of such company is or may be situated, 
which may be used or occupied for manufacturing, commercial, or other busi- 
ness purposes by parties desiring the use of such lities. 


Looking to the future location of the road, because they propose to 
extend it to meet the demands of business. 

Mr. LIND. . In other words, you do not propose to interfere with 
the commissioners of the District of Columbia granting to the railroad 
company the right to run their tracks up to the Capitol ? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. That does not follow. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Or to run their tracks anywhere else in the city 
that they may see proper. 

Mr. LIND. Yes; they may go right to the White House with them 
under this bill. 

Mr. ATKINSON, ofPennsylvania. I think if gentlemen will listen 
for a moment they will see that such a position is entirely unwar- 
ranted. The close of the third section expressly provides: 

That nothing herein contained shall authorize the condemnation of any church 
or school property or property of the United States. 

That language will absolutely exclude them from doing what gentle- 
men have imagined possible under this bill, because they could not 
reach the Capitol without passing.over the property of the United 
States. 

Mr. LIND. Well, they could come up the street to the Capitol, 
rovided, according to the terms of this bill, a business interest were 
ocated at this point. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. There is no such power. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What would prevent them running the entire 
length of Pennsylvania avenue, if they bought a building lot at the 
other end of it and wished to reach it? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. They have no authority at all 
for that purpose. The bill authorizes them to lay side-tracks, and 
the commissioners would be derelict in their duty if they permitted 
any lines to be run elsewhere. 

Mr. LIND. We must assume that. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does it not follow, as the bill authorizes them 
to purchase property anywhere in Washington, and to run over the 
streets to get there, excepting through church or school property, that 
they could run all over and through the city of Washington on that au- 
thority? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. They do not want to. 
wis 3 You do not know what they may want to do or 

0. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I do not so understand the bill; 
and if the gentleman from Maine thinks so I wonld be glad if he would 
point out wherein it gives such power. If he can do it he may make 
such amendment as he pleases prohibiting it. ‘ 

But under the third section of the bill the location of the property 
they may acquire in the future is caretully defined. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. KENNEDY, Does not this bill propose to quiet the title of the 
Pennsylvania Railroad to the occupancy of Virginia and Maryland ave- 
nues clear from Second street to Thirteenth-and-a-half street, in the 
city of Washington, with the right to occupy them with side-tracks for 
all time to come if they see proper ? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. No; and if the gentleman will 
show a line in the bill that allows it to be done he will greatly sur- 
prise me. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Will you vote against it if I do? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I will see that it is amended, 
and in a satisfactory way to you. I do not propose to vote against the 
bill, because it gives the railroad company simply freight facilities; it 
is intended to give them facilities which are demanded by the business 
interests not only of this city but the business interests of the South 
and the North as well. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The South has nothing to do with it. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Oh, yes; they have a great deal 
to do with it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No; they ship through freight all the 
time, and they have their freight blockaded here. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Oh, the gentleman is entirely 


mistaken, 

Mr. KENNNDY. Your bill, if it means anything, simply quiets the 
title of the Pennsylvania Railroad to the entire track system as now 
laid down, and all that may hereafter be laid down, on Virginia avenue 
and on Maryland avenue, excepting the park. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. The bill does nothing of that sort, 
and in your own time I would be pleased to have you try to demonstrate 
it, because you will find that there is nothing whatever in the bill 
which will warrant any such position as you take, If there be any 
such thing in the bill, present your amendment. But I want to say 
this—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. One moment, and I will answer 
the gentleman from Georgia. I want to say that this railroad company 
comes here under the authority of Congress. Any power that it has 
to lay its main tracks has been conferred upon it by the authority of 
Congress, or if not it is a wrongdoer and is amenable to the courts. 

Mr. BAKER, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 
I would like to understand by what authority the railroad company 
occupies the ground where the present depot is located? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. By authority of an act of Con- 
gress passed in 1871. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Have they ever paid anything for that land to 
the Government of the United States. 

Mr. PAYSON. What has that to do with it? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is entitled to 
the floor, and I presume he will answer any question. 

Mr. HILL. I wauld like to make an inquiry before the gentleman 
takes his seat. . 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I will answer the question of 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. One of the objects of this bill is to continue the right 
of way over these streets to the freight depot and over such other streets 
as the growing demands of the transportation of the road requires? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. The purpose of it is to permit 
sidings to be laid from the road to the adjoining squares which may be 
purchased. It does not allow this company to lay any siding on any 
streets other than the streets it now occupies. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If they acquire the blocks 
not they build their siding to that? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. This bill limits them to the 
streets on which their tracks are now located. They may acquire 
squares on the streets adjoining their present tracks. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Why might they not acquire blocks beyond that? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Because they are limited in the 
third section of the act. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does this description of the streets in this bill con- 
fine them to lines of track now built? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Yes; N that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now, one other question. There is a permit from 
the commissioners for the erection of a freight depot. That permit 
contains the power of revocation? 

Mr. ATKINSON , of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That obtains in all of these in the same jek ? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I presume they are alike. 
There may be some trifling differences. 


on other streets, could 
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Mr. BLOUNT. What I wanted to know from the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is, what is the practice in cities generally in reference to 
compensation for right of way through streets, whether they are usually 

uired to pay or not? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I really am not able to answer 
the question. I think not. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If it is true that they are required to pay, would it 
not be right for this bill to conform to the practice in other cities and 
require this company to pay for the right of way? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I say that I think it is not the 
practice to require them to pay for the right of way, although I have 
no more information on that subject than the gentleman from Georgia 
has. I am not experienced in railroad matters. 

Mr. HILL. Now, if the gentleman will permit me, I would like to 

uire 
Py CASWELL and Mr. BAKER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia yield? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. To the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. CASWELL]. 

Mr. BAKER. Does the gentleman propose to occupy the floor and 
only yield to those who are in favor of the bill? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Isuppose those who are op- 
posed to the bill will have their time. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to inquire if the object of this bill is not to le- 

ize these side-tracks or turn-outs as they now exist? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Certainly, that is what I have 
been endeavoring to impress upon the House. They are indicted for 
their present side-tracks, and this proposes to legalize them. 

Mr. HILL. Do not those side-tracks or turn-outs as they now exist 
cross certain reservations of public ground? > 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Here isa map which you can 
examine. I believe that they do not cross public reservations, but I 
haye not been over that section of the city often enough to know exactly 
what are public reservations and what are not. 

Mr. HILL. As I understand, this railroad had authority only to come 
in here to lay main tracks, but no side-tracks. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. That is right. 

Mr. HILL. But they have laid a large number of side-tracks. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. HILL, Without any authority except with the permission of 
the commissioners of the District. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Les. 

Mr. POST. But the commissioners supposed they had authority. 

Mr. HILL. Now the object is to legalize what the commissioners 
have done. ‘ 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CASWELL, Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to take the time 
of the committee more than a few moments, but I want to say that I 
am in favor of this bill. I am in favor of it because I do not discover 
in it a single privilege not granted in every important city all over the 


United States to railroad companies which run their tracks into cities 


and desire to transact business there. I do not know of a single priv- 
ilege proposed to be granted here beyond that which is usually granted 
in cases of this kind. In the beginning some alarm was expressed that 
it might in some way affect the passenger depot or the right of the 
railroad company to run its track through the park. 

I think it has been sufficiently explained here that it in no manner 
whatever affects the passenger depot or the tracks, or runs through the 
park, but it relates solely to the freight business of the company. Now, 
does any man, or is there any member upon this floor whocomplains that 
the freight depot is improperly located? They have no objection to 
this at all. I have never heard any one make any question about that. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question for information? 

Mr. CASWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Is that freight depot located on a publie res- 
ervation ? 

Mr. CASWELL. I can not inform the gentleman positively. I do 
not understand that it is, 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Has the Pennsylvania Railroad Company ever 
bought a square or foot of ground on which to place either its passen- 
ger or freight depot, or do they in any way occupy the public ground 
for these purposes? 

Mr. CASWELL. I do not know positively, but my understanding 
is that the Pennsylvania Railroad Company have purchased and own 
in a legal manner all the land which they occupy and in any way cover 
for freight purposes, I understand that to be the situation. 

Now, I learn from the reading of the report of this committee, who 
I suppose have carefully investigated the whole subject, that the rail- 
road has trackage for freight purposes which will permit only the oc- 
cupation of 182 cars a day, while their daily arrivals of ireight-cars is 
298. Now, while they have trackage for only 182 cars, still the title 
to that trackage is involved in doubt. 

The commissioners of the city have granted if under questionable 
authority. They seek in this bill to confirm the acts of the commis- 


sioners in granting them those railroad facilities for freight-cars, Is 
any man here prepared to say that he wants to see the tracks torn up 
that are now used for freight purposes in Washington? How is it pos- 
sible for this company to conduct its business unless they can have 
side-trackage for this freight? Most assuredly they must have. 

Now, this clause of section 2 which gives the commissioners of the 
District the right to grant the privilege of extending their tracks to 
manufacturing establishments and other business houses is only the 
usual privilege that is conferred upon railroad companies in all States 
everywhere, and in fact in many States there is a compulsory clause 
that they shall be compelled to put sidings down extending to manu- 
facturing establishments, These privileges are only sought in behalf 
of the manufacturing and industrial interests of this city, and I see 
nothing in the bill whatever that is not usual or that is improper in 
any sense of the word. 

Mr, BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to occupy a few moments. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I do not know the position 
taken by the gentleman from New York, but I suppose the opponents 
of the bill will be entitled to time. 

Mr. BAKER. I can not say that I rise to oppose the bill or to favor 
it. I propose to submit one or two amendments and to make some ob- 
servations upon them. 

_ Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I will reserve the balance of 
my time. I wish to yield some time to other members. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from 
New York that the bill is not in the position where amendments can 
be offered. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is entitled to am hour, 
and when that time has been accupied the gentleman from South Car- 
olina [Mr. HEMPHILL], a member of the committee, will be recognized. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I retain the bal- 
ance of my time. If the gentleman from New York wishes to offer 
amendments he will have an opportunity to do so. I decline to yield 
to the gentleman from New York, but reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BAKER. I do not desire to oceupy much time, but wish to 
make two or three suggestions with a view to pertecting this bill, if it 
is possible. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will have an opportunity to pre- 
sent amendments when the bill is open for amendments. 

Mr. BAKER. I might not have sufficient opportunity. That would 
be under the five-minute rule, and I might be unable to cover in five 
minutes all that I want tosay. I will try that, however. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I hope this is 
not to be taken out of my time. z 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York rises to oppose 
the bill and the Chair must deeline to recognize him at this time. 

Mr. BAKER. Very well; then I will occupy a few moments if per- 
mitted to go on. 

Now, I am anxious to see this matter out of the way, and shall be 
glad to see it disposed of agreeably to all interests; but it seems to be 
a very important thing. I desire to submit some observations in re- 

to it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I call for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair can not recognize the gentleman from 
New York at this time 

Mr. BAKER. I think the Chair might be a little gracious. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. Unless by unanimous consent, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. I 
think the Chair did npt understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
had yielded the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair did not say that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania had yielded the floor. 

Mr. BAKER. He did, retaining the balance of his time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
HEMPHILL] will be recognized. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, I dislike to take the floor from 
the gentleman from New York, but I desire to make some observations 
on the bill before it is submitted for amendment. 

Mr. BAKER. That is what I want to do. s 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Then I will yield to you after awhile and you 
can make a better speech by contrast with mine. 

Mr. Chairman, I think there is no disposition on the part of any 
gentleman upon this floor to refuse to the Pennsylvania Railroad Com- 
pany whatever facilities may be necessary to transact the public busi- 
ness. I have not heard any expression upon the floor of this House or 
in this city in antagonism to a proper allowance of rights and property 
for the purpose of handling all freight. The great difficulty with this 
bill seems to me to be that the railroad asks everything for itself and 
does not seem to manilest avy disposition to grant anything to the 
public. It has come to this House with a bill asking for certain privi- 
leges, and, as members of the House may know, there is also pending 
before the Committee on the District of Columbia another bill which 
undertakes to protect in some measure what are regarded as the rights 
5 = pe as they are represented by the people of the District of 

umbia. 

The railroad and also the District of Columbia, through some of its 
prominent citizens, have appeared before the Committee on the Dis- 
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trict of Columbia of the House and have presented their several views; 
but this bill has been reported to the House for its approva}; while the 
other bill, which undertakes to protect the rights of the people of this 
District as they are understood by some of the members of the com- 
mittee, has not been reported to the House for its action. It seems to 
me, Mr. Chairman, that if the people of this District are ever to have 
the rights which they think they are entitled to, and which I think 
they are entitled to, at least in Jarge measure, now is the time when 
they should get them; because we all know that it is one of the pecul- 
jarities of a railroad company not only to hold on to everything it has 
but to get everything that it can;and in making that remark I do not 
mean to be unkind to such companies. The Pennsylvania Railroad 
Company bases its claim for the passage of this bill upon the ground 
that it is largely in the interest of the through freight which it receives 
from the South and transports to the North. It makes that appeal to 
the House in the hope that it will influence Southern members of this 
body to vote for a bill which they believe to be in the interest of their 
constituents. 

Now, as is well known by those who know me at all, I represent a 
Southern constituency, and it is my purpose, as far as I honestly can, 
to represent the views and the interests*of my constituents upon this 
floor, so I took occasion to examine this question to some extent, and 
I am prepared to say now, upon the sworn statement of the president 
of the Pennsylvania Railroad, that this matter does not in the slightest 
degree affect the through freight which is received from the South and 
vgn e to the North. There isa great deal of through traffic in 
the shape of perishable goods that comes from the truck farms of the 
South and is sold in the Northern markets, but the president of the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company, Mr. Roberts, was examined before 
the Committee on the District of Columbia at the other end of this 
Capitol, and he there said: 

The freight business I have just alluded to is local and must be all transacted 
in the city limits, It is not the through business that occupies these ed 
The interchange of through business can be transacted without trouble. 

He means that it can be transacted without trouble in the way they 
are transacting it now, and he goes on to assert that it is not essential 
that there shall be a grant of any further Property, or any farther 
right to this railroad company known as the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad so far as the through business between the North and the South 
is concerned. Therefore, I repeat, upon the sworn statement of the 
president of the Pennsylvania Railroad, which controls this Baltimore 
and Potomac Railroad, that no Southern man need feel called upon to 
vote for this bill under the impression or the belief that itin any way 
affects the interests of his constituents in the Southern States. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Will the gentleman permit a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Will the gentleman state now what 
the president of the railroad said as to the necessity for increased facili- 
ties for doing the local business ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I am coming to that. So far as the local busi- 
ness of this railroad is concerned, it is probably reasonable to believe 
that it ought to have some additional facilities, and I stand here to say 
that Iam not opposed to granting it all proper privil Jam not 
opposed to granting this company whatever additional facilities are 
really necessary for the transaction of the local business of this District 
and of the through business also, but I am opposed to granting them 
more than I think they are entitled to, and I atn opposed to granting 
them anything upon a false basis, I do not believeit is honest or just 
to the Representatives from the Southern States to claim that their con- 
stituents are directly interested in this legislation, when the president 
of this corporation has sworn before a committee of the Congress of the 
United States to facts which show that they are not in an way inter- 
ested in it, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this railroad company wants certain privileges, 
and, on the other hand, the people of this District want certain other 
privileges. It ought to be well known to gentlemen upon this floor 
that the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad is now occupying, either in 
full or in part, five of the public reservations, for which, so far as I 
know, it has never paid any compensation; and this, while it is well 
known that there is a disposition on the part of Congress not only to 
preserve the public grounds we bave, but toobtain others, in order that 
the fature development of this city may be such as will be consistent 
with J and character as the capital of this great nation. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I wish to ask the gentleman a question at 
this point with regard to those reservations which he says the railroad 
is occupying. I would like to know where they are and which they 
are. I asked that question a little while ago, and was assured that the 
railroad was not occupying any Government property at all except for 


apres r 12 7785 
Mr. EMP ILL, The public reservations which the Baltimore and 
Potomac Railroad Company now occupy, either in whole or in part, as 


shown by the annual report of Mr. John M. Wilson, who was superin- 
tendent of public grounds for the year 1887, are those which are num- 
bered 174, 178, 241, and 309. These are in addition to the Mall which 
they occupy with their public station and railroad tracks. These pub- 


lic reservations outside of the Mall amount to 22,000 square feet which 
this railroad company has appropriated, either in whole or in part, to 


their private use. 

Mr. COBB. In that connection, will the gentleman be kind enough 
to tell us how they came to occupy this public domain? 

_Mr. HEMPHILL, So far as that is concerned, I am not in a posi- 
tion to give the gentleman the information he desires except as to the 
public Mall, as to which I am prepared to give an answer. 

Mr. COBB. Let us have it as to that. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. As soon as I answer the question of the gentle- 
man from Alabama. The Mall, as is well known, extends from the 
public grounds of the Capitol in an unbroken stretch to the monument 
erected in honor of the first President of the United States, and con- 
nects with the public grounds of the White House. The only inter- 
ruption of that stretch of public ground by any private structure is 
made by the station and the tracks of the Baltimore and Potomac Rail- 
road, The company came into possession or occupation of that prop- 
erty by act of Congress, under rather peculiar circumstances. 

In 1861 an act was passed authorizing this railroad company to build 
a station south of the intersection of Maryland and Virginia avenues, 
according to my recollection—certainly it was south of the public Mall, 
and was to be on ground which they were to acquire in the way in 
which railroad companies ordinarily acquire property for railroad pur- 
poses. They afterward obtained permission to come upon the public 
Mall and erect a railroad station there. That was done on the inet 
statement made by Mr. Cameron, a Senator from Pennsylvania, which 
I have no doubt he believed to be correct, that the Congress of the 
United States would reserve to itself the right to change that grant 
whenever it saw fit to do so, and upon the further statement of Mr, 
Frelinghuysen, who was at that time a Senator from New Jersey and 
afterward Secretary of State in Mr. Arthur’s Cabinet, that— 

This idea of having trains of cars with their smoke and noise running into 
this depot is all imagination. No engine will come into that depot. ê en- 

nes will switch off and the cars will pass this 800 feet and into the depot with 
the passengers by the momentum that they have received. 

Now, there was a declaration made by a Senator of the United States 
in favor of the admission of this railroad upon this public ground on 
the distinct understanding that the engines were not to come with 
their smoke and noise upon this public reservation which the people 
had, since the foundation of this city, reserved to themselves—an un- 
derstanding which is now violated by this railroad company every 
twenty minutes of the day, and possibly as often at night. 

Mr. COBB. Was that statement made at the time of this grant to 
the company ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir; as I am informed it was. 

Now, it seems to me, if members of the House will look for one mo- 
ment at this question they can not have a doubt that this railroad 
company ought not to be granted the privileges that it asks until it 
concedes something to the people of this District and the public gener- 
ally. There is not a gentleman on this floor who would vote for a mo- 
ment to allow any individual to erect a private house upon the public 
Mall or upon any public reservation of this city. I submit, then, to 
gentlemen, how can they answer to their constituents for ting to 
this great railroad corporation a right which they would es to any 
private individual in this country? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Is it not some compensation to the 
public to have a convenient and accessible depot adjacent to the main 
avenue of this city? Is it not a convenience for you and me? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The Pennsylvania Railroad Company 
paid $3,000,000 for the privilege of running into their station on Broad 
street, Philadelphia. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I do not know anything about 


that. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. As the matter of convenience, I willsay 
to the gentleman from Vermont that it would be very much more con- 
venient to him and me if this railroad company had its station imme- 
diately adjacent to his house or mine. But there are other things to 
be considered. This station is not upon Pennsylvania avenue, the 
great thoroughfare of the city. To remove it from the public Mall 
would take it back only 800 feet ; and there can be no great difference 
in convenience between a man's riding upon a street car 800 feet and his 
riding upon a steam-car the same distance. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman from South Carolinia allow me 
a question ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEARD. I am sure the gentleman will state the fact to be that 
the bill now before the House does not contain a sentence or a line 
touching the occupation of the Mall at all, but that question of the re- 
moval of the station of the company from the Mall is brought in by 
those who oppose the bill as a reason why these privileges should not 
be granted to the company unless they will remove their station from 
the Mall. There is nothing in the present bill which touches that 
question at all. 

Mr. COBB. Butif we grant these additional privileges do we not 
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thereby make it more difficult to compel the company to remove from 
their present location ? 

Mr. HEARD. With the permission of my colleague on the commit- 
tee, I will answer that question. I say it will not in any sense make 
it more difficult, according to my understanding. As amember of the 
committee I suggested the addition of the concluding section of this 
bill, which was intended to negative, and I think does effectually nega- 
tive, the proposition that Congress by this legislation intends to con- 
firm any rights to this company. ‘ 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, Mr. Chairman, I do not think it worth 
while to argue before this House the proposition that if you want to 
get anything out ofa railroad company the time to get it is when the 
railroad company wants to get something out of you. That is a very 
plain proposition. I say that this railroad company never came here 
with any plea in favor of the great interests of the Southern shippers 
until the officers of the company were indicted and brought before the 
courts of the country for a violation of law. 

This is the first time they have ever come to Congress in favor of the 
Southern people. I want it to be distinctly understood that I am not 
opposed to giving the railroad company what I think it is entitled to, 
but I am opposed to giving it everything it asks and reserving nothing 
whatever to the le of this District. That is my position. 

Mr. ELLI > 1 would like to call the attention of my colleague 

Mr. HEMPHILL] to the figures in regard to the Southern trade, show- 
ing that in 1887 the number of loaded cars arriving at Washington 
from the South was 18,828; in 1888, 27,509; and in 1889, 32,545. May 
not these figures account for the claim now made here in regard to the 
accommodation of Southern business? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, the transportation of through freight is a 
matter that the gentleman from South Carolina, my colleague, will 
understand has nothing whatever to do with the shipping and trans- 
portation business, so far as this city is concerned. The through car 
from North Carolina or South Carolina or Georgia to Boston, for in- 
stance, is made up down there and through unbroken; and thére 
is no reason why you should give A se people additional ground or 
railroad facilities simply to enable them to go right through the city, 
as such freight goes, because, according to the statement of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] himself, such freight goes 
ever the road at regular passenger speed. The president of the rail- 
road company says it has nothing whatever to do with their freight 
business, and I take it he understands the question about which he is 
talking. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Did any fact bearing upon this question come out 
before the gentleman’s committee—I mean on that special point? 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Nothing that convinced me, in any degree, came 
before the committee. Nothing to show that the Southern freight ship- 
pers were ey interested in this matter or that this grant was nec- 

for them. 

Mr. LEE. Let me ask the gentleman if there was not a vice-presi- 
dent of this company who a before the committee and testified 
that there was necessity for it? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Ido no not know thatthe vice-president testified 
at all. It is true that he was there making an argument, but the main 
question was whether the depot should be removed and the tracks laid 
below the level of the sidewalk; that was all. 

Mr. COBB. Did he not give facts to show that there was necessity 
for this on account of the Southern freight interests? 

Mr. LEE. I so understood him. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I can not say that he did. He did not make 
such a statement in the hour or two conversation before the commit- 
tee, as far as I remember, although it may have been said. He said 
nothing to indicate to me that there was any necessity, so far as the 
through freight is concerned, for the passage of this bill. 

Now, so far as the local business is concerned, I think there is need 
for additional facilities, and there is a concurrence of sentiment on that 
point, But what Iam driving at is that this bill shall not be put 
through here on the plea thatit is for the benefit of the Southern people 
when the president of the road himself has sworn that it was not for 
their benefit. 

Mr. ROGERS. I should be glad, with the permission of the gentle- 
man, to interrupt him for the purpose of getting some information. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will be glad to give it so far as I can. 

Mr. ROGERS. I want to state, with the permission of the gentle- 
man, for I agree largely with the argument he has made, that now is 
the proper time to settle what, if anything, we shall demand of a rail- 

company for privileges granted to it, instead of waiting until the 
privileges so granted are being exercised. But at this time I want to 
find out, if possible, where the blocks are (for Lam not familiar with the 
geography of the city) which are to be condemned under section 3 of 
this bill for the benefit of this railroad company. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, it is difficult to point them out without a 
map. I presume that the map in the area there is correct. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Ihave a map, if the gentleman 
desires to look at it, which will show clearly. 

Mr. ROGERS. Would they interfere with what you call the Mall or 


public reservation? Do they involve passing through that, or across 
it, or going into it in any direction ? 

Mr. POST. Not at all. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Well, there are two or three blocks 
that touch the Mall and which it is contemplated this road may occupy 
or purchase by condemnation proceedings, as I understand it. 

Mr. ROGERS, I should be glad to get information on that point. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iwill state to the gentleman from Arkansas that 
that clause in the bill is so indefinite that I can not give him any in- 
formation on that point. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Here is a map which I will be 
glad to have the gentleman examine. 

Mr, RODGERS. It is much more important, I think, that we know 
before we grant privileges for condemnation of property such as these 
whether or not the grant or power involves the crossing of this public 
reservation again. 

But, now, another point. I observe an amendment here which in- 
troduces a new departure, as I understand it, in proceedings for con- 
demnation of property; something that is different from the usual course 
of such proceedings. I desire to ask whether the insertion of certain 
words in lines 8 and 13 and line 14 of section 3, requiring the approval 
of the commissioners of the District of Columbia to the condemnation 
of property, is in any wise a departure, or may be construed into such a 
departure, as will deprive the courts of the right of determining whether 
or not the necessity existed for such condemnation proceedings. Ordi- 


narily the court first determines that the condemnation proceedings 


are necessary. I desire to know whether these words are inserted to 
bind the courts whenever the commissioners have seen proper to exer- 
cise that authority. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I can only state to the gentleman on that ques- 
tion that I have grave doubts as to the constitutionality of the provision. 

Mr. ROGERS. Can the gentleman state why it is put in the bill? 

Mr. HEMPHILL, The purpose is not to allow the railroad com- 
pany to condemn everything it sees fit within the limits of the city, 
but to allow them to do so, provided it meets the approval of the com- 
missioners. In other words, the commissioners are supposed to repre- 
sent the people of the District of Columbia; and this provides that 
there shall be no condemnation proceedings unless it meets their appro- 
bation. 

Mr. ROGERS. Does not the gentleman think, in order to prevent 
such a construction of the statute as I have suggested, that it would be 
well to insert a provision that the approval of the commissioners of the 
RAREN, e Columbia shall in no wise interfere with the jurisdiction of 
the to determine the necessity of such preceeding, or some simi- 
lar expression? : 

Mr. POST. There is no objection, as far as I know, to that. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It seems to me it would be entirely proper todo 


80. 

I will say to the gentleman from Arkansas that I am satisfied the 
words were put in, in good faith, for the purpose of restricting the 
power of condemnation, as far as the railroad company is concerned, 
so that it should not be exercised except with the approval of the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ROGERS. Thisis such anextraordinary procedure for the con- 
demnation of property that I have some apprehension the courts might 
say that Congress, having fixed upon the commissioners to determine 
as to the necessity for it, they would not suffer that question, as to the 
necessity for the condemnation, to be raised in the courts, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. They would undoubtedly take that 
view of it, I think, from the lan used here. 

Mr. ROGERS, I think it most likely that the courts would hold 
that the approval of the commissioners would preclude them from pass- 
ing upon that question; or, in other words, it would operate to relieve 
the court from determining the question which ought not to be taken 
away from the court. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] a question. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I did not hear the first part of the 
statement of my friend from South Carolina, being out of the Hall at 
the time. Does he approve of the bill as it is in its present form? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Not in its present form. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Have you prepared amendments which 
express your views ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEARD. You have them prepared, but have not offered them 
yet, as I understand. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I have them prepared and will submit them. I 
have not offered them yet. I want to state, so far as the entrance upon 
this public ground is concerned, the railroad company entered there 
upon the supposition—I do not know that they made the absolute state- 
ment, but certainly the understanding was—that it was to enter there 
with two tracks, but now I think they have six or eight tracks run- 
ning into that public Mall, and I do not know how many more, They 
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have cut it right in two. They have put one bridge over it, and the re- 
sult is that everybody, whether poor and walking, or rich and riding, 
is subject to be run over and to have their horses, if they have any, 
frightened by the trains. If any gentleman has e down to look at 
the ground at all, he knows that there are 8 y a large number of 
streets in all that portion of the city that are completely occupied by 
the tracks of this railroad, 

Not only are public reservations occupied to some extent, but the 
public streets are simply gridironed by the tracks of this railroad, and 
the only protection, as far as the public is concerned, is to let down 
a gate when the yuards see a train coming. Now, itseems to methat 
as little as the railroad can do is to put their depot upon property which 
they have acquired and paid for, which they have not taken from the 
public without compensation, and then that they shall make some reg- 
ulations in reference to their tracks, and shall either take them off the 

ublie streets or build up walls which will protect the people from 
se of life and limb as they pass along the streets of the city. 

If the railroad company will do that, if they will do anything that 
is reasonable, if they will show any disposition whatever to come to an 
honorable and just understanding with the people of this District, I 
have no doubt there can be some compromise effected, so that they can 
go through the city. I do say that it is unfair to the constituents that 
we all represent here in this District that their rights should be over- 
run by this corporation, that the public streets should be appropri- 
ated to the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, and that not only the 
public streets but the public reservationshould be taken by them, and 
that they should, in spite of the agreements that were made, run 
trains and engines upon these public places, and that the public should 
be entirely ignored and left out in the cold in the legislation that is 

I am willing to do what is fair and just by the railroad com- 
pany, and I think every other man on this floor is willing to do the 
same thing, but if we are ever going todo anything for the benefit 
of the public, I say now is the time to do it, for at no other time will 
we have another opportunity to preserve the rights of the peopleof this 
District. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to yield to the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
Grout] so much time as he may need. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I shall occupy but a very few min- 
utes. I am opposed to this bill as reported. I will say that it was 
reported in my absence, and that I did not participate in the delibera- 
tions of the committee on the day it was reported to the House, but 
it had been under cunsideration before that time, and so I am familiar 
with the provisions of the bill. I see it comes up without amendment 
from the committee. The points of objection which I have to the bill 
I will not elaborate, but will simply enumerate. In the first place it 

ro — 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Mr. Chairman, I am very anxious to hear the 
remarks of the gentleman, but I can not hear him on account of the 
confusion in the Hall. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. GROUT. In the first place it proposes to confer upon the com- 
missioners the power to grant to the railroad the right to make sidings 
off from the main track in the streets into such places as the commis- 
sioners see fit. I do not think Congress has any power to confer upon 
the commissioners the right to grant that authority, but that just such 
sidings as the railroad wants should be specified and Congress should 
grant them or refuse them. 

The proposition in the bill to condemn property for a freight station 
is, as the gentleman from South Carolina says, a proper oneif properly 
guarded. Unquestionably for the delivery of freight in this city they 
require further facilities, and if they would specify or put within proper 
limits the ground which they wish to condemn, it would be perfectly 
proper, I think, for Congress to grant them power to condemn it and 

uild a freight station; but the way the bill is drawn they may go from 
Anacostia—I have not traced the western limits, but Ipresume to George- 
town. There does not seem to be any limit to the place where they 
may go, and they may take one square one year, and another the next, 
and another the next, and it seems to me that there ought to be some 
proper limitation upon that right. 

Now, it is proposed here to legalize certain sidings which are upon 
land so high that the track can be properly depressed. Wherever that 
can be done I maintain it should be depressed, should be put under 
ground, I have in my hand here, and any gentleman can have it for 
inspection if he wants, a map prepared by Lieut. R. V. Green, United 
States Engineers, and made a part of the report of the commissioners 
of the District for the year 1880, and it represents, after you leave 
Long Bridge, a stretch of land covering five or six or seven streets from 
28 to 37.5 feet above mean high water, and as it only requires 21 to 22 
feet to run a train fully under ground it would be entirely practicable 
for this track to be put entirely beneath the surface. 

Now, included in that distance are some of these sidings that the 
commissioners have already granted and which it is proposed to legal- 
ize by this bill. I say they should certainly not be legalized. The 
track for that distance should be put under ground so in that part of 
the city—and the great part of the city which lies off to the west—and 
at the wharves of the river there can be a passage of the railway line 


other than at the grade; and not only from the wharves, but from that 
whole section of the town lying south of the railroad track and known 
as South Washington. 

There will, Mr. i be an amendment submitted by the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] in due time covering 
this point, and when that is provided for then it must be admitted, as 
I think, that they should come out at grade and establish their station 
at a point just south of Maryland avenue, right where their original 
charter established it. When they got their charter to come into the 
city of Washington the depot was to be located back of Maryland ave- 
nue. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The freight depot? 

Mr. GROUT. No; the passenger depot. When they had nearly 
completed their road Col. Tom Scott, so called in fable, and not so 
much in fable, because it has entered into hard, solid history, appeared 
here and worked through Congress a supplemental act; and after the 
road was well-nigh completed to the city, as I said, the road was given 
the privilege to come up across the public reservation, on representations 
from Senator Frelinghuysen, as the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. HEMPHILL] has already said, that engines were not to come in 
there, but only cars. They got a right from Congress to come out 
and build their station on the public reservation, coming across the pub- 
lic Mall, and cutting it in two. That is the reservation that extends 
— 5 the Capitol here to the White House. Their station stands there 

y- 

Now, as the gentleman from South Carolina says, when the railroad 
asked for the rights to these sidings they were granted to them by the 
commissioners, who have no more right to grant them than had the manin 
the moon; and this the officersand the legal advisers of the road must 
have known. They granted them the privilege to turn out from the 
track along the street which they had the chartered right to use for 
the purpose of going into this man’s lumber-yard and another man’s 
beer brewery, and next to a flouring establishment, for the benefit of 
these people’s business. They ask now that we legalize that which 
was irregularly and illegally granted. I have shown you that on some 
of the ground covered by these tracks the tracks should go under the 
ground, and the time should be fixed for putting them there, and then 
let them come out at e and establish a depot at the point where 
by the original charter it was established. 

When they ask that, these tracks be legalized then we should demand 
of them to fix the time when they will get back off the public reserva- 
tion, which they have for eighteen years occupied without money and 
without price, and which they have cut in twain, so that no team can 
pass safely at any time. There is no twenty minutes’ time in the day 
when an engine is not careering backwards and forwards out of that 
station. A large number of trains arrive and depart from that station 
each day, besides the making up of trains, and there is no safe crossing 
at that bridge which spans the street; and instead of there being one 
track there there are half a dozen. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will a question interrupt you at that 
point? 

Mr. GROUT, No. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You were on that committee during 
the last Congress, were you not? a 

Mr. GROUT. Yes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Ihave heard it stated that the very 
same provision asked by this company was extended to the Danville 
and Virginia Railroad by the last Congress. 

Mr. GROUT. Notatall. The privilege that they asked for was to 
build a railroad station right down at the river side, well down, where 
it would not interfere with anything oranybody. They asked for that 
privilege and the place was named and designated. They asked Con- 
gress to give them the power to condemn the land or purchase it, and 
that power was given. They did condemn the land and build that 
station. That is all right, as would be the establishment of a freight 
station in the proper limits for this road In this bill, as I have already 


said. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And Congress specified the property 
that was to be taken. 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. Yes; we authorized them to acquire a certain block 
and gave them the right to purchase it. The gentleman from Vermont 
has stated that correctly. 

Mr. GROUT. Now, Mr. Chairman, why should this railroad be put 
under ground on the streets they now occupy? Because it is the policy 
of the country to have it done. Fvery large city demands it, and the 
safety of the people demand it. Why, in the last dozen years or little 
more there have been some sixty deaths caused by these railroad cross- 
ings, and between one and two hundred serious mutilations of people. 

Is not human life worth something? It seems to me it is, and in 
these half dozen streets that I have designated there is ample depth to 
sink the track. It should be sunk, and then the two sections of the 
city could have communication with each other without passing these 
death traps of crossings at grade. 

Now, we passed a bill the other day appropriating $1,200,000 for the 
purchase of land up Rock Creek for a public park. What member of 
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this House can justify his vote for that bill? And I wasin favor of it, 
becanse I believed in the acquisition of that land now and the preser- 
vation of it fora public park as essential to the proper development of 
this great city within the long stretch of the future before it. I voted 
for it, and I ask how can any member justify a vote for that and yet 
allow a railway corporation to cut in two with its tracks a public park 
right in the heart of the city and occupy a portion of it with its depot? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, this land was dedicated by the original owners 
to the use of the public. That was the plan on which the city was laid 
out. Now, that was given in trust for the public, and should not be 
diverted from the purpose for which it was given to the use of a pri- 
vate corporation, either with or without compensation. 

Such occupation is a breach of that trust, and coald the original pro- 
ere or rather their heirs, be ascertained, it would work in their 

a forfeiture of that land to those heirs. It is a clear misuse of 
the trust estate to turn it over by an act of Congress to the use of a pri- 
vate corporation. 

Mr. BAKER. What does my friend say as to the proposition to al- 
low the road the use of Maryland avenue and Virginia avenue? 

Mr. GROUT. Those are public streets, owned by the United States, 
and the United States have a right to be generous and allow the rail- 
road company to go upon those streets. They have a right, also, to 

it them, as they have done on Virginia avenue, to occupy three- 
fourths of the street. There are several tracks along there in the mid- 
dle of the street, and only a narrow -way on either side for the 
public, the railroad company occupying the greater part of that broad 
avenue. 

Mr. BURROWS. What does the gentleman think about confirming 
the right to occupy the streets? 

Mr. GROUT. I think we ought not todo it. This bill does not 

pose to confirm the occupation of Virginia avenue. 

Mr. BURROWS. It does. 

Mr. GROUT. Then this is an objection tothe bill which I had not 
discovered. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I desire to ask my colleague on 
the committee [Mr. Grout] this question: Have you seen any grant 
to the United States, or have you knowledge of any grant to the United 
States, of this property for park purposes which would be forfeited in 
case the land was diverted to other uses? 

Mr GROUT, I have not examined the papers; I have not seen the 
title-deeds; but it is well understood that when this city was laid out 
these public reservations were dedicated to public use by the owners 
of the land. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I want to say to the gentleman 
that he is utterly mistaken on that point. 

Mr. GROUT. Well, sir, I may be; but such is my understanding 
of it, 

Mr. KENNEDY. The gentleman from Vermont is rignt. I Was 
reading to that effect only a day or two ago. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I am admonished that it is not suit- 
able or prudent for me to speak further; I must not get excited. on this 
subject, although I confess that I feel much interest in it. I think 
that when this bill is passed it should be passed with suitable amend- 
ments which will make a decent record for this body in the eyes of the 
- people of this city and of the country. That is how I feel about the 
matter, and I say this with no feeling of hostility to this railroad. I 
feel friendly to the railroad. I ride on it in preference to any other 
(paying my fare, of course), and I think it is the best railroad in the 


country. 

It is entitled to great praise and credit. Its management is first 
rate. The men who conduct its affairs are first-class men, and they 
run a first-class railway, but the city of Washington and the people of 
this city have rights which the railroad company ought to be willing to 
consider and treat fairly, and whenever they will to do that the 
whole matter can be fairly and reasonably settled. This was suggested 
to the representatives of therailroad who appeared before the commit- 
tee, but they would not listen to any proposition whatever that they 
should leave the Mall ordepress their tracks; so, of course, all we could 
do was to come in here with such amendments as we thought would 
make the bill a proper one for the House to pass. These amendments 
are in charge of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL], 
and will be offered in due time. 

Mr. HEMPHILL was recognized, and yielded to Mr. CHIPMAN. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Chairman, this bill strikes me as a very ex- 
traordinary measure. It proposes three things. One is to confirm cer- 
tain rights or privileges which the railroad company is now exercising; 
another is to permit parties to put ‘‘spurs,’’ as they are ordinarily 
called in cities, to connect the road with private premises, and the third 
is to permit the railroad company to acquire such property in the city 
of Washington as it chooses to acquire for the purposes of its business, 

I have looked at the report to ascertain the reason of the first section 
of this bill. It is a most extraordinary section. It is meant to 
strengthen some title. It probably is meant to confer some title, to 
render positive and certain some rights in the railroad company which 
are now uncertain, and, 5 bill itself discloses, so far as the 
report discloses, and so far as we have had any information upon the 
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floor of this House, it may make a direct giſt to the railroad company 
of valuable property, of valuable franchises, and, above all, it may make 
a gilt of something the nature of which we were not informed of here. 
The language of the bill is that the rights of the company in certain 
squares of land, to maintain certain tracks, and to use and maintain cer- 
tain shops, stations, and other structures now erected on these lands, 
is hereby legalized and confirmed.“ 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman will permit a suggestion, the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] has declared his willing- 
ness to strike out of the first section the words ‘‘and the use and main- 
tenance of its shops and stations and other structures thereon is hereby 
legalized and confirmed.“ 

Mr. CHIPMAN. But we continue the grant, do we not? 

: avs BLOUNT. I think the gentleman did not understand just what 
sai f 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I think I did; but if I understood the gentleman 
correctly, and if this provision is to be stricken out, there will be nothing 
left of this section. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, the gentleman can not complain of that, 

Mr. CHIPMAN, I do not complain of it, but I say that if that is 
struck out, then of course this section goes out of the bill; but, on the 
other hand, if that provision is to stayin the bill, there should be some 
ex tion of it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But it is to go out. — 

Mr. CHIPMAN. If it goes out, it may go where the woodbine 
twineth,’’ for all I care, and stay there. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think the gentleman’s construction is correct 


Mr. CHIPMAN. There is no doubt as to the construction. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman consents that that part of the bill 
shall go out 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Iam perfectly willing. This disposes of that mat- 


ter, and I will say no more about it until the question again comes up. 

Mr. HILL. Let me call your attention 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Do not call my attention to a dead thing; if you 
wish to call my attention to anything, call it to a live thing. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to call your attention to the fact that this matter 
is not wholly dead, but simply sleeping. If this particular provision 
goes out, the matter is not wholly dead, for there is still a provision 
legalizing the existence of the present side-tracks in the southern part 
of this city. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Iam speaking of this section. 

Mr. HILL. Iam speaking of the first section, too. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I do not understand the section in that way. You 
may elucidate your understanding of the matter when you get the floor. 

The second section in regard to the spurs is entirely right. It con- 
templates a mere business convenience, a convenience which is usual 
in cities and which, so far as I know, is refused nowhere. 

Mr. BAKER. Right there will the gentleman allow me a moment? 
The second section contemplates giving authority for building spurs or 
side-tracks for the convenience of business. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAKER. Where is there any provision to insure compensation 
to abutting property-owners who may be injured in their property 

ights? 


Mr. CHIPMAN. There is nothing of that kind there; but so far as 
my experience goes (and I have had considerable experience in regard 
to laying these spurs in cities), such questions do not practically arise. 
Though I have known of many instances where these spurs have been 
laid (and they are very common for the pu of access to factories 
and other large business establishments), I do not know of a case in 
which a question of that kind has arisen. 

Mr. BAKER. Not where such a track runs in front of property? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Usually it does not run in front of property, and 
where it does so, if it rans any distance, it runs continuously in front 
of business property of which the abutting owners have the general 
use of the spur. That is the practical shape which the matter takes 
so far as I have observed. 

But in this third section there is ng limit as to the amount of prop- 
erty which the railroad company may acquire. There is no limit either 
as to the number of blocks or as to the money value of the property 
which may be acquired. There is nothing to prevent this railroad com- 
pany from doing what railroad companies have done in other cities— 
absorbing practically a large part of the town, and converting to their 
own use a large number of the streets of the city. This, in my judg- 
ment, is wrong, There should be some limitation fixed—if not a ter- 
ritorial limitation, at least a financial limitation, naming some sum as 
the value of the property which they may acquire. 

But beyond all this there is another great objection. I donot, by 
the way, regard the clause as to the approval of the District commis- 
sioners in the same light that the gentleman from Arkansas regards it. 
That will in no way interfere with the province of the courts. Their 
jurisdiction whenever there is dispute as to value of property or ne- 
cessity for taking it is retained; and there is this added sanction, that 
the railroad company can not embark in this thing, can not even re- 
sort to the courts, without having first received the approval of the 


commissioners. This, therefore, is an added safeguard. 
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But I agree entirely with my friend from South Carolina [Mr. HEMP- 
HILL] that if termsare to be made with the railroad company it is per- 
fectly right to make those terms now. If they ought to get off that 
Mall—and they certainly ought, for their presence there is an obstruc- 
tion and a nuisance, and, I might say, a disgrace to this city—if they 
ought to get off the Mall, now is the time to require itofthem. It is 
fair, it is just, when we are giving them these great privileges to at- 
tach conditions to them in behalf of the property of this city. What 
compensation does this company propose to give for these privileges? 
What compensation does this company give for any privilege it enjoys 
from this District? Nobodyinformsme. This bill contemplates noth- 
ing of the kind. The wishes, the interests of the people of Washing- 
ton have no voice in this bill. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I would suggest, as an answer, 
that the compensation given by this railroad company for the privi- 
leges it enjoys is first-class service to persons who travel upon the road 
and first class-service to those who send freight over its lines. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. My dear sir, that is a tissue-paper reason; it is 
very thin; it hasno substance. I want to know what compensation you 
propose to give to the people of Washington for practically turning over 
their streets to this company, for paoa putting over them as a 


governing 8 this great rai corporation. You say they benefit 
the public by giving first-class service. But, my dear sir, they are paid 
for it. More 


that, we not ony open oar pocket-books to pay for 
the service they furnish, but this bill puts us into express bondage, so 
to speak, toserve this railroad company, whom we pay for serving us. 
The ee of lee ‘eg have some rights and 

8 the hammer fell. ] 

CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMP- 
HILL] has six minutes remaining. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. CLUNIE]. 

Mr. CLUNIE. r. Chairman, I would like very much to vote for 
this bill if I could succeed in understanding its effect. I do not desire 
to do the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company any injustice, and 
yet at the same time I feel it my duty to guard the interests of the 
city of Washington, which looks solely to us for protection. I have 
inquired of the dis ed chairman of the committee, the gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. GROUT], and also the distinguished gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL], what the rai com- 
pany can take under this bill, but no one seems to able to give me that 
information, 

As I understand its provisions from a careful reading of the bill, the 
first section seeks to confirm and legalize grants to the corporation here- 
tofore illegally made if made at all. The second section of the bill 
delegates to the commissioners of the District of Columbia the right to 
make such grants as they deem a public benefit to the corporation for 
the purpose of maintaining and u side-tracks and sidings from the 
main line or lines of said railroad into any real estate in said city abut- 
ing on the streets or avenues on which euch line of said company is or 
may be situated. 

Section 2 is clearly a delegation of legislative power of Congress to a 
board of commissioners. A like delegation of authority on the part of 
the Legislatures ofseveral States has been held to be unconstitutional. It 
strikes me by delegating to the commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia the right to make these grants we are shirking our duties as Rep- 
resentatives of the people. We were sent here to do the work that 
under section 2 of this bill we are attempting to empower others to do. 
I remember a case in California where the Legislature created a board 
of drainage commissioners, delegating to them certain powers. The 
act was déclared unconstitutional on the ground that it was a dele- 
gation of legislative authority. In other words, the Legislature must 
perform the act. In this case Congress and not the commissioners 
should make the +. The third section of the bill grants to this 
corporation the right to obtain all the squares in a certain district of 
the city, defining the tract by metes and bounds. How large this tract 
is, how many blocks it contains, I have been unable to learn, It then 
ponis the corporation to acquire all of the squares abutting on the 

e of their railroad on Maryland and Virginia avenues. 

Under this grant no one is able totell me how many blocks they may 
take. Then it also permits them to cut across lots, usingall thestreets 
they may deem necessary, without designating what streets they shall 
be. Asa member of the Committeeon Public Buildings and Grounds 
I have endeavored to familiarize myself with the ground belonging to 
the United States in the District of Columbia., I was startled when I 
learned that this corporation, without authority of law, had intruded 
upon several of our reservations, 

Only a short time since, in connection with Senators MORRILL and 
Vest and the distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN], I 
joined in a report authorizing the purchase of a site for a post-office in 
this beautiful city which will cost several hundred thonsand dollars, 
This corporation, I find upon examination, can obtain sites for railroad 
purposes belonging to the General Government without any compensa- 
tion whatever. 

I do not wish to be understood as being opposed to railroads, the 
more the merrier; but I do say in all seriousness that they should be 


compelled to enter the city at the proper place and pay for all the land 
they need. With this floating grant that is attempted to be made to 
this 9 

Mr. HEARD. With the approval of the commissioners, 

Mr. CLUNIE. With the approval of the commissioners, there is 
no telling what property they will appropriate or where they will do 
their business. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I wish to say to the gentleman 
from California that this railroad company came in here under an act 
of Congress, which defined its route, and was not ted by authority 
of the commissioners or any other than that authority which I have 


cited, 

Mr. CLUNIE. I understand that the company was authorized to 
erect a depot on Virginia avenue between West Sixth and West Seventh 
streets. That afterwards the board of aldermen or commissioners, or 
whatever you may see fit to call them, undertook togive away a portion 
of the Mall and any other little matters that the railroad company might 
want. 

I believe the company succeeded in getting this illegal act on the part 
of the board confirmed by Congress. Now, I understand that they 
have erected a freight depot on square 386, a thing they had no right 
to do, and that they are using portions of other reservations without 
having paid a dollar for any of them. Now comes along an omnibus 
bill seeking te confirm a great number of illegal concessions, authoriz- 
ing the commissioners of the District to make grants when called upon, 
and granting directly streets and lots and blocks until one’s head gets 
dizzy trying to get the run of them. 

I read in the Evening Star of this city the speech of the distinguished 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], a gentleman who has grown 
gray in the public service. It consists of an indictment charging this 
company with high crimes and misdemeanors, the commission of 
which should make them amenable to the criminal laws of the coun- 
try. Why, sir, they attempted to arraign our California railroad men 
for their conduct in relation to railroad property, and, judging from 
the methods of acquisition of property by the men managing the Bal- 
timore and Potomac corporation, our railroad men ought to be voted 
pure and innocent, as they acquired their property by grant from the 
General Government, while these people pre-empted the reservations in 
this city without a color of authority. 

As a representative of the people, and particularly of the District 
of Columbia, I am in favor of a settlement with this company before 
granting any more concessions, I want them to get off of our reserva- 
tions and pay us a reasonable rent for the time they have been unlaw- 
fully occupying them. I should er to place them in a portion of 
the city where their business could be conducted without danger to 
life, and I would advise the friends of this measure to say to the 
company that our reservations must be restored; that, after such res- 
toration, they present Congress a map showing clearly and unmistak- 
ably the land and streets they desire to acquire. We will then con- 
sider it with a view to dealing fairly by the railroad company, and at 
the same time dealing justly by the city of Washington. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I have been doing my utmost 
to enlighten the members of Congress on that very point. Ihave given 
the fullest statements possible as to the provisions of the bill. It is 
clear enough, I think, for any one to comprehend who will take the 
trouble to examine it. 

Mr. CLUNIE. I asked the gentleman how many blocks it took, and 
he did not seem to know. I had a map here on my desk and I asked 
him to point out to me the territory and to tell how many blocks could 
be taken under the grant, and he was unable to do so. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, Because this is simply the power 
to condemn property under the authority of Congress where it is needed, 
when, in the opinion of the commissioners, it becomes necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from California 


expired. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I yield now to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] so much time as he may desire. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri will be recognized 
for fifteen minutes, the remaining time of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri is ized, 

Mr. HEARD. Before proceeding, I understand the gentleman from 
Kansas desires to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wanted to ask whether after the 
members of the committee (the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the 
gentleman from South Carolina) have exhausted their hours there will 
be then an opportunity given to the rest of us, not upon the committee, 
to be heard? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly, there will be time. The gentleman 
from Kansas can be recognized. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia I wish to make some statements for the informa- 
tion of the House, such members of it, at 1 as have not had the 
3 for examining this subject which have been enjoyed by 

e members of the District Committee. I am not here to say that 
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this bill is perſect, nor that it ought not in any particular to be 
amended, but I am here, as a member of the committee, to state that 
this subject was thoroughly examined by the committee with whatever 
light we could get before us; that it was before the committee for weeks 
and months, and although as the gentleman from Vermont, the chair- 
man of the committee, has stated, he was not present when the bill was 
finally acted upon, it was held open for weeks and weeks on account 
of his absence, in order that he might be present; and every opportu- 
nity was given for a fair and thorough discussion and consideration of 
the merits of the question, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when the committee came to consider this bill 
they acted as they do in the case of every other bill presented to them; 
we referred it to the commissioners of the District of Columbia for ex- 
amination and report. 

Mr. CLUNIE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. 

Mr. CLUNIE. How many blocks can be taken under section 3 of 
this biil by the railroad company? 

Mr. HEARD. I will not attempt to answer that question, as nobody, 
perhaps, knows. It may or may not be susceptible of answer. But 
whether it is or not, it is a question which I think my friend from Cal- 
ifornia has invested with much more importance than naturally belongs 
to it. I will discuss that presently, however, but prefer to do so in 
my own way. 

Mr, CLUNIE. Just one minute please. Do you not think I havea 
right to know—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri declines to yield. 

Mr. HEARD. Les, my friend has a right to know, if he had only 
acquired the qualification by investigation to know; but he has not, 
for he has not examined the question. 

Mr. CLUNIE. Have you the qualification to tell me? 

Mr. HEARD. Iwill try. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Win my friend allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HEARD. If my friend from California [Mr. CLux IE] had given 
half as much attention to studying the question before he undertook 
to discuss it here, as he has to asking questions now about a matter 
which he can not of course understand without examination, he would 
be more easily informed, and would comprehend the subject much 
better. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Can the company acquire any more tracks and any 
more facilities under this bill than the transportation necessities of the 
city require? 

Mr. HEARD. Absolutely not, and that question is remitted by the 
bill to the District commissioners, who, as the gentleman from South 
Carolina says, stand as the immediate representatives of the people, 
while they are the trustees for the Government to decide many of 
these executive questions. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this bill was sent to the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia for information and suggestions which might guide 
us in our actions, and I beg the indulgence of the committee while I 
have their report read. I hope that my friends who desire information 
upon this subject will listen to the reading of the report made by the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia with reference to this sub- 
ject. Upon that report we have acted, and it is submitted for the in- 
formation of this House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS, DISTRICT or CoLUMBIA, 
Washington, March 20, 1890, 


Sin: The following statement is submitted in response to your verbal request 
of the 19th instant for the views of the commissioners upon House bill B43 en- 
titled “A bill supplementary to an act entitled ‘An act to authorize the con- 
struction of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad in the District of Columbia.“ 

If the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company is permitted by Congress 
to remain as now located in the city of Washington, it will be conducive tothe 
public interests to grant it power to acquire, and right to use, all needful facili- 
ties for conducting its business, 

The road is very much in need of, and has been very slow in acquiring, 
ground essential for the public convenience. This bill promises a remedy and 
removes all pasina cause for delay by the company in furnishing adequate 
facilities for dling freight without using the public streets for that pur; 8 

The first section, if it becomes a law, will remove the cloud upon the right to 
maintain and use the turn-outs and sidings now existing and in use on the line 
of the road between Second street southeast and Fourteenth street southwest. 
These tracks were laid under permits penra by our predecessors in the be- 
lief, undoubtedly entertained by the railroad com 


sarily occur by the delivery of an equal amount of freight by wagons generally 
used for such purposes. The other tracks seem to be necessary for the orderly 


In line 2, section. 
said commi ners,” 
In line7, section 3, after the word “squares,” insert as shall be approved by 
e said commissioners,” 
In line 12, section 3, after the word business,” insert and approved by said 
joners, > 


In line 14, section 3, after the word " laid,” insert “and maintained.” 
1 —— oom 2 — eee me passage of the pn TAD Ba a 
ra naporan er the provisio ression contained in the second para- 
of iscom munication, Pat x 

y, e 

2 J. W. DOUGLASS, 
President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia, 
Hon. Lovis E. ATKINSON, 
Committee on the District of Columbia, House of Representatives. 


Mr. HEARD. The commissioners recommend the passage of the 


bill with those amendments, and the committee recommend their 
adoption. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as will be observed by every gentleman who 
has listened to the reading of this report, the District commissioners 
recommend the passage of this bill as necessary to give to the railroad 
company the facilities needed by it for the transaction of the business 
of the city, and that it should be passed if the road is to be permitted to 
remain in this section of thecity. If Congress determines to remove the 
road outside of that part of the city, that will bring the case within 
the exception made in the report of the commissioners. Otherwise 
not. 

Mr. Chairman, one word now about the points that have been en- 
larged upon by my friend from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] and 
by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout]. My friend from South 
Carolina says he thinks a good deal of attention has been given, and 
perhaps more than is necessary, to the question of facilities for hand- 
ling the through freight, and so do I think so. I believe with the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina that this question of through freight need 
not cut much figure. It is a question of the means for transacting the 
local business, business that concerns the people of the District as well 
as the railroad company and in equal measure. 


Last fall, after the assemblage of the conclave here, on account of ` 


the disarrangement of the business of this company by the movement 
of the unusual number of trains and the handling of the great number 
of passengers, for five or six or seven weeks there were freight-cars 
side-tracked all along the road, because it was impossible to handle the 
freight here with the existing facilities. It might be said that they 
were trying to squeeze the people here into favoring the granting of 
concessions. Why, they would not side-track cars worth five or six 
dollars apiece per day if they had the means of handling them. That 
proposition needs no argument. The question here is, to my mind, 
purely or essentially that of providing for handling the local freight, 
and that is the question that concerns the one hundred and fifty busi- 
ness men whose petition is here, and it concerns all the people who are 
interested in the proper and speedy transaction of this business. 

Now about this Mall. I have served on the committee, I am proud 
to say, with the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] aud 
the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. GROUT] for five or six years They 
and I have always disagreed about the propriety of the removal of this 
depot. They have always believed that the depot should be moved 
back. I have never believed that it should. Last year the company 
handled over 1,750,000 people at this depot. That immense number 
of people and all those interested in the departure and arrival of trains 
were better served than they would have been if the depot was moved 
back. I believe, therefore, that an equivalent is given to the public 
for the use of the ground, in the better facilities which are extended to 
the people by the occupancy thereof. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what was the state of the case presented to our 
committee? Here is a bill asking certain rights which this railroad 
company say they need, which the active business men of the city, 
merchants and other handlers of merchandise, say theyneed. There 
came before the committee representatives of the Board of Trade, a very 
respectable body. There also came before the committee the repre- 
sentatives of two associations of citizens living in South Washington. 
They all had some objections to the bill. The Board of Trade people 
desired that that depot should be removed back from the Mall. They 
also insisted that the tracks should be depressed. The citizens’ asso- 
ciation, embracing people living in the territory affected by the depres- 
sion of the tracks, were opposed to sinking the tracks at all, because 
they said it would be down to tide-level if the tracks were sunk as far 
as necessary, and the tunnel thus made would be filled with water, 
and therefore the South Washington people did not want it. 

They are opposed to it now. The citizens of South Washington are 
practically unanimous in theiropposition to the depression of the track. 
Now, about the removal of the depot. The South Washington people 
were desirous of the removal of the depot. How? Upon the condi- 
tion that it might be located here at the foot of the Capitol; and that 
was the very groundwork of their proposition, that it should be re- 
moved and should be brought here to the base of the Capitol hill, ac- 
cording to the terms of a bill introduced for them by General LEE, of 
the committee, and which bill was reported adversely by the District 
commissioners, 2 

Now, Mr. Chairman, whether or not it is practicable to depress these 
tracks so as to get trains in and out where the depot will be located, 
if the proposition for removal should be carried out, is an engineering 
question which I am not here to solve, as I donot know. Yet, if these 
tracks are depressed from 15 to 20 feet you can not have the sidings 
from them so as to be able to do the commercial business of this city. 
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It may be better to have the freight business removed farther back. 
I do not object to that. I believe that the passenger depot should be 


where it is, even if the railroad were required to arch the place over |j 


in a proper manner so as to prevent it from being unsightly to the pub- 
lic, and to remove the objectionable smoke, steam, and noise. 

But now, Mr. Chairman, I come to the proposition of whether we 
want the depot moved back or not; and I would say that that cuts no 
figure in the consideration of this bill. This is a question that does 
not touch the location of the depot or the question of the occupancy 
of the Mall, and the friends of the proposition for the removal of the 
depot have lugged that question in here where it is irrelevantand bur- 
dens a question in no wise related to it. As to whether these sidings 
should be legalized or not I have no personal knowledge. 

It is impossible that I, as a member of the committee, should have 
that knowledge, but that question was remitted properly to the Dis- 
trict commissioners, who are charged with the duty of knowing, and 
who are presumably informed on that question. They say to us that 
if this road is to be kept in the southwestern portion of the city that 
this bill should be k . 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion right there. If these tracks were lowered, is it true that during 
extreme high water it would be impossible for passenger trains to reach 
the depot, as has been suggested ? 

Mr. HEARD, That has been alleged and a counter-statement has 
been made; but whether there is any considerable number of these 
po" who want that done unless the depot is moved back I do not 


ow. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman permit me toask 
him a question? : 

Mr. HEARD. I can not yield, as I have but little time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 

tion? 

Mr. HEARD. I have just declined to yield for a question, but if 
you will make it short I will try to answer it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I would like to know if the gentleman can tell 
me how many blocks the company could take under this bill? 

Mr. HEARD. I will make the same answer to the gentleman as I 
did to the gentleman from California, that Iam not prepared to say. 
We simply leave that with the commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia to say whether or not in the language of this bill it would be for 
the public benefit. That. is the limitation. They can not grant it 
unless they find it will be of public benefit; and if it is a public bene- 

_ fit then Congress authorizes them to grant it. Members of Congress 
can not examine these questions for themselves, and we are bound to 
be guided by the judgment of the commissioners. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me another question? 

Mr. HEARD. I hope the gentleman has not many more; but if he 
will make it short I will to answer it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I do not know the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, and I am willing to agree that to-day they are the hon- 
estest men in the world, but this is not for to-day; it is for to-morrow; 
it is for the future. Now, let me ask the gentleman the question if he 
can tell what the District commissioners in time to come will say and 

> what they will do in the hands of this great corporation, the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad? 

Mr. HEARD. I suppose that the commissioners of the District ot 
Columbia will be just as safe in the hands of the corporation as mem- 
bers of Congress, I believe they are just as honest as we are. [Ap- 
prore] And if there is any man here that does not want to do that 
which is right for these people as well as for the corporation, I do not 

_ know him and I hope the gentleman from Maine does not. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, They have a different constituency. 

Mr. HEARD. Well, sir, my constituents send me to represent them 
here on all these questions, 1 am here to say that it is the duty as 
well as the policy of the commissioners to do what is right now and in 
the future, and no President, so long as the present ſorm of govern- 
ment ſor this District exists, will dare to take the responsibility of ap- 
pointing men ſor these positions whose character will not be above re- 
proach, or who will betray the interests of the people of the city or the 
er at the dictates or by the influence of a corporation. [Ap- 

use, 

Mr. HILL, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HEARD. Yes, 

Mr. HILL. I want to know if the gentleman or the committee have 
ever examined whether or not Con has the power to delegate to 
the board of commissioners of the District of Columbia the power to 
grant a right of way? i 

Mr. HEARD. I will not assume to answer that question positively. 
It is a legal proposition which I have not examined, and it is a question 


about which every gentleman here must form an opinion for himself, 
and my friend will have as opportunity to e an examination 
of that as I. I have not occasion to examine into the authority of 


the commissioners of the Distriet of Columbia. I know of no power, 
however, to restrain this Con in for the District except 


gress 
the Constitution of the United States; and if we enact a law which is 


notunconstitutional, giving the commissioners this power, then I would 
say we can thus empower these District commissioners to do this act, 
ust as we authorize them to control the police force or grant licenses in 
the District, I do not know why it is not competent for Congress to 
invest these commissioners with that authority. 

Now, to return to the question of the removal of the depot; that is 
an independent proposition which may be considered now or at any 
time hereafter; it is not touched by the language of the bill, and there- 
fore is not necessary to be considered in connection with it, and in fact 
we can only fairly consider this bill outside of that question. Now, 
let us consider the bill here on its merits. Isay frankly I did not 
know when this bill came to me, nor do I assume personal knowledge 
now, whether it is necessary to give this railroad the right of way over 
all of these squares where they ask it or not, but I assume that it is 
necessary because the commissioners of the District of Columbia, to 
whom we sent the question, have so stated. I accept their statement, 
leaving them to theirresponsibility to Congress and to the people whom 
they immediately represent. 

It was suggested by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. GROUT] that 
if this power were to be delegated to the commissioners it should be with 
proper limitation. As a member of the committee I say now, let any 
gentleman here suggest what is a proper limitation, if any be needed, 
and he will find that those who favor this bill will be perfectly willing 
to accept it. Let gentlemen make their suggestions. If this company 
is asking for more than the public good will warrant usin giving it, 
then, right here and now, let some gentleman suggest the necessary and 
proper limitation to guard the interests of the public. 

Mr. McCOMAS. How would it suit my friend to drive this railroad 
company back off the Mall, which belongs to the nation, sink their 
tracks on the main avenues and take away their stock and freight yards 
from the base, from the very shadow of this Capitol, and put them out 
by the Long Bridge? 

Mr. HEARD. Well, if the gentleman from Maryland thinks that is 
a feasible scheme and will present a bill covering it, I will do my best 
as a member of the committee to give it proper consideration. [Laugh- 
ter. 

r. BLOUNT. It has been stated that the right to put these tracks 
over the streets leading, for instance, to the freight depot is by virtue 
of a permission granted by the District commissioners, and that the 
privilege therein granted is revocable at any time by the commissioners. 
It has been also stated that the right of the District commissioners to 
make any such grant at all is being questioned in the courts, 

Mr. HEARD. There has been a decision adverse to that right, as I 
understand. At all events, the gentleman is right so far as he has gone 
in his statement; the right of the commissioners has been questioned. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Assuming the decision to be adverse to that right, 
the result would be the abatement of these tracks as nuisances, and 
it is that situation to which this bill addresses itself in part, as I un- 
derstand. Now, what I wish to know is whether it would be satisfac- 
tory to my friend from Missouri and the committee to provide that this 
permission, as granted hy the commissioners, might be continued ac- 
omme t its original terms. 

Mr ARD. Ido not know that I quite understand the gentle- 
man. If I understand his proposition it is that where permission has 
been granted by the commissioners it shall be revocable by them. Is 
that it? 

Mr. BLOUNT. That I understand to be the case already. 

Mr. HEARD. I do not know anything about that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand from the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. ATKINSON] that wherever the right to lay a track has been 
granted to the railroad company by the District commissioners there 
has been coupled with the grant a reservation of the right to revoke. 

Now, if that be true, would my friend [Mr. HEARD] be content 
with a provision that the privilege shall be continued on the terms 
indicated by the commissioners in the grant, to wit, that it shall be 
revocable by the commissioners? 

Mr. HEARD. I can not speak for the committee, and I have never 
thought about that proposition myself. But, Mr. Chairman, I ground 
myself upon a betier foundation than that, which is this: That Con- 
gress has the absolute power to change all this, whether there has been 
a permit granted or not; Congress has the absolute power to locate these 
railroads where it pleases, and to remove them at its pleasure, 

Now, assuming that the commissioners were vested with the right 
to give permission to parties to lay down tracks, and invest their money 
in that way, I would not undertake to say whether yon can give the 
District authorities the power to withdraw their permit at pleasure, ex- 
cept for specific cause. At all events, I think it would be safer to re- 
tain the power where it is lodged now, in Congress, Congress has un- 
questionably such right; and in orderthat nobody might be able tosay 
that this legislation was in the nature of a permit for or of a confirma- 
tion of any right to the permanent occupation of the Mall, I myself 
suggested the concluding section of the bill, which reserves to Congress 
the right to alter, amend, or repeal the same. I do not want the 
railroad company to be able to come here in the future and say that 
Congress is precluded from exercising this right or that right, and I 
guarded against such thing by providing that Congress expressly re- 
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serves the right in the ſuture, as it has the right in the present, to lo- 
cate this railroad where it pleases within this District, and under such 
restrictions as the public interest, in the judgment of Congress, may 
uire. 

i the question of delegating authority to the commissioners of 
the District is one which is not vital to this proposition. I think, 

however, that for the convenience of all parties it is better to have it 
in the bill. If authority is asked by any citizen to run a siding to his 
lot and take his lumber, or his coal, or his stone, or other goods there, 
in that way, it occurs to me that it is better for the public, as well as 
for the party, that such things should be handled on the private grounds 
instead of on the streets, and that such things might properly and 
safely be done by the commissioners of the District. 

Mr. BAKER. Do you consider that this bill should be amended 
very materially? 

Mr. HEARD. Mr, Chairman, the question what isa ‘‘a very ma- 
terial” amendment is a matter of opinion for every member present to 
decide for himself. 

As to what may be my views in regard to any amendments which 
ought to be made to this measure, that is a matter which need not 
concern the gentleman from New York. He is to discharge his duty 
here according to his own understanding of the necessity of amend- 
ments which may be suggested. The committee brought forward this 
bill with the best light it had, and while I do not pretend to say it is 
perfect,itisinmyjudgmentafairbill, But it is in the hands of this Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of each member acting upon 
2 „ to his constitueney and under the sanction of his 


af T might suggest some amendments to the bill, and probably may do 
so; and I may favor amendments offered by other gentlemen. But 
whether I do so or not, I invite the gentleman from New York and 
every other member to offer whatever amendments they may see fit, 
and we will give them fair and proper consideration. If it should be 
the judgment of the Committee of the Whole that the bill should be 
recommitted to the committee with instructions, give us our instrue- 
tions and we will consider the measure again as we have considered 
it already, according to the very best light attainable. I feel assured 
I may say that much for the committee, 

Mr. Chairman, one word with reference toa remark made by the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL], or by my friend, 
the chairman of the committee [Mr. Grout], one or the other, to the 
effect that there is another bill pending before the committee propos- 
ing to secure certain things for the people of the District, and the com- 
mittee have not reported that bill. Since that statement has been 
made in the nature of a reproach upon the committee, I wish to say 
that a large majority of the committee favored the reporting of this 
bill, while a very large majority—almost the unanimous committee— 
was adverse to the other bill. 

Mr. BAKER. Right there will the gentleman allow me? I have 
a proposition here for recommitting this bill at the proper time and in 
a proper way to the Committee on the District of Columbia. I would 
like to have this proposition read and then have my friend express 
himself upon it. 

Mr. HEARD. I decline to yield for that purpose. The gentleman 
can offer that partes in his own time. 

Mr. BAKER. I thought you would like to make some comment 
upon it. 

Air. HEARD. I shall have the opportunity to do so, if I desire, 
when the proposition is offered. In saying this, I do not mean to be 
rude to the gentleman, but simply to notify him that I am not oblivious 
to my rights. 

Now in regard to that bill I willsay we had several hearings of the 
poopie e of the District of Columbia, through the representatives of the 

of trade and these different citizens’ associations, with the re- 

sult I have stated; and every member of the committee will bear out 

the truth of my statement that there seemed to be a general accord on 

the part of these people only that it did not suit them, but no sort of 
ment as to what they did want. 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. The gentleman does not wish, of 
course, to lead the House into a 5 

Mr. HEARD. Most certainly not. 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. And he does not mean to have 
the committee put in agrong light? 

Mr. HEARD. Assuredly not. 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. The vote in committee—I state 
it in order that it may be fairly understood—was four votes for the bill 
and three votes against it. 

Mr. HEARD. There was a bare quorum of seven. Now, I will ask 
the gentleman from New Hampshire to state to the House in all fair- 
ness how many members of the committee, according to his under- 
standing, would have voted against the bill had the committee been 
22 8 many more than three votes would there have been against 

e bi 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. As the gentleman has asked the 

uestion, I will answer it as frankly as it has been asked. I do not 
think that a majority of the full House committee is in favor of this bill. 


Mr. HEARD. Well, I differ with the gentleman very distinctly. 
On the contrary, I affirm that according to every m made in 
the committee, as between this bill and the other, and on this bill in 
the abstract, a decided majority of the committee voted in favor of re- 
porting this bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Would not that question be well settled by recom- 
4 the whole matter? 

. That is not a question for me to answer, but one to 
ies determined by the House. 

= BAKER, This, then, was a premature birth? 

Mr. HEARD. I hope the gentleman will let me get through and 
not continue his premature suggestions. I want to say this: that my 
friend from New Hampshire will not state, and I am sure no other 
gentleman will sta t a majority of the committee favored the 
proportion contained in the other bill to which reference has been 

e. 


Mr. Chairman, this bill is before the Committee of the Whole for 
its action. I have said all that I care to say about it. Iam by no 
means committed to the bill without amendment; nor do I say thatit 
needs amendment. I have submitted the facts which thé committee 
had before them and the report of the commissioners with regard to 
the necessity for the action recommended in the bill, if the railroad is 
to say where it is; and nobody, so far as I have heard, proposes to re- 
move it, 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman give me a little information on 
the subject he is now discussing? 

Mr. HEARD. inly. : 

Mr. ROGERS. I wish to know whether any of these side-tracks, or 
sidings, or whatever they are called, running out from the main track, 
run upon private property or simply upon the public streets? 

Mr. HEARD. Many of them—perhaps most of them—run either 
into ground owned by the railroad company or ground owned by pri- 
— — parties who have freight business in connection with the railroad 

pany—parties owning lumber-yards, etc. 

7 r. BLOUNT. And the sidings have been put there at their re- 
quest? 

Mr. HEARD. Not only at their 8 but with the consent of 
the commissioners of the District of Columbia, who at the time were 
presumed to have authority to grant such permits, 

Mr. ROGERS, Then the company are not trespassers ? 

Mr. HEARD, Not at all, unless the courts should hold that the 
District commissioners had not authority to grant the permits. If the 
permits obtained from the District commissioners protect the company, 
they are not trespassers in law. Whether they do so or not will be de- 
termined by the courts in deciding the question whether the commis- 
sioners had authority of law to grant those permits; but the company 
does not occupy those side-tracks in violation of anybody’s rights un- 
less it be the rights of the public on account of the invalidity of said 
permits. 

Mr. ROGERS. Why were they indicted for running these side- 
tracks ? 

Mr. HEARD. As I understand, because it was alleged that they 
had done so without proper legal authority. 

Mr. ROGERS, Then they would be tres 

Mr. HEARD. As I understand, the indictments went upon the the- 
ory that the commissioners had not the legal authority to grant the 

rmits. 

P itr. 9 ENa they indicted for running those sidings on pri- 
vate pro m the public streets? 

Mr. H 3 it would be for crossing the streets in order 
to get to che visite property. That is my understanding. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not care to submit anything further on this mat- 
ter at present. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, was recognized. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr, Chairman, I wish en 
the general debate toa close, if possible. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will yield to me first. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I want to ask unanimous con- 
sent that debate may be limited to five minutes. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object. 

Mr. HEARD. I hope my colleague will withdraw that request. Let 
us give all the time that can possibly be given to the debate. this after- 
noon, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas is recognized. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Iam very glad that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] in of this bill, and who in- 
troduced it, states that he did not draft the bill, but that it was handed 
to him for presentation. I presume that it was drawn by the counsel 
of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company. That is, at least, a fair pre- 
sumption, for the reason that the company is the beneficiary in the 
case, so that we are met with a proposition formulated by the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad Company and [simply introduced by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, for-which he is not any more responsible than any one 
is responsible for a bill which he introduces by request. But we are 
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certainly called u to examine the bill carefully, as being legislation 
framed ahd asked for by a corporation which seeks under its provis- 
ions to obtain an immensely valuable franchise and property. 

It is quite surprising in view of this fact that the gentlemen on the 
committee who have spoken have been unable to tell us what specific 
tracts of ground or how many squares the bill really opens to the 
Pennsylvania Company. When asked the question, Can you tell how 
many blocks or what particular blocks are given to the company?“ the 
invariable answer is, No; personally we know nothing about this. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me, with the utmost respect for the 
gentlemen on that committee, that as members of the committee they 
ought personally to have known something about the exact grants pro- 
posed to be made by this bill. Why? Because as such committee 
they are set forth as the eye, the ear, the brain of the House, with re- 
spect to the business committed to their charge, and the House looks 
to them for reliable information. 

In the city of Philadelphia the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, 
which already had obtained entrance to the Market street depot, and 
which had many miles of track through the terri a ing it, 
and down along the river, found that it would be profitable if the com- 
pany should be able to reach with its passenger trains a point nearer 
to the business center of the city. 

The point selected was on Broad street. In their own city of Phila- 
delphia, the great city of their own State, Pennsylvania, a State where 
years ago a member of the Legislature moved that the Legislature now 
adjourn if Tom Scott has no further use for it, they did not pretend to 
occupy a street going down to Broad with their road. They did not 
pretend to ask the common council of Philadelphia to permit them to 
bodily and boldly seize a street either with or without compensation. 
Not at all. They did not dare do that in the city of Brotherly Love 
and justice. The city of Philadelphia knew them too well; and yet that 
is exactly what they are asking ofus. They do not askit of acommon 
council of the city of Washington, but of Congress. They did ask it 
of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, and these commis- 
sioners granted it as to the sidings; and Mr. Roberts knew, as well as 
he knew anything in the world, that the commissioners had no power 
on earth to make the grant as to the sidings. If it had been a ques- 
tion as to whether Mr. Roberts should invest $10,000,000 in the acqui- 
sition of property under such a title as that on which the sidings were 
run, he never would have invested one dollar—not a dollar. 

There is no brainier or more cautious man than James B. Roberts in 
the country. There is nosuperior tothe Pennsylvania corporation in the 
United States. It employs lawyers who know the law; and Mr. Rob- 
erts never would have invested a cent upon any such quasi title, or 
rather all title, as the action of the District commissioners. 

But in P elphia, as I say, they did not undertake to pursue the 
same course as they are pursuing in Washington. They did not ask 
the city to give them the streets for their traffic. Here they not only 
ask us to give them the streets they already have, but they ask us to 
give as many more streets as they may see fit to take under certain al- 
leged qualifications. Whatare they? That their demands meet the 
approval of the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, who elects these commissioners? To whom are 
they responsible? Anybody? If one of them should sell out what 
difference would it make—if he got the cash? [Laughter.] Does he 
have to go before the people? Are his actions reviewed by anybody 
Not at all! 

Here, then, is the only alleged limitation in the bill, namely, that 
this company shall not take any squares which the District commis- 
sioners may not approve. That is held up here as a safeguard to pro- 
tect the rights of the District and the people. Well, there are three ot 
these commissioners, all honorable gentlemen. None of the present 
District commissioners could be accused, or suspected in the least, of 
being anything other than honorable and honest. 

Bat suppose that three men hereafter should become commissioners 
who might not be above suspicion, who might not be honorable men, 
do not you suppose the Pennsylvania Railroad Company could reach 
two of the three? How does it control the Pennsylvania Legislature? 
‘The Pennsylvania Company, I venture to say, paid for the privilege or 
building from the Market street depot to Broad street in Philadelphia 
no less a sum than $3,000,000. ey are paying for the use of this 
Mall not one solitary cent—not one. They never have paid anything. 
And they should be made to pay a heavy annual rental. The only 
thing they have done is to make a great pile of earth, an embankment 
there, under thé theory, I suppose, that the shed is unsightly. I do 
not know any other reason. Perhaps they were required to doit. I 
do not know. But they aresubstantially and effectually, so far as this 
Congress is concerned, invaders of that Mall. It is true they have the 
color of title for an entrance into it. Seventeen years ago, by hook or 
by crook, they got in there, and as has been already said by gentlemen 
this afternoon, there was really no intention by Con that they 


should have that privilege; but at all events they got it and are exer- 
cising it now. 

If you will examine this bill (which these gentlemen state they 
have not examined to the extent of being able to specify certain sec- 
tions) you will find that under its languagethe company may take all 


the property south of the Mall and along which they now have no 
track and into which they now have nosidings. I have been trying by 
this map to trace out the sections specified. And I wish to state some 
details to the House for the purpose of showing the necessity of adopt- 
ing the motion which I understand the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LopGE] will make, that the bill be recommitted to the commit- 
tee with instructions to furnish us the legal opinion of the proper offi- 
cer, either of the District or of the United States, illustrated by a map, 
so that every member of the House can know precisely what tract of 
land or what block is granted under the provisions of the bill that we 
are asked to pass, a bill drawn by the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, 
We ought to know precisely what grant we are making. 

I want to say, so far as Iam concerned, that their present freight 
facilities are insufficient. I believe that. Iam willing, for one, to 
give to them proper facilities for freight, and I think all gentlemen here 
are willing to do that; but under the guise of that which is right they 
propose to ask of us fifty things that in my judgment are infamous! 
wrong; and I will not, under the color of right, be led to that which 
is wrong. I hope that the committee will cause either the attorney of 
the District of Columbia or, what would be better, the Attorney-Gen- 
eral of the United States, to interpret this bill exactly as it stands and 
furnish the House with a map showing exactly what present and future 
grants we are making under it, and precisely what is meant by the 
word may as it is adroitly used in certain places. 

I find here the first square that is mentioned is 737. That is north 
of their present tracks out yonder, where their roynd-houses are. The 
next one is 695. Then the square northwest of 695, and then the 
square west of 695. Yet there are three squares numbered on this map 
695. I do not know who made the map. Is it a railroad map? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. No, it is a mapof the city, which, 
I am informed, is a correct copy from an official map. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Who made this map? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I do not know. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Well, it certainly is asking a good 
deal of us to — a map which nobody seems to know anything 
about, and to legislate upon the question of giving, first, square 695 
and then another square 695, which is a little larger than the first 695 
(for that one has got a corner cut off it), the next square 695 being 
designated as west of 695. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I want to say that that map is 
correct and that there is more than one square bearing the same num- 
ber. You will find it so on any map of any city you please, and they 
are designated just as they are designated on that map. There is noth- 
ing wrong with the map nor with the bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Well, my friend and I differ. If my 
friend does not know who made this map how does he know it is cor- 
rect? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Show us any different map, if 
you have one. I say to you that my information is that that map that 
you now have before you is a correct map of the city of Washington. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
have obtained from the proper legal authority of the United States, 
whoever he may be, a certified copy of an official map and the precise 
descriptions of the squares we are to give away; and I do not want these 
say-so’s and ‘‘information’’ about it. That is not the way to legislate. 

Mr. POST. They are not going to give away any squares of ground. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Then where is the necessity for this 
bill? Here is a square north of 642. I do not know whether it is a 
reservation or not. The map does not show. So it goes on, and I defy 
any man to tell anything about it from that map. You might take, 
for instance, as being square 695 the one which is southwest in this 
group of three 695’s. If so, the description of the bill is all wrong. 
I submit that is not the kind of legislation the House of Representa- 
tives ought to pass. I want some information about this, and I want 
reliable information. I do not want information coming from the 
draughtsman of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, or coming from 
the legal counsel of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, or from any 
of its lobbyists. I am not speaking of any members of the House. I 
want something more than a rehash of their allegations. 

Then we find in another section that this company, subject to the 
approval of these three high and mighty commissioners, may take a 
large area of ground off in the southwest. I do not know how much 
there is of it, but there is enough of it to enable the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road Company, if it wanted, to go into the real-estate business in this 
city and in case this city should some day have half a million or a mill- 
ion inhabitants, as it will, to make a very handsome thing out of it. 
There is authority enough for that. 

Then they come to Maryland and Virginia avenues, and the bill pro- 
vides that they may condemn— 
any one or more squares, as sball be approved by the said commissioners, 
abutting on the line of said railroad on Maryland and Virginia avenues; and to 
extend, maintain, and use tracks from convenient points on the line of said 
railroad into the said property, and to cross such streets as may be necessary 


for that purpose, and to construct thereon such facilities as may be n 


forits business, and approved by said commissioners, and to maintain suc 


facilities in connection there 
And so on, 
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Now, their tracks have already occupied Virginia avenue from be- 
yond the present round-house down all along that whole avenue, nearly 
2 miles, so that they have really destroyed it for any other use. 

Referring to the map again, it will be seen that where the tracks turn 
out of Maryland avenue down Sixth street to the depot that phrase 
“abutting on the line of said railroad ’’ will enable them to condemn 
square 462, immediately south of the United States Fish Commission 
building, which abuts on that track. 

The square immediately east of the Fish Commission abuts on their 
track. ‘That would take them down tothe Mall, public ground. The 
square south of Maryland avenue and east of Sixth street abuts on the 
rack, and they may take that. Square 463 abuts, and so does that 
south of 463. Four bundred and thirty-five is south of the Medical 
Museum, and so is 409; and the next square, which is not numbered, 
would be south either of the National Museum or the Smithsonian In- 
stitution, as also would the next square southwest; and all of these 
blocks they may seize. Nor is this all, for when they run their tracks 
so as to get their sidings into these squares they then, under the pro- 
visions of the bill, may take the square south of these tracks and north 
of C street, because those squares would then abut on their road so as 
to take them out as far as the Agricultural building. 

So far as I can see, there is no reason under this bill as it stands to- 
day why the Pennsylvania Railroad Company may not take pretty much 
what it pleases anywhere in the city that it condemns ground and lays 
a track. 

As I said, Mr. Chairman, Iam willing to give to them every proper 
facility, but I am not willing to give them the earth. I am the last 
man in this House who is ready to take the statement of a railroad 
president or a railroad attorney where he is setting forth the interests 
of his company. I do not think theirstatement is worth a bawbee,and all 
their alleged wealth and respectability is poppycock. They act for 
their company and when they speak for the company it is altogether 
and solely in the interest of theircompany. They are attorneys plead- 
ing a case. 

For myself I am not willing to take the statement of the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad Company as to what this bill will do. What I want is 
a statement from the Attorney-General as to what it will do, and not 
to have the House give away franchises which you can not take back 
when you attempt to. Gentlemen say that this bill may be repealed 
at any time. But suppose the commissioners give them the right to 
enter certain squares, and then ten years afterwards Congress repeals 
the law. They will then have attained vested rights, or, at least, the 
railroad gentlemen will claim that they have; so that you are granting 
a broader power, you are asked to a bill covering more ground, than 
any one which has been presented to this House from a local company. 

Now, gentlemen have said that the Southern brethren were interested 
in the passage of this bill for the reason that the fast freight, the per- 
ishable freight, from the Southern States coming north was blocked 
by the local freight here. That is not the fact; nota bit of it. The 
through freight does not or need not leave the main tracks or enter the 
freight yards at all. The assertion is railroad gammon and solely for 
effect on the House. x 

My attention happened to be called to this question before the Honse 
met in December, at which time allegations were made of the refusal 
by the company to handle the freight. The Baltimore and Ohio was 
in it just the same as the Pennsylvania road, and both companies with- 
held cars from Washington shippers. Of course the company denies 
it. A very reputable gentleman in the employ of the company denied 
that to me; but then the Pennsylvania Company employs a great many 
agents, and its right hand never knows what its left hand is doing; so 
that no one of them can tell what the rest have done. 

I saw letters from a dozen men who had corresponded with lumber 
dealers in this city, and found out that dealers in Virginia or North 
Carolina who were there engaged in the manufacture of lumber could 
obtain cars and ship them to Baltimore and Philadelphia through 
Washington without the slightest delay, when they could not obtain 
a car at all to ship lumber to Washington, and there were hundreds of 
such cases. This railroad company was setting itself up as a bulldozer 
for the purpose of forcing the business men of this city into such a re- 
alization of their weakness as against the power of the corporation as 
would compel them to use their influence with Congress to secure such 
legislation as the company might want. There can be no greater outrage 
than that. This company is occupying public property that is worth 
millions of money. 

The depot of the Pennsylvania Company on the Mall anywhere else 
would cost $2,000,000 in such a city as Washington. They say to the 
lumber and other merchants of Washington: ‘‘ You shall not have 
lumber from the South. We will not bring you lumber from the 
North; but we will carry lumber from the South, and between the 
South and Philadelphia, and not permit you to get it.“ I made an in- 
vestigation of that myself, and saw the letters; and all the railroad men 
in the employ of the Pennsylvania Company may deny that as much 
as they. want to. I saw letters which satisfied me that it was a 
fact, and I never saw any righteousness in a railroad company yet which 
would prevent them from being devilish ifit paid. The gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HEARD] disposed of this charge by saying that the com- 
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pany would not allow cars that were worth $5 a day to stand idly on 
their tracks. Oh, no; they would not do that unless they made more 
money by doing it. 

Here is a bill worth to them in solid cash $10,000,000 as you read it 
to-day, and what it will amount to in years to come no one knows. 
They could very well afford to allow their five-dollar cars tolie idle for 
some days. The Baltimore and Ohio people have done the same thing; 
and it is high time that Congress should stop such a performance on the 
part of the whole gang of pirates engaged in the transportation service 
all over the land. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment which I desire to offer when the 
time comes. As I said, I am perfectly willing that these gentlemen 
should have proper freight facilities; but they should also be so con- 
trolled as to their tracks, either by putting them underground or other- 
wise, that they would not kill and maim the people who havea right to 
the streets of this city. And furthermore I think that they should get 
off that Mall, which is public property. 

It is sheer cheek in the Pennsylvania Railroad Company to come in 
here after they have gotten possession by trickery and to say that the 
sacredness of the Mall is not to be respected. They sneer about the 
sacredness’? of the Mall. Well, gentlemen, the Mall is sacred as against 
any corporation, no matter how rich and strong it is. That reserva- 
tion was set apart by the fathers for public use. It is public property; 
it belongs to the people of the United States; and nobody except a 
railroad company would have the cool assurance to sneerat its sacred- 
ness,“ especially when that sacredness barred out the company from 
stealing it. 

In other words, the United States Government and its property and 
rights are higher, greater, and more worthy to be perpetuated than are 
all of the political or other powers of all the railroad corporations and 
of all of their responsible officials who have not as yet landed in sheol. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, I propose to offer an amendment to be added as a 
new section, which I will now have read for information as a part of 
my remarks, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by inserting a new section assection 4: 

“Src. 4. Provided. 8 That all of the foregoing 
leges granted by this act shall terminate and be null and void three years after 
the approval of this act, in the event that at said date any part of the rails or 
depot buildingsof said company shall then be within the limits of the public 
reservation known as the Mall; and in such latter event all authority given said 
company to occupy said public reservation is hereby repealed and revoked, and 


the commissioners are hereby authorized to remove from said reservation any 
property of said company.” . 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I now yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, when I served several years ago on 
the Committee on the Districtof Columbia this same question was be- 
fore that committee, as it has been every year since, but I think it 
has never happened before in Congress that there has been such a re- 
freshing exhibition of boldness in a railroad company as we have here 
now in this bill and in this map. This railroad company first reached 
across the Mall and girdled this great public park between the White 
House and the Capitol building, and tying up that great public park 
about the center like a bag of meal tied in the middle. They went 
there by permission and under a charter which contemplated that the 
arrangement should be temporary and that they should fall back 
when required. But, Mr. Chairman, instead of falling back from the 
reservation, Congress has been unable to drag them back from that 
public park, wherein they ought never to have been admitted. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman whether it is nota fact 
that in 1872 Congress expressly authorized the building of a depot 
where the Baltimore and Potomac depot now is, without any condi- 
tions as to its future removal. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I think my friend will find, either in that bill or 
very soon after, a provision looking to the restoration of that property 
to public use and compensation for the building whenever Congress de- 
sired to take it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not find it in this bill. 

Mr. McUOMAS. I think the gentleman will find it either in that 
bill or in one that was passed soon after. But, Mr. Chairman, this 
company has not only remained upon the reservation, but they have 
gone further; they have laid their tracks on the southern side of the 
Capitol and have increased them all the while; they have gone across 
the Mall, along the streets on the other side of it, and have occupied 
the middle of those streets so as to deprive the public of their use; 
and now that they have been indicted use of their misuse of the 
streets, avenues, and squares that are marked in red upon this map, 
what do they do? Why, they come to Congress and ask for the pas- 
sage of a bill by which they shall be fortified in the holding of the 
property which they thus guiltilyoccupy. Ifthey stopped there they 
would be bold indeed. 

But they do not stop there. They advance still further and take the 
property that is marked on this map with yellow lines, and ask for all 
they wrongly and defiantly hold and demand the use of many other 
streets besides. There is no parallel to such boldness on the part of a 
railroad company in any other city in any part of the country. There 


wers, rights, or privi- 
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is, however, one very modest provision in this bill, namely, that “*noth- 


ing con herein shall authorize the condemnation of any church 
or school pro . My only fault with that is that, ha taken up 
so many of streets on the front from the Capitol to the river, they 


should have put in a reservation herethat they would not condemn this 
Capitol building. [Laughter.] They have girdled the Capitol on that 
side with their tracks, their sidings, and their switches, and have been 
advancing steadily in this direction, and I think they ought to have 
been considerate enough to put in a provision that they would allow 
the Capitol building to stand uncondemned. [Laughter. ] 

Gentlemen say let them come near. How near? The idea of some 

ple seems to be that a man who comes here from Oregon ought to 
be able to get out of the railway car at the Capitol steps and go right 
up to the Speaker’s gallery on an elevator. But people can not come 

te so near as that by rail. Let them do as people do in other cit- 
ies, in London or in Paris, where they get to the center of the city by 
underground railroads and various other expedients. Mr, Chairman, 
the thing to do now is to say to this railroad company: Put your freight 
depot over there by the river, on the dry ground near the bridge, and 
then go back and away from this great public park to a point where 
your own and the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company can have a 
joint depot. 

I appeal to this House that it do not sacrifice square after square 
and street after street, and look down at Jast from the Dome of the Cap- 
itol upon the fretwork of railway tracks girdling the base of this Capi- 
tol hill upon the heart of this city surrendered to the greed of a rail- 
77 nie ag upon the pretense of public use, but for private benefit. 

Applause. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I now yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I shall occupy 
that much time. I have only this to say: In the first place this com- 
pany does not come here with clean skirts. It comes here having vio- 
lated its promise of 1871, and when it is asked of the tlemen who 
represent the company in this House, or, as I understand from the com- 
mittee, the representatives of the company before them, whenever the 
proposition to remove the depot back from the Mall has been submit- 
ted they always make reply manifestly indicating a doubt but that 


this Mall was given them for public purposes and indicating perhaps 


that the law will give them an opportunity to state whether they are 
thereby right or otherwise. There isa clear indication that they would 
contest any effort to remove them. 

Now, I have not time in five minutes to go over this bill or to give 
any synopsis of its principal features, but I would like to have gentle- 
men read section 2 of the bill and tell me why this railroad company 
can not go allover Washington 8 authority, if indeed the 
Government of the United States a right to confer upon the com- 
missioners the authority which this bill undertakes to give them. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman allow a question ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Not now; in a moment. 

Now it has been decided in the courts of California that the Legisla- 
ture could not grant the power to a third party to legislate; and I do 
not doubt that that is good law. But even if it were not good law 
the power should not be granted. When my friend was speaking, I 
asked a question referring to the railroad commissioners, but expressly 
took occasion not to refer to anybody now on the board, for I do not 
know a man of them. 

Mr. HEARD. I understood that. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But J said that the Congress of the United States 
could not afford to give away this power to any commissioners or to 
anybody else; and if in 1871 that railroad had the power then to come 
to Congress and its way across the Mall and get its depot where it 
is w, who would leave the rights of the people of this country in 
the hands of any commission ? ; 

Mr. HEARD, Will the gentleman now yield for a question? 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. Would my friend think it a material improvement 
of the bill ifhe was to offer an amendment which was adopted by the 
committee to strike out that provision which invests the commissioners 
with that power? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If my friend wants an answer I will say to him 
that I think the bill is a good deal like the old Indian’s gun. When 
he went to have it mended the gun-maker told him that in order to 
make a proper amendment of the instrument it would be necessary to 
have a new lock, a new stock, and a new barrel. And I think that is 
the case with regard to this bill, that it would be better in every way 
to have an entirely new bill. 

2 Now, just a moment. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. T have but a few moments myself. 

Mr. HEARD. I answered the gentleman's questions, and I hope he 
will yield to me. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. ; go 

Mr. HEARD. Your argument is wed addressed to the objection to 

You argue that they 
d not have the power. But Congress has exercised that power 
heretofore, and the gentleman ought to know that this is a matter of 


convenience; it saves Congress a great deal of trouble. But still there 
is no objection, as far as I know, tostriking out this provision altogether. 
We granted the power to this company during the last District meet- 
ing to lay one siding, and last year the privilege was given to them to 
extend a track out to the gas works. I know of no reason why the 
provision should not be striken out, and there is no objection, so far 
as I know (except that it was a matter of convenience to Congress) to 
striking it out altogether and letting them come to Congress for per- 
mission when necessary. r 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, we agree on that. I think it ought to be 
stricken out. I think we should restrain the powers of the commis- 
sioners. I do not agree at all with the idea of gentlemen that we can 
trust great interests to any set of men. We must legislate ourselves on 
these subjects. It would not do, as a justification of our acts, to say 


that the commissioners did so and so or that the commissioners had 


granted privileges which they ought not to have granted. If they have 
done that in the past we do not want to allow them to do it hereafter. 
We do not want to have them come here as they are now coming, be- 
cause they have been indicted for trying to do what they had no right 
to do, to be relieved. 

Mr. HEARD. That is not the present commissioners, but their pred- 


ecessors. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Well, I accept the correction. The same princi- 
ple applies in all cases. > 

But one word more, Mr. Chairman, and I am done. I Want to say 
that the time will come, if we allow this railroad company or any other 
company such privileges as are granted in this bill, when this whole 
territory south of the Capitol will be occupied for freight depots and 
workshops by the railroad company, and every breath that comes up 
from the Potomac to the Capitol in thesummer—and almost every breath 
we breathe does come up that way—will be laden with coal-smoke of 
engines and machine-shops, especially throughout that region of terri- 
tory wherever it is most convenient or profitable for the company. 

Our friends on the other side of this debate have talked about the 
increase of business of this railroad. They have told us how they are 
growing, how the facilities are inadequate, and how new ones are being 
demanded. Why, when the system of railroads has been perfected to 
the South, as it will be in time, as it is now in the North, and when 
these systems have grown as they will necessarily grow in the next few 
years, if these roads are suffered to occupy this territory south of the 
Capitol, then you will have the Capitol with the railroad smoke on one 
side and the hills on the other, and no chance for a breath of good air 
to come in here on any side. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I now yield four minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR]. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, this bill contains an indefinite 
provision here, and I have not been able to find any explanation of it 
in any remarks made on the subject. It provides as follows: 

And the use and maintenance of its shops, stations, and other structures now 
erected thereon is hereby legalized and confirmed. 

Something has been said about tracks having been laid without 
proper authority by the commissioners, but nothing has been said about 
the building of stations, shops, or other structures of that character, and 
I have had an apprehension that the object of this provision was to con- 
firm an indefinite title, as has been claimed by the gentleman from 
Maryland had been granted, with certain reservations, years ago. 

If that is not the object I would like to have it explained. Now, 
not only is a grant made in this second section to maintain lines in 
various parts of the city, granting the right of way over them, but there 
is a provision that on all these lines, or on all that they may hereafter 
acquire, they may have the right to run across the streets of this city 
to various establishments that may be created and have special grants 
from the railway company. Now, it seemsto me that that isa great 
interference with the rights of the citizens of this city. There ought 
to be no special tracks laid in a city of this kind for the accommoda- 
tion of private en i The transfer of freight from the depots and 
freight stations ought to be made by the means in common use for the 
purposes of the ordinary citizen. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Will the tleman allow me 
to ask him a question? I wish to know whether he contemplates that 
lumber and coal shall be delivered first in the freight station and after- 
wards hauled out in carts. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. If a special privilege is granted to a lumber 
company or a coal company, that certainly would be in violation of the 
general policy of the law, which is to treat all men having deaJings with 
railroad companies alike. 

NSON, of Pennsylvania. Will my friend yield for another 
question? 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. If it does not take too long. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I wish to know whether it has 
not been his observation that there have been 1 tracks laid ſor 
lumber and coal yards in every city of which he any knowledge? 
JI Com aps serene wi too 

no to have had v: acq ce wi 
matters, but I have never seen in my binds na inatance in which any 
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special track has been laid for any special purpose, except in one case, 
and that was the case of the penitentiary, where they were allowed to 


run over the grounds of the penitentiary for the accommodation of the 
State; but to grant these special favors is contrary to the general policy 
which ought to prevail in the emg dering: of railroad corporations. 

Mr. CASWELL, Is it not true that in nearly all the States the rail- 
roads may acquire by means of general laws the privileges which it is 
sought to obtain here by special legislation ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I do not think it is the general rule. It may 
have been permitted in some cases, but I donot think it is the general 
rule, and it ought not to be allowed in a city where it is very desirable 
to have as much protection to the people as possible from the danger of 
allowing so manyside-tracks, a danger that has caused, as has been said 
by one of the gentlemen here, already a loss of sixty lives in the last 
two years and the wounding of two hundred 

Mr. BAKER. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I yield to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts. 

Mr. BLOUNT. We might as well go on until 5 o’clock. 

Mr. BAKER. I have a conference report that I wish to submit, 
which is important. 

r m ANDERSON, of Kansas, Mr. Chairman, how much time have 
? 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘Ten minutes. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then I reserve that ten minutes. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent that 
gentlemen who desire to offer amendments may have permission to 
print them in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Amendments were offered as follows: 

By Mr. Moore, of New Hampshire: 


That the subject of the location and relocation of the tracks, sidings, and 
stations of the timore and Potomacand Baltimore and Ohio Railroads in the 
city of Washington be referred to a competent and impartial commission, com- 

of three persons, one an expert in railroads, onea civil engineer, and one 
& representative of the business interests of said city, to be appointed by the 


President. 
Said commission shall thoroughly and impartially investigate the subject- 
make full report, with accompanying bill, 


The Chair hears none. 


matter referred to them, and s 
at the opening of the second session of the Fifty-first Congress. 


By Mr. LIND: 


Amend by adding to the second section, at the end thereof, the following: 
“Provided, That in consideration of the rights hereby conferred on said cor- 
— it is hereby made the duty of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 
mpany and its successors and assigns to carry and convey by its regular pas- 
senger traina, free of charge and toll, forever,all persons desiring passage be- 
tween such points in the District of Columbia as the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission may designate for the convenience of the public, such points not to be 
more than one-half nfile apart. The user by said popoy: of any of the rights 

ee 9 after the passage of this act shall be deemed an acceptance 

proviso. 


By Mr. BAKER: 


Resolved, That when the committee rise this bill be reported to the House 
with a recommendation that it be recommitted to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia with instructions to report the same back with plans, maps, 
and specifications, and so amended as to specify definitely and particular! 
each and every changeand additional right desired to be conferred upon said ak 
road company, said amendments to provide fora fixed and early date when the 
present passenger depot shall be removed and where it shall be located, the time 
when and place where additional freight houses and facilities shall be built 
and provided; and that provision shall be made for depressing all tracks where 
practicable, or overhead ways. Also for compensation for private dam- 
ages in proper cases, and also particularly providing for the due protection of 
public and private rights. 

By Mr. BAKER: 

Page = Jie 24, insert, before the word in,“ the words and used.“ In same 
line, strike out the word least and insert in lieu thereof the word not.“ 

In line 13, page 3, strike out the word “ least“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “not.” 


Mr. BLOUNT. I ask unanimous consent that the act of May 21, 
1872, authorizing the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company to 
build its depot where it now is may be printed in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthereobjection. [A pause.] The Chair hears 
none, 

The act is as follows: 


An sct to confirm the action of the board of aldermen and common council of 
the city of Washington, desi ng a depot site for the Baltimore and Poto- 
mac Railroad Company, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House o, resentalives of the United States 
America in Congress assembled, ‘That the apran and Potomac Railroad Gone, 
pany shall have the right to extend its tracks from Virginia avenue along Sixth 
street to the open grounds between Sixth street and B street northand eanal, 
described as fofows: Beginning at the southwest corner of Sixth street and B 
street north. saon west 180 feet along B street; thence south 802 feet to the pres- 
ent line of the can: ; thence east 150 feet to the line of Sixth street; thence north 
. and the said company shall, 


i nger depot, to 
3 the said 3 — mrad ger e d ese x ee and for 
$ so occu y said com to- 
ther 5 which may be put ang shall be Se i 
roperty in the District of 
and to be used exclusively for the support of the public schools în 
H nec Se SL pay Tal tng Sariro nea oe tracks al 
e in the center of said street, and as 
close together as for the traffic and trai: $ 
r 
by street-railways, soas to facilitate wagon and carriage travel over the same, and 


paved with some suitable 
proper material, at least 


Such changes of grade, however, shall not be made as will practically inter- 
fere with or desiroy the use ology, Be by the regular trains of said company: 
p! 


Provided, Thatthe said company ay the owners of private poparty, along 


the line of Sixth street, north of Virginia avenue, by which the 
8, any damage which the said property may sustain by reason of the lay- 
ng of its track along said Sixth street, and the said damages, if any, shall be 
ascertained in manner and form as provided by the act of Congress approved 
Febru 5, 1887, entitled An act to authorize the extension, construction, and 
use of a lateral branch of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad into and within 
the District of Columbia,” it oe understood that the question of 
herein referred to shall be confined to the question of appreciation and os 
ciation of the value of the property situated along street: And pr 
also, That the said railroad shall pay all d or which the city of Wash- 
ington, or the Distriet of Columbia, or the United States may be liable to pri- 
vate parties now occupying the site herein and growing out o f their 
being required to remove their property from the same and surrender their 
right of occupancy, and shall obtain possession at their own cost: And pro- 
vided further, That while trains are moving to and from Virginia avenue, 
along Sixth street aud e the said railroad company shall keep fiag- 
men atthe several stroet-c ings to warn people of danger; and all pro 
ions of the board of aldermen and common council of the city of Washing- 
ton not inconsistent herewith are hereby ratified: Provided further, That the act 
of renin, Poor approved March 3, 1871, granting a site fora nger-di 
railr company upon Virginia avenue is hereb: ed, to take 


y re 
said company obtains ion of the depot property on Sixth street, as de- 
scribed in this act; and no 


rorother depot shall be constructed by said 
company on said site: A v Jurther, That the United States, wd act ot 
hall have the rig nt to repeal or modify the provisions of is act: 


Congress, & 
And provided further, That the tracks of said company shall turn out of Sixth 


street and enter the said depot withsuitable curvature at the south end thereof; 
and the said depot shall not extend beyond B street north, nor shail the tracks 
ever extend beyond said B street north. 

Approved, May 21,1872. 

‘The motion that the committee rise was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the S having resumed 
the chair, Mr. DUNNELL reported that the Committee of Whole 
had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8243) supplementary to 
an act entitled An act to authorize the construction of the Baltimore 
and Potomac Railroad in the District of Columbia and had come to 
no resolution thereon, 


MESSAGES FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the following 
titles: 

A bill (H. R. 445) for the erection of a shop atthe national armory, 
Springfield, Mass. ; 

A bill (H. R. 1306) for the relief of the Southern Exposition at Lou- 
isville, Ky.; á A 

A bill (H. R. 6845) directing the issue of a duplicate of a lost check, 
drawn by O. M. Carter, lieutenant United States Engineer Corps, in 
favor of Charles C. Ely; and 

A bill (H. R. 8235) to prevent desertions from the Army and for 
other purposes. A 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments in which concurrence was requested, bills of the following 
titles: 

A bill (H. R. 347) to grant the right of way to the Galena, Guthrie 
and Western Railway Company through the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8295) to authorize the purchase of certain public lands 
by the city of Buffalo, Wyo., and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 10390) making an appropriation to supply a deficiency 
in the appropriation for public printing and binding for the last quar- 
ter of the fiscal year 1890. 

The message further announced that the Senate had with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 3940) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to extend the fees of certain officers over the Territories of New Mexico 
and Arizona, asked a conference with the House on the bill and 
amendments, and had appointed Mr. Enarunns, Mr. Ey ants, and Mr. 
VEST conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the di ing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3365) 
approving, with amendments, the funding act of Arizona. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks,announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment House bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

A bill . R. 1084) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza J. Drake; 

A bill (H. R. 1086) granting a pension to Sarah Cuthbert; 
bill (H. R. on to increase the ion of Joseph Claire; 
bill (H. R. 1573) granting a on to Mary M 
bill (H. R. 1832) granting a pension to Mary Ann : 
bill (H. R, 2011 granting a pension to Meader; 

(H. R. 2011) granting a pension to Susanna Mitts; 
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bi . R. 4129) to grant a pension to Daniel J. Cox; 
bill (H. R. 4134) granting a pension to Margaret Stewart; 
A bill (H. R. 4181) granting a pension to David Doty; 
A bill (H. R. reve granting a pension to Mrs. Susannah D. Clark; 
A bill (H. R. 4247) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Potts; 
ae bill (H. R. 4355) for the relief of Emeline Beam, mother of Isaac 


A bill (H. R. 2044) granting a pension to James H. Fleming; 

A bill (H. R. rel to grant a pension to Barbara Madden; 

A bill (H. R. 2049) to grant a pension to Jacob E. Goudy; 

A bill (. R. 2051) granting a pension to Ellen Shea; 

A bill (H. R. 2057) for the relief of Barent S. Van Buren; 

A bill (H. R. 2060 granting a pension to James McCusker; 

A bill . R. 2067) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 2173) for the relief of Mrs. Olive Padgett; 

A bill (H. R. 2175) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Burress; 

A bill G. R. 2429) granting a pension to Susan M. Gardner; 

A bill 55 R. 2469) increasing the pension of Thomas Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 2181) granting a pension to Bridget Tole; 

A bill (H. R. 2503) for the relief of Sarah D. Duke; 

A bill (H. R. 2834) granting a pension to Frances J. Elgar; 

A bill (H. R. aoe for the relief of Elizabeth Earp; 

A bill (H. R. 2958) for the relief of Johanna Eckle; 

A bill (H. R. 3055) for the relief of W. P. Alexander; 

A bill (H. R. 3056) for the relief of Theodore J. Shandal; 

A bill (H. R. 3242) granting a pension to Sarah Devine, mother ot 
Jesse Chapman; 

A bill (H. R. 3256) granting a pension to Anastasia MeGrievy; 

A bill (H. R. 3262) granting a pension to Mary A. Selbach; 

A bill (H. R. 3383) granting a pension to Charles H. Perry; 

A bill 5 R. 3393) granting a pension’ to Jane A. Lusk; 

A bill (H. R. 3511) granting a pension to James S. Ferrin; 

A bill (H. R. 3531) to grant a pension to Eliza Richardson; 

A bill (H. R. 3535) to grant a pension to Manuel Garcia; 

A bill (H. R. 3739) granting a pension to Thomas F. Robinson; 

A bill (H. R. 3969) granting a pension to Seth M. Walter; 

A bill (H. R. 3983) granting a pension to Samuel Sterling; 

A bill (H. R. 4021) to increase the pension of Isaiah Humrichouser; 

A bill (H. R. 4094) granting a pension to James M. McKinney; 
: A bill (H. R. 4128) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Chand- 
er; 

A bill ( 

A 


$ 5 

A bill (H. R. 4495) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Riley, 
late of Company L, Seventh United States Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 4694) for the relief of Edward Haynes; 

A bill (H. R. 4763) granting a pension to Annie E. Lambing; 

A bill (H. R. 4765) granting a pension to Martha Mellwain; 

A bill (H. R. 4851) granting a pension to Eliza J. Glass; 

A bill (H. R. 4869) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Shumway; 

A bill (H. R. 28500 granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 4980) granting an inerease of pension to Margaret A. 


e; 

A bill (H. R. 4987) granting an increase of pension to William 
Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 5050) granting a pension to Dolly Blazer; 

A bill (H. R. 5098) for the relief of William A. Benge; 

A bill (H. R. 5205) granting a pension to Richard D. McKinney; 

A bill (H. R. 5240) granting a pension to Alexander McCormick; 

A bill (H. R. 5263) granting a pension to Sarah C. McCamly; 

A bill (H. R. 5444) granting a pension to John A. Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 5452) granting a pension to Joseph K. Hamilton, de- 

ndent father of John E. Hamilton, late private Company D, One 

undred and third Pennsylvania Volunteers; 

A bill 85 R. 5486) granting a pension to Eugenia A. Helston; 

A bill (H. R. 5619) granting a pension to Maria Solles; 

A bill (H. R. 5660) granting a pension to Mrs, Pauline Hohmann; 

A bill (H. R. 5702) granting a ion to Ann Bryan; . 

A bill (H. R. 5777) for increasing the pension of Sarah Dabney, a 
Revolutionary pensioner; 

A bill (. R. 5885) granting a pension to Daniel Sober; 

A bill (H. R. 5997) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Florian 
Lischewsky; 

A bill (H. R. €089) granting an increase of pension to George Uhl; 

A bill (H. R. 6146) to increase the pension of George C. Quick; 

A bill (H. R. 6153) granting a pension to Elizabeth Bennett; 
granting a pension to Elizabeth T. Garrett; 


A bill (H. R. 6211) granting a pension to John S. Lozier; 
A bill (H. R. 6291 222 a rere to Delia T. S. Parnell; 
A bill (H. R. 6292) for the relief of Ellen Baddeley; 
A bill (H. R. 6294) for the relief of Isabel Hensley; 
rein eat cue C 
a gran a pension to Mrs. Harriet McMann; 
A bill (H. R. 6725) to increase the pension of Levi H. Utt; 


A bill (H. R. 6726) granting à pension to Isaac Moore; 
A bill (H. R. 6757) granting a pension to William Crowford; 


A bill (H. R. 6769) granting a pension to Elisha L. Elam; 

A bill (H. R. — granting a pension to Henry Stumpf; 

A bill (II. R. 6865) granting a pension to Clara ty 

A bill (H. R. 6906) granting a pension to John H. McLaughlin; 
A bill (H. R, 7185) granting a pension to Mary G. Caley; 

A bill (H. R. 7513) granting a pension to Panline M. Beach; 

A bill (H. R. 7577) granting a pension to William H. Chapman; 
A bill (H. R. 7659) granting a pension to Warner M. Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. 7729) granting a pension to Eva T. Blake; 


A bill (H. R. 8056) granting a pension to Mrs. Sallie J. Miner; 

A bill (H. R. 8474) to restore the name of Belinda Lloyd to the pen- 
sion-roll and pay her a pension; 

A bill (H. kR. 8865) granting a pension to Angelina Silver; and 

A bill (H. R. 9782) granting a pension to Elijah Kilday. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 2287) granting an increase of pension to John F. Chase; 


and 

A bill (H. R. 6799) granting a pension to Mary A. Lefebvre, widow 
of Hiram Goodspeed, late of Company A, Fifty-sixth Massachusetts 
Volunteers. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 311) for the relief of the representatives of James and Will- 
iam Creoks, of Canada; 

A bill (S. 336) for the relief of Maj. Daniel N. Bash, paymaster, 
United States Army; 

A bill (S. 407) for the relief of the Catholic church at Macon City, 
Missouri; 1 

A bill (S. 754) granting a pension to James in; 

A bill (S. 768) granting a pension to Frederick H. Macke; 

A bill (S. 880 granting a pension to Margaret Myers; 

A bill (S. 830) for the relief of the legal representative of Maj. Will- 
iam Kendall; 

A bill (S. 961) granting an increase of pension to Richard W. Hub- 
bell; 
A bill (S. 1035) granting a pension to Betsey Johnson; 
A bill (S. 1059) granting an increase of pension to William W. 


Bliss: 

A bill (S. 1205) for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk and others, as- 
signees of Addison C. Fletcher; g 

A bill (S. 1367) for the relief of the heirs and tegal representatives 
of James C. Booth, deceased, late melter and refiner of the mint of the 
United States at Philadelphia; 

A bill (S. 1572) to poe for the purchase of a site and the erection 
ofa public building thereon at Fargo, in the State of North Dakota; 

A bill (S. 1705) granting a pension to Ira Manley; 

A bill (S. 1706) granting a pension to John Morgan; 

A bill (S. 1712) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Gudgell; 

A bill (S. 1740) granting a pension to Mary J. Welch, an army nurse 
in the late war; 

A bill (S. 1824) to provide for the compulsory education of Indian 
children; 

A bill (S. 2216) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna S. Taylor; 

A bill (S. 2238) granting a pension to Elizabeth Rumsey, army nurse; 

A bill (S. 2390) to increase the pension of Evelyn W. Miles; 

A bill (S. 2813) granting a pension to T. A. Morton; 

A bill (S. 2821) to provide for an additional associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Arizona; 

A bill (S. 2828) to ratify and confirm certain agreements with the 
Cœur d’Aléne Indians in Idaho Territory, and to make the necessary 
appropriations for carrying the same into effect. and for other purposes 
therein named; 

A bill (S. 2892) increasing the pension of Smith J. Shafer; 

A bill 8 3194) granting a pension to Joseph H. Scoopmire; 

A bill (S. 3251) granting an increase of pension to Joseph C. Fos- 
not; 

A bill (S. 3325) for the relief of Margaret F. Smith; 

A bill (S. 3513) for the relief of Moses Pendergrass, of Missouri; 

A bill (S. 3538) grantinga pension to John W. Bennett; 

A bill (S. 3556) granting the right of way to the Hutchinson and 
Southern Railroad Company to construct and operate a railroad, tele- 
graph, and telephone line from the city of Anthony, in the State of 
Kansas, through the Indian Territory, tosome point in the county of 
Grayson, in the State of Texas; 

A bill (S. 3680) ting a pension to Peter Zimmerman; 

A bill (S. 3756) for the relief of William Elmendorf; 

A bill (S. 3795) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Columbia River by the Oregon Railway Extensions Company; 


PUBLIC BUILDING, NEW LONDON, CONN, 


Mr. MILLIKEN, I present the conference report which I send to 
the desk. 
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The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 977) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at New London, Conn., having met, after full and free 
conference have to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
House, and agree to the same with an amendment, namely: Strike out all after 
the enacting clause, and in lieu thereof insert the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, elevators, and app: es, for the use of the United States 
Government offices, in the city of New London and State of Connecticut, the 
cost of such site and building complete not to exceed the sum of $75,000. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circulation 
for at least twenty days prior to the day specified in said advertisement for the 
opening of said pro is. Pro made in response to said advertisement 
shall be mailed and addressed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then 
cause the said proposed sites, and such others as he may think proper to desig- 
nate, to be examined in person by an agent of the Treas Department, who 
shall make written report to said tary of the results of such examination, 
and of his recommendation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be ac- 
companied by the original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which 
shall have come into his possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, to be composed of an officer of the 
‘Treasury wl pines mai and two other persons, which commission shall also ex- 
amine the said pro sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may designate, and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem 
necessary; and said commission shall. within thirty days after such examination, 
make to the Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the 
premises, accom ied oy any statement, maps, plats, or documents taken by 
or submitted to them, in like manner as hereinbeforeprovided in regard to the 

roceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the 

reasury shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be 


erected, 
The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling expenses: Pro- 


vided, however, That the member of said commisson appointed from the Treasury 
Department shall be paid only his actual travelling ex: 

No money shall be used or applied when appropriated for the purposes men- 
tioned until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the United 
States, nor until the State of Connecticut shall have ceded to the United States 
exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be 
or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the 
criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

“The building herein provided for shall be unex to danger from fire by 


an open space of at least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys.” 
And the House agree to the same. 
S. L. MILLIKEN, 
CLARKE LEWIS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JOHN C, SPOONER, 
G. G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
During the reading of the report, 
Mr. one ae said: I desire that the reading of the formal part 
be di wi 


ispensed 
Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. 
The reading of the report was resumed and concluded. 
The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 


The effect of the report is to reduce the limit of 8 of $100,000 to 
$75,000, It also strikes out the appropriating clause of the Senate bill and con- 
forms the form of the bill to that hitherto agreed upon by conference committees 
from the Co ttees on Public Buildings and Grounds of the Senate and House. 


The report was adopted. 
FUNDING ACT OF ARIZONA. 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3365) 7 7 4 2 with amend- 
ments the funding act of Arizona, having met, after full and ; — conference 
kare to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

ollows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 5, with an amend- 
ment thereto making the bonds redeemable after twenty years, f. e., by strik- 
ing out the word ten,“ in line 24,and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty.” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the other amendments of the 
Senate and agree to the same, 

CHAS. S. BAKER, 
20. W. E. DORSEY, 
WM. M. SPRINGER, 
Conferees on the part of the House, 
J. K. JONES, 
S. M. CULL OM. 
CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
Con ſerees on the part of the Senate, 


STATEMENT OF HOUSE CONFEREES. 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the d ing 
votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the House bill No. „ap- 
proving with amendments the funding act of Arizona, submit the following 
written statement in explanation of the action recommended. 

‘The House bill as provided for the issue of bonds payable in twenty 
years and redeemable after ten years. 

The Senate amendments, aside from those merely formal in effect, authorized 
the issue of bonds to run fifty years without option to redeem sooner. 

The effect of the agreement of the conferees is to enable fifty-year bonds to be 
issued, reserving the right to the Territory to redeem after yrs 2 ne! at par, 

CHAS. S. BAKER, 


WA DORSEY, 
WM. M. SPRINGER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There are other amendments 
of which no e tion is given. 

Mr. BAKER, They changed the term of the bonds from twenty to 
fifty years. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That has been intelligently 
explained in the report of the conferees, but there are other amend- 
ments of which no explanation is given. å 

Mr. BAKER. Theseare the other amendments, and the changes re- 
ferred to are from twenty to fifty years, so as to have the bonds re- 
deemable after twenty years and run fifty years. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is there no other substantial 
amendment? 

Mr. BAKER. There is no other substantial amendment. 

The report was adopted. 

ALBERT H. EMERY. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I present for present consideration the follow- 
ing conference report. 

‘The Cierk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the e Ditag of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. for the relief of Albert H. 
Emery, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their tive Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from d ent to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

Strike out the words one hundred and twenty-five” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “seventy-five.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

M. M. BOOTHMAN 


JOHN M. F UHAR, g 
KIN E 


. WM. C. P. BR i 
nagers on the part of the House, 
JOHN C. SPOONER, 
E. K. WILSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

The Clerk proceeded to read the statement of the conferees on the 
part of the House. 

Mr. TRACEY (during the reading). 
vote. 

The Clerk proceeded with the further reading of the statement of 
the conferees. a 
Mr. TRACEY. I make the point of order that the hour of 5 o'clock 

3 and that the consideration of this bill is not in order at 

is time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York makes the point 
of order against the reading of this report. The Chair thought there 
was time enough to read the paper. Under the order of the House 
made by unanimous consent House now stands in recess until 8 
o’clock p. m., when there will be asession for the consideration of pen- 
sion bills. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] will act as 
Speaker pro tempore at the evening session. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock p. m., 

Mr, PERKINS in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, á 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on the Private Cal- 
endar under the general order for Friday-evening sessions. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of business under the special order. The Clerk 
will report the first bill upon the Calendar. 


JAMES W. LATHE. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, 414 to the pro- 
visions ney rane 4 se = ion 2 = oana of 9 th: Tato 
a sergeant of Company F, Nin New Hampshire Volunteer try, an 
him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. Ee . 


The report by (Mr. Nur) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8078) granting an increase of pension to James W. Lathe, submit the following 
re) ; 

ames W. Lathe, while serving as se tof pany F, Ninth New Hamp- 
shire Volunteers, and in action before Petersburgh, Va., July 30, 1864, received 
a gunshot wound of left hand, on account of which he is now in receipt of pa 
sion at the rate of $16 per month. He claims that he is unjustly low rated, inas- 
much as the hand is entirely useless, and in consequence of which he has been 
compelled to abandon his trade, that of a carpenter. 

Fron: the several medical examinations on file with the case the condition of 
the hand sy as follows: Second and third fingers amputated through their 
metacarpal bones; index and little fingers can not be flexed so as to come within 
2} inches of palm of hand, and cross each other on closing of hand; much loss 
of tissue of palm of hand; motion of wrist limited on account of tenderness of 
wound; grasp between thumb and index finger very weak; arm weak and 
much diminished in size. 

The disability was pronounced as equivalent to the loss of the hand by ex- 
amining surgeons as * a 1867, in in 1872 and 1873, and the board of sur- 
geons, anchester, N. H., under date of November 6, 1889, say: 5 

There is practically loss of use of hand in the performance of work requir- 
ing any ordinary weight to grasp or hold.” £ 


I will ask fora quorum on that 
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The Pension Bureau sa be justified in to grant a pension above 
$16 per month by reason of the laws, which fail to advance the rate of 
pension for disabilities equivalent to lossof a hand correspondingly with 
the rates fixed by recent enactments for the actual loss of the same. 

Mina la Re ill renal patton: eatmalantts Un om orb masa tne 
—.— laws provide a 5 of $30 per month, and therefore report favorably 
on the actompanying and ask that it do pass. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I think that I can probably save a 
little time and save some explanation later by making a remark upon 
this bill, although I do not know anything about the bill, not having 
heard it read or even heard the report read. What I want-to say is 
this: I propose to insist that every bill which is reported this evening 
and recommended for passage shall go over to be considered in the 
House on Thursday next, with the right to fifteen minutes’ debate on 
each side upon each bill. I take this course for this reason: We have 
a set of rules adopted here under which it was proposed to dispatch the 

ublie business and under which it has been alleged that the public 
8 would be more rapidly transacted. We have Committees on 
Claims and on War Claims, and we have a Private Calendar and have 
placed a great many cases upon that Calendar. 

The work of those committees is practically lost unless something is 
done with the bills which they have reported; but it seems to be the 
fixed and determined purpose of the Committee on Rules that the day 
set apart under the rules for the eonsid / ration of private business, Friday. 
of each week, shall not be devoted to that purpose. They have made 
special orders from time to time, commencing at a point in the week 
in advance of Friday and extending beyond, so as to include that day, 
and have manifested a p to economize one day in each week by 
ee private claimants of the right to have any hearing in this 

ouse. 

Now I propose, not to obstruct this pension business to-night, but to 
demonstrate to the Committee on Rules that they can not economize a 
day by making special rules covering Friday and devoting it to other 
business, and I insist that these bills reported here to-night from the 
Committee of the Whole shall go over to, be considered in the House on 
next Thursday, so that the Committee on Rules can not come in with 
another special rule embracing Thursday and Friday, but if they want 
to take Friday they will have to take it separate and apart. I repeat, 
I do not propose to stop the reporting of these bills this evening, but I 
shall insist upon their going over, to be considered in the House on 
next Thursday under the conditions I have stated. 

My justification in pursuing this course will be apparent when it is 
known that for the last ten weeks, by the connivance and management 
of the Committee on Rules, the Fridays set apart for the consideration 
of private claims have been taken up by other business, The Com- 
mittee on Rules must understand that this kind of economy at theex- 
pense of honest claimants can not be practiced any more this session. 
They must show such claimants some consideration and recognize their 
right to be heard or the rnles and abandon the false pretense 
of giving them a chance to be heard. 


LOUISA V. KILPATRICK. 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I notice by the RECORD of the 24th 
of May that Senate bill 255, which was reported on the 9th day of April, 
was passed over without prejudice at that time, not to lose its place on 
the Calendar. The bill just reported is subsequent to that. I call at- 
tention to the order of the House made in relation to this Senate bill 
of the 24th of Mayand on behalf of the gentleman presenting that bill 
[Mr. BELKNAP]. having his permission to do so, I call up the bill at 
this time. It is a bill for the relief of the widow of General Kilpatrick. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary ofthe Interior be, and he is here 
thorized to place on the pension-roll the name of Louisa V. Kilpatrick, widow 
of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick, and pay her a pension of $100 per month, in 
lieu of the pension now paid her, 


The report (by Mr, BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 255) 
granting a pension to Louisa V. Kilpatrick, submit the following report: 

A bill for the relief of this applicant was considered by the Senate Commit- 
tee on Pensions, and favorably in ps 

The applicant is the widow of General Judson Kilpatrick, who was mustered 
into the service May 9, 186], and who served until the close of the war in 
1865, and he died at Santiago, Chili, December 2, 188, of Bright's disease of the 
kidneys, and there is no doubt that this disease was the result of exposure in 
the Army service. 

This claim is one of more than ordinary interest and merit from the gallant 
and distinguished services rendered by General Kilpatrick,who when a young 
student left his studies for the battle-field,and by his A cee dd and bravery and 
—— attention 4 his duties rapidly passed through different grades to that 
of major-general, 

He rapidly developed such qualities as placed him at the head of regiments. 

divisions, and army co; His saber flashed in the lead upon a hun- 
dred battle-flelds, and not until victory blessed our country did he put aside his 
saber and rest from his labors,worn and broken in health, but with the love, ad- 
miration, and respect of the American people, 

, Chili, as a representative from this country, and 
had two children as the fruits of the an 
upon his dying bed demanded a pledge from his wife that his children should 
be taken to the 5 


by, nu- 


best 
his but 
D his 
this applicant, came to this country, leaving her own friends and relatives and 


* 


[Senate Report No. 148, Fiſty- rst Congress. first session.] 

The Committee on Pensi: to whom was referred the bill (S. 255) granting 
a pension to Lonisa V. Kilpatrick. have examined the same, and report: 

A bill for the relief of this applicant was considered by the Senate Commit- 
tee on Pensions and favorably reported in part. 

We find from the papers on file that General Judson Kilpatrick, the husband of 
this applicant, was mustered into the service May 9, 1861, and ay py brig- 
adie neral June 13, 1863, and d January! 1866. He died at Santi- 
ago, Chili, December 2, 1881, of Bright's disease of the kidneys. 

While there appears to be a conflict in the 2 between the examining 
surgeon and the physician who attended the general during his last illness, the 
evidence shows beyond question that his death was caused by Bright's disease, 
which was probably induced by exposure in the service of his country. 

And your committee feel that the distinguished and valuable services ren- 
dered by General Kilpatrick during the war of the rebellion entitle his widow 
to a just recognition from the Government he so ably and faithfully a 

vo therefore recommend the passage of the bill with the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out the words $2,500 per annum and insert in lieu thereof the words 


$100 per month.” 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, in view of the statement made by 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]—and with some of the 
views he has very many of us would concur—I ask that the 
previous question be ordered upon this bill, and that it go over until 
next Thursday, to be considered in the House, with the right of thirty 
minutes’ debate, fifteen minutes on each side. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And with the right of amendment? 

Mr. PAYSON. And with the right of amendment. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Cha were there not some amendments 
suggested to that bill on a former occasion? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no amendment recommended by the 
committee. 

Mr. PAYSON. In the Senate the bill as introduced provided for 
$2,500 a year, but it was amended there so as to cut down the amount 
to $100 a month, and the bill in that form is recommended for 
here. No amendment has been proposed to the Senate bill by the 
House Committee. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I dislike to interfere with the ar- 
rangement proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson], 
and at thesame time I dislike to consent to itnow, though I might be 
willing to do so later, after investigation. I believe I interfered with 
the passage of this bill on a previous occasion, but I have not yet had 
an o ity to investigate it, and if the gentleman from IIlinois 
[ Mr. raro will agree to let it go over, keeping its place on the 
Calendar, until I can have an opportunity to examine it, until, say, next 
Friday evening—— 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him by a 
suggestion in the form of an appeal ? * 2 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, yes, I will hear the appeal; I could not well 
refuse to do that. 

Mr. PAYSON. The report in this case states the facts with refer- 
ence to Mrs. Kilpatrick. I have known General Kilpatrick all may a > 
that is, my acquaintance with him began in my boyhood, and I knew 
him quite intimately until the end of his life. I know the facts as to 
his financial condition, and I know that the situation of his family is 
accurately stated in the report. They are now living on a little farm 
at Deckertown, N. J., which is mo for substantially all that it 
is worth. There is no income from it; it merely affords them a home. 
I know as wellas I know anything not within my own direct personal 
knowledge that the family are supported largely by the personal con- 
tributions of friends of General Kilpatrick and by the contributions of 
his widow’s relatives. She has come to this country and made her 
home here at the request of her husband. 

The gentleman from Texas understands the situation as well now as 
he will after the lapse of another week. At all events, why not let the 
matter go over until Thursday next, when it can be heard in a full 
House, with right of amendment, and with the debate ordinarily al- 
lowed in orders of this kind? I hope the gentleman from Texas will 
withdraw any objection on his to this request. 

Mr. KILGORE. The truth is that this is a matter out of the usual 
line, and there is very little advantage in the way of investigation by 
allowing such a matter to go over to a full House, because in the hurry 
and rush and confusion of business these matters are put through with- 
out much opportunity to investigate them, although fifteen minutes’ 
discussion is allowed on each side. There is so much buzz and rush 
connected with our proceedings that members are not prepared to hear 
discussion. ; X 

Besides, this bill carries a large amount, more than is common, and 
then it is a bill which was very sharply antagonized in the Senate by 
Senator INGALLS, of Kansas, on the theory that the Government is 
going too far in granting large pensions to persons in high positions 
or whose husbands have held high positions, many such persons ap- 
pearing to think that they must be maintained in a style which will 
enable them to move in fashionahlesociety. An objection in the same 
line was made here on a previous occasion by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. KERE]. 


I 
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It was my intention to look into this matter before it should be called 

up again, but I have not had the opportunity to do so. We have been 

upon a rush here for the last four or five days. We have had no time 

for anything except to try to anticipate what was coming next. Ihope 

the gentleman from Illinois will not insist on calling up this bill to- 
ight, : 

ase PAYSON. Ishould be very glad to have it considered now. 

Mr. KILGORE. The gentleman says that this lady is poor. My 
information, I will say to him, is to the contrary, and that is one reason 
why I think the case ought to be inquired into. I have understood she 
is in very fair circumstances, and that if she is to receive a pension at 
all it ought to be somewhat in accord with the ordinary rule. The 
private soldier who carried a knapsack and a musket gets 88 a month 
pension, his widow gets $8 a month—— 

Mr. MORRILL. Twelve dollars a month. 

Mr. KILGORE. A private soldier received 88, $10, or $12 a month 
for his services during the war; and my notion is that the great brant 
of the battle was fought by the private soldier. It is true generals and 
other officers were necessary. But it has grown to be the custom of 
the Government to enlarge the pensions of men who held high posi- 
tions, or their widows. I do not know but it is a custom which would 
be more honored in the breach than in the observance.” But it is a 
policy which it appears can not be reversed now. I do believe, how- 
ever, we ought not to go to extremes; and I think that to grant the 
pension in this instance would be to go toan extreme, taking 
all the cireumstances into consideration. 

I trust the gentleman from Illinois will agree that this case stand 
over until next Friday night. If there is any reason why he can not be 
here at that time some other gentleman can call it up. It will not lose 
its place on the Calendar. I am willing it should remain in its present 
position, ready to be called up at our next pension session. In the 
mean time, if I should come to the conclusion that this is a case which 
ought to pass, I will not resist making the order which the gentleman 
proposes. If I should conclude that it ought to pass providing for a 
smaller amount, I shall insist on an amendment of that kind. I be- 
lieve the bill ought to be amended. 

I dislike to interfere with the wishes of the gentlemen from Illinois. 
He has a conservative way of doing things that wins my admiration 


and respect, and it is very painful to me to be obliged to resist him 
to-night. 
Mr. PAYSON. If the painful situation of my friend from Texas 


were such that he would be compassionate and yield, I should feel like 
complimenting him upon his tenderness of heart. 

Mr, KILGORE. Lhope the gentleman will not insist on his request, 
but will let the bill stand on the Calendar until next Friday night, 
and then we may be prepared to come to some terms upon it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Very well; let the matter go over. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill will be passed over 
without losing its place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection. 


EMILY F. WARREN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1812) to 
increase the pension of Emily F. Warren. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Emily F. War- 
ren, widow of G. K. Warren, late a major-general in the United States Army, 
got eee yi at the rate of $100 per month, subject to the provisions 
d limitations of the pension laws. 


Mr. MORRILL. As this is a similar case to the last one up, I will 
ask that it be passed over until next Friday night. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

EUGENIA B. TABLER, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6489) 
granting a pension to Eugenia B. Tabler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of nia B. Tabler, of Washington, 
D. ©. late a volunteer nurse in the hospitals of Washington during the war of 
. a pension of $25 per month from the date of the 
passage of this act. ; 

The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6489) 
granting a on to Mrs. Eugenia B, Tabler, submit the following report: 
Mra, Tanier served bo a Volunteer nurse from Jul 4, till the close of the 
war in Washington City, D. C., at the Thirteenth Street Baptist Church Hos- 
ital, from its opening, July U 1861, till it was closed in January, 1863; then 
Garver and other hospitals in Washington. ‘Though Mrs. Tabler served night 
and day asa nurse without receiving any pay, she was never enrolled or ap- 
as such. Her work was 8 
She daily contributed of her means, and that of her husband, to the wants of 
the sick and wounded, supplying them with all manner of delicacies, so neces- 
sary to their successful treatment—frequently taking soldiers to her own home 
andcaring for them. Being in comfortable mstances she gave freely of her 
money and time for the love of the cause for which the soldier fought. 
She is now sixty-five years of age, and a widow without any means of sup- 
~ . her sworn petition, and are now presented for 
e e. ~ 
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Dr. Truman W. Miller, formerly medical cadet, United States Army, and act- 
ing assistant surgeon. United States Army, and connected with the Thirteenth 
street hospital, testifies to the foregoing facts being true, and that hundreds of 
old soldiers who received her constant attention and the comforts bestowed out 
of her daily contributions would gladly certify to her work and merits. 

Mrs. Tabler presents the affidavit of Frank Flora, Company F, Seventh Penn- 
sylvania Reserves, who lost an arm in battle, June 30, 1862, showing that he was 
8 by her from July 4, 1802, till November; also the affidavit of 
William Devereaux, Compan: „ Ninth New York Cavalry, who was 
wounded June 21, 1864, at White House Landing, Va., and carried to Carver 
Hospital, where he was nursed for a year by Mrs. Tabler; also the affidavit of 
A. R. Mix as to the same facts, 

It also appears by the testimon 
the Thirteenth-street hospital an 


of Mrs. A. B. Stoughton, then residing near 
aiding in the relief of the wounded soldier 
(and who is still a prominent lady of Washington), that noone was more worthy 
nor more entitled to relief now than Mrs. Tabler. 

Hon, M. G. Emory, Lewis Clephane, esq., and some twenty-five other substan- 
tial citizensand prominent Grand Army of the Republic men, personally know- 
ing the facts, bear witness to their truth as herein stated, and earnestly ask Con- 
gress ki grant the pension prayed for, as she is worthy and without means of 
su 

5 committee therefore beg leave to report back the accompanying bill 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to substitute for this bill Senate bill 
2411, which is precisely similar, with the exception of the amount. 
The amount named in the Senate bill is $12 a month. 

Mr. ENLOE. I desire that this bill go over until next Thursday, 
with the privilege of amendment and thirty minutes’ debate. 

Mr. MORRILL. When the bill comes up in the House to-night for 

the gentleman can make his objection. 

Mr. ENLOE. Very well. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN PICKARD, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9024) 
granting a penson to John Pickard. 
The bill is as follows: 
enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Pickard, late drum-major in 


the Tenth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, and late of the Forty-fourth Regi- 
ment of Indiana Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. Laws) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9024) ting a pension to John Pi: „submit the following 2 
Claimant enlisted April 24. 1861, and was discha: July 7.1 November 


25, 1887, he filed application for a pension, alleging hernia of groins. His li- 
cation was rejected November 15, 1888, on the ground of no record and < 
ant's inability to prove origin in service and line of duty. Claimant alleges 
that while near Gravely Springs, Alabama, January 24, 1865, he incurred hernia 
by a fall of his horse in which he was injured-in voth groins; testifies that he 
was treated in ward No. 20 in Jeffersonville, Ind., for fever only, but that Assist- 
ant Surgeon Stearns instr: him how to fix and wear a bandage for the 
hernia; also, that Capt.Smith Lee, Company I, Eleventh Indiana Cavalry, was 
aware of his hernia when he was mustered out of the service. 

He also testifies that Frank McCathey and Samuel Anderson, privates of the 
Seventy-second Indiana, Company C, knew of his being rupi „but that both 
are now dead, Adjutant-General’s records show him to have been in hospital 
March and April, 1865, He is also reported sick and absent May, 1865. ig bar 
General reports him admitted to hospital Chickamauga Landing, Ala., h 
13, 1865, with remittent fever, to Jefferson General Hospital, March 23, with 
chronic bronchitis. 

On December 31, 1887, his captain, Smith Lee, testified that he had been per- 
sonally and intimately acquainted with claimant for fifteen years before the 
war,and afterward until 1872; that he knew of his own personal knowledge 
that claimant entered the service a sound man, perfectly free from rupture; 
that at the close of the war he was mustered out of the service badly ruptured 
very low down, and that he is personally acquainted with the above facts. 

Examining s n March 7, 1 says r a complete double 
hernia eapable of descending into scrotum, 
right side; both sides reducible and retainable, both tumors protrude through 
the external rings, and vary in size from that ot 
No other testimony is offered. Claimant's military record is good. He served 
throughout the war, and the only evidence attainable and on file shows prior 
soundness, and that when he left the service he was badly ruptured. His cap- 
tain’s evidence is clear and very positive and is undisputed. 

Committee report that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SOPHIA J. DIMICK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7869) 
granting a pension to Sophia J. Dimick. 
The bill is as follows: : 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
orized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations 
J. Dimick, widow of 

W. Dimick, late of Company A, One hundred anf sixth New York Vol- 
unteers. 


The report (by Mr. Laws) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7869) granting a pension to — J. Dimick, submit the following report: 

March 29, 1884, claimant filed application for a pension, alleging that she was 
the widow of Edwin W. Dimick, who enlisted in Company A, One hundred and 
sixth New York Volunteers, August 9, 1862, and was eee June 29, 1865. 
and who died e ae at Harvard, Ni 


th 
8 of the pension laws, the name of Sop! 
Edwin 
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ance of any manual Jabor,and was compelled to live upon the charity of the 
publie; thirty-six members of Richardson Post, No. 60,Grand Army of the Re- 

ablic, located at Harvard, Nebr., declare the applicant fifty-five years of age, 
infirm, and living upon the 5 

January 21, 1890, Dr. M. W. Wilcox testified to having treated Edwin W. Dim- 
ick from time to time from the year 1874 until the time of his death; that 
the said Dimick was badly troubled with hemorrhoids and varicose veins; that 
his health gradually declined, and that he was unfit for manual labor; that 
toward the close of his life he had lung difficulty well developed, and dropsy 
and finally heart failure, as a result of the exposures and diseases contracted 
while in the service of the United States during the late war.““ 
ae have novhesitancy in recommending the passage of the 

, and do so. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MARY WEBSTER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8532) 
granting a pension to Mary Webster. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is ert 3 nu- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Mary Webster, 
late a hospital nurse, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
$532) granting a pension to Mary Webster, submit the following report: 

The following record is taken from an order and letter book, the record of 
the Superintendent and Medical Director's Office, United States Army, General 
Hospitals, Louisville, Ky, : 

{Special Order No. 187. 


Marcu 1, 1865, 
Mrs. Mary Webster, hospital nurse, having reported to this office, in obedi- 
ence to order from the Assistant Surgeon-General, United States Army, is hereby 
assigned to duty in Crittenden United States Army Hospital, and will report 
without delay to Surg. R. R. Taylor, United States e in charge. 


R. : 
Surgeon United States Volunteers, 
Superintendent and Medical Director Government Hospital. 


This claimant was expelled and 88 through Confederate lines, and 
entered a hospital in New Orleans, by B. F. Bache, medical director there, where 
she contracted ritis, and finally furloughed, until after the battles around 
Chattanooga, when she reported to Surgeon-General Wood at Louisville, Ky., 
and was assigned to duty at Hospital No. 7, Chattanooga, Tenn.; and also 
Crittenden Hospital, Louisville, Ky.; Natchez, Miss.; McPherson Hospital, 
Vicksburg, until the close of the war, when she was finally discharged. 

It appears her vouchers were lost through the carelessness of a surgeon, and 
she has never been id her salary or subsistence. She is now broken down 
in health, which o nated while in service, destitute circumstances, and de- 
pendent on her frie as an object of ckarity, and your committee recommend 
the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WARREN R. HALE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4921) 
granting a pension to Warren R. Hale. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the conditions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Warren R. e, of Painesville, Ohio, 
late a private in Company C, Fourth Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and 
transferred to the Navy, from which he was discharged for disability. 


The report (by Mr. YopER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
4921) granting a pension to Warren R. Hale, submit the following report: 

The 3 R. Hale, enlisted as a private in Company C, Fourth 
Massachusetts Cavalry 1 19,1309, and served in the Army 
until June 8, 1864, when he was d arged from Army by reason of transfer 
to the Navy. He served on the Vermont from that date to July 13, 1864; on the 
New Hampshire until August 22, 1864, and on the Princeton until September 4, 
1864, and was then sent to a general hospital, from which he was 8 in 
a few days by reason of the disabilities now set forth as reasons for pension. 

His application for pension was rejected September 16,1871, under section 6, 
act July 4, 186i—a statute of limitations—but was reconsidered and the statute 
held not to apply, but a pension has since been refused because claimant can 
not furnish evidence of officers of his company as to cause of disability. He 
reports that he can not furnish that evidence because his house was burned a 
few years ago and his papers and memorandums thereby lost, and because he 
is unable to find his comrades by advertisement. The Grand Army of the Re- 
pantie post has no knowledge of any of them living. and-says further that if 

ound they could not furnish the evidence, as the disabilities did not show 
themselves until after his transfer to the Navy. 

It 9 that shortly before the claimant was transferred to the Navy he 
was thrown from his horse while in the line of duty and his back was injured. 

The evidence is conclusive that claimant was a sound, healthy man when 
he enlisted, was a good soldier; that he was transferred to the Navy in June, 
1864, so shortly after his injury that he never was treated for the disability while 
in the Army, but that in August, 1864, two months thereafter, the board of Navy 
surgeons pronounced him“ unfit for service on account of spinal irritation of 
two months’ duration," and the fleet surgeon recommended his discharge, and 
he was subsequently discharged for the disability for which he now ims a 
pension; and that he has ever since suffered from the same disability, spinal 
trouble, irritation of kidneys, and chronic diarrhea caused by the injury to his 
back; and that he is now almost totally disabled. 

That the disabilities alleged were caused by the injuries to his back is specifi- 
cally certified to by the surgeons. 

The committee believe, from all the evidence, that the disability was incurred 
in the service, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, f 
J. PHIL. HURLBERT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3018) 
granting a pension to J. Phil. Hurlbert, 


The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the n laws, the name of J. Phil. Hurlbert, late of Company 
C, Eighty-fourth ent Ohio Infantry, at the rate of $30 a month. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3018) ore | a * to J. Phil. Huribert, submit the following report: 

Claimant, J. Phil. Hurlbert, first sergeant Company O, Eighty-fourth Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, enlisted at Warren, Ohio, May 29, 1862, and was appointed 
first lieutenant to recruit for the Eighty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, October 1, 1862, and reported to Colonel Case at Warren, Ohio. Colonel 
Case asked that claimant be detailed to aid him, and says: 

Lieutenant Hurlbert immediately reported to affiant, at Camp Taylor, for 
duty, and from that time, about September 23, to about November 23 labored, in 
season and out of season, to secure recruits for the new organization. * * * 
About that time Lieutenant Hurlbert was taken with a severe attack of rheu- 
matism, brought on by constant exposure in the continuous inclement fall 
weather while laboring arduously to secure recruits.” 

The evidence is conclusive that claimant was sound physically when he en- 
listed and that he contracted the disability as alleged in November, 1862,and 
that he has suffered constantly and severely therefrom ever since, He fur- 
nishes affidavits of surgeons who have treated him therefor from that date to 
the present time, from which we quote. He re-enlisted and was commissioned 
first lieutenant and adjutant of the One hundred and seventy-first Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry April 27, 1264, at Johnson's Island, and served till mustered out, 
August 20, 1864. While at Johnson’s Island the regimental surgeon says: 

“Said Hurlbert was taken with an attack of acute rheumatism pain in hips 
and knees, knees swollen, painful, and hot, considerable fever.”’, 

Dr. Rikard, who has treated him for eleven years since, says: 

s ed him for rheumatism involving joints, especially knee, ankles, and 
toes of both limbs, and hand and wrist of right arm, thus utterly disabling him 
for manual labor. This rheumatism, I deem, originated from 1 gc and camp 
life = is now (February, 1889) upon the increase and will the cause of 

eat 


br. N. F. Graham, of Washington, D. C., late surgeon Twelfth Ohio Infantry, 


says: 

“September 5, 1889, claimant was confined to his bed suffering witha very se- 
vere attack of general rheumatism, which was complicated with both endo and 
peri carditis. For months I had no idea that he could recover. * * Ile is 
yet a cripple, with stiffness of spine and serious organio disease of the heart. 

lle could not do an hour’s manual labor.“ 

Finally, the three medical pension examiners say, November 9, 1889: 

“Hea drawn downward to chest and on neck in consequence of 
the contraction of muscles, fixing the head beyond ability of claimant to con- 
trol its movements; sufters pain in muscles about shoulders, across the 
back, and down to præcordial region. There is a y hypertrophy of left ven- 
tricle, great rapidity of heart’s movement, ete. e is entitled to seventeen- 
eighteenths ng for rheumatism and resulting disease of heart.” 

he claim was rejected at the Pension Office for the sole reason that claimant 
first gave oe to the disease while on recruiting service, and not enlisted in the 
r service. 
our committee find the claimant was sound when he entered the Army; 
that he contracted the d when actively engaged in theservice of his coun- 
try, and that he is totally disabled, and recommend that the bill do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOSEPH FISHER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4930) 
granting a pension to Joseph Fisher. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the visions and limitations of 
the pen ion e name of Joseph er, of Ohio, who was wounded during 
the war of 1861 while arresting a deserter in obedience to orders of the provost- 
marshal of the eleventh district of Ohio. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4930) granting a pension to Joseph Fisher, submit the following report : 

The report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the Fiftieth Congress on 
a similar billis as follows: 

The proposed beneficiary of this bill was employed by the Government asa 

ial * in the eleventh district of Ohio from the day of May, 1863, to 
the goth day of April, 1865. On the 19th day of May, 1864, he was sent by B. F. 
Cory, provost-marshal of said district, as his 72 deputy (as his deputy ſor 
the time being), to a place near Me Daniel's, in Gallia County, in said district, to 
arrest a deserter from the Union Army by the name of McDaniels, and while 
engaged in making the arrest was shot by the deserter, the ball passing length- 
wise through his ona and lodging in his throat at the base of the tongue, 
inflicting a wound which has seriously and permanently disabled him. Ile ap- 
plied for pension, but his claim was rejected on the ground that there was no law 
authorizing the pensioning of a special agent. The law does, however, provide 
for pensioning gopal pruva ans, and as the claimant was acting as such 
at the time he received the aury bats think he should be pensioned, and there- 
8 * 


fore recommend Wa paanga of 

Your committee adopt said report as their own, and likewise recommend the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. The reportin this case states. that the 
man was not enlisted. Has the committee any precedent for such 
action as this bill proposes ? 

Mr. MORRILL. I did not observe the reading of the report, being 
otherwise engaged; but I believe this man was wounded as a special 
agent of the Government. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Yes; but hasthe committee any prece- 
dent for pensioning a man wounded while acting in this capacity ? 

Mr. MORRILL. The general law provides for pensioning provost- 
marshals, but notfortheir deputies. We have always, however, con- 
sidered deputies, when performing the duties of provost-marshals, as 
entitled to the same relief under such conditions. 

Mr. COBB. What is the amount fixed here? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. O'DONNELL in the chair). 
not prescribe the amount, 


The bill does 


1890. T 


Mr. MORRILL. The general law fixes that. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
SARAH C. ANDERSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S.1902) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah C. Anderson and children under sixteen years of 


age. j 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension- rolls the name of Sarah C. Ander- 
son, widow of William H. Anderson, late a ss of the Fifth Independent 
Battery Ohio Light Artillery, and the names of the children under sixteen years 
of age of said Sarah C. Anderson and William H. Anderson, subject to the 
limitations and restrictions of the Pension Office. 

The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1902) 
granting a pension to Sarah C. Anderson and her children under sixteen years 
of age, submit the following report: 

The facts in the case appear in the report of the Senate Committee on Pensions, 
which is as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1902) granting 
a pension to Sarah C. Anderson, widow of William H. Anderson, late a private 
of the Fifth Independent Battery, Ohio Light Artillery, have examined the 
same, and report: 

5 t the committee, after a careful review of the facts in this case, are of 
the opinion that this is a meritorious claim. 

% Ve therefore hereby adopt and approve the Senate report made in the first 
session of the Fiftieth Congress, and make ita part of this report, and recom- 
mend the passage of the bill.” 

[Senate Report No. 961, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2370) granting 
a pension to Sarah C. Anderson and her children under the age of sixteen, 
have examined the same and report: 

“That the claimant is the widow of William H. Anderson, a private in the 
Fifth Ohio Battery. He enlisted 27th of Aurost 1 and was discharged June 
1, 1863, upon a surgeon’s certificate of d: ility. e continued in ill health 
r the time of his discharge until 1883, when he became insane 
and was committed to the asylum at Long View. Ohio, where he died. d 

“The claim has been rejected upon the ground that the death and disability 
of the soldier are not traceable to the army service.« But it is shown by the 
testimony of a co! e, Waxel, that he was, while in the service, sent to a 
hospital of the Government; that he was treated there for brain fever, that he 
lay for some time suffering from brain fever. After his dise itseems, from 
both lay and medical testimony, that he was afflicted with chronic diarrhea 

never cured) and with epilepsy upon several occasions; and that while he was 
ing so treated the physician noticed pes symptoms of dementia, eyen be- 
fore his committal for insanity. We think, although the connection between 
the mortal disease and the original ailment may not be medically or patholog- 
ically established, yet it is reasonably shown that there was such connection, 
and that the soldier's insanity and death were the results of his service in the 


of the bill is recommended.” 
Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
JOHN BRIDENBACK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1681) grant- 
ing a pension to John Bridenback, late private Company L, Fourth Reg- 
iment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls the name of John Briden- 
back, late a private in Company L, Fourth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1681) 

nting a pension to John Bridenback, late private Company L, Fourth Ohio 
an 88 submit the following report: 

The facts in the case appear in the report of the Committee on Pensions, United 
States Senate, which your committee beg leave to adopt as their own, and like- 
wise recommend the passage of the bill. 


SENATE REPORT. 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to John Bridenback, have examined the same and mpa 

The claimant enlisted August 23, 1832, in pes pee L, Fourth Regiment Ohio 
Cavalry, and was discharged March 12, 1863, an: eee served as com- 
pany cook in Company E, One Hundred and thirty-ninth Ohio, one-hundred- 
day volunteers. 

it appears that in December, while on a foraging expedition, he was d 
off of the loaded wagon, upon which he was riding, by the limbs of a tree which 
had fallen across the road, and was injured; was treated in the camp hospital; 
did no duty under this enlistment beyond going one day's ma with his 
company, when he was sent back to the hospital and remained there until his 
d arge as above stated. 2 

He has continued to suffer from his injuries ever since, and been more or less 
disabled. 

Having been in the line of duty when injured, his case appears to us to merit 
favorable action. We therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
EDWARD HEALY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8584) 
to increase the pension of Edward Healy. 

The bill is as follows: 

Beit enacted, cic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to increase the pension, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of a pence laws, of Edward Healy, late of the Sixth United States 
begat wy him a pension of $75 per month in lieu of the pension he is 
now rece! 8 
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The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8584) 
to increase the pension of Edward Healy, submit the following report: 

The pensioner received an increase of his pension to $5 per month by the 
Fiftieth Congress, upon the facts in case as set forth in the report of the Inyalid 
Pension Committee, which is as follows : 

[House Report No. 1683, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] ; 

His medical examination February H, 1870, shows about the same condition 
found on first examination, June 14, 1873, his examination shows same disas 
bilities increased, and a rating of $18 per month, Examination September 4, 
1873, shows same condition as previousexamination. Examinations November 
11,1873, November 18, 1874, show steadily increased disability. Examination June 
7, 1875, shows progress of rheumatic trouble and heart disease. Examinations 
September 5, 1877, April 14, 1881, June 14, 1883, August 20, 1 December 2, 1884, 
and April-7, 1887, show progress of both diseases, rheumati and resulting 
heart disease. Last examination shows ‘joints and fingers of both hands sl. y 
enlarged, toes of both feet distorted, stiffness of joints of lower extremities, loco» 
motion very difficult, area of dullness inc: action of the heart ex- 
cited, forcible, and irregular; a rough throb over region of mitral valves; has 
valvular lesion, with cardiac hypertrophy, no doubt the result of rheumatism, 
Is incapacitated for pamang any manual labor,’ 

Drs. Draper and Elliott testified October 27, 1874, that the condition of claim- 
snee feet, resulting from rheumatism, was such as to render walking impossible 
at times, 

“Thomas T. Smith testified June 10, 1866, that claimant ‘is frequently confined 
to his bed on account of rheumatism and heart disease, and that he is unable to 
dress or undress himself.’ 

Julius Emmons testifies June 10, 1866, that claimant’s disability has steadily 
increased during the ten years that he has known him, ‘and that he is unable 
to dress or undress himself, and is frequently confined to his bed from diseases 
of heart and rheumatism.’ 

“Grove Douglass testified March 28, 1877, to several years’ intimate acquaint- 
ance with claimant, and ‘that he is afflicted in a most terrible manner with 
chronic rheumatism in feet and legs, and directly affecting his Heart to such an 
extent that he is utterly inca: tated for business and all labor.“ 

Dr. Garnett testifies that claimant's ‘feet are in such a condition as to render 
locomotion almost impossible.“ Dr. D. W. Bliss gives testimony fully corrobo- 
rating that of Dr. Garnett. While the disability clearly shown to result from 
the claimaut’s rheumatism and heart trouble may not actually require the con- 
stant aid and attendance of another person, it is shown by facts, as well as testi- 
mony most reputable in character, that the aid and attendance ot another per- 
son is an absolute necessity for considerable portions of the time. 

It is further shown that the claimant’s heart trouble is such as to render con- 
tinuance of existence very uncertain, and that death may result almost instantly 
from some trivial cause of excitement or improvident exercise, 

ee bill is reported favorably with amendments, with a recommendation 
that it do > 

“ The claimant seryed in the Sixth Regiment United States Infantry from 
June 6, 1860, to January 20, 1866, when he was discharged on account of disa- 
bility because of ‘chronic rheumatism, with distortion of toes of both feet.’ 
He was granted pension August 23, 1869, for rheumatism of both feet, atthe rate 
of Spr month. Increase was granen from January 7,1875,to $18 per month 
for rheumatism and resulting heart disease, Pension was again increased 
March 3, 1883, to $24 per month, and on December 2, 1884, pension was increased 
to $30 per month for rheumatism and heart disease asa result, His medical ex- 
amination August 13, 1869, shows distortion of both feet, the toes being flexed 
by 3 action, causing great deformity and difficulty in progressive loco- 
motion. 

“The committee recommended the following amendments: Strike out the 
words placed on’ in the first line and insert in lieu thereof the word in- 
crease,’ and also to strike out the words roll, the name’ in the same line; 
also to strike out the words placed on the pension-roll,’ in the fourth line of 
said bill, and to insert in lieu thereof the words ‘increase the pension,’ and 
also to add, afterthe word ‘infantry,’ in the sixth line of said bill, the follow- 
ing words : ‘and to pay hima pension of $45 in lieu of the pension he is now 


receiving. 

“Since the allowance of the increase as aforesaid the pensioner's condition 
has become much worse, as spony from the following testimony : 

Dr. George N. Perry, No. Fourteenth street, northwest, Washington, D. 
O., certifies under oath that he is the family physician of Edward Healy, and 
finds his condition to beas follows: 2 resulting in heart r klban 
with great distortion of both feet and h and constantly increasing in a more 
a vatingform. In addition to these he suffers much of the time from severe 

ns in the head. His eyesight is rapidly failing, and he can not read any kind 
of print or distinguish objects even a short distance away. re very poor, 
constipation of the bowels, micturition is difficult and painful, and violent 
cramps in the hands and lower extremities are of very frequent occurrence, 
His rest is broken, and he is compelled to remain in bed twenty-one hours out 
of twenty-four. Hislower extremities are atrophied, and locomotion without 
assistance is impossible, In his present condition he is utterly helpless and his 
death liable to occur at any time. It is safe to say that all the symptoms enu- 
merated will become more and more aggravated. 

John O'Neill, 102 C street, southwest, Washington, D. C., states under oath 
that he has known Edward Healy intimately for over seven years, and that he 
has no use of his feet and legs whatsoever, and that he can not remain out of 
his bed more than a few moments ata time. His wife and children use all of 
their time in taking care of him and aiding him to exist. He has constantpain 
of heart, head, and limbs, His eyesight is gone. He is a man of good and 
steady habits, temperate, moral, and religious. 

“John P. King, corner Thirteenth and one-half and E streets, northwest, 
Washington, D. C., states under oath that he has known Edward Healy for over 
twenty years, and that he is a man of regular habits, moral, temperate, and that 
he is an absolute cripple, unable to dress or undress himself, get out of bed or 
into his bed without assistance, He has no use of his feet or legs whatsoever. 
and suffers pain constantly, I know that his disability is constantly an 
very rapidly increasing. His eyesight is about gone. Ido not believe he can 
long survive. His wife and children are his constant attendants and never 
leave him a moment, 

Alfred Bradford testifies under oath that he has known Edward Healy over 
four years, and that he is from his diseases a mere wreck of a man, taken care 
of by his Sauri that his feet and legs do not resemble those of a human being; 
also that he believes he has in a great measure lost his reason,” 

Your committee are of opinion that the evidence warrants the granting of 
further increase, and ore report favorably on the accompanying bill and 
ask that it do pass, amended, however, by striking out the word “five,” in line 
7, and inserting therein instead the word two.“ 


Mr, KILGORE. I believe I caught from the reading of that bill 
that it carries $72 per month. Now, there is a general law, I under- 
stand, covering such cases, and if the applicant here is entitled to that 
sum I do not see why it can not be allowed under the law. If 


there is any reason why it can not be done in the office and if there is 
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ren reason other than that set out in the report, I should be glad to 
iow it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to have sata isd 
again read? 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, perhaps it would be better. 

Ar. MORRILL. What is the number of the bill? 

»The CHAIRMAN. House bill No. 8584. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The report was read in full, I believe? 

The CHAIRMAN, It was. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And the rt shows that the soldier wasso 
disabled that he could not walk and that he required the constant at- 
tendance of another person to dress and undress him. I do not see 
why, from the statement in the report, he does not come under the 
general law. 

Mr. LANE. Perhaps if the report was read in full it would dis- 
close the facts. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to have it read? 

Mr. KILGORE, I have asked for the reading of the report, and 
several gentlemen around me think it ought to be mee re, as there 
is an apprehension that the Clerk may have omitted a part of it. 

The CHAIRMAN, If the committee will give its attention the 
Clerk will again read the report. 

The Clerk the reading of the report. 

Mr. MORRI {interrupting the reading). Mr. Chairman, I can 
say tothe gentleman that this party is now receiving a pension of $46 
a month under a special act of Congress. The Pension Office has no 
parer under the law to increase a pension granted by special act. 

is is precisely the same as the case that came up at the last meeting 
of the committee when the gentleman made objection to an increase. 
The fact of the matter is that the office is powerless to increase a pen- 
sion granted by a special act, no matter what disability may exist. 

Mr, KILGORE. When Congress takes jurisdiction, then the office 
has no control, as I understand ? 

Mr. MORRILL. It has no control of an increase. When Congress 
fixes the rate of pension the office can not go beyond that. 

Mr. KILGORE. But the report in this case does not show that the 
beneficiary was not able to take care of himself. 

Mr. MORRILL. Oh, yes; the report shows that he was unable to 
take care of himself. 

Mr. KILGORE. But I mean it does not show he is not abundantly 
able to pay for any care that is required. 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes; but the general law which gives a pension ot 
$72 a month to the totally helpless makes no distinction as to a man’s 


Would it givea pension to a millionaire? 
It would give it to a millionaire or a pauper just 


Mr. KILGORE. I do not believe that is right. I will say that. 

Mr. MORRILL. The general law grants a pension for the disability 
received in the service without regard to a man’s pecuniary ability. 

Mr. KILGORE. If the beneficiary in this bill had not been pro- 
vided for by an act of Congress, could he go before the Pension Office 
and get a pension of $72? 

. MORRILL. At once and without any difficulty whatever, be- 
cause the proof shows his disability is such as to entitle him to it; 
but Congress having fixed his pension at $45 before the disability was 
as great as it is now, it will take a special act of Congress to increase it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I suppose it would not do to single him ont and 
make an ex in his case. 

Mr, CHEADLE. Will the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] 
allow me to ask him a question? What is the N this soldier's 
pension was made only by the Fiftieth 

Mr. MORRILL. I suppose for the reason that that was what the 
committee considered his disability would entitle him to. Since then 
his disability has increased so that he requires the constant and regu- 
lar assistance of another person, which would entitle him, under the 
general law, to a pension of $72 a month. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. O'DONNELL in the chair). Does the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] withdraw his demand for another 
reading of the report? 

Mr. KILGORE, Yes. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MES. ZELINDA HILL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2128) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Zelinda Hill. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the TTT — 
thorized and directed to place on roll, to the provisions — Az mar 


limitations of the pension law: the ane et Mrs. ernia Hi 
B. Hill, iate of Company A, Tatah Brasanabventie Folumbonrn: 


ee OT ME e ae TOR as follows: 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


The Committee epee ay 
£135 granting a pension e e n the following report: 
is the mother of George B. Hill, late a private in Company A, 


Fifty-ninth Massach an 
He al listed 1 


tee from Dr. Isaac F. Galloupe, at present a member of the Lynn board of ex- 
aminin ns, and from Dr. John O. Webster, 

during is il ness, to the effect that the disease of the liver from which he died 
no doubt originated during his service in the war. 


eee at his wen aquest. His widow Suna 
is own request. His widow, Susan 


E. Hill, applied for a pension, but never pushed the claim, and has since remar- 


ried. The mother 3 plied fore provon but has never received one, as the 
widow was still alive. he now asks for a pension by special act. Affidavits 
are on file to the effect 5 she is over seventy-four years of age and a widow, 


that she was dependent on her son for her means of support, and that her only 
resources now are the State aid which she receives to the amount of $4 a month, 
She lives with her daughter, a confirmed invalid, and is herself under medical 


Your 9 recommend the passage of this bill. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
OSCAR S. COLLINS. 
The next 3 on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2369) grant - 
ing an increase of pension to Oscar S. Collins. 
The bill was 28 as follows: 


n law: 
F, First e Island 
pension at the rate of $36 per month, 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2369) 
po a pension to Oscar S. Collins, submit the following report: 
This bill ... ead beg oT i ger 
adopt the Senate committee's 


That after his 1 
again hi . is fe ag nes tn eee amputa- 
e tations are all 


4228. Hon ry Y. Simpson, a surgeon of good standing, Worcester, 
Mass. testified that he treated the soldier from 1868 to 8 the soldier 
was unable to work from one-half to two-thirds of the time d that period. 
Dr. Simpson also testifies that the bone was uffected, and he he might 


on the that ‘the amputation of his leg in 1871 can not be con- 


rejected ground 
sidered in any degree due to his mil 
“Your committee think that the claim for increase in this case is well founded, 


and that the relief asked for should be granted.” 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
ROBERT H. STEWART. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1103) grant- 
ing a pension to Robert H. Stewart. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is „au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, 2 to the 13 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of late of Com- 
pany G, Seventy-seventh Illinois Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 

enon oraren on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1103) 
on to Robert H. Stewart, submit the verge. report: 

This 1 — the Senate April 5, 1890, and for report in detail your commit- 

tee adopt the report of the Senate committee, which is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. aeri) puede 
apension to Robert H. Stewart, have examined the same and repo 

“Claimant enlisted as private in Com rey ved G, 8 ent Ili- 
nois bs grad Infantry, February 19, and was mustered out of the service 
August 15, 1865. 

Claim i is for pension on account of deafness incurred > on of shell 
at Spanish Fort, Ala., April 1865, and injury of right knee hile hand- 
ling ico at Baton Rouge, La., June 1864. 

It was rejected by the Bureau of Pensions September 11, 1888, on the und 
of no record, no competent evidence of origin or existence of said disa tities 
during service and at 


Samuel Monn, “and Su n C. Winnie, of claimant's regiment, to the 
incurrence of es in the service and in the line of his military duty. 
* William W. wart. of 23 Nebr. Joseph Clarey, of Sutton, ‘Nebr, and 
J. Rrady, of ‘Peoria, Il. i+ the continuance of claimant's disa- 


te rom the date of his disoharnze to i e present time. 
“ He is rated by the board of United Sta es examining surgeons for both disa- 


bilities claimed by him. 
The facts warrant favorable action, and your committee therefore recom- 


mend the passage of the bill.” 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
JOSEPH o. COTTON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2309) for 
the relief of Joseph O. Cotton, dependent father of Gregory H. Cotton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Beit ` au- 
United a A Joseph O. 
Cotton, late a private in Company C, 


1890. 
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ane aes i FLICK) pee as follows: 


This bil passed the Senate April 5, 1890, and for report in 
report of the Senate committee, 4 is us follows: 

“The Committee on Pensio: whom was e the bill (5.2309) granting 
a pension to Joseph O. Cotton, cpendent father of G 7 15 . Cotton, late a 
private in Company O Seventy-thi rd Regiment of I Volunteers, kase 
examined the same and report: 

ae Joseph O. Cotton was the father of Gregory H. Cotton, who enlisted as 

rivate in Com p with O, Seventy-third Regiment Indiana Volunteers; that 
— ile serving wi hie company at a military camp in the State of Alabama 
was acciden comrade, 


the said Gregory H. Cotton Den ae a with whom 
the said Ontien was at the timo 27 yful scuffle; that within a 
moments after he was shot the ed. t a pears that the said Gregory 


H. Cotton was a true and faithful soldier, en 
until his death, in 1864. The beneficiary in the wr hens h O. Cotton, is the 
surviving parent of the soldier, was greatly aided by him during his life, and 

much depended upon him for his support. Joseph O. Cotton is now very old, 
feeble, and poor, having to d. caw large measure upon the kindness 
and charity of is friends for his su 

“Your committee believe this to be a a proper case under the principle upon 
en dependent parents are pensioned, and recommend the passage of the 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


STEPHEN D. REDFIELD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1304) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Stephen D. Redfield. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


75m... ong gee Png yEnc omg N au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Stephen D. Redfield, a 
lieutenant in Company A, Thirty-seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteers, and pay 
him at the rate of $90 per month, in lieu of the pension now paid to him. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


2 Committee on . — ee to whom vue — h the bill (S. 1800 
granting a pension to en D. Red submi wing report: 
This bill pa: the Senate 15, 1 T7777... at take ons oles 
of the Senate Committee, which is as follows: 
“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 1304) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Stephen D. Redfield, have thesame and 


report: 

PFE it appears that the claimant, Stephen D. 
Redfield, enlisted September 1, 1862, T served until March 24,1865,as second 
lieutenant in Company A, Thirty-seventh p Shag — ment Iowa Volunteers. He is 
now dra -a pension of $7.50 a month fi ved the eyes, as the result of 
sunstroke, applied for an increase,on the und of lumbago, 
ralysis of left side, t total deafness of left ear, and general prostration, but 
application was rej by the Pension Office March 2, 

“John ler, captain of Tae ak wi hich claimantserved, testifies 
that claimant was sunstruck A 1, 1864, while in line of duty, near Mem- 
phis, Tenn. ; that he was affi in his head; was unable to do any duty for 
several weeks, and, so far as he knows, has never recovered; and that when he 

3 9 8 claimant was a healthy, on man. = sag y is cor- 
robora y oseph Orr, assistant regimental surgeon; by edman, 
first lieutenant of claimant's company, and by other comrades. 

“ Dr, J. P. Whitney testifies that FF —— pokes, aad 
that on examination he found fumed suffering from n ration, deafness, 
partial ysis of left extremity, and other disabili: his opinion — 
ant is almost totally incapacitated for the performance of manual labor. The 
testimony as to these disabilities is corroborated 5 William —— 

This claimant is now over eighty-two Leg of age: is 1 
industrious; has an wife to support, who is also crippled. He is so seriously 
disabled that he can not pursue his trade of shoemaker except at intervals, es- 
ee ee ce a eee The testimon OREIRO he is 

citizen in tho community where he resides ; that he has been mayor 

of 5 3 2 and that he has always been a *‘ public-spirited citizen 
ren e and in affirmance of the former acts of the 
committee and Senate in passing favorably upon a bill of like tenor, the com- 
mittee recommend the passage of the bill Lerewick submitted.“ 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN BECHEN, SR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1302) grant- 
ing a pension to John Bechen, sr. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $72 per month, 
oe nAg of John Bechen, sr., late a private in Company I, Eighth Iowa Vol- 
unteers. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


Invalid Rs HI erke 
nge pension to John Bechen, sr., submit the followin, 

hte bill passed the Senate April 5, 1500, and for e Sr hon we we ‘adopt the 
report made by Senate committee, which is as foll 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was 9 the bill (S. 1302) grant- 
ing a pension to John Bechen, sr., have examined the same, and 

This claim is for ponpe on account of sunstroke and resulting nsanity in- 

curred at Montgomery, Ala., August, 1865. Claimant enlisted in Company I, 
Eighth ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, November 29, 1864, and was — 
tered out mber 17, 1865. Claim was June 7, 1884, on the ground 
that the alleged insanity was developed prior to poh insole! enlistment into the 


“ Casper Schiltz, John 3 jr., Nicholas John P. Manders, and 
Mark Manders test t claimant was free from insanity prior to his enlist- 
ment into the service ore the N teg States 


Susan 
soldier, prior to his enlistment, was so affected the cold that he had to be 
put to bed; that he was TFT that in conse- 
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328288. Eposa to ha Sor Kis benis barame STan; that by the fall 
of 1861 he perfectiy W 
sunstroke at Montgomery, Ala., in the summer of 1865 
AS John E. Bready, of Dubuque, Iowa, states that there is 5 
the claimant's insanity and poverty; that he is totally disabled for manual 
Tabor a and clearly entitled to a pension. 
The evidence in the claim — not warrant the conclusion that claimant 
was insane prior to his enlistment into the service. 
“It is true, as stated by his wife, that he was exposed to 
weather in the winter of 1860-61, and that his mind was slightly affected 
only fora short time; that he had entirely recovered in the of 1861, and con- 


tinued in th, and of sound — until the incurrence of a sunstroke 
in August, 1865. He is now totally i DE MEDION — 
the — attention and assistance of another perso 


The testimony shows that his present condition * ate to his military serv- 
ice, and your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill.” 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
ELLEN G. KING. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 503) grant- 
ing a pension to Ellen G. King. 
Lips bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, etc, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
9j to .... the name of Ellen G. King, 
of Boston, Mass., widow of Col. and Bvt. Brig. Gen. William S. King, and to pay 
her at the rate of $30 per month. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows 


The Committee on 1 Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.503) 
granting a pension to Ellen G. King, have examined the same and report: 

Byt. Brig Gen. William & King received seven gunshot wounds, one at 
the battle of Antietam, which rendered his right arm useless. He was a con- 
tinuous sufferer until death, June 29, 1882. „ William 8. 2 who was 
his constant attendant ony paves tr died in 1879, thus 7 de it impossible to 
obtain medical testimony to requirements ts of the Pension Bureau, 

PaA eA aano adopt the following ra report from the Senate, and recommend 


u the opinion of your committee the bill should N It is Race aopn te 
evidence. 5 to the committee the d of 
Mrs. King, Col. —— Bvt. Brig. Gen. William S. King, died from 8 and 
disease received and contracted in the military service of — ieee States in 
the war of the rebellion, ee aoe aoe rod psn 
services for her su and is now in needy circumstances nen should receive 
the pension provided in the b 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
ZIBA YARNELL. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2197) grant- 
ing a pension to Ziba Yarnell. 
bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, — — 77 the Secretary of the Interior — eye es he is hereby, au- 


thorized and direct to place on pension-roll, su! the provisions and 
limitations of the ion laws, s the name of Zia Yarnell, Sixth Battery, Ohio 
Light Artillery Vo. unteers, at the rate of $72 per month. 


The report by (Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid 9 was referred the bill (S. 2197) 

rary report ‘adopt the followin: 
for we 

of the Senate committee's re which is as follows: 5 


sab 
257 Carmi O. Skinner of Benkleman, Nebr., in an affidavit execuled July 1, 
1887, testifies to the helplessness of claimant ine consequence of fever and abscess 
of stump of ampu limb. 
“In an affidavit exeeuted April 7, 1887, Dr. George W. Wilson and Dr.J.C. 
Tribbet, of 1 Iowa, state that claimant is s uffering from lameness 
1 7 Ma and : 9 mone aons causing — 1 = 
p. join’ g that he is suffering from impairment o; nera 
henith, snd is confined to his bed the — time; that in con- 


sequence of amputated. 
— — Ä— Dr. W. B. Gonering, of Gage County, 
Nebraska, testifies that claimant's condition is such as to require the constant 
attendance of another person.” 

Your committee recommend that said bill be anes by striking out of line 


e S — lieu thereof the word fifty; 
The amendment offered the committee was to. 
The bill as amended was aside to be’ to the House with 


the recommendation that it do pass. 
ANNIE E. DIXON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1365) grant- 
ing a pension to Annie E. Dixon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior is hereby authorized an 
eee sn ee the name of Annie E. Dixon, widow of 
n, late a major and assistant paymaster in the volunteer service 


Henry 
of the 18 United t States, and to torah en ae r month from the passage 
of this act, to continue mbeta hate widowh = 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom S 
„IJ ²³ F Dixon, subeant the following report 

This committee adopt the © report of the Senate made on this bill as their ro- 


rt in considering . following 
—— — te to whom was n referred the of Mrs. 
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— 


JUNE 9, 


Annie E. Dixon, widow of Henry T. Dixon, late major and assistant paymaster 
in the volunteer service of the United States, respectfully report: 

“That Major Dixon, with some other paymasters, was, on the 3lst day of 
July, 1865, under a general order of the War Department, honorably mustered 
out of the said service, the order stating that their services were no longer 
needed; and on the 12th of ce See following, his accounts having been settled 
to the entire satisfaction of the Paymaster-General, he was paid the balance due 


“On the 8th of November, in the same year, Major Dixon, accompanied by an 
influential friend whose testimony is before the committee, called on the Presi- 
dent forthe purpose of obtaining a position in the regular Army. The major 

ferred to his four years’ faithful service in the volunteer army, the fact of his 
having cast the only vote given to President Lincoln in Fauquier County, Vir- 
ginia, the prejudice against him arising from this act, and the consequent virt- 
ual exile from his home and family, and the destruction of his property to the 
amount of $15,000, and pesoen papers which confirmed his statements. The 
President indorsed on these papers a cordial recommendation, addressed tothe 
Secretary of War, which was presented to that officer on the same day. The 
Secretary, who was well acquainted with the applicant, assured him that he 
should have the appointment he desired in a few weeks. Two daysafterwards 
or Dixon was murdered at the city of Alexandria by a rebel surgeon, his 
loyalty having made him obnoxious to the disloyal. . 

„Major Dixon having been mustered out of the volunteer service not for any 
fault, but simply because the then state of things enabled the Department to 
dispense with several officers of his class, and having almost immediately 
sought and been promised an appointment in the regular eyo the committee 
are unwilling to treat his case as that of one who was out of the military serv- 
ice, or to deny a pension to his widow, and feel that the circumstances of his 
“death and the causes of his assassination address themselves to the liberality if 
not strictly to the justice of the country, and therefore submit the accompany- 
ing bill for the consideration of the Senate.“ 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MARGARET k. ADAMSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1064) grant- 
ing a pension to Margaret E. Adamson. . 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension: roll. subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret E. Adamson, dependent 
mother of Francis A, Adamson and Charles C. Adamson, both dec , who 
wee pores in Company A of the Sixteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Peusions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1064) 
granting a pension to Margaret E. Adamson, submit the following report: 

The committee have considered this case and adopt the Senate report as their 
report, which is in the following Let Sere 

This is the case of an aged, nearly blind, mother, who can not obtain relief 
under the general laws, because she can not prove to the satisfaction of the 
e Bureau that she was dependent upon her sons at the time they en- 


Her two sons, Francis A. and Charles C. Adamson, served in Company A, 
Sixteenth Regiment Kentucky Infantry. Their record is verified by the report 
of the Adjutant-General. They served well and were mustered out with the 
Francis died in April, 1869, and Charles died in J gt 1884. 2 

0 


respected, entirely reliable, and in 
of her sons was much impaired by 
is ppan from the fact that they have both been 
ily É uamke certifies to the good reputation 

; to the feeble health, poverty, and de- 


“ She is seventy-seven years of age, and the committee are of the opinion that 
lor Congress to relieve the distress of this 

efense of the Union. 

The bill is reported favorably with a rgcommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
MRS. ADELAIDE H. Wwoop ALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2245) grant- 
ing increase of pension to Mrs. Adelaide H. Woodall. 


The bill was read as follows: 
Be it en ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Leis A au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension to $50 month of Adelaide H, 


Woodall, widow of French B, Woodall, late colonel of the One hundred and 
fifty-first Regiment of Illinois Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2245) 

granting a pension to Adelaide H. Woodall, submit the following report: 

The committee have considered this case and adopt the report of the Senate 
herein as their report, with an amendment striking out the word “ fifty” in the 
second line of said bill and inserting in lieu thereof the word “thirty,” and 
that as so amended the bill do pass. 

‘The report of the Senate is in the following language: 

“Mrs. Woodall, the beneficiary in this bill, is the widow of the late Col. French 
B. Woodall, who entered the service as lieutenant of Company K, Sixteenth Il- 
linois Volunteers, May 24,1861, and was promoted to the colonelcy of the One 
hundred and fifty-first Regiment of Illinois Volunteers, which commission he 
held at the close of his services and the war. 

Colonel Woodall was found drowned in the East River, foot of Whitehall 
8 York, and the coroner’sjury on the 12th of June, 1869, made a report to 
this . His widow made application fora pension, claiming that the drown- 
ing was the result of a brain disease incurred during his military service. The 
Pension ce rej the claim on the ground that it was not shown that his 
death was the result of his service. After a protracted effort to obtain an allow- 
ance of her pension under the general law she appealed to Congress, and the 
report of a member of this committee on the bill introduced for her relief demon- 
. that her claim was just that the Pension Office finally granted 

a pension, 

“The facts, briefly stated, show that about the Ist of October, 1863, there was 
an explosion of ammunition at B port, Ala., from which Colonel Woodall 
received a tremendous shock; was thrown down, covered with earth; was un- 


conscious, and unable to getup, It is in evidence, medical and lay, that his 
brain was affected thereby; that he had attacks of intense pain, continuing 
many days, and from which he was often delirious and irresponsible. These 
attacks increased in frequency, and occurred at shorter intervals, and the con- 
Soen ae that he fell into the river during one of his paroxysms of pain and 
ros le 

pr The cause of death was admitted and the Pension Office allowed the claim, 
rating it on the grade of a lieutenant; and now the widow comes to Congress 
and asks an increase on grounds that, in the opinion of the committee, are en- 
titled to very liberal consideration. 

“Colonel Woodall was a well man when he went into the service. He had 
all the qualifications requisite to a prosperous career. He came out of the serv- 
ice disabled, tortured with suffering. He struggled to overcome his mental 
and physical incapacity, that he might provide a present and future subsistence 
for his family. Had he succeeded they would have been vided for. Asthe 
result of his service and death his widow asks the relief which the Government 
should provide.” 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I want to make an inquiry about that 
bill. I do not know that I am correctly informed about it, but I think 
that is the case of a widow who is employed in the Pension Office, I 
think she is getting a salary now of about $1,200 a year and is draw- 
ing a pension of $25 a month. 

Mr. WIKE. Seventeen dollars a month, 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman says $17 a month. Under an order 
of the late Commissioner of Pensions I understand she was granted 
arrearages that amounted toseveral thousand dollars, and from parties 
who were familiar with the case I gathered the information that this 
Colonel Woodall was found floating in the Hudson River with his 
pockets rifled and his skull broken; and there is no reason, in my judg- 
ment, why it should be supposed that she was entitled to a on at 
all or that the death of her husband had any relation to service, 
I think this Mrs. Woodall is very well provided for, and I do not think 
this bill ought to pass. 

Mr. WIKE. Mr. Chairman, I am somewhat familiar with the facts 
in this case, and my friend from Tennessee has not stated them accu- 
rately. I am so deeply impressed with the justice of this claim that I 
hope it will not be objected to on the ground stated. Now, itis true 
that the claim was rejected by the Pension Office because it did not 
sufficiently appear that the cause of his death was connected with his 
service, but that was subsequently removed and the pension was 
granted for $17 a month. 

Mr. ENLOE. Did Congress grant it? Š 

Mr. WIKE. It was granted by the Pension Office on the theory 
that she was entitled to this, because her husband was a lieutenant at 
the time of the injury, but at the time of his discharge from the serv- 
ice he was a colonel. He was a most gallant and deserving officer, as 
this report states. He died young leaving his widow to her own ener- 
gies, and she is advancing in years and, for the reasons stated in the 
report very Sany she should be granted this increase. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. WIKE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Was the disability from which the soldier is pre- 
sumed to have died incurred when his rank was that of a lieutenant 
or that of a colonel? . 

Mr. MORRILL. His rank was that of a major. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Was he disabled as a lieutenant or a major? 

Mr, MORRILL. A major I think it must have been, because the 
Pension Office allowed her a pension of a major’s widow. 

Mr. CHEADLE. ‘The gentleman says she gets $17 a month. 

Mr. WIKE. Congress refused to grant a pension for the cause that 
I have stated, but it was subsequently granted by the Pension Office 
at $17, when the proof did show connection between the cause of death 
and the service. 

Mr. CHEADLE. How much does this bill propose to give her now? 

Mr. WIKE. Thirty dollars. ; 

Mr, ENLOE. Is she not receiving $25 a month now? 

Mr. WIKE. No, sir. 

Mr, ENLOE. Has not her pension been rerated and was she not 
paid a large amount in arrearages? 

Mr. WIKE. No, sir. 

Mr. ENLOE. And that the increase was given back to the time when 
it was alleged that her husband had received the injury? 

Mr. WIKE. No, sir. She is pensioned at the rate of $17 a month. 

Mr. ENLOE. I am informed that she was rerated and that she is 
now receiving a larger amount. 

Mr. LANE. She has not been rerated. Her claim was rejected and 
then allowed; and she drew from the time her claim was filed. 

Mr. ENLOE. Her pension dated from the filing of the claim in the 
Bureau? 

Mr. LANE. She simply drew according to law. There was no ar- 
rears, but she was pensioned from the time the claim was filed up to 
the date of its allowance. 

Mr. ENLOE. And she only drew $17? How long had it been filed ? 

Mr. LANE. ‘Two or three years. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I think there is some misunderstand- 
ing about this case, and I am not going to allow the bill to go throngh 
without investigation, because the information I get from inside of the 
Pension Office is contrary to what I get here. I want to know if I am 
8 inform I do not want to do any injustice to the claimant, 
and say to the gentleman from Illinois that I will investigate the 


x 
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ease, and if I find that I am misinformed about it I will inform him 
and he can bring it up. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill will be laid aside in- 
formally without prejudice and retain its place on the Calendar. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FREDERICK KIDWILER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1082) grant- 
ing a pension to Frederick Kidwiler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frederick Kidwiler. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1082) 
granting a pension to Frederick Kidwiler, submit the following report: 

The committee have considered this bill, and adopt the report made by the 
Senate committee herein as their report, which report is in the following lan- 


guage: 

Tea pears from the claimant's declaration that he was a farmer, residing a 
few miles from Harper's Ferry, Va. (now West Virginia), in 1802, when he and 
his wagon and team were pressed intothe military service of the Government 
by General Miles, then commanding at this post; that while in performance 
of the duties devolving upon him as teamster, he was kicked by one of his 
horses and severel 3 that from that injury he is unable to perform 
manual labor, and that e was at that time and su uent to that period, dur- 
ing the remainder of the war, loyal to the United States Government. 

The medical evidence presented to your committee fully sustains the claim 
of your petitioner, and shows that he was confined to his bed by reason of said 
injury for several months after it occurred ; that it is increasing in intensity, 
and the claimant is unable to perform usual manual labor, 

“Under the general pension laws the claimant could not make application to 
the Pension Bureau, and if he is entitled to relief he can only obtain it through 
a special act of Congress, 

“ Your committee are of the opinion that where, under the exigencies that 
attend the military service, a commanding general, in his judgment, deemed it 
proper to draft or force citizens into the service of the Government, and that 
while in the performance of the duties devolving upon them they received an 
injury which has resulted in their inability to perform manual labor, it pre- 
sents a proper claim against the Government. 

“Your committee holding that this case comes within the rule laid down, 
the bill is reported favorably, with the recommendation that it do pass.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


MISS FRANCES THATCHER 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5521) 
nting a pension to Miss Frances Thatcher. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is F au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Miss ces Thatcher, the 
daughter of Abijah Thatcher, who served as a soldier in First Company Twen- 
tieth Connecticut State Militia, in the war 1812, and the granddaughter of Union 
John Thatcher, who served asa soldier in the war of the Revolution, and to pay 
her a pension at the rate of $18 per month. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 


The eee on Pensions, upon bill H. R. 5521 referred to them, beg leave 
to report: 
At the second session of the Fiftieth Congress a bill (H. R. 12421) was intro- 
duced, posing to pension this claimant, and the same was reported favorably 
to the House by your committee in Re No. 3986, 

So much of said report as is applicable to this bill is adopted by your com- 
mittee, and the bill is returned with the recommendation that it do pass. 


[House Report No. 3986, Fiftieth Congress, second session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12421) 
granting a pension to Miss Frances Thatcher, have considered the same and 
report as follows: 

Abijah Thatcher, the father of the claimant, was a corporal in Capt. Ros- 
well Morgan's company Connecticut State Militia in 1813, and a sergeant in 
Capt. Charles Thomas's company of the same . in 1814, during the 
8 war with Great Britain. ie received a land warraut for his honorable 
services, 

In the third session of the Forty-sixth Congress a bill was introduced for the 
relief of this claimant, but it was not considered in committee, and no report 
was thereon. A petition accompanied said bill, — 2 by 99 citizens of 


Norwich, Conn., and in it it is certified that the claiman' respectable and 
8 but very poor and needy, and that relief should be afforded her by 
n 


gress. i 
Samuel Case, one of the petitioners, certifies that he was in the same com- 
pian the aforesaid Abijah Thatcher in the war of 1812, in both years of 1813 
an * 

Other testimony filed before the committee shows that the claimant is in a 
destitute condition, 

Mrs. Mary H. Bishop, a 1 citizen of Norwich, Conn., and a neighbor 
a a APANA E i i 1 

Miss Thatcher is very, very needy, living alone, ng upon crutches, and, 
though a most deserving, is a most pitiable object.” phen ane 

In a number of similar cases Congress has granted relief to the 
destitute daughters of soldiers of the wars of the Revolution and of 1812, as 
as to helpless children of deceased soldiers of later wars. 

Believing this to be a deserving case, your committee recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. p 
JACOB L. TUSSEY. Se 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5028) 
to place the name of Jacob L. Tussey on the pension-roll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


and 
well 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob L. Tussey, of Jackson County, 
Kentucky, late a member of Pamell's Battalion, Missouri Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANo) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.5028) grant- 
ing a pension to Jacob L. Tussey, have considered the same and report as fol- 

ows: 

The claimant, who is now about sixty-eight years old, served from July 1, 
1847, to November, 9, 1848, as a blacksmith and farrier in Company B, Powell's 
Battalion, Missouri Mounted Volunteers. His eee fora sion under 
the Mexican war service act of 1887 was rejected by the Pension Bureau Febru- 
ary 10, 1888, upon the ground that the organization to which he belonged was 
not 15 Mexico or on the coasts or frontier thereof during the war with that 
country, 

The value of the services of Powell's battalion during the period of the Mexi- 
can war has been recognized by your committee, they having favorably re- 
ported to the House at this session a bill haying for its object the including of this 
2 similar organizations within the provisions of the Mexican war service 
act. 

‘The passage of the bill for the relief of Jacob L. Tussey is ctfully recom- 
mended, with the following amendments: Change the word Pamell's“ in 
line to“ Powell's,” and add after the word volunteers“ in the same line, the 
words Mexican war.” 


The amendment recominended by the committee was agreed to, 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


IRA MANLEY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2229) 
granting a pension to Ira Manley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ira Manley, of Lincoln County, 
Kentucky, late 1 in Capt. Jesse Gilmath’s company in the battalion of 
South Carolina Volunteers in the Mexican war, at the rate of $8 per month, to 
date from the 29th day of January, 1887. - 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 


rmy, in Captain 
s company, South Carolina Battalion, for service in the war with 
Mexico; that, together with his command, he was regularly drilled in camp at 
Greenville, S. C., and held in readinessto march to the seat of said war at a mo- 
ment’s warning; also, that he was honorably discharged from said service 
at the camp aforesaid in October, 1847, by reason of peace having been declared 


with that nation. $ 

He states further that on the 15th of Jan 1888, he filed his declaration for 
pension under the Mexican war service-pension act of 1887, but the same was 
rejeeted by the Pension Bureau on the ground that there is no record of his 
service in the Mexican war. 

The files of the Pension Bureau contain ample proof of claimant's identity 
as the person he claims himself to be, and his reputation for truth and veracity 
is certified to by the clerk of the court before whom his declaration was exe- 
cuted, and also by his neighbors, G. F. Peacock and J. B. Green, who have 
known him for thirty years. 

J. Hunsucker swears he was first lieutenant in Capt. Jesse Gilreath's Com- 
pany, South Carolina Battalion, and knows that the claimant enlisted in that 
company for the Mexican war, and drilled and remained in cam cence: to march 
at a moment’s notice; also, that said service covered the time from July to Oc- 
tober, 1347, and that in the last-named month the company was mustered out 
on account bod P ara PETRE ee declared with Mexico. Mr. Hunsucker’s repu- 
tation for credibility is first class, 


The claimant was sixty-threo years old when he executed his declaration for 
pension in May, 1888, and hence he is now about si -five years old. The gen- 
tleman who introduced the bill in the House states tthe claimant is a poor 


man. 

In view of the facts stated your committee are of the opinion that the case is 
a proper one for the favorable consideration of Con and the bill is there- 
fore reported back with the recommendation that it do amended however 
as follows: Strike out all after the word month,“ in the ninth line. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read and agreed 
to. 
The bill as amended was Jaid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. : 


WILLIS STURGEON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8309) 
granting an increase of pension to Willis Sturgeon, of Hart County, 
Kentucky. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay Willis Sturgeon (a soldier of the Mexican war and a private 
soldier of Company K, Twenty-sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, in the 
late civil war) a pension of $25 pr month, in lieu of the lon of $8 per month 
he is now receiving, subject to the pension laws of the United States. 


The report (by Mr. Dx LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8309) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Willis Sturgeon, have conside the same and re- 


rt: 
The claimant was a parse in Company K, Fourth Kentucky Infantry, and 
served ten months in the war with Mexico. Heis now a pensioner at per 
month on account of said service. 

The evidence on file shows the claimant to be about sixty-four years old, much 
disabled physically, and very poor. He owns no real estate and very little per- 
sonal property. The facts relative to the claimant's financial and physical con- 
dition are vouched for by William Norman, T. H. Parish, and other citizens of 
Hart County, Kentucky. 

The passage ofthe bill is recommended. Amend the third line soas to read 
“Secretary of the Interior” instead of “ Secretary of War.” 

to. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 
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WIDOW OF G. K. WARREN. 


The next business on eee 6 (H. R. 5669) 
ting a pension to the widow of G. K. Warren. 
ne Dill was reed, aa follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to piace on the of the United States the name 
of Emily F. Warren,widow of G. K. Warren, late a 0 in the United 
.. $100 per month, to take 
eftect from and after passage of this act and sub toall the and 
limitations of the pension laws, the same to be in lieu of any pension she now 
receives. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, a bill identical with that reported 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions was reached this evening and 
passed by unanimous consent, This bill has been reported by the two 
commit and I ask that this bill be laid over and allowed to keep 
its place on the Calendar. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ISAAC KELLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7658) 
granting a pension to Isaac Kelley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the ee Sire tne eee us Kelley, sete af Company D, 
First Regiment Illinois Infantry, in the war of the United States with Mexico, 
re rate of $25 per month, in lieu of the pension of $4 per month he now re- 
ceives, 


The report (by Mr. PAREETT) was read, as follows: 

The claimant was a private in Company D, First Illinois Infantry, and served 
in the war with Mexico, He has now a pension of $8 per month on account of 
said services, The bill is necompanied by the sworn statements of Dr. F. O. 
Harrison, Allen Jones, and Benj. F. Overturf, citizens of Christopher, III., which 
show the claimant to be nearly seventy-one years of age,able to perform but 
very little manual labor, and very r. ‘There are precedents for the allow- 
ance of the increase prayed for; and your committee report the bill back with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

Amend by striking out the word four“ in the ninth line and substituting 
therefor the word eight.“ 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
i ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was aß to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. PERKINS having resumed 
the Chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, from the 
Committee of the Whole, reported that they had had under considera- 
tion sundry billsupon the Private Calendar and directed him to report 
the same to the House with various recommendations. 


HOUSE BILLS ENGROSSED AND READ THE THIRD TIME. 


House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole without amendment, were severally engrossed and read the 
third time: 

A bill (H. R. 8078) granting an increase of pension to James W. 


Lathe; 

A bill (H. R. rae} granting a pension to John Pickard; 

bill . R. 7869) granting a pension to Sophia J. Dimick; 
H. R. 8532) granting a pension to Mary Webster; 
ill (H. R. 4921) granting a pension to Warren R. Hale; 

ll (H. R. 3018) granting a pension to J. Phil. Hurlbert; 
bill (H. R. 4930) granting a pension to Joseph Fisher; 
bill (H. R. 2128) granting a pension to Mrs. Zelinda Hill; and 
A bill . R. 5521) granting a pension to Miss Frances Thatcher. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, is it the purpose of the Chair to put each 
of these bills upon its passage separately or to pass them all together? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood from the re- 
marks that the gentleman from Tennessee made in Committee of the 
Whole that the final passage of these bills would have to go over until 
some later day. 

Mr. ENLOE. I now make the and the request that these 
bills go over for consideration in the House on next Thursday, with 
the previous question ordered and the right of thirty minutes’ debate 
on each bill, fifteen minutes on each side. 

The RERAKER sre Steen The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
EN LOE] requests that the previous question be ordered upon these bills 
om that they go over for consideration at some future day in a full 

ouse. 

Mr. ENLOE. On Thursday next, 

The SPEAKER pro t re. The gentleman from Tennessee sug- 
gests Thursday, but the t thinks it is better not to fix the day, 
ed ron Sit aged Pa they shall be called up on some future day in 


ouse. 
Mr. BAKER. With the previous question ordered on the final 


A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 


passage? 
The SPEAKER es Yes; that is the suggestion. 
Mr. ENLOE. Iinsist, Mr. Speaker, that Thursday shall be the day. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Chair would suggest to the gen- 
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tleman from Tennessee that there are two or three appropriation bills 
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Mr. ENLOE. I understand so, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And itis probable that the House may 
be engaged in the consideration of those bills. 

Mr. ENLOE, Possibly; but if gentlemen want these pension bills 
to pass next Thursday they can suspend the consideration of appro- 
priation bills and pass these. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Well, unless the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee prefers Thursday, the Chair would suggest that the day be left 
open for future determination, with the understanding, if the gentle- 
man desires, that it shall not be on Friday, but on some other day, per- 
haps on Thursday; only the Chair suggests that we had better not fix 
upon Thursday as the day. 

Mr. ENLOE. About how many of these bills are there? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Well, we expect to have a good many 
more before we adjourn to-night, because the Chair expects to recog- 
nize several pnan to call up bills after these reported from the 
Committee of the Whole are disposed of. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman 
[Mr. ENLOE] makes his request with reference to the bills that have 
already been reported from the committee. 

Mr. ENLOE. And I will make it in regard to all others that come 


up to-night. 
The Chair understood the request of 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the gentleman to apply to all. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Isimply want an opportunity, when a bill in 
which I am interested comes up, to meet the gentleman on the merits 
of the question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Tennessee ? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. S 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now re House bills 
reported from the Committee of the Whole with am: ents. 

ouse bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole with amendments, were taken up, the amendments agreed 
to, and the bills as amended en and read the third time; 

A bill (H. R. 8584) granting a pension to Edward Healy; 

A bill ur R. 5028) to place the name of Jacob L. Tussey on the 

ion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 2229) granting a pension to Ira Manley; 

A bill (H. R. 8309) granting an increase of pension to Willis Stur- 
geon, of Hart County, Kentucky; and 

A bill (H. R. 7658) granting a pension to Isaac Kelley. 

The bills being engrossed and read a third time, on motion of Mr. 
ENLOE, the previous question was ordered upon their passage, and 
they went over for consideration in the House under the same condi- 
tions as the bills reported from the Committee of the Whole without 
amendment. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amendment, were ordered to athird reading, 
and read the third time: 

A bill (8. om granting a pension to Eugenia B. Tabler; 

A bill (S. 1902) granting a pension to Sarah C. Anderson and children 
under sixteen years of age; 

A bill (8. 1681) granting a pension to John Bridenback, late private 
Company L, Fourth ent Ohio Volunteer Ca’ 3 

A bill (S. 2369) granting an increase of to S. Collins; 


A bill (S. —— ranting a pension to Ro H. Stewart; 
A bill (S. 2309) for the relief Joseph O. Cotton, dependent father of 
Gregory H. Cotton; 


$ F bill (S. 1304) granting an increase of pension to Stephen D. Red- 
eid; 

A bill (S. 1302) granting a pension to John Bechen, sr. ; 
pension to Ellen G. King; 


taken up, the amendment concurred in, and the bill as amended or- 
dered to a third reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. ENLOE. I now ask that these bills be made a special order for 
next Thursday upon the conditions already stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Perhaps order desired by the gen- 
tieman had better be postponed so as to apply also to the bills to be 
called up for action by gentlemen whom the Chair is about to recog- 
nize. The Chair will now recognize gentlemen to call up bills for con- 
sideration, with the that the bills shall not be passed to- 
night further than a third reading. . 

° JAMES H. SHOWALTER. 

Mr. LAWS. I call up the bill (S. 1741) granting increase of ion 
to James H. Showalter. E 8 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Bett That the Secretary of the Interior be, aud is hereby, au- 
thorized and Ko tnenenen tits poualon of Janne H. Shovtalide onthe bats 


of $72 month for blindness, 
in . — O, 


ent unteer * 
prov isions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
read, as follows: 

In line 5 strike out “$72 per month” and insert $40 per month.” 

Mr. KILGORE. I think the reports ought to be read in these cases. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that in accord- 
ance with the suggestion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] 
the understanding is that none of these bills will be finally to- 
night. Under these circumstances it would appear to be sufficient to 
have the reports printed in the RECORD without reading, as every 
member will thus have an opportunity to examine the report in any 
case before the bill is brought up for final action in the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. But the House is making an order to-night which 
will give these bills a right of way at a certain time in the future; and 
I do not think we ought to make that sort of an order with reference 
to a bill which has no merit, if there should happen to be such a bill; 
and we can not tell anything about the merits of any case unless we 


hear the report. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair suggests to the gentleman 


that the reports will be printed, so that every member will have an 
opportunity to examine the merits of each case. 
The report (by Mr. Laws) is as follows: — 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1741) 
granting an increase of pension to James H. Showalter, submit the following 
9 Senate report on same bill, which is adopted, namely: i 

Claimant served as a private in Company F, Seventeenth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, from April 22, 1561, to August 15, 1861, and as private in Com- 
y Sek Ohio Volunteer Infantry, from September 21, 1861, to July 
1885. He is now drawing a pension of $6 per month for disability on account 
t shoulder and disease of eyes arising from conjunctivitis. 
ncrease of pension on account of total blindness was re 
the Bureau of Pensions June 13, 1389, on the ground that the alleged 
is due to 3 and not a result of conjunctivitis. 

In affidavit filed May 29, 1888, Dr. E. F. Lotta, of Unadilla, Nebr., testifies that 
claimant is now totally blind, and there is no hope of his recovery; that an ex- 
amination of his eyes shows the optic nerve to be greatly damaged, and that he 
is troubled with unctivitis and a tumor on the right shoulder. 

In affidavit filed 11, 1889, the same affiant testifies that claimant needs 
the aid and assistance of another porson. i 

“In affidavit filed March 11, 1889, Dr. William McIntyre, of Unadilla, Nebr., 
testifies that claimant is totally blind, and that his present disability is perma- 


nent. 

Rebecca Showalter and C. R. Stedman testify to the helpless condition of 
claimant on account of total blindness. 

“The board of United States examining surgeons at Lincoln, Nebr., in an ex- 
aegis arn made May 1, 1889, rate claimant $72 per month for disability caused 

ness. 

. In the certificate of examination the said board state that the blindness is 
probably due to glaucoma, : . 

“The of claim for increase of pension to $72 per month is disease of 
eyes and resulting total blindness, contracted in the service and in the line of 
claimant’s military duty. It is shown by evidence in the case that the said dis- 
ability was coni in the service as alleged by t, and that he is now 
totally blind and unable to move about without the assistance of another per- 
son.“ 


Upon a review of all the evidence filed, the facts seem to warrant favorable 
on, and your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill, with 
amendment, striking out seventy-two and inserting ‘‘forty." 
The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, and was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 


TRENA WILKINSON GIBSON. 


Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts. I ask the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 3606) ting a pension to Irena Wilkinson Gibson, only child 
of David Wilkinson, of the Revolutionary Army. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name ot Irena Wilkin- 
son Gibson, only surviving daughter of David Wilkinson, of Crane's Continen- 
tal Artillery in the war of the Revolution, and to pay her at the rate of $20 per 
month from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. RANDALL) isas follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3606) grant- 
ing a pension of $20 a month to Irena Wilkinson Gibson, have considered the 
matter and report as follows: 
~ Irena Wilkinson Gibson, who is eighty-two years dtd, is the daughterof David 

who was a gunner in 's Continental Artillery. Wilkinson 
served fai ly during the war of the Revolntion, as shown by the record, for 
three years and twelve days. Mrs. Gibson, his only surviving child, up to 
within a short time was able to support herself and her husband, who has been 
an invalid for many years. x 

Two years she sustained a severe fali, and since then has not been 
able todo Fed gy to support herself, and has been obliged to depend on the 
help of frien It by the records of the Pension Office that there are 
borne u cide Penalari ab ire pentions wile ta of Revolution- 
ers, receive pensions; and, in view of her father’s record in the Revo- 
ee Ta and her needy circumstances, the committee recommend that 
the bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 
ALFRED DENNY. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I call up the bill (S. 513) granting a 
pension to Alfred Denny. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, That the Secretary of the Interior d is hereby, autho: 
ised and directed to place on the pension-roll D Denny, late 


by 
lindness 
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captain and assistant quartermaster, subject to the limitations and provisions of 
the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 513) 
granting a pension to Alfred Denny, submit the following report: 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions, which sets forth the facts 
in the case, is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1192) grant- 
ing a pension to Alfred Denny, beg leave to report back the same with recom. 
mendation that it do pass. 

Alfred Denny was mustered into the United States service as a captain and 
assistant quartermaster of volunteers on the 12th day of June, 1853, and was 
honorably discharged on the 3d day of June, 1864. His declaration for original 
invalid pension, signed and sworn to on the 4th day of March, 1884, shows that 
* while in the service and in the line of his duty at eee in the State 
of Pennsylvania, on or about the 25th day of Au „1883. he was, by a sudden 
movement of his horse, thrown upon the horn of his saddle and ved an in- 
jury, causing a rupture or hernia;’ that ‘being a post quartermaster he could 
not be treated by a regimertal surgeon, but, upon the contrary, was treated by 
a private physician.’ 

“The statement of the examining surgeon for the county in which Mr. Denny 
lives, Preble County, Ohio, dated July 19, 1834, shows from the time that Mr. 
Denny left the United States service, as above stated, he has suffered from rupt- 
ure, ‘so much so that within the last three years the other side became af- 
fected and a hernia ap) „which, from some „ most exeru- 
ciating pain, so that a council of i bares had to be ed in the case, his life 
being despaired of for the time.“ The examining surgeon further states that 
he was Mr. Denny’s physician “before he went into the service,’ and has been 
since he came out; and he asserts that ‘I know that he has been wholly in- 
capacitated for manual labor ever since he came out of the Army, by reason of 
the continual suffering from these ruptures and consequent troubles.” 

“The Commissioner of Pensions Mr. Denny to furnish evidence of 
‘a commissioned officer or member of the company to which he belonged which 
it was manifestly impossible for him to do, as he belon to no company or 
regiment, being a captain and assistant quartermaster; or the same reason he 
was unable to furnish evidence from the ‘regimental surgeon’ as to treatment, 
ete, 

Under all of the circumstances the committee are of opinion that Mr. Denny 
is entitled to a pension, and recommend that the bill do pass.“ 

Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time. 
LEWIS W. BLOOM. 


Mr. REILLY. I ask for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9244) granting a pension to Lewis W. Bloom, of Etna, Kans. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior eben he is hereb: 
y 


ect to the pr 


„au- 
ons 
Bloom, late a mem- 


thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, su 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lewis 
ber of the Fifth Ohio Light Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
$244) granting a pension to Lewis W. Bloom, submit the following report: 

That the claimant enlisted in the Fifth Independent Battery, Ohio Light Ar- 
tillery, on the 28th day of August, 1862; that he was honorably discharged there- 
from June 22,1865. Claimant madeapplication for pension June, 1883, alleging 
that while in line of duty at Memphis, Tenn., in the year 1863, he contracted 
hemorrhoids, chronic prolapsus of rectum, heart disease, and sustained fracture 
of collar bone. This claim was finally rejected at the Pension Office July 6, 
1888, for the following reasons: No record in Surgeon-General’s Office of hemor- 
rhoids and heart disease, and claimant fails to establish origin in service. The 
fracture of the clavicle rejected on the ground of no disability since 1883. 

Claimant avers that he was first treated for the fracture of clavicle at 2 
mental hospital for a few days, then was transferred to Jefferson Hospital, in 
charge of Dr. Burk, ard that ‘while there he first suffered from piles. the 
was also treated, while there, for palpitation of the heart. 

The Surgeon-General’s records show that claimant was admitted to general 
hospital, Memphis, Tenn., May 9, 1863, with fracture of left clavicle, and returned 
to duty May 26,1863. First lieutenant of claimant’s battery writes to the Com- 
missioner of Pensions that claimant was thrown from a horse and had his 
5 and refers to Sergt. Victor Burnham, who was an eye-witness 

o the 

Sergeant Burnham makes affidavit that at Memphis, Tenn., just before the 
Vicksburg campaign, claimant, while in the strict line of his duty, was thrown 
from a horse and had his shoulder broken: he further testifies that claimant was 
an almost constant sufferer from piles. The company reports on record show 
that claimant was sick in June and July of 1865, nature of sickness not stated. 
Dr. C. W. Campbell testifies that he has treated claimant for chronic heart dis- 
ease and hemorrhoids at different times since 1879; that he is disabled for the 

‘ormance of manual labor. J. D. Vance swears he was personally and 
ntimately acquainted with claimant at Cincinnati, Ohio, from the fall of to 
1368; that claimant was afflicted with heart trouble; that he had frequently ac- 
companied him to drug store for medicine for above disease; that his intimacy 
was again renewed in 1871, and that claimant was still suffering from heart 


disease, 

Emma L. Justice makes affidavit that claimant has suffered from heart disease 
and piles since 1865, often having to call for m aid. James M. 
fies that he was 1 acquainted with claimant in 1888; that at 


creasing. Jonathan Pearson testifies that claimant has 
been suffering with heart disease and piles since 1888. At the last examination, 
April, 1888, the medical board rate 9 x disability for piles, I for prolap- 
sus of rectum, and n for disease of heart, 
In summing up your committee find that the fracture of the clavicle is clearly 
lished by the e and Surgeon-General’s report; that the evidence of 
sergeant as to incurrence of piles and testimony s owing its existence im- 
mediately after discharge and its continuation to the present time warrant 
your committee in the belief that this is a meritorious case, and therefore rec- 
ommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I think there ought to be some statement in 
to these bills. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair to the gentleman 
that none of these bills are to-night, but under the arrangement 
proposed by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] weare simply 
to order the previous question on the passage. The reports will be 
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printed in the RECORD, so that there will be opportunity for every 
member to examine the cases before they come up for final action. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 


JOHN A. JACK. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent to disch 
the Committee of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 3706) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of John 
A. Jack. s 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary ot War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove from the record of John A. Jack, late of Company I, One 
hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, any charge of deser- 
tion that may exist against him as a private in said company, and issue to him 
an honorable discharge, subject to the laws and regulations of the War Depart- 
ment, 

The report (by Mr. SNIDER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, having had under consideration the bill 
(if, R. 3706) lo remove charges of desertion from the record of John A. Jack, 
have carefully investigated the case and submit the following report: 

John A, Jack was enrolied September 26, 1862, and mustered into the service 
November 4, 1862, to serve three years, in Company I, One hundred and twenty- 
eighth Illinois Infantry, at Camp Butler, Illinois. 

At this camp he contracted the measles, and was given a furlough to go to 
bis home near Goreville, III. At home he continued to grow worse, The dis- 
ease affected him so he could not speak aloud, and he was very weak; that 
he continued in this condition till September, 1863, when Marshal John W. 
Todd told him his regiment was broken up, and he would see that he was dis- 


cha: 8 

8 find that Jack believed he was discharged, and had good 
reason so to believe from the statements of Marshal Todd and from the fact 
that he was in an enfeebled condition and unfit for military service. 

Your committee accordingly recommend tke bill do pass as amended. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 

Add to the bill the words: Provided, That he receive no pay, allowances, 
or bounty subsequent to December 20, 1862.” 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, Iam inclined to make the point of 
order on this bill. Under the rule I assume that it can not be consid- 
ered at this session. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a bill to remove the charge of 
desertion, and is embodied in the special order for Friday evening 
sessions, 


Mr. KILGORE. But this does not remove the charge of desertion, I 


think, if I understood the reading of the bill. I ask that it be again 
reported. 
The bill was n read. 


Mr. KILGO Now, this simply assumes, if there is any charge 
of desertion standing against this man, that then it proposes to remove 
that charge. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is the usual form in which such bills are 


drawn. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The bill is clearly within the order for 
Friday evening sessions. 

Mr. KILGORE. Very well; let it go. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Oughtthe word ‘‘honorable’’ 
to bein there? He gets a pension just as Jarge as if that word were 
not embodied. Now, when a man has deserted I think it is as much 
as he ought to ask to have the record of desertion so changed that he 
may be discharged, and get whatever under the law the discharge will 
allow him, without being put on an equality as to honor in the service 
with those who actually and faithfully did their duty, fought their 
term out, and at the end of their service received an honorable dis- 
charge. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. In reply to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky let me state that in the case of this man it was shown by the 
evidence that he was taken sick and was sick until after his regiment 
had been disbanded and discharged from the service. He was never 
able to go back into the service after his furlough, and he was only 
technically a deserter, not actually. 

Mr. DORSEY He was not a deserter in the proper sense of the 
word. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. No. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the bill will be or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

There being no objection, the bill was engrossed and read the third 
time. 

ADELINE’ BLY. 


Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 6916) for the relief of Adeline Bly, widow of a 
soldier of the war of 1812. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bo it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place the name of Adeline Bly upon the pension-rolls of the Bureau of 
Pensions at $20a month; that she be Naives from the reimbursement to the 
Government any moneys received under certificate numbered 20918. 

Mr. MORRILL. This isa liar bill. It admits that this woman 
received money illegally and it is proposed to reimburse her. 

Mr. BAKER. This is a bill of Mr. RANDALL, of Massachusetts, re- 


pia by him, and the report is short. Perhaps the report had better 
read in this case. 3 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the report. 


The report (by Mr. RANDALL, of Massachusetts) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6916) for the 
relief of Adeline Bly, have considered the same and — sind as follows: 

It appears from the papers received from the Pension Bureau thut Adeline 
Bly applied for and received a peono under certificate number 119700 as the 
dependent mother of Joseph Bly, deceased, late of Company H, Thirty- 
eighth Massachusetts Volunteers, war of the rebellion. Subsequently she ap- 
plied for and received a pension under certificate number 20915 as the widow 
of James C. Bly, late of the Massachusetts militia, war of 1812, 

The claimant received both pensions for a time, but finally the fact became 
known to the Pension Office, and both pensions were suspended pending an in- 
vestigation intothe matter. x 

The proof obtained by the special examiner showed conclusively that Mrs. 
Bly was entirely innocent of any intent to defraud the Government. She was 
entirely orant of the law, and in making application for the second pension 
acted solely upon the advice of an attorney (now deceased) in whom she had 
confidence and who informed her that she was lawfully entitled to both, 

The special examiner, during his investigation of the case, interviewed a large 
number of citizens of New Bedford, Mass., where the claimant resides, and they 
were unanimous in stating that the claimant is ignorant and poor, and had not 
the slightest intention of defrauding the Government, but was misled in the 


matter. 
The examiner's instructions were to recover, if possible, the amount illegally 


age which amounted to $908.67, but he found that the only property 
y the claimant was u few worn articles of household furniture, and that she 


was dependent upon the charities of the town for support. Payment of all pen- 

sion to her as thereupon moni until the Government is reimbursed for the 

whole sum held to have been illegally drawn, which, as stated above, amounts 

to $908.67. She has drawn no pension since June, 1887, and unless this bill is 
she can receive nothing more until June, 1894. 

This r widow is now seventy-seven years old and utterly destitute. The 
best citizens of New Bedford, Mass., unite in saying that she is an honest, re- 
spectable woman. She drew the money, w she is now uired to make 
good, through ignorance and without the slightest knowlege of the illegality 
of the act. e money was to procure the necessaries of life. Her late 
husband served honorably in the war of 1812, and her son, who might have 
been the mainstay of her old age, had he lived, lost his life in the service of his 
country from wounds received therein. 

In view of the facts stated your committee are of the opinion that the claim- 
ant should be relieved from further liability to the Government and that her 
name should be restored to the rolls from the date of the of this bill as 
the widow of James C. Bly, late a soldier of the war of ; also that she be 
paid a pension at the rate of $20 per month as provided in the bill. 

The passage of the bill is recommended, with the follo amendments: 

Insert after words Adeline Bly,” in line 4, the words ow of James C. 
Bly:” also by chan the last of the bill so as to read as follows: 

“That she be relie from the further reimbursement to the Government of 
any moneys illegally received as a pension.” 


Mr. MORRILL. Let the bill be read as it will stand if amended. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. CHEADLE. What was the rank of the husband of this woman? 

Mr. BAKER. I know no more than the report discloses. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the husband 
and the son were both privates. 3 

Mr. CHEADLE. I want to say this: That there ought to be some 
uniformity in the granting of these pensions. Itis proposed by a gen- 
eral law to give to the widows of our comrades $8 a month. So long 
as I occupy a position in this House I will not permit a bill to become 
a law without entering my protest against a proposition which under- 
takes to give to the widow of one of my comrades one sum and a dif- 
ferent sum to another. 

Mr. BAKER. It appears by the report made by Mr. RANDALL, of 
Massachusetts, that this is a most meritorious case. This woman is 
seventy-seven years of age, and the case is one which appeals strongly 
to the sympathies of the House. It seems that her husband served in 
the war of 1812 and her son in the Union Army. [Cries of Vote!“ 
Vote!“ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 


M. M. BOYLE. 


Mr. LEWIS. Lask unanimous consent for the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 7734) granting a pension to Mrs. M. M. Bogle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs, M. Bogle, 
widow of John C. Bogle, Who was a soldier in the Seminole war of 1836 in Cap- 
tain Smith's company of the First Regiment of South Carolina Mounted Infan- 
try,and to pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month from and after the 
passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. DE Laxo) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7734) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. M. M. Bogle, have considered the same, and report: 

Sai bill is identical with House bill 10557 of the Fiftieth Congress, which was 
reported favorably to the House by your committee in Report No. 3037, first 
session, 

Your committee adopt said rt as applicable to this bill, and recommend 
that the bill do with the following amendment: 

Amend the bill so that the claimant's and the soldier's surname will read 
Boyle instead of Bogle.” 


[House Report No. 3037, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10557) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. M. M. Boyle, have considered the same, and report as 


follows: 
be deceased husband of the 9 O. Boyle, was a private in Capt. 
Daniel Smith's company Mounted Gun Men, South Carolina Volunteers, from 


Feb 17 to May 6, 1836, and twenty-nine days’ travel pay, in the Seminole 


war of l 


1890. 


\ 
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The claimant is seventy years of age and in need of relief. She is entitled to 
a service pension, and would become a beneficiary under the 5 of the 
general service-pension bill for Indian war survivors and their widows, favor- 
ably reported at the present session of Congress by this committee. 

our committee recommend the passage of this bill. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

ELIZABETH WILSON. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent for the 
1 consideration of Senate bill No. 1446, granting a pension to 

izabeth Wilson. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Wilson, widow of 
Henry H. Wilson, late captain of Company F, Sixteenth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. CRATG) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1446) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Wilson, submit the following report: 

Your committee adopt the Senate report, which is as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3201) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth C. Wilson, have examined the same and report: 

‘Claimant is the widow of the late Capt. Henry H. Wilson, who enlisted in 
Company F, Sixteenth Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, November 1, 1853, and 
was mustered out of the service to date May 15, 1865. 

The soldier received a pension of $20 per month on account of a gunshot 
wound of his tongue and jaw, received in action at Hatcher's Run, Virginia, Feb- 
ruary 5, 1865. He died February 17, 1882, from pneumonia as the immediate 
cause of death. 

“The widow's claim for pension was rejected March 23, 1888, on the ground 
—.— the soldier’s death from pneumonia in 1882 was not due to his military 
service. 

In her application for pension, filed September 18, 1888. claimant states that 
her late husband’s death resulted from a wound re the tongue, severing 
the main artery so that he was unable to masticate solid food. 

“In affidavit filed November 25, 1887, Dr. Frederick W. Coover, of Harris- 
burg, Pa., testifies that he attended the soldier during his last illness, and owing 
to a wound of his jaw he was unable to properly masticate his food; that his 
health became enfeebled thereby, and pneumonia was superinduced, which re- 
sulted fatally February 17, 1882. 

The evidence in the claim shows that the pneumonia from which the soldier 
died was superinduced by wounds received in the service and in the line of his 
military duty. 

“ Your committee, therefore, recommend the passage of the bill.” 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly read 
the third time. 

i MARGARET M. CLEMENTS. 

Mr. KILGORE. On behalf of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CLEMENTS], who is necessarily absent, I ask consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 9317 granting a pension to Margaret M. Clements. 

The bill is as follows: 


Beit enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension- rolls the name of Margaret M. Clem- 
ents, widow of John Clements, late a lieutenant in Company H, Eighty-third 


New York Volunteers, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension |- 


laws. 
The report (by Mr. TURNER, of New York) is as follows: 


gnore, Ee pension to M. Clements, submit the followin; soporte: 
e claimant isthe widow of John Clements, late lieutenant in Company 
H, Eighty-third ew York Volunteers, who was discharged in 1863 


omeroy, who attended soldier in his last illness, and in fact 
ever after his return from the war, testifies that soldier’s death was due to his 
disability and weakness resulting from abscess in in, contracted in the serv- 
ice. Margaret Winnie, James Winterbottom, and Jesse H. Farrell, neighbors 
of soldier, all testify to the continuing and increasing disability of soldier ever 
after his return from the Army. In view of the above your committee believe 
the death of soldier was clearly due to his army service, and recommend the 
bill do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 


ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 
MARY F. HOPKINS. 
On motion of Mr. ARNOLD, by unanimons consent, the House pro- 
seeded to consider the bill (S. 1817) granting a pension to Mary F. Hop- 
ns. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enar etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension- roll the name of F. Hopkins. 
widow of Stephen M. Hopkins, late first lieutenant Company I, Twelfth Regi- 


ment Rhode Island Volunteers, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
8 laws, and pay her $17 per month from and after the passage of this 


The report (by Mr. NUTE) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1817) 
granting a pension to Mary F. Hopkins, submit the following report : 

The facts in the case appear in the report of the Senate Committee on Pen- 
1 which is as follows: 

“The claimant is the widow of Stephen M. Hopkins, late first lieutenant 
Company I, Twelfth Rhode Island Volunteers, who died at Washington, D. C., 
December 26, 1862, from wounds received at the battle of Fredericksburgh, Said 
widow was granted a pension and continued to receive it until 1867, when she 
remarried and was dro) the rolls. 

In 1872 she sued for and obtained a divorce from her second husband on the 
ground of his neglect and refusal to provide for her support. 

“She now asks that her name may be restored to the rolls. She is in failing 
bealth and is entirely dependent upon her own labor for her support, 
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In consideration of the fact that she is a widow of a soldier who died dur- 
ing the war from the effects of wounds received in battle; that she lived with 
her second husband but a short time; was divorced for cruelty and neglect, 
and has been since 1872, and isnow, entirely dependent upon her own labor for 
support, your committee are of the opinion that her name shouldjbe restored to 
the pensſon-xoll. 

Congress has repeatedly extended relief in similar cases.“ 

Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly read 
the third time, 

JOHN R. BROWN. 


Mr. YODER. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 5065) for the relief of John R» Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to vacate the 
order of the War Department made July 24, 1863, dismissing from the military 
service of the United States John R. Brown, late assistant su nofthe Eighty- 
second Illinois Infantry, and is required to muster out said John R. Brown, 
date from August 10, 1863, 

Mr. KILGORE. I make the point of order, which I think will lie 
against this bill, that it is not in order to-night, under the rule. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, I hope we will have no row about that 
bill. [Laughter. ] 

Mr, KILGORE. I donot think it comes within the letter or the 


spirit of the rule fixing these evening sessions for the consideration of 


special bills. 

Mr. YODER, ‘This man was charged as being a deserter from the 
Army. The proofafterwards showed this was a mistake. We simply 
ask that he be discharged from the service. I know the gentleman per- 
sonally. He is an honorable man and has a good record. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam not saying a word about the merits, but I am 
addressing myself to the point of order that it can not be considered on 


an occasion like this. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. I have not the order adopted by the 


House for the Friday evening sessions, but my understanding is that 
only bills removing e of desertion and political disabilities and 
granting pensions are in order at these evening sessions. The point of 
order is sustained. 

ELLERY C. FOLGER. 


Mr. BOWDEN. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
. ot the bill (H. R. 2174) to remove charges of desertion from Ellery 
. Folger. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is meee S authorized 
and directed to remove the charge of desertion from Ellery C. Folger, late a 
a of Company H, Eleventh New York Volunteers (Elisworth Zou- 
aves). 


The report (by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio) is as follows: ; 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2174) 
to remove cha of desertion from Ellery C. Folger, have considered the same 
and recommend the relief prayed for, upon the following statement of facts: 

This soldier was enrolled in Company H, Eleventh New York Volunteers 
8 Fire Zouaves), in April, 1861. He served faithfully up to and includ- 

ng — Ee of the battle of Bull Run. at which battle he was quite severely 
wounded, 

Itis a well known historical fact that after the death of the commander of 
this regiment, and 5 at such battle, they became so demoralized as to 

ed, and the regiment scattered to their homes. An effort 
was made at reorganization in the city of New York at a subsequent date, 


une 2. 1862. 
We further recommend that the bill be amended by adding to the last line 
5 words: And grant him an honorable 3 as of August I, 


There ap; to have been no intent on the part of the soldier to desert. He 
did what all the balance of the regiment, with at least the concurrence of the 
officers, were permitted todo. Had he desired to report for duty after his wound 
was healed, there was no place or time at which to make such report. offi- 
cers gave him a discharge which was legally invalid; but at that early stage of 
the war little attention was paid to forms of discharge, and the soldier does not 
seem to have known of the worthless character of the same until a recent date. 
Your committee thinks this man, who has suffered wounds in the service of 
naar wl should not be compelled to bear this stigma longer when he is not 

n fault. i 

Your committee append hereto the report from the 3 of the 

Army and a portion of the evidence submitted to them for the information of 


the House, 
Wan DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFI 
Washington, May 5, 


tered in May 7, 1861, to serve “ for the war,“ and served until Au 1, 1861, 
when he is repo: as “deserted.” (Note.—The Eleventh New York Volun- 


teers, First Fire Zouaves, became so demoralized at the battle of Bull Run as 
to be virtually disbanded, but on September 19, 1561, it was reorganized at New 
York City and a larger portion of the men rejoined.) He never returned to 
his command, which was retained inservice until June 2, 1862, when it was mus- 
tered out of service because of utter demoralization. There is no record that 
he was ever wounded during his service. 

The following is a synopsis of testimony which has been submitted to this 
office in connection with applications for the removal of the charge of deser- 
tion against this soldier, name 

On July 7, 1885, the applicant (Ellery C. Folger) testified “that he was wounded 
at the first battle of Manassas, July 21, 1861, in the left ankle and was furloughed 
and ed to New York, where he was released from service by the acti 
colonel and surgeon of the regiment, which release he has mislaid or forward 
it to Washi n at the time of its issue; that the regiment was sent to Newport 
News immediately after the first battleof Manassas, and about September was 


ed as an organization, some re-enlisting in other regiments, but almost all 
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returned to private life, and from that time out he knew nothing of the move- 
ment of the command, and was under the 8 that he had a discharge 


from Washington.” 
On September 22, 1835, ros dri, states that his meaning of mig ty was 
u.. 


that when he reached Alexan after the battle of Manassas, the acting 
colonel, Maj. John Cregier, granted him verbally furlough, and they went to 
thie York ania paskaa about 4 25 uly 25, 1861. No written furlough was issued, every. 

discipline was unknown in the regiment N that 
257 that Maj. John Aia — as well as most of the officers of his acquaint- 
ance, is now dead,” 

On September 26, 1887, he testified “that he served until d , nbout 
August 15, 1861, on account of Kosmo wounds in the left ankle received at the 
first battle of Bull Run, July 21,1861, After said battle the regiment became so 
demora: asan organtz it never came together again; a few were 


ischarged from the service at the Astor House, New York 
eaten of Acting Colonel r, Surgeon Gray, and vere William 
ity on ceri commanding Com y H. Said papers were forwarded to Washing- 
ton or have been mislaid and can not be found. The above officers are dead.“ 
On September 26, 1887, Ri N. ret esha testified “that immediately 
r the first battle of Bull Run the 5 

mu 


uent u (to some 


extent) the representations made by said non- reporting o cers t the men 
the service, The ent was partly igs TY in New 
York and was sent so Newport News, Va., in September, 1861. t resigned 


1 —— 1862,"" 
mber 22, 1887, Henry C. Folger and Fred Worth, in joint affidavit, 
“that applicant was wounded in the left ankle at first battle of Bull 
— July 21, 1861; was eee 88 to TN York, and 7 not capable of do- 
ing military duty, and on as discharged thi service. Afflants 
vouch for applicant’ 8 faithful discharge of his duty senacldier and his integrity 
as a man,” 

On December 5, 1885, and November 22, 1887, this office declined to remove the 
charge of desertion against this soldier on the ground that such charge was not 
erroneously made, and the testimony was insufficient to establish that he was 
prevented from completing his term of enlistment by reason of wounds received 
or car . in the line 3 Í 4 

am, sir, very respectfully, your o ent servani 
K. KELTON, 
General. 


J. K 
Assistant Adjutant- 
The SECRETARY or Wan. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 10, 1890. 
To the honorable Subcommiltec on Military Affairs: 

I take pleasure in giving my views of the condition of the Army after the 
first battle of Manassas (Bull Run). I was on the field in my official capacity 
throughout the day, and know of the complete demoralization of the Army 
after the battle. I know particularly of the condition of the Ellsworth Fire 
Zouaves; their colonel having been illed or wounded unto death left that 
regiment without a leader, except subordinate officers, who lost all control of 
the men, and they went where they pees are to New York. I betel the 
ment never organized to any advantage and was finally disbanded. 
ave known Mr. Folgerfor twenty-five years, and can say with sincerity that 
his integrity is undoubted, and his relations to the honorable ex-Secretary of 
the Treasury, Judge Folger, were such that, were he alive, he would join me in 
indorsing his veracity. 

I can be called for at my place of business at any time to appear before your 
committee in his interest. 

Very truly, your obedient servant, 
M. B. BRADY, 


National Photographer, Thirteenth Street and 
Pennsylvania Avenue, Washington, D. C. 


STATE or MARYLAND, Ballimore Cily, to wit: 
Be it remembered, that on this 22d day of 
subscriber, Stephen S. Clark, a justice of the of the said State, in and for 
the city aforesaid, personally Pine ment Emmie M. Clark, and made oath onthe 
Holy Lf bat ot Almighty God that shesaw and read a certificate of discharge 
given to El O. Folger by the officers of Eleventh Regiment New York Vol- 
unteers (Elisworth Fire Zouaves). 


re 


March, A. D. 1890, before me, the 


EMMIE M. CLARK. 
Sworn to aud subscribed this 22d day of March, 1890, and I know the affiant 


to be a creditable person. 
; STEPHEN S. CLARK, Justice. 
STATE or MARYLAND, Baltimore City, to wit: 


Be it ee that on this 22d day of March, A. D. 1890, before me, Stephtn 
S. Clark, the subscriber, a 8 the of the said State in and for the city 
aforesai d. personally appeared Sarah „ Reed, a resident of the city of Balti- 
more, and made oath on the mgt Evangely, of f Almighty € God that she read and 
had in her hand a certificate of discharge of ‘olger, given to him by 
the officers of the Eleventh Regiment New York K Volunteers Ellsworth Fire 
Zounves). Said disc e was given on account of wound received in battle of 
Manassas (Bull Ran), w unfitted him for duty. 

SABAH D. REED. 


Sworn to and subscribed this 22d day of March, 1890, and I know the affiant to 

be a creditable person. 
STEPHEN S. CLARK, 

~ Justice of the Peace. 

The amendment recommended-by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

CONRAD STEPHAN. 

Mr. SENEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 

* of the bill (H. R. 2802) granting a pension to Conrad Stephan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


r ete., . the eee and he is hereby, au- 

directed to place on the pension-roll, to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Conrad Stephan, 87 U 
. Fifteenth Regimen 


er San- 


t Ohio Volunteer 


Company C, 


The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2 granting a e ponsin to Conrad Stephan, submit the following report; 


nrad Stephan, the claimant, enlisted on A 23, 1861, and was 
e 28, 1861, serving out the full term of enlistment. He was a private 
in Company C, Fifteenth nt Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 9 ſor 


a pension Was made by him on so rey 12, 1875, all that at Gratton, W. Va., 
R ao while exercising wi! th others, in jumping, he ruptured himself 
n the 

Ina ee allegation he states that the rupture made its appearance 
While ee witi 3 in Jom ane, Be but that while he was making breast- 
works some of his and he ov himself in s) spring: 
ing away from it, causa a doen obs eof the left groin, or hernia thereof. 
treated by the regimental surgeon and also in hospital. The injury has been 
constantly grona worse; sometimes he would be obliged to sit down and re- 
main quiet for some time. 

The 3 to show that this man was sound prior to enlistment, and 
that he incu the alleged disability while in the service. is claim was re- 
jected on the ground al in the first avr eps that the disability was in- 
curred in exercising, and therefore not strictly in the line st Gate. 

This is explained in the subsequent statement, which, if true, clearly shows 
that he was in the line of duty when he incurred the disability. His prior 
soundness is shown by the statements ofa number of his neighbors and the ex- 
istence of the disability since by the evidence. 

Your committee are of the opinion that this is a meritorious case and recom- 
mend the passage of the 

The bill was ordered to be and read a third a time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

JONAS H. KEEN. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 

= consideration of the bill (H. R. 5144) granting a pension to Jonas 
Keen. 

The bill was read, as follows, including the amendment recommended 
by the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, . and directed to inscribe on the pension-roll the name of 
Jonas H, Keen, of Carter County, Tennessee, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, and pay him a pension at the yer of $20 per 
mon 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Is there any report on that bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a report with all these bills, 
and I would suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee that we are not 
passing bills to-night; we are only passing them toathird reading, with 
the understanding that the reports are to be published in the RECORD. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That does no good. If they are passed to a 
third reading they are gone. It will be too late then. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Of course the gentlenran has the right 
to have the report read if he desires it. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I desire to have that read. 

The Clerk began the reading of the report. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Having had some information from gentle- 
men near me, I will withdraw the demand for the reading of the re- 


port. 
The report by (Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
5144) granting a pension to Jonas H. Keen, submit the following report: 

Jonas H. Keen, at the breaking out of the late war, was a resident of Ten- 
nessee, of considerable real estate and val mal property. He 
was truly loyal to the cause of the Union, and because of his known loyalty was 
sei as one of the parties known as the East Tennessee bri dge burners who 
were charged with the destruction of the bridges of the East Tennessee, Vir- 
jinle and Georgis Railroad, preparatory to the contemplated move ot General 

homas's forces upon Knoxville, Tenn., in November, 1861. 

The authority for such destruction was obtained from General McClellan, 
then commanding the Army, and approved the President. The undertak- 
ing wasa ous one, every one engaged in the same being fully cognizant of 
the results which would follow capture by the enemy, and it was only upon tye 

romise made by General Thomas that occupation of East Tennessee woul 
10 ow immediately upon the opty ig of the said bridges, which would af- 
ford protection to those en the same, that a sufficient number of the 
citizens of ee on coul. aye phe to assist in the execution of that work. 

On then p or ovember 8, 1861, 77 work was accomplished, but General 
Thomas di my come as expec! He had gone but a short distance when he 
was recalled by General Sherman, who commanded the department, 

‘Thus were the bridge burners left to their own fate. Many were recognized 

N the bridge guards, and flight and seclusion became necessary to escape death. 
The claimant was one of that number. He sought reſuge in the mountains, and 
kept concealed for a —.— time, pine poms N from exposure, by reason of 
which he contracted r rie mh ie rey; 

The thought of being hung if canght Confederates also weighed heav- 
ily on his mind, and ever FIP he has been ph reg! and mentally disquali- 
fied from the pursuit of his former avocation, of farmer and miller. Not 
ey did Keen contract disability from his cipation in the work assigned 
to the loyal peopie of Tennessee by the officer commanding the United States 
forces about to enter East Tennessee, but he lost nearly all property, except- 
ing the land, at the hands of the Confederates. 

+ Believing that the Government should take care of those who in the hour of 
peril make sacrifices for its 3 whether in a mili or civic ty, 
and by so doing contract disability which impairs their ability to provide for 
themselves, as is so clea. ly established by the evidence filed in this case, your 
committee feel warranted to return the accompanying bill with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, amended however, by adding after the word laws 
in line 6, the words “and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 
DAVID C. CLOUSE. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con. 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5208) granting an honorable di to 
David C. Clouse. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


or 


and d 
to David C. Clouse, late 5 in ee 9 Third Regiment dne Vor 
unteer Infan 


try. 


The report (by Mr. CAREY) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
granting an honorable discharge to David G. Clouse, having 
same, tfully report: 

David use enlisted April 19, 1861, to serve three months, in Co 2 
Third Ohio Infantry. At the expiration of his term of service he 
the same o: ization to serve three years, 

ile record 16 cioar until June 14, e he deserted. He. in violation of 

the * of War, enlisted October 21 1862, in 3 D, First Indiana Cov- 
alry, to serve three years. He served faithfull for Siy 
June 8,1865. This soldier says that he dese: his first enlistment because of a 
trouble he had with the colonel of the regiment, and that he did not leave his 
command to obtain a bounty. The evidence shows that this soldier was in the 
military service of the United States fora period of nearly four years. The Sec- 
retary of War is now authorized by Jaw to remove the charge of desertion when 
the soldier was not absent in excess of four months. This soldier was in deser- 
tion seven days only in excess of four months, 

The committee recommend that the bill do 
soldier is printed herewith and made a part o 


Case of David C. Clouse, late private Company H. Third Ohio Infantry. 
RECORD AND PENSION DIVISION, March 12, 1890, 


The records show that this soldier, as David Clouse, enlisted April 19, 1861, at 
Columbus, Ohio, to serve three months and that he re-enlisted in the same or- 
ganization June 13, 1861, at Camp Dennison, Ohio, to serve three years, His 
record appears to have been 3 June 14, 1862, when he deserted at Hunts- 


Ala. 
White a deserter at large and in violation of the twent; Doma pong fiftieth) 
Article of War, he enlisted under the name of David E. lis, 
October 21, in 5 Indiana Cavalry twenty hth 
which he deserted at 


8 18, 

from said desertion on or about April 7, 1883. Subse- 
uently he served faithfully to Ta paos 8, —_ when d for disability from 

Aom pany Bot of the same hich he had been transferred. 

On June 1, 1888, the chargo of ere, was removed from the records of 
Company D, First Indiana alry,and an amendment made to show the sol- 

dier absent without proper authority from March 18, 1863, to April 7, 1863. 

Uhen this action was taken this De ment was not aware of the enlist- 
ment of this soldier in Company H, Ohio Volunteers, and it did not learn 
of 0 fact until „1889, when the soldier made application for relief as 
of that organization. 

On Novesaber 3, 1889, the poer was informed (through his Suomea) that 
hiscase was not embraced within the provisions of the act of Congress ap- 
proved March 2, 1889 (section 3 of that act limiting the period of absence to four 
months), and the application was therefore denied, 

There is no testimony on file in eee of the cause and circumstances 
attending the soldier’s abandonment of the Third Ohio Volunteers. 


Respectfully submitted, 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 


Captain and Assistant Surgeon, United States Army. 
The SECRETARY or Wan. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 


RUTH A. BALL. 


Mr. O'DONNELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 2430) granting a pension to Ruth A. Ball. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, i to the limitations and 
regulations of the pension act, the name of Ruth A. Ball. =e er of Matthew 
Holmes, late of Company B, Twenty-eighth Michigan Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2430) 

granting K pen pension to Rath A. Ball, submit the following report 

imant was the widow of Matthew Holmes,second lieutenant, Company 
B. Twenty-eighth Michigan Infantry, who was killed in action at the battle of 
Wise’s Forks, March 8, 1865, She was pensioned at 4 rate of $15 per month, 
and said pension was paid her until her 5 about ten 
after. Said Ball proved to be a worthless character, * — 2 after Mvtow with her 
long “enough to squander her small means deserted her. 

She has no knowledge of his whereabouts for the past twelve years, and has 
been informed that he was married to another woman, from whom he was not 
divorced at the time of her marriage to him, and that he is now living with this 
woman. In view of the fact that her first husband was killed in battle and that 
the claimant is now in poor health and destitute circumstances, and that itis a 
common practice to restore such to the pension-rolls, your committee recom- 
mend the of the bill with the Èron 06 noted in the bill. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amendment — — 
. Jine 4 the words place on“ and inserting in lieu thereof the word 


5208) 
the 


The military record of this 
this report. 


Ind., on 
Volunteers), to serve 
Helena, Ark., returnin 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was pati sir. read the third time. 


MARY L. RADFORD. 


Mr. DUNPHY. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 10122) granting a pension to Mary L. Radford, 
widow of William Radford, late rear-admiral United States Navy. 

The bill was rend. as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, di- 


rected to cause to be placed on the pension-roll of the United States the name of 
Mary L. Radford, widow of William Radford, late a rear-admiral in. and for 


ive in the active service of, the United States Navy, and to pay to 
the said jou of the naval fund, subject to the provis- 
PP ws, sum of $50 per month from and 


The report (by Mr. TURNER, of New York) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


a granting a pension to L. Radford, abend the following report: 
isthe widow of ‘Admiral em ay who entered the ef 
— — os 1825 and served continuously in the service until retired in 


1880. 
His services were not alone faithful and long. but of the most 
character. He served with distinction in the war with Mexico and in 
war, in which war he won promotion to the rank of rear-admiral, The claim- 
ant is over sixty years of age and was for torty-two years the wife of the officer 
In view of these facts and the distin: . Radford 
your committee recommend the bill 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 


ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 


GEORGE W. WHITE, 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 5031) granting a pension to George W. White. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
thorized and directed to place on the r subject to the prov 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. White, who ROR 
in Ty in the years 1836, 1837, and 1838, for disability contracted in such 
service 

The report (by Mr. HILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5031) grant- 
Ese pension toGeorge W. a a submit the following report: 
mber 4, 1 3 December 


— 


W. White served from Dece: 4, 1838, on which 
e he was d from Battery First ment United States 
Krtillerp. a sergeant, by reason of „ of bie term of enlistment, as shown 


by the records of the Adjutant- General: His services were principally during 
5 — — war. 
oie for pension at the Pension Office and filed evidence in support of 
bn on on account of disabilities contracted in said war. But it would ap- 
pear that such evidence was not entirely satisfactory, and he applied to Con- 
gress for All the papers in his were sent tothe Committee on Pen- 
sions June 18, 1884, but have been lost or misplaced, and claimant is now unable 
to duplicate what evidence he had filed in support of his claim. 

The member who introduced the bill now under consideration is personally 
acquainted with the claimant. He is now nearly eighty years of age, entirely 
disabled for any work, and without any means or income from any source, and 
in every way worthy of the relief now asked for. 

The many precedents in similar cases warrant your committee in reporting 
8 on the bill and to ask its passage, amended, however, by adding after 
the word “service,” in line 9, the words and pay hima pension at the rate of 
$25 per month,” 

to. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 


HENRY STRAWBRIDGE. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2143) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Strawbridge. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Henry Strawbridge, late a private in Company G, One 
hundred and thirteenth Regiment . be, and he is hereby, granted 
and allowed, from and after the passage of this act, a pension at the rate of $35 
per month, and the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place the name of said Henry Strawbridge on the pension-roll at 
said rate, in Host of the pension now paid him. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on pr phos Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2143) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry Strawbridge, submit the following re- 


port 

We have had the matter under consideration and adopt the report of the Sen- 
ate Committee on Pensions, which is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2143) granting 
an increase of ion to Henry Strawbridge, late a private in 8 G, One 
ponnoos and rteenth Regiment Ohio olunteers, have examined the same 
and report 

“That the said Henry Strawbridge is now and has been for several rr last 
pax a pensioner on account of disability of the left knee. This disability has 

en very frequently examined and reported upon by surgeons in the pension 
service from 1865 to 1879. 

The last examination; the first, and the intermediate ones agree in substance 
in reference to the injury. It is thus deseribed : 

Fibrous anchylosis ot the left —— The limb is retained in almosta straight 
e ; there is a very slight mobility of the joint; the joint itself is much en- 

rged, measuring 2 inches in circumference more t the right, p pe lains 
of great pain in motion; considerable impairment of strength in the limb; 
he walks with difficulty by the aid of a cane.’ 

It appears that his 8 — 8 on the right) and that is now 
somewhat affected. the attendance 
of a third person in 3 . this limband in retiring at night. 
His weight is 250 pounds, aud he is reported as three-fourths disabled for manual 
labor. His present rate of pension is $24 per month under a special act of Con- 
gress at the first session of the Forty -seventh Congress. 

“ He has not applied for an increase at the Pension Bureau because his pen- 
sion was granted by a special act. Since the special act was the 
general rate “per the loss of a limb at the knee- joint or a thigh-joint has been in- 
creased to $36 and $45, ively. 

“We think this man's lity is very nearly if not quite 28 to the loss 
of the left limb at the knee, or perhaps of the limb at the 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, 5 think bill should be 
amended to a to the allowance of $36, under the general law, and there- 

re recommend the pas«age of the bill, amended by striking out the word 

“thirty-five.” in line 7, and inserting the word “thirty-six.” 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. T object to the amendment. The bill should 
pass without the amendment. This is a Senate bill. 
Mr. [Ourn- 


Mr. MORRILL. Yes, and the gentleman from Ohio 
WAITE] wishes the amendment to be voted down. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was rejected. 
> 
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The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being meee it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now, Mr. Speaker, when the rule was an- 
nounced awhile ago, I said that I would ask that that bill stand upon 
its own merits or rather that the case stand upon its own merits. I 
ask that the bill be passed at this time, for the reason that I will not 
be able to be present on Thursday night or at any other day after that 
date during the week. 

Mr. ENLOE. I am willing that that bill should go over and be 

to-morrow morning. > 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I object to the present consideration of 
the bill. [After a pause.] I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. ENLOE. I said I was willing that the bill be taken up and 
passed to-morrow morning. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Very well. 


LYDIA ZIEGLER. 


Mr. GEST. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 8259) to grant 
a pension to Lydia Ziegler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of * * Ziegler, 
mother of John Ziegler, B. R. Ziegler, C. F. Ziegler, W. H. Ziegler, S. B. Ziegler, 
B. F. Ziegler, and N. R. Ziegler, three of whom served in the late war, from 1861 
to the end of the war; two of whom served from 1862 to the end of the war, and 
two of whom served from 1801 to the end of the war, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: . 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8259) granting a pension to Lydia Ziegler, submit the following report: 

The committee have considered this case and find from the testimony filed 
with the committee the following facts: That Lydia Ziegler, now and for the 
past four years a resident of the city of Moline, Til., and prior to said residence 
a resident in the vicinity of Port Byron, in the county of Rock Island, Illinois, 
from 1850 to 1886, humbly asks you to procure, by act of Congress, pecuniary 
Nef in her behalf in the form of a monthly pension payable to her during the 
remnant of her declining years; and for reasons therefor she would make the 
following statement: She has been a widow since A. D. 1881, when her husband, 
then being sixty-eight years of age, died, leaving her but very little property, 
which she has long expended, although living with the strictest economy, 
and she is now entirely destitute of any means of support except what she re- 
ceives from the hand of charity. 

She was the mother of seven sons, whom she brought up to. young manhood 
in her former residence near Port Byron, III. and who all enlisted and served 
in the war of 1861-1865 at the times and places as follows: 

Jobe pe a Company D, Twelfth Illinois Infantry, from August, A. D. 1861, 
to end of war, 

22 R. Ziegler, Company I, Second Iowa Cavalry, from August, 1861, to the end 
of the war, 

2 Ziegler, Company I, Second Iowa Cavalry, from August, 1861, to the end 
of war. 

W. H. Ziegler, Company G, One hundred and twenty-sixth Illinois Infantry, 
from September, 1862, to the end of war. 

S. B. Ziegler, Company G, One hundred and twenty-sixth Illinois Infantry, 
from iy spec 1862, to the end of the war. 

B. F. * ia Company D, Twelfth Illinois Infantry, from February, 1564, to 
the end of war. 

N. R. Ziegler, Company I, Second Iowa Cavalry, from September, 1864, to the 
end of the war, 

Petitioner is nearly seventy-six years of age, and feeble, rapidly declining, 
and requiring much care. 

She is entirely dependent for her support Me ai 
scattered, of but limited means, doin 
selves with families to support, and some of them in r health and much dis- 
abled, ba petitioner believes to be the result chiefly of their said above mili- 
tary service. 

aving so brought up and educated her sons that they all 
to their country in its hour of need, petitioner feels that she is not undeserving 
of the aid she asks for bee cig in her few helpless and declining years. 

Your committee therefore report the bill back with a recommendation that 
the same do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 


MARY E. JOHNSON. 


Mr. GEISSENHAINER. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 
2200) for the relief of Mary E. Johnson. 
The hill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Mrs. Mary E. Johnson, of South Amboy, N. J., 
widow of John W. Johnson, late a private in Company G,Tenth Regiment of 
New Jersey Volunteers, the full amount of pension allowed John W. Johnson, 
which would have been paid to him but for his death in April, 1885. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2200 
granting relief to Mary E. Johnson, submit the folowing favorable report, an 
ein any: report of the Senate committee, which is as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2200) for the 
relief of Mary E. Johnson, have examined the same, and report; 

The claimant, w maiden name was Mary E. Wilson, married Daniel M. 
Rose (a soldier home on a furlough from a hospital at Philadelphia, Pa.) at Tren- 
ton, N. J., September 17, 1863, she being seventeen years of age at the time. Ina 
day or two after said marriage Rose returned to the hospital, and she has seen 
him but once since, and then on the doorstepof her father’s house, when he, be- 
ing ona furlough in accom ied by a woman claiming to be his wife, 

led fora short time. After said call she never heard from until August 
17,1885, when she received a letter of that date from him. 

By letters received by friends of claimant from their friends in the service 
she learned that he was dead, Such was common report. A child born of this 

died while a babe. 

“ Believing herself a widow, she resided with her own family until October 
29, 1867, when she married John W. Johnson, who had been a soldier, serving 
in Company G, Tenth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers, 


her said sons who are now 
the best they can for them- 


ve their services 


and 


was totally inca; 
By her with Johnson this claimant became the mother of four 
children, the oldest born June 21, 1 and the youngest May 12, 1882. She as 
well as Johnson are well spoken of where they resided and were esteemed as 
respectable citizens. 
** Both claims for pension above referred to were considered, and November 
af 1885, 1 b rr was issued in the John W. Johnson case, a copy of which 
appen $ 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION BUREAU. 

It is hereby certified that, in conformity with the laws of the United States, 
John W. Johnson, d who was a private, Company G, Tenth Regiment 
New Jersey Volunteers, is entitled to ME aara at the rate of $6 per month, to 
commence on the 30th day of May, 1865,and $18 per month from February 8, 
1882, and $24 per month from March 3,1883, and to April 26, 1885, date of death, 
this pension being for disease of nervous system, result of typhoid fever. 

The claim of the widow was rejected by the Pension Office 1 claimant 
was not the legal widow of thissoldier, but was the legal wife of another man 
when she married him, and no legal separation had 3 This claim- 
ant was also debarred from receiving e accrued pension due the s 
the same now remains in the hands of the Government. 

From the evidence it seems evident that Rose married the claimant when she 
was an innocent child for his own selfish and base purposes, deserted her, in- 
tending never to return and recognize her as his wife. Indeed it is probable 
that he caused the circulation of the story of his death so as to make the deser- 
tion more complete. At any rate, the claimant verily believed he was dead, 
and innocently contracted her second marriage, and not until she had faithfully 
discharged her duty to her second husband, and, after years of devotion to him, 
had seen him laid away in his grave, did she learn of cruel deception which 
had been practiced upon her. 

Pho was the victim of a great wrong, and in what she has done has acted in 
good faith. 

Therefore your committee are of the opinion that this claimant should be 
recognized as the widow of said Johnson, and under that name, and as his 
widow, receive the accrued pension due her second husband at his death on said 
pension certificate No.3 . 

We recommend the passage of this bill with the following amendment; In- 
3 3 “Johnson,” in eighth line, the words on certificate num- 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, and it was 
accordingly read the third time. 


ADA JOHNSON, 


Mr. POST. I ask for the present consideration of the bill (S. 2734) 
granting a pension to Ada Johnson. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and di to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions aud 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ada Johnson, an army nurse, and 
pay her a pension of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (S. 2784) 
granting a pension to Ada Johnson, submit the follo report: 

That the Senate report clearly sets forth the facts in this case and is therefore 
adopted. The report is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Ada Johnson, have examined the same and report: 

Miss Ada Johnson, the claimant under this bill, was one of those noble women 
who served the Army as nurse. She was empiezen on the authority of Miss 
D. L. Dix and was confirmed by the Secretary of War. 

“Mr. James E. Yeatman, president of the Western Sanitary Commission, cer- 
tifies that Miss Johnson was one of the first two hospital nurses mustered into 
the service in 1861,and served to the close of the war; was constantly on duty. 
He testifies to the value of her services and to her efficiency and faithfulness. 

“General Phillip Sidney Post says: 

“+I wish to add my testimony from personal knowledge, for when wounded 
in battle I came under her care, and beyond doubt owe my life to her efficiency 
and skill, She is justly entitled to the consideration of the Govern- 
ment, s 

“Since the war Miss Jobnson has 3 herself by teaching and such 
needle-work as she could get to do, and in a letter she states that she would 
never have asked for u pension if I had not been so poor.“ The bill is reported 
favorably with a recommendation that it do pass.” 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time. 


oldier, and 


GABRIEL STEPHENS. 


Mr. MCRAE. I desire to call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 
4853) to pension Gabriel Stephens, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Gabriel Stephens, 
of Bradley County, Arkansas, who served in Capt. Willis Purei's company of 
Tennessee Volunteers, Indian war, 1836and 1837, and pay him the same pension 
as is allowed by law for service in the war of 1812. 


1890. 
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The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: * 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. grant- 
ing a pension to Gabriel Stevens, have considered the same, and re; as fol- 


lows: 

The claimant was a private in Capt. J. W. Pierson's company, Colonel Lind- 
say's regiment, Tennessee Mounted Volunteers, Cherokee war, and served 
fro m March 1, 1838, to June 29, 1838, 

It is shown that the claimant is very old, quite feeble, very poor, unable to 
labor, and without income. 

Your committee have recognized the equity of applications of this character 
by favorably ropar ting to the House at this session a general bill having for its 
object the pensioning of the survivors of the old Indian wars, 

he daes e of the bill for the relief of Gabriel Stephens is respectfully rec- 
ommended. 

Amend as follows: Strike out the words Willis Purci’s,” in line 6, and sub- 
stitute in lieu thereof the words “J, W. Pierson's.“ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be en; for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 


HUGH M’HUGH. 


Mr. BAKER. In behalf of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PER- 
KINS], I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 2512) granting an increase of pension to Hugh McHugh. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be ii enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to grant an increase of on to Hugh McHugh, late 
second lleutenaut of Company I, Eighty-fifth Regiment Ilinois Infantry Vol- 
unteers, and to place his name upon the pension-roll, and to pay him $30 per 
mon 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2512) granting an increase of pension to Hugh McHugh, submit the following 


. 
he claimant Hugh McHugh, who is now seventy-four years old, was second 
lieutenant in Com y I hty-fifth Illinois VAAS Infantry. He was 
placed on the pe: ion-rolis April 5, 1884, for varicose veins in both legs, at the 
rate of $7.50 petonta; has since been increased to $15, and is now rated at 
817. His claim for further increase was rejected by the Pension Bureau De- 
comber 16, 1889. The medical board report that claimant is bent with age, very 
ray, his muscles show usual senile atrophy, veins of 8 enlarged and 

nitted as high as tothe knees, cardiac dullness extends 1 es to of left 
nipple, heart soundsirregular in rhythm, pulse weak and ar, has double 
incomplete inguinal hernia, and that they consider heart primary cause of va- 
ricose veins, and rate him at three-fourths disability for the heart affection. 

Dr. W. A. McCulley testifies that he has been the Tamily physician for claim- 
ant for the past eighteen years; claimant has been suffering with vari- 
cose veins, stiffness of joints, and general disability, all that time being to- 
tally disabled from performing any manual labor whatever. The evidence 
shows that claimant bas no means other than manual labor for support; that 
he has an increasing disability; that the disability for which he now draws 
pension is the sequence of heart disease for which he has no rating, and that, 
according to the testimony of the experts of the Government's own choosing he 
is entitled to three-fourths rating on the additional disability. 

Therefore your committee is p eb of the opinion that claimant is en- 
titled to the increase asked for, and recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 


EBEN E. SMITH, 


Mr. BRICKNER. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. 
R. 9424) to increase the pension of Eben E. Smith. 
The bill was read, as ſollows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author - 
ized and directed to place u the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eben E. Smith, late a private of 
Company A of the Eleventh Regiment of Maine Volunteers, por pat him a pen- 
sion of $72 per month from and after the passage of this act, said pension to be 
in lieu of that which he is now receiving. s 


The report (by Mr. BRICKNER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9424) 
granting an increase of pension to Eben E. Smith, submit the follow 

Claimant was a member of Company A, Eleventh nt Maine 
Infantry, and while in line of duty at the battle of Deep Bottom, gine, was 
shot in the right leg below the knee. An attempt to save his resulted in re- 
peated amputations, until the last time it was amputated in the hip jointin such 
a manner that the main artery was left ex and has become a pulsating 
tumor, in constant dan of rupture at the least exertion or motion. 

His health is impa: „his weight being over 200 pounds, flesh flabby, and he 
has to be constantly watched by another person and has to be strapped together, 
around his waist, to assume any erect position. He can live at most butashort 
time. He can not be allowed more than #45 under the general law by the Pen- 
sion Bureau, which amount he is now receiving. This is a meritorious case, 
where applicant is totally destitute, depending entirely on his pension for sub- 
sistence, and $45 does not enable him to hire an attendant. The committee rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill, amended, however, by striking out seventy- 
two,“ in eighth line and inserting “sixty.” 


Mr. KILGORE. I think that the report should be xead or a state- 
ment made in explanation of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The committee offer an amendment, 
and that may remove the objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 


BENNETT 8. SHAUG. 


Mr. LACEY. Icall up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 2005) 
to increase the pension of Bennett 8. Shang. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


etc., That the Secre 


Beit enacted, of the Interior is hereby au’ and 
directed to place on the pension-roll 


thorized 
e name of Bennett S. Sbang, late of Com- 


pany K. Fifteenth Ohio Volunteers, in the Mexican war, at the rate of $25 
month, in lieu of the pension which he is now receiving. Px 


The report (by Mr. DE LAxo) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2005) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Bennett S. Shang, have considered the same and 


rt: 

Phe claimant was a private in Company K, Fifteenth Ohio Volunteers, and 
rendered honorable service in the war with Mexico, for which he is now a pen- 
sioner under the act of January 29, 1887, at $8 per month. 

The claimant alleges that from an accumulation of sand in his shoes during 
long and severe marches in Mexico his feet became so sore and so much dis- 
abled as to finally result in incapacitating him for the performance of any man- 
ual labor, but by reason of the long time that has elapsed since said war he is 
unable to furnish the proof necessary to establish the facts relative to incur- 
rence, 

The soldier also rendered honorable service in Company B, Third Iowa Cav- 
alry, ee the war of the rebellion. 

Drs. R. W. Huston, J. W. Bates, and Levi Loar testify that by reason of injury 
= — feet, the claimant is so crippled as to be unable to perform any manual 


r. 

It is also reliably shown that the claimant is about sixty-four years old, poor, 
and dependent, and unable to earn a living. 

In view of the soldier’s service in two wars, his age and disability, and the 
fact that the increase prayed for is necessary to his comfortable support, your 
committee return the bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Nore.—Amend by spelling the soldier’s name Shaug instead of Shang. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

SAMUEL D. PITCHER. 


Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I ask for the present consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 8822) increasing the pension of Samuel D. Pitcher. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the ion now allowed and being to 
Lieut. Samuel D. Pitcher, late a lieutenant in Capt. John Loyall's troop of 


Geo Mounted Volunteers in the war with Mexico, to $36 month, and 
that the sum of $36 per month be paid to said Lieut. Samuel D. Pitcher, in lieu of 
the pension now allowed. 


The report (by Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. yee in- 
5 the pension of Sam D. Pitcher, have considered the same re- 


The claimant was a second lieutenant in Capt. John Loyall’s troop of Georgia 
Mounted Volunteers, Mexican war, and he is now a pensioner at $ per month 


on account of said service. 

The testimony accom ying the bill shows that the claimant contracted 
diarrhea and hemorrhoids during his Mexican war service and has been a suf- 
ferer from those diseases ever since. He is over eighty years old and wholly 
disabled for the performance of manual labor. It is further shown that he is 
iu very needy circumstances and that the pension prayed for is necessary to his 
comfortable support. 

The committee believe the case to be a meritorious one and therefore favor- 
ably report it back with the following amendment: Strike out the words 
“thirty-six” ju the seventh and eighth lines and substitute in lieu thereof the 
words “twenty-five.” 

to 


The amendment recommended by the committee was 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

JANE WOOD. 

Mr. DORSEY. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 2420) grant- 
inga penan to Jane Wood, widow of Clayborne Wood, late of Coni- 
pany C, Thirty-third Ohio Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jane Wood, widow of Clayborne 
Wood, d Company C, Thirty-third Ohio Infantry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. Laws) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2420) 
granting a pension to Jane Wood, have examined the same and report: 

Claimant is the widow of Clayburne Wood, who served as a private in Com- 
pony < Thirty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, from August 10, 1861, 
to May 27, 1862, when he was er ge upon surgeon's certificate of disability. 

The claim was rejected May 8, 1885, on the ground that the disease of teal 
(cause of soldier's death) can not be accepted as result of his military service. 

Since the date of rejection the claim has been twice appealed, but each time 
the action of the Bureau of Pensions in rejecting it has been sustained. 

The records of the War De ment show that soldier was absent sick at 
Louisville, Ky., November December, 1861, and January and February, 
1862, May, 1 absent, sick at Omega, Ohio. Certificate of disability shows 
him discharged May 27, 1862, by reason of ‘‘amaurosis of right eye, greatly ob- 
securing vision, which affection existed previous to enlistment.” 

The soldier died January 8, 1879, and the widow, in applying for pension, al- 
leges that her husband died from the effects of measles and typhoid tever con- 
tracted in the line of duty; that said disabilities injured soldier's spine, head, 
and brain, n and death. 

In affidavit filed teh 12, 1881, Dr. Benjamin W. Searle, of Dahlo: Iowa, 
testifies that soldier had impaired vision, unsteady action of the muscles of the 
face and tongue, and repeated of pain, always attributed to the base of 
the brain and upper portion of the spinal cord, which resulted in softening of 
the brain, blindness, and total paralysis of the voluntary muscles, extending 
from the downward. Thistestimony is corroborated by thatof Dr. Corodon 
Allen and Dr. William Brownfield. 

In affidavit filed July 11, 1881, Nelson Purdum, a comrade, testifies that soldier 
was sound prior to enlistment; that he contracted measles in December, 1861, 
and wasin bad health thereafter. 

In affidavit filed March 3, 1881, Thomas Lee, a comrade, testified substantially 


as above. 
In affidavit filed March 12, 1881, William B. Dougherty testifies to the origin 
and continuance of the effects of measles, 
Dr. J. B. Ray testified before 5 examiner of the Bureau of Pensions 
that he —— soldier for typhoid fever in January, 1862, and that in all proba- 
bility the disease of brain res 


read- 


hoid 
ulted from measles and typhoid fever. 
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Samuel Wood, a comrade, testifies that the soldier was a healthy man prior to 
enlistment; that he contracted measles in the service, which greatly im- 


his 
paired his health. 
Dr. D. A. La Force testifies before a special examiner that he was attending 
ician at the time of soldier's death; that the said soldier died from chronic 
ation of the brain and spinal cord, which had resulted in complete blind- 
ness and partial paralysis of the muscles of the tongue and of the upper 
and lower extremities; thinks that soldier also had softening of the brain. 
‘The medical testimony in the case indicates that the inflammation of brain 
and spinal cord causing paralysis, exhaustion, aud death, resulted from measles 
and typhoid fever contracted in the service. The connection between the sol- 
dier’s military service and death is established by, the best testimony the nat- 
ure of the case will admit. The facts seem to warrant favorable action, and 
your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time. 
BEBECCA TUSSEY. 


Mr. McCREARY. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 9580) granting 
a pension to Rebecca Tussey. Iam informed that it was reached on 
the Calendar before I arrived this evening, and if that be the case I do 
not desire to call it up again. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky. I know it was reached on the Calen- 
dar, because I heard the bill read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that the bill has not been 
called up. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and di to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rebecca v. of Jackson County, 
Kentucky, widow of Jacob L, Tussey, formerly a member of Powell's Battalion. 
Missouri Volunteers, Mexican war. 

The report (by Mr. De Laxo) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9580) grant- 
ing a pension to Rebecca Tussey, have considered the same, and 

‘bill was to the House by your committee at t on for the 

relief of Jacob L. Tussey, and pending its consideration by the House he died. 

. This bill proposes to 8 his widow, Rebecca Tussey, under the provis- 
ions and limitations of t on laws. 

Reference is made to the report of this committee 

f of the late Jacob L. 


H. R. 5028. this Congress, in 
forth his Mexican war service. 
The passage of the bill is recommended. 
[House Report No. 1449, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
ing a pension to Jacob L. Tussey, have considered the same and re 
lows: 


o. 1449) accompanying 
ssey, which fully sets 


as fol- 


The claimant, who is now about — peses served from July 1, 
1847, to November 9, 1848, as a blacksmith and in Company B, Powell's 
Battalion, Missouri Mounted Volunteers. His ication for a under 
the Mexican war service act of 1887 was rejec y the Pension Bureau Feb- 
ruary 10, 1888, upon the ground that the ion to which he was 
not in Mexico or on the coast or frontier thereof during the war with that 


. of the services of Powell's Battalion during the period of the Mexi- 
can war has been ized by your co: they having favorably re- 

rted to the House at this session a bill having for its object the including of 

is and similar organizations within the — of the Mexican war serv- 
gg eg HAD of the bill for the relief of Jacob L. Tussey is ctfully recom- 
mended, with the following amendments: Change the word Pamell's,“ in 
line 7, to Powell's,” aud the word volunteers,“ in the same line, the 
words Mexican war.““ i 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. McCREARY. In justice to my colleague [Mr. WILSON] I de- 
sire to say that the bill that was considered was for granting a pension 
to Jacob L. Tussey, and it should not have been passed, as Jacob L. 
Tussey, who was the husband of this claimant, is now dead. 

Subsequently, 

Mr. McCREARY said: I ask unanimons consent that the bill (H. R. 
5028) to the name of Jacob L. Tussey on the pension-roll, which 
was considered, be ordered to lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk informs the Chair that the 
bill was laid aside with a favorable recommendation. If there be no 
objection, the motion of the gentleman to lay that bill on the table will 
be agreed to, 

There was no objection, and if was so ordered, 


RACHEL BARNES. 


Mr. SWENEY. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R, 2965) 
granting a pension to Rachel Barnes. ; 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, aufhor- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the visions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rachel Barnes, widow of William 
Barnes, late a private in Company I, Second United States Infantry, 
the Florida war. 

The report (by Mr. De Laxo) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill H. R. t- 
ing a pension t to — Parnes: bate opuaidered the same PES poivre a ya 
mit follo ing report: 

The ö husband, William Barnes, was a private in Company I, 
rary Lip — States nee?) and ber pee Phase Karout fray 1838 to : 

. Du a part term of enlistment the soldier participated wit! 
is command inthe Florida Indian war, pat 


On the 3d of July, 1880, William Barnes filed an application for in the 
on Burean, declaring that he contracted disease of in in 1840- 
41, and considerable testimony tending strongly to susi his claim was filed, 


but the Pension Bureau refused to the evidence as sufficient to establish 
the claim and rejected it. The soldier died March 24, 1882, and his widow (the 

under this bill) filed an application for pension, but her claim was 
also rejected, Ground: “Soldier's Vain from insanity forty-one years after 
service had no connection with the service.” 


The claimant is now about seventy-four years old, and as numerous prece- 
dents have been established ingress for the pensioning of the aged ows 
of the soldiers of the old Indian wars the bill isreported back with the recom- 


mendation that it do Amend as follows: Add to the last word of said 
bill the words “and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be en for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 


LOUISA M. SIPPELL, 


Mr. McCARTHY. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7338) 
granting a pension to Louisa M. Sippell. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, op ee to the porinan and 
limitations of the pension laws the name of Louisa M. Sippell, widow of William 


— of Company H. Thirteenth Rogiment New Jersey Volunteer Infan- 


The report (by Mr. TURNER, of New York) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was the bill (H. R. 
7338) granting a pension to Louisa M. Sippell, submit the following report: 
That the claimant is the widow of Will E. Sippell, late a private in Com- 
pany, H, Tenth New Jersey Volunteer Infantry; that he was severely wounded 
n action in July, 1864, being struck bya rifle ball in the thigh, the I splinter- 
ing the e and remaining in the leg; that he was in hosp! tal fourteen months 
and thereafter was ever disabled; that in 1879 he submitted to an operation by 
which the ball was removed from his „and. the wound healing, there was 
— h discharge; that thereafter his lungs were affected and general health 


o grew worse until 1885, when he was admitted to hospital in Jersey City, 
when in that year he died from lung disease and affection of the brain, induced 
by blood-poisoning, the result of his wound. 

The deceased was a pensioner, and his continuance of disability is shown by 
the testimony of Edward Hofner and John W. Rieber. The claimant admits 
she is unable to furnish medical 8 as to cause of death owing to 
of ot payaan bat swears said physician said her husband died from 
insanity and blood- ing caused by wound, and Edward Le Court, a com- 
petent witness, testifies to similar statement of ph jan, 

In view of the foregoing, your committee are of the opinion that claimant's 
1 was # result of his army service, and recommend that the bill 

o pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 
WITHDRAWAL OF REPORT. 


Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw report 2253. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


EVELYN W. MILES. 


Mr. McDUFFIE. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 10445) 
to increase the pension of Evelyn W. Miles. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension. roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Evelyn W. Miles and pay her and 
her minor children the sum of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension now re- 
ceived by them as widow and children of Charles R. Miles, late lieutenant 
United States Navy, the same to be during the life of the widow, in lieu of the 
pension she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10445) grant- 
ing au irea of pension to Evelyn W. Miles, bave considered the same and 

as follows: 

e claimant in this case is the widow of Charles Richard Miles, late a lieu- 
tenant in the United States Navy. She is now receiving a pension at the rate 
of $25 per month and asks that it be increaszd to $50 per mon 

A similar bill has been introduced in and reported to the Senate at this ses- 
sion. The Senate report (No. 1087) contains the following statements: 

“1. The long, faithful, and m ous service of her late husband as an of- 
ficer in the United States Navy deserves a proper recognition at the hands of 
hiscountry. In support of this ground for action Admiral Porter, United States 
ag oh By np under date of November 25, 1889, ay 

“*'This is an extreme case, where an officer lost his life in the formance of 
his duty, and is equivalent to his having died in battle. His widow should be 


gran an increase of pension equal to the highest rate allowed by Co iy 
sears a letter dated November 21, „ Rear-Admiral Jouett, United 
avy, 


lar interest. Lieut. Charles R. Miles, United States 


the guns of the fort. In these operations he took 
afterwards died from the effects of the disease. Th 
as though this young, zealous, and intelligent officer had lost his life in battle. 

“* He leaves a young and exceedingly delicate wife and two small children. 
Mrs. Miles is constantly under the care of a physician.’ 

“Ina letter dated December 3, 1889, O. V. rman, commander United States 
Navy, states that— 

ut. Charles R. Miles, United States Navy, bg per for duty as watch and 

division officer on board the United States steamer 


Haytian 
Lieutenant Miles both on and off duty, as perfect an officer and gen 
man as I have ever met, 


, of Baltimore, Md., in an affidavit executed December 3, 


action Dr, H, Salzer, 
1889, testifies that during the past three years claimant has been a victim to 
chronic Bright's disease of the kidneys, rendering her incapable of doing any 


kind of work. 
“In a letter dated December 3, —_ I. C. Byrnes, United States 


surgeon 
Navy, states that claimant was recently under his care for advanced Bright's 
disease; that she is poya incapacitated for earning a livelihood for her- 


selfand her two young n. 
“As claimant i 15 now receiving the full amount to which she is entitled under 
Increased act.” 


the pore aes BOY AAEN — be fi only by = 
ve your 
— i alle 8 in anii ihe increase prayed for, and the bill is there- 
fore reported back with a favorable recommendation. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it was 
, accordingly read the third time. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the previous ques- 
tion will be considered as ordered on the final passage of all these bills. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, Mr. Speaker, there was one bill that I think 
ought to have been made an exception, that which was considered 
at the request of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OurHWAITE]. I de- 
eee to-morrow, and I ask that this ex- 
ception be made, and that the various bills reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and also bills called up by members, be set for 
Wednesday. 

Mr. McCREARY. Does the gentleman mean that they shall be 
considered immediately after the reading of the Journal? 

Mr. ENLOE. Les, sir. 

Mr. McCREARY. Let that be stated. 

Mr. ENLOE, Immediately after the reading of the Journal, with 
the right of twenty minutes for debate on each bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee re- 
quests that those bills favorably reported from the Committee of the 
Whole, and also the bills called up by members and read a third time, 
be made the special order for Wednesday next, immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, with the understanding that there may be 
twenty minutes for debate on each of these bills. 

Mr. MoCREARY. The result will be to defeat the consideration of 
any other business. 

Mr. ENLOE. As there is only the right given for debate, if nobody 
desires to occupy the time it will not be used. 

The SPEAKER pro gen ip The bills are to be taken up on their 
final passage, with the right of twenty minutes of debate on each of 
these bills. If there is no objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee requests that the bill (S. 2143) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry Strawbridge, called up by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr, OUTHWAITE], may be made an exception to the rule 
just agreed, and that it may come up to-morrow morning. Is there ob- 
jection ? 

; There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10 o’clock and 30 minutes 

having arrived the House stands adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA. 


Communication from the United States Commissioner of Fish and 
Fisheries, transmitting a report of the investigation of the salmon fish- 
eries of Alaska—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clanse 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CASWELL: 


Resolved, That Tuesday, the 17th day of June, be set apart for the consid | 
Caiendar of the House as may be presented by the i 


tion of such bills upon either 
Committee on Private Land Claims 


to the Committee on Rules. 


HOUSE BILL WITH SENATE AMENDMENTS, REFERRED, 


Under clanse 2 of Rule XXIV, a bill of the House of the following | 


title, with Senate amendments, was taken from the Speaker’s table, and 
referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10390) making an appropriation to supply a deficiency 
in the appropriation for public ting and bindjng for the last quarter 
of the fiscal year 1890—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. - 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably the 
following bills of the House; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 3734) granting a pension to John Mann; and 

A bill (H. R. 9163) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Hogan. 

Mr. SIMONDS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the following bills of the House; which were severally referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 8320) for the relief of David D. Smith; and 

A bill (H. R. 2874) for the relief of the estate of James S. Clark. 

Mr. SIMONDS also, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8091) for the relief of A. J. 
Sampson, reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 10839) for the 
relief of A. J. Sampson; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, 

Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
with amendment the following bills; which were severally referred to 
the House Calendar: 

A bill (H. R. 370) fixing the price of all Government lands subject 
to homestead or pre-emption entry at $1.25 per acre; and 

A bill (H. R. 9048) to confirm the title to certain lands in the city 
of Sault Ste. Marie and State of Michigan, and to release any reversion- 
ary right of the Government of the United States therein. 

A bill (S. 1395) to amend sections 2275 and 2276 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, providing for the selection of lands for edu- 
cational p in lieu of those appropriated for other purposes. 

Mr. PAYSON also, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8155) to grant 
school district No. 7 of the township of Dearborn, Wayne County, 
Michigan, certain lots of land for school purposes—to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 4781) for the relief of William 
H. Keys—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 
reported favorably the bill (H. R. 10268) authorizing the erection of a 
monument at the battle-field of Tippecanoe, at the Battle Ground, 
Ind,—to the Committee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union. 

Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 63) to prohibit aliens from ac- 
quiring title to or owning lands within the United States of America— 
to the House Calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were intro- 
duced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Abill(H. R. 10831) toauthorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River between the county of Yankton, 
State of South Dakota, and the county of Cedar, in the State of Ne- 
braska—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. BLOUNT: A bill (H. R. 10832) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Oconee River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10833) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Ocmulgee River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10834) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Savannah River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10835) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Savannah River by the Middle Georgia and Atlantic Railway 
Company—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10836) to authorize the construction of bridges 
across the Savannah River, Ocmulgee River, and the Oconee River— 
to the Committee on Commerce. > 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 10837) for the free coinage of silver; 
for an increase in the issue of Treasury notes; for the retirement of 
national-bank notes, and for the repeal of all laws for the sale of bonds 
and for the accumulation of a gold reserve, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Banking and Carrency. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 10838) granting the right of way to 
the Metropolitan Southern Railroad Company through the property of 
the United States in Montgomery County, Maryland—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 10840) to provide an American register 
for the bark Campanero, of Baltimore, Md.—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 10841) authorizing the city of 
Albany, in the county of Linn, State of Oregon, to construct a brid 
across the Willamette River, in said State of Oregon—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 10842) authorizing the establish- 
ment of post-lights on the Thames River, icut—to the Com- 
mitttee on Commerce, 


5880 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 9, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ALDERSON: A bill (H. R. 10843) granting a pension to 
Capt. Woodson Blake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 10844) granting a pension to 
Jacob A. Remley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 10845) for the relief of Ancil M. Over- 
field—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 10846) for the relief of George H. 
Plant, of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 10847) for the relief of Washington Gal- 
land—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 10848) granting pension to Lucinda 
Gould—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 10849) for the relief of Louis 
Soney, alias Joseph Van Castel, late of Battery C, Second United States 
Artillery—to the Committee cn Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 10850) granting a pension to James 
M. Giddings—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW (by request): A bill (H. R. 10851) referring the 
claims of certain banks of the city of San Francisco, Cal., to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: A bill (H. R. 10852) be entitled ‘‘An act to 
incorporate the Supreme Grand Lodge of the Brothers and Sisters’ 
Grand Union’’—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10853) for the relief of 
Robert B. G to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TUCKER: A bill (H. R. 10854) to reimburse the trustees of 
the Presbyterian Church at McDowell, Highland County, Virginia— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 10855) granting a 
pension to Henry B. Green—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10856) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa Love—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10857) for the relief of Thornton A. Washington 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of New York: A bill (H. R. 10858) granting a 
pension to Mary D. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the follo petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petition of George C. Arrington, of Greene 
County, Alabama, for reference of claim for cotton to the Court of Claims 
under provisions of Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Resolutions of Bossier Parish Farmers’ 
Union, indorsing the subtreasury or warehouse plan—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Petition of Albert P. Old and others, of Norfolk 


County, Virginia, in support of Senate bill 2716—to the Committee on 


Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of A. T. Stephenson and others, of Southampton 
County, Virginia, in support of same measure—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE (by request): Petition of the teachers in the 
schools of Terre Haute, Ind., favoring the passage of the international 
copyright bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, protest by Grange No. 1674, of Cleveland, Ind., against in- 
crease of duty on cheap cotton batting, ete.—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BULLOCK: Petition by citizens of Sanford, Orange County, 
Florida, asking passage of laws for the perpetuation of the national- 
banking system—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of R. E. Dickinson and 43 others, of Madison County, 
Florida, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Jos, Marsh and 20 others, of Marion County, Florida, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of C. F. Ireland and 30 others, of Sumter County, 
Florida, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. G. Berry and 41 others, of Baker County, Florida, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of P. S. Crews and 23 others, of Bradford County, 
Florida, for the same measure—to the Committee on Waysand Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Sumter County, Florida, ing an ap- 

ropriation of 86, 200,000 for the improvement of port of Galveston, 
ex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition for pension for Jacob A. Remley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of Benjamin E. Hobart and 42 others, 
citizens of Coles County, Illinois, for passage of a bill to prevent im- 
portation of intoxicating liquors into States or Territories in which 
their sale is prohibited—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 3 

By Mr. COLEMAN: Memorial of residents of New Orleans, La., 


` 


praying that the rents or net sums of money collected by the United 
tates be refunded to the owners of the tenements or plantations, or 
their 1 representatives, the said rents being held by the United 
States of America withoutauthority of law—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas: Petition of George F. Tyler and 43 
others, of Fannin County, Texas, asking passage of House bill 7162—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J, H. Waldecker and 45 others, of same county and 
State, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of D. E. McMillan and 24 others, of Hopkins County, 
Texas, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. E. Porter and 77 others, of Morris County, 
Texas, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of John King and others, of the Fourth district of 
Texas, asking for passage of the bill taxing dealing in futures—to the 
Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. DO Y: Resolution of Excelsior Alliance No. 914, of Ne- 
braska, favoring the Butterworth option bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. : z - 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Petition of A. L. Cutting and 40 others, citi- 
zens of Minnesota, for passage of House bill 5978—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A petition of J. E. Woodward and 11 others, citi- 
zens of Carroll County, Tennessee, in favor of a deep-water harbor at 
Galveston, Tex.—to the Committeeon Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GEAR: Resolutions of Local Assembly No. 5098, Knights of 
Labor, protesting against carrying coal-oil barrels free—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of Rev. W. F. Baird and 30 others, citizens of Des 
Moines County, Iowa, praying for a law prohibiting transportation of 
liquors into a State in violation of the laws of such State to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GEST: Proof upon the bill for the relief of Quincy McNeil— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of 50 citizens of Brookings, S. Dak., 
for passage of alaw prohibiting the ion of liquors into States 
adopting prohibition—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Trafiic. 

By Mr. GRIMES: Petition of M. M. Tomme and 12 others, of Troup 
County, Georgia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Yellow Dirt Alliance, of Heard County, Georgia, in 
favor of Senate bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of W. A. Heard, M. M. Tomme, and others, citizens 
of Troup County, Georgia, for same measure—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Lucinda Gould, for pension as depend- 
ent mother—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: Petition of residents of Edgeley, N. Dak., 
against transportation of intoxicating liquors in violation of State and 
Territorial laws—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of residents of Grand Forks County, in same State, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of other residents of same county and State, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Langdon, Cavalier County, North Da- 
kota, for same measure—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of residents of Fort Ransom, Ransom County, North 
Dakota, for same measure—to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, petition of residents of North Dakota, for same measure—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of other residents of same locality, for same measure— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition from fesidents of Aneta, N. Dak., for same measure— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, two petitions from residents of Griggs County, North Dakota, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Commerce. ) 

Also, petition of residents of Baxter County, North Dakota, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of residents of Buxton, Traill County, North Dakota, 
for same measure—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of residents of Steele County, North Dakota, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Commerce, z 

Also, petition of residents of Bottineau County, North Dakota, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of residents of La Moure County, North Dakota, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of O. H. Lind, secretary for Union No. 
1747, favoring passage ofthe Conger lard and Butterworth option bills— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolation of same Union, for passage of same measures—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. ’ 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Telegram from August Post, sec- 
retary National Farmers’ Alliance, urgin of the Butterworth 
option and Conger lard bills—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Ellis Alliance, No, 1544, Iowa Falls, Hardin 
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County, Iowa, for passage of the Butterworth bill against gambling in 
farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of same Alliance, urging passage of the Conger lard 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, paper from 44 railroad employés, of Lincoln, Nebr., petition- 
ing for passage of House bill 9682—to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals. 

Also, paper from 30 railroad employés, of Pueblo, Colo., for same 
purpose—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, paper from 59 railroad employés, of Oil City, Pa., for same 
measure to the Committee on Railways and Canals. - 

Also, papers from 41 railroad employés, of Wadsworth, Nev., for 
same measure—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, paper from 19 railroad employés, of Streator, III., for same 
measure to the Committee on Railways and Canals, 

Also, paper from 62 railroad employés, of Two Harbors, Minn., for 
same measure—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, paper from 142 railroad employés, of Escanaba, Mich., for same 
measure—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. HOUR: Petition of Stewart M. Lewisand Alexander Oglesby, 
for additional pay as laborers—to the Committee on Accounts, 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of the students and faculty of Ottawa 
University, of Ottawa, Kans., asking the passage of Senate bill known 
as the Wilson bill that enables States where prohibition obtains to 

revent the sale within their borders of liquors imported from other 
tates or Territories—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of the board of commissioners of Douglass County, 
Kansas, asking Congress to appropriate a sufficient amount of money 
to open a deep-water harbor on the Texas Gulf coast—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Alta Vista Post, No. 60, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Department of Kansas, asking the Government to donate 1,200 acres 
near Fort Dodge, Kans., for the benefit of Soldiers’ Home of State of 
Kansas, located at that place—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Northern Kansas, asking Congress to prohibit the sale of liquors on 
the military reservations within the borders of the State and at the 
Soldiers’ Home near Leavenworth—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of citizens of Winfield, Kans., asking Congress to pass 
a law to allow States where prohibition is the law to prevent the im- 
portation and sale from other States; also to amend the internal-rey- 
enue laws of the United States so that no receipt for tax be issued until 
the party receiving it has leave to sell in the State—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Linn County, Iowa, 
in favor of the Butterworth bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of same county, for passage of the Conger 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Le Grand, Iowa, in favor of passage of 
House bill 5978, to prevent importation of intoxicating liquors—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Linn County, Iowa, for same measure— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 115 citizens of Jones County, Iowa, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 138 citizens of Linn County, Iowa, in favor of same 
measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 54 citizens of Cedar County, Iowa, in favor of same 
measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of A. S. Loveall and 425 others, citizens 
of Mahaska County, Iowa, asking for the enactment of a law to prevent 
transportation of intoxicating liquors in violation of State laws—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LODGE: Petition of 90 citizens of Lynn, Mass., urging the 
passage of the bill to limit the hours of work of clerks and employés 
in first and second class post-offices—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: Petition from L. Donaldson and 39 others, citi- 
zens of Belmont, N. Y., praying for the prompt passage of House bill 
5987—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Rev. Don Mackey and 41 others, citizens of Mooers, 
N. Y., for the same measure—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition from W. W. Rockwell and 23 others, citizens of Glens 
Falls, N. Y., praying passage of the bill to limit the hours of work of 
clerks and employés in first and second class post-offices—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of C. A. Baker and 50 others, citizens of Plattsburgh, N. 
X, for same measure to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Resolutions of faculty and students of Ottawa 
University, Kansas, asking for the passage of the bill to limit the 
effect of the regulations of commerce between the several States and 
with foreign countries in certain cases—to the Committee on Commerce. 


By Mr. MORROW: Protest of the California Single Tax Society of 
San Francisco, against the extension of the time being given for pay- 
ment of the Central Pacific and the Union Pacific debts and the reduc- 
tion of interest thereon—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana: Petition of Russell Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Crawford County, Indiana, for pension legislation— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Loyal Legion of Indiana, for early publication 
of Rebellion Reeords—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. REILLY: Petitionof Allison Post, No. 144, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Port Carbon, Pa., in favor of service and depend- 
ent pension bills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Petition of H. Haynie and others, citizens of 
Anson County, North Carolina, for passage of Senate bill 2716, mak- 
ing an appropriation for Galveston Harbor—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: Petition by citizens of Cairo, III., for in- 
ternational copyright—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Resolutions of the Malone Farmers’ Alliance, 
No. 23, of Tazewell County, Illinois, in favor of passage of the bill re- 
lating to compound lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Malone Farmers’ Alliance, No. 23, of Taze- 
well County, Illinois, in favor of the bill relating to sale of options, 
known as the Butterworth hill—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Memorial of Thomas Fowler and 100 others, 
railway conductors, and 200 railway brakemen, of Delta 
County, Michigan, representing advantages to come from adopting bill 
of Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, compelling railroad companies to use im- 
proved appliances for coupling and brakes, and praying passage of 
same—to the Committee on Railways and Canals, 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of C. 8. Simons and 37 others, of 
Pike County, Mississippi, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of George C. Leonard and 28 
others, of Marshall County, Kentucky, asking passage of House bill 
7162—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of citizens of same county, for same measure—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of other citizens of same county, for same measure— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of other citizens of same county, for same measure— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of other citizens of same county, for same measure— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, another memorial of other citizens of same county, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of citizens of McCracken County, Kentucky, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Farmers and Laborers’ Union, of Wingo, Ky., pray- 
ing passage of House bills 836, 833, 8051, 7641, and Senate bills 3213, 
2716; also to defeat House bills 8242 and 4668 and to defeat the inter- 
mediate supreme court bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of A. P. Baker, praying passage of bill for his relief 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of J. B. Chase and 367 others, citizens 
of the Eleventh Congressional district of Iowa, praying the passage of 
House bill 5978, entitled“ A bill prohibiting the transportation of in- 
toxicating liquors from any State or Territory of the United States 
or District of Columbia into any other State or Territory contrary to 
ae thereof’’—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 

e. 

Also, petition of 14 voters of Lyon County, Iowa, praying for same 
measure to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafe. 

Also, petition of 34 voters of O’Brien County, Iowa, for same 
measure—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of 14 voters of Sac County, Iowa, praying for same 
measure—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of 28 voters of Woodbury Cousty, Iowa, for same 
measure—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 

Also, petition of 34 voters of Sioux County, Iowa, for same measure 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of 64 voters of Hull, Sioux County, Iowa, for same 
measure—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffle. 

Also, petition of 98 voters of Buena Vista County, Iowa, for same 
measure to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of 27 voters of Greenville, Clay County, Iowa, praying 
for same measure—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 


0. 

Also, petition of 44 voters of Clay County, Iowa, praying for same 
measure to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Petition of G. A. Wright and 41 others, citizens 
of Lincoln Township, Mitchell County, Iowa, asking for the enactment 
of a law hibiting the transportation of intoxicating liquors into 
States or Territories in violation of the laws thereof{—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 
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Also, petition of N. D. Bowles and 44 others, citizens of Floyd 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of J. O. Hoover and 24 others, citizens of Fayette 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of M. Hunt and 24 others, citizens of Douglas Town- 
ship, Mitchell County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. ; 

Also, petition of R. C. Streeter and 32 others, of West Mitchell, Iowa, 
for same measnre—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J. L. Brown and 6 others, of Rock Township, Mitch- 
ell County, Iowa, for same measure to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Aleo, petition of C. C. Vanderpoel and Robert Waddell, for same 
measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Mrs. W. B. Hildreth and 41 others, citizens of 

Worth County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on the Ju- 


Also, petition of F. M. Thorne and 7 others, citizens of Howard 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Thomas S. Johnson and 20 others, citizens of same 
county, for same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of C. W. Fields and 14 others, citizens of Jamestown, 
in same county, for same measure—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, petition of David W. Hine and 60 others, citizens of Chickasaw, 
Chickasaw County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of T. Ehlers and 37 others, of Plymouth, Cerro Gordo 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of G. B. Rockwell and 109 others, citizens of Rock- 
well, Cerro Gordo County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of James E. Bennett and 22 others, citizens of Howard 
and Mitchell Counties, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: Petition of Benjamin Jones 
and 52 others, citizens of Mercer County, Pennsylvania, for passage of 
the McKinley tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Grange No. 561, Butler County, Pennsylvania, 
for import duties on farm products—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

Also, memorial of Grange No. 561, of same county and State, for free 
coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures. 

Also, petition of E. B. Dougherty and 55 others, citizens of Beaver 
County, Pennsylvania, for rege e of a national-banking sys- 
tem- to the Committee on g and Currency. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of 1738 members of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, favoring of House bill 5987—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of New York: Petition of Catherina Smith, for 
accrned pension.of her son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition of A. J. Eslinger and 
others, of Madison County, Alabama, for passage of House bill 4668— 
to the Committee on the Militia. 

Also, petition of same persons for passage of Senate bill 2806—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of same for passage of House bill 838—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition on claim of Dr. Green P. McAfee—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of N. Eubank, J. E. B. Parks, 
and others, of the Third district, Giles County, Tennessee, in favor of 
the appropriation forthe Galveston Harbor—to the Committeeon Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Memorial of Grange 427, Patrons of Husbandry, 
Wyoming County, Pennsylvania, in favor of coinage of silver—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, June 10, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, containing the letter from the com- 
missioner-general to the Paris Exposition, transmitting his official re- 
prt: which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed, the report 

ving been sent to the House of Representatives. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior submitting a supplemental estimate of appropriations for ‘‘sala- 


a 


ries, General Land Office” and for rent of buildings for additional 
force, ete.; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

TREASURY NOTES AND SILVER BULLION, 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the silver bill received yesterday from 
the House of tatives be referred to the Committee on Finance. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, ‘The title ot the bill will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 5381) directing the purchase of 
silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other 


purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill having been twice read and 
ordered to lie on the table, the Senator from Vermont moves that it 
be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the West Afri- 
can Steam-Ship Company, of New Orleans, La, praying that an appro- 
priation of $500,000 be made for the establishment of a line of mail 
steamers between the port of New Orleans and the west coast of Africa; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr, MORRILL. I present three memorials, two of them from Ver- 
mont and one from New York, n against any tax upon tin. 
They are printed in the same style, and of course they are memorials 
that were sent out to procure signatures on the part of some party. I 
move that the memorials be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Woman Su League 
of Swarthmore, Pa., praying for the passage of Senate bill 999, for the 
relief of Anna Ella Carroll; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of 18 citizens of Centre Road Station, 
ray Praying for the free coinage of silver; which was ordered to lieon 

table. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of Victor Alliance, No. 910, 
Nuckolls County, Nebraska, praying for the of the so-called 
‘Conger lard bill,“ being House bill 283, and the so-called Butter- 
worth option bill,“ being House bill 5353; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Chase County Farmers’ Alliance, 
Nebraska, praying for the passage of the so-called Butterworth op- 
tion bill,“ being House bill 5353; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CASEY presented a petition of 41 citizens of Trip Durbin, Cass 
County, North Dakota, a petition of 41 citizens of North Dakota, and 
a petition of 20 citizens of North Dakota, praying for the prompt pas- 
sage of a bill making it unlawful to transport liquors from one State 
or Territory of the United States into any other State or Territory con- 
trary to the laws thereof; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of citizens of Illinois, pray- 
ing for the passage of a bill to 8 the mailing of immoral publi- 
cations; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


He also presented a petition of employés of the knitting mill at Jack- 
sonville, III., praying for the passage of the McKinley tariff bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of citizens of Des Moines, Davenport, 
Sioux City, and Burlington, in the State of Iowa, and Teche of 
citizens of Chicago, Champaign, Peoria, Shawneetown, Galena, Bloom- 
ington, and Rockford, in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against 
the passage of the McKinley tariff bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented a petition of the American Sugar of 
Milk Company and the New Jersey Sugar of Milk Company, praying 
for a retention of the duty of 10 cents per pound upon milk sugar; 
which was referred to the Committee on Hames. 

Mr. ALLISON presented resolutions adopted by Farmers’ Alliance 
No. 912, of Mitchellville, Polk County, Iowa, in ſavorot the passage of an 
act providing for Government loans on real estate; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of a number of citizens of Decatur 
County, Iowa, praying that a pension be granted to William M. Gra- 
ham, of Davis City, Decatur County, Iowa; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. : 

He also presented resolutions a.lopted by the Business Men’s Asso- 
ciation of Davenport, Iowa, favoring some legislation looking to the 
establishment of a limited postal-telegraph system to be conducted by 
the Post-Office Department; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the wholesale grocers of Keokuk, 
Iowa, praying that they be given time in case of a reductionof the 
tariff on sugar to protect themselves from any rise or fall in the price 
thereof; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition adopted by wholesale grocers of Iowa, 
E 1890, praying that the 
time fixed in the tariff bill for the sugar clause to go into effect be 
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at a date not earlier than November 1, 1890; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of H. L. Munn and 7 other citizens 
of Oxford, Iowa, praying for the proposal of a constifutional' prohib- 
oy amendment; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

He also presented resolutions of the Viola Centre (Iowa) Farmers’ 
Alliance, No. 1655, and resolutions of the Lone Elm Farmers’ Alli- 
ance, No, 1567, of Climax, Iowa, favoring the passage of the Conger 
lard bill, so called; which were referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry. 

He also A amps a petition of Hardin Creek Farmers’ Alliance, No. 
1274, of Webster County, Iowa, praying for the passage of the Butter- 
worth option bill, so called; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of 28 citizens of Plymouth County, 
Towa, a petition of 56 citizens of Marion County, Iowa, and a petition 
of 26 citizens of the Seventh Congressional district of Iowa, praying 
for the free coinage of silver; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Raymond, Black Hawk 
County, Iowa; a ition of citizens of Quimby, Cherokee County, 
Jewa; a petition of citizens of Buchanan County, Iowa; a petition of cit- 
izens of Wright County, Iowa; a petition of citizens of Delaware County, 
Iowa; a petition of citizens of Hardin County, Iowa; a petition of cit- 
izens of Fayette County, Iowa; a petition of different churches, San- 
day schools, and citizens of Perry, Iowa, and a petition of citizens of 
Floyd County, Iowa, all praying for the passage of a bill that will 
make it unlawful to transport intoxicating liquors from any State or 
Territory to another contrary to the laws thereof; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of 39 citizens of Virginia, praying 
for tho free coinage of silver; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Lieut. C. G. Ayres, lientenant Tenth 
Cavalry, praying to be relieved from certain improper charges in the 
Ordnance Department of the Army; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of J. F. Slaughter and other citizens 
of Lynchburgh, Va., praying for the passage of laws for the perpetua- 
tion of the national-banking system; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Allianee of Charlotte 
County, Virginia, praying for the adoption of what is known as the 
subtreasury plan; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented the petition of Grant Green, jr., 
and a number of other citizens of Clarendon, Ark., praying that an ap- 
propriation of $20,000 be made, to be expended under the direction of 
the Mississippi River Commission, to save their town from overflow; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of citizens of Muskegon, 
Mich., praying for the passage of the bill limiting the hours of labor of 
post-office clerks in first and second class post-oflices; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. ’ 

He also presented the petition of M. Carman and 24 other citizens 
of Mecosta, Mich., praying for the proposal to the States by Congress 
of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importa- 
tion, exportation, transportation, and sale of alcoholic liquors as a bev- 
erage; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented the petition of George S. Sherwood, John 
B. Overton, and 152 other citizens of New York City, praying that the 
Secretary of War be directed to contract with Charles Stoughton and 
his associates for the entire work of improving the Harlem River, New 
York; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BERRY presented a petition of the Agricultural Wheel of St. 
Francis County, Arkansas, praying for the passage of a measure pro- 
viding for the loan of money by the Government upon agricultural 
lands of the nation; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PASCO presented the petition of P. McQuaid and 155 other 
citizens of Jacksonville, Fla., praying for the passage of the bill to 
limit the hours of werk of clerks and employés in first and second 
class post-oflices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of J. C. Clay and 64 other citizens of 
Citrus County, Florida, praying for the passage of Senate bill 3817, 
for the protection of actual settlers under the homestead and pre-emp- 
tion Jaws upon phosphate lands in that State; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. PIERCE presented a petition of 37 farmers of Walsh County, 
North Dakota, praying for the passage of Senate bill 2607, providing 
for the appointment of a commission to investigate the causes of the 
agricultural depression; which was referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MOODY presented a petition of citizens of Canova, Miner County, 
South Dakota, praying for the prompt passage of a bil] making it un- 
lawful to im intoxicating liquors into States and Territories con- 
trary to the laws thereof; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 

ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1116) granting an increase of pension to Harrison W. 


Koonce; 
A bill (S. 1119) granting an increase of pension to William H. Glenn; 
ani 


A bill (S. 2010) granting an increase of pension to Andrus Seamens. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8.3988) granting a pension to Joseph B. Sellers, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TURPIE. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions tomake 
a supplemental report on the bill (H. R. 4167) granting a pension to 
Lorenzo D. Whiteford, heretofore reported. There was some mistake 
in the name as it appeared in the original bill. I ask that the supple- 
mental report and bill with the name corrected be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3986) granting a pension to Ralph Waldo Mason; 

A bill (S. 4010) granting a pension to Helen A. Patterson; 

A bill (S. 2248) granting a pension to Lucinda Allen; 

A bill 18 3985) granting a pension to Agnes Ashley; and 

A bill (S. 2108) granting a pension to Sarah Hoover. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of John Farrell, praying to be allowed a pension, submit- 
ted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 4045) granting a pen- 
sion to John Farrell; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: ' 

A bill (H. R. 9353) granting a pension to Dwight Parker; 

A bill (S. 1731) granting a pension to Margaret Mattox; 

A bill (S. 769) granting a pension to Albert H. Aldrich; 

A bill (S. 1730) granting a pension to Ellen Maloney; 

A bill (S. 1733) granting a pension to Laura Jones; and 

A bill (S. 3414) granting a pension to James Melvin. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 814) granting a pension to Clara Fowler, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Healso, from thesame committee, to whom was referred the petition of 
William Norwood, praying to be allowed a pension, submitted a report 
thereon, accompanied bya bill (S. 4046) granting a pension to William 
Nerwood; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1674) granting a pension to Lucy A. Sain, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whem was referred 
the bill (H. R. 3067) granting a pension to Joseph La Preaze, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 4047) supplemental to the act 
of Congress passed in March, 1887, entitled An act to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,’ ap- 
proved March 22, 1882;’’ which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BLAIR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4048) to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors upon all exhibition and exposition grounds « 
where appropriations by the United States are expended; which was 
8 twice by its title, and reſerred to the Committee on Education and 

r. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 4049) to fully execute Article III 
of the treaty between the United States and the Choctaw Nation of 
Indians, concluded on the 28th day of April, 1866; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4050) for the relief of Hor- 
ace Brown, alias Magruder; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military 


Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 4051) granting an increase of 
pension to Annie C. Babcock; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 4052) to provide for the survey of 
public lands in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, 
rng pale the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pub- 

ic 8. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4053) to grant to the Tacoma and Seattle 
Air-Line Railway Company a right of way through the Puyallup In- 
dian reservation, in the State of Washington, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. * 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 4054) to amend section 22 of 
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an ‘‘Act to regulate commerce, approved February 4, 1887; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, ; 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4055) granting a pension to Mrs, 
Susan Craig; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4056) to regulate commerce among the 
several States, and to codify the law relating to bills of exchange and 
other commercial paper; which was read twice byits title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 4057) granting a pension to Matilda 
Norton, widow of Lewis Norton; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 4058) granting a pension to John 
C: Kennedy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 97) authorizing 
George H. Scidmore, vice-consul-general of the United States at Kan- 
agawa, Japan, to accept a medal conferred upon him by the Emperor 
of Japan for saving a subject of Japan from death by drowning; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

HUMBERT BROTHERS. 


Mr. HISCOCK. Lask unanimous consent to take from the Calen- 
dar the bill (H. R. 3083) for the relief of Humbert Brothers. Itisa 
bill respecting a couple of lost bonds, reported unanimously by the 
Committee on Finance, and on account of the amount involved and the 
business of the parties it ought to have immediate consideration. It 
will take but a moment, and I ask for its consideration, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that orderis closed, and Senate bill 2350 being in order the Senator 
from New York asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business 
may be info laid aside to enable him to ask for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 3083) for the relief of Humbert Brothers. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not like toobject. Has the regular order been 


called ? 

8 pro tempore. The regular order has been an- 
noun 

Mr. TELLER. If this will not take any time I will yield. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It will not take any time. 

Mr. TELLER. If it does I must object. I want the regular order 
to be proceeded with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information, subject to objection, as in Committee of the Whole, 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Sec of the Treasury be, 
instructed to redeem in favor of Humbert Brothers two 5 per cent. 
bonds for $5,000 each inscribed on the books of the Treasury De ent in the 
name of J. and W. Sell & Co., and numbered 7696 and 7697 respectively, 
issued under the act of 3, 1864, and known as ten-forties, said bonds hav- 
ing been “is up in blank, and stolen from said Humbert on or about 

u 


and he hereby is, 
red 


Brothers 
ng with the followin, 
jury a consent by 


and W. Sel of the 


000, 

Fm I es or Mabdlier on account of said bonds or the interest accrued 
and shall renew said bonds 
or his successors may req 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection and no 
amendment, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHICAGO, KANSAS AND NEBRASKA RAILWAY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The Senate resumes consideration 
of the bill (S. 2350) authorizing the issue of Treasury notes on deposits 
of silver bullion. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who I 
understand has the floor, consents that I may ask the Senate to con- 
sider a bill that will take but a few minutes. If it takes more, I shall 
not press it. 

Mr. TELLER. I believe I will say that after that is disposed of I 
shall insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. DAWES, It will be a great accommodation. It is Senate bill 


3982. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid 
aside for the purpose of considering the bill (S. 3982) granting to the 
Chicago, Kansas and Nebraska Railway Company power to sell and 
convey to the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway Company all 
the railway, property, rights, and franchises of the Chicago, Kansas 


and Nebraska Railway Company in the Territory of Oklahoma and in 
the Indian Territory. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs with amendments, in section 1, line 16, after 
the words eighteen hundred and eighty-seven,“ to insert ‘‘ subject 
to all the conditions, limitations, requirements of said act,’’ and in 
line 19, after the word empowered, ”’ to insert subject as aforesaid;’? 
so as to read: 

That e Chi „Ka a ob 1 m be, and i 
here 3 3 Sal cats 8 The Chicago, Bock 


Island and Pacific Railway Com y, a corporation organized and existing 
under the laws of the State of Illinoisand Iowa, all the railway, property, rights, 


and franchises of said The o, Kansas and Nebraska 3 mpany 
in the Territory of Oklahoma and in the Indian Territory, including si =s 
and Ne- 


rightof way odel, the Indian Territory to The Chicago, Kansas and Ne- 
purposes,” 1887, subject to 
limitations, requirements of said act, and said The Chicago, 


by The Chicago, Kansas and wa 


Company under said act of Co: and to complete the construction of all 
lines of railway mentioned in act of Congress not heretofore constructed 
by said The Chicago, Kansas and Nebraska Railway Company. = 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
why it is necessary for the Government of the United States to become 
a party to this transaction in any way. I have not seen the original 
charter, but it is usual in all these grants of right of way to give toa 
railroad company and its assigns this power to convey. 

Mr. DAWES. All of the Indian Territory railroad bills contain a 
provision that the grantees shall not transfer their property and their 
franchise in the Territory without the consent of Congress, until after 
they are completed. This railroad has thus far been built by the funds 
loaned to the railroad by this other company. They have failed to 
meet their obligations and the process of foreclosure is going on. There 
is some question about whether a foreclosure would make a good title, 
and because of that simply this bill is asked. 

Mr. VEST. I notice in one place it says the conveyance shall not 
be made until approved by the directors of one of the companies, 
That seems to intimate that it is a private transaction in which the Gov- 
ernment has no 

Mr. DAWES. It is a private transaction between these roads, but 
the phraseology of the original charter casts a doubt upon the fact 
whether a foreclosure would be good, and itis out of abundant caution 
that the passage of this bill is desired. 

The bill was ordered i ee third reading 

ill was ordered to be en; for a third ing, read the 
third time, and passed. ‘ 
FORT BROOKE MILITARY RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business, 

Mr. CALL. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to lay aside 
informally the pending bill and proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(S. 2786) for the donation of Fort Brooke military reservation at Tampa, 
Fla., for free schools and other pu 

Mr. TELLER. I dislike very much to object to the Senator’s bill, 
but I bave declined to yield to others who have appealed to me be- 
cause I think we ought to go on with the silver bill. 

Mr. CALL. I thought the Senator had agreed that this measure 
should be considered. . 

Mr. TELLER. I hope the Senator will not ask that it be taken up 
now. 

Mr. CALL. I understood the Senator to agree to take it up, but of 
course an Objection will send it over. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator perhaps is pretty nearly right. 
I believe I did say that I would not object to his bill, but I thought 
he was going to call it first. That I had forgotten. If it does not 
bring out any debate, I shall not object. Ifit does, the Senator must 
withdraw it, so that we can go on with the silver bill. + 

Mr. CALL. If it leads to any discussion I shall withdraw it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colorado 
withdraw his objection? 

Mr. TELLER. I do. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Floridaasks unan- 
imous consent to consider the bill (S. 2786) for the donation of Fort 
Brooke military reservation at Tampa, Fla., for free schools and other 
purposes. The Chair hears no objection, and it is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. The bill has been read at length asin 
Committee of the Whole. The amendment reported yesterday by the 
committee will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The committee report to add the following as 
a new section: 


Sec. 4. The proceeds of sales of the lots on said on shall be, and are 
hereby, donated to the city of Tampa, to be held in trust by said city for the use 
and benefit of the public schools of the school district of pa, and to be ap- 
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plied to the benefit of all children of school without distinction of race or 
color, in separate schools for the white and colored races. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
Peeper by the committee. 

r. COCKRELL. Let the point where the amendment comes in be 

read. I did not catch the point. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is to add a new section. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

Mr. PLUMB. What bill is that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2788) for the donation of Fort Brooke 
military reservation at Tampa, Fla., for free schools and other pur- 


Mr. PLUMB. Has the bill been amended? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been. 

Mr. PLUMB. In what way? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will read the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands, agreed to as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 


Mr. PLUMB. If that amendment is adopted there is no reason why. 


the United States should not abdicate its entire functions in regard to 
public lands and give everything it has to all the States. There isno 
more reason why that land should go to Tampa than it should go into 
the pockets of any private individual anywhere. The State of Florida 
has had more out of the public domain than any other five States pro- 
rtionately, and I must say has made worse use of it than any other 
tate has made, bad as has been the use made of public lands by some 
other States, It has had over 20,000,000 acres of swamp lands, not a 
single acre of which was ever given to schools, every acre of which, 
with a trifling exception, it gave to railroads. If there is any neces- 
sity for money for schools or for land for schools in the State of Florida, 
it is simply and only because that State has pursued a wicked and de- 
structive course in regard to the lands which the United States have 
ven, 
ome Committee on Public Lands to this amendment. I did 
not know that the bill was up or I should have objected to it at this 
time; that is, I should have said what I now say before it was adopted. 

One case was cited as a precedent. That was the case of Fort Smith. 
In that case, which was a precedent that never ought to have been 
made perhaps, it was shown that the city of Fort Smith lay adjacent 
to the Indian Territory, and that by reason of certain conditions which 
were peculiar to that locality a very large number of the population of 
the Indian Territory came over to Fort Smith and located there, non- 
taxpayers, imposing burdens upon the people of that village in regard 
to schools, which were unusual. That was the one case in which Con- 

made a donation which would be somewhat similar, perhaps, to 
this, butit is not fair to say that Congress knows more about the needs 
of the schools of Tampa than Tampa does, and I am here prepared to 
say that Tampa has never asked for this donation. The Legislature of 
Florida has never asked for it. No official of the State of Florida has 
ever asked for it. No one would have the assurance to ask for it in 
view of the criminal disposition which that State has made of its own 
land, with which it could have easily supplied not only every child in 
that State with common-school education, but it conld have sent them 
to Harvard University for the next sixty years. There can beno more 
wicked use of public money than to give it to the city of Tampa. 

Mr. BERRY. The disposition that Florida may or may not now have 
made of thelands granted to her I donot think is the question at issue. 
In regard to the statement that that State has received more lands than 
any other State, I do not think that should cut any figure in this case. 
She certainly has not received more for educational purposes, Florida 
with other Southern States received only one section of land, while 
the State of Kansas and other Western States received for school pur- 

two sections in each township, the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sec- 
tions, I believe. 

In a to giving this land to Tampa for school purposes, there is 
a precedent in my own State. The money realized from the military 
reservation at Fort Smith, Ark., was ordered to be applied for school 
purposes, and the city of Fort Smith has realized a large amount of 
money, and her people have built up the most efficient schools I know 
of anywhere in the South. The fund has been applied wisely, which 
has been far more beneficial to the people of that city and the sur- 
rounding country than any other disposition that could have been 
made of it. 

That is a case precisely in point, and I can not see that this money 
which can do so much geod should not go to the city of Tampa, in 
which, I am informed, there is a large amount of foreign inhabitants 
constantly coming and where cireamstances are peculiar, as well as at 
Fort Smith. I therefore hope the amendment will be adopted, be- 
cause it is in line with the legislation adopted at Fort Smith, and it 
would prove beneficial and to the satisfaction of all parties. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is no more reason for giving the proceeds of 


this land than there would be for giving as much money, its equiva- 
lent, out of the public Treasury. It would be a donation of at least 
$100,000 to the city of Tampa. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Florida had 
better withdraw the bill, as it will evidently lead to further debate. 

Mr. BERRY. I think we can have the vote taken upon the bill now. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand the Senator fiom Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] 
proposes to discuss the bill further. 

Mr. CALL. I promised the Senator from Colorado that if the bill 
should lead to debate I would withdraw it and I will do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill resumes its place on the 
Calendar. The Chair understands the Senator from Florida to with- 
draw his request. 

Mr. CALL. I ask that the bill go over without prejudice. 

“Mr. BERRY. Does the Senator from Colorado understand that other 
Senators desire to debate the bill? A 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] only yielded the floor for a question, and heis not through 
with the debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Florida to withdraw his request for the further consideration of 
the bill at this time, and it resumes its place on the Calendar. The 
regular order will be proceeded with. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had to the report of the 
committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 977) for the erection of a 
public building at New London, Conn. 

The m also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the ing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3365) ap- 
proving, with amendments, the funding act of Arizona. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 2287) granting an increase of pension to John F. Chase; 

A bill (H. R. 6799) ting a pension to Mary A. Lefebvre, widow 
of Hiram Goodspeed, late of Company A, Fifty-sixth Massachusetts 
Volunteers; and 

A bill (H. R. 8295) to authorize the purchase of certain public lands 
by che city of Buffalo, Wyo., and for other purposes. 

3 ie pena also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A = (S. 145) for the relief of the legal representatives of Henry S. 
French; 

A bill (S. 2311) to amend section 3354 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States; and 

A bill (S. 2317) to provide for the exportation of fermented liquor 
in bond without payment of internal-revenue tax. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore : ; 

A bill (H. R. 445) for the erection of a shop at the national armory, 
Springfield, Mass. ; 

A bill (H. R. 1306) for the relief of the Southern Exposition, at 
Louisville, Ky. ; 

A bill (H. R. 6845) directing the issue of a duplicate of a lost check 
drawn by O. M. Carter, lieutenant United States Engineer Corps, in 
favor of Charles C. Ely; and 

A bill (II. R. 8235) to prevent desertions from the Army and for other 
purposes. 

TREASURY NOTES AND SILVER BULLION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2350) authorizing the issue of Treasury notes on 
deposits of silver bullion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME], which 
will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the amendment of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]: 

And hereafter no funds available for the ment of the public debt, includ- 
ing such as are kept for the redemption of Fressury notes, shall be retained in 
the Treasury in excess of $110,000,000. ~ 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Iask unanimous consent that the debate 
on the pending bill from and after Friday next, at 30’clock in the after- . 
noon, shall be limited to five minutes upon each question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada asks 
unanimous consent that after 3 o’clock on Friday afternoon next de- 
bate on the pending bill be limited to five minutes by each Senator 
upon any one question. Is there objection? [A pause.] The Chair 
hears none, and it isso ordered. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment which has been read. 


— 
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Mr. HARRIS. From motives of extreme caution and in order that 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas may not possibly be con- 
strued to apply to the gold and silver upon which certificates have 
been issued, I ask that Senator to modify his amendment—it is not 
now in order to offer an amendment to his amendment—or rather to 
allow a proviso to be added to it, as follows. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the sug- 

amendment, 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add: 

Provided, That the gold and silver coin and gold bullion in the 1 — 
which gold and silver certificates have been issued shall 
available for any purpose except the redemption of such certificates. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have not the slightest objection to that, but I think 
the wording of the amendment which I have offered will show that 
that is excluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let the amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read in connection with the suggestion of the Senator eee 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And hereafter no funds available for the payment of the — debt, includ- 
ing such as are kept for the redemption of Treasury notes, shall be retained in 
1 in excess of 5110, 000,000: That the gold and silver coin 
and poe bu res 8 the Treasu 3 upon which gold and silver certificates ha 
been issued shall not be cone ered available for any purpose except the 
demption of such ce 

The PRESIDENT pro 2 Does the Senator from Kansas accept 
the modification? 

Mr. PLUMB. T accept it. 

The PRESIDENT pro ve. The modification being accepted, it 
stands as part of the original proposition: 

Mr. REAGAN. Would an amendment to that amendment be now 
in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not now, except by unanimous con- 
sent, ‘The question recurs upon agreeing to the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas, which now stands as one proposition, modified 
by the suggestion of the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. TELLER. Is that the first amendment to be voted on? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore It is. 

Mr. TELLER. I thought there was an amendment prior to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The last amendment is first voted 
upon. This is an amendment to the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. ‘The question must first be taken on 
the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not understand. I thought it was an amend- 
ment to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion? 

Mr, COCKRELL, Let the amendment be read now as it stands. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read as it 
stands, 
Mr. HALE. What is the original amendment offered by the Sena- 


tor from Ohio? 
The Cuter CLERK. The amendment of Mr. SHERMAN is to add as 
a new section: 
Sec.6, That upon the 


Treasurer of the U United 
deposits made 


of this act the balances standing with the 


fart hereby created, to 
jon account,” 


at the close of each month, be rted on the monthly public-debt statement 
as debt of the United States 3 no interest. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Now the Secretary will report the 
pending amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB) to the 
amendment which has just been read. 

Mr. HALE. Is this amendment offered in the form of an addition 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is an amendment to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. HALE. I understand that; but is it in the form of addition, 
by adding to it? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It is an addition. 

Mr. HALE. Connected by the word and?“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Connected by the word and and 
separated by a semicolon. The amendment of the Senator from Kan- 
sas [ Mr. PLUMB], as modified, will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


funds available for the 


And hereafter no of the ee debt, includ- 
ing such as are kept for the redemption of be retaiged in 


notes, shall 


the Treas in excess of oE S110009; 000: Provided, That the gold and silver coin 
and gold ion in the upon which gold and silver certificates have 
been issued, shall not be be considered available for any purpose except the re- 
demption of such certificates. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now recurs upon the 
amendment to the amendment, offered by the Senator trom Kansas. 

Mr. FARWELL. I desire to make an inquiry; I do not know 
whether it is a parliamentary or a legislative one. Is it not the fact 
that we have a House bill on this subject now before us and should 
we not take that up rather than amend our own bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill passed by the House of 
Representatives on the same subject has this morning been referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and is not before the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will modify my amendment by striking ont the 
word“ Treasury,” in line 3, before the word notes, and inserting 
United States.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read as 
modified. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And hereafter no funds available for the pera yee of the public ao includ- 
ing such as are kept for the AE ETET of States notes, shall be retained 
in the That the gold and silver 


in excess of $110,000,000; Provided, 
upon which gold and silver certificates 


‘Treasury 
coin aa gold Dallion in the Treasu: 
h. been issued, shall not be co: ed available for any purpose except the 


mption of such certificates. 


Mr. PLUMB. I want to say a word about the necessity for some 
such amendment as the one which I have suggested to that of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. The Senator from Ohio ed to have it inferred I 
think, perhaps he stated, that his judgment was that the Secretary of 
the Treasury would pay out some portion of the fund which was pro- 

to be covered into the Treasury by his amendment; but I do not 
lieve any such result would follow. 

I find that the New York newspapers are a pretty good guide as to 
what that Department will do. In fact, I think we know more about 
the Treasury by reading the ‘New York newspapers than by the Treas- 
ury statement or by catching anything that is dropped from the im- 
mediate precincts of the Treasury Department; and I have read in a 
New York newspaper, I think it was yesterday, a statement in the 
financial column of that paper that the effect of the amendment of the 
reg e from Ohio to cover this money into the Treasury would be 
simply to leave it just where it is now, that the Secretary would un- 
doubtedly keep it there because to pay it out would be a repudiation. 
I have no more doubt after that statement of the paper than I had be- 
fore, because I regard that as ex cathedra that if that money is cov- 
ered into the Treasury we shall have the precise result we have now of 
retaining in the Treasury 8250, 000, 000, $150,000,000 of which, accord- 
ing to any possible anticipation of the needs of the Treasury, it is abso- 
lutely unnecessary to retain. 

I do not care to have that done. I would as soon have it kept there 
for the redemption of United States notes instead of as a menace to 
the market, as a threat to the business of the country. I would rather 
it should be kept in that way than kept the other way, because no one 
would know whether the was going to pay it out or not. 
Some ple would be satisfied with that, but it seems to me there 
would be a fraction of doubt, and the more money the Secretary has at 
his disposal the greater the effect upon outside transactions which may 
be affected by his action one way or the other. 

I want to get this entire fand in the Treasury as far as possible be- 
yond the discretion of the Secretary, because that discretion is hurtful 
to the business of the country, always has been and always will be so 
long as the present policy is maintained; and taking what we know 
about the feeling of the Secretary now and the effect of his accumu- 
lating funds at this time to a larger amount in the Treasury now 
than there was fifteen days ago, and taking this statement of a New 
York newspaper, which I have found true from the information I have 
seen of what these papers have had about the inside workings of the 
Treasury Department heretofore,and arguing as I do substantially that 
it is official, as the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] suggests, I 
want to have the Senate express itself upon this point in this bill one 
way or the other. If it wants to keep this $250,000,000 or $260,000, - 
000 in the Treasury permanently, let it say so. 

Mr. TELLER, It seems to me that the amendment as now modi- 
fied ought to be printed. I confess to a good deal of difficulty in un- 
derstanding it since the changes, and I suppose there is no particular 
haste about our voting on it now. It can be voted on when the bill is 
ready for final di ition. The amendment does not have anything 
to do with the main question. The question that is paramount in this 
bill—this being a bill particularly to furnish some new money, on its 
face at least, and ostensibly for the purpose of i snereqaing the value of 
silver, I suggest that. the amendment may be printed and we may vote 
upon it at a later period, unless somebody is anxious to vote on it now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment can be copied and 
sent to the Printing House and returned in the course of an hour or 
two. 

Mr. TELLER. I think that had better be done, because there is 
some discussion that will come on this afternoon and we can just as 
well vote on the amendment later. ; 
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Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. President, I wish to say but a word in regard 
to this amendment now, as I am necessarily, by leave of the Senate, 
absent during most of the time. 

The amendment-as it now stands is, I think, in a worse form than it 
was originally, because it leaves no funds whatever that are available 
for the payment of the public debt to be kept on hand in the Treasury 
except $110,000,000, $10,000,000 of which, as amatter of course, would 
be the only available working balance for the Treasury. 

The Senator from Missouri stated the other day that the $10,000,000 
is totally insufficient. Asa matter of course, $10,000,000 is only ten 
days’ income and ten days’ expenditure, and there ought to be at least 
$40,000,000 or $50,000,000—any where from between $20,000,000 and 

. $30,000,000, at any rate, enough for one quarter’s payments. At least 
that amount of money ought always to beon hand over andabove the 
$100,000,000 required by law to be kept there; so that unless the Sen- 
ate want to change the law which fixes the amount at $100,000,000 as 
a reserve for the redemption of the United States notes, this amend- 
ment ought not to be voted for, it seems to me, at all, and leave the 
Treasury utterly helpless. It could not pay the pensions alone under 
this provision. 

Mr. FARWELL. May I ask the Senator a question? Is not the 
Secretary authorized under the act of 1870 to issue bonds? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose nobody contemplates the necessity or 
the possibility of that resort. Besides, I think with the Senator trom 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER], that the silver question is important enough 
to be considered by itself, and these other questions that areconstantly 
being raised about the funds in the Treasury, about how much reserve 
ought to be kept for a particular p , how much for a working 
balance, how much for the redemption of United States notes, ought to 
be considered separately and distinctly from the silver question, which 
presents complications enough without embarrassing it with this propo- 
sition. 

I think when we are dealing with the silver question we should deal 
with it as a unit and act upon it, and whatever the judgment of the Sen- 
ate or of Congress may be upon the subjeet let it be expressed in regard to 
that, because, as we all admit, there is no question of greater impor- 
tance that has ever been presented to the Senate of the United States 
than is presented in the silver bill. It has been voted on as a separate 
and distinct question; and to discuss the question of the amount of 
what ought to be kept in the Treasury as a working balance and what 
ought to be kept as a redemption fund for the redemption of United 
States notes and the redemption of silver certificates or gold certificates 
is a departure from the question in hand. 

I think the Senate would act wisely in dealing with this silver ques- 
tion now to deal with it as a thing separate and apart from anything 
else. It presents enough complications and difficulties without look- 
ing into others. They may have a proper bearing and should be prop- 
erly discussed at a proper time. 

Mr. TELLER. Why not withdraw your amendment, then? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That has a direct bearing upon the question; but 
I would rather that amendmentshould be voted down than have these 
other matters brought in. Indeed, I think the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas is very faulty: first, in disturbing the funds that 
are pledged by the public faith, you may say, for the redemption of 
United States notes; next, for expecting the Secretary of the Treasury 
to carry on the operations of the Government, with disbursements of 
$400, 000,000 a year, upon a working balance of $10,000,000. It strikes 
me to be a proposition so radically wrong, so absolutely impossible to 
be executed, that the Senate will vote it down almost as a matter of 
course. 

But if it were attached to this silver bill I would not vote for it in 
any form. I would not vote for a bill that had such a requirement 
attached to it that the Secretary of the Treasury should undertake to 
run that Department with a working balance of $10,000,000 when he 
actually has to pay sometimes on a single quarter day $40,000,000 for 
pensions, and he will have often to pay $25, 000,000 on a particular day; 
and he could not obtain what he needed without violating the law and 
using the money which the law sets aside as a redemption fund tor the 
redemption of United States notes. If it is the purpose of the Senate 
to break down all these guards which protect the public credit and 
protect the redemption of United States notes and the foundation of 
the resumption act, let it be done, but let it be done openly as a sepa- 
rate and distinct measure. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it does not seem to me that it is nec- 
essary that this legisiation should be had upon this bill. The Senator, 
who is a member ef the Committee on Finance, can report any day a 
bill containing his views or the views of the committee upon that sub- 
ject, which I suppose are substantially his amendment, and then the 
Senate can deal with it independently of the other question. It seems 
to me to be entirely a different question, although I suppose everybody 
is in favor of the purpose for which the amendment was introduced, 
by releasing and putting it within the power of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to use this money if he sees fit. Certain Senators believe he 
will not use it, and may want to give directions as to how it shall be 
used; but it seems to me it would be better to withdraw that amend- 
ment and let it come in as a separate bill. At all events I ask that 


* 


it may be printed, so that we may know exactly what we are voting 


upon. 
Ehe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. N the amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] will be printed, if there is no objection. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas object 
to the printing of the amendment ? 

Mr. REAGAN. No, I thought that was disposed of, When it is I 


want to say a word. 
The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
TELLER] does not yield the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. I will yield if the Senator from Texas wants to go 
on now. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I only want to say that I intend to 
offer as an amendment to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Ohio the following: 

That hereafter no funds available for the payment of the public debt, includ- 
ing such as are kept for the redemption of United States notes, and excluding 
such as are held for the 3 of gold certificates and silver ce 
shall be retained as a reserve in the Treasury exceeding $50,000,000; and the 
$100,000,000 in gold now held in the Treasury for the redemption of United States 
notes shall be available for the payment of any demands against the Treasury. 

I see that the Senator from Ohio objects to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Kansas because it reserves only $110,000,000 and 
seems to suppose that that means that there would only be $10,000,- 
000 available for current uses. I do not know what the purpose of 
the Senator from Kansas was, but I do not understand that that is the 
meaning of his amendment, but that it means that the whole $110,000,- 
000 shall be available to meet the necessities of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, including the $100,000,000 held for the redemption of legal-ten- 
der notes. If that is the meaning of it, I agree with that; that is 
proper; but I do not believe that $100,000,000 ought to be held in the 
Treasury and kept out of circulation, and I am under the impression 
that $50,000,000 is a sufficient reserve for all pacea urposes. 

The 8100, 000, 000 of gold held there and which has been held there 
until the people have paid $40,000,000 of interest on the bonds sold for 
the accumulation of that money is a very unnecessary tax upon them. 
The $100,000,000 is pretended to be held there for the purpose of the 
redemption of the legal-tender notes, Statements were made when 
this subject was- up before as to the amount of legal-tender notes that 
had from year to year been brought in for redemption, which was a 
very limited amount, and we all know very well that the business in- 
terests and the people of this country prefer the United States notes to 
coin of either gold orsilver, and that they are not likely to present these 
notes for redemption. : 

Then, Mr. President, we have already sacrificed $40,000,000 and bur- 
dened the people with that much more than it was necessary to bur- 
den them with, in order to hold for ten years $100,000,000 worth of 
gold in the Treasury to answer no purpose except to take its place on 
the debit and credit side of the Treasury report. 

The Senator from Ohio and those who agree with him assume that 
this is necessary to sustain the character of the legal-tender notes. I 
will not say that anything the Senator says is absurd, but I will say 
that I do not think there is an intelligent man in this country not in- 
fluenced by some preconceived and mistaken opinion who does not 
know that the legal-tender notes will be just as valuable, just as much 
sought, and just as little liable to be presented to the Tr for re- 
demption after that $100,000,000 of gold is paid out as before; and, if 
that be so, what is the use of retaining a hundred million dollars of 
gold in the Treasury idle when there is a dearth of currency which has 
been oppressively felt in all the rural portions ofthis country. What 
can be the reason for it? 

Now, then, in answer to the suggestion that that is the only security 
upon which the value of these notes is preserved, I have to say what 
I said once before on this subject, that the Government does not stand 
like a banking establishment. Its finances are not carried on like the 
finances of a banking establishment; at least they ought not to be, 
though the effort of late years has seemed to me to be to make a great 
banking establishment of the United States Treasury. A bank has no 
revenues except the interest on the loans which it makes. The Gov- 
ernment is not in that condition, but it is receiving at the rate of a 
million and a half dollars a day in taxation—perhaps more than that. 
It has $1,500,000 a day of revenue coming in from the various sources 
of taxation. That itself is a guaranty of the Government’s ability to 
pay allits current expenses, because its current expenses do not amount 
to that much. 

Besides that, I may say by the act of 1878, the law which required 
the legal-tender notes to be taken up and canceled as they were paid 
into the Treasury, was repealed, and it was provided by the act of 1878 
that when those notes were received in the Treasury as the property of 
the Government they should be reissued and kept in circulation. It 
was the deliberate judgment of Congress that these notes should be 
treated as money, and not treated as debts. 

Of course the monometallists, the contractionists, those who want 
dear money and cheap property and cheap labor, avail themselves of 
this and every other means to contract the volume of the currency, and 
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to make money dear and difficult to be obtained, and to make the labor 
of the country and the property of the country correspondingly cheap. 

Now, if there can be no practical need for this $100,000,000, I trust 
we are not to go on and pay $4,000,000 interest per year in order to 
deprive the people of the use of $100, 000,000 of gold kept in the Treas- 
ury under the acts of 1875 and 1882, if that shall be held to be a proper 
setting apart of this money. That the Senator from Ohio seems to 
question, and I do not know but that he is right; but whether right or 
wrong, the Secretary of the Treasury has acted upon those laws, and, as 
he says, for ten years we have held $100,000,000 of gold which might 
have gone to meet that much of the public debt, to relieve the people 
of that much of the burdens of debt, and to extinguish the interest on 
that amount, instead of increasing the debt by $4,000,000 a year in 
order to retain $100,000,000 of gold idle in the Treasury. 

If I am right, $50,000,000 is a sufficient reserve with a daily income 
of $1,500,000 or more, and if I am right in supposing that the legal- 
tender notes will be just as much sought and just as valuable in the 
money market with this $100,000,000 of gold paid out as with it in 
the Treasury, certainly it seems to me that itis a cruel policy to retain 
$100, 000,000 of gold in the Treasury idle and pay $4,000,000 a year to 
keep it there instead of turning it loose to relieve the necessities of the 
country and promote its prosperity. 

I do not know when I can get this amendmentin. I have thought 
that perhaps if the amendment of the Senator from Kansas shall be 
adopted I shall propose to strike out his $110,000,090 and insert 
$50,000,000, with words expressly withdrawing this $100,000, 000 from 
being a reserve for the redemption of United States notes. 

I thought I had best say this now, because it seems to me that we 
have gone on long enough punishing the people in order to benefit the 
monometallists and contractionists, and that the time has certainly 
come when it is due to the people that the Congress of the United 
States should take steps to see that this large sum of gold should not be 
retained idle in the Treasury at the expense of $4,000,000 a year to the 
people instead of being paid out to relieve their necessities and promote 
the welfare of the country. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator has offered an amendment I would 
ask that it may be printed also. j 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not yet been offered. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iwill ask, Mr. President, that it be printed, and 
I give notice that I shall offer it at the proper time, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The tor from Texas gives notice 
of an amendment intended to be proposed by him. It will be read and 
printed, if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That hereafter no funds available for the reget of the public debt, including 
such as are kept for the redemption of United States notes and excluding such 
as are held for the redemption of gold certificates and silver certificates, shall 
be retained as a reserve in the ry exceeding $50,000,000; and the $100,- 
000,000 in gold now held in the Treasury for the redemption of United States 
notes be available for the payment of any demands on the Treasury. 2 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Ohio will 
withdraw his amendment and that we may not have this bill compli- 
cated and embarrassed with so many questions which are not exactly 
N N and proper to the bill. The Senator from Texas says we have 

ost $40,000,000 in interest. I should like to suggest to the Senator 
that he has not put the figure high enough. It practically, at the 
present time. is $46,000,000 that we have lost in the way of interest. 

Mr. REAGAN. I simply quoted from the estimate of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

Mr. TELLER. It is eleven years and six months practically, and 
we have lost, asI stated, about $46,000,000 by keeping this largeamount 
of money in the Treasury. We have lost a great deal more than that. 
‘That is what we have lost on the $100,000,000, and we have kept an 
average of at least $40,000,000 more regularly, I think, since 1879. 

I am not disposed to join in any legislation that will embarrass the 
Treasury Department. Iam as anxious about the credit of this Gov- 
ernment as the Senator from Ohio or anybody else, and I repel the sug- 
gestion which has been made here repeatedly by those who do not be- 
lieve, as I do, in the full and free use of silver, that it is the desire on 
the part of the silver men to get cheap money in order to repudiate any 
indebtedness or that they are careless and indifferent to the honor and 
credit of the Government of the United States. I can point individ- 
ually to all my votes in this body and to my public utterances on the 
stump, both since I have been a member of this body and years before, 
to show that I have never been tinctured with the fiat-money idea my- 
self, and I do not believe in it now, I believe that gold and silver were 
made, as the Senator from Ohio once said, by the Almighty for money; 
that they are twin metals, and I do not believe that we can afford to dis- 
card either one or the other or both. 

Every Senator who has spoken against free coinage during this debate 
has assumed that all advocates of free coinage are expansionists to be- 
gin with; that they are in favor of an undue expansion of the ciren- 
lating medium of this country. It has been assumed, in the second 
place, that we were for the repudiation of the public debt and that we 
were for putting private debtors in a condition to scale down their debts. 
I deny this. I deny that the men who to-day stand in the front rank 


as defenders of silver as money, not only in this country, but all over 
the world, are tainted in that way. And here I may say that in every 
country, among civilized men, some of the brightest and ablest men of 
to-day in public and private life are the advocates of the unlimited use 
of silver on equal terms with gold. 

Great Britain has a hundred members of Parliament, and she has a 
number of directors of her great banks, and anumber of the very high- 
est in learning and in ability of her public teachers who are in favor of 
the use of the double standard, If you go tothe continent of Europe 
you will find the great banks of different continental countries contain 
more or less of people who insist that the free use ofsil ver is indispensable 
to commercial prosperity, to commercial success, and to human progress 
and human happiness. No more illustrious examples can be found any- 
where than can be found on the Continent: men like Professor Laveleye, 
of the Liege University, who has a world-wide reputation as a political 
economist; Mr. Pearson, who presides over the Bank of The Netherlands, 
and the countless number of men in public positions and in private 
places who have given their best thoughts and attention to this subject 
and are neither repudiationists nor inflationists. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] assumed—and I venture 
to refer to it because he assumed it in relation to myself—that I was 
anxious to get on a silver basis. I have denied that I was in favor ot 
a silver basis from my seat in the Senate; I have denied it on the pub- 
lie rostrum and through the press, and there is no excuse for the Sen- 
ator from Vermont or anybody else charging that either I or very many 
others who associate with me in their views on this subject are in favor 
of a silver basis. I have said, and I repeat, that if we can have but 
one money metal the interest of this country and the interest of the 
world demand that it shall be silver. On that question I am borne 
out, as I say, by very many men in this country and abroad. 

It has been demonstrated beyond the possibility of a doubt that 
there is not gold enough in the world and there is not being produced 
enough to on the business of the world upon gold alone. It has 
been demonstrated, I think, by the very best minds of the age, who 
have examined this question, that there is not to exceed $30,000,000 
or $40,000,000, at most, of gold that can enter into consumption for 
money. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Thirty or forty millions? 

Mr. TELLER. Thirty or forty millions?“ the Senator from Ver- 
mont asks, with apparent surprise. I speak advisedly when I say that 
the best judges on this subject have put it at $30,000,000 a year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You mean a year. 

Mr. TELLER. A year, of course. Iam speaking of annual pro- 
duction. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of gold bullion? 

Mr. TELLER. Gold bullion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What were the statistics of the gold production 
last year? 

Mr. TELLER. The statistics of the last year show a little over 
$100,000,000. I have not the last mint statement before me, but it 
shows from $100,000,000 to $110,000,000. I donotremember exactly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of all countries? & 

Mr. TELLER. Of all countries, and Mr. Soétbeer and various other 
gentlemen who have examined this subject, and some of them gold 
monometallists, have persisted in the statement that the entire product 
went into the arts and sciences save and except about $30,000,000. Put 
it at $40,000,000, and that is an insignificant sum when divided 
amongst all the nations of theearth. If divided amongst all the civil- 
ized peoples of Europe and the United States, Nee it would be 
about 6 cents per capita in this country and the same for people in 
other countries. 

Mr. President, everybody knows that the waste alone, the clipping 
of the gold here and the gold there, the accidents to which it is sub- 
jected, are equal to that, and the $30,000,000 will not more than keep 


the stock of gold up and will not do that. 
Mr. PLA Did we not coin ourselves about $30,000,000 of gold 
last year? 


Mr. TELLER. We did not, hut we coined very near to it. We 
coined between twenty and twenty-six million dollars of gold last year. 
We have been appropriating an undue share of the gold of the world 
for the last five years. We have used up not only our own product in 
the last ten years, but we have consumed of other people's product a 
very large amount. 

Producing as we do about one-third of the gold of the world, we have 
not only used our own product, but, as Isay, we have called upon other 
nations and have used more than any other nation unless it be France 
or Germany. 

Mr. President, I repeat that it is the general opinion, I think, of 
people everywhere that there is not gold enough to do the business 
with. Great Britain declined to enter into an arrangement with us 
for the double standard, and yet she insisted with great vigor that the 
silver standard must not be abandoned. Why? Because she knew 
that if all the countries now using silver should attempt to use gold, 
and gold alone, there would be such competition for gold that its ap- 
preciation would absolutely destroy the business of the world, and 
would increase the burdens, public and private, to such an extent that 
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they would become unbearable and the people would be compelled to 
repudiate. So in every international conference which has been held 
Great Britain has declined for herself to enter into an arrangement to 
have the two metals used on equal terms, and yet she has declared for 
herself the opinion that other countries ought not to depart from the 
double standard. : 

Mr. President, the other day when the Senator from Ohio was speaking 
he declared that we were on a gold basis and that we had been on a gold 
basis for a great many years. I understand what the Senator meant, 
but the public may not understand it correctly. There are a great 
many people in this country who will not understand what he meant 
by a gold basis, and they will understand that he meant to say that 
we have the same financial system now, and have had for many years, 
that Great Britain has, and that is, with silver as a subsidiary coin only, 
and gold as the legal-tender money. 

Mr. President, there never has been a time in the history of this 
country that we have been on a gold basis legally except between 1873 
and 1878, a period of about five years. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How were we legally on a gold basis, may I ask, 
if it will not disturb the Senator? = 

Mr. TELLER. It is no disturbance. The Senator inquires how 
were we legally on a gold basis. I answer because we denied to silver 
access to our mints during that time, and we fixed the legal-tender 
limit, of all silver subsidiary coin at least, at $5 from 1873 to 1878. It 
was not practically exactly a gold standard, but that was the only time 
that there has been any excuse for saying that we have been on a gold 
basis, because the old silver dollars that had been coined were still a 
legal tender, as I understand, though I might say with propriety that 
there has never been a time that we were legally on a gold basis. 

Mr. BLAIR. We were on a paper basis. 

Mr. TELLER. No; we were not on a paper basis. We were ona 
gold and silver basis, on the double-standard basis, during all the rest 
of our existence. Although gold at one time might have been the 
principal circulating medium and silver at another time might have 
been the principal circulating medium, yet at all times the mints were 
open to these two metals on equal terms or on terms practically equal, 
so that the two metals would pass into the mints and come out one 
like unto the other. 

The Senator from Ohio went on toshow that we had too little in the 
silver dollar up to 1834 and that after that we had too much, and there- 
fore, he argued we were on a silver basis at one time and a gold basis 
at another, and that practically we have been on the gold basis since 
1853. The Senator said: 

licy of all th litical 

es that have longest controlled the Government of the United States, ‘The 

vederal party in the nning sought to secure it by ascertaining the precise 

relative market value of the two metals and coining both as money, but erro- 
neously fixed the ratio at 15 to 1. 

Mr. President, I deny that, and I assert here that that is not sup- 
ported by theslightestscrap of history in this country. There never was 
a desire in the Federal party or any other party in those days to go to 
a gold basis, and the history of this country is full proof to the contrary, 
that they did not intend to go to a gold basis; but on the other hand 
they intended to maintain the two standards, silver and gold, ata par- 
ity, and for that purpose they fixed the ratio at 15 to 1, which turned 
out to be an erroneous ratio and did not succeed in doing what they 
expected, for the gold went away and the silver remained. Subse- 
quently they attempted to fix it again, and then they made the mis- 
take the other way and the silver went away and the gold remained. 

During all that time we were operating with the cheapest money 
metal, as we shall operate with the cheapest money metal when there 
is a difference between the mint ratio and the market ratio when we 
get a certain amount of money. I have no doubt that free coinage 
might under some circumstances bring us toa silver basis. I have not 
denied it. What I said was that there is no 9 of its bring- 
ing us there uniil there is a superabundance of money in this country; 
and that, by the way, is the Gresham law, about which we have heard 
so much. It never operates until there is a superabundance of money; 
then the Gresham law takes effect, and not until then. The Senator 
from Ohio proceeded: 


When the Democratic 3 came into power, Mr. Jefferson, to secure the cir- 
culation of gold, suspended the coinage of the silver dollar, but a faulty ratio 
stood in his way. 


The Senator did not tell us, what he ought to have known and what 
was essential to a fair consideration of this question from that stand- 
point, that the subsidiary coins then in the country were a legal tender 
for all that the dollar was. They were not strictly subsidiary, and I 
ought to speak of them as the smaller coins. It is not proper, perhaps, 
to speak of them as subsidiary if they have full legal-tender qualities. 

But the minor coins, the half-dollars and quarter-dollars were legal 
tender for all purposes at that time and of full weight; and not only 
were they legal tenders, but the Spanish milled dollar, the Mexican 
dollar, and the Mexican quarter-dollars were also legal tender; and 
there are plenty of Senators here who remember that in their youth 
the Spanish milled dollar and the Spanish quarter and the Mexican 
dollar and the Mexican quarter were the common currency of our coun- 
try. I have not any doubt that two-thirds of the lands in the State 
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of Illinois were entered with foreign silver money at the Government 
offices, where it was taken by law justas they would have taken a quar- 
ter silver dollar of our own coinage if it had been presented. 

General Jackson and Benton and their associates— 

Says the Senator— 
in 1834, with the avowed 1 to restore gold, or Benton mint drops,” as 
they were called, to circulation, changed the ratio to 16 to 1, but this banished 
all silver coin. In the Administration of President Pierce in 1853 the present 
system was adopted, by which gold became the unit of value and the coinage 
of silver was made subsidiary, but was always maintained in purchasing power 
the equal of gold, dollar for dollar. g 

Mr. President, I challenge that statement. I assert that it is untrue, 
whether it comes from an ex-Secretary of the Treasury or whether it 
comes from anybody else. There never was an hour previous to 1873 
when the gold dollar was the unit of value in this country. The silver 
dollar was the unit of value clear up to the passage of the act of 1873. 
The Senator himself introduced in 1868 in this body a bill for the pur- 
pose of making the gold dollar the unit of value, which he did not suc- 
ceed in doing; and yet the people of this country are told that the gold 
dollar had been the unit of value and that the old Democratic party 
had made it the unit of value. It is not true. 

These things can not be questions of opinion; they are matters of 
history ; they are recorded in the statute-books, and nobody ought to 
make any mistakeaboutthem. I assert that neither the Senator from 
Ohio nor any other Senator can show in the statute-books a statute 
that made the gold dollar the unit of value. It was not the unit of 
value, but the silver dollar was the unit of value. 

And so, having slandered the old Democratic party, having 
them with what they were not guilty of, he turns around to defend 
the act of 1873 and charges upon the Republican party that they fol- 
lowed in the same steps: e 

And so when the Republican party came into power, though driven by the 
stress of war to the almost exclusive use of credit money, yet, as soon as pos- 
sible, it resorted to the policyof 1853, of gold as the unit and silver as subsidiary, 
and coined both metals in ter sums than ever before, and maintained their 
parity by a limitation of the coinage of the cheaper metal and its pron 
zent of geld being received at its legal ratio into the Treasury as the equiva- 

An absolute misstatement from the first line to the last! There never 
was a time before 1873 when we limited the coinage of what the Senator 
calls the cheaper metal. Up to 1873 silver was not the cheaper metal. If 
we used gold from 1853 to 1873, we used it because it was the cheaper 
metal; and when we stipulated that we would pay the interest on the 
bonds of the United States in gold we stipulated what the Government 
has the right always to do where it has the right to make a choice, and 
that is to pay in the cheaper metal of the two, because if we had paid 
in silver dollars we should have had to pay 3 per cent. more on the in- 
terest than we were then paying. And yet an ex-Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and a Senator on this floor, with his great position as a financier, 
puis out this statement which I repeat—not meaning to be offensive, 

ut I think my duty to the public requires me to say it—a statement 
contradicted by the historical facts of this country, that silver was the 
cheaper metal. Silver was not the cheaper metal, nor was it limited 
in its use up to 1873, except because of tho fact that it was too valu- 
able to be coined in this country on account of an imperfect and im- 
proper ratio. 

The statement of the Senator from Ohio is in perfect keeping with 
the statements on this subject made from day to day and year to year 
on this floor and in the public press. I repeat, there never was a gold 
party in the United States who insisted upon the use of gold alone until 
1873 and subsequent thereto. There was nobody in this country de- 
manding the gold standard when the act was passed which the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] calls, rightly and justly, ‘the great eco» 
nomic crime of the age; and when it was discovered by the men who 
hold the credits, not the men who hold the money, as the Senator 
from Ohio wants to make it appear that we charge, but the men who 
hold the credits of the world, when they discovered that this demone- 
tization had added from 25 to 30 per cent. to their holdings and to 
their income, then came the contest to maintain the status as it had 
been established by the act of 1873. 

I do not mean to say that the men who hold the money of the world 
are not in accord with them, but for every actual dollar of money that 
is held there are hundreds of dollars of credits that are affected in the 
same way; and so it is that the appreciation, not simply of the money 
that is in the banks or in the pockets of the fortunate holders, but the 
appreciation of the purchasing power of the dollar that is received in 
payment of the interest or the principal of their securities is what has 
made this the most gigantic contest that has ever been waged by our 
people in their efforts to get back to where they were in 1873. ‘There has 
been arrayed against them the entire moneyed power of the world, not 
the moneyed power of the banks alone, but of the men who hold the 
$30,000,000,000 of public debts and twice as many billions of private 
debts, municipal debts, and railroad debts. That has been the power; 
they have been the parties that have been interested in it. 

The Senator from Ohio further said: 


Surely this is no time for a radical change of public policy which seems to 
have no motive except to reduce the burden of obligations ken, a 
change likely to im our public credit and produce disorder 

in monetary transactions. Others may see reasons for this change, but I 
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prefer to stand by the standards of value that come to us with the approval and 
sanction of — party that has administered the Government since its be- 


Mr. President, if the Senator from Ohio will stand by the standard 
of the ſathers, if he will stand by the standard which was in use up to 
1873, we shall ask no more of him or of his. That is what we are try- 
ing to do. It is no radical movement on our part; it is a movement on 
our part to get back to the original condition of things under which 
the Government proceeded with prosperity and with a reasonable de- 
gree of happiness up to 1873, while we have been attempting by a 
limping, illogical system to proceed since 1878. What we ask for is the 
double standard. 

I stated the other day, in a few remarks which I made, that the 
Senator’s logic was as faulty as his facts. I find all through the Sen- 
ator’s remarks the same disregard of facts, the same general statements 
which, if he understands them, the public will not. For instance, the 
Senator made this statement: 

During all this period the volume of money in actual circulation was increas- 
ing. I here present a table showing that each and every year from 1878 to this 


poe the currency of the country in actual circulation has increasing year 
y year more than the population has increased, 


The Senator then stated that the increase last year was $22,000,000. 
If we have $22 per capita and we keep with the population, we 
have got to have every year practically $40,000,000 to keep pace with 
the increase of population. That presents a simple question of arith- 
metic. If we continue to increase as we increased during the past fif- 
teen years—if we are not mistaken as to the amount of population in 
this country, estimating it at 65,000,000 or an increase of 15,000;000 
in ten years—if we continue to increase in the same proportion, we shall 

tically increase 2,000,000 a year for the next ten years ; and if we 
a the same per capita that we have had, we must have $40,000,000 
of new coinage, or new money of some kind, every year. The Senator 


who has presided over the Treasury 
overlooked that fact; and yet he states to us that the circulation has 
kept pace with the population. 

When I called his attention to the fact that the Treasurer of the 
United States had reported that last year the increase had only been 
$8,000,000, or really less than $8,000,000, as shown by the official re- 

he says, Well, I have taken it from the Secretary’s report, and, 
we can not depend upon that, what can we? I do not know whether 
we can depen® upon the Secretary’s report or not. I know there is 
some difficulty in understanding it, but I know that there is the distinct 
and positive statement made by the Treasurer, who is the particular 
officer who has charge of that branch of the financial department of the 
Government, that the increase last year, considering the destruction 
of national-bank notes and other things, left us only with an addition 
of $8,000,000, which is only about 12 cents per capita—certainly much 
Jess than we ought to have had. 

I take my fi in this report from a statement furnished to the 
Senator from e Island [Mr. ALDRICH] by the Treasury Depart- 
ment, in which they furnish him a statement of all the goldand silver 
in circulation each year, and the paper money of every kind that was 
in circulation. According to that statement there was in circulation 
in 1879 $832,355,060. In 1880 there was $978,770,337, or an increase 
from one year to another of $146,415,277. The next year the total was 
$1, 119,813,843, or an increase of $141,043,506. Thus within two years 
we had increased our circulating medium over $287,000,000, and yet 
the Senator from Ohio tells us that he regards putting in circulation 
$4,500,000 of silver per month as inflation, and as calculated to destroy 
the credit of the country and to bring disaster upon all our interests. 
The next year the increase was 859, 000, 000 in round numbers. The 
next year the increase was $57,000,000 in round numbers, and the next 
year the increase was $7,814,563. The next year the increase was $47,- 
729,136, That to the end of 1885. 

We have in from 1885 from $1,300,000,000 in round numbers 
to $1,380,405,561, or in four years there has been an increase of $87,- 
000,000, less than $22,000,000 per annum, and yet from 1880 to 1882, 
a period of two years, we increased $280,000,000 and more. 

The period in which we increased so rapidly the circulating medium 
was a better period for business than the later periods have been, and 
if we needed $287,000,000 then in two years, wecertainly have needed 
more than $87,000,000 in four years. So the Senator can not say that 
the increase of circulating medium has been in proportion either to the 
population or to the business of the country. 

The Senator dwelt with great force upon the fact that our people use 
checks and drafte. We have a great number of banks, I admit, more 
banks in proportion to our population than almost any other country; 
and yet every man knows that this country is not, in the language of 

as well banked as many other countries. 

Another thing the Senatorseems to have lost sight of, and it seems to 
have been lost sight of by others in this debate, is that Great Britain 
has one money center, London; France has one money center; Germany 
has one money center practically. are countries of limited area 
and on iene but one money center apiece. We have a dozen money 

ters in this country, and in each one of them we must have kept a 


surplus, and the greater the number of money centers the greater the 
amount of money that must be had for the business. 

The Senator also loses sight of the fact that we have opened an em- 
pire in ten years larger than all the civilized countries of Europe, if 
you take out Russia and the wild regions of the North. Do we not 
need more money with the great expanse of our country? If you want 
to do business with St. Paul from New York, you need more money 
than you would need to do it with Hoboken or Jersey City. 

But, Mr. President, back of all that there must be a certain amount 
of money. As I have stated before, there must be a certain relation 
between the amount of money and the checks. I ean not pay my debts 
with my checks unless I have the money to my credit in the bank on 
which the checks are drawn. I may get that there by borrowing it of 
the bank or by depusiting the money in the bank, but I have got to 
have somewhere something on which I can check. If the Senator will 
show me how I can do business simply with a book of checks, I will 
give him a very large reward. 

Ihave heard in the Western country gentlemen talk about opening 
their accounts in a bank with a check. They may do that, but they 
get the bank to put to their credit a certain amount of money upon 
which they pay interest, and the bank must either have the money or 
must have something whereby it can get the money to respond to his 
checks when a man draws them. x 

Then the Senator from Ohio said: 


If we want a cheaper dollar we have the clear constitutional right to put in 
it 15 grains of gold instead of 23, or 300 grains of silver instead of 4!2}, but you 
have no power to say how many bushels of wheat the new dollar shall buy. 

That is a mistake. The Senator did say to the country by his legis- 
lation how many bushels of wheat his dollar would buy. He said to 
the country, Where it buys one bushel now it shall buy two;’’ and 
that is what we complain of. He appreciated the dollar when throw- 
ing upon gold the burden of doing all the work that had been done by 
silver, and it is no answer to that statement when he says that no silver 
was here, Silver was doing duty, every ounce of it that we coined, 
somewhere else, giving an opportunity for the gold to escape from that 
country and to come to us. It is a question of prices. It isa question 
as wide as the world. If wheat is cheap in Great Britain it will be 
cheap here; if it is cheap all over Europe it will be cheap here. 

The prices of products assimilate and are nearly alike everywhere, 
and when there is plenty of money in Europe and the price is raised 
in Europe the price is raised here, If silver had been allowed to con- 
tinue to do money duty, it did not makeany difference whether it did it 
upon American soil or European soil or Asiatic soil. Ifit was doing 
money duty, then it went torelieve gold of the work put upon it, and 
thus sustained and kept up prices, or, in other words, prevented the ap- 
preciation of gold. 

Mr. President, we do not want any cheap dollar. We have not asked 
for any cheap dollar. The people of the great Northwest areas honest 
and as upright and as proud of the national honor and the national credit 
as the people of Ohio or as the people of New England, and in every 
place upon which they have been called to act they have acted with 
that high purpose that they never have been ashamed to look in the 
face of New England men or New York men or any other class of men. 
They have been for the highest position of this country financially 
and morally and intellectually, and nobody is asking for a cheap dollar. 

I repeat what was said of those who complained of hard times, and I 
declare that the repeated declaration here that we want a cheap dollar 
is a species of dem ism that is a disgrace to the American Senate, 
There has been no of a cheap dollar anywhere. We want the 
honest dollar of the country, which was broken down without the will 
of the people and without their knowledge. Whether it was done 
secretly and corruptly or whether it was done openly, it was done 
without a demand from the public, and when the public were heard 
from they declared through the legislative department of this Govern- 
mentby morethana 9 that they were in favor of the double 
standard and that they were in favor of returning to the dollar of the 
fathers of 412} grains of pure silver, and there has never been a demand 
that reached this Chamber or anywhere else from the public in this 
country for a cheap dollar, and it is demagogy for any man to stand here 
and say that the friends of silver want a cheap dollar. It is done to 
frighten the capitalists and the uninformed, to make them think we 
want to repudiate the public debt or to repudiate private debts. There 
is nothing of the kind. We are for the debt as it was made to be paid, 
as we contracted it should be paid, and that is all that anybody can 
ask. : 


The Senator from Ohio continued: 


You can, if you choose, cheapen the dollar under your power to coin maney 
of silver or gold, 
under the pretext that gold or silver has risen in value, but in this way you 
possible for ons or indi- 

viduals to borrow money for a period of time. Itis a species of repudiation. 
Mr, President, I am as adverse to repudiation as any man Lorp I 
believe myself in the payment of debts, public and private. I have 
never believed that there was any power to release a debtor—I mean 
any moral power—save that of the creditor himself, I have been al- 
ways for the maintenance of the highest integrity in this . and 
I still so stand. But what I complained of was that when the people 
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did not know it the Senator and his associates, who, whether they 
knew it or not, did do the thing of which I com) increased the 
purchasing power of the dollar to such an extent that it now requires 
two bushels of wheat, two bushels of corn, two pounds of cotton to pay 
the debt of very many citizens where it required only one when the 
debt was contracted. 

The Senator may call a determination on the part of Senators in this 
body to return to that condition by which every man shall be required 
only to pay the dollar that existed at the time of his contract, repudia- 
tion. I do not think so, I call the other thing robbery of the debtor. 
I would as soon be guilty of repudiation, which is but robbery of the 
creditor, as I would be guilty of robbery of the debtor by increasing 
the burdens upon him by the appreciation of the dollar; and it does 
not make any difference whether you do it by appreciating the pur- 
chasing power of the dollar or whether you do it by putting more gold 
a ie dollar, not a particle. It is just the same to the unfortunate 

ebtor, 

The Senator from Ohio continued: 

The best standard of value is one that measures for the longest period its 
equivalent in other products. 

On that I assert here that silver has been the most stable of the 
money metals, In 1845, in Europe, before the discovery of the gold of 
California and Australia, it was declared in financial circles that gold 
was too unsteady and uncertain; that silver was tlien the steady money 
ofthe age. The Senator proceeded to say: 

Its relative value may vary from time to time. If it falls, the creditor loses; 
if it increases, the debtor loses; and these chan are the chances of all trade 
and commerce and all loaning and borrowing. The duty of the Government is 
performed when it coins money and provides convenient credit representatives 


of coin. The 8 power of money for other commodities depends upon 
changing conditions over which the Government has no control. 


Mr, President, what we complain of is that the Government did at- 
tempt to control it, that the Government did destroy one-half of the 
money, and the Government destroyed it at a time when it was ex- 
ceedingly critical and dangerous to do so. If it had destroyed that 
money twenty years before Germany attempted to demonetize it no 
great harm would have been done, but it did it at a most critical pe- 
riod, when Germany was putting on the market its silver or was about 
to put on the market its silver, and so the fright came first from Ger- 
many and then from the United States, producing at that time the 
largest amount of silver of any nation in the world and producing now 
nearly one-half of the world’s product. That is what we complain of. 
We say it was a crime, and I repeat, if it was a crime to demonetize sil- 
ver its is a crime to withhold from the people the redress which they 
have a right to demand, that they be put back where they were when 
this economic crime was committed. : 

The Senator from Ohio proceeded to say: 

The silver dollar though a full legal tender, with every effort made by suc- 
cessive Secretaries of the Treasury, could not be kept in circulation to an 
amount exceeding $60,000,000. When i payin into circulation it stead 
turned to the Treasury, and on June 1 amount in circulation was $56,348,174 
and the amount in the Treasury was $309,988,092, But the certificates based 
upon the dollars were issued and readily circulated as money, and now form 
nearly one-third of all the paper circulation in the country, and are received 
and paid out on 3 with United States notes and gold coin. This experi- 
ment clearly establishes two things. One is that silver dollars can not be 
made to circulate as money in excess of a very moderate amount for change or 
in small transactions. The other is that the coi. of silver dollars does not 
tend to advance the price of silver in the markets of the world, 


Mr. President, it does not show any such thing, in my judgment. If 
there had been no silver certificates, how can the Senator from Ohio 
say that the demand for money would not have taken up the entire 
silver output? But when a man has a choice between a paper repre- 
sentative of the dollar and the .dollar itself, whether it be gold or 
whether it be silver, he always takes the paper representative. He 
will do that every time, and it has nothing to do with the question of 
which metal it is. A greenback to-day is more valuable everywhere 
amongst the people than gold of the same amount; that is, a $10 green- 
back will circulate more readily than a $10 gold piece, and a silver cer- 
tificate will circulate more freely than a silver dollar; yet it does not 
follow that the people do not want to use silver as money; it ane el 
follows that they want thesé two methods of using the money and to 
use that which is the most convenient to them, the paper. So, the 
conclusion which the Senator draws is a false conclusion. 

The other statement which the Senator says is established is that— 

The coinage of silver dollars does not tend to advance the price of silver in 
the markets of the world, 

Why, Mr. President, before the British commission it was testified 
over and over again that the Bland act had maintained and kept up 
the price of silver; that but for the Bland act silver would have depre- 
ciated much more than it did. Suppose you bought $100 worth of 
silver, does anybody say that that would maintain the price of silver? 
As is suggested to me, gold was rising anyhow by the great demand 
made upon gold and the great demand forgold. In twelve years there 
have been new fields opened for gold to the extent of one-third of the 
gold supply of the world. 

Just about one-third of all the gold in circulation has been demanded 
by Germany, by the United ake DINI and bý the Scandinavian 
countries, who had either discard: ver or had discarded their paper. 


ily re- 


| So one-third of the gold that was in circulation has been forced into 
another channel and of course it appreciated, and of course silver di- 
verged from it. 
The Senator from Ohio continues: í 
But it is said that the reason of this failure is that executive officers 


lected 
or refused to exercise the discretionary powers given them to buy ‘cla bull- 
ion to the extent of $4,000,000 per month. There is no ground for this conten- 


tion, 

If there is anything that the Senator is dis ished for, it is the 
ex cathedra way in which he announces his conclusions, There is no 
question about a thing when he says it; it must go. There is no ques- 
tion about this: 

There is no ground for this contention. If the coinage of $2,000,000 worth of 


silver did not check the fall of silver, but steadily accelerated its fall, what would 
have been the natural effect of the coinage of $4,000,000? 


Does the Senator from Ohio mean to say that the coinage of $2,000,- 
000 hastened the fall? That is what he does say; and then he says 
by inference that the coinage of $4,000,000 would have hastened it 
still more. If we had coined $4,000,000, some years at least not an 
ounce of American silver would have passsed out of our ports, not 
an ounce of it would have gone abroad to keep up the fiction of which 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] yesterday spoke: the prev- 
alent idea in Europe that we were about to deluge them with a great 
quantity of silver. When they saw that no silver went out of this 
country, that we were using it all for our on p then we should 
have given the lie to that statement which has been so industriously 
circulated, and which has been aided and abetted from time to time by 
the officials of this Government, that we were to deluge them with 
silver. There are a great many men who believe that if the Treasury 
Department had honestly administered the law of 1878 there would 
have been a parity between gold and silver all over the world, and I 
am one who believes it. 

Mr. President, there has never been an hour, unless it may have been 

-when there was a temporary occupant of the Treasury Department, 
when there has not been every energy and every power of this Govern- 
ment brought to bear to break down silver, to discreditit, and to com- 
pel the people of the United States to accede to the Wall-street idea 
that silver should not be used as money. 

Again, the Senator from Ohio said: 

The very presence of $290, 000, 000 of silver coin known to be in our Treasury 
vaults that can at will be dumped upon the markets of the world is the great 
bearish fact, the menace that tends to depreciate the price of silver. If this 
greatsum had been scattered among the hordes of Asia, where 3 used 
as ornaments and where it is the only standard of value, it would be mingled 


in the vast unknown mass of three thousand millions of silver estimated as ex- 
isting in the world. 


Mr. President, does the Senator from Ohio want to get rid of the 
$350,000,000 of silver doing money duty in this country? Does he 
not know that that would be the destruction of every debtor in this 
country? Does he not know, then, that there would be an end to 
prosperity t He dare not, Mr. President, get rid of the $350,000,000. 

f we had not coined the $350,000,000, where would we have got the 
money to do the business of the country on? 

But, Mr. President, as usual, the Senator from Ohio appears in the role 
of a prophet. I remember, in 1878, when before a committee of Con- 

he asserted that $50,000,000 of silver coinage would drive all the 
gold out of the country. He made that statement with the high author- 
ity of the financial officer of the Government. Fifty million dollars! 
Mr. President, we have coined seven times fifty million silver dollars, 
and yet the gold is here in four times the quantity that it was when the 
Senator was speaking before the committee. And yet he drops natu- 
rally into the role of a prophet! He has been so long in that line that 
he goes on and says that now it is certain to do this and it is certain 
to do that. Free coinage, he says, would bring us immediately to asil- 
ver basis; it is as sure as fate; there isno question about it; other peo- 
ple may doubt. He never made a prophecy on a financial question that 
came true, and because he did not he assumes that some time he is to 
be right and probably this is the time for him to hit it. He further 
says: 

What will be the effect of the free coinage of silver? It is said that it will at 
once advance silver to par with gold at the ratio of 16 to 1, I deny it. The 
attempt will bring us to the single standard of the er metal. When we 
advertise that we will buy all the silver of the world at that ratio and pay in 
Treasury notes, our notes will have the precise value of 371} grains of pure sil- 


ver, but the silver will have no higher value in the markets of the world. If, 
now, that amount of silver can be pure! at 80 cents, then gold will be worth 
$1.25 in the new standard. Free coinage means the substitution of a cheaper 
standard. All labor, property, and commodities will advance in nominal value, 
but their 3 power in other commodities will not increase. If you make 
the yard 30 inches long instead of 36 you must purchase more yards for a coat 
or a dress, but do not the cost of the coat or the dress. You may by free 
coinage, by a species of confiscation, reduce the burden of a debt, but you can 
not change the relative value of gold or silver or any object of human desire, 
The only result is to demonetize gold and to cause it to be hoarded or exported. 
The cheaper metal fills the channels of circulation and the dearer metal com- 
mands a premium. 


And that, too, in the face of the unquestioned fact that the orders 
of 1785 and the orders of the French Government of 1803 linked gold 
and silver together, not in that country alone, but all over the world, 
at the ratio of 15} to 1. We un to establish a different ratio, 
but being a poor people we could not maintainit. France beingarich 
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people was enabled to maintain its ratio, and that was the practical 
ratio all over the world, amongst civilized people at least. I repeat, 
What is borne out by the official statement of the French Government 
and the official statements of other governments, in France silver and 

ld maintained an absolute parity for seventy years without a change. 
. alanas sometimes occurred in London, where the mints were not 
open, but never in Paris. 

And yet the Senator tells you that you can not link silver and gold 
together by law. The only way, Mr. President, that you can abso- 
lutely establish the relation between the two metals is by law, and 
that is what the Senator is determined shall not be done, because he 
proposes, as he admitted in his speech, to put us upon a gold basis and 
to keep us there. As I said, that is the issue and that is the question 
before us. He said further: 

You may by free coinage, by aspecies of confiscation, reduce the burden of 
a debt, ete. 

More, Mr. President, of appeal to the men who hold the wealth of 
the world to frighten them, more of appeal to the people to make it 
appear that the men who stand up for right and justice are disregardfal 
of the moral obligations that arise out of contracts. I want to say 
again I repudiate it and I denounce it. 

Mr. President, we propose no confiscation. It was the Senator from 
Ohio who confiscated. It was the Senator from Ohio who added more 
than a thousand million dollars to the national debt by the act of 1873. 
It was the Senator from Ohio who added 33 per cent. to every mort- 
gage in the land by that act. It is the Senator from Ohio and his as- 
sociates and his colleagues in this enterprise who have brought distress 
and disaster upon this country, bringing to us to-day a complaint from 
a class of men who have never complained, complaints that are justly 
made and that ought to be heeded in this body, and complaints which 
will be heeded now or later. All the sophistry and inaccuracy of the 
Senator from Ohio can not always keep the people in ignorance of that 
economic crime and its legitimate and logical results. 

What does the Senator propose now? To continue this outrage, to 
continue this wrong, and to continue to appreciate the gold dollar. 
Thirty per cent. and more it has gone up in 15 years, and if he can ac- 
DEN iho purpose for which he and his associates in this Chamber 
and abroad are trying, if they can complete the demonetization ofsilver— 
which you would effectually and completely do if you pass the House 
bill that is in our committee to-day—if they can do that they will add 
30 per cent. more to every public and private debt, and every man will 
be compelied to make 60 per cent. more effort, 60 per cent. more sac- 
rifice, to pay his debt than he did in 1873. If there is any moral ob- 
liquity in standing here and insisting that the contracts made in 1873 
shall be carried ont as they were made, what shall be said of a party 
or a people who will insist upon adding 60 per cent. to the burdens of 
the people already weighed down with debts? ~ 

Mr. President, I am willing to debate this question upon fair state- 
ments, I am willing to admit that there are grave problems in the 
financial question. I am willing to admit that it may be a question 
whether to-day you can proceed promptly to free coinage. Honest 
men may differ about that. But, Mr. President, I will not admit and 
I will not yield the question that the man who stands now for the use 
of the single standard alone is either dishonest or ignorant, and in 
either case he has no right to represent the interests of the American 


people. 
The Senator from Ohio proceeded: 
Shall we try the experiment alone? 

Has the Senator ever attempted to try it with anybody else? When 
he was Sceretary of the Treasury did he give the weight of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to an effort to try it with anybody else? 
Ideny it. ‘The entire influence of the Government was given against 
an international arrangement. It has been given against it at all times 
since. It is against it to-day, either ignorantly or viciously; and I do 
not care which. There will be no international arrangement until the 
Government of the United States shall plant itself squarely upon the 
bimetallic standard and say to the world, ‘‘ We propose, whatever you 
may do, to try to do what France did; we will try with 60,000,000 
people and $60, 000, 000, 000 of money—with more money than any other 
country in the world—to do what France did with 25,000,000 people 
and a tithe of our money. When the Government says that, the 
mints of Europe will open, and they will not open until they know 
that we mean that; and that is not meant under this Administration. 
They did not mean it under the last; they will not mean it under the 
next unless the people of the United States shall at the polls be found 
as they ought to be, voting for their interest and their interest alone. 

I will try it alone, Mr. President. The people of the United States 
are brave enough to try it alone. They have met and conquered every 
difficulty that was presented. They can conquer this financial difi- 
culty. If you can put in the White House and if 5 can put in the 
Treasury a man who wants to do that thing, it will be done, and it 
never will be accomplished until that is done. 

I said the other day that the people of the United States have been 
treated with the grossest misrepresentation from public places, It is 
a serious charge to make, but it nevertheless is, in my judgment, true. 
We have heard day in and day out that the people of the United States 


did not want to use and would not use silver money. We have been 
told by the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] that he spoke for 
the people when he said they did not want silver or they did not want 
free coinage. We were told here, and we have been told elsewhere in 
the public press, that the reason why the silver dollar to-day has a 
purchasing power equal in the markets of the country to that of gold 
is because of the kindness of the Treasury rtment, that had re- 
deemed it in gold. I challenged, when on the floor before, the Senator 
from Ohio or any Senator to show that a silver dollar had ever been 
taken to the Treasury and exchanged for a gold dollar, while I asserted 
that under the order made by Mr. SHERMAN in 1880, revoked in 1881, 
more than $80,000,000 of gold went into the Treasury and took out of 
the Treasury either silver dollars or certificates. 

Since I made my speech the other day I find that under the order of 
Mr. SHERMAN of September 18, 1880, gold was paid into the Treasury 
for silver certificates to the amount of $81,734,000. Then the order 
was suspended. Since that time there has been acustom in the Treas- 
ury Department to exchange national-bank notes for silver certificates, 
national-bank notes for standard dollars, national-bank notes for frac- 
tional silver coin, United States notes for silver certificates, United 
States notes for standard dollars, United States notes for fractional 
silver coin, gold certificates for silver certificates, gold certificates for 
standard dollars, gold certificates for fractional silveg coin, gold coin 
for silver certificates, gold coin for standard dollars, fractional gold coin 
for fractional silver coin; and in the years 1887, 1888, and 1889, three 
years, $52,265,733 of silver was exchanged by the Treasury Depart- 
ment for the class of money that I have mentioned. 

Of this, the national-bank notes for silver certificates in three years 
took $540,653; for standard dollars, $5,818,279; for fractional coin, $1,- 
685,227. United States notes for silver certificates, $2,331,617; for 
standard dollars, $15,431,187; for fractional silver, $4,168,740; and gold 
certificates received for silver certificates, $6,443,580; gold certifi- 
cates received for standard dollars, $9,803,801; fractional silver coin, 
$1,977,254. Gold coin received for silver certificates, $41,645; stand- 
ard gold coin received for standard dollars, $3,786,302; fractional 
silver, $237,448. Or, leaving ont the fractional coin, $44,000,000 of 
silver certificates and silver dollars went out of the Treasury for other 
money. And yet I repeat that at no time has the Government held 
itself out ready to exchange. If a man went with a silver certificate 
or a silver dollar to the Treasury to get gold could he do it? 

So the pretense which has been frequently made that silver is kept 
at par by the treatment by the Government of itis not true, It has 
been kept at par in spite of the treatment of the Government, in de- 
fiance of its efforts to break it down. It has been the current money 
of the country, and has kept the country in a state of prosperity compar- 
atively by its circulation. I submit this table as a part of my remarks: 


Statement showing the amount of national-bank notes, United States notes, 
gold certificates, and gold coin received at Treasury offices for silver cer- 
tificates, standard dollars, and fractional silver coin for the fiscal years 

1887, 1888, and 1889. 


Fiscal 
year end- 
ing June 


Description. 


| 
National-bank notes received for— 
Silver certifloates. . . . ... 
Standard dollars. BA 
Fractional silver coin. 


Total. e 


United States notes received for— 
Silver certificates... = 321, 575 352,090 | 2,331,617 
Standard dollars.... 5. 220, 708 | 4,822,831 15, 431. 187 
Fractional silver co a 1,404,583 | 1,534,564 | 4,168,740 
MOL’ EEE P RA 8,275,193 | 6, 946, 866 | 6,709, 485 | 21, 931,544 
—— — —ͤ—ũ— . — S — 

Gold certificates received for— 

Silver oertifloates. . ... .., 4,600, 570 | 1, 223, 420 619,590 | 6,443,580 
Standard dollars. ..| 3,095,190 | 3,188,760 | 3,519,851 | 9, 803, 801 
Fractional silver coin — 430,150 660, 110 886,994 | 1,977,254 


5,072,290 | 5,026, 435 | 18,224,635 
— ä — — — 


19, 145 15, 000 41, 645 

Standard dollars. 2,039,365 | 780.172 | 3,786, 302 
Fractional silver coin... a 48, 170 136,323 237, 448 
Total 1,027,220 2, 106, 680 931,495 | 4,065, 395 


e esossesessoosseseoosssssvsssscoóssssess | | 
UNITED STATES TREASURER’'S OFFICE, Division of Accounts, May 20, 1890. 


Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio, who of course is the mouth- 
piece of the gold people, left no question that he intended the coun- 
try should be put upon a gold basis. I do not think that anybody 
who has spoken on the other side of the case can be offended if I 
say that they all announce themselves as believers in the single stand- 
ard. What may come I do not know, but so far no one has announced 
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himself except in a general way as in favor of silver and in favor of 
silver only as a subsidiary coin and subordinate to gold. 

Now, are the people of the United States ready and willing to go 
upon a gold basis? Mr. President, what did we say in our platform? 
We said that we were for both gold and silver as money. t did 
the Democratic party say in their previous platform? They had said 
it in the two preceding platforms. They said in the last platform ab- 
solutely nothing on that subject, in deference to their candidate. In 
deference to the power that stood behind that convention and made 
that nomination, they said nothing. 

Mr, HEARST. And that beat them. 

Mr. TELLER. I hear a Senator who votes with that party say 
And that beat them.“ It did, Mr. President. There is no more 
doubt in my mind that that defeated the Democratic party than I have 
that defeat came to them. 

Mr. STEWART. And that defeated the Republican candidate for 
governor of Oregon last week. 

Mr. TELLER. Was he a gold man? 

Mr. STEWART. He was a gold man and his opponent was a silver 


man. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not wonder that they beat him. 
I would not like to say very much what I think about it, but I should 
not be surprised at any time when the man stands before the public who 
is in favor of a single standard if the people should say he was nota 
proper representative of theirs. 

At all events the Democratic party had been committed to silver as 
money. They had been committed to it by their votes in the other 
House and here. I have spoken of it before in this body. When the 
President-elect of the United States, before he got into office, unmind- 
ful, it seems to me, of the ethics that ought to control and be consid- 

. ered, attempted to say to his political friends what they ought to do, 
the Democratic House universally declined. I do not mean that every 
one of them declined, but a Democratic majority said to him, We do 
not propose to demonetize silver,” and they did not doit. I know 
that some of the Democrats in public life yielded to the influence and 
power of the Executive; I know that a great many of them were quite 
willing that the silver question should be passed by when the Execu- 
tive was against remonetization. They did not want to brave a veto, 
and no wonder; nobody wants to put his political party in that atti- 
tude before the people, and I do not wonder they did not. 

But they were not more bound to do these things than we. We put 
in our platform the declaration that we were for the use of silver and 
gold, and we did not stop at that. Wesaid ‘‘ We condemn the Demo- 
cratic party for its efforts at demonetization.’’ Now, what did we 
mean? Did we mean anything? The Senator from Illinois [Mr. FAR- 
WELL] says we meant that we were going to buy silver. Why, Mr. 
President, we were buying silver then. We did not mean anything 
of the kind. We meant that on some fair terms, on some system that 
was safe for us take, we intended to use both silver and gold, and it 
was a pledge made to the people of the United States that the next 
Executive and the next Administration should be in harmony with 
them upon this subject, as they had shown they were for this principle 
by repeated acts in the other House and in the Senate, for after 1878 
there never wasan Administration that wasstrong enough in either of the 
bodies to get a majority in favor of simply suspending the coinage of 
silver for an hour. Why? Because the great body of the American 
people were in favor of its use as money, and we put it in every plat- 
form. Did we put itin there to catch votes? ; 

Mr. President, I was at Chicago. I was consulted by the Senator 
from Nevada; and if I had believed that it was simply clap-trap to 
catch votes I should have been less enthusiastic in that campaign than 
Iwas. The State of Colorado would not have rolled up the great vote 
for the Republican candidate it did, putting itself in line the third 
Republican State in proportion to its vote in the Union, if the people 
of the State had believed that. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the Chair). Does the 
Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwish merely to observe that the Senator felt in re- 
gard to the platform on silver as I felt in regard to the platform upon 
education. [Laughter. ] A 

Mr. TELLER. 
bill, 

Mr. BLAIR. I know the Senator did, and so did the Senator from 
Nevada. I only make this observation in passing, because the debate 

is audibly getting to be very uninteresting. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire if he thinks it is right for the party to go back on the platform. 

Mr. BLAIR. No; and the party that does it is sure to be blanked. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I mean to discuss this question fairly. 
I do not mean to say that that provision of our platform committed us 
to free coinage. I would not insist upon that and I would not insist 
that every man in this body who believes with me in Republican prin- 
ciples and in sustaining the Republican platform is compelled to vote 
for free coinage. I am bound to be fair on that point if I can. But I 


I voted with the Senator upon the educational 


do say that it did commit us to the bimetallic principle. I say that 

poe has had its worst enemy, its most effective foe, the man who 
done it the most harm, and who has made it the most difficult to 

legislate upon intelligently, in the Treasury Department—— ~ 


Mr. MITCHELL. The platform meant that there should bea more 
liberal policy pursued in to silver. - 

Mr. TELLER. As the Senator from Oregon says, it meant a more 
liberal policy. At least we thought so. We thought it meant that 
free coinage was safe, or, if not free coinage, that it meant we should 
make an international arrangement. Fifteen months have passed and 
there has been no international arrangement and no effort towards an 
international arrangement. We are told we need more money and the 
people are suffering. Even the Senator from Ohio says we want more 
money. The President and the Secretary of the Treasury say we want 
more money. They have had itin their power to give us every month 
$2,000,000 of good money, $2,000,000 of money with a purchasing 
power equal to any other money in this country. Nobody who has 
regard for his reputation or his character will stand here and say that 
there was danger in adding $25,000,000 or $30,000,000 more to the 
money in this country, which only increased last year $8,000,000. 
Why was it not done? 

It is said that we must legislate; that we must not go away from 
here until we relieve the people. It has been in the power of this Ad- 
ministration every day to relieve the people. If the pes suffer, if 
the people want, if distress pervades the land, if the people complain, 
and if the Republican party suffers, it is at the door of the Adminis- 
tration, because the power has been in their hands, a conservative 
power, a power that they dare not say would be detrimental to the 
public interest, and a power that would have been exerted if there had 
been in the Treasury Department and in the Executive a friendly feel- 
ing toward the bimetallic standard. 

If it had not been the purpose, as now proposed by the Senator from 
Ohio, to put us upon the gold basis—which the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury declares we are upon, which he says practically we are forever to 
continue on—if that had not been the purpose and the will there would 
have been a coinage of $4,000,000 of silver per month. It might be 
that it would not put up silver, it might be that we have been in ig- 
norance on that subject, but we who believed it would, we who en- 
acted the law, we who have in good faith attempted to stand by the 
Republican party and its principles, were entitled with a Republican 
Administration to have that question tried. How easy, if it failed, 
to withdraw and continue the coinage of only 82,000, 000 a month. If 
disaster appeared to be coming the power was with the Executive to 
stop the increased coinage. 

No, Mr. President, there is no friendly feeling towards bimetallism 
in the high places of this Government, and there has not been, and 
there will not be while Wall street can threaten every political party 
as it has done for fifteen years, No political party has attempted any- 
thing that has not been met by the declaration, ‘‘ You must legislate 
so as to get the good will of the business interests of this country.“ 
That means Wall street. I remember that a President of the United 
States within five years, not the present President either, addressing a 
crowd of people on Wall street, said When I see you I see the repre- 
sentatives of the great interests of the country.“ 

Why, Mr. President, he saw the bill-holders and the note-shavers and 
the stock-speculators. In the whole ken of his observation he did not 
see a single man who had ever done an honest day’s work; he did not 
see a single man who had ever produced an article of commerce; he did 
not see a single man who had ever promoted the industrial pursuits of 
this country. He was looking upon the men who handled the securi- 
ties of the country, and, as I said before, those who take toll from its 
industries. When he wants to see the people he wants to turn his 
face outward; he wants to look out upon the great country; he wants 
to look in the mills; he wants to look in the machine shops; he wants to 
look at the farms and in the mines. There is where he will find the 
people. There is where he will find the people who have added a 
million dollars a day to the wealth of the country. There he will 
find the people who in ever hour of the country’s distress have been 
ready to respond. There he will find the glory and the safety of the 
American people. IIe will not find it in Wall street, and until we get 
an Administration that can turn its eyes outward and look to the 
great people of the center of the country, the farmers, the miners, the 
operatives, and the producers, we shall have this kind of legislation. 

I for one, Mr. President, regard this question as too big for politics. 
I regard it as above all political considerations. I regard it as the crit- 
ical and crucial period in the history of the world when the question 
is to be settled whether we are to have the two metals as money or one; 
whether progress and civilization shall go on as they always have when 
there has been abundant metallic money, or whether they shall shrink 
and shrivel and be destroyed, as always has been the case when there 
has been too little. No political connections, no personal considera- 
tions, are sufficient to induce me to surrender my judgment upon this 
question, a judgment that I have formed with great attention, with 
much anxiety, and with much industry—with much anxiety because it 
appears to take me away from my party, because it takes me away from 
an Administration with which I desire to act. But, Mr. President, for 
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lf I propose to stand for what I think to be right, and no matter 
where it lands the Républican party, nor no matter where it lands me, 
my vote shall be given for that which I think will unloose the tram- 
mels that have been put upon commerce. That vote, I think, will 
unloose the burden that has — put upon the debtors of this country, 
and will do it without detriment to the creditors of the country, either. 

So believing, Mr. President, I have again trespassed upon the atten- 
tion of the Senate, and I beg its indulgence, and thank it for its atten- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the pend- 
ing «mendment offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to 
the amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the amendment of Mr. 
SHERMAN the following: 


And hereafter no funds available for the payment of the public debt, includ- 
N as are kept for the redemption of United States notes, shall be re- 
tained in the Treasury in excess of $10,000,000: Provided, That gold and silver 
coin and gold bullion in the Treasury, upon which gold and silver certificates 
have been issued, shall not be conside: available for any purpose except the 
redemption of such certificates. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON} 
its Clerk, announced that the House had to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 347) to grant the right of way to the Ga- 
lena, Guthrie and Western Railway Company through the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
2143) granting an increase of pension to Henry Strawbridge. 

The message further announced that the Honse bad agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 407) to 
authorize the acquisition of certain s of real estate embraced in 
square numbered 380 of the city of Washington to provide an eligible 
site for a city post-office. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6034) for the relief of Alice 
Ogden, asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. PAYSON, Mr. TURNER 
$ 8 and Mr. McRAE managers at the conference on the part of 

e House. i 


JAMES MELVIN. 


Mr. HOAR. Lask unanimous consent to lay aside the pending order 
informally that I may appeal to the Senate to consider a pension bill 
reported from the Committee on Pensions this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senate will allow me to make a brief statement, 
Iam sure there will be no objection whatever. 

The ioner is a young person born in my own immediate neigh- 
borhood, belonging to a family I knew very wellin my early youth. He 
enlisted in the Army at seventeen, and his present condition is described 
in the very brief report of the committee, which I ask the Senate to 
allow to be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read, if there be 
no objection. 

The Secretary read the report submitted to-day by Mr. SAWYER, as 
follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.3414) granting 
a pension to James Melvin, have examined the same and report : 
is is a bill to increase the pension of James Melvin, late of Company E, 
Sixth Massachusetts Volunteers, from $72 to $100per month. 
‘The claimant enlisted at the age of seventeen. He was 6 feet high, weighed 
170 pounds, and had never been sick a day in his life. His disability com- 
menced with chronic rheumatism. There is no doubt as to its incurrence in 


rvice, no doubt as to the p it has made from the time of his dis- 


Be: rogress 
charge to the present. He is now totally helpless. 


His legs and arms are drawn out of He is emaciated to that extent 
that there is no flesh on his bones, He is totally blind and his jaws are set so 
that he can not articulate distinctly, norcan he take any but liquid food, and that 
with difficulty. He liesin bed constantly, and for the past ten years in the same 

ition. The examining su n says in his report: Of course it is needless 
say that the man is totally helpless, and must forever remain so. The most 
extreme case ever met.“ 

In the experience of the committee nothing to compare with this condition 
eee and helplessness has ever been presented or called on Congress for 
relief. 

Tho bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3414) granting a pension to James 
Melvin. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of James 
Melvin, late of Company E, Sixth Massachusetts Regiment of Volun- 
teers, and pay him a pension of $100 a month in lieu of the pension-he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting copies of communications from 
the First and Fourth Auditors of the Treasury and from the assistant 
treasurer of the United States at Cincinnati, Ohio, requesting that ad- 
ditional force be provided for the prompt disposal of the business of 


their respective offices, etc.; which was read and, with the accompany- 
ing br wan 5 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
p 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEW LONDON, CONN. 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 977) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at New London, Conn., having met, after full and free 
conference have — Y to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House, 
and to the same with an amendment, namely: 

i Strike out all after the enacting clause and in lieu thereof insert the follow- 


ng: 

“ That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected 3 by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable pauaing, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use of the United 
States Government offices, in the city of New London and State of Connecti- 
cut, the cost of such site and building complete not to exceed the sum of $75,000. 

Proposals for the sale of land le for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the day specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said pro 

Proposals made in cass poe to said advertisement shall be mailed and ad- 
dressed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said pro 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of such examination, and of his recommen- 
dation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come 
into his possession relating to the said proposed sites, 

“If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may L e 
a commission of not more than three persons, to be com: of an cer of 
the Treasury De ent and two other persons, which commission shall also 
examine the said proposed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may designate, and grant such in relation thereto as they shall 
deem 3 and said commission shall, within thirty days after such ex- 
amination, make to the Secretary of the Treasury written report of their con- 
clusion in the premises, accompanied by any statements, maps, plats: or docu- 
ments taken by or submitted to them, in like manner ash fore provided 
in regard to the proceedings of said agent of the Treasury rtment; and the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall thereupon finally determine the location of the 
building to be erected. 

“The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but shall not exceed $6 pe day and actual traveling expenses: 

ided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from the 
Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual travelin 

“No money shall be used or applied, when appropriated, for the purposes 
mentioned until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
United States, nor until the State of Connecticut shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administra- 
tion of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

The building herein provided for shall be une: to danger from fire by 
an open pinapan FS least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys,” 


And the H agree to 
2 ae ©. SPOONER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


the same, 


CLARKE LEWIS, 
; Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


PRESDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United Pea Dy Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the ident had on 
the 9th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 278) for the erection of a public building at Martinsburgh, 
W. Va.; 

An act (S. 903) for the erection of a public building in Cedar Rapids, 
Towa; 

An act (S. 3045) for the relief of Caroline M. McDougal, widow of 
the late Rear-Admiral David McDougal, United States Navy; 

An act (S. 3622) to fix the time and place for holding the Federal 
courts in the district of Kansas; and ~ 

An act (S. 55) to change the limit of appropriation for the public 
building at Jacksonville, Fla. 

The message also announced that the President had this day ap- 
proved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 84) to authorize the Secretary of War to issue ordnance 
and ordnance stores to the State of Washington in payment for ord- 
nance and ordnance stores borrowed by the State of Oregon of said 
State whilst a Territory during the Nez Percé Indian war of 1877 and 
1878, and for other purposes; 

An act (S, 2960) to authorize the building of a bridge at Pine Bluff, 
Ark., across the Arkansas River; : 

An act (S. 2415) to amend an act entitled An act authorizing the 
Mississippi and Louisiana Bridge and Railroad Company of Natchez, 
Miss., to construct a bridge over the Mississippi River at or near Nat- 
chez, Miss., approved July 19, 1888; and 

An act (S. 3357) for the relief of Leonard Martin. * 


TREASURY NOTES AND SILVER BULLION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes consideration 
of the unfinished business. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
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tion of the bill (S. 2350) authorizing the issue of Treasury notes e 
posits of silver bullion. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that to-morrow. 
at the conclusion of the morning business, I shall submit some remarks 


on the pending bill. 

Mr. VEST. If no Senator desires to proceed with any remarks upon 
the silver bill I would ask the Senate to resume the consideration of 
the bill in regard to the exportation of the meat product. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not desire to make any extended remarks on the 
silver bill. Ishould like to make a ion, however, to the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] with regard to some statement that 
he made about the increase of circulation during the past year. I un- 
derstood him to criticise very severely the statement of the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN],who stated that there had been an increase 
of circulation according to the Treasury reports of about $21,000,000. 

-I think the difference between the Senator from Ohio and the Senator 
from Colorado in that respect arises from the fact that one of them takes 
a calendar year and the other takes a fiscal year. The Senator from 
Ohio in his speech quoted from the tables given in the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury the increase of circulation from October 1, 
1888, to October 1, 1889, and gave the amount as about $21,000,000 
or $22,000,000. I will give the exact figures as they are reported in 
that table. The circulation October 1, 1888, was $1,384,340,280, and 
October 1, 1889, it was $1,405,018,000, which would give an increase 
of between $21,000,000 and $22,000,000. But on turning to the re- 
port of the Treasurer you find that he gives the increase between June 
30, 1888, and June 30, 1889, and gives these figures: June 30, 1888, 
$1,379,633,133.62; June 30, 1889, $1,387,551,835. Thus it would ap- 

that between June 30, 1889, and October 1, 1889, there must have 

a large increase in the actual circulation of the country. So there 
really is probably no actual discrepancy between the statements of the 
two Senators. 

Mr. TELLER, I will say that there is a discrepancy between the 
statements. The Senator from Ohio used, of course, a different date; 
but in speaking on all these matters we always speak of the yearly re- 
ports which are made for the fiscal year. You can take a few months 
and add to a year and you can make it appear that there was ver 
much more money. I can show the Senator that some months durilg 
the last four or five years there would be $10,000,000 or $12,000,000 
issued a month, and the next month there would be scarcely any. 
That is not a fair way to estimate. We have to take the yearly esti- 
mate, Therefore, I was strictly accurate when I said that the yearly 
circulation is so much, going by the year. I have here before me the 
Treasurer’s report, who is the officer who deals particularly with that 
matter. 

Mr. PLATT. That is for the fiscal year ending June 30? 

Mr. TELLER. It is for the fiscal year. Now, one might pick out 
a year and take three or four or five months where there was a large 
issue and make it appear very much larger, and then the next year it 
would be very much less. For instance, in 1879, 1880, and along there, 
when we increased at the rate of $146,000,000 in one year and $141,- 
000,000 the next, or $287,000,000 in round numbers in two years, for 
some of that time one might get a great deal more than the average 


was. 

That would give a false impression. The true statement is, whatdo 
Fou get in circulation each fiscal year? That is the way the Treasury 
Department makes out its report. If the Senator will look at page 11 
of the Treasurer’s report he will see that in 1885 we had $1,300,107, 124, 
and that in 1889, four years later, we had $1,387,551,834, or $87,500, - 
000 more money than we had in 1885, which is an average of less than 
$22,000,000 a year. 

Mr. PLATT. But this does show an average of about $22,000,000 
a year. That would be about the amount which the Senator from Ohio 
said had been added during the Jast year. Soif the Senator from Col- 
rado will take the Secretary’s report and compare the years ending 
October 1, from 1885 to 1889, he will see that practically the same 
amount of increase per year is given in that table. 

Mr. TELLER. That was not entirely the contention between the 
Senator from Ohio and myself. The Senator from Ohio said that the 
circulation had increased with the population, which I denied. I as- 
serted that it took somewhere nearly $40,000,000 annually to keep up 
with the population. Under his claim there were $22,000,000, when 
in fact the 8 said for that fiscal year there were only $8,000,- 
000, or a little less than $8,000,000. 

Mr. STEWART. Before we pass from this point I should like to 
make the remark that it is not very valuable information or very val- 
nable to the country to discuss the amount of money in the country. 
The Treasury Department leave out of their calculation many impor- 
tant considerations, according to theirown statement. They leave out 
all the loss in backs since they were first issued. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Persons speaking before the Senator 
who has the floor render it impossible for the Reporter to catch his re- 


marks, 

Mr. STEWART. I was about to say that very little reliance can 
be placed upon these reports if we desire to get accurately at the amount 
of money in the country. In the first place, the Department assumed 


that there was a certain amount of gold in the country, without any 
very definite information to start with. I will not give the figures 
now. They have added to that from time to time of course, They 
have not been able and do not pretend to give any account of gold lost 
on land and sea or that goes out of the country in the pockets of the 
people. How much gold do the vast number of travelers who leave the 
country take with them? The Department do not pretend to give us 
any accountof that and we have no account of it. . 

As I before remarked, they have no account of the loss of greenbacks; 
and with the very indefinite estimates we can not form any close ap- 
proximation of the amount of money in circulation, When you talk 
about figuring it down within a few million dollars, it is very decep- 
tive. There may have been $25,000,000 drawn out last year more 
oe came in by reason of the vast number of people who visited 

rope. 

I asked some friends to go to the Treasury Department and consult 
the statisticians in respect to these matters. They were told that there 
were many things that would affect the aggregate, and the Department 
were unable to tell anything about it, and consequently they make up 
the amount of money the very largest amount possible. They take the 
amountof gold coinageand add thatand make noallowance for the loss of 
paper that is out in circulation. They assume that that is all in ex- 
istence still and they make no allowance for the waste and the loss of 
money and the money carried out of the country. So with the very 
best you can make of these reports, they must be very misleading. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I rise only to say, with permission 
of the Senate, that as the time has now been fixed for taking the vote 
on what is spoken of as the silver bill on Friday, I shall propone at the 
end of the morning hour on Thursday, if the floor should not then- be 
occupied, to speak on the pending measure. 


[Mr. CALL withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, if no Senator desires to speak on 
the silver question at this time—of course if there is I give way—— ~ 

Mr. PLATT. I think we ought to vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If no Senator desires to speak, I ask the consent 
of the Senate to call up a bill of some public importance, to which I 
think there will be no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I appeal to my friend to let us go 
on with the regular order. 

Mr. 3 I am perfectly willing if any Senator desires to 
proceed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have from the Committee on the Judiciary two 
2 three bills of publie importance, and they are not public-building 
bills—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. The bill which I desire to take up is not a public- 
building bill. t 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But there is one—not all that relates to the navi- 
gation of the Great Lakes, that I should be very glad to call up, but I 
have not thought it right to make that request in view of the under- 
standing to go on with this business, g 

Mr. MITCHELL, Iam perfectly willing to proceed with the silver 
bill if any Senator desires to go on. 

Mr, FAULKNER. Task whether there was not an agreement this 
morning that the vote on the silver bill and all pending amendments to 
it should be taken on Friday at 3 o’clock? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The agreement this morning was 
that the general debate on the bill and amendments should cease on 
Friday at 3 o’clock in the afternoon. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Was that not understood by the Chair to mean 
that there should be no vote on the bill or the pending amendments 
until that time? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was not. 
Mr. FAULKNER, It was so understood by some members of the 
Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro ſempore. If it was the understanding that no 
vote was to be taken on any amendment, or any pending question, or 
anything connected with the bill until Friday afternoon at 3 o'clock, 
the Chair misunderstands the situation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Chair please state what he understands 
the ent to be? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair announced it from the 
desk. It will be stated from the Reporter’s minutes, which will be 
read to the Senate. 

The Cuter CLERK read as follows: 

Mr, Jones, of Nevada. I ask unanimous consent that the debate on the 
ponie bill from and after Friday next at 3 o'clock in the afternoon shall be 

imited to five minutes upon each question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada asks unanimous 
consent that after 3 o’clock on Friday afternoon next debate on the pending 
bill be limited to five minutes by each Senator upon any one question. Is there 
objection? [A pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. This was the agreement. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNES] is away, 
but I think his intention was, I so understood it, to commence voting 
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on these amendments on Friday at 3 o’clock, and I should like to have 
the unanimous consent of the Senate that we shall commence to vote 
on the amendments and proceed in that way as the amendments are 
reached. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado asks 
unanimous consent that general debate on the pending bill and the 
amendments be closed on Friday next at 3 o’clock, and that there- 
after 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And that then the five-minute rule shall ap- 


ply. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And that thereafter debate shall be 
limited to five minutes by each Senator upon any one question. Is 
side objection? [A pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 

ered. 


WASHINGTON CITY POST-OFFICE. 


Mr. MORRILL. I submit the report of the conference committee 
on the bill in relation to the Washington City post-office. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


ernmental 
S. 2. 


‘air relative value of the same as to other parcels acqui. agreement; and 
the said Secretary is authorized and directed in case he can not the said 
parcels or any of land required in said square by nego! on as here- 


paid to the owner or owne: 

“Sec 4. That the fee-simple of all premises so appropriated for public use un- 
der the provisions hereof and of which an sopranen shall have been made 
under the order and direction of said court, shall, upon payment to the owner or 
owners thereof, or into the said court as aforesaid, of the amount so ascertained 
and as parcel, be thereupon vested fully in the United States 
and the right of possession t f. j. 

“Sec. 5. That said court may direct the time and manner in which possession 
of the property condemned shall be taken or delivered, and may, if necessary, 
enforce any order or issue any process for giving possession. The cost occa- 
sioned by the inquiry and assessment shall paid by the United States; and 
as to veo costs which may arise, they shall be charged or taxed as the court 
ny direct. 

“Sec. 6. That whenever and as title to the several parcels of such real estate 
shall be acquired as aforesaid, and the same shall be ready for 17 and 
the sufficiency thereof shall be certified by the Attorney-General of the United 
States, or whenever by condemnation of any parcel the fair value of the same 
shall be ascertained, the Treasurer of the United States is hereby authorized 
and directed, upon the requisition of the said Secretary, to pay the purchase, or 
into court the condemnation, price of such property, parcel by parcel.” 

And that the Senate agree to the same. 

JOHN C. SPOONER, 
JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 
G. G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
S. L. MILLIKEN, 
THOS. J. CLUNIE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. DAWES. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Vermont 
if the building contemplated there also contemplates providing for any- 
thing else except the city post-office? 


Mr. MORRILL. I suppose there will be provision for other offices, 

Mr. EDMUNDS.” What will it do? 

Mr. DAWES. I was about to say that I thought it was a very rare 
and favorable opportunity to secure proper accommodations for some 
of the Government offices. 

Mr. MORRILL. The building may he put up several stories high, 
so as to accommodate the Sixth Auditor’s Office. 

Mr. DAWES. The necessities of the General Post-Office are very 
pressing. 

Mr. MORRILL. We provide in another bill for the General Post- 
Office, but we intend to have this building large enough to accommo- 
date the city post-office in the lower stories, 

Mr. DAWES. Iam very glad to hear that, because the Committee 
on Appropriations are confronted at this moment with very serious 
trouble owing to the inability to furnish sufficient accommodations for 
some of the officials of the General Post-Office, who are in a building 
that is very deleterious to health and almost fatal to the lives of those 
who are forced into it, and the Postmaster-General responds that it is 
utterly impossible for him to find a suitable place for them. 

Mr. SPOONER. The bill provides that the building shall be fora 
city post-office and other Government uses. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam very glad to hear that. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to inquire how 
much ground is embraced in this proposition. 

Mr. MORRILL. It takes the entire square 323, between Eleventh 
and Twelfth streets and D and C streets, northwest. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Pennsylvania avenue on the north, and where on 
the south side? : 

Mr. MORRILL. C street on the south side. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understood the Senator from Vermont to say that 
we are to have other arrangements or plans respecting the building for 
the Post-Office Department. 

Mr/ MORRILL. There is a bill on the Calendar now for the Gen- 
eral Post-Office Department. 

r. ALLISON. May I ask what that proposition is? 

. MORRILL. To allow a commission to select a site. 

r. ALLISON. If I may say a word in this connection, I wish to 
y now that I believe the city post-office and the Post-Office Depart- 
ment should be in the same building; and in making that statement 
I think I may say that those who have experience in the management 
of the Post-Office Department so believe, and I feel sure there will be 
& great saving in the management of the Department and of the city 
post-office if they are under the same roof. > 

Mr. SPOONER. If we had the power in the Senate to make a law 
on this subject we could arrange everything as we would like to do, 
and I think it would be the opinion of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds that the city post-office and the General Post-Office 
building might well be together; but the difference of opinion on that 
subject is so great and the necessity for the consensus of opinion be- 
tween the two Houses is so urgent that we were ta kr in order to 
secure the construction of a city post-office at all, to take this proposi- 
tion by itself and provide separately for the General Post-Office. The 
present post-office in this city is an absolute disgrace to the city, and 
the committee thought, all things considered, as we could agree upon 
this and provide for that building, we had better not encumber it with 
a proposition such as that suggested by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON, I desire not to occupy time, but simply to ask the 
Senator a question. Who is to project the plan of this building? Who 
is to designate the character of the building? 

Mr. SPOONER. The plan is to be made, asall other plans for public 
buildings are made, under the direction of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. We donot indicate what the plan shall be, but the bill provides 
that the building when constructed shall be used not only for the city 
post-office, but for other Government pu 

Mr. ALLISON, I wish to say that we are paying now about $140,- 
000 per annum rent in this city for Government uses, and we are pay- 
ing generally at the rate of 10 or 12 per cent. upon the value of every 
building we occupy. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ten per cent. is about a fair rate. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does seem to me that at this session of Congress 
we ought to provide for public buildings to take in more of these out- 
lying offices, for which we are now paying these extraordinary and 
enormous rents. 

Mr. MORRILL, I desire to add a word. We have passed a bill for 
the General Post-Office and the city post-oflice at least three times; but 
we have never been able to get the consent of the House of Represent- 
atives to it, and this was the only alternative we had to attain anything. 
This is one of the cheapest squares to be had in the city, considering 
where it is, and yet it is in a proper position as to locality for the busi- 
ness of the city, and there will be a little frontage between the build- 
ing and Pennsylvania avenue, where the mail-wagons will arrive, with- 
out interfering with the travel on Pennsylvania avenue. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would ask the Senator from Vermont, if he will 
allow me, what was the depth of water on that square during the last 
flood in the Potomac River? 

Mr. MORRILL. It was much less than on Ninth street. 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


/.Gö;(¶¶ͥ —ñę.;?7?:é2o „wc 2 


5897 


Mr. MORGAN. About how much? 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not know. 

Mr. MORGAN. It was about 5 feet, I think. 

Mr. MORRILL. Oh, no. It was not anything like as much as what 
it was on Ninth street, where it was proposed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives to locate the building. 

Mr. MORGAN. I happened the other day to hear a street-car driver 
give an experience of his during the last flood. He was on Ninth street 
going with his car at night, and the car got about the center of Penn- 
sylvania avenue and his horse was submerged to such an extent that 
he could not pull the car out; so he had to cut the traces and mount 
his horse and ride out, and afterwards pull his car across the street 
with a rope he had attached toit. That was during the last flood, 
about a year ago. i 

Now it seems to me, Mr. President, that the Senate of the United 
States ought to stand firm on the proposition to have at least a high 
land post-office, and not a floating ship, or something like that, where 
provision would have to be made for high water, and where we could 
not get in and out with the mails without wetting them, and where 
the whole of the cellar or basement of the establishment would neces- 
sarily be full of water and have to be pumped out as pretty nearly the 
whole of the south side of Pennsylvania avenue from the Botanic Gar- 
dens to Fourteenth street was during the last freshet. 

There is another thing about that, if theSenator will allow me. It 
is absolute cruelty upon the poor people of this city who have to send 
their children to the post-office to have them cross Pennsylvania ave- 
nue, that great thoroughfare which is filled up with horses and carts 
and vehicles of every kind, and street cars going always at an un- 
usually rapid pace for street travel. It is a dangerous thing, and it 
amounts practically to a denial of post-office facilities of a reasonable 
character to the poorer people of this city who have to send their chil- 
dren to the post - office. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does not the letter- carrier business deliver every- 
thing to the poor as to other people? 

Mr. MORGAN. Perhaps not all; certainly on Sunday they do not 
deliver at all, and it is on that day, I think, that the poorer people of 
this city receive their largest amount of correspondence and mail, per- 
haps the la number of letters 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no traffic on Sunday. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is traffic enough on Pennsylvania avenue 
with street cars and other vehicles to make it a dangerous crossing for 
a child. 

More than that, Mr. President, the proposed site is not the center of 
population in Washington by any means at all. There is a mall lying 
south of it, a vast expanse of Government reservation before you get 
to any residences on the south side. If you come up on Seventh street 
you have to go down then to between Eleventh and Twelfth streets 
before you can get to the post-office, and so if you come up on Ninth 
street you have got to godown past the block on Tenth street, whereas 
if the building was situated where the Senator from Iowa indicates, 
on F street, covering that portion of Eighth street (and I would have 
it that way) which the city of Washington is entitled to without pay- 
ing any compensation to anybody, the whole area of 9 5 street, be- 
ween E and F streets, and extending over that block below it, it would 
be very convenient for the business on F street, on Seventh street, and 
on Pennsylvania avenue, the three great commercial streets of the city. 
It would be nearer the center of population in every respect, and would 
be accessible on every side without any danger, or apprehension of 
danger, on the part of the little people and the poor old people who 
may have to go there to get their mail and transact their business and 
buy their little money-orders and buy their postage-stamps and what 
not. 

If there is any one thing that the Congress of the United States 
ought to concern itself about as a matter of public convenience, it is to 
have the post-office in this city as convenient as possible to the center 
2 not merely the commercial population and the commer- 

ial business houses, but the center of the population of all the classes 
who patronize the post-office. 

I can not understand why this post-office must be put on the south 
side of Pennsylvania avenue. Whether there are axes to grind or lots 
to sell and combinations to gratify or not I do not know; but the 
proposition to my mind is so entirely startling and so absurd, when 
that place is contrasted with any place you can select north of the 
Avenue, that it leads to the suspicion that the pressure which is being 
brought to bear upon this question is not legitimate, that there is a 
speculation about it somewhere. I do not know a fact in the world 
which indicates that, seps the general outline of facts. But who, as 
a private individual, would go south of this Avenue for the purpose of 
establishing there business like the post-office in the city of Washing- 
ton? No man in his senses would do so as a commercial venture, asa 
business transaction. 

There is no security against floods. It may be, though I do not 
know, that this is to be a part of the pressure that is to be brought to 
bear for the purpose of enormous improvements in the drainage or in 

the deepening of the Potomac River so that a flood shall not occur any 
more, or in the taking away of the Long Bridge, so that there will be 


no obstacle there. The aftermath of this proposition is something that 
I am not now capable of determining. I only know, in its present as- 
pect, it is to my mind absurd and wrong, and I shall vote against it. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator from Alabama has not inv ted. 
this subject as much, I think, as the committees of both Houses have. 
We have taken carriages and traveled all over the city pretty much, 
and examined the various sites, the one mentioned by him and many 
more, and, so far as I am aware, there is universal satisfaction upon 
the part of the people of Washington with the site selected. Every 
letter I have received in connection with it has been in commendation 
of the position, and, so far as the number of inhabitants is concerned, it 
will be as near the center as if still farther west. 

In relation to the water, I will say that the first site which was se- 
lected on the part of the House of Representatives was on Ninth 
and Pennsylvania avenue. There was the spot where the deepest water 
was during the flood. The Washington Safe Deposit Company havea 
building there, and they have raised their pavement up some 6 or 8 
inches, which they assure me is higher than the water has been at any 
time heretofore. 

So far as this building is concerned, it will be amply sufficient to ac- 
commodate the city post-office without using the basement, for it will 
never be in any danger. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May Iask my colleague a question? 

Mr. MORRILL. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask him whether it was not 
within a year or two that the Senate Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds recommended to us, and we agreed to it, to take the block 
next west the General Post-Office? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes; that is the bill I referred to. We passed it 
three times. I regret that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] is 
not present. He understands the matter thoroughly. 

Vesa EDMUNDS. The Senate were of opinion that that was the best 
place. 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What change has taken place since then? 

Mr. MORRILL. The change is that we have the bill three 
times, but we could not secure the favorable action of the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why? 

Mr. MORRILL. Because they refused to assent to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Vermont if 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds have at this session 
reported a bill to purchase or condemn that square between Eighth and 
Ninth streets. 

Mr. MORRILL. We havereported a bill proposing to give authority 
to a commission to take that square or any other; but the only way 
that we can get such a bill as that through the other House, I 
understand, would be to leave it to a commission to judge whether 
that was the best place or not. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has that bill been considered in the Senate? 

Mr. MORRILL. No, it is now upon the Calendar of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. It has not yet been acted upon? 

Mr. MORRILL. No. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Vermont says that this would be in 
the center of population, and nearer the center than if it were farther 
west. I desire toask him whether this site is not at the extreme south- 
erly limit ot the business part of the city of Washington and on a limit 
from which the business is constantly receding. That is, is not the 
business in Washington going northwestwardly and also the habitations 
of the people, so far as the persons who are likely to use the city post- 
office are concerned? So that you have got the outside of the town in 
one direction for all business purposes and the city moving away from 
it? 

Mr. MORRILL. It is really not any farther south than the present 
site of the post-office. 

Mr. HOAR. I know. A 

Mr. MORRILL. So far as the business interests are concerned, there 
is no business except the small retail business on the north, and the 
delivery of letters is made throughout the entire city by carriers. 

Mr. HOAR. For one, I hope that all the space between the south 
side of Pennsylvania avenue, until you come to the next avenue which 
runs at right angles, Maryland avenue I think it is, but to the next av- 
enue, at any rate, which runs at right angles to the Capitol Building, 
I hope to see everything cleared off from that space from the Capitol 
to the Treasury, except public buildings, including the railroad, and a 

k made 

Mr. MORRILL, I heartily join with the Senator as far as the rail - 
roads are concerned, but I must say so far as present appearances are 
concerned that we are not very near it. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to see a park established and maintained there 
which will extend from the Capitol to the Potomac River, right across 
the Potomac, when the projected bridge shall be built to Arlington, that 
will be the greatornament and breathing place of the national Capital. 
Every new building that is put on that space interferes with the ex- 
ecution of that plan; and it seems to me very strange indeed that the 
city post-office should be placed, as I have said, at a point where there 
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is no business whateversouth of it, where there are few public buildings, 
and a few of the very human habitations until you get to some 
distance south of it and the park, and there is not in the city of Wash- 
ington one single business establishment of any consequence lying south 
of this spot. This is not only true, but it is on the very southern 
border, as the Senator’s colleague [Mr. EDMUNDS] suggests, of every 
thing in the way of business, and the business center is constantly and 
very rapidly moving to the northwest. 

If you put this city post-office on Franklin Square or put it some- 
where on Lafayette Square—I do not mean in the squares, but in that 
location in reference to the city—that would be taking the future into 
consideration and putting this building where the business of the city 
would be constantly moving to it and moving beyond it. It seems to 
me very strange indeed that a site should be selected from which, in 
the inevitable course of the growth of this city, all business is moving, 
so that in ten or fifteen years, whatever building may be put up there, 
there will be a clamor to remove the city post-office because of being 
out of the business part of the city. 

Mr. DAWES. In connection with what my colleague has said, I 
should like to hear the Senator from Vermont explain the difficulties 
and the obstacles which have always turned up in the way when there 
has been any effort to take the square between Eighth and Ninth 
streets and between E and F streets. It always struck me that that 
square adjoining the General Post-Office, if we are forced to condemn 
land as we are here, would be a much more appropriate place; but 
whenever the city post-office matter has been considered there hus al- 
ways arisen some insuperable objection, and I never knew what it was. 
If the Senator would quiet my mind on that I should be obliged to 
him. 


Mr. MORRILL. I did not hear the Senator’s question. 

Mr. DAWES. I was inquiring of the Senator from Vermont if he 
would be kind enough to quiet my mind upon the question why, when- 
ever an effort has been made to obtain a proper site for a city post- 
office and the site between Eighth and Ninth and E and F streets was 
considered, there came up some insuperable obstacle to it? I know 
that to be the fact, but I do not know what the trouble has been. I 
refer to the square that adjoins the General Post-Office. By taking 
up Eighth street between E and F streets, there would be acquired a 

area that we should not be obliged to purchase, and there is 


very la 
a e e square which would be drained to meet the trouble of | 600, 


the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], and which would meet the 
suggestion to some extent of my colleague, that it is not on one side 
of the city; but still there has always been something in the way of 
obtaining that square, and perhaps the Senator from Vermont can tell 
us what it is. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will state that it was the House of Representa- 
tives which has been considerable of an obstacle in passing a law. So 
far as the Senator from Massachusetts nearest to me [Mr. Hoar] is 
concerned, when he gets his magnificent project of taking all the land 
between Pennsylvania avenue and the present Mall, I think he will 
be somewhat older than I am. Iremember when I first took my posi- 
tion upon the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds to have 
found a proposition of Mr. Douglas for taking as much of the ground 
between Pennsylvania avenue and the Mall on either side as would 
make the Mall of equal width all the way; and yet Mr. Douglas, with 
that small item, was unable to get the assent of I hardly 
think it will be in the power of any Senator to obtain an appro} 
tion for buying up all the land between Pennsylvania avenue and the 
Mall. 


I wish to say in conclusion that we have tried to obtain the site be- 
tween Eighth and Ninth and E and F streets, and have three times 
passed a bill for that purpose in the Senate, and yet the House Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, whether it has been presided 
over by a Democrat or a Republican, has always refused to take it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What has been the reason assigned ? 

Mr. MORRILL. Because they do not believe in it and because it 
would cost a great deal of money. I wish to say that this will be the 
only chance to secure a city post-office; and I hope, therefore, the con- 
fereuce report will be assented to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreeing 
to the report ot the committee of conference. 

Mr. KRELL. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of the 
Senator from Vermont, in charge of this bill, whether any effort has 
been made at this session to agree upon a bill for the purchase of the 
block to which reference has been made, west of the present Post-Office 
Department building, and between that and Ninth street. 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, sir; we have had the joint Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds together, and we could not get the consent 
of the House. 

e erage Has the Senate at this session passed that kind 
ofa 

Mr. MORRILL. The House do not believe in having them together. 
They think it too expensive. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I ask the Senator if there has been any such bill 


at this session. 
Mr. MORRILL. No; but there is one pending on the Calendar. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Of the Senate? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It seems to me, Mr. President, that in the con- 
struction of this building we should go further than simply a 8 
for this city. We ought to have a suitable post-office building for the 
city post-office, but we are needing other public buildings just as much 
as we are needing a city post-office. We have a large number of divis- 
ions and bureaus occupying rented buildings, and already the rent is 
being increased from year to year upon these bnildings. : 

I believe that now we have before us, in the bill providing for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government, an in- 
crease of some six or eight thousand dollars in rents. The capital sum 
that would be sufficient to construct all these public buildings would 
not amount to the sum upon which we are paying interest. e need 
additional room for the General Land Office; we need additional room 
for the Patent Office; we need room for the Geological Survey; we need 
room for the Bureau of Indian Affairs; we need it for the Bureau of 
Education. The Bureau of Education is in a rented building; the 
Geological Survey is in a rented building; the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
is in a rented building; and part of the General Land Office is ina 
rented building. 

Mr. PLATT. And the Census Office. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Census Office is also ina rented building, 
substantially all of it, and part of the General Post-Office Department 
is in rented buildings, All of the Sixth Auditor's Office, which has 
the adjustment of the accounts of the Post-Office Department, is ina 
rented building and a miserable building at that, Marini’s Hall. The 
Interstate Commerce Commission is in a rented building also. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Missouri state the aggregate 
amount of rent that the Government is paying annually for public 
offices in this city ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have a document that shows that, but I have 
it not before me. 8 

Mr. MORRILL. We pay about $120,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. About $120,000. It is at least that much, I 
think, that we are paying. Well, now, it is extravagance; it is 
waste 

Mr. PLATT. The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
[Mr. ALLISON] stated it a little while ago, as I understood, at $136,- 


Mr. COCKRELL. That is the amount we are paying, I know. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is, in this city. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I had forgotten the exact amount. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is $120,000 without the Census Office. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is an enormous sum. We can raise the 
money to erect these buildings, and 4 per cent. upon the cost of them 
will not amount annually to one-half of the amount we are paying as 
interest in the way of rent, and the accommodations for the public 
offices will be far better than they are in these rented buil 

We ought to do ponu There is no use of delaying it any 
longer. I think weought to have that block west of the General Post- 
Office Building, and take in connection with it Eighth street between 
the Post-Office building and Ninth street, and put up buildings there, 
and put them up high enough to have room, then raise two or three 
or more stories to the Post-Office building, and then, when we have 
completed the buildings there, we ought to raise the Interior Depart- 
ment building two or more stories. It will be economy to do it; and 
the sooner we do it the better. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have just come into the Senate. I 
understand that there is opposition to the adoption of the conference 
report in regard to the city post-office. I want to say, from personal 
experience in to this matter, that this is the only reasonable 


opportunity for 1 to the people of this District and to the 
Government of the United States— this 


is largely a national 
matter—an appropriate building for the transaction of the public busi- 
ness in to postal affairs in this city. Ten years ago I madea 
report upon this question, and that was a report which followed one 
made by my friend from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], recommending that 
the Government the block to which my colleague [Mr. — 
RELL] has just alluded, where the Post-Office Department now is, and 
that we should take Eighth street and appropriate the space to govern- 
mental pu and erect a building there which would furnish ample 
room for the city post-office, and would also furnish additional accom- 
modations to the Post-Office Department, which is sadly in need of 
them. We were met then with same sort of opposition. 

I undertake to say, if you go back to the RECORD you will find the 
very same sort of talk we have had here to-day—‘‘No use in throwing 
away the money of the people in that sort of way; go on with rented 
property.” 

The Quartermaster’s rtment was then in a rented house upon 
Pennsylvania avenue, which had been three times on fire, and we came 
very near losing all the important documents connected with that de- 

ent. Other departments of the public service were in rented 

and still we were told it was economy not to purchase that 

block, to put it off; and yet we knew the Government was growing in 
aratio unprecedented in all history; that we were paying out these 
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rents; that property was going up in the city of Washington. And 
what is the result? Why, to-day we can not buy that block within 
$400,000 of what we could have bought it for then—$400,000 which 
might have been made and at the same time secured to us an eligible 
location for this great public edifice. 

At the next session there was the same sort of report, the same sort 
of controversy, and the same result. And so it has gone on from year 
to year, complaint all the time being made. The city post-office to-day 
is in a building which is a public scandal and disgrace to this Govern- 
ment, a building where no gentleman would do his private business; 
the city postmaster complaining, the Postmaster-General complaining, 
the Secretary of the Interior complaining that there is no room for the 
public business, Yet here, with the Treasury filled with money, we 
are told that it is economy to wait until property has gone higher in 
the city of Washington, when we know that eventually we must buy 
up all this property for this pu 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds have given per- 
sonal attention to this matter. We have inspected every site offered. 
We have permitted no jobbery in regard to it. We have exercised our 
very best judgment in regard to it. We have for the first time in all 
these twelve years that I have served upon the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds at last secured co-operation in the Joint Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Senators who have not served upon that committee have no idea of 
the difficulties. Just so soon as there is a ramor that either one of the 
committees contemplates the purchase of any particular locality, the 
real estate agents, the speculators, the enterprising citizens of the lo- 
cality, swarm around us, property is put up, and fabulous prices are 
asked when the Government of the United States is to become a pur- 
chaser. Quietly and unostentatiously we selected this square upon 
this Avenue, the very best that could be done. We are laboring now 
under the trouble that it has become a sort of common law here that 
no public building shall go upon the other side of the Avenue; that the 
Government of the United States must purchase all its property upon 

her ground. There is no necessity for that. 

t was said here for some years that no cellars could be obtained 
upon that side of the Avenue without being filled with water. The cel- 
lars there are just as dry as those in any other portion of the city. 

There is very little danger now of overflow from the Potomac River. 
That property is comparatively cheap. It ought to be made available. 
It is accessible. There is not one single reasonable objection that can 
be made to that location, not one. It is not perfect; it is not ideal; 
but it is such a location as can be defended by ordinarily reasonable 
business men, and this joint committee have visited and inspected it. 
As a joint committee we have transacted this business, and done it as 
honestly and as carefully as we could have done it for ourselves. I 
stand here to say that I would make that investment myself if I had 
the means and wanted the property for any purpose. 

It is the very best that can be done; and I tell the Senate now if 
you refuse to make this purchase you will pay one-third or more be- 
yond the present price for a location in which to put your city post- 
office. You musthaveit. Youcan nolonger do business in the house 
which is now occupied for that purpose, and I must express my sur- 
prise that in the present condition of this matter there can be the slight- 
est hesitation in regard to availing ourselves of this opportunity of 
settling this long-vexed question, which has disturbed the people of 
this District and disturbed Congress since I have been a member of this 
body. 

Mr. HEARST. If the Senator will allow a question, I wish to sug- 
gest to him that in hearing this debate the only serious thing about 
the site that occurs to me is the overflow, and then there arises the 
question in my mind whethera good foundation can be had at the point 
indicated, 

Mr. VEST. We examined that. I went myself in person down 
into the vaults of the Washington Safe Deposit Company, because that 
would be the only analagous case that can be found in this city on the 
south side of the Avenue. The Washington Safe Deposit Company is 
a wealthy organization, and they decided that question, that it was a 
thoroughly safe foundation, They went down and secured as a 
foundation as can be had anywhere. They have got as dry a cellar or 
vault as can be found anywhere, and are using it to-day. There was 
great danger of overflow at one time on account of the construction of 
one of the bridges over the Potomac, and it may be that there will be 
overflows hereafter, because no man can foresee what will be the action 
of a river like the Potomac. A friend near me says we have got a 
foundation for the Washington Monument; but this is no such case as 
that. We can at comparatively small expense obtain just as good a 
foundation on t side of Pennsylvania avenue as anywhere in this 
city, and I would not have joined in making this report if I had not a 
personal observation and knowledge of the question. 

I went down into that cellar and looked at it, and talked with the 
president and directors of that company. The liability to overflow was 
a serious objection in the first place. The location that was selected 
originally by the House of Representatives was amenable to the ob- 
jection that there was not sufficient space, that it was one end of a 
triangular piece of ground, and in this instance we get sixty-odd 
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thousand feet eligibly located near the center of the city with a small 
park in front of it, and we get it at a price which I undertake to say 
when it is condemned will make for this Government from two to five 
hundred thousand dollars in the immediate future. 

Mr. HEARST. I do not want the Senator to think because I asked 
the question I did that I do not think the situation is a splendid one 
and in the right place. 

Mr. I predict that the time is coming when property upon 
that side of the Avenue will go up in value in a way aud to a degree 
unprecedented even in Washington City. 

Now, if I had made the statement in regard to that block near the 
city post-office which to-day is absolutely known, if I had made that 
ten years ago I would have been laughed at in this Senate. I begged 
the Senate and my venerable friend from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], 
begged the Senate to buy that lot next to the Post-Office Department 
and to close up Eighth street. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senate always passed the bill. 

Mr. VEST. We passed the bill, but it was defeated in the other 
House, defeated by speculators and jobbers who went there and made 
false statements to members of the House in regard to it. The result 
is to-day that we can not purchase that property within—well, I have 
no question that half a million dollars would not cover the increase; 
it would be more; and the same thing will happen again every year 
that we put off this purchase, which is unavoidable. 

We have discussed the question of putting this building upon a part 
of Judiciary Square. It will not do. We have considered the price in 
regard to the block immediately adjoining Judiciary Square. It will 
not do. We have considered the block immediately between the Ave- 
nue and the present Post-Office Department. Why, the price would be 
double that of the location which we have selected. We examined, 
in person, every foot of all these places that were offered to us, and I 


repeat here again that this committee have done this work exactly as 
they would have done it for themselves. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs u concur- 
ring in the report of the committee of conference. Is the te ready 
for the question? 


The report was concurred in. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 9856) mak- 
ing appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1891; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 9856) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, was 
nas twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

_ EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, After twelve minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, June 11 
1890, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate the 10th day of June, 1890. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


Rollin Amsden, of Vermont, to be marshal of the United States for 
the district of Vermont, vice John Robinson, whose term will expire 
June 24, 1890. 


PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Tenth Regiment of Cavalry. 


Second Lieut. Carter P. Johnson, to be first lieutenant June 7, 1890, 
vice Eggleston, resigned. 


JUSTICE OF THE PEACE, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Charles S. Bundy, of District of Columbia, to be justice of the peace 
for the District of Columbia (to be assigned to city of Washington); 
his term will expire June 18, 1890. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 10, 1890. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Alexander Von Landberg, of New York, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the twenty-first district of New York. 
EXAMINER OF CLAIMS FOR STATE DEPARTMENT. 


Frank C. Partridge, of Vermont, to be examiner of claims for the 
Department of State. 
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UNITED STATES CONSULS. 
James F, McCaskey, of Ohio, to be consul of the United States at 


2 pulco. 
io Joseph O. Kerbey, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United States 
a 


INDIAN INSPECTOR. 

3 S. Gardner, of Clarksburgh, W. Va., to be an Indian inspec- 

r. . 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Nehemiah Davis, of Fairmount, N. Dak., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Fargo, N. Dak. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Charles Hapgood, of Marysville, Cal., to be register of the land office 

at Marysville, Cal. : 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 
W. Henry Byars, of Salem, Oregon, to be surveyor-general of Oregon. 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSIONER. 

Henry L. Whiting, of New York, to be a member of the commission 

created t by the act approved June 28, 1879. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Richard W. Evans, to be postmaster at Dodge City, in the county of 
Ford and State of Kansas. 

William H. Conine, to be postmaster at Bentonville, in the county of 
Benton, and State of Arkansas. 

Daniel L. 8. Neely, to be postmaster at Sewickley, in the county of 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

Christopher Sheets, to be postmaster at Braddock, in the county of 
Allegheny and State of 535 

Andrew J. Ryan, to be postmaster at Augusta, in the county of But- 
ler and State of Kansas. 


Nathan C. Clarkson, to be postmaster at Hamilton, in the county of | „ 


Caldwell and State of Missouri. 

Neri B. Kinsey, to be postmaster at Saginaw, in the county of Sagi- 
naw and State of Michigan. 

Thomas Smith, to be postmaster at Palouse, in the county of Whit- 
man and State of Washington. 

Horton Pease, to be postmaster at Thomaston, in the county of Litch- 
field and State of Connecticut. 

Philo Hawes, to be postmaster at Luverne, in the county of Rock and 
State of Minnesota. 

William D. Hale, to be postmaster at Minneapolis, in the county of 
Hennepin and State of Minnesota. 

Judson Field, to be postmaster at Canastota, in the county of Madi- 
son and State of New York. 

Oliver H. Griffin, to be master at Stapleton, in the county of Rich- 
mond and State of New York. 

Andrew D. Baird, to be postmaster at Brooklyn, in the county of 
Kings and State of New York. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, June 10, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
WILLIAu H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 2143) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry Strawbridge, which comes over 
from last evening under the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. There is an unfinished conference report which 
the Chair thinks should first be disposed of. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. As Iunderstand it, this bill, coming over under 
the previous question, is now in order. 

e SPEAKER. It would not take precedence of a conference re- 


port. i 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I rise toa point oforder. Does not the confer- 
ence report take precedence? 8 

The SPEAKER. It comes up first. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But this bill will come up immediately after 
the conference report is disposed of? 

TheSPEAKER. Yes. The gentleman from Ohio in charge of the 
conference report [Mr. BoorHmMAN] does not, however, seem to be 
present, so the bill called up by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OurH- 
WAITE] can now be disposed of. 

HENRY STRAWBRIDGE, 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Henry Strawbridge, late a private in Company G, One 
hundred and thirteenth a Ohio Volunteers, be, and he is hereby, granted 
and allowed, 9 oe 33 a pension at the rate of $35 
per month, and the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is oor authorized 
and directed to pas the name of said cher Pate Strawbridge on the pension-roll 
at said rate, in lieu of the pension now paid 


The bill was passed. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALBERT H. EMERY. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. er, I now call up the unfinished con- 
ference report upon the bill H. R. 3538. 
The SPEAKER. The conference report having been read yesterday, 
the Clerk will now read the statement of the House conferees, 
The statement was read, as follows: 
Detailed statement to accompany the conference report on H. R. 3538. 


The House conferees on H. R. 3538, for the relief of Albert H. Emery, submit 
oa following statement to accompany the conference report relating to the said 


The bill = question by its terms fixed the amount to be paid the claimant at 
$200,000, the House March 21, 1890. with an amendment ope the 
amount as It was considered in the Senate a 26, 22 and passed 
that body N an amendment fixing the amount to be Bee at $125, 000, The 
House subsequently disagreed to this amendment and the Senate requested a 
conference upon the d 8 of the two Houses. 

The request was gran by the House, and the undersigned were appointed 
conferees on its 

The conference committees of the two Houses, after fully considering the 
matters in difference, find the facts of the case to be substantially as follows: 

The first cost of the testing machine, upon which the claim is based, including 
the salary ($21,805.55) charged into the account by claimant, was $103,949.37; that 
claimant has been paid thereon by the United ates the sum of $31,652,090; that 
the balance claimed to be due on the account as thus stated is $72,297.28. This. 
however, does not take into account any sum yee by claimant by way of inter- 
cat money he was, as claimed, obliged to borrow in order to complete the 
machine, 

That the Government now owns and uses the said machine, not only for test- 
ing materials used by it, but for private parties as well, and has so owned and 
used it since about the year 1878. 

That the machine is in every way a complete. success and far in advance of 
any other of its kind. 

That this claim has been pending before Congress since April, 1880. 

In —— of these facts the conference committees of the two Houses have d 

n the sum of $75,000 as pod ght ee amount to be paid the claimant, in full of 
all ee on account of said machine, and recommend its allowance by the 
two Houses. 


M. M. BOOTHM. 

JOHN M. . 1 8 

WM. C. P. 

f Conferees on the part of the House of Representatives, 
Mr. BOOTHMAN. Unless some gentleman wishes to discuss the 
report, I move its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of the report. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this report, in my judgment, 


ought not to be adopted. Ido not think the allowance would have 
been made by the House at all, even $50,000, if it had not been by 


way of compromise, and the $50,000 which the House agreed to allow 


was for something which I think in the judgment of the House there 
was no reason to make any allowance for, unless as a matter of com- 
promise. The statement in the report about the Government permit- 
ting the public to use this testing machine is, I presume, true; but 
no one has ever shown that there was any agreement on the part of the 
Government to limit the use of the machine in any manner whatever. 
When the Government paid for that machine it paid the full amount 
of the contract price, and there was no limitation put upon the use of 
the machine in any manner or form, and the Government had a right 
under the contract to use the machine or to permit it to be used as they 
pleased. 

Therefore I did not think there ought to be any allowance at all 

made in the case, but the judgment of the House was different. I 
think, however, that the House ought to stand by its own judgment, 
as it is the body charged under the Constitution with making appro- 
priations of the public money for such purposes, and ought not to allow 
the Senate to compel it to make appropriations that are not warranted. 
I think it is about time the House determined to stand by its own judg- 
ment in such matters, and not permit the Senate to overrule that judg- 
ment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wiil ask the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BooruHMan] how much this bill carries now. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Seventy-five thousand dollars. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Does this wind up the whole thing? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. This winds up the whole thing. 

Mr. BLAND. What was the amount in the bill as it passed the 
House? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. BLAND. Is this a unanimous report? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. This is a unanimous report. The bill as it 

the Senate appropriated $125,000. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. This is a unanimous report, but the House 
members of the conference committee advocated a payment of $200,000 
when the bill was before the House. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. In answer to the remark of the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Kerr] I wishto say that the fact is not so. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. You advocated it, and the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BoorHMAn] advocated it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. No, sir. Noman has ever heard me name a 
sum in this case. 
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Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I know that the gentleman has been one of 
the most ardent advocates of the bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I have advocated the honest payment of an hon- 
est debt. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Les, and you called appropriating $200,000 
the honest payment of an honest debt, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Well, I know the worth of the machine, and 
the gentleman does not know anything about it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MILLS. Is the bill as reported from the committee of confer- 
ence in full payment of the whole claim ? 

Mr. HMAN. Yes, sir; it is in full payment and settlement of 
all claims and demands, 

The question was taken on the adoption of the conference report; and 
there were—ayes 52, noes 56. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I demand tellers. 

Mr. BLOUNT. [I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 84, nays 95, not vot- 
ing 148, 


YEAS—&. 
Arnold, Darlington, MeDufiie, Simonds, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dibble, McKinley, a 
. Baker, Dolliver, illin, Smith, W. Va. 
Bayne, Dunnell, Milliken, Smyser, 
Bergen, uhar, Moore, N. H. Stephenson, 
Bingham, Flick, Morrill, Stewart, Vt. 
Boothman, Funston, Morrow, Stone, Ky. 
Browne, Va. Gibson, Oates, Struble, 
Bullock, Gifford, O'Donnell, Taylor, Tenn. 
Burrows, Greenhalge, O'Neill. Townsend, Colo, 
Butterworth, Hall, Osborne, wnsen 
Cannon, Hansbrough, Owens, Ohio Vandever, 
Carter, Harmer, Payne, Van Schaick, 
Caruth, Hermann, Perkins, Wade, 
Caswell, Houk, Ray, Walker, Mass, 
Catchings, Kinsey, Rife, Wallace, 
Cheadle, Laidlaw, Rockwell, Washington, 
Clark, Wis. Laws, Rowell, Watson, 
ell, Lodge, Aso as Lb ay T 
Comstock, Mansur, Scull, iams, 0 
M. Sherman, Wright. 
NAYS—5, 
Allen, Mich Culberson, Tex. Lester, Ga, Reilly, 
Anderson, Kans. Culbertson, Lewis, Ri 
Bank 5 ery, Lind Rowland, 
Barnes, Dorsey, h, Sayers, 
Barwig, Dunphy, Martin, Ind, Seney, 
Biggs, Elliott, 2 Shively, 
Blanchard, Ellis, McCormick, Snider, 
Blount, Finley, MeRae, Springer. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Forney, ills, Stewart, Tex. 
Brickner, Geissenhainer, Moffitt, Stivers, 
Brookshire, Gest, Montgomery, Stockbride, 
Brosius, Goodnight, Moore, Stockdale, 
Buchanan, Va. Hatch, orse, Sweney, 
Burton, Hayes, Mutchler, Tarsney, 
Bynum, 1 O Ferrall. Tillman, 
Campbell, Hem 1, Outhwaite, A 
Candler, Ga. Henderson, N. C. rrett, Tucker, 
Chipman, Hill, Paynter, Turner, Ga. 
Clancy, Kerr, Iowa Penington, Vaux. 
Clarke, Ala. Kerr, Pa. Perry, Wheeler, Ala, 
Cobb, Kilgore, Pickler, Whitthorne, 
Connell, Lacey, Quackenbush, ak AINS 
Cow! Lane, Quinn, Will „III. 
5 Lanham, Reed. Iowa 
NOT VOTING—l4s. 
Abbott, Covert, Kennedy, Randall, 
Craig, Ketcham, pa Aart 
Alderson, Crain, Knapp, Robertson, 
n, Miss. Cummi La Follette, Rogers, 
Anderson, Miss. Cutcheon, Lansing, Rusk, 
Andrew, g Lawler, Russell 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dav $ 8 Sanford, 
Banks, De Haven, Lehlbach, Scranton, 
Bartine, De Lano, Lester, Va. Smith, III 
Beckwith, Dingley. Magner, Spinola, 
Belden, un Martin, Tex. er, 
Belknap, Enloe, ason, Stahlnecker, 
Bland, Evans, McAdoo, Siewart, Ga. 
Bliss, Ewart, McCarthy, Stone, Mo, 
Boatner, Featherston, McClellan, tump, 
Bontelle, Fitch, MeCord, Taylor, E.B 
Bowden, Fithian, McCreary, Taylor, III 
Breckinridge, Ky. Flood, McKenna, Taylor, J. D 
Brewer, Flower, Miles, 0 
Brower, Forman, Morey, Thompson 
Brown, J. B. Fowler, Mo 5 Turner, N. Y. 
Browne, T. k, Mudd, Turner, Kans, 
Brunner, Gear, Niedringhaus, Venable, 
Buchanan, N. Grimes, Norton, Waddill, 
Bu W, Grosvenor, Nute, Walker, Mo. 
Bunn, rout, O’ Neall, Ind. Wallace, Mass, 
Caldwell, Hare, O'Neil Wheeler, Mich. 
Candler, Haugen, wen, Ind. Whiting, 
Carlton, eard, Payson, Wi m, 
Chi Henderson, Iowa 1, Wike, 
Clements, Henderson, III. Peters, Willcox 
Clunie, erbert, Phelan, W n, Ky. 
Coleman, tt, Pierce, Wilton, Mo. 
Conger, Holman, Post, Wilson, Wash. 
Cooper, at Hooker Tao ee W. Va. 
Cooper, o o] ey, ey, 
Cothran, ey, Raines, Yoder, 


So the conference report was rejected. 
Mr. CRAIN (before the result of the vote wasannounced). I desire 
to have my vote recorded in the affirmative. : 


The SPEAKER, On what ground does the gentleman ask to vote 
now? 

Mr. CRAIN. Iwas present when my name was called, but omitted 
to vote. 

The SPEAKER. On that statement the Chair can not entertain the 
gentleman’s request. 

The following-named members were announced as paired until further _ 
notice: 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. LESTER, of Virginia. 

Mr. BROWER with Mr. ENLOE. 

Mr. CoLEMAN with Mr. PRICE. 

Mr, SPOONER with Mr. MCCARTHY. 

Mr. Morey with Mr. FOWLER. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR with Mr. ROGERS. 

Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. THomas M. Browne with Mr. Jason B. Brown, 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. WILL cox. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. VENABLE. . 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. CARLTON. 

Mr. Tuomas, of Wisconsin, with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. McCorp with Mr. WALKER, of Missouri. 

Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. PAYNTER. 

Mr. NuTE with Mr. TURNER, of New York. - 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. BUCKALEW. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, with Mr. CAMPBELL, 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. FORMAN. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, with Mr. BUNN. 

Mr. KNAPP with Mr. COVERT. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. Norton. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. Hooker. 

Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. LEHLBACH with Mr. Stump. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. MCMILLIN. 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. HARE. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. jal esis of Massachusetts, with Mr. ANDREW, except on banke 
ruptey bi 
; a GROSVENOR with Mr. WILson, of West Virginia, until June 14, 
inclusive, 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. FITHIAN, until 10th of June, 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. FLOWER, for two weeks. 

Mr. RAINES with Mr. COOPER, of Indiana, for this week. 

Mr. BREWER with Mr. CLEMENTS, for the rest of this week. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa, with Mr. StocKDALE, for two days. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Post with Mr. RUSK. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. McCREARY. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

For this day: 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. BoaTNER. 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. CRAIG with Mr. YODER. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. WILson, of Missouri. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Pending the announcement of the vote I wish 
to say I was under the impression that this conference report had been 
adopted by the Senate. As I am now informed, that isa mistake. I 
wish to inquire whether it will be in order to move that the House ad- 
here to its original vote and ask a further conference? 

The SPEAKER. The motion should be to insist, not to adhere. 
That motion will be in order after the announcement. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I now move that the House insist on its original 
vote and ask another conference, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will not the gentleman wait till the Senate takes 
some action ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves that the House insist and 
ask a further conference, 3 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ithink the gentleman will hardly do that until the 


Senate has had an opportunity to take some action on the report. It 


would be a most unusual preceeding. 

The SPEAKER. The . of the conference report in either 
body disposes of it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam not saying the motion is not in order; I am 
speaking merely of the matter of courtesy between the two bodies. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that the House agreed to the Senate 
amendment with an amendment thereto. The motion would then be 
that the House insist on its amendment as amended and ask a further 


conference. A 
The SPEAKER (after examining the bill). This bill as passed by 


the House provided for an appropriation of $50,000. The Senate 
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amended the bill so as to provide for appropriating $125,000. The 
House thereupon non-concurred in the amendment of the Senate and 
to the conference asked by that body. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then the motion would be that the House insist 
on its ent 

The SPEAKER. That the House insist on its disagreement and ask 
a further conference. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Task as a matter of practice between the two Houses 
which conferees should report first—the House or the Senate conferees? 

The SPEAKER. This report was properly made to the House, as 
the Chair is informed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That depends on which body had the papers when 
the conferees met. : 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair understands that the regular course has 
been pursued in this case. The question is upon the motion that the 
House insist on its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate and 
ask a further conference. 

The motion was agreed to, 


NEW POST-OFFICE BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the conference report sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the ein, 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. to authorize the misi- 
tion of certain parcels of real estate embraced in square No. 380, of the city of 
Washington, to prae an eligible site for a city post-office, having met, after 
full and free conference have to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate, and agree to the same with an amendment, namely: Strike out all of the 
bill and proposed amendments and in lieu thereof insert: 

“That the Secretary of the T be, and he is — 8 directed to acquire, 
for the purpose and in the manner hereinafter provided, the real estate em- 
braced in square numbered 323, of the city of Washington, D. C., bounded by 
Pennsylvania avenue on the north, C strect on the south, Eleventh street on the 
east, and Twelfth street on the west, and a sum of money sufficient to pay for 
said square 323 in the manner hereinafter 2 is hereby printed, out 
ot any money in the Treasury not otherw propriated; and the said Secre- 
tary is instructed to canse to be erected on said square a commodious and sub- 
stantial building, with fire-proof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, ele- 
vators and approaches, for use as a United States Mce in said city, and 
for other governmental purposes, the cost of said building not to exceed $800,000, 

“Sec, 2. That the said tary be, and he is hereby, em and directed 
to purchase, of the real estate comprised in the said square, the following par- 
cels, to wit: part of lot 1, consisting of 1,440 square feet; 5 ing 
of 3,403 square feet; all of lot 3, consisting of 4,008 square feet; all of lot 4, con- 
sisting of 3.750 uare feet; all of lot 5, consisting of 3,565 square feet; all of lot 
6, 3 of 9.405 square feet; of lot 7, pas nea of 2,377 square feet; 
and part of lot 9, consisting of 1,800 square feet, making altogether 28745 square 
feet, at a price n — ag 810.50 per square foot, as proposed by a certain 
offer in writing by the owners or agents thereof, bearing date 22d day of May, 
1890, and addressed to the Committees on Public Buildings and Grounds of the 
Senate and House of ap ae ae ed and signed Charles C. Duncanson, the 
original of which was filed with the ofthe Treasury on the 7th day of 
June, A. D. 1890; and where any of the said owners or agents may be unable, 
for any reason, to vest by voluntary med, gare a complete and valid title to 
any parcel or tract hereinbefore described, as Skene in said offer, then the 
same shall be condemned inthe manner hereinafter provided. 

“Seo, 3. That the said Secretary is authorized and Mirected to acquire the re- 
maining parcels of real estate in the said square by negotiation, so far as said 

Is may be so uired and title thereto secured, at a price not above the 
air relative value of the same as to other parcels acq' by agreement, and 
the said Secretary is authorized and d , in case he can not acquire the 
said parcels or any parcels of land required in said square by negotiation, a3 
hereinbefore provided, toacquire the same by condemnation; and for that pur- 
pose he orized and directed to make application to the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia by petition, at a general or special term of said court, 
for an assessment of the value of such parcels; and said petition shall contain 
a particular description of the property ‘regure; with the name of the owner 
or owners thereof, and his, her, ortheir dence, as far as the same can be as- 
certained; and the said court is hereby authorized and required upon such ap- 
plication, without delay, to notify the owners and occupants of each such 5 
and to ascertai the value of the same by appointing three commis- 
sioners to the values thereof, and to return the assessment to the court 
when the values of such parcels are thus ascertained, and the President shall 
deem the same reasonable, the sum or sums so ascertained shall be paid to the 
owner or owners, or into said court for their use. 

“Smo, 4. That the 8 of all premises so appropriated for publie use 
under the provisions hereof, and of which an appraisement shall have been 
made under the order and direction of said court, shall upon payment to the 
owner or owners thereof, or into the co: as aforesaid, of the amount so as- 
certained and assessed as to each parcel, be pon vested fully inthe United 
States, and the right of possession thereof. 

“Sro.5, That said court may direct the time and manner in which possession 
of the property condemned shall be taken or delivered ; and may, if necessary, 
enforce any order or issue any process for getting possession. The cost occa- 
sioned by the — eg assessment shall be paid by the United States; and 
ete ee coe we may arise they shall be charged or taxed as the court 
may direct. 

Inc. 6. That whenever and as title to the several parcels of such real estate 
shall be acquired as aforesaid, and the same shall be have! bra delivery, and the 
sufficiency thereof shall be certified by the Attorne neral of the United 
States, or whenever by condemnation of fair value of the same 
shall be ascertained, the Treasurer of the United States is hereby authorized 
pas amean; . — the 1 ae 3 ee Sosy. the esa: or 

cow condemnation, price of su ro) „ parcel by cel.“ 

And that the Senate t 5 3 eee 


agree to the same. 

S. L. MILLIKEN 
THOMAS J. CLUNIE, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
JOHN ©, SPOONE 
JUSTIN S. MOR. 
G. G. VEST, 

Managers on the part of the Senate, 


votes of the two Houses on 
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The statement submitted by the House conferees is as follows: 

The effect of the report is to change the site from square 380 to square $23, 
to take 61,000 feet instead of about 11, per foot for between 
twenty-five and twenty-six thousand feet, the remainder except 
2,800 feet, which being contained in alleys, the Government gets without = 
inganything for it, and to change the condemning clauses so as to make them 
more certainly to conform to the Constitution, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Maine in charge 
of this report whether there is any authority in the bill by which the 
Government can occupy any portion of C street in front of the proposed 
building, and allow this structure to be built out flush with Pennsyl- 
vania avenue? Also, whether, in his opinion, that can not be done 
and largely increase the number of square feet to be occupied, and the 
convenience of the public in connection with this building as well? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, I think the Government has power now to 
do that without amendment to the bill. I do not disagree with my 
friend in his idea; and if, after an examination by the Attorney-General, 
it should be seen that this power does not exist, it will be easy to sub- 
mit an amendment hereafter. I think it unnecessary, however. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is there any appropriation for the building? i 

Mr. MILLIKEN. No, sir; there is an appropriation to pay for the 
land, because there have been offers made which might expire before 
the Committee on Appropriations could get ready to report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Any time hereafter when the appropriation is 
made, therefore, authority could be given to close that portion of C 
street? 

Mr. MILLIKEN, 
think it does. 

There are 61,000 square feet, let me say, without taking that in, to 
which the gentleman alludes, and 2,800 of the 61,000 the Government 
gets for nothing because it isan alley-way. The highest price asked 
for the lots now offered is $10.50 per square foot, which is less than 
half the amount per foot embraced in the bill which the House passed, 
and which both the committee of the House and Senate, after looking 
all over the city, making a thorough examination, found to be the 
cheapest we could get which was at all likely to be satisfactory, and 
this report provides for the purchase of a very eligible site at a very 
much less rate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. I wish to 
know whether the amount of land that this provides for is sufficient to 
answer the requirements of the public service for quite a number of 
years to come. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. ‘The amount that is comprised in the bill is 
61,000 square feet. The amount which is occupied by the New York 
post-office is only 41,000 square fect. This is 20,000 square feet more 
than the ground occupied by the New York post-office, and it is un- 
questionably sufficient for the next twenty-five years. I will not agree 
to predict what may come in fifty years. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I did not hear whether the gentleman 
stated what the estimated total amount would be. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The total amount can not be actually stated, be- 
cause some of the property has to be condemned, but if that which is 
to be condemned costs no more than that which has been purchased 
(and I do not think it will; I would as soon think it would cost less, 
because that which has been purchased is, some of it, the best part of 
the property, some on Pennsylvania avenue) it would amount to about 
$600,000, a little more than twice what the other lot would have cost, 
and this is five times as large. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Relatively cheaper. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Oh, yes. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is there any provision in the bill as to the limit 
of the cost? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. No, there is no limit in the bill, but that all goes 
to the courts. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That will be fixed hereafter, Is there any limit 
as to the cost of the building? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Eight hundred thousand dollars; the same amonnt 
that was in the other bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. For the building, exclusive of the lot? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They ought to erect a very handsome building 
for that. I think the location a very good one, perhaps the very best 
that could have been chosen. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I wish to say that this is the unanimous report 
of the committee of conference. 

[Cries of Vote!“ Vote!“ : 

The conference report was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move to reconsider the vote by which the con- 
ference report was agreed to; and also move to lay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC PARK, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 4) authorizing the 
establishing of a public park in the District of Columbia, with House 


amendments to by the Senate, and the request of the Senate 
for a conference thereon. 


Oh, certainly, if it does not already exist. I 
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Mr. HEMPHILL. I move that the House insist upon its amend- 
ments and agree to the conference asked for by the Senate. 
‘The motion was agreed to. 3 
PUBLIC BUILDING, BEAVER FALLS, PA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2403) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Beaver Falls, in the State of Pennsylvania, with amend- 
ments of the House disagreed to by the Senate, and the request of the 
Senate for a conference thereon. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, moved that the House insist on 
its amendments and agree to the committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MARY ALICE WHITE OGDEN. 


The SPEAKER announced, as conferees on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses upon the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
6034) for the relief of Mary Alice White Ogden, Messrs. PAYSON, 
TURNER of Kansas, and MCRAE. fi 

GALENA, GUTHRIE AND WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 347) to 

t the right of way to the Galena, Guthrie and Western Railway 
8 through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, with 
Senate amendments; which amendments were read at length by the 


Clerk. 

Mr. PERKINS. Inasmuch as the amendments seem to be purely 
formal, I move that they be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN F. CHASE, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2287) granting 
an increase of pension to John F. Chase, with Senate amendment, 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

In line 3 strike out“ Treasury“ and insert Iuterior;“ so as to read: 

“The Secretary of the Interior be,“ etc, 

Mr. MORRILL, I move to concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

FEES IN NEW MEXICO AND ARIZONA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3940) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to extend the fees of certain officers 
over the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona, with a Senate amend- 
ment. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

A —.— out all aſter the enacting clause of the bill and in lieu thereof insert the 

That the marshals and district attorneys of the Territories of New Mexico 
and Arizona, respectively, shall be allowed to retain of their fees and emolu- 
ments such sum as shall be necessary to make their wholo compensation, in- 
cludingsalary, $5,000 per year cach, ifsuch fees and emoluments shall be sufficient 
therefor; and all fees or moneys received by them, respectively, above such 
amount shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States; and their accounts 
shall be made, audited, returned, and settled at the same times and in the same 
manner that the accounts of other marshals and district attorneys are required 
to be made, audited, returned, and settled.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, this seems to be an entirely new bill. 
The Senate have stricken out all after the enacting clause and inserted 
an entirely new provision, and I think that this is an amendment 
which should go to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Did not the original bill go to 
the Committee on the Judiciary ? 

Mr. BAKER. I move to non-concur in the Senate amendment, and 

to the conference asked. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to the motion to non-concur 
and ask a committee of conference. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate asks for a committee of conference. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move to non-concur in the Senate amendment 
and agree to the conference requested. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MARY A. LEFEBVBE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6799) por 
ing a pension to Mary A. Lefebure, widow of Hiram Goodspeed, late of 
Company A, Fifty-sixth Massachusetts Volunteers, with Senate amend- 
ments. ; 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 

In line 5, after the name “Mary A., to strike out Lefebure“ and insert 
‘Lefebvre ;’' so as to make the bill read: 

“ Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, at the rate of $12 a month, 
the name of Mary A. Lefebvre, widow of Hiram late a private in 
Company A, Fifty-sixth Massachusetts Volunteers.” 

The tithe was amended so as to read: An act granting a pension to Mary A. 
Lefebvre. widow of Hiram Goodspeed, late of Company A, Fifty-sixth Massa- 
chusetts Volunteers.“ 

Mr. MORRILL, I move to concur in the Senate amendments. 


The motion was agreed to, 


LANDS AT BUFFALO, WYO. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8295) to au- 
thorize the purchase of certain public lands by the city of Buffalo, Wyo., 
and for other purposes, with Senate amendments, à 


The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 
3 after the word purposes,“ to insert the north half of; so as to 


That the city of Buffalo, Wyo., is hereby authorized to enter under the town - 
site laws for town-site, cemetery, and park pu the north half of the strip 
of land released from the Fort McKinney itary reservation by Executive 
order, dated January 10, 1889,” ete. 

In line 17, after the word “beginning,” to strike out “and” and insert “the 
said north half of said tract h y rized to be entered; so as to read: 

“Commencing at the southeast corner of said on, and running thence 
westerly and along the south boundary of said reservation, a distance of one- 
quarter of a mile; running thence due north fora distance of 4miles to the north 
boundary of reservation; thence easterly and e Arg north boundary of said 
reservation for the distance of one-quarter of a to the northeast corner of 
said reservation; thence southerly and along the east boundary of said reserva- 
tion for a distance of 4 miles to the point of beginning, the said north half of 
said tract hereby authorized to be entered containing 320 acres,” 

Mr. CAREY. I move that the Senate amendments be concurred in. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the title of this bill? 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title. 

The title was again reported. 

Mr. 5 Will the gentleman explain what the purpose of 
this bill is? 

Mr. CAREY. The description in the House bill was defective, and 
this has been corrected in the Senate. ° 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the object or p of the bill ? 

Mr. CAREY, It is to permit the city of Buffalo to enter 320 acres 
of land under the town-site laws. The bill has been reported by the 
House Committee on Public Landa Aua they instructed me yesterday 
to make a motion to concur in the ate amendments, 

The motion to concur in the Senate amendments was agreed to. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE moved to reconsider the motion by which the 
Senate amendments were concurrred in; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HENRY S. FRENCH, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 145) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Henry S. French. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the legal representatives of Henry 8. French, deceased, 
Jate of Nashville, Tenn., be, and are hereby, authorized to bring suit in the 
Court of Claims for the recovery of the net Sy empl 230 bales of cotton taken 
at Jonesborough, Ga., in September, 1864, General William G. Le Duc, by 
order of General Sherman, and turned over to the Treasury agent, and by him 
sold and the proceeds 8 the Treasury of the United States; and ſor this 
ee sudersedt tn OTOA NiE the sighin of ties seopectiva Tatio 

render 7 
and if said court shall find that said Henry S. French in buying such cotton did 
not violate any non-intercourse act, and that it, or any part was taken 
by the officers of the United States and the proceeds turned into the iega A 
then, and in that event, judgment shall be entered for the claimant for suci 
proceeds, which judgment shall be paid out of the captured and 00 
property fund; and the said court shall, in the hearing of said claim, consider 
any evidence that may have been taken under the direction of the Southerm 
Claims Commission in to the claim of Henry 8. French, with authority 
on the part of the United States or the claimants to take additioval testimony 
under the rules of said court: Provided, That an appeal shall lie in said cause 
from said court to the Supreme Court, as in other cases, 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think from the reading of that bill, as I caught 
it, it provides an appropriation. If so, I make the point of order that 
it must have its consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that it does not make an 
appropriation, but refers the matter to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Les; but it provides that if a judgment be ren- 
dered the party recovers. 

Mr. SPRINGER. He has to be paid out of the captured and aban- 
doned pro fand. 

Mr. Y. Iam not sure as to the reading of the bill and 
would like to have that part of the bill read again. 

The Clerk read the indicated. 

The SPEAKER. e Chair will hear the gentleman from Missouri 
on the point made. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHING- 
TON] seems to think the bill is all right, and at his request I withdraw 
the point of order. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and 3 

TheSPEAKER. Withoutobjection, the House bill on the same sub- 
ject will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

BEER BOTTLING. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2311) to amend 
section 3354 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill to amend section 3354 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 


Be tt enacted, etċ., That section 3354 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
8 amended so that it shall read as follows: 
‘SEO, 


affixed, for bottling the same, or who carries on, or attempts to 
carry on, the ess of bottling fermented liquorin any brewery or other 
in which fermented liquor made, or upon EÉ pirer having com- 
unication such brewery, or any use, be liable to py Sere 
$500, and the used in such bottling or business shall be liable to for- 
ture: „That this section shall not be to prevent 
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or place 
ipe line or conduits be con- 


val cocks, faucets, and oth 8 parat. lihe wan 
ves, ucets, an or other u or a us, on the 
1 of the brewery 9 — ling house, and with cach of or ad- 

tions thereto, and such locks, or other fastenings, and under such rules 


of Internal Revenue, subject to the Sergiy of the of the Treasury 

and all locks and seals prescri! be provided by the Commissioner o 

Internal Revenue, at the nse of the United States: , That 
taxim in section ofthe Revised Statutes of the United States shall 


the posed 
be paid on all fermented liquor removed from a brewery to a bottling house by 
means of a pipe or conduit, at the time of such removal, by the 9 and 
defacement, by the collector of the district, or his deputy, in the presence of 
the brewer, of the number of stamps denoting the tax on the fermented liquor 
thus removed. The stamps thus canceled and defaced shall be ofand 
accounted for in the manner directed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. And any violation of the 
rules and Jations bed by the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, in pursuance of these 

ions, shall subject to the penalties above provided this section. 

owner, agent, or su tendent ofany brewery or bottling house who 
removes, or connives at removal of, any fermented liquor through a pipe 
line or conduit, without payment of the tax thereon, or who attempts in any 
manner to defraud the revenue as above, shall forfeit all the liquors made by 
and for him, and all vessels, utensils, and apparatus used in making the same.“ 

During the reading of the bill, 

Mr. SPRINGER said: Is this a Senate bill being read? 

The SPEAKER. It is a Senate bill, in substance the same as the 
House bill, which has been reported by the committee, and it is called 
up at the request of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suppose it should go to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

The SPEAKER. It is identical with the House bill, and the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means ask for its consideration under the rule. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As this bill affects the revenues of the Govern- 
ment, I hope the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE] will 
make an tion of it or allow the report of the Committee on 
Ways and Means to be read. 

Mr. LAFOLLETTE. Iam entirely willing that the report shall be 
read in full. It is very short. The 98 Ways and Means 
a the Senate report. I will say, however, before the report is 

that the bill makes no tax upon the Government at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is a regulation with to the manufacture. 
9 FOLLETTE. It is a regulation with regard to the manu- 


Mr. SPRINGER. Well, there are so many regulations of that 
kind — contrived in the country now that I think we ought to 


understand this. 
3 LAFOLLETTE. I have a copy of the report here which may 
The report (by Mr. LA FOLLETTE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Ways and M to whom was referred the bill H. R. 6468, 
have carefully considered the same an rt back the accompanying bill as a 
substitute therefor. The substitute has the approval of the missioner of 
Internal Revenue and is identical with S. 2311, tena 4 from the Com- 
mittee on Finance of the Senate. The Senate Report No. fully explains the 
purpose of the p: modification of existing law,and is therefore incorpo- 
rated herewith and made a of this report. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying sub- 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, submitted the following re- 
rt (to accompany S. 2311 and 2317): 

Committee on Finance, to whom was referred bill (S. 2311) to amend sec- 
tion 3354 of the Revised Statutes ofthe United States and bill (S. 2317) to amend 
section 3441 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and section 17 of an act 
entitled “An act to amend the laws relating to internal revenue.” approved 
— 1,1879, amendatory thereof, have considered the same and report as fol- 


WS: 

The object of the proposed | lation is to facilitate the bottling of beer and 
the exportation of the same, and to minimize the expense to the brewers caused 
by the enforcement of the internal-revenue laws. 

Under existing statutes brewers are compelled to draw their beer into kegs 
and transport it to the bottling establishment. This operation results in more 
or less loss of gases and doubles the labor and expense of putting the beer into 


the final pack: 

It is piezan bg the Senate bill to authorize the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue to formulate rules and regulations by which the beer may be carried 
direct from the vats to the bottling department, without passing through the 
prer process of being drawn into the kegs. This is the object of the 

The object of bill S. 2811 is to change the present system of drawback on 
exported r and fermented liquors and permit their exportation in bond, in 
the same manner as distilled its are now handled. 

The committee have submit the tig erg legislation to the Treasury De- 
. —— and herewith submit letters of the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
mmissioner of Internal Revenue fully indorsing the proposed ion. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bills 
in the nature of substitutes. 5 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., May 17, 1890. 
Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 13th 
insta nt, inclosing for an expression of my views thereon Senate bills 2311 and 
50 y ther with substitutes therefor suggested by the Commissioner of In- 
ernal Rey 


officers of long 
of internal-revenue laws relating to fermented liquors, and from their . 
FFF been enabled personally to give to the 
subject, I am disposed to adopt the views of the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 


enue expressed in his letter of the 15th instant, herewith inclosed, to the effect 


that the proposed legislation would not result in any loss to the revenue, and 


rona contribute to the conyenience of the tax-payers in the conduct of their 
ness, 
The inclosures of your letter are herewith returned as requested. 
Respectfully yours, 
W. WINDOM, Secretary. 
Hon. Justin S. MORRILL, 
Chairman Committee on Finance, Uniled States Senate. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, May 15, 1890, 
Sin: I have the honor to return herewith the letter of Hon, Jusrix S. Mon- 
RILL, chairman Committee on Finance, United States Senate, of 13th instant, 
with inclosed Senate bills Nos. 2311 and 2317, together with substitutes therefor 
su ted by this office, all referred by your indorsement of 14th instant. 

n reply to youf request for the recommendation of this office, I would say 
that the substitutes are deemed by me to be better adapted for the purpose in- 
tended to be accomplished by the bills in their original form, and that, while 
these measures are for the convenience of the tax-payers in the conduct of their 
business, this office does not interpose any objection to their passage, as it does 
not anticipate any loss of revenue thereby. 


Respectfully, yours, 
JOHN W. MASON, Commissioner. 
Hon. WILLIAM Wix box, Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. S er, I believe there is nothing in this 
bill which interferes with the transportation of beer in original pack - 


ages, 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Thecourtshave dealt with that question, un- 
doubtedly to the gentleman’s entire satisfaction. [Laughter. 

Mr. SPRING As the object of this bill seems to be to facilitate 
the business, I Bopo the bill will pass. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 10718) relating to the same 
subject was laid on the table. 


EXPORTATION OF FERMENTED LIQUOR IN BOND, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 2317) to provide 
for the exportation of fermented liquor in bond without payment of 
internal-revenue tax. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the Ist day of January, 1891, fermented 
gees may be removed from the place of manufacture or 323 ſor export to 
a foreign country without payment of tax, in such and under such reg- 
ulations and upon the giving of such notices, entries, bonds, and other security 
as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, may from time to time prescribe; and no drawback of tax shail 
be allowed on fermented liquor exported on and after the Ist day of January, 
1891, unless entered for exportation prior to such date, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. La 
FOLLETTE] will explain this bill, I will ask whether there is a bill of 
a similar character reported by the Ways and Means Committee of the 


House. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. There is a bill identical in terms with the bill 
just read favorably reported by the Ways and Means Committee of 
the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. From the reading of the bill it seemed to me that 
the drawback would not be allowed after the Ist of January unless 
upon beer entered for export prior to that time. 

Mr. LAFOLLETTE. This bill was drawn by the Internal Revenue 
Commissioner and has received the approval of the Department. The 
purpose of the bill is this: Instead of the internal-revenue tax being 

id upon beer that is to be exported, and then a drawback being al- 

owed when the beer is actually exported, as under existing law, it is 
proposed by this bill to place beer and other fermented liquors for ex- 
port in precisely the same position as alcoholic liquors, so that they 
may be exported in bond. It will simplify the administration of the 
law by the Internal Revenue Department, and that is the only purpose 
of its enactment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does not interfere, then, with the exportation 
of beer? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, It simply provides that the beer shall be ex- 
ported in bond instead of having the internal-revenue tax paid and 
afterwards refunded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Rut those packages that have paid the tax already 
must be exported by the Ist of January, in order to receive the draw- 
back? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Les, and they will then receive the draw- 
ba 


ck. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would ask the gentleman from Wisconsin whether 
his committee has instructed him to call up this measure? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes; the committee, by a unanimous vote, de- 
cided that these bills should be reported, and by a like vote instructed 
me to call them both up under the rule whenever the corresponding 
Senate bills were laid before the House. 
ae FRANK. I desire to offer the amendment which I send to the 


and it was accordingly read 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend by inserting after the word “ . in line 3, the followin, “Or 
to the buildings contiguous to, connected with, and a part of such pl of 
manufacture, for consumption by the employés of such manufactory only.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I hope that amendment will be 
explained. 

Mr. FRANK. The purpose of the amendment is this: The build- 
ings that constitute these large brewing establishments in different 
parts of the country cover a large area of territory, so that the brewing 
department and the bottling department and the storage department 
and the freight department are often at quite a little distance from each 
other, although within the same territorial boundary, and the employés 
of these breweries are permitted to drink beer withont payment to the 
proprietor of the brewery, and, of course, without payment of any tax; 
that is the case now under the regulations of the Internal Revenue De- 
partment. The object of this amendment is to continue the same priv- 
ilege that is now allowed and to make it perfectly clear that it is to 
be continued. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If I understand the amendment, it simply pro- 
vides that this beer that is to be consumed by the employés may be 
transported to different parts of the same premises instead of requiring 
that those who want to avail themselves of the privilege must go to 
the bottling-room or where the beer is taken from the vats. 

Mr. FRANK. Yes. 

Mr, STRUBLE. Is there not danger that this privilege may be 
largely extended under a liberal construction of the law ? 

Mr. SPRINGER, I do not think there can be any danger of loss of 
revenue, because under the present law and regulations no tax is paid 
upon beer consumed by employés in these establishments. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yon think there is not likely to bea large increase 
of force? [Laughter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. beer can not be sold on the premises; and, not 
being sold, there ought not to be any taxes collected upon it. As I 
understand, the object of the amendment is simply the convenience of 
the employés of the establishment, that they may obtain their beer at 
convenient places, without being required to go outside, to cross two 
or three lots, and then go down acellar in order to find the beer on tap. 
If gentlemen had ever visited one of these establishments they would 
know how inconvenient it must be on a hot day to go such a distance 
in order to find the place where free beer is on tap foremployés. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I understand the committee has considered this 
matter fully and is opposed to the amendment. I hope it will be voted 


down. 

Mr. FRANK. I do not understand that the committee is opposed 
to the amendment. It certainly has the approval of the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I think the committee would have inserted the 
amendment in the bill if they had deemed it wise. 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope this ameadment will not be adopted, I think 
that if the employés of these establishments want their beer they can 
go a few yards or a few rods to get it at one general place. In this way 
there is no . for defrauding the revenue. 

Mr. FRANK. The gentleman is evidently not familiar with brew- 
ery premises. ‘They are very large institutions, 

Mr. PAYNE. If the beer is worth drinking it is worth going a lit- 
tle distance for. 

Mr. FRANK. But why should they be compelled to leave their 
place of regular employment? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It seems to me there should be no special 
rivileges granted to any class of people in this country. [Laughter. ] 
he constituents of the gentleman from Missouri seem to have already 

a special privilege of drinking beer without paying any tax on it. He 
now seems very anxious to extend the privilege. I do not think this 
proposition right on general principles. If it had met the approval 
of the committee they would have inserted it in the bill. I think the 
amendment ought not to be adopted. 

Mr. FRANK. I ask for a vote on the amendment. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment there 
were—ayes 48, noes 48, 

Mr. FRANK called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, House bill 10719, relating to 
the same subject as the bill just passed, will lie on the table. 

There was no objection. 

AGREEMENT WITH CŒUR D’ALENE INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 2828) to ratify and 
confirm certain ents with the Cœur d’Aléne Indians in Idaho 
Territory, and to make the necessary appropriations for carrying the 
same into effect, and for other purposes therein named. 
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Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that this bill should 
go to the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. That point can not be made until after the bill 
has been read. 

Mr. PERKINS, I will say that a House bill similar in its provisions 
to this has been considered by the Committee on Indian Affairs, has 
been favorably reported, and is now upon the Calendar. 

Mr. PEEL. Is this bill the same in substance as the House bill? 

The SPEAKER. In all these matters the Chair must depend upon 
the information of members of the committees. When the Chair is 
thus informed that a House committee has acted favorably on a House 
bill similar in substance to a Senate bill on the Speaker’s table, he can 
not question the statement. The Chair will inquire of the gentleman 
from Kansas [ Mr. PERKINS] whether his committee has requested that 
this bill be brought up. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam not quite sure that the committee has made 
any direction or order of that character. I request that the bill re- 
main on the table until the committee can act. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman requests that while awaiting ac- 
tion of the committee this bill remain on the table. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 


BRIDGES ACROSS TENNESSEE AND CUMBERLAND RIVERS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires the attention of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. STONE]. A resolution was adopted at his sugges- 
tion in regard to the re-enrollment of the bill (H. R, 380) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Cairo and Tennessee River Rail- 
road Company to construct bridges across the Tennessee and Cumber- 
land Rivers,“ approved January 8, 1889. This resolution was amended 
by the Senate, and the House to the amendment. There ap- 
pears to be some error in relation to the matter; and the Chair suggests 
that a motion to reconsider should be entered by unanimous consent, 
so that the matter may be examined. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I move that the vote by which the 
amendment of the Senate was concurred in be reconsidered, so that the 
matter may be corrected. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that course will be pur- 
sued. The Chair hears no objection. 


ENROLLED BILIS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 445) for the erection of a shop at the National Armory, 
Springfield, Mass. ; 

A bill (H. R. 1306) for the relief of the Southern Exposition at Louis- 
ville, Ky.; j 

A bill (H. R. 6845) directing the issue of a duplicate of a lost check, 
drawn by O. M. Carter, lieutenant United States Engineer Corps, in 
favor of Charles C. Ely; and 

A bill (H. R. 8235) to prevent desertions from the Army, and for 


other purposes. 
HYLAND C. KIRK AND OTHERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1205) for the 
relief of Hyland C. Kirk and others, assignees of Addison C. Fletcher. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the claim of Hyland O. Kirk, of Phelps, N. X.; Richard 
H. Laimbeer, of Brooklyn, N. Y.; Mrs. Susan T. Post (executrix), of New Haven, 
Conn.; James M. Nelson, of Nyack, N. V.; Dr. A. G. Coleman “omy of Canan- 
daigua, N. V.; George V. Chapin, of Chapinville, N. F.; Isaac Roy, of Phelps, N. 
V.; Benjamin F. Odell, 5 N. V.; Oliver Crothers, of Phelps, N. X.; Oscar 
J. Whitney, of Phelps, N. V.; Thomas S. Vandevort, of Phelps, N Y.: Hamilton 
McBurney (estate), of Phelps, N. Y.; Dr. Edward Chapin, of Brooklyn, N. Y.; 
Mrs. Mary Magee. of Kansas City, Mo., claiming to be assignees and owners of 
letters patent numbered 101604, April 5, 1870 (antedated October 5, 1869), for 


an improvement in adhesive tal and revenue stamps, issued to Addison C. 
Fletcher, and alleged to have n duly tosaid owners, and their right 
to recover compensation for the alleged use thereof by the United States Gov- 


ernment in the collection of revenue on distilled spiritsand malt liquors during 
the years 1868, 1869, 1870, 1871, and 1872, be, and are hereby, referred to the Court 
of Claims for a judicial investigation and finding of the facts, namely: To deter- 
mine the validity of letters patent numbered 101604, dated April 5, 1870 (ante- 
dated October 5, 1469), giving to Addison C. Fletcher title to the invention de- 
scribed therein and by the Government as aforesaid, and the right of the 
claimants to compensation and to determine the amounts of the several inter- 
ests of the assignees of said Fletcher recognized as owners and claimantsin this 
act, according to the records of the United States Patent Office; to determine 
to what extent said stamp was manufactured and used by the Government, and 
a legal and equitable rate of compensation therefor; finally, to find the aggre- 
gate sum or sums, if any, to which the several claimants named in this act are 
equitably entitled as compensation for the use of said stamp, and to report their 
said findings to Congress. In said investigation every question on the merits 
shall be open. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
this is one of the class of bills that must have their first consideration in 
the Committee of the Whole, and that can not be considered under the 
rule at the present time, for the reason that it is not on the Calendar of 
the Committee of the Whole and is not on the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. It is not necessary that it should be on the House 
Calendar to be considered. y 

Mr. PAYNE. It certainly belongs on the House Calendar, if it is 
not there. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. What is the point of order made by the gentle- 
man from Iowa? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. That this can not be considered unless it be 
on the House Calendar. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I asked because I understood the point of order 
of the gentleman was that this should have its first consideration in a 
Committee of the Whole House, I make that further point, if the 
gentleman did not make it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. You can make that if you desire. On reflec- 
tion, I am not so sure about it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the further point that this being a Senate 
bill that has not been considered by the House, nor has a House bill of 
a similar import been reported by the Committee on Claims or consid- 
ered by the House, it falls under the latter clause of paragraph 2 of 
Rule XXIV: 

Also Senate bills substantially the same as House bills already favorably re- 
ported by a committee of the House, and not required to be considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, may also be disposed of in the same manner on motion 
directed to be made by said committee. 

Now I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, that this billis required 
to be considered by the Committee of the Whole, and that the House 
bill of the same import is now in that committee. i 

The SPEAKER. What is the exact point the gentleman makes ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That this bill is required to be considered in the 
Committee of the Whole under the rules of the House, and the House 
bill of the same purport or of substantially the same character is now 
in a Committee of the Whole House already, referred by the Chair to 
that committee. Otherwise it is manifest thatthe billshould be upon 
the House Calendar. If it should not be considered in a Committee of 
the Whole House it should be placed on the House Calender; but itis 
a well known practice of the House from time immemorial that all 

ivate claims of whatever nature are referred to the Committee of the 

ole House. Private-bill day we seta expressly for the consider- 
ation of such matters in Committee of the Whole. Such bills are re- 
uired by the rules of the House to be considered in Committee of the 
ole. This is one of thesame class. I am informed that it is No. 876 
on the Calendar, the Private Calendar of the House, and it would be 
manifestly unjust for a Senate bill to take higher privilege than a 
House bill on the same subject. It will be found on page 47 of the 
Private Calendar, the number I have stated, for the relief of Hyland 
C. Kirk and others, assignees,’’ ete. 

I make the further point that although this does not authorize the 
Court of Claims to enter judgment against the United States, yet by 
the terms of the bill it amounts to the same thing. It requires a 
special finding by the court as to whether the United States is indebted 
to the claimants in this case or not. * 

The bill provides that there are certain papers to be used as evi- 
dence, and the court is required to find the validity of certain letters 
patent involved, all of which would make the Government liable, if 
the finding should be in behalf of the plaintiff, to pay the sum de- 
manded. So this is a case universally considered in Committee of the 
Whole House, and the Committee on Claims has not, as far as has been 
affirmatively shown, as required by the last line of this clause of the 
rule, that is to say, on motion directed to be made by such committee.“ 
authorized this motion to be made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to hear the gentleman on 
the last point, namely, that this changes the law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It changes the rule of the House. 

The SPEAKER. No; the Chair desires to hear the gentleman as to 
the change of Jaw. If the bill is a mere reference of an alleged claim 
against the United States to the Court of Claims, without a change 
of law, the Chair does not see how it can come under the rule cited by 
the gentleman; ifit is not such a bill the Chair would like to have the 
difference pointed out. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have just made the point that this is not prop- 
erly a reference under the Bowman act, butit is areference for a spe- 
cial finding of facts. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair does not think the question of the Bow- 
man act enters into it at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But this is nota general reference under the pro- 
visions of the Bowman act to the Court of Claims for a finding of fact, 
but it is a special direction to find a special state of facts. 

The SPEAKER. It is not a reference under the Bowman act by 
any manner of means. But there have been repeated cases where mat- 
ters of this character were referred to the Court of Claims when they 
did not go to the Committee of the Whole; for it is not certain that an 
appropriation would be made or any required. 

r. PAYNE. This is a simple reference to the court for a finding 
of certain facts, 

The SPEAKER. Ifitsimply refersa legal question to the court, or 
a question of law and fact, it is certainly within the purview of decis- 
— veer have heretofore refused to send it to the Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But this is a reference to the Court of Claims 

For a judicial investigation and finding of the facts, namely 


Now, if it stopped there, it would then be as stated by the Chair. 


But it goes on further, and requires the court to do certain specific 
things, which in the end amount to a judgment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it does not limit them as to 
how they shall pass upon the question; nor does it in any way change 
the law. If, for instance, the bill asserted that the court was to take 
for granted the validity of certain letters patent, that might involve 
a change of the law, and would then come within the idea which the 
Chair has in mind in regard to it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The finding required by this bill, as I stated be- 
fore, is a special finding, and is in these words: 

To determine the validity of letters patent numbered 101004, dated A 5, 
1870 (antedated October 5, 2 giving to Addison C. Fletcher title to the in- 
vention described therein and used by the Government as aforesaid, and the 
right of the claimant to compensation, and to determine the amounts of the sev- 
eral interests of the assignees of said Fletcher, according to the records of the 
United States Patent Oce; to determine to what extent said stamp was manu- 
factured and used by the Government, and a legal and equitable rate of com- 


pensation therefor; finally, to find the aggregate sum or sums, if any, to which 


the several claimants named in this act are equitably entitled as compensation 
for the use of said stamp, and to report their said findings to Congress. Insaid 
investigation every question on the merits shall be open, 

Now, it seems to me that if the court finds as required in this 
bill, that finding being 
Congress, Congress will be bound by that just as much as if it was a 
judgment of the Court of Claims. It is to determine how much the 
Government should pay each one of these claimants, who are the as- 
signees of this patent. I had occasion to examine this bill when it 
was before the Committee on Claims, when I was a member of that 
zommittee, and while this claimant has no claim whatever now as 
against the Government as the law stands, if this bill is passed he will 
be authorized to bring a suit nst the United States involving two 
or three hundred thousand dol and the object of this bill is toget 
a finding or a judgment—it amounts to that—of the Court of Claims 
to the effect that the Government has used a patent which belonged 
to these assignees, and that the Government must now pay for that. 
That is the object of this. So that all attempts to cover over and con- 
ceal this bill by the verbiage that is in it does not alter the fact’ that 
it is an effort to get a judgment against the United States, and there- 
fore the point of order, it seems to me, is well taken. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to know from the gentle- 
man from Illinois if there is anything in the bill which changes the 
rights of the proposed plaintiff, except his right to bring suit. 

Mr. SPRINGER. He has no right now. 

The SPEAKER. He has no right now, but is there anything in the 
bill that changes his rights, supposing he had a right to bring suit? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The bill simply assumes that he has an equita- 
ble right in some patent which the Government of the United States 
used heretofore, when it belonged tosomebody else, and that that per- 
son has assigned his rights, whatever they are, to these persons, and 
that they should be entitled, as assignees of a person who may or may 
not have been entitled, to bring a suit against the Government; and 
they ask that they may be permitted to obtain a decision of the court, 
or an opinion of the court, to the effect that the Government owed 
these persons originally. Of course these parties desire a judgment. 
They desire to obtain a judgment from the Court of Claims, or an opin- 
ion, that they are entitled to certain compensation for this patent. I 
did not believe from the investigation that I gave to it at the time 
that the claimants were ever entitled to anything. 

Mr. McCreary addressed the Chair. 

Mr. PAYNE. Did the gentleman from Mlinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
report in favor of it? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. 

Nr. McCREARY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
a question. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker — 

The SPEAKER.. The gentleman from Kentucky wishes to ask a 

uestion. 
3 Mr. McCREARY. Under the third subsection of Rule XIII, which 


A calendar of the Committee of the Whole House, to which shall be referred 
all bills of a private character— 
it seems to me under that rule the bill goes to the Private Cal- 
endar, not because it contains an appropriation, but because it is a 
private bill; and I should like to hear the gentleman from Illinois on 
that point. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is required by the rules of this House to be 
considered in the Committee of the Whole, either because it is a pri- 
vate bill, or because it appropriates money or involves an appropria- 
tion of money. Any ground that would take a bill to the Private 
Calendar of the Committee of the Whole would take this bill to the 
Private Calendar. That is one of the points that are covered by the 
rule, which point the gentleman from Kentucky has made, that being 
a private bill it goes to the Private Calendar, and is required to go 
there. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. also call attention to clause 3 of Rule XXIII, 
which I will read. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I have read that. 


special as to certain facts referred to it by 
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Mr. DOCKERY. I just desire to suggest that any other view than 
the one presented by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
would, in effect, concede the right of the Senate to change the rules of 
the House, because no one will contend that if this bill was reported 
from any committee of the House it would be required under our rules 
to go to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The point I make is, that this bill is required by 
the rules of the House to be considered in Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and that these rules require it to be so 
considered on the ground, first, that it is a private claim, without any 
question as to whether it involves any payment or not. It would be 
required to go there because it is a private claim, But, second, that it 
does indirectly involve an appropriation by Congress, and for that rea- 
son ought totake that course; and, thirdly, that the Committee on 
Claims has not instructed the gentleman to make this motion, to have 
it considered from the Speaker’s table. 

No private bill can be considered in this House under the rules 
without referring it to the Committee of the Whole House; and this 
rule definitely states that bills must be such as are not required to be 
considered in the Committee of the Whole House in order to come 
within the exception. Now, if anywhere in our rules this bill is re- 
quired to be considered in the Committee of the Whole, a Senate bill 
has no higher rights than a House bill. j 

Mr. DOCKERY. The Senate can not change our rules, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this bill does not necessarily or certainly 
require or involve an expense ora charge against the Government. 
Here is an alleged claim against the Government which is referred to 
the Court of Claims to find certain facts and to report those findings to 
Congress. Even if the court finds the alleged facts, it does not then 
necessarily involve a claim or a right upon which a judgment could be 
founded against the United States. The bill proceeds professedly upon 
the theory that this claim, whatever it may be, is barred by the stat- 
utes of limitation. The bill does not propose to remove that bar; it 
leaves it where it is. It leaves the House and Congress just exactly 
where they are now, with the exception that the facts are to be found 
for the information of Congress, that is, the facts upon the items 
which are disputed and the amount of compensation, provided any 
compensation should be given, but leaves the whole question open for 
Congress to determine, and does not involve anything in the nature of 
a judgment or upon which a judgment could be rendered, and so it 
should not go to the Committee of the Whole and would not be refer- 
able to the Committee of the Whole. í 

I think this question is like the Woodbridge case, if that was the 
name of it, that was here the other day. Mr. SIMONDS, of Connecti- 
cut, had charge of that bill. On that bill it was held that this action 
was a proper one, and that the bill need not go to the Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, a single word on 
the point of order. Itseems to me that the point of order is not de- 
pendent for its settlement upon the terms of the bill. The bill is in 
its essential features a private bill. The House bill which corresponds 
with it has been already reported from the Committee on Claims, and 
is placed as No. 876 on the Private Calendar. Rule XIII provides in 
its third subdivision that there shall be— 

A Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House, to which shall be— 

Shall be 
referred all bills ofa private character. 

All bills of a private character by virtue of that rnle—— 

Se SPEAKER. Will the gentleman read the first clause of that 
rule? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I will. 

There shall be three Calendars of business reported from committees. 


The SPEAKER. ‘‘ Reported from committees,” 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But the third clause provides 
that all bills of a private character, when thus reported, shall go upon 
the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. But it is not reported from a committee. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Iam speaking of the House bill. 

The SPEAKER. The House bill itself? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Yes; I say that under that rule 
the House bill is necessarily upon the Private Calendar, and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole, that is, the House bill. Now, then, 
what privilege has the Senate bill? That is the question. 

TheSPEAKER, That is the question. : 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Turning over to the second pa: 
agraph of Rule XXIV, I find that Senate bills have this privilege: They 
may be at once disposed of as the House may determine, when they are 
substantially the same as House bills already favorably reported by the 
Committee of the Whole, and not required to be considered in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. The words not required“ there refer to the 
House bills, and carry the limitation to the Senate bills. That is the 
whole thing in a nutshell. 

The SPEAKER. The suggestion made by the gentleman from New 
Jersey would require that the clause not required to be considered 
in the Committee of the Whole should modify the expression House 


bill“ instead of modifying ‘‘ Senate bills;’”’ but without that interpre- 
tation that suggestion would not be tenable. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Thatis my contention precisely. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But holding that it would give a different rule 
for the Senate bills to what there is for House bills, and thus enable 
= Senate to make the rules for the House, which would be an ab- 
surdity. 

The SPEAKER. Now, the Chair desires to say that this matter is 
not entirely free from doubt, but the best construction that the Chair 
has been able to give it leads to this result: This bill is not governed 
by Rule XIII, for that refers exclusively to House bills and bills from 
a House committee. This does not go to the Committee of the Whole 
by virtue of Rule XIII, because it is not a House bill and it is not a 
bill reported from a committee. 

It is not governed by Rule XIII. It must, therefore, be governed by 
the second clause of Rule XXIV, taken in connection with the third 
clause of Rule XXIII, and the House will notice that the expression 
used in the second clause of Rule XXIV is: 

Senate bills substantially the same as House bills already favorably reported 
by a committee of the House, and not uired to be considered in Committee 
of the Whole, may also be disposed of in the same manner on motion di 
to be made by such committee. 

The Chair thinks that the letter a“ was accidentally omitted in the 
second use of the expression Committee of the Whole,“ and that it 
should have the same interpretation as in the first use of the phrase 
where it is designated as ‘‘a Committee of theWhole,’’ and was in- 
tended to refer both to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union and to the Committee of the Whole, to which private bills 
would naturally go if reported by a committee. The question, then, is 
whether this is a bill which is required to be considered in a Committee 
of the Whole; if not, being substantially the sameasa House bill already 
reported and being brought up on a motion directed to be made by the 
committee reporting it, it is in condition under this rule to be considered. 

The provision of the third clause of Rule XXIII, with which the 

House is familiar, and which governs all proceedings touching appro- 
priations of money, etc., has been repeatedly construed by fs SA 
occupants of the chair. In the Forty-fifth Congress, third session, 
244 of the Journal, the Speaker [Mr, Randall] decided that a bill like 
this did not require to be considered in Committee of the Whole; and 
that has been sustained by other Speakers, and has already been ruled 
upon in this House. 

If, then, it is the same as a House bill already favorably reported by 
a committee of the House, and is not required to be considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and is brought up on motion directed to be made 
by the committee of the House which actually passed upon it, it then 
becomes ready for the action of the House. There are three safeguards; 
first, thatit has been favorably reported in substance by a committee 
of the House; second, that it is not a bill that is required under our 
rules to be considered in Committee of the Whole; and, third, the com- 
mittee asks for its consideration at this time. That does not put the 
Senate in control of the rules of the House, because it is to be offered 
under the rules of the House itself; and thus the bill becomes ready 
to be acted on. The Chair, therefore, is obliged to overrule the point 
of order, inasmuch as the bill is not required by the rules to be consid- 
ered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will not take an appeal from the decision of the 
Chair, but I wish to enter my dissent now from that decision, for it is 
certainly a departure from the practice of this House ever since I have 
been a member, and in my judgment it was never the intention of the 
House by the adoption of this rule to give a Senate bill preference over 
a House bill as to the manner of its consideration here. The Chair has 
held that if this were a House bill it must be considered in Committee 
of the Whole, but that, being a Senate bill, it may pass over that com- 
mittee, on the ground that it does not make an appropriation or in- 
volve one. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can make no other—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. But on theground that it is a private bill it ought 
to be considered in our Committee of the Whole; on that ground, if on 
no otber, it should be considered there. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. If the 
gentleman does not take an appeal what is he discussing? [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has indulged the gentleman in the dis- 
cussion, because this is a matter in which, of course, every one desires 
simply to arrive at what the meaning of the rule is, and if the gentle- 
man should say anything that would induce the Chair to change his 
view the Chair would change it, perhaps not with the greatest of pleas- 
ure, but certainly with alacrity. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Of course the Chair understands that I am not 
criticising him in what I am saying upon this subject. The Chair has 
decided the question honestly, as he understands it; but I say the de- 
cision is contrary to the intention of the House in adopting this rule— 
at least I never understood that by adopting this rule we were giving 
a Senate bill any advantage over a House bill in the manner of its con- 
sideration here. Now, I wil! ask the gentleman from New Vork [Mr. 
PAYNE] whether the Committee on Claims has authorized him to 
make this motion ? ; 
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Mr. PAYNE. Yes, sir. There isa communication to that effect 
now at the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is not a member 
of the Committee on 

Mr. PAYNE. No, sir; but I was requested to call up the bill. 

The communication was read, as follows: 

COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES U. S., 
Washington, D. C., June 10, 1890. 


Dran Sin: Herewith I respectfully inclose an order passed by the Commit- 
88 ber scams June 10, 1890, in regard to Senate act 1205, for the relief of Hyland 

rk. 

On motion it was ordered that the chairman of the Committee on Claims be 
authorized to put upon its pee Senate act 1205, now on the Speaker’s table. 
for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk, in lieu of H. K. bill 7929, of the same tenor and 
effect, heretofore favorably reported by this committee and now on the Private 


Calendar of the House, 
W. G. LAIDLAW, Chairman, 
Hon. THomas B. REED, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 


Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to refer this bill to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. I be- 
lieve that we ought to consider this bill in that committee, and I make 
this motion in good faith, believing that all private claims should have 
their first consideration in Committee of the Whole, and not be al- 
lowed to go through the House in this way. 

Mr. PAYNE. I make the point of order that the gentleman’s 
motion is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is in order. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suppose the bill has not been read through yet. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been read through. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The bill is here on its second reading for consid- 


eration. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Illinois interrupted the reading 
of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk reports that he had finished the read - 


ing of the bill. 
Mr. SPRINGER. The bill was not only read by the Clerk, but I 
read it through myself in ent, 


Mr. PAYNE. I make the point of order that the gentleman from 
IIlinois [Mr. SPRINGER] did not have the floor for any such pu 
as making this motion. He was addressing himself to the ruling of 
the Chair, and he had the floor for no such purpose as this, I think 
the gentleman can not take me off my feet in that way. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is before the House, subject to some ac- 
tion. The Chair supposes the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], 
in charge of the bill, would be entitled to the first recognition, and the 
Chair supposes that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] will 
wait to make his motion until after the right of the gentleman from 
New York is exhausted. 

Mr SPRINGER. I supposed that the bill would be before the 
House for consideration, as the Chair had overruled my point of order. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman had the floor for the purpose of 
making something in the nature of a personal explanation of his views 
of the subject. In the ordinary course of procedure the Chair would 
have ized the gentleman from New York in charge of the bill, 
and if he claims it the Chair thinks that under the practice of the 
House he would be entitled to recognition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman should have made the point at 
the time the motion was made. I certainly did have the floor and I 
did make the motion. 

Mr. PAYNE. I was trying to find out whether the bill had been 
read through. My impression was that it had not, but that question 
of fact has been decided against me. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
explain briefly this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from New York 
is entitled to the floor under the practice of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, this is one of the very things which I have 
cautioned the House against. Here is a private claim called up from 
the Speaker’s table 

The SPEAKER. It is entirely within the control of the House 
whether they will send it to the committee or not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the motion for the previous question is in- 
te~ded to ent off all debate and amendment of a bill which ought to 
be discussed and considered with the fullest latitude. 

The SPEAKER. But the House may vote down the motion for the 
previous question. It is entirely within the control of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will trust to the good sense of the House to do 
that, because this bill certainly ought to be considered in Committee 
of the Whole. . 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I insist on the floor at this time. I think 
we have had enough of the tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
for the present. [Laughter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Payne] is entitled to the floor under the circumstances. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this bill passed the Senate in the Forty- 
ninth Congress, in the Fiftieth Congress, and in thisCongress. It was 
reported favorably by the Committee on Claims in the Forty-ninth 
Congress, in the Fiftieth Congress, and in this Congress without dissent. 


The facts are these: In pursuance of an advertisement of the Treas- 
ury Department in 1867 for a canceling stamp which would effectually 
destroy an internal-revenue stamp, one Fletcher invented a device 
which he submitted to the Department, and which was adopted by it. 
The Department went on and used this stamp during the year 1868 
and up to and including 1872, as I am informed by the report. Fletcher 
was endeavoring during this time to obtain a patent. The patent was 
granted, I believe, in the year 1871. After obtaining his patent he 
found that a man named Clark claimed a patent for the same or asim- 
ilar device. There was at once a suit of interference in the Patent 
Office, which was carried to what was then the court of last resort, and 
the decision was that Fletcher’s patent was valid and Clark’s invalid. 
Afterward Mr. Fletcher, or his assignees, brought an action in the 
Court of Claims against the United States to recover compensation for 
the use of this patent or for its infringement by the Government. The 
Court of Claims decided that it had no jurisdiction, because Clark 
claimed an infringement of his patent or an interference with his pat- 
ent; that where there was a case of infringement or interference with 
reference to patents the court had no jurisdiction; and therefore the 
case was dismissed. 

About the same time Clark brought an action in the Court of Claims, 
which was decided after Fletcher’s suit, and decided by the court upon 
the ground that Clark was trying to recover for the infringement of a 
patent which it had been decided Mr. Fletcherowned. So the parties 
were thrown out of the Court of Claims. 

In the mean time the statute of limitations had run, and it became 
a bar to the claim. The assignees of Fletcher then appealed to Con- 
gress, As I said, they have made this ap in the Forty-ninth, 
Fiftieth, and Fifty-first Congresses. In each of these Co tha 
bill has been passed by the Senate; in each it has been reported favor- 
ably by the Committee on Claims in this House; but it has never been 
reached in the House under our rules, which would appear to have been 
invented to prevent any honest claim from being reached after being 
reported by a committee. 

Now, the Court of Claims has no jurisdiction over this case, because 
the claim is for the infringement of a patent; that has been decided 
under the Bowman act.“ The court has no jurisdiction, or at least 
the statute of limitations is a bar to this claim, and, as the report says, 
the court has no jurisdiction because the present claimants are the as- 
signees of the original patentee. 

Now, what does this bill do? It simply refers this case to the Court 
of Claims, expressly leavingevery question open, the object being that 
the court may hear the evidence and report to Congress, first, whether 
Fletcher had the patent; second, whether his device was used by the 
Treasury Department for canceling internal-revenue stamps for the pe- 
riod of four or five years named in the bill; in the next place, whether 
these gentlemen named in the bill are the assignees of the claim of 
Fletcher; and if all these facts should be found in the affirmative the 
court is to report how much in its opinion these parties are entitled to 
for the use of this stamp by the Government during all the time stated. 

There are incorporated in the report various letters, one from Hon. 
Hugh McCulloch, who was then Secretary of the Treasury, showing 
that the Fletcher stamp was used during the period named. The re- 
port also embraces whatever evidence there is of the assignment of the 
claim to these parties. All these matters are to be referred to the court, 
which is not to make a finding that shall be binding upon the United 
States, but is simply to report the facts to Congress that it may do 
justice to these claimants if, in its judgment, they are entitled to any- 
thing. It may turn them off without a dollar. If they have an honest 
and valid claim, Congress is free to act; the Committee on Claims is 
free to report a private bill making an appropriation, and that bill may 
remain on the Private Calendar Congress after Congress, and, asa friend 
here suggests to me, such will probably be the case. 

This bill leaves the matter in such a shape that unless our rules are 
greatly amended from what they are now the bill can never be passed 
unless it meets the affirmative judgment of every member of the House 
and is passed by unanimous consent. It seems to me that among the 
Representatives here assembled there ought not to be a single individual 
to object to giving these citizens an opportunity to go into court and 
prove, at their own expense, these facts for the information of future 


Congresses. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, unless some one wishes to be heard in opposition 
to this bill or to make some inquiry, I shall call the previous question. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to ask whether Fletcher was 
in the employ of the Government when he made this invention. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is a matter which does not appear in the report, 
and I do not know how the fact is. There is nothing in any of the 
papers I have examined to indicate that he was in the employ of the 
Government. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to know further whether 
he received compensation for the use of this stamp or device. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. McCulloch, in a letter appended to the report, 
says that the Government never made any compensation for the use of 
this device. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How did the Government get the 
stamp? 

Mie PAYNE. The Government advertised for devices for cancel- 
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ing stamps, one of which was to be adopted by it. A copy of the ad- 
vertisement is before me. In response to that advertisement, Fletcher 
submitted his stamp. The Department examined it, adopted it, used 
it, and went on infringing his patent. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of . Do you mean this was simply a de- 
2 

Mtr, PAYNE. It was a canceling-stamp for canceling internal-rev- 
enue stamps. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The word ‘‘stamp’’ may mean either 
an instrument by which you make an impression upon something, or 
it may be a design by which to cancel a revenue-stamp. I want to 
know whether this was a design in the latter sense, or whether it was 
an instrument by which revenue-stamps were canceled. 

Mr. PAYNE. It was an instrament by which you cancel internal- 
revenue stamps. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Where did the Government get the 
instruments used? From Fletcher? 

Mr. PAYNE. You mean the different instruments used ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes; where did they get them? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know where they got them. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Well, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me 
the gentleman ought to know before he expects the House to pass this 
bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Let me explain to the gentleman. The Internal 
Revenue Department 9 the pattern stamp invented by the ap- 
plicant here —adopted and used it. Now, whether the Government 
manufactured them or whether Fletcher manufactured them I do not 
know. It is not necessary to know more than the fact that the Gov- 
ernment used the instrument. I should think, though, from the cir- 
cumstances of the case, that the Government manufactured them itself. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What isthe value? 

Mr. PAYNE. That is a fact for the Court of Claims to determine. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But you will see, also, that this is a 
fact for the information of the House, which might have something to 
do with the disposition of the House to refer the ease as you ask. Now, 
if this was simply a design com of a lot of curves, circles, and 
things of that kind, a sort of scroll-work to be printed, burned, or cut 
into the long revenue-stamp, that is one thing; whereas if, on the other 
hand, it was an instrument which required some mechanical skill to 
devise, an instrament which showed ingenuity or invention in the con- 
struction of it, that would be another thing, more particularly as I 
understand that the statute of limitation is running against the case. 

Mr. PAYNE. Here is what Mr. McCulloch says in 1888: 


The stamp referred to in the bill inclosed by you,“ for the relief of Hyland C. 
Kirk and others,“ was, in the year 1868, used by the United States through the 
Treasury Department,and was not paid for. 

As the claimants only ask that their claims may be submitted to the “ Court 
of Claims,“ it is very clear to my mind that the bill should receive favorable and 
prompt consideration by your committee, 


That was addressed to the Committee on Patentson March 22, 1888, 
Mr. McCulloch was Secretary of the Treasury in 1868, at the time these 
stamps were used. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is twenty years alter. 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. When did the claimant set up his 
claim? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, in the first place there was a claim of interfer- 
ence of patent set up by Clark, who brought his action before the Com- 
missioner of Patents to establish the validity of his claim. That ques- 
tion took several years to determine. After he had established the 
validity of this patent the Government had ceased to use his stamp. 
Promptly, afterwards, he brought his action in the Court of Claims 
against the Government, and the Court of Claims did not consider it 
because they held they had no jurisdiction of the subject-matter. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I understand that. 

Mr. PAYNE. At all events he brought his action promptiy after 
establishing the validity of his patent. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. When was that? 

Mr. PAYNE. In 1872, I think. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How much is the claim supposed to 
cover? 

Mr. PAYNE. And the Court of Claims decided his action in 1876. 
The Government ceased to use the stamp in 1872; so that he brought 
it promptly after the interference had been decided. It was adjudi- 
= in 1876, and so I presume it must have been brought some time 
previous. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Has the committee made any esti- 
mate as to the amount that was covered by the claim? 

Mr. PAYNE. There is nothing shown in the record of the case as 
to what the amount is. : 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Do you suppose it will be one hun- 
dred thousand millions of dollars? 

Mr. PAYNE. No, sir. The only information I have in reference to 
that matter is what the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR], who was 
here a few moments ago, said in relation to it, that it would involve 
eight or ten thousand dollars, Ido not know anything to the con- 
trary. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, if no other gentleman desires to occupy the floor 
I shall ask the previous question. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I desire to be heard. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield to the gentleman such time as he may desire. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But I desire to occupy the floor 
in my own time. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Very well; I will only state to 
the gentleman that if he does that it will take a quorum to get the bill 
through. Iam perfectly willing that there shall be a fair hearing of 
the case and then have a vote. 

Mr. PAYNE, I have no objection to yielding the gentleman such 
time as he may desire. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The opposition to the bill will 
take time in their own right in which to present their views, or else it 
will take a quorum to pass the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. But I haveoffered to yield the gentleman such time 
as he desires, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But I desire an hour, and the 
gentleman has not that time to yield. à 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I will yield the balance of my time to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Well, that is satisfactory. 

Mr. PAYNE. I only want to reserve one minute at the close® 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I would inquire how much time 
the gentleman has remaining. 

5 The Chair thinks the gentleman has three-quarters 
of an hour. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I am satisfied with that. I will take the re- 
mainder of the time. 

Mr. PAYNE. Very well; I reserve one minute, if the gentleman is 
content with that. - 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Iam entirely content. I donot 
think you can undo in one minute what the opposition to the bill shall 
be able to set before the House. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York is correctas to a portion 
of his statement in regard to the status of the bill in previous Con- 

It is truethat the bill passed the Senate in each of the various 


Congresses claimed, but it is also true the Senate has passed some curious 


bills, and sometimes it has been charged that almost any bill will pass 
the Senate. 

Mr. DUNNELL. That is hardly respectful language towards the 
Senate. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It is also true that this bill was 
reported favorably by the Committee on Claims in the Forty-ninth, the 
Fiftieth, and the praat Congress; but it is incorrect to say that in 
these Congresses the bill was reported without any opposition. It is 
true that there may not have been minority reports submitted in con- 
nection with the bill, but it is true, asI personally know, that mem- 
bers of the committee reserved the right to contest the bill on the floor 
of the House, and were opposed to the bill at that time and have been 
opposed to it ever since. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order 
that I think it is unfair for the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
BUCHANAN] to come on this side of the House to make broad charges 
against the Senate of the United States, taken as a whole. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Knowing the side from which 
those charges ordinarily emanate, I thought this was the proper side 
for me to make them from. But inasmuch as N. J.” is after my 
name, and not Va.,“ it will be charged to our side of the House any 


way. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that gentlemen upon either 
side of the House ought to avoid any improper allusion to the Senate. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I will take back what I said 
with reference to the Senate. 

I objected to this bill while a member of a former Congress, first, 
because I did not think it had any intrinsic merit. This claim is not 
brought by Mr. Fletcher. Itis brought by his assignees; and, without 
revealing any committee secrets, I will say that in the Forty-ninth 
Congress I was not able to ascertain that these assignees had paid any 
valuable consideration for the purchase of this lawsuit; because that 
is all they did purchase. It may be that that is a question that has 
no legal bearing upon this subject; but they come in here and ask the 
Government to surrender its rights in behalf of what they call an 
equitable claim. And where one comes in here presenting an equitable 
claim, it seems to me that we are entitled to take into consideration 
all the facts in the case and ascertain whether he occupies a position 
which would entitle him to ask equity at the hands of the Congress of 
the United States. 

There is another circumstance in connection with this matter. I 
was never able to see any assignment executed by Mr. Fletcher con- 
veying to these assignees the right to this patent or to these damages, 
If you will look at the ps eg to this report, whilst you will find the 
letters patent set forth, whilst you will find letters patent of other par- 
ties set forth, you will find no copy of any assignment, and therefore, 
so far as the pleadings are concerned, the title of Mr. Kirk and his col- 
leagues is not made out. 
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There is another thing in connection with this bill which deserves 
the careful attention of this House. These letters patent granted to 
Mr. Fletcher were dated April 5, 1870, and antedated October 5, 1869. 
It is a rule of law applied by every Federal court of the United States 
that has charge of patent litigation that no damages shall be collected 
of any defendant in a patent suit for the use of an invention before the 
date of the letters patent. F 

Until the letters patent are issued by the Government under the 
seal of the Government, and signed by the Commissioner of Patents, 
he has no right to collect one dollar from his fellow-citizens. Now, 
this bill allows a recovery, or allows the court to go back to 1868 and 
find what amount the Government used at that time. If this was a 
simple bill to remit Mr. Fletcher himself, or his legal representatives, 
to the Court of Claims, to establish whether or not the Internal Rev- 
enue Department accepted any device of his and made use of it, and to 
report to Congress what would be a proper compensation for such use, 
it would be much less objectionable than the form in which it is 
brought here. - What was this thing that was used? I read from the 
claim appended to and made a part of the specification attached to his 
letters patent; and it is understood by every one at all familiar with 
letters patent that the inventor sums up in his claim what his inven- 
tion really is, it is the fruit of the whole tree: 

What is here claimed, and desired to be secured by letters patent, is— 

A hesive stamp made up of a thick portion or body, A, having a perfora- 
tion ôr perforations, a, through the face of it, and thinner portion, B. composed 
of tissue or any suitable bibulous paper, and applied asa . to said per- 
foration or perforations, both portions bein, 3 or incorpo- 
rated to make up the complete stamp, and the latter being suitably engraved 
or printed on its face, and having adhesive material applied to its „sub- 
stantially as specified. 


In other words, a paper thicker in one part than in another, printed 
on one side and gummed on the other. That is all there is in it. 

This talk about implements for cancellation and all that sort of thing 
is entirely disconnected with the patent. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, What do I understand the gentleman 
to say it was? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I do not understand the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What did you say? Please repeat it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I said that the claim of the pat- 
entee, the invention as set out in the inventor’s own words, was simply 
an adhesive stamp made of paper thicker in one place than in another, 
and haying perforations; printed on one side and gummed on the other. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to detain the House, because 
there are other gentlemen familiar with this matter who desire to 
speak upon the subject; but I do object to this bill coming up in this 
form. It is anentering-wedge. Let them bring in another bill remit- 
ting Fletcher or his heirs to the Court of Claims to find what isdue to 
them, if anything, and render a judgment. The portion about ren- 
dering a judgment is left off undoubtedly in order to get it throngh 
the House. But our experience in the past has been that when the 
Court of Claims gets hold of these matters and reports back its findings 
to the House, those findings, although they do not purport to be a judg- 
ment, at once become invested in the minds of certain gentlemen with 
all the sanctity of a judgment. 

I wish, if the gentleman from New York will permit in his one min- 
ute, after the discussion is closed, to take occasion to offer this amend- 
ment: 


Provided Foose That any finding of the Court of Claims in such matter shall 
be held or med to be solely for the information of the Con of the United 
States, and shall have no force or effect as a judgment of said court. 


And if the bill is honest that amendment will make its honesty ap- 

on its face. ~ > 

I yield such time as he may desire to the gentleman from Illinois 

. SPRINGER}, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not know that this bill was coming up at 
this time. I did not know, as I have said before, that the Speaker’s 
table was hereafter to become a new calendar, upon which or through 
which private claims were to be considered by the House. It is en- 
tirely a new departure in the business of Congress. In all my expe- 
rience I have never known a case of this kind, where the point was 
made, to come up under an alleged rule of this House. It is against 
the policy of the House heretofore, and not in accordance with good 
legislation upon this subject. 

We have given one day in the week in our rules for the consideration 
of private business—that is, one-sixth of the time of Congress has been 
set aside under our rules for the consideration of private claims; but 
under this new rule and new order of business we have given every day 
in the week to the consideration of private bills, provided they come 
from the Senate and another bill of that kind is upon the Private Cal- 
endar of the House. So that we now enter upon a new order of busi- 
ness, namely, the consideration of private claims every day in the week 
and every day in the session, if the Senate can keep us supplied with 
that class of claims or with the raw material to work upon. I have 
never known the Senate to be negligent in the passage of claims of this 
kind, It will always meet the most earnest and the most anxious ex- 

tation of all claimants to I say this in no offensive sense; 
am simply speaking of it as the business method of that body. 


i 


Now, I want to call the attention of the majority of this House, who 
are responsible for the transaction of public business, to this departure 
they are making in the transaction of the business of this House. 
We were told at the beginning of this session that we were to have 
new rules to facilitate legislation; and we were promised at the time 
these new rules were going to be that the business of the House 
could be transacted by the Ist of June, and that we would then be 
permitted to go home and look after our election contests and attend 
to any private business members of Congress might have. { 

But here we are on the 10th day of June, in the midst of the heated 
term, and scarcely a single general appropriation bill of this House 
has been passed. The sundry civil bill, the general deficiency bill, 
the Indian appropriation bill, and the appropriation bill for the Post- 
Office Department are yet in committees, and have never seen the light of 
day in either House. The legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill is in conference; the river and harbor bill is in the Sen- 
ate; the silver bill is in nubibus, the tariff bill is yet in the Committee 
on Finance of the Senate. So we are now confronted with more leg- 
islation to be done at this time of the session than at any time I have 
known heretofore in the history of Congress, and to-day, instead of 
making an endeavor inthe direction of transacting the public busi- 
ness, a new rule has been made by the decision of the Chair which 
brings private business of the Senate before us nolens volens; whether 
we will or not, we are obliged to consider every private claim that the 
Senate may send over to us for the rest of this session, and they are to 
pe ce during this hour or immediately after the reading of the 

ournal. 

I will inform this House there are enough private claims that can 
come over from the Senate to keep us employed from now until No- 
vember election rolls round, without any reference to general legisla- 
tion. This method turns over the business and the time of Congress 
hereafter to the consideration of private claims. Iam opposed to the 
consideration of this bill at this time, for the reason that we ought to 
be considering general legislation. If this is to be persisted in, I shall 
insist upon the same air discussion of these private claims in this hour 
or under this order of business that we would be entitled to in Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. I warn gentle- 
men of the fact that if they take this course it will not facilitate the 
transaction of private business, because I shall insist, and this House 
will insist, if we are to consider private claims of this kind, that we 
shall consider them upon their merits, and that they shall not be 
rushed through Congress without proper consideration. 

Now, as to the merits of this bill. Thegentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. BUCHANAN] has said this is a claim for compensation under let- 
lers patent before they were issued by the Government, and a claim 
made for compensation against the Government itself, which is the 
only authority that can give exclusive privilege to an inventor to use 
his invention. So that if you recognize this claim you will recognize 
a right of property involving a mulct of the Government in damages 
for using his invention before the Government had said that he was 
entitled to the exclusive use of it under our laws, and that before he 
could mulct a citizen in damages, and before he could bring any such 
claim against any citizen of this 3 vou are authorizing him to 
maintain a claim against the sovereign which alone could grant him the 
exclusive right to the use of the invention! : 

But even if this were a case in which there was a really equitable 
right, the invention is one of the most trivial character. It consists of 
a small piece of perforated paper not larger than this card, to be pasted 
over the bung-hole of a beer barrel, and the use of a stamp with a few 
holes punctured in it; and for the use of this invention, a mere device 
which any school-boy could get up, and which the Government used 
as a device to prevent frauds upon the revenue, this claimant wants to 
sue the Government and to get two or three hundred thousand dollars 
damages. The rule of damages set up when this case was before the 
Committee on Claims was that the claimant should be permitted to 
prove bow much the Government had saved in the prevention of frauds 
or alleged or imaginary frauds upon the Treasury, and that the claim- 
ant should be allowed to recover that much against the Government in 
a suit which he proposed to bring in the Court of Claims. 

This is a new way of bringing suits and getting damages against the 
Government. This is a mere speculative case. As the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] has stated, there is no evidence in the 
record that there was ever any assignment of this claim. These parties 
purchased a lawsuit if they purchased anything, and that dependent 
upon the question whether this claimant could induce Congress to al- 
low him to bring a suit. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Will the gentleman yield for a 
suggestion at that point? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. There is in the report an affi- 
davit made on the 28th day of March, 1883, signed by Mr. Fletcher, in 
which he uses these words: That deponent is the sole owner and pos- 
sessor of the patent, and that no assignment of the patent above referred 
to has been made by deponent.’ So that up to March, 1883, these peo- 
ple who ask this relief had no interest whatever in the matter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That still further confirms the view that this isa 
mere speculative case on the part of these claimants, If anybody is en- 
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titled to relief it is Fletcher, and no one has shown that anybody else 
has any title in the matter. And ꝓet it is to send this case 
to the Court of Claims and to direct the court how to find a verdict, to 

ut the court in a groove. They are to certify certain facts to the 
Frise. It is not to be an ordinary suit, but you are telling the Court 
of Claims what it shall do and how it shall decide. That is what you 
do by this bill. It ought not to pass, and if gentlemen have any re- 
gard for the Treasury of the country, if they have any regard for the 
reputation of their own party, which is to be responsible hereafter for 
the cases which go through this House, they will vote this bill down. 
It is devoid of merit, and I hope the House will treat it as its demerits 
entitle it to be treated. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I desire to ask a question for informa- 
tion. The Government used this device, as I understand? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Did the Government ever in any way, 
shape, or manner pay any one for the use of the device? 

Mr SPRINGER. There was nothing due toanybody. There was 
no patent for the device at the time when the Government used it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Do I understand the gentleman to 
say that the patent was not taken out until after the machine was used 
by the Government? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that to be the fact. 

Mr, PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois the 
same question that was asked by the gentleman from Michigan, whether 
the Government ever paid anything for the use of this stamp? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Government never paid anything, and it 
never ought to pay anything. When the Government used the device 
nobody had a right to make any claim, because there was no patent. 

Mr. BIGGS. ell, I suppose the Government took advantage of 
there being no patent and used the invention. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman from New Jersey desire to occupy 
any further time? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Only to read further from this 
affidavit, Whilst Mr. Fletcher testified in 1883 that he was the sole 
owner of the patent, and that no assignment of it had been made, he 
also refers to an agreement as the only agreement in any wise relating 
to the patent in existence, being an agreement made between deporent 
and one J. Wilson Post, of Brooklyn, N. Y., dated August 31, 1871, 
and an agreement made between the same party dated February 21, 
1872, both of which agreements are recurded in the Patent Office in 
Washington in liber —— by which said Post is to have one-fourth in- 
terest in the amount of any claim which may be paid by the United 
States Government for the use of the patented article.’’ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that is the only muniment of title set up by these 
assignees, and that lodges the title of what? Of a one-fourth interest 
in a claim against the United States, and the title to that one-fourth 
interest in that claim it lodges in another man. Ido not hesitate to 
say, from my knowledge of this claim and from my conversations with 
Mr. Kirk himself, that this was a speculative purchase of a claim 
against the United States for the purpose of prosecuting it in Congress 
and making money out of it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman yield back the balance of the 
time ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Certainly. All I wanted wasa 
discussion of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York has 
twenty minutes remaining. R 

Mr. PAYNE. Ishall not useall that time, but I desire to say in the 
first place that Mr. Fletcher was not in the employ of the United States 
at the time this device was presented to the Secretary of the Treasury 
or was used by the Government. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. No one has charged that. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Clark, the other claimant, was an employé of the 
Government at the time. 

I desire to reiterate what I said, that after a judicial investigation the 
court of last resort found that Mr. Fletcher was the owner of the pat- 
ent. In consequence of the interference proceedings in the Patent 
Office the letters patent were not issued until some time in 1871. The 
report says they were antedated back to 1868. Of course they were 
dated back to the date of the original application. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. That does not follow, of course.“ 

Mr. PAYNE. I think it does. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I know it does not, 

Mr. PAYNE. I think it does. Otherwise by the prolongation of 
interference proceedings in the Patent Office a man might be cheated 
out of his patent; and I do not think that would follow as a matter 
of course. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Does the gentleman from New 
York hold that it is the practice—for he uses the phrase of course 
that it is the practice of the Patent Office to date patents as of the date 
of the application? 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand that where there is an interference the 
inventor gets a patent from the date when he should originally have 
had the patent, and that was this case; that is what the antedating 

means. He was allowed his patent from the time of the antedating 
in 1868, covering the period that the Government used his device. 
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Now, the gentleman from Illinois has said that this invention wasa 
very simple thing. Does the gentleman know that the most valuable 
patents are the simplest? The patents which to-day are worth the 
most money in this country are the simplest. The Government wanted 
a self-canceling stamp which should be an absolute protection against 
fraud, so that when the stamp had been used once it could not by any 
possibility be used again. They advertised for a device which would 
serve this p and it seems that Mr. Fletcher was the only man 
in the United States who at that time invented so simple a thing as 
the Government adopted. He presented his device, he submitted his 
specifications, they were examined by the Treasury Department, and 
the Department became satisfied that by the use of Mr. Fletcher's in- 
vention the Internal Revenue Department could be protected from all 
fraud by reason of the non-cancellation of stamps. The Government 
adopted his device, manufactured his stamps, and used them until 
1872. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Will the gentleman state whether this 
claimant at any time while the Government was using this device asked 
for pay, and, if so, why did he not get it at the time?, 

r. PAYNE. I can not say whether he asked for pay or not at the 
time the device was being used. He had this interference suit in the 
Patent Office, Mr. Clark and himself both claiming the patent; and it 
was not decided until some time later. In 1871 or 1872 he did com- 
mence action before the Court of Claims, which was finally decided in 
1876. It appears from Mr. McCulloch’s statement that the Govern- 
ment never paid a cent for the invention, although it used it a number 
of years. 

Now, somebody ought to be paid for the use of this invention, it 
may be these claimants, it may be Mr. Fletcher or his heirs, if he is 
not yet alive. Some one ought to be paid. What are you going to do 
about it? Sit still and cheat him because you are the stronger party, 


because he must come to you and can only get his pay if yon are will- - 


ing? Isthat the measure of the honesty of Representatives of the Amer- 
ican people? Is that the measure of justice that is to be meted out to 
claimants who come here and ask to have their c!aims adjudicated ? 
What great thing isit that this man or these men ask? Simply an 
opportunity to submit to a court their evidence, the evidence of the 
assignment, the evidence of the patent, the evidence of the use of this 
device, not how much the Government has saved by the invention, 
as the gentleman from IIlinois says. Of course no court, much less any 
House of Representatives, would give these gentlemen what the Gov- 
ernment saved by this invention in the prevention of fraud. Theques- 
tion to be considered in reference to compensation is, what was this 
device reasonably worth? 

It is proposed to refer these various questions to the Courtof Claims, 
not that tue court may adjudicate and find judgment against the 
United States, although, in my opinion, if the court should find any- 
thing due, judgment ought to be entered against the United States and 
these parties ought to get their pay; they ought tobe put on a par with 
ordinary suitors. But the bill does not provide for any such thing. It 
provides that the court shall report the facts to Congress and that Con- 

shall pay or not pay, according to its own sweet will.“ 


Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Did theSecretary of the Treasury rec-_ 


ognize the right of Mr. Fletcher as a patentee when it used this inven- 
tion? 

Mr. PAYNE. The only information I have on that point is con- 
tained in this letter from Mr. McCulloch, who was then Secretary of 
the Treasury, 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I understand the law to be that if 
the Secretary of the Treasury recognized the right of Fletcher asa 

tentee and then used the invention, Fletcher can sue in the Court of 

laims upon the implied promise to pay the amount that he would be 
entitled to; but if the Secretary of the Treasury did not recognize the 
inventor's right, used the invention in defiance of his right, then the 
Government is a trespasser, and suit can not be brought against it for 
a tort; hence an act of Congress providing for compensation would be 
necessary. I ask, therefore, whether the Secretary of the Treasury 
recognized Fletcher’s right as patentee. 

Mr. PAYNE. I should say, in answer to the gentleman from Texas, 
that the Secretary did not; and I wish to recall to the House the evi- 
dence. In the first place, on the 24th of December, 1867, the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, Mr, Rollins, advertised for a device of this 
character, and in response to that advertisement Mr. Fletcher pro- 
duced the device in question. > 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Now, just a statement at this point, 
I understand the fact to be that he did recognize Mr. Fletcher’s right, 
but that the latter did not bring the suit within the six years, and this 
proceeding is to avoid the statute of limitations ? 

Mr. PAYNE. That is hardly correct. They advertised and in pur- 
suance of that advertisement the claimant produced these plans and 
specifications and submitted them to the Secretary of the Treasury. 
The evidence di the fact that they adopted his plans and used 
the stamps during several years. During that time, however, he was 
struggling with a man named Clark, an employé of the Treasury De- 
5 who had also obtained or tried to obtain a patent ſor the same 
d 


evice. 
The result of the litigation between these parties was that the court 
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of final resort decided that Fletcher was entitled to the patent. Dur- 
ing all this time the Treasury Department had been using the device 
in question in defiance of his rights, and e without knowing 
whether he or Clark was entitled to the patent. The Department con- 
tinued to use the device up to 1872, at which time he commenced the 
action in the Court of Claims, which court dismissed the suit on the 
ground that Clark was also a claimant for the patent, although the 
court of last resort had decided that Clark was not the owner of the 

tent, but it was one of the grounds on which the Court of Claims 
fest its decision and dismissed the suit. Mr. Clark had also a suit 
pending before the Court of Claims for the same thing at the same time, 
and they dismissed Clark’s suit also on the ground that the court of 
final resort had decided that Fletcher was entitled to the patent and 
Clark was not. So they threw both of them out of court. In the mean 
time the statute of limitations had run, and Fletcher could get no re- 
dress anywhere. 

Now, I understand also that the claimant, instead of having paid 
nothing for the claim, by affidavits on file before the Committee on 
Claims shows that he did pay large amounts. There are someassign- 
ments on file in the Patent Office also. These matters are all referred 
to the Court of Claims for them to find the facts and report to N 
Now, Mr. Speaker, if Congress is ever going to pay an honest debt, if 
we are ever going to inaugurate that system, is it not the wisest way 
to n it here by a reference of the question to your own court, es- 
tablished by your own laws, in order to find the facts and report them 
to Congress? And Congress, still reserving the right to do justice or 
not to do justice as between the parties, is placed in exactly the same 
position as it is now with regard to its failure to meet the obligation 
or to meet it, as the case may be. This does not get rid of the statute 
of limitations, for that statute is running against the claim now. 

This does notsweep away any question that the United States might 
raise against the claim. It simply allows the party to go into a tri- 
bunal of our own creation and present the evidence on which he bases his 
claim. They can sit there and determine the rights of the party, with 
the Government on the other hand to cross-examine all the witnesses; 
and then, if in the judgment of the court the facts shown indicate 
that the claim has any basis, they can simply refer the facts to Con- 
gress and let it pass upon the merits. Thatisall. If the claimantes- 
tablishes the fact that the stamp was used by the Government; that 
the Government did not pay for it; that it was worth something to the 
Government, and that these gentlemen are the owners of the claim, 
then a question is presented for Congress as to what compensation, if 
any, he should receive. 

The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] has su 
that he desired to offeran amendment to the bill, butit does not make 
any difference in the bill. It does not change it one whit. The bill 
does not bind anybody; it does not allow the Court of Claims to ad- 
judicate an ing, and I do not think I ought to further delay the 
passage of bill by conceding such an amendment. 7 

Now, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] is very anxious 
to do business and get rid of these private claims, and I do not want 
to occupy the attention of the House any longer, the House being de- 
sirous of considering the appropriation bill and other important bills 
before Congress, I move the previous question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to lay this bill upon the table. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is that in order pending the demand for the previous 
question ? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Whether the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey is pending? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The previous question is pending. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been demanded; but 
the motion before the House now is the motion to lay on the table. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 55, 
noes 17. 

So the motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire whether busi- 
ness on the Speaker’s table has been disposed of? 

The SPEAKER. It has been. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to rise to a question of order in re- 
lation to the unfinished business, and call the attention of the Chair 
to Rule XXIV—— 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will desist for a moment the 
Chair desires, with conseat of the House, to lay certain personal re- 
quests of members before the House. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Certainly. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. REED, of Iowa, for two days, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. DINGLEY, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. HOPKINS, for two weeks, on account of important business. 
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To Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. for two weeks. 
To Mr. MOREY, for one week, on account of important business. 
To Mr. CALDWELL, for one week, on account of important business, 
To Mr. CONGER, for five days, on account of important business. 
= —8 Banes, for one wo- 

o Mr. VENABLE, for two days. 
To Mr. McCorp, for two weeks. 
To Mr. RocERs, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


‘Mr. BINGHAM. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consid- 
eration of the general Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the Post-Office appropriation 


bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. -I havea report here which will not provoke 
any debate, which I would like to have considered. It will only take 
a few moments. 

Mr. STRUBLE. L raise the point of order 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I call attention to Rule XXIV, which prescribes 
the order of business of the House 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs to inform the gentleman that un- 
der the rules of the House the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] su es that. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would be glad to have that rule cited, because I 
have an ion upon that subject. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cite it. 

Mr. STRUBLE. If I am ont of order, I want to get into order as 
soon as possible. 

The SPEAKER. It is the ninth clause of Rule XVI: 

Atany time after the reading of the Journal it shall be in order, by the di- 
rection of the appropriate committees,to move that the House resolve itsel~ 


into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purf 
pose of co! g bills raising revenue or general appropriation bills. 


Mr. STRUBLE. Does that take precedence over any other question 
of order that may be raised under Rule XXI of the House, prescrib- 
ing the order of business? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, it takes precedence of the business itself, and 
therefore very largely acai of the order. 

Mr. STRUBLE. esire at an early date after the business of the 
Speaker’s table has been disposed of to be recognized for the purpose 
of a raising question of order with reference to unfinished business. 

The SP ER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BIxd- 
HAM] has the floor. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Regular order. 

The motion of Mr. BINGHAM was agreed to; and accordingly the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, with Mr. PAyson in the chair, for the purpose of 
considering the bill (H. R. 985§) making appropriations for the service 
of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the first formal reading of the bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I reserve all points of order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. All points of order have been reserved. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? [A 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. I have pleasure in stating to the 
committee that the appropriation bill under consideration embodies no 
legislation other than the e authorized by statute. There 
are several amendments which by direction of the Committee on Post- 
Office and Post-Roads I have been requested to ask unanimous consent 
for consideration and adoption. 

The bill comes from the Committee on Post-Office and Post-Roads 
with its unanimous indorsement. The extent of the service which it 
covers embraces sixty thousand post-offices and one hundred and fifty 
thousand subordinate force. The committee in making the appropria- 
tion have exercised care and diligence in an investigation of the es- 
timates submitted by the Department, and feel thatin their conclusions 
and judgment there has been a {ull and fair recognition of the growth 
of the service as well as a watchful care of the moneys that will be taken 
from the Treasury in order to meet the deficiency at the close of the 
next year. 

The estimates ask for $72,434,000. The committee recommended in 
their bill $71,976,000, which is $458,000 less than the estimates, and 
$5,371,000 more than the amount appropriated for the current fiscal 
year. The estimated revenues for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, 
from the postal service will be $65,414,000, making, upon the estimates, 
a deficiency of $6,562,000, which are to be paid out of the Treasury of 
the Government. 

I have no desire in opening this debate to enter upon any general 
discussion as to the details of the bill, but desire to emphasize this to 
the committee, that in the accounts wherein this exhibit of deficiency 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5913 


will appear there is no estimate made of the free mail matter which is 
transmitted by the Government to the people and by the officials of 
the Government to the heads of Departments. In 1873 the franking 
privilege was wiped from the statute-books, and in the appropriation 
for that year to meet the expenses of the transportation of the Govern- 
ment mails—that is, such as would go through the mails free there 
was appropriated $1,759,000. Afterward followed on the part of Con- 
gress the enactment of the penalty envelope system as well as the pay- 
ment by Government stamps. These have all been annulled by later 
legislation, and to-day the free service of the Government is covered 
by the penalty envelope from Department to subordinate and from 
subordinate to Department, in addition to the public documents trans- 
mitted upon the signature of a member of Congress or the declaration 
of a ‘public document“ stamped with official authority.” 

It has been estimated by the Department that the postal service ot 
the Government is carrying for all the Departments of the Government 
mail at an expense of between five and six millions of dollars annually, 
so that upon the face of the general exhibit, if there was any way by 
which the Department in rendering its statements to Congress could 
show the amount of mail transported free, the exhibit would show that 
the Post-Office Department is paying expenses and is in no wise a tax 
uponthepeople. Theaccounts should be so rendered that the debitand 
credit sides might clearly appear. There is another item, however, in 
connection with the revenues which upon its face exhibits a defi- 
ciency that the Committee on Post-Office and Post-Roads have had 
under consideration; and they have upon the Calendar of the House 
to-day a bill which they trust and hope will be passed by Congres, in 
order that what is called an infringement of the law concerning sec- 
ond-class mail matter may be corrected. 

Second-class mail matter is transmitted through the mails at 1 cent 
a pound, and includes all newspapers and periodicals issued from pub- 
lication offices at stated intervals or transmitted through the mails be- 
tween news agents and news agents. The best information the Depart- 
ment can receive is that this mail matter now carried as second class 
at the rate of a cent a pound costs the Department between 7 and 8 
cents a pound, And under a decision of the Attorney-General there 
has been an inroad upon this second-class mail matter, so that to-day 
any book published that ought to go through the mails at 8 cents a 

mnd is, by virtue of the decision of the Attorney-General, simply 

use placed in a paper cover and indicated by the publishing house 
as a serial, that is, as a publication issued at fixed periods, transmitted 
through the mails at a cent a pound. 

The Bible and the school books of the country and the fixed text- 
books recognized in every school department of every State must pay 8 
cents a pound, and every other class or character of literature, whether 
it be of a high or a low standard, through the mails at 1 cent a 
pound. It is the best judgment of the Department that outside of what 
was intended as the original purpose of the law in carrying the news- 
papers and periodicals which are going through the mails there is an 
annual loss of $2,000,000 by the Government on publications that now 

through at 1 cent a pound which should go through at the rate of 
k postage, at 8 cents a pound. 

I have merely adverted to this to make clear to the House that an 
exhibit of the post-office business to-day, where we present to you a 
bill covering almost $7,000,000 deficiency—that there should be an ad- 
justment whereby a debit and credit should be made of the charge as 
to the transportation of Government matter through the mails, as well 
as an adjustment of the second-class mail matter. Such an exhibit 
would give a profit to the Government, and if a profit should advert to 
the Government upon all classes of matter that go through the mails 
there should be such an equitable, fair adjustment that every class of 
matter should at least pay for its own transportation. 

If no other gentleman desires to occupy the floor, I will ask that the 
bill be now read by paragraphs for amendment, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Would the gentleman care to intimate 
at present the character of the amendments of which he spoke ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. They are not important amendments, and I will 
give them to the gentleman with pleasure. After line 2, on page 1 of 
the bill, it is proposed to insert a provision— 

That $5,000 of this sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, may be ex- 
pended by the Postmaster-General in the employment of expert accountants, 
who shall be selected by him without examination in accordance with the laws 
and rules ap licable to the Civil Service Commission, to prepare and submit a 
plan for uniform and more compet system of keeping accounts in post-offices 
of the second, and third classes, so as to insure greater accuracy therein, 
and to facilitate the settlements thereof. 

I will, when we come to the consideration of that paragraph, read a 
letter of the Postmaster-General to the committee in support of such 
a provision. 

r. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would not have asked the question 
if I had known that the gentleman intended only to offer them when 
the bill was under consideration by paragraph. 

Mr. BINGHAM. They will be offered at the time the paragraphs 


are read. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
if the bill proposes to make the change to which he alluded—to increase 
the postage on books. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no. I would state that we have a bill upon 
the Calendar for that purpose. 

Mr. PETERS. I did not understand the gentleman, 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will now be read by paragraphs for 
amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would suggest to the gentleman from P l- 
vania, the chairman of the committee, that he had better move that 
by unanimous consent general debate be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate will be closed unless some gen- 
tleman takes the floor. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have seen where unanimous request was not given 
that general debate should be closed, after we had gone on with the 
consideration we had gotten into an hour’s debate; and therefore I 
made the suggestion that unanimous consent be obtained that general 
debate should be considered closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hold that as no gentleman has 
sought the floor general debate is closed by unanimous consent. The 
Clerk will read the bill by paragraphs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 


For mail depredations, and post-office in: rs, and fees to United States 
marshals, attorneys, and the necessary incidental expenses connected there- 
with, $250,000, 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask unanimons consent to offer this amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the clause 8 for the appropriation for mail depredations and 
8 a rs, the following: 

n Prov 
may be expended by the Postmaster-General in the employment of expert ac- 
countants, who shall be selected by him without examination in accordance 
with the laws and rules applicable to the Civil Service Commission, to prepare 
and submit a plan for the uniform and more complete system of keeping ac- 
counts in Moes of the first, second, and third so as to insure greater 
accuracy therein, and to facilitate the settlement thereof.“ 


Mr. BINGHAM. I will read a letter from the Postmaster-General 
as to the necessity for this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that he has the right to 
unless some question of order is made it is before the committee for 
consideration. $ 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order against the amend- 
ment, but would like to hear the gentleman from Pennsylvania on the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. What point of order does the gentleman make? 

Mr. KERR, of lowa, I make the point of order that it is new legis- 
lation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I said I asked unanimous consent for its consid- 
eration. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa withdraw his 
point of order? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I desire to hear the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, and I may withdraw my point of order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Postmaster-General in a communication to 
the committee makes this statement: 


Marca 20, 1890. 
Sir: There is an unfortunate lack of uniformity in the 8 in the 
Presidential ftices, and for that reason the tors of the Department 


are delayed in their work by the variety of systems adopted by masters. It 
would expedite the settlement of the accounts of such postmasters, and insure 
greater accuracy therein if the system of book-keeping was uniform. Hence, 
I would like authority to select and employ for a short time a few expert ac- 
countants, acquainted with the various systems of book-keeping of corpora- 
tions, banking houses, and public offices in this and other countries, to peas 
and submit a plan for a uniform and more complete system of keeping 
accounts, There is now no authority for their employment, nor any appropria- 
tion out of which they could be paid. 

To appoint them as post-office inspectors and detail them to this temporary 
work would involve the necessity of having them examinations under the 
civil-service law and rules, and would probably rule out the use of professional 
accountants whose services would be desirable, because they would not submit 
to such examinations, 

I therefore respectfully request that in the act making appropriations for 
the postal service for the ensuing fiscal year a proviso (of which I inclose a 
copy) be added to the paragraph relating to mail depredations, ete., and that 
the appropriation be increased in the sum of $5,000 to cover the expense of the 
proposed employment, 

Very respectfully, 
JNO. WANAMAKER, 
Postmaster- 


Hon. Henry H. BINGHAM, 
Chairman Committee on Post-Ofices and Post- Roads. 
House of Representatives. 
I will state to the gentleman that we do not increase the amount rec- 
ommended, 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa, I withdraw the point of order. 
The amendment was agreed to, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For rent, light, and fuel for first and second class post-offices, including rent 
of city post-oftice at Washington, D. C., and of that sum not 3 may 
be paid for rent of a branch post-office on Capitol Hill, in the city of Washing- 
ton, D. C., $665,000, 

Mr. BINGHAM, I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the amendment which I send to the desk. 


‘hat $5,000 of this sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 


ropose this amendment, and 


* 


ws 


‘a sum in excess of $400, nor more than $60 for fuel and lights 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add fo the clause concerning rent, light, and fuel the Slowing t 

“ That out of the general appropriation for rent, light, and fuel for 
first and second class ffices the Postmaster-General may hereafter pay the 
rent for the branch offices and substations of the post-office in Washington, D.C. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I will state that there is a limita- 
tion upon the right of the head of the ent to contract for the 
use of any building in the District of Columbia. It will be found in 
19 Statutes at Large, ang it provides to the effect that 

reafte: U be made for nt of any buil r pert of 
5 to b 8 ite 9 che . istrict 
of Columbia until an appropriation therefor shall have been made in terms by 
Congress; and this clause shall be regarded as notice to all contractors or lessors 
of any such building or any part of a building. 

In the law making appropriations for the postal service for the cur- 
rent fiscal year there was special authority given to the Postmaster- 
General to lease premises on Capitol Hill, in this city, at a rental not 
to exceed $900. By virtue of that authority premises were rented 
and the party erected a building for the purpose, and to pay the rent 
a special appropriation is necessary. The Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads recognize that, so far as this one building is concerned, 
it comes under the general statute; but in view of the growth of the 
postal service in this city, it was deemed advisable by the committee 
that the law in relation to the establishment of substations in other 
free-delivery cities should be allowed to run in the District of Colum- 
bia, as the payment of the rental of substations comes from the item under 
consideration for light, rent, and fuel. Therentofbranch post-offices 
or stations in the District of Columbia, when not a Government build- 
ing, comes from this item of appropriation, and as now it is proposed 
to establish three additional stations within the District of Columbia, 
it was deemed wise legislation to let the post-office here, with refer- 
ence to the rental of substations, occupy the same position as other 
post-offices of like class where the carrier service runs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

h 5 $ 
B kihen be e 
n any one year, 

Mr. BINGHAM. On line 14, the item 5574, 500 should read 
“$571,000.” There was an error made in the printing. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the correction be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman with regard to this proviso in lines 15 to 18, may there not be 
third-class post- offices where a higher rent than $400 would be neces- 
sary and proper? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will say to the gentleman that this is the same 
proviso that is included in the present post-office appropriation law and 
the same proviso that has been in existence ever since we have given 
rent, fuel, and light to third-class post- offices. 

We have no official communication from the Postmaster-General ask- 
ing for any increase in the item, and therefore we assumed, as the pro- 
viso had worked for several years satisfactorily, that there was no good 
reason for a change, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For mail locks and keys, $35,000. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I am directed by the committee 
to offer an amendment to that item so that the appropriation will read 
„850,000“ in lien of $35,000.” 

The amendment was apres to. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania permit a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 
Mr. BAKER. I notice that the recommendation of the Post-Office 
rtment as to the amount to be appropriated for the pay of clerks 
is $7,590,000, while the amount recommended by the committee is 
$7,200,000. I wish to ask the gentleman why the less amount is to be 
appropriated if the needs of the service demands the larger amount? 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘The committee exercised in the consideration of 
that paragraph in the recommendations of the Department the same 
care they exercised with reference to all the other items submitted in 
the Book of Estimates. The committee gave an increase of $650,000 
over the appropriation for the present fiscal year, and they were of the 
opinion that a carefal and wise expenditure of that amount of money 
would meet all the demands and all the exactions of the Department. 
This is the largest increase that has ever been given by Congress upon 
this item, and while the committee recognized that the classification 
bill passed by the last Congress was working admirably when they 
gave an increase of $650,000, an increase of 10 per cent., while the es- 
timate of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General is that the average 
increase of the service will be only 8 per cent., the committee were ot 
the opinion that this item might be judiciously cut down to $7,200, - 
000, the amount recommended in the bill. 

Mr. BAKER. As I understand the matter, the Postmaster-General 
recommends $7,590,000. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I make the point that the gentle- 
man is out of order, as the paragraph has been passed. 


Mr. BINGHAM. The paragraph has been passed, but I am per- 
y willing to give the gentleman the information even at this Tate 
our, 

Mr. BAKER. Very true; but I wanted to know why this unneces- 
sary decrease had been made in the amount recommended by the De- 
partment. 5 

Mr. BINGHAM. That point might apply to any paragraph in the 
bill where the committee exercised its legislative ju eae against the 
judgment of the Executive Department, and that is the purpose of the 
existence of 1 committee. 

Mr. BAKER. But I think the Executive Department is better capa- 
ble of passing upon the requirements of the service. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Then Con might as well take the recom- 
i of evexy Executive Department; which in no case does it 
ever 


0. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. PAYSON reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
9856) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for the fiseal year panies fore 30, 1891, had directed him to re- 
port the same back with amendments, and with a recommendation that 
the bill be passed as amended. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole were 
read, and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paesed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Seeretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the House to the bill (S. 977) for the erection of a public building at 
New London, Conn. 

The me also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 3083) for the relief of Humbert Brothers. 

The m farther announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 


quested: 

A bill (S. 3982) granting to the Chicago, Kansas and Nebraska Rail- 
way Company power to sell and convey to the Chicago, Rock Island 
and Pacific Railway Company all the railway, property, rights, and 
franchises of the Chicago, Kansas and Nebraska Railway Company in 
the Territory of Oklahoma and in the Indian Territory; and 

A bill (S. 3414) granting a pension to James Melvin. 

SETTLERS ON RAILROAD LANDS. 

Mr. HALL, as a privileged report, reported back from the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
8951) to amend an act entitled An act for the relief of settlers on 
railroad lands,’’ approved June 22, 1874. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 
bill. 

Mr. HALL. It simply allows the railroad company to relinquish 
land where the settler has resided upon it for five years. Under the 
present law if there is a filing of record the relinquishment can take 
place. This bill allows the relinquishment where the settler has 
resided on the land for five years. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Does this in any way affect the ques- 
tion of patent as between the Government and the railroad company? 

Mr. HALL. Notat all. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Does the bill come from the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands? 

Mr. HALL. Yes, sir; it is a unanimous report. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pesed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

RAILWAY THROUGH FORT CLARK MILITARY RESERVATION, TEXAS, 


Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill which I send to the desk. 


I wonld like to have some explanation of this 


The bill (H. R. 8950) to authorize the Haines's Brackett, Fort Clark 
and Rio Grande Railroad Company to constract and operate a railway 
through the Fort Clark military reservation, in Texas, and for other 
purposes, was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Haines’s Brackett, Fort Clark and Rio Grande 
Railroad Company, a corporation created under and by virtue of the laws of 
the State of T be, and the same is hereby, empowered to survey, locate, 
construct, and ntain a railway, telegraph, and telephone line through that 

rtion of the Fort Clark military reservation, in the county of Kinney,in the 

te of T upon such a line as shall be determined and approved by the 
Secretary of War. 

Sec. Z. That said corporation is authorized to take and use for all purposes of 
a railway, telegraph, and telephone line, and for no other purpose, s right of 
way 100 feet in width through said Fort Clark military reservation for line of 
the Haines’s Brackett, Fort Clark and Rio Grande Railroad Company, with the 
right to use such additional ground where heavy cuts or filis may be necessary 
for the construction and maintenance of the road-bed, not e) ing 100 feet in 
width on each side of said right of way, or as much thereof as may be included 
in said cut or fill: Provided, That no part of the lands herein authorized to be 
taken shall be leased or sold by the company, and they shall not be used, ex- 
cept in such manner and for such purposes only as shall be necessary for the 
construction and convenient operation of said , telegraph, and tele- 
phone lines; and when any portion thereof shall cease to be so used, sach por- 
tion shall revert to the United States, from which the same shall have been 
taken: Provided further, That unless the construction of said railroad across 
said reservation be entered upon in good faith within three years move heaped Pe 
sage of this act, this grant shall cease and determine upon the declaration of the 
Secretary of War to that effect. 


nere boing no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bi 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
strike out three, in the last proviso of section 2, and insert the word 
two,“ so as to read two years after the passage of this act, was 
read and to. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. What distance does this road go 
through this reservation ? 

Mr. SAYERS. It does not take probably more than an acre. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SAYERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. LIND. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 504) for the relief of settlers on the public lands. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That in all actions brought by any land-grant company, or 
by any person claiming title under or through such company, against any act- 
ual settler occupying not to exceed 160 acres of land which he in faith 
entered upon, intending to claim the same under any of the public-land laws 
of the United States, such settler may raise and interpose as a defense in such 
action any mistake, error, or mistaken construction of an act of Congress by 
the Interior or Executive Department, or any officer thereof, which may have 
resulted in an erroneous certification or nt of such land to such land-grant 
company or to a State for its benefit; and such settler may also raise and inter- 
pose as a defense in such action any question which the United States might b; 

ts Attorney-General raise by a bill in equity to set aside such patent or certifi- 
cate, and such defense shall be given the same effect as if the question so pre- 
sented had been so raised by the Attorney-General in such suit. 


The amendment reported by the Committee on the Public Lands was 
read, as follows: 

After the word “settler,” in line 5, insert the words ‘qualified to make an 
entry of lands under the publie- land laws of the United States.“ 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration of 
the bi 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LIND moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


IRRIGATION. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask unanimous consent that a joint memo- 
rial of the Legislatureof North Dakota on the subject of irrigation, and 
two petitions from citizens of that State on the samc subject, be printed 
in the RECORD, without the names. 

There was no objection; and the following were ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, and referred to the Select Committee on Irrigation of 
Arid Lands in the United States: 


Joint memorial to the Congress of the United States in the interest of forestry, 
irrigation, water supply, and other matters favorable to the more practical 
development and benefit of agriculture and the welfare of the people. 


Be it resolved by the house of representatives (ihe senate concur: ), That our 
Senators and Representative of Congress be requested to use their endeay- 
ors to secure the enactment of laws for the following purposes : 

That large appropriations of money may be made by Congress, to be expended 
by such hands or ways as may be deemed best, for the survey for and the sink- 
ing of artesian wells, and for building aeon canals or ditches, storage” 
works of all kinds, and canal-rivers in North Dakota and the arid regions of 
3 and for irrigating the lands with waters thus and in other ways 


ved, 
That a national forestry commission be created, to consist of persons possess- 
ing ample experience and culture, who shall have the care and of 
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all tree and forest lands belonging to the nation, and shall also have the super- 
intendence of all lands whereon the National Government may require trees 
to be raised by the settlers thereof, and alone as national officers, or co-work- - 
ing with the State, Territorial, county,and township tree and forest cultivators, 
shall give such thorough, practical, and scientific instruction and aid as will 
most surely result in raising trees in the arid regions of the country. 

That a national forestry, meteorological, water supply,and scientific depart- 
ment be created, to be under the ju iction of one commissioner, whose assist- 
ants, all subject to his authority, shall be composed of nine com tand intel- 
gont personi, five of whom shall be chemists and scientists of the highest de- 
gree of scholarship, originality, and ability, whose duties, as far as ble 
within the bounds of natural laws and human attainments, shall be as follows: 

To investigate and make plain all the causes and conditions involved in the 
production or formation of rainfalls and precipitation or moisture in any form, 
and how to generate and control the same by or through artificial, scientific, 
or natural methods; 10 pains out the causes and how to most surely prevent or 
avoid droughts, frost, hail, and all injurious atmospheric disturbances ; to teach 
the best methods for augmenting surface water, and how, by means of canals 
or other ways, to conduct or bring water from la bodies and store and 
utilize the same for ir: tion and the many needs of the people; to have the 
care and jurisdiction of and give all necessary information upon the whole 
national system of artesian is and all irri; on movements; to take charge 
of the present Government Signal-Service work, and increase its usefulness; 
to have authority over and control of the national forestry commission; to 
have the full and complete jurisdiction and superintendence of the entire na- 
tional work of meteorology and water supply in way of rain and all other 
forms from the atmosphere and the ea together with all devices, ma- 
chinery, and systems of whatever nature and however operated, making one 
complete national water supply and scientific system for the benefit of — 
culture and all the varied forms of vegetation, and the necessities, prospe: tye 
and happiness of mankind; that said department shall be continued until it 
shall be merged into the national forestry, meteorological, water supply, and 
scientific university and its chain of scientific schools, the colleges and acade- 
mies of which shall be built in model cities of the States and Territories, and 
that a committee be a inted, which at the next session of Congress shall re- 
port upon the and designs and point out the necessity and utility of such 
a line of schools, the whole system of which shall constitute a distinct national 
department having a cabinet secretary thereof. 

That Congress make an appropriation of all lands mt to the National 
Government in section 6 of all surveyed or to be surveyed Congressional town- 
ships in the Union, for the building and maintenance of said institutions. 

And that Congress offer large rewards and medals of honor” for the best, 
ch most desirable, and the most scientific systems for producing by arti- 
ficial, scientific, or natural ways a full and needful supply of rainfalls in their 
seasons, abundant precipitations of dew upon the land and vegetation, and 
necessary snowfalls in winter or other all when and where most 
needed; and for preventing droughts, frost, hail, blizzards, tornadoes, cyclones, 
and all manner of dangerous at herie changes; and for artesian wells, ir- 
rigation Senet, water basins, aqueduets, water storage, canal-rivers, and irri- 
gation wor! 


A PETITION, 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America: 

We, the undersigned, residents of North Dakota, do respectfully pray thatthe 
Congress of the United States may enact laws for following purposes: 

That large appropriations of money may be made by Congress, to be ex- 
pended by such ds or ways as may be ed best, for the geological sur- 
vey for and the sinking of artesian wells,and for building irrigation canals or 
ditches, storage works of all kinds and canal-rivers in North Dakota and the 
arid regions of this country, and for irrigating the lands with water thus and in 
other ways derived, 

That a national forestry commission be created, to consist of persons possess- 
ing ample experience and culture, who shall have the care and management 
of all tree and forest lands belonging to the nation. and shall also have the 
superintendence of all lands whereon the National Government may require 
trees to be raised by the settlers thereof; and alone, as national officers, or co- 
working with the State, Territorial, county, and township tree and forest cul- 
tivators, shall give such thorough, p. 1, and scientific instruction and aid 
as will most surely result in raising trees in the arid Us pen of the country. 

That a national forestry, meteorological, water-supply, and scientific depart- 
ment be created, to be under the jurisdiction of one commissioner, whose as- 
sistants, all subject to his authority, shall be composed of nine competent and 
intelligent persons, five of whom ll be chemists and scientists of the highest 
degree of scholarship, originality, and ability, whose duties, as far as ble 
within the bounds of natural law and human attainments, shall be as follows: 

To investigate and make plain all the causes and conditions involved in 
the production or formation of rainfall and precipitation of moisture in any 
form, and how to generate and control the same by or through artificial, scien- 
tific, or natural methods; to pone out the causes and how to most surely pre- 
vent or avoid droughts, hail, and all injurious atmospheric disturbances; to 
teach the best methods of augmenting surface water, and how, by means of 
canals or other ways, to conduct or bring waters from large bodies and store 
and utilize the same for irrigation and the many needs of the people; to have 
the care and j iction of and give all necessary information upon the whole 
national system of artesian wells and all irrigation movements; to take charge 
of the present Government civil-service work and increase its usefulness; to 
have authority over and control of the national forestry commission; to have 
the full and complete jurisdiction and superintendence of the entire national 
work of meterol and water supply in the way of rains or other forms, from 
the re and the earth, together with all devices, machinery, and sys- 
tems of w. nature and however oparoa, making one complete national 
water supply and scientific system for the benefit of agriculture and all the 
Menkes 3 of vegetation and the necessities, prosperity, and happiness of 
mankind, 

That said department shall be continued until it shall be mer into the 
national forestry, meteorological, water-supply, and scientific university an 
its chain of scientific schools, the colleges and academies of which shall be 
built in model cities of the States and Territories, And that a committee be 
appointed, which, at the next session of Congress, shall zapori upon the plans 
and designs and point out the necessity and utility of such a line of schools, 
the whole system of which shall constitute a distinct national department, hav- 


ing a cabinet secretary thereof. 

That Congress make an appropriation of all lands belonging to the National 
Government in section 6 of all surveyed orto be surveyed Congressional town- 
ships in the Union, for the building and maintenance of said institutions. 

And that Con offer large rewards and “medals of honor” for the best, 
cheapest, most desirable, and most scientific system for producing, by artificial, 
scientific, or natural ways, a full and needful supply of rainfalls in their seasons, 
abundant precipitation of dew upon the land and vegetation, and necessary snow- 
falls in winter or other times, all when and where most needed, and for pre- 
venting drought, frost, hail, blizzards, cyclones, and all manner of dangerous 

Soebanges, ned foc artesian wells, irrigation canals, water basins, aque- 
ducts, water storage, canal-rivers, and irrigation works, 
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A PETITION, 
To the honorable the House of Representatives of the United States: 
The undersigned citizens of North Dakota beg to represent to the national 


Congress: 

That we are a people numbering 250,000, the greater part of whom are en- 
gaged in culture and all dependent upon its prosperity; that here we have 
establis! our homes, ee communities, set up government. We have 
developed an educational system not excelled in the older States; we have 
built and equipped schools, colleges, churches. Our asylums and other benev- 
olent institutions would be a credit to any commonwealth. We claim to have 
established a civilization 1 — to that in any part of the Union. The great 
mass of our le selected their Jands at a period when the natural conditions 
were all we could desire, and we saw no reason to doubt their continuance, 
We entered with enthusiasm on our work, doingall that industry and untiring 
energy might to render productive these lands, merging in their development 
all our earthly re But we have experienced ep eee For 
several successive years we have suffered from unremitting deficiency of rain- 
fall 


We therefore fervently petition Congress to undertake the utmost it can for 
our relief. We urge that money may be appropriated in sufficient sums to de- 
velop for us irrigation from any and every available source. We ask that a 
complete examination be made by the Geological Survey to ascertain the possi- 
bilities of obtaining water for that purpose, in order that we may know what 
storage and distribution of water is practicable, and especially to what extent 
water may be obtained from artesian sources. We are as existing people num- 
bering many thousands. We have paid millions of money into the national 
Treasury, not for desert but for agricultural lands. We have contributed tothe 
national support in common with other citizens of the Union, and we crave our 
full share in any solicitude the Government may have or provision it ma: 
make for the wants, woll-being, and convenience of its people. And we will 
ever pray, etc, 


CUSTOMS-COLLECTION DISTRICT OF PUGET SOUND. 


Mr. WILSON, of Washington. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 3163) to reorganize and establish the 
customs-collection district of Puget Sound. 

The bill, with the amendment of the Committee on Commerce, was 


read. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. OATES, I object. 

Mr. BYNUM. I call for the regular order. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been called for. 

Mr. PAYNE. I havea bill which I believe is privileged, reported 
from the Committee on Ways and Means—a bill with reference to the 
importation of tea. 

be SPEAKER. On what Calendar? 

Mr. SPRINGER, What is the regular order? 

Several MEMBERS, A motion to adjourn. 

Mr. FRANK. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 10 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER-GENERAL TO PARIS EXPOSITION OF 1889, 


Letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting a copy of a letter 
from the commissioner-general of the United States to the exposition 
of the Republic of France of 1889, accompanied by his official report, 
and also supplemental reports and various appendices, forming volume 
1, together with a memorandum showing the contents of four other 
volumes which will soon be ready for transmission to Congress—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

PAY OF EMPLOYES OF THE BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a 
communication from the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing, increasing his estimate for compensation of certain employés of the 
bureau on account of overtime work and asking an additional appro- 
priation therefor—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

SURVEY OF PUBLIC LANDS IN MONTANA. 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior, of the 7th instant, 
submitting an increase in the estimate of appropriation for surveying 
the public lands for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, in the sum of 
$60,000, to be applied to surveys of public lands in Montana—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the 8 er’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 311) for the relief of the representatives of James and Will- 
iam Crooks, of Canada—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 336) for the relief of Maj. Daniel N. Bash, paymaster, 
United States Army—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 407) for the relief of the Catholic Church at Macon City, 
Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 830) for the relief of the legal representatives of Maj. Will- 
iam Kendall—to the Committee on War Claims, 


A bill (S. 1367) for the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of 
James C. Booth, deceased, late melter and refiner of the mint of the 
United States at Philadelphia—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (8. sh Bad rovide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Fargo, in the State of North Dakota— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

A bill (S. 1824) to provide for the compulsory education of Indian 
children—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2821) to provide for an additional associate justice of the 
sopane court of the Territory of Arizona—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 
A bill (S. 3325) for the relief of Margaret F. Smith—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3513) for the relief of Moses Pendergrass, of Missouri—to 
the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 3556) granting the right of way to the Hutchinson and 
Southern Railroad Company to construct and operate a railroad, tele- 
graph, and telephone line from the city of Anthony, in the State of 
Kansas, through the Indian Territory, to some point in the county of 
Grayson, in the State of Texas—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3795) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Columbia River by the Oregon Railway Extensions Company—to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

And bills of the following titles were referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions; 

A bill (S. 754) granting a pension to James Malin; 

A bill (8. G, granting a pension to Frederick H. Macke; 

A bill 8. 794) granting a pension to Margaret Myers; 

A bill (8. 961) granting an increase of pension to Richard W. Hub- 
bell; 

A bill (S. 1 — granting a pension to Betsy Johnson; 
A bill (S. 1059) granting an increase of pension to William W. Bliss; 

A bill (S. 1705) granting a pension to Ira Manley; 

A bill . 1706) granting a pension to John Morgan; 

A bill (S. 1712) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Gudgell; 

A bill (S. 1740) granting a pension to Mary J. Welch, an army nurse 
in the late war; : 

A bill (S. 2216) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna S. Taylor; 

A bill (8. 2238 ting a pension to Elizabeth Rumsey, army nurse; 

A bill (S. 2390) to increase the pension of Evelyn W. Miles; 

A bill (S. 2813) granting a pension to T. A. Morton; 

A bill (S. 2892) increasing the pension of Smith J. Shafer; 

A bill (S. 3194) granting a pension to Joseph H. Scoopmire; 

A bill (S. 3251) granting an increase of pension to Joseph C. Fosnot; 

A bill (S. 3538) granting a pension to John W. Bennett; 

A bill 68 3680) granting a pension to Peter Zimmerman; and 

A bill (S. 3756) for the relief of William Elmendorf, 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: ú 
By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: 


1, Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be, and hereby is, authorized and 
directed to inquire into, and report to the House as to the expediency and cost 
of printing and distributing a bound and also an unbound daily copy of the Cox- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD tothe trustee or other corresponding officer ofeach township 
or similar subdivision of the United States, which copies shall safely be kept by 
such officer at his place of business for the use and in: tion of the citizens of 
such subdivision and to be delivered by such officer to his successor and by the 
latter to beso kept for such use and transfer to his successor. 

2. Resolved That the Committee on Printing be further directed hereby 
to report to the House a bill to carry into effect the provisions of the first sec- 
tion of this resolution; 


to the Committee on Printing. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, rted favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 4168) for the re- 
lief of William Compton, accompanied by a report (No. 2389)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 9138) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Gushwa, accompanied by a report (No. 2390)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the following bills of the House; which were severally referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 8997) granting a pension to Charlotte B. Nutting. (Re- 
port No. 2391.) 

A bill (H. R.3952) for the relief of Henry A. King. (Report No. 2392.) 

Mr, LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 


with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 5079) for the relief of 


Eliza Pyle, accompanied by a report (No. 2393)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 


1890. 


Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 5860) for the relief of Andrew J. 


Blackstone, accompanied by a report (No, 2394)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. SWENEY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with 
amendment the following bills of the Senate; which were severally re- 
ferred to the House Calendar: 

A bill (S. 1849) to authorize the construction of a . the 
Missouri River between the city of Pierre, in Hughes County, and 
Stanley County, in the State of South Dakota. (epon No. 2395.) 

A bill (S. 3055) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River between the city of Chamberlain, in Butte County, and 
Lyman County, in the State of South Dakota. (Report No. 2396.) 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 9583) pensioning Belinda 
Jane Phillips, accompanied by a report (No, 2397)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported fa- 
vorably the following bills of the House, which were severally referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House: : 

A bill (H. R. 9030) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
of James M. Thompson. (Report No. 2398.) 

A bill (H. R. 2593) to correct the military record of Hosea Stone. 

(Report No. 2399.) 

Mr. CAREY also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 9628) donating 20 acres of land 
from Fort Sidney military reservation to the city of Sidney, Nebr., ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2400)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SIMONDS, from the Committee on Patents, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 10254) to amend Title LX, chapter 

_3, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to copyrights, 

reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 10881) to amend Title 
LX, chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating 
to copyrights; which was read twice, and, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2401), was referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 10759) granting to the Chicago, 
Kansas and Nebraska Railway Company power to sell and convey to 
the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacifice Railway Company all the rail- 
way, property, rights, and franchise of the Chicago, Kansas and Ne- 
braska Railway Company in the Territory of Oklahoma and in the 
ae Territory, accompanied by a report (No. 2402)—to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 10554) authorizing the construc- 
tion of alight-ship with fog-signal, to be located at Cornfield Point, Con- 
necticut, accompanied bya report (No. 2403)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 10859) to prevent the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors on exhibition and exposition grounds—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania (by request): A bill (H. R. 
10860) to rezulate the sale of tickets on street railroads in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 10861) to amend section 3066 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States in relation to the authority to 
issue warrants—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10862) to prevent counterfeiting or manufacture 
of dies, tools, or otherimplements used in counterfeiting, and providing 
penalties therefor—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10863) to repeal the 
internal-revenue tax on brandy distilled from fruits—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COLEMAN: A bill (H. R. 10864) to increase the endowment 
of the Louisiana State University and Agricultural College; also the 
endowment of Gilbert Academy, in the State of Louisiana to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference 
was e: 
A bill (H. R. 2386) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary Mo- 
Intosh— Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 
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By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 10865) granting a pension to Mary 
Swift—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRANK: A bill (H. R. 10866) to correct the military record 
of Michael Casey, of St. Louis, Mo.—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10867) granting a pension to Louis Heninger, of 
St. Louis, Mo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10868) granting a pension to George J. Kraus, of 
St. Louis, Mo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10869) to correct the military record of Henry 
Miller, of St. Louis, Mo.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10870) for the relief of A. P. Selby, clerk of the 
circuit court of the United States, eastern district of Missouri, at St. 
Louis—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10871) for the relief of Hugh L. White, of St. 
Louis, Mo,—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 10872) to muster as a veteran 
James H. Tullis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 10873) to increase the pension of 
Robert Hall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. R. 10874) to pension Mrs. Phœbe S. 
Curtis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 10875) granting a pension to 
James D. Nave—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 10876) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the record of James O’Neill—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 10877) for the relief of W. H. 
Phillips—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 10878) granting a pension to C. E. 
Prnitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 10879) granting a pension 
to John W. Salters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10880) granting a pension to Charles P. Judd—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLOUNT: Petition of A. F. White and 33 others, of Jasper 
County, Georgia, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Taylor Grange, Monroe County, Georgia, for free 
coinage of silver—io the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures. : 

Also, petition from Upson County, Georgia, asking passage of Sen- 
ate bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition from Twiggs County, Georgia, for passage of same 
measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition and papers to accompany House bill 
6780, to refund license fees to officers of steam vessels—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, 

By Mr. BULLOCK: Petition of citizens of Jacksonville, Fla., asking 
the passage of the bill to limit the hours of work of clerk employés in 
first and second class post-offices to eight hours a day—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. CLUNIE: Protest of the California Single Tax Society of San 
Francisco, against the extension of time being given for payment of the 
Central Pacific and Union Pacific debt and the reduction of interest 
thereon—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of 16 citizens of Dallas, Marion County, 
Iowa, in favor of appropriation for Galveston Harbor—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 3 

Also, memorial of Monthly Meeting of Friends, of Des Moines, Iowa, 
against proposed expenditures for Navy and coast defenses—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 912, of Mitchellville, Iowa, 
in favor of Senator STA NFORD’s bill for loans by the Government on real- 
estate security—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, memorial of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Min- 
burn, Iowa, for the regulation of the transportation of intoxicating 
liquors as interstate commerce—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of P. T. Benson and 37 others, of Des Moines, Iowa, 
for same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of A. G. Fitzgerald and 30 others, of same city, for 
same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Mrs, A. E. McMurray and 33 other ladies, of same 
city, for same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of a mass-meeting of the churches, Sunday schools, 
and citizens of Perry, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. ‘ i 

Also, petition of 17 members of Minburn (Iowa) Sunday school, for 
same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, memorial of Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Friend- 
ship, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on the Jud z 

Also, memorial of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Valley 
Grove, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 80 officers and members of Congregational Sunday 
school of Perry, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 15 officers and members of Methodist Episcopal Sun- 
day school of same city, for same measure—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of 81 voters of Indianola, 41 voters of Palmyra, 41 
voters of Liberty Center, and 43 voters of Milo, Warren County; 114 
voters of Knoxville, 25 voters of Swan, and 46 voters of Marysville, 
Marion County; 20 voters of Pitgor, 42 voters of Macksburgh, and 
35 voters of St. Charles, Madison County, Iowa, being 488 in all, for 
passage of same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COWLES: Petition of W. A. Howels and others, citizens of 
Gaston County, North Carolina, asking an appropriation of $6,200,000 
for improvement of Galveston Harbor, Texas—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of Daniel Rich and others, citizens of 
Second Congressional district of Kansas, asking passage of the Wilson 
intoxicating-liquor law—to the Select Committee on the Alcohol Liquor 
Trafic. 

Also, petition of V. Johnson and others, of Douglas County, Kansas, 
asking passage of Senate bill 2216—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, 


Also, petition of F. J. Carey, of Devon, Kans., for service-pension 
law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of R. A. Hampshire and others, teachers of the public 
schools of La Cygne, Kans., favoring the international copyright bill 
to the Committee on Patents, 

Also, resolutions of the students and faculty of the Ottawa (Kans.) 
University, asking for the passage of Senate bill to limit the effect of 
the regulations of commerce between the several States and the foreign 
countries in certain cases’’—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. GEST: Proof upon the bill for relief of W. H. Schriver—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of citizens of Minnesota, for international 
copyright bill—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, resolutions requesting publication of Rebellion Records—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Petition of William F. Andrews 
and 33 others, voters of Hardin County, Iowa, asking for the prompt 
passage of a bill making it unlawful to transport liquors from any State 
or Territory into any other State or Territory, contrary to the laws 
thereof—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of H. Ashbornand 11 others, voters of Delaware County, 
Iowa, for same purpose—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petitioncf 103 citizensof Greenwood County, Kan- 
sas, asking for the passage of laws perpetuating the national-banking 
system—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Melburn Post, No. 232, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, State of Kansas, asking Congress to donate to the State of Kansas 
the 1,200 acres of land near Fort Dodge for the benefit of State soldiers’ 
home at Fort Dodge—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. LEE: Papers in the case of Samuel H. Tasser—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

Also (by request), petition of certain citizens of Loudoun County, 
Virginia, for deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee 
on ktivers and Harbors. 

Also (by request), petition of certain citizens of Virginia for deep- 
ibid harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and 

rbors. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Petition of James E. Ward and 20 others, 
asking for first-class harbor on Gulf coast to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of R. H. Etheridge and 72 others, citizens 
of Clark and Pike Counties, Arkansas, asking for a law to protect 
— the original-package decision of the Supreme Court—to the 

mmittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of H. S. Slagle, William H. Baker, 
and others, citizens of Winchester, Va., for passage of laws for the per- 
petuation of the national-banking system under which the interest of 
depositors is protected by Government supervision—to the Committee 
on Banking and 8 

Also, petition of R. S. Vanhorn and 22 others, citizens of Rappahan- 
nock County, Virginia, for an appropriation for improvement of Gal- 
veston Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of G. W. Crabill and 11 others, citizens of Frederick 
shee irginia, for same measure—to the Committee on Rivers and 


rs. 

By Mr. PARRETT: Petition of N. M. Goodlett, mayor of the city 
of Evansville, Ind., and 28 others, in favor of limiting hours of labor 
of post-office clerks—to the Committee on Labor. 


Also, petition of E. J. Elliott and 5 others, of New Harmony, Ind., 
D favor of international copyright law—to the Committee on the Ju- 

Also, petition of J. W. Robinson and 12 others, citizens of Oakland 
City, Ind., in favor of same measure—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolution of the faculty and students of Ottawa 
(Kans. ) University, asking for legislation which will limit the effect 
of the regulations of commerce between the States—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petitionof 41 citizens of Pierre, Hughes County, 
South Dakota, asking passage of bill prohibiting transportation of in- 
toxicating liquors into prohibition States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. f 

Also, petition of 35 citizens of Beadle County, South Dakota, for 
same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 11 citizens of Parker, Turner County, South Da- 
kota, for same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 35 citizens of Wilmot, Roberts County, North Da- 
kota, for same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 54 citizens of Flandreau, Moody County, South Da- 
kota, for same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 67 other citizens of same city, for passage of same 
measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. pe 

Also, petition of teachers and pupils of Wesington Springs (S. Dak.) 
Seminary, asking passage of same measure—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 13 citizens of White, Brookings County, South Da- 
kota, for same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. ý 

Also, petition of 34 other citizens of same city, for passage of same 
measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 34 citizens of Ethan, Davison County, South Da- 
kota, for same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 13 citizens of Frederick, Brown County, South Da- 
kota, for same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 18 other citizens of same city, for same measure—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 20 citizens of Allison, Brown County, South Dakota, 
for same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 75 citizens of Pierre, Hughes County, South Da- 
kota, for same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 47 citizens of Woonsocket, Sanborn County, South 
Dakota, for same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 9 citizens of Wilmot, Roberts County, South Dakota, 
for same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 80 citizens of Edmonds County, South Dakota, for 
same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 42 others, citizens of same county, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 15 others, citizens of same county, for same purpose— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 10 citizens of Bristol, Day County, South Dakota, 
for same measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, petition of 11 citizens of Butler, of same county, for same 
measure—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of W. J. Asten and 35 others, cit- 
izens of Tennessee, members of Union No. 47, Farmers and Laborers, 
praying for certain legislation for relief of certain agriculturists of the 
country—to the Committee on Ways and Means. ` 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Petition of A. J. Hunter and others, citizens 
of Mecklenburg County, North Carolina, asking for an appropriation 
for Galveston Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition of George B. Perkins and 31 others (15 voters 
and 16 women), of Patapsco Neck, Baltimore County, Maryland, for 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting the 
manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all 
intoxicating liquors—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of the teachers in the public schools of 
South Bend and Mishawakee, Ind., in favor of the international copy- 
right bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of the teachers of Michigan City, Ind., in favor of an 
international copyright law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Resolutions of Monona County, Badger Lake, 
and Maple Landing Farmers’ Alliance, favoring and urging the passage 
of the Conger lard bill, H. R. 283—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Glencoe Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1629, Moville, 
Iowa, urging passage of the Butterworth bill, H. R. 5353—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Living Springs Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1656, of 
Danbury, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutionsof Washington Farmers“ Alliance, No. 1408, of Buena 
Vista County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure, 

Also, resolutions of the same alliance, for passage of the Conger lard 
bill, the same being H. R. 283—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petifion of J. F. Farmer and 20 others, citizens of Plymouth 
County, Iowa, urging passage of House bill 5978, being a bill prohibit- 
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ing shipment of liquors into States and Territories contrary to the laws 
thereof—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Thomas Gurney and 16 others, citizens of the Elev- 
enth Congressional district of Iowa, for same measure—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of G. M. Prendell and 2s others, citizens of Sac County, 
Iowa, for the same measure—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of L. M. Gray and 41 others, of same county, for same 
measure—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Edward McBride and 15 others, citizens of Clay 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Select Committee on the Al- 
coholie Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of D. L. Benedict and 48 others, citizens of Monona 
County, Iowa, for same measure—to the Select Committee on the Al- 
coholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of John R. Lemon and 72 others, citizens of Buena 
Vista County, Iowa, for same purpose—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of J. B. Trimble and 37 others, citizens of Ida County, 
Iowa, for same measure—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. STUMP: Petition of John E. Gallagher and others, of Cecil 
County, Maryland, for the passage of a law prohibiting the transporta- 
tion of alcoholic liquors into States adopting prohibition—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Delaware, for a first-class harbor 
on the Gulf coast of Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 11, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of June 4, 1890, a report from the officer in charge of office 
of the Chief of Engineers, together with a report from the Fngineer 
officer in charge of the improvement of the Patapsco River, relative 
to the necessity for the improvement of the water way from the Pa- 
tapsco River, Maryland, to Curtis Bay, etc’; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of C. W. Saxe and 192 other 
citizens, of Whitewater, Wis., praying for the proposal of a constitu- 
tional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importation, exporta- 
tion, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of 65 citizens of Racine, Wis., praying 
for the passage by Congress of a bill limiting the hours of work by 
clerks in first and second class post-oflices to eight hours per day; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. BUTIKER. I present a memorial of the Columbia Oil and Fer- 
tilizer Company of Columbia, 8. C., signed also by about 100 laboring 
men, I suppose employed in that business, remonstrating against the 
passage of what is known as the ‘compound-lard’’ bill. The mem 
rialists say, among other things: = 

We protest against this as contrary to right, justice, and the spirit of our Con- 
stitution, If this Constitution means anything, it means peace, prosperity, and 
„FEE 
Rei 9 benefit upon the commerce and 2 uction in nether. j 

We denounce this bill as an underhanded attempt to violate the spirit of the 
Constitution of the United States, etc, 

I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of Equality Farmers’ Alliance, 
No. 664, Frontier County, Nebraska, praying for the passage of House 
bill 283, known as the Conger lard bill,“ and House bill 5353, known 
as the Butterworth option bill;’’ which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petiton of E. F. Eversale and other mem- 
bers of Cigar-Makers’ Union, No. 33, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for 
a certain amendment of the tobacco schedule in the McKinley tariff 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Germans’ Farmers’ Al- 
liance, No. 234, of Fulton County, Ohio, praying for the passage of the 
Butterworth omin bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Jesse Wright and 161 other citizens 
of Springborough, Ohio, praying for the proposal of a constitutional 


amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, 
transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr, BLAIR presented a petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor, of Cheshire County, New Ham ying for 
the restraint of the traffic in alcoholic liquors with people of Africa 
and other countries; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of A. J. rs, justice of the 
tenth district court of New York City, the Knapp & Johnson Lumber 
Company, of New York City, and 150 citizens of New York City, pray- 
ing that the Secretary of War be directed to contract with Charles 
Stoughton and his associates for the entire work of improving the Har- 
lem River, New York; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of 43 citizens of Troy, N. Y., praying 
for the passage of a bill to limit the hours of work of clerks in first and 
second class post-offlees; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. i 

He also presented a petition of 21 citizens of Johnstown, N. Y., 
praying for the passage of the pending tariff bill in its present form; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

‘ REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. i 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1379) to pay William Bradfield for carrying the mails, asked 
that the committee be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3935) for the relief of Louisa S. Guthrie, widow and 
executrix of John J. Guthrie, deceased, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1619) for the relief of St. Cecelia’s Academy, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S, 2276) for the relief of Rodman M. Price, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2559) for the relief of Thomas G. Corbin, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK. From the Committee on Pensions I report adversely 
the bill (S. 2843) granting a pension to Mary Hayne. At the request 
of friends of the claimant, I ask that the bill be placed on the Calen- 
dar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3996) to repeal sections 3952 and 
3953 of Revised Statutes of the United States, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PIERCE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 4016) granting a pension to Frank C. Myrick, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JONES, of Ar from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1579) for the relief of the estate of Albert L. 
Berry, deceased, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, 
d that it be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3003) for relief of the estate of Mary H. S. Robertson, reported 
adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 473) for the relief of the Portland Company, of Port- 
aan Me., reported it with ar amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Finance, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them adversely, and they were post- 
poned indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 3889) to provide for making loans by the Government and 
securing the same by liens upon Jand; and ‘ 

A bill (S. 3887) to abolish metal money, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3782) to further suspend the operation of sec- 
tion 5574 of the Revised Statutes, Title LX XII, in relation to guano 
islands, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the mes- 
sage of the President of the United States, transmitting a letter of the 
Secretary of State relative to the report of the International American 
Conference in favor of an international American bank, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Finance; which was to. 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Library, who were in- 
structed by a resolution of the Senate to inquire into the expediency 
of establishing in the Government Printing Office a library for the use 


7 . — TD 


5920 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 11, 


of the officers and employés connected therewith and to report by bill 
or otherwise, submitted a report thereon, pivot spree $ a bill (S. 
4059) providing for a library for the Government ting Office; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5381) directing the purchase of silver 
bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes, 
to report it favorably with sundry amendments; and I give notice that 
at the proper time I shall offer it, in lieu of the bill pending in the 
Senate, as a substitute. 

a PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. MORGAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4060) to incorporate 
the East Side Railway Company; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 4061) granting a pension to Henry 
Over; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. J 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4062) for the relief of Mary Ryan; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4063) to carry into 
effect the recommendations of the International American Conference 
by the incorporation of the International American Bank; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 4064) for the relief of William 
J. Martin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Mr. EVARTS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4065) to authorize 
the New York and New Jersey Bridge Company to build a bridge 
across the Hudson River between New York City and the State of 
New Jersey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4066) to increase the pay of letter-car- 
riers; which was read twice by its title, and, withthe accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 4067) for the relief of the 1 
owners of the Columbia Bridge, at Columbia, Pa.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 4068) granting an increase of pension 
to P. B. Perry; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. HARRIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 3738) to place the American merchant marine en- 
gaged in foreign trade upon an equality with that of other nations; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, the bill having been reported. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying document, referred to the Com- 
snittee on Commerce, 

Mr. BLODGETT and Mr. CASEY submitted sundry amendments 
intended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the riverand harbor 
appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CRIMINAL JURISDICTION ON THE GREAT LAKES, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning busin 
If there be none, that order is closed, and the Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 2350) authorizing the 
issue of Treasury notes on deposits of silver bullion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Pending that, at the request of gentlemen repre- 
senting the commerce on the Great Lakes of Superior, Huron, St. Clair 
Lake Erie, and Lake Ontario, I ask unanimous consent tocall up Senate 
bill 3202, which provides (if I may be allowed to explain it, so that 
Senators will know whether they will grant unanimous consent) for 
punishing offenses on vessels of the United States while they are on 
voyages upon the Great Lakes. The courts have found that owing to 
the peculiar phraseology of the statutes they have not any power to do 
it now. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is to punish offenses committed on vessels of 
the United States while prosecuting voyages on the Great Lakes. Un- 
der the present statutes relating to the high seas, although the courts 
have decided that the Great Lakes fall within the idea of maritime 
jurisdiction of the high seas, the criminal courts hold that the language 
of the statute does not, after all, touch offenses that are committed on 
the Great Lakes; and this bill is to remedy that very t evil. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under thé usage of the Senate, the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], having given notice of his pur- 
pose to speak on the pending bill, is entitled to the floor. Does he 
yield for the request of the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I admit that my friend from Louisiana is entitled 
to the floor, but this is so important and urgent that I hope he will 


lakes, commit or be guilty of 15258 of the acts, neglects, or omissi 


toned. and said Se em prip Kami for the 
with all and the same juri: 
chapter 3, and Title 


amendment p 


yield to the Senator from Pennsy 


yield. I think the bill will not lead to any debate at all, and it isa 


very short bill. If it leads to debate, I shall 


ve way to my friend. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 


tor from Louisiana 


yield? 


Mr. EUSTIS. Certainly. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill for 
which the Senator from Vermont asks present consideration will be 


stated. 


The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 3202) extending the criminal juris- 
diction of the circuit and district courts to the Great Lakes and their 
connecting waters. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending bill informally 
laid aside, this bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 
and will be read at length. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the substitute amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on the Judiciary, being in the nature 
of a substitute, will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The committee report to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert: 


That every person who shall, upon any vessel registered or enrolled under 
the laws of the United States, and being on a voy: upon the waters of any of 
the Great Lakes, namely, Lake Superior, Lake M „Lake Huron, Lake St. 
Clair, Lake Erie, Lake Ontario, or any of the watersconnectingany of the said 

ons, respect- 
ively, mentioned in chapter 3 of e LXX of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States shall, upon conviction thereof, be punished with the same punishments 
in — ae title aaa baraan respectively affixed to the same offenses therein 
mentioned, vely. 

Sec.2. That the circuit and district courts of the United States, respectively, 


are hereby vested with the same jurisdiction in respect of the offenses men- 
tioned in the first section of this act that they by law have and 


in re- 
of the offenses in said chapter and title in the first section of thisact men- 

eposo of this act, vested 
iction they vely have by force of Title XIII, 
III, chapter 7, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
es. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
by the committee. 
The amendment was to. 


third d passed. 
TREASURY NOTES AND SILVER BULLION, 


Mr. QUAY. Lask the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed 


to the consideration of Sepate bill 1195. 


The PRESIDENT pro eee Does the Senator from Louisiana 
vania? 

Mr. EUSTIS. I prefer not to yield just at this moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes consideration of 


the unfinished business. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 


tion of the bill (S. 2350) authorizing the issue of Treasury notes on 
deposits of silver bullion, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. PLUMB, to add to the amendment of Mr. SHER- 


MAN the following: 


And hereafter no funds available for the yous? of the public debt, includ- 
ing such as are kept for the redemption of United States notes, shall be retained 


in the ury in excess of $110,000,000: Provided, That id and silver coin 


n in the 2 upon which gold and dives certificates have 
ered available for any purpose except the re- 


Mr. President, I desire very briefly to give the rea- 
y I shall vote in favor of any proposed measure having for its 
of silver dollars. The scientific 
considerations of money, its history, its use, its relations, its fluctua- 
tions, I shall myself discard, because those matters have been very 
elaborately, and I may say exhaustively, discussed in this body. I pro- 
pose to discuss this question in the light of our present and immediate 
experience, going no further back than 1878, dealing with the present 
issue which is presented to the Senate for its judgment. 

I prefer the safe guide, myself, of experience. I believe that our 
actual experience in to the coinage of silver dollars is of much 
more value and weight than any abstruse doctrines, any superfine the- 
ories, any played-out maxims on finance, and any vaticination of Sen- 
atorial soothsayers, of which we have had such a copious abundance. 
A distinguished writer has said that experience is the oracle of truth, 
and when its responses are unequiv they should be considered as 
sacred and conclusive. 

I consider that the proposition for the free coinage of silver issimpl 
an extension of our existing system of finance. It is no experimen 
There is no novel feature about it. It will not be any surprise to the 
American people. It is not a complicated system. It is not a leap in 
the dark. The 8 is simply whether we can with safety ex- 
tend that system which to-day exists in this country, whether we can . 
continue to travel in that road in which we have been traveling, being 
able and competent to appreciate and estimate the benefits and advan- 
tages of that system, and to consider all the possible dangers and per- 
ils which we may encounter, 
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To my mind, Mr, President, there are no pitfalls in this road. The 
American people have tried this experiment, They are satisfied with 
this experiment, and they demand that the experiment shall be de- 
veloped and extended. That is the question, Mr. President, before 
the Senate. 

There have been three periods during which this silver question has 
been agitated. One was in 1878; another was the period when we had 
a Democratic administration in power; the third is the present period; 
and I think that it can be absolutely demonstrated to this Senate that 
there is not the slightest cause for honest and sincere apprehension, 
that there is not the slightest foundation foreven any supposition that 
by free coinage we shall cause or create the slightest disturbance or 
commotion-in our monetary and financial system. 

Prior to 1878, until Congress passed the law of that year, the Amer- 
ican people had been deprived of the coinage of silver dollars. That 
law was passed by Congress, and it went to the Executive for his ap- 
proval or disapproval. It was returned with a veto; and I desire to 
call the attention of the Senate to the reasons upon which that veto 
was based, and to ask whether experience has proved that any of those 
reasons were justified, or that any of those reasons which were then 
urged can be properly and rationally urged against free coinage to-day. 
The then President of the United States in the close of his message 
said: 

It is my firm conviction that if the country is to be benefited 
age, it can be done only by the issue of silver dollars of full ue, which will 
defraud no man. A currency worth less than it purports to be worth will in the 
end defraud not only creditors, but all who are engaged in legitimate business, 
and none more surely than those who are dependent on their daily labor for 
their daily bread. 

The vote irrespective of party upon this message was in the Senate to 
carry the bill over the veto, 46 yeas against 19 nays, 11 Senators being 
absent. Two-thirds of the Senators having voted in its favor the bill 
was passed. In the House of Representatives when the question was 
taken there were 196 yeas against 75 nays, 23 Representatives not 
voting, more than two-thirds in favor of the bill. 

Mr. President, I desire to ask in the light of experience what soli- 
tary individual in the United States from 1878 to the present moment 
has ever been defrauded by the coinage of silver? o has ever pre- 
ferred any just complaint against this law which was passed over the 
Executive veto? 

When, in other parts of his message, the President of the United 
States used the argument that this law would discredit the public faith 
and impair the public credit, I ask,in the light of the experience of the 
last twelve years since that law was passed, when was the credit of the 
Governmentof the United States higher than it has been since that law 
was passed? When was its public faith more sacredly observed? When 
did its credit rank higher in the estimation of the world, in the estima- 
tion of the bondholders, in the estimation of public creditors, than it 
has since 1878 when that law was passed ? 

Ah, Mr, President, that Congress did not falter in its duty. That 
Congress did not betray the interests of its constituents. That Con- 

did not tamely submit to Executive dictation. That Congress 
did not yield to Executive blandishments or cower before Executive in- 
timidation. That Congress was not frightened because the Executive 
whispered that he would veto that bill. They invited and they chal- 
lenged that veto, and when that veto came they overruled it by the 
constitutional majority. 

Mr. President, since that period the American people in three-fourths 
of the sections of our country have, with a pronounced and determined 
and unequivocal unanimity, demanded that every restriction upon the 
coinage of silver dollars shall be removed. I see it stated in the press, 
and I have heard it uttered in this Senate Chamber, that those who ad- 
vocate free coinage desire to promote the pecuniary interests of the sil- 
ver barons and the silver kings of this country. The complete refuta- 
tion of such an idle argument as that is that there are thirteen States in 
this body whose constituencies demand the free coinage of silver dol- 
lars, and in those States there is no silver produced at all to speak 


of. 

I will show before I get through who wants to aid and assist the sil- 
ver barons. It is not we who favor free coinage who are exposed to 
any such calumny or imputation. We want free coinage because the 
people demand it. They demand it because they want to increase the 
volume of currency in this country, and they only ask that the Congress 
of the United States shall give them a stable, sound, constitutional 
currency. They do not ask us to print notes; they do not ask us to 
issue Treasury notes ad libitum. They donot ask any of the 
Treasury by some magical process to evolve any complicated scheme of 
finance for them. 

They have reached that conclusion deliberately. It is the verdict of 
their common sense, which some one has said is the genius of the peo- 
ple. And to tell the American people, who have been di ing and 
antes pees studying this question for the last twelve years, enlight- 
ened and instructed as they are upon all public questions, that ques- 
tion must be referred for decision to scientists and philosophers and 
doctrinaires and financial high priests is to tell them that they are un- 
fit for salf-government, is to tell them that a few indiyiduals in this 
country understand this financial question better than they do, and 
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that they do not know what they are asking when they are asking their 
representatives in Congress to pass a free-coinage law. 

Measures for popular relief in this country do not spring from intel- 
lectual leadership. The American people are unlike any other people 
in any country in the world. They will never be satisfied with the 
answer that they are unable to understand this financial problem. 
Measures for popular relief in our country take root in popular belief, 
they grow by popolar support, they blossom by popular permission, 
and they bear fruit by popular volition. 

And upon this free-coinage question, let me tell Senators on the other 
side that though we may fail to-day, the people will achieve and se- 
cure the victory to-morrow. They are no longer to be cajoled by any 
specious argument. They are no longer to be satisfied by any mislead- 
ing subterfuge. They are no longer to be insulted by any humiliating 
compromises upon this question. They are demanding in earnest, for 
strong reasons, with firm conviction, the free coinage of silver dollars, 
and upon a question of this kind, where no one can claim that that 
demand is unjust or unreasonable or unconstitutional, it is almost 
incredible to believe that they should encounter any obstruction or 
impediment in securing the legislation they demand. 

Why, Mr. President, when we consider the overwhelming, the irre- 
sistible popular sentiment in favor of the free coinage of silver dollars, 
that the American people are always able to secure what they demand 
when that demand is just and constitutional, yet that upon this silver 
question alone their will is to be thwarted and their demand is to be 
defeated and their wishes and their interests are to be ignored, it pre- 
sents a most singular feature in the operation of a Government such as 
ours, which is purely popular and representative. 

I do not speak upon this question as a partisan, although I shall 
speak with the utmost freedom with regard to the present Administra- 
tion as I did with regard to the Democratic Administration upon this 
silver question. I say that it is time that Executive assumption and 
Executive resistance and Executive obstruction should be overthrown 
by the popular will represented in the Co of the United States. 

Why, sir, in England, in France, in Italy, and other countries of 
Europe, if the Executive tried, as our Administrations have done, to 
impose their own personal views upon an unwilling and resisting con- 
stituency upon such a vital question as this, that ministry would be 
overthrown within twenty-four hours and a new one formed. Yet 
upon this silver question, and this silver question alone, however over- 
whelming may be the popular demand, however large may be the ma- 
jority in both Houses of Congress, we find that to-day, as in the past, 
the executive department of the Government can exercise the auto- 
cratic power of defeating not only the will of the people, but the will 
of the Congress of the United States, representing the popular will. 

Then came the period of 1885. Then we had a Democratic admin- 
istration. That Administration came out openly and boldly in favor 
of the demonetization of silver. That Administration declared its 
policy without any reserve, without any concealment. That Adminis- 
tration did not pretend to be the friend of silver, and in the report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury and the message of the President of the 
United States silver money was decried and denounced. The recom- 
mendation was made by that Administration that the coinage of silver 
dollars should cease. But how was that policy met by the Democratic 
party in the Congress of the United States? We held no caucuses, 
we had no conferences trying to patch up some complicated scheme 
of finance by which we could satisfy the antagonistic views of both 
the Administration and the people. 

We did not invite the Secretary of the Treasury to any of our con- 
sultations in order to see whether, for political reasons or political ex- 
pediency, there could be any reconciliation between these antagonistic 
views. No, Mr. President, the Democratic Senators in this Chamber, 
led by Mr. Beck, now deceased, and the distinguished Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. PUGH], sounded the alarm to the American people, pro- 
claimed that the Democratic party in the Congress of the United States 
would not indorse the financial policy of the Democratic Administra- 
tion, that upon that question there could be no reconciliation, no ac- 
cord, no harmony, and the result was that no legislation was attempted 
by reason of the recommendations of the Democratic President and the 
Democratic Secretary of the Treasury. 

Now, Mr. President, we reach a period when we have to deal with the 
recommendations of a Republican President and a Republican Secretary 
of the Treasury. I desire to read what the President of the United 
States said in his message upon this question, and contrast this with 
what it is proposed shall be done in Congress: 


The evil anticipations which have accompanied the coinage and the use of 
the silver dollar have not been realized. Asa coin it has not had general use, 
and the public Treasury has been compelled to store it. But this is manifestly 
owing to the fact that its paper representative is more convenient. The general 
acceptance and use of the silver certificate show that silver has not been other- 
wise discredited. Some favorable conditions have contributed to maintain this 

ractical 75 in their commercial use, between the gold and silver dollars. 
ut some of these are trade conditions that statutory enactments do not control 
and of the continuance of which we can not be certain. 

I think it is clear that if we should make the coi of silver at the present 
ratio free, we must ex that the difference in the bullion values of gold 
and silver dollars will be taken account of in commercial transactions, and I 
fear the same result would follow sz considerable increase of the present rate 
of coinage. Such a result would be discreditable to our financial management 
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and disastrous to all business interests. We should not tread the dangerous 
edge ofsuch a peril. And, . 2.— more harmful could — — to the 
silver interests, Any safe | nu this subject must secure equal- 
ity of the two coins in their com: uses. 

have always been an advocate of the use of silver in our 
1 producers of that metal, and should not discredit it. 

be presented by the Secretary of the Treasury— 
To which I wish to call attention— 


To the plan which will be presented by the Secretary of the Treasury for the 
issuance of notes or certificates upon the deposit of silver bullion at its market 
value, I have been able to give only a hasty examination, owing to ‘gap py red 
other matters and to the fact that it has been so recently formulated. The de- 
tails of such a law nire careful consideration, butthe general plan suggested 
by him seems to sat the purpose—to continue the use of silver in connection 
with our currency, and at the same time to obviate the org pa of which I have 
— At a later day I may communicate further with Congress upon this 

We are still waiting for that halfpromised message on this impor- 
tant question, but the result has been that the Secretary of the 
had a bill prepared, which was hastily examined“ by the President 
of the United States, and which was introduced into this body. The 
venerable Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] introduced the bill, 
but he informed the Senate that he did it by request, and that bill, 
which was formulated by the Secretary of the Treasury and ‘‘ hastily 
examined by the President of the United States, was sent to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The Committee on Finance haye reported a substitute for that bill, 
erasing every word and every line of the bill formulated by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and ‘‘ hastily examined ” by the President of the 
United States, and there is not a single recognizable feature of that 
bill of the Secretary in the bill proposed by the Finance Committee, 
and not a Senator on the other side of the Chamber has risen from his 
seat to utter a solitary word in defense of the bill prepared by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. 

Even the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], in speaking upon this 
question, said that he was in favor of the purchase ot every ounce of 
American silver and issuing against it Treasury notes or certificates, 
but that he would vote to make those Treasury notes and certificates 
a legal tender; which is in direct opposition to the policy of the bill 
mere by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

While we are criticising the bill prepared by the Secretary of the 
Treasury I desire to give the opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury 
with regard to the bill reported by the Committee on Finance. In 
speaking of some of its features—and this is an authorized interview 
sent through the Associated Press, taken from a copy of a letter ad- 
dressed by the Secretary of the Treasury—he says, speaking of the Sen- 
ate bill: 


This compulsory purchase of so great an amount will make the Treasury the 
largest operator in the most gigantic “ corner“ ever organized. 


But, Mr. President, he also says that his own bill, which he formu- 
lated and which he had presented, has that peculiar feature. 

Is it not enough 

Speaking of his own bill 
that we take one half of the world'ssilver product and lock it up in order to in- 
crease the value of the other half; that we join the silver producers in the most 
gigantic "corner ever organized? 

So we have both bills, the bill prepared by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and the bill prepared by the Committee on Finance, representing 
15 ganno corners“ in silver bullion, 

s that what the American people want? Is that what they are de- 
manding, that the Treasury of the United States shall become a gam- 
bling shop, inviting every gambler in every money center of the civil- 
ized world to speculate in the currency of the American people, a cur- 
rency which shall have no fixed or determined value, a currency which 
shall haye no fixed or determined volume, but shall be exposed to ex- 
‘pansion and contraction according to the gambling propensities of the 
speculators in London, New York, and other cities? 

What do we propose? We propose, Mr. President, to restore and 
give back to the people a fixed metallic currency of a certain and un- 
changeable and immutable standard value; a currency that shall be 
beyond the reach of gambling and of speculation; a currency which 
the American people enjoyed from the foundation of the Government 
of the United States until 1873. And when they called upon the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, the only power that can make and create 
money for the American people, to give them that fixed and constitu- 
tional metallic currency, the proposition of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is that we shall play a confidence game upon the American people, 
a thimble-rig game of ‘‘now you see your currency, and now you 
don't;“ tell them that they shall take warehouse receipts based upon 
bullion, upon a commodity, upon a merchandise, exposed to all the 
vicissitudes of a fluctuating market, instead of the constitutional me- 
tallic currency which it is the duty of the Government of the United 
States to furnish to the people. They ask that we shall not abdicate 
‘our power and function of government. , 

They ask that we shall exercise under our sense of responsibility to 
them that highest, supremest, and most sovereign of all duties that 
can be performed by a government; and, instead of giving them what 
they demand, what they have the right to demand, and what it is safe 
and prudent to give them, the only answer that is made by this Ad- 


currency. We are 
To the plan which 


ministration is that we shall by some species of necromancy inyent 
and discover a of finance unknown and unheard of in any ciy- 
ilized country, by which your fortunes and your labors and your prod- 
ucts shall be placed upon the green cloth to be played for by gamblers 
and speculators. That is the response which it is proposed to make to 
the American people. 

Mr. President, I have not heard a serious argument made in o i- 
tion to the free and unlimited coinage of silver. There is not to- day a 
Senator on the other side or on this side who has attempted tocarry on 
this idle sport of predicting impending woes, who has dared to indulge, 
in the face of the arguments which we are able to present, even in any 
spraoi or misleading argumentation to show us that there is the 

ightest danger, the slightest peril in passing a law for the freecoinage 
of silver. The whole case on the other side is no longer based upon 
argument, is no longer based upon prediction, is no longer based even 
upon assertion or assumption. It is to-day based, and based exclu- 
sively, upon merely a supposition. What does the Secretary tell us? 
What is the reason he gives why we should not have free coinage ? 

If the balance of trade shall turn against us— 

If the balance of trade shall turn against us— 
or if distrust shall arise as to our ability to pay in gold, as it surely will under 
such a Pauna of law, or if for any other reason we shall be unable to redeem 
in gold when demanded, the Government will be compelled to discriminate 
aga’ silver dollars, when gold will at once command a premium and thisna- 
tion will step down from its present proud position and take its place on the 
financial basis of China, India, and South America, 

That is to say that if the balance of trade is against us gold will be 
exported. Whodoubtsthat? Whodeniesthat? Who gainsays that? 
I certainly do not. I am acting, in advocating free coinage, in full 
view of that remote possibility or of that possible eventuality. But 
why should we suppose that the balance of trade will be against us? 
What justification is there for any such supposition at all? Are we 
not going to be permitted in this discussion to consult our immediate 
past and present experience? Are we going to base our financial sys- 
tem upon a mere supposition of the Secretary of the Treasury? Are 
we going to frame our monetary system to accord with any wild or 
. that the Secretary of the Treasury may choose to 
make with reference to impossible future events? 

Are the American le to be told that they are to continue to en- 
dure the sacrifices and the burdens which are crushing them down to 
the earth, which are destroying the value of their property and their 
labor, because, forsooth, the Secretary of the Treasury has made asup- 
position; and such a supposition, as unfounded, as illogical, and as pre- 
posterous a supposition as was ever made? He did not dare to predict 
that there would be a balance of trade against us. Why? Because a 

iction must have some basis of argument or of fact. No, Mr. Pres- 
ident, he did not make such a prediction, because he knew perfectly 
well that if he had made that prediction it would have been falsified 
the very moment that he uttered it and would have instantaneously 
died upon his lips. ; 2 

What, Mr. President, are the silver men now engaged in fighting ? 
Nothing but a supposition, a ghost, a phantom, a shadow, a myth. 
How is it possible, judging the future by the past, for the next ten years 
that there should be any balance of trade against the American peo- 
pes And if it does not occur, as it will not occur, and we all know 

t can not occur in the same conditions of trade which are every day 
operating in our favor, whether you have one silver dollar or one thou- 
sand millions of silver dollars in this country, it is not going to affect 
the question of the exportation of a solitary gold dollar, and can not 
possibly do so. 

Why is that supposition of the Secretary of the Treasury utterly 
unfounded? I did not intend to deal with statistics, but as this is the 
only argument presented by the Secretary of the against the 


free coinage of silver I desire to call the Wen of the Donte to the 


condition of our trade relations with foreign countries in the last ten 
years, and to ask any Senator to attempt to give a serious reason to the 
Senate why those trade relations should not continue to exist in the 
same condition, if not more favorably to this Government than they 
have been for the last ten years, 

Since 1876 to 1889 our exports have vastly exceeded our imports, I 
think the total amount is over $1,000,000,000. In 1878 the exports 
exceeded the imports in round numbers $257,000,000; in 1879, $264,- 
000,000; in 1881, $259,000,000; and during that period from 1876 to 
1889 there have been only two years when our imports exceeded our 
exports. In the year 1888 our imports exceeded our exports by $28,- 
000,000, and in 1889 by only $2,000,000. That has been in the face of 
some very 8 statistics, which on their face ought to show that 
the balance of trade ought to be against this country, although they 
establish the contrary. For instance, in 1880 we exported $190,000,000 
worth of wheat, and in 1889, $41,000,000 worth of wheat. So in that 
one item alone of wheat there is a difference of $150,000,000 against us 
in the relation of exports to imports. 

So in to corn. In 1 we exported $53,000,000; in 1889, 
$32,000,000. That makes $170,000,000, representing in money value 
the difference of exports with reference only to two items; and yet, in 
the face of this ext it, we have been able to maintain 


raordinary 
the balance of trade in our favor; and therefore I say that it is prepos- 
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terous ſor any one to assume that in any one of the future immediate 
years there can possibly be a balance of trade against this country. I 
notice that the item of cotton has almost preserved its position as an 
export, but not quite. 

In 1880 the cotton export was $211,000,000; in 1889, $237,000,000; 


but in the face of the fact that we are increasing the of these 

roducts, I can not imagine a condition of things which will turn the 
RRS of trade against us, unlessit be the contingency that while you 
propose to enact a tariff law which will still further decrease the im- 

rtations into this country, and consequently enhance the balance of 

ZA in our favor by millions and millions of dollars; for I believe that 
the proposition with to tin alone would reduce the importa- 
tions into this country $33,000,000 a year—I say I can conceive of only 
one possible contingency that can overthrow this balance in our favor, and 
that is, when you pass your high protective laws and destroy the impor- 
tation into this country, declare an industrial war on England, France, 
Germany, and other countries, they may accept your lenge and sa: 
that ‘‘ Your policy being a policy of nonintercourse we will agree wi 
you upon that policy, and we will tax your cereals, and your cotton, 
and your beeves, and your other products,’’ so that when you send a 
ship-load of wheat, or of cotton, or of beef to any one of those foreign 
ports you will find it closed and will have to return with your cargo. 
If you give blows to other countries you must expect blows in return. 
England, France, and Germany are only waiting to pay us back in re- 
taliatory legislation. 

Such a contingency is possible, Mr. President, for wesee that France 
is every year adding to her tax upon cereals, and to-day Russia has im- 
posed a duty of 1} cents a pound upon cotton in order to develop her 
cotton industry. But when that time shall come, when those coun- 
tries shall say, ‘‘ You refuse to receive our manufactured articles and 
our products, and we will retaliate by refusing to receive your Ameri- 
can products,” then you will have universal bankruptcy in the agri- 
cultural districts, not on account of silver money, but because you have 
created a balance of trade against us which legitimately belongs to 
us, but which you have rejected by your high tariff and exclusive pro- 
hibitory legislation. 

Then the American farmer, when he becomes utterly ruined, utterly 
bankrupted, will be in a position to appreciate the benefits and the 
blessings of a high tariff! But so long as those foreign ports are not 
closed against us I say that so far as the present conditions of trade can 
justify any prediction upon the subject it is absolutely impossible to 
conceive that that balance of trade will be against us. Therefore, the 
only objection that is made to the coinage of silver dollars entirely dis- 
appears. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr, MITCHELL. Does the Senator from Louisiana think that the 
protective tariff has had any effect in the way of reducing our exporta- 
tion of the one article of wheat from this country and in reducing the 
price of wheat in the different markets? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Not yet. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is what I sup But does not the Sen- 
ator believe, and does he not know, that the fact of the demonetization 
of silver hus had that effect by stimulating the production of wheat in 
India and bringing down the price of wheat in the Liverpool market? 

Mr. EUSTIS. fr the Senator says so, I assume it is true. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does not the Senator believe it to be true? 

Mr. EUSTIS. I believe almost anything you say in favor of silver. 

Mr. President, the Secretary of the Treasury thought that it was a 
very forcible argument to address to the American people to tell them if 
they had free coinage of silver they would all become Chinamenand East 
Indians and South Americans, Why? I do not know thatit is to the in- 
terest of any nation in this world to use this as a dumping-ground for sil- 
ver. I suppose they have use for their own currency in China, Japan, 
Mexico, South America, ete, But the complete answer to that argu- 
ment is this: We are not bound by any convention to pope, coin 
silver dollars. There is no proposition here that we s indefinitely 
coin silver dollars, We are not bound b; 5 with any- 
body to continue the coinage of silver do yond a certain limit. 
We are an intelligent people. 

We have our own form of government. We live under our own pe- 
culiar institutions. We do not consult any foreign Government, I P: 
lieve, with regard to any question of domestic policy. We can do what 
we consider for the interests of the people. If we obtain a sufficient, 
adequate, and necessary supply of silver dollars under a 3 
law, we can stop the coinage when we have reached that limit. e 
do not propose to imitate any foreign nation. Weare willing to learn, 
we are willing to be instructed by the experience of other nations, and 
I would tell some of those Senators on the other side that if we are to 
imitate the policy of any foreign nation, let us reject the policy of 
England and of Germany and imitate the policy of France. 

Mr. President, there is a striking similarity between the condition of 
the French people and of the American people on a very vital and im- 
portant question which brings out in full force the advantages and ben- 
efits of the policy of the French Government with to financial 
matters. In England and Germany there are no landed proprie- 
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by Napoleon I, he abolished the law of primogeniture and estab- 
lished the law of the equal distribution of estates. The consequence 
is that the ambition of a French peasant is to own his little farm. For 
other reasons we have that system in this country, of small farmers in 
the West and in a large portion of the South. 

Now, Mr. President, why should we not have as much silver money 
as France? When France discovered that she had a sufficiency of 
silver money what did she do? She suspended the further coinage of 
it. And when we shall discover that we have a sufficiency of silver 
money we can suspend the coinage of silver. Iam not an inflationist. 
I do not wish to give fictitious value to anything in this country. I 
do not wish to pass any law that shall cause any injury or detriment 
to a large class of our people; but I say that under the free-coinage act 
you could continue, in my humble judgment, to coin silver dollars for 
ten years and you would not begin to approach the amount of silver 
money in in comparison with the population. 

In France they have $18 of silver to $1 that we have in the United 
States per capita. Has that caused any disturbance between the two 
metals? Has there been any divorce betwéen the two metals in France? 
Has there been the driving away of one metal by the other metal in 
France? Why, Mr. President, while France has $700,000,000 of silver 
money she has $900,000,000 of goki money. The same condition of 
th exists in France as has existed in this country. When we were 
told in 1878 that if you coined those few millions of dollars which we 
have since coined you would drive 1 5 out of the United States how 
could it be driven out? In 1878 we had 8312, 000, 000 of gold. In 1889 
we had 5704, 000, 000 of gold, an increase of $392, 000,000. 

It was also said that if you issued these silver certificates represent- 
ing silver dollars worth 80 cents, and made them receivable at the cus- 
tom-house, there would be no gold certificates paid forcustoms, and we 
would relapse to an exclusive silver basis. What has been our expe- 
rience in the last twelve years? The gold certificates paid into the 
custom-honuse have been largely in excess in amount to those which 


have been paid in silver certificates, 
No, Mr. being as conservative upon the financial question 
as any member of this body can be, I am in favor of the coinage of silver 


dollars until the American people say that they have enough, and when 
they say that I am willing to stop the coinage of silver do They 
understand the question as well as we do here. They know that it is 
but one phase of that irrepressible conflict which originated the day 
when the laboring man wiped the sweat from his brow after the close of 
his first day’s labor, and there was money enough in the world to pur- 
chase that day’s labor. . 

They know that this is a contest between the great masses of the 
American people and the concentrated avarice and insolent domination 
of capital. They know that this is a contest to destroy the monocratic 
power of the exclusive gold standard to determine all values in the in- 
terest of capital. But in their moderation, in their conservatism, they 
make no war upon capital. reece Sp the right and privilege of 
free-born Am to protect themselves against the ve and 
destructive war that is made against all values and all labor and all 
pes by capital. They demand a law which can inflict no injury, 
088, or detriment upon a solitary individual in this country. 
eg Sanani that you shall restore to them the constitutional currency 
of Government; that you shall place in competition the silver 
standard dollar and the gold dollar, and that those two metals can 
struggle, if they choose, for survival of existence. = 

But, Mr. President, there is no ground to even apprehend that. I 
have endeavored to show that itis not possible that there should be 
the exportation of a solitary gold dollar. If anybody wants to hoard 
the gold dollar, that is entirely a different question, and he may do it 
if he chooses. Let him hoard his gold dollar if he thinks it is of any 
profit to him that he should hoard it. But he has not done it yet, and 
we will give to the people silver dollars that will buy 8 that 
gold do can buy and pay every debt that gold dollars can pay. 

Mr. President, this is indeed a very serious question, and we have 

a crisis upon it, When the Emperor of Germany, commander 
of a million armed men, ascended his throne the other day, booted and 
spurred, with his sword dangling by his side, to have placed upon his 
head the imperial crown, he ascended that throne by the right of in- 
heritance, and not by the suffrages of the people; he had made no pledges 
or promises to his people; but as soon as he had been seated he heard 
murmurings among his people; he heard of strikes among his people; 
he heard that capital was oppressing labor; that capital was absorbing 
the earnings of labor; and what did he do? His minister, who believed 
that these great social and economic questions should be settled by the 
sword and iron, resigned, and he called delegations of workingmen 
close to his throne; he heard their complaints; he studied their situa- 
tion, and he gave them all helpful encouragement in his power, and 
sternly admonished the capitalist and employer that this oppression 
must cease. 


But, Mr. President, I am sorry to say that the President of the 
United States, if his views are reflected upon this silver question by 
his Secretary of the Treasury, is not as accessible to the American 
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people as the German Emperor has shown himself to be; he is not as 
sympathetic with their grievances; he is not as sensitive to their com- 
plaints, or as heedful of their just demands. But, Mr. President, the 
remedy is in the hands of the American people, for they and they alone 
make Senators, Representatives, and Presidents, and they will not 
much longer remain in the humiliating attitude of being suppliants 
of Congressional favor or Executive grace. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I represent in part a State which is 
in favor of the free coinage of silver for two reasons. One is, that it 
will add to the bulk of the currency, to the volume of money in circu- 
lation. The amount of currency has been practically fixed now for 
many years, since 1878, and as our population by migration and natural 
increase has been in the mean time largely augmented, it seems what- 
ever may be the ratio of the currency necessary for manual use among 
the people, that a larger number of people will need a greater quantity 
of money than a smaller one, and the addition to the volume of our 
currency would be a public advantage—an advantage, I think, in the 
line of what ought to govern all our consultations, doing the greatest 
good to the greatest number. 

Another and posers reason is that I think such legislation would 
add largely to the value of one of the great American staple products, 
silver ore and bullion. From the latest statistics, the United States 
furnish almost one-half of the silver which is usedin the world. It is 
certainly wrong upon our to disparage and underrate and under- 
value by our laws a product in which so large an amount of the 
capital and labor of our own people is engaged. 

These two reasons, I think, ought to be sufficient in the mind of 
any of us to favor a return to the ancient policy of our fathers with 
respect to the fiscal functions of both the precious metals, gold and 
silver. They ought to be placed as to their monetary character upon 
an exact and precise parity and equality. 

I should be, for one, very much inclined to favor the proposition 
spoken of by the recent Pan-American Congress which has just ad- 
journed in this city, an international agreement by treaty and n 
tiation to coin a silver dollar which shall be a legal tender of standard 
value current in all the three Americas from the line of the British 
Possessions in North America to Cape Horn, bearing on the face its 
character and the stamp of its value, and on the obverse the name of 
the country and the place of the mint wherein it was coined. 

I believe that such acoin would do very much towards making closer 
and every way more profitable the relations of commerce and exchange 
which ought to exist among all the free peoples of this continent. More 
than that, it would have a direct tendency to appreciate silver in all 
the markets of the world. The Pan-American dollar would, in a few 
years, make its way. It would be as current in Canton, in Calcutta, 
and in Japan as in Maine or California, and it would open the doors at 
last, even now closed against it, of the Bank of Eng , or the banks 
of Berlin, or of any of those peoples or nations whose fiscal system de- 
nies now to silver the monetary value which it formerly had among them. 

I am surprised, sir, to hear so much urged upon the opposite side of 
the Chamber in respect to the experimental nature of the free coinage 
of silver. I heard both the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] elaborately make state- 
ments with to this experiment, and the danger of the experi- 
ment, if we should at this time enact a law in favor of the free coinage 
of silver. This Government has been in existence for a little over a 
century, and in that time we have for five years had no coinage of the 
silver dollar; for ten or fifteen years we have had restricted coinage of 
silver; for nearly a whole cen we had free coinage of both gold and 
silver. Which, then, in the light of this history, is the experiment 
and which is the regular and normal order of things? The restricted 
coinage of silver now prevailing in this country is an experiment. 
The single standard of gold is an iment. onometallism is an 
experiment. The free coinage of both gold and silver is not an ex- 
periment, It is simply a restoration as to silver to its old and long- 
established place and function of coined money in this Republic. 

It is very true that Great Britain in 1816 first demonetized silver, first 
denied to it the free capacity and function of coin, but for a thousand 
years before she had pursued the other policy. Three or four nations 
have since followed her example—not more than that. The vast ma- 
jority of the enlightened and civilized peoples of the world, and a still 
larger majority of the trading and commercial peoples of the world, 
roughly speaking, the whole of Asia, and I hope before long all the 
Americas, Central, Southern, and Northern, will take and use silver 
freely as coin, The gold standard is now and always will be, as long 
asit may last, an experiment. 

Thus the gold standard will be the experiment of only a very small 
minority, and it is an experiment in Great Britain and those powers 
that have followed her, prompted wholly by interest, the most selfish 
interest, the barest, the most h, the most naked interest, the inter- 
est of creditor nations as against debtor nations, giving to the former a 
greater 0 and an influence and greater value for the obligations 
which they hold as to any given country, that of the United States, for 
instance; it is prompted by the interest of the creditor classes against 
the debtor classes, having nothing else to support it. 

Gold is the money of opa, of the few. Silver is the money of 
the people. Let, then, the Government of the people stand by the 


money of the people. I would not do any injustice to capitalists, to 
large owners of money and controllers of credit. Neither would I legis- 
late in their behalf to do injustice in the slightest manner to other 
classes, much more numerous and in some respects more worthy of con- 
sideration than the capitalists. 

Sir, in relation to what is said about the drain of gold from the United 
States in case we accept the free coinage of silver as the law of the land, 
that we tried for a century. Other countries have passed through an 
experience similar to our own with respect to the partial demonetiza- 
tion of silver and its partial restoration. I think the certified results 
of those financial eras and periods very clearly show that the way to 
retain the gold that we have is to use both metals indifferently and 
‘equally as coin. 

Nay, it is a way to gain more gold, to have accretions of gold; and 
we may force even the gold-coining countries of Europe to come here 
with their gold and get silver to supply the populations of the Eastern 
world, to whom gold is a sacred metal, not used in commerce, and to 
buy silver for the purpose of answering the demands they must have 
for the Oriental trade in the far East, where silver has always been and 
yet is the standard of value in coined-money transactions, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair), The 
Secretary will report the pending amendment. 

The Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. PLUMB to the 
amendment of Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. SPOONER. According to my understanding, under the arrange- 
ment made by unanimous consent, there is to be no vote on this or 
any other amendment until Friday. If there be no other Senator who 
desires now to speak upon the pending bill, I should like to ask unani- 
mous consent to take up a bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the under- 
standing, by unanimous agreement made yesterday, is as stated by the 
Senator from Wisconsin, 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill for the 
erection of a public building at Racine, Wis. 

Mr. TELLER. I will not object, if there is nebody who wishes to 
speak on the silver bill at this time. 

Mr. SPOONER. I said that. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. I meant that, of course. 

Mr. TELLER. If nobody wants to address the Senate now, of course 
there is no objection to taking up some other bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. I made the request with that qualification. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not hear that. We do not hear very well back 


ere. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent, if there are no other remarks to be made upon the 
pending measure at present, that the bill (S. 3796) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Racine, in the State of Wisconsin, be considered. Is there objection 
to the consideration of the measure ? 

Mr. PLATT. I would, in pursuance of what I said the other day, 
object to the consideration of that or any other bill, except the matter 
which has been under consideration, if it were not for the fact that I 
understand some agreement has been reached which really prevents a 
vote on any amendment proposed to the silver bill until next Friday. 
I confess that I did not so understand the agreement of the Senate; I 
did not suppose that I was assenting to any such thing; but if it is so 
understood in the Senate, of course I do not wish to make myself ob- 
noxious to other Senators by objecting. A 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Connecticut that that was the understanding, as stated by the 
President pro tempore io the present occupant of the chair, and that 
the agreement made by unanimous consent was suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator from Con- 
necticut that perhaps the agreement was made when he was not in. 
There were two agreements. One did not cover that point, and we 
made a subsequent agreement to include it. There is no objection, if 
nobody wants to speak on the silver bill, to laying it aside informally 
and taking up something else, so that the business of the Senate will not 
be retarded; and I understand the Senator from Wisconsin has some- 
thing that he wishes to call up. 

Mr. SPOONER. Istated when I made the request that if there were 
any Senators ready to speak on the silver question of course I would 
not make it. I have had occasion a great many times during this ses- 
sion to ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of public-building 
bills for other Senators, but I think this is about the first time I have 
asked it in the interest of my own State. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Wisconsin? The Chair hears none. 


“PUBLIC BUILDING AT RACINE, WIS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 3796) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a 
public building thereon at Racine, in the State of Wisconsin. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments. In line 51, after the word money, to in- 
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sert ‘‘when;’’ and after the word ‘‘appropriated,” in the same line, 
to strike out the words by this act shall be available or used for the 
purpose mentioned and insert shall be expended under the pro- 
visions hereof; so as to make the clause read: 

No money when appropriated shall be expended under the provisions hereof 
until a valid title to the site for said buildiug shall be vested in the United States, 
nor until the State of Wisconsin shall have ceded to the United States exclusive 
jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain 


the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal 
laws of said State and the service of civil process therein, 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment; 
were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 2 
PUNISHMENT OF POST-OFFICE BURGLARIES. 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the bill (S. 3942) to amend section 5478 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. I will state that this little bill was sent from the Posts 
Office Department, and only changes the present law in the fifth line 
of the section referred to, by inserting the words shall be deemed 
guilty of burglary,” and then in the twelfth line by striking out five 
and inserting “twenty,” so as to make the term of imprisonment 
twenty years. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. SAWYER. In line 12, before the word years,“ I move to 
strike out twenty and insert ten.“ The present law is five years, 
and I propose to give discretion to the court to imprison for ten years. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEoRETARY. In line 12, before the word years, it is pro- 
posed to strike out twenty and insert ten;“ so as to read: 


And by imprisonment at hard labor for not more than ten years. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bil! was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. CALL. Lask that the bill be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read as amended. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 5478 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 5478. Any person who shall forcibly break into, or attempt to break 
into, any post-ollice, or any building used in whole or in as a post-office, 
with intent to commit therein larceny or other depredation, shall be deemed 
guilty of burglary, and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine of not 
—— than $1,000 and by imprisonment at hard labor for not more than ten 

Mr. CALL. I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin that he put 
that in the alternative instead of the conjunctive, and make it wat to 
punish by fine or imprisonment. 

Mr. SAWYER. No; I would let the court do either. I think it is 
all right as it is. 

Mr. HARRIS. As the bill stands the court would have to do both, 
If a man is found guilty he will have to be fined not more than the 

um amount and be imprisoned at hard labor for some time 
within the maximum priod, It will have to be put in the disjunc- 
tive if it is desired to give the court discretion to punish by either. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would add the words, or shall be punished by 
either of said punishments.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to putin the word ‘‘ or’’ instead of and,“ 
and then provide for both in the discretion of the court. 

Mr. SAWYER. I have no objection to that amendment. That will 
not hurt the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment. 

The SECRETARY. In line 11, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ it is pro- 
posed to strike out the word and and insert or,“ and at the end 
of the bill to add the words or both, in the discretion of the court.“ 

Mr. BUTLER. That fixes it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DULUTH, MINN. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8544) to increase the limit of cost of site 
and public building at Duluth, Minn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act of Congress approved March 14, 1888, be, and 
the same is hereby, amended so as to extend the limit of cost of the site anda 
commodious, substantial ponang, including fire-proof vaults, Boating and ven- 


tilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, complete, to be e thereon, 
for the use and accommodation of the United States court-house, 3 


house, and post-office, in Duluth, Minn., from $150,000 to $270,000. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GOVERNMENT GROUNDS IN CHARLESTON, 8. d. Å 


Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 3329) authorizing the city of Charleston to open Concord 
street through the grounds of the United States in that city. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest that the bill 
should be amended by designating what Charleston is alluded to in the 
bill. No State is referred to in which the place is located. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘‘ Concord street, in the city of Charleston, State of 
South Carolina.“ I thought that was specified in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move to amend by inserting those words. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 3, after the word Charleston,“ it is pro- 
posed to insert South Carolina.“ 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. A = 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended soas to read: ‘‘A bill authorizing the city of 
Charleston, S. C., to open Concord street through the grounds of the 
United States in that city.” 


INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS, 


Mr. MOODY. I ask the Senate to take up the bill (S. 3833) to pro- 
vide for the adjudication and payment of claims arising from Indian 
depredations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of the bill named 
by him. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be read for information. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘That is a pretty large bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. Is that a general bill? 

Mr. MOODY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. It can hardly be expected that that bill can be con- 
sidered and passed upon in afew moments. It is a matter of great con- 
sequence, involving an expenditure of a great many million dollars, as 
T recollect it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin objects 
to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is a very important bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know it is. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It seems to me the time of the Senate might as 
well be given to the consideration of that measure as any other. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senate is not here; that is the trouble. 

Mr. VEST. Task the Senate to resume and finish the consideration 
of the bill that was up the other day and elicited some debate, and to 
which the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] offered an amendment, 
which upon reflection Iam prepared to accept. I do not think there 
will 55 any debate in regard to the measure, and I am anxious to dis- 
pose of it. 

Mr. HALE, Did the Senator indicate that he would accept the 
amendment ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, I will accept the amendment, and I suppose that 
will end the discussion. 

Mr. MOODY. This measure that I haye moved is one of the gravest 
importance. It affects a great number of people and involves a subject 
that ought to be disposed of by Congress, We have arrived ata late - 
period of the session. It involves a question that has been before Con- 
gress for years, All that I care about is that some time shall be given 
to the consideration of this measure, and that in some shape it shall 
be disposed of. If it can not be taken up now, I should like to have 
a time fixed. Many Senators are interested in the subject on both sides 
of the Chamber, and not only Senators but other ies are g 
me to call up the bill and get it through the Senate. If it involves 
debate, it will take no longer at one time than another. It seems to 
me there is as much leisure now as at any other time. 

Mr. VEST. I make no objection myself to the Senator’s bill, but 
it seem to me that after we have considered a bill and about finished 
the discussion we had better get rid of that measure, and then we can 
take up this bill. If nobody else objects I shall not object. 

Mr. STEWART. T hope it will be understood that the Senator from 
South Dakota can have the bill taken up after the other bill is disposed 
of. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, I want to finish the other bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that there is 
objection to the request of the Senator from South Dakota. The Chair 
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therefore recognizes the Senator from Missouri, who asks unanimous 
consent that a certain bill may be considered. 

Mr. MOODY. Is it understood that after that is disposed of, unless 
some of ane pending orders shall take precedence, I may call this meas- 
ure up then? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no understanding, as the 
Chair understands it, on that subject. 

Mr. CAMERON. I shall object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There has been no agreement of the 
Senate in reference to the matter. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from South Dakota can move to take 
up his bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope when we reach a convenient stage in the 
business of the Senate the Senator from South Dakota will makea mo- 
tion to take up the bill. It is a very important bill. It comes with 
the unanimous expression of the committee which has had it under 
consideration. I doubt if there will be any objection to it. 

Mr. MOODY. I give notice, then, that I shall at the first opportu- 
nity move to proceed to the consideration of the bill. If the opportu- 
nity occurs after the disposition of the measure which the Senator from 
Missouri has in charge, I shall then move to take the bill up. 


TRANSPORTATION OF CATTLE TO FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 


Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to take up Senate bill 3718. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri asks unan- 
“rips consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate 

ill 3718. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 3718) to prohibit monopoly 
in the transportation of cattle to foreign countries, the pending ques- 
tion being on the amendment proposed by Mr. HALE in section 1, line 
7, after the word same,“ to insert the words: 

t alread tracted for in good faith by perso: rties ha vi ttl 
tor 8 at the ‘anes. of such — 1 . 
room. 

So as to make the first section of the bill read: 


That no clearance shall be granted to any vessel plying as a common carrier 
of cattle from the United States to a foreign country the owners, agents, or ofi- 
cers of which shall refuse to receive in the order they may be offered, said ves- 
sel having storage room for the same, not already contracted for rs good faith 
by persons or parties having cattle for transportation at the date of such con- 
tract sufficient to occupy such sto’ room, any cattle for transportation to a 
foreign country, the said cattle bein ing nsound copain suitable for transporta- 
tion,and the shipper tendering the reasonable freight therefor; or who shall 
make any Scant apa or agreement creating a monopoly of the capacity of yr 
vessel for any ere in violation of the law governing and regulating 
duties and obi gai ons of common carriers to the public, ont prohibiting ad 

discrimination between shippers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. HALE. Did the Senator from Missouri put his amendment of 
two words in that he suggested the other day? 

Mr.VEST. Yes, that was adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third maing, read the third 


time, and passed. 
THE CATTLE EXPORT TRADE. 


Mr.SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of private pension bills subject to objection. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President 

Mr. SAWYER. I thought the Senator had his bill out of the way. 

Mr. VEST. That bill was passed, but I have three more. 

Mr. SAWYER. I do not wish to interfere with the Senator from 
Missouri. I withdraw the request for the present. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of Sen- 
ate joint resolution No, 78 in rd to the export trade in cattle. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Missouri asks unan- 
imous consent to proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution 
indicated by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. HALE. Let it be read first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be read sub- 
ject to objection. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That the President of the United States be requested to 
cause correspondence and negotiation to be had through the Department of 
State, or otherwise, with the authorities of the Kingdom of Great Britain, for 
the purpose of securing the ab: on or modification of the regulations now 
enforced by said authorities, which require cattle imported into Great Britain 
from the United States of America to be slaughtered at the port of entry, and 
prohibiting the same from being carried alive to other places in said kingdom. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. What committee reported that? 

Mr. VEST. It comes from the Select Committee on the Transporta- 
tion and Sale of Meat Products. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I want to make a =e sca re- 
gard to this joint resolution. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Of course the Chair can recog- 
nize the Senator from Missouri by unanimous consent, as the joint reso- 
lution is not formally before the Senate. 

. VEST. I ask unanimous consent to submit a single observation 
upon the joint resolution. 

According to the regulations of the United Kingdom all live cattle 
coming from foreign countries to that kingdom must be inspected and 
slaughtered within ten days after their arrival at any port in the king- 
dom. They are not permitted to be taken into the interior, but must 
be killed within ten days at the port of entry. There is a very great 
demand amongst English cattle-raisers for what arecalled store cattle, 
two-thirds of which come from the United States; but under these 
regulations live cattle can not be taken into the interior of Great Britain 
and there fed and afterwards slaughtered. 

I want to call the attention of "the Senate to a debate in the English 
Parliament recently had in regard to this very important subject. This 
is from London, May 12: 

In the House of Commons to-night Sir John Kinloch asked the Government 
allow the importation of store cattle from Virginia, Thecattle there, he said. 
were always free from pleuro-pneumonia, the region being many hundreds o 
miles distant from the Pafected dist istricts. Cattle could be shipped from that 
State without touching other States. 

Mr. Chaplin, — of the board of agriculture, denied that Virginia was 
siwars free from pleuro-pneumonia. He said the report of the United States 

in Virgie of Agriculture in 1885 referred to the prevalence of cattle d 

na in the summer of that year. Again in 1887 an outbreak was re- 

n March last a cargo of diseased cattle arrived at from Bal- 

88 3 that there were infected districts near Vi 
ment, therefore, could not except Virginia. 

Now, Mr. President, to show the unfortunate condition of public 
opinion in Great Britain, produced by causes that I do not care to 
characterize, because I have no direct evidence, but I am morally con- 
vinced that they come from sinister motives and selfish motives—to 
show this unfortunate public opinion about American cattle I merely 
wish to say that the investigation of the committee of which I was 
chairman, and the reports of the Agricultural Department of the United 
States, show that there are but three counties in the whole United States 
in which to-day there is any vestige of pleuro-pneumonia, and no export 
cattle come from those counties at all. Two of them are in New pte 
sey and one in Rhode Island. The export cattle that go from this 
country abroad (and nearly all of them go to Great Britain) come from 
the West. They are the best class of cattle raised in the United States, 
cattle weighing from 1,500 to 2,000 pounds, and even more, Inall the 
Western ranges and in all the cattle-growing districts of the West our 
committee found not one vestige, not a shadow, of evidence of the ex- 
istence of pleuro-pneumonia. 

Mr. HALE. Right there will the Senator let me ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator would state a little more fully (I 
did not quite understand the beginning of his remarks) as to the re- 
striction ee either by the customs laws or regulations of the 
United Kin m re live-stock being admitted into the territory 
of Great B tain, ow far does that restriction go? 

Mr. VEST. The 1 regulations, as they are termed, of 
Great Britain, established by their agricultural department, are to the 
effect that all live cattle coming from any foreign country (except, of 
course, an English colony, which they do not consider foreign) shall 
be subjected to i ion immediately on their arrival at a British 
port, and within ten days slaughtered at that port, without going into 
the interior at all. 

Mr. HALE. Then no American cattle can be introduced into Great 
Britain proper for breeding, or adding to stock, or for keeping, or for 
any p whatever? 

r. VEST. Exactly. 

Mr. HALE, But they must be slaughtered within ten days cfter 
they are inspected ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir; that is the absolute rule. 

Mr. HALE. Thatis a pretty far-reaching measure in the way of 
protection, is it not? 

Mr. VEST. I should think so. 

Mr. HALE. It prohibits absolutely foreign stock? 

Mr. VEST. I do not care, Mr. President, about going into that 
question. If Senators will do us the honor to read our report they will 
find that we examined this question very fully, and they will find cita- 
tions from English authorities, and the whole matter exhaustively con- 
sidered. Canadian cattle that go to British owners are not subject to 
these regulations. The result is that they go into the interior and are 
sold to the cattle-raisers of Great Britain. e quantities of them go 
to Scotland, some go to Ireland, someare consumedin England, These 
cattle are not compelled to be retained for ten days and slaughtered at 
the port of entry, and they are therefore worth from $8 to $12 more 
per head. That discrimination is made between American and Cana- 
dian live-stock in the English ports, and the evidence shows it. 

Mr. HALE. That is not a discrimination by duties, but it is a dis- 
crimination in the way of an entire prohibition of our cattle. 

Mr. VEST, It virtually amounts to that. The committee cite the 
proceedings of an associa in the neighborhood of Edinburgh who 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


+ 


— 


5927 


petitioned that store cattle, as they are called (stock cattle, as we term 
them in this country), from America might be permitted to come into 
Scotland from America to be bought by Scotch cattle-raisers, and the 
Government refused to allow it. 

Mr. HALE. They can not admit them at all? 

Mr. VEST. They can not admit them at all ſor any purpose except 
to be slaughtered inside of ten days at the British port. 

Mr. HALE. That isan interesting statement asshowing what free- 
trade England does on this subject. I did not know before that it 
went to this extent, and I am very glad to have it brought out here as 
an instance of the discrimination Great Britain makes upon this mat- 
ter of stock cattle, that she will not admit one of ours into her country 
unlessslaughtered at the port of arrival, while Canadian cattle dogo there. 

Mr. VEST. The ground assigned by the English Government, as 

is seen by the debate in Parliament which I read, is the presence of 
pleuro-pneumonia in the American herds, I shall be perfectly frank 
about this matter. Our Department of Agriculture 
Mr. HALE. I understood the Senator to say that the restriction ap- 
plied to all foreign countries. } 
Mr. VEST. It does; but it must be remembered that two-thirds 
of the meat product that goes into Great Britain comes from the United 
States. 
Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly; but the restriction, the prohibition, it 
seems, is a general rule as to all cattle coming in from other countries 
except their colonies. 
Mr. VEST. It applies to all cattle except those from their colonies. 
There is no doubt about that; but still we send live cattle there, and 
the trade has largely increased. We give the exact statistics in our 
, from official sources, lish and American. The increase of 
the export of live cattle and of dressed beef into Great Britain from 
the United States has almost doubled in the past two years. The exact 
figures can be seen by referring to the report. 
I wasgoing tosay that the pretext, to use that word—the reason, I will 
say—for these quarantine regulations is because the British authorities 
claim that pleuro-pneumonia exists in this country. I shall be en- 
tirely frank about that. Four years ago the Department of Agricult- 
ure, in an official report, stated that there was pleuro-pneumonia in 
the American herds. Since that time there have been found in steam- 
ships, in cargoes of live cattle going to the British ports, one or more 
cases in each cargo of a disease which was pronounced at the English 
port when the cattle were inspected to be pleuro-pneumonia. Ameri- 
can authorities, Americans who happened ta be in Great Britain at the 
time, denied that the disease was pleuro-pneumonia, but still the oM- 
cial report of our Agricultural Department, together with the official 
inspection report of the British inspectors, furnished sufficient ground 
to keep these quarantine regulations in force. 
Besides that, the English newspapers make no di of stating 
that they are under no obligation to the people of the United States; 
that we exclude their m dise and they have a right to exclude 
our cattle. I have here an editorial from an English newspaper, which 
Icould read if necessary, in which it is stated that they have made their 
arrangements to obtain their meat supplies from some other source, and 
that if the McKinley tariff bill becomes a law, which was then pending 
in the other House, they would regard it as a commercial war upon all 
British merchandise, and they proposed to retaliate. Of course that 
is a statement simply of a newspaper, and does not come from any au- 
thoritative source. 

Mr. HALE. Then how does the Senator 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri 


theory that this restriction is based upon the fear of disease in cattle, 
that they require inspection and immediate slaughter for use among 
their people? If they are afraid of the disease of pleuro-pneumonia, 
why should they admit stock to be landed and inspected and killed 
and at once eaten, as if must be, and yet will not allow it to go into 
the country? It would seem as if that was their reason, and they were 
afraid of diseased catttle from the United States, the prohibition would 
commence earlier and the cattle would not be permitted to land and be 
slaughtered at all. It looks rather as if there was an element in it of 
determination to keep out everything that rivals or competes with the 
British stock-grower. 

In answer to what the Senator has referred toas an article ina news- 
paper as to the McKinley tariff bill being a war upon Great Britain 
and her producers, it might well be said that it was simply a measure 
as an offset to this most stringent rule of protection and anti- free trade 
that Great Britain has already established on her own borders. 

Mr. VEST. That is very true, and the Select Committee on the 
Meat Product have discussed that question fully. Ido not care to 

the Senate or myself by reading in ertenso from the report. I 
have not the slightest doubt myself that this feeling against American 
cattle has been kept alive and increased by interested parties in Great 
Britain. It goes without saying that the cattle-raisers of the United 
Kingdom look with jealo 
store cattle, from the Uni 


upon the importation of stock cattle, or 
States or any other foreign country. 


We have, therefore, from our committee reported a measure, which 
I hope the Senate will consider as soon as possible, providing for a 
national inspection law as to the export cattle that go from this coun- 
try abroad; and we put it upon the ground in our report that every 
excuse upon the part of British authorities for excluding our store cattle 
should be removed by an inspection upon this side of the ocean; that 
we shall inspect here and they can inspect there, that there can be no 
sort of ground left for the pretext that pleuro-pneumonia exists in the 
export cattle of the United States. 

I assert without any fear of contradiction that there is not one - 
cleof pleuro-pneumoniain the export eattle of the United States. 
is pleuro-pneumonia in a county in Rhode Island and in two counties 
in New Jersey, but there has never been a single hoof of cattle exported 
abroad from either of those districts. The cattle in those counties do 
not come in contact with the export cattle that come from the ranges 
and stock farms of the West and pass through Chicago, and then by 
the great trunk lines directly to New York, and are then put upon 
steam-ships there and carried across, most of them going to the United 
Kingdom. 

As a matter of course, we can do nothing in this matter except by 
negotiations. I do not know the spirit with which the British Gov- 
ernment will entertain the proposition, but this joint resolution does 
all we can do. It may be very little. It is an attempt to do some- 
thing. We simply ask the President of the United States, through the 
State Department or in any other way that he shall see proper, to ne- 
gotiate with the British Government to modify or remove these quar- 
antine regulations. 

The importance of this matter is beyond any sort of question. If 
Senators will take the trouble to examine the official reports, both En- 
glish and American, in regard to the increase of our export cattle trade, 
they will find that no department of our foreign commerce has in- 
creased in such a ratio. We to-day are supplying Great Britain virt- 
ually with her meat product. Our examination shows that the cattle 
of Great Britain are steadily decreasing, year by year, and the same 
report shows beyond any doubt, by their own official reports, that the 
cattle of the United States are supplying practically the meat demand 
of the whole Kingdom of Great Britain. 

But it goes also without saying that if these quarantine regulations 
remain we shall be forced to ship all our meat to Great Britain as 
dressed meat. Then what regulations they may make to exclude that 
meat product remains for the future. Whilst in a great many districts 
in Scotland and in England the stock-raisers to-day are demanding or 
asking in every possible shape that store cattle may be brought into 
the United Kingdom from America and from other foreign countries, 
these quarantine regulations shut them out. 

Mr. HALE. What does the Senator mean by ‘‘store cattle?” 

Mr. VEST. Stock cattle. 

Mr. HALE, Are stock cattle brought in to be fattened and killed? 

Mr. VEST. Ves. The English call them store cattle; we call 
them stock cattle. Of course we carry them there in such a condi- 
tion that they would make good beef, but I understand, and the evi- 
dence shows, that what we would consider a fat beef when exported 
ie United States the English cattle-raisers would consider in 

r order. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not see any objection to the joint 
resolution. In fact, I think it a very wise measure and one that may 
result in good. The little debate that has taken place here has brought 
out what is, many things considered, a remarkable situation. Com- 

laint has been made that a bill which is now before the Senate and 
ing considered by the Committee on Finance, the House tariff bill, 
is unreasonable in the rates imposed as duties upon the importation of 
foreign stock into this country—Canadian stock. The Senator from 
Missouri has referred to an article in a British or colonial paper in 
which it is said that the provisions of that bill practically propose war 
upon traffic and upon the introduction of stock from Canada to this 
country. 

Now, notwithstanding that, is found this condition in free-trade 
Great Britain, from which we admit to this country, I believe, stock 
for breeding purposes without duty. I think I am correctin that, 
there being a demand for it constantly, and the British grower and 
raiser of such stock getting the benefit of our market and we exacting 
no duty, while in free-trade Great Britain there is what amounts to an 
absolute prohibition. Even with the stock of cattle of that country 
decreasing, as the Senator from Missouri says that it is, and which is 
undoubtedly the fact, such is the bitter feeling in the cattle-growers’ 
mind in Great Britain against the introduction of our product in com- 
petition with his that the Government has established regulations by 
which it is impossible to import into that country any stock whatever, 
either for breeding pu or to be fattened and then killed and sold 
there. The only way that it canbe done, if this live stock is sent there, 
is that it shall be i and then at once killed, but it shall not be 
introduced into the country to be fattened there in competition with 
the British cattle-grower. 

Mr. President, this is a fitting and pertinent comment upon the at- 
titude taken with reference to 85 trade, for if anything is the Grat 
site of free trade this regulation established and carried out by Great 
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Britain is that opposite. It is not only large duties that shall prevent 
importations, but, in effect, absolute prohibition, and I am very glad 
-that the little debate here has brought that out. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Massachusetts will permit me, it 
is proper to state what I believe to be the fact, that heretofore we have 
never put any tariff duty upon animals brought from abroad for breed- 


ing purposes. > 

Mr. HALE. That is the present law. They are admitted free. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that the McKinley bill does that. 

Mr. HALE. I was referring to the present law. I have not ex- 
amined the McKinley bill as to that. 

Mr. VEST. The newspaper article to which I alluded was based 
upon the idea that the change was being contemplated, and that in the 
McKinley bill all cattle, even for breeding purposes, imported into the 
United States should be subject to a tariff duty. 

Mr. PLATT. That is not true. 

Mr. HALE. But the regulation of Great Britain that the Senator 
from Missouri has referred to is an old regulation. 

Mr. VEST. I only understand what has been stated in the public 
press. I do not know what the provisions of the bill are on that point. 

Mr. HALE. Here is the provision in the McKinley bill: 


Any animal imported specially for breeding purposes shall be admitted free. 

Then there is a proviso as to its being registered, being of a recog- 
nized breed, and a book of record being kept of the fact. 

Mr. VEST. There is a new provision in regard to cattle. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, in regard to registry. 


Mr. VEST. But in addition to that. w 
Mr. HALE. It goes still further, and the next paragraph of the 
McKinley bill provides that— 


Animals brought into the United States temporarily for a period not exceed- 
ing six months, for the purpose of exhibition or competition for prizes offered 
by any agricultural or racing association— 

Shall be admitted free. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I merely rose to call the attention of 
the Senator from Missouri to the form of his jointresolution. I suggest 
to the Senator that it is hardly worth while to have a joint resolution 
which requires the assent of the other House and the signature of the 
President to what is a mere request of the President to do something 
which, in his discretion, he may do. There is no occasion for making 
a law that the President shall be requested to do so and so, and I sug- 
gest that it will have precisely the same weight and be much more ap- 
propriate if it should be a Senate resolution alone. It will have all 
the weight with the State Department. 

Mr. VEST. I will state that I considered that feature, and the com- 
mittee did also, and we came to the conclusion that as this was an in- 
ternational matter the resolution would probably have more weight if 
it came from both Houses of Con 

Mr. HOAR. Then the Senator should at least make it a concurrent 
and not a joint resolution. 

Mr. VEST. Well, it can be made a concurrent resolution, He it 
resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring).’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the form of 
the resolution will be changed from a joint to a concurrent resolution. 
It is so ordered. Is the Senate ready for the question on agreeing to 
the concurrent resolution? 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HALE. Let us take up the unobjected pension cases now. I 

ask consent that that be done. 
~ Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, I am anxious to get 
through with the bills from the special committee if possible. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Missouri if he will allow me to 
call up Senate bill 2786? I see the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME] 
here, and there perhaps may not be any debate or discussion upon it. 
It is the bill that was up for consideration yesterday. If the Senator 
from Misssouri makes no objection, I will ask that that bill be now 
considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 

jield ? 
1 85 VEST. I do not want to be discourteous, but I should like to 
get up another one of these important bills. 

Mr. CALL. If there shall be any discussion about it I will not in- 
sist on going on with it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I object to the consideration of that 
bill at this time. 


NATIONAL CATTLE INSPECTION, 


Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill 3719, which is in connection with the same subject-matter 
as the resolution we have just disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 3719) to provide for the inspection of 
live cattle and beef products intended for export to foreign countries. 

Mr. HALE, Let it be read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLUMB, The original bill, I understand, has beenread. The 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry directed to be reported to the 
Senate, and there was reported on the 6th day of June, through Mr. 
PADDOCK, the chairman of the committee, an amendment to this bill 
which, speaking for myself, is, if anything, more satisfactory than the 
original bill. It was considered pretty thoroughly by that committee, 
and I understood that it was satisfactory to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. I was about to speak of that amendment when I rose. 
As I recollect the amendment it adopts the bill of the Select Commit- 
tee on the Meat Product and then adds other provisions. I have not 
the slightest objection to extending the inspection. All I want to do 
is to remove all pretext on the part of Great Britain that our cattle are 
diseased and that the meat exported from the United States is unsound. 

Mr. PLUMB. Lask that the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry will be treated as 
the original bill, the Senator from Missouri having no objection. The 
amendment will be read. : 

Mr. PLUMB. The first section of the substitute is, I think, in the 
exact language of the first section of the bill which has just been read. 

Mr. VEST. And the second section also. 

Mr. PLUMB. Les, and the second section also. As those sections 
have been read, I thought it would obviate the necessity of reading 
them again. / 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have them read again. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The entire amendment proposed by 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry will be read. 

TheCHIEF CLERK. The committee report to strike out all after the 
enacting clause of the bill and to insert: 


That the Secretary of Agriculture shal] cause to be made a careful inspection 
of all cattle intended for export to foreign countries from the United States, at 
such times and p and in such manner as he may think proper, with a view 
to ascertain whether such cattle are free from disease; and for this purpose he 
may appoint mr nner who shall be authorized to give an official certificate 
. the condition in which such animals are found, and no clearance 
shall be given to any vessel having on board cattle for exportation to a forei 
country unless the owner or shipper of such cattle has a certificate from the 
8 herein authorized to be appointed, stating that said cattle are sound 
an from disease. 

Sec, 2. That the Secretary of Agriculture shall also cause to be made a careful 
inspection of all live cattle whose meat is intended for exportation to any for- 
eign country, at such times and places and in such manner as he may think 
proper, with a view to ascertain whether said cattle are free from disease and 
their meat sound and wholesome; and may appoint inspectors, who shall be 
authorized to poe an official certificate, clearly stating the condition in which 
such cattle and meat are found; and no clearance l be given to any vessel 
having on board any beef for exportation to and sale in a foreign country 
from any portin the United States until the owner or shipper shall — 5 from 
an inspector appointed under the provisions of this act such certificate. 

Sec, 3. That one copy of the certificate issued by the ins; r shall be filed 
in the Department of Agriculture; another y be delivered to the owner 
or shipper of the cattle or fresh beef i , and a third copy shall be deliv- 
ered to the chief officer of the vessel on which said cattle or beef is transpo: z 

Sec, 4. That all cattleand h. which are about to be slaughtered at slaughter- 
houses, canning, salting, packing, or rendering establishments in any State or 
Territory the carcasses or products of which are to be rted and sold for 
human consumption in any other State or Territory s gor to their 
slaughter, be inspected, and if on said inspection any such cattle or hogs are 
found to be affected by mag disease on account of which, or if from any other 
cause any of said cattle or hogs are found unfit for human consumption, the in- 
spector shall, in the discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture and under rules 
and regulations to be prescribed by him, order their condemnation and cause 
them to be destroyed without compensation to the owner. That, in addition 
to the aforesaid inspection, there shall be made a post mortem examination of 
the careasses of all cattle and about to be pre for human consum 
tion at any slaughter-house, canning, salting, ng, or rendering establ 
ment in any State or Territory which are intended for transportation and sale 
in any other State or Territory, and if the same shall be found to be affected 
with any disease which renders them unhealthy and unfit for human food, the 
veterinarian, agent, or inspector shall, under rules and lations to be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of Agriculture, condemn and destroy such carcass or 
carcasses. ‘ood products manufactured from the carcasses of live-stock so 
declared to be diseased and unhealthy shall be in like manner condemned and de- 
stroyed in accordance with the rules and regulations aforesaid; and any person 
or persons who shall aftersuch condemnation of any d carcasses or prod- 
uct thereof sell or offer the same for sale, representing such diseased carcasses 
or product thereof to have been inspected in the manner provided by this act 
when such cattle, hogs, carcasses, or products thereof have not been so in- 
spected, nor the post mortem examination made on the carcasses of such cattle 
or hogs provided for in this section, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and be 
pun ble upon conviction for a term not exceeding one year at hard labor, 
and be fined a sum not less than $100 and not more than $1,000, 

Sec, 5. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of Agriculture to prepare 
such rules and regulations as he may deem necessary for properly declaring 
and 2 the results of the inspection of the cattle or hogs and of the car- 
casses and food products of the same which shall have been examined and in- 
e as provided by section 2 of this act. The said rules and regulations 
shall also provide that no certificate shall be issued for or affixed to any food 
products of animals that have been inspected, as provided in said section, until 
the inspector who made such inspection shall be satisfied that the carcasses from 
which the said food products have been prepared had not become tainted or un- 
healthy by undue exposure or other cause before being converted into said 

roducts, That the Secretary of Agriculture shall publish said rules and regu- 


ions in such newspapers as he may select, and shall notify the president, 
2 agent, or owner ot all railroad, steam- boat, or transportation companies, 
or vehicles engaged in the transportation of articles of commerce from one State 
or Territory into another. 


That any person or persons violating this section shall be guilty of a misde- 


sum of $500. 

Sr. 7. That it shall be the duty of the several United States district attorneys 
to prosecute all violations of this act which shall be brought to their notice or 
knowledge by any person making the complaints under oath; and the same 
shall be heard before any circuit court of the United States or Territorial court 
N 2 within the district in which the violation of this act has been com- 


Sec.8. That this act shall take effect —— days after its passage. 

Mr. PLUMB. In line 6 of section 5 I move tostrike out the words 
“section 2 of’? and to insert this act, so as to read, as provided 
by this act.“ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. In section 5, line 9, I move to strike out the words 


‘said section” and to insert ‘this act” so as to read as provided in | SPO 


this act. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. In line 6 of section 6, after the word section I 
move to strike out the word ‘‘two’’ and insert “five,” 

Mr. HOAR. I was about to suggest that that section ought to be 
changed so as to be applicable to the whole bill, and that after the 
word Territory“ in the third line there should be inserted the words 
or from this country to any foreign country,“ and after the word an- 
other, in line 4, the words or from this country to any foreign country“ 
and then the words section 2 of’’ should be stricken out in the sixth 
line. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think that is a good suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 3, after the word Territory“ itis pro- 
posed to insert the words ‘‘or from this country to any foreign coun- 
try; in line 4, after the word another to insert the words or 
from this country to any foreign country,’’ and in line 6, after the word 
“by ” to strike out the words section 2 of;’’ so as to read: 

That it shall be unlawful for Say pamon to transport from one State or Terri- 
tory into any other State or Territory, or from this country to any foreign 
country, or for any person to deliver to another for transportation from one 
State or Territory into another, or from this country to any fo country, the 
carcasses of any live- stock or the food products of any live-st requ —4 
this act to be inspected, which have not been so inspected in accordance wi 
the rules and regulations prepared by the Secretary of Agriculture. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. In regard to the blank in section 8, I think that 
should be perhaps ninety days. The only purpose of any extension of 
time would be in order that the necessary rules and regulations might 
be provided, and the necessary persons appointed to make the re- 
quired inspection. I move to fill the blank with the word“ ninety.” 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire how these inspectors are to be 


paid. 
Mr. PLUMB. They will be paid through the medium of appropri- 
ations provided for in the proper appropriation act. 


Mr. HOAR. That would be true if they were to be paid by the Gov- |_ 


ernment; but the question is whether the committee propose that the 
expense of this inspection shall fall wholly upon the Government or 
whether it shall fall in part or wholly upon the owner of the meat or 


cattle. 

Mr. PLUMB. The intention was that it should fall wholly on the 
Government in order that there might be no impeachment of the im- 
partiality of the work done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the word 
“ninety ’’ will be inserted in the blank in section 8. 

Mr. HALE. Before the Senator who reports this amendment sits 
down 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not report it. It was reported by the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK ], who is unavoidably detained from the 
Senate at this time. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is in charge of the amendment now? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes. ` . 

Mr. HALE. Is it the purpose of this bill that no slaughtering, can- 
ning, salting, packing, or what is called rendering of cattle and hogs 
shall be done in any part of the country without the meat being in- 

? 


ted 

Mr. PLUMB. For interstate or foreign commerce. 

Mr. HALE. In any case where the killing is with the intention of 
carrying the product either out of the State or where it will go into a 
foreign country it shall be subject to inspection? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes. That, of course, would be under the rules and 
regulations prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture, which undoubt- 
edly would not apply to private packing, such as an individual might 
pack for the purpose of transporting to his neighbor across the line, but 
it would apply to those places where hog and beef products in large 
quantities are to be 5 

Mr. HALE. Is there in such cases any inspection now? 

Mr. PLUMB. There isa partial inspection at some of the stock- 


yards and packing-houses, more particularly at the stock-yards, For 


instance, the Government has an inspector to-day at Kansas City at 
the yards, for the purpose of seeing that diseased cattle and hogs are 
not unloaded, and of course, in case they should be unloaded, to take 


precautions to see that they are not taken into the packing-houses and 
not made use of for food. The State of Illinois provides for an inspec- 
tion as to subjects within its jurisdiction at the city of Chicago. 

Mr. HALE. At the slaughter-houses? 

Mr. PLUMB. At the slaughter-houses. During the session of the 
committee of which the Senator from Missouri is chairman and of 
which I am a member, held in Chicago last year, I conversed there 
with a member of that board in regard to the operations of the slaugh- 
ter-houses to learn from his observation something of their methods of 
inspection. The Senator may have observed some time ago the contro- 
versy which arose as to whether the city of Chicago, through its health 
authorities, had jurisdiction of a certain lot of diseased animals t 
to the city, or whether they were by law committed to the jurisdil 
of the State through the medium of the commission of which I have 
ken. 

Mr. HALE. The intention is that the Government shall take the 
entire charge of this inspection? 

Mr. PLUMB. The intention is that the Government shall at these 
places make such examination and inspection as shall enable the per- 
asz ao make it to certify that what comes out of those places is fit 

or : 
Pers HALE. And that no killing and packing shall be done without 
t? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, practically. f 

Mr. HALE. Ido not ask these questions because I am hostile to the 
bill, but I am trying to get some light on the subject. Has the Sen- 
ator made any estimate or has anybody whatever made any estimate 
as to the extent of this work, as to what number of inspectors will be 
required, and as to how expensive will be the machinery which this 
bill will set on foot? 

Mr. PLUMB. It can not be very expensive. There are very few 
packing-houses. Owing to the process of elimination, which has been 
going on for a number of years, the small packing-houses have almost 
disappeared, and the chief packing of the country is done at Kansas 
City, at Omaha, at Chicago, at Indianapolis, and at Cincinnati. 

Mr. HALE. Those are the large establishments. 

Mr. PLUMB. There are very few. There is one establishment at 
Cedar Rapids and one at St. Louis—I omitted St. Louis—and one at 
Sieux City. They are all in minent localities. The 
will not necessarily be minute, use the carcasses are so handled 
that they can pass and will pass naturally and very rapidly before the 
eye of the inspector, enabling him to determine as to their condition, 
in connection with the other inspection already provided for, which 
tends to eliminate diseased animals, and to preveat them from going 
into the slaughter-houses. So I should say that probably the entire 
expense of this ought not to exceed $50,000 or $60,000 a year. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think that under the first part of 
section 4 the small establishments to which he has alluded may be 
excepted by the regulation of the Secretary? 

Mr. PLUMB. I think they can. 

Mr. HALE. It reads: 

That all cattle and hogs which are about to be slaughtered at slaughter- 
houses, canning, salting, packing, or rendering establishments in any State or 


Territory, the carcasses or products of which are to be transported and sold for 
human consumption in any other State or Territory, etc. 


Mr. PLUMB. It says in another section that it shall be done at such 
times and places as he shall prescribe. - 

Mr. HALE. Is there anything of that kind in this section? 

Mr. PLUMB. There is not. In lines 10 and 11 of this section it 
says: 

Thei skall, in the discretion of th 1 a 
aa a an ͤ³ðâV[V sie oh iS 


Mr. PLATT. That is in relation to their destruction. 

Mr. HALE. That isin reference to another thing. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thatis very true. It was suggested in the amend- 
ment which the Senator from Illinois offered, and which covers the 
scope of section 5, the words where necessary should be included 
after the word inspected. 

Mr. HALE. I think it would be well to have those words in here. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very likely it would be. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I wish to inquire what provision is 
made by the bill for compensating the inspectors. 

Mr. PLUMB. None at all. They are left on the same footing that 
all the employés in the Departments are, as a rule, to be provided for 
by appropriations to be carried in the annual supply bills. 

Mr. REAGAN. And the salaries, or fees, or whatever they are 

Mr. PLUMB. Are to be fixed hereafter, It was not deemed wise 
to embarrass the consideration of the question of inspection with the 
question of the expense. 

Mr. HOAR. What is there in the bill reported and advocated by 
the onata from Vermont and the Senator from Ohio early in this ses- 
sion 
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gaged in this business in good 


Mr. PLUMB. That related entirely to meats intended for foreign 


+ 


on. 
VEST. It related to pork. 

Mr. PLUMB. That related only to pork, as the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. VEST] says, 

Mr. COKE. President, Lwould ask the Senator from Kansas if 
section 5, referring to cattle and hogs about to be transported from one 
State or Territory into another, is not based upon the constitutional 
jurisdiction of Congress under the commerce clause, authorizing and 
empowering Congress to regulate commerce between the States, etc. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not catch the question. 

Mr. COKE. I desire to know of the Senator from Kansas if this bill 
is not constructed on the theory that Congress, having the power to 
regulate commerce among the States, may provide, asin section 5, with 
reference to cattle and hogs about to be transported from one State or 
Territory into another? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes; undoubtedly that is the case. 

Mr. COKE. Then I will ask the Senator from Kansas if he believes 
that section 5 of this bill is constitutional under the decisions of the 
Supreme Court, which has repeatedly decided that the jurisdiction of 
Congress does not attach to articles to be transported from one State 
to another until they are delivered to the common carrier for trans- 
portation ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, that would be probably the case, but 
in the mean time that question would be left to be settled by the ad- 
justment which would naturally result between the Department and 
the person whose products were to be inspected. Of course, if an in- 
spector were to present himself at the Kansas City packing-houses or the 
Chicago packing-houses and should insist on examining a certain class 
of products, the defense to the examination, if these people saw fit to 
set it up, would be that these were not designed for interstate trans- 
portation or commerce. That would be one of those questions which 
might lead to some friction, but in all probability would not, because 
in nearly all the States there is more or less of i ion anyhow in 
relation to those things which are the subject of State jurisdiction. 
Therefore, if the packers at Chicago should say to the inspector, ‘‘You 
can not inspect this because it is designed for consumption in the State 
in which it is slaughtered,” the jurisdiction of the other inspector ap- 

inted by the State of Illinois would at once attach; and I have no 
Joubt that it would work itself out just this way: that there would be 
an inspection there of everything that went into the packing-houses, 
and consequently, of course, of everything that came out, irrespective 
of the question as to whether it were designed for interstate or for State 
commerce, 

Mr. COKE. Then, as I understand the Senator, this provision with 
reference to the inspection of cattle and hogs intended for transporta- 
tion will not be operative if anybody objects to it? 

Mr. PLUMB. Ithinknot. What I believe is that once this inspec- 
tion is provided for the good sense of such of the persons who are en- 
faith and with the design of producing 
pure food will accept the offices of the Government in such a way that 
pany: everything will pass under the inspection of Government 
offici 

Mr. COKE. Then I ask the Senator if he had not better amend this 
bill so as to conform to the Constitution, and not endeavor to have it 
operate on subjects outside of our constitutional jurisdiction ? 

Mr. PLUMB. On the face of it I think it is constitutional, because 
if a question should arise under it as to whether these products had 
been so segregated by the act of their owner, or by some other act, as 


to make them subjects only of interstate commerce, this provision says 


that wherever these ‘‘cattle and hogs,’’ and so on, ‘‘are about to be 
slaughtered ’’ and are to be transported and sold for human consump- 
sion in any other State or Territory.’’ That, of course, raised an issue 
of fact there at once. 

Mr. COKE. The Senator will remember the New Hampshire case, 
where the logs were cut and floated down the river and got to the bor- 
der of another State, and they were held, although they had started 
on their journey for another State, not to be interstate commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not recall the case, butI recall the general prin- 

ciple which the Senator has stated. 
„ Mr. COKE. That is the New Hampshire case which has been re- 
peatedly quoted here in debate, and I suggest to the Senator that this 
section is clearly outside of the decision of the Supreme Conrt with 
reference to interstate commerce. We can not take the intention, the 
court says, to transport for the actof transportation. The jurisdiction 
of Congress attaches only when the subject of commerce is delivered 
to a common carrier and is about to go on its journey. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. That is what this says, are to be trans- 
ported and sold.“ The question would be as to what was to be trans- 
ported. Suppose, for instance, the cattle or hogs were to be loaded 
under contract and put into a car for the purpose of shipment under a 
sale already made or under consignment to an outside consignee? 

Mr, COKE. That is the case here, the Senator will observe: 


That all cattleand hogs which are about to be slaughtered at slaughter-houses, 
canning, salting, packing, or renderin ents in any State or Terri- 
tory, the carcasses or products of wh are to be transported 
human consumption in any other State or Territory. 
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Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. COKE. The Senator from Kansas will see very plainly that this 
section takes hold of the subject a long time before Congress can possi- 
bly take any jurisdiction over it, because it is only after the animals 
have been slaughtered and have been put in a condition for transporta- 
tion; and not only that, but the transportation must actually have com- 
menced by placing the product in the hands of the common carrier be- 
fore Congressional jurisdiction attaches. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think any question will arise about this. 
I think the whole situation will work itself out without any friction. 
I will avail myself of the suggestion of the Senator from Maine and 
the Senator from Illinois and move to insert in line 6, of section 5, 
alter the word ins ,” the words where necessary. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. HALE. I have prepared an amendment to come in after the 
word ‘‘slaughter;’’ so that it will read as follows: 

Shall, prior to thetr slaughter, and in all cases where the Secretary of Agri- 
culture may deem it necessary and expedient, be inspected, etc. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is the same thing in effect. 

Mr. PLATT. Leave out the word and.“ 

Mr, PLUMB. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. HALE, I will say: 

In all cases where the Secretary of Agriculture may deem it necessary and 
expedient. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is that to take the place of the other 
amendment? 

Mr. PLUMB. Itis to take the place of the amendment I offered 
and which I withdraw. 

Mr. HALE. Of course the Secretary of Agriculture must decide as 
to the necessity for inspection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUME] being withdrawn, the amendment of the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 5, line 6, after the word ‘‘slaughter,’’ 
it is proposed to insert in all cases where the Secretary of Agriculture 
may deem it necessary and expedient; ’’ so as to read: 

That ali cattle and hogs which are about to be slaughtered at slaughter-houses, 
canning, salting, packing. or rendering establishments in any or Terri- 
tory, the carcasses or products of wh: are to be transported and sold for hu- 
man consumption in any other State or Territory, shall, prior totheir slaughter, 
in all eases where the Secretary of Agriculture may deem it necessary and ex- 
pedient, etc, 

The amendment was agreed to. ' 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, it seems to me that it isa very odd 
sort of legislation to enact a law and make it dependent upon the will 
of an executive officer. 

Mr. HALE. It is making the cases where it is to be exercised dis- 
cretionary, regulating the administration of it simply. My object in 
the amendment was to prévent the section applying to small establish- 
ments, which would technically come under the provisions of the first 
part of section 5, and prohibit anybody from slaughtering any small 
quantity that was to be shipped out of a State to an adjoining State; 
which nobody wants to do. i 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I think, perhaps, that the establish- 
ments at which cattle and hogs are slaughtered are more numerous than 
the Senator from Kansas apprehends. I have in mind two establish- 
ments in the State of Connecticut, and I think there are others, which, 
I suppose, would fall within the provisions of this bill. It is true that, 
perhaps, the larger portion of the cattle and hogs which are slaughtered 
at the slaughtering establishments are the product to be sold within 
the State of Connecticut; but, nevertheless, they do a business which 
extends beyond the State of Connecticut, and somewhat with foreign 
countries. I think there would have to be i there, under this 
bill, and I apprehend that there must be a good many of those estab- 
lishments scattered throughout the country. 

The practice with regard to the slaughtering of hogs for the Eastern 
market is, I think, almost uniyersally to bring the live animals there. 
Very few dressed hogs are brought to the Eastern States, being slaugh- 
tered in the West where they are grown, and brought to the Eastern 
States for consumption; but as a general thing I think hogs are 
brought as live animals tothe East au [there slaughtered. That makes 
slaughter-houses scattered about all through the East, and while a con- 
siderable portion of the product is sold in the State where the slaugh - 
tering takes place, all these establishments have a trade which extends 
beyond the State, with regard to some portions of the product, at any 
rate. 

So I apprehend it will be found that many inspectors will be re- 
quired to carry out this law, and I think there is very great force in 
the suggestion made by the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] in refer- 
ence to the constitutional difficulty, and, if the constitutional difficulty 
which he apprehends does not hold, there will be great practical diffi- 
culty about it. I do not see how it is possible to tell in advance of the 
slaughter what animals it is expected will when slaughtered be taken 
out of the State and what will be consumed within the State, or the 
roducis of animals, as to what portion of the products will be taken 
out of the State and what portion will be consumed within the State. 
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It seems to me that there will be a very great practical difficulty in en- regard as somewhat unfortunate, in the bill reported from his commit- 


forcing that provision. 

I think the purpose of the bill is a good one, but it seems—and I 
think, it having come from two committees, I may say it without be- 
ing invidious or criticising either—to be quite crude in its provisions, 

r. VEST. All of this billexcept the first twosections did not come 
from the select committee. This is an amendment of this portion of 
the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Then in section 5 there aré two inspections provided 
for of the same animal, that is an ante mortem and a post mortem in- 
spection of the same animal. . 

Mr. COKE. I suggest to the Senator from Connecticut also that 
the State inspection laws have jurisdiction of the same subject-matter 
at the same time. 

Mr. PLATT. Exactly. Perhaps I am a little obtuse, but I really 
can not see why, if there has been one inspection immediately prior to 
the slaughter of cattle and hogs which are expected to be transported 
to other Territories, or the products of which are to be transported into 
other Territories, there should immediately be another inspection; 
that is, a post mortem inspection of the carcasses of those very same ani- 
mals which have been inspected, to see whether they were in proper 
condition or not. 

Mr. PLUMB. The practice under the operation which 8 in 
the packing-houses, the killing of the hog and the packing of him both, 
as well as beef cattle, and so on, and putting him into the barrel, or, 
rather, into the cooling - room, is a continuous operation, and one inspec- 
tion will answer the same purpose; that is to say, a man might inspect 
at one end or the other, either as the animal went into the yard or as 
it went into the barrel or cooling-room. 

Mr. PLATT. It says in addition to the aforesaid inspection.” 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand; but it will be really a continuous op- 
eration. It is to secure greater vigilance, to make sure that whoever 
witnesses the various operations which have resulted in putting an ani- 
mal into the barrel shall be able to say authentically that that animal 
so barreled is fit for human food. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER] suggests that they might look on first inspection to be all 
right and might turn out to have the cholera, and the first inspection 
will not show it. It might be that the first examiner of the animal in 
the live state might be deceived, and vice versa, but you have a contin- 
nous o tion, which goes right on. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I appeal to the Senator from Kansas to 
allow the bill reported from the Select Committee on the Transporta- 
tion and Sale of Meat Products to be enacted without amendment. 
The object of that bill is simply to enlarge the export trade of the 
United States, and to remove by an American inspection all pretext on 
the part of the British authorities that diseased cattle or unsound meat 
is exported abroad from this country, Our committee, as the Senator 
from Kansas knows, avoided intentionally and deliberately this ques- 
tion of interstate commerce as to live cattle and as to meats, 
We wanted to avoid (and, speaking for myself, Iam certain I did) this 
maze of constitutional construction which has been entered upon to 
some degree here to-day. 

As the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] has said, the Supreme Court 
of the United States may decide, and in the consideration of one bill 
has decided, that until there is actual transportation begun among the 
States and Territories and the District of Columbia the interstate- 
commerce clause of the Constitution does not apply. The Supreme 
Court decided as plainly as the English language can be made to de- 
cide that the intention as to interstate commerce does not apply and 
does not bring the product within the interstate-commerce clause of 
the Constitution. 

Now, in these amendments, for which I am not at all responsible, 
although I sympathize with the general object of them, it will be seen 
that here there is a United States inspection in the State or Territory 
before the interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution can possibly 
attach, and I must be permitted to say, without entering on that do- 
main or field of constitutional argument, that I have very great doubts 
about the constitationality of the provision, if anything to-day in this 
country is unconstitutional, 

All we want to do, speaking for the Select Committee on the Trans- 
portation and Sale of Meat Products, is in connection with the resolu- 
tion which the Senate has passed to-day providing for diplomatic cor- 
respondence with the English authorities to modify or remove the 
ng pes regulations, to have a national American inspection of cat- 

e for export, so that the English authorities shall not be permitted to 
say, ‘We have here a lot of American cattle that never have been in- 

and therefore we will require them to be slaughtered within 
ten days after they reach the port of entry in the United Kingdom.“ 

It is very evident from what has occurred here that if we go into 
this additional question of commerce among the States there will be 
lengthy discussion, and probably the defeat of the original measure. I 
should be very glad, indeed, if we could pass the original bill, and then 
I will take the greatest pleasure in assisting in framing or passing a 
bill that applies to commerce among the States. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, there is one omission which, as the 
Senator from Missouri says, was substantially designed, but which I 


tee, in dealing with the question of beef; and that was the only ques- 
tion that was germane to the jurisdiction of the committee. Buta 
large portion of the foreign commerce of this country in meat products 
relates to cut meats and canned meats, and it is just as important that 
a bill of health shall be given to them as it is that it should be given 
to the live cattle. What I should hope would come out of this busi- 
ness would be something that would cover the entire field of our trans- 
actions in beefand pork, whether it be on the hoof or cut up and canned 
or otherwise cured for human consumption. 

But at the same time there is force in what the Senator says about 
the embarrassment that might arise in attempting to get through a 
comprehensive measure, necessary though it be, vital though it be and 
really is to the best interests of the farmers and stock producers of this 
country; and while I am somewhat embarrassed by reason of the ab- 
sence of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK ], the chairman of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, who reported this amend- 
ment, I will take the responsibility of withdrawing it in order that the 
original bill may pass without controversy, if that can be done. How- 
ever, if there shall be debate upon it which would seem to protract its 
consideration, I will reserve the right to offer it. It simply consists of 
the first three sections. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment being withdrawn, 
the bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and open 
to amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 389) granting pensions to 
soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of labor 
and providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent 
parents. 

The message also announced that the House had to the report 
of the committee of conference on the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 407) to auvhorize the acquisition of certain parcels of real 
estate embraced in square numbered 380, of the city of Washington, 
to provide an eligible site for a city post- office. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill 22 R. 504) for the relief of settlers on the public lands; 

A bill (H. R. 8950) to anthorize the Haines’s Brackett, Fort Clark 
and Rio Grande Railroad Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Fort Clark military reservation in Texas, and for other 
purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 8951) to amend an act entitled An act for the relief of 
settlers on railroad lands,“ approved June 22, 1874. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on the 
10th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 2296) for the relief of thé Union Iron Works, of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal.; and 

An act (S. 3337) donating Lake Contrary, in the State of Missouri, to 
the city of St. Joseph, Mo. 

The message also announced that the President had this day ap- 
proved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 3131) for the registry or enrollment of the barges Herdis 
and Agostino C; . 

Anact (S. 3599) to provide an American register for the steamer Sac- 


robosco; 

An act (S. 3401) to provide for an American register for a steamer to 
be named Australia, owned by a corporation of the State of California; 
and 

An act (S. 826) for the relief of Horatio Phillips Van Cleve. 


MARY ALICE WHITE OGDEN, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives on the bill (H. R. 6034) for the relief of 
Mary Alice White Ogden, non-concurring in the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill, and asking for a committee of conference on the dis- 

ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment and 
accede to the conference asked by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. DOLPH, Mr. 
ALLEN, and Mr, Pasco were appointed. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 
Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate now proceed to the consideration of private-pension bills on the 
Calendar, subject to objection. 


= 
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The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally 
laid aside for the purpose of considering private-pension bills favorably 
reported on the Calendar. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. The first private-pension bill on the Calendar 
will be stated. 

PROTECTION OF SETTLERS ON PHOSPHATE LANDS IN FLORIDA. 


Mr. PASCO. The Senator from Wisconsin has courteously agreed 
to yield to me for one moment to call up a bill. By instruction of the 
Committee on Public Lands I ask unanimous consent that Senate bill 
3817, Order of Business 1387, may be now considered. If it leads to 
any discussion I shall withdraw it. I think it will not, however. 

Mr. SAWYER. On condition that the bill will not give rise to any 
discussion I will yield, but if it occasions debate I shall ask the Sen- 
ator to withdraw it. 

Mr. PASCO. Very well. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3817) for the protection of actual set- 
tlers who have made homesteads or pre-emption entries upon the pub- 
lic lands of the United States in the State of Florida upon which de- 
posits of phosphate have been discovered since such entries were made. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments, in line 3, after the word“ has, to insert in good faith;’’ 
in lfne 4, before the word lands,“ to strike out agricultural; 
after the word Florida,” at the end of the same line, to insert sub- 
ject at the date of said entry to homestead or pre-emption entry; in 
line 8, after the words day of,” to strike out May“ and insert 
“ April;’? and at the end of the bill to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That the entryman had no knowledge of the existence of such phos- 
phate deposits upon the land which is the subject of such entry at the date when 
the settlement thereon was made. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That any person who has in good faith entered upon any 
lands of the United States in the State of Florida, subject at the date of said en- 
try to homestead or pre-emption entry, and has actually occupied and improved 
the same for the purpose of making his or her home thereon, under the home- 
stead or ption laws, prior to the Ist dayof April, A. D. 1890, shall have 
the right, upon complying with the further requirements of the law in other 
respects, to complete such homestead or pre-emption entry and receive a patent 
for the land so entered, occupied, and improved, notwithstanding any discover: 
of phosphate deposits upon or under the surface of any of said lands after suc 
entry was made: „That the entryman had no knowledge of the exist- 
ence of such phosphate deposits upon the land which is the subject of such en- 
try at the date when the settlement thereon was made. 

The amendments were agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 7 $ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

KEZIAH RANDALL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The private pension bills will now 
be proceeded with under the order of the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 6607) granting a pension to Keziah Randall, Mattapoisett, 
Mass., widow of Richard Randall, who served in the coast guard, 1812 
to 1815. vi oats to place on the pension-roll the name of Keziah 
Randall, of Mattapoisett, Mass., widow of Richard Randall, who served 
as coast guard in the war of 1812 to 1815, and allow her a pension of 
- $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES W. GEDDES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 3302) for the relief of Charles W. Geddes. It proposes to direct 
the Secretary of the Interior to include the name of Charles W. Geddes, 
late assistant engineer United States Navy, among those who served in 
the Mexican war, and to issue to him a land-warrant, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggested when that bill was up before that it 
was for a land-warrant and that it was not a ion bill. I move 
now that it be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SAWYER. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BLAIR. What bill is that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (S. 3302) for the relief of 
Charles W. Geddes. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is a case which involves a land warrant, does it 
not? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir; and it ought to go to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. BLAIR. Such bills have usually been considered by the Pen- 
sion Committee, and I do not know any reason for a change in the juris- 
diction. Iam not at all particular as to what becomes of the bill, only 


I suppose it is entirely just as it is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it had better go to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. BLAIR. - It has been usual for this class of cases to be con- 


sidered by the Pension Committee. The clerk of the committee in- 
forms me that quite a number have been reported in former sessions, 
and that is my recollection. Ido not know any reason why this bill, 
having been acted upon by the Pension Committee, should be sent to 
another committee. It will simply delay the bill. It is a matter of 
justice 

Mr. COCKRELL, It provides for a land-Warrant. 

Mr. BLAIR. A land- warrant to a soldier. I understand the chair- 
man of the Committee on Public Lands [Mr. PLUMB] to say that he 
has no knowledge of such a case ever having been considered by that 
committee. I think the bill is all right as it is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, more than forty years after the 
lapse of the war with Mexico we have a proposition to add anew class 
of people to those who are entitled to land-warrants; and if we are 
going to extend that law, Infinite Wisdom alone can tell where it 
willend. I think the law which granted land-warrants in the begin- 
ning was quite broad enough without extending it to any other class 
of people who may have hovered around the edges of the Army or the 
Navy. That is my objection to the bill, and I must object to its con- 
sideration and let it go over. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will not reply to the Senator from Missouri in the 
spirit in which he seems toindulge towards this class of claims. There 
is no such class of claims as he describes. Here is the descendant of a 
man who rendered service in the war of 1812. There are peculiar cir- 
cumstances surrounding the case which seem to make it an equitable 
thing that the land-warrant should go to his son. The report will re- 
veal that matter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator is entirely mistaken, if he will per- 
mit me. This has nothing to do with the war of 1812. This is to 
grant to ‘‘ Charles W. Geddes, under the provisions and limitations of 
Jaw, a land-warrant for his services as assistant engineer on the United 
States steamer General Taylor during said war;’’ that is, the war 
with Mexico—an entirely different class. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ihave not had an opportunity of looking at the re- 
port and was taken by surprise by the Senator’s objection. I ask for 
the reading of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] has objected to the consideration of the bill, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to the repos being read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
May 9, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S.3302) for the 
relief of Charles W. Geddes, have examined the same and report: - 
The appended report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions in the last Con- 
gress is adopted and the passage of the bill recommended, 
REPORT. 


The claimant was an officer in the Navy from 1847 to 1855. He was warranted 
as third assistant engineer, November 15, 1847; as second assistant engineer Jan- 
uary 11, 1849; as first t engineer to rank from February 26, 1851. 

Shortly after hisfirst appointment he was ordered on board the United States 
steamer General Taylor, then stationed at Pensacola, Fla., to which vessel he 
was attached for a period of seven months, while it was employed in transport- 
ing seamen, ete., from New Orleans, where they were enlisted, to Pensacola, to 
serve on board vessels ee Gulf squadron, then co-operating with the 
land forces in the war with Mex: 

The of the Navy states that the General Taylor is not considered by 
the Navy Department as having been engaged in the prosecution of the war 
with Mexico at the time claimant served thereon. 

The claimant applied to the Pension Bureau, under the act of March 3, 1855 
(sections 2425 and 2426 Revised Statutes), for the allowance of a land-warrant, 
but his claim was rejected upon the opinion of the Secretary of the Navy already 
referred to, that the General Taylor had not served in that war, 

The action of rejection was affirmed by the Secretary of the Interior, on ap- 


peal. 

The fourth clause of section 2426, Revised Statutes, includes as beneflelaries 

„Wagon masters and teamsters who have been employed under the direction 
of „ in time of war in the transportation of military stores 
and supplies. 

It seems but just that officers who were transporting recruits should be placed 
at least on an cgs with civil employés 3 ed in — Tejera nang 

The Treasury Department has allowed Mr. es three months’ extra pay 
under the act of February 19, 1879 (United States Statutes at La volume 20, 


ge 316), and thereby recognized him as engaged in the ution of the war. 
ey our committee are of the opinion that the b SEAM pass. 


Mr. PLUMB. I think there may be some question raised, whatever 
may be the judgment of the Senate finally abont the merits of giving 
this party some recoguition in the shape of a land-warrant, as to where 
that land-warrant should be located and what effect it would have. It 
may be that the bill would give to this man what would be called, in 
the ordinary way, serip, or a warrant so locatable that it might be 
worth thirty, forty, or fifty dollars an acre. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should be very glad if the bill should go to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. I withdraw my objection to the motion of 
the Senator from Missouri. 

The PRESIDENT protempore ‘The bill will be referred, if there be 
no objection, to the Committee on Public Lands. The Chair hears 
none. 

FRANK DEMING. 

The bill (H. R. 5620) granting a pension to Frank Deming, Company 
F, Ninth Michigan Infantry, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, It proposes to place the name of Frank Deming, late of Com- 


1890. 


pay E Ninth Michigan Infantry, on the pension-roll at $40 per 
mon 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. i 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
May 15, 1890: . 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 1 grant- 
ings pension to Frank Deming, have examined the same and report: 

ae report on which this bill was passed by the House is concurred in and is 
as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.5620) 
granting a pension to Frank Deming, submit the following en, 95 

“ Claimant enlisted August 14, 1861, and served until September 15, 1865—four 
years and one day ; all of this time in active service with the exception of one 
thirty-day furlough. 

Claim is on total blindness caused by rheumatism. Hospital records 
show that he was treated at three different times for intermittent fever and 
once for bronchitis, but the last time he was sent to hospital no record was re- 
corded as to disease, but comrades testify that he suffered from rheumatism, 
Claimant alleges that he contracted the disease in August, 1864; that he never 
recovered from it, but that it became chronic, and eventually resulted in total 
blindness. Claim was rejected by the Pension Department for want of sufi- 
cient evidence from date of discharge to the year 1884. This is accounted for; 
reasons as follows: After his discharge he went to Nova Scotia, where he mar- 
ried and lived until 1880, when he returned to Michigan, All of the surgeons 
who had treated him were dead, At that time he was nearly blind and very 
destitute, and unable to find comrades, and in 1884 he became totally blind. For 
several years he was supported by his faithful wife, who did washing and other 
ear ata hg until she also is totally broken down in health and dependent 
upon ity. > 

Rothe records show that he was a most worthy soldier, and is only denied a 
pension for his inability to furnish testimony for the first few years after the 


War. 

Vour committee recommend that he be placed upon the pension- rolls at the 
rate of $40 per month from and after this date.“ 

The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PORT OF DELIVERY AT ROCK ISLAND, ILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask unanimous consent to take up Calendar num- 
ber 1518, Senate bill 3843, a little bill in relation to a port of delivery 
at Rock Island. Owing to my engagements in committee I am not 
able to be in the Senate for any length of time, and I ask that that bill 
may be taken up and passed. There are some special reasons why I 
should like to get it through to-day. I am satisfied there will be no 
debate about it. If there shall be, I will withdraw it. 

Mr. SAWYER. With that understanding I shall not object. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3843) to provide for the establishment 
of a port of delivery at Rock Island, III. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in line 6 to strike out 5600, and insert ‘‘$350;’’ so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Rock Island, in the State of Illinois, be, and hereby is, 
established asa port of delivery, in the customs collection district of New Orleans, 
and that there shall be appointed at said port a surveyor of customs, with com- 
pensation of $350 per annum and the usual fees, for the payment of which com- 
pensation an appropriation is hereby made out of any money in the Treasury- 
not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will state that this is in accordance with a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

LIZZIE WRIGHT OWEN. 


The next pension bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 2841) grant- 
mga pension to Lizzie Wright Owen, 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill has been passed, but the 
vote by which it was was reconsidered on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. ‘ 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was the case where I wanted to get the 
name of the husband, so that it might be inserted in the bill. Has the 
Senator from Wisconsin got the name yet? 

Mr. SAWYER. No, I have not. The bill may go over for the 


present. 
The bill will be passed over if there 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As soon as the name of the husband can be 
learned, so that it can be inserted in the bill, I shall have no objection. 
The bill will then be all right. 

INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask my colleague to yield to me to enable me to 
introduce a resolution. é 

Mr. SAWYER. I will do so if it will not lead to any debate, but I 
must say that I can not continue to yield any longer. I will, how- 
ever, yield to my colleague. 

Mr. SPOONER, I simply ask to introduce the resolution, and will 
not ask that it be considered until to-morrow if there shall be objec- 


tion to it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The resolution will be read. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5933 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
report to the Senate, at his earliest convenience, the amount of claims hereto- 
foré presented to the 8 on account of Indian depredations, whether 
such claims have been adjudicated or not, 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


WILLIAM ALLEN. 


The bill (H. R. 5111) for the relief of William Allen was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of William Allen, late a private in Company C, Third 
Regiment of Indiana Volunteers of the Mexican war, at $20 per month, 
in lieu of the pension now received by him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


J. N. JORDAN. 


The bill (H. R. 4522) granting a pension to J. N. Jordan was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of J. N. Jordan, late a member of Company H, 
Fourteenth Illinois Cavalry Volunteers, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read, 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. TuRPIE 
May 23, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4522) nt- 
ing a pension to J. N. Jordan, late member of Company H, Fourteenth Illinois 
Cavalry Volunteers, have examined the same and report: 

That from the facts stated in the House report, which is hereto attached and 


made a part hereof, we believe this is a meritorious measure, and do recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 


House Report No. 950, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4522) granting a pension to J. N. Jordan, submit the following report: 

The soldier enlisted November 15, 1862; discharged July 31,1865. Basis of 
claim, that at Glasgow, Ky., September, 1863, soldier received injury to his left 
shoulder and back by his horse falling and throwing him against curb of pike 
road, The claim was rejected in the Department on the ground there was no 
record, and that claimant was unable to furnish evidence showing incurrence 
of injury, The evidence shows that while the soldier was on detached duty 
his horse fell with him,and he was injured in the shoulder and back, from 
which he is still suffering; but no person was with him at the time, and he is 
therefore unable to furnish the necessary proof to the Department to entitle 
him toa pension. The soldier's character is vouched for, and the medical ex- 
amination shows that he is suffering from said injuries, and that the soldier is 
poor, and is now about fifty years old. We recommend that the bill do pass, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SALLY POWELL. 


The bill (H. R. 3224) granting a pension to Sally Powell was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Sally Powell, widow of James W. Powell, 
deceased, late of Company G, Seventh Regiment of Illinois Cavalry 
Volunteers, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

CATHARINE TALKINGTON. 


The bill (H. R. 6288) granting a pension to Catharine 8 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It propona to place 
on the pension-roll the nameof Catharine Talkington, of te County, 
Illinois, mother of Daniel Bruder, late a member of Company H, Forty- 
eighth Regiment of Illinois, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and 

HARRISON TRYON. 


The bill (H. R. 5719) for the relief of Harrison Tryon was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Harrison Tryon, late a member of Company F, Twenty- 
fifth Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. ANTONIA B. LYNCH, 

The bill (H. R. 4185) to increase the pension to Mrs. Antonia B. 
Lynch was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension of Mrs. Antonia B. Lynch, widow of Capt. Dom- 
inick Lynch, United States Navy, deceased, to $40 per month, in lieu 
of the pension now paid to her. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EVERHARD WELTER. 


The bill (H. R. 4895) to increase the pension of Everhard Welter 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 


the pension of Everhard Welter, late a private Company A, Burnett’s 
First Regiment New York Volunteers, Mexican war, to 
in lieu of the pension now paid to him. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
KATE WOODBRIDGE MICHAELIS. 


The bill (S. 3871) granting a pension to Kate Woodbridge Michaelis 


per month, 
ordered to 
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was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to on 
the pension-roll the name of Kate Woodbridge Michaelis, widow of 
83 E. Michaelis, late a major in the Ordnance Department, United 
tes Army. > 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NELLIE R. COOK. 


The bill (H. R, 1980) granting a pension to Nellie R. Cook was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to on the 
pension-roll the name of Nellie R. Cook, invalid daughter of the late 
Capt. John Cook, deceased, of Company K, Fifty-sixth Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, at $18 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Seeretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. FAULK- 
NER May 23, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1980) l aye 
ing n pension to Nellie R. Cook, submit as its report the report made in the 
House of Representatives by Mr. LANE, and on said report recommend that the 
bill do pass. 

HOUSE REPORT. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1980) granting a pension to Nellie R. Cook, submit the ee Sees ge 

The complainant is the invalid daughter of Capt. John , who was 
wounded in battle at Champion Hill, near Vicksburg, on the 16th day of May, 
1863, and died of said wounds on the 23d day of said month. He was capta 
of Company K, Fifty-sixth Ohio Infantry. The daughter is 5 years 
of age, anda =“ from infancy with spinal curvature, from she will 
never recover. e has no means of support, and is unable to do any labor of 
may kind, and her mother has departed this life since the death of her fath 
and the Government is now paying no pension on the account of the death 
said soldier. The bill is pe on toe. by striking out the word ‘‘fifteen” in the 
eighth line, and inserting in lieu thereof the word “eighteen,” and that the bill 
as so amended do pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES GOFF, OF TENNESSEE. 


The bill (H. R. 6097) ting a pension to James Goff, of Tennes- 
see, was considered as in — of the Whole. It pro to place 
on the pension-roll the name of James Goff, late a blacksmith in the 
Twenty-third Army Corps in the war for the suppression of the rebell- 
ion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. DAVIS 
May 24, 1890. d 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pension 


to James Goff, have examined the same and report: 
The report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Represent- 


atives hereto appended is adopted, and the passage of the bill recommended. 


er, 
of 


HOUSE REPORT. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6097) granting a ion to James Goff, submit the following report: 

James Goff entered the service of the United States as blacksmith about May 
8, 1864, at Knoxville, Tenn., and was ordered to to Captain e 
termaster of the Twenty-third Army Corps, near ille, Ga. After ng 
there the command was ordered to fall back to Marietta, Ga., and while on sai 
retreat the claimant, with a large number of other quartermaster’s pe 
with the trains, was captured by the enemy, and he was sent to Andersonville 
prison, where he remained for the period of three or four months, and was then 

26, 1865, when paroled. 

The fact of claimant's capture on May 24, 1864,as well as his return for le, 
is shown by the records of the Adjutant-General’s Office, which reco; also 
show that on March 5, 1865, he was sent to hospital division No. 2 (location not 


stated). 

Goff alle that while a A of war he contracted scurvy, rheumatism, 
and chronic diarrhea, which disabilities are shown by the evidence in the caso 
to have existed at time of his release and ever since. He also alleges that he 
contracted hernia, but the evidence on that partof his claim is not satisfactory, 
and therefore omitted ther . His application for pension has been rejected 
by the Pension Office on the ground that he was a civil employé, for which the 
general pension laws make no provision. 

Congress has in many instances granted relief to civil employés who were 
wounded or injured in battle; butrarely to those who were otherwise disabled 
in the pursuit of their duties, 

This case, however, is an exceptional one. The disabilities were contracted 
while a 1 of war, although a civil employé. For nine months he was 
held and subjected to all the hardships of prison life, the same as if he had been 
an enlisted man of the Army and captured in battle. 

Your committee are of the e that this man is entitled to some considera- 
tion at the hands of Congress for the disabilities shown to have originated while 
a ene of war, and therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill, and 
ask that it do pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
AUGUST SEITER. 


The bill (H. R. 6721) granting a pension to August Seiter was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of August Seiter, late a private in Capt. John 
Im's Company of Minnesota Volunteer Militia, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY P. THOMPSON. 
The bill (H. R. 7857) granting a on to Mary P. Thompson was 
considered as in Committee of the It proposes to place on the 


sent to Florence, S. O., until Fe 


pension-roll the name of Mary P. Thompson, widow of James B. Thomp- 


son, late captain of Company F, One hundred and ninetieth Regiment 
of Pennsylvania Volunteers. ; 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SALINA B, MERRICK. 


The bill (S. 3543) granting a pension to Salina B, Merrick was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Salina B. Merrick, widow of Arthur L. Mer- 
rick, late a private in Company, K, Fifteenth Regiment of New Hamp- 
shire Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALBERT P. DAVIS. 


The bill (S. 3159) granting an increase of pension to Albert P. Davis 
was considered as in Committeeof the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Albert P. Davis, late a private in Com- 
pany K, Ninth Regiment of New Hampshire Volunteers, at the rate 
of $30 per month, in lieu of the ion he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH B. PIERCE. 


The bill (S. 2073) granting a pension to Joseph B. Pierce, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Joseph B. Pierce, late a member of the quar- 
termaster service, Engineer Corps. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
May 27, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. ntin, 
a pension to Joseph B, Pieros’ have examined the same and : ike ICY Rg 

he claimant is an old gentleman over dower | gen of age, poor, sick, and 
in much distress. His own statement of his condition is attached hereto. The 
claim was rejected by the Bureau of Pensions on the ground of non-enlistment. 
The fact of his service in the quartermaster's department, Engineer Corps, as 
an ox-driver and of the contraction of malarial poisoning while in such service 
are set forth by the evidence filed in the case. 

An affidavit of one who has known him over thirty years shows that he was 
strong and well before he entered the Army; that r his return from the 
Army he has been ill much of the time. Claimant's statements as to his service 
and illness are corroborated. Competent medical einen e the chronic 
diarrhea as the result of malarial poisoning incurred probably in the Army. 
Direct medical testimony is wanting for a period of about fifteen years after the 
close of the war, owing to the death of the doctors who then treated him. 

His age, his need, his present condition, without aid and without care and 
without the means of ng them, and the strong probability that the causes 
of such condition are to be found in his Army service, convince your commit- 
tee of the justice of his claim. The bill is therefore reported favorably, with the 
recommendation that it pass. 


AFFIDAVIT OF JOSEPH B, PIERCE. 


I, J h B. Pierce, of Merrimack, in the county of Hillsborough and State 
of ane Ppa ae on oath depose and say, as to my physical condition at the 
present time: 


suffering from chronic diarrhea, contracted while in the service of 
the United States during the rebellion. I have doctored for it and treated it 
and suffered from it for the past twenty-six years. During the past two years 
I have had attacks of the diarrhea as often as once a week onthe average. The 
attacks are very severe and cause great weakness and pain ay fee increases. 
Iam now past seventy. The attacks become more severe and debilitating, and 
much of the time Iam unable to move about. Last week I had attacks on four 
different days, Tuesday, Wednesday, Friday, and Saturday—days and nights. 
The last three named days I was all alone in the house, iE too r to hire 
help or nursing, or even a doctor, and I was so weak that Bart reach the 
privy only on my hands and knees. 


These long-continued attacks of chronic diarrhea have ruined my general 
health and left me a broken-down old man, without the strength to work or 
the means to live otherwise, 

JOSEPH B, PIERCE. 


STATE or New HAMPSHIRE, Hillsborough, ss: 

Subscribed and sworn to before sry megs of acourt of records, and I certify 
that the same was read to afflant, and Ihave no interest in the matter what- 
ever, and that affiant is entitled to credit, r 

Witness my hand and seal of said court, this 28th a 1890. 

` J ©. BUFOUR, 
Clerk of Police Court, City of Manchester. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CLARA H. M’INTIRE. 


The bill (S. JAS) panting a pension to Clara H. McIntire was con- 
sidered as in Co: ttee of the Whole: It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Clara H. McIntire, dependent mother of 
Oren McIntire, late a private in Company H, Eighteenth ment of 
Massachusetts Volunteers. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

T. G. METCALF. 

The bill (H. R. 8730) granting a pension to T. G. Metcalf was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the le. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of T. G. Metealf, late a private in Company B, Thirty- 
fourth New York Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $25 per month 
lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CATHERINE SATILE. 
The bill (H. R. 8603) granting a pension to Catherine Sattle was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to on the 
pension-roll the name of Catherine Sattle, widow of Julius Sattle, latea 


eye in Company A, Seventh New York Volunteers, at the rate of 
1 


2 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SARAH ANN NOE. 


The bill (H. R. 8431) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Noe was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to on the 
pension-roll the name of Sarah Ann Noe, widow of Charles L. Cutts, 
late private in Company A, Tenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY WALSH. 


The bill (H. R. 7728) for the relief of Mary Walsh was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Mary Walsh, of the city of New York, widow of Martin 
Walsh, late a private in Company I, Sixty-ninth Regiment New York 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN PARDY. 


The bill (H. R°7638) granting an increase of pension to John Pardy 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to reissue 
the pension certificate of John Pardy, late a private of Company A, 
Fifteenth New York Volunteer Cavalry, and allow him a pension at 
the rate of $40 per month. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
May 27, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7638) grant- 

ing an increase of pension to John Pardy, have examined the same and sence 

e report of the House committee, hereto appended, is adopted and the 
passage of the bill recommended. . 


HOUSE REPORT. 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7 
granting an increase of pension to John Pardy, have considered the same an: 


report: 

The claimant was a private in Company A, Fifteenth New York Cavalry Vol- 
unteers, and ee over two years’ honorable service in the war of the re- 
bellion. During said service, from cold and exposure, he contracted disease of 
right eye, which resulted in s total loss of sight of said eye, and he is now re- 

ving a pension at the rate of $8 per month on account of the same. 

Under of June 10, 1887, the t filed an application for increase in 
the Pension Bureau, declaring that by reason of the affection and loss of sight of 
the right eye his left eye also became affi and as a result total blindness of 
the lefteye ensued, Since 1885 he has been blind in both eyes. 

The claim for increase was rejected by the Pension Bureau February 14, 1888, 
on the ground that the loss of sight of left eye was not shown to have any con- 
nection with loss of sight of right eye. 

8, 1889, by the claimant, but this a: 


The claim for increase was renewed Ma 
plication was also disallowed, the medical division of the Pension Bureau pin 
stating that the loss of sight of left eye is not accepted as à result of the disease 
and loss of sight of right eye. 

The proof submitted is as follows: Dr. W. J. P. Kingsley, of Rome, N. X. 
testifies that the claimant on the 30th of October,1855, consulted him in regard 
to a very bad epithelial cancer, which had not only corroded the lower lid badly 
and inner corner of the left eye, but had also extended to the cornea and con- 
junctiva, impairing vision. The claimant at the time attributed the affection 
of the eye to the trouble of the right eye, the left eye having from sym- 
pathy become very weak. The cancer was removed, and in co. uence the 
claimant’s vision became so much obscured as to render him inca) e of per- 


ancient hemorrhages and tions 
eye, which has separated it from choroid. The retina is almost completely de- 
a a perhaps greatest exudation in region of the optic nerve, which is 


atroph: 

Pett eye: no perception of light; can not distinguish light from darkness; 
upper eyelid drawn toward inner corner of eye by cicatrix, which was caused 
by caustics applied in 1885 to remove morbid growth from the canthus; 
lower eyelid everted from some cause. Dense leucoma adherens of cornea, in- 
yolving whole of this structure with exception of upper and outer one 5 
Through the pupil, dilated to its fullest extent, but little of the details of the 
fundus can be seen, though retina seems intact, and the total loss of sight is 
probably due to trouble with the optic nerve, 

“It is very likely sympathetic in this manner, namely: It is probable ren 


the inflammation or 9 about the optic nerve of right ae 
either eye-ball col- 
n view of the claimant’s deplorable 


8 sheath of the nerve and to the chiasma. 
poas condition and great destitution, 
and in the light of the opon of Dr. Brown that there is a direct relation be- 
tween the blindness of right eye originating in the service and the disease and 
blindness of left eye su ing in 1885, your ttee recommend that the 
bill do pass, amended however, by — 2 dea out the words seventy-two,“ in 

line 7, and inserting therein instead the word “forty.” 
Mr, COCKRELL, That is all I ask for. I supposed it was the 


issue of a certificate which had been canceled or withdrawn, but it 


L Sei increase of pension, and it ought to have been so speci-. 
fied in the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

5 DAVID ROSE. 

The bill (H. R. 7588 ing a pension to David Rose was con- 
sidered as in Conimittes er the Whale. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of David Rose, late of Company B, Fifty-fourth 
Regiment of New York Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

~ JAMES 0’DONNELL. 


The bill (H. R. 7586) granting a pension to James O’Donnell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of James O’ Donnell, late of Company E, Twenty- 
first Regiment of Maine Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALONZO L. PAGE. 

The bill (H. R. 6801) increasing the pension of Alonzo L, Page, late 
of Company B, Third Vermont Volunteers, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll, at $45 
a month, the name of Alonzo L. Page, late of Company B, Third Ver- 
mont Volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. That isa 
pretty large sum. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
May 27, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6801) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Alonzo L. Page, have examined th 


e same and re- 
The report of the House Committee on Invalid Pensions is adopted and the 
passage of the bill recommended, 


HOUSE REPORT. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6801) to increase the pension of Alonzo L. P. submit the following report: 
nzo 


„ B. Third Vermont Volunteers, is a - 
sioner at $30 a month by virtue of certificate No. 124439. His disability for which 
pension is allowed is asthma. 


It is alleged that other disabilities were contracted in serviceand line of duty, 
for which pension is asked, but refused by Pension Office for the reason that no 
higher rate than $30 can be allowed, even if there exist other disabilities due to 
the service, unless it is clearly shown that the soldier requires the regular aid 
and attendance of another person. 

His wife makes oath that the soldier has been suffering continually and 
severely from heart trouble since discharge, and that of late years he bas re- 
quired the care and attention of anothe 


r person. 
His neighbors and other members of his family make oath to same facts. His 


physician makes oath that he has treated the soldier for the last twenty-five 
years; has presoribed for him from year to year since discharged for chronic . 
diarrhea and resulting hemorrhoids, disease of liver, rheumatism, and disease 


of heart. 
careful examination I find the heart enlarged, with the apex 2 inches 


“Upon 
to the left and about 2 inches lower down than normal. He, the said Page, a 
on of the heart, to 


share of the time suffers severe pain through ther 
the extent that he requires an attendant to care for e is unable to per- 
form any manual labor, and does not undertake to do so.. 

The committee think the soldier entitled to the increase which he asks, and 
recommend that the bill do pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN A. WHITCOMB. 
The bill (H. R. 6647) for the relief of John A. Whitcomb was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John A. Whitcomb, Tate a private in the 
Mexican war, at $8 a month. 
The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELNATHAN MEADE. 

The bill (H. R. 6001) granting an increase of pension of Elnathan 
Meade, late or Company C, Forty-fourth New York Volunteers, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Elnathan Meade, late of Company C. 
Forty-fourth New York Volunteers, at the rate of $72 a month, in lieu 
of the pension he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY MAYBERRY. - 

The bill (H. R. 4702) granting a pension to Mary Mayberry was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary Mayberry, foster-mother of L. 
Brown, = pirate in 3 E, Eighth eee of Maine Vol- 
unteers, and pay her a ion at $12 per mon 

Mr. COCKRELL. CCC 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 


May 27, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to who ferred the bill granti. * 
sion to Mary 1 — have — — 3 and $ 5 tr 
e e ‘House committee hereto appended E adopted and the paf- 
sage of the bill recommended. 9 
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HOUSE REPORT. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


4702) granting a pension to Mary Mayberry, submit the following report: 


Mrs. Mayberry is the foster-mother of George L. Brown, whom the records of 
the War Department show to have enlisted in Company E, Eighth Maine Vol- 
unteers, September 7, 1861, and to have died of phthisis pulmonalis (contracted 
in the service) at Beaufort, S. C., August 2. 1862. 

From the papers on file in the Pension Office it appears that the soldier was 
adopted by Mr. and Mrs. Mayberry when about eight years of age, and that he 
lived with them and contributed to their support up to the time of his enlist- 
ment, and his letters on file in the Pension Office, written by him while in the 
service, also show contributions by him to the support of his foster-parents 
during the pornog of his service. 

Mr. and Mrs. Mayberry are now nearly seventy-nine years of age. Mr. May- 
berry is nearly blind, and they are dependent upon the ce of their neig = 
bors and townsmen, and deprived of the may and support which they had a 
5.75 to expect and receive from their adopted child. 8 

our committee believe that this is a proper case for special le tion by Con- 

Ein and recommend the adoption of the bill, the claim of Mrs. Mayberry 

aving been rejected by the Pension Office simply on the ground that the gen- 
eral laws make no provision in regard to foster-mothers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM WETZEL, 


The bill (H. R. 3968) granting a pension to William Wetzel was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

ion-roll the name of William Wetzel, late private Company G, 
elfth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Corps. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LYDIA W. SAYRE. 

The bill (H. R. 3379) granting a pension to Lydia W. Sayre was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Lydia W. Sayre, mother of William H. Sayre, 
late of Company I, Seventy-fifth Regiment New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH N. WEST. 

The bill (H. R. 2838) granting a pension to Sarah N. West was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Sarah N. West, widow of L. Nathaniel West, 
deceased, late a sergeant in Company H, Fifteenth New York Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES H. MOORE. 

The bill (H. R. 2756) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Moore was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that 
Charles H. Moore, late privateCompany H, Eleventh Connecticut Vol- 
poe PN) te a pension at $25 a month in lieu of the pension 
now R 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LUCY HALE. 


The bill (H. R. 2423) granting a pension to Lucy Hale was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Lucy Hale, of Lansing, Mich., daughter of Nathaniel 
Wallace, a soldier of the Revolutionary war, in the Fourteenth (Alban: 
County) New York Regiment, and allow hera pension of $20 per mane 
during her natural life. r 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill be passed over under 
Rule IX or without prejudice? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not care which. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let it be passed over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over without prej- 
udice, if there be no objection. 

CHARLOTTE SMALL. 
The bill (H. R. 2295) granting . to Charlotte Small was 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Charlotte Small, of B Me., widow of 


Elijah A. Small, late of Company F, Seventh Regiment of Maine Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


STEWART HERBERT. 


The bill (H. R. 2168) granting an increase of ion to Stewart Her- 
bert was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
p on the pension-roll, at $40 per month, the name of Stewart Her- 

late a private in Company A, Seventh iment Maryland Vol- 
unteer Infantry, in lieu of the pension now received by him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

1 Mere read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
ay 27, $ 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Stewart Herbert, have examined the same an rt: 

The report of the House Committee on Invalid Pensions is and the 
passage of the bill recommended, 


HOUSE REPORT. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2168) 3 an increase of pension to Stewart Herbert, submit the following 
report: 

Stewart Herbert is a pensioner at the rate of $8 per month for loss of sight of 
left eye from gunshot wound received in action in the Wilderness, May 5, 1864. 

In 1865, after having been discharged from the service, he was thrown from a 
mule, striking on his face, breaking the bones near and destroying the only re- 
maining goo fa 

Although totally blind he can only get pension for the loss of the sight of one 
eye. Had he lost the sight of one eye prior to his enlistment, the nyay in the 
service and 3 oss of the sight of the other would have entitled him 
to $25 per month from June 6, 1866, to $31.23 from June 4, 1872, $50 from June 4, 
1874, and $72 from June 17, 1878, 

The equities are as strong in the one case as in the other, and it would seem 
but proper that some relief should be afforded this unfortunate pensioner. 
The committee therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask 
that it do pass, amended, however, by striking out the word twenty“ in line 5 
and insert therein the word “forty,” also by inserting after the word “infantry” 
in line 7 the words in lieu of the pension now received by him.” 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
WILLIAM QUIMBY. 

The bill (H. R. 1969) granting a pension to William Quimby was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William Quimby, dependent father of John F. 
Quimby, late private in Company K, Tenth Regiment Maine Volun- 
teers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL WILSON. 


The bill (H. R. 1564) granting a pension to Samuel Wilson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension- roll the name of Samuel Wilson, late a private in Company D, 
Ninety-first Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that ‘‘subject to the limitations of the pension 
laws? The clerks ought to read the whole bill, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chief Clerk omitted the read- 
ing of the formal part of the bill at the suggestion of the Chair, and 
therefore is not subject to blame. The bill will be read in full if the 
Senator desires. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MERRITT LEWIS. 


The bill (H. R. 1147) granting an increase of pension to Merritt 
Lewis was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Merritt Lewis, late a private in 
Company K, Seventh Michigan Cavalry, at the rate of $60 a month, 
in lieu of the sum he is now receiving. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
May 27, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Merritt Lewis, have examined the same and repo! 


rt: 
The report of the House Committee on Invalid Pensions is adopted and the 
passage of the bill recommended. 


HOUSE REPORT. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2e granting an increase of pension to Merritt Lewis, submit the following re- 


Perritt Lewis wasa memberof 7 K, Seventh Michigan Cavalry, dur- 
ing the war; that while engaged in the battle of Gettysb apa July 3, 1863, 
he lost his leg above the knee, and afterwards he was compelled to submit to a 
second amputation, so that his leg is off at the thigh, and he is unable to wear 
an artificial leg or limb; that while lying in the hospital at Baltimore, after the 
loss of his leg, he was taken with scarlet fever, which resulted in his total deaf- 
ness, so that he is now and has been totally deaf and with his leg off at the 
thigh. By reason of his deafness he has partially lost the power of speech by 
reason of his poor articulation. In July, 1885, beer ane by special act passed a 
bill increasing his pension from $36 to $50 per month. 

Mr. Lewis claims that his pension has never been commensurate with his dis- 
ability. Under presentlaws $45 per month is allowed for the loss of a leg at the 
thigh, and $30 per month for total deafness, ora total of $75 per montb, and Mr, 
Lewis believes he is entitled to $72 per month; but your committee believe that 
$60 a month should be allowed to Mr. Lewis, and not $72, because Mr. Lewis is 
now and has been enabled to perform clerical duty, and is employed at such 
work in one of the depariments of the State government at Lansing, Mich., and 
receiving a salary therefor. 

Your committee therefore report the bill back favorably, and recommend that 
the same be passed. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I think thathad bettergoover. I will not object 
to it, but I should like to havesome member of the committee explain 
it. It ape as I heard the report, that this gentleman lost his hear- 
ing, having a fever or some disease, apparently not connected with the 
service at all. 

Mr. BLAIR. As I understand it, that fever was contracted while 
lying in ital and under treatment for the loss ofa limb. The re- 
port states that, I think. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iseeit does. I withdraw the objection. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without admendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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HARRISON DE F. YOUNG, 


The bill (S. 2616) granting a pension to Harrison De F. Young was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Harrison De F. Young, late a captain Second 
ee of New Hampshire Volunteers, at 850 per month, in lieu of 
the pension he now receives. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report in that case, Mr. President. 
»The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
May 27, 1890: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill yranting an in- 
crease of pension to Harrison De F. Young, have examined the same and re- 


rt: x 
araga De F. Young was mustered into the service as second lieutenant 
Company F, Second ment New Ham re Volunteers, June 14, 1861, pro- 
moted to first lieutenant July 1, 1 and to captain September 1, 1862, in which 
rank he served until mustered out, June 21, 1864. 

On March 5, 1880, he was allowed pension at one-half of total in the rank of 
second lieutenant from date of discharge, and at two-thirds of total from De- 
cember 30, 1879, from malarial poisoning contracted in the Chickahominy cam- 
paign in June, 1862. 

On July 5, 1884, he was allowed a pension of $20 per month by special act, 
which he now seeks to have increased to $50. 

In his application for increase, filed before the Bureau of Pensions in May, 
1886, the ela nt alleges increased disability from malarial poisoning, enlarge- 
ment of the spleen, nearly total deafness in left ear,which is . hernia 
in right side in addition to one in left side already reported, continual ringing 
in the head which never ceases, and continuous severe pains in the head, which, 
from their long standing and intensity, bave caused great loss of memory. 

The bureau declined to consider this application on the ground that the claim- 
ant, having been granted an increased pension by Congress at a specific rate, 
had removed the case from their jurisdiction. 

Captain Young in his petition for increase, filed at the present session of Con- 

sets forth the above fact, and also states that his health is so impaired that 

e is confined to his bed one or two days each week and that he requires the 
aid and attention of e ee 

His petition is accompanied by the affidavit of Hon. Ossian Ray, formerly a 
member of the House of Representatives from the State of New Hampshire; also 
that of Dr. Oscar Worthley, who was the assistant surgeon of Captain Young's 
regiment during the war, and who known and treated him for over thirty 
years at various times and quite asters Coane the past six years; andalso 
that of Captain Hilliard, who was during the first year of their service an officer 
in the same company with Captain Young, and with whom Captain Young has 
been intimately acquainted for more than thirty years, 

In view of the facts set forth in these affidavits, hereto attached, your com- 
thittee are of the opinion that Captain Young is now suffering from a disability 
equivalent to the pension asked for in the bill. Therefore they report the same 
favorably and recommend its passage. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States in Congress assembled: 

Your petitioner, lately a captain in the Second Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteers, having by reason of malarial poisoning and the resulis therefrom 
become disabled from the 3333 of any manual labor (said poisoning 
ae oe ere . — in ree military aoe A ee amet Pare 
spectfully asks that pe n O per month, gran y S| act of Con- 
gress July 5, 1884, may be increased to $50 per month. 

I have applied to the Pension Bureau for an increase, but the application has 
been rejected by reason of aconstruction of the act of June 6, 1874, entitled “An 
act to equalize pensions in certain cases, so as to exclude those whose rates 
have been fixed by acts of Congress since June 6, 1874, from obtaining 
inerease under the aforesaid act, and therefore I am unable to secure a rate of 

nsion commensurate with the extent of my disability through the Pension 
ureau, my rate having been fixed by act since that time. I have the 
honor to forward affidavit of Dr. Oscar Worthley, late assistant surgeon of my 
regl 3 and since my muster out, June 21, 1864, much of the time my family 
ysician, 
* My health is so much impaired that from one to two days each week I am 
contined to my bed, and require the aid and attention of another person, 


Respectfully submitted. 
HARRISON DE F. YOUNG, 
Late Captain Second New Hampshire Volunteers. 


I, Ossian Ray, of Lancaster, Coos County, New Hampshire, on oath say that 
I was and am well uainted with Harrison De F. Youn of Lancaster afore- 
said; that before April, 1861, he wasa student in the law office of Benton & Ray, 
of which I wasa partner. At that time he was to all appearance, and accord- 
ing to my belief and knowledge, a perfectly well young man; that he enlisted 
some time in April or May, 1861, and was, as I understood at the time, the first 
man sworn into the service from the county of Coos; that I saw him occasion- 
ally during the war when he was at home on leave of absence; that he was 
mustered out of the United States service as captain Second New Hampshire 
Volunteers some time in 1864 at the expiration of his term of three years’ serv- 
ice; that from the time of his discha: I have known him intimately, seeing 
him part of the time daily, and I believe him to be now, and has been ever 
since his said d „u disabled man; that, while representing the Third dis- 
trict of New Hampshire in Con; in 1884, I introduced a private bill nt- 
ing him an increase of ipoe $20 per month; that since that time I have 
seen him very frequently and know that he is very much led and confined 
to his room and bed one or two days each week with severe pains in the head, 
which heclaims, and I have no reason to doubt, are the result of malarial poison- 
ing caused by his army service; that he is igs Pr ony unable to perform any 
manual labor; that I have no interest in this claim. 
OSSIAN RAY. 


STATE or New HAMPSHIRE, Coos, ss: 


Persorally appeared the above-named Ossian Ray and made oath to th 
truth of the above affidavit. 2 z 
Before me, 


GEORGE S. STOCKWELL, 
Justice of the Peace, 
PHYSICIAN'S AFFIDAVIT. 
STATE or New HAMPSHIRE, County of Coos, ss: 


In the pension claim No, 165296, of Harrison De F. Young, captain, late of 
Company F, Second New Hampshire Volunteers. 
Personally came before er of probate court, in and for the afore- 


me, 
said county and State, Oscar Wo: y, M. D., a citizen of Lancaster, in the 
XXI——372 


county of Coos and State of New Hampshire, well k; 


wn to me to be repu- 
table and entitled to credit, and who, being duly sworn, declares in relation to 
the aforesaid case as follows: 


That he is a practicing physician, and that he has been acquainted with said 


soldier for about thirty years, and that my knowledge before the war was due 
to my intimate acquaintance with him, and durin; e war as assistant su 
of the same regiment to which he belonged, and since his discharge, in 1804; 


have known him both socially and professionally, ones | and being consul: 

by him as his family physician, and during the winter of 1861-’62 was in camp 
all winter with him, an he had been in any way disabled I should have 
known it, as I treated him during my term of service in the regiment. Hecon- 
tracted malarial gols in the Chickahominy Swamps,which disabled him at 
intervals during the summerof 1862, Have known applicantsince his d 

in 1864, and have him more or less from time to the present, but 
can not give dates or prescriptions, and for the last seven have lived in 
same village, and have seen him as often as two or three es per week, and 
that his general condition has been suffering from the effects of malarial ison- 
ing, produdng Hypertrophy, of the heart, with muscular weakness of same, 
causing short breathing and palpitation of same, so that he is obliged to assume 
a horizontal position instantly; with enlarged and tender spleen, poor digestion 
and non-assimilation of food, loss of strength with emaciation. 

As far as regards the performance of manual labor since disc! he was 
and is totally disabled, and is confined to his room from one to two days each 
week with complete prostration, with severe frontal and temporal migroin, 
troubled with hernia on both sides in consequence of flabby condition of mus- 
cles of the abdomen in consequence of l poisoning. 

He further declares that he has been a practitioner of medicine for thirty 
years, and he kas no interest, either direct or indirect, in the prosecution of 


this claim. 
OSCAR WORTHLEY, M. D., 
Late Assistant Surgeon Second New Hampshire Volunteers, 

Sworn toand subscribed before me this 4th day of December, A. D. 1889, and I 
hereby certify that the alant is a practicing physician in good professional 
standing; that the contents of the above declaration, ete., were fully made 
known to him before s , including the words erased, and the words 
added; and that I have no interest, direct or indirect, in the prosecution 


5 9 7 55 J. W. FLANDERS 
SEAL, 5 P 
Register of Probate. 


I, Henry S. Hilliard, of Lancaster, N. H., late sergeant Com y F, Second 
New Hampshire Volunteers, and captain Company B, Fifth New Hampshire 
Volunteers, on oath say that I have been intimately acquainted with Harrison 
De F. Young, late captain Company F, Second New Hampshire Volunteers, for 
more than thirty years; that we enlisted at the beginning of the war, in April, 
1861, at Lancaster, N. H., and were mustered into the service of the United States 
June 4, 1861, in Company F, Second New Hampshire Volunteers, and at that 
time I know that said Young was a perfectly weil and strong young man; that 
we served together in the same company for more than a year, or until about 
August, 1862; that said Young was stricken down with malarial fever durin; 
the — 5 known as the Chickahominy campaign; that he was so ill 
Harrison’s Landing that he required two persons to care for him; that as I was 
then suffering from a wound received at the battle of Williamsburgh, and being 
his intimate friend, I did what I was able to do in caring for him; that he so 
far conval as to be able to march with the regiment, and with them par- 
ticipated in the second battle of Bull Run, under kone; and the following 
affairs connected with said campaign; that soon after he was detailed u 
the staff of the division commander and I was commissioned in the Fifth New 
Hampshire Volunteers, and consequently saw but little of him till the close of 
the war; that since 1865 I have known him intimately, and know of his con- 
tinued suffering from terrible pains in the head, the result, as he claimed, and 
I have no reason to doubt, of the malarial poison contracted while in the line 
of duty as an officer of the Second New Hampshire Volunteers; that in 1884 he 
came to my house to live, and since that time has made bis home with me; 
and that in this last period of nearly six years he bas suffered greatly from his 
severe headaches, which completely prostrate him and keep him in bed from 
one to two days each week, and compel the attendance of a person necessary 
forhim. He is totall disabled from performing any manual labor whatever, 
for aside from his malaria he is, and has been for a long time, afflicted with two 
ruptures (one on each side) which at times trouble him and pain him so much 
as to compel him to take his bed. I have no interest in this or any claim said 
Young may make for pension or increase of same. 

HENRY S. HILLIARD, 


STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, Coos, ss: 


Personally appeared the above-named egg in Hilliard and made oath to the 
truth of the above and foregoing affidavit. I have no interest in this matter, 
CHAS. E. ALLEN, 
Justice of the Peace, 

LANCASTER, N. H., December 18, 1889. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Idid not ask for the reading of all the documents; 
I merely wanted to understand the case. I think, in justice to all the 
others, who get their increase according to their disability as ascer- 
tained in the regular way (and this gentleman only failed to get it 
because Congress had passed a special act for him), that instead of 
saying he shall have $50 a month we ought tosay ‘‘ he shall have such 
in pension as his increased disability will entitle him to, and 
leave him on the same footing as everybody else, and take him out of 
the limitation of the act of Congress. I therefore move to amend by 
striking out the words ‘‘at the rate of $50 month,“ and inserting 
Lat such rates as his increased disability shall entitle him to,“ so as 
to put him on exactly the same footing as if he had received his pen- 
sion in the regular way. 

Mr. SAWYER. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. His only trouble is that Congress has fixed the 
rate. Now, if you put him on the footing of everybody else it would 
seem to be right. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator’s idea being that he be examined by the 
Pension Office? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly, and get such arate as he would get under 
om general law, thus putting him on an equal footing with all the 
others, 

Mr. BLAIR. His disabilities have increased, and I do not know 
whether all these disabilities are described in the original application. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. If we say his increased disabilities’? —— 
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Mr. BLAIR. He was placed in 1886, I think, upon the roll by special 
act for his condition as it was then, and this is an increase of the actual 
amount which, in the judgment of the committee, he should receive 


on account of his condition as it is now. I do not know whether it will 
do justice to this man or not to send him back to the Pension Office to 
be examined upon the data which they may in the office; but 
it is quite the usual custom for the Committee on Pensions in these in- 
vestigations, in fact it is almost universal, to tix a definite sum at which 
the pensioner shall be paid. I think this would be rather an innova- 
tion upon the usual practice of the legislative department of the Gov- 
ernment in giving pensions by special act. 

I hope the Senator will allow the bill to go along as it is and as has 
been the practice hitherto, because it will be considerable trouble to 
overhaul all the existing cases of those who were pensioned by special 
acts and send them to the Pension Office for examination. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I have had some experience with 
the Vermont soldiers that led to the very same difficulty that exists in 
the case of this gentleman, where Congress had fixed the rate, which 
was presumably a correct rate at the time it was fixed, but which with 
increasing disability did not allow the Commissioner of Pensions to in- 
crease the pension accordingly, on account of the fact that Congress 
had fixed thesum. Soin the Vermont instances that have come to 
my notice I have endeavored, as in this bill, thinking it to be right, to 
put them on the same footing as all the others, and require the Com- 
missioner of Pensions to grant them such increase as they would be en- 
titled to if they had got on the pension-roll through the regular office 
channel, which seems to put everybody on the principles of equality, 
anditisa 178 benefit to the soldier, because it may be that in a year 
his disabilities will so increase that he ought to be rated still higher, 
and yet the Commissioner of Pensions, glad to do it, can not do it be- 
cause the law fixes the rate. Now,if you put him on the footing with 
everybody else and take off this bar of the former act, it appears to me 
to be an advantage to him as well as to the public interest and a fair 
equality among all soldiers. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to have the rest of the report printed in 
the RECORD, and the Pension Office may make use of it in getting such 
light as they can as bearing upon the case. I suppose they would feel 
instructed to examine this man upon the disabilities that are reported 
as a matter of fact and passed into law by Congress. If the Senator 
chooses to insist upon the motion to amend I shall not oppose it, because 
I do not desire to delay the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 7, after the word“ volunteers,“ it is 
proposed to strike out the words ‘‘at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of the pension he now receives“ and insert at such rate as his in- 
creased disabilities shall entitle him to.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred i 

The bill was aieri to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Harrison De F. Young.” 


MARGARET FLAHERTY. 

The bill (S. 2575) granting a pension to Margaret Flaherty was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word month,“ to add in lieu of the 
pension she now receives;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of M ret Flaherty, 
mother of Bartlett Flaherty, late a private in Company F, Thirty-first Maine 
Volunteers, at the rate of ia per month in lieu of the pension she now receives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

AE ha was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
e, an 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an increase of 

pension to Margaret Flaherty.” 


THOMAS SHANNON. 


The bill (H. R. 7008) granting a pension to Thomas Shannon was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Thomas Shannon, late a private in Company 
; Tenth Regiment United States Infantry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. s 


JOHN B. VILE, 


The bill (H. R. 6833) to grant a pension to John B. Vile was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It 8 to place on the 
rene pee the name of John B. Vile, lateof Companies Cand M, First 

ichigan Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $25 per month. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Davis 
May 27, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6833) grant- 
mee increase of pension to John B. Vile, have examined the same and re- 


port: 
Tho report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Representa- 
tives, hereto appended, is adopted and the passage of the bill recommended. 


REPORT. 

Your committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. an ting a pension 
to es B. Vile, have had the same under consideration Es leave to report 
as follows: fi 

John B. Vile served as a private in Companies C and M, First Michigan Cav- 
alry Volunteers, from November 17, 1863, to June 30, 1866. In April, 1855, he ap- 
plied to the Pension Office for a pension on account of blindness, alleging the 
same as a result of his service in such Canpa and regiment. 

Almost the entire evidence in this case been taken by the Pension De- 
partment through its special examiners, and from which it ap that such 
soldier, on or about May 6, 1864, at one of the battles of the Wilderness, lost his 
apay reason ofan unex: attack by Forrest's Cavalry, and was compelled 
to ride and fight all day in the hot sun bare-headed ; that very soon thereafter 
he became cted with sore eyes,which continued to afflict him until his final 
discharge, although he continued constantly in the performance of his duty. 

There is some negative evidence that fora year after his discharge his eyes 
did not trouble him: that is, from those who employed him and who worked with 
him, They swear they did not know of his eyes troubling him, or that anything 
was the matter with his eyes, but this evidence was taken twenty years and 
upwards after the return of the soldier, and few would remember the fact that 
length of time even ifit was noticed. The claimant's family physician shows 
by entries made in his books at the time that he treated the t's eyes 
very early in the year 1867, only a few months after d and that by the 
year Le the soldier was almost entirely blind in both eyes,and has ever since 
so contin 

The whole difficulty before the Pension Office arises from a disagreement as 
to what the original cause of blindness was; it being stated that while the 
claimant had sore Kej the real blindness arose from paralysis of the optic 
nerve, and the medi referee of the Pension Office giving it as his opinion 
that such paralysis would not necessarily arise from previous disabilit 
of the eyes, or, in other words, that inflammation of the eyes, which it is ad- 
mitted the soldier had contracted in the service, and which continued until the 
soldier became blind, would not necessarily produce paralyais of the optic 
nerve, which they claim is the real cause of the blindness. 

With due respect to the opinion of the medical referee, we think his applica- 
tion ofa technical rule is too narrow in application to a case of this kind. When 
it is clearly shown and admitted that when a soldier entered the service with 
perfect eyesight, that he contracted a disease of the eyes in such service, and 
when such disability continued in kind until very soon after discharge he be- 
came so nearly blind that he could barely tell daylight from darkness, and was 
rendered wholly incompetent to obtain a living, your committee do not think 
the soldier should be turned away with the technical objection that blindness 
caused by paralysis of the optic nerve does not necessarily follow a long-con- 
tinued inflammation of the eyes, ener when, as in this case, there appears 
to be a doubt as to whether such blindness arises from ysis or inflamma- 
tion, which has become chronic, and thereby destroyed the sight. We would 
recommend, therefore, that the bill do pass. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to inquire of any member of the 
Committee on Pensions whether this gentleman now is receiving any 
pension at all. The bill is extremely vague on that point. It reads: 

And pay hima pension of $25 per month * * * in lieu of any other pen- 
sion, etc, 

Mr. SAWYER. I can not tell the Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the pension now for partial blindness 
under the general law? 

Mr. BLAIR. The pension for total blindness in both eyes is $72, 
and for partial blindness it is graded according to the d 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I see the report says he is almost totally blind. 
I think I will not ask the bill to goover. Probably $25 on the report 
of the committee is not teo much. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES Y. LAW. 


The bill (H. R. 4043) to grant a pension to James V. Law was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the nameof James Y. Law, lateof Company K, Nineteenth 
Michigan Infantry Volunteers, and to pay him a pension at the rate of 
$25 per month. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Davis 
May 27, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting increase 
of — to James Y. Law, have examined the same and report: 


report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Represent- 
atives, hereto attached, is adopted and the passage of 


the bill recommended. 


HOUSE REPORT. 


Your committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4043) granting nsion 
to James X. Law, has considered the same and begs leave to report as follows: 

James Y. Law served as private in Company K, Nineteenth Michigan Infan- 
try, from Au 4, 1862, to June 25, 1865, a period of two years and nine months. 
While in s service he contracted kidney disease, for which, in 1884, he was 
granted a pension of $2 per month from April 2, 1833, which has been increased_ 
from time to time for the same disability, until now he draws a pension of 36 
per month, He is about fifty-five years old. His first application for a pension 


davits on file that as his kidney disease 
y therewith, became diseased, 
became so nearly blind that he 


was for kidney disease and disease of eyes resulti: 
It appears from a large number of a! 


progressed his eyes, acting in t sym 
and grew gradually worse until 1984, when 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 8 


could only tell light from darkn and could barely walk around where 
the path wie plored ns, His case is 8 to be one of ineurable blindness. His 
pension was allowed for kidney disease contracted in the service, but the pen- 
sion board thought his —— eyes were not a n result of his diseased 
kidneys, although he had been shown to have had no other sickness, and sev- 
eral reputable physicians state under oath that in their judgment such blind- 
oe on om urtemie poison, caused by his kidney disease contracted in 
service, 

Tour comusittes further find that said Law had acquired a homestead from 
the public domain, but after he became so blind he could not work it was con- 
sumed in support of himself and family, and that for several years he has been 
largely supported by public csay 

The amount call for by this bill being only $25 per month, if theré is adoubt 
your committee would give the blind soldier the benefit of that doubt, and 
recommend that the bill do pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANSON FREEMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 1594) granting a pension to Anson Freeman was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro } 1 
sion-rolls the name of Anson Freeman, late of Company E, Third Regi- 
ment Minnesota Infantry. J 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY ANN GRISWOLD. 


The bill (H. R. 8926) granting a pension to Mary Ann Griswold was 
considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of Mary Ann Griswold, the dependent step- 
mother of James Henry Griswold, late a private in Company E, Forty- 
ninth New York Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May Lask what is the general law as to widows’ 

usions? 

Mr. SAWYER. Twelve dollars per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are not allowed pensions unless in special 


cases. 

Mr. SAWYER. It was not necessary to put that clause in the bill, 
but the other House put it in and we would not change it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Twelve dollars a month is the general law for 
widows of privates? 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes, $12 for widows of privates. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MORGAN DIMOND. 

The bill (H. R. 9311) granting an increase of pension to Morgan 
Dimond was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to increase the pension of Morgan Dimond (an insane person), a late 
private in Company G, Seventy-ninth Regiment New York Infantry, 
to $40 per month, and to pay the same to his legally constituted com- 
mittee, 

' Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Davis 
May 27, 1890: 

i to whom was refe the bil t - 
6 examined the Soren ee en 


The report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Represent- 
atives, hereto appended, is adopted and the passage of the bill recommended. 


HOUSE REPORT. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R, 9311) 
granting an increase of pension to Morgan Dimond, submit the following re- 


rt: 

The claimant is now, and has been since 1471, an insane person, and his wife, 
the petitioner in this case, ner his insanity is the result of his army service. 
The claimant is now pensioned at the rate of $10 per month for gunshot wounds 
in the groin, and his claim for increase has been rejected in the Pension Office 
on the ground that his insanity did not result from his military service. His 
wife swears that ever after his return from the Army in 1852 he was subject to 
nervous troubles, fits of despondency, ete., until he became finally and perma- 
nently insane in 187L poring all this time claimant suffered from chronic 
diarrhea, and in the opinion of Drs. Bond and Egom, of Ward's Island Hospital 
of New York, both experts in insanity, the said insanity is truumatio in its origin 
and the result of his said wound, and diarrhea the result of his army service. 
In view of the above opinion, and the fact that the good health of the soldier 
before the war and continuing and increasing disability thereafter is clearly 
shown, your committee recommend the biil do pass, amended, however, by 
striking out the word “ seventy-two,” in line 7, and inserting the word “ forty.” 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ADELINE WHELAN. 

The bill (H. R. 7999) granting an increased pension to Adeline Whe- 
lan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to in- 
crease the pension of Adeline Whelan, widow of William Whelan, late 
Surgeon-General of the Navy, to 850 per month. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report in that case. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Davis 
May 27, 1890: 


The Committee on Pensi to whom was referred the bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Adeline Whelan, have examined the same and report: 

The report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Representa- 
tives. hereto attached, is adopted and the passage of the bill recommended, 


to place on the pen-- 


HOUSE REPORT. 


confinement an 

Your committee quote from P. J. Hornitz, m in 

AASA pe 0 Mis Beal th and 3 ptibly to fail 
as t. can A th an perce: 
about a year before termination of bis life, and to my repeated and urgent so- 
licitations that he should leave the cares of office and take a reasonable time to 
recruit his worn energies, he only replied that-he did not think the condition 
of public affairs justified his leaving his post.“ 

our committee have before them the testimony of H. Bridge, Paymaster- 
General (retired) United States Army, Hon. Hannibal General W.T. 
Sherman, and others as to the in 9 and marked ability with which 
he performed his duties. Secre bbin, Toucey, and Welles respectively 
testified to his devotion to duty and conspicuous services when the civil war 
brought on such increased labor and responsibility. His successful conduct of 
the Medical Bureau during that trying period gave entire satisfaction to the 

ent, to Congress, and the whole naval service. 

Your committee, learning the circumstances of his widow, deem it but just to 
recommend the passage of this bill in accordance with the precedent a han 
established in such specially meritorious cases. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JEANIE BRENT DAVENPORT. 


The bill (S. 721) granting a pension to Jeanie Brent Davenport was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Jeanie Brent Davenport, widow of Capt. 
Henry ¥ Davenport, late of the United States Navy, at the rate of 

r month. 

Pe The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HELEN A. BEEBE, 


The bill (S. 1640) granting a pension to Helen A. Beebe was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 5, before the word dollars,“ to strike out ‘‘twenty- 
five” and insert ‘‘twelve;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $12 per month, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Helen 
A. Beebe, formerly Helen A. Stow, late a volunteer nurse in the Medical De- 
partment, United States Army, during the war of the rebellion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH CHEESMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 1188) granting a pension to Elizabeth Cheesman 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to on 
the pension-roll the name of Elizabeth Cheesman, widow of John E. 
Cheesman, late a private in Company A, Twenty-third Regiment of 
New Jersey Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH CONNALLY. 


The bill (H. R. $261) granting a pension to Sarah Connally was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
nsion-roll the name of Sarah Connally, widow of Patrick Coi 5 
ate a member of Company K, Seventieth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteei Infantry. ; \ 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ERNST BARTH. 


The bill (H. R. 5014) for the relief of Ernst Barth was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes te place on the pension-roll 
the name of Ernst Barth, late private Company C, of the Sixty-eighth 
New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. = 

MARY DONOHUE. 

The bill (H. R. 3065) granting a pension to Mary Donohue was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary Donohue, widow of Thomas Donohue, 
late a private in Company E, Forty-third New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN DUNN. 
The bill (H. R. 3066) granting a pension to John Dunn was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 


pension-roll the name of John Dunn, late a private in 
Sixth New York Heavy Artillery Volunteers, 


mpany K, 


5940 
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JUNE 11, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. = 
CHESTER DENTON. 


The bill (H. R. 4042) granting a pension to Chester Denton was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Chester Denton, late of Company G, Ninety- 
eighth New York Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. t 
JOSEPH WHITMORE. 


The bill (H. R. 7972) granting a pension to Joseph Whitmore for 
service in the Indian war was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Joseph 
Whitmore, of Wentworth, Grafton County, New Hampshire, late a 
ed et Kerr’s company, Colonel Smith’s Regiment Louisiana 

olunteers, Indian war 1836, and to pay him the same pension as is 
allowed by law for service in the war of 1812. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report in that case be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLopGETT 
May 27, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph Whitmore, have examined the same and report: 


Believing the evidence in this case sustains the report of the House committee, 
we herewith adopt the same and recommend the passage of the bill. 


HOUSE REPORT. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7972) grant- 
ing a pension to Joseph Whitmore, have considered the same and report: 

The claimant wasa private of Ospe Troshan Kerr's com v. Col. P. F. Smith's 
regiment Louisiana volunteers, Florida war, and served from February 3 to 
May 12, 1836. The bill proposes to pay him the same pension for said service 
as is allowed by law for service in the war of 1812. 

The gentleman who introduced the bill into the House (Mr. Turner, of New 
York) states that the claimant, who is personally known to him, is seventy-two 
3 a sufferer from an affection of the brain, and in destitute circum- 

nees. 

In view of the precedents established by Congress in similar cases, your com- 
mittee report the bill back with the recommendation that it do 4 

Note: Amend by changing the word Carr,“ in line 6, to “Kerr; “ also by 
striking out the word Twigg’s,” in line 7, and substituting in lieu thereof the 
word Smith's.““ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit me to call up 
a bridge bill about which there is some exigency, in order to pass it? 

Mr. SAWYER. -I hate to do it, but of course if it will not lead to 
‘any debate I shall yield. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Missouri to yield to me for 
a moment that I may present a conference report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The conference report is privileged, 
and will be received. 

Mr. ALLISON. I submit a conference report on the pension appro- 
priation bill. It is a report of a disagreement. There are two items 
in the bill upon which there is a disagreement between the conferees. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What are the two items? 

Mr. ALLISON. The first item of difference is that respecting the 
authorization of two additional pension agents. Senators will remem- 
ber that a provision was inserted in the Senate providing for twenty 
pension agents instead of eighteen. The other item, somewhat depend- 
ing upon it, is the item increasing the appropriation $30,000, I think— 
increasing the appropriation to $250,000 for clerk-hire at pension agen- 
cies. 

The House conferees disagree with the Senate conferees respecting 
these two items, and inasmuch as the provision for two additional pen- 
sion agents was inserted in the Senate upon a yea-and-nay vote and 
after a considerable contest, the Senate conferees did not feel that they 
were at liberty to surrender the provision without the judgment of the 
Senate, and therefore have reported a disagreement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator from Iowa that 
while it is true that was put on by a yea-and-nay vote, when the 
amendment was in Committee of the Whole I voted against it, and in- 
tended to vote against it when we got into the Senate, but some one 
asked me to step into the cloak-room, and for the first time, I think, 
in my life I omitted to vote. IfI had voted it would have been a tie, 
and of course the amendment would have been lost. So I think the 
Senator need not ask the Senate to adhere to that upon the theory that 
the Senate was particularly anxious to have the amendment adopted. 


Mr. ALLISON. Inasmuch as the amendment was adopted by the 


Senate over the vote practically of the Committee on Appropriations, 
I did not feel and the conferees on the part of the Senate did not feel 
that they should surrender this point, and therefore we report a dis- 
agreement. It may be of importance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report of the conference com- 
mittee will be read, 

The Secretary read the report, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


the amendments of the Senate numbered 9, 10, and 12 to the bill (H. R. 7160) mak- 
ing a nons for the parsons of invalid and other pensions of the Unite 
States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, having me! 
after full and free conference have been unable to agree, 


A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
WM. W. MORROW, 

J. J. BELDEN, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee is di . Wha 
action does the Senator from Iowa desire to have the Senate take fur- 
ther upon the amendments ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate still further insist upon its 
amendments and ask a further conference with the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘Would it be in order to move that the Senate re- 
cede? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I then move that the Senate recede in this case. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that we re- 
cede from one amendment atatime. There are two disagreements re- 
ported on different propositions, 

Mr. COCKRELL, I move that the Senate recede from its disagree- 
ment on the first proposition. 

Mr. TELLER. That is the proposition to add two pension agents. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate recede from the disagree- 
ment reported in regard to two additional pension agents. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 9. 

Mr. HOAR. There is no very great haste, I suppose, about this 
matter. It seems to me, as the Senate is so thin and as the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who debated this question, is absent, it 
would be more just to take it up to-morrow morning orat some other 
time than now. I suppose, however, the result would be the same, 
The Senator from Ohio has been en as the Senator from Iowa, I 
suppose, in very laborious duty all day until about this time. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thad thought of the suggestion made by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, and have sent for the Senator from Ohio, but 
I do not think he is near the Chamber. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it would be better to let the report go over 
until mornin 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Missouri will allow it to 
lie over until morning. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; I am perfectly willing for it to go 


over. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is in expectation to have another conference 
and see what can be done. I want to say to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that there is haste about action upon this matter, but there will 
be no difficulty in having it lie over until to-morrow morning. The 
pension appropriation bill ought to be finally passed at an early day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not want to unnecessarily consume the time 
of the Senate in this matter, and I think there is no questionif it comes 
up again that the Senate will recede from its amendment. That is 
my judgment, and I will withdraw the motion that I have made to 
recede, 


Mr. ALLISON. I do not ask the Senator to do that. I will allow 
the matter to lie over until to-morrow morning. I do not think it will 
take more than a moment then. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam willing to withdraw my motion and let it 
go back into conference. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then, if the Senator withdraws his motion, I ask 
that another conference be ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have confidence that the other House will hold 
on to their position, and I know we shall recede; there is not a bit of 
doubt on that question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate insist further upon its amendments and request a further 
conference with the House of Representatives on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
DAWES, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE, 


Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 4570) to authorize the Leavenworth and Platte County 
Bridge Company to substitute a pivot draw-bridge over the Missouri 
River in place of a ponton bridge. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in section 1, line 11, after the word shall,“ to strike 
out: 


Be constructed at the same grade above high wateras the 3 eed the city of 
Atchison, Kans., heretofore constructed across the Missouri River under the 
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right ted therefor by act of Congress, nting the same to the Central 
Bra Union Pacific Railroad Company, of July 2, 1885, and shall be subject to 
all the provisions of said act authorizing the construction of said bridge at the 
city of Atchison, as well as to those of the act hereby amended. 

And to insert: 

Not be built or commenced until the plan and specification for its construc- 
tion have been submitted to the Secretary of War for his approval, nor until he 
shall Spesors the plan and location of said bridge; and ifany change be made 
in the plan of construction of said bridge at any time such change shall be sub- 
ject to the approval of the tary of War; and any change in the construc- 
tion or any alteration of said bridge that may be directed at any time by Con- 
gress or the Secretary of War shall be made at the cost and expense of the 
owners thereof: Provided, That said Leavenworth and Platte County Bridge 
Company shall at its own expense build and maintain, under direction and 
supervision of the Secretary of War, such wing-damsand booms or other works 
8 to maintain the channel within the draw span or spans of said bridge, 
and at their own expense, maintain a depth of water through said draw 
span or spans not less than that now existing at the ee where said bridge 
may be located; and if said Leavenworth and Platte nty Bridge Company 
shall fail to maintain such channel as aforesaid, then the Secret of War may 
cause said channel to be opened and maintained at proper depth for navigation 
through said span or spans at the expense of the owners of said bridge. 


So as to make the section read: 


That the Leavenworth and Platte County Bridge Company be authorized to 
substitute for the ponton bridge across the Missouri River, provided for in an 
act approved February 25, 1889, entitled An act to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River, between the city of Leavenworth, in the 
State of sas, and Platte 8 in the State of Missouri,” a pivot draw- 
bridge. and in case of the substitution of such pivot draw-bridge the same shall 
not be built or commenced until the plan and specification for its construction 
have been submitted to the of War for his approval, nor until be shall 
approve the pian and location of said bridge; and if any change be made in the 
— of construction of said bridge at any time such change shall be subject to 
the approval of the ry of War; and any change in the construction or 
any alteration of said bridge that may be directed at any time by Congress o: 
the Secretary of War shall be made at the cost and expense of the owners 
thereof: Provided, That said Leavenworth and Platte County Bridge Company 
shall at its own prog build and maintain, under direction and supervision 
of the Secretary of War, such wing-dams and booms or other works necessa 
to maintain the channel within the draw span or spans ofsaid bridge, and shall, 
at their own e nse, maintain a depth of water through said draw span or 
spans not less than that now existing at the point where said bridge may be lo- 
cated; and if said Leavenworth and Platte County Bridge Company shall fail 
to maintain such channel as aforesaid, then the Secretary of War may cause 
said channel to be opened and maintained at proper depth for navigation 
through said span or spans at the expense of the owners ofsaid bridge. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 


its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 


pro tempore: 
A bill (H. R. 1084) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza J. Drake; 
A bill (H. R. 1086) granting a pension to Sarah Cuthbert; 

A bill (H. R. 1573 to inerease the pension of Joseph Claire; 


A bill (H. R. 1573) granting a pension to Mary Murphy; 

A bill (H. R. 1832) granting a pension to Mary Ann Schirye; 

A bill (H. R. 1871) granting a pension to Sarah Meader; 

A bill (i: R. 2011) granting a pension to Susanna Mitts; 

A bill (H. R. 2012) granting a pension to William V. Cronk; 

A bill (H. R. 2014) granting a pension to Anna Haarstick; 

A bill . R. 2015) granting a pension to Mary Personeus; 

A bill (H. R. 2043) granting a pension to Thomas J. Cassidy; 

A bill (H. R. 2044) granting a pension to James H. Fleming; 

A bill (H. R. 2046) to grant a pension to Barbara Madden; 

A bill (H. R. 2049) to grant a pension to Jacob E. Goudy; 

A bill 5 R. 2051) granting a ion to Ellen Shea; 

A bill (H. R. 2057 for the relief of Barent S. Van Buren; 

A bill (H. R. 2066) granting a pension to James McCusker; 

A bill (H. R. 2067) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 2173) for the relief of Mrs. Olive Padgett; 

A bill (H. R. 2175) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Burress; 

A bill (H. R. 2287) granting an increase of pension to John F. Chase; 

A bill (R. R. 2429) granting a pension to Susan M. Gardner; 

A bill (H. R. 2469) increasing the pension of Thomas Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 2481) granting a pension to Bridget Tole; 

A bill (H. R. 2503) for the relief of Sarah D. Duke; 

A bill ie R. 2834) granting a ion to Frances J. Elgar; 

A bill (H. R. 2864) for the relief of Elizabeth Earp; 

A bill (H. R. 2958) for the relief of Johanna Eckle; 

A bill (H. R. 3055) for the relief of W. P. Alexander; 

A bill K. R. —— for the relief of Theodore J. Shandal; 

A bill (H. R. 3242) granting a pension to Sarah Devine, mother of 
Jesse Chapman; 

A bill (H. R. 3256) granting a pension to Anastasia McGrievy; 

A bill R. 3262) granting a pension to Mary A. Selbach; 

A bill (H. R. 3383) granting a pension to Charles H. Perry; 

A bill (H. R. $511) granting a pension to Jane A. Lusk; 

A bill . R. 3511) granting a pension to James S. Ferrin; 

A bill (H. R. 3531) to grant a pension to Eliza Richardson, 


H. R. 3535) to grant a pension to Manuel Garcia; 

3739) granting a pension to Thomas F. Robinson; 

. 3969) granting a pension to Seth M. Walter; 

5 4021 granting a pension to Samuel Sterling; 

. 4021) to increase the pension of Isaiah Humrichouser; 

. 4094) granting a pension to James M. McKinney; P 
R. 4128) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Chan- 


. R. 4129) to grant a pension to Daniel J. Cox; 

. R. 4134) granting a pension to Margaret Stewart; 

4181) granting a pension to David Doty; 

4190) granting a pension to Mrs, Susannah D, Clark; 
R. 4247) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Potts; 

Sica (H. R. 4355) for the relief of Emeline Beam, mother of Isaac 

N m; S s 

A bill (H. R. 4495) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Riley, 
late of Company L, Seventh United States Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 4694) for the relief of Edward Haynes; 

A bill (H. R. 4763) granting a pension to Annie E. Lambing; 

A bill (H. R. 4765) granting a pension to Martha Mellwain; 

A bill (H. R. 4851) granting a pension to Eliza J. Glass; 

A bill (H. R. 4869) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Shumway; 

A bill (H. R. 4968) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Jones; 

8 (H. R. 4980) granting au inerease of pension to Margaret A. 
e; 

A bill (H. R. 4987) granting an increase of pension to William 

Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 5050) granting a pension to Dolly Blazer; 

A bill 2 R. 5098) for the relief of William A. Benge; 

A bill (H. R. 5205) granting a pension to Richard D. MeKinney; 

A bill UE R. 5240) granting a pension to Alexander McCormick; 

A bill (H. R. 5263) granting a pension to Sarah C. McCamly; 

A bill (k. R. 5444) granting a pension to John A. Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 5452) granting a pension to Joseph K. Hamilton, de- 
pendent father of John E. Hamilton, late private Company D, One hun- 
dred and third Pennsylvania Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 5486) granting a pension to Eugenia A. Helston; 

A bill (H. R. 5619) granting a pension to Maria Solles; 

A bill (H. R. 5660) granting a pension to Mrs. Pauline Hohmann; 

A bill (H. R. 5702) granting a pension to Ann Bryan; : 

A bill (H. R. 5777) increasing the pension of Sarah Dabney, a Rev 
lutionary pensioner; 

A bill (H. R. 5885) granting a pension to Daniel Sober; 

A bill (H. R. 5997) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Florian 
7 pill ( R. 6089) pensi: 

A bi f granting an increase of ion to George Uhl; 

A bill (H. R. 6146) to 5 the pension of George C. Quick; 

A bill (H. R. 6153) granting a pension to Elizabeth Bennett; 
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A bill (H. R. 6166) granting a pension to Elizabeth T. Garrett; 
A bill (H. R. 6211) granting a pension to John S. Lozier; 

A bill (H. R. 6291) granting a pension to Delia T. S. Parnell; 
A bill (H. R. 6292) for the relief of Ellen Baddeley; 

A bill (H. R. 6294) for the relief of Isabel Hensley; 

A bill (H. R. 6350) for the relief of Asher Post; 

A bill (H. R. 6402) granting a pension to Harriet McMann; 

A bill (H. R. 6725) to increase the pension of Levi H. Utt; 

A bill (H. R. 6726) granting a pension to Isaac Moore; 


A bill (H. R. 6757) granting a pension to William Crowford; 

A bill (H. R. 6769) granting a pension to Elisha L. Elam; 

A bill (H. R. 6799) granting a pension to Mary A. Lefebvre, widow 
of Hiram Goodspeed, late of Company A, Fifty-sixth Massachusetts 
Volunteers; 

A bill er R. 6863) granting a pension to Henry Stumpf; 

A bill (H. R. 6865) granting a pension to Clara Frey; 

R. 6906) granting a pension to John H. McLaughlin; 


mm 


. R. 8056) granting a pension to Mrs, Sallie J. Miner; 

A bill (H. R. 8295) to authorize the purchase of certain public lands 
by the city of Buffalo, Wyo., and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8474) to restore the name of Belinda Lloyd to the pen- 
sion-roll, and pay her a pension; 

A bill (H. R. 8865) granting a pension to Angeline Silver; and 

A bill (H. R. 9782) granting a pension to Elijah Kilday. 
ANDREW LANGTON, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next pension bill on the Calen- 
dar will be announced. 

The bill (H. R. 3601) to increase the pension of Andrew Langton, 
late of Company E, Twenty-seventh Indiana Volunteers, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pen- 
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sion now being paid to Andrew Langton, late of Company E, Twenty- 
seventh Indiana Volunteer Infantry, to $50 per month. * 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH MORRIS. 

The bill (H. R. 6756) granting a pension to Joseph Morris was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Joseph Morris, of Spalding County, Georgia, 
who was a private soldier in Capt. John D. Stell’s company in the 
Creek Indian war of 1836, at $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HARVEY T. ALCOTT. 


The bill (H. R. 6110) to grant an increase of pension to Harvey T. 
Alcott, late of Company K, One hundred and twenty-sixth New York 
Infantry Volunteers, was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
It proposes to place the name of Harvey T. Alcott, late of Company 
K, One hundred and twenty-sixth R. ent New York Volunteers, 
on the pension-roll, and increase his pension to $25 a month for gun- 
shot wound and resulting injury to the spine, producing great nervous 
irritation and incapacitating him for manual or mental labor, > 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FREEMAN BUELL, 


The bill (H. R. 7331) granting a pension to Freeman Buell was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Freeman Buell, late of Company B, First Regi- 
ment of Iowa Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ABSALOM CARNEY. 


The bill (H. R. 5545) granting a pension to Absalom Carney was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place on the 
on-roll the name of Absalom Carney, late a private in Company 
H of the First ent of Enrolled Missouri Militia. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


OWEN C. POWELL. 


Mr. REAGAN. Iwish to leave the Chamber, and I ask the Senator 
from Wisconsin if he will allow Order of Business 1585 (House bill 
8485) to be taken up. 

Mr.SAWYER. Les. It is a private pension bill favorably reported 
and I have no objection to its consideration. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask it because the person is a very old man, bed - 
ridden and very poor, and it would be a relief to him to some extent. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8485) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Owen C. Powell. It proposes to place upon the pension-roll 
the name of Owen C. Powell, latea private soldier in Company A, com- 
manded by Capt. R. A. Gillespie, in the First Regiment of Texas Vol- 
unteers in the war with Mexico, with an increase of pension to the 
amount of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN F. DOUGLASS. 

The bill (H. R. 8326) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Douglass 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Benjamin F. Douglass, late a private 
in Company H, Traa Regiment Iowa Infantry Volunteers. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HARRIET E. COOPER. 

The bill (H. R. 7816) granting a peanon to Harriet E. Cooper was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
on-roll the name of Harriet E. Cooper, widow of William B. Cooper, 
te major of the Ninety-eighth Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SIMON BEAKLER. 

The bill (H. R. 3259) granting a pension to Simon Beakler was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Simon Beakler, late of Company B, Seventy-first 
Regiment of Ohio Volunteers. X 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

EZRA E. ANNIS. 

The bill (H. R. 7449) granting a pension to Ezra E. Annis was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 


pension-roll the name of Ezra E. Annis, dependent father of John B. 
Annis, late hospital steward Seventy-second Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LYDIA G. CARNES. 


The bill (H. R. 4807) for the relief of Lydia G. Carnes was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Lydia G. Carnes, dependent mother of Charles H. Carnes, 
deceased, late private in Company G, Osage County, Missouri, Home 
Guards, who died in hospital October 15, 1861. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM P. SQUIRE, | 


The bill (H. R. 8429) to increase the pension of William P. Squire 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of William P. Squire, late of Company C, 
Seventy-fiſth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $60 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. PADDOCK 
May 28, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, towhom was referred the bill (H. R. $429) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William P. uire, late of 3 O, Seventy- 
fifth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, have exam the same an report: 

That the facts in this case are correctly stated in the subjoined House report, 
re ge same is adopted by this committee with the recommendation that the 


HOUSE REPORT. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
ang ) granting an increase of pension to William P. Squire, submit the follow- 

report: 

Galant enlisted August 9, 1862, and was honorably discharged March 6, 
1865; was wounded in the hand at the battle of Stone River, whereby the use- 
fulness of that member was destroyed. At Lovejoy Station he was wounded in 
left leg, resulting in amputation, which was three times repeated in conse- 
N ofgangrene, causing him to be at great expense and inflicting great suf- 
ering. 

Heis now drawing $45 a month for amputation of left leg, and, in view of ad- 
ditional wounds in leftarm and other complication of diseases contracted in the 
service, your committee recommend that the bill do pass, being amended as 
follows: Strike out the word “fifty” where it occurs in the seventh line of said 
bill and insert the word “sixty,” and strike out all of said bill after the word 
“month,” in said seventh line, and add the words ' in lieu of the pension he is 
now receiving.“ 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH M. WILLIAMS. 


The bill (H. R. 7367) for the relief of Sarah M. Williams was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. M. Williams, widow of Jackson 
Woods, who was a lieutenant in Company H, Eighty-second Regiment 
of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her $17 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. TURPIE 
May 28, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7367) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah M. Williams, have examined the same, and A pr 
©] 


The report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of 
atives hereto appended is adopted, and the passage of the bill is recommended, 


HOUSE REPORT. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7367) for the relief of Sarah M. Williams, submit the following report: 

Mrs. Williams is the former widow of Jackson Woods, who served as first 
lieutenant of Company H, Eighty-second Indiana Volunteers, from A 9, 
1862, to Se; ber 20, 1863, when captured by the Confederate forces at the bat- 
tle of Chickamauga, Ga., and who died in rebel prison at Macon, Ga., May 24, 
1864, She was pen: oned under the general law up to the date of her pone beats tos) 
on March 4, 1868, and the four minor children of the officer were thereupon pen- 
sioned up to Angan 3, 1876, when the youngest child became sixteen years of 
age. Her second husband died June 24, 1 leaving her in destitute ciroum- 
Soe TATI aomertne Ja PASSAT of thin Geov ine ben PE AOA at tae DOE D 

TS, es suffer n Fe year the loss of some of her 
a fire which broke out in a 3 which she lived, atti 

The case comes strictly within a lon tablished practice of the House, and 
therefore your committee return the bill with the recommendation that it do 
pass, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANN RUFFNER. 


The bill (H. R. 3458) granting a pension to Ann Ruffner was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 7, after the word Missouri,“ to strike out Cavalry“ 
and insert Artillery;“ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann Ruffner, mother of John Ruff- 


ner, late of Company K, First ent of Missouri Artillery Volunteers, and 
Company B, Thirteenth Missouri Volunteer Infantry. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
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ABNER MOREHEAD. 


The bill (H. R. 8009) for restoration of Abner Morehead to the pen- 
sion-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to restore to the pension-roll the name of Abner Morehead, late of 
Company K, One hundred and fifteenth Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH D. FISHER. 


The bill (H. R. 9727) for the relief of Joseph D. Fisher, late Com- 
pany G, One hundred and sixteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
8 the name of Joseph D. Fisher, late Company G, One hun- 

and sixteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANCIS M. HULL. 

The bill (H. R. 1155) granting a pension to Francis M. Hull was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
on-rolls the name of Francis M, Hull, late of Company I, Thirty- 
h Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH A. HARRISON. 


The bill (H. R. 5709) granting a pension to Sarah A. Harrison was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Sarah A. Harrison, widow of John Harrison, 
eceased, late second lientenant of Company G, Seventy-ninth Regiment 
of Ohio Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT W. HEROD. 


The bill (H. R. 2531) granting a pension to Robert W. Herod was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Robert W. Herod, late of Company C, Seventh 
Regiment, Iowa paray 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES T. FURLOW. 


The bill (H. R. 3585) to pension James T. Furlow for services in 
the Indian war was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
to place on the pension-roll the name of James T. Furlow, of 
rister, Columbia County, Arkansas, who served in Capt. William C. 
Dawson’s company from the State of Georgia, Indian war of 1838, 
and to pay him the same pension as is allowed by law for service in the 
war of 1812. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM ELSWORTH FLETCHER. 


The bill (H. R. 1148) granting a pension to William Elsworth Fletch- 
er was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
lace on the pension-roll the name of William Elsworth Fletcher, the 
Invalid and helpless son of William Fletcher, late private Company C, 
Ninth Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and to pay to his guardian for his 
use a pension at the rate of $18 per month. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the wing report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
May 28, 1890: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1148) grant- 
ing s pension to William Elsworth Fletcher, have examined the same, and re- 


The report on which this bill was passed by tho House is concurred in, and is 
as follows. 


HOUSE REPORT. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6247) granting a pension to William Elsworth Fletcher, submit the following 


seporsi 
he claimant in this case, William Elsworth Fletcher, is the son of William 


Fletcher, late a private in Company O, Ninth M n Infantry who, died at 
Louisville, Ky., in 1865, while a member of said ment. William Elsworth 
Fletcher was born Se; 


ber 23, 1861, in Ingham County, Michigan, and while 
a child was taken , and his left side, arm, and foot became paralyzed, and 
said left hand and foot afterwards were nearly useless, and did not grow with 
other parts of the body, and he became a cripple for life, and became subject to 
epileptic fits, which have affected his mind. Since February 10, 1896, he has been 
an inmate of the Michigan asylum for the insane, at Kalamazoo, Mich., and his 
condition is fully shown by letters from the superintendent thereof, hereto an- 
nexed and made exhibits. 

The said William Elsworth Fletcher is wholly unable to labor, and has no 
means of support whatever. When William Fletcher, the father of claimant, 
died he left but little or no property, and afterwards his widow, Jane Fletcher, 


remarried. She is now living, but has no means of caring for said William 
Elsworth Fletcher, and said William Elsworth Fletcher is su; - at pua 
y sustain 


asylum by the State of Michigan. ‘The facts herein stated are 
by the wits of Jane Russell, Zina Dolbee, G. W. Swartwout, M. D., Will- 
iam P. Hazelton, J. M. Peek. 

The said claimant is known by the name of Elsworth Fletcher and some- 


times called Elsworth W. Fletcher, but his real name is William Elsworth 

r, and we recommend that the bill be by inse his correct 
name, and the word “infantry” after the word “volunteer” in line 7. The 
evidence clearly shows that the claimant is an invalid; that the father died 
while in the military service, without leaving claimant means of support,and 
his case comes within the rule fully established by Congress for eration a pen- 
sion at the rate of $18 a month, the amount fixed in the bill. 

The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, June 12, 1890, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 11th day of June, 1890, 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Christian W. Craig, of Independence, Cal., to be register of the land 
office at Independence, Cal., rice John W. P. Laird, resigned. 

George D. Thayer, of Glenwood Springs, Colo., to be register of the 
land office at Glenwood Springs, Colo., vice Surville J. De Lan, to be re- 
moved. h 

John É. Dunkle, of Eureka, Nev., to be register of the land office at 
Eureka, Nev., vice David H. Hall, whose term of office will expire July 
25, 1890. 

John II. Burford, of Crawfordsville, Ind., to be register of the land 
ofice at Oklahoma, in the Territory of Oklahoma, a newly estab- 
lished office. / 

George L. Dobson, of Newell, Iowa, to be register of the land office 
at Buffalo, in the Territory of Oklaboma, a newly established office. 

Ervin F. Cheney, of Lander, Wyo., to be register of the land office 
at Lander, Wyo., a newly established office, 

John E. Evans, of Casper, Wyo., to be register of the land office at 
Douglas, Wyo., a newly established office. 

Joseph L. Stotts, of New Castle, Wyo., to be register of the land of- 
fice at Sundance, Wyo., a newly established office. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Will T. Walker, of Harper, Kans., to be receiver of public moneys at 
Buffalo, in the Territory of Oklahoma, a newly established office. 

Merris C. Barrow, of Douglas, Wyo., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Douglas, Wyo., a newly established office. 

Clifford C. Parks, of Glenwood Springs, Colo., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Glenwood Springs, Colo., vice Joseph S, Swan, to be re- 
moved. 

William H. Caldwell, of Beloit, Kans., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Kirwin, Kans., vice Amos J. Harris, whose term of office 
will expire July 2, 1890. 

Darwin C. Hall, of Scotia, Nebr., to be receiver of public moneys at 
Grand Island, Nebr., vice Alexander H. Baker, whose term of office 
will expire July 16, 1890. $ 

John H. Percival, of Devil’s Lake, N. Dak., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Devil’s Lake, N. Dak., vice Sterling S. Smith, whose term 
of office will expire July 25, 1890. 

John C. Delaney, of Harrisburg, Pa., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Oklahoma, in the Territory of Oklahoma, a newly established of- 
fice. 

Alpheus P. Hanson, of Sundance, Wyo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Sundance, Wyo., a newly established office. 

Hermon J. Nickerson, of Lander, Wyo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Lander, Wyo., a newly established office. 

j POSTMASTERS., f 

James H. McNabb, to be postmaster at Petaluma, in the county of * 
Sonoma and State of California, in the place ot Gilbert P. Hall, whose 
commission expires July 26, 1890. : . 

W. Henry Wright, to be postmaster at Colton, in the county of San 
Bernardino and State of California, in the place of John A. Van Ars- 
dale, removed. : 

Charles C. Georgia, to be postmaster at Unionville, in the county of 
Hartford and State of Connecticut, in the place of Christian T. Georgia, 
whose commission expires June 18, 1890. 

John H. Hoffman, to be postmaster at Ligonier, in the county of 
Noble and State of Indiana, in the place of James E. McDonald, whose 
commission expires July 26, 1890. 

Henry Keerl, to be postmaster at Mason City, in the county of Cerro 
Gordo and State of Iowa, in the place of Amos H. Kisner, removed. 

Mrs. Clara L. Nichols, to be postmaster at Fort Leavenworth, in the 
county of Leavenworth and State of Kansas; the appointment of a 
postmaster for said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 


dent on and after January 1, 1889. 
David H. Shrewsbury, to be at Russell, in the county of 
resigned. 


Russell and State of Kansas, in the place of Roy S. Giddings, 
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Daniel Sinclair, to be r at Winona, in the county of Wi- 
nona and State of Minnesota, in the place of William J. Whipple, 
whose commission expired April 16, 1890. 

Asa A. Hall, to be postmaster at Farmington, in the county of Staf- 
ford and State of New Hampshire, in the place of Henry S. Parker, 
whose commission expired February 19, 1890. 

George Elvins, to be postmaster at Hammonton, in the county of 
Atlantic and State of New Jersey, in the place of C. F. Osgood, re- 
sigued. $ 

George W. Callow, to be postmaster at Jamaica, in the county of 
Queens and State of New York, in the place of Paul Barthel, whose 
commission expires July 26, 1890. 

Peter P. Conroy, to be postmaster at Watkins, in the county of 
Schuyler and State of New York, in the place of William H. Baldwin, 
removed, Mr. Conroy having been confirmed by the Senate June 2, 
1890, as Peter Conroy. 

Charles W. Scharff. to be postmaster at Canajoharie, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of New York, in the place of James Halligan, 
whose commission expired May 18, 1890. 

John C. Malone, to be postmaster at Granville, in the county of 
Licking and State of Ohio, in the place of Albert H. Jones, whose com- 
mission expires July 26, 1890. 

William R. Cole, to be postmaster at Pottsville, in the county of 
Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of James H. Mudey, 
whose commission expires July 26, 1890. 

Robert W. Correy, to be postmaster at Milton, in the county of North- 
umberland and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Allen 8. Hotten- 
stein, whose commission expires July 26, 1890. 

Mrs. Selina Gibson, to be postmaster at Freeport, in the county of 
Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William Fur- 
long, whose commission expires June 16, 1890. 

Benjamin F. Robinson, jr., to be postmaster at Wakefield, in the 
county of Washington and State of Rhode Island; the appointment of 
a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1890. 

George W. Wilson, to be postmaster as Christiansburgh,in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Virginia, in the place of Robert M. Gard- 
ner, removed. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Selah B. Farwell, to be receiver of public moneys at Kirwin, Kans. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate June 11, 1890. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL. 


Thomas M. Newson, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United States 
at Malaga. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, June 11, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to announce the following ap- 
pointments on committees, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On the Committee on Rules, Mr. MIIIS, of Texas; on the Committee on Ways 
and Means, Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will also state in this connection that 
delay has occurred in making these appointments with the view of per- 
fecting some rearrangement of appointments on committees, to be made 
on account of changes sinve the original appointments were made; but 
the Chair has been unable to find time as yet to do so. 


BUSINESS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a report from the 
Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules having had under consideration the 5 
resolution of the House of May 21, 1890, beg lea ve to report the following sub- 


stitute: 
Resolved, That Thursday evening and Saturday evening of this week, from 
8 o'clock to 11 o’clock, be devoted to the consideration in the House of bills 
reviously reported with favorable recommendation by the Committee on 
mmerce, tothe consideration whereof no obj on shall be made; and that 
at5 p. m. on each ofsaid days the House will take a recess until 8 p. m. for the 
purpose aforesal: 


Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the previous question on the adoption of the 
resolution. 
Mr. BLAND. Thope that resolution will not be adopted. We have 


ample time for the consideration of such business during the day. 
Besides that, the House is considerably in advance of the Senate with 
its business already. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I would like to state, Mr. Speaker, 
that Saturday is the day fixed for delivering eulogies on Mr. Randall. 
I do not know whether the House would sit after the eulogies. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that fact would necessitate some 
modification of the resolution. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not hear what the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has said. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman calls attention to the fact that 
Saturday next has been set apart for delivering eulogies in the House 
on Mr, Randall, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then strike out Saturday and in- 
sert Monday in the resolution. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman propose to go beyond the even- 
ing session? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, Idid not know but that the House 
would adjourn after the eulogies. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then Task unanimous consent to substitute Mon- 
day” for “Saturday” in the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. [s there objection to the modification ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now I demand the previous question. 

Mr. HATCH. We did not hear the resolution, Mr. Speaker. Let it 
be again reported. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the resolution as now modi- 
fied by the gentleman from Georgia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Thursday evening of this week and Monday evening of next 
week, from 8 o'clock to 11 o'clock, be devoted to the consideration in the House 
of bills previously reported with favorable recommendation by the Committee 
on Commerce, to the consideration whereof no objection shall be made; and 
that at 5 p. m. on each of said days the House will take a recess until 8 p. m. for 
the purpose aforesaid. 

Mr. BLAND. I would ask the gentleman from ia to make the 
hour of adjournment 10 o’clock in place of 11. I think it is hardly 
right to make the clerks stay here at these night sessions during this 
hot weather until midnight, especially after a hard day’s work in the 
House, and I move that amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. S er, I have asked the previous question. 
I hope the gentleman will not insist upon his objection. These bills 
are such as will not be considered if there is objection to them, 

Mr. BLAND. That isa reason for getting away earlier. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ihave no authority to make any modification of 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Ofcourse the House will have power to adjourn 
at any hour it sees proper, notwithstanding this order. 

Mr. FRANK. Does this resolution, where it speaks of bills reported 
with favorable recommendation, refer to bills reported by the entire 
committee or by a majority of the committee? 

The SPEAKER. By a majority of the committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of this 
resolution, as I did not hear it read, whether it dispenses with the con- 
sideration in Committee of the Whole of any of these bills involving an 
appropriation of money. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Itdoes. Butif the gentleman will bear in mind 
this fact, that no bill can be considered at all if objected to, it removes 
any difficulty on that score. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not desire by any proceeding here, directly 
or indirectly, to take bills out of the jurisdiction of the Committee of 
the Whole, or to permit bills making appropriations to be otherwise 
considered than in the committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I quite agree with the gentleman, but, as I have 
suggested, a single objection will prevent the consideration of any of 
these bills; and hence there is more restraint in this form than there 
is in the consideration in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MANSUR. Does this vee, eb unanimous consent ? 

The SPEAKER. It is a privi report. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. me state to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that the most of the bills referred to in this order are 
light-house bills. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But they involve appropriations. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. They simply fix the limit. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; under the operation of which 
the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was sanaa ; and also moved thatthe motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DEPENDENT AND OTHER PENSIONS. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, Isubmit the report now of the con- 
ferees on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill S. 
and ask present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 


~- 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill S. 389, An act 
granting pensions to soldiers and sailors whoare incapacitated for the perform- 
ance of labor, and providing for pensions to widows,minor children and depend- 
ent parents,“ having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House of Representatives recede from its amendment and agree to 
the said Senate bill 359 with the following amendments: Strike out section 1 
of said bill and insert the following asan amendment: 

“ Thatin considering the pension claims of dependent parents, the fact of the 
soldier’s death by reason of any wound, injury, casualty, or disease which under 
the conditions and limitations of existing laws would have entitled him to an 
invalid pension, and the fact that the soldier left no widow or minor children 
having shown as required by law, it shall be necessary only to show by 
competent and sufficient evidence that such parent or parents are without other 
present means of support than their own manual labor or the contributions of 
others not legally bound for their support: Provided, That all pensions allowed 
to dependent parents under this act shall commence from the date of the fil 
of the application hereunderand shall continue no longer than the existen f 
the dependence, ‘ 
4 Section 2: In section 2in line 1, strike out three months“ and insert ninety 

ays.” 
section 2, after the word from,“ at the end of line 4, insert the word a.“ 

Also, between the words disability ” and not“ in line 5 of section 2 insert 
the words of a permanent character.“ 

In line 6 insert the word “ manual” between the words “of” and “labor.” 

In same section strike out the words “twelve dollars per month” in line 13 
and insert in lieu thereof the words a pension ri rama z] $12 per month, 
and not less than $6 per month, proportioned to the degree of inability to earn 
a support, 

Strike out all after the word “support” at the end of line 7 to the word 
“shall” in line 9. r 

Strike out section 3 of said bill and insert the following asan amendment: 

S. 3. That if any officer or en man who served ninety days or more in 
the Army or Navy of the United States during the late war of the rebellion, and 
who was honorably discharged, has died or shall hereafter die, leaving a widow 
without other means of support than her daily labor, or minor children under 
the age of sixteen 8 widow shall, upon due proof of her husband's 
death, without proving his death to be the result of his army service, be placed 
on the pension-roll from the date of the on therefor under this act, at 
the rate of $8 per month during her widowhood, and shall also be paid $2 per 
month for child of such officer or enlisted man under sixteen yearsof age, 
and in case of the death or remarriage of the widow, leaving a child or chil- 
dren of such officer or enlisted man under the age of sixteen years, such pen- 
sion shall be paid such child or children until the age of sixteen: Pro hat 
in case a minor child is insane, idiotic, or otherwise permanently helpless, the 
Roose shall continue during the life of said child or during the period of such 

isability, and this proviso shall apply to all pensions heretofore granted, or 
hereafter to be granted under this or any former statute, and such pension shall 
commence from the date of application therefor after the passage of this act: 
And provided further, That said widow shall have married said soldier prior to 
the passage of this act.“ 

Strike out section 4 of said bill. 

Change the number of section 5 of said bill, by striking out the figure “5” 
and inserting the figure *'4,” so that said section will be section 4 of said bill, 
Amend the title by inserting the word manual” before the word labor.“ 

And the Senate agrees to the same. 2 


JOHN G. SAWYER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
C. K. DAVIS, 
PHILETUS SAWYER, 
R. BLODGETT, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr.SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Kansasallow this report— 
A MEMBER. Let the statement be read. 
The SPEAKER. The statement will be read. 
Tho statement submitted by the House conferees is as follows: 
STATEMENT. 

The effect of the changes made by the conferees is to substitute the bill in re- 
lation to dependent parents, passed by the House January 30, for the first sec- 
tion of the Senate bill, and the second section of the Senate bill is amended by 
striking out the dependent clause and inserting the word manual before the 
word aber; also by making a graded rate of from six to twelve dollars in- 
stead of the fixed rate of twelve. Theservice- 


nsion sections of the House bill 
are eliminated, The section of the House bi 


ting pensions to widows is 


oe The section of the Senate bill pertaining to peusion attorneys is re- 
tain 
E. N. MORRILL, 
J. G. SAWYER, 
House Conferees. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Kansas allow this bill 
to be printed and lie over until to-morrow, so that we can understand 
its various provisions? It is impossible to understand the bill from 
the reading of it. 

Mr. MORRILL, There is nothing new in it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We do not know what is in it from hearing it 


read. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is almost the same thing as the bill which we 
passed except that the service-pension provision is stricken out. It is 
getting late in the session, and I am extremely anxious to have it dis- 

of. I move, therefore, the adoption of the report, and upon that 
I demand the previous question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [hope the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] 
will not insist upon the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is demanded by the gen- 
Heman from Kansas. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand a division. 

Mr. MORRILL. We will have forty minutes for debate upon it 
ander the previous question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the tleman will not insist upon the 
previous question. It will not take us as long to dispose of it to-mor- 
row, when we understand it, as it will now. 


The question recurred on ordering the previous question. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 91, noes 58. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. No quorum, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand tellers. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. = 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 119, nays 76, not vot- 
ing 132; as follows: 


YEAS—119. 
Allen, Mich. Dolliver, Laidlaw, Reilly, 
Anderson, Kans, Dorsey, Laws, Rockwell, 
Arnold, Dunnelj, Lehlbach, Row 
Atkinson, Pa. wart, Lind. : Sanford, 
nks, Farquhar, Lodge, Sawyer, 
Bartine, Finley, Maish, i 
Bayne, Fithian, Martin, Ind, Sherman, 
Belden, Flick, McClellan, Simonds 
Bergen, k, McComas, Smith, W. Va, 
Boothman, Funston, McCormick, yser, 
Bowden, rs McDuffie, Snider, 
Brookshire, McKinley, Stephenson, 
Brosius, Gifford, Milliken, Stewart, Vt. 
Browne, Va. Gree. offitt, Stockbridge, 
Bu „N. J. Hall, Moore, N. H. Struble, 
B Hansbrough, Morrill, Sweney, 
Burton, Harmer, Morrow, Taylor, Tenn. 
Butterworth, Haugen, Morse, Townsend, 
Campbell, Haynes, O'Donnell, Townsend, Pa, 
Cannon, Henderson, III. O’Neall, Ind. Turner, Kans, 
Carter, Henderson, lowa O'Neill, Pa. Vandever, 
Caswell, Hermann, Osborne, Van = 
Hill, Owens, Ohio Wade, 
Chipman, Hitt, Parrett, Walker, Mass, 
Comstock, H Payne, W. N. Y. 
Connell. Kelley, son, W. f. 
Culbertson, Pa. Kennedy, Perkins, Wilson, — 
Dalzell, Kerr, Iowa Pickler, m, 
Darlington, insey, Pugsley, Wright, 
De Haven, we y. 
NAYS—i6. 
Abbott, Cowles, Lee, Rowland, 
Anderson, Miss, y Lester, Ga. Rusk, 
Bankhead, 8 Tex. toners a. Bev 
Barnes, n, wis, nger, 
Barwig, Dibble, Mansur, Ste Tex. 
Biggs, Docke M . Stone, Ky. 
Blan n Elliott, McClammy, ey. 
Bland, Ellis, Montgomery, 
Blount, Enloe, oore, Tex, Tucker, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Forney, Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
Brickner, issenhainer, Mutchler, Vaux, 
Buchanan, Va. Goodnight, Norton, Venable, 
ynum, Grimes, Oates, Wheeler, Ala, 
Candler, Ga. Hatch, O Ferrall, Whitthorne, 
Caruth, Hayes, Penington, ike, 
Clancy, Henderson, N. C. Perry, Wilkinson, 
Clarke, Ala, ilgore, uinn, Williams, III. 
Clunie, > E Williams, Ohio 
bb, Lanham, Robertson, Yoder. 
NOT VOTING—132. 
A Cothran, Lawler, Russell, 
Alderson, Covert, A Scranton, 
Allen, Miss. Craig, Martin, Tex. Seney, 
Andrew, Crain, Mason, Shively, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Cummin McAdoo, Skinner, 
Baker, Cutcheon, McCord, Smith, III. 
Beckwith, n, A Spinola, 
Belknap, De 0, McKenna, Spooner, 
Bingham, Dingley, MeMillin, Stahlnecker, 
Bliss, Dunphy, McRae, Stewart, Ga. 
Boatner, Edmunds, Miles, Stivers, 
Boutelle, vans, ills, Stockdale, 
inridge,Ky. Featherston, — Stone, Mo. 
Brewer, Fitch. ud Stump, 
Brower, Flood, Niedringhaus, Taylor, E. B. 
Brown, Flower, te, Taylor, III. 
Browne, T. M. Forman, O'Neil, Mass. Taylor, J. D. 
Brunner, Fowler, Outhwaite, Thomas, 
Buckalew, Gibson, Owen, Ind. Thompson, 
Bullock. Grosvenor, Paynter, A 
Bunn, rout, Peel, Turner, N. Y. 
Caldwell Hare, Peters, Waddill, 
Candler, Mass. Heard, Phelan, Walker, Mo. 
Carlton, Hemphill, Pierce, Wallace, 
Catchings, erbert, Post, Washington, 
Cheadle, Holman, Price. atson, 
Clark, Wis. Hooker, Quackenbush, Wheeler, Mich, 
a — beers Ran Rey 8 
err, 7 
Coleman, Ketcham, Reed, Iowa Willcox, 
Conger, Kn iy Reyburn, Wilson, Mo. 
Cooper, Ind. La Follette, Rife, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Ohio Lansing, Rogers, Yardley. 


Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I was standing near my 
place, but did not hear my name called. 

TheSPEAKER. Was thegentleman listening when his name should 
have been called ? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I think I was giving my attention to 
the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman thinks his name was omitted he 
can be permitted to vote. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I am not prepared to say that my 


name was omitted. 
The SPEAKER. Then the Chair thinks he can not entertain the re- 


quest. 
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Mr. SKINNER. Mr. Speaker, I was in my seat, but did not hear 
my name called. r i 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening to hear his name 
called? 

Mr. SKINNER. If I had been listening I would have heard it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, then, can not entertain the request. 

Mr. SKINNER. I came here for the purpose of listening, and was 
trying to listen. p 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the distinction is too fine. 

The following irs were announced until further notice: 

Mr. BLISS with Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 

Mr. Morey with Mr. FOWLER, 

Mr. CoLEMAN with Mr. PRICE. 

Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. Nur with Mr. DUNPHY. p 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR with Mr. ROGERS. 

Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. Jason B. Brown. 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. WILLcox. 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. CARLTON. 

Mr. THomas with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. McCorp with Mr. WALKER, of Missouri. 

Mr. THOMPSON with Mr, PAYNTER. 
. BOUTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 
. COOPER, of Ohio, with Mr. FORMAN. 
. SMITE, of Ilinois, with Mr. BUNN. 
. KNAPP with Mr. COVERT. 
Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 
Mr. PETERS with Mr. Hooker. 
. CUTCHEON with Mr. CUMMINGS. 
. McKenna with Mr. HARE. 
. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. MCMILLIN. 
. RANDALL with Mr. O' NEIL, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. ANDREW, except bank- 
rupt bill. 

Mr. BAKER with Mr. McRAE. 

For this day: 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. McCreary. 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. BROWER with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr, LANSING with Mr. RAIN. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. Post with Mr. BoATNER. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. JOsEPH D. TAYLOR with Mr. HEMPHILL. 

Mr. SPOONER with Mr. Stump. 

Mr. RIFE with Mr. MCADOO. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. SCRANTON. with Mr. BUCKALEW. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Watson with Mr. WILsoN, of Missouri. 

Mr. Evans with Mr. SHIVELY. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. Witson, of West Virginia, from June 9 to 

and including June 14. 
. RAINES with Mr. COOPER, of Indiana, for this week. 
. KetcHAM with Mr. FLOWER, for two weeks. 
. BREWER with Mr. CLEMENTS, for the rest of the week. 
. CoGSWELL with Mr. TRACEY, until 2 o’clock, 
. STIVERS with Mr. WASHINGTON, for Wednesday, June 11. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa, with Mr. STOCKDALE, for two days. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask a recapitulation of the vote. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the names. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the names. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois has specially re- 
quested that the vote shall be recapitulated. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I insist. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask unanimous consent that there be one hour's 
debate, instead of forty minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that that be so amended that we shall have 
one hour on each side. = 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this has been 
so thoroughly discussed that there is no necessity forany extension of 
the time for debate. I think the debate should be governed by the 
rule which allows forty minutes, and therefore I object. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I would like the gentleman from Mich- 
igan to state when there was a thorough discussion of this question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. It has not been discussed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that there be allowed 
one hour for debate on each side. 

The SPEAKER. Objection has been made. 


WASHINGTON CITY POST-OFFICE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 407) to authorize the acquisition of certain 
parcels of real estate embraced in square No. 380, of the city of Wash- 
ington, to providean eligible site for a city post-office, with an amend- 
ment to the title. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that that matter be di 
of at this time. I move that the amendment of the Senate to the title 
be 


endment to the title was agreed to. 


GENERAL PENSION BILL. 


* MORRILL. Mr. 8 T, in explanation of the difference be- 
tween the two bills and of the agreement by the conferees, I simply 
wish to say that the essential feature of the Senate bill was to provide 
a pension to dependent persons as well as embrace the feature of grant- 
a, © expences to widows. 

e essential feature of the House bill was granting a pension to all 
persons who had arrived at the age of sixty years and had served ninety 
days or more in the Army. The Senate bill also contained a section 
in to dependent parents which was omitted in the House bill 
from the fact that previously, in January, the House had passed a sep- 
arate bill providing for dependent parents. The bill as agreed upon by 
the conference committee takes as its first section the bill passed by the 
House in January in relation to dependent parents. It changes the 
existing law only in this, that after proof of the death of the soldier 
as a result of his army service is made, it shall only be necessary to 
show that the parent is now dependent—that is, it does away with the 
requirement of the existing law that there shall be proof of the depend- 
ence at the time of the soldier’s death, The first section of the con- 
ference report, then, is the House bill which bind gooey in January. 

The second section of the Senate bill pro’ that all who had 
served three months or more in the Army and who were suffering from 
mental or physical disability not the result of their own vicious hab- 
its, which incapacitated them for the performance of labor and who were 
dependent upon their labor for support, should be placed on the pen- 
sion-roll at the rate of $12a month. The conference report provides 
that persons from such disabilities shall be placed upon the 
roll at a rate not exceeding $12 and not less than 86 u month, to be 
proportioned in accordance with the degree of inability to carn a sup- 
port, and it leaves out the dependent clause of the Senate bill. It also 
inserts the word manual ” before the word labor,” so as to require 
that these pensioners shall be incapacitated from the performance or 
manual labor in such a degree as to render them unable to earn a sup- 
port, and the provision is that such persons shall be placed upon the 
roll at a rate not to exceed $12 and not less than $6 a month, in pro- 
portion to the degree of inability to earn a support. 

Mr. SAYERS. What is the estimated cost to the Government of 
this bill per annum? 

Mr. MORRILL, The estimated cost of this bill is about the same 
as that of the bill which the Senate, thirty-five or thirty-six 
million dollars. The House bill provided for an expenditure of about 
forty-two millions. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand the gentleman to say that the cost that 
will accrue to the Government under this bill will be $35,000,000 per 
annum. 

Mr. MORRILL. About $35,000,000 per annum not to exceed that. 
We have endeavored in making our estimates to make them as full as 
possible, so as not to make a mistake on the wrong side. 

Mr. SAYERS. This amount is in addition to expenditures under 
existing law. 

Mr, MORRILL. This amount is in addition to expenditures under 
existing law. We estimate the additional expenditure under this bill 
at about $35,000,000 per year. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Does the conference report omit that clause of the 
Senate bill relating to the origin or cause of the disability, requiring 
that it shall not be the result of the person’s own habits? 

Mr. MORRILL. That provision is retained in the conference report. 
Pca Der How many cases is it estimated will be relieved by 

is bill? 

Mr. MORRILL. About two hundred thousand soldiers and about 
one hundred thousand widows, new names, will be put on the roll, and 
a considerable number of those now on the roll will be increased. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Why was the word manual“ inserted before 
the word labor ? Is that definite enough to cover all kinds of dis- 
abilities which ought to be provided for? For example, the cases of 
lawyers, clerks, school teachers, and such 

Mr. MORRILL. I investigated that matter very thoroughly. My 
first impression was in favor of the bill as the Senate had it, but I 
found that it would entirely revolutionize the rulings of the Pension 
Office. The only standard recognized at the Pension Office has been 


and is manual labor. They say there that it is the only possible stand- 
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ard, that they can not measure a man's mental condition or ability for 
mental labor, and that manual labor is the only standard that has ever 
existed in the office and the only standard that they can possibly 
work by. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Did the gentleman say that there was another 
bill pending in the Senate, the bill which has passed the House in re- 
lation to dependent parents? 

Mr. MORRILL. No. That bill is embodied in this one. The firstsec- 
tion of this bill is the bill which passed the House in January in rela- 
tion to dependent parents. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then there is no other pension bill to come after 
this? 

Mr. MORRILL. No other bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Is it not likely thatthe six-dollar and 
twelve-dollar a month provision of this bill will have the effect to cut 
out nearly all, or at least a vast majority, of these petty pensions of 
one, two, three, and four dollars a month? 

Mr. MORRILL. I think the effect will be that nearly all those cases 
will come under the six-dollar-a-month clause. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Has the gentleman made any estimate of the num- 
ber of that class? 

Mr. MORRILL. The report of the Commissioner shows the number 
to be about 100,000. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Those will all be increased by this bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. Not necessarily. Their pensions will not be in- 
creased unless their disability should entitle them to an increase. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If there is a disability to earn a living by manual 
labor, the person will get a pension in proportion to that disability, but 
not less than $6 a month. > 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The disability to earn a living by manual labor 
would entitle the person to a pension of $6. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the disability incapacitates the person for the 
performance of manual labor in such a degree as to render him unable 
to earna ppor he will receive a pension. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And the pension will be in proportion to that dis- 
ability. 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes; the party must be disabled to such an extent 
as to render him utterly unable to earn a support. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How are you going to measure the difference be- 
tween the utter“ disability which would entitle a person to $5, and 
the utter disability which would entitle him to $12? 

Mr. MORRILL. That is a matter for the Pension Office. 

Mr. STRUBLE. If utterly unable to earn a living, the person will 
receive $12 a month? 

Mr. MORRILL. Les, sir; and if half unable, $6amonth. In order 
to receive $12 the party must be utterly unable to earn a support. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It seems to me that raises a very nice question. 

Mr. MORRILL. The gentleman knows very well how impossible 
it is for us to frame a law which shall escape every criticism of that 
kind. 

Mr. REILLY. That is a matter for adjudication by the department 
according to the evidence. y 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, the department must determine that by an 
examination of the evidence. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. As the gentleman’s time is passing 
away I suggest to him that he make his explanation in full and after- 
ward answer questions. 

Mr. MORRILL. Ishall be very happy to do that. The third sec- 
tion of the report of the conferees is practically the same as the House 
bill in regard to paragon the pension-roll soldiers’ widows who have 
no other support than their daily labor. 

A. MEMBER. At what rate? 

Mr. MORRILL. At $8 a month. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is irrespective of the question whether the 
death of the husband was attributable to his military service? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, this pension is granted to such widows with- 
out requiring any proof that the death of the husband was the result 
of his army service. The present law, however, will remain as it 
stands, so that if a widow chooses to come before the Pension Office and 
prove that her husband’s death was the result of his army service she 
will receive a pension of $12 a month. 

Thesections of the House bill which provided for a service pension are 
eliminated by the conference report. The practical difference between 
the House bill and the- conference report is that the service pension is 
left ont; the practical difference between the conference report and the 
Senate bill is that the clause with reference to dependency is left out. 
Those were the two questions of disagreement, and the bill now prac- 
tically carries the same that the House bill would carry without the 
service-pension clause, 

Mr. SPRINGER. A person, then, in affluent circumstances, if un- 
able to earn a living by manual labor, may be entitled to a pension? 

Mr, MORRILL. Yes,sir. The question of dependency is not raised 
at all, and in my opinion it ought never to be raised. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Not many of these pensioners will be 
in affluent circumstances. ” 


Mr. MORRILL. I am frank to may Ae the bill reported by the 
conferees is not just what I should have liked. I would have been 
very glad to see the service-pension principle embodied in the bill. I 
fought long and earnestly to secure a recognition of that principle. 
But I take this as the very best we can get and I think itis a great 
deal better than nothing. A bill which will distribute $35,000,000 
among the poor and needy ex-soldiers and their widows is certainly bet- 
ter than no bill at all. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, as one of the conferees, in justice to 
myself as well as to my colleagues who indorse my action in refusin 
to assent to this conference agreement, I deem it right that I shoul 
explain to this House as well as to the unheeded and outraged ex-sol- 
diers of the whole country, whose demands are ignored, whose prayers 
are unanswered, whose petitions for a just and equitable per diem 
rated service pension lie buried in the basement of the nation’s Capitol, 
soon to be carted off by the cart-load and sold to the junk dealers for 
old rags, why I refused to sign this agreement, It is safe to say that 
ninety-nine out of every one hundred soldiers are in favor of a service 
pension, and ont of the hundreds of thousands of petitioners not one 
has ever asked for such legislation as is proposed in this patched-up 
bill. If we are not prepared to grant a service pension now I feel that 
it would be better, in justice to the soldiers, to postpone legislation for 
the present, until we can a just and equitable law. I know that 
this action will be the end ofall pension legislation for many years to 
come; and I simply repeat what is well known, that had the proposi- 
tion for a service-pension bill been submitted to this House earlier in 
the session of this Congress it would have passed with an overwhelm- 
ing majority. 

hence comes this change of heart? This sudden conversion came 
right on the heels of the Republican caucus. The gag—the party lash— 
was brought to bear. King Caucus issued his fiat and ordered all good 
Republicans to fall in line; and when I moved to recommit the Mor- 
rill bill, with instructions to report a service-pension bill, one, and 
only one, Republican out of 170 voted to recommit, This vote and 
action of the Republican party is so foreign to their professions and 
contrary to promises that it should condemn them in the eyes of all 
ex-Union soldiers and their friends. Then, and not until then, did 
they discover that we must take what we could get. Is it nota hu- 
miliation for a party, when they havea large majority in both Houses, 
to say to the soldiers: This is all we could give you. It was this or 
nothing.“ Suppose the Democratic party were in power, what a howl 
would go up from all over this land. 

President Cleveland was denounced for vetoing the pauper depend- 
ent-pension bill. Now this Republican Congress vetoes the service- 
pension bill, and it is all right. It is the best we could do!” If I am 
not mistaken, the soldiers will inform the men who proved traitors to 
them what is the best they can do when they are asked to vote for 
their party. 

Mr, Speaker, in my opinion a just and equitable per diem service- 
pension law would, in the end, cost much less than this disability bill 
will cost. I have made close estimates, and from the best official data 
compiled from the most creditable statistics, carefully compiled, as to 
the cost of a per diem rated service-pension law, and its annual charge 
would be very little more than in, and would cost less every year. 
As tothe cost of this bill, I defy any living being to do more than 
make a mere guess. There is absolutely no estimate worthy of the 
name, or at all reliable, as to the cost of this bill. So much as to the 
cost as compared with a service pension. 

Now, let us scrutinize as to who will be the beneficiaries. The Union 
soldiers ask for a service pension. Why? Because they think, and 
justly so, that the battle-scarred veteran, who bore the heat and brunt 
of four years’ campaign amidst shot and shell, starvation and death, 
should be rewarded according to his service, not as compensation for 
bravery and heroism, because that can not be compensated in dollars 
and cents, but as a matterof justice and equity. This bill ignores en- 
tirely length of service. The ninety-day man shares equally with the 
four-and-a-half-year man, It is based entirely on disability. Nearly 
one million men who served Jess than a year will get the bulk of all 
that this bill provides for. It is a premium on hospital bummers and 
a discount on bravery and long and faithful service. There is one class 
of patriots who will be largely benefited by this bill, a class of men 
whose service never ends so long as there remains a fee—the patriotic 
aam agent, whose calling would have ended with a service-pension 

aw. 

I fully realize the inevitable enactment of this law, and that all I 
can do and say in my feeble way will not secure the passage of a law 
satisfactory to my comrades, I can only enter my solemn protest 
against the action of a party who promises the soldiers fair treatment 
and a service pension, Were I to do less I would feel the blush of 
shame rise to my cheeks every time I take a veteran comrade by the 
hand. There is no politics in this for me, as I am not seeking votes 
for any office, and may God pity the man who can not rise above self- 
ish party spirit when a measure of so sacred and solemn interest as 
the duty a great, rich, and powerful nation owes its defenders, whose 
valor and sacrifices preserved our glorious nation, is under consideration. 


5948 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 11, 


There are some very good features in this bill. The provisions for | be rated at not less than six nor more than twelve dollars a month. If 


widows, orp and dependent parents, I heartily indorse, and with 
a per diem rated service clause it would be a virtuous measure; but 
without that it is unjust and unworthy of a party professing to be 
friendly to soldiers. 

Mr. CLUNIE. What will they get if they do not get this bill? 

Mr. YODER. Nothing; they get left.” 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
five minutes, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, Iobject to this method of legislation. 
This bill has been in the conference committee for two or three weeks. 
It has been considered, or some measure of this kind has been consid- 
ered in the caucus of the Republican y, but no member of this 
House outside of that caucus and outside of the conference committee 
has had any opportunity to see the text of the bill before voting upon 
it. Our only opportunity to be informed as to the provisions of the 
bill is the reading of certain amendments to this bill, and the Senate 
bill from the Clerk’s desk, and such explanations as can be made in 
the brief time allowed for debate under the rule; that is, twenty min- 
utes on each side. 

It is stated by the gentleman from Kansas in charge of this report 
[ Mr. MORRILL] that it will require an expenditure for pensions, in 
addition to the present permanentroll, of between thirty-five and thirty- 
six millions of dollars. That, I presume, is a rough estimate, it being 
impossible to make a correct estimate of what would be the probable 
increase. But let us assume that to be correct. This estimate assumes 
that the service pensions Which were granted by the House bill were 
only to cost the difference between $35,000,000 and $42,000,000, which 
the House bill was estimated to carry, or a difference of only $7,000,- 
000 to pay for the service pensions, Now, I assume that that estimate 
must be wrong somewhere, because no one will pretend that the serv- 
ice pensions, if the House bill were enacted into a law, would not cost 
over that sum. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will you allow me only a word in 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, I would much rather you wou 
own time to explain. : 

Mr. MORRILL. The service-pension bill was only $12,000,000, and 
this takes in a great many who would come in under the provisions of 
the service- ion bill—those over sixty-two years, and 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I have but a little time. The gen- 
tleman can explain in his own time. 

What the gentleman says is true; but I can not understand why the 
increase in that bill by service pensions should amount to only $7,000,- 
000 a year. If that is all the increase a service pension would require, 
I do not see what justification the gentlemen on the other side can have 
who were so prolific in their promises of doing so much fur the soldiers 
of the country, and yet refuse that insignificant increase as compared 
with the total expenditure for pensions. 

It has been said by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. YODER] who has 
just taken his seat that the Grand Army posts of the country have peti- 
tioned—perhaps every soldier in the service has petitioned—for service 
pensions. And now it is admitted by the gentleman in charge of this 
conference report that that increase would amount to only $7,000,000. 

I presume, however, Mr. Speaker, that this is to be regarded as a set- 
tlement of the general pension legislation of this Congress. It seems to 
me that after the promises certain gentlemen have made on the sub- 
ject this is an extraordinarily poor showing. It is an instance of the 
laboring of the mountain and the bringing forth of a very insignificant 
result, with which gentlemen are undoubtedly familiar. They have 
made immense professions of devotion to the soldiers of the country, 
and have come to the conclusion to embrace them in the provisions of 
this bill. But what is the result? Just what the bill covers or what 
it will grant I do not know, nor does anybody else, and I am opposed 
to it for that reason among others. 

Vo gentleman on this side of the House has been given an opportu- 
nity to even read the text of the bill or understand its provisions, ex- 
cept as they have been stated from the desk this morning or as they 
have been mentioned from time to time in this brief debate; and the 
chairman of the committee was forced himself to state in response to 
a question that he could not state what would be the construction of 
the bill in reference to the degree of disability that might be allowed 
in the Pension Office. If the disability is based upon hisinability to earn 
a living by manual labor, and the Commissoner of Pensions estimates 
that it must be total before the soldier can come within the provisions of 
the bill, how is it to be determined when the claimant is entitled to 
$12 a month, or when the claimant is entitled to$6 a month? Under 
the provisions of the bill, if such disability be less than total he will 
have a pension in proportion to his disability. So there is a manifest 
inconsistency in the rating proposed by the bill, and I presume that 


lanation ? _ 
take your 


there will be inconsistencies in the administration of the bill in the 
Pension Office also. 

It seems to me that the difference between a six-dollar pension 
and a twelve-dollar pension is a mere matter of discretion on the Bai 
of the Commissioner of Pensions, and not a matter of degree of disa- 
bility; for the claimant must be utterly unable to earn a living by man- 
ual labor to be entitled to any pension, yet that utter disability is to 


the Commissioner of Pensions should be of a partisan turn of mind 
he might conclude that a Republican claimant would be entitled to 
$12 a month, but if he were a Democrat $6 a month would be ample. 
He might also be inclined to raise the pension to $12 a month if the 
claimant could be induced to vote for the candidates of the party in 
power. Itseems to me that this bill is a partisan scheme, gotten up in 
a Republican caucus for the purpose of prostituting the Pension Office 
to partisan pur 

This bill has been evolved from the secret deliberations of a partisan 
caucus, and is a partisan measure to aid a n purpose, No Dem- 
ocrat is under any obligations to vote for it. It is not a measure for 
the benefit of the veterans of the late war, for by its provisions they 
are put on an equality with those who served but ninety days, It is 
not as a reward of valor or merit, for the soldiers who have performed 
the least service or who accomplished the least good are placed on an 
equality with the bravest and the best. It is not for the purpose of 
relieving the necessities of the poor, for the richest and most affluent 
may get a pension, while the man who has not a foot of land or a cot- 
tage of his own or a dollar in his pocket, but who has a record of four 
years’ service, may get nothing. Such a measure can not receive my 
support, nor should it receive the support of any true friend of the sol- 

ier. 

Now, in view of the long time oceupied in the conference committee 
and by the Pension Committee of the House in considering this legis- 
lation, it seems to me we ought to have been turnished with more ac- 
curate data and better opportunity, on this side at least, to consider 
the provisions of the bill as to its effect upon the Treasury of the coun- 
try, and the number and character of the persons to be embraced in its 
prononse The question of dependency, it is stated, is taken from the 

ill; that is to say, although a person may be physically disabled from 
earning a living by manual RS yet he may be worth otherwise a 
sum of money which would make him perfectly comfortable in life. 
The bill is not the measure demanded by the veterans of the late war. 
It is not demanded by the tax-payers. Itis demanded only by a parti- 
san caucus, in order to further the ends of a political party. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


[Mr. TURNER, of New York, withholds his remarks for revision. 
See Appendix. ] 


Mr. YODER. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague from Ohio, 
Mr. WILLIAMS, be allowed two minutes, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the gentleman from Ohio ought to be 
allowed to talk in the time allowed the other side, as he intends to vote 
for the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas is recognized. 

Mr. YODER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Ohio, Mr. WILLIAMS, be allowed two minutes. 

Mr. MORRILL. I yield ten minutes to my colleague upon the com- 
mittee, Mr. SAWYER. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York [Mr. SAWYER] 
has ten minutes. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, I was in hope that this measure could 
be discussed without any reference to party politics. Some gentlemen 
upon the opposite side of the House claim that they are very largely 
the friends of the soldier. This bill is up for consideration, and with- 
out discussing the merits of the bill at all, the principal point they 
make here is, first, that the Republicans have not done all that they 
promised for the soldier. Now, Mr. Speaker, suppose that is true. 

uppose that we have not done all that we agreed to for the soldier. 

Here is a measure which we ppo to pass that will do something for 

3 of the soldier. it right? Does it do anything for his 
t? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. It give them $35,000,000. 

Mr. SAWYER. If it does anything for them, why does not every 
member upon the Democratic side support it? But this measure goes 
further than the Republican party ever promised to go. There never 
has been a promise in any national convention, Republican or Demo- 
cratic, that a service-pension should be given to the soldier. The Re- 


publican did agree at its last national convention that it would 
take care of the needy and dependent soldier. That is what we agreed 
to do. 


Mr. HILL. That is what we are doing. 

Mr. SAWYER. That is what we propose by this bill. Every sol- 
dier who is to-day suffering from any disability, not the result of his 
own misconduct, who is so disabled that he can not earn his living by 
manual labor, we propose to put upon the pension-roll at the rate of 
$12 per month. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me —- 

Mr. SAWYER. I can not yield. If soldiers are not disabled to 
that extent, but are disabled to a less extent, then the $12 a month is 
graded down to as low as $6 a month, in proportion to the extent of 
the disability. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man—— z 
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Mr. WILLIAMS; of Illinois. Yes, and to everything else. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois will take his seat. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of IIlinois. This is only a Republican caucus, 
Our side of the House have no opportunity 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SAWYER] 
will proceed. 

Mr. SAWYER. It is true now as it always has been that when any 

neral law for the benefit of the soldier has been up for agitation it 
te been a Republican measure. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. You need not address yourself to me, 
unless you let me ask you a question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois will be in order. 

Mr. SAWYER. There has never been a bill, with the exception of 
the Mexican pension law—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Turn yourself to the jury [referring 
to the Republican side]. 

Mr. SAWYER. There has never been a bill of a general nature, 
with the exception of the Mexican pension bill, where a majority of the 
Democratic party voted that they have not uniformly and without ex- 

tion, a majority of them, voted against it. 
5 a HENDERSON, of Iowa. And they are going to do it here, too. 

Mr.SAWYER. And all legislation for the benefit of the soldiers has 
been by the votes of Republican Congresses, and never in the history of 
this world has any nation done so much for its brave defenders as has 
been done by the people of this country, Their wishes have been ex- 

ressed by the votes of the Republican party and opposed by the ma- 
ority of the Democratic $ 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I was in hope you would talk about 
the bill. 

Mr. SAWYER, I have no doubt you hope a great many things, and 
I say this, that the majority of the Democratic party here to-day who 
vote at all will vote against this measure — 

io TARSNEY. You are right. [Laughter on the Democratic 

side. 
Mr. SAWYER. As they have voted against every measure of a 
general character that has been brought in on pensions. We propose 
by this bill, in connection with previous legislation, to give a pension 
to every disabled soldier; we propose by this bill, in connection with 
other laws, to place every soldier’s widow upon the pension-roll of 
the United States. [Applause on the Republican side.] We propose 
by this law, in connection with former laws, to place the minor chil- 
dren of every soldier who has died leaving them upon the pension-roll 
of the United States, and further, where a soldier has died leaving a 
widow who draws pension, when she dies then ber pension goes tg any 
unfortunate idiot, insane, or helpless child so long as it shall remain 
in that condition. 

Tell me, my Democratic friends, when under a Democratic Adminis- 
tration any such beneficial legislation has been passed by your side of 
the House. Never! You were in favor of the Mexican pension bill. 
Why? Because the majority of the men who went into that service 
came from the South; and when it is proposed to legislate for the bene- 
fit of men who saved this country from the attacks of rebels we have 
found the majority of the Democratic party, now as they were during 
the rebellion, opposed to the men who saved the country and perpet- 
uated our institutions. [Loud applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MORRILL. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has four minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, this legislation is not perfect. No- 
body claims that it is, or that it is possible to enact perfect legislation 
touching this or any other question. It does not go as far as the House 
desires to go. The House has gone as far as it could after persistent 
effort, and has gotten all it could get. The gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. MORRILL] informs us he could not get the Senate to go farther. 
This is good legislatiop. It places on the pension-roll 250,000 names 
that are not on it. It increases the pensions of 50,000 men now on the 
rolls. The pension-rol] under existing law carries half a million pen- 
sioners. This increases the number to 750,000. We will have paid 
out this fiscal year under existing law by the 30th day of June, $109,- 
000,000, and under existing law next year we will pay out $115,000,- 
000, and we will pay out $35,000,000 under this Jaw, making $150,- 
000,000 in all for the payment of pensions next fiscal year. 

Our total revenue from customs under existing law is $220,000,000 
a year; from internal revenue $135,000,000; making together $355,- 
000,000; $150,000,000 of which will be paid for pensions. For the 
coming year the Government will pay out $2 of every $5 that it col- 
lects, and gladly do it under existing law and under this legislation 


for pensions, It is the best we could do now. We will do it, and do 
it cheerfully; and as the years roll round the Government of the United 
States will enlarge its pension legislation for the benefit of those who 
ade it in the Army and Navy. [Loud applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. MORRILL, I yield now to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
McComas]. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, although all that was desired by me 
has not been obtained, although the service pension, for which I voted, 
and for which the Republicans of this House voted, has not been agreed 
to by the Senate, yet under the lead and guidance and by the devoted 
labors of the wisest, truest, noblest, and best friend the soldier has had 
in Congress on either side in eight years, the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. MORRILL], to whom they owe a debt they can never pay, euck 
as they owe no other man in House or Senate [applause on the Repub- 
lican side], we have gotten a good bill. 

‘Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Maryland will 
allow me, I desire to state that after serving for four years with the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MOERILL] on the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions I most heartily indorse every word he has said. The soldiers 
never had a more sincere, earnest, hard-working friend in the world 
than the present chairman of the committee, Major MoRRILL. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. We have here a measure that the people of this 
country who care for the helpless soldiers, widows, and orphans want, 
because it gives immediate relief. The soldiers who grow older while 
we debate, the widows who grow more needy will prefer it to h. 
critical promises, deceitful pledges, and disappointing platforms. 
it we will begin at once to take two hundred thousand men who served 
our country away from the edge of distress and poverty and give them 
a pension. By it we will succor thousands of soldiers who were getting 
from one to two dollars a month pension, and we will have their pen- 
sions increased to$6a month. We give to them all the help that comes 
from $35,000,000 paid out annually, and not simply an empty utter- 
ance of platform and deceit of party. Under this bill proper care will 
be taken of one hundred thousand widows of the soldiers who helped 
to save the Government, and under this bill you will begin at once to 
take ten thousand men ont of the alms-houses of the country, where 
they have been aliowed to go, carrying an honorable discharge in a 
ragged coat pocket, a ee Do to my country and your country. 

This is a good measure of help, Mr. Speaker, not all that I wanted, 
not all other men wanted, not all that some Democrats cheaply profess 
to want here and then vote against. You gentlemen on that side of 
the Chamber talk and we vote; you declaim and we act; and we now 
give this large part of the revenue of the nation rather than debate and 
delay. You do nothing and we do something, and we do it cheerfully 
and gratefully. The Republican party acts up fully to its platform, 
and all the good work that has been done for our soldiers has been done 
by the Republican party, has been done in spite of the continuous op- 
Bde. of that side of the House. [Loud applause on the Republican 
side. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference re- 


port. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Lask unanimous consent that the time 
for debate be extended ten minutes. [Cries of “No!” No!“ and 
Regular order!“ 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the report. 

Mr. BLOUNT. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 145, nays 56, not vot- 
ing 126; as follows: 


YEAS—145. 

Allen, Mich. Comstock, Kelley, Osborne, 
Anderson, Kans, Connell, Kennedy, Outhwaite, 
Arnold, Culbertson, Pa. Kerr, lowa Owen, Ind. 
Atkinson, Pa. Dalzell, Kerr, Pa, Owens, Ohio 
Banks, Darlington, Kinsey, 
Bartine, De Haven, Lacey, Payne, 
Barwig, Dolliver, La Follette, Payson, 
Bayne, Dorse: Laidlaw, Penington, 
Belden, Dunnell, aws, Perkins, 
Bergen, Leblbach, jer, 
Bingham Farquhar, Lind, Pugsley, 
Boothman, Finley, ge, Quinn, 
Bowden, Fithian, Maish, Ra 
Brickner, Flick, Martin, Reilly, 
Brookshire, nk, Mason, W. 
Brosius, Funston, McCarthy, Rowell 
Browne, Va. r. McClellan, Sanford, 
Buchanan, N. J, Geissenhainer, McComas, sere; 
Burrows, Gest, McCormick, Scull, 
Burton, Gifford, cDuffie, Sherman, 
Butterworth, Greenhalge, McKinley, Shively, 
Bynum, ‘all, Milliken, Simonds, 
Campbell, Hansbrough, Moffitt, Smith, W. Va. 
Caunon, Harmer, Moore, N. H. myser, 
Carter, Haugen, Morril Snider, 
Caswell, Haynes, Morrow, Stephenson. 
Cheadle, Henderson, III. Morse, Stewart, Vt. 
Cheatham, Henderson, Iowa Mudd, Stock bri 
Pea ee eae pi nae pe TE —— 

Jancy, k x n iweney, 
Clark, Wis. Hitt, O'Neil, Mass, Taylor, Tenn. 
Cogswell, Houk, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Colo. 
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‘Townsend, Pa. Vaux, Wickham, Wright, 
2 Wade, Williams, II. Yoder. 
Vi p pms Wallas N. X. Wilson, ag 
an . e 
Van Schaick, atson, Wilson, Wash, 
NAYS—56. 
Anderson, Miss. Lester, Ga. — 
eee Docker 5 Boeinga 
es, ery, ansur, 
Blanchard, Elliott, Milis, Stewart, Tex. 
Bland Montgomery, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ark, Moare LSE Tarsney, 
Buchanan, Va. Forney, Mutchler, Tillman, 
Caruth, Norton, Tucker, 
Catchings, Grimes, Oates, Turner, 
Clarke, Ala. teh. Ferrall, Turner, N. V. 
Cobb, Henderson, N.C. Perry, Venable, 
Cowles, Lane, ichardson, Wheeler, 
Crisp, m, Wike, 
Culberson, Tex. Lee, Rowland, Wilkinson, 
NOT VOTING—126, 
Abbott, Cooper, Ohio Knapp, Rusk, 
Adams, Cothran, re ot - Russell, 
Alderson, Covert, Lawler, Scranton, 
Allen, Miss. Craig, wis, Seney, ` 
Andrew, Crain, er, Smith, III. 
Atkinson, W.Va. Cummings Martin, Tex. Spino! 
Baker, Cutcheon, MeAdoo, ner, 
Da > Mi y Stahlnecker, 
Bi Diam W —— Sii z 
ey 2 vera, 
Biss, Dunphy, McKen . Stockdale, 
Blount, Edman McMillin, Stone, Mo. 
Evans, cRae, Stump, 
Boutelle, Featherston, Miles, Taylor, E. B. 
i Ky. Fiteh Morey, Taylor, III. 
Brewer, Flood, eo Taylor, J.D. 
Brower, Flower, Ni ghaus, Thomas, 
Brown, J. B. Forman, Nute, Thompson, 
e, Fowler, Paynter, Waddill, 
Brunner, Gibson, Peel, Walker, Mo. 
W. Grosvenor, Peters, Wallace, 
Bullock, Grout, Phelan, Washington, 
Bunn, Hare, Pierce, Wheeler, Mich. 
Caldwell, Hayes, Post. Whiting, 
Candler, Ga. eard, Price, Whitthorne, 
Candler, Mass. Hemphill, Quackenbush, Wiley, 
Carlton, Herbert, -. Willcox, 
Holman, Randall, Wilson, Mo. 
Clunie, Hooker, Reed, Iows Wilson, W. Va. 
Coleman, Hopkins, Reyburn, Yardley. 
Conger, Ketcham, Rife, 
Cooper, Ind. Kilgore, Rogers, l 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that I am 
paired with the gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. BUNN, who is 
not present. Were it not for that fact, I would vote “ay.” 
Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that I was speaking 
with the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. LAWLER, a little while ago, 
and he told me that if he was able to be here when the vote was taken 
he would vote ay“ upon this question. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
New York, Mr. BAKER. If he were present, I would vote against this 
bill. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
Georgia, Mr. CLEMENTS. If he were present, I should vote “ay.” 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Florida, Mr. DAVIDSON, from 2 o’clock until the end of this 
day’s session. I got here in season to vote, but the gentleman from 
Florida is absent. If he were present, I should vote ay.“ 

Mr. CLANCY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that my colleague, 
Mr. MAGNER, ifhe were present, would vote in favor of the adoption 
of this report. 

Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my 
coll e, Mr. RANDALL, but as I know he would vote for the adoption 
of this report, I also have voted in the affirmative. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. EvAns with Mr. MORGAN, until further notice. 

Mr. CRATG with Mr. WILsoN, of Missouri, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. Hayes with Mr. WHITTHORNE, on this vote. 

Mr. CLUNIE with Mr. BULLOCK, on this vote. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, 
the reading of the names of members voting was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
ence report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that gen- 
tlemen who have spoken on this subject may have leave to extend their 
remarks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


UNLAWFUL RESTRAINTS OF TRADE AND COMMERCE. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a report from a 
committee of conference, 


The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill of the Senate S. 1, 
entitied ** An act to protect trade and commerce against unlawful restraintsand 
monopolies,” having met after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House of . recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate an e tothe same modified to read as follows, in lieu 
of the whole House amendment: 


y 
t is just and reasonable, shall be deemed awful within the mean- 
ing of this act, and nothing in this act shall be deemed or held to impair the 
8 the several States in respect of any of the matters in this act men- 
ion 5 
And the Senate agree to the same. 

E. B. TAYLOR, 

J. W. STEWART, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


GEORGE F, EDMUNDS, 
GEORGE F. HOAR, - 
Managers on the part of the 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a minority report, 
and ask for a further conference. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know any way in which a mi- 
nority report can be submitted. : 

Mr. BLAND. Then I give notice that I will ask for a new confer- 
ence with instructions. : 

The SPEAKER. The question will have to be upon the adoption 
of the conference report. ` 

Mr. BLAND. But if that is voted down will it not then be in order 
to offer a proposition for a new conference with instructions? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so, but will decide that question 
when it arises, 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s 
desk the statement of the House conferees. ‘ 

The statement was read, as follows: 
Statement accompanying report of conferees on the disagreeing votes of the two 

Houses on S. 1. 


A majority of the committee of conference on the part of the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on Senate bill 1 submit the following state- 
ment: 


erees. 

. CULBERSON, of Texas. Mr. Speaker, this is a very important 
amendment which is suggested by the conference. I was not a mem- 
ber of that committee, but I think the action of that committee raises 
a very important question, and I ask the gentleman [Mr. STEWART, of 
Vermont] now to yield to me to ask unanimous consent that we have 
debate upon this proposition for one hour on each side, as quite a num- 
ber of gentlemen desire to be heard. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, there has been a good 
deal of interest expressed in the questions which are raised by this re- 
port, which are more important, more intricate, and less understood, 
in my judgment, than any questions which havé been recently sub- 
mitted to this House; so I 5 m of any power 
which I may have tocut off reasonable debate. I think, however, that 
my friend from Texas might agree to an hour and a half, forty-five 
minutes on each side. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I yield to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I have been solicited by several gentle- 
men on the other side of the House to give them time, and I certainly 
want an hour and twenty minutes myself. This bill was not discussed 
when it passed the House, and now new questions are raised which 
ought to be discussed and understood, and I think we ought to have 
at least two hours and a half of debate. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Iam willing to consent to an hour 
on each side, and I think that ought to be sufficient. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the request of the gentleman 
from Texas for unanimous consent for two hours’ debate. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes. Isuggest to the gentleman from 
Vermont that, as I understand it, this conference report substantially 
repeals the anti-pooling clause of the interstate-commerce law. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. My friend is mistaken, I think I 
can satisfy him on that point. z 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Very well. At any rate I suggest 
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that this is a matter of so much importance it would be best to let the 
debate go on for an hour or so before coming to any agreement what- 
ever in regard to limiting it, and, if at the expiration of that time the 
House wants to limit debate, of course it can do so; on the other hand, 
if it should find more time required for a proper discussion, it would 
not be bound by any such agreement as is now proposed. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I think we shall make more progress 
by agreeing aa stage upon a limitation of time, I desire to be en- 
tirely liberabánd to give gentlemen full opportunity for discussion. I 
am willing to agree upon a limitation of two hours. I think that my 
friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], if he has control of an hour, ought 
to be satisfied. 

Mr. BLAND. I do not want to occupy an hour myself. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I understood the gentleman only de- 
sired the control of an hour. 

Mr. BLAND. Ido not want to occupy an hour myself, but there 
are several gentlemen who want me to yield to them; and I shall not 
be able to do so unless there be allowed an hour and fifteen minutes 
on this side. 

- Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Very well; I consent to a limitation 
of two hours and a half. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. STEWART] 
asks unanimous consent that debate on this question be continued for 
two hours and a half. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire at this 
stage of the debate to make any general statement other than what I 
have submitted, which has been read at the Clerk’s desk. The effect 
of the conference report as will be understood by those who have listened 
to the reading of the statement is to eliminate from the amendment 
adopted by the House those provisions which are evidently intended 
to prevent any contract affecting competition either in transportation 
or in the purchase and sale of commodities, The Senate amendment 
which is incorporated in the conference report eliminates those provis- 
ions, and only permits the transportation companies to contract at such 
rates as shall be just and reasonable. That provision has no relation 
whatever to the clause in the interstate-commerce law which forbids 
‘t pooling.” 

And let me state right here that the traffic associations, under whose 
management the transportation of this country has been conducted ever 
since and before the passage of the interstate-commerce law, have been 
constantly doing with the approbation of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission precisely what my friend from Kansas thinks would be 
contrary to the pooling clause of the interstate-commerce law; that is 
to say, they haye been obliged to agree upon rates, which this amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri would forbid. But agreeing upon 
rates between the different trunk lines from one terminal point to an- 
other is quite a different thing from pooling,“ as I think I can sat- 
isfy my friend later on. 

As I have said, I have no disposition at this stage to enter into a dis- 
cussion of these questions, and with this statement I will yield the floor 
to my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] or my friend from Texas 
[Mz. CuLBERSoN], and will reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. BLAND. I yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CuLBER- 
son] fifteen or twenty minutes, as he may desire. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I think that the state 
of the case, as presented by the House amendment and the action of 
the Senate upon the House amendment and the action of the confer- 
ence committee, may be briefly stated as follows: The House amend- 
ment to this bill contains two distinct propositions. By the first, every 
contract or agreement entered into for the purpose of preventing com- 
petition in the sale or purchase of any commodity transported from 
one State or Territory to be sold in another, or so contracted to be sold, 
is made unlawful. 

The second proposition contained in the House amendment, submit- 
ted by my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], is that every contract or 
agreement to prevent competition in the transportation of persons or 
2 from one State or Territory into another shall be deemed un- 

wiul, There follows a proviso to this amendment which it is un- 
necessary to read, inasmuch as it is wholly superfluous. 

I think that the first proposition, that every contract or agreement 
which seeks to prevent competition in the sale or purchase of an arti- 
cle, commodity, or product to be rted from one State to another 
shall be unlawful, is entirely covered by the original bill; and there- 
fore the Senate and the conference committee did right in rejecting 
that part of this amendment. The reason I make this statement is that 
the original bill contains the following proposition: 

Every contract, combination in the form of a trust, or otherwise, or conspiracy, 
in restraint of trade or commerce among the several States or with fore: na- 
tions, is hereby declared to be illegal. 

It would seem that the thing denounced by the first clause of the 
amendment of the House is a contract or agreement to prevent com- 
petition in the saleor purchase of a commodity to be rted. The 
original bill makes every contract in restraint of trade unlawful; and 
therefore the proposition of the amendment is covered by the original 
bill, clearly and distinctly—there is no doubt about it. 

The conference report eliminates that proposition from the House 


amendment altogether; and I think the House loses nothing by it, be- 
cause the proposition, as I stated before, is covered by the original bill. 

Now, the second proposition, I think, is a very material one. It re- 
lates to transportation from one State into another. The exact terms 
of the amendment in relation to this are that any contract or 
ment to prevent competition in the transportation of a product from 
one State to another is declared to be illegal. I think the House, if it 
can do so, ought to retain that amendment in the bill. The confer- 
ence committee substitutes an entirely different proposition for this 
clause of the House amendment, They entirely ignore it; or, in other 
words, they reverse the proposition contained in that clause of the 
House amendment. Now, what is it? 

The conference committee recommends that the House shall recede 
from its disagreement to the Senate amendment, and that both Houses 
agree to the amendment with an amendment to read as follows: 

3 r or e ee into for the purpose e eee com- 

4 o 
Into another, so that tho rates of such transportation taay be raised ADOYO what 
is just and reasonable, shall be declared unlawful. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. If the gentleman will desist for a mo- 
ment, I will yield with pleasure. 

Now, the House proposition makes every contract and agreement to 
prevent competition in transportation unlawful. That is the substance 
of the House proposition. The proposition of the conference commit- 
tee, on the other hand, provides that every contract or agreement made 
to prevent competition in the transportation of any product from one 
State into another whereby the rate of freight is raised above what is 
deemed reasonable and just is declared tobe unlawful. That is to say, 
if the contract contemplates a rate of freight which is reasonable and 
just, this report legalizes the contract or agreement; whereas the House 
proposition is to make all contracts of that character, whether the rates 
are reasonable or unreasonable, unlawful. ` 

I think that the House ought to maintain its own proposition at least 
on transportation, for the reasons briefly stated, which I will illustrate 
as follows: Two trunk lines of railroad running from the city of St. 


Louis to Chicago can make a contract in respect to transportation and `' 


fix the rates, by which cofitract both roadsare to be bound. If these 
rates, so fixed by that contract, are reasonable, this legislation proposed 
in the conference report legalizes it. But if the rate so fixed by the 
two competing lines are unreasonable, the contract is declared to be 
unlawful. . 

In the interstate- commerce act there is a provision making pooling 
unlawful. The very object of that was to encourage competition be- 
tween railroads. That was the purpose of inserting the provision. It 
was contemplated, of course that the contract upon which the pool 
was or might be based should be reasonable and just. But yet Con- 
gress said, You shall not pool at all.“ Why? For the reason that 
if you are permitted to poo! your freight rates, then you will discourage 
competition and thereby im unnecessary burdens on the people. 

Now, the proposition of the conference committee virtually repeals 
that law in this respect: A half dozen trunk lines running out of any 
city in the Union may agree upon a rate of freight which the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, if you please, might hold to be reason- 
able. After they may have fixed the rate by such a contract there is 
absolutely no more competition between these trunk-competing roads, 
none whatever; because this contract is binding upon all of them, and 
they know that each and every one of them must stand by the con- 
tract, and each and every one of them will get the exact amount pro- 
vided in the contract so fixed. A 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. What is the objection, if the rate is 
just and reasonable? 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Why, the very reason why we insist, 
and that is about one of the very best provisions in the interstate-com- 
merce law—the very reason why we insisted that there should be no 
more pooling between railroads in the United States was to encourage, 
imate, and, if you please, excite competition among competing lines of 
railway. 

Mr. OATES. Has not the effect of that attempt been a union of all 
of the smaller roads under the control of the larger ones, and has it not 
resulted in accomplishing just the contrary to what was expected? 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I would rather not gointo what is an 
unknown field, the actual results of the operation of the interstate-com- 
merce act. Iam inclined to think, however, that in some respects the 
operation of that act has not met the expectations of the ee 

I understand that the very same question now before Congress is be- 
fore the Interstate Commerce Commission in this way: The commission 
is discussing the proposition whether or not competing lines, going to 
or from the same point, may not agree upon a specified rate of freight. 

If you adopt this conference report in this shape, there will be no 
necessity for the commission to decide it; because we will legalize the 
very proposition which is now a matter of dispute before the commis- 
sion, and if this provision should become the law, all the evils now re- 
prened by the law which forbids pooling will return to oppress the 
peop: 


« 
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` Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman allow a question just there? 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Yes, sir. , S 

Mr, HILL. Who is to decide under this section (section 2) reported 
by the conference committee as to whether the contracts are just and 
reasonable or not—the courts or the commission? 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. The courts. j 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. The Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion has authority as to freights. : 

Mr. BLAND. The Interstate Commerce Commission, if this becomes 
a law, has no power over it at all. It throws it all into the power of 
the railroads and transportation companies. That is the serious objec- 
tion to this provision. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. The question of rates would come 
before the commission. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYSON). 
tleman from Texas has expired. 

Mr. BLAND. I yield to the gentleman from Texas whatever ad- 
ditional time he needs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas will pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Now, I understand, Mr. Speaker, 
that one of the main objects of this report is to prevent railroad wars 
on freight rates. That I understand to be the object. Whether it 
would have that effect or not I do not know, but I suppose it would. 
Is it important for the people of this country to promote competition 
among competing lines of railways? I think so; and the only way to 
encourage competition is to forbid pooling, as Congress has done, and 
reject all propositions which propose to authorize railroad companies 
to enter into contracts for the purpose of preventing competition. 

Now I will yield to the gentleman from Vermont for a question. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I want to call your attention to the 
jurisdiction. What jurisdiction has Congress over this subject of inter- 
state transportation except under that clause of the Constitution? 
Now, does not the phrase in the section you have read in the original 
bill cover this question just as much as the other? 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I do not think it does. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Why not? 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I would have to go back and state 
the matter over again in order to answer that. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. If that is the source of our jurisdic- 
tion, that declares all contracts in restraint of trade by anybody—and 
of course that means interstate trade, because we have no jurisdiction 
over anything else—to be illegal. Now, does not that cover this propo- 
sition? 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I understand you, and I have already 
stated that the first proposition contained in this amendment was cov- 
ered by the original bill, but the second proposition is not contained in 
the ori l bill. 

Mr. HAUGEN. You make a distinction between trade and trans- 
portation? 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. The only jurisdiction we have over 
. this subject is in relation to interstate trade, ander that clause of the 
Constitution. : 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I understand that. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. The original bill provided that any 
contract in restraint of trade—and that means interstate trade—is ille- 


e CULBERSON, of Texas. I understand that. : 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I say that phrase is broad enough to 
cover this, too. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. If you think so, then you ought not 
to have reported this amendment; but the fact is that the confereuce 
committee proceeded upon the idea that there was a distinction between 
the first Lag Maga contained in the amendment and the second, and 
there is no doubt but that is so, because the first proposition—— 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Not any distinction in law. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Oh, yes. The first proposition refers 
simply to contracts made in restraint of trade. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Yes, but interstate trade. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Of course; the sale or purchase of com- 
modities to be transported from one State into another. 

Now, the econd proposition deals with contracts which have for their 
object the destruction of competition in rates of transportation from 
one State to another. 

Mr, HILL. Will the gentleman permit me? Is not the direct effect 
of this second section to legalize, or at least to authorize prima facie, all 
contracts between railroads relating to transportation, until the matter 
is finally submitted to the courts, and if the courts finally decided that 
a certain schedule, or rather contract or agreement, is illegal, they 
can immediately make another a little lower or a little different, so 
that the practical effect will be to continue these contracts or agree- 
ments in force? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. That is exactly what the law is now. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. As a matterof course the law is now 
that the railroad company can not charge an unreasonable rate. That 


The time of the gen- 


is the law now, and there was no necessity of putting that in this con- 
ference report. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Not at all; it does not change the 
law in that. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. That, if I remember, provided that an 
unreasonable rate should be unlawful. That is the law; but you un- 
derstand, gentlemen, the object of this—I will not say the object, be- 
cause I do not know what the object was—but the effect of this prop- 
osition submitted by the conference committee is to legalize every 
contract made between competing roads when that contract fixes a rea- 
sonable rate. That is what it does, and it in effect destroys the law 
against pooling. 

Mr. STRUBLE. And against competition? 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Yes, it destroys competition. 


Mr. BLAND. I desire, Mr. Speaker 
Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to have the gentleman read the first 
section as pro by the Senate, if he can. 


Mr. BLAND. I have to yield to several other gentlemen, and it 
would not be fair for me to yield any more time in reference to this 
question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Will you read that section ? 

Mr. BLAND. Yes. In order to ascertain whether the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. STEWART] is correct with regard to the question 
asked the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], as to whether the 
bill as it now stands will not cover this proposition, one of these gen- 
tlemen thought it did cover the proposition and the other that it did not. 

Now, here are two lawyers of the Judiciary Committee who differ 
about this subject-matter. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Lawyers do disagree, you know. 

Mr. PEEL. Sometimes. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. STEWART] claims 
in his report that the House amendment does extend the scope of the 
bill, for he states: 

In the original bill two things are declared illegal, to wit, contracts in re- 
straint of interstate trade or commerce and the monopolization of such trade, 
Its only object was the control of trusts, so called, so far as such combinations 
in their relation to interstate trade are within reach of Federal legislation. 

The House amendment extends the scope of the act to allagreementsentered 
into for the purpose of preventing competition either in the sale of commodi- 
ties or in the transportation of persons or property within the jurisdiction of 
Congress. 

Now, there is a direct admission on the part of the majority of the 
conferees that the House amendment does extend the scope of the bill. 
And it is very singular, Mr. Speaker, that this bill went through the 
Senate without any practical opposition, thatit came to the House and 
was about to pass the House without any dissent or practical opposition, 
but the moment two amendments are putin the bill we ascertain there 
is some fighting ground in the measure for thefirsttime. Now, what 
is that fighting ground? I must dissent from my friend from Texas and 
my friends on the conference committee both. Every lawyer here who 
has read what is called the liquor cases, the unbroken- cases, 
which it is unnecessary for me to read—I have the decision here—will 
find that in that decision the Supreme Court has gone beyond what 
probably most lawyers in this country expected it would go, in holding 
what is an article of interstate commerce and the power of Congress 
over it. 

When the bill passed the Senate and passed the House that decision 
had not been rendered. Now, the amendment that is stricken out by 
the Senate that my friend from Texas claims was covered by the orig- 
inal bill provides substantially that where an article of interstate com- 
merce is transported from one State or Territory into another, there to 
be sold, that any contract or agreement to prevent competition of the 
first sale of that article is unlawful. The Supreme Court holds that it 
is an article of interstate commerce until the first sale is had and until 
that sale—that is the language—by that sale it becomes mingled with 
the property of the State and passes out of the jurisdiction of the courts. 

Now, we had some controversy here the other when this bill 
was up as to the power of Congress over what is called the Big Four 
of Chicago, in relation to the purchase of beef, cattle, and hogs that are 
shipped from the Northwest and Western States to Chicago. It is said 
that there are fourcompanies there that by agreement among themselves 
do not compete in the purchase of this class of property. One firm will 
parchase to-day, another firm will purchase next day, another the next 
day, and another the next. They have their particular days to pur- 
chase so as not to compete with each other, and in that way they have 
contracts that interfere with a fair sale of property imported, so to 
speak, from other States. 

Now, if the language of the bill as put in by the House, that any 
porey transported from one State or Territory to be sold in another, 

retained there is no question whatever, under the decision of the 
Supreme Court, that combinations such as we have, and such as we 
of the West and Northwest complain of, are covered by the bill in 
express terms and express language. Nothing is left for construction 
in that regard. My friend from Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON] thinks it is 


covered by the original bill, and my friend from Vermont thinks that 
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railroad t rtation is covered in the original bill. Here are lawyers 
differing. e do not know what the court will hold in regard to con- 
tracts to prevent fair competition in interstate commerce or in restraint 
of trade. 

That is a question yet to be decided by the courts of the country if 
the original bill pass in its present shape. That is a question that 
Corgress remits to the courts to determine as a judicial question; but 
with the House amendment in, it is no longer a judicial question at 
all. It is simply a question of fact. Congress would then makea leg- 
islative declaration that it is illegal, and puts the condemnation of a 
law upon it withont asking the court whether or not interstate trade 
is interfered with by such transactions. Wherever commodities are 
shipped from one State to another it covers them all. It covers them 
by a legislative declaration that can not be mistaken, and I think that 
amendment is more important than the other and ought to have re- 
mained in the bill, but it was stricken out by the Senate. 

Now, as to railroad transportation or any other transportation. The 
original bill, although it denounces combinations and trusts in restraint 
of trade, my friend from Vermont thinks will cover railroad transpor- 
tation, but he does not say so in his report, for his report specifically 
says that this amendment goes beyond the scope of the bill, and that 
it makes unlawful all contracts or agreements by which competition 
is to be protected in transportation orin the sale of the property. That 
he acknowledges in his report, and if it is all covered by the bill, why 
all this difficulty about it? 

Now, the interstate-commerce law in the fifth section prevents pool- 
ing, and that is as far as it goes. That is, that railroads shall not enter 
into combinations and agreements by which they will divide up the 
profits, etc. There is no law authorizing them to make contracts be- 
tween com es to establish rates among themselves. They want 
that, and there is a bill ding in the Senate for that purpose; and 
this amendment is intended to give them that. The Interstate Com- 
merce Commission have no power over that subject except in regard to 
pooling. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, What bill does my friend refer to as 
pending in the Senate? 

Mr. BLAND. I understand that a bill has been introduced by Sen- 
ator DAWEs in the Senate that practically covers this proposition. I 
have not seen the bill, and merely state that on information without 
knowing that I am correct about it. 

Now, as I said before, here is a proposition not to place the roads 
under the jurisdiction of the Interstate Commerce Commission at all. 
This is an effort to get them from under the control of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, as I understand the act. It does not say that 
any contract or agreement where it raises the freights may be reason- 
able. It provides that the Interstate Commerce Commission shall say 
that this contract is reasonable, or that the freights are reasonable, 
and fix the manner in which they are to divide the charge. The In- 
terstate Commerce Commission wants no jurisdiction over such a sub- 
ject, and ought not to have it. There ought to be no tribunal in this 
country to determine between the different transportation companies 
what is reasonable and what is not, except the courts of the country. 

As stated by my friend from Texas [Mr. CuLBeRson], two trunk 
lines may agree between themselves to establish rates to prevent com- 
petition, and the Interstate Commerce Commission would have no 
power over it at all. It is left simply for the shipper and those who 
do business on the road to contest that thing in thecourts. Whatever 
rates they may establish themselves are prima facie lawful, proper, legal, 
just, equitable, and reasonable. Now, do we propose to betray the 
people of this country in a contest of that sort with the great trunk 
lines of this country? Why, certainly we ought not to do so. 

We know the difficulties they have to contend with in such contests. 
We know the great power of these corporations by way of changes of 
venue; changes from one court to another, and from one district to an- 
other. We know, also, the power they have in procuring the testi- 
mony of experts who claim to know all about transportation and about 
the ‘‘ reasonableness ” of freight charges. They are always able, in 
some way or other, to get expert witnesses who will overwhelm 
the suitor and drive him out of court every time. That is the real 
situation, and that is where this conference report proposes to relegate 
the people of this country in their contests with the railroads. I do 
not believe this House will do that. But I think now is the time 
and here is the place to insist not only onthat amendment, butalsoon 
the other amendment which is equally important so far as my people 
and the people of the great Northwest are concerned, the amendment 
to declare any contract or agreement illegal within the meaning of this 
act which prevents competition in the purchase or sale of property 
transpo from one State or Territory to another. 

That makes it definite and certain, beyond dispute and beyond con- 
jecture, as to what the Supreme Court may hold with regard to what 
is or is not an interference with interstate freight or a restriction of in- 
terstate freight. The court may hold an agreement of that sort to be 
a restriction of interstate freight or they may not. They may hold it 
to be a monopoly denounced by the 8 bill or by the bill as it 
came from the House, or they may not. We do not know what the 
court may hold. It is the duty of the legislator to make a clear legis- 
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lative declaration as to what is intended to be denounced as ‘‘ unlaw- 
ful,” and that this amendment does beyond all question. Now, if we 


want to legislate upon this subject in a way to leave no doubt as to 


what we mean, then it is highly important that that amendment shall 
remain in the bill. As Istated before, when this bill passed the House 
and the Senate these questions had not heen settled as they have been 
since. 

The Supreme Court have gone probably further than the Judiciary 
Committee of either the House or the Senate expected they would go 
with respect to interstate commerce. We are now legislating in the 
light of that opinion of the court, which throws new light upon this 
subject and extends the jurisdiction of the courts over interstate com- 
merce beyond what was contemplated before that opinion was deliv- 
ered. Hence I say those who framed this bill did not frame it in view 
of the powers now possessed under the decision of the Supreme Court, 
but this amendment does come within the scopeof that opinion. It is 
clearly and legally within that opinion, and since the court has settled 
that question, and we are thus called upon to legislate with regard 
to it, I say this Congress would be negligent of the interests of the peo- 
ple of this country if they did not both maintain these amendments 
with regard to contracts for the sale of property transported from one 
State to another and also strike out that provision which permits the 
railroads to combine and make contracts provided somebody can show 
that they are not unreasonable.“ I reserve the balance of my time. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has twenty-five minutes 
remaining. © js 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I yield'ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts is recognized. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, this legislation is based upon that pro- 
vision of the Constitution, as I understand it, that gives Congress a 
right to regulate commerce between the States. It is plain that Con- 
gress has no right to regulate trusts within a State, but the bill pro- 
poses to regulate transactions in restraint of trade between citizens 
of different States. 

The recent decisions of the Supreme Court on the original-package 
case as well as the interstate-commerce law are based on this provision 
of the Constitution. I have not the slightest idea that the framers of 
the Constitution ever intended by this provision a regulation of com- 
merce and trade by Jand. Commerce was understood by them as a 
division of traffic or trade carried on in ships and by water, as nearly 
all the commerce was in that time between the different colonies, and 
this provision was to prevent any form of taxation or regulation upon 
such commerce by the different States and without the consent of Con- 


gress. 

Nosuch condition as exists to-day was contemplated or dreamed of in 
which the country is interlaced by railroads and State lines are oblit- 
erated, and instead of distant and distinct colonies we have in many 
sections run together and become one people. And for purposes of 
trade State lines are ignored and obliterated. But a different and 
vastly wider construction has been given this provision of the Consti- 
tution, and under it it is claimed that Congress has a right to regulate 
all transactions between citizens of different States by land or water, 
though such a construction is denied by good lawyers and has never 
been passed upon by the Supreme Court. f 

Under this provision of the Constitution the pending bill is now be- 
fore us and under consideration. Mr. Speaker, no one will go further 
than I in legislation to suppress trusts that oppress the people by 
cornering the necessities of life or by injurious combinations that put 
up the price of such necessities; but, Mr. Speaker, let us be sure that 
the bill now under consideration means that. The gentleman from 
Texas told us in a former debate upon this bill that no one knew how 
wide a swath the bill would cut, and that the application of the bill to 
different transactions carried on in this country among business men 
would have to be determined by the courts. 

Mr. Speaker, here is a bill that proposes fine and imprisonment as a 
penalty, and thechairman of the committee, in answer to my question, 
says that he can not tell or explain its scope, and that the courts will 
have to define and expound this law. In other words, we must 
and punish by fine and imprisonment, if convicted, some of our citi- 
zens to get a definition of the scope of the law. I submit that we had 
better goslow. If the chairman of the committee does not understand 
this law, who does? It seems very much to me like taking a leap in 
the dark, and to my mind is not wise legislation. : 

Mr. MILLS. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts yield to a 
question ? 

Mr. MORSE. Mytimeis limited. Mr. Speaker, the interstate-com- 
merce law was supposed to be in the interest of the consumer and the 
people; it has proved to be the opposite. In its practical workings it 
has strengthened chains that it was intended to loosen. 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] stood up here the other 
day, when the tariff bill was under consideration, and stated a fact 
which is borne out by testimony from every section of the country, that 


three years ago a ionin the farming interests of the country be- 
gan—a depreciation three years ago, he said, in farm lands and 
farm products, y in the extreme Western States. 
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I called the attention of the gentleman from Kansas to the fact that 
the interstate-commerce law was enacted when this depression began, 
and the remedy for that depression was the repeal of that law. He 
said that the farmers of his State were burning their corn for fuel; the 
cause is the long and short haul clause of the interstate-commerce 
law that preyents the farmer in his State from exchanging his corn 
with the miner of Pennsylvania for coal at nominal freight on long 
hauls, to the mutual advantage of the Kansas farmer and the Peiin- 
Sylvania miner. 

Now, I want to be sure that this bill means what it says, and that 
it is not a bill to injure the people. I desire here to call attention to 
an important business method adopted by many large manufacturers 
and merchants in this country an interference with which would work 
injury to large business interests and the people. There is a practice 
among manufacturers of proprietary articles known as the ‘‘eontract 
system“ of selling goods, the intention of which is to fix a fair and 
living profit to the merchant handling their goods and to prevent cut- 
throat competition; and so far it may be said to be in restraint of trade. 
Such restraint, I claim, is in the interests of the consumer. It means 
16 ounces in a pound of soap; it means 24 sheets in a quire; it means a 
high grade and uniform quality of goods, so that a purchaser can know 
what he is buying and what to depend upon. Very many large man- 
ufactories in this country have adopted this method of controlling the 
price at which their goods shall be sold. 

Deny manufacturers this right to control the selling price of their 
goods and compel them to enter into rainougcompetition and the effect 
isa constantly deteriorating ẹuality of goods to meet such ruinous com- 
petition; deny manufacturers this right, it means adulterated food, 
adulterated spice, it means short weight and short count to meet the 


constant demand for cheaper goods that will still afford a profit; deny 


the stove manufacturers the right to regulate the selling price of their 
goods, as is the custom of many stove manufacturers now, and it means 
thinner castings and poorer quality of iron to meet the demand fora 
cheaper stove that will still afford a profit, and no one will suffer so much 
as the people who buy the goods. So faras I know, the manufacturers 
of this country who have adopted this system of selling their goods 
have fixed a fair living profit only on their products, and require the 
merchant, in order to secure the bottom price, to sign an agreement 
that he will sell at such living profit; and this arrangement, I claim for 
the reasons I have stated, is for the interest of the manufacturer, the 
merchant, and the consumer. 

So far as this bill does what its friends claim for it, namely, so far as 
it suppresses unlawful combinations cornering the necessities of life, 
so far as it will suppress great combinations that oppress the people, 
like the Standard Oil Company, like the beef trust in Chicago, like 
the sugar trust in New York, I believe in so much of this bill, but 
if it proposes to deny tomanufacturers and merchants the right to con- 
trol the price at which their goods shall be sold, the right to say they 
shall not enter into ruinous competition, the right to exact a fair and 
living profit on the sale of their goods by the merchant who handles 
them, it will be unwise legislation and injurious to the manufacturer, 
to the merchant, to the consumer, and the whole people, and strike a 
blow at the business interests of the country, because it will violate 
a sound business principle, to live and let live.“ 

I submit that if such a construction could be given this bill the quss- 
tion of its constitutionality might be raised; and in this connection I 
desire to incorporate in my remarks the following opinion of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, which is self-explanatory, and I 
commend it to the careful consideration of the House and the com- 
mittee in charge of this bill: 

Fowle vs. Park. aopen from the circuit court of the United States for the 
es district of Ohio. No.263. Argued April 17,1889. Decided May 13, 


A contract relating to a patent medicine which communicates its ingredients 
in confidence, and provides in substance that the parties shall enjoy a monopoly 
of the sale of it, each within a defined region in the United States, and that it 
shall not be sold below a certain rate or price, is not unreasonable or invalid as 
in restraint of trade. 

On the facts stated in the opinion: Held, That the defendants sold the balsam 
within the prohibited Territory, or to those by whom, to their knowledge, it was 
to be there sold, and that, as the record disclosed violations of the contracts in 
these respects, the cause Should have gone to a master to state an acconnt, 

‘Thecase was stated by the court as follows: ° 

Seth W. Fowle and Horace S. Fowle, citizens of Massachusetts, filed their bill 
of complaint against Jobn D. Park, Ambro R. Park, and Godfrey F. Park, citi- 
zens of Ohio, in the circuit court of the United States for the southern district of 
Ohio, on the 28th day of March, A. D. 1854, alleging that in 1844 one Lewis Will- 
iams, of Philadelphia. prepared, invented, and compounded a certain medici- 
nal preparation of great and substantial value, for certain complaints and dis- 
eases, and assigned and adopted the name therefor of Wistar’s Balsam of 
Wild Cherry,“ he being then the sole proprietor and alone having knowledge 

the nature and ingredients of said preparation; that in May, 1884, Williams 
“sold, assigned, and transferred, for valuable consideration to him paid, to one 
Isaac Butts of the State of New York, said pre tion and a full and true copy 
of the receipt for p: ng the same, under the name of Wistar's Balsam of 


Wild Cherry,’ with the sole and exclusive right to manufacture and sell the 


medicine, under said name or otherwise, in certain enumerated States, 
counties, ete, ;™ that in March, 1845, said Isaac Butts, fox and in consideration of 


a largo sum of mone; 
to Fowle, 


. title, and interest in and tojsa receipt, 
h a true copy thereof, with the sole and exclusive right to man re, sell, 
and cause to be sold the said medicine in the States, vinces. and counties 
above named, as ineluded in said transfer by Lewis to the said Isaac 


Sta ch case agen 

that all the rights thus acquired by Fowle passed to the plaintiffs by purchase and 
inheritance; that Fowle and plaintiffs, as successors, “ 
ufacture from said receipt and sell said balsam under said name from the year 
1845 in large quantities up to the present time throughout said Territory and not 
elsewhere, except west of the ridge of the Rocky Mountains as hereinafter 
stated,“ but have not sold below the pi eee price, and have expended great 
sums in establishing and increasing the business, and built m J a large trade and 
good-will in connection with the name Wistar's Balsam of Wild Cherry,” by 
which name their manufacture of said medicine has become largely known, 
they and the defendants herein being the only manufacturers thereof on the con- 
tinent, and being the only parties except Lucy A. S. Fowle, widow of said Seth 
W. Fowle, now having knowledge of secret of its preparation; that about 
1845 Williams disclosed the secret and mode of this preparation to Sanford and 
Park, and transferred to them a similar right to that given Butts to manufacture 
and sell said preparation in certain parts of the then United States lying west 
of the territory included as aforesaid in said transfer to Seth W. Fowle,”’ they 
agrecing not to sell on the territory of Butts, and the right so ley by San- 
ford and Park subsequently passed to the defendant John D. Park, and the 
other defendants became interested therein through him; “that between the 
yeu 1840 and 1864, the portion of country between the Rocky Mountains and the 

acifie having become largely a part of the United States, the said Seth W. 
Fowle and the said John B. Park both sold small quantities of said ‘ Wistar's 
Balsam of Wild Cherry’ for some time in said territory in competition; 
“that in 1864 said ties entered into a contract whereby it was agreed that the 
said Seth W. Fowle should have entire control of such sales in said territory 
west of the ridge of the Rocky Mountains free of all com tion on the part of 
said John D. Park, the latter being paid a valuable consideration therefor by 
the said Fowle; that this arrangement continued until after the death of the 
said Fowle in A. D. 1867, and until on or about 1869, when the same terminated ;” 
that in 1869 John D. Park entered into an agreement with Seth A. Fowle, one 
of the complainants, and A. S. Fowle, whereby, in consideration of 35,000, 
he sold and transferred to them, their! representatives and assi all 
interest in or right to the sale of said medicine west of the Rocky Mountains. 
and also all interest in or right to the good-will of selling said balsam in said 
territory, and in the trade-mark on the labels, bottles, wrappers,and packages 
containing said medicine and in carrying on the business therein, said Park 
coyenan ng “for himself, his assigns, and representatives in „ 
that the said Seth A. and Lucy A. S. Fowle and their assigns should ve and 
enjoy the sole and exclusive right of selling said medicine within said limits,” 
free from any competition or interfence by him or any one under him or by 
his authority, permission, or aid, either directly or indirectly, eto.; that in 1872 
complainants acquired all the rights of Lucy A. S. Fowle in said contract of 1869 
with said John D, Park; that the copartners of said John D. Park, defendants 
herein, derived all their interest in and right to the manufacture and sale of 
said balsam since the execution of said contract of 1569 from said John D. Park, 
and with full knowledge and subject thereto; that the defendants and each 
of them have failed to comply with the contract between Williams and Sanford 
and Park, in that they have for ten years last past sold, and caused to be sold, 
and sold with knowledge or reason to know that the same was to be resold, 
said balsam in the territory comprised in the transfer to Butts, in large quanti- 
ties in competition with complaimant’s trade, and have sold there and elsewhere 
at a less price than $7 per dozen, and have sold, and caused to be sold, said balsam 
in the territory described in the contract of 1869 with John D. Park, and ata 
lower price than 87; and that complainants had gone to la expense on the 
faith of that contract and built up a large and valuable e throughout the 
entire Pacific coast with which fendants are interfering and injuring and 

ng complainants as well as interfering with their business east of the 
Allegheny Mountains. The bill, waiving an oath, prays for answers, an in- 
junction. and an accounting. 

The defendants admit in their answer the invention of the medicinal prepa- 
ration and its name and the sale by Williams to Butts and by Butts to Seth A. 
Fowle, and the sale by Williams to Sandford and Park, which the defendants 
say was made the year before the sale to Fowle; and that John D. Park pur- 
chased the rights of Sandford and Park. They call fora production of the agree- 
ment in 1864 between Seth W. Fowle and John D. Park; they deny that they 
have sold any of the balsam in the territory transferred to Butts; they deny the 
sale of any balsam by them within the territory west of the Rocky Mountains 
named in the contract with John D. Park; and deny that they ever sold the bal- 
sam anywhere at less than $7 per dozen. 


They add to their answer averments, by way of cross-bill, in which they state 
their exclusive right to manufacture and sell the balsm in those of the 
United States lying west of the territory included in the sale from Williams to 


States and counties named in the transfer of Williams to 
Sanford and Park, and assert that the Fowles, by putting up the medicine in 
packages containing less than 8 liquid ounces, are selling the same for less than 
one-half of $7.20, and therefore the medicines of Fowle & Sons are sought for 
by dealers selling medicine in defendants’ territory, who buy and resell the 
same to defendants’ injury. They pray for answers, an oath not being waived, 
and that complainants may be enjoined from putting up for sale said medicine 
in packages of less size than those in use on the Ist day of March, 1845, the 
date of the contract between Butts and Fowle, and from selling packages of 
res medicine of whatever quantity at a less price than $7.20 per dozen, and for 
mages. : S 
Complainants filed a replication to defendants’ answer and an answer under 
oath to their cross-bill, denying the assertion of the defendants that they had 
the exclusive right to manufacture and sell in all the territory of the United 
States lying west of that included in the sale and transfer from Williams to 
Batts, and averring that defendants had no right lo manufacture or sell in any 
of the territory west of the ridge of the Rocky Mountains. “hes A say that no 
size of package was stipulated for in the contract between Fowle and Butts 
and that the object of the stipulation was that the medicine should not be sold 
at a lower proportional rate than $7.20 for 10 ounces, and that they had never 
sold at any less rate; that they have used a smaller sized bottle, holding only 
4 liquid ounces, but the lowest net price they ever charged for them has 
been at the rate of $9 per dozen bottles of 10 ounces; and that no sales thereof , 
have ever been made by them within the territory embraced in the contract 
between Williams and ford and Park, and such sales as have been made 
were made with full notice to defendants, with description and sample of bottle, 
and without objection, and they deny all injury to defendants. To this answer 
replication was duly filed. 
OPINION OF THE COURT. 


Butts. as well as those 


The cause having been brought on for pearing. the agreement between Lewis 
Williams and n F. Sanford and John D. Park, dated May 1, 1841; the 


agreement between Williams and Butts, dated May 20, 1844; the agreement be- 
tween Butts and Fowle, dated March 1, 1845; the agreement between Fowle and 
Park, dated December 16, 1863; the agreement between John D, Park and Seth 


1890. 
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A. Fowle and Lucy Ann S. Fowle, dated November 17,1869; the release of Lucy 
Ann 8, Fowle to S. Fowle, January 1, 1873, as weil as various letters of 
Fowle & Son,in 1877 and 1878, to Park & Sons, and a letter from Park & Sons to 
Fowle & Son in 1877; sundry invoices, bills, ete., were put in evidence, ther 
with the testimony of several witnesses ing upon the question of sales by 
or with the knowledge of Park & Sons in the territory claimed by Fowle & Son. 

The court found chat the complainants are not entitled to the relief prayed 
in their said bill of complaint,“ and thereupon dismissed complainant's bill at 
their costs and the cross-bill of respondents at their costs, from which decree 
complainants prosecuted this appeal. 

Mr. Henry E Morrill for appellants. Mr. Alexander H. McGuffey was with 
him on the brief. 

No appearance for appenaa 

Mr. Chief-Justice Fuller delivered the opinion of the court: 

No question arises in respect to the sale and transfer by Williams to Butts, and 
by Butts to Seth W. Fowle,and the acquisition by complainants of all the right, 
title, and interest of the latter, nor as to the sale by Williams toSanford & Park, 
and the of the title, interest, and rights of Sanford & Park to Park, and 
through him to his codefendants; and the agreement between Park and Fowle 
& Son as to the territory west of the Rocky Mountains is produced, and sus- 
tains the averments of the bill in that regard. 

By the contract between Williams and Sanford & Park, Williams, in consid- 
¢ration of the payment of $2,500 by Sanford & Park and the covenants entered 
into on their p sold and transferred to Sanford & Park s true copy of the 
receipt used preparing said Ralsam of Wild Cherry, ether with the sole 
right to manufacture and sell said medicine in Ohio, In a, Illinois, Ken- 

, Tennessee, Missouri, Michigan, Arkansas, Mississippi, Alabama, Louis- 
precy: and all the territory lying west of those ther with certain coun- 
ties in the State of Virginia and certain counties in the State of Pennsylvania, 

1 $i, 764 for medi- 
ey not sell or cause to be 
agencies for the sale of said balsam in any part of the eran 


purporting to 
88 on the said medicine, it being provided that the said Sanford & 


By a similar agreement Williams sold and transferred to Butts the recipe and 
the sole right to manufacture and sell said medicine in the six New England 
States; also in the States of New York, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, 
North and South Carolina, District of Columbia, and British America, and cer- 
tain counties in the States of Pennsylyania and Virginia, for $4,000, and $8,661 
for medicine consigned to him, the parties covenanting as in the agreement 
with Sanford and Park. 

The contract between Butts and Fowle was similar in terms, the money con- 
sideration being $29,500, and someaccounts, a stock of drugs, and some apparatus 
and stereotype plates being included in the purchase, 

By by dn ee between John D. Park and Seth A. Fowle and Lucy AnnS. 
Fowle, Park, in consideration of $5,000, sold, ed, transferred, and conveyed 
to said Seth A. and Lucy Ann S. Fowle all his right, title, interest, and claim 
in and to the property or proprietary right or franchise of the medicine or me- 
dicinal eee called . known as Wistar’s Balsam of Wild Cherry,’ for 
and so far as regards all the 3 or part of North America bry Weer Sk A 
of the ridge of the Rocky Mountains, 3 the whole of the following 
States and Territories of the United States, namely, the States of California, 
Oregon, and Nevada, and the Territories of Washington, Idaho, Utah, Arizona, 
and Alaska, and so much and such parts of the Territories of eye ro 
ming, Colorado, and New Mexico as are westerly of the ridge of said ky 
Mountains, meaning and intending all territory lying westerly of said Rocky 
Mountains 1 the westerly slope thereof) and between said mountains 
andthe ic Ocean, and also all my right, claim, and interest in and to — good; 
s Balsam o 


kages con said 

on said ee within the limits or 
Columbia and Mexico.“ 3 
medicine of all said territory westerly of the 
wer so to do) of all said 


can assure such right to 


meor ee ing under me or acting by or with my authority, permission. 
or aid, either directly or indirectly;” he further covenanted that he will 
not, and my heirs, executors, administrators, and assigns shall not, either within 
westerly of the ri of the Rocky Mountains, or within said 

British Columbia or Mexico, herea: make, put up, sell, or offer or expose for 
sale any of said Wistar’s of Wild Cherry, or any other medicine what- 
bea. the name off Wild „*in whole or in part, nor the said medi- 


ever 

cine under a different name from the same recipe or 
formula, or use the same, or e- mark, or any of them, or be concerned, di- 
rectly or indirectly, in the business of selling or in promoting the sale of said 
medicine within said limits in competition with said Fowles, their representa- 
tives and assigns, or in any way, or by any means whatsoe 
aid or abet any other 52 to do anything to 8 or interfere with 
business of selling said medicine within the limits aforesaid solely by said 
Cowles, their representatives and assigus; and then follows a covenant of 
further assurance. 

If the defendants violated the provisions of these contracts by selling this 
article within the territory which it was covenanted complainants should oc- 
eupy exclusively, or by selling to others for sale there, or by promoting such 

we are aware of no reason for the refusal of relief unless it may be, as is 
5 that the contracts were not enforceable on the ground of public 
policy. 

We have not been favored with any opinion of the learned judge who de- 
cided the case in the circuit court, nor with any brief in appellees’ behalf; and 
while we may naturally assume that the finding was upon the supposed 
want of proof of violation of the contracts or their supposed invalidity, or 
both, we are left to conjecture as to the precise views were entertained. 

As we remarked in Gibbs vs. Consolidated Gas ae 
The decision in Mitchell vs. Reynolds (1 P. Wms., = 

volume 1, part 2, 508) is the foundation of the rule in relation to the in- 
tracts in restraint of trade. i 


con 
of things and a state of i 
rule laid down is not 

fied. 


ver, do or knowingly 


different from those 
as inflexible, and has been considerably modi- 
Publie welfare is considered, and if it be not involved, and the re- 


straint upon one party is not 22 than protection to the other requires, the 
contract may be sustained. e question 8 whether, under the icular cir- 
cumstances of the case and the nature of the particular contract involved in it, 
the contract is or is not unreasonable. usillon vs. Rousillon, 14 Ch. D., 351; 
Leather Cloth oropan vs. Lorsont, L. R., 9 Eq., 345; Oregon Steam Naviga- 
tion Company vs. Winsor, 20 Wall., 64, 68.) 

Relating, as these contracts did, to a compound involving a secret in its prep- 
aration; as they were uyon a valuable consideration, and limited as to 
the space within which, 3 unlimited as to the time for which the restraint 
was to operate, we are unable to perceive how they could be regarded as so 
unreasonable as to justify the court in declining to enforce them. 

The vendors were entitled to sell to the best advantage, and in so doing to ex- 
ercise the right to preclude themselves from entering into competition with 
those who purchased, and to prevent competition between purchasers; and the 
“ rs were entitled to such protection as was reasonably necessary for 
their benefit. Williams had and transferred property in the secret process of 
manufacturing the article he had discovered, and he and his tees could 
claim relief as against breaches of trust in respect to it. The policy of the law 
is to encourage useful discoveries by securing their fruits to those who make 
them. If oe pabis found the balsam efficacious they were interested in not 
being deprived of its use, but by whom it was sold was unimportant. 

The decree below was probably not rendered, and can not be sustained upon 
the theory that these contracts were in themselves invalid. 

It remains to be considered whether there is evidence tending to show that 
the defendants sold the balsam within the prohibited territory, or to those b. 
oe to their knowledge it was to be there sold, orinany way promoted sne 
sale. 

We are of opinion that the record discloses violations of the contracts in these 
particulars, and that the cause should have gone to a master tostate an account. 
One of the defendants was called by complainants as a witness, and though ap- 
parently an unwilling one, he admits four shipments of baleam to Atlanta, Ga., 
in 1879, 1880, 1883, and 1884; a shipment in 1879 to New York; a shipment in 
apn 1880, to Philadelphia; and identifies an entry on defendants’ sales-book 
of ashipmentto Coffin, dington & Co., San Francisco, Cal., in 1878, charged 
to Smith & Co., of Dayton, Ohio, although Ge a, New York, Philadelphia, 
and California were all within complainants’ wet i 

Evidence was also adduced of shipments by defendants to Henry, Curran & 
Co, at New York in 1874, 1875, and not for sale in defendants’ territory, but 
for the general purposes of the Eastern trade, and sold within the territory em- 
braced in the original transfer to Butts, and of sales directly by Park & Sons to 
Crittenden and McKesson & Robbins of New York in 1878, 1880, 1881, and 1882. 
Coffin, of Coffin, Reddington & Co., of New York and San Francisco, testifies 
that forseven years he had purchased Park’s Wistar's Balsam from S. N. Smith & 
Co., Dayton, Ohio, commencing in 1877, and the last purchase being in 1883, and 
that p were made under orders to ship direct to California, and that 
Smith & Co. furnished it for $7 a dozen, less freight. 7 

Smith testifies to the shipment of nine gross of this balsam to California, to the 
San Franc branch of Coffin, \dington & Co., during the years 1879 to 1883, 
inclusive, and one to John Helm & Co., of California; that he did not 
noone ber ped the article in stock, but ordered it from Park & Sons, and some- 
times the goods shipped directly by them; that while they rendered bills 
charging $84 and 887 per gross in some instances, or $7 or more per dozen, he, 
in fact, paid them only what he received, $7 par dozen less the freight, which, 
of course, indicates that defendants knew where the balsam was going, since 
they not only shipped some d but were d by Smith on the basis of de- 
ducting freight equivalent to the es to California, and as well put by ap- 
pellants’ counsel, ‘if the sales were to Smith & Co., in fact, then they were for 
much less than $7 a dozen, and in violation of contract.“ 

Smith also testifies to two instances—one in 1877 and one in 1878—of the ship- 
ment of ten gross and five gross to Coffin, Reddington & Co., California, for so 
much less than $7 per dozen as the amount of the freight to California, which 
balsam Smith & Co, procured from the defendants, paying them the net sum re- 
ceived. The witness Park did not deny that balsam been shipped directly to 
California upon the order of Smith & Co.; he testified that they kept the balsam in, 
stock at one lime with Smith & Co., to be sold on their account. He would not 
say that the entries on the sales-books in the name of Smith & Co. necessarily 
showed to whom thearticle was shipped, and said that he did not know whether, 
when to Smith & Co., the article was shipped to them or to other par- 
ties. He identified the entry of one shipment to Coffin, Reddington & Co. He 
knew the ave’ amount of freight per gross on ship to California, 
which, ded from $84, the contract sales price ae eo eft substantially 
the amount in all cases received by Smith & Co. on ifornia shi ts, and 
by them paid to Park & Sons; and he admitted several charges on k K Sons’ 
books Smith & Co. for merchandise corresponding in dates and amounts 
with shipments to California. 

The inference is a reasonable one that the defendants knew that the balsam 
claimed to have been sold to Smith & Co., and which was shipped to Califor- 
nia, was going there, and in addition they had been informed in 1878, by the 
complainants, of the report that Wistar’s Balsam, of defendants’ make, had 
made its ap in the San Francisco market, and complainants had sub- 
sequently objected to sales within their territory, to which defendants paid no 
attention. We do not think the latter are in any position to say that they did 
not know what was going on. Neither of them was called for the defense, nor 
any testimony taken on their behalf. We are satisfied complainants sufti- 
ciently made out their case to justify according to them the relief prayed. 

The decree is reversed and the cause remanded for further proceedings in 
conformity with this opinion. 


Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, the jurisdiction of Con- 
gress over this subject is conferred by that clause of the Constitution 
which gives us the power to control commerce among the States; it is 
derived only from that clause. The statement which I submitted re- 
ferred more particularly to what the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] intended rather than what he effected. As I understand the 
scope of the original bill, I insist that neither his amendment nor the 
Senate amendment extends at all the effect of the Senate bill. I think 
the amendment reported by the conference committee leaves the law 
exactly where it is. 

Now, this is a conference report. It has been a matter of agreement. 
There it stands. It is a sort ofa tub to the whale. I do not think 
it amounts to anything. It does not do any harm, because the inter- 
state- commerce law as it stands to-day leaves the law precisely where 
this does. A contract to prevent competition is an illegal contract to- 
day. It is not necessary that Congress should enact the proposition 
into law; itis the law now. A contract in restraint of interstate trade, 
whether its object is to prevent competition, or whatever else may be 
its object, may be made an illegal contract under an act of Sopron; 
and it is only because it is in restraint of interstate trade that it be- 
comes & proper subject of legislation by Congress. 
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Now, there are two great forces working in human society in this 
country to-day, and they have been contending for the mastery on one 
side or the other for the last two generations. Those two great forces 
are competition and combination.. They are correctives of each other, 
and both ought to exist. Both ought to be under restraint. Either of 
them, if allowed to be unrestrained, is destructive of the material in- 
terests of this country. It is just as necessary to restrict competition 
as it is to restrict combination, and any student of the times who has 
failed to see this has missed the lesson of the hour. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, when this trust bill came up for consideration 
before the Committee on the Judiciary I could not but smile at the 
proposition. Here is a furious assault upon combinations; and my 
friends from Kansas and Missouri, who have protested so much here in 
the interest of the laborer and the farmer, make haste to fight combi- 
nations, while they seem to forget that they are representing a con- 
stituency to-day that are in combinations. There is hardly a class in 
this country to-day that I know anything about that is not in some 
form of combination. This system of combination pervades human 
society from the highest classes to the lowest. 

Now let us look for one moment at the cause of this. All these 
great social and sociological changes are produced by causes which are 
constantly working in human society. Why do the laborers organize 
and combine to put up the price of labor, and so enhance the cost of 
everything to the consumer? Because of excessive competition. Yet 
my friend froin Missouri does not propose to apply any remedy in that 
direction. Nothing more largely affects the cost of articles to every 
consumer—and I will not except the tariff if my friend Mr. MILLS will 
allow me to make that allusion in this connection—nothing enhances 
the cost of commodities to the consumer to-day in this country more 
than the combinations of labor. Who complains of it? Idonot. I 
think the laborer is justified, where competition is excessive and is be- 
coming destructive to the interests of class, I think the laborer is 
justified in entering into combinations for self-protection. 

: The „other day we began to hear whispers of a Farmers“ Al- 

Mr. STRUBLE. ‘‘ Whispers,’’ did you say? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Well, thunders—thunders of a Far- 
mers’ Alliance. So far as the Farmers’ Alliance is a combination of 
the farmers for the protection of their material interests I bid them 
God speed. So far as it is an organization of one class for the purpose 
of getting political power and legislating against other classes I pro- 
test against it. There are probably ten million farmers among the 
sixty-five million people of this country, a country where every laborer 
in every department stands equal to everybody else, where we have 
diversities of industry, and where no one class has a right to assume 
any dominant influence either in the Government or in the protection 
which the Government affords. And yet I understand that the Far- 
mers’ Alliance—and I think they were right, they were wise in it— 
entered into a sort of combination to withhold their products from the 
markets and enhance their prices. 

So, when I buy corn and fodder in Vermont I make a contribution, 
because the fodder comes from the West, to the farmers of Kansas, and 
I am perfectly willing that it shall beso. I have no objection to doing 
it. But what leads the farmers of Kansas and everywhere else to make a 
combination? What has driven them to doit? They were driven to 
it by competition. And yet my friend from Missouri seeks to apply 
to that one class a rigid legal statute against combination, which will 
affect property valued at over $8,000,000,000 of investments and cov- 
cring over 160,000 miles of railroads in the United States, in which the 

cultural interests of the country, and especially the farmers of the 
West, are more interested than in anything else, especially in their 
productive management, 

Mr. BLAND. I understood the original bill covered every point of 
the amendment and I can not understand the contention between my 
friend and m A 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Iam endeavoring to answer some of 
the objections contained in remarks submitted by gentlemen on the 
other side, who seem to think that competition ought to be unrestrained, 
especially as applicable to two classes in the country, and leave all the 
rest to cut loose and prey upon the community at their own sweet 
will. 

Now, I stand here, Mr. Speaker, not as a representative of the rail- 
roads or the farmers or the printers, of which my friend here [Mr. 
FARQUHAR], is a distinguished ornament in this country, and I be- 
lieve he is in combination. [Laughter.] But I stand here for the 
american people, and I say they are more interested than any cther 
class in promoting the great railway interests of the country, to make 
arrangements against excessive competition, and the farmers of the 
West are more interested than anybody else. 

Why, my friend from Texas says that this isa repeal of the clause of 
the interstate-commerce law forbidding pools; but permit me to say 
here, and I venture the prediction, that in five years from now nota 
man in this House will be opposed to pooling in some form or other 
and will favor the repeal of that clause 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is just it; now you have said it. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Yes, and I can justify it. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes; that is just what this means, 


Mr. MORSE. And every man in the House will favor the repeal of 
the long and short haul clause: 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Let me say to the gentleman from 
Kansas that that is not what it means. He entirely misapprehends 
the matter, I undertake to say if the Bland amendment becomes a 
law and is enforced that the railroad industries of this country will be 
paralyzed within three months, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Paralyzed! Why? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I will tell you. Look at the traffic 
associations which have been in existence ever since the passage of the 
interstate-commerce law, and which, as I said before, have the ap- 
proval of the Interstate Commerce Commission, and without which 
it can not do its work. They do what? Why, they fix through rates 
for the traffic from the territory of my friend from Missouri. They 
fix equable and uniform rates of trafic. The gentleman from Texas 
says if the trunk-lines from St. Louis agree upon rates which are ‘‘just 
and reasonable’? it is not competition. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. On that particular contract. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. But the competitive agency enters 
into the competition at the very start. The gentleman apparently 
forgets that before the contract is made the traffic agency does the 
work; and what my friend from Missouri does, if he succeeds in get- 
ting his amendment adopted, is to accomplish the destruction of these 
agencies. What would be the effect of such a provision as that the 
gentleman proposes to incorporate in the bill? Why, simply to drive 
out the weak lines or to drive them to the wall. It is the survival of 
the fittest, and the cat with the longest tail survives. 

Why, take the illustration submitted by my friend from Texas [Mr. 
CuLBERSON]. You have the trunk-lines from St. Louis running to 
some terminal point on the Atlantic, two or three of them, we will sup- 
pose, which enter into a combination. 

Now, do you say that these three lines shall not make any traffic 
agreement for the transportation ot the products of the State of Mis- 
souri from that distributive point? hat is the result if you do? 
You give each one of the roads a right to establish itsown rate. I may 
make an agreement with one to ship my freight ata certain rate, and 
my friend from Wisconsin may go to another line and pay asomewhat 
higher rate, and when we go to the market it is just a difference between 
profit and loss. I gain; he loses. It is the very spirit ofdiscrimination 
which the interstate- commerce law is designed to meet. It was not 
so much the destruction of competition, for I know something of the 
law, because I happened to be a member of the Committee on Com- 
merce which framed it. It was not so much aimed at that or the destruc- 
tion of it, but was more an effort to secure uniformity of rates, and 
nothing more, It was to prevent unjust discriminations. Now, 
what is the effect here? 

Mr. BLAND. The sixth section itself prohibited pooling. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I agree with the tleman that 
pooling was prohibited; that is a part of the law, and I respect the law 
while it stands. 

Mr. OATES. I would like to ask the gentleman if, in his opinion, 
the results of the interstate-commerce law have not been somewhat 
. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I suppose they have. The trouble 
with such legislation is that the measure involves so much compli- 
cated machinery that it is utterly impossible for any gentlemen to un- 
derstand it unless they make it a special study. ‘There is nothing in 
our legislation which equals the complexity of the railroad problem 
or the railroad system in this country. 

That system, Mr. Speaker, is of wonderful development, and on the 
whole the railroad service in this country has been better performed 
than in any other country in the world. In the last fifteen years these 
roads have reduced freight on an average from about 4 cents per ton 
per mile to less than 1 cent per ton per mile. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Isit not true, as a matter of fact, that freight 
rates and passenger rates in the United States are from 25 to 30 per 
cent. less than in any other country in the world to-day? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. In reply to the question of my friend 
from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] I understand, although I have not 
the precise figures, that there is not any doubt about the fact that the 
railway service in this country is very much cheaper than any other 
other. Now, to go back to my illustration 

Mr. LIND. In that connection will the gentleman permit a ques- 
lion which is very simple? Is it not a fact that our trunk lines ay 
more than three times the volume of trade that any line carries, whic 
you can call a trunk line, on the continent of Europe? 

8 Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I suppose that is true. I do not 
now. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, And they make more profits, 

Mr. LIND. And as a result of their carrying so much more, should 
not the charge be less? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. That result has been brought about 
by combination in spite of the interstate law; that is, by consolidation. 
Tnstead of having a lot of distinct lines, lines have consolidated. 
What was the effect? Why, it was to cheapen transportation by lessen- 
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ing the expense of administration, and everybody has had the benefit 
of it. Now, my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] seems to omit the 
idea, or to forget, that discrimination on two parallel lines in his State, 
which may be 10 miles apart, in favor of the farmers on one line as 
against the farmers on another, is just as injurious as discrimination on 
one line would be if they were all on the same line; and that is pre- 
cisely what happens unless you permit the railroads to make some ad- 
justment for uniformity of rates. 

It is just as clear as the sun in heaven, and no Western man can do 
a greater injury to the interests he represents than to stand here and 
advocate a measure by which the hands of railroad men are to be tied 
so that they can not agree upon uniform rates from the same region. 
As I said before, the great object of the interstate-commerce law was 
to prevent unjust iminations, not only between individuals, but 
between localities, and the short and long haul clause was put in for 
the same purpose. When they came along to the end of it they pa 
into the bill the clause against pooling, because it was Sippo at 
that would excite competition and that competition woul greatly 
beneficial to the country. 

Now, let me say right there—and I think I am justified in the state- 
ment, and I think every man who has observed the course of events 
with reference to railroad transportation in this country will bear me 
out—that a rate war between railroads is absolutely injurious to the 
community. Why, it can not be otherwise. In the first place the doc- 
trine of fair play requires, and everybody concedes, that the railroads 
should have a just compensation for their services. We ought not to 
ask them to do anything for less than will pay the interest on the in- 
vestment and the running expenses. That is only reasonable and fair, 
and that is all that this amendment provides for. And yet you pro- 
pose to throttle these companies so that when a rate war comes, as it 
will from time to time, it must go on forever, 

Rate wars will come. The roadsare managed by men subject to like 
passions as we are, and they have their tantrums and their quarrels 
and their disagreements. Competition is sharp and strife is tremendous, 
and they get after one another, and presently there is a rate war, and 
they do what they did the other day, when they carried people from 
Chicago to Kansas nee Sarg a dollar. Why was that? Simply because 
the association which had control of the subject of agreeing upon rates 
among competing lines got into a war, and they were running business 
at a great loss to themselves and which was of no benefit to anybody. 

Mr. BLAND. Is it not possible that they made more money? It 
has been stated that they carried more people back and forth than they 
ever had carried at any other time. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is nonsensical. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I trust to the candor of my friend 
trom Missouri. I think he will admit that a rate war must necessarily 
be destructive. In the first place, in such a war, the railroads do not 
make any money. In the next place, it begets the very spirit of dis- 
crimination which the law was intended to prevent, because the mo- 
ment you have a rate war you have the very worst form of discrimi- 
nation. I get a rate ona thousand barrels of beef from Chicago to New 
York, and my friend from Missouri gets another rate, and he gets the 
advantage of me. That is the discrimination which we want to avoid; 
and of course it begets a spirit of speculation. It demoralizes all 
business. , 

If you look at the reports of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
you will find that nothing is more deprecated than these rate wars. 
Now, does my friend from Kansas, through whose State thereare half 
a dozen railroads running, say that he is going to permit one road to dis- 
criminate against the people on another road, and if they get into a rate 
war does he say they must stay there eternally? Because that is the 
effect of this proposed bill, for if they undertake to make a contract to 
get out of their war that is an illegal contract, because it is a contract 
which prevents any competition and there will be no end to the war 
until somebody is absolutely destroyed. Then the factis that the rail- 
road will recoup its loss some time, so that ultimately the people will 
have to pay for it. They make the thing even in the long run. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Does my friend want an answer to 
his question ? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Yes, if you can answer it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I hold that it is public policy and 
for the public good that common carriers shall compete with each other, 
just as merchants do; that if there be a dozen roads in my district, 
it is for the good of the people in that district that those roads shall 
not enter into combinations which may prevent competition, and by 
preventing competition increase the rates; and that is your purpose, to 
make it protect a monopoly. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I agree to my friend’s proposition ex- 
cept the last clause. The only trouble with his proposition is that it 
has no application to the question before the House. The amendment 
which my friend from Missouri seeks to thrust into this bill goes too far. 

We all agree that we want competition. We all agree that these 
competitive agencies must exist, but we ought not to agree that it be- 
comes n in order to get justice for a community and preserve 

_ the interests that these corporations have in their hands, where an un- 
just, discriminating, and injurious rate war is going on, that we should 


tie their hands so that they can not get an adjustment; and that is 
what you are proposing to do. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Do I understand the gentleman to 
hold that the railroad companies of this country now demand a change 
in the existing law or are not content with the law as it is? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I understand the railroad companies 
of this country are demanding a relaxation of the law so that they can 
permit some of your Western roads to exist that some of these gentle- 
men here represent; and that is not the pooling provision. I think 
my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] is mistaken as to the character 
of the bill. If I understand it, it is this: They propose—and they have 
the approbation of the Interstate Commission—a relaxation of the law 
so that the strong railroads may give to the weaker competitive roads, 
and roads that perhaps have a little longer line and fewer facilities for 
doing business, but which still ought to exist and have business enough 
to exist, a fair division; that they may make an arrangement for a di- 
vision of the business, and that they shall receive pay for the propor- 
tion of the business they do. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman is mistaken as to the Interstate Com- 
mission acceding to that. On the contrary, they hold that if they make 
this agreement it is in violation of law, and also without the knowl- 
edge or consent of the commission. That is the contest now going on 
between the railroads and the commission. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I do not understand, if my friend 
will allow me, that there is a collision with the Interstate Commission 
and the theory which I am advocating, to wit, that traffic associations 
may exist for the purpose of making adjustment for through rates. 

Now, let me say to my friend 

Mr. LIND. Is not that usually called a traffic arrangement? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. That is what it is sometimes called. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Is it not in violation of the law ? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Oh, no. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. It is most the subtle and damnable 
of all forms of pooling. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Now, Mr. Speaker, what was under- 
stood as a pool wasan arrangement for a division of the earnings upon 
a certain percentage. That was a pool. It is not a pool in any proper 
sense of the term which permits trunk lines that are competitors—for 
instance the four or eight lines from Chicago to New York—to make 
an arrangement as to the rates instead of having a t confusion and 
diversity of the rates. Let me say right here, Mr. Speaker, that if the 
amendment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] becomes a 
law it prevents classification. The question of classification enters into 
the question of competition. He can see, and everybody can see, that 
if you say thata railroad shall not classify their freight (they agree to 
that now), why then you introduce an element of confusion which 
would absolutely paralyze business. 

Mr. BLAND. There is nothing about classification in the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. STEWART,of Vermont. The question of classification of freight 
has a very practical bearing “pon competition in rates; and the whole 
scale of rates depends on the different classifications. You put an arti- 
cle which would be carried under class 4 at one rate into class 2 at 
another rate, and then you have competition on that article classified 
in a different way on another road. So in through traffic. You can 
not make a through-traffic ent but what it would be hit by 
this amendment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. This 
brings confusion into the transportation between one terminal point 
and another. You are constantly striking competitive lines; and the 
shippers want to know exactly what rate they are going to get; and if 
there is no understanding or agreement about what rates they are going 
to charge, you are at sea and can not transact your business, 

Mr. Speaker, gentlemen are not aware of what would be the effect 
of hastily determining this subject, which is so complicated a machine, 
nor can it be determined with as little debate as we have had to-day, 
when we have comparatively little understanding of the subject. I 
say this with great respect for my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
who thinks he knows as much about it as I do, and I presume a good 
deal more. 

I think it is a dangerous thing for us to thrust in such a proposition 
as this, which is entirely new, and which I affirm is against the whole 
trend of public sentiment in this country. 

When everybody is in combination and everybody is doing some- 

thing to defeat competition, it seems to me a dangerous thing to under- 
take to set up a new crime here and make it an offense for people to 
seek to protect these great interests which are so intimately connected 
with all the commercial, agricultural, and manufacturing interests of 
the country. I think it is a very dangerous experiment, and I trust 
the House will not go as far as my friend 1 from Missouri thinks it ought 
to go. 
Mr. HILL. Let me ask the gentleman whether or not the effect of 
this bill, if it is passed, will not be to take this matter of contracts or 
agreements between the railroad companies as to rates out of the hands 
and out of the jurisdiction of the Interstate Commerce Commission? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I think not. 

Mr. HILL. Let me call the gentleman’s attention to section 7, 
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which provides that any person who shall be injured in his business 
and so on may sue therefor in any circuit court. ` 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. There is the same provision in the 
interstate-commerce law. It is only concurrent jurisdiction. 

Mr. HILL. But there is not anything said here to the effect that 
it is concurrent, and this act is subsequent to the other. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. There is nothing there to take away 
the jusisdiction of the Interstate Commerce Commission. Everybody 
who is aggrieved by the rates of freight has a right to go before the 
Interstate Commerce Commission; there is no doubt anywhere about 
that. 525 

Mr. HILL. Then why not say so in this bill, as well as say that 
they may sue in any circuit court? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Well, I was not here when the bill 

I would have no objection myself to saying it. 

Mr. BLAND. ‘I think there isa reservation in the conference report 
that nothing contained in the act shall be construed to take away any 
jurisdiction of any State over the same subject-matter. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Yes. Here is what the Interstate 

Commerce Commission report, written by Judge Cooley, says upon this 
subject. I shall read a few sentences having a bearing upon these rail- 
road associations;and let me say right here that these associations have 
been long in existence and are constantly doing all they can to regu- 
late and bring the railroad business into uniform, proper, and just re- 
lations to the general business of the country. 

I know gentlemen may say, and it is very easy to make such charges, 
that all these railroad men are influenced by selfish motives; that they 
are ‘‘outlaws,’’ and ali that sort of thing; but I think no friend of 
mine here would really seriously claim that the men who have charge 
of the great railroad interests of the country, of the safety of the lives 
of the people and the transportation of their property, and of all those 
great transportation interests, are generally insincere or unfaithfal in 
the discharge of their duty. As to these railroad associations, every 
agreement between the roads is filed with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

There is not any agreement that they can make with reference to 
traffic or anything else which is not put on file, and they are all under 
the eye and subject to the supervision of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. That has been the uniform practice since the commis- 
sion was organized, and I undertake to say that they have approved 
of this method, and that they regard it as an assistance in their labors, 
I read now from this report written by Judge Cooley: 

The pooling of freights and of railroad earnings, so far as the commission has 
oN or information on the subject, came to an end when the act took 

ec 

The pooling of earnings I call the attention of my friend from Kan- 
sas [Mr. ANDERSON] to that expression. 

i 
7272. loosiug asmodlations have nob beoa diasalved, bus hare 
been continued in existence for other 3 Among these objects are the 
making of regulations for uninterrup and harmonious railroad commu- 
nication and exchange of traffic within the territory embraced by their work- 
ings. Some regulations in addition to those made by the law are almost, if not 
absolutely, necessary. 

There is a recognition of the very form of railway association which 
this amendment strikes at, because if the amendment means anything 
it means that the railroads shall be powerless to makeany arrangement 
by which they can avoid the effects of rate wars, the cutting of rates, 
and unjust discriminations. 

Now, I ask, in the interest of my farmer friends in Kansas [laugh- 
ter]—I have not protested very much about my devotion to the farm- 
ers and I have sometimes thought that some of my friends here did 
protest a little too much on that subject—I have not protested very 
much, but I say here now, in all sincerity, that it is my most earnest 
and solemn conviction that no greater injury can be inflicted on the 
farmers of the West than the of an act intended to work the 

„effect which my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] has in view. 

Iam sorry to differ with him, and I say this with great respect for 
his intelligence, but it ismy sincere conviction. I would rather myself 
that the whole amendment was stricken out, but I trust that the con- 
ference report may receive the sanction of the House. 

How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman hasseventeen minutes 
remaining, as the present occupant of the chair is advised. 

Mr. AN DEI , of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I have not the slightest 
doubt that my friend who has just taken his seat [Mr. STEWART, of 
Verniont] entertains precisely the opinions which he has expressed, 
and I can only account for it, in view of his intelligence and good judg- 
ment, by the environment in which he was born and lives. [Laugh- 
ter.] New England and the Eastern States own railroads; the West- 
ern and Southern States pay the freight and passenger charges which 
constitute the income of railroads. New England and the Eastern 
States want large earnings and heavy profits, The Western farmer pays 
those earnings and profits, as does the Southern farmer. 

So the environment of my friend from Vermont is wholly different 
from that of the rest of us. If I had an hour, I would attempt to fol- 
low him over the broad field he has covered, but in ten minutes I can 


not do it. Icanonly say this, that the trouble with the Western farmer 
is not that he is combining in consequence of competition between 
farmers, as the gentleman alleges—I am glad the farmers are combin- 
ing—but the trouble is they are forced to combine by virtue of the 
fact that the railroad companies are taking over $1,100,000,000 a year 
in the shape of extortionate freight and passenger rates, and that is 
what is making the farmers poor. 

Now, I hope the House will come back to the proposition before it, 
which is the question whether the section of the interstate-commerce 
act relating to pooling shall virtually have its whole pith and force 
taken out by this Senate amendment or whether the amendment shall 
be beaten. That is all of it. In the former event it is for the interest 
of the East and the owners of railroads; in the latter event it is for 
the interest of cotton-planters, wheat-growers, and men who raise and 
ship agricultural products, There is the precise issue. 

‘Everybody knows that the interstate-commerce act—the culmina- 
tion of a ten-year struggle—was passed upon the idea and with the 
purpose of securing competition between carriers, and of thus provid- 
ing safeguards against extortionate charges upon the shipper. The 
whole law was based upon the long-established principle that compe- 
tition prevented extortion. ‘The 2 clause especially was based 
on that principle. Let me read the language of that clause: 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to the visions of 
this act to enter into any contrac ment, or combination with any other 


t, agree 
common carrier or carriers for the pooling of freight of differentand competing 
railroads— 


At that time everybody in the country understood the pooling” of 
freight to be a eric term. The Interstate Commerce Commission 
has interpreted it as aspecific term. They have applied it to the divis- 
ion of the te earnings of several roads; this they construe to be 
pooling. But the House in passing that bill certainly understood and 
believed that it was striking at any and every combination between 
the carriers of freight for the prevention of competition as to rates. 
That was what we 8 pooling to be and what the country 
understood it to be; in fact what it was. That this is the correct con- 
struction is shown by the clause which succeeds what I have just read 


or to divide between them theaggregate or net proceeds of the earnings of such 
railroads or any portion thereof. * 


The commission interprets this latter clause to be pooling; but if 
Congress meant the latter clause as a definition of pooling, why in the 
world did they insert the former clause? 

After the passage of the act the railroads ostensibly stopped pooling 
in one sense, yet they kept up their same associations, and pases 
they have the most effective pool that was ever formed on the conti- 
nent, namely, that of their freight agents or traffic managers. ere is 
before the Interstate Commerce Commission to-day a case in which it 
appears that the roads through their ites a ey oer have agreed 
to 16 cents for transporting from elphia to Chicago 100 
pounds of tin-plate imported from Liverpool, while the rate on domestic 
tin from Philadelphia to Chicago is 28 cents. And the same thing ap- 
plies to other items of transportation. 

Here is a statement in reference to that matter, the charge being 
that ter railway rates are demanded on articles shipped from, say, 
New York to Chicago, than from Liverpool to Chicago: 


The complainants, who were represented by John D, Kernan, of New York, 
as counsel, cited several instances of discrimination to prove their . The 
railroad received 16 cents for \ pegs ending Ir pounds of tin-plate from Phila- 
deiphia to Chicago, after bringing it from Liverpool, while the rate on domes- 
tic tin-plate from Philadelphia to Chicago was 28 cents. After vessels 
brought linen from Dunfermline, Scotland, to Philadelphia, the railroads cha: 

46 cents for carriage to Chicago, while the regular rate of linen not brought 
rect from Scotland was 69 cents. From New Orleans to San Francisco 79 cents 
a hundred pounds was on tural implements brought from Liver- 
pool, but if they are sent from New Orleans to San Francisco as domestic 

the rate is $1.14. If shipped from New York the regular rate was $1 
from Chicago $1.19, while from Liverpool to San Francisco only 89 cents. The 
same rate was put on , while if the same groceries were sent from New 
Orleans the rate was $3.70, 


Mark you that these are the rates charged by each and all of the 
trunklines, Thereis neither difference nor competition between them, 
the reason being that by some agreement or combination“ through 
their traffic associations they as completely eliminate competition as if 
all the roads were owned by one man. It is the perfection of pooling, 
and every member of the Commerce Commission knowsit. Each man 
of them knows down in his very soul that all the roads are violating 
the law, 

- The Senate amendment—and I want the House to understand pre- 
cisely what it is—justifies, legalizes, and makes ent this most 
subtle, infamous, and damnable form of pooling. It says to the presi- 
dents of the trunk-line associations, ‘‘Hereafter, just as long as you do 
not charge what you deem an unreasonable rate, you may enter into 
any combination you please, and by so saying it takes the whole 
question of regulating rates away from the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission; that commission will then have nothing more to do with 
rates. Thus the pith is taken out of the anti-pooling clause, and by 
so doing we ruin the West and the South for the benefit of railway 
officers, owners, and investors. And gentlemen here will find that the 
Farmers’ Alliance, the Knights of Labor, the great masses of the peo- 
ple who pay these freights, will, as they should, hold responsible any 
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man or any party that thus cuts the throat of that interstate-com- 
merce clause with respect to pooling. 

The House amendment made unlawful— 

ve ntract or agreement entered into for the purpose of preventing com- 
petition fae the transportation of persons or . from — — —— 
to another 

This the Senate exactly reverses by adding 
so that the rates of such transportation may be raised above what is just and 
reasonable. 

The gentleman from Vermont lays great stress upon the point that 
80 long as the rates are not raised above what is just and reasonable 
itis all right. Who is to determine that? Thecourt. What has 
the commission to do with it? Nothing. But, gentlemen, that is 
not the only crime daily committed by the roads; the crime is not sim- 
ply in charging over and above what is just and reasonable, as every 
one of them does; thecrime is that of a conspiracy between competing 
lines to bleed and fleece the people. That is the great crime. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Do they bleed the people“ if they 
do not charge more than is just and reasonable? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes, if they combine todoit. There 
are two crimes to which this legislation refers. One is robbery, where 
the roads charge more than is just and reasonable; the other is con- 
spiracy, where they agree together to rob the people. And I would 
like to see the president and officers of any railroad that does so put in 
the penitentiary for life. [Laughter.] 

I hope the House will not be misled by all the talk of my friend from 
Vermont on different topics from understanding exactly what is before 
it. I tell you, gentlemen—and I would like to ring it out with a clarion 
voice to all the people of the nation if I could—in my belief the wel- 
fare and prosperity of this country are more at stake on the defeat of 
this amendment than on the tariff bill, the silver bill, or a other 
legislation which has come or will come before this Congress. I never 
yet knew the time when the Senate did not get in a little railroad 
deal“ somewhere in a conference report; that is what they are for. 

Laughter.] And they have got their work in here magnificently. 

ey, by this flank legislation, repeal the interstate-commerce law in 

effect; and I am sorry that my friend from Vermont should have given 
his consent to any such proposition. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a question that directly affects three-fourths of 
the people of the United States, and indirectly it affects the other 
fourth. The question is whether the people shall be protected by the 
safeguard of competition between carriers, as they are by competition 
between merchants, or whether we shall legalize combinations so that 
the railroads may hereafter charge whatever they see fit in defiance of 
common law and justice. 

The gentleman from Vermont talks about ‘‘ indiscriminate compe- 
tition” between railroads. What about indiscriminate competition“ 
between merchants, or between lawyers, or between doctors, or be- 
tween mechanics? 

Does anybody say you should pass a law preventing ‘‘indiscriminate 
competition“ between merchants? Not at all. But when these high 
and holy railroad millionaires come here—these men who allege them- 
selves to have put money into a road when they really put in only 
“t water,” this greatest and most fateful of all trusts before whom New 
England and the East bow down and worship as a slave a master— 
when they come up here urging their interests, then for some myste- 
rious reason we are called upon to legalize their pools, to ‘‘regulate’’ 
competition between them lest they hurt each other, to abolish the 
little law we have against them and which the commission does not 
enforce or execute. 

The povin from Vermont has said outright that pooling must 
and will be legalized. If so, then the law which does it will deliver 
over to the roads all shippers, bound hand and foot. It will never be 
enacted; or, if it is, the men who enact it never will and never ought 
to be re-elected. The trouble to-day is not in the law, but in the fact 
that the commission which was created to enforce the law does not en- 
force it. Until the last Congress they said they lacked the legal power 
sô to do. By an amendment of mine that power was given them, and 
the Attorney-General was required to prosecute any case they reported 
to him. The commission has power on its own motion to proceed 
against any offending road. Every man on it knows that road 
in the United States is daily violating the law, and yet if any legal 
proceedings have been instituted I never heard of them. There is the 
trouble. The commission was intended to be an executive rather than 
a judicial agent, and it is paid by the people of the United States to do 
its sworn duty. That it is not doing it nobody knows half so well as 
do the railroad companies. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman from Vermont in charge of this 
report yield to me one moment to present the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill for printing and reference? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Certainly, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Appropriations to report a bill (H. R. 10884) making appropriations 


for the sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1891. : 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. — 45 

Mr. SPRINGER. All points of order are reserved. 


UNLAWFUL RESTRAINTS OF TRADE OR COMMERCE. 
[Mr. LIND withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. BLAND. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Tllinois 
(Mr. HILL]. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, in the short time allowed me to talk upon 
this bill and the amendments I shall hardly have time to touch upon 
more than one or two of them. There are two points to which I wish to 
call the attention of the committee directly and sharply, and first as 
to the meaning and effect of this new section that has been reported 
from the conference committee, section 2. I have a copy of that sec- 
tion in my hand. It provides that every contract or agreement en- 
tered into for the purpose of preventing competition in the transporta- 
tion of persons or property from one State or Territory into another, 
so that the rates of such transportation may be raised above what is 
just and reasonable, shall be deemed unlawful. 

Now, the practical effect of this proposition if enacted into a law is 
to legalize in the first instance and prima facie all contracts or agree- 
ments between railroad companies relating to rates of rtation. 
In the first instance they are made prima facie lawful, and the party con- 
testing them—of course the railroads themselves who enter into these 
contracts will not contest - the private individual contesting them must 
go into the courts, and there at his own expense, after years of litiga- 
tion running through all the courts, from the circuit to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, find out as best he can from judicial au- 
thority whether or not those rates are reasonable and just. 

Mr. PICKLER. He bad better be dead than have to do that. 

Mr. HILL. You can readily see what a burden that would im 
upon an individual, what a risk he would take upon himself, and ioe 
reluctant he would be to enter upon an investigation of that kind at 
his own 2 The practical result would be that, except in very 
exceptional cases, where great interests were at stake and where those 
interests could be combined to foot the bill, no such contest would be 
made, and these contracts and combinations thus legalized and entered 
into between the railroad conipanies would be the law of the land. 
And if, perchance, such a case should pass from the circuit to the Su- 
preme Conrt and finally be mil paged against the railroad companies, 
all the railroad companies would have to do would be to enter into a 
new combination, a new t, or a new contract, and then run 
that contract or that combination for a series of years until some other 
poor man could test it eye all the courts to a decision in the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. The practical effect of this is to 
place this matter of railroad rates almost exclusively in the hands of 
the railroad companies. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. It is there now. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman says it is there now. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. And always will be. 

„Mr. HILL. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Do they not fix the rates? 

Mr. HILL. So far as the individual railroad is concerned, that is 
true, and it is also true that the Supreme Court of the United States 
has decided that there is no right to fix a rate that is unjust or unreas- 
onable; so that each individual railroad company can fix its rates, but 
they can not do it by combining or by contract or agreement between 
themselves. There is no law now under which they can enter into such 
a contract. They are the creatures of the statute. They can do noth- 
ing except what the statute will authorize them to do, and they can 
not enter into any such contract or agreement between themselves 
either for the purpose of putting up or putting down, or controlling 
railroad rates unless the law expressly authorizes them to do that. 

Now, another point. I call the gentleman’s attention to section 7 of 
this act, which provides in substance that any person feeling himself 
aggrieved by violations of this statute, or assumed violations of this 
statute, on the part of any other person or corporation, may go into 
the circnit court and there test the matter, and if he recovers, he is 
entitled to recover threefold the damages sustained and an attorney's 
fee. Now, I submit this subsequent act having provided that the per- 
son aggrieved may go into the circuit court and there test his rights, 
whether the legal effect of that is not to take away the jurisdiction of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission over these railroads as affecting the 
question of rights. à 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLAND. I yield three minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. HILL. That will be sufficient to re-enforce the point that I 
first attempted to make. Atany rate, that is a matter that ought to be 
explained. If, as by the chairman of this committee, it 
means that it is not to take away the jurisdiction of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, an amendment should be ingrafted upon this act 
to that effect, to make plain what at least in the opinion of every law- 
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yer upon this floor must be rded uncertain. In my judgment this 
remedy provided here would be regarded as exclusive in the eye of the 
law, as an implied repeal or revocation of the right of the individual to 
go before the Interstate Commerce Commission and there have a rate 
revised and upon by the commission. 2 

I believe, Mr. Chatresau, that is all that I wish to say upon this 
question in the limited time at my command, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. StocKDALE]. : 


[Mr. STOCKDALE withholds his remarks for revision. See Appen- 
dix. ] 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I will state in closing this debate that 
it was rather a strange spectacle that the bill should pass the Senate 
without any opposition whatever. It did not seem to tread on any 
one’s toes. Nobody seemed to resist it; no interest seemed to be af- 
fected; no one seemed to think it was going to touch him at all. It 
came to the House. It was about to pass the House. Everybody was 
ready to vote for it; no one seemed to be op toit; and by general 
consent the House was about to pass the bill that was to denounce, 
check, and punish all the combines and trusts in the country, railroads 
or otherwise, and there was not a railroad or a trust that ever resisted 
its passage or had made any contest against it. 

But the moment two simple amendments got into this bill; the very 
moment that a legislative declaration was put in the bill, so that no 
one could misunderstand its purpose, providing that where property 
was transported from one State to be sold in another State it was an 
article of interstate commerce and the courts were to protect it from 
combines and monopolies, then there seemed to be an interest taken 
in it. That was the first amendment I offered, and it was put into the 
bill. 

The next amendment offered was that any transportation company 
or companies that entered into an agreement to prevent competition in 
the transportation of personsor property from one Stateor Territory into 
another should be considered as having made an unlawful agreement 
under this bill. We were doing that by legislative enactment and not 
referring it to the courts for judicial interpretation. The very moment 
these expressions came into this bill, covering the whole subject of 
trusts, and pointing out what was desired to be declared illegal, then 
we have a contest, of course. 

The amendments go to the Senate, and what do they do? They 
strike out entirely the first proposition—that where property is trans- 
ported from one State to be sold in another State it shall be pro- 
tected from these trustsand combines till its first sale. That went out 
entirely, and they left all these trusts and combines intact. Gentle- 
men, that is the true situation. What did they do with the other 
proposition? They simply convert it from a declaration on the part 
of Congress that transportation companies should compete with each 
other into a declaration that they may agree not to compete, and there 
is the contention. 2 

We provide that where any transportation companies enter into con- 
tracts or agreement to prevent 5 such contracts shall be il- 
legal; that they shall be declared illegal and unlawful by law. Why, 
I had supposed in my simplicity that the idea of building railroads 
throughout the country was that we might have competition. The 
common people of this country have so regarded it. They have re- 
garded every new railroad as a blessing, because it tended to com- 
pete with other roads, and thereby to cheapen transportation, but this 
amendment has been converted by the Senate into a legalization of 
agreements made on the part of transportation companies of this coun- 
try to prevent competition among themselves. The whole tenor of it 
has been changed. Now, Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will insist 
upon its amendment and not recede from it. If we are to have a trust 
bill let us have oné, and not a sham, for, as I stated before, here are 


two pro itions that are contested and that reach the whole matter, 
and if this House will stand upon this proposition we can enact it into 
law. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 
ired, The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. StocKDALE] usks unan- 
mons consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that I 

have thirty-two minutes left. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has thirty minutes left. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mason]. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, all legislation is the outgrowth of the 
wish of the people. There came a time in the history of this country 
when the interstate-commerce law had to be enacted. It was passed 
by both Houses of Congress, approved by the President, and it touched 
upon all of the questions in which the shippers were interested. The 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] congratulates himself that he 
was enabled to put an amendment to this Senate bill which has placed 
us in the position in which we are now. I think the gentleman is not 
to be congratulated upon that point. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHEEMAN], in response to the unanimous wish of the people of this 


country, desired to introduce and pass some legislation which would 
strike a blow at the trusts and monopolies which ‘‘corner’’ the neces- 
saries of life, and which have constantly, as our Democratic brethren 
tell us, taken advantage of the tariff laws for their own advantage, and 
he drew a bill which, in my judgment, is as perfect as any that could 
have been drawn in the present state of affairs. 

That bill, as the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] has said, 
passed the Senate; and, while I do not question the motives of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, there are gentlemen upon the other side of the 
House, judging from the speeches made here, who desire to defeat this 
anti-trust bill, so called; and certainly there is no more need of includ- 
ing a clause here in regard to the interstate-commerce law than there 
is of inserting a clause in regard to the Ten Commandments. Inter- 
state commerce is controlled by the interstate-commerce statute, and 
if the gentleman is acting in good faith and wants to amend that law, 
why not introduce his bill for that purpose, refer it to the proper com- 
mittee, and let it come here through the proper channels? But when 
the Republican party are in possession of both the House and the Senate, 
and after they take care of the pooling interests, so called, of the railroad 
companies, by previous legislation prohibiting pooling, the moment 
they present a bill which strikes a substantial 22 at the trusts of the 
country, which are not covered by the interstate- commerce law, the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] injects into that bill, which is 
intended for the benefit of the whole people, something not analagous 
to the bill, something not germane to the bill, something which Con- 
gress has already attempted to deal with by other legislation, and so 

y his amendment has put us in a position where, by conference and 
reconference, consideration and reconsideration, the people may be de- 
prived of legitimate legislation upon this subject. 

Mr. BLAND. Would not the gentleman vote for this amendment 
as quickly as he would vote for a bill of the same kind? What is the 
difference? Why wait fora bill? You have the proposition here be- 
fore you now, and why not support it? 

Mr. MASON. Iam not talking about myself. Iam talking about 
the effect on this bill. I am willing to vote for any reasonable amend- 
ment, but the gentleman knows that I am not the only man who is to 
vote upon this bill. 

Mr, BLAND. Well, if you are willing to vote, here is the time to 
settle it. Here is the amendment. 

Mr. MASON. Certainly; but did you not introduce it for the very 
purpose of antagonizing the anti-trust bill and eventually defeating it? 

Mr. BLAND. Oh, the gentleman can vote for it or against it, just 
as he pleases, 

Mr. MASON. I thank you; I am very much obliged. I am glad 
that I can vote as I please. I had so understood, however. [Laugh- 
ter.] Mr. Speaker, I say again that I do not doubt the motives of the 
gentleman from Missouri, but the effect of his action was simply to in- 
ject into this bill 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman protested in the beginning that he did 
not doubt my motives and then proceeded to question them. 

Mr. MASON. I say now do not doubt them; but I say the effect 
of your action is to create antagonism against a bill which the people 
of this country have called for and which the Democratic party for 
years refused to introduce and pass. 

In your Democratic House you had a resolution before your committee 
in regard to these trusts; for six months you took evidence; you paid 
$10,000 attorneys’ fees in that case; but you never gave us a bill or 
resolution. The moment that Republican Representatives ina Re- 
publican Congress, taking care of the commerce and the commercial 
laws of the country, introduce resolutions or bills to relieve the people 
from the oppression of combinations and trusts you proceed to inject 
amendments which in effect may defeat the 1 tion. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman represents Chicago, where the Big 
Four“ reside. 

Mr. MASON. I presume there is no one here who does not know 
that I live in Chicago. If the gentleman wants to get that fact in the 
RECORD he is welcome to do so. I am proud of Chicago, as I wish the 
gentleman were of the great State of Missouri. 

Mr. BLAND. My State is so far ahead that you ought to be proud 
of her. 

Mr. MASON. I hope this does not come out of my time. : 

Mr. Speaker I want to be understood. I am willing to vote for this 
conference report, if I have to vote for it. It is not my preference. I 
prefer the bill as it came from the Senate in its simple form. Let us 
have a bill declaring in effect that all combinations against the peace, 
good-will, and prosperity of the country areillegal.. If the gentleman 
from Missouri tries to insert in a conference report upon such a billan 
amendment in regard to silver or in regard to the pooling by railroads 
or any other matter already covered by legislation, I think this House 
ought to refuse to concur in any such report and send it back with in- 
structions to bring in a bill in simple form embracing one single branch 
of legislation. 

Gentlemen here can understand what may be the effect of introduc- 
ing into this legislation these subjects which do not properly belong 
here. Judging from the remarks of my friend from 2 (Mr. 
Lryp], I infer that he and I represent a large number of members on 
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this floor who do not care, in connection with this bill, to vote on the 
interstate-commerce law directly or indirectly. Weare willing to leave 
itasitis, We are willing.to have the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sioners or the Committees on Commerce of the two Houses pass in the 
ordinary way upon any proposed amendment to that law. But the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] and the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND], if we were considering the adoption of the Ten 
Commandments as a moral code or if we were attend:ng the wedding 
ceremony of a friend, would be ready to stop to attend to the hanging 
of a railroad official. 

It is all very well that the railroad law should be amended at the 
proper time, and perhaps it ought to be amended; I will help you toadopt 
any necessary amendment. But why inject such legislation into a bill 
of this kind which the people of the country have demanded ever since 
these trusts and combinations took possession of us? We have an anti- 
pooling clause in the interstate- commerce law 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Is the gentleman addressing me? 

Mr. MASON. Iam addressing the whole House. The gentleman 
may take my remarks to himself if they fit. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The gentleman looked at me. 

Mr. MASON. The gentleman is so handsome I can not look at any- 
body else when he is here. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I will answer you if you want an an- 
swer. ; 

Mr. MASON. I will telegraph you if I want you. 

A ANDERSON, of Kansas. Do not fail to prepay the message. 
Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, let me occupy one moment further in 
restating my position. Let us havea vote upon the original bill, which 
declares that ‘‘every combination, in the form of trust or otherwise, 
or conspiracy, in restraint of trade or commerce among the several 
States, or with foreign nations, is hereby declared to be illegal. Let 
us send this matter back to the conference committee, and let them 
take out everything affecting subjects which we have undertaken to 
cover by other laws passed by previous Con Let us vote upon 
the simple proposition of the Senator from Ohio, passed by the Senate, 
and substantially agreed to by every Republican in this House. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I yield three minutes to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, there is one feature of this conference 
report to which the attention of the House has not beencalled. There 
is danger of Congress legislating upon the question of trusts without 
making any reservation to the States of their right to legislate upon 
these trusts when they are local in their character. This was not pro- 
vided for in the original bill. I suggested to the conference commit- 
tee the introduction of an amendment reserving to the States the power 
to enforce such laws on this subject, local in their character, as they 
might deem proper. That amendment is embraced in the bill as now 
reported. It has not been referred to in this discussion, because I be- 
lieve the gentleman in charge of the conference report thinks it is not 
really necessary. 

It seems to me, sir, that this reservation ought to be distinctly made, 
In giving to the country Congressional legislation on the subject of 
trusts, we ought not to endanger the local legislation such as Missouri 
and Iowa have adopted. Weought not to place the courts in the posi- 
tion of being able to say, in construing our local laws, Congress has 
acted on this subject; the jurisdiction of Congress is exclusive; it has 

a trust bill; whether adequate or not, it is not for us to say, but 
it is at any rate exclusive; and thestatutgs of the States with refenceg 
to trusts are thereby entirely superseded.“ I think, whatevererisla-el 
tion we may adopt on this subject, this reservation of tho authority of 
the States ought to be preserved. I desired simply to call attention to 
this matter, as it seems to have been overlooked. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. McCORMICK. The gentleman will concede the power of Con- 

extends only to interstate commerce? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Then, if that be so, how can this legislation 
affect local trusts ? 

Mr. LACEY. In this way: It is grounded on the interstate-com- 
merce law. When the articles which are the subject of commerce reach 
a State and come within the regulations of the State, the trust in them 
is controlled by the State; but this bill, attempting through commerce 
to follow them into the State, would control the trust, and may have 
force enough to control the local or State lawson that subject. At all 
events it is wise to put in a reservation to place that beyond question. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I do not desire to add to anything 
that has been said except simply to call the attention of some gentle- 
men to the provisions of the interstate-commerce act. I understood 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HILL], my friend from Kansas [Mr. 
ANDERSON] also, and other gentlemen to express some doubts as to the 
jurisdiction of the Interstate Commerce Commission. It is perfectly 
clear from an examination of that act that no railroad can put itself 
outside the operation of the provisions of that act. The language of 
the first section is that all common carriers engaged in such business 


are subject to the provisions of the act. Every member knows that 
all contracts between corporations shall be subject to these provisions, 
and no railroad shall lay any unjust rates; and the same act gives 
jurisdiction to the circuit courts, as in this case. So there is no ques- 
tion of the jurisdiction, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to add one word. 

Personally, I should prefer that the House recede from its amend- 
ment and that the Senate also recede from its amendment, and let us 
pass the trust bill, because, as has been said by the gentleman from 
Illinois, this provision is not at all germane to the original bill. It 
deals with an entirely different subject. It confuses the interstate-com- 
merce matter, which is a separate and distinct subject in our statutes, 
with the matter of trusts; and it would be better, if any legislation was 
had or is neeessary, that it should be entirely independent. Person- 
ally, therefore, I do not desire that the report of the conference com- 
mittee should be sustained, provided the House entertains the same 
idea I do in regard to the general question. j 

Now, it has been said that quite a number of gentlemen wish to 
leave the Hall, and the gentleman from Missouri fats. BLAND] who 
has had charge of the discussion on the other side, and myself, have 
agreed that the vote may be taken to-morrow morning immediately 
after the reading of the Journal. Of course all debate ends to-night, 
and hence this must be done by common consent, although it fs & 
privileged matter, and I suppose I could call it up in the morning. 
But to avoid any confusion I ask unanimous consent that the vote be 
taken immediately after the reading of the Journal to-morrow; and I 
now move the previous question upon the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Payson). The debate is exhausted 
under the order of the House, and so the Chair thinks that motion 
would be unnecessary. But the Chair thinks the request for unani- 
mous consent would be proper. 

The gentleman from Vermont asks unanimous consent that the vote 
be postponed to-night and made the first thing in order after the read- 
ing of the Journal in the morning. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. What becomes of the demand for the 
previous question ? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I have demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The consent given by the House is equivalent to 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it would be unneces- 
sary. 

Mr. McCREARY. If this order is made, what becomes of the pen- 
sion bills, which I believe were made a special order for to-morrow im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The order to which the gentleman from 
Kentucky refers was for Wednesday morning, and hence there will be 
no interference, because that rule expired this morning. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I understand the Chair to say that 
the vote will be taken immediately after the reading of the Journal in 
the morning, which renders it unnecessary to move the previous ques- 


tion. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks so. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I desire to submit a privileged report 
from the Committee on Appropriations on certain amendments of the 
Senate to a House bill, in which I desire to move concurrence with an 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on eee to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10390) 
to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for public printing and binding tor 
the last quarter of the fiscal year 1590, together with the amendments of the 
Senate thereto, having considered the same, beg leave to report as follows: 
They recommend concurrence in the amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 
3,4,5,and7. They recommend concurrence in the amendment numbered 6, with 
an amendment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

House of Representatives: For furniture and repairs to the same, $6,000; for 
miscellaneous items and expenses of special and select committees, $5,000; in all, 
$11,000; being for a deficiency on account of the fiscal year 1890. 

“ Engraving and printing: Forsalaries of all n clerks andemployés of 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, other than plate-printers and plate- 
printers’ assistants, $7,000, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, being for a deficiency on account of the fiscal year 1890." 

Bes Sag reece concurrence in the amendment of the Senate to the title of 
the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I will state for the in- 
formation of the House that some time ago the House passed a bill pro- 
viding for a deficiency for the Government Printing-Office, for the last 
month of the quarter, and some formal amendments have been made 
by the Senate; and also an amendment for the Senate itself, to pay the 
compensation of Senators; also an amendment fora barge office at New 


York which is n immediately for quarantine interests to navi- 


The report will be read. 


gation there; in which the Committee on Appropriations of the House 
recommend concurrence, On Saturday night we passed a small de- 
ficiency bill for the contingent fund of the House of Representatives. 
We ask to have that put on to the bill, so as to close the whole matter 
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up without the Senate reporting it back again. In addition to that 
we put on $7,000 for the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, which 
they will need absolutely by the 20th of the month. That is the 
amendment which we ask to have adopted, and we agree to the Senate 
amendment made to the original bill. 

The Senate amendments and the amendments recommended by the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House were agreed to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would ask the gentleman from Iowa whether or 
not it is necessary to make an order of the House recalling the bill that 
was Saturday night, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Ido not believe that will be necessary. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk suggests that there has been some 
amendment to the title of the bill 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is embraced in the report of the 
committee, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment to the title 
will be concurred in. 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, I desire unanimous consent to call 
up a Senate resolution which I will send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of,Ohio. I will have to make an objection. I 
desire to know what has become of the special order for to-day with 
reference to the pension bills, I desire to know what disposition has 
been made of them. 

The SPEAKER. Nothing has been done with them because the 
time of the House has been occupied by conference reports. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. That is the regular order now, is it not? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Then I call for the regular order. 

Mr. MORROW. This report will take but a moment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. The special order being made for the con- 

N sideration of the pension bills referred to the House to-day, what be- 
comes of that order? Does it die by limitation? 

The SPEAKER, It is a special order of the House for to-day only. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Pending the announcement of the vote, Mr. WILLIAMs,of Ohio, de- 
manded a division. s 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 29. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I demand tellers. 

On the demand for tellers 21 voted in the affirmative, not a suffi- 
cient number. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I ask for the yeas and nays. I want 
to put upon record those who prevent the passage of this pension legis- 
lation. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
sion bills for the time being. 

Mr, WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Count the other side. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. You will kill every pension bill 
you can; that is the effect of this. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. If our leaders join in the movement I do 
not know how we can help ourselves. 

Upon the demand for the yeas and nays the vote was—ayes 16, noes 
77; so the yeas.and nays were refused. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Lask unanimous consent that the special 
order of to-day may be 

TheSPEAKER. The motion toadjourn has been carried. The pen- 
sion matter can be rectified by the action of the House.- There is no 
difficulty about it. 


To adjourn now kills these pen- 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. MorGAN, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. STIVERS; for the balance of this week, on account of important 
business, 

To Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, for two days, on account of im- 
portant business. . 

To Mr. EVANS, for one week, on account of important business, 

To Mr. Nurx, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY. I ask unanimous consent for the presentation of 
a report from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I object to the presentation of any more 
reports. I wish to call the attention of the House to the special order 
with reference to pension bills. 

The SPEAKER. This report relates to pension bills; if the gentle- 
man wishes to stop them, his objection is sufficient. Does the gentle- 
man withdraw his objection ? 
$ 5 5 WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Yes; I withdraw all objection to pension 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER asked unanimous consent that the report be 
considered as read. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 


when the S er signed the same 
A bill (H. R. 1084) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza J. Drake; 
A bill (H. R. 1086) granting a pension to Sarah Cuthbert; 
A bill (H. R. 1094) to increase the pension of Joseph Claire; 
A bill (H. R. 1573) granting a pension to Mary Murphy; 
A bill (H. R. 1832) granting a pension to Ann Schirye; 
A bill tr R. 1871) granting a pension to Meader; 
A bill (H. R. 2011) granting a pension to Susanna Mitts; 
A bill (H. R. 2012) granting a pension to William V. Cronk; 
A bill (H. R. 2014) granting a pension to Anna Haarstick; 
A bill (H. R. 2015) granting a pension to Mary Personeus; 
A bill (H. R. 2043) granting a pension to Thomas J. Cassidy; 
A bill (H. R. 2044) granting a pension to James H. Fleming; 
A bill (H. R. 2046) to grant a pension to Barbara Madden; 
A bill (H. R. 2049) to grant a pension to Jacob E. Goudy; 
A bill (H. R. 2051) granting a pension to Ellen Shea; 
A bill (H. R. 2057) for the relief of Barent S. Van Buren; 
A bill (H. R. 2066) granting a pension to James McCusker; 
A bill (H.R. 2067) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Clark; 
A bill te R. 2173) for the relief of Mrs. Olive Padgett; 
A bill (H. R. 2175) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Burress; 
A bill 5 R. 2287) granting an increase of pension to John F. Chase; 
A bill (H. R. 2429) granting a pension to Susan M. Gardner; 
A bill (H. R. 2481) granting a pension to Bridget Tole; 
A bill 85 R. 2503) for the relief of Sarah D. Duke; 
A bill (H. R. 2834) granting a pension to Frances J. Elgar; 
A bill (H. R. 2864) for the relief of Elizabeth Earp; 
A bill (H. R. 2958) for the relief of Johanna Eckle; 
A bill (H. R. 3055) for the relief of W. P. Alexander; 
A bill (H. R. 3056) for the relief of Theodore J. Shandal; 
4 A pete R. 3242) granting a pension to Sarah Devine, mother of 
esse Chapman; 
A bill (H. R. 3256) granting a pension to Anastasia McGrievy; 
A bill KE 225 . Selai 
A bill (H. R. 3383) granting a pension to Charles H, Perry; 
A bill (H. R. 3393) granting a pension to Jane A, Lusk; 
A bill (H. R. 3591 granting a pension to James S. Ferrin; 
A bill (H. R. 3531) to grant a pension to Eliza Richardson; 
A bill E. K sh onan a pension to Manuel Garcia: 
A bill (H. R. 3739) granting a pension to Thomas F. Robinson; 
A bill (H. R. 3969) granting a pension to Seth M. Walter; 
A bill (H. R. 3983) ting a pension to Samuel Sterling; 
A bill (H. R. 4021) to increase the pension of Isaiah Humrichouser; 
A Dill . R. 4094) granting a pension to James M. McKinney; 
a bill (H. R. 4128) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Chan- 
er; 
A bill (H. R. 4129) to grant a pension to Daniel J. Cox; 
A bill (H. R. 4134) granting a pension to Stewart; 
A bill (H. R. 4181) granting a pension to David Doty; - 
A bill (H. R. 4190) granting a pension to Mrs, Susannah D. Clark; 
A bill (H. R. — granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Potts; 
Pv, bill (H. R. 4355) for the relief of Emeline Beam, mother of Isaac 
x Beam U 
A bill (H. R. 4495) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Riley, 


late of Company L, Seventh United States Cavalry; 
A bill E R. 4694) for the relief of Edward Haynes; 
A bill (H. R. 4763) granting a pension to Annie E. Lambing; 
A bill Hr R. 4765) granting a pension to Martha Mellwain; 
A bill (H. R. 4851) granting a pension to Eliza J. Glass; 
A bill (H. R. 4869) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Shumway; 
A bill (H. R. 4968) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Jones; 
A bill (H. R. 4980) granting an increase of pension to Margaret A. 


A bill (H. R. 4987) granting a pension to William Thompson; 
H. R. 5050) granting a pension to Dolly Blazer; 
H. R. 5098) for the relief of William A. Benge; 
A bill (H. R. 5205) granting a pension to Richard DP. M $ 

A bill (H. R. 5240) granting a pension to Alexander McCormi 

A bill (H. R. 5263) granting a pension to Sarah C. McCamly; 

A bill (H. R. 5444) granting a pension to John A. Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 5452) granting a pension to Joseph K. Hamilton, de- 
pendent father of John E. Hamilton, late private Company D, One 
hundred and third Pennsylvania Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 5486) granting a pension to Eugenia A. Helston; 

A bill (H. R. 5619) granting a pension to Maria Solles; 

A bill (H, R. 5660) granting a pension to Mrs. Pauline Hohmann; 

A bill (H, R. 5702) granting a pension to Ann Bryan; 

A bill (H. R. 5777) increasing the pension of Sarah Dabney, a Rev- 


olutio nsioner; 
A bill „R. ae granting a pension to Daniel Sober; 
eee H. R. 5997) restoring to the pension- roll the name of Florian 
ewsky ; 
A bill (H. R. 6089) granting an increase of ion to George Uhl; 
Tun f e eee Bennett; 
A bill (H. R. 6148) to increase the pension of George C. Quick; 
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A bill (H. R. 6166) to grant a pension to Elizabeth T. Garrett; 
A bill . R. 6211) granting a pension to John S. Lozier; 
A bill (H. R. 6291) granting a pension to Delia T. S. Parnell; 
A bill (H. R. 6292) for the relief of Ellen Baddeley; 
A bill (H. R. 6294) for the relief of Isabel Hensley; 
A bill (H. R. 6350) for the relief of Asher Post; 
A bill (H. R. 6402) granting a pension to Harriet McMann; 
A bill (H. R. 6725) to increase the pension of Levi H. Utt; 
A bill (H. R. 6726) granting a pension to Isaac Moore; 
A bill (H. R. 6757) granting a pension to William Crowford; 
A bill (H. R. 6769) granting a pension to Elisha L. Elam; 
A bill (H. R. 6799) granting a pension to Mary A. Lefebvre, widow 


of Hiram Goodspeed, late of Company A, Fifty-sixth Massachusetts 
Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 6863) granting a pension to Henry Stumpf; 

A bill (H. R. 6865) granting a pension to Clara Frey; 

A bill (H. R. 6906) granting a pension to John H. McLaughlin; 

A bill (H. R. 7185) granting a pension to Mary G. Caley; 

A bill (H. R. 7513) granting a pension to Pauline M. Beach; 

A bill (H. R. 7577) granting a pension to William H. Chapman; 

A bill (H. R. 7659) granting a pension to Warner M. Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. 7729) granting a pension to Eva T. Blake; 

A bill (H. R. 8056) granting a pension to Mrs. Sallie J. Miner; 

A bill (H. R. 8295) to authorize the purchase of certain public lands 
by the city of Buffalo, Wyoming, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8474) to restore the name of Belinda Lloyd to the pen- 
sion-roll and pay her a pension; 

A bill (H. R. om granting a pension to Angeline Silver; 

A bill (H. R. 9782) granting a pension to Elijah Kilday; and 

A bill (H. R. 2469) increasing the pension of Thomas Ward. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILI. 


Mr. PERKINS. Before the House adjourns I would like to report 
the Indian appropriation bill. i 

There was no objection, and Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, reported back the bill (H. R. 10726) making appropri- 
ations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, 
for the year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

The motion to adjourn was carried; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 
40 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. K 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT WICHITA, KANS. 
Communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting an 
appropriation of $8,000 for the United States post-office, court-house, 
etc., building at Wichita, Kans., for heating apparatus, elevator, and 
the completion of the building—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT CLERK’S OFFICE AT SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 
Communication from the Attorney-General, transmitting a copy of a 
letter from the marshal of the northern district of Iowa, respecting the 
renting of an office at Sioux City, Iowa, for the United States district 


clerk at that place—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Depart- 
ment of Justice. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the S er’s table and referred as follows: 
A bill (S. 471) for the relief of the Norfolk County Ferry Commit- 
tee—to the Committee on War Claims, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the Senate (S. 2897) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
toamend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutia- 
ble goods, and for other purposes, approved June 10, A. D. 1850, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2404)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with 
amendment the bill ofthe House (H. R. 9017) authorizing the erection 
of a light-house at Wilson Harbor, in Niagara County, New York, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2405)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 4604) to in- 
crease the appropriation for the public building at Wilmi N. C., 
accompanied by a er se 2406)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 10710) granting an increase of 
pension to James H. Vosburgh, accompanied by a report (No. 2408)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. x 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 10517) to amend 
section 5478 of the Revised Statutes, accompanied by a report (No. 
2409)—to the House Calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 

loring titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
OWS: 

By Mr. LEWIS (by request): A bill (H. R. 10882) to incorporate the 
District Railway Company of the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10883) to provide 
and equip a steam-vessel for boarding purposes, at Philadelphia, Pa.— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HITT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 178) authorizing certain 
officers and employés of the United States Government to accept diplo- 
mas from the President of the French Republic—to the Committee on 
Foreign A ffairs. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII. the following change of reference was 
made: 

A bill (S. 73) for the relief of Avery D. Babcock and wife, of Oregon 
Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H. R. 10885) granting a pension to Gabriel 
Warde—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 10886) granting a pension to David 
Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10887) granting a pension to Martha J. Higgins 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10888) granting a pension to William A. King—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10889) for reliefof Henry Studer—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 10890) granting a pension to 
Thomas F. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10891) to revoke, annul, and set aside the charge of 
corey against John Kinchlow—to the Committee on Military Af- 

rs, 


ai 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10892) to increase the pension of O. Strait—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 10893) for the relief of the Metho- 
ore Episcopal Church of Macon City, Mo.—to the Committee on War 
ms, 


By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 10894) to pension Ralph Shatto, 
late of Company C, Nineteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer try 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 10895) for the relief 
of Richard M. A. Fenwick, late of the Mexican war to the Committee 
5 3 Kr K. X: A bill (H. R. ) 

By Mr. RAY: ( 10896 nting a ion to James 
Scott—to the Committee on Invalid 8 AR : 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 10897) for the relief of Jacob J. 
Currey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 10898) to increase the pen- 
sion of Daniel P. Roberts, late a second lieutenant in Company F of 
the Third Regiment of Missouri Volunteers in the war with Mexico— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 5 

By Mr. SWENEY: A bill (H. R. 10899) granting a pension to Michael 
Maringer, late a private in Company G, Sixteenth ent Iowa In- 
fantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 10900) for the 
relief of Thomas B. Hawkes, dependent father of Joseph B. Hawkes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10901) to remove the charge of desertion now 
standing against Thomas J. Sheehan, late a first-class fireman in the 
United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 10902) to grant a pension to Martin 
Brachall—to the Committee on Pensions. d 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the follow: titionsand 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred 3 N 
By Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: Petition of teachers of Bellville, 
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Kans., for passage of international copyright law—to the Committee 
on Patents. s 

Also, petition of 12 citizens of Washington County, Kansas, urging 
passage of Senate bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of 24 others, citizens of same county, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of 18 voters of Marshall County, Kansas, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of 20 voters of Dickinson County, Kansas, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, panoe of citizens of Clyde, Kans., and vicinity, urging pas- 
sage of House bill 5978—to the Committee on Commerce. 

petition of citizens of same place, for passage of same bill—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the faculty and students of Ottawa University, 
of Kansas, petitioning Congress to passa bill to limit the effect of regu- 
lations of commerce between the several States and with foreign coun- 
tries in certain cases—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of R. T. Crew and 101 others, of Washington County, 
Kansas, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, of Haddam, Kans., for pas- 
sage of a bill prohibiting the consignment of liquors in original pack- 
ages into States having prohibitory liquor laws—to the Committee on 
Comm 


erce. 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi: Petition of J. S. Carlisle and 
28 others, of Clarke County, Mississippi, asking passage of House bill 
7162—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of E. S. Stephens and 34 others, of Lauderdale County, 
Mississippi, for same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. S. Avara and 97 others, of same county, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ARNOLD: Petition of A. W. Calvin and 74 others (37 voters 
and 37 women), citizens of Warwick, R. I., praying for ** proposal of a 
constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importation, 

tion, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a bever- 
age—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Silas C. Weller and 66 others (34 voters and 32 
women), of Kent County, Rhode Island, for same measure—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURTON: Petition of railway-mail clerks living at Cleve- 
ind, Ohio, for passage of House bill 6459—to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals, 

Also, petition.of the Excelsior Marine Benevolent Association, of 
Cleveland, Ohio, asking for legislation to control the use of lumber 
rafts on the Great Lakes and connecting waters—to the Committee on 


Commerce, 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of Gabriel Warde, for pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Petition of A. J. Benjamin and 104 others (62 
voters and 43 women), citizens of Whitewater, Wis., praying for pro- 
posal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, im- 
portation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors 
as a beverage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of 220 citizens of Story County, Iowa, 
for legislation prohibiting the transportation of intoxicating liquors 
into States or Territories or the District of Columbia contrary to the 
laws thereof—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania: Proofto accompany House 
bill 7273, for relief of Julius M. Bates—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. > 

Also, proof to accompany House bill 9965,for relief of William Al- 
fred Gay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Proofs to accompany claim for relief of Thomas 
Boyle—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, proof in support of bill for relief of John G. Bailey—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition of J. P. Bennett and 24 others, favoring passage of 
House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EWART: Petition of Madison Seminary Farmers’ Alliance, 
a? passage of Senate bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


By Mr. FITHIAN: Letter of Capt. J. S. Conchennor, of Ilinois— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Thomas T. Taylor and others, of Noble, Richland 
County, Illinois, asking passage of House bill 5353—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of W. H. Fritchey Post, No. 150, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Birds, Lawrence County, Iilinois to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of W. G. Hale and others, of Wabash County, Illinois, 
for passage of House bill 5978, prohibiting importation ot intoxicating 
liquors from one State to another—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

Also, tion of citizens of Crawford County, Illinois, Praying that 
Martin J. Higgins be placed on pension-rolls by private bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid ä — 


Also, petition and paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry Stu- 
der—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLICK: Petition of 388 citizens of the Eighth Congressional 
district of Iowa, praying for the prompt passage of a bill making it un- 
Jawful to rt liquors from one State or Territory into any other 
State or Territory contrary to the laws thereof—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petitions asking a pension for Thomas F. Baker 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: Petition of W. H. Cook, J. R. Kirby, etc., 
asking pensioning of Mrs. Mary I. Daughty—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAN SBROUGH: Petition of 3,100 citizens of North Dakota, 
asking for the development of a system of irrigation—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the United States. 

Also, petition of 489 citizens of North Dakota, praying for a suffleient 
appropriation by Congress for the development of irrigation in said 
State—to the Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the 
United States. 

Also, petition of other residents of North Dakota, relative to forestry 
and irrigation—to the Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in 
the United States. 

Also, petition of other citizens of North Dakota, for same appropria- 
tion—to the Select Committee on Irrigation ot Arid Lands in the 
United States, 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of citizens of Missouri, for deep-water har- 
bor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HAYES: Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, Grand Mound, 
Towa, in favor of the Conger bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of same alliance, for passage of the Butterworth 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Green Tree (Iowa) Farmers’ Alliance, in favor 
of the Butterworth option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Resolution of the Dubuque (Iowa) 
Board of Trade, favoring an amendment to the interstate-commerce 
laws to the effect that agreements to apportion the carriage of compet- 
itive traffic be allowed—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of Private Sam Pike Post, No. 305, De- 
partment of Kansas, located at Towanda, Kans., asking that the Gov- 
ernment donate the 1,200 acres of Government land near Fort Hays, 
Kansas, to the State of Kansas, for the benefit of the State soldiers 
home iocated at Fort Dodge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of J. Stanley, of Albia, Iowa, for increase 
of widow’s 1 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: Petition of Mary Jane Mallory, for pension as widow 
of Ichabod Mallory, a soldier of the United States in the war of 1812— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr.SANFORD: Thirty-seven petitions, resolutions, and letters 
from Grand Army posts and individuals in the State of New York, for 
the passage of House bill 10087, to establish the Grant Memorial Home 
at Mt. McGregor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition of 107 citizens of Mount Morris, Liv- 
ingston County, New York, for a law prohibiting the transportation 
of intoxicating liquor—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of the Thirty-first district of New York, 
for a Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of other citizens of same State, for same measure—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of J. H. Loughman and 22 others, 
citizens of St. Joseph County, Indiana, in favor of the prisoners-of- war 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ° 

Also, protest of Ben Birdsell and 75 others, citizens of South Bend, 
Ind., inst the silver-lead ore clause in the McKinley tariff bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, protest of Frank E. C. Hawkes, of Goshen, Ind., against same 
proposition—to the Committee on Ways and Means. È 

Also, protest of E. H. Scott and 20 others, citizens of La Porte, 
Ind., againstsame proposition—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of Charles E. Goetz and 25 others, of South Bend, 
Ind., against the tobacco schedule in the McKinley bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SIMONDS: Petition for perpetuation of the national-banking 
system—to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 

Álso, resolutions of the commanders of the District of Columbia mili- 
tary order of the Loyal Legion of the United States concerning the pub- 
lication of the official Records of the Rebellion—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of bona fide purchasersof lands granted 
to the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, setting forth the facts in 
regard to their holdings and asking protection—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Thomas K. Cree, of New York, relative to rate of 

on certain mail matter—to the Committee on the Post- Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Deer Creek, III., against the sale of liquors 
at army canteens—to the Committee on Military Affairs, Š 


> 
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Also, protest of American Machinist Publishing Company, against 

peme? of House bill 9197—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
‘ost-Roads, 

Also, petition of Ira William Davenport, superintendent of public 
schools, Jacksonville, III., and others, for international copyright bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: Petition of William J. Nicoll and 15 oth- 
ers (5 voters and 11 women), of Baltimore County, Maryland, praying for 
proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, im- 
portation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors 
as a beverage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of John C. Carpenter and 43 others (22 voters and 21 
women), citizens of same county, for same proposition—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J. T. Chenowith and 25 others (11 voters and 15 
women), citizens of Parkville, Md., for same proposition—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Daniel S. Baldwin and 27 others (14 voters and 13 
women), citizens of Baltimore, Md., for same proposition—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: Petition of J. M. Wiley and 27 others, citizens 
of Colleton County, South Carolina, praying the enactment of Senate 
bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of citizens of Amherst County, Virginia, 
for deep harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: Resolution of Ridgefield (Ohio) Farmers’ Al- 
liance, No. 148, in favor of House bill 5353, known as the Butterworth 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, June 12, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills received yesterday from the House of Representa- 
tives were read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands: 

A bill (H. R. 504) for the relief of settlers on the public lands; and 

A bill (H. R. 8951) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief 
of settlers on railroad lands, approved June 22, 1874. - : 

The bill (H. R. 8950) to authorize the Haines’ Brackett, Fort Clark 
and Rio Grande Railroad Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Fort Clark military reservation in Texas, and for other pur- 
poses, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 

Affairs. 


tary 
SERGEANT-AT-ARMS OF THE SENATE, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I offer a privileged resolution, 
which I wish to have go over until to-morrow. I offer it this moming 
in order that it may be taken as a notice that to-morrow, probably, 
shall ask that it be acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That Edward K. Valentine be, and he is hereby, appointed Sergeant- 
at-Armsof the Senate, to take office on the 30th day of June, 1390. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The resolution will lie over and be 

printed, ifthere be no objection. It is so ordered. 
AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to state that on Monday next I shall call 
up Senate bill 3714, in relation to agricultural colleges, and shall very 
briefly make remarks in explanation thereof, and ask for its considera- 
tion. I have yet to hear of the first Senator who is opposed to the bill. 


ADMISSION OF WYOMING. 

Mr. PLATT subsequently said: My attention was momentarily di- 
verted while the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] gave notice 
that he would ask the Senate on Monday morning to consider the agri- 
cultural-college bill. I desire to say that immediately after the con- 
sideration of the silver bill I shall ask the Senate to consider the bill 
for the admission of Wyoming as a State. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of Leav- 
enworth County, Kansas, praying for the passage of the Pickler bill, 
providing for the erection of grain-storage warehouses, etc.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Army of the Republic 
Post, No. 71, of Nebraska, praying for the passage of Senate bill 496 
to remove the limitation in the act granting arrears of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Healso presented a petition of business men of the District of Colum- 
bia, praying for the reconsideration of Senate bill 3483, creating the 


office of inspector of hay, etc., reported adversely by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. j 

He also presented a petition of citizens of the District of Colum 
praying that personal property and improvements on land be exem, 
trom taxation, and that land be taxed on its actual value; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of importers of Havana cigars, 
of Chicago, III., remonstrating against the enactment into law of 
Schedule F of the McKinley tariff bill ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. ; ° 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have received a great number of 
petitions which were evidently intended to be addressed to the Senate 
and to be presented to the Senate, but they are informal in character, 
The petitions are signed by a great number of farmers and laborers, 
principally from the State of Missouri. I think in justice to the signers 
that the petitions ought to go to the Committee on Finance, and as 
each one contains only a few lines I should like to read one. Instead 
of being addressed to the Senate or House of Representatives, as it ought 
to be, it has been addressed to me personally, or as a Senator: 

Inasmuch as we are fully convinced that a large measure of the depression 
now disastrously affecting the entire farming interests of this country would 
be removed by the full and free coinage of silver, and as we trust that a 
expression of the sentiment of the le on this subject may have weight with 
our Senators and Representatives ire Congress and induce them to speedily en- 
acta law to restore silver to free coinage; therefore, we send you this petition 
to inform you that the desire for free co’ is almost u ous among 
farmers; that we hereby demand the same, and urge you to use your most faith- 
ful efforts to secure the enactment of a law to this end. 

I will state that there are a great number of these petitions, some- 
thing over thirty, and accompanying them are many private letters, in 
which insome instances they say that every man in the community has 
signed the petition; in some instances they say that only two voters in 
the community have declined to sign it, and so on. I ask that the 
petitions be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Colorado that as the 
Finance Committee has reported upon the subject-matter of the peti- 
tions, had they not better lie on the table? : 

Mr. TELLER. I presume, as that is the case, they had better lie 
on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a petition of Granite Grange, No. 7, Patrons 
of Husbandry, Milford, N. H., in which they allude to the fact that 
the question of protection of American industries is now under con- 
sideration, and as representing the farmers they say they fail to see the 
justice of admitting hides free while leather and shoes receive protec- 
tion, or of admitting hops free or by paying 8 or 15 per cent. duty, 
while the beer made from them receives a protection of from 50 to 100 
per cent.; and they call attention to the fact that merchants of Man- 
chester and in that vicinity call for a reduction rather than an increase 
of protection upon foreign goods, while American interests would be 
better protected by having goods manufactured in American loo 
and petitioning that agricultural products should be protected, at al 
events, as well as the manufactures of this country. I move thatthe 
petition be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, I present a number of memorials, all ted, and 
apparently sent out by the G. H. Grimm Manufacturing Company, of 
Hudson, Ohio, and sent out with envelopes to be returned. Some of 
them are from Ohio, some of them are from Indiana, some are from 
Vermont, some from Pe: lvania, and some from New York; several 
of them containing two or three names, others containing alarge num- 
ber, and in some the signatures are written by the same hand. They 
all remonstrate against the injustice of the McKinley tariff bill now 
under consideration. 

I move that the memorials be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of citizens of Illinois, praying 
that no increased tax be put upon tin-plate; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Lettie E. Covell-Buckley, of Chi- 
cago, III., praying for the passage of a law placing her name upon the 
pension-rolls; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY presented sundry petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the passage of House bill 8648 to prevent the adulteration, 
of food; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
es 


try. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill 283 to prevent lard adulteration; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for 
the of a Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of M. K. Bergey and 39 other em- 
ployés of a knitting mill at Sanderton, Pa., and a petition of employés 


of a knitting mill at Philadelphia, Pa. ying for the passage of the 
McKinley tariff bill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance, 
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He also presented additional papers to accompany Senate bill 3600 
to remove the of desertion from the record of Henry L, Mel- 
vin; which were to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of prominent citizens of Lin- 
coln, Nebr., praying for the passage of the bill limiting the hours of 
labor of clerks in first and second class ; which was.re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of John Power, and 75 other citizens 
of Omaha, Nebr., remonstrating against the passage of the proposed 
amendment to the interstate-commerce law, requiring railroads to 
carry barrels free when filled with petroleum, as the same will seriously 
injure the manufacturers of cooperage at interior points in the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

Mr, McMILLAN presented the petition of Otto E. C. Guelich and 15 
others, citizens of Detroit, Mich., praying that the duty on German 
Portland cement be left unchanged; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, pass the petition of William M. 
Abbott and 143 other citizens of Annapolis, Md.; a petition of J. M. 
Pearce and 32 other citizens of Monkton, Md., anda petition of J. A. 
- Hyland and 31 other citizens of Still Water, Md., praying for the pro- 
posal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, im- 
portation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors 
as a beverage; which were referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

Mr, VEST presented resolutions of West Star Farmers’ Alliance, 
No. 98, of Andrew County, Missouri, favoring legislation against deal- 
ing in grain options; which were referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of Ben Major and other citizens of 
Grain Valley, Mo., praying for the free coinage of silver; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE. I present a memorial of the Indianapolis Brewing 
Company, composed of a number of parties in that city, remonstrating 

proposed increase of duty upon imported hops. The sub- 
stance of the memorial is summed up in the closing paragraph as fol- 
lows: 

In our case the fact is that foreign hops are by far dearer on account of duties, 
cost of transportation, etc., than the American product, while the American 

uct is being sold with profit to the American producer in European mar- 
at foreign prices. ` 

I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of Daniel S. Baldwin and 27 
other citizens of Baltimore, Md., a petition of John W. Parlett and 26 
other citizens of Parkville, Md., a petition of Benjamin F. Devries and 
28 other citizens of Patapsco Neck, Md., and a petition of J. W. N. 
Gibson and 30 other citizens of Level and vicinity, in the State of 
Maryland, praying for the proposal of a constitutional amendment 
prohibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, 
and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which were referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a complimentary resolution of Lime- 
stone Union, No. 2200, of Johnson County, Missouri, indorsing the 
resolution introduced by Senator LELAND STANFORD, of California, 
for the Government to loan money to farmers at 1 per cent. per annum, 
secured by farm mortgages, as the most important proposition ever 
introduced, a proposition to free an oppressed people from bondage. 

I move that the resolution lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. The resolution of the Senator from California was 
reported adversely from the Committee on Finance yesterday. Let the 
resolution presented by the Senator from Missouri lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary to report back favorably with an amendment the bill (S, 3823) in 
amendment of and supplementary to the act of Congress, approved 
March 22, 1882, entitled ‘‘ An act to amend section 5350 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, in reference to bigamy, and for other 
purposes. There is only one single amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the same committee to report 
‘with two amendments in mere phrase the bill (S. 4047) supplemental 
do the act of Congress passed in March, 1887, entitled An act to amend 
an act entitled An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,’ 
approved March 22, 1882.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 3 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the same committee to report 
adversely the bill (S. 356) to authorize the governor of the Territory 
of Utah to appoint certain vee ee which is on the same sub- 

ect and is covered by one of the already reported. I ask thatthe 
ill be indefinitely postponed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The adverse report will be agreed to 
and the bill indefinitely ed. 

Mr. BAT E, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3551) for the relief of Catherine E. Whitall, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same commit to whom was referred the bill (S. 
3205) for the relief of Harrison Flora, submitted an adverse report 
thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2374) for the relief of Charles Banzhaf, submitted an adverse re- 
pet thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefi- 

y. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 9066) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, reported it with 


amendments. 
Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3463) for the relief of John A. Lynch, reported 


it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1634) to indemnify the State of Pennsylvania 
for money expended in 1864 for militia called into military service by 
the governor under the proclamation of the President of June 15, 
1863, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 1563) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Horace E. Ball, has instructed me to report the same back to the Senate 
with a recommendation that the bill be indefinitely postponed because 
the War Department has already removed the charge of desertion and 
granted an honorable di 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The adverse report will be agreed 
to and the bill indefinitely postponed, if there be no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1837) to remove the chargeof desertion against 
Harlem Brewer, submitted an adverse re thereon; which was agreed 
to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1378) to perfect the military record of James T. Hughes, submit- 
ted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 1268) to perfect the military record of James T. Hughes, re- 
ported it with amendments, 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 1994) to increase the pension of Arnold Meyer, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


JAMES ©. NEWMAN. 


Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 985) for the relief of James C. Newman, administrator, re- 
ported the following resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the bill (S. 985) for the relief of 
James C. Newman, administrator, with the 3 p and doo- 
uments pertaining to the of thesaid Newman, rred to in bill, be 
transmitted to the Court of Claims of the United States for the finding of facts 
therein upon the following 8 à 

1. Whether the estate of the said Hal W. Green, late of Vicksburg, Miss., de- 
ceased, has been settled, excepting the claim included in said bill, so that any 
amount that may be recovered therefrom will inure to the benefit of the heirs 
of such intestate; and, if so, who are his heirs and what was the age of eachat 
the commencement of the late in D, 1. 


GEORGE W. MADDEN. 


Mr. COCKRELL. TheCommitteeon Military Affairs have instructed 
me to report back the bill (H. R. 1474) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of George W. Madden with a substitute 
in lieu of the House bill, and to recommend the passage of the substi- 
tute. Isupposed the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDEERSON] was 
present, but I see the junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK] 
in his seat. This is the bill for the relief of George W. Madden. The 
Senate passed such a bill, and it went to the other House. The other 
House made a report adopting the Senate report but passed their own 
bill. The Committee on Military Affairs now reports back to the Sen- 
ate as a substitute for the House bill the bill which has already been 
passed by the Senate, and as it is very short and the matter has been 
pending here some time, and as it was 8 think, an error on 
the part of the other House, I ask that the bill be now considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will be necessary to read only the substitute 
ortho PRES The t rted by th 

RESIDENT pro tempore. amendment repo: 0 
committee will be read. 


1890. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. The committee report to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert: a 
That the of War is hereby directed to remove the charge of deser- 
tion stan: on the records of his De ment inst George W. Madden, late 
ent New York Volunteer Infantry, 
t without leave; enlisted April 7, 1863, for four 
in the United States Marine Corps; disc! September 3, 1864, by or- 
er of Secretary of Navy, having been enlisted illegally ; enlisted again in same 
corps September 4, 1864; honorably September 4. 1868; re-enlisted 
November, and honorably discharged m 13, 1872, at Mare Island, 
California; an charge of desertion so removed and the substitution there- 
for of absent without leave shall be no bar to his claim for pension. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: A bill ſor the relief of George 
W. Madden.” 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ment, and ask a conference with the House of Representatives thereon. 
The motion was to. 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
Slates the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. MANDERSON, 
. HAWLEY, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 
PORTAGE LAKE HARBOR-LINES. 


Mr. SAWYER. From the Committee on Commerce, I report favora- 
bly the bill (H. R. 10813) anthorizing and directing the Secretary of 
War to establish new harbor-lines in Portage Lake, Houghton County, 
Michigan. This bill was passed by both the House and the Senate and 
went to the President. There were some objectionable features in it 
and we had it recalled. The House of Representatives has now passed 
a separate bill, a new bill, of course; but it is the same measure that 
passed the Senate before, except the little part has been struck out 
that was objectionable. I should like to have the bill considered now, 
if there is no objection. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10390) making an appropriation to supply 
adeficiency in the appropriation for public printing and binding for 
the last quarter of the fiscal year 1890, numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 7, 
and to the amendment to the title thereof, and that it had to 
the amendment numbered 6, with an amendment in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 4069) to authorize the location of 
a branch home for volunteer disabled soldiers in the State of Oregon, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 4070) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Aaron H. Le Van; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PAD troduced a bill (S. 4071) construing so much of the 
act approved October 2, 1888, entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,’’ as relates to the reservation of 
sites for reservoirs, ditches, and canals, and of irrigable lands in the 
arid regions of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MORRILL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4072) for the re- 
lief of the trustees of Anacostia Lodge, No. 21, Free and Accepted Ma- 
sons, of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4073) for the relief of Samuel G. 
Cabell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to. the Commit- 
tee on Claims, 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 4074) to provide an American 
register for the bark Campanero, of Baltimore, Md.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 4075) for the relief of Thomas G. 
Mackie, and the heirs at law of William A. Hyde, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commitiee on Claims. 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (S. 4076) to place on the retired- 
list as second lieutenant William Kennard Nottingham; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 


Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 4077) for the relief of Lettie 
Covell-Buckley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 4078) granting a pension to Vir- 
inia F, Harris; which was read twice Hg title, and referred to the 
mmittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4079) granting a pension to Henry H. 
Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 4080) granting a pension to Robert 
S. Morrison; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr, CAMERON (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 98) 
authorizing payment of pay and allowances to minors who were dis- 
charged from the Army of the United States after the close of the war 
of the rebellion by special order secured by action of friends and before 
the date of general order mustering out their commands; which was 
re twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 99) rescinding 
resolution No. 17, approved March 3, 1887, authorizing the erection of 
a hotel at Fortress Monroe, Va.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 5381) directing the purchase of silver bullion 
and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize 
duties on imports, and for other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (by request) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the tariff bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WASHBURN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF HARBOR AT BUFFALO, N. Y. 


_ Mr. CAMERON submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to transmit 
to the Senate the report of the Engineer's Office upon the improvements of the 
nabar at Buffalo, N. Y., together with the views of vessel-owners in relation 

ereto. 

PRINTING DEFICIENCY, ETC. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the bill (H. R. 10390) making appropria- 
tions to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for public printing and 
binding for the last quarter of the fiscal year 1890; which was read, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the House concur in the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
numbered as follows: J. 2. 3, 3. 5, and 7; and concur in the amendment numbe 
6 with an amendment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: 

House of Representatives: Yor furniture and repairs to the same, $6,000; for 
miscellaneous items and expenses of special and select committees, B. 000; in 
all, $11,000; being fora deficiency on account of the fiscal year 1890, 

‘Engraving and printing: For salaries of all necessary clerks and employés 
of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, other than plate-printers and p'ate- 
printers’ assistants, $7,000, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, being for a deficiency on account of the fiscal year 1890.” 

And agree to the amendment of the title as follows: “An act making appro- 
penton to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for public printing and 


inding for the last quarter of the fiscal year 1890, and for o purposes. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate agree to the amendments made 
to the bill in the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORT ON PRECIOUS METALS’ PRODUCTION, 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed for the use of the Director of the Mint 2,000 additional copies of the re- 


port ceine production of precious metals in the United States for the calendar 
year . % 


+ PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND DEPENDENT RELATIVES. 

Mr. DAVIS. Isubmit the report of the conference committee on 
the general pension bill, and move its adoption. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report of the conference com- 
mittee. will be read. j 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 5 155 “An act 


grantin, ions to soldiers and sailors who are pacitated 
ance of r, and providing for to minor children, depend- 
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ent parents.“ having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend.to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House of Representatives recede from its amendment and agree to 
the said Senate bill 389 with the following amendments: Strike out section 1 of 
the said bill and insert the following as an amendment: 

“That in considering the pension claims of dependent parents the fact of the 
soldier’s death by reason of any wonnd, injury, casualty, or disease which under 
the conditions and limitations of existing laws would have entitled him toan 
invalid pension, and the fact that the soldier left no widow or minor children 
having shown as required by law, it shall be necessary only to show by 
competent and sufficient evidence that such parent or parents are without other 


present means of support than their own manual labor or the contributions of | g 


others not legally bound for 1 Provided, That all pensions allowed 
to dependent parents under this act commence from the date of the filing 
of the application hereunder and shall continue no longer than the existeace of 
the dependence.” 

Section 2: In section 2, in line 1, strike out “three months” and insert "ninety 


n section 2, after the word from,“ at the end of line 4, insert the word “a.” 

Between the words“ disability ” and not,“ in line 5 of section 2, insert the 
words “ of a permanent character.” 

In line 6 insert manual” between the words of" and labor.“ 

In same section strike out the words twelve dollars per month,” in line 13 
and insert in lieu thereof the words a pension not exceeding $12 per month, 
and IN than $6 per month, proportioned to the degree of inability to earn 
a sup sx 

Strike out all after the word “support” at the end of line 7 to the word 
“shall” in line 9. 


band's deat 
placed on the 
at the rate of 


nsion shall continue du 
Miaability, and this proviso 
hereafter to be granted under this or any former g ry 


commence from the date of app n ‘or after the passage of this act: 
ane . — — That said widow shall have married said soldier prior to 
e passage o 
Strike out section 4 of said bill. 


Change the number of section 5 of said bill, by striking out the re “5” 
and inserting the figure “4,” so that the said section will be section 4 of said bill. 
Amend the title by inserting the word manual“ before the word labor.“ 

©. K. DAVIS, 

PHILETUS SAWYER, 

R. BLODGETT, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

E. N. MORRILL, 

JOHN G. SAWYER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, if it is the intention of the Senator 
making this conference report that it shall be acted upon now, I should 
like to have him state pretty distinctly and definitely just what the 
bill provides as now agreed upon by the conferees, as it is very diffi- 
cult to find out from the reading of the conference report what part of 
the amendments has been agreed to and to understand the new matter 
inserted. I should like to have the Senator give the exact informa- 
tion relative to it. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, the questions which arose upon the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses as to general pension legislation 
have been the subject of protracted conferences between the two com- 
mittees for nearly three weeks. The points of difference were many 
and decided, and at first it seemed as if it would be impossible to cross 
the gap between the two bodies. But as the result of much discussion 
and considerable concession (which so far as concession on the part of 
the Senate committee is concerned, as usual in such cases, did not meet 
my entire approval, but by which I am bound and to which I accede), 
this report is presented. 

The committee have arrived at the conclusions which were reported 
in the House of Representatives yesterday, acceded to there, and are 
now before the Senate for its deliberation, and I shall go through with 
this bill which is the result of our united labors, and explain to the 
Senate in as short a compass as possible precisely what the are 
Led i been made and what is the substance of the bill as it now 
stan : 

The first section of the bill as passed Ly the Senate was a provision 
for dependent parents. 1t provided— 

That in considerin; 
visions of this act the fact bf the death of the soldier or sailor: and the fase fret 
he left no widow or minor child or children, having been shown as required by 
law, it shall be necessary only to show by competent and sufficient evidence that 
such parent or parents are without other means of support than their own labor 
or the contributions of others not legally bound for their support. 

The House of Representatives in January last a bill provid- 
ing for dependent parents, and that bill has been substituted for sec- 
tion 1 of the Senate bill. The difference is, that whereas section 1 of 
the Senate bill provided that it need not be necessary to inquire as to 
the cause of the soldier’s death in order to give the dependent parent 
a pension, the provision which we have substituted does require that 
the cause of the soldier’s death shall be attributable to the service, as 
at present under existing law. 

Mr. CULLOM. The fact must be proven? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 12, 


Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir. So that the only amendment which is made 
to existing laws by the force of this first section, as we have agreed 
upon it, is that whereas existing laws require that the parent must 
have been dependent at the time of the soldier's death, the amend- 
ment which we have agreed upon simply requires that that dependence 
shall be merely at present, at the time of the application. In other 
words, the parents need not have been dependent at the date of the 
soldier’s death, and the amendment in that r. t is not one of very 
reat substance, and goes no further than I have indicated. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the amount given to a dependent parent? 

Mr. DAVIS. Under the present laws, $12 a month, I think. Iam 
not sure as to the exact amount. 

Now, I will state that when we had arrived at a certainty that we 
could agree in conference, the House receded entirely from the substi- 
tute which it sent over here for the Senate bill and agreed to the Sen- 
ate bill with the amendments which are indicated in the report, so that 
the bill upon which the committee agreed is the Senate bill as it passed 
the Senate, with certain not very material and substantial amendments. 

Mr. HIGGINS. The House has receded from the service pension? 

Mr. DAVIS. The House substitute contained a provision for a serv- 
ice pension for the benefit of all veterans who had arrived or who should 
arrive at the age of sixty years, and that was the main and substan- 
tial point of difference between the conferees. As the result of much 
discussion and considerable altercation upon this question, that feature 
has been entirely eliminated and does not remain in the bill under 
present consideration. 

The committee then took up section 2 of the bill as it passed the 
Senate and made certain amendments that are indicated in the report. 
The first was that on line 1, as it is printed, in section 2; the words 
“ ninety days were substituted for ‘‘three months;’’ so as to read: 

That all persons who served ninety days or more in the military or naval 
service of the United States. 

That amendment is of no moment, of course. Then the letter a!“ 
was inserted between from and mental,“ in line 5, making it read: 

And who are now or who may hereafter be suffering from a mental or phys- 
ical disability. 

After the word “‘disability’’ the following words were inserted as 
an amendment: of a permanent character; making the clause read: 

Who are now or may hereafter be suffering from a mental or physical dis- 
ability of a permanent character. 

The object of that amendment was that, this bill being a disability 
bill, it should not be open, it should not afford a way for persons to be 
pensioned or get on the pension-roll who were taken with a fit of sick- 
ness, perhaps typhoid fever or something of that kind, of considerable 
duration and great seriousness, and yet, under the strict construction 
of the section as it stands such a person might be put on the pension- 
roll with no very easy method for getting him off. So we use these 
words, which I understand are words of technical medical significance, 

The word manual“ was inserted before the word labor in line 
6, to make the bill read, which incapacitates them from the perform- 
ance of manual labor in such a degree as to render them unable to earn 
a support,“ an amendment which was strenuously insisted upon by the 
House conferees, and which I do not think is of material significance 
one way or the other. 

The most important change to which section 2 was subjected was 
the elimination therefrom of a clause involving a principle concerning 
which there has been great agitation, severe criticism, and universal 
discontent—I mean the de ent clause, which has been stigmatized, 
erroneously as I think and as I said here not long ago, as the pauper 
clause of the bill. My own original views upon that subject were very 
distinct, and indeed they so remain, but as the result of conference and 
a free interchange of information it has been agreed to strike ont from 
section 2 the following words: 

And who are 8 upon their daily labor or on the contributions of 
others not legally bound thereto for their support. 7 

This leaves the measure a disability bill, 

The Senate bill provided for persons who brought themselves within 
its provisions that the rate of pension should be unqualifiedly $12 per 
month, no more and no less, but it was considered by the conferees 
that if the dependent clause was to be stricken ont, and taking into 
consideration also the very forcible arguments which were advanced 
against unqualified pension subject to no scaling or grading, it would 
be proper to introduce a provision the pension somewhat ac- 
cording to the degree of the disability to earn support by labor. So 
the bill has been changed in that respect so as to read: 

Shall receive a pension not exceeding $12 per month, and not less than $6 per 
month, proportioned to the degree of fhability to earn a support. 

These are the changes to which section 2 was subjected. 

In regard to section 3 of the Senate bill, which was for the benefit 
of the widows and minor children of soldiers, the substance of the Sen- 
ate bill was a pension to the widows on the basis of the present laws, 
$12 a month irrespective of the cause of the soldier’s death, whether 
attributable to the service or not. ‘Chat section was the subject of con- 
siderable discussion in the conference committee, and the result was 
that a measure compounded of that section and of the views of the 
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House substitute for the Senate bill was agreed upon by the conference, 
as follows. Perhaps I had better read it at length: 

Sec. 3, That ifany officer or enlisted man who served ninety days or more in 
the Army or Nayy ofthe United States during the late war of the rebellion, and 
who was honorably discharged, has died or shall hereafter die, leaving a widow 
without other means of support than her daily labor, or minor children under 
the age of sixteen y: such widow shall, upon due proof of her husband’s 
death, without proving his death to be the result of his army service, be placed 
on the pension-roll from the date of the application therefor under this act, at 
the rate of month during her widowhood, and shall also be paid $2 per 
child of such officer or enlisted man under sixteen years of age. 


That, it will be perceived, gives the widow $8a month in those cases 
where the death of the husband is not attributable to the casualties 
of the service. In such cases as that whichI have just mentioned, 
namely, where the death of the husband can be proven to have been 
the result of the casualties or accidents of his military career, the 
widow comes in under existing laws and gets her $12 a month, so that 
the function of this section is to provide for those widows who can not 
trace the death of their husbands to the accidents or casualties of mil- 
itary service, and this pension of $8 a month is analogous to the pension 
of widows of the Mexican war, which I understand in the Pension Of- 
fice is construed to be a dependency pension, The widow must be de- 
pendent as provided in this section. I was at first considerably opposed 
to this change and attacked it with some vigor in the report which I 
submitted as chairman of the Committee on Pensions, but more ma- 
ture reflection has led me to the conviction that there is more validity 
in the proposition as at present framed than I had at first supposed. 

I will proceed now in regard to the pension to children: 

And shall also be paid $2 per month for each child of such officer or enlisted 
man under sixteen years of age, and in case of the death or remarriage of the 
widow, leaving a child or children of such officer or enlisted man under the age 
of sixteen years, such pension shall be paid such child or children until the age 
ofsixteen: Provided, That in case a minor child is insane, idiotic, or otherwise 
permanently helpless, the pension shall continue during thelife of said child or 
during the period of such disability, and this proviso shall apply to all pensions 
heretofore granted, or hereafter to be granted under this or any former statute, 
and such pension shall commence from the date of application therefor after 
the passage of this act: And p Surther, That said widow shall have mar- 
ried said soldier prior to the passage of this act. 

In regard to the clause respecting children who had become insane 
or remained so, idiotic, or otherwise helpless, there is this to say: Con- 
tinually, time after time, there come before the Committee on Pensions 
bills for the relief of persons who, so far as their capacity to take care 
of themselves is concerned, are always in a state of childhood—the sol- 
dier’s son or daughter born imbecile, idiotic, or becoming insane, or 
otherwise totally helpless—I mean, of course, during minority and con- 
tinuing so thereafter. These cases appeal to our compassionate liber- 
ality so frequently and with such unvarying force that they always 
produce special pension bills for their relief, because these unfortunates 
are within the definition of childhood all their lives. This section has 
been adopted as a general law, the tendency of which will be to obviate 
special legislation. 

Section 4 of the bill as it originally passed the Senate has been 
stricken out. That section provided for an increase of pension for 
children at the rate of $4 per month. From that position we receded 
and left the law as it now is at $2, and trans from section 4 to the 
preceding section the main portion of the provision I have just read— 
the provision in regard to minor children who have become idiotic, im- 
becile, insane, or otherwise permanently helpless. 

Section 5 of the Senate bill becomes section 4 of this bill and is the 
same as it originally passed the Senate. That provides for the fees of 
attorneys. 

Then the title is changed by inserting the word manual“ before 
the word labor.“ 

Mr. President, I have endeavored to place the substance of this bill 
as the result of the conference before the Senate in as concise a form 
as pom It will naturally be inquired what this supposed measure 
will cost. 


Mr, GULLOM. I was going to make that inquiry. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to say to the Senator from Minnesota 
that this is a very important subject, and I think this report ought to 
be printed and lie upon the table. The Senate, as the Senator from 
Minnesota knows, isoperating under the rule which requires practically 
the discussion on an important question now pending to end to-morrow 
at 3 o'clock. This question is bound in the very nature of things to 
excite some debate, and I hope the Senator will not insist on its pres- 
ent consideration, but allow the matter to go over in order that the 
subject now ander consideration may proceed so that those of us who 
should like to go more particularly into this matter than we can at this 

short notice may have the opportunity to do so. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have no personal objection to that, but it is deemed 
very important that this matter should receive as early consideration 
as possible. It has dragged along and dragged along until the pro- 
crastination has been the source of infinite discontent and murmuring 
throughout the country. 

Mr. PLUMB. It can be taken up on Saturday. j 

Mr. DAVIS. I was going to suggest that I can not be here on Sat- 
urday and the early part of next week. I am called away on a matter 
I can not resist. Of course this report will be adopted as a whole or 

U 


XXI— 374 


rejected entirely, and in the latter case we shall be all at sea again 
upon this measure. 

Mr. PLUMB. No delay in debating this report can be of any seri- 
ous disadvantage to any applicant under the bill as far as that part of 
it goes, and I think the delay of even a week will not be injurious to 
the measure. I do not mean to indicate that I shall oppose it in any 
event, or that it is a measure which under the circumstances ought not 
to go through. I give credit to the committee for the faithfulness with 
which they have discharged their duty under the very great difficul- 
ties with which they have been confronted, and it is not with any de- 
sign of opposing the report that I make the suggestion. But I know 
there are some Senators who would like to express themselves upon 
the general subject and perhaps upon the details of this measure; and 
if that is gone into now, the bill which has been under consideration 
will not have the time it ought to have. Either this will be postponed 
or the special order under which the Senate is now laboring must be 
put over. 

Mr. DAVIS. I should not have taken up the attention of the Senate 
at all with the statement in reference to this bill unless I had been re- 
questedsotodo. As J said, personally itisof no moment to me whether 
it is settled now or a week from now. But inasmuch as the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], and I judge the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
CuLLom], would like to look into this matter, I will dismiss the sub- 
ject for the present so far as I am concerned. I suggest that the report 
lie upon the table, and be printed. I submit that motion. 

Mr, CULLOM. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Minnesota, 
in case this matter is to go over, if the committee have had prepared 
by the Department any estimate of theamountof money required under 
wo provisions of the bill as it is reported from the committee of con- 

erence. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will state, in reply to the Senator from Maryland, 
that some weeks ago, as the result of a very careful estimate I made of 
the expense of the bill as it the Senate before, in which J was 
assisted by two gentlemen of great intelligence and experience in the 
Pension bureau, I submitted a statement to the Senate. Basing my 
own estimate upon that and applying it to the differences which this 
report of the conference committee makes between the measure as it 
now is and as it was, I have been able to satisfy my own mind so far 
as that is concerned. I will state what I was about to state when the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] interposed, that my own opinion 
is that this bill will cost at least $4,000,000 annually more than the 
bill which passed the Senate and which became the subject of confer- 
ence. The estimate which I submitted to the Senate at that time as 
to the cost of that bill was $35,908,000. My own opinion is that this 
bill will cost, in addition to the expense created and to be raised by 
present legislation, $40,000,000 or $41,000,000. 

I want to say here, as I have taken occasion to say on all oceasions 
where my opinion has been asked as to estimates concerning the ex- 
pense of pension legislation, that they are in their nature conjectural, 
that the elements of calculation are not to be had with that accuracy 
which we could desire; but I have given the Senate the best of my 
judgment on this subject, after considerable experience and much in- 
vestigation. ) 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, the Senator from Minnesota, who 
has paid great attention to this subject, properly states that all these 
estimates which have been heretofore made are very inaccurate, and I 
think they usually fall from one-half to one-third below the actual ex- 
penditures, 

Mr. DAVIS. In matters of this character I beg to say 

Mr. GORMAN. The expenditures very largely exceed the estimates, 
I suggest to the Senator in charge of the bill before we consider the 
conference report on Saturday, or whenever it may be taken up, that he 
will favor the Senate with an estimate more in detail than the state- 
ment which he now makes. 

Mr. DAVIS. If the Senator will turn to page 5 of Report No. 989, 
he will find set forth as full an estimate as I can ever give upon this 
subject, which by a process of application and deduction will be easily 
applicable to the present bill, and which the Senator can make for him- 
self. Appended to this report are various estimates of the cost of pen- 
sions, in which every ground for conjecture isentered upon and covered 
by the Commissioner of Pensions, and by Captain Ainsworth, the stat- 
istician of the War Department. 

I will not undertake to make a bill of particulars in this case and say 
that this item will cost so much, no more and no less, and another 
item so much, no more and no less. I know thatthe grounds and con- 
fines of this whole question are conflicting, vague, and shadowy, and I 
say frankly here that although I have based this estimate of forty or 
forty-one million dollars a year, as I think it will reach, on what I re- 
gard as proper data, yet I shall not be surprised if it falls largely below 
that sum, nor shall I be surprised to find it considerably exceed it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest that the committee of conference, who 
have had this matter under consideration, can with great ease and 
facility furnish an estimate to the Senate so that we may have in the 
consideration of the matter their estimate in detail of how the confer- 
ence report changes the estimate which is found on page 6 of the re- 
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port on the Senate bill we formerly considered. I think it is due to 
the Senate and to the country that we should have that estimate from 
the committee of conference. 

Mr. DAVIS. I receive the suggestion with great respect, and will 

ve it due consideration; but I shall not promise to furnish a tabu- 

statement of that kind. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to ask the Senator from Minnesota one 
question before we leave this subject, and that is whether he believes 
that any further conference with the House would result in any change. 

Mr. DAVIS. Not at all. 

Mr. PLATT. Task that for the reason that in all the pension mat- 
ters where there is so great a conflict of opinion such conflict has to be 
reconciled, and if we have reached the stage where the conflict of opin- 
ion between the House and the Senate can be further discussed without 
the tof any conclusion, I, for one, am ready to favor the report 
which has been made by the conference committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the report 
of the committee of conference will lie over. Is there any suggestion 
about the day for its consideration ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I wish to say a word more in reply to the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. I want to say, and say emphatically, that 
the report of this conference committee, so far as concession, change, 
or modification is concerned, has gone to the very limits that that com- 
mittee as constituted could proceed. I shall despair of any further 
modificatioa of this measure by the gentlemen who were delegated by 
the Senate for the purpose of procuring a reconciliation on this ques- 

tion with the other House. 

Mr. PLATT. Would the Senator despair of any pension legislation 
of the character proposed if this report should be disagreed to? 

Mr. DAVIS. Idid not hear the Senator. 

Mr. PLATT. Would the Senator despair at this session of any 
general pension legislation on these lines if this report should be dis- 

to? 


Mr. DAVIS. This general pension legislation on these linesis every- 
thing except the service pension that the country is now calling for. 
It gives a pension to every disabled soldier, it gives a pension to every 
soldier’s orphan, it givesa pension to every soldier’s widow, irrespect- 
ive of the disability by which the bereavement or death was occasioned. 

Now, having covered this whole ground, and the differences of opin- 
ion being of detail and some of them of administration, and having had 
most strenuous differences about the subject of the service pension, I 
repeat that I shall despair of anything which is a mere change of the 
lines of this great measure, a measure which will go out to the country 
freighted with its vast benefits to the soldier. the widow, the orphan, 
and the parent. i 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Minnesota who has charge 
of this bill, and who rather that he can not or will not give 
us the estimates of the committee as to the increase of pensions on the 
various items and changes in this bill, will at all events agree to fix a 
day when this matter shall come up for consideration, so that we may 
have notice. Any day that may suit the convenience of the Senator 
from Minnesota will answer. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will say that I will return early next week, and I 
will give notice then. I am not prepared to do so at present. 

Mr. GORMAN, That is satisfactory. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill as it will become a law if the con- 
ference report is agreed to be printed. I think we had better have it 
in that form if it can be done conveniently, so as to have it in bill form 
just as it will be when the conference report is agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. I was intending to move that a thousand copies of the 
bill as itresults from the report of the conference committee be printed. 
Then we can see it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, if there be 
no objection. - 

Mr. ALLISON. _ Isuggest also that the original Senate bill be printed 
and the House amendment. The House had an original bill and the 
Senate an original bill; and the bill now reported is a complete bill in 
the nature of a compromise, is it not? 

Mr. DAVIS. It is the Senate bill with House amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senate bill is taken as the basis of this bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Then I ask that the original Senate 
bill with the amendments be printed, so that we can see the exact sit- 
uation as respects the original bill and the bill as proposed by the con- 
ference committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And the bill of the House also? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that would be a wise thing to do. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And the conference bill also—the third proposi- 


tion. 
We had better have it so as to be able to see all at 


Mr. ALLISON, 
a single pance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Senate 
bill as it originally passed and the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives—— 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill as it passed the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was a substitute to strike out 


all of the Senate bill and insert another ition; and the report of 
the committee of conference, and a print showing the bill as it will 
stand if the report of the committee of conference be agreed to, will 
be printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right. } 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is what we wan 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any understanding as to the 
date when the conference report is to be taken up? 

Mr. DAVIS. I suppose it can be called up at any time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So it can, but the Chair understood 
the Senator from Minnesota that his engagements called him away for a 
certain number of days. 

Mr. DAVIS. I shall only be absent two or three days, but that is 
of no moment. 

- Mr. COCKRELL. This is a privileged question, and it can be called 
up at any time. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 


for the use of the Menomonee tribe of Indians in the 
nsin, 

TREASURY NOTES:AND SILVER BULLION. 

RESIDENT pro tempore, If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed and the Senate resumes the consideration of 
the unfinished business. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2350) authorizing the issue of Treasury notes on de- 
posits of silver bullion. z 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, as the Senate approaches its decision 
and its vote on this important measure, I feel a great solicitude that it 
may be properly disposed of, and this feeling, I have no doubt, is shared 
by every member of Congress in either House, and I have no doubt that 
the Executive Government will look upon the disposition made here not 
in its relation to the views of the Executive or of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, butas bearing on the great interests of the country, the money 
of the country, and the commerce of the country. I have not had 
the honor of holding a place in the Senate until this session except 
during a Democratic administration of the Executive power. I had 
hoped from time to time that there might be such a concurrence of 
action in the Senate and in the House of Representatives and in the 
recommendations of the Executive as might bring the country and Con- 
gress near a decision upon what has been during the whole period, and 
for a long time before, the gravest question in the material affairs and 
prosperity of this country. Disappointed in that expectation, I have 
felt very confident since the opening of the present Congress that the 
responsibility in all the forms of authority, in law-making and its exe- 
cution, being deposited in one party, we were quite sure to be brought to 
an actual and a deliberate and probably an almost conclusive decision 
of thequestion. Measuresand views were presented to Congress by the 
Executive and by the head of the Treasury that have formed to a certain 
degree the basis of discussion and of concurrence or division that have 
marked the progress of debate and the resolutions that have been reached 
in either House of Con 

We now have a bill of affirmative and large proportions that has al- 
ready the House of Representatives, and this bill has been laid 
on the tables of Senators this morning as reported back from the Fi- 
nance Committee with some amendments. A compari: of the bill 
as it passed the House and the bill as it is reported with the amend- 
ments of the Senate Committee on Finance the divergence of 
opinion within substantially narrow limits. I do not say that the dif- 
ferences are important, but still we are brought, so far as the action of 
either House of Congress is concerned, to a very definite proposition of 
affirmative action. 

But it is equally apparent that in the publicmind and in the thoughts 
of Senators and of Representatives there is another question of large pro- 
portions and of very decisive consequences if it should supersede the 
narrower arena that is now filled by divergent opinions between the 
two Houses—I mean the free coinage of silver, opening our mints to 
the bullion of the world, and taking a step of such gravity and wide 
consequence that when taken is almost irretrievable. I shall therefore 
consider that subject, confined, I hope, within the strict limits of its 
bearing upon the immediate consideration and decision, marking steps 
and stages of this Government and this people on the subject of an 
enlarged specie basis. 

Now, Mr. President, with unaffected regret I have to say that I do 
not feel that I can contribute much of very greatimportance or weight 
bearing upon what I regard as the greater, I would say the great, ques- 
tion, and that is of our action as the money of the world 
and the commerce of the world, which is i le from the argu- 
ments, the rhetoric, and the logic, relating to all the minor considera- 
tions, as I regard it, of the bearing of the measure upon domestic money. 
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I need not insist upon some personal circumstances which embarrass 
me very much as a fit combatant on so large an arena as this which we 
now occupy; but my difficulty and my regrets attend the facts that the 
subjects, the enlistments, the arguments, and the zeal cluster, very 
much, wholly upon the question of domestic money as embraced within 
the operation of this proposed measure. I do not undervalue that as 
a subject of legislation. 

There is another much inferior consideration as regards what may be 
shortly spoken of as the patronage of the industry of the mines and 
miners and mine owners in the development of the two precious 
metals. About these, too, there cluster, justly and necessarily, great 
interests, not confined to these selfish and separate engagements in that 
industry, but of the country at large, in respect of any great and im- 
portant industry, and, beyond that, of special interest in any industry 
or in any great possessions which we hold within our wide territory of 
the money metals. 

On these topics, so pressing andso interesting, having so many cham- 
pions, both able and zealous champions, I feel a great regret that I can 
not hope toenter, within the scope of my examination of what is inter- 
esting to me; I must avoid them, aud fix the attention of the Senate 
and of the House and of the country upon the great question, that is, 
the money of the world, and the relation of this country to the com- 
merce of the world. ; 

Now, this measure—for I will dispose of these which seem to me sub- 
ordinate though great subjects—this measure is very important as a 
eurrency measure. I do not disparage it in that light, nor have I any 
difficulty in giving my judgment upon the bearing of the bill as it now 
stands, opening the Treasury to silver builion in the measure either of 
that in the House, or as it has been proposed in debate in another form 
of measure in the Senate, But a currency question, a provision of 
abundant money, a provision of safe money, and an adequate control 
against undue expansion and undue restriction, may be managed in 
various other ways than that which is now being disposed of. Itis not, 
therefore, in itself so critical and so fundamental an inquiry as that to 
which I have sought to invite the attention of the Senate. For myself 
I am ready to say that the enlargement of the currency is an important 
and pressing matter, and this bill, as it looks to that result, or any bill 
that shall find favor with the two Houses of Congress that accomplishes 
that result, and does not at the same time throw an impediment and an 
obstacle in the way of the progressive, practical, and fruitful measure of 
solving the difficulties of the money of the world and the disturbance in 
the commerce of the world, will find my ready accord. 

I donot feel any solicitude as to the enlargement of any issues of the 
paper of the Government that is strictly fixed upon the value com- 
mercially of silver bullion; and therefore I do not feel occasion to 
debate or to question the validity of such an enlargement of our cur- 
rency as tied down to what is in the nature of thingsa measure and the 
product of nature not controlled by man. On the other question, of the 
patronage of the mining interests and their development, this is to a 
certain extent a measure of importance. It is so looked upon by those 
who foster this interest and pufsue it as their gain, their lawful gain; 
and those communitiesin which the mining regions aresituated and this 
industry is to be developed, if at all, feel a great interest in this very 
proper topic of attention by Congress. If this measure in that rı 
does not impinge upon this larger subject of final adjustment in the 
arena of the world’s money and commerce, I can readily concede and 
give my support to it as proper and convenient to the result. 

But I would press upon those who insist upon these considerations, 
upon the States and communities that are interested in this, that they 
not only in common with the rest of this country, but especially in re- 
gard to this, their limited industry and production, must see to it that 
they are vitally interested in the restoration of parity between silver 
and gold in the world at large, and I would, if I were permitted, ad- 
vise and even caution them not to overlook, in the arrangements that 
we are now making, the danger, if there be one, as I shall maintain, in 
impeding the progress towards the money of the world reaching its 
parity between the metals, in which event this production of our mines 
and these private interests would be put upon a basis of prosperity 
which bears no comparison with their advantages in the arrangement 
of domestic money. If Ican propitiate in this way and conciliate the 
real attention both of domestic money and of the mining interests 
upon the only topic that I should think it behooves me to insist upon, 
I shall have accomplished a great deal more than I can venture to hope 
Ihave done. 

Mr. President, I do not propose to treat the subject of money either 
academically or historically. I agree with the Senator from Louisiana 
[ Mr. Eustis] that the range, the experience, the interests involved, 
the instructions given and the instructions to be sought, may be prop- 
erly confined to the reach between the demonetization of silver in 1873 
in Europe and here in a degree and in form that experience here has 
shown the propriety of. Yet there are some postulates or proposi- 
tions that need to be had in mind if my observations shall deserve any 
attention from the Senate on the practical measure that I am to debate. 

It is in vain to argue on the basis of money and arrangements of money, 
unless the conception of the distinction between money and commodity 
is recognized. Both the experience of the world and the observations 


on a large scale within this country must have shown us that any mis- 
understanding upon this point carries with it a constantly accumulat- 
mass of error, and a continually diverging line of argument. 

President, we are told by the physiologists that the three great 
vital functions of the human body—digestion, respiration, and circula- 
tion—the great functions on which all life depends, are wholly unno- 
ticed when health prevails. None of these, in the wisdom of Providence, 
have ever been subjected to the control of volition, not one of them. 
Our will reaches out in the uses of this body and of the mind, but these 
essential, these inevitable elements are not leſt to human volition; they 
remain uncontrollable by the will. We never shall be tired of tracing 
analogies between the natural and the social body. Easily enough we 
can understand that all the social functions and all the social interests 
are but arrangements and interests for man, equally embraced by di- 
vine Providence in its care for the individual man. 

Now, without any metaphor the most practical mind and the most 
universal usage treat that money as circulation, and nothingelse. That 
is its function, and it should have no interest whateverofitsown. It 
should be the servant of what its circulation is to care for and never 
occupy itself with its own virtues or its own faculties or its own fanc- 
tions. 

There have been various ingenious efforts in developing society and 
politics to find some power or will of man that, under this temporary 
volition, from time to time could be trusted withthe subject of money. 
All such schemes have failed. All such proud endeavors will come to 
naught. The subject-matter is anchored to the best and foremost inter- 
ests of society in all that touches labor and property. As in the natural 
body the life of the body is the blood, so the life of all the changes 
which makeup commercial, domestic, or international relations is com- 
merce, and it all turns on the circulation of money. Nature giving us 
these precious metals with a very sparing hand indeed in the infancy 
of recorded social and political life, has kept pace with all the junctures 
of greater demand since man’s wisdom has been adequate to receive 
these gifts as their nature admits of and does not attempt either to sup- 
press or pervert them. All the money of the world in this sense is said 
to be computed as $7,000,000,000, about equally divided between the 
gold and silver metals. 

My first proposition is that that is all the money of the world on 
which the immense mass of this advanced and advancing commercial 
world of ours for the generation in which we live must base its com- 
merce and wealth and the development of its material p tity, All 
of it rests upon this mass. We are frequently told that it is a waste of 
wealth and of labor to have this massive foundation laid for the com- 
merce of the world. We are told that civilization can dispense with 
this faculty and measure of money and make paper money that shall 
save all this expense and dismiss these metals to the service of society 
as commodities. 

Mr. President, let me now call your attention to what has never es- 
caped attention, I agree, when the subject has been fairly considered. 
This vital point in the circulation of the precious metals is notin their 
splendor or their divisibility, in their suitability and in their readiness 
for the interchanges from hand to hand or in the large transactions of 
the world. There is nothing in this world that man looks at asso appro- 
priable and capable of enjoyment and accumulation as labor. e 
Roman moralist has said life has given nothing to man without great 
labor, and we know perfectly well that the air and the water and the 
open sea, which are the possession of the world and of man’s enjoyment, 
are not property, nor do they come by labor, but are left indivisible to 
the race, neither to be reduced nor enlarged by labor, and man can not 
separate either to himself and leave the rest of the world out of the en- 
joyment. This takes this matter out of commerce and out of value and 
out of money, but all the rest is labor, labor at the moment, and labor 
as its results are accumulated, 

Mr. President, the vital point in all this massive and universal scale of 
labor and accumulation of labor can never wisely submit toany measure 
of labor ox accumulated labor but labor itself. If these precious metals 
had been as profuse as some of the gaudy glitters of the world, with all 
the properties that we recognize in the nature of the metals, profusion 
and openness to acquisition without labor, we should have utterly oblit- 
erat : ten abe 2 of 2 Toe yona would ze m them; 
and I am shoc at the looseness, I might perhaps sa; e flippancy, 
of some popular discussións in which the effort is ad to . M 
laborers—in whom labor is in its simplest form, where the possessors 
have it for their own and their simple ion, that the idea that 
the precious metalsshould impose some limit upon the issuance of money 
emanates from wealth, from misers, and speculators. Whenever the 
rich or the poor commit the measure of their labor and its results to 
human will, not tied down by inexorable conditions to labor itself, 
labor will be yielding itselfa ready sacrifice to disaster and destruction. 

Now, Mr. President, let us look at this mass of money, which forthe 
purpose of my argument, I may call—not through any novel selection by 
myself—the intrinsic money of the world, imputing to that great metal- 
lic money this quality of labor which is there preserved. Let us sup- 
pose then, a disorder recognized in the money of the world, and a discord 
in these precious metals. But perhaps I am assuming too much in saying 
that I can assume there is disorder. Where is therein the wide circu- 
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lation of the commerce of the world a place where there is not disorder, 
and there is not distrust, and there is not friction, and there is not fear 
of still larger disturbance? We are prosperous beyond almost the 
dreams of so great a nation and so vast a population. From top to 
bottom this country is filled with the prosperity and the personal satis- 
faction of the possession of property; and yet wherever you cast your 
eyes, whether it be on this floor, or in the other House of Congress, or 
in the discussions of the orators, or in the current literature of the 
newspapers, all say that things are wrong and wish to have things set 
right. 

Let us go to England, the great leaderof commercial power and com- 
mercial prosperity. I understand that in the material expansion of 
her commerce, which is larger than it ever was, its subjects are occu- 

ied with better wages and with more regular employment than they 

ave ever known, and vet something is out of joint; and the only point 
that can be touched or named is money and the money metals. Ger- 
many, France, the Latin Union, all the paper-money countries of Eu- 
rope, all the paper countries on this hemisphere, all the money exchanges 
of the nations of this hemisphere, are in disorder. They are not sound. 
They are not suffering an awful wound; but there is a condition in which 
money wastes itself, and its powers, which should be the unnoticed ser- 
vants of the commerce of the world, and there follows between these 
two divisions of the metals and the struggle whether one shall not be 
turned into a commodity. Let us, then, look at what may be fairly 
and frankly looked at in this disturbance, 

Mr. President, if I am right thatall money rests and is anchored upon 
this mass of the metallic money, let us suppose that these seven thou- 
sand millions, to which all this commercial confidence is to be anchored, 
that this mass was reduced by one-eighth of its volume. Let us sup- 
pose that by an eruption of barbarians the civilized commercial nations 
were overrun and this mass of gold and of silver were carried to the lairs 
of the robbers und taken out from commerce. Let us imagine in another 
figure that one-eighth of these metal moneys might be in transportation 
upon the seas of the world at one time, and by some great confluence 
of disaster on the oceans of the world these treasures should be buried 
in the sea and it should he left for nature and man to work out and 
supply the sudden loss. Is there any one who donbts that that stupen- 
dous event would affect the value of the metallic basis left in circula- 
tion? And if the next postulate is true, it never can be denied that 
the amount of thisintrinsic money must finally measure all the wealth 
of the world that comes within the service of its circulation when all 
this mass has been reduced in the same proportion as I have stated. 

Now, Mr. President, it docs not do to be very dogmatic in matters 
so flexible as human affairs, That this is a correct statement logically 
of what may happen, or would happen, in any reduction of the service 
of these metals by the processes that have worked and are still work- 
ing, can not be doubted; and yet if you take what for many years has 
stood as the relation of the intrinsic bullion with the money rate of 
silver, 25 per cent. is the measure of its purchasing and paying power, 
and that 25 per cent. of one-half is the equivalent of the hypothesis I 
have put of the one-eighth reduction of the available money. But there 
isan element of difference here—for I have supposed that this reduction 
of the mass would be equal between the metals and they would be left 
harmoniously to struggle with the new labors that were put upon them, 
But, unfortunately, this reduction has fallen all upon one metal, and 
thus a struggle is got up, not astruggle between the metals, buta strug- 
gle with the commerce of the world, made out of the necessity of com- 
bining the service of these two metals in the transactions of the world. 

Mr. President, how did thiscome about? We hearin bank parlance 
and from economists and from political philosophers that it has come 
by the laws of trade and by the laws of nature. It is important if this 
should be the source of this derangement to inquire what is meant by 
the Jaws of nature as affecting the intercourse of men, and what effect the 
laws of trade have as affecting the changes of intercourse on commercial 
matters among men. 

As the basis of the suggestion of the laws of trade and the laws of 
nature, we have been treated with an unending variety of arguments 
that the wit of man can not combat this disorder or retrieve this dis- 
aster. Well, Mr. President, in 1873 these two metals were at accord 
and they had been since 1803, and there were no laws of trade or laws 
of nature that stopped their operation from 1803 to1873. The witand 
wisdom of man had supplied the only element that was necessary to 
give stability to these two metals, to their own worth in circulation, 
and that wit of man was needed only in one point, because everything 
else had been done by nature. These two measures, as found out in 
the stage of this world’s history, were so tied together by each of them be- 
ing the product of labor and a comparison of their labor needs to bring 
them into existence, that sixteen days, if you please, of labor were nec- 
essary to get as much gold as one day of labor was to get silver, and if 
the wit of man could not, by the ordinance of positive legislation, fasten 
them against dispute or occasional friction or divergence, then the wit of 
man would fail in one of its greatest needs when it had been adequate, 
as we know in morals, in religion, in politics, in law to make the grand- 
eur of our civilization in spite of what might be called, in the language 
of these philosophers, nature’s laws. 

But what was done? Something happened in 1873, Silver bullion 


then in the market was worth 59 pence and a fraction, which was at the 
r with gold in the money ratios of coin. In 1878 it had fallen be- 
ow 55. In 1881 it had fallen below 52, I think, and in 1889, if you 
please, when we were at the bottom, it had fallen below 43 pence. What 
stupendous event in nature had produced this sudden irresolution of 
law todo this? What trad the world, what rights of trade in this 
interval, had produced this disorder? Nothing whatever but the folly 
of man, which, not satisfied with the wisdom and experience of the 
world, was led into trifling experiment, and from motives unworthy of 
consideration (I do not mean a sordid motive, but unworthy motive) in 
reference to the rights of trade that was to go on. 

We had a Conference in Paris in 1867 in which some savants and po- 
litical economists were going to bring about a unification of coinage in 
order that we might be saved in the multitude of commercial transac- 
tions, making differences between pounds and half-eagles, and five-franc 
pieces and American dollars, and that should rightfully have had as 
much to dowith unsettling the ratios and the kinds of money metals of 
the world as a change in a system of book-keeping has to do with un- 
settling the commerce of the world, Yet that subtle and sentimental 
or scientific proposition lay at the bottom of what took place in this 
country, and was the only element that was brought into noticein the 
discussion of 1873. 

I do not take much interest, Mr. President, in the criminations and 
recriminations between public men as to that transaction of 1873. As 
far as I can make it out, they were all in a hypnotic condition. It is 
not very important for me nor for you to know which was the most 
asleep; but I can assure you in their presence that there was not one 
of them who was wide-awake, and men ought to be wide-awake when 
they are disturbing the balance of the money metals of the world. 

How did this come about? Mr. Ruggles, a most estimable person of 
great ability, one of my best and longest friends, was engaged in that 
Conference, and he came back. Here was the five-franc piece that was 
worth 93 cents, as we always considered it, I believe, and here was our 
dollar that was worth 100 cents. It was desired that our dollar should 
be made to accord with the five-frane piece, and then the five-franc piece 
being a fifth of a pound, our dollar would be a fifth of a pound, and so 
you would have this admirable contrivance in book-keeping simpli- 
fied with a stroke of the pen. 

Well, to get a measure, ially over night and while asleep, to 
make a new coin of 93 cents instead of 100 of course attracted atten- 
tion. There we found all that was necessary was that we should adopt 
a law by which 384 grains of silver should go into our new dollar, and 
then, presto, everything would beinaccord between the five-franc pieces 
and our dollars, and no harm would result. But that our people were 
not ready to do under this hypnotic situation, although it was a very 
trivial matter compared with what I am now talking about. 

So what did these philosophers do? Why not strike out the Amer- 
ican dollar and make our two half-dollars exactly equal to a five-franc 
piece, and then the book-keeping is satisfied? That was done without 
the least intention that the two half-dollars were not to have money 
functions in the commerce and money of the world; but the dollar that 
was thus obliterated was one of the mass 6f equal proportions with all 
the money of the world in great transactions. So much for thinking 
that la can not do things. Iflawcan destroy, although it may bea pain- 
ful process to reinstate, law can doit. There is nothing in the nature 
of man or in the experience of man that when this thief has been de- 
tected in the name of law disturbing money, with our eyes open and 
our intelligence instructed we can not restore it. 

Now, what happened to Germany? In 1867, I suppose they thought 
there was going to be a flood of gold. There was a flood, a prodigious 
flood of gold. Talk about this flood of silver in the world and in this 
country now prevalent, what was it to the gold flood of the preceding 
decade? Two hundred millions of gold was ours in the products of the 
world, and we got it, too, unluckily, for the disturbance of the circu- 
lation. We got it by picking it out, groping in the mines and taking 
the ore by labor, crushing out of it the precious contents. 

Germany, led by a Frenchman, Chevalier, a philosopher and econo- 
mist of great distinction, abandoned gold there, like the prudent man 
who foreseeing the evil hideth himself on the gold question; and then 
came after afew years a great transaction by which the war and the 
ransom had put Germany into great confusion as to this ransom of 
a thousand millions of gold out of France, a measure of force, not of com- 
merce, Hence they thought there would be a t mass of gold, and 
they demonetized silver. They said it would not do any harm; just as 
when our paper issues demonetized gold here it did not shock the world 
or disturb the relation of European nations. The reason was that they 
had not had too much gold, and it is only practical troubles that im- 
press themselves on commerce. But when the great silver nation 
wanted to transmute its silver into gold at par, thinking that it could 
swap with its neighbor France and exhaust its gold and rid itself of its 
silver, all philosophy was confronted at once with the proposition that 
France could protect itself and not continue to keep its mints open 
with this process going on before their eyes. 

Then Germany, getting into some better reflection, after awhile 
stopped melting its silver, and that was the first arrest that was made 
in this declining grade. Yet the measures I have spoken of were not 
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adopted with their eyes open in Germany any more than they were so 
taken here. It was not such a sleight of hand nor such a confusion be- 
tween book-keeping and commerce as was practiced on us, but laws were 
passed by which nations protected themselves against such transubstan- 
tiation as wassought to be practiced upon France, And since then dis- 
order has gone on. 

It is hardly necessary, Mr. President, to direct attention to what I be- 
lieveis strictly true, that this nation has never performed any important 
part toward the money of the world until of late years. The mass of 
wealth in the metals as well as in other forms was enormously important 
on the other side of the water while we were growing up. We had no 
metals of our on production in the earlier part of the century, and no 
hope of them. We were poor and passed no present measure by which 
we could have metals. Whatever came to us was to come in commerce, 
and our commerce was feeble. Our carrying trade was valuable, and 
there we picked out Spanish pieces of eight and other forms of the 
precious silver of the Indies, as they were called, of Spain. Of gold 
we had no amount, and though we look back to it, and rhetorically talk 
about the money of our fathers and our constitutional money, and a 
restoration ofit, and a recurrence to it, frankness compels me with my 
own inspection of the situation to say that we never were an important 
element in affecting the ratio or the mass of the money of the world. 

Nevertheless that great financier, Mr. Hamilton, provided in advance, 
seeing with the eye of a master that the ratio and its permanence and its 
accordance with the money experience and ratio developed in the world 
at large must be our guide. It has been said that in adopting 15 to 1 
he overvalued gold and thus impaired the ratio that would develop 
fitly, but that 1 think is an error. The French before the Revolution 
had a ratio below 15; England had a ratio above 15; and Hamilton 
was accurate and circumspect and comprehensive in that ratio as in all 
the other great arrangements he made for the development of the 
wealth and commerce of a feeble nation when it should grow up under 
the fostering of good laws. Then the French revolution came and it 
upset all things there; and in 1803 theratio was fixed by France at 15} 
to 1. Our 15 disturbance never played any part in that, because we 
were not a factor. Then England suspended specie in the Napoleonic 
wars, and only recovered possession of the metal as the basis of confi- 
dence and traffic in 1819. 

I do not propose to go into any of the details of the wars between 

unds and shillings, between silver and gold, in England; but the 

t step that we took in the change of our ratio was in 1834 when we 
changed from Hamilton’s 15 ata jump to 16. That was an unlucky 
blunder. What led to that? We had no silver. We were just de- 
veloping a gold product in North Carolina and Georgia that was looked 
upon as an El Dorado. I do not know how long it lasted, but it reached 
a production, I think, of a million dollars in a year, and was expected 
to last and be an overflow forever. We had also a proar litical ques- 
tion between the Democratic party and the Bank of the United States, 
and the banking institutions of the States, and the gold standard, and 
the gold basis finally produced the subtreasury scheme. Gold was pres- 
ent in the minds of all. That is obvious in the speeches of Mr. Benton, 
the great leader of this movement, and the soher wisdom of competent 
advisers, as Mr, Benton, I think, said in one of his speeches, was that 15} 
was the proper ratio to put us in accord with Europe. . 

I have referred to this merely in passing, A nation that had no silver 
production nor any accumulating precious metals within it undertook 
to elevate gold under the motives that I have stated, and what was the 
result? It only worked to this result, that having no silver of our own, 
no silver would come here to our mints; for, beside the traveling across 
the ocean and that expense, it was a loss of 3 per cent. from what would 
be gained by silver by running it through the mintsof Europe. So we 
stood high and dry without a silver coinage to bless ourselves with 
under this boom of gold. 

Mr. President, this leads me to say that in 1873, with our enlarged 
wealth, our great prosperity, after the civil war had been composed, 
we were for the first time getting to be an element in the money and the 
ratios of the money of the world. This 16 ratio was of no importance 
so long as we had neither metal and when we were on a paper basis. 
Now, as Germany was the great malefactor in the ruin that was pro- 
duced, let us see how much we did contribute, as we undoubtedly did 
very seriously, although we had no ratio of importance, how when we 
were planning to resume specie payments we had written on onr stat- 
ute-hook that we were going to resume in gold and nothing else, how 
we struck Europe between the eyes when all these interests were shiv- 
ering in their struggle as to how their own discords were to be com- 


Nobody in Europe undervalued the commerce of the United States 
nor overlooked the relations of exportation and importation in England 
and France and Germany, nor the importations and exportations be- 
tween this country and those countries, and when it was announced 
that we were coming back into the money world out of paper money, 
and our vast commerce and its needs of money when it came to need 
money was to be counted on the side of gold, there is where this mur- 
derous thrust of ours came in in the disturbance of rearrangements in 
Europe, when we were going to count ourselves with our massive in- 
terchange of commerce on the gold standard. Then the Scandinavians, 


Norway, Sweden, and Denmark, with not much gold but not much sil- 
ver, betook themselves to the summit of gold forsafety. Then the Latin 
nations closed their mints not merely against England, but against the 
United States, that was to get gold and sell all its silver product over 
there. Then Holland, then Austria took the gold scheme, though in 
paper then and ever since, I believe. 

Thus these heavy blows were struck in succession in the name of law 
and not of nature or of commerce. Every blow under which silver has 
shrank and cowered was the blow of positive law. Yet we are amused 
by stories that an effort by law to rearrange ratios is like trying to put 
one body physically into the same space with another, or to equalize 
in this way is as hopeless, they say, as to equalize the price between 
barley and oats or wheat and maize. 

Mr. President, what are we then to do about it? This is our situa- 
tion. What have we attempted to do about it? In 1878 we opened 
the mints to the Government, but not to the people, and thus made no 
important step towards the restoration of this automatic money of the 
world, but we did try, and Congress was alert in trying, to bring about 
such co-operation aud co-working with the nations of Europe as should 
restore this broken ratio that had been thus ruthlessly stricken down 
in the name of law. 

It was my fortune then to be connected with the administration of 
the State Department, and I immediately called a Conference in 1878. 
France hospitably offered to be the home of the Conference, but it was 
called wholly by the United States. A reconnaissance took place, and 
with certain results. In 1881, just as I was going out of that admin- 
istration, just in time to arrange it, I was invited to join France in a 
common invitation to the nations of Europe, and Congress was alert, 
ready to answer at the last moment in the appropriation act any amount 
of money that was necessary to bring about that situation and that at- 
tempt. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], now doing me the 
honor to listen to my observations, remembers all about that, how the 
Government was alert, how we determined that we should arrest this de- 
cline and restore by concert what had existed so long by concert in the 
money of the world. 

After we had reached a certain point, to which I will ask the atten- 
tion of the Senate, there came to be an impatience in this country asif 
our attitude had been one of dependence, or attendance, 5 
upon Europe. That was not so. There was no courage in Europe to 
start this proposition. The credit of it, although it should inure in its 
results to other nations, was our own, and was our own instruction to 
Europe that its blunders could be borne by us better than anybody from 
our free-handed relations to the world, but that this must be redressed 
or no man could measure the reach and the permanence of its diverg- 
ence. So the lesson was taught from this side and was welcomed then, 
absorbed as England was with the Irish question, and Germany with 
its unification, and all nations with their armaments, every peasant 
carrying a soldier on his back, under which burdens they had never 
been masters of the situation so as to be able to deal with the question 
in parliaments or reichstags. 

I now desire in this relation to ask attention to the situation in which 
the matter was left before the Conference in 1881, by the joint proposi- 
tion which France and the United States presented. Iask that the 
Secretary will do me the favor to read the part that is marked, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the portion 
indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Mr. Evarts, on behalf of the delegates of France and of the United States of 
America, read the following declaration : 

The delegates of France and of the United States, in the name of their re- 
spective Governments, make the following declarations: 

“1, The depreciation and great fluctuations in the value of silver relatively to 
goa; which of late years have shown themselves, and which continue to exist, 

ve been, and are, injurious to commerce and to the general prosperity, and 
the establishment and maintenance of a fixed relation of value between silver 
and gold would produce most important benefits to the commerce of the world. 

2. A convention entered into by an important group of states, by which they 
should agree to open their mints to free and unlimited coinage of both silver 
and gold at a fixed proportion of weight between the gold and silver contained 
in the monetary unit of each metal, and with full legal-tender faculty to the 
money thus issued, would cause and maintain a stability in the relative value 
of the two metals suitable to the interests and requirements of the commerce 


of the world. 


“3. Any ratio, now or of late in use by any commercial nation, if adopted by 
such important group of states, could be maintained; but the adoption of the 
ratio of 15} to 1 would accomplish the principal object with less disturbance in 
the monetary systems to be affected by it than any other ratio. 

“4, Without considering the effect which might be produced toward the de- 
sired object by a lesser com ion of states, a convention which should in- 
clude England, France, Germany, and the United States, with the concurrence 
of other states, both in Europe and on the American continent, which this com- 
bination would assure, would be adequate to produce and maintain throughout 
the commercial world the relation between the two metals that such conven- 
tion should adopt.“ 


Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I have brought this stage of inter- 
national attempt to the notice of the Senate in order to observe that 
that was an important stage and Substantially remitted it, as this con- 
ference had no plenipotentiary powers, to the diplomatic conduct of the 
different powers. I do not remember exactly, but some fifteen or 
twenty powers were there represented. Germany that had never been 
at the Conference in 1878, wasthere, and England, was there, and there 
was the utmost solicitude that this measure should be put forward dip- 
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lomatically after the conclusion which these two nations, 
France and the United States, proposed. 

Mr. President, nothing came of that. The Administration of Presi- 
dent Garfield was broken at the outset. Newarrangements were made 
in the Cabinet, and then there came to be no very active or energetic 
treatment diplomatically. That Administration, as we all know, was 
succeeded by the last Administration, and nothing was done there. 
Now, here for the first time in the progress of this matter, the coun- 
try’s confidence being reposed in the Republican party, and it having 
possession of majorities in the two Houses, and the possession of the 
Executive powers, this question is confronting the country and deter- 
mined that the interval of lassitude and delay shall no longer be con- 
tinued. What, then, are we to do? 

The people of this country through their authentic representatives 
in the two Houses of Congress and in their election of the Executive 
have, in my opinion, determined that they will not allow the disgrace 
and the disorder ed, either for domestic money or for relation 
with the world, and we now are brought to the adoption in one form 
or other of a measure that, as compared with anything that has been 
done in the interval between 1873 and 1890, is the step of a giant as com- 
pared with that of a sick man, three paces and then faltering. 

Mr, President, much has been said about gold belonging to the rich 
and silver to the poor, and gold belonging to the creditor and silver 
grasped at by the debtor. All these propositions, whether they have 
much basis in fact and an honest survey of this great and prosperous 
country, it is not worth my while now to diseuss, They do not bear 
at all upon the question of what the wise thing to be done is. But 
there is undoubtedly a certain difference of position between silver and 
gold as the favorite in common use and experience, that was well and dis- 
passionately presented before the Conference by a savant of great im- 
portance, one of the delegates from France, a man who had great scien- 
tific and economic experience, and the added years of eighty-four, in 
which he stood before us with all his powers and a mellow, ripe, and 
benevolent experience of human affairs. He closed a listened to 
with profound attention by a paragraph that I will ask to have read, 
for it presents not unjustly and without invective, and yet with truth, 
that silver is and always will be the favorite with the common people. 
Mr. Dumas, the delegate from France, closing, recapitulates what he 
stated in what I ask may be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSecretary will read as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

* * * = * Ld = 


To recapitulate : there are in all countries hills and plains. As to the hills I 
have no concern about them; they demand gold, let us give them the satisfac- 
tion of handling handfuls of it if they will or can, they will always find their in- 
terests satisfied. Whattouch and interest me are the ns, extensive, covered 
with an abundant population—a population which rs, lives on little, can 
be poor, can be fru and has n of a money suited to it. It is for its sake 
that I demand the maintenance of that silver money, legal tender within, inter- 
national without, which I consider not only as the money of the middle class 
in its daily needs, but of the artisan, of the laborer, of the part of the nation 
the most interesting, the most considerable, and the most worthy of interest. 
For its sake, I re I dread to see silver disappear, to see it lose its paying 
power, pass toa led state in public opinion, because everything in that 
direction will be suffering for it, without ing an enjoyment for the elevated 
part of the population so often spoken of as representing civilization, culture, 
wealth, power. No, wealth of a country, its importance, its power, are not 
on the summits; they have their home below, also, in that population that la- 
bors, that uces, that saves,and for which gold is so often a chimera,and 
silver the daily bread and the safeguard for the morrow. 


Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I have thoughtit worth while to pro- 
duce this just and dispassionate estimate, so honest and so useful, to take 
the place of somewhat heated invectives that have been thrown from 
one side of the country to the other, and from one place in the country 
to the other. There is not, in my judgment, either in its rhetoric or in 
its logic a single exaggeration of the value of silver to be hugged to its 
bosom by a country because of the common people and the poor. So 
much for that. 

The Secretary of the Treasury in his report states very well, quite 
as well as any one can, the proposition that the true solution of dis- 
orders is the restoration by international concert of the parity between 
the metals. I will read a short passage as it is printed in the report: 


[Extract from the annual report of sot 3 of the Treasury for the year 


An international 3 fixing a ratio between silver and gold, and n- 
ing the mints ot the ing nations of the world ö 
metals, at the ratio so established. 


The 
was fully set forth and j in two in ces. 


The Secretary then proceeds to argue that fruitless so far, and distant 
in the future, still is this desideratum to be reached. 

Mr. President, I do not know that any question arises in any man’s 
mind but that the status as it was in 1873 and had been through the 
century up to that time is what we wish to get to. The mine owners 
want it, the merchants want it, the financiers want it, the Government 
wants it, the Congress wants it, and if we have got so far in concur- 
rence and we are going to set in motion to reach that goal, we have 
done more now than has been done for nearly twenty years. 


I will draw no distinction between the modifications of the House 
bill and the modifications of the Finance Committee’s amendments, 
which I have read this morning, nor of other modifications that have 
been debated and discussed, discussed in conferences among the pub- 
lic men on either side of the Chamber or on the floor. The distinction 
between them is not important in my judgment, and the most liberal 
of them all proposed would meet with my sanction. 

Then the question is what shall we say and do abont silver coin. 
Free coinage for the world we are in favor of, but then the question is as 
to a free coinage in our country and by law, in the present position which 
we occupy, in what might be hoped to be a progressive movement to 
that desideratum for the world at large. The Senator from Lonisiana 
[Mr. EusrisJ, who spoke with pertinency and force, as is his custom, 
says that for our country and for our laws and our measures in this re- 
gard he is satisfied that we need count no scruples and weigh no 
doubts. Perhaps that is true for domestic money. I will not ques- 
tion that here. 

The Senators from Nevada and my friend from Colorado [Mr. TEL- 
LEE], with many about them in concurrence of feeling and opinion 
(and none are entitled to more credit for pains and capacity to estimate 
these questions), roundly assert that no fara can come or will come, 
and that this measure will not only be a safe movement set in action 
here, but will serve in the best way the ultimatum which they wish to 
reach and which they appreciate quite as much as I do. 

Well, Mr. President, when the apostles Peter and John stood at the 
gate of the temple called Beautiful and looked with pitying eyes upon 
a cripple who lay there hopeless, they asked him to fasten his eye upon 
them, and then in the faith of their Master they bade him arise and 
walk, and he arose and walked, and he arose and walked and leaped, 
and went into the temple walking and leaping for joy. If I could at- 
tribute to these, my friends on my right here, that apostolic grace and 
endowment that belonged to those apostles, s in the name of an 
authority that could accomplish it, I, too, would like to see the limp- 
ing silver leg on the march of money metal in the world thus raised 
and exhibited in the temple walking and jumping for joy. 

But, Mr. President, this will have been the first miracle that these, 
my friends, will have performed. After it has proved a miracle we can 
estimate anything as possible within their compass, But it we ask a 
cripple to throw away his crateh and break his broken limb again, 
what shall happen to the hapless victim of faith without a miracle to 
carry it out? Here is the rub, Here is the point. Here is the sober 
and grave judgment that is to be made by the depositories of the wis- 
dom of the people and of their desire, and of our wishes to accomplish 
that desire. 

Let us look, then, at what would happen. We shall go on with the 
mintage at 16. No proposition has been made to reduce it. It is im- 
possible that it should be touched for a reason that I will point out. 
If we pile up additionally and ad libitum, not controlled by seigniorage 
and we shall be raising a wall of 16 ratio dollars. Senators 
say it will be $200,000,000, and $200,000,000 can do no harm to our 
domestic money. Very well, let us hope so; let us think so. What 
is to happen? We can do this at 16, possibly, without inundation from 
abroad, because we have the protection of 3 per cent.; but just in pro- 
portion as we raise this mass, growing and growing at 16, we make it 
impossible for them in Europe to open their mints at 15}, for if that 
were done every dollar on this side to be minted, with all the patriot- 
ism that is to be impressed upon it by our oratory, would go across the 
water to be minted at 15}. Three per cent. is a good transaction when 
the risks are only in the transformation of the money. Therefore, it 
is to me utterly impossible, as a practical measure, that we should open 
the mints here if we wish to work up to opening the mints abroad. 

The Senator from Louisiana said, and he spoke with precision, that 
he does not care if we are safe and can be safe, as he says we can be, to 
manage our own domestic money coin, and he would leave thestruggle 
between the metals of the world outside of this country to fight it out. 
This is very trying. If the money of the world is the circulation of the 
commerce of the world, does the Senator from Louisiana think that we 
should leave out our share in the commerce of the world, or does he 
imagine that we can be severed from the money of the world in its com- 
putation and its exchanging, to carry on our share of the commerce of 
the world, without feeling our full share of all the friction and mis- 
fortune and disorder and disaster and destruction that is in the path that 
we should be pursuing? I can not tolerate, Mr. President, this idle 
separation of this country from the money ofthe world. I do not think 
it can keep up its share of the commerce of the world undisturbed and 
uncorrupted by the disturbance of the money. 

I wish to look at a little fear (perhaps it is too strong to speak of it 
as a night fear) that prevails to a considerable extent even now in the 
great city which I have the honor to represent as a part of the State of 
New York with mycolleague here. The idea is that if we should raise 
and accumulate the coinage of silver in so moderate and conservative a 
measure as is proposed by the Finance Committee the gold will go away. 
Well, Mr. President, riches take to themselves wings and fly away, in 
the sense that my neighbor is rich to-day and poor to-morrow, and the 
next door neighbor to him is poor to-day and rich to-morrow, but gold 
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in its relation of circulation, on what wing is it to di from here and 
on what errand is it to go? It is circulation. ing carries from a 


country its money metals, except the laws of its commerce carry them. 
They are not idlers, these precious metals, they are not wool-gatherers. 
Their sober and incessant business is circulation, to give life to commerce 
by the current that keeps them in the motion of commerce. — 

I can not look with any great complacency upon the notion that in 
this great country of ours, with its great accumulations and with its 
abundant commercial basis, we should be in fear of the currents ot 
money deserting the currents of commerce. If the currents of com- 
merce carry gold, then the absence of silver will not keep it here, but 
it will be very fortunate for us that gold going on the currents of 
commerce we have silver left as a domestic ballast to the immense in- 
terchanges of this t nation of free trade within its borders. 

I now ask that the Secretary will do me the favor to read a note 
that I have received from the Treasury Statistical Bureau of an accu- 
rate statement of commerce ona particular point. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, 
Washington, D. C., June 7, 1890. 


DEAR Sm: TC ace 
cording to the o records of office and the official publications of the 
Uni Kingdom, the values of the imports and of merchandise of 


exports 
these countries, during the year ending June 30, 1889, were as follows: 


United Kingdom: 
Exports 
IO sea 4 „„„«%ö.ñũk!.: — — — . 1, 207,339, 518 
Foreign ä — 316, 029, 
Total exports. . . . .. . 1, 523, 368, 933 


—— — waver 


Imports seoso 1021r peoos eee 2,081, 217, 512 


British imports and exports arestated in their complete and correct form 
for ndar years, The above data for the fiscal year have been taken from the 
British monthly reports, and may be subject to some correction. 


The imports and ex of merchandise of the United Kingdom for the cal- 
endar year 1888—the years for which we have the complete o fig- 
ures—were as follows: Imports, 81, 888, 430,313; exports of domestic and foreign 


3 SLAS ESOT 
espectiully yours, 
7 S.G. BROCK, Chief of Bureau, 
Hon. WILLIAM M. EVARTS 
United 


States Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I have introduced this basis of our 
commerce in this naked and simple display of it to show its vastness 
and how its currents are what we should be interested in, not in the 
flight of gold from any motive of danger from silver. Our rts 
amount to very nearly $750,000,000, our imports to as much, and the 
gross aggregate of our commerce is $1,500,000,000. About twelve years 
ago, as I recall it, we then had reached this point in te and 
England then had but $3,000,000,000, ours being half of her great 
and nobly built up-commerce. Now, England, as is shown here, has 
reached forward and the aggregate of her commerce is $3,500,000,000, 
in round numbers. 

But I ask attention now for amoment to some instructive statements 
of balance in the last two years in our commerce, both in commercial 
and in money movements: : 


The total exports from this country from 1879 to and including 1889 exceeded 

In same we imported $163,629,755 more of gold than we exported 
2 exported 8118,64, 77 more of silver than we imported 
during the same time. 7. — x 

This decade is enough to show us why the current of the commerce 
to disturb the masses of this enriched nation in its money metals must 
carry devastation in its own misfortunes, in which the movement of the 
money would be but a circumstance—a thousand millions for ten years 
of aggregate excess of exports beyond imports,and of the precious metals 
more gold imported and more silver exported during the same decade in 
its gross resalts. 

Why, Mr. President, we are reasoning upon an early and feeble con- 
dition of commerce, and it is wonderful that a nation got along so well 
with it when we had no system of money after we were through with 
the United States Bank bnt the State institutions that were based on 
paper money with a ballast in every little vault of 33 per cent. of gold 
or silver, and whenever in the commerce of the country $5,000,000 
were to be e to meet the balances with Eu all the nation 
was set agog; that is, all these little crazy crafts, with their ballast of 
silver of two or three or twenty or thirty or two hundred thousand 
dollars—it was all that kept them from being capsized by a flaw in the 
wind. That is all there was to that, and we nded specie payment 
9 tly all over the country and scrambled back the best way 
We co 


Under this experience and tradition these night fears are spread be- 
fore this country in the presence of the vast currents of commerce, of 
which money is only the circulation. : 

Mr. President, another statement is that, under the Gresham law, 
whenever we have these two metal moneys so that one is cheaper than 
the other then the public will hoard the precious metal and live or 
starve on the rest. Asif there ever was a nation that did not need to be 
taught in its worldly affairs on the divine parable against hiding a 
talent in a napkin; there never can be such a nation. Hoarding, as if 
that was a vice of America, and as if all experience did not end in as- - 
certaining when the search was made for the hoard, that somebody had 
been there before ! 

Mr. President, I can not treat these as important elements for our 
consideration, and therefore I come down to the features of this bill 
that commend themselves to me in reference to my ultimatum to be 
reached, the desideratum of all reason, the concord of the metals in the 
world. I have said that I find insuperable difficulty in opening the 
mints of this country to silver. I need not insist further upon that, 
except that I will ask, with the permisson of the Senate, the great favor 
that I may save my strength and the Senate’s patience by i ing an 
extract of some two pages from the presentation in behalf of this coun- 
try which I made to the Silver Conference, and which is given, I 
think, with as much precision and with less prolixity than I could 
attempt to reproduce its idea now. I ask that it may appear at this 
point in the body of my speech as bearing upon the question of the 
ability of law to restore a parity when it is once disordered, but I will 
not detain the Senate with asking that it may now be read. 

Although, then, the precious metals, in their qualities as metals, may 
remain commodities whenever the act of the law, finding in their prop- 
erties the necessary aptitudes, decrees their consecration to the public 
service as money, it decrees that they shall never after, in that quality 
of money, becommodities. In the very conception of money, it is dis- 
tinguished from all exchangeable, barterable commodities in this, that 
the law has set it apart, by the imprint of coinage, to be the servant of 
the state and of the world in its use as money, and to abstain from all 
commixture, as a commodity, with the other commodities of the world. 

Wherever and howsoever this ideal of money fails to be real, it is be- 
cause the law is either inefficient within its jurisdiction, which is its 
disgrace, or because its jurisdiction is limited territorially and its vigor 
fails beyond the boundaries. In the latter case I agree silver or gold, 
in the shape of the coinage of one country or another, may become mer- 
chandise to be bought and sold in other countries as a mere money 
metal. Manifestly these exposures to demonetization beyond the 
boundaries, because the legal force which has made metal money stops 
with the boundaries, is the main cause of the mischiefs in the monetary 
system of the world, which needs redress. The cause understood, the 
cure is obvious. It is to carry, by some form of consensus among Gov- 
ernments, the legal relations between the two metals in their employ- 
ment as money beyond the boundaries of separate systems of coinage. 
The legal relations between the metals once fixed, no important evasion 
of it wouid be possible, and no serious disturbance of it couldarise from 
diversities of coinage. It is for this result and by this means that we 
are striving. 

But Jaw, it is said, is inadequate in its strength, in its capabilities, 
in its vigilance, in its authority to accomplish so great, so benign a re- 
salt. It was accomplished, up to the year 1870, by even the informal 
concurrence among the nations which till then subsisted. The spirit 
of the present age has led to manifold international applications of pos- 
itive law on other subjects than money, while there is no subject to 
which itsapplication is so important, or, within limits, so easy as money. 
For want of this consensus, the necessary conception of money, the 
institution of money, the consecration of money 1s defeated pro tanto 
when any portion of the money loses its prerogative and incommunica- 
ble 5 of buying and selling all, and becomes purchasable and 
ven 

Whenever any portion of the money which should be used as the 
solvent for the exchange of commodities turns into a commodity, it 
thereby not only diminishes the force and volume of money, but adds 
to the weight and volume of the exchangeable commodities. It is as 
little a condition of health, and may lead to as great calamities, as if 
the fevered blood should burn the tissues of the vital channels through 
which it circulates, or as if the coats of the stomach should turn to 
digesting themselves. 

Jo me it seems certain that the nations must contemplate either the 
employment of the two metals as intrinsic money of the world upon 
a fixed, efficient concord and co-operation between them, or their sur- 
render to perpetual struggle, aggravating itself at every triumph of 
one over the other, and finally ending in that calamity which over- 
takes sooner or later those who care not to use the bounties of nature 
according to the gift and the responsibility of reason. I can see noth- 
ing valuable in the treatment of this subject which would leave the 
broken leash that so long held together these metals to be repaired by 
chance, or the contest to be kept up at the expense of that unity, con- 
cord, common advan and general progress among nations, which 
is the ideal and the hope, the pride and the enjoyment of the age in 
which we live. 
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Mr. Pirmez, however, would have us understand that this simple 
law of fixing the ratio between the metals, to be observed among con- 
curring nations, although this consensus should include all the nations 
most engaged in the interchanges of the world, would be powerless, 
because it would be opposed to the law of nature. The lawofnature, 
no doubt, has made two metals, but according to the best inspection of 
them by science and common sense, the law of nature has made them 
as little diverse as possible, compatibly with their best use as money. 
I agree that there may be foolish laws. There may be laws theoretic- 
ally wise, but which, by the law-giver not computing the difficulties 
to be overcome, or the repugnances that will resist theirexecution, are 
unwise for the time and the cireumstances to which they are applied. 
I believe that an ill-matched struggle between arbitrary decree and the 
firm principles of human nature will result in the overthrow of the Jaw. 

But that doctrine, at bottom, if you are to apply it without regard 
to the very law and without measuring the Fada repugnance and re- 
sistance it has to meet, is simply impugning civilization for having 
fought with nature as it has done from the beginning. As I have said, 
the informal, the unconscious, the merely historical and traditionary, 
consensus of mankind made and maintained an equilibrium between 
the metals among the nations up to 1870, With more vigorous aid 
from positive law, that ‘written reason’ which Mr. Pirmez says is 
all the law there ever is or can be, I can not but anticipate the ap, 
pression of the discord and struggle between the moneys of the world 
which now trouble commerce.“ 

Now, the provision suggested, by which over the counter of the Treas- 
ury bullion was to be received and replaced by paper, and then the 
transaction was to be reversed at the will of the holder of the bullion, 
never approved itself to my judgment as bearing on the question of ben- 
efit internally, but rather of great misfortune to the great object in view 
in my estimate of what is important. That would have been a step 
back ward of almost immeasurable injury, to try to treat silver favorably 
in the dealings of our Government with it, and yet to treat it as a com- 
modity and nothing else. 

Never can money after its consecration be safely treated as a com- 
modity. The conception of it is that it is not to be treated as anytbing 
but the force and propulsion of circulation unburdened with any weights 
of its own and with any interests of its share in the circulation. No 
wiser maxim was ever gee by the great preacher than this of Solo- 
mon, Money answereth to all things;’’ and that function prevents it 
from being rightfully a thing that can be trafficked in by anybody. 

This absorption with no possibility of returning to its vulgar uses as 
commodity is a challenge to Europe. This is what we are doing. The 
co! uence of an elevation in the values of silver will be obvious 
and will be felt in Europe. But we do not mean to confide any ulti- 
mate power over our progress nor take any irrevocable steps, any irre- 
trievable measure, and if you will take gold with us, and take the 
load of dishonored silver for its restoration, we will go on to the goal. 
But if you falter, if you refuse our meed of gracious co-operation, we 
shall fix our domestic affairs without regard to your share in the dis- 
turbances of the world, and we shall then undertake to see whether 
with two oceans nearer to Europe and to Asia both than either of you 
is to the other, and with these 8 metals that the bounty of 
Providence has offered to the world, but which if you eschew it is left 
for us, and with the vast range of necessaries of life, of comforts of 
life, of skilled labor, and interchanges with the rest of the world, as 
we are put in the race with you, we will try which is hamstrung in 
the treatment of silver. 

Thus much, Mr. President, very is, 8 y and with only desultory 
step have I undertaken to touch on what seems to me the vital ques- 
tion, and that is the march onward to the goal that is not beyond our 
reach if wisdom and trust in Providence shall suffice for us in this as 
in so many other arrangements. 

Mr. President, you may be assured that this day’s business takes 
hold on the future and does not stop only on the present platform. It 
is for this that I ask the Senate to take, in the absense of miracle and 
faith in miracle, the honest and the sturdy safe steps that experience 
has shown we can take and remain the masters of the present and the 
masters of the future. 

Mr. President, allow me permission to add a note on the history of 
ratios, furnished me by Mr. S. Dana Horton, who either in diplomatic 
or historical or ecomomic relations is very competent to manage this 
matter. Lask that it may be added as a note to my observations. 

[Note on the legal ratios of the United States, by S. Dana Horton.] 


The ratio of 15 to 1. The ratio between gold and silver recommended by 
Hamilton in his report on the Mint was 15tol. This he understood to repre- 
sent a fair ave of the existing ratios in Europe. It was his avowed object 
to establish a o in accord with those of Europe, and it was with that view 
that Congress may be presumed to have inet the ratio he proposed. 

Objection has been made to the choice of this ratio, that it overvalued ” sil- 
— — 1 Sine specks yom i It 405 not hee es silver when — was adopted. 

e objection only as to a pe ong subsequent, when events had 
oceurred which rodueed the effect of overvaluatioc. iy 


to 1 in France prior to Hamilton’s — — a fact which was brought to notice 
erence of 1878. The 


age was charged, and beside this, coinage was not “free.” The general market 


rate of gold was not and had not been as high as 15.50 to 1. 
1 M after this recoi the Revolution broke out, and France's monetary 


ke all her institutions, including the central Sree of her Govern- 
ment, the monarchy. e a sub for revision. 

were to be found in the confusion of the early years of the Revolution—at which 
time the plan was formed of a money system for the United States—will appear 
from a report of a Commission of the National Assembly made in 1790, the year 
before the date of Hamilton’s report. Upon thorough examination of the sub- 
ject this Commission recommended the ratio of 143. Hamilton's ratio was half- 
way between this and the English legal ratio of 15.21, and was in substantial ac- 
cord with the average market rates in Europe through many decades. 

That the ratio of 15 to 1 did not maintain itself was due to the subsequent re- 
adoption in France, in 1893, of the ratio of 15.50 to 1, together with free coinage. 
Free coinage became in fact, even if not explicitly ordained by statute, the rule 
in France after 1803, and with freedom to use the mint had come the abolition 
of all mint charges except for actual cost of minting. These measures adopted 
by France, giving gold a higher silver value than that which it received undor 
our system, tended to draw fold from this country. This tendency was forti- 
fied by measures adopted in England, closing its ts tosilver, and latter (1819) 
resuming specie permen in gold alone, 

Congress had in the mean time authorized a re-enforcement of the slender 
specie basis which sustained our bank paper by making the coins of divers 
countries legal tender in the United States. 

The ratio of 16 to 1. The monetary disorders incident to this state of affairs 
brought about an tation for a change of ratio in this country. The change 
was made in 1834, when by act of Congress the weight of the eagle was reduced 
from 247.50 grains of pure gold to 232 grains; a reduction of about 6 per cet. In 
1837 a change was made in the alloy, both the silver and the gold to be thence- 
forth nine-tenths fine, the effect of which was to increase the weight ofthe eagle 
and to reduce the ratio by a minute fraction, 

This “cut” of over 6 per cent. out of the gold coins was carried in Congress 
by the Administration party under the lead of Thomas H. Benton. 

A strong opposition urged the adoption of the ratio of 154. This was in fact 
as Mr. Benton himself expresslyadmitted “the ratio of nearly all who were best 
calculated from their pursuits to understand thesubject.” At the head of those 
who knew,” leading the appeal to Congress on the part of enlightened public 
opinion, was one of the fathers of American finance, Albert Gallatin. This ratio 
was a fair mean of the market ratios of the time. It meant substantial accord 
of our laws with those of France, Although in France the ratio of the coins 
was 15,50, yet the difference of the mintage charge made an equation at 15.69, 
which in 1835 gave place to 15.62. 

Substantial accord with the | ratio of France promised substantial accord 
with the future market ratio; for France’s control of a great metallic stock, 
flanked as it was by silver nations on one side anda t gold nation on the 
other, and her statutory option open to all to bring either metal to her mints, 
enabled her to hold the metals even in the scales of valuation at her ratio. It 
was upon this foundation that the ment of Gallatin substantially rested. 

As for the evils which admittedly demanded the abandonment of the ratio of 
15, there was no shadow of doubt that 15} offered a complete remedy. 

To put gold above this figure was to move to a new extreme, to go from one 
evil to another, overvaluing one metal in the new ratio as the other had been 
overvalued in the old. 

How came it to pass that the “true ratio” was by rare 

Apart from the interests of owners of gold already in hand, a motive was found 
in the Southern gold-fields, whose output was then rising to its greatest height, 
the annual yield, chiefly from North Carolina, reaching about a million, 

It would naturally be understood by all concerned that the elevation of the 
ratio must serve to enhance the profits of gold-mining in the South, and hence 
to further its development. 

A motive appealing ton greater interest arose from the prospect that the 
higher ratio would strengthen the Administration in its policy in reference to 
the United States Bank, 

In the coinage issues which have come before the country since that day the 
ratioof 16 has been a factor of disorder, 


Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, it is my desire to say a few words in 
discussion of this question, but as it is now a quarter to 4 o’clock and 
as I understand some other business has been appointed for that hour, 
I shall be glad to be permitted to defer my remarks until to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr. EVARTS. If the Senator will allow me I will state that my 
colleague and myself had announced that atthe hour of 4, now ap- 
proaching, we should call up resolutions in commemoration of our 
deceased colleagues of the House from the State of New York; but in 
the present state of the debate and on the wishes of others T will vent- 
ure to ask leave to postpone that matter until Thursday of the suc- 
ceeding week. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York an- 
nounces the pepanen of the consideration of the resolutions as- 
signed for 4o’clock until Thursday of the ensuing week, at the same hour, 

Mr. VANCE. Then I suppose I can proceed, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from North Carolina. ; 


[Mr. VANCE addressed the Senate. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I desire to submit some remarks on 
this bill, and more particularly on the amendment of the Committee 
on Finance of the Senate. 

It is not necessary for me, Mr. President, in order to define my posi- 
tion 

Mr. CALL. I inquire of the Senator from Alabama if he would 
prefer to speak this evening or in the morning? It is now nearly 5 


o'clock, 

Mr. MORGAN. I me the Senate is tired 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PADDOCK in the chair). 
the Senator from Alabama yield? 

Mr. MORGAN, Ihave no preference about it. 

Personally my position, Mr. ident, needs no definition as a mem- 
ber of this body on the subject of the free coinage of silver. I think 
the first time that I ventured to address the Senate after my introduc- 
tion into this body was in favor of that proposition, and I have had no 
occasion in all the observation that I have been able to give to it and 


ere the money metals 
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in considering the experience of the people of the United States from 
that time to this, to change my attitude upon that subject, but every- 
thing that has occurred, and nearly everything that has been said on 
the subject, seems to have strengthened and confirmed me in the views 
which I then expressed. 

I then felt and I still feel that I am under an obligation of duty asa 
Senator of this body to give my vote to furnish the people of the 
United States coins of gold and coins of silver, under the power we 
have of coining money, without discrimination between the two. 

I have learned more from others than I have from my own observa- 
tion and experience about the history of these metals in their career 
since the first ordination of our Federal Government, and I have seen 
that down to 1873 there was not only no hostility between the two 
metals, that they were not in any commercial sense or any financial 
sense at war with each other, but the utinost harmony of association, 
if I may call it such, prevailed during that long period of time, and 
there was no complaint that the one metal was riding the other down, 
though there was a complaint at one time that silver was being ex- 
ported from the country in the form of bullion, because it was at avery 
considerable premium over gold, and we debased, or we lowered the 
standard rather, of our subsidiary coin for the purpose of keeping the 
silver in the country to answer the purposes of trade and traffic. 

If we shall remonetize silver fully and completely as to coinage and 
legal tender, and all of the qualities that naturally belong to it, we 
may find hereafter some necessity, arising from the excessive produc- 
tion of one metal over the other or the influx or efflux of one metal 
into or from the country, to change the relative standard between gold 
and silver. But that is a subordinate proposition, a minor proposition. 
The main question is whether or not we shall have silver as money and 
whether that money shall have a legal-tender quality amongst our peo- 
ple. 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] presented this after- 
noon some very strong and cogent reasons why there would be no 
probability that we should find it necessary hereafter to alter the legal 
relation between gold and silver in order to retain both metals in as 
great abundance as we should need them for our own country and: for 
our own purposes, but I consider that branch of the proposition as en- 
tirely subordinate to the great leading question presented in the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], that we shall have 
fall and free coinage of silver money in the United States. 

Ido not know that my acquaintance with financial subjects and 
commerce, never having made a special study of matters of that kind, 
is sufficient to warrant me in predictions with respect of the loss from 
the volume of circulation either of silver money or gold money in con- 
sequence of the remonetization of silver in this country and putting it 
upon a parity with gold. But it occurs to me that it isa plain prac- 
tical e e that if we take the lead in this matter and declare 
that both of these moneys are upon a parity, and that they both shall 
have free coinage and full legal-tender value, the nations of the earth 
will flock to our shores, to our ports, for the purposes of commerce just 
as they do now. Commerce will be quite as easy as it has been with 
us during the last decade or twenty years, and we shall be able in con- 
sequence of a stimulated production in all of the recesses of our coun- 
try to produce more abundant crops, more abundant mechanical de- 
vices, more abundant fabrics from our machinery, and, generally, to 
so stimulate and increase the interior industries of our country as that 
we shall have a great deal more to sell than we have got now, a great 
deal more to exchange with foreign countries for their products and 
commodities, : 

I understand, Mr, President, that the wealth of nations is estimated 
by the amount of property valuable for human consumption and human 
use that they possess, and not by the mere measure with which or 
through which the value of that property is ascertained in commercial 
circles. If we could import into this country all that is necessary for 
our vast population in the gratification of their necessities, in the grat- 
ification of their tastes, in the improvement of their learning, in the 
elevation of their thoughts, we should certainly be conferring tand 
incomprehensible benefits and advantages upon our people; and in order 
to do this, it seems to me, that to create a prosperity within our own 
borders in which all classes of the people shall participate is the true 
policy for us to observe, for if we have those productions or those manu- 
factures which other nations of the earth wish and for which they are 
willing to exchange their productions and their manufactures, our peo- 

le, according to their ability to make these exchanges, become wealthy. 

f we have them not, or if we have laws under which these exchanges 
can not be freely made, we become poor. Wedo not enjoy as much of 
the benefactions of Providence and of the results of our own skill and 
industry as we ought to enjoy, simply because we put a cramp upon 
our energies and our facilities at home, the tendency of which is natu- 
rally and necessarily to impoverish the people. 

But I will not indulge in any general philosophy or discussion of 
questions of political economy as they concern foreign countries in 
their relations to our country in discussing this subject. I am more 
concerned as a Senator, under my obligations here, to vote so as to ex- 
ecute the powers that have been confided in this body and in the other 
House of Congress—that J shall faithfully discharge the great trust on 


my part that has been committed to the Congress of the United States— 
than I am about anything else that relates to this great and important 
question. 

I regard the seventeen grants—I believe there are seventeen grants 
of power in the Constitution to Congressas being, each of them, obligatory 
upon both these bodies, and each of them equally obligatory upon both 
these bodies. These powers were granted to Congress in trust for the 
people of the United States. Congress has no other interest in the ex- 
ercise of these powers whatever than merely to benefit this great con- 
stituency, the people of the United States, and Congress has no right 
to abdicate or to refuse to exercise any or any part of these great trusts 
thus confided to us. The Congress of the United States would be 
utterly derelict in its duty if it did not provide a post-office system for 
the interchange of mails through this country, and equally derelict 
if it did not provide an army and a navy. It would be derelict if it 
did not provide, as occasion might require, for exerting each and all 
of the great powers that have been conferred by the Constitution upon 
this body. 

They are not putin absolute mandatory form in the Constitution. 
The Constitution does not say that Congress ‘‘shall’’ do this. Some- 
times it says Congress shall not do certain things and the States shall 
not do certain things; but the grants of power in the Constitution are 
none of them in mere terms mandatory. They are grants of power 
subject to a broad ‘discretion, connected, of course, with the matter of 
Government and limited by the uses and necessities of the Government 
as it is framed in the Constitution. They are grants of power which, 
though not mandatory in express terms, are obligatory upon these 
bodies just to the same degree and extent as if the language of the 
Constitution in the conferring of these powers had been that we ‘‘shall’’ 
do thus and we shall“ do so, 

Congress shall have power to coin money.“ That is not a less ex- 
pressive or mandatory conferring of power, and authority, and duty, 
and the obligations of duty than if the phrase had been expressed 
Congress shall coin money.“ We have no right to refuse to have 
mints for the coinage of money; we have no right to decline to regu- 
late the value of it; we have no right to withdraw ourselves from the 
performance of any duty thus devolved upon us in the Constitation 
which is for the benefit of the people; and I think it is easy of demon- 
stration that in the matter of coining money and regulating the value 
thereof the duty resting upon Congress is more mandatory, more ob- 
ligatory, more precise, more exact, and less to be avoided and shrunk 
from than any other of the duties or powers conferred upon the Con- 
gress of the United States. 

The people have a vital interest in money and its legal-tender power. 
Tt is essential to every movement of commerce, to every industry, and 
to every feature of our civilization. Without legal-tender money the 
whole civilized world would become as stagnant as the center of Africa 
in all that relates to business and social intercourse and prosperity. 

So important is the preservation of the power to declare money a 
legal tender for debts that the framers of our Constitution intrusted 
its exercise both to Congress and the State governments; so that if 
Congress declined to give to our coins the legal-tender quality the 
States could serve the people by doing this great public duty. k 

Now, our Constitution is a peculiar instrument in respect of one of 
the features of coiued money. It contains no express reference, no 
reference at all, among the enumerated powers of Congress, to the legal- 
tender quality of money. It does not confine the coinage of money to 
gold and silver metals; neither have we been confined to it, for we re- 
sorted to nickel, copper, and sometimes to other metals, and in the 
regulation of the value of coins and also in providing for their dura- 
bility we have introduced alloys of copper, and some other alloys have 
been used at different times; but the Constitution itself in directing 
Congress and empowering it—for it is a direction as well as a power 
granted—makes no mention at all of the metal of which the coins shall 
be made, Neither does the Constitution say anything about the legal- 
tender quality of this coin. 

It is entirely silent about that so faras the action of Congress is con- 
cerned, and the Supreme Court of the United States, in the decisions 
which they have made upon this question, have been compelled to de- 
rive the right and power of fixing the legal tender to the coins of the 
United States from the power to coin and the power to regulate the 
value, the power to make money, to make a unit of account, and to 
give to it all the qualities of money. There is no mention in the power 
given to Congress at all either of the metal of which the coin shall be 
made or that it shall have any legal-tender quality, while among the 
powers prohibited to the States the power to declare that gold and 
silver oi shall be legal tender for the payment of debts is expressly 
excepted. 

After the power was conferred upon Congress in the Constitution—in 
the eighth section, I believe it is, of the first article—the convention 
proceeded then to consider the powers of the States with a view of 
enabling them to do certain things, and also to put certain prohibitions 
upon them, and they repeated the declaration that Congress should 
have the power to coin money by prohibiting the States from coining 
it. So, we have in the Constitution the express delegation of 
authority to Congress to coin money, and in the same article we have 
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a prohibition upon the States that they shall not coin money. The 
coinage question is left just in that attitude in the Constitution of the 
United States, but when we come to the legal-tender quality we find 
that function of money mentioned in connection with the powers of the 
States, and only in connection with the powers of the States. There 
is a reason for this that I will advert to presently. 

But is it not peculiar that there should have been no mention made 
at all of the legal-tender quality of the money coined by the Govern- 
ment of the United States except in the regulation of the power of the 
States over that subject? No State shall be permitted to make any- 
thing besides gold and silver coin a legal tender in the payment of 
debts. That is negative language, Mr. President. At the same time 
it is far more expressive, or at least equally expressive, as if it had 
been a direct statement that the States shall have power to make the 
gold and silver coin of the United States alegal tender in the payment 


~ of debts. 


On this point I can not conceive that there should be any difference 
of opinion. e 

Why was it that that constitutional convention in looking over this 
great, intricate, and important subject should have made no mention of 
the power of creating legal-tender money in the United States, except as 
a limitation upon the authority of the States to make a legal tender? 
No State shall * * * make anything but gold and silver coin a 
tender in payment of debts.” Of course States have the right under 
that provision of the Constitution to make gold and silver coins of the 
United States a legal tender. Suppose Congress had omitted entirely 
to make any provision for legal tender in respect of its coin. The 
States clearly would have the right to take the coins of the United 
States of gold and silver, but not nickel and copper, and not n- 
backs, and make them a legal tender, within own borders, in the 
payment of debts. 

Now, I find it very useful, in my efforts to correctly understand the 
Constitution of the United States, to have frequent reference to the 
Articles of Confederation, for the reason that that was an embodiment 
of organic law adopted by the different States of the Union, and stood 
there in supreme authority at the time of the adoption of the Consti- 
tution, and was superseded by the Constitution—supplanted byit. In 
looking through the Constitution of the United States you will find 
very {ew powers embodied in that instrument which were not in some 
form or other embodied in the Articles of Confederation. The Articles 
of Confederation took up this same subject of coinage and dealt with 
if, and the Constitution of the United States has made a mere change 
in the distribution of the powers that were before that time clearly 
designated and defined, and were distributed between the States and 
the Congress of the Confederation in those articles. 

In Article IX is the following: 

The United States in Congress assembled shall also have the sole and exclu- 
siveright and power of regulating the alloy and value of coin struck by their 
own authority, or by that of the respectives States. 

The States at that time had their own coin, aud they regulated the legal- 
tender quality of it. and the Articles of Confederation provided that aſter 
their adoption the Congress of the United States should have the sole and 
exclusive right to regulate the alloy and the value of coin struck by 
their own authority, or by that of the respective States, fixing the 
standard of weights and measures throughout the United States, etc. 
There was a clear recognition in the Articles of Confederation of the 
right of the States to do everything in respect of coinage except to fix 
the alloy, which means, of course, regulating the value of the money. 
Again, in the same article: 

The United States in Congress assembled shall never * * * coin money, 
nor regulate the value thereof, * * è unless nine States assent to the same. 

There was the General Government carrying on a great war with 
the mother country, the pressure and the exigency of the situation was 
overwhelming and almost crushing, and in providing a financial sys- 
tem the States refused to give up to the United States the power to 
coin money even, unless nine of the thirteen States should concur in 
it. The power to coin money and to fix its legal-tender function was 
justly considered the most important trust that any government could 
exert for its people, and the States were cautious in with it. 

So, then, we find at the time of the adoption of the Constitution of 
the United States that the States had all the power over money, ex- 
cept the pose to fix the alloy, the object being doubtless to have 
money of uniform alloy throughout all the States of the Union in or- 
der to prevent one State from debasing its coin below the value of the 
money in another State; but when they come to take the powers ont 
of the hands of the States and conferthem upon Congress, in the Con- 
stitution, they conferred upon Congress the power to coin money and 
prohibited the States from coining money. They said nothing about 
the power of Congress to fix a legal-tender value upon money; but they 
did say that the States might declare the coins of the United States a 
legal tender, and so they have got the right now to enact such laws, 
and Congress has no right or power to prohibit the States from enact- 
ing and enforcing them. 

I do not know that I would be at all rash in the assertion that, after 
the act of 1873 had authorized the coining of trade-dollars of 420 grains 
and had fixed the limit of their legal- tender power at five dollars—that 
any State of the American Union had the right to make those trade- 


dollars a legal tender, which should be enforced in its own courts, for 
trade-dollars are coins of the United States, and are silver coin, and 
there is no power given in the Constitution to prohibit the States from 
inaring 1 tender of the gold and silver coins of the United States. 

Mr. President, I regard that powerof the States to declare the coins 
of the United States of gold and silver a legal tender as being of the 


greatest importance. o can conceive of a civilized government with 
industries and commerce and social order, withont having in the laws of 
that country a compulsory legal tender? Who can e te the power 


that would be given to the creditor classes over the debtor classesif there 
were no legal-tender statutes in the United States, orif Congress should 
refuse or omit to make our coins,or money of any description, a legal ten- 
der, and if the States had not the power todo it? When the creditor de- 
mands the payment of a debt and the debtor tenders him the coins of 
the United States, and if he found no act of Congress or no act of the 
State Legislature compelling him to take the coins of the United States 
in the liquidation of that debt, the creditor would not be bound to re- 
ceive them. What would he do? He would go into the courts and 
reduce his debt to a judgment. 

Mr. HOAR. It is not necessary that they should be coined in the 
United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. It is so decided by the Supreme Court 
and so expressed in our statutes. Foreign coins can not be made legal 
tender by the States. 

Mr. HOAR. Not if the United States Congress have declared their 
value by law? ` 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. They can not make a legal tender out of 
a foreign coin unless Congress has made them legal tender. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Congress has done it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Government did make foreign coins a legal 
tender. They were legal tender for many years. They were a legal 
tender up to the year 1837. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam talking about the power of the States. 

Mr. ALLISON. Excuse me. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, the Constitution, if I 
recollect it, is that no State shall make anything but gold and silver 
coin a legal tender, and then it says that the United States may coin 
money and regulate the value thereof.“ Now, if the United States 
have pronounced the value of a foreign coin and made it a legal tender 
so far as they are concerned, the Senator does not doubt the power to 


Oh, yes; if the United States has made it a legal 
ht, but if it has not the State can not do so. 

r. HOAR. If they have regulated its value? 

r. MORGAN. The argument would be stronger if a State could 
ke foreign coin a legal tender, but I do not think it can do so. In 
the case I was supposing the creditor comes into a court and has his 


judgment and has the writ of execution; the sheriff seizes the man’s 


property to satisfy the debt by public sale under the laws of the dif- 
ferent States. The creditor is the only man that can purchase at that 
sale in the absence of legal-tender laws, for if another person purchases 
at that sale and tenders the money in payment of his purchase he could 
say, No, I refuse to receive it.) This would be the absolute ruin of 
the debtor class; it would put all the property of the debtor class en- 
tirely at the mercy of the creditor class whenever they went into court 
and got judgments and exposed the property of the debtors to sale. 

Now, to prevent a consequence of that kind is certainly a very im- 
portant matter. No man on this floor can rise and state a more impor- 
tant right than that guaranty to the people of the United States that 
the State shall have the right to make the coins of the United States a 
pieces in the payment of debts, provided they are coins of gold 
and silver. 

There was a period of time in this country, a little more than a year 
after the first and before the second decision of the Supreme Court in 
the legal-tender cases, during which nothing was 1 tender under 
the laws of Congress except gold coins of the United States, or it might 
have been that the law was still in force authorizing, after the value 
had been ascertained by an act of Congress, a legal tender in gold and 
silver coins of other countries. I sayin gold coins, not gold and 
3 bot gold coins of the United States. They were then the only 

egal tender, 

When we look at the indebtedness of the people of the United States 
in 1873 to each other, when we look at the indebtedness of the States 
to foreign bondholders and to citizen bondholders, when we consider 
the enormous demands of commerce for legal-tender money which the 
debtor could compel the creditor to take in liquidation of his debt, 
and then reflect that there was more than a year of time in the history 
of the United States when a man could not pay adebt according tolaw 
in this country otherwise than by gold coin, we can understand how 
far the act of 1873 invaded the constitutional rights of the people re- 
served to them, and which they had the right and privilege of calling 
upon their State to exercise in their behalf. Congress, in that act ot 
1873, repudiated and nullified the right secured to the people to have 
coins of gold and silver which each and every State could declare to be 

tender. 


Here was an act of Congress demonetizing silver, so far as its co 
and legal - tender quality was concerned, abofe the sum of $5, it e 
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no difference what the coin was. Here were States standing ready to 
pass their enactments, and West Virginia, I am informed, did pass an 
enactment immediately after the passage of the act of 1873, providing 
that debts should be liquidated in West Virginia by the gold and sil- 
ver coins of the United States, and it was a constitutional law; but the 
people of every State in this Union had the right to call upon Con- 

in the execution of the great trust reposed in it for coining money 
and regulating the value thereof, that it should supply those descrip- 
tions of money to the people of the States which the States have got 
the constitutional right, expressly given to them, to declare shall be a 
1 tender. 

f you can strike down the legal- tender quality of silver coin by an 
act of Congress so as to deprive the States of the power to create a legal 
tender out of that coin and to compel their itor class to take it in 
payment of debts, you can equally strike down the legal- tender quality 
of gold. Can the Congress of the United States, after having coined 
money and after having provided in the manner in which it has been 
done that the coins of the United States, of silver and gold, shall be a 
legal tender for debts—can the Congress of the United States take one 
of these coinsand destroy it, or can it take both and destroy them as to 
their legal quality? Mr. President, it is a total breach of the duty of 
Congress; it is an invasion of the rights and privileges of the States, 
and, above all, it is a withholding from the people the enjoyment of 
that reserved right which they have got to conduct commerce and in- 
dustry and business upon the basis of compulsory payment of money 
in the discharge of debts in the legal-tender coins of the United States, 

The people who ordained the Constitution of the United States 
would not have so carefully preserved this power to declare gold and 
silver coin legal tender in payment of debts as a power expressly re- 
served to the States if they had not known its vital importance to 
them, and had not felt that, in the power conferred upon Congress to 
make money of coin and bills of credit, to which Congress could im- 
part a legal-tender function, or could omit or decline to do so, there 
was included an almost absolute power over their property and their 
industries. They demanded that the States should have power to im- 
part to gold and silver coins the legal-tender power, and thus have the 
powers of both governments marshaled for their protection. We see 
now that they were wise in making this great decree. 

I therefore, on this occasion, appear in behalf of this people, as I have 
had the honor many a time to do, and as I hope to do as ＋ kar I re- 
main in this body, and to demand at the hands of Congress that they 
shall have the full privilege of paying their debts in gold and silver 
coin of the United States and that their States shall have the privilege 
of enacting their legal-tender laws whereby they can control their own 
citizens in their own courts, their sheriffs and other officers of the ex- 
ecutive branch of the State governments, and compel them to receive 
coin in satisfaction of the debts of the people, and fix the legal-tender 
value of gold and silver. 

This is a right, a clear right, that the people can not enjoy through 
their State governments unless Congress performs the trast to coin gold 
and silver into money of the United States. It is this high trust that 
I demand, on behalf of the people, that Congress shall execute. 

The words gold and silver“ or gold or silver“ are not men- 
tioned in the Constitution of the United States except in this very con- 
nection. They are nowhere else mentioned, and they are there men- 
tioned conjunctively, and the power given to the States, to make the 
coins of gold and silver legal tender, unites these two metals in the 
same character and in the same function for the benefit of the people, 
and Congress can not possibly perform its duty when it strikes down 
one of these metals as a legal tender and refuses to coin it, any more 
than it would perform its duty by striking down both. 

Ihave not been in the habit of lookingat this question from the stand- 
point that the people are at the mercy of Congress and must go upon 
their knees to these bodies to ask them to give them gold and silver 
coin. It is a positive right in the Constitution of the United States, 
and those who withhold it from the people may just as well withhold 
from the people the protection of an army and a navy, postal facilities, 
and all else that are contained in these eighteen sections of the Consti- 
tution in Article I, conferring upon the Congress of the United States 
certain powers to be exercised in the discharge of a great trust and 
duty in behalf of the people of this country. 

This view of the question, the legal-tender quality of these moneys, 
their association together in the only place where they are named in 
the Constitution, conjunctively, the functions that they are to perform 
under the State laws in the liquidation of debts, and the fact that the 
powers of Congress relate only, expressly at least, to coinage and the 
regulation of the value of money, have always fixed the impression 
upon my mind that whoever in the United States of America denies to 
the people of the different States and Territories of this country the 
right to have gold and silver as a legal tender for the paymentof debts 
denies to them a plain constitutional right, not merely found amongst 
the reserved rights of the people, but also found in the express delega- 
tion of rights to them. 

I deny the power of Con to strike down the legal-tender power 
and quality of silver or gold, or both. may do it, and we 
may put it in the form of enactment with the consent of the President 
of the United States, but the States have the right to come in under 


the express grant of power to them and declare that these coins are a 
legal tender, whether Congress has made them so or not, for they are 
coins of the United States. As long as that power exists in behalf of 
the States the people for whom the States hold these great powers in 
trust have the right to insist that they shall have gold and silver coins 
for the purpose of conducting their operations of business, for every 
man must see that without a compulsory legal tender in the country 
like this it would be utterly impossible to sustain commerce or traffic 
or industry or any other human pursuit that depended in theslightest 
degree upon credit. Credit in this country has for its very foundation- 
stone the legal-tender power of the governments of this country, Federal 
and State, to declare that the creditor shall have certain designated coins 
in the satisfaction of his debt, and if you strike that out you dislodge 
and dissolve the whole fabric of industry as far as it depends upon 
credit. 

No man could strike a harder blow at the very foundation of society 
than to demonetize gold and silver and say that neither of them should 
be a legal tender, and then have the Supreme Court again to change 
its opinion and say that the Congress of the United States can make a 
greenback a legal tender. A country without a legal-tender law, a 
compulsory legal-tender law, is a country without a foundation for its 
industrial prosperity, and all mercantile credit and all other credit 
based on promises sinks when that foundation is withdrawn, and when 
the Congress of the United States undertakes to withdraw one-half of 
the legal-tender basis by refusing to coin silver money it has to that 
extent destroyed the industrial and commercial prosperity of the land. 
When this is done for the benefit of one class of people, to the injury 
of another, I am compelled to say that it is a crime. 

It is upon that point that I object to the bill that comes to us from 
our own Committee on Finance, That bill, as I understand it, locks 
up in the Treasury of the United States all the silver that we buy, and 
will not take it out except upon the presentation of coin certificates; 
and these certificates, whilst circulating amongst the people, are denied 
the legal-tender quality, although they are the paper representatives, 
dollar by dollar, of money actually on deposit in the Treasury, in the 
hands of the Government of the United States as trustee for their re- 
demption. They are mere certificates of deposit, and to deny to them 
the legal-tender power given to greenbacks under our laws, and held to 
be constitutional by the Supreme Court, indicates simply an implaca- 
ble hostility to all legal-tender silver coinage of standard value as fixed 
by existing laws. In this light the discrimination in favor of gold is 
as clear as the sunlight. 

Mr. STEWART. More than dollar for dollar, because it will come up. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, if the bullion rises, of course; and then they 
would say it was in order to prevent the right of the people to have 
their silver money coined, and they go so far as to strike out that pro- 
vision which the House sent us, that when the silver bullion has risen 
to the par of the dollar of 371 grains the people shall not have the 
right then to have it coined. 

If silver is at par with gold in respect of the bullion value of 16 
grains of silver for 1 grain of gold, what else can be the motive of re- 
fusing us free coinage of silver as there is of gold, except the determi- 
nation that money-holders shall have double the power at least over 
the labor and property of the people that they would have if the free 
coinage of silver was secured to the people by law? 

That looks to me like acruelty. The people of the United States 
have a great deal more domestic use for silver than they have for gold 
money, whether it be in the form of dollars or half-dollars, whether it 
be full standard coin, or whether it be subsidiary coin. It is very true 
that the large banking-houses and the clearing-houses and the like find 
it inconvenient to handle these masses of silver, and I am very 1 00 
fied that they do, because the very inconvenienceof their handling them, 
they being in small parcels of $1 each and weighing enormously, keeps 
them scattered out amongst the rural districts of the United States 
and in all the little sequestered places where minor industries are being 
carried on, and they stimulate trade and industry and enterprise in 
these little fountain sources, which, like the springs that break from 
the gulches of the mountains and the hillsides, after awhile come to- 
oa form the great streams that float the ships of commerce out 
to the sea. 

There is nothing that weean do for the peopleof the United States that 
is possibly more beneficent than to place silver money in reach of all 
of these toilers in the minor industries, on which capital, in its greed, 
has not found any spoil to fasten its beak, and in which the toilers are 
left free to indulge their skill, their industry, and their enterprise 
upon their own private account, Theyarenot the hirelings, the mereday 
wage-workers of concentrated capital and enterprise, but out in the 
great free air and free country of the United States these unknown 
men, these poor men, hard-working; industrious, economical, virtuous, 
patriotic people, take your silver coins and they improve their little 
estates, their machines, their little manufactories, their industries of 
one kind and another,and when you come to what they have 
done for the country, you find yourself astounded at the wealth of the 
United States. 

The power of the French peasantry to take the enormous govern- 
ment loans needed to pay the tribute levied by Germany at the close 
of their last war has been the astonishment of all statesmen. That 
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frugal people made these earnings and savings at home, in the minor 
industries which had not attracted the greed of great corporations with 
enormous capital. The one factor that was the most efficient in this 
accumulation of wealth to the middle and peasant classes in France 
was the large circulation per capita of silver coin. Give ourindustrial 
classes plenty of silver coin and they will soon become the real creditors 
of the State and Federal Governments. : 

The wealth of the United States is not created by concentrated cap- 
ital. It is merely handled and transported back and forth by concen- 
trated capital. You may take the manufacturers of the United States. 
There are not more than 10 per cent. of them who have any skill in 
the particular industry in which their money is invested. After they 
get together and form acorporation and subscribe large sums of money, 
the first thing they do is to employ a leader or boss, who goes into the 
factory, being a skilled man, and upon wages undertakes to run their 
machines and get from them a good merchantable product. The bal- 
ance of the operators are graded according to their skill, their capacity 
for producing the material, and are paid altogether as wage-workers. 

There are very few of the most skillful of operators in the great lead- 
ing industries of the United States, such as making shoes and hats and 
cotton and woolen goods and the fabrics ofiron and the like—there are 
very few of them who can possibly raise their wages above $5 a day. 
And yet if any one of these men had his establishment off to himself, 
could operate his establishment by himself and employ his skill in the 
manulacture of goods, introducing his own family and his neighbors 
and his neighbors’ children into the enterprise, that man would prob- 
ably reap from his skill and industry $10 or $20 or $30 or $40 a day, 
and he would deserve it, deserve every dollar of it. But in the situa- 
tion we are in, in the relation that capital holds toward industry—by 
‘* capital’? I mean money; I do not speak of credit; I do not speak of 
accumulations of property; but I speak now of money in the relation 
that the money-holder has to the industries of the country—the men 
who are skilled in all branches of manufactures are subordinated as 
mere wage-workers, and that is the limit of their hopes, aspirations, 
and prospects. They can not get any further. 

To be askilled mechanic in any branch of manufactures under the 
present congestion of money in large corporations, is to fix a man’s 
fate as a wage-worker for life, and to sell his brain, muscle, and in- 
dustry to another man who has money, that he may reap the harvests 
of God-given genius. 

I do not know that the time will ever arrive, which I so earnestly 
pray may arrive, when the smaller industries in the United States will 
be independent in a degree of capital. It was once so; it was once the 
case in this country, and within my own recollection, when hats and 
shoes and cotton and woolen cloths and a great variety of products 
were made in the small interior towns of the great Southwest, and the 
journeymen workers would come around for the purpose of finding em 
ployment and work in the different shops of the country. The owners 
of these establishments were men of independence. They worked in 
their own shops. They sold their wares to their neighbors or sent them 
off to Baltimore or elsewhere to find a market, and they were just as 
good waresas honest industry and faithful care and excellent skill could 
make. 

Apprentices were instructed then in all of these different pursuits. 
Boys were bound out then as apprentices to master workmen who would 
serve an apprenticeship of four or five years, and then go out as jour- 
ney workmen first, and after awhile as first-class workmen, and the 
industrial classes of the United States, the manufacturing classes, were 
not only independent, but they were highly respected and highly influ- 
ential in all the different communities where they lived. That was at a 
time when there were no great accumulations of money in the hands 
of a few men. John Jacob Astor, through his fur trade out in the 
Northwest, had accumulated a fortune of $1,000,000 in property and 
money, and John Jacob Astor was thought of by the people just as 
they would think of some great comet that appeared in the sky, some 
unexpected phenomenon in human enterprise and industry, and the 

‘wonder was how that man ever got together a million dollars. 

Now I can look around this Senate Chamber and count on my fin- 
gers as many as ten men who have not one million only, but many 
millions, and I can count hundreds of thousands, I can count millions, 
of skilled operators in the United States who have a very hard time in 
making buckle and tongue meet, notwithstanding they are skilled 
men and they furnish large profits to the men who employ them. 

Whether that condition of affairs is ever to be reversed or not I do 
not know, but I know that a leading and important step in that direc- 
tion is the remonetization ofsilver. Furnish the people of the United 
States with silver coin, the metal which is dug out of our own mount- 
ains, and you make a great advance toward the restoration of the in- 
dependence of the individual manufacturer and the skilled man who can 
employ his skill in the manufacture of different descriptions of goods, 
or can goand buy the machine that somebody has invented and work 
it just as well in his own home or his own village as he could work it 
in Philadelphia, New York, or Boston. 

Mr. PUGH. If my colleague will allow me, I will suggest to him 
that he will have time enough to-morrow before we take the vote to fin- 
ish his remarks, and if he has no objection I will move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 


Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to yielding, because I feel some- 
what fatigued. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Honse insisted on its amendments to the 
bill (S. 2403) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a 
public building thereon at Beaver Falls, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
disagreed to by the Senate, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. MILLIKEN, Mr. Kerr of Iowa, and Mr. CLUNIE managers of the 
conference on the part of the House, 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendment of the Senats to the bill (H. R. 3940) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to extend the fees of certain officers over the Territories 
of New Mexico and Arizona,“ agreed to the conference asked by the 
Senate on the di ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. STRUBLE, Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. KILGORE managers 
of the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the di ing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8152) 
making appropriations for thesupport of the Military Academy for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1891. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (S. 4) authorizing the establishing of a public park 
in the District of Columbia, agreed to the conference asked by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. Grout, Mr. ATKINSON of Pennsylvania, and Mr. HEMP- 
HILL managers of the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had di to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3538) 
for the relief of Albert H. Emery, further insisted on its disagreement 
to the said amendment, asked a further conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
BooTHMAN, Mr. FARQUHAR, and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky, 
managers of the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had receded from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7160) 
making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions 
of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for 
other purposes, numbered 12, and insisted upon its disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill, numbered 9 and 10, agreed 
to the further conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Morrow, Mr. BEL- 
DEN, and Mr. SAYERS managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 3982) granting to the Chicago, Kansas and Nebraska Rail way Com- 
pany power to sell and convey to the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific 
Railway Company all the railway, property, rights, and franchises of 
the Chicago, Kansas and Nebraska Railway Company in the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma and in the Indian Territory. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill K. R. 10639) to amend section 2, act of May 30, 1862; 

A bill (H. R. 10906) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the payment of pensions and for the expenses of 
the Eleventh Census for the fiscal year 1890, and for other purposes; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 10907) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company to construct bridges 
across the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers, approved January 8, 
1889. 

Mr. PUGH. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 31 minutes p. m.) 
pep css adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, June 13, 1890, at 12 
0 m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, June 12, 1890. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


COMMITTEE ON RULES. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House the following 
communication. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, Washington, D. C., June 11, 1890. 

Dear Sie: Please accept this as my resignation from the Committee on Rules 

to which you appointed me to-day. 
Yours truly, 


R. Q. MILLS, 
Hon. THOMAS B. REED, Speaker, ete. 
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TheSPEAKER. The question before the House is, Shall Mr. MILLS | The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would be in order. 


be excused from service on the committee? 
The question was taken, and Mr. MILLS was excused. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] as a member of the Committee on Rules. 
UNLAWFUL RESTRAINTS OF TRADE AND COMMERCE, 


TheSPEAKER. The first matter before the House is the confer- 
ence report which was under consideration yesterday evening. The 
Clerk will read the title of the bill. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill 15 1) to protect trade and commerce against unlawfal restraints and 
monopolies, 

The question was taken on the adoption of Ahe repor; and the 
Speaker announced that he was in doubt as to the t. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 25, noes 54, 

Mr. STEWART, of. Vermont. I make the point that no quorum is 


resent. 

3 The SPEAKER (after counting the House). One hundred and four- 
teen members are present—not a quorum. 

Mr. KERR, of foo: I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The only motions in order are for a call of the 
House or for adjournment, 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I move a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The roll was called; when the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 


Ad Cooper, Ind. Kennedy, Price, 
Allen, Miss. Cooper, Ohio Kerr, Pa. Quinn, 
Anderson, Kans. Cothran, Ketcham, Raines, 
Andrew, Covert, Knapp, Randall, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Craig, Lansing, Reyburn, 
Banks, Crain, Lawler, Rockwell, 
Barnes, Culbertson, Pa. Lee, Rogers, 
Bayne, Cummings, Lewis, Rowland, 
Beckwith, Cutcheon Lind, Rusk, 
FFT 
ham, rlington, ansur wyer, 

Blan Is Davidson, Martin, Tex. Scranton, 
Bliss, De Lano, McAdoo, Seney, 

er, Dingley, McCarthy, Smith, III 
Boutelle, munds, McClellan, Spinola, 
Bowden, Elliott, McComas, Stahinecker, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Evans, McCord, Stivers, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Featherston, McDuffie, Stone, Mo. 
Brower, Fitch, McKenna, Sweney, 
Brown, J. B. Flood, Miles, ‘Taylor, III. 
Browne, T. M. Flower, Milliken, ‘Taylor, Ezra B. 
Browne, Va. Forman, Montgomery, Taylor, Joseph D. 
Buchanan, N.J. Fowler, Morey, Thomas, 

uckalew, t, Morgan, Thompson, 

Ballock, Goodnight, Morrill, Venable, 
Bunn, Grosvenor, Mudd, Waddill 
Burton, Grout, Mutchler, Walker, Mo. 
Caldwell Hare, Niedringhaus, Wallace, Mass, 
Candler, Mass. Hayes, ute, Washington, 
Cannon, eard, O’'Ferrall, Watson, 
Carlton, Hemphill, O'Neall. Ind, Wheeler, Mich, 

5 Herbert, Outhwaite, Whiting, 
Caswell, Hermann, Owen, Ind. Wickham, 
Cheati > Hill, Paynter, Willcox, 
Clarke, Ala. Holman, Peters, Wilson, Ky. 
Clements, Hooker, Phelan, Wilson, W. Va. 
Coleman, a are Pierce, Yardley.’ 
Conger, Kelley, Post, 


The following members appeared at the desk and had their names 
recorded as present by the Clerk, under the rule: 

Mr. ANDERSON of Kansas, Mr. ANDREW, Mr. BARNES, Mr. BAYNE, 
Mr. BUCKALEW, Mr. BULLOCK, Mr. BURTON, Mr. CARTER, Mr. 
CLARKE of Alabama, Mr. CULBERTSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. ED- 
MUNDS, Mr. ELLIOTT, Mr. Frron, Mr. GEST, Mr. GOODNIGHT, Mr. 

Mr. LIND, Mr. MCCLELLAN, Mr. MONTGOMERY, Mr. MOR- 
RILL, and Mr, STAHLNECKER, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. HEARD] was ab- 
sent from the House yesterday on account of sickness, and isalso absent 
to-day for the same reason. I ask that he be excused. 

ere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LESTER, of Virginia. My colleague [Mr. O'FERRALL] is ab- 
sent on account of sickness, and desires to be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

TheSPEAKER. TheClerk reports 166 members present; a quorum. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I move to dispense with all farther 
proceedings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon the adoption of the con- 
ference report. 

The question was taken; and on adivision there were—ayes 12, noes 
115. 

So the conference report was rejected. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman will state it. : 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Would it not be in order at this stage 
of the proceedings to move that the House recede from its original 
amendments? 


Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Then I make the motion that the 
House recede from its original amendments. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, and 
that is, after the report of the majority is voted down, is it the par- 
liamentary right of the minority to ask for another conference with 
instructions? 

The SPEAKER. It is not the right of the minority. The matter 
is governed by parliamentary procedure, which looks always towards 
agreement between the two Houses; and even if the gentleman had 
been recognized to make a motion for insistence and instructions, the 
motion of the gentleman from Vermont, in the opinion of the Chair, 
would take precedence. 

Mr. BLAND. If that is voted down, then will it be in order to 
make the motion that I have suggested? 

The SPEAKER. If the motion of the gentleman from Vermont is 
voted down, then another motion would be in order; and probably the 
motion of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
If the motion of the gentleman from Vermont is carried, does it leave 
the bill as it came from the Senate? 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair it leaves the bill as it 
came from the Senate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The Chair desires to examine the 
matter. [Afterapause.] The Chair desires to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Vermont to the exact situation. The House passed an 
amendment to the Senate bill; thereupon the bill was returned to the 
Senate, and the Senate passed an amendment to the House amendment 
and asked for a conference. The Senate having amended the House 
amendment, it would not be competent for the House to withdraw its 
original amendment by recession. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Then, Mr. Speaker, I desire to make 
another parliamentary inquiry. Would it be in order to move for a 
further conference with instruction to the conferees on the part of the 
House to withdraw the House amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It would be in order. 

Mr, STEWART, of Vermont. 1 make that motion. 

Mr. BLAND. The Chair has recognized me for the purpose of mak- 
ing a motion of a different character, for a new conference with instruc- 
tions, and I think we ought to have a vote upon that motion first. 
oot i STEWART, of Vermont. We do not hear the gentleman from 

issouri, ; 

Mr. BLAND. Istated that I had offered a resolution directing a 
new conference with instructions, and I claim that that ought to be 
voted upon first, from the fact that the House has already voted down 
the conference report. That would entitle one who is in the minority 
to have the resolutions voted upon as presented by the minority, and 
I insist upon a vote upon those resolutions. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire how 
it would be proper for the House to yote to withdraw its own amend- 
ment when the Senate has already acted upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already decided that that is nota 
proper motion, and that the only way the point can be reached is by 
insistence, the appointment of conferees, and the instruction of those 
conferees to that effect. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. But how can the House instruct its 
conferees to recede from an amendment which the Senate has already 
amended and disposed of ? 

The SPEAKER, The whole matter isstillopen. It isnot disposed 
of by either House except so far as either House is concerned. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. The Senate has amended the House 
amendment. 

TheSPEAKER. The Senate has amended the House amendment; 
but at the same time it is competent for the House to instruct its con- 
ferees to propose a withdrawal on both sides, by the Senate of its 
amendment to the House amendment, and by the House of the House 
amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. I suppose the instructions could be amended so that 
the House could vote on both propositions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Would it not be competent for the House to in- 
struct the conferees to agree to the Senate action, with the amendments 
suggested by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]? 

The SPEAKER. That can be offered as an amendment to the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. STEWART], unless he moves 
the previous question, 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Well, Mr. Speaker, I move the pre- 
vious question. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLAND. I understand that both propositions are pending and 
that the previous question is moved upon them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Ver- 
mont to move the previous question only upon his own proposition. 

Bei BLAND. But of course it is fair to have both considered as 
pending. 
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The SPEAKER. That consideration must be addressed to the gen- 
tleman from Vermont, and through him to the House. 

Mr. BLAND. But I addressed the Speaker, who has the power of 
8 araa understood I was recognized to offer the amendment 

ve 

The SP. The Chair did not recognize the gentleman. The 
gentleman first presented the amendment, asking whether he had a 
right to make a minority report. 

Mr. BLAND. That was yesterday; but to-day I did offer it, and I 
insisted on my right, as representing the minority, when the bill was 
taken from the majority, to offer my amendment for a new conference 
with instructions, ; 
ae SPEAKER. The matter is entirely under the control of the 

ouse, 

Mr. 3 It seems to be under the control of the Speaker as to 

tion. 

The SPEAKER. It is under the control of the Speaker simply as the 
organ of the House. 

Mr. BLAND. Then I pope the House will vote down the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Vermont. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has pointed out very plainly to the 
gentleman trom Missouri the method of getting at his object. 

* BLAND. But I understood that the proposition was amend- 
able. 

ee SPEAKER. It is amendable unless the previous question is 
ordered. 

Mr. BLAND, I hope the previous question will be voted down. 

The SPEAKER. The matter can be got at perfectly well by the 
House, and the Chair has pointed out the manner. 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the Chair please state the proposition of the 
gentleman from Vermont? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont moves that the House 
insist on its disagreement to the Senate amendment to the House 
amendment and ask for a committee of conference, and that the con- 
ferees on the part of the House be instructed to withdraw the House 
amendment or to pro a recession from the House amendment. 

Mr. McCREARY. And on that the gentleman from Vermont moves 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. On that the gentleman moves the previous ques- 
tion. If the previous question should be ordered the vote will then 
come directly upon the proposition of the gentleman from Vermont. If 
it be not ordered, then his proposition will be open to amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have the amendments read before we vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the amendments should be 
reported so that the House may understand what it is voting upon. The 
Clerk will read first the original House amendment, then the Senate 
amendment thereto. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 10 insert as section 2 the oe 

“Every contract or agreement entered into for the purpose of pri ting com- 
petition in the sale or hase of any commodity transpo from one State 


or Territory to be sold in another, or so contracted to be sold, or to prevent com- 
petition in the transportation of persons or 8 from one State or Terri- 
tory into another, shall be deemed unlawful within the meaning of this act: 

That the contracts he enumerated sha 


The Senate proposed to amend the House amendment as follows: 

Strike out in lines 2,3, and 4of said amendment the words“ competition in the 
sale or purchase of any commodity transported from one State or Territory to 
be sold in another or so con to be sold, or to prevent.” 

After the word another,“ in line 5 of said amendment, insert “ so that the 
rates of such transportation may be raised above what is just and reasonable.” 

Strike out all after act,“ in line 6 of said amendment, down to and including 
“act” in line 8; so that the amendment of the House as amended will read: 

Every contract or agreement entered into forthe —— preventing com- 

tion in the transportation of 8 or property from one State or Territory 
to another, so that the rates of such transportation may be raised above what 
is just and reasonable, shall be deemed unlawful within the meaning of this act.“ 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont demands the pre- 
vious question on his motion. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, there 
were—ayes 82, nays 95. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 53 voting in favor thereof. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
110, nays 97, not voting 120; as follows: 


YEAS—110. 

Allen, Mich, Cheadle, Funston, Kennedy, 
Anderson, Cheatham, E Kerr, Iowa 
Atkinson, Pa. Clark, Wis, > 
Baker, Cogswell, Gifford, 
Banks, Comstock, Greenhalge, la Follette, 
Bartine, Connell, b law, 
Bayne, Craig, Hansbrough, Laws. 
Belden, Culbertson, Pa, Harmer, Lehibach, 

nap, Daizell, Lind, 

rgen, Dolliver, H m, III. ` 

Boothman, — nderson, Iowa Mason, 
—— Hill, McCormick, 
Barton, — AAE Hi * McDaftie, 
Cannon, Finley, Houk, McKinley, 
Carter, Flick, Kelley, Milliken, 
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Moffitt, Pickler, Smith, W. Va. Turner, Kans, 
Moore, N. H. Pugsley, Smyser, Vandever, 
Morrill, uackenbush, Snider, Van Schaick, 
Morrow, N Spooner, ‘ade, 
Morse, Reed, lowa Stephenson, Walker, Mass, 
2 Donnell, Rife, Ste Vt. Wallace, N. Y 
O'Neill, Pn. Rockwell, Stock illiams, 
Osborne, Row Struble, Wilson, K. 
Owen, Ind. Sanford, Sweney. Wilson, Wash. 
e, Scull, Taylor, Tenn right. 
„ Townsend, Colo, 
Perkins, Simonds, Townsend, 
NAYS—97. 
Abbott, p. Lester, Va. Skinner, 
Alderson, Culberson, Tex. Maish, Springer, 
Anderson, Miss, Davidson, Mansur, Stewart, Ga. 
kh Dibble, Martin, Ind. Ste Tex. 
Barnes, Dockery, McClammy, Stockdale, 
ig, Dunphy, McClellan, Stone, Ky. 
Bland, Edmu Mc Stump, 
Blount, Elliott, McRae, Tarsney, 
ridge, Ark, Ellis, Mills, Tillman, 
Brickner, Fitch, Montgomery, Tracey. 
Brookshire, Fithian, Moore, Tex. Tucker, 
Bru Forney, Matchier, Turner, Ga. 
Buchanan, Va. Geissenhainer, Norton, Vaux, 
Buckalew, Gibson, Oates, Venable, 
Bullock, Goodnight, Owens, Ohio Wheeler, Ala, 
Bynum, Grimes, Parrett, Whitth 
Candler, Ga. Hatch, Peel, Wike, 
Caruth, Hayes, Penington, wiser 
Catchings, a Perry, Wilk 
ipman, Hemphill, Quinn, 8 
cy, Henderson, N. Reilly, Wilson, Mo 
Clarke, Ala Kilgore, ich: “ Yoder. 
nnie, e, Ro ' 
Cobb, Lanham, Saras 
Cowles, Lester, Ga. Shively, 
NOT VOTING—120. 
Adams, Cooper, Ind, Knapp, Reyburn, 
Alen, Miss. Cooper, Ohio Lansing, 
Andrew, Cothran, Lawler, Rowland. 
Arnold, Covert Lee, Rusk, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Crain, Lewis, Russell, 
Beckwith, Cummings, Magner, Sawyer, 
Biggs, Cutcheon, Martin, Tex. Scranton, 
Bingham, eal er McAdoo, Seney, 
Blanchard, Darlington, McCarthy, Smith, III. 
Bliss, De Haven, McCord, Spinola, 
Boatner, De Lano, McKenna, Stahlnecker, 
Boutelle, Dingle, MeMillin, Stivers, 
Bowden, Enloe, Miles, Stone, Mo, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Evans, Morey, Taylor, E. B. 
Brewer, Featherston, Morgan, Taylor, III. 
Brower, F. x Mudd, Taylor, J. D. 
Brown, J. B. Flower, Niedringhaus, Thomas, 
Browne, T. M. Forman, Nute, 2 Thompson, 
ro Va. Fowler, O'Ferrall, Turner, N. X. 
Buchanan, N. J. Frank, O'Neall, Ind. Waddill, 
Bunn, Grosvenor, O'Neil, Mass, Walker, Mo. 
Butterworth, Grout, Outhwaite, Wallace, Mass, 
Caldwell Hare, Paynter, Washington, 
= „ Heard, Peters, Watson, 
Candler, Mass. Herbert, Phelan, Wheeler, Mich, 
Carlton, Holman, Pierce, Whiting, 
Caswell, Hooker, Post, Wickbam, 
Clements, Hopkins, Price, Willcox, 
Coleman, Kerr, Pa. Raines, Wilson, W. va. 
Conger, Ketcham, Randall, Yardley, 


So the peren question was ordered. 

The following pairs were announced until farther notice: 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. BOATNER. 

Mr, Post with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. LESTER, of Virginia. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. EvANs with Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. BLiss with Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 

Mr. Dx LANo with Mr, SPINOLA. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. ROWLAND. 

Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. ANDREW. 
Mr. RANDALL with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. MCMILLIN. 
Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. HARE. 

Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. HOOKER. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 
Mr. KNAPP with Mr. Covert. 

Mr. Srrs, of Illinois, with Mr. BUNN. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio, with Mr. FORMAN. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. PAYNTER. 

Mr. McCorp with Mr. WALKER, of Missouri. 

Mr. THomAS with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. CARLTON. 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. WILLCOX. 

Mr. T. M. Browxe with Mr. J. B. BROWN. 

Mr. E. B. TAYLOR with Mr. ROGERS. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
Mr. CoLEMAN with Mr. PRIcE. 

Mr. Morey with Mr. FOWLER, 
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Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. LEE. 

Mr. Nur with Mr. MAGNER. 

Mr. BREWER with Mr. CLEMENTS, for the rest of the week. 

Mr. KercHAM with Mr. FLOWER, for two weeks. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. Witson, of West Virginia, until June 14. 

Mr. Horkixs with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, for this day. 

Mr. RAINES with Mr. COOPER, of Indiana, for this week. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. OvrHwarre, for this 
day. 

Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. WASHINGTON, for this day. 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. Brees, for this day. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. HOLMAN, for this day. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. CRAIN, for this day. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. MCADOO, for to-day. 

Mr. Brower with Mr. O’FERRALL, for this day. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, with Mr. ENLOE, on this vote. ` 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. DARGAN, on this vote, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire to withdraw my vote, as I find I am 
paired with the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER]. 

On motion of Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, by ous consent, 
the reading of the names was d with, 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

TheSPEAKER, The question recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Vermont that the House ask a further conference, and in- 
struct its conferees to recede from the House amendment, 

Mr. BLAND. Can we have a division of the question on receding 
and instructions? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. This bill is 
now before the House as if there had been no conference, the conference 
report having been disagreed to. This isa Senate bill with House 
amendments, and a Senate amendment to the House amendment. Is 
this a motion to recede from the House amendment to the Senate 
bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is to instruct the conferees on the part of the 
House to consent to that. : 

Mr. BLAND. As I desire a further conference I wish a division of 
the question and a separate vote on the further conference and on the 
instructions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the rule of the House provides 
that should be asked before the question is sabmitted. é 

Mr. BLAND. But the House has just ordered the previous qués- 
tion. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Besides the motion contains two distinctive propo- 


sitions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not divisible, however, at 

is time. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I do not understand the practice of 
the House as allowing a division of such questions. It is nothing more 
than a motion to recommit to the committee of conference with in- 
structions. It presents a single question for the conferees. 

Mr. BLAND. Thereare two questions embodied in the motion; first, 
to authorize a new conference, which, of course, we all want; and next 
for instruction, that we do not want. The question, then, which is put 
to the House ought to be submitted in the shape demanded by the 
House, and especially so since I have had no right whatever to offer an 
amendment. I will only state 
3 SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that there can be any 

vision. 

Mr. BLAND. Then, a parlimentary inquiry. If this is voted down 
it will be in order to ask a further conference? 

The SPEAKER, Certainly, 

Mr. BLAND. I hope it will be voted down. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Vermont. 
‘The Chair ed to submit the question. 


Mr. BLAND. I demand a division. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 106, nays 98, not vot- 
ing 123; as follows: 


YEAS—106. 

Alien, Mich. Connell, H. 5 McDuffie, 
Anderson, Kans, Craig, Henderson, Iowa McKinley, 

old, Culbertson, Pa. Hermann, Moffitt, 

nson, Dalzell, Hill, Moore, N. H. 
Baker, Dolliver, Hitt, orrill, 
Banks, rsey Houk, Morrow, 
Bayne, Dunnell, Kelley, Morse, 
Beiden, Ewart, Kennedy, Mudd, 
Belknap, Farquhar, Kerr, Iowa O'Donnell. 
Bergen, Finley, Kinsey, O'Neill, Fa. 
Boothman, lick, Lacey, Osborne, 
Brosius, k, La Foliette, yne, 
Burton, Funston, Laidlaw, Payson, 
Cannon, Gear, Laws, Post, 
Carter, Gest, Lehlbach Pugsley, 
Cheadie, Gifford, Lind, Quackenbush, 
Cheat reenhalge, Lodge, Ray, 
Clark, Wis, a 1. . Reed, Iowa 
Comstock, er, McCormick, Rockwell, 


Rowell Sm Sweney, Wade, ` 
Sanford, Snider, Taylor, Tenn. Walker, Mass. 
ee Spooner, Townsend, Colo, Williams, Ohio 
. Townsend, Pa, Wilson, Ky. 
Sherman, Stewart, Vt. Turner, Kans, Wilson, Wash, 
Simonds, tockbridge, Vandever, 
Smith, W. Va. Struble, Van Schaick, 
NAYS—98. 
Abbott, Culberson, Tex. Lester, Va. Sprin, 
„7 Sen 
erson v n, mish, wart, Ga. 
Bankhead, Dockery, ur, Stewart, Tex, 
Barnes, Dunphy, Martin, Ind. Stockdale, 
Barwig, Edmunds MoClammy, Stone, Ky. 
Bland, Elliott, McClellan, Stump, 
Blount, Ellis, McCreary, Tarsney, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Enloe, McRae, Tillman, 
Brickner, Fitch, Mills, Tracey, 
Broo Fithian, Montgomery, Tucker, 
Brunner, Forney, Moore, Tex. Turner, Ga, 
Buchanan, Va. Geissenhainer, Mutchler, Turner, N. Y. 
uckalew, Gibson, Norton, Vaux, 
Bullock, Goodnight, Oates, Venable, 
dler, Ga. Grimes, Owens; Ohio Washington, 
th, atch, Parrett, Wheeler, Ala. 
Catchings, Hayes, Peel, Whitthorne, 
Penington, 
Clancy, Hemphill, Perkins, Wilkinson, 0 
Clunie, Henderson, N. C. ae Willcox, 
Cobb, re, * Williams, III. 
Cothran, Lane, Sayers, Wilson, Mo, 
Cowles, Lanham Shively, 
Crisp, Lester, Ga. Skinner, 
NOT VOTING—133. 
Adams, Coleman, Lansing, rn, 
Allen, Miss. * Lawler, iye krse 
Andrew, Cooper, Ind. Lee, Rogers, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Ohio Magner, Rowland, 
ine, Covert, Martin, Tex. Rusk, 
Beckwith, n, McAdoo, Russell, 
Biggs, Cummings, M y, Scranton, 
Bingham, itcheon, McCord, Seney, 
Blanchard, Darlington, McKenna, Smith: III. 
Bliss, De Haven, MeMillin, inola, 
Boat: De Lano, Miles, ivers, 
Boutelle, Dibble, Milliken, „Mo. 
Bowden, Dingley, Morey, Taylor, E. B. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Evans, 3 lor, III. 
Brewer, Featherston, Niedringhaus, Taylor, J. D. 
Brower, Flood, Nute, Thomas, 
Browu, J. B. Flower, O’Ferrall, 
Browne, T. M. Forman O'Neall, Ind. Waddill, 
Browne, Va. Fowler, O'Neil, Mass. Walker, Mo. 
Buchanan, N.J. Grosvenor, Outhwaite, ass, 
Bunn, Grout, Owen, Ind, Wallace, N. X. 
urrows, Hare, Paynter, Watson, 
Butterworth, Heard, A Wheeler, Mich, 
Bynum, Henderson, III. Peters, Whiting, 
Caldwell, Herbert, Phelan, Wickham, 
Cam U. Holman, Pickler, Wiley, 
Candler, Mass. Hooker, Pierce, Wilson, W. Va, 
Carlton, Hopkins, Price, Wright, 
Caswell, err, Pa. Raines Yardley, 
Clarke, Ala. Ketcham Randall, Yoder, 
Clements, Knapp, Reilly, 


So the motion of Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: . 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. ROBERTSON, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. DIBBLE, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. Rusk, on this vote. * 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. HEARD, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. BREWER. I desire to announce that I was paired on the last 
vote; otherwise I should have voted ay.“ 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the motion was agreed to, and also move to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had adopted the following resolution; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Presi- 
dent of the United States be requested to cause correspondence and negotiation 
to be had, through the Department of State or othe: with the authorities 
of the Kingdom of Great Britain, for the purpose of secu — hk ab: 
modification of the regulations now enforced by said authorities which require 
cattle imported into Great Britain from the United States of America to be 
slaughtered at the port of entry, and prohibiting the same from being carried 
alive to other places in said kingdom. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 8544) to increase the limit of cost of site 
and public building at Duluth, Minn. 

Them also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments in which the concurrence of the House was requested, bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 3458) granting a pension to Ann Ruffner; and 

A bill (H. R. 4570) to authorize the Leavenworth and Platte County 
Bridge Company to substitute a pivot draw-bridge over the Missouri 
River in place of à pontoon bridge. 

The message also announced that the Senate insisted on its amend- 
ments, disagreed to by the House, to bills of the following titles, asked 


tion or 


5984 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 12, 


a conference with the House on said bills and amendments, and had 
appointed conferees on the partof the Senate as tively indicated: 

A bill (H. R. 6034) for the relief of Mary Alice White Ogden—con- 
ferees, Mr. DOLPH, Mr. ALLEN, and Mr. Pasco. 

A bill (H. R. 7160) making appropriations for the payment of invalid 
and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1891, and for other purposes—conferees, Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAWEs, 
and Mr. GORMAN, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 3329) authorizing the city of Charleston, S. C., to open Con- 
cord street through the grounds of the United States in that city; 

A bill (S. 3718) to prohibit monopoly in the transportation of cattle 
to foreign countries; 

A bill (S. 3719) to provide for the inspection of live cattle and beef 
products intended for export to foreign countries; 

A bill (S. 3796) to provide for the purchase of a site, and the erection 
of a public building thereon, at Racine, in the State of Wisconsin; 

A bill (S. 3817) for the protection of actual settlers who have made 
homestead or pre-emption entries upon the public lands of the United 
States in the State of Florida upon which deposits of phosphate have 
been discovered since such entries were made; 

A bill (S. 3843) to provide for the establishment of a port of delivery 
at Rock Island, III.; and 

A bill (S. 3942) to amend section 5478 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. SPOONER. I desire to submit a conference report upon House 
bill No. 5182, making appropriations for the support of the Military 
Academy. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the 3 votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8152) making appropriations 
for the pe 5 the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891 
and for other pu having met,after full and free conference have 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered l4 and 16. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 4, 7, and 9, and to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $17,500,” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 22; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 22, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the words stricken out by said amendment 
insert the following: Or rental upon the best terms that can be obtained in 
hoe discretion of the Secretary of War:“ and the Senate to the same. 

H. J. S NER, 
SAMUEL P. SNIDER, 
S. M. ROBERTSON, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

W. B. ALLISON, 

©. B. FARWELL, 

WILKINSON CALL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. SPOONER, I ask that the accompanying statement be read. 
The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 


Statement to accompany report of conference committee on amendments to bill 
(H. R. 8152) making a 5 ſor the support of the Military Academy 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891. 


The effect of adopting the recommendations of said committee of conference 
will be: To increase the appropriation for "repairs and improvements“ from 
$13,000, as provided by bill as by the House, to $17,500; 

To strike out the provision for two clerks to the quartermaster and adjutant 


respectively,“ $2,400. 

To retain the Senate amendment providing for the muster out of the “artillery 
detachment” and its immediate re-enlistment as army service men” in the 
Quartermaster’s Department; 

To provide appropriation of $2,500 for plumbing in cadet hospital; 

To retain appropriation of $3,030 for practice-room for band: 

To retain appropriation of $30,000 for construction of hospital for enlisted men, 
and to pori Place deren 8 of Secretary of War, of instruments, ete., 
for telephone and station. 

r H. J. SPOONER. 


For Conferecs on part of the House. 


Mr. SPOONER. I move the adoption of the report. 

The report was adopted. ; 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted, and also move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL COPIES OF SENATE BILL 389 AND HOUSE BILL 310. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Kansas. I desire unanimous consent to offer a 
resolution for present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That 1,000 copies of Senate bill 389, as agreed to by the committee 
of conference, be ordered printed for the use of the House, and 500 copies of House 
bill 319 be ordered printed, with the amendments which the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions propose to offer, 

Mr. SPRINGER. What bill is this? 

Mr. MORRILL. Bill 389, as from the conference commit- 
tee, which we agreed to yesterday, and 319 is the prisoners-of-war bill. 
The copies are completely exhausted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Inasmuch as this involves extra printing, I de- 


sire to suggest a larger number of copies. What is the number stated 
in the resolution ? ` 

Mr. MORRILL. It seems to me the number stated in the resolu- 
tion will be sufficient, because within the next ten days or two weeks 
the law itself will be printed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This ought to be printed in pamphlet form an 
not in bill form, because the bill has gone to the President. * 

Mr. MORRILL. We have no authority to publish in any other way. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to printing this in bill form. We want 
to send it to our constituents, and I suggest that it be printed in pam- 
phlet form. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is immaterial in what form it is printed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is very material to us. 

Mr. MORRILL, The call this morning for this bill is simply enor- 
mous, and there is not a copy to be had. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to amend so that it may be printed in 
pamphlet form. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I make this suggestion to the 
gentleman to permit his request to have the printing done in the form 
that the laws are usually printed, and this will save cost of printing, 
as the matter will not have to be reset. 

Mr. SPRINGER, It will not have to be reset if itis printed in 
pamphlet form. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is the way you ought to have it done. 

Mr. MORRILL, That can beeasily arranged by the Public Printer. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that 5,000 copies be printed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That will require a joint resolution, 
will it not? Will that not put the cost above the limit? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; they will not cost over $2 a thousand. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the cost exceeds $500, the Public Printer 
would not fill the order without a joint resolution. So the matter can 
be very easily arranged. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The whole execution of this order will not cost $50. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state his amendment? 

Mr. SPRINGER, I move to strike ont 1,000“ and insert 5,000 
copies. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am perfect willing to accept that amendment. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to my friend that 5,000 
copies be printed if the President approves the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That will not make any difference. We want to 
get copies of the bill into the hands of the people who want to read it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The newspapers are not all dead. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It will be the same text. It will be sent ont by 
Congress, and of course it will be just as good reading matter now as 
it will beafteritisapproved. Everybody is anxious to know the terms 
of this bill. It ought to be in the document-room at once. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, it should be. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I therefore insist on the amendment that 5,000 
copies be printed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. They should go to our credit in the 
folding-room. 

Mr. McCREARY. I think we ought to have 5,000 copies. If gen- 
tlemen prefer to have it printed now, before it is signed, I am willing. 

Mr. MORRILL. If they go to our credit in the folding-room, it will 
be thirty days before we could get the copies, and in twelve days the 
law will be printed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam informed by the printing clerk that this 
will not cost over $2 a thousand. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution as amended, 

The Clerk read as follows: \ 

Resolved, That 5,000 copies of Senate bill 389 as agreed to by the committee of 
conference be ordered prana in pamphlet form as an act of Congress for the 
use of the House, and copies of House bill 319 be ordered printed with the 
amendment which the Committee on Invalid Pensions propose to offer. 

Mr. SPRINGER. , Should we not have more copies of the last men- 
tioned bill? 

Mr. MORRILL, Five hundred copies of the prisoners-of-war bill 
will be sufficient. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kansas how 
many copies will be assigned to each member under the order. 

Mr. MORRILL. There will be no assignment. They will be sent 
to the document-room. The reason for having these bills printed at 
all is so that we may have them in the next forty-eight hours. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We want the bill to use within the 
next forty-eight hours. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The distribution should be made equally, 

Mr. MORRILL, If the pamphlets go to the folding-room they will 
be practically useless, because it will be so long before we can get 


them. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. They should be divided equally. I 
move, as an amendment, that the documents be divided among the 
members equally. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I accept that. 

Mr. BLAND. There are 327 members, and only 5,000 copies are 
proposed to be printed. You will have to increase the number. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. As the resolution now stands this bill 


a 
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As there is only one page, the 
covers would cost more than the printing, and I think that it had better 
be changed. 

Mr, BREWER. I think we had better have the regular order. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, I move to refer the resolution to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to lay that on the table. If you refer it to 
the Committee on Printing it is utterly useless. It is within the next 
twenty-four hours that we need these copies of the bill, if they are to 
be of use, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of 
the resolution, how are you going to divide 5,000 copies equally among 
325 members? 

Mr. MORRILL. The superintendent of the folding-room can divide 
them as equally as possible. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to offer an amendment, to strike out 5,000 
copies of the bill passed yesterday, and provide for the printing of 
10,000 copies. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Vork [Mr. FARQUHAR] 
moves that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Printing. 
The question will be taken on that motion. 

The question was put and the motion was lost. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That 5,000 copies of Senate bill 389 as agreed to by the committee 
of conference be ordered printed in the same form as an act of Congress for 
the use of the House; and that 500 copies of the House bill 319 be ordered 
printed with the amendments which the Committee on Invalid Pensions pro- 
pose to offer. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iunderstand that an amendment was offered by the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ] that this reprint of these bills 
be equally divided among members, which has not yet been read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa will please put his 
amendment in writing, and the House will suspend business until the 
amendment is submitted. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I move to amend by increasing the 
number to 10,000. 

The SPEAKER, One amendment is pending, and the Chair will 

“not entertain any other motion until that is disposed of. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It is pro; to amend by adding at the end of the resolution the following: 
“To ivided equally between members as nearly as may be done.” 


Mr. FARQUHAR, I suggest the substitution of the words can be 
done ſor may be done. 

The amendment of Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon agreeing to the resolu- 
tion as amended, 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move tostrike out 5,000“ and insert ‘'10,000.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. I accept that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. [offer to amend by providing, instead of printing 
this bill in the form of a law, that it be printed in octavo form, and 
then we will have no trouble in distinguishing the bill from a law. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will reduce his amendment to 
writing. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I move that the words in octavo form be 
substituted for the words in the same form as an act of Congress. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will present his amendment so 
that it can be understood. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If this resolution should pass, it will simply be 
the same text as will be contained in the certified law, and therefore 
the amendment is utterly unnecessary. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York proposes the fol- 
lowing amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “in the same form as an act of Congress and insert the 
words “in octavo form,” a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 


PENSION AND CENSUS DEFICIENCY BILI. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I send up to the desk a bill carrying 
appropriations for urgent deficiencies, and ask unanimous consent to 
Date it considered now in the House as in Committee of the Whole 

ouse, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 10906) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the payment of pensions and for the expenses of the Eleventh 
Census for the fiscal year 1890, and for other purposes, 

Be it enacted, eic., That the following sums, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, be, and the same are hereby, appropriated out of any money in the 
5 not otherwise appropriated for the objects hereinafter expressed, 
namely: 

ARMY AND NAVY PENSIONS. 

For Army and Navy pensions as follows: For invalids, widows, minor chil- 
dren, and dependent relatives, survivors, and widows of the wars of 1812 and 
with Mexico, 898.35, on account of the fiscal year 1890: Provided, That the 
appropriation aforesaid for Navy pensions shall be paid from the income of the 
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Navy: prosin, fu same i urpose: 
vided. riher, 18 . 9 Sait bo 
accounted for separately, 
ELEVENTH CENSUS. 
For salaries and necessary n fe mpiling the res 
the Eleventh 8 $3,070,000, to continue peer — — —— * 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of this bill; is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I will state for the in- 
formation of the House in respect to the item for the Eleventh Census, 
that under the original act the maximum appropriated for taking the 
Eleventh Census was $6,400,000. Subsequently, in this Congress, we 
added $1,000,000 for taking recorded indebtedness, and also $75,000 
for increased compensation to supervisors. This appropriation comes 
out of that sum and is to pay the enumerators and supervisors who are 
at work now during the month of June and who must be paid by the 
Ist of July. So that the amount covered by this item is strictly a de- 
ficiency for this year. In other words, it is to pay for the work which 
will be done in June and which must be paid for right along. 

Mr. SAYERS. This sum is entirely within the limits of the law as 
originally passed. i 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Entirely so. There are forty-three 
thousand enumerators, and this three millions is to pay their compen- 
sation. Gentlemen will observe thatthe amount is $3,075,000. The 
$75,000 is to pay the increased compensation of the supervisors. 

Now, as to the pension matters, it will be remembered by the House 
that we put through, in the urgent deficiency bill, an appropriation 
for deficiencies of pensions amounting to $21,613,009, At that time 
it was thought by the Commissioner of Pensions and by the House 
that the amount would be sufficient, but it turns out that the sum of 
$3,708,838.35 will still be needed for this year over and above that 
which was appropriated, I think, in January. à 

This arises from the fact that in January the Commissioner adopted 
a new system by which he could employ the force of the Pension Office 
in examining claims for the purpose of adjudicating them. During 
the holiday recess he put several hundred clerks, well up to a thou- 
sand, at work putting the claims which seemed to be ready for final 
adjudication upon what might be called a trial docket; he called it the 
completed files.“ During the recess 30,000 names were put upon 
that completed-file list. Subsequently to that and up to the Ist of 
this month 50,000 cases were added, making 80,000in a His system 
has been to require the examiners to devote Monday, Tuesday, Wednes- 
day, Thursday, and Friday of each week entirely to the examination 
of cases with a view to adjudication, and to answer during those days 
no calls for the status of cases. Then on Saturday the whole force of 
the office stop the work of examination and give their entire attention 
to the answering of Congressional and other calls for the status of cases. 

The result has been a very largely increased amount of work, and it 
is the increased allowances of claims which make the necessity for this 
deficiency, and which could not have been anticipated. Up to the Ist 
of this month, 8,000 original certificates over and above the number 
issued during the same period last year were issued, and, with the 
number which will be issued during the current month, the aggregate 
will be brought well up to 12,000 over and above the number for the 
corresponding period of last year. It is this increased work by reason 
of the adoption of this new method which brings about this deficiency. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to state right here that this reported 
deficiency, as Iam informed, will not be sufficient to meet all the pen- 
sion certificates that will be granted during the present fiscal year. I 
will ask the gentleman from Iowa whether I am correct in that. ~ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. My friend is correct to this extent: 
The certificates that may be allowed during the last ten or twelve days 
of tbis month will have to be sent to the respective pension agencies 
throughout the country, and the vouchers for those cases can not be 
made out and the money paid during the present fiscal year; so that 
a portion of the certificates that will be allowed for the last few days 
of this fiscal year can not be paid out of this year’s fund, but will, as 
heretofore, fall within the payments of the coming fiscal year. This 
has been the uniform practice. 

Mr. MORRILL. In each of the original cases there are more or less 
arrears to be paid. In eyery original case the pension is allowed from 
the date of the application, which, of course, increases the amount neces- 
sary to be paid. As I understand it, there were more than $30,000,000 
paid during the last year for arrearages alone on these original cases; but 
after the original cases are all allowed that item will drop out of the 
annual expenditure on the pension-roll. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes; the new allowances, as the gen- 
tleman from Kansas says, include arrearages that run from the date of 
the filing of the claim, and in proper cases further back; but the De- 
partment finds that for the past year the average value of the original 
cases was $480 each, taking into account the allowances for arrearages. 

Mr. MORRILL. Theaverage for theannual payments is only $131. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Can the gentleman from Iowa tell us how many 
original claims are pending ? E 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No; I have not the data at hand to 
answer that question, as the question is not involved in this legislation. 
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In this connection, Mr. Speaker, I will print as a part of my remarks 
a statement by the 35 of Pensions showing the amount that 
has been paid during the present fiscal year, and other data leading. up 
to the necessity for this appropriation. For the information of the 
House I will print a statement showing the total amount that has been 
paid to the soldiers during the present year. 

Mr. PEEL. I understand from the gentleman’s statement that this 
$3, 708,838.35 is a deficiency in addition to the deficiency passed some 
time ago. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It is in addition to the $21,000,000 

some time ago. 

Mr. PEEL. And the two together make the total of the deficiency 
of the annual appropriation of the last year. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Les, sir; and it may be as well that 
I give to the open House the data that I have just referred to and 
which I intended to add to my remarks. But it is of such vital in- 
terest at this time, when many honestly believe that we are doing but 
little for our comrades, that I will present the information now. 

The regular pension appropriation bill which passed at this session 
carried $98,427,461. In he urgent deficiency act which I reported in 
January we appropriated for pensions $21,613,009. Forsoldiers’ homes 
we included in the urgent deficiency bill $81,609.69. For artificial 
limbs there was included in the same bill $60,000; for pay and bounty 
claims (actual and estimated), $1,123,629.75. 

In the sundry civil bill, as reported yesterday, there is provided for 
soldiers’ homes (seven branches) an Ei paca of $2,601,765.45; aid 
to State homes for soldiers, paid out of the Federal Treasury, $400,000; 
for artificial limbs and appliances (this being the year when that appro- 

nanon is called for), $402,000; pay and bounty claims (estimated), 
„000. 

In the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act, which 
has the House, we appropriated for expenses of the Pension 
Office $2,439,150; for record and pension division, War Department— 
what is known as Dr. Ainsworth’s division—$837,270, a division do- 
ing a great work for the soldiers in speeding the examination of all 

ims. 

Then there was the bill which passed this House and, I think, has 
become a law. I will ask the gentleman from Kansas whether that 
bill, known as the totally-helpless bill,“ has not passed both Houses 
and become a law? 

Mr. PERKINS. It has. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That bill carries 8450, 000. Then the 
general on bill, which passed this House yesterday, for the benefit 
of disabled soldiers, their widows, and the old fathers and mothers, 
carried, as was estimated, not less than $35,000,000. So that we have 
appropriated by our legislation, including what is covered in the sundry 
civil bill now pending in the House, the sum of 58164, 115,894. 89. 
Then add the amount carried by the pending bill, and we have a grand 
total of 8167, 824, 733.24. 

Mr. HILL. How much of that is in direct aid of the soldiers by way 
of pensions? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have given each item as I went 
along. It is all for the benefit of the soldiers in one way or another. 

Then, in order that we may be perfectly fair and frank with each other, 
because there should be no concealments about this matter, I desire to 
say that the estimated receipts of the Government for 1891 are $450,- 
414,337.34. 

Mr. SAYERS. That includes post-office receipts? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It does, as do the other statements 
which I will give. The estimated revenues for the current year amount 
to $439,509,000. The actual revenues for 1889 were $443,148,000. 
Thus it will be seen that more than one-third of the entire receipts of 
the Government as provided for in this Congress go for the benefit of 
the soldiers of the Union. I feel it due to this Congress, and to both 
sides of if, that these facts should be given here and now. 

As I have stated, the estimated revenues for next year are $450, 414, 
337.84, including receipts from the postal service. The amount from 
the latter service for this year is estimated at $65,414,337.34, leaving 
all our Federal income from import duties and internal revenues and 
miscellaneous items, amounting to $385,000,000. Of this sum, as I 
have shown, we have appropriated this year, and gladly, the sum of 
$167,824,735.24 for the benefit of old soldiers, their widows, children, 

and helpless parents. Almost one-half of the revenues of the Govern- 
ment goes to this sacred use, and it is proper that the soldiers should 
know these facts, 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

MANUAL OF SURVEYING INSTRUCTIONS. 

Mr. PAYSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10639) to amend section 2, act of May 30, 1862. 
Be it enacted, eic., That the printed manual of surveying instructions for the 


F United States and private land claims, pre- 
pared at the General Land Office, and bearing date December 2, 1889, the in- 
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structions of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and the lin. 
structions of the rinted 


rr when not in conflict with sai 
manual or the instructions of said Commissioner, shall be taken and 
to be a part of every ‘contract for surveying the public lands of the United 
States and private land claims. 


ee MoMILLIN. Reserving the right to object, let the report be 
read. 

Mr. PAYSON. I can state the effect of this bill in less time than 
it will take to read the report. This bill, which has been prepared by 
the Secretary of the Interior and sent here with his recommendation, 
proposes to approve and legalize the Manual of Instructions 
by the General Land Offiee, a copy of which I holdin my hand, a book 
of some 500 pages. This involves no appropriation; but it is neces- 
sary, under a statute which has been in force since 1862, that these in- 
structions, which go to the different surveyors throughout the Union, 
and which are embraced in this Manual, should be legalized. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Are they not lawful now? 

Mr, PAYSON. In the absence of legislation such as this it would 
be necessary that every contract in reference to surveys should contain 
a long specification as to what shall be done. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And we are going to legalize a book which we 
have never heard read ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I trust the gentleman from Tennessee will accept 
the statement of the Secretary of the Interior and my own statement 
as to what is contained in this book, which is a public document. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam generally willing to take such a statement; 
but in matters so important as those affecting our public lands I think 
care ought to be exercised concerning the laws that we are to enact, 
especially when it is proposed to enact into law mere instructions of 
the Department extending, as I understand, through a period of twenty- 
eight years. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘Thegentleman misunderstands. We donot propose 
to legalize these instructions into law. The purport of the bill is that 
in contracts which may be made with surveyors for the survey of pub- 
lic lands these instructions, as prepared in the Interior Department, 
shall be deemed a part of the contract between the Government and 
the surveyor. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If the work has been done heretofore under these 
instructions, will the gentleman state what is the object of this legis-, 
lation now? 

Mr. PAYSON. This legislation is necessary because with the ad- 
vance of the work of surveying certain changes and improvements are 
deemed necessary by the Interior Department in order to protect the 
Government and perfect the system of surveys. The last Manual, 
which was legalized some ten years ago, wasa book of about two-thirds 
the size of the present. And by actual experience in connection with 
surveys which have since been prosecuted improvements have been 
suggested which the Commissioner of the Land Office and the Secre- 
tary of the Interior state are embodied in this book. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, I will ask my friend from Illinois if this has been 
reported by his committee? 

Mr. PAYSON. It has been. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Unanimously? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir; and the bill prepared by the Secretary of 
the Interior, and the book which I hold in my hand transmitted with 
the bill when it came to the Speaker’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not object to the consideration, but wish to 
ask my colleague if there is anything in the instructions relating to 
the issuance of patents on land grants to railroads? 

Mr. PAYSON. Oh, nothing whatever; it issimply as to the manual 
act of prosecuting the surveys in the field. 

Mr. SPRINGER, But does not confirm any land grants? 

Mr. PAYSON. None whatever; nothing of the kind. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

VIOLATION OF IMMIGRATION LAWs. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged report 
from the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform this House 
whether it is true that the Cunard 6 on Saturday last, re- 
fused to obey the orders of the officers of the United States to give return pas- 
sage to certain immigrants landed at New York by said ey. in violation of 
the contract-labor laws of the United States; and, if so, what steps, if any, have 
been taken to refuse to the steam-ships of said company until said com- 

ny has complied with laws of the United States and made due reparation 
for their refusal to obey the orders of the officers thereof. 

Mr. HITT. That resolution, Mr. Speaker, has been carefully con- 
sidered by the Committee on F and is reported back now 
with the recommendation that it be adopted. I ask immediate action 


upon it. 
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I am advised further, I will state, that the Treasury Department is 
preparing an answer to that ing 
he SPEAKER, It is s. 
„Saturday last” in the resolution should be modified. 
Mr. HITT. Task the substitution of the words Saturday, June 
n 


7, 1890. 
The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the modification of 
the resolution will be made. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The resolntion as modified was adopted. 
PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MORROW. Mr. Spedker, I submit a conference report on the 
ion appropriation bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: : 

The committee of conference on De votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 9, L0, and 12 to the biil H. R. 7160, mak- 
ing appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United 
States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, having 
met, after full and free conference have been unab 


ARTHUR P. GORMAN, 
4 Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. MORROW. / I move the adoption of the report. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that there is no report 


to adopt. ‘The conference committee simply report a di ment. 
Mr. MORROW. I am informed that the proper p ure is that 
the report of the committee of conference should be adopted, and we 


will then proceed to consider further action of the House on the bill. 
Mr. McCREARY. What is the report of the committee? 
Mr, MORROW. ‘That we are unable to agree. 
Bone McCREARY. Disagree as towhat? Whatis the disagreement 
about? 
pe MORROW. That I propose to explain as soon as the report is 
opted. 

Mr. McCREARY. Then I ask for the aang of the report again. 

The SPEAKER. The report has been read, but if the gentleman 
desires to ask unanimous consent. 

2 McCREARY. I ask unanimous consent that the report be again 
read. 

There being no objection, the report was again read. 

Mr. MORROW. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede 
from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 12. 
That is the amendment, I will state to the House, which provides for 
an appropriation of $250,000 for clerk-hire. The bill as originally 
pre the House provided an appropriation of $220,000 for clerk-hire 

n the offices of the pension agents throughout the country during the 
fiscal year 1891. The Senate amended this provision of the bill and 
increased that appropriation to $250,000. 

With reference to the proposed amendment I have only this to say: 
That when the matter was under investigation by the Appropriations 
Committee it was reported to the committee by the present Commis- 
sioner of Pensions that it was necessary for the proper administration 
of the business of the office at the various agencies of the country that 
he should have the sum of $250,000 for clerk-hire; and thesubcommit- 
tee reported favorably upon that amount to the Committee on Appro- 

tions. But upon consideration there it was deemed advisable to 
reduce it to $220,000, and so the bill in that shape went to the Senate. 

Now, we have in the rt of the Commissioner of Pensions a de- 
tailed statement upon which he makes the estimate of $250,000, and 
it does seem as though that sum would be required during the coming 

ear. There is an increase in tlie number of pensions as already de- 
yeloped by the action on the deficiency bill to-day. There is a much 
larger sum to pay through these various ies during the com 
year than ever before; and in order that the pensioners shall be pai 
eee when the pensſons are due it is necessary to provide this addi- 
tional clerk-hire. We therefore recommend to the House that it re- 
cede from its disagreement to this amendment, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask a question of the gentleman from 
California, if he will permit me. Whether the additional clerk-hire is 
to be used in the employment of additional clerks in the Pension Of- 
fice in this city? 

Mr, MORROW. No, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Where? 

Mr. MORROW. For clerks in the offices of the pension agents. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In the various cities? 

Mr. MORROW. Throughout the country. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, it seems to me that the necessity for an in- 
crease would be in the home office in this city, because of the new leg- 
islation on that subject. 

Mr. MORROW. ‘That would be a matter that would come in in 
another bill. It would not come in in our bill. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is for the next fiscal year, is it not? 

Mr. MORROW. Yes, sir; it is for the employés of the pension 


agents. The matter of clerks and other employés of the Pension Office 
comes in under the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 


from the desk that the expression | bill. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Are these clerks to be employed under the pro- 
visions of the civil-service law, or employed in the discretion of the 
pension agents in the different localities? 

Mr, MORROW. They will be 8 Sas as they have been hereto- 
fore; and not under the civil-service law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Therefore when there are fifty employés in an 
office they will be governed by the civil-service law, if there are 
less than fifty the employment will be at the discretion of the pension 
agent. 

Mr. MORROW. Yes; and as there are not-fifty clerks employed in 
any pension agent's office the civil-service rules will not obtain. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am very sorry that the gentleman did not con- 
clade to apply the provisions of the civil-service law. 

Mr. PETERS. Are you certain you are sorry? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I certainly regret very much that we are neglect- 
ing to avail ourselves of the provisions of the civil-service law as we 
proceed with the administration of the Government. 

Mr. MORROW. During the last Congress I noticed you were very. 
much concerned about it, and of course did eve you could to 
secure the adoption of the civil-service rules. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PET. Hence these tears, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I sup; when I read the platform of the Re- 
publican party adopted at Chicago and the letter of the President ac- 
cepting the nomination that we were to have the principles of the 
civil-service law applied to all new appointments to be made hereafter; 
but that, it seems, was only for the public outside, and in our own leg- 
islation we are presumed not to regard these measures, 

Mr. PETERS. I had no idea the gentleman had ever read even the 
introduction to that platform. ; 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman from California yield for a 
question ? 

Mr. MORROW. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I would like to ask him if this sum of $250,000 
will be an adequate amount. 

Mr. MORROW. The committee has been so informed by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions. 

Mr. CHEADLE. In view of the increase in the work by the legis- 
lation of yesterday, will it be enough? 

Mr. MO W. The committee is so advised by the Commissioner 
of Pensions, and that is all the information we can obtain. 

Mr. DUNNELL. That matter would not reach the persons affected 
under this bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Not this year, at any rate. 

Mr. MORROW. I have repeated the only advices we have received 
upon this subject. This bill is with reference to the employment of 
clerks in the offices of pension agents, so that that matter will hardly 
come under this head. : 

Mr. SAYERS. It is but fair thatthe gentleman 

Mr. FUNSTON. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 

Mr. MORROW. Waituntil we get through with this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas has the floor. 

Mr. FUNSTON. The Speaker certainly recognized me as I ad- 
dressed him. 5 

The SPEAKER. No, the gentleman from Texas has the floor. The 
gentleman from Kansas is mistaken. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. F the gentleman in charge of this bill 
should also have stated that the action of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the House in fixing the amount of clerk-hire at $220,000 was 
based upon the hypothesis that $250,000 was asked for by the Commis- 
sioners, coupled with an application for two more pension agencies, and 
that this $30,000 additional was necessary in the event that these two 
additional pension agencies were established. The House refused to 
establish or to provide for those two agencies. The bill went to the 
Senate and the amendment was ingrafted upon the House bill, increas- 
ing not only the amount of clerk-hire to $250,000 but also providing 
for these two additional agencies. Now the understanding—merely an 
outside understanding on the of the commitlee—was that the ques- 
tion should be presented to the House as to whether it should recede 
from its objection to the Senate amendment increasing the clerk-hire 
to $250,000, and adhere to its objection to the Senate amendment es- 
tablishing these two additional agencies, That is the proposition. 

Mr. MORROW. The statement made by the gentleman from Texas 
is quite correct. It is proposed that we shall insist upon our disagree- 
ment to the amendment increasing the number of agents to twenty. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask my colleague from Texas [ Mr. 
SAYERS] if there has been any agreement or understanding on the part 
of the committee or any consideration of this item by the Committee 
on Appropriations—this item that the gentleman from California pro- 
poses to recede from? 

Mr. SAYERS. This bill has been before the Committee on Appro- 
priations. These amendments have been before that committee. $ 
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Mr. DOCKERY. I know; but the proposition to recede, as the 
gentleman makes it—that has not been considered by our committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; this is merely an individual proposition 
upon the part of the gentleman from California [Mr. MORROW |. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I did not understand my colleague from Texas 
whether he concurred in the view of the gentleman from California 
[Mr. Morrow] in this matter. 

Mr. SAYERS. I concur in that view, provided the House will in- 
sist on its disagreement to the establishment of the two additional 
agencies. Otherwise I do not. 

Mr. MORROW. This matter is now out of the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and is within the jurisdiction of the con- 
ference committee, as I understand it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I did not assert that it was within the jurisdic- 
tion of the conference committee, 

Mr. PETERS. If the gentleman from California will allow me, I 
would like to say that for one I should like to insist upon the com- 
mittee adhering to the provision in regard to not increasing the num- 
ber of pension agencies. 

Mr. MORROW. That will be the next motion, Mr. Speaker. I ask 
for a vote upon the motion to recede. 

The motion of Mr. Morrow to recede from amendment numbered 
12 was agreed to. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist upon 
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 9 and 10. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 3, line 14, strike out "eighteen “ and insert “twenty.” 
On page 3, line 11, strike out “ seventy-two” and insert eight.“ 

Mr. MORROW. Now, Mr. Speaker, that is an amendment calling 
for an increase in thé number of pension agents from eighteen to 
twenty. I think we should insist upon the bill asit passed this House, 
providing for eighteen agents, which is the presentlaw. Unless some 
question is to be propounded with reference to this proposed adherence 
to our disagreement, I shall not detain the House with any state- 
ment. 

Mr. PETERS. I would like to ask the gentleman from California if 
there was any disagreement upon the proposition to authorize a deputy 
to sign the drafte. 

Mr. MORROW. No. 

Mr, PETERS. That provision is agreed upon. f 

Mr. MORROW. There is no disagreement upon the point. In order 
to relieve the agents, who now complain that they have an excess of 
labor in signing checks, etc., we have provided in the bill that pension 
agents may authorize the head clerk or a deputy in their office to sign 
checks for them; but, of course, they take a ba from that officer, and 
the agent would still remain responsible to the Government 
for any dereliction of duty by that officer. It simply increases the 
general amount of the appropriation, to meet the requirements of all 
the pension agents, $8,000. 

Mr. PETERS. If the gentleman from California will yield to me, I 
want tosay, Mr. Speaker, that with that provision in the bill allowing 
deputies to sign checks and drafts there is no necessity for the increase 
in the number of pension agents in the United States. The eighteen 
pension agents that we now have, as tiy aredistributed, can transact 
all the business in connection with that branch of the Pension Depart- 
ment, and can do it just as well as twenty. I wish to emphasize what 
I believe to be a very strong feeling in this House against increasing 
the number of pension agents. 

Mr. MORROW. The provision of law, Mr. Speaker, is as follows: 


In case of the sickness or unavoidable absence of any pension agent from his 
office, he may, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, authorize the 
chief clerk, or some other clerk employed therein, to act in his place, to sign 
official checks, and to discharge all the other duties required by law of such pen- 
sion nt. And, with like approval, any pension agent may d e and 
authorize a clerk to sign the name of the pension agent to official checks. The 
official bond given by the 3 of the office shall be held to cover and apply 
to the acts of the person appoin to act in his place in such cages, and a new 
bond shall be required from all pension agents now in office. Such acting offi- 
cer shall, moreover, for the time being, be subject to all the liabilities and pen- 
alties prescribed by Jaw for the officia! misconduct, in like cases, of the pension 
agent for whom he acts, 


Lask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the motion of 
the gentleman from California, that the House insist upon its disa- 
greement to the Senate amendments numbered 9 and 10. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORROW. I ask for a further conference upon the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce as conferees on the part 
of the House Mr. Morrow, Mr. BELDEN, and Mr. SAYERS. 


APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce the following conferees 
on various bills. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On the bill (S.2403) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection ofa 


oo building thereon at Beaver Falls, in the State of Pennsylvania, Mr, 


ILLIKEN, Mr. KERR of Iowa, and Mr. CLuxtk. 

On the bill (H. R. 3588) for the relief of Albert H. Emery, Mr, Boornman, Mr. 
FARQUHAR, and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. 

On the bill (S.4) authorizing the establishing of a public park in the District 
of Columbia, Mr. GROUT, Mr. ATKINSON of Pennsylvania, and Mr. HEMPHILL. 

On the bill (H. R. 3940) to amend an act entitled An act to extend the fees of 
certain officers over the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona,” Mr. STRUBLE, 
Mr. Perkrys, and Mr. KILGORE. 


BRIDGES ACROSS TENNESSEE AND CUMBERLAND RIVERS. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, some time ago a bill passed 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Cairo and Tennes- 
see River Railroad Company to construct bridges across the Tennessee 
and Cumberland Rivers.“ It was found when it reached the President 
that a mistake had been made in the enrollment. By resolution of the 
House it was called back to the House. The mistake was corrected in 
the House, but in the Senate an amendment was made and an error was 
made in the amendment. It then came back to the House and we 
adopted that amendment, not knowing a mistake had been made in 
it, and the House reconsidered the vote by which that amendment 
was adopted. Then upon consultation with the Clerk he advised that 
in order to make it correct a new bill should be passed, and that would 
correct the whole matter. I now present this bill, which is exactly in 
accordance with the requirements of the War Department, and like the 
bill reported from the Com thities on Commerce. I would like to pass 
it now, so that it may go forward without any further confusion. 

The bill was read, as follows: ] 

A bill (H. R. 10907) toamend an act entitled “An act to authorize the Cairo and 


Tennessee River Railroad Company to construct bridges across the Tennesee 
and Cumberland Rivers,” approved January 8, 1889. 


Be it enacted, ele., That an act of Congress approved January 8, 1889, entitled 
An act to authorize the Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company to con- 
struct bridges across the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers,” be, and the same 
is hereby, amended by striking out the words below Aurora,“ in section 1, and 
inserting in lieu thereof from Birmingham, in Marshall County, Kentucky, 
to the; and in lines 14 and 15, in section 4,after the words “Secretary of War,“ 
insert or conform to the existing laws of Congress concerning the building of 
such bridges across navigable streams; ” and in section 6, line 2, strike out “two” 
and “three” and insert in lieu thereof three” and five.” 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

CHICAGO, KANSAS AND NEBRASKA RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering the agri- 
cultural appropriation bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, before that motion is put, I wish to 
say that there is a Senate bill on the Speaker’s table w can be dis- 
posed of in a moment; it has been considered by the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs of the House; the parties interested are quite anxious to 
have it passed, and I hope it will now be submitted to the House. It 
is the bill (S. 3982) granting to the Chicago, Kansas and Nebraska Rail- 
way Company power to sell and convey to the Chicago, Rock Island 
and Pacific Railway Company all the railway, EN rights, and 
franchises of the Chicago, Kansas and Nebraska way Company in 
the Territory of Oklahoma and in the Indian Territory. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That The pnp Kansas and Nebraska Railway J d 
be, and it is hereby, authorized and empowered to sell and convey to the Chi- 

Rock Island and Pacific Railway Company, a corporation o ized and 
jia, pasa under the laws of the States of Illinois and Iowa, all the railway, pro 
erty, rights, and franchises of said The Chicago, Kansas and Nebraska Rail. 
way Company in the Territory of Oklahoma and in the Indian Territory, in- 
cluding all the rights, ees and franchises granted to said The Chicago. 
Kansas and Nebraska Railway Company by the act of Congress entitled "An 
act to grant the Bs. to of way through the Indian Territory to The Chicago, 
Kansas and Neb a Railway, and for other pu „ approved March 2, 
1887, and said The Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway Company is here- 
by authorized and empowered to purchase, hold, maintain, and operate the 
railway heretofore constructed by The Chicago, Kansas and Nebraska Railwa 
Company under said act of Congress, and to complete the construction of all 
lines of railway mentioned in said act of Congress not heretofore constructed 
by said The Chicago, Kansas and Nebraska Railway Company: Provided, how- 
ever, That before any such sale and conveyance shall be made the terms thereof 
shall be approved by a majority of the directors of said The Chicago, 
and Nebraska Railway Company 

Sec, 2. That all the provisions of said act of Congress inconsistent with this 
act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Mr. PERKINS. Lask that that bill be put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS]? 9 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I understand that there are several bills 
which were brought over from last Monday night and made the special 
order for yesterday morning immediately after the reading of the Jour- 
nal, and I desire to raise the question of consideration on the bill of 
the gentleman from Kansas, and upon everything else that comes up 
until those bills are disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. Those bills are not before the House. 

Mr. ENLOE. They are not before the House? Can they not be 
brought before the House? 

The SPEAKER. They are not before the Honse. 

Mr. ENLOE. I know they are not; but I propose to antagonize all 
other business now by raising the question of consideration until they 
are brought before the House, 
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The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to the consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. ENLOE, Ido, - 

Mr. PERKINS. Is it necessary, Mr. Speaker, to have unanimous 
consent to consider this bill ? 

The SPEAKER. It is at this present time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is not the bill called up by the gentleman from 
Kansas on the Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Funston] has 
made a privileged motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is it not in order for the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. PERKINS] to call this bill up from the Speaker’s table, this be- 
ing the order of business in which we can consider bills on the Speak- 
er's table? We have not passed over that order of business to-day in 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Funston ] is in order, 

Mr. SPRINGER. But I make the point that the other gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] is in order also. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. It is in order under the rules of the House to 
move to go into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of a 
general appropriation bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that; but I was recurring to the 
motion of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], which is also 
in order, the motion to call this bill up from the Speaker's table, this 
being the order of business in which business on the Speaker’s table 
can be considered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] asked 
unanimous consent for the passage of the bill, and the gentleman from 
Tennessee objected. 

Mr. PERKINS, I did not ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker. I 
requested that the Chair should submit the bill to the House at this 
time. 

The SPEAKER. Notwithstanding the motion of the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. Funston]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ENLOE] withdraws his objection. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman withdraws his objection, the 
House can proceed with the bill. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and 2 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
penn and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

aoe bill (H. R. 10759) relating to the same subject was laid on the 
table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ENLOE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I call up the unfinished business 
on the Speaker's table. 

The SPEAKER. A privileged motion is pending, and there is no 
unfinished business. 

Mr. ENLOE. No unfinished business? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Funston] 
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the agricultural 
appropriation bill, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. PAYSON in the chair. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Wole 
for the purpose of considering the bill (H. R. 10716) making appropri- 
ation for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1891. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Chairman, as it is late in the day, I ask unani- 
pms consent that the first formal reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. FUNSTON, Now, Mr. Chairman, I shall occupy only a few mo- 
ments in explanation of the bill, but before proceeding I desire to have 
the report read. It is very short. 

The report by (Mr. FuNsToN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Agriculture respectfally submit the following report: 

The bill herewith submitted appropriates i 000 for the fiscal cone ending 
June 30, 1891, including £645,000 to the State agricuitural-experiment stations. 

1t is $38,830 more than the appropriation for the present fiscal year and 8111. 
030 less than the estimates submitted by the Secretary of Agriculture, adding 
the $15,000 additional to State agricultural-experiment stations. 

The $33,530 increase in the appropriation is accounted for by $25,000 for the 
purpose of removing the present experimental station of the Departmenttothe 
Arlington estate, recommended by the Secretary, and fully conenrred in by your 
committee, and $15,000 additional to State agricultural-experiment stations, 
made necessary by the division of Dakota, showing outside of these two items 
an actual reduction in the amount appropriated for the Department of $1,170. 

An increase of $70,920 is made in the appropriation for salaries, and a very 
nearly corresponding reduction made in the miscellaneous appropriations, 


This was recommended by the Secretary to enable him to reorganize the De- 
partment and systematize its work under proper divisions, and, when we con- 
sider the fact that this is now one of the Executive Departments of the Govern- 
ment and showing no additional amount necessary to put it in successful 
operation, is a source of congratulation. 

An increase of $25,000is made in the appropriation for collecting domesticand 
foreign agricultural statistics. This increase was recommended by the Secre- 
tary to enable him to establish statistical agencies in each State and Territory, 
and believed by your committee necessary. 

An increase of 320,000 is also made in the rg re for botanical investi- 
gation, especially experiments in grasses and forage plants, and the establish- 
ment and maintenance of grass stations. 

Other small additions orreductions in the amounts for various purposes were 
made as deemed advisable. 

A reduction of $150,000 is made from the amount appropriated for the present 
fiscal year for the Bureau of Animal Industry. The Secretary recommended a 
reduction of $100,000, and your committee, in view of the e ication of pleuro- 
pneumonia from nearly all sections of the country, deemed an additional re- 
duction of $50,000 advisable. 


Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Chairman, the brief report which has been 
read sets forth the work of the committee, and nothing which I might 
say this afternoon could more fully express it, I beg the attention of 
members for only a few moments in order to give an ontline of this 
work. 

It is with a great degree of relief that the committee make this re- 
port, for it has involved a great amount of labor. All the members of 
the committee have taken a personal interest in the Department; we 
have gone from one division to another, giving it a thorough examina- 
tion. There has been complete sympathy and co-operation of the mem- 
bers of the committee one with another in this whole affair. Each 
member has endeavored to work for the good of the Department and 
has kept down atl questions of a political or local character. 

Our work has been made more onerous by reason of the fact that this 
Department has been lifted from the grade of a bureau to that of an 
Executive Department. Every man familiar with the history of this 
Department knows that a few years ago it was only the nuclens of a 
Department; but year by year new divisions have been added toit, new 
work has been undertaken by it, until to-day the Department, having 
been lifted from the rank of a bureau to that of an Executive Depart- 
ment, embraces almost all the vast industries of this country. 

It would be impossible for me to dwell in detail upon the work of 
this Department. Suffice it to say that where there was once discord, 
where there was once confusion, where there was once congestion of 
business, we have now, under the administration of the present Secre- 
tary and with the facilities given him, harmony, order, and efficiency; 
and with the machinery which has been put in operation the work of 
this vast Department is carried on to the satisfaction of the whole 
country. In this work the Secretary of Agriculture has added his ef- 
forts to those of the committee in the endeavor to consolidate branches 
of work which were performed formerly by various Departments, For 
instance, at one time each division did its own engraving and print- 
ing, and the whole work was in a measure defective. We have taken 
this branch of duty and consolidated it into one division, plac- 
ing it in the hands of experts, so that in place of inferior work we shall 
have the very best work. 

There is nothing, I believe, that I need add, save this, that the com- 

mittee have had in view from the beginning to the endeconomy. As 
the report states, leaving out one additional station and leaving out 
$25,000 absolutely required for moving the experimental station across 
the river upon the Arlington estate, our appropriations in this bill 
amount to $1,000 less than those made last year. The committee have 
feltAt their duty upon every occasion to cut down expenses where it 
Id be done. 
The committee has also graded the clerks, giving them appropriate 
rank. But few of these clerks draw the same salary. We grade them 
from top to bottom, so that there may be a sort of military rank, and 
that a discipline may be inaugurated which will be satisfactory to the 
Secretary. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. 

Mr, HATCH. Mr. Chairman, in respect to the increased appropria- 
tion for the statistical division of the Department of Agriculture, I de- 
sired to address the committee for a short time, but I am unable to do 
so to-day by reason of a very severe cold, and I therefore ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no further general debate, the Clerk 
will proceed to read the bill by paragraphs. 

Mr. BREWER. Before we begin to read the bill, I desire to ask 
the chairman of the committee if there is any increase of salaries. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Yes, sir; and necessarily. 

Mr. BREWER. Will the gentleman designate the officials and em- 
ployés in whose cases the salaries have been increased ? 

Mr. FUNSTON, I did not understand the question of the gentle- 
man. There have been no increases of salary, I will state to him, ex- 
cept in one instance, which I will explain when we reach it. But 
there are additional salaries paid which heretofore have been paid out 
of the lump sum. 

Mr. BREWER. The gentleman misapprehended my question. I 
asked whether there was any increase in the salaries of the employés. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I believe not, except in the one case of a bonded offi- 
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cer, who gives a $40,000 bond, and the committee thought it right to 
give him $3,000 by reason of the immense bond required. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the increase? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Five hundred dollars. 

I now ask that the bill be read by sections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be il enueted, eic., That the following sums be, and they are hereby, appropri- 
ated, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise ap- 
propriated, in full compensation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, for the 
purposes and objects hereinafter expressed, namely: ~ 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY., 


For compensation of the Secretary of Agriculture, $8,000; Assistant Secretary 
of Agriculture, $4,500; chief clerk in said ment, who shall be superintend- 
entof the Department buildings, $2,500; private secretary to the Secretary of 
Agriculture, $2,000; stenographer to the Secretary of Agriculture, $1,400; private 
secretary to the Assistant Secretary of Agriculture, $1,600; one librarian, $1,800; 
one assistant librarian, $1,400; one stationery clerk, $1,600; two clerks of class 4, 
$3,600; two clerks of class 3, $3,200; four clerks of class 2, $5,600; seven clerks of 
class 1, $8,400; eight clerks, at $1,000 each, $8,000; six clerks, at $840 each, $5,040: 
one engineer, who shall be captain of the w: $1,400 ; one fireman, who shall 
be a steam-fitter, $900; one assistant fireman, $720; one assistant fireman, $600; 
two night watchmen, at $720 each, $1,440; carpenters, painters, messengers, la- 
borers, and charwomen, $15,000; in all, $75,700, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to strike out the last word, for the purpose 
of asking the gentleman from Kansas a question. The section just 
read provides for a class of salaries, and I wish to know if these are 
the ones to which he referred awhile ago when he spoke of the salaries 
being heretofore paid from the lamp sum, whereas now the committee 
had fixed the salaries at classified rates ? 

Mr. FUNSTON, With the exception named a little while ago there 
have been no changes. But the gentleman will remember that since 
this has been created an Executive Department we have introduced into 
it the same principles, in the formation of the bills, that are pursued 
with regard to the other Departments. In this respect these salaries 
have heretofore been paid out of the lump sum. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The salaries specified in this provision of the bill 
have been paid from the lump sum? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Most of them have been. 

Mr. BLOUNT. How do these salaries compare with the amounts 
they have been receiving heretofore? 

Mr, FUNSTON. None of them are greater and none of them come 
up to the estimates. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘The expenditures, then, are not increased by this 
classification ? 

Mr. FUNSTON. The individual salaries are not increased with 
the single exception that I mentioned a short time ago. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I withdraw the pro forma amendment, 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing 
from the President of the United States was communicated to the 
House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 

The message also announced the approval of bills and joint resolu- 
tions of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 5618) granting a pension to Malvina P. Fletcher, widow 
of John B. Fletcher, late private Company D, First Michigan En- 

eers; 
88 (H. Res. 134) to provide for printing the eulogies de- 
livered in Congress upon the late Richard W. Townshend; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 127) to print the eulogies upon William D. 
Kelley; 

‘An act (H. k. 4970) to simplify the Jaws in relation to the collection 
of the revenues; * 

Au act (H. R. 1115) granting a pension to Arthur D. and Alfred A. 
Lyford; and 

An act (H. R. 7330) granting a pension to William R. Arey. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next paragraph of the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Division of seeds: One chief of division, $2,000; one superintendent of seed- 
room, $1,600; two clerks of class 1, at $1,200 each, $2,400; five clerks at $1,000 each, 
$5,000: three clerks, at $840 each, $2,520; in all, $13,520. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word, for the purpose 
of asking a question of the chairman of the committee. Noticing 
through his bill I find items running as follows: 

Two clerks, class 1, at 81.200 each, $2,400, 

Now, the words at $1,200 each,” and the footing, ‘‘$2,400,’’ seem 
to me to be mere surplusage. The Revised Statutes create four classes 
of clerks, namely, numbers 1, 2, 3, and 4; and provide their salaries 
at $1,200, $1,400, $1,600, and $1,800, respectively. This would mean 
exactly the same thing if it said, Two clerks of class 1, and thus 
dispense with the words at $1,200 each, $2,400.” I make the com- 
ment now for the purpose of asking the gentleman if he does not think 
it wise, by unanimous consent, to take this bill and run his pencil 
through wherever these words occur and strike them out. 


Mr. FUNSTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois is perfectly correct, but there is reason for the ac- 
tion of the committee. In considering this matter the committee be- 
lieved it would be more harmonious to frame the bill in this shape, 
and you can not well dispense with that form of procedure and make 
the bill harmonious, because, for instance, we have in the bill provis- 
ion for a librarian at $1,800, and a workman at $700, and two work- 
men at $700, $1,400 in all. Now, it occurred to us that we would 
make the bill more harmonious all the way through, although it oceu- 
pied a little more room, so that any member, whether familiar with 
the classification or not, would know exactly what was meant by the 
provision the bill carried. For instance, One clerk of class 1, $1,200,” 
is more specific than to insert One clerk of class 1; and inasmuch as 
we have specific provisions for officials at $700 and $1,800 and $2,000, 
we thought that this same plan should be adopted all the way through 
and that it would be better to harmonize the bill in that respect. 

It would save but little, although I suppose the bill would look 
better; but any gentleman, whether familiar with the clerical classifi- 
cation or not, would catch immediately the meaning of the bill by 
reading it. I confess that it was a long time before I knew that class 1 
meant $1,200 a year, and I suppose that other gentlemen have the 
same experience in these matters. It reads plainly and oceupies but 
little space. 

Mr. CANNON. Allow me just there. The gentleman ee that in 
some respects this bill follows the bill of last year. I noticed last year 
that it was somewhat defective in this respect. But now looking over 
the bill, containing, as it does, 19 pages, I am satisfied that if it was 
properly condensed it could be cut down to not over 12. 

. My dear sir, there are only 7 pages here in regard 

es. 

Mr. DUNNELL. _Is this a question of printing? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman asks if this is a question of print- 
ing. Ihave examined the bill (and I did not desire to speak of it) 
touching matters that were tautological, nor do I desire to criticise 
his bill in an unfriendly manner. I merely call his attention to it. 
The gentleman knows that when we come to examine the session laws 
of the United Sta Phi find them now almost one-half larger than 
the book which I hold in my hand, and one-half of the matter in the 
session laws could be very properly dispensed with. It becomes a mat- 
ter of serious expense; and, more than that, you are lost when you un- 
dertake toexamine the volumes of the session laws to find out what 
the legislation is, 

It seems to me proper that some attention should be paid to these 
matters. I have not made a motion to strike these words out, but I 
merely call attention to the matter to ask the gentleman if he does 
not think it well perhaps on his own motion to strike out the surplus- 
age, where it exists in his bill. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Chairman, the surplusage is so little, There 
are only seven pages which relate to this question of salaries, and it 
would not shorten it four lines if you put it all together. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. FUNSTON. The gentleman can make a motion to strike it out 
if he wishes. 

Mr. CANNON. Ishall not make the motion. I merely call atten- 
tion to the fact. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I wish you would do it, if you really think it 
should be done. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Investigating the history and habits of insects, Division of Entomology : 
Promotion of economic entomology; investigating the history and habits of 
insects injurious and beneficial to agriculture, arbo: ture, and horticulture; 
experiments in ascertaining the best means of destroying them; publishing 
reports thereon, and for illustrations, chemicals, traveling and other expenses 
in the practical work of the division of entomology, $25,000. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I move to strike out the last word for 
the purpose of asking the gentleman in charge of the bill how the 
amount of the appropriation for the purpose of investigating the his- 
tory and habits of insects injurious to agriculture, arboriculture, and 
horticulture compares with the amount of the estimate. 

Mr. FUNSTON. It is just exactly the amount of the estimate. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. You appropriate the full amount of the 
estimate. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Silk section, serieulture: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to collect 
and disseminate information relating to silk culture; to and distribute 
silk-worm eggs and mulbe trees; and conduct at some point in the District 
of Columbia experiments with automatic machinery for reeling silk from the co- 
coon, and to pay expenses incurred in collecting, purchasing, preparing for trans- 
portation, and transporting the cocoons used in these experiments, and to pay 
the expenses of stations connected with said section, and necessary traveling ex- 
penses, $20,000. And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to sell in 
open market any and all reeled silk and silk waste prod 
ments and to apply the proceeds of such sales to the payment of the legitimate 
expenses incurred ardd ; and the Secretary of Agriculture shall make full re- 
port to Congress of the experiments herein provided for, and also of all sales 
and purchases made under this paragraph, with the names and residences of 
all producers of cocoons of whom purchases are made. 


to 


uced in these experi- 
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Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, I propose the following amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1 9, add a new paragra foll: 3 

ane e 8 to — — the study and develop- 
ment of the wild native silk-worm of California, in the State of California, to 
be expended under the supervision of the Secretary of Agriculture, $10,000.” 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Chairman, the chairman of this committee 
will bear me out 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order on that 
amendment. I hope the gentleman will not insist uponit. It is a 
matter that has been determined by the committee, and it changes ex- 
isting law. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I am not aware of its having been considered 
by the committee. What is the point of order that the gentleman 
makes? : 

Mr. GREENHALGE. His pointof order is, that it changes exist- 
ing law. 

it. HATCH. I withdraw the point in order, to allow the gentle- 
man to make his statement if he wishes to. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Chairman, the statement I wish to make 
with regard to this wild silk-worm of California is simply to call the 
attention of the House to the development of a native silk-worm upon 
that coast, that has attracted a good deal of attention of late years, and 
the necessity, or utility, of encouraging that culture. It producesa 
quality of silk, a fabric somewhat inferior perhaps to the ordinary silk 
produced by the worm feeding upon the mulberry plant, but analogous 
to a material that is imported into this country called Pongee silk; and 
it has been ascertained by experiment that it is entirely practicable to 
develop that industry in this country to a very large extent. In Cali- 
fornia and in that region of country this wild silk-worm feeds upon 
what is known as the cascara sagrada, or wild coffee. 

It is a sort of wild laurel plant, quite different from the mulberry 

lant. It is a worm of a peculiar structure, but it spins a cocoon, and 
Í has been shown by actual experiment and demonstration that the 
article produced is a merchantable and marketable article, that will be 
the foundation of a new fabric in this country, that willadd immensely 
to the industries and wealth of the country. I offer that amendment 
in good faith. Dr. Newman has acquired some considerable degree of 
notoriety in connection with this industry, and it seems to be opposed 
particularly by all those engaged in the development of the silk from 
the mulberry plant. The great desire is to have this thoroughly ex- 
perimented upon and demonstrated. 

Mr. COMSTOCK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? From experiments which have already been made in California 
has it not been demonstrated that this particular industry is capable 
of very great development? 

Mr. VANDEVER. There is no question in the world about that. 
I think the chairman of the committee himself can bear me out in the 
statement that it has been shown to the committee that that is true. 

I know there was an exhibit here upon Pennsylvania avenue of this 
wild silk-worm and the cocoon and the machinery converting it intoa 
fabric during the last session of Congress, and that it attracted a great 
deal of interest at that time. Now, the man who is advocating this is 
without any particular means of his own; but it is a matter of great 
interest and utility, and it has been shown that this native silk-worm 
upon that coast will produce a cocoon, and that it will lead to the man- 

ture of a commodity that will add immensely to the wealth and 
the industries of the country. I ask the chairmanof the committee to 
consent to this amendment to the bill. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Chairman, if the five minutes for debate have 

ired I move to strike out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be recognized in opposition. 

Mr. FUNSTON. The committee have fairly considered this question 
of the silk-worm. Last year we gave $2,500 to the Silk Society ot 
5 and $2,500 to the Silk Society of California, or, rather, to 
the development of this silk-worm industry. 

Now, we have had but little encouragement for what we have done. 

t Dr. Newman whom the gentleman spoke of received $2,500 for 

is services in California for working with these silk-worms, and all 

that he did was to go into two counties and to say that the silk-worm 

had disappeared. Then he went home and propagated a few silk- 

worms from the few he had in reserve. That is the substance of his 
report, and for this the Government gave him $2,500. 

Now, I say that unless you can get a better man than Dr. Newman 
to manipulate that business you had better throw the money into the 
fire, for it was practically wasted, and all that he did would not be 
worth more than $10. 

Mr. OATES. Have you not appropriated to continue it? 

Mr. FUNSTON. No; we have made an appropriation of $20,000 
to continue in operation the silk machinery and the silk industry at 
Deadquarters in Was 8 

Mr. OATES. Why continue the appropriation for experiments in 
Silk-making since it seems to be the policy of the Government to pay 
a dollar a pound to private individuals to produce silk ? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Well, that is a question that I propose to turn over 


to the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means. Probably he 
will discuss the matter with the gentleman when he is at leisure. 

Mr. OATES, But it is a proper question for you, because you know, 
as a fact, that this House has made such a provision. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I will say in reply to the gentleman that this is a 
reduction of $10,000 from last year, and that the committee have seri- 
ous doubts whether there is such a thing as success in silk culture in 
this country; but, while we discontinue the appropriation for experi- 
ments at Philadelphia (they do not ask for it), and while we discon- 
tinue it on the Pacific coast, we thought that we would merely keep 
this experiment at Washington going, in the hope that after awhile 
something might be developed that looked to final success, but my 
hope is not strong, though I do not want to destroy it entirely, 

Mr. OATES. Does it take $20,000 to keep that going? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Yes, sir. That is a proper enough amount to be 
expended here under the control of the head of that Department for 
that special purpose; and we think that $20,000 is-a small amount to 
invest in the development of an industry in this country. Whether it 
can eventually be developed or not I am unable to say. 

Mr. OATES, Will the gentlemen inform the House the extentof the 
experiments in silk culture in thiscountry? How long has the Agri- 
cultural Department been carrying on these experiments ? 2 

Mr. FUNSTON. I do not know that Iam able to answer your ques- 
tion exactly, but probably they have been at it ſor seven or eight years. 

Mr. OATES. And have not reached satisfactory results? 

Mr. FUNSTON. They have not developed the silk industry to such 
an extent that the experiments are thoroughly satisfactory. 

Mr. OATES, Then, it would seem to me, that it is time to aban- 
don the effort. s 

Mr. FUNSTON. I feel very much like that myself; but I think we 
cau afford to contribute the very small sum of 820,000 to keep it going 
on in the hope that something may come of it, though it may be that 
we will eventually have to abandon it. t 

Mr. PETERS. I move to strike ont the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, as perhaps considerably the largest amount of co- 
coons raised in this country grow in my district, I feel considerable in- 
terest in this subject, and I do not share in the view of my colleague, 
the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, that silk culture in this 
country is not a success or ever likely to be. Our State has given con- 
siderable encouragement to the production of silk cocoons, and with 
very favorable results. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Chairman, if my colleague will permit me, I 
did not intend to say that it could not be madea success. I expressed 
very grave doubts as to whether it could be made a success. That is 
what I desired to state. 3 

Mr. PETERS. Iwill state, first, Mr. Chairman, that from experi- 
ments that have been carried on in my district, to which I have given 
my own observation, I have no doubt the production of silk cocoons in 
a large portion of Kansas, as well as in a considerable portion of the 
Mississippi Valley, can be made a success. I have in my district a 
class of constituents who came from abroad—they are known as Men- 
nonites—that were familiar with the silk industry in Russia and in Ger- 
many. They brought from those countries a certain amount of knowl- 
edge in regard to these matters, and where they have been encouraged 
have produced a superior article of cocoons. It is true that as yet they 
have not had very much encouragement, but the silk industry has been 
carefully attended to, and the silk cocoons that have been raised in 
that section of country compare favorably with the silk cocoons raised 
anywhere in the world. The expert at the Agricultural Department 
will himself confirm that success. He has told me that some of the 
very finest cocoons raised in the United States come from that section. 
There are certain difficulties still attending the raising of silk-worms , 
and silk cocoons, but we think that these difficulties are such that they 
can be overcome. I certainly do not agree with the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. OATES] that we should strike out and stop that experi- 
ment upon this question. It is something that is of great advantage 
to the agricultural portion of a community. 

The farmer’s wife and the farmer’s children, without the expendi- 
ture of any money, can raise a sufficient amount of cocoons in three or 
four weeks’ time to bring them when sold at least $100. 

Mr. FUNSTON. If my colleague will permit a suggestion, the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from California [Mr. VANDEVER] is not to insert 
this appropriation for experiments in the culture of silk or the silk- 
worm generally, but it is for the culture of a particular worm which is 
found in California and which we do not have in our State. 

Mr. PETERS. I understand that; but Iam replying more to cer- 
tain suggestions of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES], which 
were addressed to my colleagfie [Mr. Funston]. I do not wish this 
House to understand that this silk industry is a failure in the United 
States. I wish the House to understand that by encouraging the in- 
dustry it can be made a success, and that in certain portions of Kansas 
it has been already made a success. I do not know anything person- 
ally about the merits of the proposition of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. VANDEVER]. I have no informationin to the cult- 
ure of the silk-worm on the Pacific coast, but I can speak of the industry 
as it has come under my own observation in my own district in Kansas. 
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Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Chairman, this is not a proposition to vote 


money to Dr. Neumann or to any other individual or individuals to en- 
able them to prosecute these experiments, The proposition leaves the 
matter under the jurisdiction and control of the Secretary of Agricult- 
ure, and is designed to enable him to inquire into this whole subject 
and to adopt the best methods and means for developing silk culture 
from the wild silk-worm which has already been proven to be of value 
on the Pacific coast. It produces.an article somewhat dissimilar to the 
article that is produced from the mulberry worm, and somewhat sim- 
ilar to that which is imported from distant countries, and is manufact- 
ured into pongee silk; and it has been shown by actual démonstration 
that anywhere on the Pacific coast, from Oregon down to the southern 
line of California, the climate is peculiarly adapted for the culture of 
this worm, which subsists upon an indigenous plant found on that coast, 
the common name of which is coffee plant,“ and which is entirely 
different from the mulberry. 

Now, this House is appropriating money to enable the Secretary of 
Agriculture to make inquiries and experiments in regard to various 
branches of agriculture, to investigate the character of the insects that 
are ravaging the fruits of the Pacific coast, and for other like purposes, 
and this is asmall appropriation, considering the enormous results that 
may be realized from the success of the experiments. My amendment 
puts the matter entirely under the jurisdiction and control of the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture, and, as I have said, it does not propose to appro- 
priate money to be put into the pockets of Dr. Neumann or any other 
individual, As to Dr. Neumann, I admit that he has spent a good deal 
of time upon this subject. He seems to be very familiar with the 
whole subject, and he may be somewhat of an enthusiast. He may 
have his idiosyncrasies; he may have his weaknesses, his imprudences. 
No matter for that. Here is a great industry, and we desire to see 
whether it is capable of farther development, because, so far as the ex- 
periment has gone, it has proved an entire success. 

But the individuals and companies engaged in the production of 
cocoons and worms fed upon the mulberry plant seem to be opposed to 
it to a man. Now, Mr. Chairman, we do not want to be confined to 
the mulberry silk-worm, and if this country is capable of producing 
this other species, let the experiment be tried under the supervision of 
the Secretary of Agriculture. This appropriation, as I have said, is 
not for the purpose of promoting the personal interests of Dr. Neumann 
or anybody else. I make the proposition at this time for no such pur- 
pose. I did not know that the Committee on Agriculture had exam- 
ined thissubjectand had cometoanadverseconclusion. Iam sorry that 
it is so. But whether their previously formed views may be found to 
be in favor of this amendment or not, it is a proposition which deserves 
the serious consideration of this committee, and I hope the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. Funston] will not object to the incorporation of 

this appropriation in the bill at this time. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. The 
Government of the United States has been experimenting in silk cult- 
ure for a good many years, and the result of those experiments has 
not been satisfactory. My present recollection is that a computation 
was laid before the Committee on Agriculture showing that Berne a 
period extending back through a series of years—the exact number I 
do not now remember—the United States Government had expended 
over $130,000 in experiments in silk culture and the production of co- 
coons in this country, and that the net result of that expenditure was 
about 135 pounds of silk, costing about $1,000 a pound. That is, it 
had cost the Government an expenditure of $1,000 for every pound 
of silk manufactured in this country under its auspices. I confess 
that when this matter was first brought to my attention by means of 
tracts and circulars from the different silk societies of this country, 
urging appropriations for the extension of silk culture under the patron- 
age of the Government, I was very favorably impressed with the idea. 
J received tracts and pamphlets from the Silk Society of Philadelphia, 
and from some other societies in California and elsewhere in the United 
States, and I examined them with much care and became a good deal 
interested in the subject and thought very favorably of the proposition, 
but when I came to scrutinize the matter carefully and to examine it 
as a member of the Committee on Agriculture, my conclusion was that 
it would not pay for the cost, that the expense was too great for the 
results, 

Mr. OATES. You thought $1,000 a pound was a little too dear? 

Mr. HILL. I thought $1,000 a pound was too dear; that this was 
rather an expensive luxury. Mr. Neumann, of California, was before 


the Committee on Agriculture two or three times and they heard his. 


statements. In fact, the committee considered this matter of silk cult- 
ure perhaps more extendedly than almost any other subject that was 
brought to their attention, and the conclusion of the committee was 
that the Secretary of Agriculture was right in his recommendation and 
that, in the present condition and with the present prospects of silk 
culture in this country, it was not the wise thing to do to raise silk 
under the auspices of the Government at $1,000 a pound. 

His recommendation was substantially that embodied in this appro- 
priation bill. The committee concluded that this was the wisest thing 
to do, not to go on expending money without results or with such 
meager results as to be entirely unsatisfactory to the committee and 
the country. 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. VANDEVER, it 
was rejected. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I move to amend by inserting the 
paragraph which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the encouragement and development of the culture of raising raw silk, 
$5,000, to be 5 under the direction of the Woman's Silk’ Culture Asso- 
ciation of the United States, located at Philadelphia, and to be paid directly to 
said association; and said association shall make a full and detailed report of 
the expenditures and results obtained under this appropriation to the Secretary 
of Agriculture, who shall transmit the same to Congress, and $2,500 for the same 

urposes and under the same restrictions and conditions to the Ladies’ Silk 
Culture Society of California, and for the continuation of the study and experi- 
ments by Joseph Neumann of the wild native silk-worm of California $2,500, 
to be paid directly to said Joseph Neumann; and the said Joseph Neumann 
shall report the results of such work to the Secretary of Agriculture on or be- 
fore the Ist day of January, 1891 


Mr, O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I desire to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Agriculture why this provision has been left out of the 
appropriation bill for the coming fiscal year, 

Mr. FUNSTON. It has not been left out; it was never put in. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I understand the gentleman to say 
that a provision of this kind will be in the bill. In that case I have 
nothing more tosay. Year after year there has been such an item of 
appropriation forthe Woman’s Silk Culture Association of Philadelphia 
and for the Ladies’ Silk Culture Society of California. Upon the as- 
surance of the gentleman that this will be in the bill I withdraw the 
amendment. į 

A MEMBER (to Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsyivania). You misunderstood 
the gentleman. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I understood the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Funston] to say that this will be in the bill. 

Mr. FUNSTON. No, sir. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Well, I am sure it will be in the 
bill when it comes back from the Senate; this matter will be taken 
care of there. I think it would be more appropriate, however, to in- 
sert it in the bill now. 


The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman withdraw his amendment? 
> Mr. O'NEILL, ot Pennsylvania. I presume I may as well with- 
draw it. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Silk section, sericulture; To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to collect 
and disseminate information relating to silk culture; to purchase and distribute 
silk-worm eggs and mulberry trees, and to conduct at some point in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia experiments with automatic machinery for reeling silk from 
the cocoon, and to pay expenses incurred in collecting, purchasing, preparin 
for transportation, and transporting the cocoons used in these experiments, an 
to pay the expenses of stations connected with said section, and necessary travy- 
eling expenses, $20,000, And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized 
to sell in open market any and all reeled silk and silk waste produced in these 
experiments, and to apply the proceeds of such sales to the payment of the 
legitimate expenses incurred therein; and the Secretary of Agriculture shall 
make full report to Congress of the experiments herein provided for, and also 
of all sales and purchases made under this paragraph, with the names and resi- 
dences of all producers of cocoons of whom purchases are made. 


Mr. OATES, I move to strike out this paragraph. I do not see the 
necessity for making this appropriation of $20,000. I think we have 
had experiments enough in this direction. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Chairman, this appropriation of $20,000 is the 
amount asked for by the Secretary of Agriculture, In cutting down 
and lopping off the expenditure in this respect and confining these ex- 
periments in accordance with the request of the Secretary of Agricult- 
ure we felt we were doing all that we were required to do. In ref- 
erence to the question of developing a silk industry in this country, 
I think we ought at least to preserve a nucleus, something about which 
to rally, and not admit that this business can not be made a success. I 
hope, therefore, the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES] will be voted down. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, if the experiments heretofore made 
have proved such a failure that the committee in the discharge of their 
duty have felt compelled to lop off all of this expenditure down to 
$20,000, it shows to my mind that the undertaking ought to be com- 
pletely abandoned and that this appropriation ought to be struck out. 

Mr. PETERS, Mr. Chairman, I do not think that any gentleman 
who has examined this subject, and especially any one who has investi- 
gated the raising of cocoons in Kansas, can conscientiously say that the 
experiment has been a failure. Our Legislature by statute provided 
for a silk cocoon station; and the product in our State, if I remember 
rightly, was more than doubled last year. The raising of cocoons there 
has proved to be a success. But of course the industry is in its in- 


fancy. 

Mr. OATES. Ihave no objection to the people of Kansas experi- 
menting as much as they see proper in this direction; but let them do 
it at their own expense or by the aid of appropriations from their State 
Legislature. 

Mr. PETERS. But, Mr. Chairman, the very fact that there is ma- 
chinery here for reeling, which we do not have in Kansas, renders it 
necessary that some appropriation should be made to carry on the ex- 
periments here. In Kansas we have simply a stifling station; the co- 
coons are raised there and stifled and then sent to the Agricultural 
Department here, This business has been increasing for the last two 
or three years; and, as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] 
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suggests to me, it is a benefit to the farming population, because a 
farmer can raise from $100 to $125 worth of cocoons without the ex- 
penditure of any money. If we desire to legislate for the benefit of 
the farming community, this is one of the best moves that can be made 
in that direction. For this reason, I appeared before the Committee 
on Ways and Means and argued in favor of protecting this industry. 

Mr. OATES, If this is a paying industry in Kansas why can not the 
farmers pursue it without an appropriation out of the United States 
Treasury ? : 

Mr. PETERS. Because, without a reeling machine, the farmer could 
not dispose of his silk cocoons; there would be no market for them in 
this country. 

Mr. OATES. If this is a paying business in Kansas, I should think 
it would be well for some one to get this reeling machinery out there 
to do that work. 

Mr. PETERS. The trouble is that the men who are engaged in this 
business are usually small farmers, and they realize that the Govern- 
ment furnishes them with a market for every pound of silk cocoons 
they can raise, which has stimulated the production in the State. Of 
course this machinery is expensive, but the time will come, with a Jit- 
tle additional aid, when there will be enough silk raised in Kansas, I 
believe, to justify men in undergoing the expense of establishing silk- 
reeling machinery iu the State. But if this proposition is stricken out 
from the bill, then, of course; there is no further market in the coun- 
try for the cocoon industry. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Are they not protected by the provision in the 
McKinley bill which gives a bounty on raw silk produced? 

Mr. PETERS. If that bill passes, and I hope it will, it will afford 
relief upon that question. I believe that by a proper protection of 
this industry it can be made one of the most valuable to the farmers of 
the country, especially in the West. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But there is a stimulus“ already in the Me- 
Kinley bill. 

Mr. PETERS. But this appropriation has been carried in this bill 
for a number of years, and I bone it will not be stricken out now. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I move to strikeout the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I sincerely hope the motion of the gentleman from 
Alabama will not prevail, and I believe that it will not if the members 
of this committee give the consideration to this subject to which it is 
entitled, It is true that some $20,000 have been annually expended 
for several years by the Department of Agriculture in experimental 
work to develop silk culture and silk reeling, but it is also true that 
very much has been achieved by the Department during this period 
for the production of silk in the United States. The experiments have 
accomplished much in the improvement of reeling and other machines 
used in the complete process of silk production, and all the results of 
their investigation and practical experiments in every detail have been 
piacod before the people in a way to interest and instruct them in silk 
culture, 

I very much doubt whether my friend from Alabama is aware of the 
fact that in his own State the people have already become interested in 
this subject, and that last year silk cocoons were produced to a limited 
extent in eight different Congressional districts in Alabama. 

Mr. OATES, I know that; but I do not know that any of them have 
been asking an appropriation from the public Treasury to carry on their 


experiments. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is certain that none of the farmers who 
are begining to engage in this businéss want the experimental work at 
the ee ay of Agriculture discontinued. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Do not go back on the cocoon. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is true also, Mr. Chairman, that 20,000 
pounds of cocoons were produced in the United States last year. In 
one hunered and eighty-seven different Congressional districts last year 
silk cécoons were produced in considerable quantities. In almost every 
State of the Union, I think in thirty-four different States and Territo- 
ries, they have begun the cultivation and growth of the silk-worm and 
cocoon. To those who have not investigated the subject carefully the 
extent to which this industry has been developed will certainly be most 
surprising. 

Mr. Chairman, from the southern line of Minnesota to the Gulf and 
from New Hampshire to the Pacific coast it will be possible to engage 
in this business profitably whenever the silk-reeling industry is once 
established. I believe the farmers of the whole country will, in time. 
if a market is established for them and asilk-reeling business is started 
in this country, engage in the business and profitably produce cocoons 
and with but trifling cost and expense gather in some $200 to $500 a 
year from this source. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Can the gentleman state what the total product 
was last year from this source ? S 

Mr LA FOLLETTE. About 20,000 ponnds, so far as the reports of 
the De ment of Agriculture give the information. 

Mr. CKERY. And this appropriation is $20,000? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes, sir. Butgentlemen should remember 


that only a portion of that is expended in the purchase of cocoons, | 


A portion is expended in experiments on different kinds of machin- 

One machine has been almost perfected at the Department which 
automatically reels the silk. It has been in operation for days and 
days continuously, when it did its work most satisfactorily. If that 
were accomplished, and it seems now to be almost assured to us, it would 
settle the question for this country. Silk reeling would become one 
of the industries of the country, making at once a market for the 64,- 
000,000 pounds of cocoons necessary to produce the reeled silk which 
we manufacture here every year. Then the $18,000,000 which we send 
abroad to buy the reeled silk to weave into cloth annually would be 
retained here and largely distributed among the farmers of this 
country who produced the cocoons. 

Mr. OATES. I would like toask the gentleman if he does not think 
the provision made in the McKinley bill will be an ample stimulus 
withont spending any more money in experiments in raising silk. 

Mr. LAFOLLETTE. Les, if that provision becoraes law it would 
I feel certain, in time establish the business in this country on asound 
hasis, and continuing these experiments under the direction and con- 
trol of the Department of Agriculture will hasten to accomplish this 
most desirable result. The work there is under the direction of an ex- 
pert, a graduate of an American university, who served an apprentice- 
ship in the silk factories of France to familiarize himself with the busi- 
ness 

Mr. OATES. Is that the person to whom the Government paid 
$2,500 for experiments on the Pacific coast in reference to silk culture? 

Mr. PETERS. No; that is a different man. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. This is a different person. I refer to Mr. 
Philip Walker, a practical and efficient gentleman, who has accom- 
plished a great deal in improving the machinery, and who is rendering 
excellent service to the Department in the development of this indus- 
try and interesting the farmers of the country in the work. Experi- 
mental work always costs money. In a preceding session we provided 
for the establishment of agricultural experiment stations, and we 
make an annual appropriation for their continuance. That work costs 
money—costs more, I suppose, than the same work upon the farm—but 
it is different in character, and is worth to agriculture all it costs the 
Government. This is of the same character, and should likewise be 
continued in the interests of agriculture. I tzust that the amend- 
ment will be voted down. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment offered by my 
friend from Alabama [Mr. OATES] will not be carried. For the last 
year the growing of cocoons in my district has been experimented with, 
and I have just received from one of my constituents a letter asking 
me the means of disposing of his cocoons, stating that he had raised 100 
pounds. Now, the advantage to the people in my district in the pro- 
duction of silk grows out of the fact that it has been discovered that 
the osage orange leaf is good food for the silk-worm when taken in a 
certain stage. Heretofore the silk-worm has, I think, been fed on the 
leaves of the mulberry. Now the osage orange grows in great luxuri- 
ance in Southwest Missouri and in Texas, and all the country interven- 
ing, and if the experiments going on now in the growth of silk-worms 
in our part of the State prove to be as successful as we anticipate they 
will be, there is no doubt that Southwest Missouri, and, in the en- 
tire State, will engage in the business of producing silk; and I hope the 
gentleman will withdraw his amendment and will give my mortgage- 
ridden constituents an opportunity to develop this industry. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? Do you not think the farm mortgages in Missouri will 
smother the whole industry ? ; 

Mr. WADE. No, sir; this will enable us to pay the interest on the 
mortgages, 

Mr. FUNSTON. I move that all debate upon this amendment be 
now closed. [Cries of “No!” “No!” 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that will not be agreed to. 

Pending the announcement of the vote upon the motion of Mr. 
Funston, Mr. SPRINGER called for a division. 

Mr. FUNSTON (pending the division). Before the vote is an- 
nounced I desire to say that some gentlemen near me suggest that if 
we allow five minutes on that side they will be willing to close the 
debate. So far as I am concerned I am willing to concede five min- 
utes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Make it twenty minutes. 0 

The CHAIRMAN. That can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to have five minutes myself. If I 
can have that I will have no objection. 

Mr. FUNSTON, I insist upon the report of the count. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 52. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand tellers. ` : 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. Funston and Mr. Mo- 


COMAS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before we take the vote by tellers, I ask unani- 
mous consent that ten minutes be allowed for debate on this paragraph, 
five minutes on each side. 

Mr. FUNSTON. We will agree to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the debate be 
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limited upon this ph and amendments thereto to five minutes 
upon 3 18 objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. The ph carries an appropriation of $20,000 
to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of Agriculture. This 
pe a, may be applied to several p : First, for the purpose 
of enabling the Secretary of Agriculture to collect and disseminate in- 
formation relating to silk culture. I do not know that I could have 
any special objection to this. Ifit is deemed proper for the Department 
of Agriculture to disseminate information on that subject or any other 
which will enlighten the people of this country, I have no objection. 
The next clause, which provides for ‘‘the purchase and distribution of 
silk-worm eggs and mulberry trees, seems tome objectionable. So is 
that clause to conduct at some point in the District of Columbia ex- 
periments with automatic machinery for reeling silk from the cocoon.”’ 

I do not see the necessity of making an appropriation for the Gov- 
ernment to enter upon the manufacture of raw silk in the District of 
Columbia. There is no necessity for the experiment, for this business 
is not new. It is not something that has been recently invented and 
that the world knows little about. If there is any subject that is better 
understood among those engaged in silk manufacture than the reeling 
of silk from the cocoon I do not know what it is. 

Mr. OATES. If the gentleman will read what Mr. Walker, who 
had charge of this matter, said in the hearings before the Committee 
on Ways and Means he will find that it costs the Government twice 
as much to make it as they could purchase it for. 7 

Mr. SPRINGER. My attention is called by the gentleman from 
Alabama to the following, taken from the hearings before the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means: 
Mr. McMriurs. With your experiments, what is it estimated it will cost the 

cultural Department to produce silk and get itready to sell? 
r. WALKER. Always with the provision it costs the Agricultural Depart- 
ment or any other Department more than any y else 

Mr, MCMILLIN. That is the experience of mankind, 

Mr. WALKER, I presume it will cost twice as much as we can get for it, but 
We pay operatives $i a day for Department hours, I have endeavored to run 
up to eight hours, but I can not do it. Under our condition there in the mu- 
seum they are bothered all the time by visitors, 

Mr. PETERS, I will ask the gentleman from Illinois if he is notin 
favor of these experiments being carried on? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iohject to going into these experiments. It is not 
a new business. A 

Mr. PETERS. You are not, then, in favor of anything which is for 
the benefit of the farming population ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not think my constituency or the constit- 
uency of the gentleman from Kansas desire to cease raising corn and 
wheat and go into the business of raising silk-worms. Ifthey do de- 
sire to go into the business of raising silk-worms and reeling silk from 
cocoons, that business is well understood. Itis not a new business. 

The making of silk is as old as any manufacture that is carried on, 
and itis carried on to a degree of efficiency in Europe—in France, Ger- 
many, and England that is almost perfect. I do not see where we are 
going to make any improvements upon the experience of European 
countries in this matter. If any person wants to go into the business 
of raising silk-worms and mulberry trees, he could get works upon 
that subject which are accessible everywhere. 

This must be for the of starting a school or continuing one 
already started in the District of Columbia to teach ideas already known 
er which can easily be found ont if parties desire to go into that bus- 

ness, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr, Chairman, I am astonished that the 
distinguished self-appointed advocates of the farmers upon this floor 
“who slumber not, nor sleep, in their alleged watchfulness, espe- 
cially against the tariff iniquity,“ resulting as they claim in so many 
farm mortgages, should set up a hue and cry ” over an expenditure 
which if it benefits anybody in the world will benefit the smaller 
farmers and the intelligent men and women who, from a love of the 
work, desire to gain knowledge and profit by e ing in the silk in- 
dustry. My friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] objects specifically 
to the paragraph of the appropriation that provides for the dissemina- 
tion of information with reference to silk culture and for the purchase 
and distribution of silk-worm eggs and mulberry trees. I have no 
doubt but my friend from Illinois with avidity sent out all the cucum- 
ber seeds the Agticultural Department apportioned to him, and from 
time to time asked for more for his constituents. He makes no com- 
plaint about these things. The Department furnishes every member 
with a large number of flowerand field seeds, and as it furnishes these 
for distribution why should it not furnish others, provided there are 

reasons for doing so? : 

Mr. OATES. But the cucumbers have not proved a failure like the 

iment in silk raising. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. But, Mr. Chairman, nothing is a failure 
so long as the American people with their indomitable energy continue 
to try to make it a success, It can not be a failure so long as the in- 
telligent men and women engaged in the business are willing to con- 
tinue in the effort to make ita success. It is an absurdity to ask that 
everybody who wants to experiment in this matter shall be at the 
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expense of doing so, when not one in a thousand is able to bear such 
expense. Ifthe ent is successful, then it inures to the benefit 
of the entire people. If it is a failure, it will be time enough when 
that fact is established to cease making appropriations for it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Can the gentleman tell us how long this system of 
experimentation has been going on? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. It has not yet been going on Jong enough 
to demonstrate its failure. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How long, though? When did it begin? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. As far as the exact time is concerned it 
is of no consequence. This is true: that it is nearer a success to-day 
than it was at the beginning, and not only that, but the men and wo- 
men engaged in the experiment are satisfied that it is but a question of 
a brief time when it will be a complete success, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does my friend know when this series of experi- 
ments 2 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. The exact day and date no, I can not 
give the gentleman that. 
` Mr. DOCKERY. The reason I asked the question was this: I un- 
derstood the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE] to state 
that the production of cocoons last year in this country amounted in 
value to about $20,000, and this appropriation is $20,000. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. The gentleman from Wisconsin spoke of 
the number of pounds, 

Mr. DOCKERY. But I understood him to say that the estimated 
value was a dollar a pound, so that the value of the production last 
year was about $20,000, and this appropriation is $20,000. Now, in 
view of that statement I desire to know when this series of experi- 
ments began. ji 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Well, suppose at the end of next year 
we find that we have gotten 40,000 pounds; will not that be an ad- 
vance? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Suppose? 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Yes. We have got to take some thin 


on faith. That is the way an energetic people push to the front. It 
is not by holding back and saying I can not do anything,“ that you 
can succeed. The people interested in this ex t ask for this ap- 


propriation in the interest of the farmers of this country, and they ex- 
pect to get it. Farmers for the most part have so far done the experi- 
menting. And, Mr. Chairman, this appropriation is not for the purpose 
of trying an experiment in which there is not a shadow of a hope of 
succeeding, but it is to continue an experiment which has proved u 
to this time to be nearly a success. All we ask now is that our fri 
shall keep their hands off, and if the experiment proves to be a failure, 
next year will be time enough to say so. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the paragraph is exhausted. The 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] 
to strike out the paragraph. 

The motion was rejected—ayes 41, noes 72. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Purchase and distribution of seeds—Seed division: Purchase, propagation, 
and distribution, as required by law, of seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, out- 
tings, and plants, and expense of labor, transportation, paper, twine, gum, print- 
ing, on aud all necessary material and repairs for E fe 2 and dis- 
tributing the same, and to be distributed in localities adapted to r culture, 
$100,000. An equal proportion of two-thirds of all seeds, trees, shrubs, vines, 
cuttings, and plants upon their request be supplied to Senators, resent- 
atives, and Delegates in Congress for distribation among their constituents; 
and the m receiving such seeds shall be = to inform the Depart- 
ment of the results of the 3 therewith: Provided, That all seeds, 
plants, cuttings herein allotted to Senators, oy eee and Delegates to 
Congress for distribution remaining uncalled for at the end of the fiscal year 
shall be distributed by the Secretary of Agriculture: And provided also, That 
the Secretary shall report, as provided in this act, the place, quantity and price 
of seeds purchased, and the date of purchase, but nothing in this 8 
shall be construed to prevent the Secretary of Agriculture from sending flower, 
porden, and other seeds to those who apply forthe same. And the amoun: 

rein appropriated shall not be diverted or used for any other purpose but for 
the purchase, propagation, and distribution of improved and valuable seeds, 
bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants: ded, however, That the Sec- 
retary shall not distribute to any Senator, Representative, or Delegate seeds en- 
tirely unfit for the climate and locality he represents, but shall distribute the 
same so that member may have see's of equal value, as may be, and the 
best adapted to the locality he represents. Printing mond packets. bels, postal- 
cards, circulars, and so forth, labor, pape“, ink, type, and other necessary ma- 
terial for printing, and for purchasing au ! repairing printing-presses, $5,400. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 1 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follo vs: 

Strike out all after the word dollars,“ in line 21, page 12,down to and in- 
cluding the word “Agriculture,” in line 5, page 13, and insert the following +: 

And all seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants which may be 
purchased under the provisions of this act shall be distributed by the cult- 
ural Department through the county o'ficials of each county in the United 
States, such officials to be N by the Representatives and Delegates in 
Congress, aud through the ous agricultural agents and stations in each State 
and Territory.“ 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, the bill making appropriation for 
the Agricultural Department provides for the expenditure of a hun- 
dred thousand dollars in purchasing seeds, bulbs, plants, trees, vines, 
cuttings, etc., which are to be distributed by members of Congress to 
their constituents. The p of the amendment which I have just 
offered is to take the distribution of these articles out of the hands of 
members of Congress. It provides that they shall be distributed by 
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the Agricultural Department through county officials and the agricult- 
ural stations in the country. 

I can understand when Congress first began the purchase of seed for 

distribution that the objectin view was to afford an 9 experi- 
ment with the different kinds of seed in different sections of the country 
that the variety might be improved and the agricultural interest greatly 
promoted. That was a very proper object, and I have no objection to 
continuing the appropriation on that line and for the purposes named. 
But the system is liable to abuses—people are likely to be encouraged to 
look to the Government for their garden seed. There is considerable 
‘tendency that way now, and it would be a most unfortunate condition 
lof things for the people to rely on the United States Government for 
such things instead of being self-reliant and self-dependent. The best 
possible way to check such a tendency is to take the whole bysiness 
out of politics and put it where it belongs, in the Agricultural Depart- 
ment. 

Gentlemen may deny it here, butit is nevertheless a well-known fact, 
well known to the entire country, that members of Congress do use the 
garden seed furnished to them by the Government for electioneering 

u They use them to place people under obligations to them. 
Votes can not be bonght that way. Noone expects such a thing; but 
the system is a most potent factor in a race for Congress. It is not un- 
reasonable that it should beso. It is no reflection upon a member of 
Congress nor the people to say as much. 

The Government furnishes seed for distribution, and it is human nat- 
ure for members to distribute them to the best possible advantage. 
[Laughter.] The member does what he is authorized to do under the 
existing law, and the constituent appreciates the kindness of his mem- 
ber of Congress; he is impressed with his thoughtfulness and fidelity, 
and it is perfectly natural that these things should havetheirinfluence 
upon the people: And that is why I oppose the distribution of seed 
by Congress. x 

The Government ought not to buy and deliver to me garden seed 
nor anything else that I may employ them to secure my return to 
Congress. Besides I do not believe that a member of Congress should 
become a mere clerk under the Agricultural Department. He ought 
to have something else to do besides acting as seed distributor, and if 
he attends to his duties he will have plenty to do here in this House 
and in the Departments to keep him busy. A member ought to rely 
on the record he makes in the House and in the committee to secure 
the good-will of his constituents and his return to Congress, and not on 
his ability as a clerk or agent of the Agricultural Department. 

The seed furnished by the Department to each member enables him 
tosupply about one voter in every fifteen with a package of three papers 
each, and the other fourteen voters can not understand why they do 
not get seed, too. To supply this demand many members of Congress 
buy seed after exhansting the quota allowed by the Government, and 
hire clerks tosend them ont. All of us are not able to do that, but it 
may be the misfortune of my constituents to be represented by a poor 
man. Iam notable purchase seed for distribution, though I have 
frequently been compelled to do so to meet the requirements of the 

ublie. 
p All the purposes of the law can be carried out by the amendment I 


pose, 
sap DOCKERY. Aud let the county officials do the electioneering. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let the county officials do the electioneering if they 
can. But that is not the question. I do not wish to depend on the 
plunder, so to speak, and the patronage furnished me by the Govern- 
ment for my re-election to Congress. 

Mr. PEEL. Does not the gentleman from Texas distribute his part 
of the seed? 

Mr. KILGORE. I do distribute all the Government allows, but 
there is not half enough to go round. But I do not believe that it is 
the duty of the Government to furnish me with patronage to be used 
in controlling my nomination and election, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does not the gentleman from Texas say that mem- 
bers of Congress are in the habit of buying seed in order to supply 
their constituents? 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not say it is a habit generally for members to 
do so, but sometimes members are compelled to do so in order to re- 
spond to the demands upon them. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not know anything about that myself. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ihave feltit my duty to buy some occasionally, but 
Iam not able to do so and never do it when I can help it. 

The adoption of my amendment will take the matter out of politics 
and can do no possible harm, for a more satisfactory and efficient dis- 
tribution can be made through county officials than under existing law. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Chairman, the distribution here proposed is 
in accordance with the custom of the Agricultural Department for a 
great many years. To propose a change in this system so as to place 
these seeds in the haads of the county officials for the purpose of dis- 
tribution, in order to take this matter out of politics, seems to me really 
absurd. I am surprised that any one should suppose that a county 
official would not use every power that might be thrown into his hands 
in order to promote his own political interests, I do not desire to say 
anything further. I hope we may have a vote. 


‘Mr. MASON. Is there anything in this bill that compels members 
of Congress to accept these seeds if they do not want them? 
Mr. FUNSTON. Nothing whatever. ; 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I believe these seeds should be 
distributed with a view of improving agriculture, and I think it would 
bea good plan to have them sent to the county officers for distribution, for 
I think those officers have more knowledge than members of 
have in regard to the farmers of fhe county who would pay most at- 
tention to the cultivation of these seeds and make report upon the 
subject. As for myself, I know that I have very little knowledge with 
regard to some of the counties of my district, and I do not think there 
are any members who are as well acquainted as the county officers of 
the counties. N 

Mr. MASON. Is there anythjng in this legislation to prevent you 
from sending your proportionate share of seeds to the county officials? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I do that frequently now, or rather on con- 
sultation with the county officers. 

Mr. MASON. And you want the rest of us to follow your example 
simply because the practice works well with you ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I think it would work well with others. The 
gentleman [Mr. Mason] comes from Chicago, and of course is not in- 
terested with regard to seeds; consequently he is not competent to speak 
on this subject. I think that if the amendment now offered were 
adopted it would tend to the improvement of agriculture and would 
thus promote the object which is The only justification for making this 
distribution. I believe a still better method would be to send these 
seeds to the agricultural experiment stations in the different States 
and have the distribution made exclusively through those stations. 
Perhaps it would be well tosend a portion of the seeds to the agricult- 
ural societies. But I think there ought to be a change in regard to 
this matter, and not have the seeds distributed as a mere personal 
favor of which only a few can get the benefit. 

Mr. BREWER. Imove pro forma toamend by striking out the last 
word, Mr. Chairman, during the Jast two sessions of Congress I have 
taken occasion to call attention to the change which has been enacted 
into law in regard to experimenting with seeds. Formerly I was in 
hearty accord with the method of distribution provided for in the 
pending paragraph, because at that time we had no other way of ex- 
perimenting with what might be called new kinds of seeds. But about 
four years ago we enacted a law making the agricultural colleges in 
the several States and Terrilories experimental stations for agricult- 
ural purposes as well as institutions for giving instruction. We ap- 
propriated last year, I believe, over $500,000 for the purpose of aiding 
in the establishment of these experimental stations; and in this bill 
I think we appropriate $600,000 solely for the purpose of maintaining 
some forty-two or more agricultural stations throughout the country. 
These agricultural experiment stations afford every variety of climate 
and soil for making these experiments; and in my judgment when we 
enacted the law with reference to these stations it was the intention 
to use them for the purposeof experimenting with these seeds, instead 
of sending the seeds haphazard throughout the country. 

I have had a good deal of experience in sending out various seeds 
placed at my disposal, and I apprehend my experience agrees with that 
of other members in showing that seeds thus distributed are of no real 
use to the agricultural interests of the country, I believe if we appro- 
priate a sufficient amount to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to 
purchase such seeds as may be necessary for experiments at these sta- 
tions and to distribute them among the stations, the result would be 
a hundred-fold more beneficial in the promotion of agriculture than if 
we should appropriate half a million of dollars for seeds to be sent out 
by members among their constituents. In the latter case the Depart- 
ment gets no report which amounts to anything in regard to the suc- 
cess or non-success of whatever may be done in the way of propagating 
the plants and seeds which we send out. What is done in that diree- 
tion 85 an entire failure so far as the interests of agriculture are con- 
cerned. 

As stated by the gentleman from Texas, this appropriation has been 
made heretofore in our agricultural bills, and will be retained, I ap- 
prehend, in this bill, solely because some members think that by this 
distribution they may secure a few votes. You can buy for 25 or 30 
cents, at any of the seed stores in the country villages of your neigh- 
borhood, as many of these seeds as ordinarily reach the hands of any 
one individual for experimental purposes. In my judgment, the ap- 
propriation we are in the habit of making for distributing these seeds 
is an entire loss so far as the interests of agriculture are concerned. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, it always pains me to differ with my 
good-looking and genial friend from Texas [Mr. KILGORE], but I cer- 
tainly hope in this case that his amendment will not be adopted. We 
sometimes talk about measures to cement the Union—measures calcu- 
lated to lead the people to love their Government. Now, I do not be- 
lieve there is any expenditure made by the Government for the benefit 
of the people that goes so far to cultivate that feeling among the e 
a the small appropriation now under consideration for the distribution 
of seeds. 

Mr. Chairman, I, like other members, have had some few seeds to 


5996 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 12, 


distribute, and I venture to say that r letters I receive from 
my soldier constituents, who not only thank me at the beginning of a 
letter, but thank me at the end and in the middle, for anything I do 
for them) from none of my constituents do I receive so hearty responses 
as from my farming constituents who receive these seeds, The farmers 
to whom I send these little packages of seeds peared palm frequently to 
sit down and write me, not only letters acknowledging their receipt, 
but letters reporting how the seeds turn out, what success they have 
with them. It seems to me this Government can afford to do as much 
as this for the benefit of the farming interests of the country, We 
have voted $20,000,000 for commerce and for a river and harbor bill, 
$10,000,000 for public buildings, $12,000,000 for battle-ships, and, 

ray, can not we appropriate one hundred thousand for seeds for the 
benefit of the great agricultural interests of the country? 

Now, I certainly hope that the bill and the appropriation will be 
allowed to stand just as it is. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. MORSE. Certainly. 

Mr. KILGORE. DoT understand the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts is addressing himself to my amendment? 

Mr. MORSE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. The gentleman seems to be laboring under a mis- 
apprehension, then, for that does not propose to strike out the appro- 
priation, but simply proposes a different method of distribution. 

Mr. MORSE. I shall come to that. 

I claim, Mr. Chairman, that the present method of distribution has 
the effect to ally the people more closely to their representatives and 
to the Government. Do not gentlemen know that to send a bag of 
these seeds to the secretary of some agricultural society would often 
result in no good to the people for whom they are intended, for he 
might not be interested to see to their proper distribution, on the 
ground that he was not paid for such work, and he would have to pay 
postage unless the franking privilege was extended or amended. The 
member of Congress is directly interested and his constituents are in- 
terested. He desires to notice and please his constituents and his con- 
stituents are pleased when they receive the little notice from their 
representative and little present from the Government. My experience 
is, they prize the seeds far beyond their intrinsic value. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Does not the gentleman from Massaschusetts 
oe that the secretaries of agricultural societies would appro- 
priate most of the seeds for themselves if they were distributed in that 
manner? 

Mr. MORSE. I fear that would beso. At all events there is no call 
for that process of distribution. The argument which has been made 
by gentlemen here, that the packuge of seed would be worth only 5 or 
10 cents and that the farmer can go to a store in his neighborhood and 
geta aed for a few cents, has no substantial foundation as against 
this b It is true that he can go and get the seed. That anybody 
admits; but they do not seem as good to him as the seed he gets from his 
Government. He plants his seed and all through the summer as he 
looks at them growing he remembers that the Government of the 
United States furnished them to him. He feels that the Government 
loves its people; that it feels an interest in the success of its agricult- 
ural people, and therefore I hope that no different method of distri- 
bution will be adopted which will put the seed in the hands of the 
secretaries of agricultural societies throughout the country for distri- 
bution, as proposed by my friend from Texas [Mr. KILGORE]. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. The tronble in this matter appears 
to result from a wrong impression which exists in some localities as to 
Congressional duties, Some people come to Congress with an idea that 
their work will be easily compassed and that the life will be one of 
comparative ease and relaxation. 

They are surprised to find that a most constant and assiduous atten- 
tion to duty is exacted, and naturally they desire to be relieved of a 
portion of the task. I do not concur in this view. I do not see how 
any portion of a Congressman’s work can be delegated to others with- 
out detriment to the people. Of course a Con n can employ 
help to advantage, but all must be directly under his control and super- 
vision. 

The small amount appropriated each year for the distribution of rare 
seeds of superior quality does much good. The farmers devote great 
care and attention to the growth of plants from the seeds given them by 
the Government, and a better quality of seed is being disseminated all 
over the country, Congressmen who take an interest in this important 
subject see to it that the seeds find their way to the farmers, and in 
many cases it is the only benefit which comes to them from the Gov- 
ernment in a manner which is in any way apparent. These are the 
men who support the Government and bear all its burdens, and cer- 
tainly they should be allowed some of its benefits. 

Can any one, dare any one, rise in this House and su t depriving 
them of this little privilege, or can any one urge that his advantage 
shall be curtailed in the manner suggested by the amendment? No, 
sir; a thousand times no. But, Mr. Chairman, imagine my surprise to 
hear the charge made on the floor of Congress that the votes of free 
ae citizens could be influenced one way or the other by a pack- 
axe o A 


It is an insult to the integrity of a good and great people which I 
can not allow to pass without one expression of my condemnation. 
Can such an insult be hurled from the floor of this Congress against the 
American people and against a class who are acknowledged the world 
over to be the best, most honest, and the purest of the American peo- 
ple-—the American farmers? [Prolonged applause. ] 

I am glad, Mr. Chairman, to find my views so warmly supported by 
the House. [Laughter and applause.] I know the proposed amend- 
ment will be voted down; but there is another objectionable feature to 
the amendment. 

It seems to assume that members of Congress are not as well fitted 
to perform certain of our duties as the officials upon whom they would 
devolve should the amendment be adopted. ‘This is a reflection upon 
Sige Nr and our fellow-members which is unwarranted and unmer- 
ited. 

Not only should all the privileges which the farmer now has be al- 
lowed to remain in full force, but we should seek to confer additional 
advantages, and we should insist upon lightening his burdens, During 
the last Congress the Democratic party used their best efforts for the 
farmer, but all was defeated by the Republican Senate. 

I hold an amendment in my hand which provides that when we have 
requests from our constituents for seeds in excess of our quota, we 
shall have the privilege of purchasing them from the Government at 
the cost price, the same as we buy books, speeches, and other publica- 
tions of the Government. There is no more reason why we should be 
allowed to purchase speeches and documents at cost price than that we 
should be allowed to purchase seed at cost price for our constituents. 
I venture that every member on this floor after exhausting his quota 
has had letters written tohim asking for more seed; and we ought to 
have some way to supply these pleasant and reasonable requests, and 
certainly no harm is done if they are supplied as I propose without 
any expense to the Government. 

I am thankful that Congress is becoming thoroughly awakened to 
the necessity of doing justice to the farmer. For twenty-five years he 
has been the pack-horse upon which burdens have heaped until they 
are no longer bearable. Two years ago I prepared a table showing the 
relative disadvantages of the farmer compared with those engaged in 
other occupations. The picture was a deplorable one—all caused by 
unjust legislation. | Applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire now to ask consent that 
the debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto be limited to 
one minute. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, in the one minute I 
only want to say that some gentleman on this floor may be conscious 
that he has been trying to electioneer by the distribution of garden seeds 
amongst his constituents, but for myself I disclaim the soft impeach- 
ment, and say that as to a large proportion of the members of the 
House j know the impeachment is entirely without foundation. [Ap- 
plause. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The debate having been exhausted by order of 
the committee the question is on the amendment of the gentleman 
from Texas. 

The question. was taken. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand a diyision. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 2, noes 57. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CRAIN, I offer a further amendment to this paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “agriculture,” in line 5, page 13, “among the Members 
and Delegates in Congress in equal proportion.” 

Mr. CRAIN. The object of the amendment, Mr. Chairman 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Texas 
ri debate on this paragraph has been closed by order of the com- 
mittee. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CRAIN, it was 
rejected. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I offer the further amendment, which 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at end of line 24 of page 13: 

“And under such regulations as the Secretary of Agriculture may prescribe, 
Senators, Representatives, and Delegates may procure from the Wevertuspnt 
seeds in excess of their quota by paying the cost price of the same.” 

The amendment was rejected. i 

Mr. COBB. I would like to offer an amendment in line 20, page 12. 

Mr. FUNSTON. It is too late. 

Mr. COBB. It is in this ph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 20, page 12, strike out the word “one” and insert the word two; “ 
making it read two hundred thousand dollars ” instead of "one hundred thou- 
sand dollars.“ 

Mr. COBB. Now, Mr. Chairman, a word upon that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order except by unanimous cow- 
sent. 


— 


1890. 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I ask that the gentleman be allowed 
one minute. 

Objection was made. 

The amendment was rejected. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Agricultural-experiment stations: To carry into effect the provisions of an act 
approved March 2.1887. entitled “An act to establish agricultural experiment 
stations in connection with the colleges established in the several States under 
provisions of an act approved July 2, 1852, and of the acts supplementary 
thereto,” $560,000, $15,000 of which sum shall payable upon the order of the 
Secretary of iculture to enable him to carry out the provisions of section 
3 of said act of March 2, 1887; and the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby 
authorized to employ such assistants, clerks, and other persons as he may deem 
necessary, and to incur such other expenses in traveling, stationery, and office 
fixtures as he may find essential in carrying out the objects of the above acts, 
and the sums apportioned to the several States shall be paid quarterly in ad- 
vance. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, which I will send up to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

5 8 by inserting aſter the words “ eighty-seven,” in line 24, on page 17, the 

„And of which sum $15,000 shall be used for the purchase and mangement of 
an experimental sugar farm in Texas, to be controlled and managed by the Agri- 
cultural and Mechanical College of Texas: Provided, The State of Texas appro- 
priates an equal amount for the same purpose.” 

Mr. FUNSTON. I make the point of order that that changes exist- 
ugla and is new legislation. 

STEWART, of Texas. This section provides for experimental 
stations. 

The CHAIRMAN. But not for the location of an experimental 
station at any particular place. The Chair is very clear that this is 
new legislation. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Do you sustain the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be sustained. 

Mr. COBB. I move to strike out the last word of this paragraph. 
I make this motion for the purpose of explaining my reason for offer- 
ing the amendment that I did a few moments ago. I propose to make 
that motion again in the House, and I hope the opportunity of so doing 
will be accorded me. 

Whether or not it would be, as an original proposition, in accordance 
with sound principle for the Government to distribute seeds to indi- 
viduals is not now an opon bararare The practice of so doing is firmly 
established, and is not likely to be changed. And growing out of this 
practice long continued has arisen a desire on the part of the people to 
receive a share of this Government distribution. The demand for seeds 
is increasing. Whether the seeds from the Agricultural Department 
are better than those to be had from the dealers throughout the country 
is questionable; indeed it is well known that the Government goes into 
the market and purchases all that it distributes; but many of our con- 
stituents have come to place a high estimate on them. Hence the in- 
creasing demand. 

It is not understood generally that the supply to each Representa- 
tive is very limited im proportion to the number of his constituents, 
so that it is impossible for him to send seed to more than a very few in 
each neighborhood of his district. He makes the distribution as best 
he can, but those who receive nothing and who think that there are 
seeds for all alike naturally feel neglected. 

Since, then, Mr. Chairman, we have departed so widely from the 
original purpose of the law in this behalf, and since, too, those who 
receive this small favor from the Government are notits beneficiaries 
to any great extent, I am for enlarging this appropriation to the largest 
limit consistent with prudence. 

The Clerk concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I desire to offer the following as an ad- 
ditional section to the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


in agricultural pursuits, five copies 
tment, for use by the o ization. 
the infor- 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I think there will be no objection to 
the adoption of this section when it is understood what it is intended 
to accomplish. Every member in this House is aware of the fact that 
you are continually getting documents from the Agricultural Depart- 
ment that are published and sent out by that Department, which go 
only to members of Congress, but which contain information that the 
agriculturists of the country ought to have and that is intended for 
them, which is of no benefit unless they do get it. This section pro- 
vides that five copies of each publication shall be sent to each one of 
these agricultural organizations. That is not an excessive number, 
but it is a sufficient number to enable the members of these organiza- 
tions to find out exactly what the Department is doing in that direc- 
tion. It will cost a very small sum of money. The section provides 
that when the information shall be furnished to the Secretary of Agri- 
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culture as to who the rightful secretaries of these organizations are, he 
shall then forward five copies of each publication to them. I do not 
see that there can be any objection to it in the world, and I think the 
Committee on Agriculture would do well to accept it without going 
into any discussion or making any objection to it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me this is getting at 
the thing in the wrong way. Every man upon this floor who properly 
represents his constituents should be in full sympathy with the agri- 
cultural interests of this country, and I am astonished that the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, generally so prudent and diligent, should in- 
troduce a section into this bill which would tend, in my judgment, to 
put himself out of sympathy with the people he is expected to repre- 
sent. Why should the Agricultural Department, or the head of it, or 
the chief clerk, undertake to distribute publications in a district when 
he does not know a single man in it, and when every Representative 
is supposed to know what the interests of the people of his district 
are? So far as I am concerned, when these things reach me I take the 
trouble to send them to people in the district who are interested in ag- 
riculture and who will read them and give the benefit of the informa- 
tion which is furnished to the public at large. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentleman to 
tell the House how many of these documents he gets. : 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I suppose I get all that I am entitled to, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. You get about five of them for distri- 
bution in the whole of your district. R 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If you want to increase the number, that is 
another thing, and I would not object to it; but the gentleman’s 
amendment looks to relieving members of Congress of the duty as rep- 
resentatives of the people [laughter and applause] from sending out 
these things in a proper way to the people whom we know and who 
are interested in these matters, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentleman 
another question. [Cries of Vote!“ ‘‘Vote!’’] I do not mean any 
fun by this matter. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Ido not mean any fun either, though it is a 
funny proposition you offer. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, It is a very serious proposition. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That is true. I will submit to any inquiry the 
gentleman wants to put that is reasonable, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentleman if he 
is going to be satisfied for his district with five copies of these puhlica- 
tions; and I would ask him if he would tell the House how long he 
keeps them lying around in his room before he sends them ont to his 
constituents who are entitled to have them. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will state to the gentleman, if he will come to 
my room he will see how guickly I send them to my constituents after 
I receive them. - 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. He wants to continue to have his five to 
3 waste paper of them, but I want the people to have the benefit 
of them. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, the people whom I represent 
here are not so ignorant that they have to depend upon the De ent 
of Agriculture for all the information they get in relation to the culti- 
vation of their crops or agricultural matters generally. I send them 
all such information as I receive from that Department, and I have no 
doubt that it is of some benefit, but it is a great mistake for the peo- 
ple to rely wholly upon the Department of Agriculture, either for in- 
formation in relation to crops or information as to how they are to be 
grown. The best thing we can do is to keep ourselves in full sym- 
pathy with them that we may legislate wisely in regard to their true 
interests. [Applause. 

Mr. FUNSTON. U ask for a vote. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, it is very evident that 
the Farmers’ Alliance has struck Alabama and Kentucky, but has not 
been heard of in South Carolina. [Great laughter.] Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, the amendment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
STONE] is, I think, a good one. 

Mr: McMILLIN. The Alliance has struck Ohio. [Renewed laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Yes, it has struck Ohio. If the gentle- 
man isso desirous to send out these publications to his constituents there 
are always some good farmersof hisacquaintance who are not connected 
with agricultural societies contemplated in this amendment to whom 
these documents can be sent. But as I understand his argument he 
says that the Secretary of Agriculture has no right to beconnected with 
or keep in sympathy with the agricultural societies of the country. 

That, however, I believe to be his duty. He ought to have in his 
Department the name and post-office address of the president of every 
agricultural society in the nation. This is his duty. [Laughter and 
applause.] Thinking that, Mr. Chairman, I believe the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky is certainly a good one and ought to 
be adopted by the House. : 

Mr. FUNSTON. I move that all debate upon the pending amend- 
— 7 5 and 3 thereto be limited to one minute. [Cries of 

Oh, no! 
The motion was agreed to. 


5998 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. J vx 12, 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Lask that that time be given to me that | that they had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 10716) making 
directed hini 


I may reply to the gentleman from South Carolina. 
Mr. HEMPHILL, ButI might want to reply to the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from South 


Carolina says he is sufficiently informed to post the farmers of his dis- 
trict with regard to anything that may be necessary for them to know. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, no; I did not say that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, That substantially is his statement. 
[Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I say that I know as much in a practical way 
about agriculture as the Secretary of Agriculture; and I expect to-day 
that in carrying on a farm I would make a better farmer than he is. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. He says that he knows as much about 
agriculture as the Secretary of Agriculture does. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Ido. 

Mr.STONE, ofKentucky. Idonotpretend todisputethat. [Laugh- 
ter.] But the people of this country are employing the Secretary of 
Agriculture to do a certain thing for the benefit of the people of the 
whole country, and if the gentleman from South Carolina knows more 
about it than the Secretary of Agriculture, it is simply evidence of the 
fact that President Harrison did not find him when he made the ap- 
pointment. [Renewed laughter.] That casts an imputation upon the 
intelligence of the farmers outside of his own district, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I would like to have another minute. 
[Laughter. ] A 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I know the intelligence of the farmers 
of the district I represent. I do not know how intelligent the farmers 
in the district of the gentleman from South Carolina are, but from the 
fact that my ancestors came from that State, I have no doubt that they 
are pretty intelligent people. [Laughter and applause] But they 
have sent a man here to represent them who is casting ridicule upon 
any attempt that would benefit the people of the country; and when 
a farmer attempts to benefit them it is a matter of ridicule. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. ] 

Mr. MPHILL. Now, Mr Chairman, I ask for 2 moment, by 
unanimous consent, in which to reply. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, I think itis not very kind in the 
gentleman from Kentucky to endeavor to charge to my account the re- 
cent attitude of this House to the different agricultural interests of 
this country, [Laughter and applause. ] 

He knows perfectly well that this amendment which he introduces 
here is not in the interest of the agriculturist. What we want to do 
is to keep in sympathy with the farmers, and not let somebody else get 
between us and them [laughter], and I am astonished at a gentleman 
standing bere and undertaking to speak for the interest of the agricult- 
urisis who will not take the trouble to send out to them the hlets 
that he receives from the Department of Agriculture. [Langhter.] 
Now, what we want to do is to let every man who is acquainted with 
the leading agriculturists in his own district have these pamphlets and 
send them out. So far as I am concerned I have a list of many of the 
presidents and secretaries of the alliances in my district, and I do not 
forget them. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I, too, am one of the men that want to 
get down to the people. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. The question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. STONE, of Ken- 
tucky; and there were—ayes 33, noes 60. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Idemand tellers. 

Tellers were refused, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Chairman, I have two committee amend- 
ments here that I forgot to offer. ¶ Laughter and cries of Too late!’’] 

Mr. FUNSTON, I ask unanimous consent to offer these amend- 
ments now. 

Mr. COBB. LI object, unless the gentleman will give me five min- 
utes. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Funston], 
by direction of the committee, proposes the amendments which he 
sends to the desk and asks unanimous consent for their consideration. 
Is there objection? 

Several MEMBERS. I object. 

Mr. COBB, I object, unless the gentleman will give me some time. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise 
and report the bill to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass, 
The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Payson, from the Committee of the Whole, reported 


- 


appropriations for the Department of Agriculture and had 
to report the same to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass, 

The SPEAKER, The question is upon the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The bill was 

Mr. FUNSTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pet and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


e. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment House bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

A bill (H. R. 10813) authorizing and directing the Secretary of War 
to establish new harbor lines in Portage Lake, Houghfon County, 
Michigan; 

A bill Es R. 1147) granting an increase of on to Merritt Lewis; 


A bill (H. R. 1155 granting a pension to William Elsworth Fletcher; 
A bill te R. 1155) granting a pension to Frances M. Hull; 
A bill (H. R. 1504 granting a pension to Elizabeth Cheesman; 
A bill (H. R. 1564) granting a pension to Samuel Wilson; 
A bill (H. R. 1569) granting a pension to William Quinby; 
A bill (H. R. 1594) granting a pension to Anson Freeman; 
A bill 85 R. 2108 granting a pension to Nellie R. Cook; 
aa bill (H. R. 2168) granting an increase of pension to Stewart Her- 
rt; 
A bill (H. R. 2295) granting a pension to Charlotte Small; 
A bill (E. R. 250 granting a pension to Robert W. Herod; 
A bill (H. R. 2756) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
oore; 
A bill 1 R. 2838) granting a pension to Sarah N. West; 
A bill (H. R. 3065) granting a pension to Mary Donohue; 
A bill t R. ay granting a pension to John Dunn; 
A bill (H. R. granting a pension to Sally Powell; 
A bill (H. R. 3259) granting a pension to Simon Beakler; 
A bill H. R 570 granting a pension to Sarah Connally; 
A bill (H. R. 3379) granting a pension to Lydia W. Sayre; 
x A bill (H. R. 3585) to pension James T. Furlow for service in the 
ndian war; i 
A bill (H. R. 3601) to increase the pension of Andrew Langton, late 
of Company E, Twenty-seventh Indiana Volunteers; 
A bill (H. R. 3968) granting a pension to William Wetzel; 
A bill ve R. 4042) granting a pension to Chester Denton; 
A bill (H. R. 4043) to grant a pension to James Y. Law; 
A bill (H. R. 4185) to increase the pension of Mrs. Antonia B. Lynch; 
A bill (H. R. 4522) granting a pension to J. N. Jordan; 
A bill (H. R. 4702) granting a pension to Mary Mayberry; 
A bill (H. R. 4807) for the relief of Lydia G. Carues; 


? 
A bill (H. R. ar to increase the pension of Everhard Welter: 
A bill (H. R. 5014) for the relief of Ernst Barth; 

A bill (H. R. 5111) for the relief of William Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 5545) granting a pension to Absalom Carney; 

A bill (H. R. 5620) granting a pension to Frank Deming, Company 
A, Tenth Michigan Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 5709) granting a pension to Sarah A. Harrison; 

A bill (H. R. 5719) for the relief of Harrison Tryon; 

A bill (H. R. 6001) granting an increase of pension to Elnathan 
Meade, late of Company C, Forty-fourth New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 6097) granting a pension to James Goff, of Tennessee; 

A bill (H. R. 6110) to grant an increase of pension to Harvey T. Al- 
cott, late of Company K, One hundred and twenty-sixth New York In- 
e castanie 

Abi granting a pension to Catharine i - 

A bill (H. R. 6007 granting a pension to Keziah Randall, Matta- 
poisett, Mass., widow of Richard Randall, who served in the coast 
guard, 1812 to 1815; 

A bill (H. R. 6647) for the relief of John A. Whitcomb; 

A bill (H. R. 6721) granting a pension to August Seiter; 

A bill (H. R. 6756) granting a pension to Joseph Morris; 

A bill (H. R. 6801) increasing the pension of Alonzo L. Page, late of 
Company B, Third Vermont Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 6833) to grant a pension to John B. Vile; 

A bill (H. R. 555 granting a pension to Thomas Shannon; 

A bill (H. R. 7331) granting a pension to Freeman Buell; 


A bill (H. R. 7367) for the relief of Sarah M. Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 7449) granting a pension to Ezra E. Annis; 

A bill (H. R. 7586) granting a pension to James O’ Donnell; 

A bill (H. R. 7588) granting a pension to David Rose; 

A bill (H. R. 7638) granting an increase of pension to John Pardy; 
FERN FFF A 

A 6) granting a pension to Harriet E. Cooper; 

A bill (H. R. granting a pension to Mary P. Thompson; 


1890. 
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A bill (H. R. 7972) granting a pension to Joseph Whitmore for service 
in the In war; 

A bill (H. R. 7999) granting an increased pension to Adeline Whelan; 

A bill (H. R. 8009) for restoration of Abner Morehead to the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 8326) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Douglass; 

A bill (H. R. 8429) to incrense the pension of William P. Squire; 

A bill (H. R. 8431) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Noe; 

A bill (H. R. 8485) granting an increase of pension to Owen C. 
Powell; 

ill (H. R. 8603) granting a pension to Catherine Sattle; 
ill (H. R. 8730) granting a pensfon to T. G. Metcalf; 
ill . R. 8926) granting a pension to Mary Aun Griswold; 

A bill (H. R. 9311) granting an increase of pension to Morgan Di- 
mond; and 

A bill (H. R. 9727) for the relief of Joseph D. Fisher, late Company 
G, One hundred and sixteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 

ents, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, the bill 

R. 1474) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of George W. Madden. 

The m also announced that the Senate agreed to the amend- 
ment of the ne to the amendment of the Senate numbered 6 to the 
bill (H. R. 10390) making an appropriation to supply a deficiency in 
the appropriation for public printing and binding for the last quarter 
of the fiscal year 1890, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles, in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill 721) granting a pension to Jeanie Brent Davenport; 

A bill (S. 1640) granting a pension to Helen A. Beebe; 

A bill (S. 2073) granting a pension to Joseph Pierce; 

A bill (8. 2575) granting an increase of pension to Margaret Flaherty; 

A bill 8 2616) granting an inerease of pension to Harrison De F. 
Young; 

A bi S. 3159) granting an increase of pension to Albert P. Davis; 

A bill (S. 3448) granting a pension to Clara H. McIntire; 

A bill (S. aor granting a pension to Selina B. Merrick; and 
bill (S. 3871) granting a pension to Kate Woodbridge Michaelis, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. HATCH, for ten days. 
To Mr. LANSING, for ten days from the 13th of June. 
To Mr. WILSON, of Washington, for six days. 
To Mr. McCorarck, for three days. 
To Mr. ROWLAND, indefinitely. 
To Mr. Rusk, for this day. 
To Mr. Gest, for this day. 
To Mr. HEARD, indefinitely. 
To Mr. QUACKENBUSH, for one week. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 145) for the relief of the legal representatives of Henry S. 
French; 

A bill (H. R. 347) to grant the right of way to the Galena, Guthrie 
and Western Railway Company through the Indian Territory, and for 


other po 5 

Ab 12 R. 407) to authorize the acquisition of certain parcels of 
real estate embraced in square No. 380, of the city of Washington, to 
provide an eligible site for a city post-office; 

A bill (S. 977) for the erection of a public building at New London, 


Ab 
Ab 
Ab 


A bill (S. 2143) granting an increase of pension to Henry Straw bridge; 

A bill (S. 2311) to amend section 3354 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States; 

A bill (8. 2317) to provide for the exportation of fermented liquor in 
bond without t of internal-revenue tax; i 

A bill (S. 2751 to amend section 204 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States relating to the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 3083) for the relief of Humbert Brothers. 

The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House, under the special 
order, took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m., 
and was called to order by the Speaker. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the order under which the 
House meets this evening. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Thursday evening of this week and Monday evening of next 
8 o’elock till 11o? be devoted to the consideration in the House 


. 
Foils previously reported with frome recommendation by the Committee 


on Commerce, to the consideration whereof no objection shall be made; and 
that at 5 p. m. on each of said days the House take a recess until 8 p. m. for 
the purpose aforesaid. 


LIGHT STATION, BRADDOCK’S POINT, LAKE ONTARIO. 


Mr. BAKER. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 573) for the estab- 
lishment of a light station in the vicinity of Braddock’s Point, Lake 
Ontario, New York. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That rr ee out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, $20,000, for the establishment of a third-order 
light-station between Genessee and Oak Orchard light-stations, Lake Ontario, 
New York, at such point as may be selected by the Light-House Board. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill. 

The following amendments reported by the Committee on Commerce 
were read: 

Strike out after the word “be” in line 3 the words “appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise 8 $20,000, for the establishment 


of,” and insert in lieu thereof the word * established. 
ae ond of the bill add the words provided it shall not cost more than 


Mr, BAKER, I ask unanimous consent to amend this bill by em- 
bodying in it a recommendation of the Light-House Board for the es- 
tablishment of a fog-whistle at Charlotte Harbor, in the district I rep- 
resent. This is an essential matter. The cost is not toexceed $4,300, 

The SPEAKER. The first question will be upon the amendments 
proposed by the committee. 

The amendments were to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unanimous < 
consent for the submission of the amendment which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


e Amend byan after the word *'light-station ™ in line 5, the words and 
‘og-whistle.’ 

Amend by saking out in lines 8 and 9 the words twenty thousand dol- 
Jars,” and inserting in lieu thereof “twenty-four thousand three hundred dol- 


The SPEAKER. Hasthe gentleman the recommendation of the 
Light-House Board ? 

Mr. BAKER, The recommendation in reference to this matter is 
embraced in the report upon another bill. This fog-whistle is recom- 
mended as a ne thing at the port of Charlotte at Rochester, 
N. Y., and I have thought it best to embody the provision in this bill 
so as to cover in one measure all there is in that district. 

The SPEAKER. Is the other bill on the Calendar? 

Mr. BAKER. It is. . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of these 
amendments? The Chair hears none. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.. 

Mr. BAKER. I move to amend the title of the bill by inserting 
after the word ‘‘light-station’’ the words and ſog-whistle.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. \ 


NEW TOWER, SMITH’S ISLAND, VIRGINIA. 


Mr. BAKER. Inowask the consideration of the bill (H. R. 901) for 
the erection of a ne tower near the site of the light-house on Smith’s 
Island, Virginia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, 
authorized to erect, near the site of the light-house on Smith's Island, Virginia 
a tower for a first-order light, to replace the present one now being washed 
away by the encroachments of the sea: Provided, That the sameshall not cost 
more than $150,000. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? The Chair hears none. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE TENDER, THIRTEENTH DISTRICT. 


Mr. BAKER. I now ask for the consideration of the bill (S. 461) 
making an 5 for a new light-house tender for use in the 
thirteenth light-house district, with headquarters at Portland, Oregon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $85,000 for the 
construction, under the direction of the Secretary ot the ofa new light- 
house tender for use in the thirteenth light-house district, headquarters, Port- 
land, Oregon. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill: 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out after the word “that,” in line 3, the words there be, and hereby 

appro out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
the sum of $85,000 for the construction, under the direction of the Secretary 
ofthe of,“ and insert in lieu thereof the words the Secretary of the 
Na aes 
of $55, * 


y is, authorized to construct, at a cost not to exceed the sum 
Mr. BAKER. In conformity with the recommendation of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury in a report as to indispensable aids to naviga- 
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tion, I think there should be an amendment to this bill. 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I move toamend by striking out $85,000 ”’ 
and inserting ‘*$95,000,’’ making the limit of cost conform to the rec- 
ommendation embraced in letter of the Secretary of the Treasury ad- 
dressed to the Committee on Appropriations, under the head of in- 
dispensable items.“ 

Mr. BAKER. There was a supplementary report in several cases as 
to matters deemed by the Department to be indispensable. This is 
one case in which it was deemed necessary to increase the estimate. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [ Mr, STOCKBRIDGE] 
moves to amend the amendment of the committee by striking out 
885,000 and inserting ** $95,000.” 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. This is not an amendment to the appropria- 
tion, but an amendment to the limitation of cost. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was adopted. 

The bill ss amended was ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. The committee has recommended an amendment 
to the title, which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the title so as to read: Au act authorizing the construction of a new 
light-house tender for use in the thirteenth light-house district, with headquar- 
ters at Portland, Oregon.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 


WHARF IN ASTORIA, OREGON. 

Mr. BAKER. I now ask for the consideration of the bill (S. 465) 
providing for the purchase of a site and the construction of a wharf in 
Astoria, Oregon, for the use of the Light-House Department. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $15,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out ot any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be 


used under the direction of the Sec of the Treasury in We 
site and the construction of a suitable wharf at 8 ‘or the use of 
the Light-House Department. 


The amendments reported by the Committee on Commerce were read, 
as follows: 


After the word that,“ in the third line, strike out down to the words“ for 
the,“ in the seventh line, and insert the enge of the Treasury be, and he 
hereby is, authorized to purchase a site at Astoria, Oregon, and construct thereon 


The SPEAKER. 
bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. I had not expected that there would be called up 
to-night bills involving the amount of expenditure that these bills in- 
volve. 

Mr. MASON. They all have to go to the Committee on Appropria- 


tions. 

Mr. PAYNE. That may be true; but they all involve a charge upon 
the Government, every one of them. We have already passed bills 
here to-night to the amount of $300,000. I would like to know where 
this thing is Ens to stop. 

Mr. BAKER. These are bills recommended by the Light-House 
Board and the Treasury Department in order to provide for indis 
ble improvements, I have agreed to move only bills of that class, 
These bills are indispensable with a single exception, and in that case 
the billis necessary. The aggregate amount of these expenditures the 
committee is prepared to state to the House. It is imperative that 
these bills should pass; they make no appropriation, and before an 
appropriation can be made the matter must go to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. HERMANN. In order to show the emergency in this partic- 
ular case, I desire to say that the Government has had a wharf at As- 
toria for a number of years, but owing to the severe freshets during the 
last winter that wharf was entirely washed away, and there is now no 
place belonging to the Government for the purpose of landing buoys, 
etc., a matter very necessary in that particular district, Hence the 
Light-House Department has very urgently entreated the Committee 
on Commerce to report this bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask for the reading of the report, reserving my 
right to object. 

e report (by Mr. Browne, of Virginia) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 465) 8 
ing for the purchase of a site and the construction of a wharf in regon, 
for the use of the Light-House Department, which bill passed the Senate of the 
United 177 — 3 the 22d day of January, 1590, having considered the same, re- 

That the Senate bill do pass, with the following amendment: After the word 
“that,” in the third line, strike out down to the words “forthe” in the seventh 
line, and insert the of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, authorized 


to purchase a site at Astoria, n, and construct a suitable wharf; 
and at the end add at a cost not to exceed the sum of $15,000," 


Is there objection to the consideration of this 


I yield to So that said bill when amended shall read as follows: 


A bill providing for the purchase of a site and the construction of a wharf in 
Astoria, Oregon, for the use of the Light-House Department, 


Be il enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Statcs of 
Ameriéa in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and here- 
by is, authorized to purchase a site at Astoria, Oregon, and construct thereon a 
suitable wharf for the use of the Light-House Department, at a cost not to exceed 
the sum of $15,000. 

Mr. PAYNE. If no better reason can be given for this bill than what 
is contained in the report, I must object. 

Mr. HERMANN, Lask the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
to withhold his objection fora moment. Iam assured that the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BAKER], the chairman of the committee, 
has an urgent recommendation from the Secretary of the Treasury 


with reference to this matter, although it has not been incorporated in the 
report. But the Committee on Commerce has all of that data so essen- 


tial for the committee to forma judgment upon and base its report to 
this House. The facts I have just stated are true, that is, as to the 
destruction of the wharf and the absolute necessity for this legislation 
to replace it. 

Mr. PAYNE. But this provides for the purchase of a new site. 

Mr. HERMANN. It does. 

Yor SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from New 
ork. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will withdraw the objection, but I give notice that 
if these bills involve such expenditures as they seem to involve, I 
shall be forced to object to them in the future. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am proposing to make objection at 
this point. I dislike very much to object to this particular bill, but I 
must interpose objection to its consideration on general principles. 
This session to-night is held in the interest of a certain class of bills 
carrying large sums of money that the Government of the United States 
does not owe. Other gentlemen here on this floor have been trying to 
get the Government to pay some attention to the honest debts that it 
does owe to its citizens. We have tried day after day to secure con- 
sideration of bills 3 for the payment of such claims, on the day 
fixed by the rules for their consideration, but without effect. To-night 
is set apart exclusively for the consideration of matters where the Goy- 
ernment is not pledged, where the Government has made no contract 
with the individuals, and where there is no moral obligation or legal 
obligation on the part of the Government to pay. And when I get up 
and look around me I see a number of gentlemen present, all of whom, 
perhaps, are more or less interested in such measures as will come up 
to-night, except myself. Now, I shall object to the proceedings at this 
night session unless there is a quorum present to pass these bills. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Can not the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky select a bill to get it before the House to-night? 

Mr. FINLEY. The “gentleman from Kentucky“ will take care of 
himself. 

Mr. BAKER. If my friend from Kentucky will give me his atten- 
tion for a moment I want to say to him and to the Honse that these 
bills provide for what are r ized as indispensable aids to naviga- 
tion all along both the coasts of the United States. They have been 
carefully examined and investigated by the Committee on Commerce 
of the House, have met its unanimous action, and no bills will be 
called up to-night except those that are recommended and alleged as 
indispensable and that carry no appropriations. They are recognized 
as indispensable by the proper Department of the Government. All 
matters treated in them come exclusively within the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Commerce, éxcepting the appropriations, which will nec- 
essarily go to the Appropriations Committee, who will make the appro- 
priations in each vase if in their judgment the case demands it. I 
should dislike exceedingly to have my friend from Kentucky make 
any factious objection or opposition to the consideration of these mat- 
ters. Of course we all know that it is in the power of any one mem- 
ber of the House to prevent the consideration of each and every one of 
these bills; and the object of having a night session is only to enable 
bills of this character, which it was supposed from their nature conld 
attract but little, if any, opposition, to be disposed of without interfer- 
ing with the work of the session during the day. But if the gentle- 
man insists on his objection, why, of course, we are powerless, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let me say to the gentleman from 
Kentucky also—— 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. My honorable friend from Kentucky, if he will 
look over to this side of the House, will see one gentleman at least who 
is not present as interested in any bill that comes before the House 
this evening. Iam here for the public good, and I hope he will not 
make objection to any bill which comes from the committee for con- 
sideration to-night. 

Mr. FINLEY. I understand you to say that you are not interested 
in any of these bills? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Neither directly nor indirectly. 

Mr. FINLEY. Iam glad to know that you are here. Who next? 
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Mr. WILSON, of Washington. I am not interested in any bill mak- 
ing an appropriation, I will say to the gentleman. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I hope these gentlemen will now shake hands and 
let us proceed with the business. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And let me say to the gentleman 
from Kentucky that I am not interested in any bill here to-night. 

Mr. FINLEY. I will not object to the consideration of bills which 
do not carry appropriations ; but bills involving large amounts, such 
as those heretofore called up, should only be passed in the presence of 
a quorum, and I shall feel compelled to insist upon thatpoint in each case. 

Mr. BAKER. None of these carry appropriations. . 

Mr. FINLEY. I beg pardon; if this bill is of the class of bills which 
have just been acted upon, then I shall urge my objection to it on the 
ground I have stated, and will not withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. FINLEY. You understand, Mr. Speaker, I have not withdrawn 
my objection to the consideration of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asked if there was objection and did 
not hear any. 

Mr. FINLEY. I have not withdrawn my objection. 

Mr. BAKER. Then I withdraw the bill and offer the following. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill presented by the 
gentleman from New York. 


STEAM-TENDER, FIRST LIGHT-HOUSE DISTRICT. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 936) e an appropriation for the construction of a new steam- 
tender for service in the first light-house district. 


The bill was read at length. r 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. FINLEY. I object. 

Mr. QUINN. I hope the honorable gentleman from Kentucky will 
withdraw that objection. 

Mr. FINLEY. Why? 

Mr. QUINN. This is such an important matter. The bill provides 
for the construction of a steam-tender for service in the first light-house 
district, That district embraces the coasts of Maine, all along the 
Massachusetts coast, and down to Plum Island, where such a vast 
amount of shipping is coming and going at all times. It is easential 
for the preservation of life along these coasts and involves but a trifling 
expenditure. 

n connection with this, Mr. Speaker, let me add that the gentleman 
from Kentucky says he looked around and saw no one here but those 
who were interested in the measures to be called up to-night. As my 
friend and colleague [Mr. CAMPBELL] has said, I am not directly or in- 
directly interested in any matter here any further than I am interested 
in the performance of my public duty, and I came here for that pur- 


pose. 
Of course, if the honorable gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. FINLEY ] 
is going to object in this way, we might just as well adjourn. Repre- 
senting as I do the interests of that section affected by this bill, I re- 
quest the gentleman from Kentucky to withdraw his objection. 
Mr. BAKER. If the gentleman from Kentucky objects I will with- 
draw the bill and offer another. If he objects that ends the matter. 


LEASE OF PIER AT CHICAGO, ILL. 


Mr. BAKER. I offer the following: House joint resolution 104, to 
permit the Secretary of War to lease pier as petitioned by vessel-owners 
of Chicago, III. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Whereas the pier known as the Illinois Central Railroad pier, No. 1, at Chicago, 
III., 1,000 feet long and 300 feet wide, is owned by the Illinois Central Railroad 
Company, with the exception of 25 feet on the water line, which is owned by 
the United h r of Chicago ha itioned Co the fol 

ereas the vessel-owners ve petition ngress in the fol- 
2323 words, to wit: “We, the undersigned, respectfully represent to Con- 
gress herein and hereby requesting the passage of a joint resolution by the 
House and Senate, therein and thereby permitting the owners of dock property 
abutting the Chicago River, at the mouth thereof, to have the right to ets and 
unload coal, ore, and other freight over the Government pier, under such re- 
strictions and limitations as to time, manner, and use thereof as shall be ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War, and 2 such terms and the payment of such 
consideration as the said Secretary of War shall determine: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized 
to lease the interest of the Government of the United States in said pier to such 
party or parties as he shall deem wise and expedient, for such length of time 
and at such rate of rental as in the opinion of the said Secretary of War will be 
to the best interest of the United States. 


The committee recommend that the first paragraph of the preamble 
be 8 out, and that the resolution as drawn be amended to read 
as follows: 


Resolved „re Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in gress That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized 
to grant by revocable license the use of said pier to such party or parties as he 
shall deem wise and expedient, 2 to the following conditions: First, that 
the said party or parties shall keep in thorough repair that t of the pier, 225 
feet in 8 projecting 8 3 ont oe Illinois Cen ae rats rs 
pany’s so . Second, C] or rt at or their 
own expense, shall rebuild and keep in repair sit poker of said 1,000 


feet of pier during the continuance of the license. Third, that the United States 
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Government shall have free use of any necessary part of said pier for sto’ 
upon giving the said pariy or parties sufficient notice to clear such part of 
pier for such uses by the United States. And fourth, that the said party or par- 
ties shall keep that part of the entrance to the Chicago River within 50 feet of 
the pier dredged, and shall prevent the 2 of ashes or refuse from ves- 
sels landing at the pier into the entrance to Chicago Harbor. 

The committee also recommended the following: 


Amend the title so as to read: Joint resolution to permit the Secretary of 
War to grant a revocable license to use a pier, as petitioned by vessel-owners 
of Chicago, III.“ 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr, Chairman, I would like to make 
an inquiry in regard to that, whether that portion of the preamble 
which affirms that the Illinois Central has a title in this pier is retained 
in the bill. 

Mr. MASON. No; it is not. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. It is a case I know nothing about, 
except that I know there was a dispute about some water front. Ido 
not know whether this is the particular water front or not. 

Mr. MASON. That is all stricken out by the amendment. It is 
described now as the IIlinois Central pier, so called.“ It was sent 
to the Secretary of War and he changed the resolution from a lease to 
a revocable license, and that was submitted to the Committee on Com- 
merce, I think the gentleman from Kansas was not present when it 
was considered. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No, sir. 

Mr. MASON. It is reported just as recommended by the Secretary 
of War 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Can it be revoked at any time? 

Mr. MASON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LIND. Is there any amendment to the recital as read? 

Mr. MASON. The recital is stricken out. 

Mr. LIND. I did not hear the amendment. 

Mr. BAKER. The resolution as amended was reported. 

Mr. MASON, The resolution is reported verbatim as it came from 
the Secretary of War, except with reference tothe words ‘‘ Illinois Cen- 
tral pier,“ and there, for fear it might be considered as admitting some 
kind of title to the pier, the words so called were inserted. 

Mr. LIND. The gentleman may call to mind the discussion we had 
in regard to this. 

Mr. MASON. I remember it very well. 

Mr. LIND. Has it been changed since that time? 

Mr. MASON. Fot at all. 

Mr. LIND. It is in the same phraseology as agreed upon in com- 
mittee. 

Mr. MASON. Exactly the same phraseology, and exactly as it came 
from the Secretary of War, with the exception that the words 80 
called“ have been inserted atter the words IIlinois Central pier.“ 
Some members of the committee thought it might be an admission 
of title, and so, instead of saying the Illinois Central pier, it says the 
„IIlinois Central pier, so called. The vessel-owners of Chicago peti- 
tioned for the right to repair the pier and use it, and this is for a re- 
vocable license, to be issued by the Secretary of War. A request was 
made to the Secretary of War to give a lease to such persons and upon 
such terms as he thought fit, and for the best interests of the Govern- 
ment. He, however, reported adversely to that and said he preferred 
to give a revocable license, a license to use it temporarily, provided 
they would keep the pier in repair and turn it over to the Government 
at any time when requested to do so. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How many persons comprise this 
vessel-owners’ association? 

Mr. MASON. It is signed by substantially every vessel-owner in 
Chicago. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. It is not a monopoly or asmall ring? 

Mr. MASON. Not at all; and if you will remember the petition, it 
was signed by substantially all the vessel-owners. The pier is now out 
of repair. The Government does not repair it, but the vessel-owners 
are willing to repair it for the sake of the temporary use of it, and they 
are to give it up at any time when desired todoso. I will say to the 
gentleman that there are other precedents for exactly the same kind 
of a license, and I ean cite the cases to him if he wishes them. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be en and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and 8 x 

The amendment to the title recommended by the committee was 
agreed to. 

Mr. MASON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution as amended was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER. Iwill make that motion at the close of the session 
with reference to all bills that may be passed. 


SECTION 4414, REVISED STATUTES, 


Mr. BAKER. I call up for present consideration the bill (S. 1629 
to amend section 4414, Title LII, of the Revised Statutes of the Uni 
States, Regulation of steam-vessels.’’ 
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The bill was read at length for information. : 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill that has just been read? 
Mr. FINLEY. I object. 
Mr. BAKER. I withdraw the bill. 
CUSTOMS COLLECTION DISTRICT OF PUGET SOUND. 


Mr. BAKER. [offer for present consideration the bill (S. 3163) to re- 
organize and establish the customs collection district of Puget Sound, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


the same hereb; is, reo ized and established to comprise the State of Wash- 
n, in which Port Townsend shall be the port of entry. 
Ec. 2. That Tacoma and Seattle, in said collection district, each of them, be- 


and hereby is, constituted a subport of entry and delivery in said collection dis- 
trict, with the privilege of immediate transportation, as defined by section 7 of 
the act of June 10, 1880, entitled! An act toamend the statutes in relation to im- 
mediate transpo: 


such other pors asthe Secretary of the 5 may aom ane to as Sai 
cers s stationed at su 
vessels, receive duties, fees, and otber 


regu That the salary of the collector of customs for the district of Puget 
Sound shall be $4,000 annum, and that of the deputy collectors at Tacoma 
and Seattle each $2, per annum. 

Sec, 4. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with the provisions of this act 
are hereby repealed. 

The committee recommended that section 3 of the bill be stricken 
out, and that the section numbered 4“ therein be numbered 3“ in 
the amended bill, and that as so amended the bill pass. 
sorte 5 Is there ohjection to the present consideration of 

e bill? 

Mr. FINLEY. I object. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman 
will withdraw his objection and allow me to explain the bill. It does 
not carry any appropriation with it at all. The section with reference 
to the salary of the collector at Port Townsend is stricken out, and it 
remains the same as it is now. It is a bill of great importance to that 
section of the country. Part of this collection district isin Oregon and 

in Montana. This bill is recommended by the Secretary of the 

ury, and I hope the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. FINLEY] 
will withdraw his objection to it and give our commerce at that point, 
which is third in im ce— 

Mr. BAKER. I must object to the occupation of the time of the 
House. I offer the following bill—— 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Mr. Speaker, we might just as well 
understand each other. This is an important bill. I stand here alone 
as the Representative of my State. This is a bill which every chamber 
of commerce on Puget Sound has telegraphed me about and petitioned 
me to get it passed. I do not want to be unjust to gentlemen with 
other measures, but I hope that the gentleman from Kentucky will 
withdraw his objection. I have been working the entire session for 
this bill. It has passed the Senate, and, to use a Western expression, 
it will put me in the nine hole“ if I do not get it through. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Let it go through. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. It does not carry any appropriation. 
It leaves the salaries just as they are now, and it is recommended by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. FINLEY. I said I would not object to any bill that did not 
directly or indirectly carry with it an appropriation, or commit the 
Government to the payment of money. Now if thegentleman’s bill is 
as he says it is, and if it does not directly or indirectly the pay- 
ment of money, I do not object to it. If it does, it is within the line 
of objection that I have proposed to make. 

Mr. LIND. I will state to the gentleman that I reported the bill, 
and it carries no appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The question is upon agree- 
aE the amendments. 

he amendments were 

The bill as amended was Been to be read a third time; and it was 

accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


NEW LIGHT-SHIP, ETC., AT FRYING-PAN SHOALS, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. BAKER. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7314) mak- 
ing an appropriation for the construction of a new light-ship, wi 
fog-signal, to be established at Frying-Pan Shoals, North Carolina. 

The bill was read at length. 
gee Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e bi 


Mr. FINLEY. I object. 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr, Speaker, if I can have the attention 


of the gentleman from Kentucky for one moment I think I can adduce 
some public considerations which might cause him to change his mind. 
This isa necessary improvement at a remote point on the coast, far 
from any man’s residence, and one in which no member of this House 
is interested personally; but it is indispensable to the commerce along 
the coast all the way from Portland, Boston, New York, Philadelphia, 
Baltimore, and other ports to the island of Cuba. It is of the last im- 
portance, and I hope the gentleman will not insist upon objecting to 
these public matters which affect no member individually. 

Mr. FINLEY. I will say in response to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia that I take it for granted no gentleman will introduce a bill in 
this House and advocate it if he does not regard it as absolutely just, 
fair, and honest; but I take the view that if this Government proposes 
to do justice it ought to do justice to all. The Government does not 
owe these people down there 870,000 or any other sum. But it is pro- 
posed through its representatives to create an obligation the Govern- 
ment does not now owe, rather than pay its own just debts; and I donot 
think it ought to be done. 

Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I am the author of this 
bill. I introduced it into the House. It does not affect directly any 
part of the State of Georgia that I represent in part, but it is a bill 
for the purpose of repairing a light-ship that has been upon this point 
ſor many years. It is about 20 or 30 miles off the North Carolina coast. 
It is necessary to have a light-ship at that point for the protection of 
the shipping. It is on the direct steam-ship route from New York to 
Savani Charleston, and the South; it is in the direct line of all 
shipping from the North to the South, and is a necessary improvement. 

The old ship is worthless, worn out, and can not be kept at anchor. 
This bill is for the purpose of erecting a new light-ship at that point to 
preserve the signal which has been kept there formany years. I there- 
fore hope the gentleman will not object to it. 

Mr. BAKER. I withdraw the bill. 

Mr. MORSE. It seems as though it were utterly idle for us to go 
on in this way. I want to make this suggestion 

Mr. BAKER, I withdraw the bill. 

Mr. MORSE. But I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts can only have 
Be floor by unanimous consent, because there is no matter before the 

ouse. 
PORT OF DELIVERY AT ROCK ISLAND, ILL. 


Mr. BAKER, I now call up for consideration the bill (II. R. 7168) 
5 for the establishment of a port of delivery at Rock Island, 

The bill was read at length. 

The 5 Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. FINLEY. I object. 

PORT OF DELIVERY AT SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 

Mr. BAKER. I withdraw that bill and offer the bill (S. 897) to es- 
tablish a port of delivery at Sioux City, Iowa. 

The bill was read at length. 

0 an SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of the 
ill? 

Mr, FINLEY. I object. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I hope my friend will not object to that bill. 
is not a better bill on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky does object. 

LIFE-SAVING STATION ON LAKE ONTARIO. 

Mr. BAKER. I withdraw that bill and will try the gentleman with 
a life-saving station bill. I now ask for the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 6445 E to establish a life-saving station on the coast of Lake On- 
tario, in the county of Oswego, New York. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. FINLEY. I object. 

PORT OF DELIVERY AT GLADSTONE, MICH. 

Mr. BAKER. I withdraw the bill and ask consideration of the bill 
(S. 3581) constituting Gladstone, in the State of Michigan, a port of 
delivery in the customs collection district of Superior. 

The bill was read at length. 

„ Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. FINLEY. I object. 

Mr. LIND. Let me state to the gentleman from Kentucky briefly, 
and I shall not occupy much time. That bill 


There 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 
Mr. FINLEY. I have objected. 


Mr. LIND. It does not carry any appropriation. 
CUSTOMS DIVISION OF TENNESSEE. 


Mr. BAKER. I withdraw the bill and offer the one which I send 
to the desk, a bill (H. R. 9602) establishing the customs district of 
Tennessee, and for other purposes, 
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The bill was read for information. é 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill which has just been read? 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky objects. 


IRONDEQUOIT BAY, NEW YORK. 


Mr. BAKER. I withdraw the bill and offer the one which I send 
to the desk, being a bill (H. R. 10065) constitu Trondequoit Bay, 
New York, a navigable water of the United States for certain purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That ee EETA Bay, New York, shall, for the purpose of 
applying the provisions of Title LII of the Revised Statutes, relating to steam- 
vessels navigating thereon, be a navigable water of the United States; 
and steam-vessels navigated thereon and carrying passengers shall be ted 
under the provisions of section 4426 of the title referred to, and subject to the 
penalties provided therein for a failure to comply therewith. 


Mr. BAKER. This isa measure which concerns the safety of human 
life, and I ask that the bill be passed. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
REDUCED TRANSPORTATION RATES FOR SOLDIERS. 


Mr. BAKER. I now offer the bill (H. R. 8205) to amend section 22 
of the act to regulate commerce as approved March 2, 1889. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That section 22 of the act entitled “An act to regulate com- 
merce,” as amended by the act approved March 2, 1889, is hereby amended so as 
to read as follows: 

“Sec, 22. Thut nothing in this act shall prevent the carriage, storage, or hand- 
ling of property free or at reduced rates for the United States, S or mu- 
nicipal governments, or for charitable purposes, or to or from fairs exposi- 
tions for exhibition thereat, or the free of destitute and homeless per- 
sons transported by charitable societies, and the n agents employed in 
such transportition, or the issuance of mileage, excursion, or commutation 
passenger tickets; nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit any com- 
mon carrier from giving reduced rates to ministers of religion, or to members 
of the Grand Army of the Republic with their families in attending their State 
or national encampments, or reunions of soldiers’ organizations, or to munici- 
pal governments for the transportation of indigent persons, or to inmates o 
the National Homes or State Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and of 
soldiers and sailors’ 9 homes, including those about to enter and those 
returning home after discharge, under arrangements with the boards of man- 
agers of saidhomes, Nothing in this act shall 
roads from givi 
vent the principal officers of any railroad company or companies from exchang- 
ing passes or tickets with other railroad companies for their officers and 
ployés; and nothing in this act contained shall in any way abridge or alter the 
remedies now existing at common law or by statute, but the provisions of this 
act are in addition to such remedies: Provided, That no pending litigation 
shall in any way be affected by this act.“ 


The amendments proposed by the committee were read, as follows: 


In lines 10 to 13 strike out the words or to members of the Grand Army of 
the Republie with their families in attending their State or national encamp- 
ments or reunions of soldiers’ organizations" and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: or to surviving soldiers of the war for the Union, on either side, or of 


be construed to prevent rail- 
free carriage to their own officers and employés, or to pre- 


other wars of the United States, and their immediate families, traveling to or 
from the State or national encampments or reunions of the Grand Army of the 
Republic or other soldier organizations." A 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I think we ought to have the report 


read. 
Mr. MASON. I think if the gentleman will listen to the explana- 
tion of the chairman of the committee he will be quite satisfied. 
Mr. BAKER. Ican explain the bill in a very few words. The only 
change it makes in the law is to allow railroad corporations, in their 
discretion, to give special rates to surviving soldiers of the war for the 
Union, on either side, in traveling to and from their reunions. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. That is all the change it makes in the 
resent law? 
Mr. BAKER. That is all the change —a change relating to soldiers. 
Mr, ALLEN, of Michigan. Is there any change made in relation to 
any other matter? 
Mr. MASON. Not a thing. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire of the 
gentleman whether that clause in the section as read relative to rail- 
roads giving passes to the employés of other roads is in the existing law? 
Mr. BAKER. Yes, sir; that is the law now. - 
Mr. MASON. The only change this bill makes in the law is in re- 
gard to the soldiers. 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 
Mr. GOODNIGHT. Task for the reading of the report, reserving 
the right to object. 
The report (by Mr. WICKHAM) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce have had under consideration House bill No. 
8205, and report that, with the amendment hereinafter mentioned, they recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. Under the existing law railroad com: ies en- 
gaged in interstate commerce are authorized to issue excursion tickets, pre- 
sumably at reduced rates, but such tickets are good only from certain points 
where it is convenient for the companies to make up their trains; and they are 
also limited to trains. This makes it quite ineonvenient for many 
who would like toattend encampments or reunions of soldier organizations to 
avail themselves of the privilege, and also results in many cases in depriving 


some soldiers of much of the reduction in rates which others would get, and 
so in making the fares unequal and. in effect, discriminating. 

The bill, amended as proposed, will, on the other hand, give all members of 

soldier organizations desirous of attending encampments and reunions equal 
opportunity. They can be furnished with tickets at reduced rates at all points 
where it may be convenient for them to take trains. 
The committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out, in 
lines 10, 11, 12. and 13, the words “or to members of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, with their families, in attending their State or national encampments, 
or reunions of soldier organizations,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
“or to surviving soldiers of the war for the Union, on either side, or of other 
wars of the United States, and their immediate families, traveling to or from 
the State or national encampments or reunions of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public or other soldier organizations.” 

The committee are of the opinion that the benefits of the 1 law should 
not be limited to any particular organization, but should be extended to all 
0 ions of soldiers and to all surviving soldiers, whether they are mem- 
bers of such organizations or not. The proposed amendment to the bill will 
effect this result. 


Heer SPEAKER Is there objection to the present consideration of 
is bill? 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. I object. 

oe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. GOODNIGHT] 
objects. s 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I hope the gentleman will withdraw 
that objection. This amendment of the law has been asked for by 
thousands and thousands of old soldiers who have been derived of the 
benefit of reduced rates upon the railroad when going to attend their 
reunions. It is made so broad now that it allows both Union and 
confederate soldiers to go upon reduced rates, and I am sure that the 
gentleman will withdraw his objection when he understands that. 
Mr. GOODNIGHT. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this makes a 
very material change in the law as it stands, and it occurred to me that 
there ought to be a larger number of members present when such a 
change was made, but at the instance of gentlemen on both sides I 
withdraw my objection. 

Mr. LIND rose. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 

Mr. LIND. I do not object to the consideration of the bill, Mr. 
Speaker, but 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object. 

Mr. BAKER. I will withdraw the bill, owing to the objection of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERE]. 

Mr. MASON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Several MEMBERS. No, no. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 
Mr. MASON. 


I think it is time. 

Yes, I think it is time when we can not get a bill 

through here to give an opportunity to the old soldiers to go to their 

seen at the reduced rates which the railroads are willing to give 
em. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn is not debatable. [Laugh- 

ter.] Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAson] insist on his 

motion to adjourn ? 

Mr. BAKER. I withdraw the bill to which the gentleman from 

Iowa [Mr. KERE] has objected. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAson] moves 

that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BAKER (to Mr. Mason). Withdraw that motion. 

Mr. MASON. I will doas the chairman of the committee wishes 

about the matter. I withdraw the motion to adjourn, Mr. Speaker, 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT OR NEAR DAVENPORT, IOWA. 


Mr. BAKER. I offer the bill (H. R. 7622) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a ponton bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Daven- 
port, Iowa. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, this is a bridge bill. It is in the usual 
form in which all these bridge bills have been reported. It carries no 
appropriation and it contains all the safeguards recommended by the 
ar Department. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. FINLEY. I ask for the reading of the bill. 
The bill was read with the amendments reported by the committee. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill just read ? 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, so far as I remember, there is no prece- 
dent for a pontoon bridge and I object. 

Mr. HAYES. Whatis the ground of the gentleman’s objection? 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


BRIDGES OF VIRGINIA, MISSOURI AND WESTERN RAILROAD. 
Mr. BAKER. I ask the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6433) gmit 
ing the right to build its* bridges to the Virginia, Missouri and West- 
ern Railroad Company. 
The bill, with the amendments reported by the committee, was read. 
an ee Is there objection to the present consideration of 
e bill? ; 
Mr. FINLEY. I object. a 
Mr. BAKER. I move that the House adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 15 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
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EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

TRANSCRIPTS OF RECORDS AND FILES OF PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 

Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, of the 10th 
instant, submitting an estimate of appropriation for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1891, for transcripts of records and files of private land 
claims in New Mexico, $2,000—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

EXPENSES OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a 
communication from the Attorney-General, submitting estimates of 
deficiencies in appropriations on account of expenses of United States 
couris—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

STATE CLAIMS. 
Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the 
report of the Third Auditor and Second Comptroller, making allow- 

ances to the State of Massachusetts of $26,228.44 and the State of Penn- 
sylvania of $7,546.83 on account of ‘‘ refunding to States expenses in- 
curred in raising volunteers,“ and to the State of Texas $148,615.97 
on account of ‘‘ reimbursement to certain States and Territories for ex- 
penses incurred in repelling invasions and suppressing Indian hostili- 
ties ’’—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: 

Resolved, That tbe special order in regard to pension cases made for Wednes- 
day morning, June II, be continued on Friday morning, June 13, immediate) 
after the pois ite of the Journal until the said bill shall have been disposed of; 
to the Committee on Rules, 

By Mr. BAKER: 

Resolved, That on Friday, June 13, immediately after the reading of the Jour- 

nal, bills reported with favorable recommendation from the Committee on Com- 


merce be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole, and that the 
day until 5 o'clock p. m. be devoted to such bills; . 


to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: : 
Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 


with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 3911) for the relief of | 241 


certain officers of the army retired-list, accompanied by a report (No. 
2410)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8638) to 
provide for a more efficient veterinary service, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2411)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with amend- 
ment the bill of the House (H. R. 8792) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Winona, Minn., accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 2412)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WILKINSON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the Senate (S. 1442) to authorize the construction 
of two bridges across Bœuf River, Louisiana, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2413)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HALL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 5419) relative to certain school- 
land selections, accompanied by a report (No. 2414)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the following bills of the House: 

A bill (H. R. po for the relief of estate of Ulger V. Badeaux; 

A bill (H. R. 9637) for the relief of Allen E. Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 10598) for the relief of estate of T. M. Tucker; 

A bill (H. R. ul for the relief of estate of Charles Coulter; 

A bill (H. R. 10386) for the relief of Thomas Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 10149) for the relief of Fannie T. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 10368) for the relief of estate of Z. C. Offutt, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 10371) for the relief of William E. Scott: 

A bill (H. R. 10543) for the relief of Mary E. Keegan; 

A bill (H. R, 9844) for the relief of estate of Joshua Hill; 

A bill (H. R. 10000) for the relief of John Leiper; and 

A bill (H. R. 9843) for relief of estate of Henry E. Ledet; 
reported in lieu thereof the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the following bills, H. R. Nos, 9464, 9637, 10598, 10137, 10986, 10149, 
10368, 10871, 10543, 9844, 10000, 9543, for the relief of the estale of Ulger V. Badeaux, 
Allen E. Anderson, estate of T. M. Tucker, estate of Charles Coulter, Thomas 


Brown, Fannie T. Johnson, George 3 executor of Z. C. Offutt, deceased; 

oshua Hill, John Leiper, and Henry 
be, and the same ure hereby, referred to 
ons of the acts of Congress commonly 


William E. Scott, Mary E. K , estate of 
E. Ledet, with padae ping Dal 
the Court of Claims under the pro 


"| known as the Bowman act” and an act to provide for the bringi 
against the Government of the United States, approved March 3, $ 
which, with the accompanying report (No. 2415), was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred the following bills and a petition of the Honse: 
A bill 5 R. 10092) for the relief of Sarah J. Vallean; 


of suits 


A bill (H. R. 10597) for relief of estate of Nathan Trotter; 
A bill (H. R. 9570) for relief of estate of Warren R. Dent; 
A bill (H. R, 9902) for relief of Walter R. Billingslea; 
A bill (H. R. 8874) for the relief of Mrs. E. H. Briant, of La Fourche 
Parish, Louisiana; 

A bill (H. R. 9909) for relief of estate of Maria D. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 10288) for relief of Leonora J. Kennedy; 

A bill (H. R. 10588) for the relief of W. T. Garrett; 

A bill (H. R. 9589) for the relief of John M. Holt; 

A bill (H. R. 10632) for the relief of Levi J. Lawrence; 

A bill (H. R. sr for relief of estate of Michie Blackman; 

A bill (H. R. 9465) for the relief of Clarissa Bishop; and 

A petition of Polina Vignes, of St. Landry Parish, Louisiana, for ref- 
erence to Court of Claims of her claim against the Government for stores 
and supplies, etc.; 
reported in lieu thereof the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the following bills, H. R. Nos. 10092, 10597, 9570, 9902, 8874, 9909, 
10288, 1 9589, 10632, 9594, 9405, and a petition for the relief of Sarah J. Vallean, 
estate of Nathan Trotter, deceased, estate of Warren R. Dent, deceased, Walter 
R. 5 Mrs. E. H. Briant, estate of Maria D. Clark, and Leonora J. Ken- 


nedy, W. T. Garrett, John M. Holt, L. J. Lawrence, estate of M. Blackman, de- 
ceased, Clarissa Bishop, und Polina Vignes, with the accompanying be, 
and the same are hereby, referred to Court of Claims, under the provisions 


of the acts of Congress commonly known as the “ Bowman ” and an act to 
provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States, 
approved March 3, 1887; 

which, accompanied by a report (No. 2416), was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the ole House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 1304) for the 
relief of George Lewis Cousens, accompanied by a report (No. 2417)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported with 
amendment the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 166) authorizing 
Ensign J. B. Bernardou, United States Navy, to accept two vases pre- 
sented to him by the Government of Japan, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2418)—to the Committee of the Whole House, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported favorably the 8 which were severally referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 4910) for the relief of Mrs. W. C. Lucas. (Report No. 


9.) 
A bill (S. 407) for the relief of the Catholic church at Macon City, 
Mo, (Report No. 2420.) 
A bill (S. 830) for the relief of the legal representatives of Maj. Will- 
iam Kendall. (Report No. 2421.) ' 
A bill (S. 1249) for the relief of M. E. Haldeman. (Report No. 


2422.) 

A bill (S. 1666) for the relief of the legal representatives of John II. 
Jones and Thomas D. Harris. (Report No. 2423.) 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 5273) for the relief of A. H. Rush, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2424) —to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported with 
amendment the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 177) relative to 
certain bonds, drafts, and other papers in the Department of State, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2425)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 2526) authorizing the 
President of the United States to grant an honorable discharge to Will- 
iam L. Lenan, accompanied by a report (No. 2426)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. . 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, 5 read twice, and reſerred as follows: 

By Mr. DUBOIS: A bill (H. R. 10903) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to negotiate with the Indians occupying the Fort Hall In- 
dian reservation, in the Territory of Idaho, for the sale and release of 
their title to a portion of said reservation—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 10904) to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Treasury to consent to the use of a portion of 
the public grounds of the United States in the town of Abingdon for a 
public street—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILEY: A bill (H. R. 10905) to authorize the New York and 
New Jersey Bridge Companies to build a bridge across the Hudson River 
between New York City and the State of New Jersey—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, 


~ 
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By Mr. ROWELL: A bill (H. R. 10908) for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Decatur, III.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of New Vork: A bill (H. R. 10909) making an 
appropriation for the establishment of the State naval militia of the 
United States naval reserve—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 10910) granting a pension to Lowe 
H. Wilcox, minor son of James Wilcox—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. FITCH: A bill (H. R. 10911) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of Emile Mabile and grant an honorable 
discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FRANK: A bill (H. R. 10912) for the relief of Sarah Fried- 
man—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: A bill (H. R. 10913) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of Cornelius C. Sullivan—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H, R. 10914) granting a pension to Mary 
J. Blackled the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 10915) granting a pension to A. A. 
Cudner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 10916) granting a pension to John 
Benn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 10917) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Joseph Grodenigo—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 10918) increasing the pension of 
Alexander Gillispie—to th® Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10919) granting a pension to Mrs, Emily B. Moore 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 10920) for the relief of the Prim- 
itive Baptist Church at Newport, N. C.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. | 

By Mr. TARSNEY: A bill (H. R. 10921) for the relief of Patrick 
Melntyre—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 10922) for the relief 
of Henry Jackson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILEY: A bill (H. R. 10923) granting a pension to Henry 
Kenny—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 10924) for the relief of 
the heirs of Abraham Daily—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 10925) increasing the pension of John 
L. Smith—to the Committee on Pensions, 


. PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARWIG (by request): Petition of H. L. Richardson and 
10 others, of Ripon, Wis., in favor of international copyright bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRICKNER: Petition of W. Larsen and 134 others (58 voters 
and 77 women), citizens of Fort Howard, Wis., praying for proposal of 
a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importation, 
exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a bev- 
erage—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia: Petition of 20 citizens of Taze- 
well County, Virginia, in favor of a harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of citizens of Detroit, for pure beer—to 
the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens and banking com- 
ies of Twenty-second Congressional district of Pennsylvania, in 

vor of passage of laws to perpetuate the national-banking system—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. DE HAVEN: Protest of the California Single Tax Society, 
of San Francisco, Cal., against the extension of time being given for 
payment of the Central Pacific and Union Pacific debt and the reduc- 
tion of interest thereon—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of Hardin Creek Farmers’ Alliance, 
Webster County, Iowa, for the Conger lard bill and the Butterworth 
option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. EWART: Petition of J. L. Carroll and 200 others, citizens 
of Asheville, N. C., asking passage of House bill limiting the hours of 
work of clerks in first and second class post-offices—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of J. G. Neal and others, citizens of McDowell County, 
North Carolina, asking passage of bill pensioning Daniel Lucas—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of Rev. J. A. Ross and 38 others, citizens of 
Henry County, Iowa, praying Congress to prohibit the transportation 


of liquors into a State in violation of the laws of such State—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Sylvester Smith and 18 others, citizens of same 
county, praying for same—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. A. Gade and 39 others, citizens of same county, 


| praying for same—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petition of W. P. Stewart and 11 others, citizens of same county, 
praying for same—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of William Loudes and 39 others, citizens of same 
county, praying for same—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J. W. Gayner and 59 others, citizens of Louisa 
County, Iowa, praying for same—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, petition of Robert H. Orr and 14 others, citizens of same county, 
praying for same—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of L. M. Heston and 22 others, citizens of Jefferson 
County, Iowa, praying for same—to the Coinmittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of E. S. Jones and 5 others, citizens of same county, 
praying for same—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of James F. Hodson and 8 others, citizens of same 
county, praying for same—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, petition of Alex. Storey and 91 others, citizens of Washington 
County, Iowa, praying for same—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J. G. Fordyce and 20 others, citizens of same county, 
praying for same—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of C. H. Buchwalter and 41 others, citizens of the same 
county, praying for same—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J. H. Pearson and 40 others, citizens ofsame county, 
praying forsame—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition by 46 citizens of Rock Island, III., for the 
perpetuation of the national-banking law—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of 60 citizens of Springfield, S. Dak., 
for a law prohibiting the transportation of liquors into States adopting 
prohibition—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of citizens of Muscatine, Iowa, in favor of 
an eight-hour law for post-office clerks—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post- Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Davenport, Iowa, and Rock Island and Mo- 
line, III., against amendment of interstate-commerce law to allow oil 
to be shipped without freight on barrels or packages—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois: Petition of Mrs. M. E. S. Clark 
and 333 others, praying for a law to prevent obscene literature, etc., 
from passing through the mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Paper from 106 railroad employés 
of Nashua, N. H., praying for the passage of House bill 9682—to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Sugar Grove Alliance, Mahaska County, 
Towa, for passage of the Conger lard bill and the Butterworth option 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Petition of John Frederick forthe estate of 
Martha Frederick, late ot Duplin County, North Carolina, praying 
that her war claim be referred to the Court of Claims under the pro- 
visions of the Bowmanact—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. MORROW: Protest of the Brewers’ Protective Association 
of San Francisco, Cal., against the Wilson (Senate) bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of A. J. Georgia and others, of Pitts- 
burgh, Kans., asking for the passage of a bill that will assist the widow 
of Joseph Nichols, a Union soldier of the late war, in the support of 
an idiotic son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PETERS: Affidavit in support of bill increasing the pension 
of John L. Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 29, of 
Kingie, Kokomo County, Indiana, in favor of legislation suppressing 
food adulteration and dealing in futures—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. 

Also, resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance No. 38, of Wakarusa, Elk- 
hart County, Indiana, for the same legislation—to the Committee on 
Agriculture, 

Also, petition from A. R. Beardsley and 24 others, citizens of Elk- 
hart, Ind., for passage of law relating to the national-banking system 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency, : 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of W. D. Lathrop and others, of Eliza- 
beth City, N. C., against passage of the compound-lard bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of H. H. A. Hastings and 72 others, 
citizens of Clay County, Iowa, for the amendment of the national-bank- 
ing law, as follows: (1) Reducing the minimum of bonds required to 
be deposited before a bank can commence business; (2) that circula- 
tion may be 100 per cent. of the par value of the bonds deposited; (3) 
that the semi-annual tax on circulation be re ed or reduced; (4) 
payment of fixed salaries to bank examiners; (5) that limit of loans be 
based on capital and surplus instead of on capital alone to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 


6006 


Also, resolutions of William Baker Post, No, 208, Grand Army of 
the Republic, May 21, 1890, requesting pension for Lewis Solomon—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr.STUMP: Petition of George C. Bacon and 32 others (19 
voters and 13 women), citizens of Monkton, Md., praying for proposal 
of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importa- 
tion, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a 
bevernge to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of H. H. Haines and 250 others, citizens of Cecil 
County, land, praying for same legislation—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Petition of Nicholas Batty and 89 others, citizens 
of Hoefer, Winneshiek County, Iowa, asking for the enactment of law 
prohibiting the transportation of intoxicating liquor into States and 
Territories in violation of the laws thereof—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. ‘ 

Also, a petition of O. Hale and 30 others, citizens of Fayette County, 
Iowa, asking for same legislation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: Petition of 22 citizens of 
Lawrence County, Pennsylvania, praying for passage of an act prohib- 
iting transportation of intoxicating liquors, ete.—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of certain citizens of Virginia for deep- 
wae harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: Petition of W. D. Buskin and 36 oth- 
ers, from Gove County, Kansas, opposing passage of Conger bill—to 
the Committee on culture. 

Also, petition of P. J. Crookham & Co. and others, asking for legis- 
lation to prohibit the importation of liquors into Kansas—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: Proof in support of claim for pen- 
sion of Lucinda Rawlingson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YODER: Petition of Darke County (Ohio) Tobacco-Growers’ 
Association—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, June 13, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting an additional appro- 
priation of $110,000 to provide for heating purposes, approaches, and 
elevators for the United States custom-house and post-office at Pitts- 
burgh, Pa.; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 10907) to amend an act entitled An act to au- 
thorize the Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company to construct 
bridges across the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers,“ approved Jan- 
nary 8, 1889, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 10906) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the payment of pensions and for the expenses 
of the Eleventh Census for the fiscal year 1890, and for other purposes, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 

riations, 

* The bill (H. R. 10639) to amend section 2, act of May 13, 1862, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. CARLISLE presented a memorial of members of the medical 
profession of the United States, protesting against changes proposed in 
the McKinley tariff bill on mineral waters containing carbonic-acid gas, 
and other mineral waters, and praying that the provisions now in force 
relating to the same and to the bottles in which they are imported be 
re-enacted; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. DOLPH presented a preamble and resolutions adopted by the 

Maritime Association of the port of New York, urging the passage of 
Senate bill 3917, providing for the adoption of certain regulations by 
steam-vessels at sea; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. : 
Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of James P. Leach and 560 
other operatives in a knitting mill at Philadelphia, Pa., praying for 
the passage of the McKinley tariff bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. MOODY presented a petition of honorably discharged Union sol- 
diers, praying for the of Senate bill No. 2146, as to penalty for 
removing from office honorably discharged Union soldiers; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Sanborn County, a petition 
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of citizens of Hughes County, and a petition of citizens of Day space 
in the State of South Dakota, praying for the prompt passage of a 
making it unlawful to import intoxicating liquors into any State con- 
trary to the laws thereof; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of Farmers’ Alliance No. 
96, of Frontier County, Nebraska, and a petition of Excelsior Farmers’ 
Alliance, of Nebraska, praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Farmers’ Alliance No. 962, of Front- 
ier County, Nebraska, praying for the passage of the Butterworth 
1 bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 

orestry. 

Mr. QUAY presented additional papers to accompany the bill (S. 
2006) granting a pension to Henry H. Schrawder; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of Riverside Farmers’ Alliance, 
No. 421, of Nebraska; a petition of Farmers’ Alliance No. 962, of Ne- 
braska, and a petition of Prairie Star Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1203, f 
Nebraska, praying for the passage of House bill 5353, known as the 
Butterworth option bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Farmers’ Alliance-No. 962, of Ne- 
braska, and a petition of Prairie Star Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1293, Ne- 
braska, praying for the passage of House bill 283, known as the Conger 
* bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 

‘orestry. n 

He also presented a petition of Unity Farmers’ Alliance, of Nebraska, 
passage of the so-called Conger lard bill and what is 
known as the Butterworth option bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CASEY presented a petition of a Farmers’ Alliance, of Guelph, 
N. Dak., praying for the enactment of House bill 283, known as the 
Conger lard bill; which was referred to Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of a Farmers’ Alliance, of Guelph, N. 
Dak., praying for the enactment into law of House bill 5353, known 
as the Butterworth option bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of a Farmers’ Alliance of Guelph, N. 
Dak., praying for the enactment, of Senate bill 2607, providing for a 
commission to investigate the causes of agricultural depression; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MORRILL. I present two more memorials in the usual form 
from citizens of Chittenden County and Orleans County, in the State of 
Vermont, remonstrating against any imposition of duty upon tin. I 
move that the memorials be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of citizens of Elmira, N. Y., pray- 
ing that the Postmaster-General be prohibited from making any more 
Sunday mail contracts; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, . 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of citizens of Delaware County, 
Iowa; a petition of citizens of Hardin County, Iowa; a petition of citi- 
zens of Fayette County, Iowa, and a petition of a convention of Sun. 
day-schools held in Madison County, Iowa, praying for the of 
a bill making it unlawful to transport liquors from any State or Terri- 
tory of the United States into any other State or Territory contrary to 
the laws thereof; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of New Hope Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1533, 
of Appanoose County, Iowa, praying for the passage of what is known 
as the Butterworth option bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agricultureand Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Livings Springs Farmers’ Alliance, 
No. 1656, of Iowa, and a petition of Union Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1367, 
of Birmingham, Iowa, praying for the passage of what is known as the 
Conger Jard bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Sabbath-school convention convened 
at St. Charles City, Iowa, expressing the voice of fifty-eight Sabbath- 
schools, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the interstate- 
commerce law and the internal-revenue Jaws to allow each State tc 
regulate its liquor traffic according to its own statutes; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of importers of corks, of New York 
City, remonstrating against the 5 e of a duty of 15 cents per 
pound on corks as proposed by the McKinley bill as prohibitory, and 
claiming that 5cents per pound is more than a full duty; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5974) extending the time of payment to 
purchasers of land of the Omaha tribe of In in Nebraska, and for 
other purposes, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 


\ 
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(S. 1101) extending the time of payment to purchasers of land of the 
Omaha tribe of Indians in Nebraska, and for other purposes, reported 
adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report back adversely the bill (H. R. 1788) to remove cer- 
tain charges from the record of William Dawson, and ask that the 
bill with the adverse report be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8854) to amend chapter 67, volume 
23, of the Statutes at Large of the United States, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 5067) for the relief of Archibald Hunley, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. j 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1996) for the reliefof Archibald Hunley, reported adversely thereon, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. : 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3441) supplementary to an act en- 
titled An act to authorize the construction of the Baltimore and Po- 
tomac Railroad in the District of Columbia, reported it with amend- 


ments. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2738) for the erection of a public 
building at Wilkes Barre, Pa., reported it with amendments, and sub: 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 263) for the relief of Nathanie] Ma- 
gruder, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3658) for the relief of Edmund C. Bailey, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 10074) granting a pension to Wilhelm Griese, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported a bill (S. 4081) to provide for the incorporation of trust, loan, 
mortgage, and certain other corporations within the District of Colum- 
bia; and on his motion it was recommitted to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


7 KING THEOLOGICAL HALL. 


Mr. SPOONER. Iam instructed by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia to report back the bill (S. 884) to incorporate the King 
Theological Hall, with a recommendation that the Senate non-concur 
in the amendments made to the bill by the House of Representatives 
and ask for a conference thereon, 

Mr. HOAR. What are the amendments? 

Mr. SPOONER. The amendments are ail formal except one, and 
that limits to colored people the use of this institution. 

Mr. HOAR. The House strike that out? 

Mr. SPOONER. No; the House put it in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Wisconsin reports 
the bill with the amendments of the House of Representatives with 
the recommendation that the Senate disagree to the amendments made 
by the House and ask for a conference thereon. The question is on 
agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. SPOONER, Mr. 
Hiacrss, and Mr, HARRIS were appointed. 


REPORT ON INTERNAL COMMERCE. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 53) authorizing 
the printing of the annual report of the Chief of the Burean of Statis- 
tics for 1889, to report it favorably with amendments, and I ask for its 

resent consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read 
at length for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That there be printed 15,000 copies of the annual report of the Chief 
of the Bureauiof Statistics, for the year 1889; 5,000 copies for the use of the mem- 
bers of the Senate, and 10,000 copies for the use of the members of the House of 
ibs EOE AAS NaS Coerenees ol piiating ame COE e A nee 
paid out of the onas in An uei nok otherwise mpenpuiated. . 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON, There are certain amendments that appear at 
the foot of the report which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 3, after the word ‘‘thousand,’’ insert 
the word additional.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In line 4, after the word ‘‘statistics,’’ insert the 
words on internal commerce.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 5, after the word eighty-nine, insert 
House Executive Document No. 6, first session Fifty-first Congress.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the same line, before the word thousand,“ 
insert the word four in lieu of the word ‘‘five,’’ and after the word 
thousand“ insert the words five hundred. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 8, after the word Representatives, 
insert the words and five hundred copies for the use of the Bureau of 
Statistics, Treasury Department.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 8 fill the blank before the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,” with eight thousand two hundred and eighty-four and fifty-one 
hundredths,’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate asamended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 


Mr. COCKRELL, Now let the joint resolution be read as it will 


read if passed as amended. 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments not having been 
written in the text, it will require a few moments for the clerks to ar- 
range it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think I can give it to the Senator. 

That there be printed 15,000 additional copies of the Annual Report of the 
Chief of the Bureau of Statistics on Internal Commerce for the year 1889— 

And then it is described as House Executive Document, ete.— 
4,500 copies for the use of the members of the Senate, 10,000 copies for the use of 
the members of the House of Representatives, and 500 copies for the use of the 
Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department. 


And then eomes the appropriation of the sum necessary to print this 


number of copies. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri de- 
sire a further reading? 

Mr, COCKRELL. No, sir. The number might have been reduced 
by preserving the parity between the Senate and House, which would 
be 4,500 for the Senate and 9,000 for the House, and 500 for the chief 
of the bureau. I move that amendment, so as to make it correspond. 

Mr. MANDERSON. What is the proposed amendment? 

Mr.COCKREL. Four thousand five hundred for the Senate and 9,000 
for the House. 

Mr. MANDERSON. And 1,000 for the chief of the bureau? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, I will make it 1,000 for the bureau. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not object to that. 

Te PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendments will be 
stat 

The CHIEF CLERK, In line 6 strike out ten“ and insert nine; 
so as to read: 

an ine thousand copies for the use of the members of the House of Represent- 
atives. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 8, after the word Representatives,“ 
strike out five hundred” and insert one thousand; so as to read: 

And 1,000 copies for the use of the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not know that the bureau needs 1,000 copies. 
Does it? Did it get 1,000 copies of the first report? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Of the first it had 500 copies. 
Mas COCKRELL. Then let it be 500 copies, and reduce the num- 

r. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think it would be better to give the bureau 
1,000 copies. I understand there is considerable demand for the re- 


port. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 
read the third time, and passed. ; 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move to amend the title. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A joint resolution authoriz- 
ing the printing of the Annual of the Chief of the Bureau of 
Statistics on Internal Commerce for 1889,” 

_ PUBLIC BUILDING AT BEAVER FALLS, PA. 

Mr. QUAY submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2403) to ies 
for the erection of a public building for the use of the post-office and Govern- 
ment offices at the borough of Beaver Falls, Pa., having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House, 


and agree to the same with an amendment, namely : 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and in lieu thereof insert the follow- 


ing: 
Krnat the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 


~ rected to 
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uire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a — and cause 
to be eree thereon a suitable building, ineluding f vau! a: ee 
and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches for the use of the Uni 

States post-office and Government offices, in the borough of Beaver Falls and 
State of 33 the cost of said site and building complete not to exceed 


possession relating to the said proposed sites. : 
1 4 rs, the Secretary 


may designate, and grant such hearings e 
peers and said commission shall, within thirty days after such examina- 
tion, e to the of the 


“The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling expenses: 
Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from the 

nt shall be paid only his actual 1 expenses, 

No money shall be used orapplied, when a peop, or the purposes men- 
tioned until a valid title to tue site for said building shall be vested in the United 
States, nor until the State of Pennsylvania shall have ceded to the United States 
exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be 
or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the 
criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

“The balding herein provided for shall 1 to danger from fire by 
an open space o at least 40 feet on each side, incl E 

— * 


THOS, J. CLU: 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 


EXECUTIVE COMMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the , transmitting a copy of a communica- 
tion trom the Secretary of State, with inclosure, respecting the needs 
ofthe United States and Venezuelan Claims Commission in the way of 
clerical assistance and other expenses; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ord to be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 4082) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of James M. Thompson; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 4083) granting a pension to 
Mary L. Miller; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 4084) granting a pension to 

“William A. Perry; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 4085) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site, and the erection of a public building thereon, at Hunt- 
ington, in the State of West Virginia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. COLQUITT introduced a bill (S. 4086) to establish a light- 
station at or near the entrance of St. Catharine Sound, Georgia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. PASCO submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


ALBERT H. EMERY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives further insisting on its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3538) for the relief of 
Albert H. Emery, and requesting a further conference with the Senate 
on the ng votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. S NER. I ask that that may lie on the table for the present. 

8 PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 


its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills, 
with amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 461) making an appropriation for a new light-house tender 
for use in the thirteenth light-house district, with headquarters at 
Portland, Oregon; and 

A bill (S. 3163) to reorganize and establish the customs-collection 
district of Puget Sound. ; 

The message also announced that the House had 
ing bills and joint resolution; in which it requ 
of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 573) for the establishment of a light-station and fog-sig- 
nal in the vicinity of Braddock’s Point, Lake Ontario, New York; 

A bill (H. R. 901) for the erection of a new tower near the site of the 
light-house on Smith’s Island, Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 10065) constituting Irondequoit Bay, New York, a nav- 
igable water of the United States for certain purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10716) making appropriation for the Department ot 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, A. D. 1891; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 104) to permit the Secretary of War to 
grant a revocable license to use a pier, as petitioned by vessel-owners 
of Chicago, III. 


the follow- 
the concurrence 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. — 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had. 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

a an (S. 145) for the relief of the legal representative of Henry S. 
nch; 
A bill (S. 977) for the erection of a public building at New London, 


un.; 

A bill (S. 2143) granting an increase of pension to Henry Strawbridge; 

A bill (S. 2311) to amend section 3354 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States; ; 

A bill (S. 2317) to provide for the exportation of fermented liquor 
in bond without payment of internal-revenue tax; 

A bill (S. 2784) to amend section 204 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States relating to the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 347) to grant the right of way to the Galena, Guthrie 
and Western Railway Company through the Indian Territory, and for 
other p ; 

A bill CH. R. 407) to authorize the acquisition of certain parcels of 
real estate embraced in square No. 380 of the city of Washington, to 
provide an eligible site for a city post-office; and 

A bill (H. R. 3083) for the relief of Humbert Brothers. 


SERGEANT-AT-ARMS OF THE SENATE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], 
coming over from the previous day, which will be read. 

3 ae resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. EDMUNDS was read, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That Edward K. Valentine be, and he is hereby, appointed Ser- 
geant-at-Arms of the Senate, to take office on the 30th day of June, 1890. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr, HARRIS. I move to amend the resolution by striking out the 
name of Edward K. Valentine, of Nebraska, if that be the phraseology, 
and inserting the name of Henry W. Wall, of Tennessee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the first line, strike out the name Ed- 
ward K. Valentine“ and insert in lieu thereof the words Henry W. 
Wall, of Tennessee; so as to read: 

Resolved, That Henry W. Wall, of Tennessee, be, and he is hereby, appointed 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, to take office on the 30th day of June, 1890. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I trust not, Mr. President. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


CHEYENNE INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I have received telegrams in the 
past day or two from citizens of my State largely interested in cattle 
herds in the State of Montana, informing me that the Cheyenne Indians 
have taken the war-path and are engaged in wanton slaughter of the 
herds and flocks of that country, threatening with decimation. 

Yesterday I called upon the Secretary of the Interior to inquire what 
action had been taken in view of this deplorable situation. He in- 
formed me that the Secretary of War had given direction for the em- 
ployment of the entire force of troops available in that quarter, with a 
view of attempting to restrain these Indians so far as possible. Healso 
informed me, if I understood him correctly, that there was pending in 
one branch or the other of Congress some measure looking to the imme- 
diate removal of the NorthernCheyenne Indians to some place satisfactory 
to themselves, some place where, being themselves content to remain, 
3 wanderings would cease and an end would be put to their depreda- 
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this bill (of which there are a number outside of the action of the com- 
mittee and several very important ones included in the action of the com- 
mittee) I think is entirely inadequate to a proper expression of opinion 
by any Senator upon questions that are as grave and as important as 
these questions are; and I propose to ask the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
Jonrs], if I can get his attention for a moment, if the time for the dis- 
cussion on the amendments had not better be enlarged to, say, ten or 
fifteen minutes, instead of five. If that understanding could be had 
now, I should yield the floor to several gentlemen, of whom I know at 
least four, who desire to speak upon the general questions involved in 
this bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I did not hear the Senator fully. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know the Senator had not heard what I said, but 
I had remarked that I had gone as far as I desire to go 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I think perhaps it would be preferable to 
extend the time for general debate 

Mr. MORGAN. Either way. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Say until 3 o’clock on Monday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada asks unan- 
imons consent that the period at which general debate was to close on 
this bill be extended until Monday at 3 o’clock in the afternoon. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that that should be done when we can 
have what issubstantially a unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator object ? 

Mr. HOAR. I will not object later when the Senate is full, but 
several Senators are now absent. 

Mr. MORGAN. I propose, Mr. President, that the Senate, by unani- 
mous consent, enlarge the time for debate upon the amendments to this 
bill to fifteen minutes instead of five. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, it does not seem to me 
that we can afford to cut off any Senator who really desires to debate 
this question. I understand the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] 
has only fairly commenced his remarks upon this bill, and there are at 
least two other Senators who are not fully in accord with me upon this 
subject who desire to speak, and yet I should dislike to see them cut 
off. I think, if the Senator from Alabama goes on with his remarks, 
when the time comes there will be no objection to other Senators being 
heard as long as they wish to be heard. 

Mr. HOAR. I think there will be no objection, but I should rather 
have that question submitted to the Senate a little later. It was not 
expected to come up at this moment. Ido not believe there will be 
any objection to the arrangement suggested as to extending the time 
for general debate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I suppose I had better proceed. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I withdraw my suggestion for the present. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I shall have but very few observa- 
tions further to submit upon this bill. I do not propose to go over 
that part of the ground which has been so carefully and so learnedly 
discussed and so ably handled by various Senators who think as I do, 
and by some who think as I do not on this question. Of course the 
major proposition, and the one to which I am particularly devoted, is 
the free coinage of silver; and yesterday I had the honor to state some 
reasons which I think are of a constitutional nature why the Congress 
of the United States is obliged in goa faith and in the execution of a 
great public trust to make coins of gold and coins of silver in order that 
the States, in the exercise of the power expressly given to them, shall 
be able to declare and to enforce the declaration in a proper way that 
coins of gold and coins of silver of the United States coinage shall be 
a legal tender in the payment of debts. 

This matter has impressed me so forcibly as being amongst the most 

sacred rights reserved expressly by the Constitution for the benefit of 
the people in respect of the duties imposed upon both governments, 
Federal and State, and especially upon the States, to make legal-tenders 
of gold and silver coin, that it seems to me it is impossible for us to re- 
ngtince that very important trust without doing ourselves injustice as 
ell as the people of this great country. 
I was remarking yesterday about the uses of silver amongst what we 
call the common, poor people of the United States, the laboring and 
industrial classes of all descriptions, whether in mines, or forests, or 
fisheries, or agriculture. This kind of money does not find its way to 
the banking institutions of the country in largesums. They dislike 
to handle it. The transportation of it is not easy; it is expensive, and 
to those persons who live at a distance of from 50 to 100 miles from a 
bank there is no inducement for them to hoard silver money in the 
vaults of the banking institutions of the country, They prefer to keep 
it in circulation and let it stay in the neighborhood and do neighbor- 
hood work, where every dollar counts in the hands of the ordinary poor 
man, no matter what his vocation may be, for its full value, and where 
it goes from hand to hand with very considerable rapidity in the liquida- 
tion of neighborhood debts and in the promotion of the convenience of 
neighborhood transactions. 

I referred yesterday to the fact that the French people, at the close 
of the German-French war, were enabled to take the loan of the French 
Government in an enormous amount for the purpose of paying up the 
war assessment that Germany made upon France as one of the penalties 
of that struggle. It is known to all men who understand the history 


1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


T should like to inquire of the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs of the Senate if he is acquainted with the situation and if he 
knows of any action that has been taken, or which has been or is abont 
to be undertaken inthe Senate; what is proposed, and what is expected 
to be done by his committee, if anything, in respect to the matter. I 
know he is wise and diligent and watchful, and that we are certain to 
have his best efforts to secure relief from the maraudings of these sav- 


58 DAWES. I am not aware of any measure pending in this branch 
of Congress touching the matter alluded to by the Senator ſrom Ne- 
braska. It has been for several years a matter of a good deal of trouble 
in the administration of the Indian Department, so far as that partic- 
ular section of the country is concerned; as to what, on the whole, is 
best to be done with these particular Indians. The history of their 
location there and of their present condition, and what is best to be 
done with them, is very interesting, and is well set forth in a letter of 
General Miles, to be found in the report of the Indian Commissioner 
for the present year. General Miles located them there, and he has 
given the history of them and their present condition in a letter which 
accompanies the report of the agent of those Indians and bears date 
last June. If the Senate will indulge me in reading it, it will show 
the difficulties in the case, 

There has been difficulty and friction between those Indians and 
those occupying the country in that region for grazing purposes for sev- 
eral years. When they were first placed there they addressed them- 
selves to work and self-support, and were doing exceedingly well until 
the business of cattle-raising became so profitable that it was desirable 
to occupy all the country that was good for that purpose. Then they 
began to be crowded in upon, and from that day to this there has been 
more or less trouble. General Miles says of them 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator from Massachusetts indulge me one 
moment for a suggestion? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand that this is merely an inquiry, some- 
thing which does not concern anything which is pending in the shape 
of legislation. The Senate has been operating for two or three days 
under a special order, which is to be concluded at 3 o’clock. A num- 
ber of Senators are desirous of speaking, and all of the Senate are de- 
sirous of hearing them, and I think I would not offend the Senator 
from Nebraska by suggesting that this matter go over until to-morrow 
or some other early day. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Not at all. I merely wanted to call the attention 
of the committee, the Senate, and the Administration to the matter, 
and I have already accomplished my object in the main. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not want to occupy the time, but I think it will 
be fair to have the whole set out at some time, so that the people in 
that country may be quieted in their apprehensions and no wrong done 
to the Indians. That is all. If agreeable to the Senator from Ne- 
braska I will make it a little more fully hereafter. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills and joint resolution, received from the House of 
Representatives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 573) for the establishment of a light-station and fog- 
signal in the vicinity of Braddock’s Point, Lake Ontario, New York; 

A bill (H. R. 901) for the erection of a new tower near the site of the 
light- house on Smith's Island, Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 10065) constituting Irondequoit Bay, New York, a navi- 
gable water of the United States for certain purposes; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 104) to permit the Secretary of War to 
grant a revocable license to use a pier, as petitioned by vessel-owners 
of Chicago, III. 

The bill (H. R. 10716) making appropriation for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, A. D. 1891, was read 
twice by its title, and-referred to the Committee on Appropriati 

TREASURY NOTES AND SILVER BULLION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning b 
ness, that order is closed, and the Senate resumes consideration of 
unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2350) authorizing the issue of Treasury notes on deposits 
of silver bullion, the pending question being on the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. PLUMB to the amendment of Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the report of our Committee on Fi- 
nance came in at a very late hour during this debate, I believe after the 
time for closing the debate had been agreed upon. It presents quitea 
revolution in respect of the bill in some important particulars. It pre- 
sents some amendments by striking out and some by inserting new 
matter, and has brought the question in controversy as between the 
two Houses to a fixed issue as far as the action of the-House and the 
action of this committee is concerned. 

The remaining remarks that I desire to submit to the Senate this 
morning relate to the amendments of the Committee on Finance, and 
I was disposed to discuss those amendments now for the reason that 
the limitation of five minutes to debate on the amendments offered to 
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of the financial and industrial o 
middle classes of France that th 


tions amongst the peasantry and 
ability to subscribe to this enormous 
loan of money, without assistance from any foreign country, was more 
largely dependent upon the greatamountof silver money per capita that 


was in circulation amongst those people than upon any other one factor 
that can be named. They are frugal, industrious, economical, and they 
are a wise people; but without the assistance of this kind of currency 
amongst themselves, the French people would never have been able to 
handle that enormous loan that the Government was necessarily com- 
pelled to ask of them for the liquidation of that demand. 

In a country having the great area of valuable Jand that we possess, 
a country that has several monopolies of a very important character 
within its borders, we should have the courage to have a financial policy 
of our o,ẽn. We have what might be called a monopoly,“ not exactly 
a monopoly, but a controlling influence in the production of gold and 
silver. Our fisheries are of very t worth; our pine forests in the 
North and in the Sonth furnish to commerce and to industry a real 
monopolistic opportunity for winning money from other nations of the 
earth, as well as for improving the condition of our people in regard to 
shelter and structures of every kind. . 

Theu we have really a monopoly of eotton- growing, for, whatever else 
may be said about it, it has been proven to be true that during the ex- 
istence of the war, the four years of the war, Egypt and England and 
India and Brazil and Spain and France resorted to their treasuries for 
the purpose of the promotion of cotton culture. That was a period of 
time when cotton was worth in gold or silver something like 50 cents 
a pound. There could have been no greater stimulus offered for the 
production of any textile plant or any other thing than the enormous 
price which cotton commanded at that time. What was the result? 
An expensive and disastrous failure. There was a practical policy on 
the part of every one of those countries, backed by all the powers of 
their governments and the enormous wealth in their treasuries, But 
the result was failure and distress. More than that, there were thou- 
sands of people in India that were actually starved by the policy of the 
British Government, which diverted the labor from the production of 
rice and other cereals, so that the people were deprived of food. That 
effort failed, and yet we find the TERERAA of cotton in the United 
States is practically illimitable. Its fields, extending from the Rio 
Grande as far to the east and north as Petersburgh in Virginia, have 
a capacity for cotton production that will keep pace with the demand 
of the entire world, and no nation will find it possible ever to compete 
with us in the production of that textile, the most important, the most 
useful, and the most excellent in every respect of all the textiles for 
the purpose of clothing the human family. 

Then, Mr. President, we have a virtual monopoly—not a monopoly, 
but an ascendancy—in the production of hematite iron and also in the 
production of steel from native ores in the United States. The State 
that I belong to, which is comparatively a young State, only five years 
older than I am myself, has achieved the ascendancy, the domination 
in the production of hematite iron to thatextent that we can ship irons 
and sell them ata profit to England. We can pay the expense of a 
rather burdensome transportation by rail and by obstructed river navi- 

7 seco to the Gulf of Mexico or the South Atlantic or through the 

ississippi River to the Gulf of Mexico, and yet we can lay our irons 

ha in England at a cost below that they can afford to make them 
. for. 


Now take these three great industries of which I have spoken; take 
the wheat ind „the wool industry, the provision industry in the 
United States, and give to the people concerned in these industries a 

supply of capital, a good supply of money per capita that isa 

teader for the payment of debts and will pass current among our 
own people—it makes no difference how it goes abroad—and can we 
not see that the productive power of the United States in almost every 
direction, and especially in the direction of these monopolistic advan- 
tages that we possess under the pleasure of Divine Providence, that this 
productive power must be enormously increased? And are we going 
to withhold our hands from the supply of silver coin to these people or 
of Treasury notes, certificates of deposit, based upon silver or gold coin, 
when they are so anxious to use this money in their industries, and 
when the profits are so great to the country at large as well as to the 
individuals concerned? 

Why, Mr. President, we have no right tostop the wheels of progress 
by our refusal to give full legal-tender value to gold and silver coin. 
If we have not got the right ratio between the two metals, we ought 
to find it. My impression is that the ratio now established is a very 
good one, though experience may demonstrate to the contrary, but 
that does not touch the question as to the coinage of silver or as to 
giving it its legal-tender power in pak eee of debts. 

If we will give the people legal- er money, in coin, or in certifi- 


cates of deposits redeemable in coin and based upon deposits of 


coin, their prosperity will be steady, safe, and boundless. 

The bill reported by the committee, as I understand it, does not re- 
quire the coinage of silver bullior that may go into the Treasury ex- 
cept at the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury. It issaid that 
he shall eoin enough silver bullion to pay the cost of the bullion at the 
market price when it is purchased, but you-do not say in what it shall 


be coined, whether in subsidiary coin or what. You not only hesitate, 
but you refuse to take up the provisions of the act of 1878 and give to 
this coin full -tender value and to prescribe the sort of coin into 
which this bullion shall be converted. Now, what is that but really 
the demonetization of silver? What other purpose was there in so 
framing this bill as it came from the House and amended by the Sen- 
ate committee as to leave it entirely optional with the Secretary of the 
Treasury whether he will coin this money or will not coin it, whether 
he will coin standard silver dollars or subsidiary coin, half-dollars or 
quarter-dollars, worth far less in their bullion value than the standard 
silver dollars? 

Mr. President, the object and general purpose of this legislation is too 
open and too patent to be concealed; it is to create by law a discrim- 
ination between gold and silver in every possible particular in which 
the discrimination can be made, except the positive refasal to have it 
coined underany circumstances, As an illustration of this the bill 
goes on to provide that whenever 371} grains of silver shall be worth 
a dollar in gold, thereby establishing the par between that amount of 
grains of silver and the amount of grains of gold contained in a gold 
dollar, yet the people shall nop have the right to have that money 
coined, although it is the equal of gold in every possible particular. 

Can any man assign a reason that is good instatesmanship why when 
silver metal becomes the equal of gold in its bullion value—371} grains 
being the equal of the amount of gold found in a gold dollar less the 
alloy—can any one state a reason that ought to impress and influence 
the legislation of Congress why, when these metals are upon a periect 
parity, the people that own them shall not have equal rights and priv- 
ileges in their co e? I ean see no reason, Mr. President, for a dis- 
crimination of that kind which forbids to the people the right to go to 
the mints of the United States and enter their coin for manufacture 
into silver dollars when there is no disparity whatever in the value of 
that coin when compared with gold. 

Another provision of this bill requires that this act shall expire by 
its own limitation at the end of ten years. That is merely for the pur- 
pose of keeping up the agitation which has so long distressed this coun- 
try between the advocates of gold and silver, respectively. The men 
who hold the gold of the country are usually large capitalists or the 
banking institutions. They are men who, in virtue of great wealth, 
have the power of accumulating and holding in reserve large masses of 
coin. They are not the ordinary people of the United States, As was 
remarked in debate here, you might search the pockets of a million 
men in the United States without finding a gold coin in them. 5 

You may take the transactions of many millions of men inthe United 
States during the entire period of the year, and they have never han- 
dled a gold coin in their dealings. Gold retires to the vaults of the 
bankers, to the places of security, and holds itself back and becomes 
a concealed magnet, which, like the great magnetizing power of the 
north pole, attracts the compass to it, it makes no difference in what 
part of the world you may situate it, in what zone or what latitude. 
It is a quiet, unseen, but not unfelt influence, and usually answers 
the purpose of contributing power to men who have large wealth, but 
not in any material respect furnishing a convenient, a useful, or com- 
mon circulating medium amongst the people. 

Gold has not, and you can not impart to it, those qualities which 
are necessary to give it a free circulation amongst the common indus- 
trial classes of the United States. You can not arrange the coins in 
such forms and in such sizes as to make it a safe or convenient eireu- 
lating medium amongst the people, whereas as to silver, while it is 
massive and inconvenient when held in largesums, in the hands of the 
industrial classes it is altogether convenient and altogether safe. It is a 
coin without which the industries of the country would feel a pressure 
that they could not sustain by the removal of any other influence that 
can be mentioned. Commencing with a nickel and running up to the 
dollar, every piece of coin that is minted in the United States, whether 
of nickel or copper or silver, is a coin that is handled ten times by an 
ordinary hard-working man where it is handled once by a banker or 
by a corporation. 

It was not in the contemplation of the Constitution of the United 
States that this people should be limited toa gold coin. Until 1873 
this idea had no acceptance. But the effect of this bill, if we pass it, 
limiting its operation to a period of ten years, will keep up this strife 
continually, which owes its origin to the legislation of 1873. Theagita- 
tion will go on until the expiration of the term of this bill, and the 
people of the United States, instead of having a stable and permanent 
currency, fixed upon a policy that has been to by the Congress 
and all the powers of the Government of the United States, will have 
bickering and strife and contention and uncertainty which will affect 
every class of business in the country. If we are not competent now 
to decide this question for the people of the United States upon sound 
principles of financial policy, let us lay the bill on the table and be 
done with it, confessing our inability to handle the subject. 

Let us not try a measure which is merely tentative in its character, 
which, according to the face of the bill as the committee propose to 
amend it, isa mere experiment. Let us not keep up this agitation. 
Let Congress not make itself a party to this continual strife and con- 
troversy between these two me amongst our people. That feature 
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of this bill, it seems to me, is entirely indefensible. I can see no good 
ground of public policy to rest it upon. < 

If we expect to win the favor of Germany or Great Britain by such 
legislation as this we shall be disappointed. Great Britain’s policy on 
any question is not measured by decades. It goes through periods of 
fifty years or more, and the wisdom of her statesmanship has been 
found equal to the task of contemplating and providing in advance for 
the great future that reaches down through the length of a whole cent- 
ury. If her financial policy is one that suits her interests as she deals 
with her own people at home and as she deals with her subjects in In- 
dia, we shall not reverse that policy by putting forth a tentative meas- 
ure to last by our own arrangement for a period not to exceed ten 

ears. 

7 If we undertake to meet this great question in that sort of tremulous 
and doubting and fearful spirit, we shall not command the + of 
the people of the outside world in regard to the stability of our own 
views of the wisdom of the policy that we are adopting. By all means 
that provision ought to come out of this bill, and we ought to quit the 
subject and lay it on the table, or else we ought to enact a measure 
that is satisfactory to our own people. 

I do not profess, Mr. President, to have very great wisdom in regard 
to financial matters, but as a practical common-sense matter and as an 
American surrounded by the population that I see in every direction 
throngh the length and breadth of this land, convinced as 1 am of the 
fortitude, the ability, the industry, the integrity, the perseverance, and 
the wisdom of the people of the United States, and knowing as every 
man does know the vast resources, developed and undeveloped, that 
lie in the reach of this great generation of men and women, I have no 
fear about our being able not merely to command the confidence of 
mankind in regard to our financial schemes; but I believe that we can 
command such a position in financial circlesand monetary circles as to 
make us a great leading power of the world. 

We have very little to attend to in this country or to care for besides 
our personal and national interests at home. We are not divided into 
hostile parties on questions of religion and religious controversy, for our 
Constitution fortunately makes all religions free and prevents friction 
between any of the churches, and we are not likely ever to have any 
of those controversies about ecclesiastical affairs which so often involve 
the greatest nations of the earth in sudden and unexpected warfare— 
warfare that generally becomes the more bitter because the cause in 
which it is waged appears to be the most sacred to those concerned. 

Weare not afflicted with schisms now in respect to many mattersin 
our country that might retard us in our progress or divert our thoughts 
in the building up ofa great, splendid, wealthy, and powerful people 
in this land. The resources of which I have spoken are boundless. 
The character of our people is quite up to the demands that Providence 
seems to have made upon us for the handling of these great sources of 
wealth; and I can not understand why the people of the United States 
or the Government of the United States should not, with all of its 
unity and power and strength and wealth, step forward and declare its 
financial policy to the nations of the earth and demand that they shall 
come to us in their own good time, and assure them that we do not 
propose to halt or hesitate or vacillate in our policy in regard to finance 
or pees) measures we may choose to adopt for the benefit of our own 
people, 

We speak of an American policy here in regard to the encourage- 
ment of industry through the tariff laws. We speak of an American 
policy in respect of almost every measure we adopt and almost every 
engagement that we enter into ofa diplomatic character with any foreign 
country. There is not a man in the United States to-day who has com- 
mon practical sense who is so weak and feeble in his attachment to this 
country and in his confidence in its future as to be at all apprehensive 
that the people of the United States are going to fail in any great policy 
sé the wisdom of their legislators may deliberately prescribe for their 
conduct. 

Faith and confidence in the Constitution and laws of the United 
States and in the integrity of legislation, in the honor and virtue and 

iotism of our people and in the boundless wealth of our resources, 
inspire the bosom of every American citizen, and they will not only 
give strong support for such measnres as we may choose to ordain, but 
they will lead us forward step by step with great activity and rapid 
progress to the achievement of that destiny kept in store for the people 
of the United States, which, according to past history and present 
prospects, is to be higher than that of any other people who have ever 
existed. We need not be afraid to step out and declare the American 
policy on the subject of finance. Other nations will follow our lead, 
especially those on this western hemisphere, and the results will bring 

us great power. 

Our productions are needed the world over; our manufactures, under 
what I believe to be very great disadvantages, penetrate all parts of the 
earth. Our influence, even in the absence of a strong navy, in the ab- 
sence of the power to make war upon the ports and harbors and cities 
of foreign countries, is to-day as potent as that of any government of this 
world. The truth is that there is no government that compares with 
us in prestige. It is nota mere boast, Mr. President, nor is it neces- 
sary that we should make it a boast. The fact is that the sedate 


opinion and judgment of the world is that we have attained through 
our institutions a position in relation to the other nations of the world 
which is really one of supremacy. 


The rapidity of our growth is entirely unexampled and unexpected 


really to ourselves, and we find that we are now compelled to put 
checks upon immigration into this country in order to prevent the 
thrusting out from the inheritance that our fathers have left us of the 
native-born children of this land. I believe that ours is the only Gov- 
ernment in the world that carries a large surplus in its Treasury from 
taxation which, although it is very heavy and very oppressive, still is 
laid in such a manner that very few men are able to point out the par- 
ticular interest in which they are injured, the particular pointat which 
the distress is inflicted upon them. = 

No nation that ever existed has mastered an enormous national debt 
in the same period that our people have and with as little distress. 


We are now paying premiums in very large sums, 25 and 28 per cent., 


upon our bonded indebtedness in order to cancel the debt, and yet we 
have surplus money in our Treasury. 


Now, a nation situated as we are, with all this strength, all this . 


power, all these opportunities, need not stop in its course or tremble 
with apprehension that our financial system, as we choose to lay it 
down for the benefit of our people and in obedience to our own Con- 
stitution, will alter awhile involve us in trouble. The truth is, in my 
opinion, that our financial connection with foreign countries is a matter 
of very little concern to us, for afterall it is nothing or but little more 
than the mere payment of balances of trade alter the exchange accounts 
have all been cast up together and we ascertain what is due from one 
country to another; and for many years past, and I have no doubt it 
will be the case for many years to come, these balances of trade have 
been in our favor. 

Why should we not have an American system on the subject of 
finance as well as upon other subjects? Mr. President, it is not the 
apprehension of foreign countries that is causing us to hesitate, I fear, 
It is the apprehension that those who control money in large quanti- 
ties will find its purchasing power depreciating, if we remonetize silver, 
and they become dissatisfied with the politicians engaged in the depre- 
ciation as they call it. But must we not reflect, in justice to ourselves 
and to them and to the people, that in 1873 when the demonetization 
of silver took place that the metal was at a premium of about 3 per 
cent.? Whatever the cause may have been makes no difference, it com- 
manded actually that premium. When it was demonetized what was 
the effect upon the debts that were then owing by the people of the 
United States? One-half of the paying power of the legal-tender cur- 
rency of the United States was stricken down by law. One-half of the 
legal-tender coin of the United States was stricken to death. Did we 
not by that act increase the purchasing power of gold?» Did we not add 
to debts of the people twofold the burden they had before? Have 
we not accumulated fortunes amounting to many millions of dollars 


r 


in the hands of men who at that time were able to handle gold in large - 


sums? 

Since 1878 we have had legal- tender silver coins in this country and 
contracts must necessarily have been graduated in respect of those 
coins in connection with gold. Now, if we progress to the point of the 
free coinage of silver with legal-tender quality, who has the right to 
complain that the purchasing power of his gold money is lowered ? 
As a matter of fact, it is not; but suppose that it were, we would only 
be getting back to the ground that we held in 1873 and be doing jus- 
tice, compensatory justice, to that class of men to whom we then did 
a very great injustice. So the matter would even up and there would 
be no just ground of complaint on the part of any class of the people of 
the United States. 

If the act of 1873 had never passed in Congress we should not have 
had disturbance or controversy in respect of bimetallism. It was that 
act of injustice that bred all this strife, That law subordinated Amer- 
ican policy to foreign policy, and was a revolt against the rights of 
our people to have both gold and silver coins as legul- tender money for 
the payment of their debts. Í 


I therefore contend, Mr. President, that under the injunctions of the 5 


Constitution of the United States, and also under the compelling power 
of a public sentiment in this country, which is almost universal in all 
the rural districts at least of the United States and amongst all the in- 
dustrial and laboring classes, we are bound to give free coinage to silver. 
We can not perform our duty fully unless wedoit. The Constitution 
of the United States was laid upon that foundation. The financial 
system, as far as the Constitution touched it, related equally to gold and 
silver. The legal-tender quality of metals in the United States was con- 
fined to gold and silver in the Constitution, and we are but answering a 
demand and injunction, a mandatory requirement, of that instrument 
when we have full and free coinage, upon a proper relative standard or 
relation between the two, of both these metals. Then over and above 
all I believe that it is essentially necessary for the progress and devel- 
opment of this country in the direction that it is now taking and will 
ultimately achieve, and I hope very soon will accomplish, of a leading 
influence in the control of the financial and commercial powers of the 
whole world. It is necessary that we supply our people with a large 
amount per capita of that money which needs no redemption, of that 
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money which under the Constitution of the United States is its own 
redeemer. . ‘ 

I will leave the subject here, Mr. President, because I know that 
other gentlemen expect to discuss this silver bill, and I trust I shall be 
much more enlightened after what they may say in regard to it than 
they can be by any disquisition I can make upon this question. I have 
tried to state in a plain, direct, and unequivocal way what I conceive 
to be the duty of Congress, what I conceive to be a wise national policy 
in respect to the coinage of gold and silver; and I conclude with ex- 
pressing the earnest hope and belief that the deliverance of the poopie 
from bondage to the holders and hoarders of gold is near at han 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, there can be no clearer indication 
of the inherent weakness of a cause than is disclosed when its chosen 
advocates find it necessary to appeal for support to passion and prej u- 

dice rather than to reason and intelligence. 

One without previous knowledge of the facts, and unfamiliar with 
the methods of American politics, who should hear the echoes of the 
silver debate in Congress, would suppose that the people of this coun- 
try were really in arms, and divided into two great hostile camps 
over this question, each determined upon the financial if not the phys- 
ical extermination of the other. 

I can not believe that fables of this nature either amuse or deceive 
the American people. If there is one place in the world where a great 
monetary problem, affecting interests the magnitude of which no man 


can measure, should be discussed in a dispassionate manner and with. 


sole reference to its intelligent solution, that place is this Chamber. 

Mere declamation for the purpose of exciting class antagonisms and 
inflaming sectional feelings is not worthy of this foram. 

I propose to show that those who indulge in such appeals and decla- 
mation do not represent the true interests of silver restoration, and 
that this great cause is entitled to be relieved from the discredit thus 
placed upon it. 

The progressive retirement of national-bank notes has imposed upon 
Congress the duty of undertaking some readjustmentof our currency sys- 
tem. A plan for this readjustment is suggested by the bill now under 
consideration rted from the Committee on Finance. Among the 
issues involved in the consideration of this bill and the various sub- 
stitutes proposed, the most important from every standpoint is to de- 
termine the effect which these several measures would have upon the 
future status of silver as a money metal. What has been the position 
of the United States on this subject? 

The decision of the United States to promote the restoration of silver 
was made by the act of of February 28, 1878, and reaffirmed 
by the formal declaration of its official representatives at the monetary 
conferences of 1878 and 1881. The act of February, 1878, in addition 
to the provisions for the purchase and coinage of silver, provided, in 
section 2, that the President should invite European Governments to 
join the United States in a conference to adopt a common ratio between 
gold and silver.“ 

The commissioners of the United States at the conference called in 
Paris in accordance with this requirement submitted to it the follow- 
ing propositions: 1 


It is the he gem of this assembly that it is not to be desired that silver should 
be excluded from free coinage in Europe and the United States of America. 
On the contrary, the assembly believes it is desirable that the unrestricted 
coinage of silver and its use as money of unlimited legal tender should be re- 
tained where they exist, and, as far as practicable, restored where they have 
ceased to exist. 1 


The use of both gold and silver as unlimited legal-tender money may be 
safely adopted. 

First. By equalizing them at a relation to be fixed by international agree- 
ment; an 

Secondly. By granting to each metal, at the relation fixed, equal terms of 
coinage, making no discrimination between them. 
The following third proposition was prepared and held in reserve, awaiting 
the development of the views of the conference: 

III. 


“The ay evry hee present age to recommend to their respective Govern- 
ments that, by the free coin: silver at a relation to be agreed upon, or pro- 
visionally, thro extended coinage upon Government account and the ac- 
cumulation of silver bullion in public treasuries, they make a concerted effort 
to restore silver to its function as money of full power.” 


As adequate assurances of active co-operation by European nations 
were not secured, a second conference was called in 1881 by joint action 
of France and the United States. At this conference the following dec- 
larations were made in behalf of the two Governments: 


1. The depreciation and great fluctuations in the value of silver relatively to 
fold which of late years have shown themselves and which continue to exist 

ve been and are injurious to commerce and to the general prosperity, and 
the establishment and maintenance of a fixed ratio of value between silver and 
gold would produce most important benefits to the commerce ot the world. 

2. A convention entered into by an important group of states by which they 
should agree to open their mints to free and unlimited coi of both silverand 
gond at a fixed proportion of weight between the gold and the silver contained 

n the monetary unit of each metal and with ful 5 faculty to the 
money thus issued would cause and maintain astability of the relative value of 
pe two isao suitable to the interests and requirements of the commerce of 

world, 


This conference adjourned July 8, 1881, to meet again in Paris April 
12, 1882, but a change having taken place in the ministry of France 


and in the Chief Executive of the United States in this interval, which 
rendered it impracticable to adopt measures in concert looking tofuture 
action, a further postponement was notified to the various Governments 
by the French and American Executives in the following terms: 


PARIS, March 31, 1882. 


The international mone conference which was convened at Paris last 
year, upon the invitation of France and of the United States, and in which the 
Government of Was represented, adjourned to meet the 12th of April, 


In making this decision at the session of July 8, 1881, the delegates anticipated 
that, before the date thus fixed, the Governments represented in the conference 
would be able to pre solutions of the questions involved, with a view to 
the conclusion of an international convention, the terms of which should be 
discussed and determined by the conference. 

This anticipation bas been, in part, realized. From all the information which 
has been received it ee that in a large number of states the q ion 
continued to be the subject of earnest consideration, and that various plans have 
been under discussion with the object either of re-establishing the free coinage + 
of silver money, or of restoring to the metal silver its proper international value 
by enlarging its use as coin. Ép tothe present Eno ATOR, these investiga- 
tions do not be irar to have produced conclusions sufficiently positive to serve 
as a basis for formal deliberations of the conference. 

Hence, in the opinion of the Government of the United States (and of France), 
in conformity with the view entertained by various other Governments, notably 
by those of Germany, Holland, and Italy, there would be nosuflicient advantage 
in reopening the discussions of the conference at present. 

In this situation the Governments of the Uni States and of France are of 
the opinion that it would be desirable to defer the convocation of the conference, 
subject to a determination on the part of the states interested of the date for 
its reassembling, the same to take place within the present year. 

It is apparent that the convocation of another monetary conference 
is within easy reach should an occasion arise. Indeed, this view of the 
situation has been represented in discussions on the subject in the 
French Chambers and in the German Reichstag and in the English 
Parliament. 

By these several declarations the adhesion of the Government of the 
United States to the proposition that silver should as soon as possible 
be restored to its full monetary function was explicit and unequivocal. 
They also recognized the fact that the silver question was essentially 
international in its character, and could only be adjusted by concurrent 
action. The policy outlined in these statements has been adhered to by 
our Government with more or less fidelity from the time of its adop- 
tion. To-day all agree that it is extremely desirable to rehabilitate 
silver, and the official utterances which I have recited simply formulate 
the deliberate opinion of the great mass of the people of the country. 
There exists a universal belief that the action taken by various coun- 
tries in 1871-1878, resulting in the partial demonetization of silver, was 
unwise, unfortunate, and injurious to the public interests. 

The unfortunate movement against silver at its inception had for its 
sole object the international unification of coins and monetary stand- 
ards. It received the support of the learned men of all countries, and 
was analogous in character to the agitation which led to the adoption 
of the General Postal Union. There is no evidence that any motive or 
influences other than those affecting the convenience and uniformity of 
international currency were at any time potential in directing its coun- 
sels. The attention of scientific men throughout the world had been 
attracted to the desirability of adopting an uniform coinage which 
would facilitate exchanges between nations, So strongly had the 
merits of this policy been felt in this country that as early as 1857 a 
joint resolution was passed by Congress looking to important changes 
in our monetary system in this direction. This purpose was evinced 
in the formation of the Latin Monetary Union in 1865 and led to the call- 
ing and controlled the action of the monetary conference held in Paris 
in 1867. This conierence formally declared, by a unanimous vote of 
the twenty-two countries represented, including the United States, in 
favor of an international monetary unit and the adoption of the gold 
standard. Following this conference the first important step in the 
process of silver demonetization was taken by the newly created Ger- 
man Empire December 4, 1871. By this act the gold standard was 


established, and by the law of July 15, 1873, it was decreed that the 
imperial gold coinage established by the act of 1871 should take the 
place of the existing silver currencies of the various German states, 
A portion of the silver thus displaced was sold by Germany from time 
to time, as follows: 


The Scandinavian states, Norwey, Sweden, and Denmark, by a 
treaty signed at Stockholm, December 8, 1872, adopted the gold stand- 


a 
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ard and discarded silver. Holland suspended the coinage of silver and 
adopted gold June 6, 1875. France, by the order of September 6, 1873, 
limited the mintage of silver for private account, and her coinage of five- 
frane pieces ceased in 1876. In January, 1874, the states of the Latin 
Union—France, Belgium, Italy, Switzerland, and Greece—agreed that 
the aggregate coinage of the several states should not exceed 120,000,- 
000 francs per annum, and this limitation continued until the final sus- 
pension of legal-tender silver coinage by the Union in November, 1878. 

In the United States, then using paper money chiefly, action was 
taken in keeping with the general views which had in principle, as 
early as 1857, been sanctioned by Congress. The invitation of France 
in 1866 that we should join the Latin Union was taken into consider- 
atien by Mr. Seward, then Secretary of State, and it was no doubt an- 
ticipated that the conference of 1867, in which this Government had 
taken an active part, would eventuate in serious measures to be adopted 
by Congress. 

It was in accordance with this idea that, upon the report of Mr. Rug- 
gles, bills to discontinue the silver dollar and to assimilate our gold 
coin to European units were introduced early in 1868, At the next 
Congress the bill prepared at the Treasury Department was presented, 
debated, and passed by the Senate, which in a modified form afterward 
became the coinage act of 1873. 

The act of 1873 was, however, the least important of the series of 
legislative acts which discredited the position of silver as one of the 
principal money metals of the world. In 1873 silver formed nearly 
one-half of the general stock of the world’s money, but the United 
States held but a handful of it in comparison with other nations, and 
in the form of full legal-tender coin it had not been in use in this country 
for more than a quarter of a century. Few legal-tender dollars had been 
coined at our mints at any time subsequent to 1804, the lesser silver coins 
had been cut down to tokens in 1853, and the Spanish dollar had been 
demonetized in 1857. The little metallic money that the use of paper had 
left in the country was gold, and gold had been our principal money 
at all times, for forty years prior to 1874. 

In order that we may better understand the effect of these various 
legislative acts upon silver it should be remembered that exclusive of 
the absorption by Oriental countries and the small amounts held in 
America, the world’s employment of silver for monetary uses was prac- 
tically limited to the European countries, in which, with the exception 
of the states of the Latin Union, silver was the sole standard of value. 
The extent of the current demand for silver from these states for coin- 
age purposes may be inferred from the statement that the coinage of 5- 
franc pieces by the Latin Union for 1872, the year preceding the par- 
tial suspension of coinage, amounted to 308,627,000 francs. 

In 1878, however, when the United States commenced the compulsory 
coinage of standard silver dollars, other demands for silver, outside of 
Asia, for monetary purposes, had substantially ceased. To accentuate 
the change in the relative demands for silver, the net Indian imports of 
that metal fell from an average of 100,000,000 rupees per annum for 
the period of 1855-1870 to an annual average of 30,000,000 rupees for 
the years 1870-1875. Concurrently with the legislative destruction of 
the demand for silver there was a marked increase in the silver pro- 
duction of the world. The average annual production had more than 
doubled. For the ten years, 1866-1875, it was 71,000,000 fine ounces, 
while prior to 1866 the highest annual production had not exceeded 
25,000,000 fine ounces. 

This radical change in conditions, effecting a discontinuance of de- 
mand in the face of an increasing supply, naturally produced a marked 
divergence in the relative values of silver and gold. This divergence 
was emphasized by an augmenting industrial use of gold and a coinci- 
dent decrease in its production, the aggregate production for the ten 
years following 1870 having been $112,000,000 less than for the ten 
preceding years. While this revolution was taking place in the rela- 
tive values and uses of the money metals, the paper-money circulation 
of the world was reduced according to Neumann-Spallart from 7,914,- 


- 000,000 reichsmarks in 1873 to 4,856,000,000 in 1879. 


The pro-silver policy of the United States rests upon the belief that 
this disuse of that metal as money in some of the more important 
commercial countries and the lessening of its monetary use in others, 
causing the destruction of a long-established parity and leading to a 
contraction of the world’s money, produced an appreciation in the 
value of gold, or, in other words, a decline in the general level of prices 
of commodities when measured by gold. Inasmuch asa certain sum is 
actually in use as the monetary basis for the transactions of the world, 
composed of about equal parts of the two precious metals, itis evident 
that if over large areas one of these is discarded or its monetary use is 
largely restricted, and the other metal is left to do the work alone, to 
that extent a disarrangement of values and general disturbance of busi- 
ness relations must occur. 

It is not necessary for me to enlarge upon the disadvantages of a mon- 
etary standard which is constantly appreciating in value. Any cause 
that destroys the stability of money as a standard of deferred payments, 
which is its most essential attribute, imposes obstacles to the wth 
and development of the business interests of a community which can 
not be readily measured. Any considerable contraction of the volume 
of money causes inconveniences and imposes hardships upon all. If 


long continued it enforces constantly diminishing profits in industrial 
enterprises, produces irregularity of employment to all en in pro- 
ductive labor, and impairs the free development of the producing power 
of the world. 

It is believed that a considerable share of the marked decline in 
prices which have taken place is primarily due to improved and cheap- 
ened methods in production and distribution and to the lessened cost 
of transportation, and that in so far as the fall has been attributable to 
these causes the advantage to mankind has more than compensated for 
any loss. While it is fairly established by weight of opinion that a 
portion of the decline is traceable to an appreciation in the value of 
money owing to inadequacy of volume, it must also be conceded that 
this consequence has resulted from general causes affecting alike the 
money and prices of every civilized country. The changes which have 
taken place in the currency of the United States have had no appreci- 
able or specific effect upon these results, for as a matter of fact our mone- 
tary supply has increased at very nearly even pace with the growth of 
our population and business. While we have not suffered from any con- 
traction of the volume of our own currency, the United States in com- 
mon with other countries has felt the influence of the evils which have 
arisen from this general monetary disturbance throughout the world. 

The divergence of the relative value of the precious metals has im- 
posed upon us losses of a peculiar character, having stimulated exports 
from silver-using countries of competing agricultural products, notably 
of wheat and cotton, and at thesame time tended to diminish the value 
of our own exports to those countries. It is further ized that 
unless silver is fully restored to the monetary position which it occu- 
pied for centuries, a further and more disastrous fall in prices will in 
time be inevitable, while on the other hand, with the restoration of 
that metal to its full use as legal-tender money, the general level of 
prices will be more steady, greater stability in value of money be se- 
cured, more substantial equity maintained between different interests, 
and greater prosperity attained. 

There is no substantial difference of opinion among Senators as to 
the nature of the evils which have arisen from the outlawry of silver. 
The diversity of opinion does not relate to the general question of the 
importance and the right of having silver restored to equality with 
gold, but merely as to the nature of the remedy which would be found 
effective and to the method of its application, ; 

Senators forget in their enthusiasm over generalities that we are 
simply engaged in a controversy over the ways and means of accom- 
plishing a result which has for many years been recognized as desirable, 
Such amazing effusiveness of argument as we have heard upon this 
floor in favor of silver is a work of supererogation. The real question 
before Congress is one as to the method of reinstatement, and this I pro- 
pose to discuss. 

But hefore proceeding with this, it may be profitable to refer very 
briefly to some of the underlying principles which should control our 
action in monetary legislation. 

I have alluded to the disastrous effects resulting from a contracting 
currency, yet a rise in prices secured solely by an abnormal increase in 
the amount of money in circulation is equaily unjust, if not equally 
deleterious. An excess of currency is only less mischievous than a 
scarcity. Growth of population and expansion in business should be 
adequately provided for, but to change the value of money in order to 
allow debtors to pay in a currency less valuable than the money ot 
the contract is to legalize repudiation in its most dangerous form. Sena- 
tors confuse the argument in favor of such a wise increaseof the money 
supply as will maintain equitable relations, with the popular demand 
which is said to exist in some portions of the country forinflation. The 
cry for more money,“ without regard to its quality, is indulged in 
mainly by unthinking people who expect that by some magical process 
their debts will be paid and their permanent prosperity and wealth 
secured by a large increase of the money supply. The difference be- 
tween the natural expansion of the volume of money to meet increasing 
demands and to preserve an equitable standard of deferred payments 
on one hand, and an abnormal inflation undertaken for the avowed 
purpose of ameliorating the condition of the debtor class on the other, 
is as great as the contrast between justice and injustice. It is the dif- 
ference between the healthy nourishment which gives growth, strength, 
and vigor to the human system, and intoxication, which exhilarates 
only to weaken and destroy. 

The truth is that professional agitators and speculators in Wall street 
and elsewhere are the parties who are to-day most anxiously watching 
Congressional proceedings with a hope that they may profit by some 
scheme to be adopted which shall degrade our monetary standard and 
set the business of the country afloat upon asea of uncertainty. There 
is no evidence that a proposition of this kind would command the sup- 
port of the intelligent people of the country. It is true that a large 
number of petitions have been presented to the Senate in favor of the 
free coinage of silver, but they are largely of the machineclass, such as 
are prepared by committees in Washington and sent out with appeals for 
signatures, to reappear here with the pretense that they embody the will 
of the people. Taken at their best, they represent, as I have indicated, 
but the vague ideas of that order of dissatisfied or speculative ple 
who in all ages of the world have been attracted by visionary schemes 
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for increasing p ity by cheapening money, and by the belief that 
through some legislative legerdemain they can secure a competence for 
themselves without an exercise of the virtues of industry and economy. 
These vain hopes which so constantly reappear in human experience 
furnish the springs of action which give force to this movement for 

„more money.“ If money is to be cheapened and issued in unlimited 
quantities upon the plea that debasement and inflation alone will fur- 
nish a panacea for the dreadful ills that are now afflicting the people 
of the United States, and which, by the way, exist only in the imagi- 
nations of Congressional orators, then the unlimited purchase of silver, 
as proposed in theamendment of the Senator from Colorado, is the most 
extravagant and expensive remedy. 

The plan of coining land proposed by the Senator from California [Mr. 
STANFORD], or the warehouse system for issuing notes on farm prod- 
ucts, supported by agitators in the Farmers’ Alliance, have great ad- 
vantages in economy and in elasticity in volume of issue over the plan 
of our silver- inflation friends. Those who argue for cheapness and for 
quantity are logically bound to admit that inconvertible paper money, 
involving simply the cost of paper and printing, is in these respects in- 
comparably superior to silver. 

We have seen that the mischief from which all are suffering was 
caused by the arbitrary abridgment of the demand for silver in every 
part of the commercial world outside of the United States. It is ob- 
vious, then, that to restore silver, or to take any effective step in that 
direction, we must by some means secure a much greater aggregate 
employment of that metal as money in the countries where the diminu- 
tion in use has taken place. It would be of no avail if one country 
should increase its holdings or uses and others should diminish theirs 
to an equal or greater extent. If from $300,000,000 to $500,000,000 
of silver should be transferred from the stock of other nations to the 
United States to take the place of our gold, no benefit, but only injury, 
would result to the cause of silver by the transfer. As the disturbance 
covers the area of the world, the remedy must also be world-wide. 
International restoration must be coextensive with international de- 
struction. 

Outside of this Chamber there exists, as I have indicated, a remark- 
able unanimity of opinion that the attempt of any single country, how- 
ever powerful, to accomplish this work of restoration would necessarily 
resultin failure. Forexample, the report of that portion of the British 
royal commission on gold and silver who were most friendly to silver 
contained the following emphatic statement: 

No settlement of this difficulty is, in our opinion, possible without interna- 
tionul action. 

Indeed, I know of no leading political economist or student of mone- 
tary questions who has any claims to be considered an authority upon 
this subject who does not concur in this opinion. A complete remedy, 
then, can only be found in such action as shall secure the opening of the 
mints of the leading commercial nations to the free monetary use of 
silver at a common ratio, This action would successfully fix the rela- 
tive value of the two metals, which would thus become interchange- 
able in use, and silver would again be added to and become a perma- 
nent part of the common mass of the world’s money. 

Partial and temporary remedy may be afforded by a concurrent 
ment on the part of various nations to increase their holdings and em- 
ployment of silver for monetary purposes. 

The measure reported from the Finance Committee, if adopted, would 
be simply a more determined and aggressive effort in the direction of 
the policy which was adopted by the United States in 1878. 

This bill authorizes the purchase of $4,500,000 worth of silver bullion 
monthly, to be paid forin Treasury notes of the United States, redeem- 
able on demand in coin. Theamountof these notes is never to be greater 
or less than the cost of the bullion held in the Treasury as security for 
their redemption. It was believed by the majority of the committee 
who reported this bill, in view of the necessary retirement of national- 
bank notes, to which I have alluded, that the addition of $54,000,000 
a year to the amount of our paper money circulation would not be ex- 
cessive, They believe that the Treasury would have no difficulty, at 
least none in the near future, in maintaining this issue at par with 
gold and silver coin, and they, of course, regard the maintenance of 
this equivalence as of the first importance. The notes are to be issued 
against an amount of bullion equal in value, to be held in the Treas- 
ury as a guaranty of their security. 

Some of the overzealous friends of silver have characterized the pro- 
vision that bullion is to be held by the Treasury instead of coin as a 
**demonetization of silver, and the treatment of that metal as a com- 
modity.“ It is difficult to understand the force of this objection. As 
the bill requires the issue of notes in all cases for the purchase of bull- 
ion, and that the amount of notes outstanding shall never be less than 
the cost of the bullion in the Treasury, it is evident that the silver pur- 
chased must be at all times in active monetary use through its paper 
representatives. > 
The bill also requires the coinage of such number of standard dollars 
as may be necessary for redemption p ; and why should any one 


care for further coinage? The mintage of silver destined to lie in Gov- 
ernment vaults is an expensive process. It would cost the people of 
the United States fully a half a million dollars every year to coin the 
bullion proposed to be purchased by this bill. 


We bave to-day in the Treasury about $20,000,000 of silver, not in- 
cluding subsidiary coins, uncovered by notes. What justification can 
there be found for incurring the expense of coinage for other than the 
redemption purposes provided forin this bill? Instead of demonetizing 
silver the system we propose will infact more effectually ‘‘monetize’’ 
it than that now in force. In 1886 there were, as I shall show, ninety- 
six millions of silver dollars in the Treasury uncovered by certificates. 
This could not happen under the provisions of the bill of the commit- 
tee, as every dollar’s worth of bullion bought is vitalized into money 
from the day of its purchase. In fact, the proposal of the Finance Com- 
mittee seeks to introduce for the first time in our monetary legislation 
the principle of the mandatory monetization of silver. 

The effect of the conferences of 1878 and 1881 and of the work done 
in connection with them was to bringto the attention of the European 
nations that had partially demonetized silver the fact that it was for their 
interest to join us in an attempt to re-establish the legal equality of the 
metals. In looking at the result it must be recognized that it requires 
aprolonged effort to induce nations to undertake a new monetary policy, 
and that itrequires special effort to secure their consent to act in concert 
upon a question of this kind. Ifthe proposal fora general demonetization 
of silver should be started as an original proposition to-day, no one will 
venture to say that it would command favorable consideration in any 
quarter. But we are called upon to deal with accomplished facts and 
to devise aremedy for harm already done, While the European world 
are not likely to continue their attack upon silver, they are slow to 
move in the direction of reparation. The United States have tried, 
with uneven zeal it is true, to arouse them to action. 

If the people in each nation of Europe had been fully alive to their 
own interests the whole matter would have been settled within a short 
time after 1878. Unfortunately neither of two leading nations, Eng- 
land and Germany, was then ready to do her share. But the confer- 
ence of 1878 operated to calla halt in Germany’s demonetization. The 
sales Of thalers were suspended in 1879. Germany, who had refused 
our invitation in 1878, sent delegates to Paris in 1881, and she, as well 
as England, was then sufficiently alive to the situation to offer sub- 
stantial aid in the work of joint interest. The declarations of these 
countries at that conference formed a basis for further action. By mak- 
ing them, they conceded the main point at issue and admitted the force 
of the fundamental reasoning upon which the project of an alliance 
for parity is based. No doubt they thought that France and the United 
States, with the allies which those countries could have secured, were 
sufficient to establish the parity of the metals, and they evidently hoped 
that with the co-operation they offered the work would be undertaken, 
But it was not done. France was waiting, presumably for the United 
States, and in the United States there was an indisposition to act. Noth- 
ing was done by legislatures or executives, but it can not be said that 
the time has been entirely lost. The work of education and agitation 
has proceeded bravely in England and Germany. The silver leagues 
formed at Berlin and London in 1881 and 1882 have been constantly at 
work leavening public opinion in those countries. 

England is a country of which Englishmen say the public opinion of 
one year is the law of the next, and public opinion is clearly moving 
in our direction. The bitter e ience which the fall in silver has 
brought to many great industrial and property interests in that coun- 
try has strongly re-enforced the friends of silver. I shall not attempt 
to give in detail the various notable steps in the progress of the work 
which have been taken in Europe. These have been well set forth by 
Mr. Horton in his recent work on Silver in Europe.“ I will simply 
refer to one or two salient facts. 

The report made in November, 1888, by the British royal commis- 
sion on gold and silver was a notable event in monetary history. 
This body of twelve eminent men had given two years of close inves- 
tigation to this great and perplexing subject. Their report is a model 
of comprehensive and exhaustive treatment. The commission was 
ably presided over by Lord Herschell and numbered among its mem- 
bers such men as Mr. Barbour, then financial secretary of Tadia, well 
known for his intelligent zeal in advocacy of the cause of silver, and Mr. 
Balfour, whose great abilities are universally recognized. 

Their report has been represented as a case of divided counsels and 
inconclusive results. ‘This statementconveys an incorrect idea of what 
was actually accomplished. Six of the members adopted without re- 
serve the platform of the friends of silver. The other six looked with 
approval upon the possibility of future arrangements between nations 
to reduce fluctuations in the standards of value, but they were not ready 
tocommit England to what they regarded asa radical change in her mone- 
tary policy. They suggested, however, an increase of silver uses through 
the purchases of bullion upon which to base the issue of small notes. 

The silver men have now a hundred votes in the House of Commons 
and have many influential friends in the House of Lords. Two mem- 
bers of the cabinet, Mr. Balfour, and Mr. Chaplin, the new minister 
of agriculture, are arrayed upon their side, and the rising leaders of 
economic thought in England, including such men as Professors Nich- 
olson, of Edinburgh, and Foxwell, of London, ably sustain their cause. 
In other European states the interest in silver is maintained, though 
all look inquiringly to England, 

For us, then, the true question is in what way our leadership in this 


movement can be maintained and made most effective. 
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There are, it seems to me, three alternatives open to us within the 
limits of safety: First, we can place before European countries an ulti- 
matum making the further purchases of bullion by us dependent upon 
their favorable action in aid of silver; second, we can maintain the 
status quo, or, third, we can adopt a safe measure which will largely 
increase the purchases and use of silver. 

Many reasons have existed in the past in favor of the first proposi- 
tion. It has been strenuously objected to as dangerous by the extreme 
friends of silver, but I believe that if the United States had adopted it 
years ago the whole question would have been settled before this. 
The agitation which would have resulted from the mere prospect of 
a more radical fall in the price of silver would have stirred European 
public opinion into action long ago. The best friends of silver believe 
that Englishmen would soon come to see their interests if agencies 
were adopted to enforce their serious attention to the subject. These 
agencies could certainly have been found in a threat of the suspension 
of coinage by the United States. Our coinage law has operated toquiet 
English solicitude as to the state of the money metals. But this can 
not now be considered a practical measure. 

The second alternative, judging from our experience, does not give 
promise of satisfactory results, and we are left to consider the probable 
effect of the third. 

The recent rise in the price of silver caused by the mere anticipa- 
tion of action by Congress in this direction has stirred the whole world 
to see its interest in silver in a new light, and it has largely stimu- 
lated that agitation which alone can secure governmental action. As 
Mr. Chaplin said in a recent speech in England, people are getting a 
chance to realize what a rise in silver means, and that they can not afford 
to have it fall again. 

The chief obstacle in our path in 1878 andin subsequent years was 
the prejudice of inherited traditions which misled European legislators 
and officials as to the true policy and interest of their respective na- 
tions. ‘This prejudice formed a great array of dogma behind which the 
inertia of nations was intrenched. We understand from our own some- 
times tedious experience what the inertia of nations means. Taking 
Washington as an example we can realize what the cause of silver has 
had to encounter at otber capitals. But as I have said, the work of 
conversion has been carried on all these-years, aided by the constant 

ressute which the outstanding proposition for an alliance from the 
United States has exerted, and a breach has been made in this barrier 
of European prejudice, The opposition of 1890 is not the same that 
our commissioners met in Paris in 1878, nor even that which the silver 
wing of the royal commission encountered in 1888. 

It is in the light of this changed state of affairs that the bill under 
consideration is to be discussed. The question is, will it have the effect 
to stimulate the action of the friends of silver on the other side of the 
Atlantic? It will certainly prevent a continued fall in the price of 
silver, which otherwise might occur with the increase in its produc- 
tion. It will undoubtedly bring about a rise in price beyond the rate 
of to-day. It will in a practical form bring to the attention of every 
thinking man in the countries of Europe and Asia the peculiar interest 
which these countries severally have in the ratio of the precious metals 
to each other. I trust it will more clearly demonstrate to all, whether 
specially attached to silver or to gold, or to paper money based upon 
one or both, that the true interests of all is in a settlement. Such a 
settlement is practicable. As I have said, the proposition of the United 
States in this regard is yet outstanding. It is in view of the known 
purpose of the United States to promote the cause of silver that the 
perturbations, whether beneficial or injurious, which this act shall 
cause will be regarded in Europe and Asia. 

I, for one, am willing that the experiment shall be tried. I say ex- 
periment advisedly, for it is an experiment whether the Senators who 
may give it their support think so or not. This Congress can not pass 
an act which will be a finality upon this great question. It must be 
tentative and experimental; a measure liable to repeal or modification 
in a wider sense than is usual with such acts. The final object of our 
plic is to establish a legal equality between gold and silver. Gold 

universal, international money to-day, silver is not; it will not be 
international money should this bill be passed. It remains for the 
Legislatures which have given gold the privilege by virtue of which it 
holds its rank as universal money to give a similar privilege to silver. 
Until this is done there can be no equality as money between the two 
metals. This is the fact of all facts, and it is useless for Senators to 
endeavor to persuade themselves or to attempt to persuade others to 
the contrary. This fact defines in advance the limitations upon the 
policy of Congress. It is well we should all fully understand that the 
expectant attitude of the past must be maintained. The bill reported 
from the Finance Committee was prepared with a view of keeping 
within these limitations. 

To this distinctively pro-silver measure, which I believe to be wise and 
conservative, are opposed propositions for free coinage and for the un- 
limited purchase of silver bullion. 

There is a radical difference between the position taken by the friends 
ofthe moyement for the international restoration of silver and that of 
Senators who support these extreme measures, as the latter base their 
ea on the illogical theory that the cause of silver is a local issue. 

y treat it as if it were confined to the limits of the United States. 


They attribute all the ills from which our people, or any portion of 
2 have suffered in the past twenty years to the adoption of the mint 
act of February, 1873. They assume that this act alone, which is flip - 
pantly e i as a crime against civilization, has produced dis- 
astrons results upon the business and prosperity of the country beyond 
computation. Because we had a much higher range of prices prior to 
1873 it is assumed that the people of the country were vastly more 
prosperous in that period, and as this condition of higher prices and 
greater prosperity was coincident with a law permitting the unlimited 
coinage of standard silver dollars, therefore that both higher prices and 
prosperity must necessarily return with the re-enactment of legislation 
permitting the free coinage of silver. 

This argument is hardly worthy of serious consideration. A mere 
statement of the facts discredits it, The permission to coin silver ex- 
isted, but no one cared to take advantage of it. What influence could 
this mere shadow of a factexert? There had been but a trivial amount 
of legal-tender silver money in circulation in the United States from 
1834 to 1853 and none between 1853 and 1873. As there was no legal- 
tender silver money in existence, it could not have exerted any prac- 
tical influence upon the prices of commodities or upon the prosperity of 
the country. È 

Indeed, if the period referred to was one of high prices and unexam- 
pled prosperity the friendsof the gold standard might with much more 
force claim that this thriving condition of affairs was owing to the fact 
that gold alone was used as the metallic money of the United States. 
The argument for gold would rest on something that actually hap- 
pened, while that in favor of silver would depend on something which 
did not take place. If the intentional exclusion of silver from use 
in this country as legal-tender money is held to be criminal or evil in 
its results, we must find as the guilty parties President Jackson, Mr. 
Benton, and the other leaders of the hard-money Democracy of 1834. . 
The authors and promoters of the coinage acts of 1834 and 1837, by the 
adoption and retention of the ratio of 16 to 1, deliberately excluded 
from the Mint of the United States its own silver product and that 
of Mexico and the other Americanstates. The law nominally provided 
for a double standard, but in effect it established gold as the sole 
standard. 

If it should be said, on the other hand, that it was legislation, and 
not the actual use of silver money, that induced prosperity, our course 
now would be simplified. It would be much more economical for us 
to follow the precedent of 1834 and pass a bill which would nominally 
permit the free coinage of silver, but actually prevent its use. 

It is further maintained in the same interest that the act of 1873 was 
a wicked and deliberate disturbance of the equitable relations then ex- 
isting between the debtor and creditor classes of the country, which 
should be corrected; that by its operations an appreciation in the value 
or purchasing power of money took place to the extent of 40 per cent, ; 
and it is proposed now, after the lapse of nearly a score of years, for 
the purpose of enabling the debtors of to-day to discharge the enormous 
amount of their indebtedness by some easy methud, to depreciate the 
value of money to the same extent, thus to establish what they call an 
equilibrium. It is difficult to conceive of a more illogical argument 
than this, and yet, by consent of all its eloquent advocates, this is the 
chief of all arguments in favor of the unlimited coinage or purchases of 
silver. 

Itis evident that but a very small proportion of the present indebt- 
edness of the country of any kind was contracted prior to 1873, and it 
is further evident that of that portion which has continued for seven- 
teen years without modification of contract almost the entire sum must 
be owing by large railroad and other corporations, who are not the most 
worthy objects of our solicitude. The great mass of indebtedness has 
been contracted within a few years and is therefore payable in money 
equal in value to that now in circulation. If certain persons suffered 
from the legislation of 1873, we can not redress their grievances by au- 
thorizing an entirely different class in 1890 to repudiate one-third of 
their indebtedness. 

When we look closely into the matter, we shall find that the great 
creditor class, great in number and in the total of credits due them, 
are the intelligent and thrifty workingmen and working-women of the 
country. The legalized robbery now proposed is directed mainly 
against them, They are the depositors and stockholders in our say- 
ings-banks and other moneyed institutions. Their deposits and in- 
vestments of this and other kinds and the vast sum due to them con- 
stantly for wages constitute an enormous credit fund, upon which rests 
the business of the country. It is proposed to abstract a large portion 
of the savings or the earnings of these for the benefit of speculators and 
railroads or other large corporations, and large employers of labor, who 
would be the principal beneficiaries of the legislation proposed. 

In strange contrast with these frantic appeals fora restoration of the 
status which existed before 1873 is the fact that the advocates of un- 
limited silver actually desire to establish something quite different from 
the monetary condition which then existed. By the terms of the mint 
act of 1853 depositors of silver bullion were entitled to receive standard 
silver dollars for each 412} grains of silver nine-tenths fine deposited, 
subject, however, to a coinage charge of one-half of I per cent. to cover 
the cost of mintage. The revival of this privilege would be far from 
satisfactory to silver inflationists, for obvious reasons. Whatcouldthe 
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depositors do with the coin they would receive? It could not be kept 
in circulation as money to any considerable extent. With the most 

- strenuous exertions of the Department to promote the circulation of 
silver dollars by paying the expense of their transportation from the 
Treasury to any part of the country the amount in circulation has 
never reached $1 per capita. Experience has thus conclusively shown 
what the habits of our ple are. Can any Senator point out any 
means by which their habits can be changed in this regard? By the ex- 
traordinary efforts of Secretary Manning to enforce their monetary use 
by withdrawal of ones and twos of United States notes and national- 
bank notes a maximum circulation of $61,000,000 was reached in 1886, 
but this amount was reduced to $56,000,000 in 1890 by natural causes, 
Publie protests against the action of the Treasury Department were so 
vigorous and universal that it is safe to say that the experiment of Mr. 
Manning will not be repeated, and it seems unlikely that silver dollars 
will ever secure a much wider place in the circulating medium of the 
country than they now have. 

The friends of unlimited silver are conscious of these facts. They 
use the appeals in behalf of the status quo before 1873 simply as a rally- 
ing ery. When obliged to reduce their ideas to the form of a bill we 
find that it is not the silver dollar of the fathers that reappears, but a 
new paper certificate or note of some kind, and in all cases silver is re- 
manded to the position of monetary merchandise consigned to Treasury 
area? with no expectation that it will ever circulate from hand to 

d 


It is further to be observed that all the extreme propositions pend- 
ing agree in extending either to silver coin without limit or to silver 
bullion without limit the ratio of legal equivalence to gold of 16 to 1, 
or rather 15.98-+ to 1, established in 1834. Even if these schemes were 
tolerable on other grounds, they would require radical amendment in 
this. The thousand millions of European silveriscoined at the ratio of 
15} to 1, and if an agreement is reached with other nations it will 
probably be upon that basis. 

With our mints open, if France orany other European country should 
attempt to extend the use of silver by opening its mints, silver would 
flow to them from the United States as it did in the years prior to 1873. 
So the ratio of 16 to 1 here would interdict the coinage of legal-tender 
silver outside of Asia, Mexico, and the United States. Withany prob- 
able enlargement of the silver output the concurrent action of nations 
on the lines heretofore proposed by Congress would readily maintain 
a fixed ratio. But the selection of a ratio isa matter to be agreed upon 
by concert of action between independent nations. To attempt in the! 
face of the facts I have set forth to impose a ratio of 16 to 1 upon Eu- 
rope is simply to put an obstacle in the way of international agreement. 

The Senator from Colorado recognizes the fact that the American 
people will not consent to the direct use of silver dollars as money, 
and for this reason proposes, instead of free coinage, the unlimited pur- 
chase of bullion at the ratio of 16, that is to say, at a fixed price of 
$1.298 per ounce. For each 412} grains of silver bullion nine-tenths 
fine deposited in its mints and assay offices he pro that the United 
States shall issue its obligation to the amount of $1 in the form of a 
Treasury note which is made a legal tender for all debts, public and 
private, 

This, ina word, is the enforced compulsory purchase, without limit 
as to quantity, of the silver bullion of the world, at a price 30 per cent. 
in excess of its present market value. In the absence of any action 
guarantying the general status of silver as a money metal, and estab- 
lishing its value relatively to gold, this proposal is unique, and it is safe 
to say has no parallel in the monetary history of the world. 

If, pending the effort to secure this complete restoration, it is desira- 
ble—and I agree that it is to increase our purchases of silver bullion as 
a basis of circulating notes, then these purchases should be made in 
fixed sums at stated periods; and if they are to be made for the public 
benefit, they should certainly be made at the market price. 

If the silver now in the Treasury had been purchased at the price 
fixed in the amendment of the Senator from Colorado—that is, $1.298 
per fine ounce—the cost to the people of the United States would have 
been $112,000,000 greater than if purchased at the price current for 
the year 1889. 

The evils which would arise from the adoption of this proposal for 
unlimited silver purchases may be summarized as follows: 

First. It would inevitably create distrust and alarm in conservative 
business circles. While the inflation sure to follow would raise prices 
and induce an era of wild speculation, legitimate industrial and busi- 
ness activities would all the time suffer from the doubt and uncertainty 
necessarily arising as to what would be the ultimate consequence of 
a change in monetary standards. 

Second. We should be overwhelmed with an influx of silver from 
every part of the world, which would by its effects drive out gold, and 
place the country upon a silver basis. 

Silver would flow to the United States by virtue of a law as irresist- 
ible as the law of gravitation. It would come here because the United 
States would effectively pay a higher price for it than could be ob- 
tained elsewhere, and the inflow would continue as long as the price 
was higher here than in any other part of the world. It would come 
here by operation of the same law that for years sent silver from Ne- 


vada and from the ancient mines of Mexico past the open doors of the 
mints of the United States to Paris, because the mint value of silver 
bullion in that city was 3} per cent. higher than in Philadelphia or 
New Orleans. Now, if it be the desire of the Congress of the United 
States to attract the silver stock of the world to our shores it would 
not be necessary to bid 30 per cent. above current market values. Any 
appreciable percentage of excess over the cost of transportation would 
be sufficient, as has been shown by the experience I have referred to. 

It is important that the people of the United States shoald under- 
stand the exact character and practical effect of the legislation proposed 
by advocates of unlimited purchases of silver. ee steps to 
force out of existence the national-bank notes, a perfectly safe and sat- 
isfactory form of credit currency, whose issue imposes no responsibility 
or expense upon the United States, but is anactual source of annual rey- 
enue, the silver extremists make this enforced retirement the excuse for 
enforcing an unlimited increase in the obligations of the United States, 
in the form of Treasury notes issued for purchases of silver bullion. 
The issue of these notes would impose upon the people of the United 
States, first, an obligation to provide for their redemption and to main- 
tain their parity with other forms of money; second, the expense which 
would be involved in the purchase of the bullion ata price greatly 
above its present market value; third, the cost of coining the silver and 
of engraving, distributing, and redeeming the notes. Asa net beste 
we should have, therefore, an extra cost to the public for each hundr 
million of dollars issued of possibly twenty-five to thirty millions of 
dollars for the bonus paid to the holders of silver bullion, and $1,000,- 
000 for unn mintage. This would be enhanced annually by a 
million dollars for extra expense of maintaining these notes as compared 
with national-bank notes. 

There are, however, considerations of more importance to this pow- 
erful and progressive people than the additional expense, great as it is, 
involved in the currency changes proposed. In the midst of an era of 
unexampled progress and prosperity, with a sound currency, every 
portion of which has an established parity with the chief money of the 
civilized world, with the Treasury holding a sufficient stock of gold to 
guaranty a continuance of this parity, we are startled by a proposition 
which will disturb confidence, destroy commercial activity, throw sus- 
picion upon public and private contracts, and establish confusion in 
place of order. 

The effects of this proposed monetary revolution would be equally 
disastrous to the cause of silver. There exists, as I have observed, a 
universal willingness and anxiety to restore silver to its ancient place 
as money, and this is taken advantage of and made the excuse for meas- 
ures which promise irreparable injury to that cause, and which would 
place in peril every material interest of 65,000,000 people. So ill- 
advised are the silver extremists in Congress that in the legislation they 
propose every safeguard suggested by the conservative judgment of 
men who have given monetary subjects intelligent study and every 
limitation which the experience of nations have shown to be indispen- 
sable against disaster are wantonly disregarded. 

It is true these advocates of unlimited purchases propose an answer 
to the objection that we should be flooded with silver if their proposal 
were adopted. They assert 

1, That there is no surplus stock of silver in the world beyond that 
in use for coinage purposes. 

2. That to send the silver in use as coin to the United States for sale 
would entail a great loss on exporting countries. 

It is apparent from careful examination that neither of these points 
is well taken. Dr. Soetbeer estimates the silver production of the world 
from the discovery of America in 1492 to the present time, roughly, at 
$9,500,000, 000, and that of this amount from three thousand five hun- 
dred to four thousand millions are represented in the silver coinage of the 
world. Ifwe estimate that one-fourth of the total amount has been de- 
stroyed we should then have, say, $3,750,000,000 worth of silver now in 
existence in other forms. In view of these estimates it is quite as incor- 
rect to say that there is no surplus stock in the world, as it would be 
impossible to determine just what the portion of the silver hoard exist- 
ing in the form of ornaments or otherwise would be offered for sale if 
the price of bullion should be augmented. 

It is quite possible, however, that the United States might be del- 
uged with silver from sources quite independent of this general stock 
of the world, if the policy of unlimited purchases should be adopted 
by this country alone. Current production would be greatly stimu- 
lated by the bid of the United States to purchase at an exaggerated 
price, and the total amount of such increment would be poured into 
our vaults. The advocates of free coinage in 1876-77 confidently pre- 
dicted that the silver production of the world had reached its maxi- 
mum, and that a gradual return to the normal average of the century 
prior to 1860, or about 20,000,000 of fine ounces per annum, was in- 
evitable. In place of this, however, we have had a constant increase 
in production, until in 1889 the product of the world as estimated by 
the Director of the Mint, reaches the aggregate of 125,830,000 fine 
ounces, or more than six times the annual average for the century re- 
ferred to. 

The table which I will append to my remarks, marked Exhibit 
A, shows the silver production of the United States for the years from 
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1873 to 1889 inclusive, according to the estimate of the Director of the 
Mint and of Mr. Valentine, to which is annexed a table (see Exhibit 
B) containing Mr. Valentine's estimate of the silver product of Mexico 
for the past twelve years. The first table discloses that an increase in 
the annual production of the United States has taken place, by Mr. 
Valentine’s estimate, from 21,000,000 fine ounces in 1873 to 69,000,000 
fine ounces in 1889, and by the estimate of the Director of the Mint an 
increase from 27,000,000 fine ounces in 1873 to 50,000,000 fine ounces 
in 1889. And this took place in the face of a decline in the average 
value from $1.298 per fine ounce in 1873 to $0.935 per fine ounce in 
1889. The increase in Mexico is equally significant. The silver pro- 
duction of that country rose from $25,000,000 in value in 1877 to 
$41,000,000 in 1889. 

If this remarkable increase has taken place simultaneously with a 
constantly decreasing price for silver, we may anticipate—with an 
enhanced value and with improved methods, with the opening of new 
fields and the discovery of new mines—a more rapid increase in the 
near future. It is understood that a considerable number of mines in 
Montana and in other sections of the country which are not profitable 
to work at the present low price of silver would be at once put in op- 
eration if a considerable advance should take place. In 1875 the value 
of the silver product of Montana was $650,000, while in 1889 it was 
over $20,000,000, In 1887 200,000 fine ounces of silver were produced 
in Australia, and in 1889 8,600,000 fine ounces. The gold product of 
Australia has for a number of years been equal to that of the United 
States, and it is quite possible that this country may be an equally for- 
midable rival in the production of the white metal, as some of the mines 
recently opened in the Broken Hills district are said to be the richest 
in the world, 

But, in any case, if either of the extreme measures proposed should 
become a law we should have established a market for thesurplus silver 
coins of European states. It is with strange confidence assumed by the 
silver extremists that the European countries which hold large amounts 
of silver coin ata nominal rate greatly in excess of its bullion value could 
not sell their silver for shipment to the United States without a loss 
equal to the difference between such nominal value and the sum re- 
ceived for the bullion. It will appear, however, upon investigation, 
that this claim has no foundation whatever. The value of its silver or 
other coins to a government is simply the market value of the bullion 
contained therein plus the cost of coinage. It must also be remem- 
bered that the European countries who hold this $1,000,000,000 in silver 
coin have no pecuniary interest in the production of silver. We may 
safely assume that they will be ready to exchange a considerable por- 
tion of their silver holdings for gold if an opportunity should be given 
them to do so without an actual loss. We can easily illustrate the 
situation of European governments in this matter by reference to the 
position of our own Government in a case directly under our eyes. 

There is now in the Treasury of the United States, borne on the books 
as an unavailable asset, subsidiary silver coin to the nominal value of 
$25,000,000. Its bullion value at the present morket rate is, say, 
$17,000,000. If this coin should be destroyed the loss to the United 
States would be $17,000,000 and not $25,000,000. If it should be sold 
at its bullion value ($17,000,000), and we should afterwards desire to 
coin $25,000,000 in nominal value of subsidiary coins, the requisite 
bullion—the market remaining unchanged—could still be bought for 
$17,000,000, and the only loss we should suffer would be the cost of 
mintage. 

We might take a more pertinent illustration in the case of the 
Belgian five-franc pieces now held by the Bank of France, which are 
liable to be returned to Belgium at the close of the present year under 
the stipulation of the convention by which the Latin monetary union 
has been continued from year to year. The nominal value of these coins 
is, say, 200,000,000 francs, which would have a bullion value at the pres- 
ent prices of, say, 150,000,000 francs. If Belgium has, as I believe, no 
use for these coins for monetary purposes and the price of silver bullion 
should remain constant, she could sell them without loss for 150,000,000 
francs. As a matter of fact, however, under existing conditions, no 
unlimited-purchase act having been 8 in the United States, they 
could not be sold at the present market price, for to throw this large 
amount of bullion upon the market would cause a serious break in 
prices. If, however, the United States should make an offer, through 
Congress, to buy this coin for 194,000,000 francs in gold, equivalent to 
59 pence per ounce, does any one suppose that Belgium, as a prudent 
government, would neglect to make the sale? If the price of silver 
bullion should remain at the price of 59 pence per ounce, the equiv- 
alent of the United States Mint price, and Belgium should decide to re- 
place her coinage, the only expense she would be subjected to by the 
entire transaction would be the cost of transforming the bullion into 
coin. If, on the other hand, the United States should not be able to 
maintain the price of bullion at 59 pence per ounce and it should fall 
back to the present price, and then Belgium should see fit to replace 
her coinage, she would make an actual profit of 44,000,000 francs by the 
transaction. In any event the only possible loss to the Belgian Govern- 
ment would take place in the case of a subsequent advance of silver 
above the American mint price, which would be altogether improbable. 
If Belgium should require bullion or coin for monetary use, for in- 
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stance, as a basis for bank-note circulation, the gold obtained by the sale 
of silver would have equal if not ter value for this purpose. 

The same reasoning applies to all thesilverstocksof Europe. In fact, 
no man can safely limit his predictions as to theamount of silver which 
would be discarded by Euro governments and would find its way 
into the American Mint if the policy advocated by the Senator from 
Colorado should be adopted. It is quite certain that we should enable 
Germany to sell ber 150,000,000 silver thalers if she were so disposed. 

This view is enforced by an article in the Hamburg Ex news- 
paper (Böersenhalle), of the 20th of March, 1890, written by Professor 
Adolph Soetbeer, in which he uses the following language: 

There can be no doubt that the present position of Germany is in all respects 
a favorable one as conipared with other countries, and inspires confidence in the 
future. Germany can therefore continue calmly to wait and observe the in- 
fluence which the silver crisis ap tly impending in the United States will 
exert on the price of silver. But if the expectations should be realized of those 
who expect that the policy thus adopted shall, through enlarged purchases of 
silver for the treasury and speculations connected with them, raise the price 
of silver to a great height for a time—merely to bring it down and keep it down 
afterwards—then certainly the imperial Government should 8 take ad- 
vantage of the opportunity (wüerde die Reichsregierurg diese Konjunktur 
rasch zu benutzen haben) and bring about the desired completion of our coin- 
age reform by selling off large sums of silver out of our thalers to be melted. 


No Senator, I suppose, will question the authority of Dr, Soetbeer. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator if he means to say 
that Dr. Soetbeer speaks officially? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, he does not, of course. 

Mr. TELLER. He is not an officer of the Government? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Colorado undertands 
that as well.as I do. 

Mr. TELLER, I should like to say that he does not state in that 
article (for I have the article on my table at home) that the Govern- 
ment will do this. He says very likely the Government will do this. 
His letter appeared in the French Economist, perhaps ten days or two 
weeks He only makes the suggestion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I quote from his exact words, translated with as 
literal accuracy as it is possible to translate them. ‘That is all I can 
say about it. 

Mr. TELLER. I have a copy of it, and I am capable of translating 
it, and I know he does not make the assertion. It is hypothetical; he 
says possibly, very likely, or something to that effect, the Government 
may take advantage of that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does not make the slightest difference to my 
argument in which form the statement was put. I am only suggesting 
to the Senate the fact that if we should agree to purchase an unlimited 
amount of silver bullion we should furnish a market for Germany if 
she should be disposed to sell her stock. 

Since the commencement of the debate upon this bill the long-ex- 
pected demonetization of the silver stock of Roumania, formerly a mem- 
ber of the Latin Union, has been made possible by the prospect of silver 
legislation here. It is said that a syndicate has already bought a part 
and taken an option on the restof her silver. This is but a sample of 
what might occur all over Europe. 

The proposition made by the professed friends of silver interests 
therefore amounts to this: 

That the United States shall enable Europeans to exchange for gold 
such portions of their thousand of millions of dollars in silver as we 
could pay for before the final collapse in the gold price of silver should 
come. And the collapse might come very soon, for the transfer of half 
their silver to the United States, independently of what weshould re- 
ceive from other sources, would send our gold abroad and leave us 
with a paper circulation and on 4 silver basis. 

It is perhaps possible that silver inflation would take effect gradually. 
At first the notes issued for the purchase of bullion would have an 
equal purchasing power with gold, but as the issue became inflated 
through the rapid inflow of silver, prices of commodities would be 
artificially advanced and the value of the notes diminished until a note 
representing 412} grains of silver coined into a dollar would have no 
greater purchasing power than 4124 grains of silver bullion. Gold 
would sell at a premium or be driven from cireulation, and from the 
country. The silver dollar would become the standard of value, and 
the people of the United States be once more forced to suffer from the 
manifold evils of a depreciating and fluctuating currency. 

For the pope of proving that silver would not flow to the United 
States in the manner I have indicated, if the policy of unlimited pur- 
chases should be adopted, Senators have cited the experience of India 
and Mexico, It is true that the mints of both these countries are open 
to the unlimited coinage of gold and silver at the nominal ratio, in 
the case of the former of 15 to 1, and in the latter of 16} to 1. And 
these countries do undoubtedly furnish a striking example of what 
would be likely to occur in the United States with unlimited coinage 
here; but the precedent is a very unfortunate one for the cause of our 
free-silver friends. Both India and Mexico are on a silver basis, and in 
both countries gold is a commodity sold at its commercial price, and 
in their business centers the currency, in so far as it is responsive to 
the influence of foreign trade and investment, fluctuates in value from 
day to day and from hour to hour with the London price of silver 
bullion. While in British India both gold and silver can be taken to 
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the mint and coined without limit upon payment of a seigniorage of 1 | enabled France to effectively maintain the ratio established by her mint 


per cent. in case of gold and 2 per cent. in case of silver, yet the silver 
rupee is the sole standard of value and the only legal- money. In 

words, while the legal ratio of India is 15 to 1, this ratio! is 
merely a nominal one. It does not mean that 15 ounces of coined silver 
can be exchanged in the markets of India for 1 ounce of coined gold. 
If such a thing were possible thesilver of the world would undoubtedly 
flow to India at a very rapid rate until her gold holdings were exhausted, 
and that, of course, would soon take place. It actually takes as 
many ounces of coined silver to exchange for an ounce of coined gold in 
Calcutta or Bombay as it does in London. A hundred and eighty grains 
of standard silver coined intotherupee hasno greater purchasing power 
in India, as against commodities or gold—saving the cost of mintage— 
than the same number of grains in the form of silver bullion would 
have. It can therefore readily be seen that there would be no Sy 
of profit in shipments of silver bullion to India beyond the current de- 
mands of business with that country. 

It is stgnificant that Senators who are demanding the unlimited coin- 
age of silver should find in India and Mexico the only exemplification 
of the policy which they seek to impose upon the people of the United 
States, As we are asked to adopt this policy ostensibly for the benefit 
of the farmers of the country and to relieve them from the burdens of 
indebtedness, is may be instructive for us to consider the conditions of 
that class in a country which has for centuries enjoyed the blessings (?) 
of the free coinage of silver. In a paper read before the British Insti- 
tute of Bankers last month by an ian banker, the following state- 
ment is found: 2 

‘Alm th 1 ý 
FSF 
and is rarely paid off entirely. It usually originates in a small advance by the 
money-lender, who probably gives him 70 or 80 rupees, tak: a bond for a hun- 
dred interest at the rate of 2} cent, per month. © ryot in return 
ucts of the soil, which are always valued 


. ing on in this way for a number of years, the ryot finds 
— that although he is 3 os be is only getting deeper into debt. 
n 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair). Will 
the Senator from Rhode Island yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. I inquire if the Senator is aware that there has been 
a steady accumulation of gold in India for certain years past? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwill reach that subject in a very few moments. 

Mr. REAGAN. Imerely wanted— 

Mr, ALDRICH. Ifthe 8 will be patient with me I shall ex- 
plain that. 

42 REAGAN. I wished to know if the Senator was aware of that 
t. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The most doleful i ings of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 
in regard to the condition of the farmers of the Northwest can not 
equal this picture taken from actual life in India. When we consider 
the condition of the people of India Ido not think the people of the 
United States, proud of their achievements and progress in civiliza- 
tion, are likely to adopt that country or Mexico as a model. 

Now I come to the point referred to by the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN]. The fact that the gold imports of India have been very 
large during the free-coinage period, with a so-called ratio more favor- 
able to silver than ours, is construed as evidence that that metal would 
continue to flow to the United States in case free coĩnage was adopted 
here. It is difficult to treat such arguments seriously. What are the 
facts? 


The total net importations of gold into India for the fifty years suc- 
ceeding 1835 amounted in value to 1,276,000,000 rupees. Of this sum, 
however, but 2,000,000 rupees in value were coined during the entire 

The balance was, therefore, hoarded, made into ornaments, 
or used in the arts. On the other hand, the total net imports of silver 
into India for the same period amounted to 2,638,000,000 rupees, and 
the total silver coinage to 2,992,000,000 rupees. As the circulating 
silver coinage of India is now estimated at 2,000,000,000 rupees, it 
would appear that the people of that country have absorbed, for use in 
ornament or as a in fifty years 1,275,000,000 rupees’ worth of 
gold bullion, and nearly 1,000,000,000 coined rupees of silver. It does 
not appear that any portion of the large shipments of gold to this coun- 
try has at any time been in use as a circulating medium. 

It is hardly n to add that the monetary experience of Asiatic 
countries is not likely to furnish precedents which should control our 
action. 

The only serious attempt to answer the argument that the United 
States wonld not be able to maintain, unaided, the fixed ratio between 
gold and silver is by reference to the fact that her law of 1803 enabled 
France alone to maintain for seventy years the ratio of 154 to 1. This 
statement, however, is fallacious. France was not alone in the proper 
sense of the word. It is true between 1803 and 1865 there was no 
formal combination of nations opasane to acommon ratio between gold 
and silver. Yet it was a of substantial equilibrium in the 
dèmand for gold and silver for monetary uses in other countries which 


law from 1803 to 1865. 
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of coinage. ‘The rouble, gulden, florin, thaler, piaster, and real, which 
make the circle around France from the Baltic and the Adriatic to the 
Bay of Biscay, were all silver. There was little gold in use. It was 
substantially a trade coin, sometimes taken at schedule rates at the 
Government offices, and sometimes in accordance with what may be 
called the parallel standard. The English laws of 1816-19 excluding 
silver from full legal tender made no substantial change in the loca- 
tion of existing silver. When resumption was reached in England 
and she redeemed her bank notes in gold this action tended to raise the 
price of that metal. Gold became the principal money in London, 
the great center of exchanges, while silver was used as money every- 
where else. In her central position, with ber great metallic stock, 
France was thus enabled to control tendencies to fluctuation in the 
value of either metal. 

This state of affairs continued until the gold discoveries changed the 
relative quantities of the metals in Europe, and, coincident with the 
great abundance of gold, largely increased importations of merchandise 
from Asia took place, and these were met by large shipments of silver 
to the East. Changing conditions of supply were thus met by equal- 
izing changes in demand, and France was still enabled to balance the 
two metals at the ratioshe had established. But France in 1873, not- 
withstanding the assistance which she had from her associates in the 
Latin Union, was obliged to confess her inability to longer maintain the 
ratio of a century, and, coincidently with the sales of German silver, 
closed her mints to privatecoinage. The example of France, therefore, 
furnishes no precedent which should lead the United States to seek 
alone to establish a tixed ratio between the two money metals, 

New conditions have arisen, and a much stronger alli would now 
be necessary to restore and maintain an equilibrium in the relative 
value between silver and gold. Silver is now an outlaw, or at best 
simply tolerated in the entire cordon of states which early in the cent- 
ury so successfully maintained her cause, The merchants of all the 
great financial capitals of the world have now joined London in ac- 
knowledging the supremacy of gold. The conditions of production, 
supply, and demand have been reversed, and no thoughtful friend of 
silver believes that the United States could successfully maintain the 
position which the states of the Latin Union felt obliged to abandon 
many years ago. 

Ihavealready alluded to the retirement of national-bank notes. It ap- 
pears upon examination that during the four years ending March 31, 
1890, an aggregate contraction had taken place in the volume of national - 
bank note circulation of $125,443,131, or an avi annual reduction 
of $31,360,783.. In addition to this large reduction, 334,584 of lawful 
money had, at the date named, been deposited in the Treasury of the 
United States for the purpose of retiring an equal amount of outstand- 
ingnotes, This indicates, unless amendatory legislation is adopted, that 
within the next three years a further reduction of the bank-note issues 
will take place amounting to at least $100,000,000, and the amount of 
this portion of our money will be reduced to the legal minimum, 
This important diminution in the volume of our currency, taking place 
concurrently with a large increase in our population the rapid ex- 
pansion of the business of the country, has caused the present demand 
for a revision of our monetary legislation. The action on the part of 
the national banks in contracting their issues is the necessary result of 
the appreciation of United States bonds to such an extent as to render 
the retention of their circulation unprofitable. When the act was 

extending the bank charters, it was believed that these associa- 
tions would continue to furnish an elementin our circulating medium 
which would expand or contract with the changing demands of trade. 
It soon became evident, however, that unless important changes were 
made in the laws ting the issue of this form of currency it was 
doomed to extinction. The adverse fate of the respective measures 
which have been introduced in one House of Congress or the other 
within the past three or four years has disclosed the purpose on the 
part of a controlling majority to facilitate and render certain this de- 
struction. 2 

By an examination of the tables which I append to these rerharks 
(marked Exhibit C and Exhibit D), and which have been carefully pre- 
pared by the Treasurer of the United States, at my request, showing the 
amount and denominations of paper money of all kinds in circulation 
in the United States at stated periods from the 30th of June, 1878, to 
the present time, it will appear that while the shrinkage to which I 
hayealluded has taken place in the volume of national-bank notes that 
an increase had taken place during the four years ending March 31, 
1890, in other forms of paper money, amoun to $268,015,404, ora 
net increase, after deducting the loss of national-bank notes, of $142,- 
579,273. . 

Of this increase much the larger portion was owing to the fact that 
during the period named the amount of silver certificates in circulation 
was augmented $200,000,000, or an average annual expansion of $50,- 
000,000. This unusual ent in the volume of the ontstand- 
ing silver certificates was $72,000,000 in excess of the current 
of standard silver dollars. This sum represents the amount of ifi- 
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cates which were issued on account of silver dollars coined prior to 1886 ury are excluded from the calculation, and the stated amounts in cir- 


and at that time held in the Treasury uncovered by notes to the amount 
of $96,000,000. This expansion of the issue of silver certificates for the 
years following 1886 was made possible by the act of August 4, 1886, 
which provided for the issue of silver certificates in denominations of 
one, two, and five dollars, Since that time silver certificates of these 
denominations, as will a r from an examination of the table I have 
referred to, have taken the place of national-bank notes and legal-ten- 
der notes of like denominations. It is evident from the comparatively 
small amount of uncovered silver dollars now held in the Treasury that 
in the future the issue of certificates for notes based on silver coin or 
bullion can not exceed the current purchases of silver. 

As I have already stated, the advocates of an issue of paper notes 
based upon unlimited silver purchases base their arguments upon the 
theory that we aresuffering from an insuflicient and contracting volume 
of money. To prove the inadequacy of our currency, statements have 
been submitted showing the per capita amount of money in cirenlation 
at varions periods in the United States in comparison with that in 
France and other nations. Iam not willing to admit that the relative 
prosperity of nations can be ascertained by such an elementary proc- 
ess as by a comparison of their per capita circulation. Differences 
in methods of doing business, in habits of hoarding, in the use of 
various forms of credit and of banking facilities, and many other 
disparities in condition, affect the question of the quantity of money 
required by different nationsor by the same people at different periods. 
Statistics of the amount of money in circulation in any country must 
necessarily be defective. An estimate submitted to the monetary con- 
gress held in Paris last year gives the per capita circulation in the year 
1889 of the leading nations as follows: 

France, $41.12; Belgium, $28.23; Holland, $26.48; Great Britain, 
$18.87; Germany, $17.44; Austria, $7.92. 

This table, in my opinion, simply illustrates differences in the habits 
of the people of the countries referred to. If the average of the circu- 
lation of these states should be held to furnish a conclusive rule for 
our guidance, the circulation of the United States ($25 per capita) must 
be excessive. 

I understood the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNES] in his speech 
opening the discussion upon the pending bill to state that the amount 
per capita of circulation in any country was not of itself of special 
consequence, that is, whether it was $1 or $50, but that it was of vital 
importance, the volume having once been properly established and 
other conditions remaining unchanged, that it should not be permitted 
to diminish, but rather that it should increase pari passu with the en- 
larged demands arising from the growth of population and business. 

If we assume this theory to be correct, for the p of ascertaining 
the relative sufficiency of the money of the United States, at various 
periods, I submit a table (see Exhibit E) prepared by the Treasurer, 
showing the various kinds of paper money and coin in circulation at 
stated times during the period from 1878 to the present time, and the 
amount of per capita circulation, taking the estimate of population by 
the Bureau of Statistics asa basis for computation. This table shows 
a total per capita paper money of all kinds in circulation on June 30 of 
each year, as follows: 

In 1886, $13.57; 1887, $13.71; 1888, $13.92; 1889, $13.94; March 31, 
1890, $14.42. 

If we exclude from this calculation gold certificates, which are not in 
general circulation, we have the following result: 

In 1886, $12.26; 1887, $12.21; 1888, $12.02; 1889, $12.10; March 31, 
1890, $12.37. 

In the preparation of this table and the one heretofore submitted, I 
have taken the period commencing in 1878 for the comparison partly 
because the data available since that time are much more reliable, and 
partly owing to the fact that the money in circulation prior to that 
time was largely composed of depreciated paper. A careful examina- 
tion of these two statements discloses a remarkably constant relation 
between population and volume of money in circulation in the United 
States for the whole period. If it should be admitted that this volume 
war sufficient at any time to answer the demands of our people, 
it is difficult to resist the conclusion that the amount must have been 
at all other times very nearly sufficient for that purpose. The only 

iminishing element, as I have already stated, has been the national- 
bank notes. 

Had there been no forced contraction in the volume of these notes we 
should have had on the 3ist of March last a per capita paper money, in- 
cluding gold certificates and excluding the amount held by the Treas- 
ury, of $16.33; excluding gold certificates $14.28; and an aggregate of 
paper and coin, including standard silver dollars, of nearly $25 per cap- 
ita, which latter sum is a much larger per capita amount than has been 
in circulation in this country at any time within its history, not ex- 
cepting the periods of be inflation during the war. 

It has been repeatedly stated by Senators during this discussion that 
the reports of the Treasury Department in regard to the amount of 
money actually in circulation are incorrect and misleading, and that a 

proportion of the sums reported as in monetary use were withheld 
from vireulation, and largely by thenational banks. In thetables which 
I have submitted the amounts of all coin and notes held in the Treas- 
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culation represent the amount of money in actual use outside of the 
Treasury. The portions of these ive sums held by national banks 
at the various periods from 1870 to 1889 are shown by the following 
table prepared by the Comptroller of the Currency: 


Statement of the amounts of gold certificates, silver certificates, legal-tender 
notes, and national-bank notes held by the national banks, as shown by 
re reports of condition, at the dates named, for the years 1880 to 1889, 
inclusive. 


June 11, 1880. 


2.076 $495, 400 804, 470,717 821, 908, 193 898. 313, 870 
June 30. 1881 2,115 945,590 | 58,723,713 | 21,631, 923 88,443,728 
2.239 854, 040 | 64, 019. 518 21° 405,758 | 90,719; 716 
2.417 121, 130 78. 832, 458 20. 278, 856 |130, 025, 034 
2.025 861, 000 | 76,917; 212 | 23, 886, 695 |129, 802, 017 
2.089 139, 070 | 79,701; 852 | 23, 465, 388 |181, 122, 730 
2.809 812,290 | 70,656,788 | 25, 129, 938 |139, 015, 446 
3.014 535, 479 | 74,477, 342 | 22, 962, 737 |155, 250, 498 
3.120 094.851 | 81,995; 643 | 21,343, 405 |179, 195, 832 
3,239 452,057 | 97,456, 832 | 24.761; 487 204, 189, 166 


It should be borne in mind that the sums held forthis purpose are 
doing as effective service as money as if actually held in the pockets 
of the people. 

It will be noticed that while the aggregate money cireulation of the 
United States increased from 1878 to 1890 to the extent of $618,000,- 
000, the currency holdings of national banks have increased but $109, - 
000,000, Treasury statements donot, of course, take into account the 
amount of money destroyed from time to time by fire or other casual- 
ties, but careful investigation has shown that the amount of currency 
lost in this way is not considerable in amount and would not affect the 
substantial accuracy of the statistical statements I have submitted. 

If we assume, in view of the continued retirement of the national- 
bank notes, that the natural growth of the business of the country will 
require an addition to our circulating medium equal to the average is- 
sue of silver certificates during the past four years, say about $50,000,- 
000 per annum, the problem which we have in “lee is to decide the 
character of the notes to be issued. 

If, as I infer, the policy is to be maintained of restricting the money 
of the United States to purely national issues, it is important that these 
issues should be invested with all the attributes which universal ex- 
perience has shown to be necessary for stability and security. It is 
our duty to supply the country with a currency which is not only ad- 
equate in volume but every portion of which can be maintained at an 
equivalence in value with every other portion. If it is to be of paper, 
and this is evidently to be the money of the future, if should always 
be exchangeable with and convertible into coin of full value, acknowl- 
edged by the commercial world as money, and there should be no room 
to doubt its ultimate security. With the tendency in modern times to 
make the money metals the basis of circulating notes rather than the 
actual medium of exchange in transactions and with the conditions 
which surround modern business, I believe that coin certificates or Treas- 
ury notes based upon deposits of bullion of equal value constitute an 
ideal money. 

From the nature of things it is impossible to secure a currency of per- 
fectly stable purchasing power, but for obvious reasons every legitimate 
means should be taken to lessen the extent and rapidity of fluctuations. 
The dislocation of parity between the metals has interrupted the auto- 
matic flow of silver from country to country to answer changing condi- 
tions. Whilesilver remains in its present abnormal condition the healthy 
enlargement of our currency, upon which so much depends, should not 
be left to the accidental or speculative condition of the silver-bullion 
market or to the varying output of silver mines, but should at all times 
be kept under control by providing for additions to the volume of our 
money in definite amounts at stated periods. 

I believe that all these requirements of a sound currency are fully 
met in the issue provided for in the pill reported from the Committee 


on Finance, 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire of the Senator in making 
up his account how much gold is estimated to be in circulation out- 
side of the Treasury? 


Mr. ALDRICH. I have the table here, and the Senator can exam- . 


ine it. 

Mr. STEWART. My recollection is that it is $375,000,000. Every- 
body knows that that is not the case. There can not be $375,000,000 
of gold in circulation among the people. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amount stated is 5376, 000, 000. 

Mr. STEWART. There can not be $376,000,000 of gold in actual 
circulation among the people. That is animpossibility. It is false on 
the face of it. There is possibly in circulation among the le out- 
side of the banks and the Pacific coast $10,000,000 or $15, „and 
if you will ransack the country you will not find $50,000,000 in addi- 
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tion. That is a most ss, Fae statement. By putting in statements | paper money only, and I so stated at the time, and I did not take into 

of that kind, if you are allowed to draw on the imagination and not | consideration the amount of gold. 

on the facts, you can keep on and increase the circulation as much as Mr. STEWART. The Senator, then, has made no estimate of the coin? 

you have a mind to. Mr, ALDRICH. No, except in the general statement which I read 
Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me, I will say that the | last. All the other statements about the amount of circulation were 

statements I have made in regard to the amount of currency referred to | confined exclusively to paper money outside of the Treasury. 


Exnursir A. 


Comparative statement of the production of silver in the United States, by John J. Valentine and by the Bureau of the Mint, for the calendar years 1873-1889, inclusive, 
. given in fine ounces and commercial and coining values. r, 


| Mr. Valentine’s estimate. Estimate by the Bureau of the Mint. Avea 
Calendar years. Í — —— price per 

Silver, fine Commercial Coining Silver, fine Commercial] Coinin une 

ounces, value. value. ounces. value. value. ounce. 
12S EEA 3 21,257,000 | $27,483,302 | $27,483,000 27, (50, 000 $35,750,000 | $35,750,000} 1. 208 
4.. 23, 239, 000 29, 699, 122 30, 000 28, 849, 000 36, 869, 000 37, 800, 000 1. 278 
25, 390, 000 31,835, 239 22, 827,000 24,518, 000 30, 549, 000 31, 700, 000 1,246 
83,990,000 | 39,292,924 | 43,947,000 | 30,009,000 | 34, 690,000 800, 000 1.156 
38,173,000 | 45,846,109 | 49,355,000 | 30,783,000 | 36,970,000 | 39, 800,000 1.201 
32,333,000 | 37,248,137 | 41,804,000 | 34,960,000 40, 270,000 45, 200, 000 1.152 
82, 977, 000 87, 082, 857 42, 637, 000 31, 550, 000 35, 430, 000 40, 800, 000 1.123 
33,217,000 | 28,033,055 | 42,947,000 30, 320, 000 34,720,000 | 39, 200, 000 1.145 
37,775,000 42, 987, 613 48, 840, 000 33, 260, 000 37, 850, 000 43, 000, 000 1. 138 
42, 371,000 48, 133, 039 54, 783, 000 36, 200, 000 41, 120, 000 46, 800, 000 1,136 
84,716, 000 42, 975, 101 50, 057,000 35, 730, 000 39, 660, 000 46, 200, 000 1.110 
39, 110, 000 43, 529, 925 50, 566, 000 37, 800, 000 42,070, 000 48, 800, 000 1.113 
41,780,000 | 44,516,599 | 54,000,000 | 39,910,000 | 42,500,000 | 51. 600, 000 1. 065 
52,137,000 | 52,136,851 | 67,409,260 34. 440, 00% 39,280,000 | 51, C00. 000 0. 995 
51, 861,000 50, 833, 884 67, 053, 000 41, 268, 000 40, 450, 000 53,357,000 | 0. 978 
56, 545,000 53, 152, 747 73. 109, 801 45, 780, 000 43, 020, 000 59, 195, 000 0.940 
serous 69, 314, 000 64, 808, 637 89, 618, 000 50, 000, 000 46, 750, 000 64, 746, 000 0. 935 

BUREAU OF THE Mint, June 13, 1890. 
E. O. LEECH, Director of the Mint. 
Exurerr B. 
be Statement of the product of silver in the Republic of Mexico, revised and corrected from 1877 to 1889. Values upon mintage basis, 


Exner C. 


Statement showing the total amount outstanding of each denomination of United States noles. 
ench fiscal 3 1878 to 1885, and "thereaft 
fire; also the aggregate amount of 


gold certificates, silver cert and national-bank notes at the close of 
er to December 31, 1889, including $1,000,000 of unknown denominations of United States notes destroyed in Chicago 
kind of money named held in the Treasury of the United States and the net amo unt in circulation. 


National- 
Denomination. bank notes. Total. 
Fiscal year 1878: 

1 ig RE AERE, AEE BS $4, 059, 836 $24, 989, 710 

2, 820, 132 +731, 
93, 908, 525 148, 578, 082 
104, 097, 270 169, 772, 134 
6s, 632, 220 131, 335, 103 
21,704, 900 48, 900, 830 
28, 300, 600 61, 442, 970 
1,097, 000 * 35, 265, 500 
305, 000 40, 978, 500 
aoe 5, 400, 000 

. i 28, 400, 
37, 681, 016 324, 925, 483 | 718, 823, 909 
Amount destroyed ED ö 1.000, 000 
Amount in Treasury. . 5 15, 775,121 12, 789, 923 | 49, 489, 884 
312,135,560 | 608, 334,025 
ee 


Amount destroyed... 


Amount in Treasury 
Net amount in cireulatio® 646, 466, 675 
23, 019, 354 
238, 
166, 010, 823 
i 190, 645, 131 
. SL Wt 72,143, 207 : 149, 107, 627 


* Less certificates of deposit, act June 8, 1872, outstanding. 


Amount destroyed 
Amount in Treasury. 


Net amount in eireulation. . . . . .. . . .. . . ... . ever eee 5 
Fiscal year 1831: 
V's... 22, 
22, 
69, 
76, 
72, 
23, 
32, 


— — 
RS. 


347, 681, 016 


1, 000 
#18, 904,092 


328, 126, 924 


SEERE 


oS 


ERRISE 


g 


— 
. 


> BES: 
8355 
888888888 


347, 681, 016 


Amott destroyed. 
Amount in Treasury. 


Net amount in circulation... 
Fiscal year 1883: 2 
V's. 


*21, 425, 589 8. 


Amount destroyed 
Amount in Treasury... 


Nei amam menen w 72, 620, 686 | 347, 852, 346 803, 522, 579 
—— S I 


Fiscal year 1884: 
T’s. 


BS SBB 
BEEE 
888888 


Amount destroyed „ 
Amount in Treasury .. 24, 464, 680 | 8, 809, 991 88, 514, 493 
Net amount in Girculation.......ccsecsssvssesesernsensscerennecennnssetsveeseepanensascees r 96,427,011 | 329, 879,310 $16, 140,175 
455, 357 25, 407,419 
250, 976 23.546.045 
81,172,315 | 157.170. 120 
104, 951. 221. 238, 403 
75, 721, 280 195, 203, 093 
21,261,200 62, 818, 980 
32, 155, 600 84,534, 440 
712, 000 40, 371, 500 
172,000 60, 943,500 
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Exursrr C—Continued. 
25 i —— United Sintes | Gold centit- | stver cortine | ge r. 


Amonui destroyed. 1. 000, 000 
Amount in Treasury 77,872, 200 
Net amount in eireulation. .... .. ee stetenesbsseeenseteet. 866, 386, 220 


Quarter e September 30, 1885: 
8 


23, 707, 
24, 004,748 
162, 367, 
223, 166, 347 
196, 620, 891 
62, 105, 480 
84, 233, 410 
S 32, 197,000 
1. 0008 ... 50, 023, 500 
5.00078 14, 575, 000 
56, 780, 000 
929, 781, 262 
1. 000, 000 
88. 112, 970 
enma 
23 809711 
172, 935, 576 
226, 504, 395 
198, 240, 407 
2 50 1 
29; 836, 000 
44,522, 500 
14, 400, 000 
56, 420, 000 
124, 343,776 816, 507, 445 928, 242, 317 
Amount destroyed.. eas C TTT 1. 000, 000 
amine ñĩ?ĩéPc% d e un 34, 350, 479 3i, 164,311 ‘5, 347, 707 98, 803, 757 
Net amount in circvlation...cccscnescseeressesesesesseuseesenseessseeneves 3 318,739,816 | 108, 259, 001 93,179,465 | 311,159, 678 828, 438, 560 
— — b —ͤ— 
Quarter piane March 31, 1887 : 8 
20. 
80. 
855 
2, 
31, 
12, 
27, 
10,000 65, 980, 000 fo... ioes vsscorqscnne] onecesoscese sososs acoso.) 55, 990, 000 
„ r -> | 347,681,016 137, 573, 570 122, 532, 996 315, 147, 342 922, 934, 924 
Amount destroyed. .. bu 2 AA 1. 000. 000 . . r +000, 
Amount in Treasury ecceceeeenee eee | 112, 890,189 
Net amount in circulation: s . osse esgosa vépe edges sdecsecnnpes J 809, 044. 735 
Fiscal Ir sating Junė 30, 1886: j | 
a ů p ͤ — —hu—‚n. ͤ—— 18, 022, 404 
re. eee 18, 425, 166 
5's. 168, 912, 399 
10's. 418,228 
Ws. 184, 979, 317 
50˙8. 59, 660, 160 
10078. „277, 
5008 28, 144,500 
1.00078. 57, 881, 
5.600078. 13, 880, 000 
10.0078. 54, 720. 
‘Total | a, 131, 174, 245 308, 488, 25 903, 821, 194 
‘Amount destroyed... De R 1,000, 000 
Amount in Treasury .... 22. 317 55, 429, 870 27, 861, 450 4, O34, 416 109, 894, 053 
eee, r ceanevpscdsonpseazues | 323, 812, 699 702. 427, 141 
Quarter 8 September 30, 1886: | 
I's 25 15, 359, 236 16, 143, 282 
16, 042, 322 |. 16, 261, 230 
„059 175, 424, 544 
„880, 181 |... 220, 517, 442 
55,583, 703 182, 879, 621 
22, 020, 895 56, 300, 585 
29, 812,120 | 76, 568, 650 
11, 353,000 | 25, 757, 500 
37,125,500 | 56, 689, 500 
60,000 | ovo 18, 585, 000 
— 10, 000 | — 53,920, 000 
Total. . e —— „ ——ůů besos] | 347, 681,016 | 125, 346, 127 | 117, 943. 102 308, 077, 059 894, O47, 304 


"+ Leas certificates of deposit, act June A 1872, outstanding. 
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Exumrr C—Continued, < 


United States | Gold certifi- | Silver certifi- 
notes, cates. cates 


Denomination. 


Amount in Treasury 5 A eee one. *36,519, 081 $40, 654, 320 $22, 555, 990 $2, 104, 764 101, 834, 155 


Fre et 06 anjara assosta 5 
Quarter ending December 31, 1886: 


— ebersesee see ue 


18 


SER 
3 
888888 


893,516,549 
ess: 
Amount destroyed. 1. 000. 
Amount in Treasury 61, 005, 897 


347,681,016 


1,000, 000 
Jo $21,159,987 |. 6, 212, $49 
325,521,079 | 94,046.01 131,930,459 | 284, 366, 945 | 835, 864,524 
ZE SSS ESS mem’, 


Fiscal yost ending June 30, 1887: 
s. 


E 


————— 


BEBE Rom 
2888325 
888883322 


o 
RE 
8 


8 


—ͤjp— 1 ( — 2 . 2 


Amount destroyed 
Amount in Treasury 


Net amount in eireulation seu. 32322000 ĩͤ teat Se OY, 215) i 


Amount destroyed seisis seere = 
Amount in Treasury 


Net amount in circulation . . . . . . eee „ 329, 070, 804 | 


BR 


BawBNABa 
358285 


BR 


7,681, 016 | 


1,000,000 |... 
*15, 424,425 | 


Net amount in eirculation . . . . trinaa anan 331, 256, 591 | 
K * Less certificates of deposit, act June 8, 1872, outstanding. 
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Exntnrr C—Continued. 


Denomination. 


Quarter 8 March 31, 1888: 


— $5, 869, $391, 210 505, 439 
5 5 

87, 391. 84, 846, 870 245, 649, 732 

79, 358, 61, 410, 800 200, 601, 145 

21,506, 14, 961, 550 51, 875, 045 

29, 321, 23, 921, 800 250 

7, 672, 277, 500 500 

338, 65,000 500 


Ämouñt destroyed 
Amount in Treasury. 


8 
5 


5588888 
858586249; 


EBSENAERAB 
88883882883 


8 
3 
3| 


Total. 


Amount destroyed. 
Amount in Treasury. 


n e A A 


92 
28 


* 


2 
f- 
8 


SREEBSESSR 
8883 
8888838888 


8888885 


25 
88828888882 88 


EB 


sue 


Amount destroyed... 
Amount in Treasury 


— 
Net amount in circulation, . .. 00000 315, 805, 156 | 912, 375, 109 
Quarter ending March 31, 1889: * 
nk Mets 3, 965, 661 31. 485, 950 
r 3, 627, 104 22, 994, 280 
64, 287, 985 204, 958, 888 
87, 130, 264 244, 900, 828 
90, 660, 952 198, 317, 018 
~ 22, 992, 500 48, 221, 460 
33, 126, 550 68, 634, 970 
12, 826, 000 24, 880, 500 
29, 019, 000 52, 277,500 
35, 000 33, 810, 000 
10,000 54, 640, 000 
8 347,681,016 | 980, 121,394 
Amount destroyed 1.000, 000 
Amount in Treasury.. 59, 451, 859 
Naüameitindtegn r ðͤ aanas ops bosena ss pS 919, 669, 535 
Fiscal year ending June 39, 1889; 
WD A EEAS R E ees S me $31, 999, 819 
a 237, 189, 562 pey 521 
~ = 436, 242, 112, 646 
EA ER E E A E OTR $10, 979, 102 233, 190,735, 


* Less certificates of deposit, act June 8, 1872, outstanding. 
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Exursir C—Continued. 


United States | Gold certifi- | Silver certifi- | National- 
Denomination. notes. cates, notes. Total. 


Fiscal Br ending June 30, 1889—Continued. 
8. — 


$24, 242, 415 
34, 808, 820 
8 85 
25,000 
10,000 
347, 681, 016 
N See oedcosnes sie consescvesicccencessecuesse ve ceeundeteenecbepecenoonan’ 1, 000, 000 |. 
Amount in destroyer „ „ — e — 29, 601, 085 
Net amount in circulation . . ever. 3 Sido esecssesbpvoasecesesosencoes 317, 079, 931 
3,521,479 33, 467, 561 
3, 142, 066 24, 625, 194 
55, 322, 038 210, 847, 044 
90, 961, 508 249, 084, 840 
98, 267, 870 191, 275, 716 
23,007,315 45, 641, 975 
33, 646, 740 66, 093, 760 
14, 920, 000 26, 223, 500 
24, 847, 000 49, 871,500 
35, 000 37,530, 000 
10, 000 „810, 000 
347, 681, 016 990, 470,590 


‘Amount destroyed.. 1,000,000 |... 5 
Amount in ‘Treasury 21. 170, 258 21.008.887 
Net amount in circulation . „ „ — —— . —— 116, 675, 349 | 276, 619, 715 199, 658, 984 918, 464, 756 
O OOOO OE eee 

Quarter Fes December 31, 1889: 

— KATET 374, 230 34, 597, 212 
187, 570 25, 253, 988 
55,436, 205 212, 464, 121 
63, 556, 350 255, 316, 084 
48, 087, 120 192, 429, 554 
10, 904, 750 46,509, 340 
18, 256, 400 64, 330, 470 
2 gga 
— oeses 000 
52,500; 000 
( A (( 984, 247,169 
Amount destroyed eee HERRN 1,000, 000 
Amount in Treasury. . eee eee eee eee 2.252.906 4,500, 355 44,743, 346 
Net amount in circulation. . .. 192, 561,770 938, 508, 823 


Less certificates of deposit, act June 8, 1872, outstanding. 


Exursir D. 


Statement showing the coin circulation of the United States, the amount in the sae nee Base. United States, and the net amount in circulation at the end of each fiscal 
vear from 1878 to 1885, and quarterly 


eafter to December 31, 1889. 


Gold, includ- 


ing bullion, in 

United States Total. 
$301, 247, 884 
150, 380, 587 
_ 150,867,347 
———— 
General stock... 5 245, 741,837 363, 268, 178 
Less amount in Treasury, “coin ‘and buliion oe 135, 236, 475 33, 239, 917 177, 879, 793 

Net amount in circulation. .. . .. secs sees — ososi V 110. 505, 362 8.038. 439 | 439 


0 | 351, 841,206 
Less amount in Treasury, coin and bulli j 126, 145. 427 2 808 oI 


Net amount in circulation Be. 225, 695,779 "235, 695,779 | 20, 110, 557 — 90,110,587 | 


— 478.484. 538 95, 297, 083 
Less amount in Treasury, coin and bullion... . 168171; 661 65, 954, 671 


eee, y d BIS; SIR: OTT 29, 342, 412 | 
Less amount in Treasury, coin and bullio 


Net amount in circulation... 


32, 403,820 | 52,379, 950 | 443, 035, 095 


Fiscal year 1883: | 
General stock . piat 152, 047, 685 80, 960, 300 775, 740, 048 
Less amount in Treasury, coin and bullion... 116, 396, 235 | 28, 436, 001 342, 960, 804 
Net amount in circulation . . . . —— — . — — wesecosee —— . ——.— 2344. 653, 495 35, 651, 450 | 52, 474, 299 | 432, 779, 244 
— — — — — m 


—————j— 4 72 


Fiscal year 1885: 
General stock... 
Less amount in “Treasury, coin ANA buliion. . ——.—. Accents’ 
Net amount in circulation... .... .. ...... ... ..... . . . . . . 2 S 
uarter onor De September 30, 1885 : 
bs General stock. . ..- ve 
Less amount in’ ‘Treasury, “coin and bullion. 
Net amount in circulation............. thes 
Quarter ending December 31, 1885 
Less amount in Treasu 
Net amount in elreulation .. . . .. E ELEDA EA — TENNE m 


uarter ending March 31, 1880: 
S General 8 


Net amount in circulation. ..... ... . . . . ..... .. 7 „„ 
* ending 8 30, 1886: 
tae amount ie ‘Treasury, o coin and t Bullion. sses AA SP RRR SAAN NEE 
Net amount in eirculation . u. eatin ae = Ne F 365, 925, 146 | 60, 018, 693 48, 218, 082 474, 231, 921 
r ending December 31, yeast $ 
General stock . . 641, 626, 649 254, 421, 187 75,174, 657 971, 222, 493 
Less amount in Treasury, 268, 927, 818 198, 445, 615 25, 660, 935 487,534, 368 
Net amount in ciroulation . . . . 8 SETETE e 61,175,572 49, 413,722 483, 688, 125 
== - Å 
Quarter ending March 31, 1887: 
OT a A SAE A ef reas OY 78,128,324 991, 534, 200 
Less amountin ‘Treasury, coin and bullion soss — — . — — 26, 601, 614 $ 
Net amount in Giromlatlon..,...,<, . e . Socovos eucesacesiare 48,526,710 478, 634, 990 
Fiscal year 1887 : ae 
75, 547, 799 1,007, 513, 901 
221, 897, 26, 963, 934 526, 840, 634 
Net amount in circulation.. 48,583, 865 480, 673, 267 
. —— 
Quarter ending September 30. 1887: 
General stock. . . . 2 ͤͤK ». K 285, 664, 75, 398, 925 1, 042, 856, 674 
Less amount in Treasury, coin and builion.............. Deen RRL BAUS 291, 150, 814 224, 919, 612 24, 929, 363 540, 999, 789 
Nena ñð ß ꝗxꝗqꝗd]]J podmorpborcneesccoic SE T 390, 642, 706 60, 744, 617 | 50, 409, 562 501, 856, 885 
S — — — — -e SS 
Quarter ending December 31, 1887: ` 
General stock — 203, 257, 224 76, 295, 886 1, O74, 256, 440 
Less amountin ‘Treasury, coin and bullion.. 228, 879, 405 24, 827,529 549, 121 
Net amount in circulation............ eee c weston! wide voPeacor * 64,377, 819 51, 968,357 


Quarter ending March 31, 1888: 
Generel eine — 


Less amount in Treasury, “coin ‘and buillion... 


301,480, 765 76, 333, 888 
242, 062, 250 25, 566, 280 


Net amount in ciroulation.........seceseceesessseseseesseenseseeeseeseresssen anenes ä 59,413, 515 50, 767, 608 


Fiscal year 1888: 
General stock s 310, 1 5, 459 76, 406, 376 1, 092, 391, 690 
Less amount in Treasury, coin and bullion sses. eee 254, 6), 063 26, O44, 061 595, 387, 946 
Net amount in cireulation 3 ä ——— . — . — 55, 527, 396 50, 362,315 | 497, 003, 744 


Quarter ending September 30, 1888: 
General stock 


S 76, 759, 671 1, 103, 977, 504 

Less amount in Treasury, 24, 738, 696 615, 727, 368 

Net amount in circulation.......... . — — sdpane „ 47, 250, 196 
Quarter ending December 31, 1888: 

General eens 589 

Less amount in Tr ‘Treasury, coin and bullion... 265, 272, 106 613, 701, 231 

Net amount in elreulation . .be ee eee eee 3 493, 918, 358 


Quarter ending March 31, 1889: 
General stock... 
Less amount in Treasury, in ani uiiter 


Net amount in circulation.. . ...... . . 


1. 116, 299, 619 
629, 709, 788 


* Trade-doliars (6,000,000) deducted. 


1890 ö CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 6027 


Exursir D—Continued, 


Standard sil. 
ver dollars, 
includin 


Gold, includ- 


Fractional Total 
silver bullion, | silver coin. z 
Treason. in United States 
‘Treasury. 
| year 1889: y 
9 T he a 1,100, 612, 434 
Less amount in’ Treasury, coin and bullion.. a 25, 124, 672 618, 196, 403 
Net amount in circulation . . . esse, „ 51, 477, 164 482, 416, 031 
uarter ending September 30, 1889: 
9 pies re 681, 819, 487 76,796,193 | 1. 110, 440, 159 
Less amount in Treasury, coin and bullion... 305, 871, 772 23, 864, 841 624, 006, 992 
Net amount in circulation. . . testete nesses tees 375, 947, 715 52,981, 352 486, 433, 167 
Quarter ending December 31,1889; 
General stock 


689, 524, 863 

5 313, 818, 941 
i 575,705,922 | 

Exurisir E. 


Stat t showing the ulation of the United States, the general stock of money, the amount in the Treasury, the net amount in circulation, and the average amount per 
are eae capita at the end of each fiscal year from 1878 to 1889, and to March 31, 1890, 


Less amount in ‘Treasury, coin and bullion.. 
Net amount in oiroulation . . ..... 


Money circulation of the United States. > Net silver 
- Net gold dollars 
coin and (including 
ullion) | bullion) 
Popula- 7 in United in United 
tion as per United States notes, States States 
esti Pape: Coin. te. national-bank Treasury 
of the | United States notes, | Gold and a: in- | Paperand coin, includ- | notes, and silver cer- after 
Bureau of national-bank — bullion, in tificates, deducting 
Statistics. | notes, gold and silver in United 88 United States silver 
rtificates, Treas ury. certificates 
in circu- 
lation. 
Year en June 30, 1878: Amount, |Per cay Amount. Per 
General N 1 r, 595, 000 8717. 823, 909 . 019, 071, 793 $14, 664, 938 
Less gsi ‘in freas- 
ury——..———ünĩB.—.—.— „49, 884 150, 380, 537 . — De 
Net amount In eireoulation ... — 668, 334, 025 
696 | 14.20 | 363,268,178 32,752, 437 


177,379,793 


ee 


13. 23 


Year ending June 30, 1880: 


710, 969, 423 | n 500, 363, 884 14.01 | 118,181,527 | 43,760,282 
82,501, 210 . 200, 045, 760 


13.52 | 300,318,124 


— — 653, 868, 682 12.71 1. 412, 117, 547 157, 412, 41 26, S43, 942 


35, 929, 675 E 286. 374,029 |....sssssceseeeee 292, 308, TOL . sosnscnmnaos.. | MORS 
14.04 397, 494, 653 | 7.72 | 1, 119, 813, 863 | 78 7 8 


r 


Year ending June 30, 1882: 


General stock . . . 148, 477,870 | 35,878, 634 
Less amount in Lhe 
CT AO E „301. | 266, 80. 744. 2306, 241, 300 . .] 39, 288, 458 . .. .. 


Net amount in circulation . 


14.32 


775, 740,048 1, 649, 485, 943 x +367, 14.61 198 775,549 
“Yess amount in re 1 i i e ss 


Ury ..... 


16, 28 | 801, 668, 939 


89,514,498 f 274, O88, 728 .. 


Year e June 30, 1854: 
General . 55,554,000 | 904, 654, 668 
Less amount tin reas- | 
ury.. 2 


Net amount incireulation .. .| $16,140,175 | 14.60 426.978, 211 | 
Year ending June 30, 1885: / : an 
General stock . ... 57,093,000 813. 758. 420 16.53 | 872,175,823 15, 28 | 1,815, 934, 243 31.81 803, 435, 280 14, 07 | 120,298,895 | 67,921,051 
Less amount in Treas- | i | 
EAT | 77,372,200 — | 447, 717, ORL | 47.717, 821 . —— 525,089, 721 .. 63,778, 790 


Net amount in circulation: 8 -| 556, 336, 220 


22.61 | 730, 656, 490 


30.90 | 771,146, 949 13.20 | 156,510,511 | 96, 407, 058 


35.38 | 424,458 902 | — — | 


General stock - A = ea oso | 15.44 | 903, 027, 304 
| 109, 894, 053 .... 448.988.116 oin 8 
A 5 457, 062, 188 | 

——S 
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Exuterr E—Continued, 


4 Money circulation of the United States. 
Popula- 
tion as per 
estimates 
of the 
Bureau of national-bank 
Statistics. | notes, gold and silver in United States Uni 
certificates. Treasury. 


Amount. |Percapita,| Amount, Per 


Year ending June 30, 1887: | 
, 604, 496 $14, 62 81,007,513, 901 


General stock . . . ... $61, 031, 000 
Less amount in Treas- | 
eee 


Net amount in circulation).. 


Year ending June 30, 1888: 
General stock . . ... 62,768,000 | 970,375,579 15.46 1, 092, 391, 690 
Less amount in Treas- 
r o 96, 277, 601 [.. . .. 595, 387, 940 
Netamount in eiremation ) 874,097,978 | 13. | 497,008,744 | 
e 
Year ending June 30, 1889: 
General stock 64.554, 000 | 974,532, 040 15. 10 1, 100, 612, 434 


Less amount 


e 76,842, 510 l. . 618, 196, 408 
Netamountin circulation . . 897, 989, 530 | 13.94 | 482,416,031 
Dp S E 
Quarter ending March 31, 
General stock . . s1». 990, 495, 962 15.00 |1, 141, 385, 524 
Less amount in 
eee CENTS PE 33, 878, 954 


Net umount in eireulation . 951, 617,008 | 14.42 | 485, 599, 116 


Mr. STEWART. The circulation is ory fap per capita and here we 
have an estimate of over $20 per capita, and to make that estimate they 
draw upon the imagination. Let it be known that there is not more 
than $16 or $18 per capita. Let that be known, and the people would 
understand it. 

Eighteen hundred and seventy-eight is not a fair starting point. In 
1865 the money in circulation outside of the Treasury was greater or 
fully equal to what it is to-day, according to the official statements, and 
we have had all this growth of population. The . of the coun- 
try was increased one-third i taking in the South since that time, 
and with the growth of population we have had for twenty-five years 
we have had no increase of circulation. 

Now I wish to call the attention of the Senate for one moment to the 
condition of the world on the gold standard. Dr. Soetbeer and others 
tell us that not more than $30,000,000 of the annual gold product of 
the world goes into coin; that the balance is used for other pops. 
That $30,000,000 is offset by the wear and loss of money, and will not 
more than keep on hand the present stock of gold. 

Can this country prosper with no increase of standard money? for 
that is what the gold standard means, There must be growth of pop- 
ulation, there must be growth of business, or there must be stagnation 
and ruin, and there must be an increase of standard money or civiliza- 
tion must cease to be developed. 

Now, we are told that this country is in a better condition than In- 
dia. Weare pointed to India and warned to avoid the condition in 
which India is found. Is India’s condition any worse on account of 
her silver standard? On the contrary, since silver was demonetized 
in Western Europe and in America it is admitted that the condition of 
India has been much improved and the condition of the people of the 
United States has been made much worse. 

Let me state just one little fact in connection with that. In 1880 
the United States furnished over 69 per cent. of the wheat that was 
contributed to supply Europe from Russia, India, the Argentine Re- 
public, and the Australian colonies, and the Australian colonies fur- 
nished 13,000,000 bushels that year. In 1889 the United States fur- 
nished less that 23 per cent. and the Australian colonies furnished 
only 4,500,000 bushels. This shows that the gold-standard countries 
were compelled to cease their exports of wheat while the silver-standard 
countries and those under suspension, those that had cheap money, 
supplied the European market. Now, who has gained by it? 

we could be substituted to the position of India in the way of 
our exports, getting a good price for our wheat, getting a good price 
for our cotton—if we could have that done to us by silver, it would 
not be so great a calamity. 

The demonetization of silver has reduced the price of wheat and 
cotton 33} per cent. in the European market. The farm products of 
the United States have been sold in the European market to buy gold. 
The gold that we have in this country has been bought by the sacri- 
fice of our products. We haveaccumulated gold at the expense of the 


Paper. Coin. A 5 
United States notes, Gold and silver, in- Paper and coin, inelud- notes, and silver cer- 
cluding bullion, ing bullion, in tificates, 
States Treas- 


56, 062, 85 . .... .. 526, 840, 684 


7.87 | 1,817,214,8¢8 | 21.58 | 745,316,164 2.21 


655, 780, 408 .—.—. GHA, G65, 202 senes 14, 264. 744 J.. . 
7.25 1 1 194 | 


United States notes, 
national-bank 


ury. 


ca ia: Amount. |Percapita,| Amount. Per capita, 
$16.51 81, 900, 118, 397 $31.13 771, 117, 679 $12, 63 8188, 754, 217 | $79,779, 028 


„582, 908, 529 .... . . . . 25, 801, 518 . . .. 


n 


17.40 | 2,062, 767,269 
3 691, 665, 547 


32, 86 | 828, 352, 429 
. 74, 141, 821 |... 


21. 81 | 754,210,608 | 12.0 
— — — — —üö— !t̃—:˙̃ ẽ 


13.19 | 194,817,452 | 54,251,687 


820, 483,488 | 12.71 
5 89, 286, 717 .. 
781. 190. 771 


186, 789, 188 32. 387, 349 


17.29 2, 131, 881, 486 830, 913, 673 12,59 | 185,287,715 | 22, 140, 487 


816, 678, 929 12.37 | 


farmer, at the ex of the producer, We did that on account of 
an iron law en pont that although we contracted to pay either 
gold or silver the Government would make us pay our debts in gold 
alone to satisfy the bondholders, 

To pay these obligations the farmers and the producers have sold 
their property at 40 per cent. discount to accumulate this gold, and it 
is proposed that it shall go on indefinitely. The supply of gold must 
inevitably diminish as time passes, The great gold-fiel are exhausted. 
It is not only contracts heretofore made which are affected, but con- 
tracts hereafter made on the gold basis will be constantly increased by 
continued contraction. The volume mustshrink; it is shrinking, and 
it must continue to shrink, and every debtor must pay more than he 
contracted to pay in all time in the future unlesssilver is remonetized. 

Shall it be remedied now or shall we by some device avoid the issue? 
Some of the remedies proposed are worse than nothing; and while I am 
on my feet I want to call attention to them. 

One of the remedies proposed is to set the Government of the United 
States dealing in bullion, as if that would help the farmer, as if that 
would increase the standard money of the world. It is proposed to 
deal in bullion, to buy bullion and sell it again. Let us see what 
would be the practical effect of the operation of buying bullion for the 
purpose of reselling it. 

The United States has been buying bullion since the passage of the 
act of 1878, For the last ten years the United States has never bought 
an ounce of silver bullion on the same day that European buyers were 
in the market. The Rothschilds and the Barings and one other firm 
buy in this country on India account. They never buy on the same 
day the Government buys. How they ascertain when the Govern- 
ment buys, so as to avoid competition, I do not know. It shows, how- 
ever, that there has been a pretty good understanding thus far to avoid 
raising the price of silver bullion by competition. 

Now, it is proposed that the United States shall buy four million 
and a half dollars’ worth ef silver bullion in one month and issue cer- 
tificates for it. 

Those certificates will be given out in large amounts to the persons 
who furnish the bullion. They will be in the market. Anybody can 
get them who wishes. It may be that they will be at a little premium. 
Four and a half millions of them are out the first month. It will be 
in the power of any person who wants cheap silver for Asia, on Asiatic 
account (and it is the duty of purchasing agents to get it as cheap as 
they can), to take thesesilver certificates and go to the Treasury and re- 
ceive silver bullion therefor at the market price. 

The House of Representatives has modified the original Windom 
plan so that it will require the consent of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Would not the Secretary of the Treasury be bound to consent? If this 
Secretary would not, is it not probable that some Secretary would? 
Would not a Secretary of the Treasury who believed in the sacred gold 
standard consent? Would he not believe that the emergency had come? 


Is there anything in the past record of the Secretaries of the Treasury 
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to make you think that he would not? Then the Secretary of the 
Treasury, anxious to be on a gold basis, acting conscientiously, would 
be sustained by all the gold monometallists in the country and would 
be willing to sell. The Rothschilds or whoever were purchasing on 
European account would be willing to buy. You would have the 
seller and the buyer in accord and the bullion would pass out. It 
would simply pass through the Treasury to European markets, or, in 
other words, all of the silver bullion in the country would be on the 
market at once. 

The present law is much better than the proposed law, because by 
the present law the Secretary of the Treasury is compelled to buy 
$2,000,000 worth per month and coin it. He can not give it out ex- 
cept that he gives it out in dollars at the coin value. 

Two million dollars’ worth is stopped and taken out of the market. 
That is all that stands between the people and the utter demonetiza- 
tion of silver. 

We have that much, and it has to be coined, which is an important 
thing. It is all that saves this country now from bankruptcy. With- 
out that there would be no currency on which to do business; there 
would be universal bankruptcy without that, That is the only guar- 
anty that there shall not be an utter famine of money; and shall we 
give that up for nothing? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 3 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.). 
The Chair calls the attention of the Senator from Nevada to the fact 
that it was agreed that at the hour of 3 o’clock debate on the pending 
question and amendments should be limited to five minutes, and once 
by each Senator. The Chair begs to state further that this is a unan- 
imous agreement which the Chair is without the power to enforce. 

Mr. STEWART. I did not intend to violate the agreement; but it 
has been suggested, as several Senators want to speak on the bill, that 
the time be extended. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ishould like very much before the rule is enforced 
to have the privilege of submitting some remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no power to enforce 
the understanding. 

Mr. REAGAN. Then I will ask unanimous consent that I may be 
allowed fifteen or twenty minutes before the rule is enforced. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire of the Chair whether so much of 
the unanimous agreement as limits the speaking to no more than once 
on a question is not already a rule of the Senate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That does not sype to the Chair 
to be involved in this consideration from the fact that the agreement 
was that the general debate should cease at 3 o’clock and that there- 
after debate should be limited to five minutes, each Senator to be per- 
mitted to speak once only upon any one question. 

Mr. STEWART. If the Chair will allow me, I will ask unanimous 
consent that the understanding may be had that the time for general 
debate to cease shall be at 30’clock on Monday. I want to occupy 
but a moment longer myself. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Nevada asks unan- 
imous consent that the agreement be modified so that general debate 
on the bill and amendments shall close at 3 o’clock on Monday next, 
and that thereafter debate shall be limited to five minutes, each Senator 
to be permitted to speak only once upon one question, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that on the House bill that came over since or 
the Senate bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is on the Senate bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that for the dispatch of business it would 
be better to have an agreement that the House bill as reported from 
the Committee on Finance be taken as a substitute for the Senate bill, 
so that we shall be acting on a bill that has already passed one House. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The chairman of the Finance Committee gave no- 
tice that he would move to substitute the House bill at the proper 
time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know; but if we come to an understanding and 
agreement that we shall proceed to vote on the Senate bill it would 
leave everybody free in the Senate to say, I did not agree to vote on 

the House bill.” 

Mr. STEWART. I will ERE k that suggestion and ask that the 
House bill take the place of the Senate bill and that the Senate bill 
lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the agreement also be extended, so that the 
Senate by consent agrees to consider the House bill instead of the 
Senate bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is it. 

a HARRIS. Then the House bill takes the place of the Senate 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill of the House will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 5381) directing the purchase of 
silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other 


purposes, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada asks 
unanimous consent that this bill may be substituted for and take the 
place of the bill now under consideration. ; 

Mr. STEWART. And that the Senate bill lie on the table. 


Mr. HARRIS. That the House bill may be consideted in lieu of 
the Senate bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is to say, that the Senate billis to pass into 
oblivion ? 

Mr. STEWART. It is to lie on the table. aN 

Mr. ALLISON. It is to lie on the table and the House bill is to be 
the bill under consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. The agreement is to be applied to the House bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The agreement which the Senator 
from Nevada asks is to apply to the House bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS, That is the understanding in the ordinary course. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, that is the understanding. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair, then, understands that Sen- 
ate bill 2350, with all the amendments pending, is to be considered as 
laid aside and placed upon the table, and that the debate and the subse- 
quent questions are to be taken upon the House bill, the title of which 
has been read by the Chief Clerk. Is there objection? 

. Mr, ALLISON and others. No objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. It 
is also the unanimous agreement, the Chair understands, that general 
debate is to close at 3 o’clock on Monday afternoon next. 

Mr. DANIEL, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia rise 
to speak to the understanding? 

Mr. DANIEL. I rose to address a question to the point the Chair 
was just announcing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hear the Senator 
from Virginia, 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not rise to address the Senate, but merely to a 
parliamentary inquiry. There are a number of amendments pending, 
as I understand, to the Senate bill that is now before the Senate. In 
the displacement of that bill, I presume, of course, that all those 
amendments would have to be reoffered to the House bill if it was de- 
sired to bring them before the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Necessarily. 

Mr. DANIEL. I want to call attention to that. 

Mr. STEWART. That is the case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Everybody is at liberty to offer any amendments 
he pleases, and there may be five minutes debate on amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The House bill will be before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On the report of the Committee on Finance? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon motion of any Senator after 
the amendments proposed by the Committee on Finance have been dis- 


of. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Chair understand that the arranzement 
for a vote on Monday interferes with the order of the Senate hitherto 
taken as to the business to be transacted on Saturday or is that to go 
on as usual? z 

Mr. STEWART. No, it will not interfere with the Calendar to- 
morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does vot affect the order for Saturdays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that noless 
otherwise ordered the session of to-morrow will be devoted to the con- 
sideration of the Calendar under Rule VIII. Is there objection to the 
agreement proposed? [‘‘None.’’] The Chair hears no objection, and 
it is so agreed. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 5381) directing the purchase of silver bullion and the issue 
of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President 

Mr. STEWART. I had not surrendered the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I was remarking in regard to the 
House bill now before the Senate, that the provision in it which it is 
proposed to strike out, what is commonly known as the bullion-redemp- 
tion feature, would be utterly destructive of any advanced legislation. 
It would be a virtual repeal of the law of 1878 and would leave us 
where we were under the law of 1873; that is, that would be the con- 
dition if the Secretary of the Treasury in his discretion should so de- 
termine, and that some Secretary would so determine is quite certain. 
The sentiment of the person who was a gold-standard man would neces- 
sarily thus determine. He would be sustained by those of his party, 
and that would be the end of silver. So, under no circumstances can 
any person who isin favor of a more extensive nse of silver, or who 
intends that silver ever shall be money, vote for that provision of the 


bill, in my opinion. I look upon it as utterly destructive of silver and 


as the demonetization of silver. 

I do not think that that is worth discussing. To tell us that the 
Secretary of the Treasury would not do it isfolly. Why authorize him 
by law to do it if you do not intend that he shall doit? Why puta 
vain thing in the statute if you do not intend to doit? The friends 
of silver look upon that as a device to demonetize silver, and nothing 
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would be so destructive, nothing would strike the country so disas- 
trously as any provision for a bullion redemption. We shall protest 
against that first, last, and all the time. 

Now, as to the amount that we could absorb, I do not think there is 
danger if we take it all—none in the world. I do not believe that we 
will get under free coinage more than four and one-half million ounces. 
I think we might adopt free coinage with perfect safety. Theassertion 
that we do not occupy as strong a position as France did in that regard 
seems to me to be untenable.. I think our position now is stronger than 
that of France during the seventy years that she maintained bimetal- 
lism. England, the greatest commercial nation in the world, demon- 
etized silver in 1816. France had to maintain it against Tapn and 
with England against her and many of the smaller nations in s 
sion she had more to carry comparatively than we have to-day if we 
should remonetize silver. Besides we would havethe sympathies and 
would soon have the aid of France. 

England stands where she did. The United States is now as strong 
as any nation in the world in its resources. It has more property than 
any other nation in the world, I believe. It exceeds Great Britain in 
the value of its property. It has vast property, vast resources, and vast 
command of the power that exists in an energetic and enterprising peo- 
ple to sustain anything that it attempts to sustain. Financial inde- 
pendence for the United States would be a great boon. Why should 
not the people enjoy it, instead of supplicating England and waiting for 
England, who bas been fighting silver since 1816? 

Let us look to France, which is ready now to remonetize silver. Let 
us look to other nations, and not to England. England is the control- 
ling element here. The policy of England is the policy of our mono- 
metallists. Shall we pursue such a policy in the vain hope that Eng- 
land, a creditor nation, will ever consent to remonetize silver? 

The royal monetary commission laid great stress upon the fact that 
England was a creditor nation, that all the world now was at work for 
England, that she held the bonds of all the world and they had to con- 
tribute to her wealth. She realized the advantage that she had over 
the United States, a debtor nation. 

The royal commission declared that cheap silver reduced the price 
of farm products of America and enabled England to obtain 3 
breadstuffs. They said that they had been tributary to the United 
States long enough; they now wanted cheap products, and by having 
cheap silver and bringing the Asiatic countries in competition with the 
United States, stimulating production there, they could get cheap farm 
products and cease to be tributary to the United States. That wasone 
of the considerations for maintaining the gold standard; the other 
was that England held the obligations of the world and wanted to en- 
hance the ob ions of contracts. 

That is England’s position and that is England’s power. England 
to-day has more power in this country on financial questions than any 
political party. Do you questionthis? For the last twenty-five years 
the money of England has been loaned through houses of New 
York for enterprises in America; $5,000,000,000 have been loaned to 
railroads. For every enterprise we borrow money from England. 
Syndicates are formed in New York. Every great banking house in 
New York has a foreign partner who furnishes the money and controls 
the policy. They demand that these bonds shall be paid in gold. 

The voice of those banking institutions, which are dealing in bonds, 
dealing in debts, and that demand gold, is omnipotent. The great in- 
stitutions control all the smaller banks. They control the financial 
policy of the nation; they make public opinion and call it the opinion 
of the business men. The banking houses of New York are agents for 
foreign investors and are more interested in serving their principal than 
the people of the United States. A suggestion to increase the volume 
of money so that the people can pay in the money of the contract is met 
with a torrent of abuse from the public press which these agents con- 
trol. No argument in favor of the remonetization of silver in either 
House of Congress appears in the metropolitan press, while the plati- 
tudes of the gold monometallists appear in extenso. 

The policy of the great Anglo-American money institutions which 
rule the financial policy of the United States is contraction. The in- 
debtedness of the people of this country is vast. It has been estimated 
at $30,000,000,000. It is constantly increasing by the increasing value 
of money, caused by contraction. A proposition to stop such increase 
and allow the debtor to pay in the money of the contract is met with 
detraction and abuse. When they are told that the gold standard 
means contraction, they answer that a sound currency is compensation 
for all the evils of contraction. They endure with complacency the 
sufferings of the masses, which bring them increased profits. They 
have the effrontry to deny that the value of money depends upon the 
law of supply and demand. They declare that if the debtor were al- 
lowed to be paid in the money of the contract the business of the coun- 
` try would be disturbed and untold calamities would follow. 

What is the business of the country? Is it tocollect usurious inter- 
est? Isit to contract the currency and impoverish one class for the 
benefit of the other? Is that the business of the country? Will it 
disturb the businessof the country to pay in the money of the contract? 
That is all we ask for. We do not ask for inflation. Weask to adhere 
to the money of the Constitution. We ask to adhere to the money of 


the people. We ask to adhere to metallic money, and let that be the 
measure. 

Those who rejected silver and destroyed one-half of the basis of our 
circulation, those who have interfered with the standards, have dis- 
turbed the honest business of the country, and they have the audacity 
to claim for themselves honesty. The pretense that the demonetiza- 
tion of silver was a scientific blunder and was not done with the de- 
liberate intention of enhancing the obligations of contracts has no foun- 
dation in fact. It was suggested originally for the purpose of enhanc- 
ing the value of contracts, the value of obligations. The purpose sug- 
gested and discussed by Chevalier and others when a change of standard 
Was proposed was to benefit the creditor class at the expense of the 
debtor class. First gold was to be demonetized for that purpose. 
That purpose has been in view ever since. 

Scientists and those who desired to appear learned may have fallen 
into the scheme innocently. They may have been used as tools and 
may have been ignorant, but the movers were not. Probably Mr. 
Ruggles did not know what he was doing, but the movers of this 
scheme to destroy one of the precious metals for the purpose of en- 
hancing bonds furnished the arguments. When Germany demone- 
tized silverin 1871 and 1873 it was then declared to enhance the value 
of contracts and to make France pay more thanshe had contracted to pay. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senatormean to say that was d 2 
Mr. STEWART. That was the argument used. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. May I inquire where? 
i 1 I will find the Senator the arguments where that 
is 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould be glad to see it. 
Mr. STEWART. France at that time owed Germany a thousand 


million dollars in our money, and Germany wanted to make her pay 
it in gold. She wanted to make money scarce, to make it dear, to fur- 
ther humiliate France. 

Do you tell me that this was a mere scientific measure? On the 
scientific points college professors prattled like children, knowing 
nothing about what they were doing. Do you tell me that scientists 
designed to contract the currency and rob the masses? 

No, the design was deeper. I have read the discussion, and I can 

rove that the design was to change the standards of the world. The 

ign was to add to the wealth of accumulated capital and to oppress 

labor, to take an undue share of the proceeds of labor and production. 

They have by this scheme transferred thousands and ons of the 

property of the masses to the few. Colossal fortunes have grown up 

in the last thirty years by usurious interest paid to usurers. For re- 
ceiving usurious interest usurers were once condemned, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the statute rate of interest in Nevada? 

Mr. STEWART. Seven per cent., I believe. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With liberty to contract for more? 

Mr. STEWART. Tes, with liberty to contract for more. That is 
not the point. Usurers were condemned and they were hated and de- 
spised and feared and treated as enemies of society from the founda- 
tion of the world so long as individuals made contracts, but it was re- 
served for the manipulators of the standards and by legislation to rob 
the debtors. The schemers who demonetized silver secured usurious 
interest by changing the standards and contracting the world’s money. 
By this means they secured far more from the debtor than they would 
have dared to take by usurious contracts. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator mean changing the standard by 
clipping the coin? 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not. I mean by banishing one of the pre- 
cious metals, by rejecting one of the precious metals, by rejecting more 
than one-half of the supply of the precious metals, and thereby throw- 
ing the duty upon the other precious metal and in ihe obl 
tions of contracts by making the debtor pay in money of greater value 
than money of the contract. This was wholesale usury. Every cred- 
itor participates in the gains, the unjust gains, and will continue to do 
it so long as the gold standard is maintained. Nothing can remedy it 
but the restoration of silver. Every contract now made will be in- 
creased in burden next year, and so on, if this policy is adhered to. 

There was a time when governments passed laws against usury by in- 
dividuals. The Governments of Europe and America have now com- 
bined to make all contracts for the payment of money usurious by com- 
pelling the debtor to pay, in addition to interest, money more valuable 
than the money of the contract. The reduction of the supply of stand- 
ard money was an act of spoliation of the debtor for the benefit of the 
creditor. The advocates of the gold standard justify this extortion and 
tell us that the business interests of the country require it. 

The contest, I know, is unequal. With the indebtedness of the 
people of this country of nearly $30,000,000,000, with this vast power 
of credit demanding more than was contracted to be paid, demanding 
that the contract shall be changed every year by a shrinkage of the 
volume of money, I know the struggle is unequal, and that the in- 
dividuals who resist such power are liable to be destroyed; but the 
cause is just, and an honest public servant should take the conse- 
quences, I desire to warn the friends of silver to be on their guard and 
put nothing in this bill that is doubtful. Every doubt will be con- 
strued against the debtor. 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


6031 


It was supposed when the act of 1878 was passed that we would buy 
$4,000,C00 worth of silver per month. Nobody ever supposed that the 
minimum only would be bought. The authority to buy four millions 
availed nothing. It was nullified by the imperial edict of the Treasury 
Department, which used its discretion to confine it to the minimum. 
The balance was treated as surplusage. Wesupposed at that time that 
the experiment would be fairly tried—that $4,000,000 a month would 
be bought. At the time this law was passed it was supposed the ex- 
periment of raising the price of silver would be tried. 

It was claimed that if the Secretary of the Treasury had this power 


he would do what was safe, and he would, as a matter of course—an |, 


honest Secretary would—buy the maximum and try the experiment 
fairly and raise the price of silver, if it could be done, and get back to 
the double standard. It was claimed that that discretion would enable 
us to get back to the double standard. How was that discretion then 
used, how is it now used, how will that discretion be used by the Sec- 

retary of the Treasury hereafter? Judging by the past 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Has he ever been short, let me ask my friend? 
In the purchases of the coin which he has made has there not always 
coin enough in the Treasury to give to everybody that had some- 

g to put up for it? 

Mr. STEWART. No, he has never been short, because he has not 
made an honest effort to put ont silver. It goes out as fast as it comes 


in. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to reply to that sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only made an inquiry. 

Mr. TELLER. You made an inquiry and I should like to reply. 
On September 20, 1880, the Treasury Department declared they would 
receive gold for silver certificates. I believe the Senator from Vermont 
thinks that the highest purpose of Government. is to get gold into the 


ury. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not at all. 

Mr. TELLER. I know that persons residing in his neighborhood 
have believed that. Under that declaration a large amount of gold 
went into the Treasury in exchange for certificates. On the Ist of 
November, 1881, the number of silver dollars in the Treasury had run 
down to about $7,000,000, and fearful that there would be no dollars 
left in the Treasury that order was suspended. So there was at least 
once when there were not silver dollars enough torespond to the demand 
made for them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought we had several millions of surplus. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, even subsequent to 
that, and for the same reason, the order was again suspended. 

Mr. TELLER. That is correct. 

Mr.STEWART. And now, since certificates can be issued in small 
denominations, all the silver dollars are practically taken out of the 

, and if the amount were doubled there would be the same re- 
sult. So there is no trouble about that. 

The avowed object for purchasing silver was, as then stated, to 
bring silver up to a parity with gold, so that the donble standard could 
be reached. But instead of using that discretion to do this everything 
has been done to prevent it, and now we are called to place the whole 
Subject at the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury and allow 
him in his good pleasure to sell all the bullion he buys. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ..May I ask my friend a question? 

Mr. STEWART. Les. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask him how many silver dollars 
he sup to be in circulation now. 

Mr. STEWART. All that have been coined are either in circulation 
in the shape of silver dollars or by their representative, silver certifi- 
cates, with the exception of about ten or twelve millions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How many millions are outstanding in certificates 
or coin ? 

Mr. STEWART. Something over $360,000, 000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Three hundred and sixty or three hundred and 
seventy million dollars. Are they not a legal tender now? 

Mr. STEWART. They are. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then have we not a double standard? 

Mr. STEWART. We have to that extent; and that is what I say, 
that we have a double standard to that extent, and we are asked to give 
it up by this House bill, and that is what I object to. We have got 
it to that extent, and we should have it to a much larger extent. We 
should have had adouble standard and had silver on a parity with 
goia if the discretion had been used in favor of silver and not against it. 

the discretion to buy $4,000,000 a month had been used we should 
not only have had the double standard, but we should have had silver 
on a par with gold at the ratio of 16 to 1. 

Do not tell me that the Secretary of the Treasury tried to put silver 
to par. Trace through the way he has operated in purchasing it. He 
has even purchased it in Great Britain, he has purchased it only on 
such days when it could be bought cheapest. He has got it at the very 
lowest price he could, and he would not purchase on the same day that 
the purchases of a foreign Government were made. He has held it 
down by combinations to the London price, and he has continued to 

do so, and will continue to do so. His object is to destroy and degrade 


silver so that he can have the single gold standard and have a perpetual 
contraction. That is the policy of the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
it has been the policy of all those who have preceded him, and we 
nee no reason to believe it will not be of those who shall come after 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. STEWART. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. STEWART. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. STEWART. So I understand. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I should like to know if the Secretary be in- 
structed to buy bullion at the market price, and buys it at a great 
shave I will say, and coins it into a silver dollar, whether that dollar 
by law and in fact is not just as good for all the purposes of the people 
asif he had paid twice as much for it. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, sir; just as good, no matter how cheap he 
gets it. ‘ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then what wrong has he done by buying the sil- 
ver cheap? 

Mr. STEWART. He has done no wrong by buying silver cheap, 
but he has done wrong by not buying more. ‘The object of the law was 
to raise the price of silver by buying sufficient to put up its price, which 
the Secretary has refused todo. On the contrary, he has operated in 
connection with the European buyers to put it down. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I want to ask the Senator from Nevada what in 
his judgment would then be the result on the price of silver bullion 
as compared with gold if the Secretary of the Treasury had bought 
$4,000,600 a month instead of $2,000,000. s 

Mr. STEWART. If he had bought $4,000,000 a month until now, 
silver would by this time have been on a parity with gold, and the 
question would have been settled, there is no doubt about that; and 
nobody would have been harmed, and the basis of our circulating me- 
dium would have been gold and silver. We would have had a wider 
basis for standard money. We would not have had a shrinking vol- 
ume, and the farmers of the West would not have had to sacrifice their 
property and sell it for 40 or 50 per cent. discount to buy gold; gold 
sli have been cheaper, and silver would have done its part of the 
work. 

That was the object of the law, to relieve the people, to raise the price 
of silver, to give our farmers the European market; but instead of that 
the Secretary has bought the minimum and stimulated by the low 
price of silver the products in India, giving them cheap silver to pro- 
duce wheat and cotton, giving the silver-producing countries cheap sil- 
ver, and keeping down its price by refusing to exercise the discretion 
that was conferred upon him by Co: The result is depression, 
hard times, misery for those who labor and those who produce, 

I tell you it is by such devices to reduce the price of every farm 40 
per cent., to reduce the price of every bushel of wheat30 to 40 per cent., 
to cut off our foreign market, to give that market to India by the man- 
agement of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

What a boon it would have been to secure a parity between gold and 
silver, the power to do which was placed in the hands of the Secretary 
of the Treasury by this law. All the talk of those men who say what 
a glorious thing it would be to get those two metals at a parity would 
have been realized. Why did not the Treasury Department use the 
power Congress gave it to put gold and silver ata parity? There would 
have been no difficulty about it. The present law is good enough if 
it could be faithfully executed. If the object of that law could have 
been carried out silver would be at par and the stringency of the 
money market would be relieved, and it comes with a very bad grace 
from the Secretary of the Treasury to ask for new legislation when he 
has the very best of legislation for this country. He has the power to 
buy $4,000,000 of silver month]y at the market price to be coined into 
dollars, and if he did so it would go into circulation asall that he has 
coined has in some form. f 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask whether he thinks the existing law executed to 
its maximum would be better than the pending measure reported by 
the Finance Committee? 

Mr. STEWART. Ido. 

Mr. BLAIR. And better than the bill sent us by the House of Rep- 
resentatives ? 

Mr. STEWART. Ido. I believe it would be better than any meas- 
ure—the law of 1878 is better than any of these measures proposed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury or the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BLAIR. Why not, then, move as a substitute for the pending 
measure a proposition making compulsory the execution of the maxi- 
mum of the existing law? 

Mr. STEWART. I would have been satisfied with that for the pres- 
ent if the Secretary had tried the experiment. 

Ee BLAIR. I think you would find a great many others voting 
for it. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not want to take any step backwards. The 
Secretary of the Treasury has that power now. At all events, if he 


May I ask my friend another question ? 
Certainly. 

I am a mere neophyte in this business. 
So I see, 

I am seeking for information. 
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would exercise it, it will show ns where we stand. If we can not have 
free coinage, that is perhaps as good as any measure su and 
better than the House bill. We do not want any crooked, involved 
laws. The law of 1878 is plain in its language, and if executed to the 
full amount would produce good results. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I make another suggestion? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think the Senator would find among those who have 
an idea that the only legal tender in this country should be coin a very 
strong re- enſorcement if he would make a proposition of the kind I sug- 
gest, to be substituted for all pending propositions, for there are men 
who helieve there should be no legal tender save coin. And the worst 
feature about all this proposed legislation is the proposition to make 
this paper currency a legal tender, as I am inclined to think and as I 
believe, in violation of the Constitution. I admit that it is for Con- 
gress to judge when the emergency arises, in war or in peace, to justify 
the substitution of paper, or anything else, as a legal tender for coin, 
but that discretion is to be exercised honestly; and no honest legislator, 
in my judgment, can say that there is now an emergency in this time 
of peace which justifies a resort to paper as a legal tender instead of 
coin, 

Now, under existing law every dollar which goes into existing cir- 
culation as a silver certificate or as a gold certificate is represented by 
the coin behind it, a legal tender under the Constitution, but that cer- 
tificate is not a legal tender. If we could pass a proposition like that 
which the Senator suggests would be satisfactory to him, there would 
be none of those conscientious scruples among those who believe coin 
is the constitutional legal-tender in time of peace; and there being no 
emergency in affairs now—who can say there is any emergency in the 
affiirs of the people of the United States calling for the substitution of 
paper asa legal tender for coin? No honest man, as it seems to me, 
can take that ground. Therefore it is that I look upon these proposi- 
tions as a palpable violation of the Constitution, and itis exceedingly 
difficult under the caucus stimulus or any other stimulus whatever to 
yote for the proposition of the House or the Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. I must differ with the Senator. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish to get into a controversy with the Sena- 
tor on that, but I only point out to the Senator how he might be able to 
carry that which is to hima most satisfactory proposition, I think by an 
almost unanimous vote, 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Nevada permit me a word, as 
this is a running discussion—— 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly, that is what it is. 

Mr. PLATT. And perhaps that kind of a discussion is the best. 
Does the Senator believe—and he has paid great attention to this sub- 
ject, and his opinion is entitled to great weight—that if the maximum 
amount now provided by law to be coined into silver dollars were to 
be coined, the result of that would be to restore the equivalency in 
value between the gold and silver dollar? Because if he does and is 
correct in his supposition, I confess that it seems to me that it isa 
ground upon which we might all come together. 

If the Senator will permit me one other word, some of us have this 
difficulty: We feel that if we use the two metals as money—and we 
feel that we ought to doit—the material of which a dollar is composed 
in each metal ought to be the same. I do not suppose that in 1878, if 
it had been an Po hep proposition, anybody would have thought of 
coining a silver dollar of which the material was not of the same com- 
mercial value as the material in the gold dollar; but it was thought 
that a great wrong had been done, that silver had been demonetized 
when the material of which the dollar was composed was worth as 
much as the gold dollar, and that wrong ought to be righted, and that 
we ought to take the same ratio although the value of silver had de- 
preciated; and that, I understand, was the ground upon which the 
bill of 1878 was passed. . 

Now, if there is any way in which we can get back so as to have the 
material of which one dollar is composed of the same value of which the 
other dollar is composed, then we should all get back upon a common 

latform. 
. Mr. STEWART. The value of gold or silver depends upon the de- 
mand as compared with the supply. I am not certain that the demand 
for $4,000,000 worth of silyer per month would put it to the ratio of 
16 to 1. 

Mr. PLATT. It would appreciate the value. 

Mr. STEWART. It would greatly appreciate the price of silver be- 
cause there would be a great and increasing demand, and it might 
raise it to par. The ratio between the two metals is an arbitrary ratio 
fixed by law. It does not depend upon anything intrinsic in the metals. 
For seventy years France kept the ratio at 15} to 1, and France struck 
about the right ratio and seems to have been pretty near the natural 
arrangement. For this reason, with the ratio of 15} to 1, the amount 
of the stock of gold and silver now in the world is just about equal. 

Silver was put down by demonetizing it and cutting off the demand, 
and whether four millions every month would put it back to where it 
was before or not can not be determined. It would certainly appre- 
ciate it and soon place it where we could remonetize it fully. I think 
if we could buy and coin $4,000,000 worth per month it would place 


silver so nearly upon a pony with gold upon the ratio of 16 to 1 that 
everybody wonld be willing to take the final step, that all would see 
there was no danger. I think four and a half million ounces a month 
would certainly put silver to par. That would take up the American 
product and pretty nearly all the ores that are worked in the United 
States. I think that is about the right figure. If we are going to 
restore silver, four and a half million ounces would be about equiva- 
lent to free coinage, and would take up all that is produced in this 
country. 

It is a very curious fact that the ratio of 154 to 1 is about the natu- 
ralratio. There are about $37,700,000,000 worth of silver in the shape 
of money at that ratio of 15] to 1, and about the same amount of gold, 
and that is about the natural ratio of production. ‘This ratio can be 
very easily maintained. We produce 50,000,000 fine ounces. We im- 
port of ores and other materials we work up to make it approach nearly 
60,000,000 ounces. If we took that it would put the metals on a parity 
and solve the question. The purchase of four anda half million ounces 
if kept in the Treasury would solve the question. But if none ofthese 
things can be done, all we haye to do is to vote for free coinage and 
take the consequences. 

If we can take a step in the right direction let us do it, but I say, as I 
said before, it comes with ill grace from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
who has the power to try an experiment that would throw a vastamount 
of light on the subject, to make this proposition. Suppose, since he 
came into office, he had bought $4,000,000 worth of silver each month 
and coined it, we should have had an object-lesson to go by in legis- 
lation. The addition to the circulation, according to the Treasurer’s 
2 as shown by the Senator from Colorado, was less than $8,000,000 

ast year. 

If he had bought the full amount and added $20,000, 000 or $30,000,- 
000 to it, he would certainly have done no harm, and having that in 
his power how much better that would have been than abstract reason- 
ing and vague apprehensions and talking about the edge of danger and 
all that. He should have tried the experiment. There would have 
been no danger in trying the experiment for a few months, and if it 
was not successful he could go back, He could try it now and see how 
it would work. If there is on the part of those who profess to have an 
honest and bona fide desire that the silver of the world shall be a part 
of the standard money and that this world shall not be forced to con- 
tinue contraction—if there is a desire on their part to take astep in the 
right direction the silver men will meet them half way, but they will 
not consent, certainly I will not consent, to any cunning device whereby 
silver is to be destroyed. 

Mr. REAGAN, Mr. President, some time ago I entered upon a gen- 
eral discussion of the necessity of free coinage of silver, and shall not 
to over the ground I occupied at that time; but I desire to submit one 
or two points that will not occupy the attention of the Senate very long. 

Weall understand that money is indispensable to commerce and civ- 
ilization. The experience of mankind has set apart gold and silver as 
specially fitted, by their durability, freedom from corrosion, divis- 
ibility, and limited amount, for use as money. But both of these met- 
als have not proven to be sufficient in quantity to supply the world’s 
need of money, and hence the large amount of paper money in use. 

But there is enough of the precions metals to measure the value of 
all money and of all merchandise and labor and the products of labor. 

The enormous national, corporate, and individual indebtedness of 
the world has been contracted on the scale of prices established on the 
basis of the gold, silver, and paper money in use. 

If these debts may be paid off on the basis of a like circulation of 
these three kinds of money no injustice will be done either to creditors 
or debtors. If the volume of money should be so increased as to re- 
duce its purchasing power between the contracting of debts and their 
payment this would produce injustice to the creditors, If on the other 
hand the volume of money should be reduced and its purchasing power 
increased this would result in injustice to the debtors. 

This is the problem we are now dealing with. 

In the year 1873, when silver was demonetized, the public debt of 
the United States was $2,234,482,993. In the year 1880 our State, 
county, and municipal debts amounted to $1,056,584,146, In 1888 
the indebtedness of the railroads of the United States was $5, 169,075, - 
967. These three items constitute an aggregate of indebtedness of 
$8,460, 143, 106, without reference to the enormous aggregate of the in- 
debtedness of private companies and individuals. Nearly all of the 
indebtedness just mentioned was contracted on the basis of gold, sil- 
ver, and paper circulation of money. 

The annual interest on the aggregate of the indebtedness just stated 
at 7 per cent. would be $592,210,017. The commodities and labor out 
of which these debts are to be paid were reduced to gold prices by de- 
monetizing silver in 1873, which was equal to adding about 33 per cent. 
tothe amount of these debts, an increase of $2,791,847,224, making the 
equivalent of an indehtedness of $11,251,990,330. 

This was equal to a gift to the bondholders and other creditors of 
$2,791,847,224, with the annual accruing interest on this large sum, 
and was a fraudulent robbery of the tax-payers of the country of that 
sum. I şay fraudulent,“ Mr. President, because it was unjust and 
a violation of the law and the contract between the parties. 
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A still more monstrous wrong was done to the people by this trick 
of legislation, by reducing the value of all the property of the debt- 
burdened people about 33 per cent. and by involving a large part 
of the people in hopeless bankruptcy and ruin. Much of the wrong 
done by the demonetization of silver can never be remedied. That 
crime against our country and against civilization has produced much 
suffering and caused much ruin for which there is no relief. 

But it is in the power of this Senate this day to arrest the perpetua- 
tion of these wrongs and to confer a great blessing on the American 
people and on mankind, too, by leading other nations in the great work 
of rehabilitating silver as money. 

The eyes of the whole country are on us, anxiously looking to see 
whether we intend by our action to benefit and promote the welfare of 
the whole people by restoring to them the constitutional currency given 
us by the fathers of the Republic or whether this Senate is to remain 
the servant of the plutocrats and monometallists and to continue the 
work of impoverishing and degrading the American people for the ben- 
efit of the money lords. 3 

Mr. President, much has been said about gold being the money of the 
world, the money of commerce, the money of civilization. A deal 
was said on that subject by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH] this morning. This false assumption, this misleading twaddle, 
ought to be put at rest by a recognition of existing facts. I call atten- 
tion to the fact that the following countries have the bimetallic stand- 
ard of gold and silver: 


BIMETALLIC STANDARD NATIONS, 


Population 1889, 


EN a DN ETA E N NEEE EE A S ETEN TE N ORR 3,500, 000 
aoe Republic... ae 026, 000 
Belgium. 

France.. 


The following countries have the single silver standard: 


SILVER-STANDARD NATIONS, 


„ TTG 40, 348, 503 
Bolivia. 2, 282, 279 
Chili. . 2,524, 476 
Chins. 404, 180, 000 
Cochin: 1,795, 000 
India.. 256, 982, 595 
Mexico 10, 447, 974 
3 108, 814, 172 
Straits Settlements........ 5,000, 000 
United States of Colom 3, 878, 600 
%% ĩ³1‚• ³˙éAA | bai AAA 2a pasiones dapi 831, 754, 599 

And the following countries have the single gold standard: 

GOLD-STANDARD NATIONS, 

3,546, 726 
12, 333, 375 
4,324, 810 
1, 001, 096 
1,521, 684 
4,053, 959 
6, 817, 265 
2, 203, 358 
46, 852, 450 
35, 785, 633 
184, 879 
1, 806, 900 
4,426, 000 
4, 682, 769 
33, 268, 361 
160, 809, 365 


RECAPITULATION,. 


Total... . ee, conse casenetserenennsacses sencsontenseses cousneesers 1, 236, 786, 339 
Population of other than exclusively by gold-standard countries. 1,075, 976, 974 


The population of each of these countries is given, from which it is 
seen that of the world’s population 160,809,365 have the single gold 
standard, while countries having a population of 831,754,599 have the 
single silver standard and countries having a population of 244,222,- 
375 have the doubie standard of gold and silver. 

This shows that out of a population of 1,236,786,339 only 160,809,- 
365 have a single gold standard and these use large amounts of 
silver as subsidi coin; while 1,075,976,974 of the world’s popula- 
tion have either the single silver standard of money or the double 
standard of gold and silver. These facts would seem sufficient to ex- 
plode the false statements about gold being the money of commerce. 

Let us now look fora moment at the suggestion that gold is the 
money of civilization. 
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Among the bimetallic double-standard countries are Belgium, France, 
Holland, Italy, Roumania, Spain, Switzerland, and the United States. 
The people of these countries share in the world’s civilization. 

Among the countries which have the single silver standard are Aus- 
tria and Russia, ranking among the great powers of the earth, and 
Mexico and Chili, ranking among the respectable powers. 

Now, see how all these compare in point of civilization with a num- 
ber of the gold-standard countries, such as Brazil, Cape of Good Hope, 
Cuba, Egypt, Finland, and Turkey. 

Mr. President, this shows how idle it is to undertake to sustain mon- 
ometallism by the statement that it is the money of the world, that it 
is the money of civilization. It constitutes a part of the money for 
these several purposes, but it is less than half the money of the com- 
merce of the world. It only represents a limited place in commerce 
among the civilized nations of the earth, and because this country was 
placed for a time on the gold basis and because Great Britain and Ger- 
many have been placed on the gold basis it is assumed that that is an 
evidence of their civilization and of their commercial importance. 

Mr. President, the argument has been gone over several times, but 
perhaps it will not be too often gone over that the demonetization of 
silver was not to place this country on the basis of civilization or pros- 
perity. Neither of these was the object of the demonetization of sil- 
ver. It was induced by the bondholders and creditors of the world 
and by those who had fixed incomes seeking to give value to their 
money. It was induced in defiance of the interests of the great mass 
of the people in this and in every other country in which it was done. 
The Government of Great Britain in this matter of demonetization 
so acted because it was to the interestof the moneyed classes of Great 
Britain, Why for their interest? Because she was a creditor nation, 
because English capitalists held the bonds of the people and corpora- 
tions of almost every Government on earth in great quantities, be- 
cause it is to their interest that those bonds should be given the highest 
value that it is possible to give them; and the purpose was to reduce 
the kinds of money in which those bonds could be paid and reduce the 
volume of money out of which they could be paid. 

It is plain to be seen why that country soughtdemonetization. Ger- 
many, while not so large a creditor nation, while not holding so large 
a proportion of the world’s bonds as the people of Great Britain, was 
still a large bondholding and a large creditor nation, and for similar rea- 
sons and for the additional reason of having received the large amount 
of gold as indemnity from France sought to give herself advanta_e by 
concurring with the nations that demonetized silver. 

Then it must be understood that this policy was not the policy of the 
whole people, either of Great Britain or of Germany, but it was the 
policy of the money-holding classes which control the legislation of 
those two countries; and the people of this country were led in this 
policy, no doubt, and I think the proof is ample that they were indoc- 
trinated with these ideas by those interested in Great Britain and in 
Germany in bringing about this condition of things. They may have 
ignorantly supposed they were doing right; but whether they did so 
ignorantly or fraudulently, they did it under these circumstances when 
this was one of the greatest debtor nations of the earth, and not only 
the nation, but the States were largely in debt, municipal corporations 
were largely indebted, citizens were largely indebted, and the railroad 
and other large corporations were immensely indebted, amounting to 
billions of dollars. And while the Government, and people, and corpo- 
rations were great debtors here, at the same time this country was the 
largest silver-producing country in the world, and having that advan- 
tage conferred upon it by nature it was able to furnish a large part of 
the metallic money of the world from our mines with profit to our peo- 
ple of all classes, mine-owners, laborers, and all others. 

The act demonetizing silver was a deliberate sacrifice of a bounty of 
nature which no living man will assume that Great Britain would 
have made if she had been placed in our condition, or that Germany 
would have made if placed in our position, or any other enlightened 
nation governed by honest counsels would have made. It was to make 
a sacrifice too great to have been made for honest purposes unless made 
in ignorance. 

So, Mr. President, we see that not only the national wealth was sacri- 
ficed, but with the billions of indebtedness to which I have called atten- 
tion and the billions of private indebtedness which I am not able to 
enumerate, one-half of the metallic money was taken from the people 
with which to meet their liabilities on this indebtedness. The difficulty 
of paying those debts was increased nearly one-half, and, when consid- 
ered with the enormous amount of indebtedness of the governments of 
Europe and of the other powers of the earth, who can believe, who 
would pretend to believe that there is gold enongh in the world to 
meet its indebtedness or that there is gold enough in this country to 
meet its indebtedness? 

Why, Mr. President, to-day there is about six thousand millions of 
railroad indebtedness, most of it held in Europe and principally in 
Great Britain. Who believes that that debt with its interest can be 
met by gold drawn from our mines or by gold obtained by the sale of 
our wheat and cotton and other products in other countries? It is not 
in the world to be obtained; it is not in our power to command it, 
though it is true that we are not expected to pay all the debts of the 
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world in gold, but the gold and silver must be the basis upon which 
those debts are to be paia. 

One of the effects of this demonetization, besides placing itout of the 
power of the people to pay these debts, was to reduce the value of their 
property, was to reduce the price of their products; and to-day, with 
about one billion of indebtedness on the part of the Government, it 
would require as much cotton, as much wheat, as much flour, as much 
meat, and as much of any other products of this country which wesend 
into the markets of the world to pay that debt as it would to have paid 
the two and a quarter billions of debt which we owed in 1873, when 
silver was demonetized. 

Thus we see the startling effects of the demonetization of silver upon 
our people. It takes now two and a quarter times as much of the 
products of the soil, of the farm, and the field, to pay a given sum of 
money as it would have taken at the time silver was demonetized in 
1873. This shows the injustice of what has been done. 

Now, then, we have before us a proposition to restore silver to its 
position as money, but if is met by every possible shift and evasion in 
order to avoid doing what, it seems to me, is the plain duty of Con- 
gress to do; and among the plans which are recommended and submit- 
ted by the Senate Finance Committee and as passed by the House of 
Representatives and recommended the second time by the Senate Fi- 
nance- Committee it is proposed not to restore silver to its place as 
money, but to make it a commodity to be valued by its price in gold, 
to preserve its degradation, to preserve the fluctuations which it has 
undergone for years and which it will continue fo undergo as long as 
it is kept as a commodity and not made use of as coin. 

I was not a little astonished this morning when the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] said that the plan for storing farm prod- 
ucts in Government warehouses and the plan submitted by the Senator 
from California [Mr. STANFORD] of mortgaging farms for the purpose 
of raising money were less objectionable and not more dangerous than 
free coinage. I was not the only one that must have been surprised at 
such a statement. But there is this a between the plan passed 
by the House and recommended by the Senate Finance Committee, 
where they propose to make silver a commodity, just as it is proposed 
to make by the wild scheme of warehousing farm products or by mort- 
gaging farms to raise money. Either plan ceases to recognize this to 
that extent as a political government, but makes the Government a 
great merchant, a money-lender. Does anyone conceive that the makers 
of this Government ever designed that it should be a mere mercantile 
establishment, a great merchant, a money-lender? Was it not their 
purpose that it should be a political government with limited and 
specified powers ? 

Mr. President, the coinage of silver has at last extorted one sort of 
recognition and respect that those who oppose silver coinage are bound 
to pretend that they are in favor of it. Public opinion has compelled 
them to pretend that they are in favor of silver coinage, and arguments 
have been made by the Secretary of the Treasury and the President of 
the United States, and such as have been made by the Senator from 
Rhode Island this morning, in which they indicate a purpose to favor 
silver as money while making the most skillful ts against its 
use, remind one of a very common anecdote about the Irishman who 
was hunting for labor and prayed God that he might not find it. They 
are hunting free coinage, but they are determined never to find it if 
there is skill and ingenuity enough in them to devise plans which can 
defeat silver coinage. 

It is not to be presumed that free coinage would cause the coinage 
of more than $4,500,000 of silver a month. I do not think it will cause 
the coinage of more than that amount of money, but it would be money 
under free coinage. It would cease to be a commodity; it would cease 
to be valued at gold prices; it would cease to subserve the purposes of 
the monometallists. It would place it out of the power of the bond- 
holders and money-holders to continually agitate the question of its 
worthlessness, and it would make it to their interest to help sustain 
its character as money. 

The Senator from Rhode Island this morning restated an argument 
which has been stated by other Senators of the great danger under free 
coinage of flooding this country with thesilver of other countries. The 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES], who opened the discussion of this 
subject, seemed to me to show conclusively that there was no silver 
reserve in other countries to be brought here for coinage, 

Mr. President, this discussion has brought out a curious thought with 
me. I have wondered if the gentlemen who made that argument sup- 
posed that the owners of silver in other countries proposed to give it 
to the United States in order that they might destroy the value of sil- 
ver as money by the large amount of its coinage? Do they suppose it 
will be brought here and given to the people or to the Government? 
That is not the way men or Governments act in this world in the dis- 
position of their money. If they bring it here it is to get value re- 


ceived for it, and if they will bring it here to buy our surplus prod- 
ucts, instead of allowing it to remain where itis, we shall be the richer 
and the happier and the better off for it. 

‘There is no cause of alarm for fear of too much money coming from 
other countries to this country. Theinternational exchanges of money 
are the results of commercial transactions. The country selling the 
most gets the most money in return. 


But Governments do not give 


their money away. When money comes from merchants or Govern- 
ments it comes to pay for something that is purchased. 

Besides this the bimetallic countries and the gold-standard countries 
of Europe, which use large amounts of silver as subsidiary coin, value 
their silver at 153 to 1 as to gold. If they bring it here where our 
standard is 16 to 1, they must lose nearly 3 per cent. on every dollar 
they bring here, in addition to the cost of transportation and of ex- 
change, and it is not likely that they would do that merely in order 
to embarrass our finances, 

Such arguments show the extremes to which men are driven in try- 
ing to perpetuate injustice. It is a defiance of common sense, it is a 
defiance of the laws of trade when such statements are made. 

The idea which is presented that gold is to be driven out of this 
country by the coinage of silver has been so effectually exploded by 
our experience that it is not so much relied upon as it used to be. 

We were told when we were seeking to secure tlie coinage of silver 
in 1878 that the coinage of 50,000,000 silver dollars would destroy our 
financial system and drive gold out of the country. Well, Mr. Presi- 
dent, we have gone on for twelve years coining, I believe, about $350, - 
000,000, with a continual annual accumulation of gold, and, except, 
perhaps, in some exceptional part of last year, the imports of gold 
haye all the time been much greater than the exports; and during the 
same years the exports of silver have been much greater than the im- 
ports of silver. 

So the predictions made regarding the effect of the coinage of silver 
driving gold out of the country are not sustained by experience, but 
our experience shows exactly the reverse has occurred. But, still, 
prophets of evil who want dear money and cheap labor and cheap prop- 
erty, who want a class of splendidly equipped millionaires and a class 
of degraded peasantry and laborers a 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I will; but the Senator took me in the middle of a 
very interesting sentence to me. 

Mr. HOAR. I begtheSenator’s pardon. I wish he would finish the 
sentence and then let me ask the question. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iwill hear the Senator now. 

Mr. HOAR. The question which I wanted to ask the Senator was 
whether he understands it to be true that money has been growing 
steadily cheaper since 1873, so that the average rate of interest in this 
country, then 7 per cent., is brought down to about 3 per cent., and 
labor has been steadily increasing in its rewards? 

Mr. REAGAN. The interest on money has gone down very much; 
but I am not aware that there has been any special increase in the 
price of labor. Labor organizations have done a good deal by their 
organized power to preserve their wages, but when we compare the 
cost of money with the price of living the laborers are not benefited, 
but they are injured. 

Mr. HOAR. Do I understand that the price of commodities has 
gone up or down in that time, since 1873? 

Mr, REAGAN, The price of commodities and the interest on money 
have gone down, and, if the Senator will allow me, the interest on 
money is very low in Great Britain; it is very low in Germany; it is 
very low in all those monarchical countries; but the laborers, the farmers, 
the peasantry of those countries are not benefited by the low rate of 
interest. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. The question which I 
put to him grew out of his statement that the persons who had inaug- 
urated this policy begun in this country in 1873 and continued in a 
large part to the present day, except as modified in 1878, did it in order 
that the price of money might be increased; that they were the great 
money-lenders of the world, and wanted to get an increase in the price 
of money, so that the price of labor, of which they seemed to be re- 
garded as the enemies or antagonists, might be diminished. Now, the 
Senator admitsin answer to my question, first, that the price of money 
has gone down and has gone down 50 per cent. 

Mr. REAGAN. The interest on money. 

Mr. HOAR. The interest on money. Second, that the price of 
labor has in fact gone up. The Senator does not deny that. Third, 
that the price of commodities which the laborer has to buy has also 

e down. I now wish to ask the Senator if he does not think that 
those dreadful money-lenders rather cut off their own noses in that oc- 
cupation? 

Mr. REAGAN, I recognize the skill of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts in presenting hypothetical cases. When I said money was 
in in value I did not mean that the interest on money was 
increased. I meant the purchasing power of money was increased by 
making money scarce. 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me to ask one more question of the Senator. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I prefer to answer 
one question at a time. 

I said the people were impoverished and injured by that, because the 
volume of money was so reduced that they could not obtain money for 
the products of their farms, causing their crops to rot upon the field 
and the farm and to mortgage their farms until nearly one-half of the 
farms of the West are under mortgage and are liable to have the mort- 
gages foreclosed upon them. 

Mr. HOAR, That is another point about which I do not agree with 
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the Senator, but he is making hisown statement now. I merely wish 

to ask if he seriously maintains that a bondholder, whose interest has 

gone down from 7 or 8 per cent. to 3 per cent., has been gaining be- 

cause of any increased purchasing power of money which has taken 
between 1873 and 1890. 

Mr. REAGAN. The United States bonds have been refunded ata 
lower rate of interest, and that was done by Secretaries of the Treas- 
ury disregarding the law which made these bonds payable in gold and 
silver coin, and instead of undertaking to redeem the bonds by paying 
silver, as the law authorized, they have redeemed the bonds in gold 
alone and in violation of law and the contract made by the Govern- 
ment in behalf of the people of the United States to redeem the bonds 
in gold and silver coin, which would have preserved the parity of sil- 
ver with gold and wonld have taken away from bondholders and 
money sharks the temptation to degrade and dishonor silver. 

Mr. HOAR. That does not answer my question. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to make one answer to the Senator 
from Massachusetts, and that is that the fact that the rate of interest 
has gone down, according to all the writers whom I have ever read on 
the subject, does not indicate a plentiful supply of money, but just 
the contrary. 

Mr. REAGAN. All the writers upon that subject say it is an evi- 
dence of a scarcity of money. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Texas will pardon me. The Sena- 
tor suid that this condition of things was brought about by a class of 
men who had money to Jend and who wished to get an advantage over 
the men who borrowed their money. Now, as I understand it, the 
Senator himself admits that there were other points, and this is one, 
that the men who have money to lend instead of getting 7 per cent. 

only get 3 per cent. since this change occurred. 

Mr. REAGAN. That appliesonly to Government bonds. Railroad 
and other bonds bear about the same rate of interest that they did be- 
fore. 

Mr. HOAR. And that the men who work for wages get as much as 
they ever did and are able to live better than ever before. Now, what- 
ever other arguments there may be about silver—and there are a great 
many very good ones—I think that argument of the Senator from Texas 


Mn REAGAN. Mr. President, if it would not have benefited the 
bondholders and creditors and those with fixed incomes to secure this 
legislation, I think no Senator will assume that it would have ever 
been enacted. If it would have benefited the debtor, the peasantry of 
the country, the laborers of the country, it never would have been 
sought by the money-lenders of the country. 

Mr. BLAIR. Whom does the Senator refer to as the“ peasantry ’’ of 
the country ? 


Mr. REAGAN. | That is a grave question, Mr. President 


Mr. BLAIR. I presume the Senator can not answerit. I withdraw 
the question. 
Mr. REAGAN. I will use the term ‘farmers of the country. I 


have no doubt that will be much more agreeable to the Senator from 
New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think they have been heard from in Texas, also. 

Mr. REAGAN. Because the Senator is so good a friend of the farm- 
ers that he is going to vote against free coinage, to limit the volume of 
currency, and to vote for measures that will cause the foreclosure of 
the mortgages on their farms. He loves them so that he does not want 
to call them peasants,“ but he will sacrifice their homes. 

Mr. BLAIR, I ask the Senator how he knows that? 

Mr. REAGAN. I judge by remarks the Senator has made. I sup- 
pose he means to do what he says. 

Mr. BLAIR. What have I said that led the Senator to imagine I 
was going to have execution done upon the farmers of the country? 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not care to go on with that colloquy. I can 
answer the Senator better after this vote is taken than I can now. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator has no ground for making his statement 
up to this date, I take it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ifthe Senator votes right I shall take great pleas- 
ure in taking it back; but I want to see how he votes first. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not ask the Senator to take it back. I only want 
to know where he got the evidence for that statement. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, there is one other point that I wish 
to call attention to—I have occupied much more time than I intended 
when I got up—and that is the argument made that our remedy to se- 
cure the coinage of silver was by international arrangement. That has 


been tried in different ways. The Latin Union was forced to demone- 


tize silver by the action of Great Britain and Germany, and they are 
afraid to resume silver coinage while the United States and Great Brit- 
ain and Germany are legislating against silver. Great Britain and 
Germany have shown that they did not mean to agree to an interna- 
tional silver coinage. When Senators or others in this country tell us 
that we must wait for an international arrangement, it is only a plea 
to defeat any action whatever, because they know that there can be no 
international arrangement while Great Britain and Germany are the 
world's creditors and receiving their millions a year off other people by 
virtue of the policy which they are pursuing; so that I think that ar- 


gument is simply offered to amuse the public and to defeat present 
action. 


Mr. President, on the subject of the danger of coinage, if we coin our 
silver as money, each dollar of 412} grains representing a dollar, it 
will give activity to business and enlarge to some extent the currency. 
It will enable men to pay debts who can not now pay them; it will 
enable men to lift mortgages from their farms who can not now lift 
mortgages from their farms; it will restore, to some extent at least, a 
measure of prosperity. Of course, much harm has been dors, much 
injury has been done, by demonetizing silver; much poverty and dis- 
tress have been wrought by it which never can be cured; but it is to- 
day in the power of the people of the United States, it is in the power 
of the Senate, to take a step to restore the constitutional currency of 
this country, gold and silver, to relieve its distress, to enlarge its cur- 
rency, and promote the welfare of the people. It remains to be seen 
whether we shall do it. 3 z 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President— 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish to make a report. 

17 PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
eld? 

Mr. PLATT. I yield altogether. I did think I should like to make 
some reply upon one point when the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
3 but it has been so long since that I do not care to say any- 

ng. 

Mr. CALL. Ifthe Senator from Virginia will allow me, I move 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr, DANIEL. I yield. s 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the absolute, free, and unlimited coin- 
age of silver is, in my judgment, shared in, as I believe, by a ma- 
jority of the people, the only solution of this question; and if it d 
not prove to be the final solution of the question, it would seem to me 
to be the essential and indispensable step towards the solution of it. 


NOTHING SHORT OF FREE COINAGE LIKELY TO BRING SILVER BULLION TO PAR. 


Questions have been asked of gentlemen on the floor to-day whether 
or not the bill now pending for the coinage of $4,500,000 worth of sil- 
ver per month would of itself bring silver bullion to par. I do not 
think that it can be anticipated that anything less than the free coin- 
age of silver will bring silver bullion to par. It isa principle of me- 
chanics that the strength of a chain is to be found in its weakest link, 
and so ie} sie of any commodity must be fixed by the price of the 
portion of that commodity which can be bought cheapest. As long as 
there is a portion of the silver bullion of the country which can not by 
any method turn itself into money, that portion of bullion will remain 
a mere commodity, with no automatic right to become money, and 
will continue to occupy the level of commodity prices. 

There are two planes of price which apply to the precious metals. 
The one is that plane of price which belongs to the metal which has 
attached to it the right to me money. The other plane of price is 
that which attaches to the disfranchised and rejected portion of that 
metal. We see in respect to silver that that portion of silver which 
has the right to become money and is made money instantly rises to 
the price of silver and to the price of gold as money and becomes a dol- 
lar invalue. Wesee on the other hand that that portion of silver which 
remains bullion occupies the same level as other commodities. > 

Now, then, if you shall require a certain portion, greater than now 
existing, of silver bullion to be coined, you will undoubtedly enhance 
the value of that silver bullion as you will enhance the prices of all 
commodities which are increased in value by the larger volumeof money, 
But you can not lift the great body of bullion which is still rejected 
and disfranchised up to money value unless you give to it the money 
faculty which creates the value. 


SILVER HAS WON THE VICTORY IN PUBLIC OPINION, 


There can be no question, Mr. President, to the observer of public 
opinion in this country that the silver men have won this fight in the 
forum of the public intelligence and in the forum of the public con- 
science. If a popular vote could be applied to this question and free 
coinage or restricted coinage be submitted to the decision of the Ameri- 
can people, I for one believe that free coinage would be carried by a 
tremendous majority. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, if the administrators of this Govern- 
ment who now exercise its executive responsibilities were in favor of 
the free coinage of silver, who can doubt, in the presence of the man- 
ifestations of public sentiment in the Congress of the United States, 
that this body would gladly respond to executive recommendation and 
would record free coinage as their verdict? 

A POSSIBLE VETO SHOULD NOT INFLUENCE THE SENATE. 

It has been whispered abont, and has been intimated here and there, 
that we stand in danger of Executive veto if there should bea free- 
coinage measure passed. I do not think, sir, that that is a question 
which we should here consider. It is for the President of the United 
States to do his duty as he may see it with the lights which are put 
before him; it is fer us to do our duty according to the lights which 


are put before us, and any such intimation can only belong to the lobby 
and to the gossip of the street. 
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But so far as I am concerned, Mr. President, and as many of those 
are concerned who have the conviction upon their minds that the free 
coinage of silver is necessary to the prosperity and happiness of this 
people, it would matter not to me who might oppose, I would still in 
my feeble way exercise my vote and such limited influence as I might 
possess in favor of it. 


THE SILVER QUESTION OF PARAMOUNT IMPORTANCE, 


This question of the re-enfranchisementof silver overlies, in my judg- 
ment, any question which is now before the American people. Itisa 
question which comes home to the business and bosoms ’’ of all so- 
ciety. It does not affect one rank or another rank, but all in the in- 
creased prosperity which in my judgment it will bring to the whole 
American nation and the commanding position it will give them in 
the monetary affairs of the world. 


SILVER ABOVE PAR WHEN THE UNITED STATES DEMONETIZED IT; AND THOSE 
WHO STRUCK IT DOWN CAN RESTORE ITS VALUE. 
It is to be observed that while some say that this country is too weak 
-to take a plunge of this sort alone, it has been the American action 
which has more affected the yalue of silver than that of any other 
country in the world, and more perhaps than of all other countries com- 
bined, Notwithstanding the demonetization of silver by Great Britain 
in 1816, notwithstanding the demonetization by Germany in 1871, as 
Jong asthe American mints remained open to the free coinage of silver, 
silver held up its head.as a money metal despite the efforts of the mon- 
archies of the Old World to strike it down. It was 3 per cent. above par 
in the beginning of 1873, and it was not until that evil day in the his- 
tory of our monetary legislation when the silver dollar was stricken 
from the coinage, without the 3 of the American people, that 
it received the deadly blow which e it go down in the marts of 
exchange. If America was so strong that she could destroy what the 
combined efforts of others had failed to destroy, is it not a fair infer- 
ence of logic that America can build up that which she has stricken 
down? 
HOW SILVER WAS DEMONETIZED. 


Mr. President, in the debate a few day ago (and I regret to see that 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] is not in his seat) the Senator 
from Ohio interrupted me in the course of my remarks in objection to 
a phrase which I used that the silver bill had been smuggled throngh 
the Congress of the United States, and that silver was demonetized 
without the knowledge of the American people or their legislative or 
executive representatives. The word ‘‘ smuggled’? may be a term sub- 
ject to some criticism, because it might be construed to imply that there 
was an intent on the part of those who had charge of that measure to get 
it through secretively. I, therefore, amend the phrase which I shall 
apply to the subject, to be strictly within the bounds of courteous de- 
bate and within those limits of fact which are capable of demonstration. 
The 1 of innuendo and of insinuation is always objectionable to 
me, and I have no pleasure in using it. I rather like to use those 
phrases which are manly aud direct in theallegation of facts and in the 
proot of them, and then to leave it to the enlightened judgment of oth- 
ers to find the proper adjective to apply to it. 

I will renew my assertion, Mr. President, thus far. 
demonetization of silver: 

First, That Congress did not know, and has left no visible sign upon 
its record that it knew, that it demonetized silver when it did so; 

Second. That the President of the United States did not know that 
he was demonetizing silver when he signed the bill which executed it 
asa monetary metal; 

Third. That members of the committee which reported the bill, 
some of them at least, did not know it; and 

charge of the bill did not 


I aver as to the 


Fourth. That the committee which had 
call the attention of the Senate to its effect nor apprise them of what 
they were solicited by that bill to accomplish. 


LET THE FACTS SPEAK. 


Mr. BLAIR: I understand the Senator, however, to acquit them of 
any bad motive. 

Mr. DANIEL. I did not, sir. If the Senator understands me so, 
he puts into my remarks something that I have not uttered. 

Mr. BLAIR. No; I do not putit into the Senator’s remarks, but I 
understood the Senator to qualify his adjectives and say that he did 
not use those implying any moral turpitude. 

Mr. DANIEL. I did so. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then the Senator means to be understood that he ac- 
quits them of a bad motive? 

Mr. DANIEL. I mean to say that I propose to present the facts and 
let the gentlemen form their own opinion. I am not to be put upon 
the witness stand to express my opinion about gentlemen with whom 
I am associated ip the Senate of the United States, and the Senator has 
no more right to ask me my opinion than I havetoask him his. Isay, 
however, this, that it is not for me to enter into any man’s heart and 
attempt to set up my judgment of his motives further than they are dis- 
closed by his conduct. 


Mr. BLAIR. But I understood the Senator to do so, and to acquit 
them of any bad motive. 

Mr. DANIEL. I said I amended what I said so far as not to use the 
word ‘‘smuggled.’? That is what I said. 

Mr, BLAIR. I understand the Senator now, I think. He does not 
use the word *‘ smuggled.” 

Mr. DANIEL, Ido not, because I would seem by using that word 
to take the responsibility, which Iam not to do, of imputing 
to the very gentlemen who had in charge the bill the personal endeavor 
to impose pi eo the body of which they were officially representatives, 

Mr. BLA The Senator will then excuse me for understanding 
that he meant to acquit them of a bad motive. 

Mr. DANIEL. I mean not to say anything about their motive fur- 
ther than to state the facts and let the Senate judge. I hope the Sen- 
ator and myself are at an understanding about that. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not impute motives at all, but I do say that 
the committee did not apprise the Senate of what they were doinig, 
and that the Senate and the President and the country were aston- 
ished when they woke up and found what had been done. 

Mr. BLAIR, May I ask the Senator if he does not think the com- 
1 were equally astonished when they ſound out what had been 

one? 

Mr. DANIEL. I think it not at all unlikely that they were. I 
think it not at all unlikely that the committee did not know them- 
selves what they were doing. 

Mr. BLAIR. I with the Senator. 

Mr. DANIEL. I think that not at all unlikely; but I do not think 
that that episode in our financial history can be put down in our records 
as one of the items of the splendid management of the finances by the 

y which was in power. 
Mr. BLAIR. The Senator does not understand that that was a 
y measure, does he? 

Mr. DANIEL, No, sir; I do not understand that it was a party 
measure, but I understand that it was a party that adopted it asa 
measure, and I think those who passed it are responsible for its pas- 


Mr. BLAIR. Is it not a fact that the bill was passed without op- 

tion ? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. It could hardly be a party measure, then, when both 

it. 

Mr. DANIEL. It was framed, it was patronized, it was ushered 
into life with distinguished gentlemen as its sponsors of the Repub- 
lican party. While I do not care to go into any partisan debate about 
it, because I know that that responsibility was shared and should be 
borne by some gentlemen of my own political faith ani predilection, 
I yet point at the fact, and deem it a proper matter of animadversion 
that it is not one of those episodes in the so-called magnificent financial 
administration of affairs, 

Mr. President, if I could follow a little in the suggestions which the 
Senator gives me by his queries, I would undertake to say, and to 
demonstrate from the records of our Treasury, that the financial depart- 
ment of the United States Government has been the worst managed of 
all the departments of this Government for the last quarter of a cent- 
ury. I believe, sir, that whatever prosperity has come to this country 
has come not on account of, but in despite of, the wretched financial 
management of our fiscal affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR, May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator look upon the financial management 
by the Republican party, by virtue of which it was enabled to suppress 
the rebellion, as anything less than a splendid achievement in financial 
engineering? 

Mr. DANIEL, Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, the war is 
over, and I do not admire the logic of gentlemen who are so discon- 
nected with modern times that they must always go back to the war 
to get are illustration. : 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will pardon me, all these financial ques- 
tions that have agitated the country, so far as I have observed, in his 
lifetime and in mine, originated with the war or were the outgrowth 
of the war. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam not criticising that. 
period since the war. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr, DANIEL. I said twenty-five years ago. The war bas been 
over twenty-five years. 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator from New Hampshire say that 
the demonetization of silver originated with the war? That occurred 
in 1873. The war closed in 1865. 

Mr. DANIEL. That is what I heard. 

Mr. BLAIR. If I ean have the floor 

Mr. STEWART. That system of robbery was inaugurated after the 
war. 


Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Virginia began twenty-five years 


Iam talking about tho 
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ago, and I was only taking this difficulty where it clearly originated, 
and that wasin the war. The Senator was making some reflections 
upon the financial management of the Republican party. 

Mr. DANIEL. In the last twenty-five years. 

Mr. BLAIR. In the last twenty-five years. 

Mr. DANIEL. The war has been over twenty-fiye years. 

Mr. BLAIR. But the Senator knew very well, it seems to me, the 
financial management of the Republican party during the last twenty- 
five years, with the causes which gave the Republican party dominance 
and management in this country, and it is almost inevitable that in 
his own mind, as I suppose, in the action and policy of that party he 
must concede splendid achievements by which the country when prac- 
tically bankrupt was enabled to wage a great war and preserve the 
unity of the nation. There is the primary duty and difficulty of all 
these matters, and I thought while the Senator was reflecting upon the 
management of the Republican party it would be only just that he 
should begin with the beginning of the management of that party. 

I will say, so far as the Senator upon my right [Mr. STEWART] is 
concerned 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator be kind enough to ask his ques- 
tions? 

Mr. BLAIR. I will do so in my own time, if it is necessary for the 
Senator to answer them at all. 

Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator will put all his questions to me now 
I will endeavor to make him a final answer, and then I will go on with 
the tenor of my remarks, because it is a little diverting from the thread 
of observation to have so many speeches and questions put in. 

Mr. BLAIR. . I beg the Senator’s pardon; I was quite inadvertently 
brought into the discussion. I understood him to courteously admit 
that the committee in 1873 were in his mind acquitted of any bad mo- 
tive in their conduct. I wished that to be understood. That is what 
Isought to have understood explicitly. IL only asked with reference 
to that, and nothing else. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam very much obl to the Senator for his assist- 
ance in punctuating the observations which I have made, but I hardly 
see that it is necessary for him to interpolate an eulogy upon the war 
management of the finances when I am confining my criticism entirely 
to post bellum affairs. But if he wishes to know my judgment, and it 
will serve him in turn to know my opinion of it, I would say very 
frankly that I think during the war there was a vast ability displayed 
by the Federal Government in its financial concerns, and that it was 
very admirable in the great genius which it displayed in devising ways 
and means of carrying on a war. That is my opinion. 

Mr, BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion at 
this point in reply to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. DANIEL. I hope the Senator will excuse me, 

Mr. BLAIR. I merely wished to give the Senator from Nevada the 
advantage of the concession of the Senator from Virginia, that the act 
of 1873 was not a party measure. 

Mr. STEWART. Nor a war measnre. 

Mr. BLAIR. Nor a war measure? 

CONGRESS AND THE PEOPLE UNAPPRISED OF THE DEMONETIZATION MEASURES. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr, President, while Ido not say that any man here 
upon the floor of the Senate was actuated by any criminal or improper 
motive, I do say that the conduct of the committee which had charge 
of the bill indicates one of two things, either a density of ignorance 
which it would be extremely remarkable to find on the part of those 
who were attempting to steer the ship of state, or otherwise a most 
reprehensible negligence of their appropriate committee duties. As I 
understand it, it is the duty of a committee which propounds a meas- 
ure which has contained in it vast changes in the fundamental structure 
of our affairs to apprise those to whom that measure is addressed of the 
nature, scope, and operation of it. If this were not the duty of com- 
mittees we would be here in legislation like the blind leading the blind. 
We are obliged to take what is announced at the desk and what is pro- 
pounded before this body upon faith, for no man has either the physical 
or intellectual capacity to read all the documents and to advise himself 
minutely and in detail upon all the questions which come before him. 

The fact stares this body in the face, and it will remain a perpetual 
reproach to our American legislation, that a dollar which had been the 
dollar of this country from the organization of the Mint was dismissed 
from the currency in 1873 without the knowledge and withont the call 
of the country, and without the cognizance of the executive and leg- 
islative agents who did it. 

TESTIMONY AS TO THE METHODS OF DEMONETIZATION. 

Mr. President, I have before me a letter which was written by a former 
member of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures of the 
House of Representatives after seeing the remarks which I had the 
honor here to make on the 23d of May last. It was addressed to me 
by Hon. John Critcher, of Virginia, who was a member of Congress in 
1873, in which he uses these terms: 

Washixdrox. D. C., 505 D STREET, N. W., 26th May, 1890. 
Dran Sin: In ma speech in the Senate of the United States on the 23d instant, 


you quote from Hooper's report to the House of Representatives in refer- 
ence to the act passed in 1873 dropping silver from our coinage laws, the follow- 


of the committee and took 


ing passage: The committee unanimously recommend its passage as neces- 
sary and expedient.” 3 

I was a member of the Committee of the House on Coi Weights, and 
Measures in the Forty-second Congress—1871-1873. The Hon. William D. Kel- 
ley was chairman; but, as he was at the same a member of the Ways and 
Means Committee, Mr. Hooper, of Massachusetts, acted generally as chairman 
rge of this cular measure, 

During the Congress I received notice but once to attend a meeting of this 
committee. I attended another rap Ae 4 request of Dr. Linderman, who had 
something to say to the committee ut minor or subsidiary coins. 

I was never consulted on any subject by either the chairman or his substitute, 
and the same respect was shown to two of my associates on the committee. 

Nothing, I am sure, wassaid in my presence, in the committee-room or else- 
where, about demonetizing silver, and no one was more surprised months after- 
wards to learn the fact. 

Please observe that the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, referred to 
by Mr. SHERMAN, was made in 1870 to the Forty-first Congress, and the debate 
alluded to occurred in the same Congress, Silver was demonetized three years 
afterwards by another body. 

Yours truly, 
JOHN CRITCHER. 

Hon. Jonx W. DANIEL. 


So, Mr. President, even this subsidiary knowledge which might be 
constructively imputed to Congress was a knowledge to be acquired 
from the state papers of a different body than that which was legislat- 
ing upon this subject. 


REMARKS OF THE SENATOR FROM OHIO, 


The Senator from Ohio said in the course of his remarks the other 
day: 

I remember that in a debate between the late Senator from Kentucky, Mr. 
Beck, whose death we mourn, he made this same statement, that has been 
made over and over again in the Senate and House, that the silver dollar was 
surreptitiously dro) from the I then got the original files and 
showed the original letter of April 25, „ had it , and showed every stage 
of that bill. It was printed at least eight or ten times, circulated widely all 
over the country, and sent to everybody who was supposed to know an n 
about the bill, and attention was especially called to the fact that the silver dol- 
lar was dropped from the coinage. The bill was debated in both Houses. The 
fact was brought out here only the other day by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Dorn}. The Senator from Kentucky, with the maay 23238 that distin- 
guished him, because, although he was very strong in opini he was al- 
ways willing to be corrected. at once acknowledged his error; and there are 
Senators here within the hearing of my voice who probably remember the cir- 
cumstance. ~ 


Mr. President, I respond to these observations of the Senator from Ohio: 

First, that the paper to which he alludes as accompanying the re- 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury on April 25, 1870, was a paper 
connected with another Congress, one that did not demonetize silver, 
but which refused to adopt that recommendation. How knowledge 
of what that measure contemplated could be imputed to another and a 
ifferent b ody is a thing which I do not discover. 

In the second place, in reference to the late Senator Beck, I have no 
doubt that he would havegladly recalled any word which was not seen to 
be substantiated by the facts as disclosed; but I heard that debate be- 
tween the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Kentucky. I failed 
to hear any retraction on the part of the Senator from Kentucky, at 
least of the charge which he made that Congress was ignorant of the 
demonetization of silver. As I have the speeches which he made on 
that occasion before me now, I beg leave to quote in part from one of 
them that it may be distinctly. understood what itis that the men who 
are opposed to the demonetization of silver criticised, and what it is 
that they hold up to the just reprehension of the country. 


SENATOR BECK'S ALLEGATIONS AND THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE SENATOR FROM 
OHIO, 


Mr. Beck, speaking on March 13, 1888, upon Senate bill 8, to pro- 
vide for the issue of coin certificates in lieu of separate certificates of 
gold and silver, adverted to his previous speech on the pension bill, 
and said this: 


While showing in my speech on the pension bill how we were handicapped 
in the trade of the world by the cheap silver bullion coined in India I said, 
among other things, that the act demonetizing siver in 1873 was passed so secretly 
that even the President and several other distinguished gentlemen whom 
named knew nothing about it. 


Then reading from his speech on pensions, he quoted the following 
words from that speech: 


And that was all said to be done in order to protect the American laborer; he 
was told that he should accept paymentin nothing but gold coin, while the poor 
ignorant people of India were willing totake silver. What broughtabout this 
condition of things? The Senator from Ohio is more responsible for it than 
anybody else. Therecord shows it. When Congress undertook to strike down 
our silver coinage at the dictation of England, and when Germany and England 
and the United States combined and struck it down secretly, so secretly that 
General Grant, who was then President, did not know it, though he signed the 
bill; Mr. Blaine, the then Speaker of the House, did not know it; Mr. Garfield 
did not know it; Mr. Kelley, who had charge of the bill, did not know it—not 
one of the Argus-eyed reporters found it out. He is respo: le for it. 8 
Hooper, of Massachusetts, was chairman of the conference that settled it on the 
pet of the House, aud Mr. SHERMAN was chairman on the part of the Senate. 

hey knew it. 

These remarks— 


Says Senator Beck— 
seem to have offended the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 
SILVER QUIETLY DEMONETIZED, IF NOT SECRETIVELY; AND ATTENTION CALLED 
TO THE ABANDONMENT OF THE STANDARD DOLLAR, 
He then goes on to produce the testimony in proof of the allegations 
which he made that silver was demonetized in such a way that the 
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parties which did it did not take ce of what they were doing. 
Again, from the speech of Senator Beck I quote as follows: 
Neri us, I said silver was demonctized se- 


ent did not know it; that the Speaker of the House 
the distinguished gentlemen I named did not know 


the floor the 1 FFC 
Continued Senator Beck 

from 
eee 


Suys Judge Kelley in this speech quoted by Senator Beck: 


In 1872, when I made the remarks which were cited by those gentlemen, and 
which have been 3 uoted in — Houses, and always swith an air as 
much as to sa; convict this m this man of the crime of having been instructed 
by the logic — forever settle this momentous question, we were 


not using coin, and no tleman in either House a Š — prec 
the scope and 8 e of the silver question or ts he stud 

Hence the bill—and I wish gentlemen to know what that was; it wasa bill 
to reorganize the mints, not to revise the coin money of the country, but to re- 


organize the mints, and it was es without allusion usion in debate to the question 
of the retention or abandonment of the standard silver dollar.” 


Mr. President, and I pause from quoting Judge Kelley to remark 
that there is the very gist of the allegation against the pernicious leg- 
islation that was then indulged in, that in that whole debate. there 
was nothing said as to the retention or abandonment of the standard 
silver dollar, and that the measures before the House were passed rapidly 
and with little debaté, as a codification of the mint laws, without cogni- 
zance taken that the standard silver dollar was being from 


circulation. ~ 
Mr. EDMUNDS. How many silver dollars were in circulation at 


that time? 
Mr. DANIEL. How silver dollars were then in circulation I 
am unable to tell, because ve not at this present moment the sta- 


tistics before me, but I will answer the Senator by another observation: 

40 had Sean in S 3 first twelve days ar 
‘ebruary, N vor near 

Bac fourth of all we had cotned.-Speech of Senator Beck, March 1, 1888 > zd 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Nearly one-fourth. Then all we had coined down 
to that time would have been abont $10,000,000? 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator can figure up his mathematics as well 
as I can, without putting the question to me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Am I not right about that, then? 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator knows the multiplication table as well 
as I do. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not so sure about that, Mr. President. 

Mr..DANIEL. Then I have not time to teach it to him now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In the whole history of the country, .then, for 
seven-eighths of a century we had only coined $10,000,000, at the ut- 
most, of silver dollars. Does not the Senator know (I am sure he will 
tell me with candor) that at that time, whether Congress knew what 
it was doing or did not, for want of debate, which can not be said of 
us about this bill, I take it—does not my friend perfectly well under- 
stand that the silver coin, the legal-tender coin, the dollar, was practi- 
cally out of circulation, and that the whole volume of it that had been 
coined in the United States from the beginning was less than $10,000,000? 

Mr. DANIEL, Mr. President, I understand perfectly that we were 
not upon a specie basis in 1873. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How were we in 1860? 

Mr. DANIEL. We were not upon a Spoti paor HEINS; but we 
were contemplating going to a specie basis, and were looking around 
to see what metals we could rely upon e een could gather 
together in order to get upon a specie basis. The country was project- 
ing a return to a specie basis, for the bonds were out and the money 
power of the world knew that if they could the medium of 
paying ing those bonds they would be rich rapidly, as they did. 

ow, then, while neither gold nor silver was in cireulation it 
was an auspicious moment for the cunning of the bondocrat to lie in 
wait and take the nation unawares, and it stole upon them like a thief 
in the night and did it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from Vir- 
ginia a question? 
yield? PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask him whether i in 1873, when 
we had coined the $2,000,000 and when we passed this unknown and 
supposed unheard-of screed in favor of the bondholder, as he puts it, 
the bondholder 

Mr. DANIEL. Ifthe Senator wants to ask me a question I would 
be very glad to yield to him, but I do not care to have a lot of adjec- 
tives thrown at me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I will take out all the adjectives. I will 


ask the Reporter to take out all of the adjectives, and I will ask the 
Senator from Virginia whether the bonds of the United States appre- 
ciated and rose in value on account of the passage of the act of 1873 
and whether they fell on account of the passage of the act of 1878, 
which again put the silver dollar into the mints for coinage. There 
are no adjectives in that, I believe. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I did not expect, in presenting a few 
ideas about silver coinage, to undergo a general catechism or eross-ex- 
amination, but I will endeayor . answer the Senator as best I can. 
He has taken very little part in this debate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam only a learner. 

Mr. DANIEL. If I could hope to educate the Senator up to the 
standard of free silyer I would think my feeble efforts were well be- 
stowed. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam for liberty everywhere of all kinds. 

Mr. DANIEL. In theory I know the Senator is, but when it comes 
to practice he does not always stick. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a question of opinion. 

Mr. DANIEL. Did the sande go up on account of the demonetiza- 
aoi of silver? That is the first question. I have no doubt that they 

id. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has the Senator any information? 

Mr. DANIEL. And it is the fact that they did go up above par, I 
have no doubt, and that they have continually enhanced in value by 
the demonetization of silver; that is my judgment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May Lask the Senator 

Mr. DANIEL. Now, let me get through with the other santos: 
Then did they go down by the remonetization of silver? No, they did 
not, and I will tell the Senator one reason why. It is because the 
monetary legislation of this country has divided our e in two 
classes. It has segregated the bondholding class from the body of the 
people, and so manipulated the management of the 9 to give 
them gold every time, and it has ted the great body of the 
wage - earners of “the country and its soldiery and its pensioners into 
another class, who are forced to take what they can got after the aris- 
tocratic bondholders at the first table have been served. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a question ? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from V: yield 
to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Leaving off the adjectives that my friend has 


used, as he has a right to use them, I wish to ask himseriously whether 
he really believes (for that is a matter of statistics) that the bonds of 
the United States changed their value in the markets of the world, or 
of the United States, or anywhere else—using an old phrase that the 
United States is not a part of the world, as one of the Presidents is said 
to have done—whether after the passage ot the act of 1873 those bonds 
rose immediately after the passage of that act above the general range 
that they had before. Now, that is a question of fact which does 
not depend upon adjectives, and my friend ought to know how it is. I 
know how it is, I think. 

Mr. DANIEL. I hope the Senator will enlighten me by telling me. 
I have generally observed the bonds of the United States, like Job's 
war-horse, snuffed the battle from afar off. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So have I. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have never been brought into such intimate com- 
munication with one or any number of them that I have kept in mind 
or been apprised of the rising and falling of the stock exchange. If 
the Senator is really in search of information of that sort the bankers’ 
magazines will readily afford it. What we are looking at now is the 
natural, philosophical effect of legislation. If the bondholders did not 
know that the demonetization of silver was in their interest, will the 
Senator from Vermont please to explain to me this curious phenome- 
non, that they have been the party in the United States who have 
always upheld the demonetization of silver and who have opposed its 
remonetization ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Would the Senator like to have an answer now ? 

Mr. DANIEL. Les, sir; answer it now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. I will in first as Columbus did 
about the egg standing on its end, that I should like to have the fact 
proved. In the second place, I will say that every man in the United 
States of common in ce, whether in Virginia or Vermont, who 
did not owe a debt that he wished to pay with less bushels of wheat, 
or less pounds of tobacco, or less bushels of corn, or Iess pounds of 
beef 

Mr. HOAR. Or less days’ work. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Or less days’ work, as my friend from Massa- 
chusetts very properly suggests, did not wish to have the standard of 
values changed, because he knew that if he bought labor or bought 
property on an inflation, when he had got his inſlated dollar bill or 
dollar in coin, whether of gold or silver, it was worth no more te him 
to buy what he wanted than what the currency was before. But when 
it came to the question of the man who was dishonest enough to wish 
2 pay the debt that he had contracted before by a scaled-down value 

-up currency, which comes to the same thing, his motives 
of ‘self-interest would lead him to do it. 
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But I put it to my friend in all seriousness that if he will look at the 
statistics of the price of United States bonds, the price of labor, the 
gee of beef, the price of every commodity that human labor produces, 

e wil see that that supposed disastrous performance had no effect 
upon it whatever, and it was not until the resumption act of 1875, that 
pledged the United States to pay something besides promises for things 
that they had engaged to do, that the value of things began to rise, 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I do not object to endeavoring to 
answer, according to the best information I may possess, any question 
which my colleagues may put to me, but I hope now, as it is getting 
80 late, they will allow me to proceed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is only by the grace of the Senator that I have 
interrupted him at all. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will now attempt to answer the questions they 
have already presented. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont knows just as well as he 
knows any fact of our public history that the men inthis country who 
are getting richer by the accretion of their investments constitute the 
class of people who applauded the demonetization of silver and who re- 
main to-day the remnant of the phalanx that are contending against 
its free coinage. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not wish to be interrupted now, if the Senator 
will excuse me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very good. I donot know that thing. 

Mr. DANIEL. Well, then, it is because, in my humble judgment, 
the Senator fails to take cognizance of facts which the rest of the coun- 

izes to be true. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, will the Senator do me the grace 
to give me half a minute just there ? 

Mr. DANIEL. Half a minute; yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, I wish to recall to my friend (which he 
knows just as well as he says I know) that in every instance in the 
world’s history where inflation, as we call it, has taken place, it has 
been the rich that have profited by it, and not the poor, from the be- 
ginning down. 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir; I know that, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And therefore the rich man and the bondholder 
is the man who would set everything kiting in order that he might 
plunder the poor. x 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam very happy to hear that argument by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont. He is right. It is the rich who get richer when 
you have inflations of paper beyond their hopeful redemption in specie, 
and the way they get rich is by pursuing the very course that they are 
pursuing with the assistance of the Senator from Vermont now. If he 
will not interrupt me I will show him so plainly that the rest of the 
country will see it, whether he does or not, by what process that very 
class of people are enriching and aggrandizing themselves every day at 
the expense of the great body of the tillers of the soil of this land. I 
will tell how they do it. 

In the first place, there comes an inflation of paper money. I do not 
blame this country for that inflation, because I know it was brought 
about by the exigency of war and was thoroughly justifiable by the 


laws of nationsand the enlightened judgmentof men. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the bonds which were issued were payable in that paper and were 
bought by the bondholders at very depreciated rates. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator mean to say that the bonds were 
payable in paper? : 

Mr. DANIEL. Les, sir; they were payable in the legal-tender money 
of this country at first. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Only one class of them. 

Mr. DANIEL. Very well; that class of them. 

Mr. STEWART. That was the great bulk of them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, a very small bulk of them. , 

THE BONDS WERE PAYABLE IN PAPER—LEGAL-TENDER NOTES. 

Mr. DANIEL, That class of them were payable in paper. Then 
Congress an act that they should be paid in coin. Then, Mr. 
President, they construed coin to mean gold, and every political party 
in this country has had a Secretary of the Treasury who as habitually 
made the rich richer by preferring these bondholders, who are gather- 
ing up the wreckageof inflation in a diferent medium from that which 
they stipulated to receive. 

Mr. President, if I might intensify the term, it has become one of 
the chronic antiquities of the country, the letter which the Senator 
from Ohio wrote about the bondholders, and as the Senator from Ver- 
mont is asking me some questions I refer him to his able and astute 
coadjutor from Ohio in helping to make the rich richer for a little in- 
formation. The Senator from Ohio is not here, but he has heard this 
80 often that it would be no news to him: 

DEAR Sm: I was pleased to receive your leiter. My personal interests are the 
same as yours; but, like you, I do not intend to be influenced by them. My 
construction of the law is the result of careful examination, and I feel quite sure 
Saad Vary e ees ee 
to repudiate or violate a promise when we offer to redeem the principal” — 
Meaning the bonds 
in legal-tenders, 


j| sumption immediately. 


I think the bondholder violates his promise when he refuses to take the same 
kind of money he paid for the bonds, If the case is to be tested by law, I am 
right; if it is to be tested by Jay Cooke's advertisements, I am wrong. I hate 
ae rye or anything like it, but we ought not to be deterred from doing 
what is right by fear of undeserved oc rae A 

If under the law as it stands the holders of the five-twenties can only be paid 
in gold, then we are repudiators if we propose to pay otherwise. 


How does the Senator from Vermont like to be called a repudiator 
by the Senator from Ohio? Zs 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, I think I can bear it, as I am not. : 

Mr, DANIEL. Certainly; the Senator has been bearing it and the 
people behind him have been getting rich on it for almost twenty-five 
years. What does the epithet mean provided you can defeat every 
effort of the people to get back to the just thing which your own Sec- 
retaries and Senators have proclaimed? : 

If the bondholder can legally demand only the kind of money he d, then 
he is a repudiator and an extortioner to demand money more valuable than he 
gave. 


Truly yours, 
JOHN SHERMAN, 


That is the way they get rich through inflation: by having a repre- 
sentative like the letter-writer to tell the country that they are repu- 
diators and extortioners if they claim more, and then by having the 
same representative and a Senator from Vermont to help them to get it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I was under the impression, if my 
friend will pardon me, that we were discussing a bill, and not the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, 

Mr. DANIEL. I was discusing the bill, but now I am discussing 
the interrogator very respectfully. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not write the letter. 

Mr. DANIEL. But I am answering the Senator’s question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not write the letter, I believe. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senatorasked me a question which I propose to 
answer by the financial light and head of the party which he follows, 
whose policy he has sustained through all of these administrations, I 
take the word from his lips when he denounces them as extortioners and 
repudiators who have exacted out of the people of this country by violat- 
ing their own promises and demanding what the people did not promise 
to pay them. 


FREE COINAGE OF SILVER A CONSERVATIVE MEASURE. 


Mr. President, when we come here witha most conservative m 
a measure which every conservative American citizen should gladly 
welcome, not to inflate with paper, but to give to the people the hard, 
solid money which the God of nature has stored in their soil in order 
that they ‘might use it, every impediment is put in the way and every 
kind of chop logie is used abouta broken-legged dollarand a cheap dol- 
lar and everything of that sort to prevent silver from getting its restored 
position in the monetary agencies of the world. 

Mr. President, I want to answer another point which was made by 
the Senator from Vermont. The attempt is made—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator leaves the point of the bonds I 
should like to make a snggestion to him which I think has escaped his 
attention, and that is, that at the close of the war, and at the first meet- 
ing of Congress afterwards, a resolution was adopted in the House of 
Representatives declaring the policy of the Government as respects the 
United States notes and as respects their retirement; and that a yea- 
and-nay vote was taken upon that resolution, and every Democrat in 
the House of Representatives, including Senators now upon this floor, 
voted in favor of retiring the greenbacks and of coming to ie re- 
‘That record is in the proceedings of the House 
of Representatives. So one party, whatever this policy was, was as re- 
sponsible at the time as the other, and whatever may have been wrong, 
if anything, which I deny, was a wrong that was inflicted upon the 
people of this country by Democratic votes as well as by Republicans.” 

Mr. HOAR. To what resolution does the Senator refer? 

Mr. ALLISON. I refertoa resolution that was proposed in Decem- 
ber, 1865, by Mr. Alley, of Massachusetts, then a member of the House. 
I have that resolution before me. 

Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator will excuse me 

Mr. ALLISON, I will excuse the Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was when coin was at 30 or 40 per cent. pre- 
mium. 

Mr. DANIEL. Ishould have been most happy to hear the Senator 
from Iowa discuss this question heretofore. I have largely looked to 
him for light and knowledge uponit; but having been denied the oppor- 
tunity to hear him I have endeavored to get along as best I could with- 
out his counsel. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator. I only 
wanted to say a word upon this point, because I understood the Sena- 
tor to invite it. 

* Mr. DANIEL. That is the mere point of saying You are another,“ 
and that can be said on the stump and in so many places that it is hardly 
necessary to interrupt my answer to the Senator from Vermont when I 
have got him in a hard place, and 

Mr. ALLISON. All right; then I will not do that. 

Mr. DANIEL. It is very much no doubt to his relief. 
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MI. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to make an excuse for 
interrupting him? I understood him to hold the Republican party 
responsible for all this legislation at that particular period, and it was 
only in response to that that I wished to call his attention to a fact. 

Mr. DANIEL. Well, Mr. President, I am not disposed to run away 
from my own humble responsibilities or to declare that Democrats 
are not responsble when they take part in bad Republican measures. 
They must answer to their constituents for it, of course. I have not 
hesitated to criticise the Democratic Administration, of which I was an 
earnest supporter, for its management of this very question. It copied 
the Republican management. Mr. Cleveland and Mr. Manning went 
right along in the old tracks which their Republican predecessors had 
gone in. I am not attempting to give a partisan cast to a question 
which, as I think, is greater than Democracy and greater than Repub- 
licanism—that is, greater than Republicanism and just as great as De- 
mocracy, I mean. [Langhter.] 

Mr. EHMUNDS. That is a much better way. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I am not exercising any affected in- 
dependence on this subject. I voted for free coinage in the Forty-ninth 
Congress in the face of Mr. Cleveland’s message urging the demoneti- 
zation of silver. I would have voted for it against the Executive veto, 
just as I would do now, because Mr. Harrison occupies very much upon 
this question the position with regard to his party that Mr. Cleveland 
occupied towards the Democratic party. 

Senators, it is my humble conviction that the Presidents of these 
days and generations are so dependent upon the money centers for their 
election, not to say of anything that may be in a money center, that 
you can not expect from them the same direct, tenacious, and earnest 
upholding of popular rights that you are to receive from their repre- 
sentatives who come fresh from the people, knowing the people’s wants 
and filed with their aspirations for the welfare of their whole country. 


THE GREAT PART PERFORMED BY SILVER IN OUR HISTORY. 


Mr. President, if I am not interrupted again I want to return to the 
guestion of the demonetization of silver to answer one point on the 
other side that has been made about it. The Senator from Vermont 
asked how many silver dollars we had coined before 1873. Compara- 
tively a very small number, though when he puts the number at about 
$10,000,000 I will call the attention of my honorable friend from Iowa 
to a statement made by him that we had coined some 140,000,090 of 
silver dollars. Senator Beck in his speech of March 13, 1888, says 
this: . 

Mr. ALLISON insists that the original intention of the promoters of the bill of 
1873 was that both gold and silver should be coined again. I doubt that. Iread 


again from the Senator from Iowa, which answers another part of the speech 
of the Senator from Ohio, who says silver never cut any figure in our coinage, 


And he quotes the Senator from Iowa as saying: 


I can not understand why it is that this objection has been made so strenu- 
ously and so ae We had nothing but a silver currency until 1834 
practically. The debts of the Revolution and the debts of the war of 1812 were 
paid almost exclusively in silver coin ; use we overvalued silver and under- 

_valued gold, the latter disappeared and left us only silver. We not only made 
ourown silver dollars and half-dollars and all fractional silver a full legal tender, 
but we made all the silver coins then current in the world’s commerce legal 
tender in our country. From 1792 up to 1827, and again by the! tion of 
1834, silver coins of Mexico and the South American states and of France and 
Spain were made a full legal tender in this country and some of them continued 
to be a full legal tender until 1857. Therefore for nearly seventy years of our 
country’s history we not only had a legal tender of our own silver, but the silver 
of other nations was a full legal tender in our country. 

Yet Senators say— 


And let me invoke the language of the Senator from Iowa where- 
withal to answer the Senator from Vermont— 
Yet Senators say— 


Continues the Senator from Iowa— 


silver has played but an insignificant part in the great work of distributing the 
products of our country and in our exchanges; and they triumphantly say 
there were only eight millions of silver dollars coined at our mint from 1792 to 
1873. We had of full-coined silver money 


Says the Senator from Iowa, as if answering the suggestion of the 
Senator from Vermont— 
more than a hundred millions coined at our mint between those periods, I think 
$140,000,000, and we had all the silver of the world made legal tender in addition. 
Mr. Moore, the Director of the Mint at Philadelphia, stated in his report of i832 
that there were only $500,000 of gold money in the United States and that all the 
rest was silver. Yet we have the insignificant pretense made here day by day 
that silver has never played a prominent part in the history of our money. 


I commend these wise, historle words of the Senator from Iowa to his 
colleagues on that side of the Chamber. What I might say to them 
might come with little weight, but what is said by him should come 
with great weight, as the position which he occupies in their councils 
and in the general estimation of his compatriots of the whole country 
1 him to commanding respect in his judgment upon these ques- 

ons. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

Mr. DANIEL. One minute more. I hope the Senator will not in- 
terrupt until I go a little further. 

Thus, Mr. President, while such specious advocates as the Senator 


from Vermont and his coll es attempt to make it appear to the peo- 
ple of this country thatsilveris a little, insignificant, subsidiary adjunct 
to our currency, it turns out when you explore our history that the 
periods of our country’s great development anterior to the war were as- 
sisted and mainly promoted by the silver coinage of the world, which 
we recognized as legal tender from whatever Jand it might come, and 
I have at least the authority of the Senator from Iowa for saying that 
there were $140, 000, 000 of silver coined. 
SILVER DEMONETIZED WHEN IT WAS COMING TO THE FRONT. 

Tt has always been attempted to make the American people believe 
that silver was demonetized at a moment when those who were manag- 
ing the fiscal affairs of the country had their minds turned away from 
silver and were not adverting to it. You may well understand, Mr. 
President, that the people of the country-side who are following their 
own avocations would not take cognizance of the silver dollar or the 
gold dollar either, as neither of them was in circulation; but that does 
not exonerate those who were sitting at the receipt of customs ” and 
whose business it was to watch the movements of the currency and to 
assist in regulating its volume from their responsibility to know what 
was going on. 

Sir, at the very moment that silver was demonetized more of it was 
being coined than at any other period of American history, except in 
1853, 1854, 1857, and 1858; $2,000,000 of it, fresh from the mint, were 
just issuing out like a new army, armed and equipped as the law di- 
rects, to take its place upon the field of battle. It was when the mono- 
metällists of this country, under the advice of the Senator from Ohio 
who had just returned from Paris where he had been advising a return 
to gold monometallism—it was when they saw this splendid column of 
new-made silver coming out of the mints to the rescue of the people 
and to increase our volume of currency—it was then that they met and 
defeated that column and outflanked it and put it out of its line of 
march to the battle-fields of commerce and of progress and of produc- 
tion. 

RESERVE FORCES OF MONEY AND COINAGE AS USEFUL AS ACTUAL CURRENCY. 


Mr. President, the mere fact that a particular metal is not being 
coined at a particular time does not dismiss itfrom its effect upon mon- 
etary affairs any more than that a soldier is dismissed from his influ- 
ence in military affairs because he is not at a precise time pulling a 
trigger and firingagun. The reserve forces of finance have just as much 
influence upon fiscal affairs as those which arein actual operation. The 
eredit which any gentleman may have in the markets of exchange does 
not depend upon theamount of money which he may carry in his pocket, 
but upon the property which he may hold behind him as a resort and 
resource of payment if it should become necessary. So, sir, with a 
nation. It is not the fact that you are coining gold to-day or silver to- 
day which gives either gold or silver its immense magnetic influence 
upon the conduct of affairs, but the fact that you have got them as a 
reserve force and can bring them into the field whenever necessary. 

Mr. President, do you tell me that the army which guarded Wash- 
ington during the war did nothing to win the victory because they 
were not fighting in the swamps of Mississippi or around the hills of 
Richmond? Will you tell me that when a fortification is guarded upon 
the banks ofa river by men who are not firing a gun they have not got 
their influence upon the plan of campaign, and upon the movements 
of armies, and upon the events of history because they are not actually 
marching and fighting? No, the man who is guarding a post is doing 
just as good duty as if he is flashing a sword or firing a weapon, because 
he is there, and the knowledge that he is there is what prevents move- 
ments from being made which would be made if he were absent. 

This great reserve force of silver which was coming from the mines 
of the West and had begun to move through your mints to the battle- 
field was what the eye of the gold monometallist rested upon, and he 
intercepted and captured that army before it could get to the point 
where its active operations would make themselves felt in the cam- 
paigns of commerce and in the elevation of prices. 


OBSOLETE ARGUMENTS AGAINST FREE SILVER COINAGE. 

Mr. President, I have listened with the best attention that I could 
give to the addresses which have been made here against the free coin- 
age of silver. They are for the most part a very different order of 
speaking from what we heard four years ago when the like contest was 
going on. We were told then with reiterated earnestness that silver 
would not circulate. It was flung in the faces of silver advocates that 
silver was an 80-cent or a 70-cent dollar. We were told that you 
would flood the country with silver if you opened your mints to it. 
But now there are only faint and feeble echoes of those cries, which are 
rather repeated from the force of habit in using old phrases than from 
any present suggestion of excogitation. 

Every body knows to-day that your silver money is circulating better 
than your gold money, notwithstanding the efforts of the Treasury to 
make the impression that it is not circulating, for it is going out in the 
form of the silver certificate. Everybody knows further that the wages 
of the people of this country have not been cheapened, as it was pre- 
dicted they would be, by the accession of more silver dollars. 

The Senator from Massachusetts, and the Senator from Vermont, and 
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the Senator from Ohio are always ready to suggest, as if the laboring 
men of the country were under their peculiar guardianship, as if some 
court of chancery had appointed them to watch over the laborer of the 
country with a peculiar care, that you must not do this and you must 
not do that in finance, for you will take away the wages of the labor- 
ing man or will cheapen them. 

The junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], whom I do not 
see in his seat, intimates that there may be a little more disposition 
on this side of the Chamber to vote for free silver because he thinks 
the cotton-planters of the South and the farmers of the South who 
employ the colored man area little anxious to pay him in a little 
cheapercurrency. Mr. President, I do not consider that such an argu- 
ment as this is hardly worthy of being brought into this debate in 
the light of the experience which you have here before you. 

OLD PREDICTIONS REVAMPED. 

You said the same things in 1878, and you predicted, not by a repre- 
sentative here and there, but by those whom you have held up to this 
country as its most astute and commanding intellects in finance, and 
who you said to this people were fit to be put in charge and have their 
direction—and you told this people then that $50,000,000 of silver would 
crush the life out of our ces, would give yee a cheap dollar, 
would paralyze labor, and would bring upon us all the ills that flesh 
is heir to.“ You stand here to-day witnessing the effect of the oppo- 
site policy and obliged, having your judgment extorted, toacknowledge 
that the results have not followed which you predicted; and if forecast 
of future events be a thing for which men shall have credit, you are 
obliged in the common fairness and logic of diseussion to confess the 
fact that the silver-men whom you havescouted and derided were right 
in their predictions of the fature and that you were wrong. 

DOGMATISM UNBECOMING IN CONSIDERING SO VAST A SUBJECT. 

Now, Mr. President, I know that dogmatism on this subject is un- 
becoming any man. The man who could look at so vast a scheme of 
things as is involved in the finances of this great nation and have an 
overweening confidence in his opinion must be a man of very limited 
kuowledge, for he should at least know enough to make him humble 
in seeing how facts roll along in the great currents of history beyond 
the conjecture and speculation and prophesy and forecast of any man. 
Therefore, it is with extreme diffidence that I venture to give my judg- 
ment upon these questions, and I at least have the consolation of know- 
ing that my judgment will not control others in their votes. It must 
be the facts which are submitted to judgment, and as a humble agent 
to present those facts and to insist upon their proper interpretation 
only .can I hope to have attention paid to my words and the facts 
which they suggest weighed in the general balance of judgment. 

GIST OF THE ARGUMENT AGAINST FREE COINAGE—THE BALANCE OF TRADE, 

When you pursue this debate through the mind of one man and an- 
other, when you dismiss from your consideration those arguments 
which partake rather of ad captandum appeals to partisan judgment 
than of solid address to logic and understanding, I do not see that the 
men who advocate the single gold standard and the restricted coinage 
of silver are left with more than one argument which they can with 
any plausibility suggest to their colleagnes. They all gravitate to that 
argument at last, and there is little else left in their speeches; when 
you consider its substance and throw aside the persiflage, it is that 
there may be a danger of gold leaving this country and of our coming 
to the sole silver standard if we have unlimited silver. That, as I un- 
derstand, is their position. 

ANSWERS TO THE APPREHENSIONS ABOUT THE FLIGHT OF GOLD. 

Now, Senators, I ask you if that proposition is not fairly and fully 
answered. The men who advocate silver say to you in reply, Gen- 
tlemen, your apprehensions on this point must be exaggerated. Ex- 
perience has shown you—and itis a greaterteacher than any of us—that 
the continued accretion of silver in this country has had no tendency 
to drive away gold. On the contrary, it has assisted you to bring gold 
here, for the reason that it has increased prosperity, and money loves 
prosperity. Itdraws it like a magnet; it runs in where prices are rising 
and where things are moving in a progressive way.“ 

In the second place, they answer you by the suggestion that your bal- 
ances of trade are such that your gold can not go away from you if it 
wants to, because it is due to you and payable here. It is because the 
man who stands in relation to gold and America is at the other end of 
the line and owing you. 

TABULATED STATEMENT OF TRADE BALANCES, 

There is a table in the speech of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
JONES] which, I think, ought to relieve these apprehensions and leave 
the Senate to give its judgment in favor of free coinage. It is a table 
which shows our balances of trade with other nations, and in which 
you will perceive that our balances of trade with the gold-standard na- 
tions of the world are nearly $200,000,000 in our favor. Now, the sil- 
ver- standard nations of the world to whom we owe debts we can pay 
in silver, and the fact that we have been paying them in silver is the 
reason why our silver has been going away from us and our gold has 
not gone, and the reason why gold has been coming to us is because 
the balance of trade with these nations is in our favor. 
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I ask leave to put that table, with my own additions to it, in my re- 
marks, as it is too long to read at length at this late hour: 

(1) Exports and imports of the United States to and from the various gold- 
using countries of the world for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1889. 


S 141. 156 009, 473 |.. 
Belgium .. 345,219 | 9,816,435 
Denmar 903, 937 846, 904 
France 120, O41 | 69,566, 618 |. 
Germany 002,594 | 81,742,546 
Great Britain. 981, 674 178, 269, 067 
Greece. — 165, 079 988, 923 |.. 
Italy . . | 12,604, 848 17, 992, 149 
Netherlands. 15, 062, 989 | 10,950, 844 
Portugal and i 3,266,814 | 1,282,556 
— scseshcedoes 11, 946,348 | 4,636, 661 
Sweden and Norway. «| 2,615,569 | 2,983,319 |.. 
.f... ELEN Revs Aar REA ID 4, 687, 781 
British possessions in Africa, ...... 8%, 344 
British possessions in Australia, 5,998, 211 
Total balances in favor of 


United States.. —— — 


(2) Exports and imports of the United States to and from the silver and 
paper using countries of the world. 


Balances 
Silver and paper using countries. Exports. sagna 
States, 


$6, 916, 141 


Austria-Hungary. . $726, 156 | $7, 642, 297 |... scceeeeereee 
Russin . ereerees 8,384. 545] 2,985,631 | $5,278, 914. 
( WWA ONE E 11. 456, 896 | 21, 258, 601 . ͥ 
Central America 4,325,923 | 8,414,019 |... 

— 3. 375. 661 | 12, 87, 740 
Argentine «| -9,293,856 | & 454,618 | 3, 889. 238 . . 
Brazil... «| 9,351, O8L | GO, 408, BOF . ccaseree 
Chili -| 2,972,794 | 2,622,625 | 350, 109 
Peru -e a 780, 835 314,032 | 466, 808 . 
Colombia 3,821,017 | 4,263,519 |. 
Uruguay + .| 2,192,848 | 2,986,964 |. 
Venezucla .| 3,738, 961 10, 392, 569 |. 
Cu 11. 691, 311 | 52, 130, 623 |... 
Hayti...... “| 5,840,270 | 5,211,704 
Porto Rico. -| 2,224,931 |. 3,707, 373 . 
British West Indi 10, 453, 973 | 20,723, 268 |. 
Dutch West Indies 5 887,778 654,320 | 233,58 
Chinki 6, 477, 512 | 18,508,678 |.. 
India, British. . .. 4, 330,413 | 20, 029, 601 |.. 
India, Dutch. 2,249,604 | 5,207,254 |.. 
Japan 4,619,985 | 16,687,992 . . . 

Total ee eee eee eee 
Total balances against the 
United 


States. ... 5 * — — 174. 771, 900 


The table given by Senator Jones I have amplified into two tables 
and have extended the figures into additional columns, so as to show 
the balances for and against the United States in each case. 

The “poor, benighted ” silver countries, which are pitied by the gold 
orators in their fine speeches, are drawing from the United States one 
hundred and seventy-four millions of money per annum by trade bal- 
ances in their favor. The“ heathen Chinee,“ whom we deride as having 
a cheap money, is pocketing twelve millions of American cash per an- 
num, and his Japanese neighbor is pocketing a like amount. Brazil, 
with its silver, gets fifty-one millions of American money and Cuba 
gets forty millions of it. 

We are constantly warned against mexicanizing ourselves and Mex- 
ico is absorbing nine millions of our national wealth per annum. On 
the contrary, the general balance of our trade with gold-using countries 
is $192,853,651. England passes to us an annual balance of two hun- 
dred millions; Canada, thirteen; Spain, seven; and the British posses- 
sions in Africa and Australia, eight millions. So gold comes to us from 
the gold countries, and our silver is taken from us by the silver coun- 
tries. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is that table? 

Mr. DANIEL. You will find it on page 97 of the pamphlet speech 
of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. It was read to the Senate, 
and I am only repeating it as apropos of my remarks. 

But, Mr. President, there is more than that. This country for a hun- 
dred years has been filling up—— 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator, in the way of a mere 
explanation—not in the way of controverting any argument of his or 
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the other way—do I understand him to say that we pay debts—I do 
not speak now, of course, of the sale of silver bullion wherever it is 
sold but do we pay debts to any nation in the world or do other mer- 
chants or anybody else in silver? 

Mr. DANIEL. Wedo. Sometimes we pay them in commodities; 
but the tendency of the metals is not to go to other countries, as the 
general balance keeps them here. That is what I mean. I do not 
mean to say that we take the silver coins and carry them there. Our 
coin does not go to other countries in quantities exceptin oras bullion. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand, but as to the balance? 

Mr. DANIEL. It is generally paid in commodities. 

Mr. HOAR. I am not speaking of paying in commodities. The 
Senator stated the operation, as I understood, that we pay our debts to 
nations which have silver coinage in silver. I supposed the method of 
doing so was that the balance was struck in London. 

Mr. DANIEL. It is; but still there is a tendency from a communi- 
cation between the nations to get to their own currency, and I only 
mean it in a broad way, and I do not mean it as an invariable fact that 
our debt is paid in that way. The tendency of the relations of com- 
merce is that the metals flow in where the balances of debt are due to 

i those balances. 

The tor from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] recognizes this in the 
broad way that I stated it. He is looked upon as one of the ablest and 
most conservative of the Senators here; and that my own idea is not 
one indulged in simply by myself and some small coterie, I will quote 
what the Senator from Vermont said the other in his ` AR i 
would much rather prove any proposition I have here by Republican 
testimony and by Republican logic than by Democratic, because then 
I hope that we may get some Republican converts to the idea of silver 
coinage and save some good Republican from reproaches for going back 
on the platform which they ushered in before the country with so much 
éclat. I want to save all good Republican friends that I can from be- 
ing before the country with repudiating their platform, and 
all that I ask is that, having elected a President upon it, they may not 
give opportunity to the Democrats in the next campaign of charging 
them with obtaining the Presidency on false pretenses. 

CONDITIONS UNDER WHICH NO DANGER OF DISTURBANCES WILL ARISE FROM 
FREE COINAGE OF SILVER. 
I will read what the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] said in 


his recent speech to the Senate: 

Some response should be made to what has been rather recklessly uttered 
here wholly at variance with the facts, as I conceive, about the lack of fulfillment 
of predictions made in 1878, that silver, being the cheaper money, would drive 
out gold from circulation and from the country. But, so far ast know, these 
predictions were always bung and de; ent upon the contingency of adverse 
ex a ment of balances due abroad. Fortunately 
the ex ve our favor. The prediction, however, can not fail to 
be verified whenever the contingency mentioned shall arise. 

Then he uses these words, which I commend to the consideration of 
his brethren: i 

So long as our exports largely exceed imports there is no danger of adverse 
exchanges, but when this condition of trade and commerce happens to be re- 
versed gentlemen need not flatter themselves that no difference will appear in 
the market value between and silver coins, and when it does appear gold 
will be hoarded or sold yata premium. It will no longer be money, but 
will be sold as a commodity, 


Then the Senator from Vermont continues in these noteworthy re- 
marks: 


Of course we can export large sums of gold without a flurry or 
market, as we did fifty-nine millions in 1888, so long as we hold a 
of it, or when ex are largely in ovr favor, and especially so long as 
British investments appear to be annually made in the United States by the 
hundred millions. Exports and imports fluctuate and ebb and flow like the 
tides of the ocean, and they are not sure to continue in our favor forever. 


Now, Mr. President, no man can take a bond of fate. The Gov- 
ernment of a oong is not an exact science like mathematics, and it 
is not reasonable to demand of any man who urges a monetary theory 


le in the 
stock 


that he shall give collateral security that it sball absolutely come 
true. We are dealing with material affairs and in matters of opinion 
in which our opinions must be predicated upon reason and probability. 


Now, then, acco: to the acknowledgment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, who is one of the most careful, conservative, thoughtful, and con- 
siderate members of our body, under certain conditions you need have 
no apprehension that your coinage of silver is going to injure this land 
which you are seeking to govern wisely and well. hat are those con- 
ditions? The conditions are: 

First, that we shall have a large stock of gold on hand first; 

Second, that the exchanges of the world shall be in our favor; and 

Third, that British investments shall be seeking our shores. 

Now, Senators, casting the horoscope of the future, let me ask any 
man where can he rest the expectation that any of these conditions is 
going to be against us, and if we have not eee assurance 
that we may rely upon their continuance? In first place, you have 
got that large stock of gold on hand which enables you to command the 
money market by throwing that reserve force into it if you should see 
a momentary disturbance in your fiscal affairs. The hundreds of mill - 
ions of gold which you keep uselessly for the redemption of green- 

the great hoard of gold in your Treasury, that, at least, while 
not serviceable for the purpose that you have put it there for, is a re- 


serve force which enables you to command the situation as completely 
as a man who has an ironclad navy and torpedoes in front of a port 
upon a seashore command it. You are fortified in your strong- 
hold, and if you find prediction of trouble being fulfilled, if the worst 
that can be thought of the future of our country should come true, you 
are in a position to rectify your alignment and to control the markets, 
no matter how unhappily the predictions may be verified. 

Then, secondly, who is it that looks over glorious country, with 
all of its products and all of its bilities, who imagines for the fut- 
ure that we are going to lose daily in the race with our competitors 
in Europe? That man, sir, must have the blood of an American crawl- 
ing very feebly and sluggishly in his veins. He must have little con- 
fidence in his country and little hope for its people, if, in view of the 
vast riches which Providence has put at our feet, he shall demand of the 
American Congress legislation predicated upon his convictions that our 
people are going to fall behind the rest of the world in the race for 
wealth and are not going to keep up with those whom we have been 
continuously outstripping for the last hundred years, 

Is it true that you expect to pass some bill that will cut off our trade 
with Europe? Idonotbelieve that. Icanhardly conceiveitto be within 
the power of evil legislation to throw the country so far back that it 
shall not holdits own asit at present possesses it,and keep up with, if it 
does not outstrip, others in this race for wealthand power and increase. 
Are emi going from your country to the Old World or are they 
coming there here? Isthereanything to indicate thatthe hands 
will be turned backward upon the clock of time and that this contin- 
uous career e me is to be interrupted and stopped? If not, then 
we may be ass that the balances of trade will continue in our favor, 
and, even if they should go against us, we have got a reserve force 
which will enable us to rectify any derangement of our lines and to 
realign them, 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like, if there is no objection among the few 
who are here to remaining a few moments longer, to have an executive 
session, in order that there may be some reports 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After four minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at6 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, June 14, 1890, at 12 
o'clock m. r 

NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 13th day of June, 1890, 
MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Dr. Benjamin W. Brown, of Virginia, to be assistant surgeon in the 
Marine Hospital Service of the United States, to succeed Assistant Sur- 
geon Seaton Norman, resigned. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Fourteenth Regiment of Infantry. 

First Lieut. James A. Buchanan, to be captain, June 10, 1890, vice 
Western, deceased. 

Second Lieut. William B. Reynolds, to be first lieutenant, June 10, 
1890, vice Buchanan, promoted. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, June 13, 1890. 
The Monge a at12o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 


D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

CORRECTION. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I desire to correct the RECORD of yesterday’s 
proceedings. In connection with the vote by yeas and nays on page 
6423 the statement appears that I was paired with the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. SNIDER]. I desire to say that that pair was not in 
operation at that time. The gentleman from Minnesota is recorded as 
voting. I make this statement in justice to him. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT TUSCALOOSA, ALA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the I Iouse the following message of the 
President of the United States; which was read, and, on motion of Mr. 
DIBBLE, referred with the accompanying bill to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds: 

To the House of Representatives: 


Ireturn without my a val the bill (H. R.7175) to provide for the purchase 
ofa and the e m of a public building thereon, at Tuscaloosa, in the 


$450, and no carriers. The of the P. shows that the 

cred nak Somer were $6,379, and the net revenue less than $4,000. 
5 ve only increased about $3,000 in ten years, The rent 
now paid for a ding affo: 2,200 square feet of floor space is $275. 
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A general e e to erect public buildings at this scale of expense in 
cities Kor the size of Tuscaloosa would not, I am sure, receive the ion of 
Congress. It would involve the expenditure for buildings of ten times the pres- 
ent net revenues of such offices, and in case under consideration would in- 
volve an increased cost for fuel, lights, and care greater than the rent now paid 
for the use of a room of ample size. I would mor insist that it mest always be 
shown that a proposed public building would yield an interest upon the inyest- 


from pending and probable | 


, resulting Sa ay opinion: 
an absolute necessity that expend for publie beangs anid imited 
to cases where the public needs are very evident and very imperative. It is 
clear that this is not such a case. 

BENJ. HARRISON. 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, June 12, 1890. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate di to the amendments of the House to 
the bill (S. 884) to incorporate the King Theological Hall, asked a 
conference with the House thereon, and had appointed Mr. SPOONER, 

- Mr. HIGGINS, and Mr. HARRIS conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a joint reso- 
lution (S. R. 53) authorizing the printing of the annual report of the 
Chief of the Bureau of Statistics on internal commerce for 1889, in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


VACATION OF AN EVENING SESSION. 


Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent that the order for a session 
of the House on Monday evening next be yacated. 
There being no objection, it was so ordered. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. This day 
being set apart under the rules for the consideration of bills on the 
Private Calendar, I wish to inquire whether, if the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] be voted down, it will then be in 
order to move to go into Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar? 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe House should decide not to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole to consider general a priation bills a number of 
motions would be in order, among them that indicated by the gentle- 
man front Tennessee, 

The motion of Mr. CANNON was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. Burrows in the chair) and proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 10884) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other 


purposes, : 

Mr. CANNON. Lask unanimous consent that the first reading of 
this bill be dispensed with. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this bill is based upon regular esti- 
mates which aggregate, in round numbers, $38,000,000. In addition 
to the $38,000,000 of regular estimates, the supplemental estimates 
amount to $3,375,000. The whole amount of appropriations recom- 
mended in this bill by the Committee on Appropriations isin round 
numbers $28,000,000, a little less than that. This, in round numbers, 
is $10,000,000 less than the regular estimates, and $13,000,000 less than 
the regular and special estimates. 

The te amount appropriated by the last sundry civil act was 
$25,297,000, being $2,628,000 less than is recommended in the present 
bill. The apparent excess of $2,628,000 in this bill over the last sundry 
civil act is largely more than accounted for by certain extraordinary 
items which have been reported by the committee for the purpose of 
properly conducting the public business and meeting expenditures 
which were not features of the last sundry civil act. 

Paco Ye t these are the following: Light-house Establishment (in- 

95 51 000; Engraving and Printing Bureau (increase, owing to 
the in 3 of work), $80,000; irrigation survey (increase), $527,500; 
Eleventh Census (new), $1,750,000; for the Congressional Library build- 
ing, which is being constructed just east of the Capitol, $350,000; arti- 
ficial limbs for disabled soldiers, $270,000, this appropriation being 
made, as gentlemen are aware, once in five years under the law, and 
the coming year being the fifth year; homes for disabled volunteer sol- 
diers, $605,000 in round numbers, the increase being due to the increase 
of inmates in the homes and the continuation of the construction of 
the two new homes at Marion, Ind., and Santa Monica, Cal.; aid to 
State and Territorial homes for soldiers (increase), $100,000, there being 
recommended in this bill the full amount authorized by law, $100 for 
each inmate in the respective State homes. These ex items 
there are others, but these alone amount in round numbers to $3,750,- 
000—largely more than explain the increase recommended by this bill 
as compared with the last sundry civil act. 

I want to say in this connection also that this bill has been made up 
with very considerable care. The subcommittee having charge of it 
and the Committee on Appropriations have given to it and to each item 
embodied in it the fullest consideration; and I take great pleasure, 
Mr. Chairman, in stating that substentially the bill meets with the ap- 


ent, but in the present uncertain state of the paneron 8 and expendi- 


proval of both the majority and the minority members of the com- 
mittee, the object being on the part of the whole committee to provide 
for the public service liberally and efficiently and to withhold recom- 
mendation for appro ee where the good of the service does not 
absolutely demand the expenditure of the money. It is a business bill 
and if enacted into law in its t shape, in my opinion, and I be- 
lieve in the opinion of the whole committee, it will care for the public 
service, in connection with the items that the bill covers, liberally, 
effectively, and economically. 

Before I take my seat it may perhaps be proper that I should say 
that of the fourteen regular appropriation bills made up during this 
session and for the coming fiscal year, as reported to the House, the 
aggregate amounts carried by them is in round numbers 8306, 000, 000 
showing an apparent excess of $35,000,000 over the same bills re: ted 
to the House for the fiscal year 1889 during the first session of the last 
Congress, This excess is nearly all accounted for on three bills, namely, 
pensions, $18,000,000; post-offices and post-roads, $12,000,000, in round 
numbers, and the N avy, $2, geo aggregating over thirty-two millions 
of the thirty-five millions of the excess. Thus we have eee for 
building additional ships for the Navy, provision for accommodating 
the post-office service, which goes hand in hand with the increase of 

population and the growth of the business of the country, and also to 
provide the money, under existing law, to pay the pensions of the sol- 
diers of the late and other wars. 

The other $3,000,000 in excess, not accounted for in these three bills, 
result from an expansion incident to the growth of the country; and 
we may look for this gradual increase of the ordinary expenses of the 
Government from year to year as the country grows in population and 
in business. The census now being taken, it is believed, will show 
a total population in the United States of oversixty-five millions of peo- 
ple, as against less than fifty millions of people ten years ago, showing 
a growth or increase in the ten years of largely over fifteen millions of 
people. The bare statement of the increase in e Mr. Chair- 
man, and attention being called to the growth of the country, explains 
that there will necessarily and naturally from year to year be an in- 
crease of appropriation for the ordinary service of the Government, ag- 
g ing from two to three or four millions of dollars. While it is de- 
sirable to hold a firm hand upon the ex itures of the people’s money, 
it is a matter of pride with all the people of this country of all polit- 
ical parties, and a matter upon which they may congratulate them- 
selves, that under all administrations and under all circumstances the 
increase in population, in business, in substantial prosperity of the 
country, will demand slightly increased appropriations from pat, be 
year, and I trust, sir, that it will be long before any member 

charge of these great bills will be called upon to stand in the amen of 
resentatives and by the provision recommended to be made in the 
bills call attention to the met that the hand upon the dial is moving 
backward, denoting retrogression, instead of still moving forward, in- 
dicating to the world our continued increase and progress, 

One other remark before I conclude what I shall say on this question. 
I desire to compare just for a moment the status of the enactments of 
the appropriation bills at this session with the status two years ago, 
and without running over all of them I will insert very briefly in the 
RECORD a statement, 

The only bill not yet reported to the House is the deficiency 
bill. That will be reported, as I believe, before the close of the fiscal 
year. There is pending in the House the Indian bill and this, the sun- 
dry civil bill. All of the others have the House. In the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations there is pending the agricultural, the 
diplomatic and consular, the Post-Office bill, and the river and harbor 
bill. Pendingin the Senate is the legislative appropriation bill. Passed 
the Senate, as well as the House, is the fortifications bill, with Senate 
amendments, In conference and not yet agreed to is the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill, the Navy l. and the pension bill. These 
bills, as I am informed, will be closed in the next y or two. In the 
hands of the President, not yet having received his signature, are the 
Army bill and the Military Academy bill, 

This is a favorable showing of the condition of the bills, Mr. Chair- 
man, in comparison with the bills two years ago. Two years ago at 
this time the following bills were not reported to the House, namely: 
The fortifications, the naval, the sundry civil, and the general deficiency. 
Pending in the House two years ago and not passed was the Army bill. 
Pending in the Senate Committee on Appropriations two years ago were 
the legislative bill and the river and harbor bill; and pending in the 
Senate two years ago at this time was the agricultural bill and the 
Post-Office bill. Passed the Senate was the diplomatic and consular 
appropriation bill and District of Columbia bill only. In conference 
was the Indian bill; and only two bills had become a law two years ago 
at this time, namely, the Military Academy and the pension bills, 

I believe that this House by promptly considering this bill and the 
one to follow can, so far as the House is concerned, pass the bills and 
secure their enactment into law before the beginning of the next fiseal 
year; and to that end, Mr. Chairman, without further general remarks 
by myself, I will yield the floor to the gentleman from Texas 

Mr. SAWYER. Before the gentleman from Illinois takes his seat 
will he state how many general appropriation bills have become laws? 
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Mr. CANNON. I will tell my friend in a moment. There are two 
in the hands of the President—the Army and Military Academy bills. 

Mr. DUNNELL. How many had passed? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Two bills had become laws at the corresponding 
period two years ago. 

Mr. CANNON. The Military Academy and pension bills. 

I do not make this comparison for the purpose of criticism of the 
work of the Congress two years ago, but merely for the purpose of giving 
information to the House and to the country as to the status of the bills 
now and the of their enactment during this fiscal year, and 
also a comparison with the bills of two years ago. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, having said this much, I desire to submit to 
the gentlemen from Texas and Missouri upon the other side [ Messrs, 
SAYERS and DockERY] a proposition that after I yield to them such 
time as they may want, we agree to proceed to the reading of the bill 
under the five-minute rule for amendments and consideration, with 
the understanding that when the item covering the surveys known as 
the irrigation surveys is reached, by mutual agreement we may have 
such debate as will be satisfactory to us to be upon so that 
the debate upon that measure, which I believe so as I know, is the 
principal one that there will be any controversy about, may be had 
at the time when the committee is called upon to determine it. Inow 
yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. 

Mr. SAY. Mr, Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, as much time as the gentleman wants. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that it is the purpose 
of this side of the House to occupy any further time in general discussion 
upon this bill, the understanding being with the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] that when we reach certain items in the bill we 
shall be permitted to discuss them such a length of time as may be 

upon by the gentleman from Missouri and myself on the one 
side and the gentleman from Illinois on the other. 

Mr. CANNON. That is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does that embrace anything further than the ir- 
rigation surveys? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh,yes. Where there isa real desire for discussion 
in good faith, I think there will be no difficulty aboutit. Weall want 
to pass the bill as soon as ble. 

Mr. MCRAE, Before this is agreed to I want to make a statement 
with a view of securing some time later. I have forsome time expected 
to submit some observations in reply to certain statements that were 
made by my colleagne from the First district [Mr. FEATHERSTON] re- 
flecting upon the people of Arkansas and certain officials. I have ſor some 
weeks ex to be able to do this, but when the other appropriation 
bill were reached he was absent, and I was unwilling to proceed in his 
absence. He is absent now; and I hope if consideration of this bill is not 
completed before he returns the gentleman will consent that I may have 
an hour for this purpose upon this bill. Ido not desire to delay the 
House at the present time in the consideration of the bill, but hope he 
will agree to my eg, ts 
Mr. CANNON. If my friend will allow me to say it, we are very 
anxious to pass this and the Indian bill through the House, so the Sen- 
ate can get to work upon them and pass them before the close of the 
fiscal year if possible; and when these appropriation bills are out of the 
way it seems to me that we will then be ready for the business of the 
Honse that is not extraordinary and imperative, and that there will be 
no difficulty about the gentleman getting the time that he wants. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, what I ask is this: I do not want to 
delay consideration of the bill now, and will not undertake to do so; 
but I would like to have an agreement that if the bill is not disposed 
of before my colleague returns I can have an opportunity to say what 
I desire to say. I think he will not be here to-day or to-morrow, be- 
cause he is now in Arkansas, as I understand. 

Mr. CANNON, I will say to the gentleman that I hope we can dis- 
pose of this bill ina day or two, and there is no doubt about the gen- 
tleman getting the time he desires as soon as these appropriation bills 
are out of the way, because we will necessarily have to wait consider- 
ably upon the Senate in the business of the House that is not extraor- 
dinary. I think the gentleman will have time. 

Mr. McRAE. With this assurance I will trust to the generosity and 
fairness of the gentleman to give me the time upon this bill or some 
other bill at an early date, when my colleague is present, and will not 
therefore object. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, all general debate on 
the bill will be considered as closed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Except as otherwise understood. 

The CHAIRMAN. Except as otherwise understood. If there be no 
objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk began the reading of the bill by sections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For custom-house at Cairo, III.: For elevator, including power boilerand con- 
. struction of shaft, elevator to run from basement to fourth floor, $10,000, 


Mr. CANNON. I desire to offer the following amendment. 


p , 2 - 


JUNE 13, 


The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 
3 1 Iowa: F. chase of site and 
or 2 
2 — p ids, ; =, ae pur and commence- 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
F. 2 ih 
Pidi r Ky.: For heating apparatus, 
Mr. DOCKERY. L offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk reported the amendment, as follows: 


On page 4, after line 11, insert: 
For court-house and post-office at Martinsburgh, W. Va.: For purchase of 


site and commencement of building, $30,000.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have a telegram here from the private secre 
of the President stating —— z 27 

Mr. CANNON. That is correct. This bill has been signed by the 
. 

e amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For Mce, court-ho and custom- he 
chase 2 and 8 t of N eat Tait, $5,000" 5 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to offer the following amendment from the 
committee. ; 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

On page 4, after line 18, insert : 

For post-office and court-house at Peoria, III.: For elevator, $10,000,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For court-house and post-office at Winona, Minn. : For completion of build- 
ing under present limit, $35,000. 

Mr. DUNNELL, I move the following amendment: 

On page 5, line 18, strike out thirty-five” and insert fifty.” 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I find upon the first page, in the 
estimates for publie buildings 

Mr.SAYERS. What item does that apply to? 

Mr. DUNNELL. The post-office at Winona, Minn. The total 
amount appropriated has been $100,000 prior to last year. The ap- 
propriation asked for in 1889 was $50,000; making a total of $150,000. 
The $35,000 proposed will be $15,000 less than the amount that has 
already been appropriated for that building, and I am sure that the 
whole amount is needed for the completion of the building, and I hope 
there will be no objection to the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I call my friend’s attention to the 
fact that while this amendment is within the limit, we examined all 
these cases very carefully in connection with the Supervising Architect 
and took down his statement. Iwill read from the proceedings of the 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are $82,000 available 

For Winona— 
but you have provisional contracts which will exceed the $82,000 and some- 
thing more, and the work under that provisional contract is to be completed 
by next March. 

Mr. Windrim, the Supervising Architect, replied: 
222... ͤ .. 
that appropriation, probably $10,000 or 815.000. We may save $15,000 on that ap- 
propriation, if they do not make us do something in order to use it up. 

Now, I will say to my friend that the committee was satisfied that 
the building, with approaches and apparatus and everything, could be 
completed in good shape as originally contemplated for $15,000 under 
the limit, and we thought it good economy to report the amount neces- 
sary to complete it. If it should prove not to be sufficient, then long 
before it can be completed Congress will come together again in De- 
ceinber, and if anything additional is required it can be appropriated. 
It seemed to the committee wise not to give more than was necessary 
to complete it. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, the committee will notice from 
the reading of the reply of the Supervising Architect that if certain 
things do not take place, then less than the ſull amount would be re- 
quired. Now, there has been at least two years’ delay in the construc- 
tion of this building. One hundred thousand dollars was first appro- 
priated, and this year passed. It is two years since the building 
commenced, and it is now proposed to complete the building in the 
present year. : 

Mr. CANNON. In the coming year. 

Mr. DUNNELL. In the coming year; and it seems to me to be just 
and good legislation that this money should be appropriated. It will 
not be expended unless required in the completion of the building. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, if we give to this building enough to com- 
plete it, he is much better off than the most of us are. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The question was put, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move to strike out the words ‘‘ thirty-five thou- 
sand and insert ‘‘ forty thousand.“ 

Mr. CANNON. I will accept the gentleman’s amendment if my 
colleagues will allow me. That makes an increase of $5,000. 


1890. 
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Mr. SAYERS. That makes it $40,000? 
Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Statue of Liberty light-station, New York: For completing the electric-light 
iant for lighting the statue of Liberty Enlightening the World, on Bedloe’s 
land, in addition to the amount appropriated by the act approved March 3, 

1887: ided, That all balances of funds appropriated by the act approved 
March 3, 1887, for lighting the statue of Liberty in New Harbor, which may re- 
main unexpended be, and the same are hereby, made available for completing 
the plant for lighting the station, $5,250, 


Mr. CANNON. In line 17 there is a clerical error. After the word 
“ New the word York ” should be inserted, so as to make it read 
„New York Harbor.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Irrigation Survey: For the purpose of investigating the extent to which the 
arid region of the United States can be redeemed by irrigation and for the 
investigation of the sources of water to be used in irrigating, and the-segrega- 
tion of irriguble lands in such arid region, and for the selection of sites for res- 
ervoirs and other hydraulic works n for the storage and utilization of 
water for irrigation and for ascertaining the cost thereof, and the prevention 
of fi and overflows, and to make the necessary maps, including the pay of 
employés in field and in office, the cost of all instruments, apparatus, and ma- 
3 and all other necessary expenses connected therewith, the work to be 

formed by the Geological Survey under the direction of the Secretary of the 
nterior. $720,000, and the Director of the Geological Survey, under the super- 
vision of the Secretary of the Interior, shall make a report to Congress on the 
first Monday in December of each year, showing in detail how the said money 
has been expended, the amount used for actual survey and engineer work in 
the field in locating sites for reservoirs, and an itemized account of the expend- 
itures under this and any future appropriation, 

For the engraving of maps, including the pay of employés, the cost of 
parat us, instruments, and materials, and all other necessary expenses co! 
therewith, $50,000. 1 

For rent of office-rooms in Washington, D. C., $7,500, 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to ke 
the time of the committee with useless objections, but have to say 
briefly relative to this question of irrigation that there is an impression 
abroad, among the farmers of my State at least, that the Government 
is about to embark in an extended expenditure of money for the pur- 

of reclaiming arid lands for agricultural purposes. Whether that 
impression is right or wrong, it is in existence. 

Iam opposed, Mr. Chairman, to this proposition if it is the idea to 
enter into surveying for the purpose of bringing into the market lands 
that otherwise would be arid, for the simple reason that now we have 
millions of acres of agricultural land, and these are competing suffi- 
ciently without any extraordinary effort being made by the Govern- 
ment to reclaim lands that otherwise are useless. I do not say that 
this is the object; but here is an expenditure of three-fourths of a mill- 
ion dollars, and if it is necessary I shall be the first to vote for it, be- 
cause I believe in the wise expenditure of money; but if it is a begin- 
ning that will end in a general plan to reclaim these lands with a view 
to put them upon the market, which could only be done at an enor- 
mous e ee then I am opposed to it, because there are agricult- 
ural lands enough in this country to be utilized for the next fifty years 
without one dollar being expended for the reclamation of deserts. 

Ihave simply made this statement so that the distinguished chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations might explain exactly what 
is understood by this appropriation. 

Mr. OATES. Does the gentleman from Michigan know of any au- 
thority or right that Congress has for the expenditure of money on the 
public lands so as to improve them for the purpose of putting them in 
the market? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. OATES. If there is a right to expend any money for that pur- 
pose where is the limit? Ifyou have the right to expend $10 an acre, 
you have also the right toexpend a million dollars. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, I have no doubt the Government could 
be authorized by Congress to expend money to reclaim lands; but I 
agree with the gentleman from Alabama that it ean not and ought not 
now do so. 

Mr. OATES. I put the question in that form—— 

Sc Persia sania The time of the gentleman from Michigan has 
ex 

r. ALLEN, of Michigan. I ask for a minute longer in order to re- 
ply to the gentleman from Alabama. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest 

Mr. CANNON.. If my friend will allow me, I think I will be able 
to explain to him the reason for this appropriation. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. If the Chair will allow me to give an 
answer to the gentleman from Alabama 

The CHAIRMAN, If the gentleman will allow the Chair, the Chair 
will state that there is nothing before the committee. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. The paragraph is before the committee. 

Tio CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman move to strike out the last 
section? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I rose forthe purpose of 
making an inquiry more than anything else. 

Mr. CANNON, I think I can answer the gentleman’s question in 
afew minutes. This appropriation is in pursuance of legislation passed 


in 1888, and for work already commenced. It is an appropriation for 
surveying for reservoir sites and canal sites and the segregation of arid 
lands that can be irrigated with the water we have when ascertained. 
It does not commit the Government, it does not look to committing 
the 3 to the improvement of arid lands anywhere. I k 
for myself, and I think I speak for the Committee on Appropriations, 
and each member upon it, after discussion. There is no proposition to 
do otherwise than to comply with the law, and no intention or desire 
on the part of the committee to recommend appropriations that will 
commit the Government to the improvementof arid lands or any other 
lands anywhere. Speaking for myself, I would be opposed to legisla- 
tion that looks to that end, and there is no such legislation here. 

Mr. OATES, You state that the object of the appropriation is that 
these surveys may be made merely for the information of those who 
take up lands hereafter, in order that they may make these improve- 
ments, and not for the Government itself. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. 

Mr. SAYERS. And further, under that law, to prevent syndicates 
and corporations {rom getting possession of these reservoir sites because 
the possession of those places is technically the possession of all the 
land and everything that may be grown upon it. 

Mr. OATES. Hat would it not be cheaper to cut off the syndicates 
and corporations by changing the land laws so that they could not do 
that? 

r. SAYERS, I will vote for such a law. 

Mr. CANNON. The legislation has been made already, and this 
tem a one to carry out existing legislation for survey and segrega- 
tion only. 

Mr. OATES, I am very apprehensive that it will go much further 
than that. £ 

Mr. CANNON. Never with my consent. 

Mr. OATES. Butit may get where my friend from Illinois can not 
control it. 

The Clerk was proceeding to read the bill—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, is this irrigation paragraph to be 
passed without ſurther discussion? 

Mr. CANNON. It is open ſor discussion now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But has the gentleman yielded the floor? And 
does he propose to go on beyond this paragraph at this time? 

Mr. CANNON. IL supposed there was no disposition to discuss the 
2 further. I shall be very glad to complete the bill to-day if 

can. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no motion pending. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I supposed I had made a motion, Mr. 
Chairman. I intended to make a motion, but I do not desire to press 
it to a vote after the explanation of the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The CHAIRMAN. There was no amendment offered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rose for the purpose of calling attention to the 
fact that it was understood that when we reached this paragraph there 
was to be general debate if desired. I do not desire to offer an amend- 
ment, but simply to occupy the floor briefly in connection with this 

raph; but before doing so I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky 
Fr. GOODNIGHT], who, I understand, desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking 
out all with reference to the irrigation survey, beginning on line 13 of 
page 46, and ending with the word ‘‘appropriation,’’ on line 8, page 
47. If this item does not mean a project for a system of irrigation, I 
can not understand what it does mean. It is, for the purpose of in- 
vestigating the extent to which the arid regions of the United States 
can be redeemed by irrigation, and for the investigation of the sources 
of water to be used in irrigation.” 

Now, sir, if this is not a proposition to establish a plan by which 
these lands shall be reclaimed by irrigation, why is it proposed to go 
on and fix points for storing the water, and why do we want to ascer- 
tain what lands may be thus redeemed?“ But it goes further: 
And the segregation of irrigable lands in such arid region and for the 
selection of sites for reservoirs and other hydraulic works necessary for 
the storage and utilization of water for irrigation, and for ascertaining 
the cost thereof, and the prevention of floods and overflows.’’ 

Now, sir, there is a great deal of land in this country that can be 
utilized for agricultural purposes without any sort of irrigation, and 
this is simply a proposition to fertilize these arid lands of the West, 
and if such a system is to be adopted, then the people all over this coun- 
try, mine particularly, will want fertilizers for their lands also. This 
irrigation is simply a process of fertilization, and for that reason I do 
not think we ought to begin it by Congressional legislation. 

Here is a proposition to expend three-quarters of a million dollars for 
this purpose, an expenditure for which therecan be no necessity unless 
the object is the fertilization of these arid lands. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, of course I do not desire 
to oppose this appropriation, provided it is not the intention to ex- 
pend money with a view to utilize these lands so that they will come 
in competition with the agricultural lands of the country that are now 
cultivated, or that can be utilized without this great expenditure. 
But in this connection I wish to call attention to the statement of 
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Major Powell on this subject made before the Committee on Appro- 


priations, in which he uses this language: 


ow Shes way of settlin: ge eat einem e Sidan atiis 
ved landa now remaining in in of the Government in the 
these lands shall be selected and —— — — 


explained. 
ation — effect of this act, Sin; depends npon the progress the selec- 
peanon 3 of these lands, and their being opened up to homestead 
men 

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to opening up these lands at this vast 

for when opened they will simply come in competition with 
every foot of arable land now owned and cultivated by the people, and 
certainly for the next fifty years it will not be necessary in this country 
to make farms ont of deserts. But, after the assurances given by the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations that that is not the ob- 
ject of this proposed expenditure, I am satisfied. 

Mr. PICKLER. How much population does the gentleman calcu- 
late that this country will have in fifty years? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Well, if we are industrious, perhaps 
about 150,000,000. 

Mr. PICKLER. Do you not think that we shall need all the tillable 
land that we can find in this country? = 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Yes, ultimately; but the generations 

that are to come after us will have something to say on that subject. 
As far as we are concerned, the farms of Michigan, and Illinois, and 
Wisconsin, and Ohio, and Indiana are already subjected to sharp com- 
petition from the farms of Dakota and Minnesota, and I do not think it 
is necessary to open up any new lands in this country by this expen- 
sive method; nor do I think it is wise to do it at this time. Let the 
coming generations look after the utilization of the arid lands, but let 
us take care of those which do not require this vast expenditure of 
money to make them capable of utilization by our people, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for suffi- 
cient time to state the issue involved in the item under consideration, 
I may desire more than five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise at this moment with 
any purpose of discussing the question of irrigation, but simply to state 
the point at issue, as I understand it, under this estimate and appro- 
priation. The first knowledge that we have of irrigation, so far as re- 
cent national legislation is concerned, appears in the sundry civil act 
for the fiscal year 1889; and the law on the subject is in these terms 
(it is important to give attention to the language in order to understand 
our duties in respect to this question): 


For the purpose of 3 the extent to which the arid region of the 
United States can be redeemed by irrigation, and the tion of the irriga- 
ble lands in such arid region, — —. the selection of sites for reservoirs and 
other hydraulic works m 8 for the storage and utilization of water for 
irrigation and the prevention of floods and overfiows, and to make the neces- 
sary including the pay of employés in grees and in office, baya cost of all 
instruments, ap) tus, and materials, and all other ne xpenses con- 
nected th the work to be performed by the Geol Sarees, under 

Secretary of the Interior, — sum = 00,000, or so much 
3 8 And the Director of the Geo! 


money has been expend 
work Ta the field in 1 x sites for reservoirs and an itemiz: 
expenditures under this appropriation. 

I desire to call the special attention of the committee to this clause 
which follows: 

And all the lands which may hereafter be designated or selected by such 
United States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals for such irriga- 
tion purposes and all the lands made susceptible of irrigation by such reservoirs, 

ditches, or canals, are from this time henceforth hereby reserved from sale as 
the property of the United States, and shall not be subject, after the 3 
this act, to entry, settlement, or occupation until further proves by la Pro- 


vided, That the President may at any time in his discretion by 3 
open any portion or all of the lands reserved by this provision to settlement 
under the homestead laws. 


Mr. Chairman, this law with reference to irrigation was approved 
October 2, 1888. It will be observed that it explicitly segregates the 
arid lands and withdraws them from entry or settlement, except under 
the homestead laws of the United States, their extent and boundaries 
to be determined by a survey made under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and the Director of the United States Geological 
Survey. Two hundred and fifty thousand dollars was appropriated in 
the original act for the survey, while the sundry civil bill of the last 
fiscal year carried $100,000 for the same purpose. 

Mr. Chairman, while I earnestly opposed this project of irrigation 
upon which the United States has embarked, the question now for the 
House to determine is simply one of enforcement or repeal. The law 
by its terms tes the arid lands and forbids their entry except 
under the homestead law, and after they shall have been designated 
or selected by survey and the President shall have issued his proc- 
lamation opening them to settlement. I maystate in this convection 
that, pursuant to the terms of the statute which I have read, the Di- 
rector of the United States Geological Survey during the Jast fiscal 
year has designated and selected ’’ 30,000,000 acres in the arid regions 
which are irrigable, and the report of the Director states that these 
Jands will soon be open to settlement. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, the only issue for this committee to determine 
is—and I leave it to the judgment of the committee without any at- 
tempt to influence that judgment—whether we shall repeal the law 
which segregates the entire body of arid Jands and prohibits their set- 
tlement until after they shall have been designated and selected, 
or whether we shall make this appropriation and continue the system 
of irrigating surveys. The law is in my view unwise, but it is on the 
statute-books against my protest. These arid lands are tied up; no 
entry or settlement of them can be made until they are surveyed; and 
it therefore seems to me conclusive that Congress should either repeal 
the law or make the necessary appropriation to enforce it. 

Imay stateagain, Mr. Chairman, before taking my seat, that I thought 
this legislation unwise and ill- advised at the time of its enactment; and 
with this statement will leave the question for the House to determine. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Before my friend takes hisseat, may 1 ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. My friend from Missouri says these lands will be 
tied up—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. They are tied up. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask him whether this bill does not leave them 
tied up just as securely as they are now; does not the appropriation 
made here continue their present hampered condition? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It does not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Wherein does this relax the condition already éx- 
isting? 

Mr. DOCKERY. This appropriation will ‘‘relax’’ the conditions 
already existing in the Western States and Territories to the extent of 
the surveys that may be made during the next fiscal year, for the rea- 
son that the law which segregates these arid lands, unless repealed, 
will remain in force whether we make this appropriation or not. I will 
again state its provisions, It segregates all the arid lands of the United 
States from the public domain; they can not be entered until after a 
survey made by the Director of the United States Geological Survey 
and a proclamation of the President. These lands will therefore nec- 
essarily remain tied up unless Congress shall reverse its irrigation 
policy or make this appropriation. the last fiscal year, as here- 
tofore stated, the Director of the United States Geological Survey re- 
stored 30,000,000 acres to the public domain of the 100,000,000 acres 
estimated to be irrigable—— 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from Missouri will allow me to add 
that the testimony before the Committee on Approptiations went 
further and showed that if this appropriation of $750,009 be made as 
asked for, 15,000,000 acres additional will be reported to the President 
of the United States during the next fiscal year for opening to entry 
under his proclamation, in pursuance of existing law. As these sur- 
veys are made and the reservoir sites are selected (speculators, cor- 
porations, and syndicates being prevented from following in the footsteps 
of the surveyor and taking possession of the lands), these 100,000,000 
acres of irrigable land will from time to time be opened for settle- 
ment until all the land is taken up. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What provision is made for the settlement of the 
irrigable lands? If the sites are to be retained and no other improve- 
ments to be made, is any man going to be foolish enough to go out 
there and settle on the lands which are not irrigated ? 

Mr. SAYERS. In California and elsewhere in the Western States 
men have been found foolish enough. 

Mr. McMILLEN. But, as I understand, the portions susceptible of 
irrigation, the irrigation sites, are reserved. Of what use are the lands 
going to be which have no sites accompanying them and which are not 
improved? I will say, with all deference to my friend from ‘Texas, 


of | that this case is not analogous to those in California and elsewhere, to 


which he refers. Lands have been settled there under the general law 
which allowed persons to acquire these water sites; but here we exclude 
from possibility of settlement the water sites, and then declare the re- 
maininglands open to settlement. I undertake to say that under these 
circumstances there are but few people willing to put down the money 
for land that is not irrigated by the Government, or which possibly can 
not be irri Š 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I think that if the system of irri- 
gation surveys is to be continued the law will be found somewhat im- 
mature, and supplemental legislation will be necessary, especially at 
the point indicated by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But my objection to the whole question is that 
I fear it looks to irrigation by the General Government and to the tax- 
ation of the people whose lands are running down East, South, and 
West, and in fact all over the country, to make these arid lands more 
valuable to somebody. That I object to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Tennes- 
see and myself were in hearty sympathy in our relations to the orig- 
inal proposition. There was no contention between us. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I know that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I opposed the proposition to inaugurate the irri- 
gation survey. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Yes; and this proposition is no better than the 
proposition then pending. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Very true; but the situation is somewhat changed. 
The law now segregates these lands and prohibits their entry until after 
survey. Co: therefore owes it to the Western country either to re- 
peal the law or make the appropriation carried in this bill. I have 
not changed my original opinion as to the impropriety of this entire 
scheme of irrigation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, only a word more. The Director of the Geo- 
logical Survey estimates that the arid region consists of about 850,- 
000,000 acres—— 

Mr. MORROW. One billion two hundred million acres. 

Mr. SAYERS. In the neighborhood of a billion and a quarter acres, 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think I am correct in my statement of his esti- 
mate; but at all events, of the entire arid region only about 100,000,000 
acres are subject toirrigation. Of thisamount 30,000,000 have already 
been surveyed, so that 70,000,000 acres yet remain to be! designated,“ 
and, as has been stated by my colleague from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], 
fifteen millions of the seventy will be surveyed during the coming fiscal 


ear. 
7 There were about 8,000,000 acres of arid lands in the United States 
under cultivation prior to the passage of the act of October 2, 1888. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not understand that we are discussing this 
provision under the five-minute rule, but that there was an agreement 
that general debate should be had upon it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I did not so understand when I took the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair). What 
is the statement of the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That we are not considering this clause under the 
five-minute rule, but, under an agreement in the committee, when the 
general debate was closed when this paragraph of the bill was reached 
there should be a reasonable general debate upon it. 

Mr. CANNON. That is correct; and I would be glad, before my 
colleague proceeds, if the gentleman from Texas would indicate, if he 
is ready, some time when we may regard the general debate as closed. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ishall want but a few moments. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think there is no disposition to prolong the de- 
bate, and that it can be terminated in a short time. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; that is satisfactory to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the Chair was not here 
when the arrangement was made to which the gentleman refers. 

Mr. CANNON, It was an understanding between the gentleman 
from Texas, the gentleman from Missouri, and myself that we would 
close the general debate on the bill, but when this item was reached 
that there should be such general debate as we might be able to agree 
upon. And I am perfectly content, and the other gentlemen are, too, 
that there shall be general debate in good faith, and then if we find 
we can not close the debate by consent we will take such steps as may 
be satisfactory to both sides. 

Mr. SAYERS. There will be no difficulty about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is recognized on 
the motion to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I favor the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. GOODNIGHT] and shall give some of my 
reasons for supporting it. This isa proposition to make further appro- 
priation for the purpose of surveying and setting apart certain portions 
of the arid region of this country, now exempt from settlement by law; 
and it looks to me like a preparation for a system of irrigation, ulti- 
mately to be carried on by and at the expense of the Government. I 
know that has been denied, and I hope the denial will prove effectual 
hereafter. But whether it is one way or the other, I want to call atten- 
tioa of the committee to the circumstances which surround us at the 
time we are pushing this survey. 

This Congress has had before one of its committees a great many 
representatives of the different industries of the country, who testified 
as to the condition of their respective industries. 

A large number of those who till the soil eame before the committee 
and told the committee the condition of agriculture in their various 
sections. I do not exaggerate it when I say that upon inquiry as to 
what had been the per cent. of the decline in the value of farms in the 
entire East not a single witness has placed that decline at less than 20 
per cent. and from that up to 50 per cent. as an estimate of the running 
down in the farm values within the last five or six years. This con- 
dition exists not simply in these regions that are engaged principally 
in agriculture, but also in those regions that are in the very shadow 
of great manufacturing centers. One of the chief officers of the agri- 
cultural societies of New Jersey, a State which is very extensively en- 
gaged in manufacturing, a State filled with manufacturing cities, stated 
that the decline in farm values had heen more than 25 per cent. in the 
last five years, and he said the condition was so serious that the ques- 
tion had arisen how it was possible for the farmers to keep their sons 
upon the farms and keep their farms from going into disuse, 

Another said, when he rose to make his speech, that he was in the 
condition of the preacher who took his text, stating that he was going 
to preach on that familiar sentence, The world, the flesh, and the 
devil;’’ that he would dwell but a short time upon the world; that he 


would bestow but little attention upon the flesh, and would rush on to 
the devil. [Laughter.] He said that was the condition of the farm- 
ers in his community, and he came from the State of Pennsylvania. 
The cry was universal, and so universal that no man in his senses 
could listen to that discussion without coming to the conclusion that 
the farm industries of the country were in a very straitened condition. 
Now, when these things exist what does this Congress propose to do? 


It proposes to still further tax these depreciated farms, to still further _ 
burden these bankrupt farmers in order to raise money to be used by 


the Geological Survey in the surveying of lands that are not suscepti- 
ble, in their present condition, of agriculture, and which will require 
appropriations of vast sums of money before they can be put in a con- 
dition tomake them so. i 

Task whether it is just to the tax-payers of this country that we 
should ignore their interests and still further depreciate their farms; 
still further deplete their pockets in order to make these surveys at 
thistime? Is there a scarcity of agricultural lands? 

Mr. OATES. How large is the appropriation? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I believe about three-quarters of a million dol- 
lars. One five-hundredth part of the entire revenues of the Govern- 
ment is to be placed in the hands of the Superintendent of the Geo- 
logical Survey, and he is to go on in a wild goose chase, that fur some. 
time to come, at least, can result in no good. 

Mr. OATES. More than three times what was appropriated by the 
last Congress. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not remember what the appropriation was. 

Mr. OATES. Two hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. McMILLIN. More than three times as much. I am not sur- 
prised at this, becanse these jobs never grow less with time. The more 
you give the more they demand, and the more they get the,better posi- 
tion they put themselvesin to demand, and those who start in as the con- 
trollers come out as the controlled of these appropriations, Now, what 
justice is there inthis? I have not been able to visit the New England 
States myself, but if the newspapers are to be believed, in the East, in 
New England, the oldest inhabited portion of this country to-day, col- 
onization societies are being organized to repopulate the places that 
have been deserted. Are you still further going to tax those lands in 
order to push this survey? After the survey is made are you going to 
follow it up with an appropriation of millions of dollars, and an ex- 
tensive system of works projected and controlled by the Government 
to keep them in fine condition? Where isit tostop? When is it to 
end? What is the limit of 8 And if no appropriation is 
to be made, what is the use of continuing this survey? 

Mr. Chairman, that government is wisest and best which leaves to 
the individual citizen the performance of everything that he can do 
for himself uncontrolled by government and unaided by govern- 
ment help. The American people are able to take care of themselves 
if the Government will keep its hands off. That is the best for the cit- 
izen. A very good principle of government is to let man govern him- 
self so far as he can. He will find out what pays. And what does not 
pay for the citizen to do, the government had better not undertake. 

If I remember, my able friend from Alabama in front of me [ Mr. 
OATES] yesterday evening read from the evidence taken before the 
Ways and Means Committee and quoted the statement of one of the 
officials of the Agricultural Department, who was asked what it cost 
to raise silk by Government aid, These experiments in the raising of 


silk by the Government have been going on for years. Their building 


is free of rent. They have no ground rent; they have no water taxes 
to pay, no license to pay, and no expenses, except to run the machine 
thatis already bought. He said it took twice as much to produce the 
silk as he could get for it, and he said it was his experience generally 
that this was the case with Government work, that its work cost most. 
I do not think it is wise to make this appropriation. 

Ifindividuals see that it will pay, then individual enterprise will 
develop it more readily and more rapidly than the Government could, 
and more satisfactorily. For one I do not see that it would be wise, 
even if some outside power, some influence beyond the Government of 
the United States, beyond the people of the United States, should es- 
tablish an immense system of irrigation in that whole country, and 
then give it to the Government on condition that it would keep and 
run it, appoint its officers and all that, and go into the general distri- 
bution of water to the people of the United States—I do not believe it 
would be wise to accept such a gift as that. These partnership jobs be- 
tween the Government and the citizens leaves the Government in the 
worst condition generally. Ido not wish to detain the House further 
on this subject, but I did think it was not improper to enter this, my 
protest, against a system of surveys that are useless without appropria- 
Hans are to be made, and that are vicious if appropriations are to be 
made. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, it would be well for the committee if 
it wishes to vote understandingly upon this subject to consider the facts 
ofthe case. In 1888, as has been stated by the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. DOCKERY], it was determined by Congress, and I believe in ac- 
cordance with an amendment placed on the sundry civil bill by the 
Senate, that the arid lands, amounting in round numbers to 1,200,- 
600,000 acres, should be segregated from the public domain of the 
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United States so that there could be no entry upon them by the citizen 
under any of the Jaws regulating the settlement and location of the 
publiclands. I was opposed to the amendment because I believed that 
it would entail an enormous expenditure of money, besides leading to 
other evils. 

In pursuance of the law thus enacted the arid region, amounting, as 
I have said, to about 1,200,000,000 of acres, has been ted frora 
the public domain, and all land laws as to entry and settlement upon 
it have been, for the time being, suspended. Of the lands which have 
been so affected, it is estimated that about 100,000, 000 of acres are sus- 
ceptible of irrigation and cultivation. The Director of the Geological 
Survey informs us that since the passage of that act he has surveyed 
and will soon report for entry under the proclamation of the President, 
as provided in the act, about 30,000,000 acres, and that during the next 
fiscal year he will have ready for settlement 15,000,000 acres more, all 
suitable for cultivation and capable of irrigation. 

Sir, I wish that every member of this committee could read the very 
interesting and instructive report of the minority of the special com- 
“mittee which was appointed by the Senate during the last Congress to 
investigate this subject. In it the question is ably and exhaustively 
considered. From it I gather that the true interests of the people will 
be best subserved by the maintenance of the law and by making such 
appropriations as are necessary to continue it in full and practical opera- 
tion. ea 

The report also informs us as to the pressing and absolute necessity 
of determining the sites which are most suitable for reservoirs and 
irrigating ditches and of preserving them from the grasp of the specu- 
lator, be he an individual or a syndicate or a corporation. 

The possession and ownership of such sites will, we are told by the 
same authority, give to the owner and r not only the control 
of the water but the control, also, of all contiguous lands and of the 
crops which may be grown upon them when reduced to cultivation. 
Two Senators, who made the minority report, appeared before the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations when this item was under consideration and 

in the strongest possible terms that the appropriation should be 
made, and that to discontinue the work would produce great and ir- 
reparable injury. 

It is proper to say that neither of these two Senators re ts any 
portion of the arid region. They come from States which can not in 
any manner be affected by the operation of the law. 

‘These gentlemen, if 1 remember correctly, asserted in unequivocal 
terms that a repeal of the law or a refusal to make an adequate ap- 
propriation to continue the survey would result in the acquisition by 
corporations and syndicates of all the reservoir and canal sites, which 
would give them the entire control of the arid region, amounting to 
nearly 1,225,000,000 acres of land. I take it, sir, that it will not be un- 
parliamentary for me to name these gentlemen. They were the Sena- 
tor from Texas, Mr. REAGAN, and the Senator from Arkansas, Mr. 
JONES. 

It was under these circumstances, Mr. Chairman, coupled with the 
fact that under the rules of this House the Committee on Appropria- 
tions is required to report in accordance with existing law, and is for- 
bidden to ingraft any new legislation upon its bills, that this appropria- 
tion was reported. 

Mr. COBB, Is there any demand for the lands for present settle- 
ment? . 

Mr. SAX ERS. We were told by gentlemen, members of both Houses, 
representing that section of the country that the people there were clam- 
orous for a proclamation of the President to open up these lands for 
settlement. I was opposed in the first instance to any provision of law 
which looked to this character of surveys; and if gentlemen will refer 
to the proceedings of the last Congress and read the debate upon the 
irrigation amendment to the sundry civil bill they will see the circum- 
stances nuder which this project was first authorized by Congress. 

Sir, in the light of what has transpired, and also of the information 
which has been given upon the subject, I have to say ought 
to do one of two things—either repeal the law which holds up near 
1, 250,000,000 acres of land from settlement and permit the various land 
laws of the United States to operate upon that vast domain, or it should 
make a sufficient appropriation for the survey. It should not dally 
with so grave and so serious a question. It should go forward unhesi- 
tatingly, or it should undo what has been done as quickly as possible, 
For the existence of the law the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dock- 
ERY] and I are in no wise responsible. 

Mr. OATES. Will my friend allow me a question there? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. OATES. I understood you to say that over 30,000,000 acres 
which had been prepared by the Geological Survey are now ready to 
be thrown open for settlement. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is the information we have. 

Mr. OATES. And that this appropriation would enable the survey 
to prepare about 15,000,000 more. 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; I do not say that. What I intended to say 
was that this item of appropriation would enable the Director of the 
Survey to report these 15,000,000 acres of land to the President tor set- 
tlement during the next fiscal year, and in addition thereto do other 


and further work which would enable him to report additional lands 
in the years following. 

Mr. OATES. I think if $200,000 was enough to enable him to pre- 
pare 30,000,000 acres that $750,000 ought to be sufficient to enable Bim 
to prepare 15,000,000 acres. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me say to my friend from Alabama that the 
greater part of the work that was necessary to report the 30,000,000 
acres was done in former years, so that during the past twelve months 
he has utilized the work of former years, as well as the appropriation 
that was given him in the last sundry civil bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. And it has extended over a period of twenty years. 

Mr. SAYERS. Possibly so. 8 

Mr. COBB. Out of appropriations heretofore made for survey pur- 


poses, 

Mr. SAYERS. That must have been the case. 

Mr. COBB. Very well. Now, under these surveys they have pre- 
pared lands for occupation by settlement. 

Mr. SAYERS. The surveys will open up to settlers the lands that 
are susceptible of cultivation. The sites for reservoirs and ditches 
are ascertained by surveys, and the law under which the surveys are 
made prevents speculators, syndicates, and corporations from follow- 
ing the footsteps of the surveyor and entering upon such sites so soon 
as they are indicated. If these reservoir places and tion ditches 
are not thus protected the poor man and the honest settler will stand 
no chance whatever in the contest: It must be remembered that the 
possession and ownership of the reservoir sites and irrigation ditches in 
that section of the country carries with it the absolute control of the 
remainder of the land. . 

Mr. COBB. Well, you propose to open up to settlement these lands 
in advance of any appropriation for irrigation purposes? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. MORROW. It does not propose to make an appropriation for 
irrigation. 

Mr. SAYERS. There is no purpose whatever in this item to appro- 
priate money to dig canals or ditches or to build reservois, but only for 
surveying the land and determining where reservoirs may be estab- 
lished and ditches may be dug—only this and nothing more. The 
Government, even if the law were repealed, would have to survey the 
land before the settler could get title to his entry. 

Mr. COBB. Well, was not the object to run these surveys to pre- 
pare the way for Governmentirrigation, and so stated upon this floor? 

Mr. SAYERS, No, sir. That object has been expressly denied by 
every gentleman who has spoken upon the floor of this House, either 
in the present or in the past Congress, or who has appeared before the 
Committee on Appropriations. They all deny it, each and every one 
of them. 

Mr. COBB. Was it not stated upon this floor in last Congress that 
the object of this appropriation was to ascertain whether it was fea- 
sible or not to irrigate these lands in order also to prepare the way for 
the Government to take hold of this irrigation business and perfect it? 
Mr. SAYERS, Let me tell my friend that that object was expressly 
denied time and again, and it will continue to be denied during the 
course of this debate. 

Mr. Chairman, permit me to say afew more words. One of two things 
should be done—either make an appropriation or repeal the law. Con- 
gress owes it to the country, and especially to the people living in that 
section, now and here to come toa definite and final conclusion touch- 
ing this matter. 

Mr. MORROW. Does the gentleman from Texas mean to repeal the 
law and open all this land to occupation on the part of settlers? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir; one of these two th should be done. 

Mr. Chairman, as I have before stated, the gentleman from Missouri 
and I were opposed to this measure in the last session of Congress. We 
did not believe that it was wise that the Government should author- 
ize this survey; but Congress having done so, there was but one duty 
left to the Committee on Appropriations under the rules of this House, 
and that duty was to report an appropriation in accordance with ex- 
isting law. The committee have done so, and the responsibility is now 
with the House. If the appropriation be refused, then it occurs to me 
that it is our bounden duty to repeal the law as quickly as possible and 

rmit the citizens to enter upon these lands under the various land 

aws of the country. 

Mr. COBB, Is not what you call the existing law simply an item 
in the last appropriation bill ? 

Mr. SAYERS. But it is a law nevertheless. 

Mr. McRAE. It is a joint resolution. 

Mr. SAYERS. Itisalaw. This is it that I hold in my hand. 

Mr. COBB. It is the law as embraced in the appropriation bill. 

Mr. MORROW. Oh, no. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is alaw notwithstanding it appears as a provision 
in an K 1 act. 


Mr. COBB. It is a law governing the appropriation for the time be- 
Mr. MORROW. No; it is not founded upon that. It is a law out- 
side of the appropriation bill. 


Mr. SAYERS, The gentleman from Alabama is laboring under a 
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misapprehension. It is the law not only for the present fiscal year but 
for all time to come, unless repealed. Let me ask the gentleman what 
construction, as a lawyer, would he put upon this language—— 

Mr. COBB. Read it and let me know what it is. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will: 

And all the Jands which may hereby be designated or selected by such United 
States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, and canals for irrigation purposes, 
and all lands made susceptible of irrigation by such reservoirs, ditches, and 
canals are from this time henceforth hereby reserved from sale as the property 
ot the United States, and shall not be subject after the passage of this act to 
entry, settlement, or occupation until further provided by law. 

Mr. COBB. That only applies to such lands as from time to time 
may be reclaimed (if I may use that term) under the operation of the 
several appropriation Jaws that may be passed by Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend from Alabama that that aet 
has been construed, and it has been held that all lands for reservoir 
sites, for canal sites, and all lands that can beirrigated are withdrawn. 

Mr. COBB. But does it not refer only to those lands which are as- 
certained by actual survey to be of the character described there? 

Mr. CANNON. It refers to the lands referred to there, but if the 
land should be selected in one year from this time, or ten years from 
this time, the selection relates back to the date of the act; so that prac- 
tically you can not now get one acre of land in the arid region except 
by virtue of survey and segregation, and then by proclamation of the 
President opening them to homestead settlement, or else by future 
legislation, 

Mr. BYNUM. I desire to ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAY- 
ERS] a question. If we should refuse this appropriation, is there not 
another provision, following the onejust read, which allows the Presi- 
dent to open these lands for settlement and thus virtually to repeal the 


act? 
Mr.SAYERS. Iwill read the clause to which the gentleman refers: 
That the President may at any time, in his discretion, by proclamation, open 
any portion, or all, of the lands reserved by this provision to settlement under 
the homestead law. 

Mr. BYNUM. Now, if we should refuse this appropriation, can not 
the President immediately by a 5 open those lands? 

Mr. DUBOIS, Not at all. at merely allows the President to 
open them to settlement under the homestead law. 

Mr. PICKLER. The act has already been construed to mean that 
all the lands are withdrawn. 

Mr. BYNUM. It does not need any construction. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Secretary of the Interior has construed it to 
mean that they are all reserved. 

Mr. BYNUM. I know, but the President can open them. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Only to homestead settlement. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I will now yield the floor, with the 
statement that I sincerely trust that the law may be speedily repealed 
or an adequate appropriation made for continuing the survey, The 
question should be settled the one way or the other. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Mr. Chairman, my amendment as I offercd it 
extended to and embraced line 8, on page 47. Upon more minute ex- 
amination of the paragraph in the bill I find that the following lines 
also relate to the same subject, and I ask leave to extend the amend- 
ment so as to take in all down to and including line 14, on page 47. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, Iam surprised that gentlemen should 
take the position upon this floor that the further settlement of the West 
and the great Northwest shall cease from this time forward. Itis very 
strange to me that gentlemen should here advocate before the country 
the depopulation of the West and Northwest, because there are settlers 
already there, and what is to become of the people who have settled 
there unless this appropriation is made? t 

By the law which has been read here, other settlers are prevented 
from going upon those lands. The lands are now withdrawn from the 
public domain, and the President can open them to homestead settle- 
ment only. But these lands can not be so settled. They are arid lands, 
and they can not be settled on that plan; so that this discretion of the 
President amounts to nothing. As has been well said by the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, this law has been construed to mean 
that all these lands are withdrawn from settlement; and it leaves people 
who are now there helpless, with no opportunity for others to follow 
them and settle up that country. Gentlemen are here bewailing the 
settlement and the improvement of the West. The gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. ALLEN] seems to desire that the settlement of that part 
5 . country shall stop. He says we have too much land already set- 

Gentlemen, by the year 1900 there will be at least ten million more 
people in this country who must find homes. We are told by gentle- 
men opposing appropriations for irrigation that people can go to Mas- 
sachusetts and to Vermont and to the other older States, where the 
lands are not being farmed as they should be; but I want to know how 
os Pen men of this country can acquire homes upon the lands of Tli- 
nois and preg Seber and the other old States? To advocate the 
theory that has set forth here is simply to say that the settlement 
of the West by poor men under a 1 which enables them to acquire 
homes ought to cease. Much has been said upon this floor about help- 
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ing the agricultural interests of the country, about how the other in- 
dustries are helped, and how the agricultural interest must bear the 
burden; and now, when this paltry appropriation of $700,000 is asked 
for surveys and investigations of these regions, to release these lands 
and let the people settle upon them who may desire to do so, we are 
told that this appropriation should not be made, but that this great and 
important portion of our country should remain tied up useless for fifty 
years, as some gentleman has put it. 

It is not fair. Youinvited the people who are there to go and settle 
upon those lands. They accepted your invitation, and they have gone 
there, and now, under this law, the reservoir sites and the sources of 
water supply have been withdrawn, so that the settlers can do nothing 
to help themselves, and it is proposed to leave them there helpless, with- 
out water to irrigate their lands and without an opportunity for others 
to go in and help to settle up the country and reclaim those lands. To 
refuse this appropriation is virtually to say that that region shall be 
depopulated. > i 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman tell us how it happens that the 
settlers are there, if the lands have been withdrawn from settlement. 

Mr. PICKLER. They settled there before this law was enacted, and 
now Congress has withdrawn the water sites and water privileges, and 
unless something is done, such as is proposed in this bill, the people 
will have to abandon the country. 

Mr. COBB. Ifthe law which has been read here is the only law 
upon the subject, the gentleman is entirely mistaken in thinking that 
it withdraws from settlement a single acre of land unless it has been 
set apart as one of these reservations. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would say that I have been present while the 
Committee on Appropriations have been considering this matter, and 
they have considered it carefully. As the chairman has well said, this 
law has been construed; these lands are withdrawn. It is useless now 
totalk about the construction of the law; it has been construed already. 
I am in favor of this appropriation that will lead to the opening up of 
the country that has been withdrawn from settlement, and more 
cially I desire it that » poreon of the same may in my own State be 
used, in the language of the bill, ‘‘for the investigation of the sources 
of water to be used in irrigation,” and ‘‘for the selection of sites for 
reservoirs and other hydraulic works necessary for the storage and 
utilization of water for irrigation.” N 

We desire such practical investigation of the sources of our artesian 
waters by experimental wells as will demonstrate to our people that’ 
this source of supply can be readily reached and cheaply utilized, as 
we believe such practical tests will prove. We are desirous that such 
tests should be at once made, in order that at such seasons as our crops 
would be benefited by the additional water furnished by irrigation 
our people may know it is practicable to secure and use it, 

And, Mr. Chairman, these experiments should be made at once, and 
I hope the amendment by the gentleman from Kentucky to strike out 
this appropriation will not prevail. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] - 

Mr. CANNON. I would be glad if the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS] would specify some time when by consent all debate on this 
paragraph may be closed. 

Mr. MANSUR. I appeal to the House 

Mr. CANNON, I think the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] 
ee the time he desires, 1lsimply want to fix a limit now to the 

ebate. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I would like to be heard on the proposition. 

Mr. MANSUR. I do not think we ought to cut off debate now when 
we have reached the most important matter in the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to fix a limit upon thedebateifIcan. How 
much time would the gentleman from Texas suggest? An hour anda 
half? 

Mr. SAYERS. I would suggest an hour and a half at least. Sev- 
eral gentlemen on this side want to speak. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I will agree to that time. I hope unani- 
mous consent will be given that the debate be limited to an hour and 
a half. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
general debate—— 

Mr. CANNON. All debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. That all debate on this paragraph be closed in 
an hour and a half. Is there objection? The Chair hears none; and 
it is so ordered. 

Mr. MANSUR. I would like to be heard. 

Mr. SAYERS. For about how long? 

Mr. MANSUR. About ten minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will not the gentleman be satisfied with less? 

Mr. MANSUR. I will try to do the best I can. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had promised to recognize the — 55 
man from Missouri [Mr. Max sun] before this arrangement was madé; 
but under the arrangement the Chair ought to recognize some one to 
control the time. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to state to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Cannon] that there are several gentlemen on this a Chamber 
who desire to be heard, some of them opposed to provision ang 


others in favor of it; and it would not be fair to divide the time strictly 

upon party lines, 
Mr. CANNON. Of course not. But I have promised some time to 
the chairman of the Committee on Irrigation, and one of our colleagues 
on the Committee on Ap iations wants five minutes. The gentle- 
man and I can confer together; and I suggest that he take one- of 
the time and apportion it among those who are for or against the pro- 
vision, and I will do the same. > 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. 

Mr. BYNUM. ‘That does not secure an equal division of the time 
between those who are opposed to the proposition and those who are 
in favor of it. 

Mr. CANNON. I will do all I can to secure such a division. I only 
want five minutes myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending motion is to strike out this 
graph. The Chair will recognize any gentleman to control the time 
A Mr. SAYERS. Does the 3 from Missouri [Mr. Mansur] 

esire to speak for or against the appropriation ? 

Mr. MANSUR. For it. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Goop- 
NIGHT] has moyed to strike out the ph, the Chair will recog- 
nize him to control the time on that side. 

Mr. SAYERS. Isuggest that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON], who favorsthe appropriation, and the gentleman from Kentucky, 
who opposes it and made a motion to strike it out, be recognized to 
control the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will adopt that suggestion. The 
282 from Kentucky will be recognized to control one-half of 

time. ; 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. I understand that the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr, Mansur] desires to speak for the appropriation. The time he is 
to occupy will not come out of my time. 

Mr. MANSUR. No, sir; I will get my time from the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. ` 

Mr. CANNON. From what gentlemen about me say, I fear it will 
be impossible for me to so distribute three-quarters of an hour as to 
satisfy these various gentlemen. 

Mr. MANSUR. The gentleman knew I desired to speak; and Ihad 
been recognized before this agreement was made. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is trying to ascertain from the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. GOODNIGHT] how much time he yields to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Mansur]. j 

Mr. MANSUR. I do not speak on that side. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Then does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] yield to the gentleman from Missouri? 

4 Mr. CANNON. How much time does the gentleman from Missouri 
esire? 

Mr. MANSUR. Ten minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Ican not yield that much time and keep my en- 
gagements to these other gentlemen. 

Mr. MANSUR. I will be as brief as I can. 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield the gentleman five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri is entitled to the 
floor for five minutes. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, from my standpoint this is the most 
important item in this bill. I have lived in the West all my life, and 
I know that the majority of the farmers of that region have always 
hoped for their sons that they would possess at some future time a por- 
tion of our public domain. That domain is rapidly reaching exhaus- 
tion. During the last five years, according to the report of the Land 
Office, more Le 25,000,000 acres of the small residue of our agricult- 
ural lands have annually disappeared. According to this ratio, in less 
than ten years the Government will not possess a single acre of land 
desirable for agricultural purposes. I say, therefore, it was the acme 
of wisdom to withdraw all these lands from settlement until we could 
ascertain just what portion of them can be made the home of the agri- 
culturist of the future. 

Now, sir, I do not intend by my remarks at this time to be under- 
stood as absolutely committing myself to the question as to whether 
the Federal Government should improve these lands or not; but I do 
commit myself, heart and soul, to the doctrine that they ought to be 
thoroughly surveyed in order that it may be known exactly where 
every reservoir site should be located, and also where the line of every 
irrigating canal, necessary to distribute the stored waters, should run. 
When this shall have been done, to meet the present condition of af- 
fairs on our public domain we can, by future legislation, withdraw any 
sites of reservoirs so selected and located from entry, and thus pre- 
vent them from passing into the hands of syndicates or heartless specu- 
lators, andso keep them under the control of the General Government, 
or under the control of the Territory or the State, as the case may be, 
for such legislation as may be agreed upon hereafter, preserving the 
right to control these sites, without the public being mulcted in im- 
mense sums in securing the lands needed for reservoirs and the right 
to build the irrigating canals over the lands surveyed. These rights 
the Government not part with, bus should held such reserva- 


tions by express legislation. 
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That is the way, Mr. Chairman, with many of the railroads in the 
West in their disposition of the me lands they acquire, ey re- 
serve the right to the minerals; they reserve the right of way to build 
branch railroads across such of the lands as they in the future may 
deem necessary. That being the case, the Federal Government can in 
like manner reserve similar rights over the public lands when sur- 
veyed, for the benefit of the public settlers. 

In addition we know this to be true, and every man who has lived 
in the West and paid any attention to this subject will verify it, that 
not only now, butduring all of the past, it has been natural for the pio- 
neers, the early settlers, to always seek the valleys, the water ways, and 
the woods. They go there and locate, and the water fronts and ap- 
proaches to the streams are first entered. As soon as it is known that 
anything of this kind is in contemplation—with the notice already 
given to the people of the country—if these lands were now to be with- 
drawn from survey, if the appropriation for that purpose should now 
be refused and the lands thrown open to entry, they could and would 
be purchased by the speculators; we all know what that means. Ex- 
perience in the West shows they evade all requirements of the home- 
stead, timber-culture, or desert-land acts; and by putting upon the lands 
from time after time men who are mere puppets, who go through the 
form of complying with the requirements of the land laws, and as soon 
as that is done turn them over to the speculators who employ them, 
who will thus secure all the lands lying along the streams or subject 
to irrigation, all the reservoir sites would soon be taken possession 
of, and thereby prevent the exercise of the power on the part of the 
State oron the part of the Territory to control the lands and secure 
irrigation in the interest of the masses of the people, but leave them 
to be controlled for the benefit of the few, asstated by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], thus placing all the people at the mercy of 
the holders of the water fronts and reservoirs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANSUR. Just a moment or two more. 

I repeat that in my opinion this item is the most important feature 
in the bill. It holds out the promise of 80 acres of land each to one 
and one-half millions of the farmers and their sons of this country. It 
is their only outlook of hope for the future. It is the last of the once 
broad lands of Uncle Sam; it behooves us, not only looking to the in- 
terests of to-day but to our children and future generations, that we 
wisely manage what is left. I hope these lands shall be held up until 
there is a comprehensive survey made, so that it can be clearly shown 
where these reservoirs should be located and the lines of the irrigating 
canals established. Then, when this is known, by appropriate legisla- 
tion we can keep control of the sites of the reservoirs and a right of 


way for thecanals sọ that they may be controlled by State laws in the 
future, when the problem now presenting itself will be solved to the 
best advantage of the masses of the people. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield all the time I can , five minutes, to 
the gentleman from California [Mr. VANDEVER]. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Chairman, al proportion of the agricult- 


ure of the globe at the present day, estimated at two-thirds, is depend- 
ent upon artificial irrigation, wholly or in for its success, and not 
upon the uncertainties of rainfall. Cropping under rainfall alone is 
subject to contingencies that to a great extent are obviated by irriga- 
tion. To be able to withhold or supply water to his fields at will and 
to adapt the quantity to each particular product is a great advantage 
that the irrigator possesses over the non-irrigator, even in countries 
where in ordinary seasons the fruits of the soil may be produced by 
rainfall alone. 8 : 

India, China, Egypt, France, Spain, Italy, Australia, Chili, and 
Peru are countries where irrigation is now, and has been for many cent- 
uries, relied upon as the chief aid to agriculture. But we need not go 
to the far-off countries for illustrations of the benefits of irrigation; we 
have them in our own country. y 

Mountains attract and intercept the clouds, causing them to discharge 
their precious burden of rain and snow, to be held in reserve and shed 
forth under the genial warmth of advancing spring when needed for 
the use of the husbandman on the plains below, whose fields are sel- 
dom reached by rain direct from the clouds. The ingenuity and skill 
of man, however, is required to constrain and direct the water storage 
of the mountain, and so control its descent and distribution that every 
part of the thirsty land may be refreshed. The floods thus gathered 
from distant sources and dispersed over the land come not only with 
re moisture but bear also a wealth of material dissolved from 
the rocks and soil of the mountain that strengthens and invigorates 
the soil of the plain when brought in contact with it, saving the tiller 
the necessity of replenishing his land by other means. 

When the benefits of irrigation come to be adequately apprehended, 
it will doubtless be applied with beneficial results in regions where 
there is no deficiency of rainfall. Rain being free from mineral sub- 
stances adds nothing beyond moisture to the land. Mountain water 
fertilizes wherever it goes. Tens of thousands of acres in the district 
that I represent have been reclaimed within recent years from desert 
waste to fertility. Land that ten to fifteen years ago was regarded as 
comparatively worthless on account of its arid character, resulting from 
deficiency of rainfall, is to-day in a high state of cultivation through 
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the distribution of water upon it from neighboring sources, reclaimed 
land in many instance commanding $1,000 per acre in tracts of from 
10 to 40 acres. 

The vine, the olive, the orange, and other products and fruits, as well 
as grains and grasses, stimulated by irrigation, are produced in such 
abundance that families are enabled to live in comfort and even affiu- 
ence from the culture of small tracts. 

Arid lands have been defined to be those whereon the annual mean 
rainfall in ordinary seasons is insufficient for the production of crops 
without artificial aid. Even in regions where the mean rainfall is 
ordinarily sufficient irrigation will stimulate to far greater and more 
certain production. 

Irrigation puts the floods and the rains under the husbandman’s con- 
trol and insures him against drought. The water accumulated in the 
mountains from winter rains and snows, being stored and retained, is 
drawn down to the fields as needed, and is restrained when not 
needed. It is shown by experience that irrigated land produces with 
more certainty and in greater abundance than non-irrigated land, even 
where the mean annual rainfall is sufficient to produce crops. Irri- 
gation not only reclaims the land from an arid state, but constantly re- 

lenishes it. It is generally accounted that 40 acres of irrigated land 
is more valuable than 160 acres of non-irrigated land under fair aver- 
age rainfall. Major Powell states that two-fifths of the total area of 
the United States, excluding Alaska, requires irrigation to reclaim it 
from barrenness and sterility. We may see from the results of asso- 
jated and individual enterprise in parts of Southern California that 
water will transform desert wastes into fruitful fields, and that rain- 
Jess regions hitherto marked upon our maps and regarded as desert 
can be reclaimed and made desirable abodes for prosperous millions. 

Reclamation and cultivation of arid land by irrigation is no new dis- 
covery; it is as old as human society. From the very beginnings of 
history the highest and most beneficial achievements of engineering, 
skill, and enterprise have been employed in the construction of systems 
of irrigation to reclaim desert orsemi-desert portions of the earth’s sur- 
face, as necessary for the sustenance of the people and the preservation 
of the state. Visible tokens of this remain until this day in the val- 
leys of the Nile and the Euphrates as mementoes of the bold designs 
and successful accomplishments under ancient monarchies of the East. 
Traces of the stupendous storage reservoirs. they caused to be constructed 
and of the canals they excavated excite the admiration of the modern 
beholder and show that the wealth and power of these great empires 
were drawn from the bosom of the earth through the stimulating proc- 

_ess of irrigation under the fostering care of the state. 

The immediate measure under consideration is an appropriation for 
the survey and selection of reservoir sites for the storage of the storm 
waters of the mountains and along the streams flowing therefrom, and 
to reserve these waters for use when needed by the agriculturist in the 
valleys and plains below. What may be done in regard to the appli- 
cation and distribution of the water is for future consideration. If 
the sites for reservoirs in the mountains and at the sources of the streams 
are left to be appropriated by companies or individuals commanding 
great aggregations of capital, the agricultural interests of the country 
may be rendered more than ever before subject to the control of capi- 
talists who, owning the supplies of water, can exact their own terms 
for its use, and may ultimately come to own all the land they irrigate. 

Most of the desirable agricultural land of the public domain has 
been sold, granted, or given away by the Government. The demand 
for more land increases rather than diminishes. This demand is not 
by the speculator, but by the people desirous of homes. To meet this 
demand in a measure, it is proposed to expend millions in the extin- 
guishment of Indian titles, that new realms may be opened to settle- 
ment by white men and new States and commonwealths established 
to enhance the glory and add to the wealth and power of the nation. 
When the last available acre has been wrested from the occupancy or 
claim of the Indian, the demand for more land will still remain un- 
satisfied. The only other resource for satisfying this demand is the 
arid wastes of the far West, now tenantless because rainless, but capa- 
ble of reclamation and to be made habitable through irrigation by 
water now running to waste. 

How far the Government may exert its powerin gathering and re- 
serving water for the reclamation of lands it holds in trust for the peo- 
ple is a question that Congress must ultimately consider and determine. 
One cubic foot of water per second, it is asserted, will irrigate 160 acres 
of land. How much water the mountains and streams flowing there- 
from hold in reserve can only be approximately estimated. All com- 
bined, we know that they are sufficient for the reclamation of very large 
areas of what is now and must forever romain desert, unless fertilized 
by irrigation. 

Major Powell, of world-wide reputation as learned in geological 
science, and who is also regarded as an authority on irrigation, states 
that more than 100,000,000 acres of the public domain west of the one- 
hundredth meridian is incapable of cultivation unless irrigated by ar- 
tificial means, and he estimates the cost of irrigating these lands at 
$10 peracre. These figures seem appalling—$1,000,000,000 for irriga- 
tion. It must be recollected, however, that the Governmentis not ex- 
pected to assume this burden nor to provide the means for this enter- 


prise, as it did for the building of the Pacific railways. It may prepare 
the way with a view to the ultimate transfer of the whole enterprise 
to States hereafter to be formed in the arid region. 

If at the outset of the plan of appropriating money from the public 
Treasury to improve rivers and harbors and of appropriating money and 
land in aid of railroads and other public improvements the te 
expenditure to the present time could have been estimated and stated, 
these enterprises would probably never have been undertaken. 

In California, especially in the southern half of the State, irrigation 
is felt to be a vital question. In the Los Angeles land district, com- 
posed of San Diego, San Bernardino, Los Angeles, Kern, and Ventura 
(with parts of Santa Barbara Counties) there is comprised 13,156,000 
acres of land subject to entry under the desert-land act, which will 
not, without artificial irrigation, produce agricultural crops in ordinary 
years. More than half the land in this district is of this character. 

The register of the United States land office at Los Angeles reports 
the fact that seven hundred and sixty-eight persons have made desert- 
land entries at his office, comprising 333,181 acres, and made the first 
payment thereon of 25 cents per acre, required under the law, but only 
twenty-three of these seven hundred and sixty-eight ns have 
proved up, the others finding it impracticable to reclaim the land on 
account of limited means and the prior appropriation by other parties 
of the only accessible water. These entrymen, therefore, except 
twenty-three, abandoned their entries and the Government keeps both 
the land and their money. 

I represent a district in which there are contained, as above stated, 
over 13,000,000 acres of arid land, located in the Mojave and Colorado 
deserts and in Antelope Valley, incapable of cultivation except by aid 
of irrigation, and possessing a most salubrious climate. Mountain 
chains eyerlook these arid plains, whose summits attract the clouds 
and pierce the region of perpetual snow. Their glistening snow-crests 
viewed from the plains below refresh us with the promise of abundant 
harvests if only the accumulated stores of moisture they hold con- 
gealed can be drawn down and distributed to the famished plains at 
their base. 

Much has been accomplished without Government aid through pa 
vate enterprise. It is safe to say that nowhere in this broad land has 
irrigation been more successtully practiced and with better results than 
in Southern California. It is no experiment there; it is accomplished 
fact. Hundreds of miles of canals and ditches are to be seen in this 
region conveying water to fields that a few years ago were desert and 
barren but are now marvelously fertile, furnishing wealth and comfort 
to the prosperous occupants. Dams and reservoirs constructed in mount- 
ain basins confine many billions of gallons of water, secured by the 
highest engineering skill and at great cost of money. It is no exag- 
geration to say that the irrigating enterprises in San Bernardino, San 
Diego, and other counties in Southern California are monuments of 
skill and enterprise that the country may well be proud of, and that 
can be referred to as absolute demonstrations of the efficacy of irriga- 
tion. ` 

The mean annual rainfall on the Pacific coast, though seeming to 
be abundant in the north, diminishes rapidly as you progress south. - 
At Portland, Oregon, the annual rainfall exceeds 50 inches; at San 
Francisco about half this amount, and at San Diego it is less than 10 
inches. 

The precipitation of rain occurs mostly in the months of December, 
January, and February. The rest of the year little or no rainfall 
reaches the plains. ‘Winter is therefore the rainy season, but the tem- 
perature is mild except in the mountains, where the rain is converted 
into snow. 

The winter rains of Caliſornia are not continuous. They occur from 
time to time, with intervening days of lovely weather favorable for 
plowing and planting. Not infrequently, however, there come furi- 
ous down-ponrs of no long duration, but enough to swell the streams 
into raging torrents and to convert previously dry beds leading down 
from the mountains into veritable rivers for a short time only. 

This marked division of the year between wet and dry periods, and 
liability to sudden floods from storms raging in the mountains, is com- 
mon throughout the arid regions of the West. In all countries where 
the rain and snow fall is abundant in the mountains, but not sufficient 
on the plains for the production of crops in ordinary years, irrigation 
by artificial methods becomes a necessity. ‘ 

In Fresno and all the counties of California south of it very exten- 
sive systems for the distribution of water to fertilize land rendered 
arid by deficiency of rainfall have been introduced. The results 
achieved exceed the most sanguine expectations of the projectors. In 
Kern County several hundred thousand acres have been rescued from 
sterility and made marvelously fruitful by one firm alone,-who have 
diverted the watersof Kern River from its natural flow to irrigateland 
heretofore desert, The expenditures in this enterprise amount to a 
million of dollars. Land thus reclaimed and rendered arable com- 
mands one, two, and three hundred dollars per acre, the cost of rec- 
lamation ranging from ten to fifteen dollars per acre. 

In Los Angeles, San Bernardino, and San Diego Counties land and 
water companies have ded enormous sums in the construction of 
dams, flumes, canals, and ditches to collect, store, and conduct water 
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that in a few years has changed large tracts of country from desert into 
smiling fields, enabling many families to live in comfort from the prod- 
ucts of small farms. This is no exaggeration, as some on this floor who 
have been there can testify. 

What has been accomplished in California is being also accomplished 
in the Dako in Montana, in Wyoming, in Idaho, and throughout 
every portion of the country west of the one hundredth meridian. The 
object of the proposed legislation of the present session is to invoke the 

cooperation of the Government in aid of this grand enterprise that in 
the very nature of the case must inure to the welfare of Government 
and 1 alike. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] s 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield to my friend from Idaho [Mr. Dusots] 
two minntes and a half, and I understand the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. GooDNIGHT] yields him two minutes and a half. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. Chairman, I agree very fully with that part of 
the remarks of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN ] wherein 
he states that the farmers of the arid regions, the same as the farmers 
in any other portion of the country, ought to depend upon themselves 
and ask no special favors from the Government. I go further than the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], and say that we should pass this 
appropriation and also repeal the law of the last Congress on this sub- 
ject so far as it relates to land entries. Representing the people of the 
arid region, not only in my own Territory but other arid sections of 
the country, I think I am safe in saying that we would prefer that you 
repeal the -entry part of the last law if we are compelled to make 
a choice between the two. But at present we are in this condition: 
You have withdrawn every foot of land in our eouutry from entry which 
is susceptible of irrigation. We can not take up a single foot of arid 
land—and every foot of land in several States and Territories, though 
not in Idaho, is arid land—until certain conditions are complied wit 
Now, the proposition before the House is that you appropriate money 
to comply with those conditions in order that in a measure these lands 
may be restored to entry. If you refuse this appropriation you abso- 
lutely stop settlement of the entire country in the arid belt. You 
would have just as much right to go into any Southern State and say 
that no man should work upon a farm, and it would be panang Jost 
You would not any more effectually destroy agriculture in the South, 
or any other section of this country, if you should deprive every man 
of the privilege of working on a farm than you do by 2 us of 
the pe of entering the arid lands, because, as I said before, all 

our lands in some sections are arid lands. There is no demand from 
the arid region for the kind of legislation which was last ses- 
sion, withdrawing irrigable lands from occupancy. ere was and is 
a demand for is oa ee, for surveys. 

We say this, that it is a duty which the Government owes to itself 
to establish reservoir sites and to control them. For instance, take the 
Snake River, which waters all of Idaho. It rises in Wyoming, and un- 
less the Government controls the reservoirs at the head of the Snake 
River then contention will probably or may arise between the States 
of Wyoming and Idaho as to the use of the water and its distribution. 
This is better exemplified in the case of the Rio Grande, which rises 
in Colorado and runs, not only down through New Mexico, but also 
into Old Mexico. The Government should by all means build, own, 
and control these reservoirs, the waters from which flow into different 
States, so as to prevent interstate contentions. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 
Mr. DUBOIS. I do not like to lose time. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I supposed the gentleman’s time was unlimited. 

Mr. DUBOIS. No; I regret to say I have only five minutes. 

Our people can reclaim all of our lands. We are perfectly willing 
and perfectly able to do it, and we do not ask aid from the General 
Government. You gentlemen need not fear that we will come here 
asking an appropriation for canals. That never hasbeen contemplated 
by us. We think, though, that vou owe it to that section to survey these 
lands. You owe it to the poor rancher, who has gone there in good 
iaith, on the invitation of the Government, to survey his land so 
that he can get a title. You have done it for every other section of 
the country. Every foot of land in the older part of the United States 
was once public land and has all been surveyed, and we want our lands 
surveyed; and, as I say, for its own protection the Governmentshould 
keep control of these reservoir sites, should build the reservoirs and 
own them. 

If we have to take the choice now between these two propositions, 
if we can not get some relief from this Con in regard to entry ot 
our land, which we hope to get, we would prefer that the whole law be 
wiped ont. If you propose to keep our lands tied up until some in- 
definite time when all your scientific surveys are completed, in return 
for appropriating a few hundred thousand dollars for these to ph- 
ical and other surveys, we prefer that you abandon the entire subject 
and dole out your yearly pittances for ordinary surveys as you have 
done in the past. It is almost impossible under the present condition 
of affairs for our people to homestead their land. After these surveys 
are made it costs a great deal of money to get water on these arid lands, 


Unless you contemplate that the Government shall build these canals 


and put the water in the canals, so that when a man takes up his land 
he gets a right to the water at the same time, which alone makes his 
land valuable, I doubt very much if anybody there for years and years 
to come can afford to homestead 40 acres of land and put the water 
on it. 

Our people can work out this problem satisfactorily if you will turn 
over to the different States and Territories the arid lands within their 
boundaries which are now valueless. You can couple the grant with 
the condition that they shall be reclaimed and homesteaded if you de- 
sire. They will see to it that corporations do not get control of them 
for their own benefit and to the detriment of the settler. It has been 
stated plainly enough by more than one gentleman on this floor to-day 
that settlement of our section should not be stimulated, as it made 


more competitors for the farmers in other parts of our country. This 


sentiment seems to prevail among the Sonthern members. 

The law in the sundry civil appropriation bill of the last Con- 
gress will retard settlement of the aridregions sufficiently to suit these 
gentlemen, and if you vote down this appropriation without repealing 
that law you completely stop settlement. I trust before this Congress 
closes it will repeal the law of the last. There is no good reason why 
a Republican Congress should not undo the act of a Democratic Con- 
gress which is so plainly hurtful to the interests of a large section of 
our country. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Yes. > . 

Mr. HILL. What scheme of entry does the gentleman propose, if 
not homesteading ? 

Mr. DUBOIS. The same that we haye always had—desert entry 
and 3 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

s Mr. 3 I yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
ATES]. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, I think it well enough, as suggested 
by the gentleman who just preceded me, for the Government to retain 
these t water stations, and at the same time I am very much of 
the opinion that the appropriations for this survey ought to be discon- 
tinued. We hear much said of the fear of speculators and of railroad 
corporations going in and obtaining all theselands. Why, gentlemen, 
what is Congress here for but to change the law and to prevent any 
such consummation? Why can these lands not be withheld from sale 
except for homesteads? It seems to mé that that meets the objection 
completely, and that can be done by the passage simply of a resolution 
through both Houses of Congress. : 

I remember well about two or three years ago—I believe it was the 
first session of last Co that aresolution was withdraw- 
ing all the land of the States of Alabama, Florida, and, I believe, Mis- 
sissippi, and perhaps other States, from entry except for homestead pur- 


poses. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It was made general. 

Mr. OATES. But it did not apply to the lands in the arid regions. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, I do not know about that. 

Mr. OATES. It does not apply sere; but it ought to apply. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It does not apply to desert lands. 

Mr. OATES. Itought to apply there. I do not knowof any reason 
why it should not be applied there. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, some gentlemen seem to think that the greatest 
consummation, the consummation most devoutly to be wished by all pa- 
triots, is for the acceleration of the settlement of public lands in this coun- 
try; the rapid increase of population and the e or the public do- 
main they seem to think is the chief good. Ido not think so. If gentle- 
men will reflect a moment they will remember that. as population in- 
creases the battle of life is made harder and harder, and the poor man finds 
it much more difficult. The more crowded the population is, the harder 
it is for a poor man to earn a subsistence. I would not retard a reason- 
able settlement of the public domain, because I think wherever a man 
is rooted to the soil, just as they are in proportion to the numbers I 
think you add to the patriots of the country; and thus we are deeply 
interested in our legislation in the well-being generally of the country; 
bat I would not enco it, and I would not so much stimulate or 
accelerate it, because I believe it is directly opposed to the best inter- 
ests especially of the farming and laboring classes of this country. | 

Now, then, we are told that this work which the Government is en- 
couraging in the survey of these lands is in order to prepare them for 
settlement. We have heard the gentleman in charge of this bill say 
that it is intended to accelerate their settlement, and one gentleman 
stated that the President will soon issue his proclamation throwing open 
to entry at least 30,000,000 acres that have been prepared for it by these 
surveys. We have plenty of public lands fit for agricultural purposes 
without preparing these arid ons, and I would ask why not allow 
the sale of those lands to go on and reserve these lands in the arid region, 
not absolutely, not so as wholly to prevent settlement, but to modify 
it and reserve these lands for the future, when the needsof this country 
for more agricultural lands will be infinitely greater than at the pres- 
ent day. It seems to me that would be wise. I can not see the neces- 
sity for making such haste. Therefore I am opposed to the ap - 
tion, and I am opposed also to subjecting all these lands to settlement, 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. s. 
Mr. GOODNIGHT. Mr. Chai now yield two minutes and a 


half to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE]. 

Mr. McRAE, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to the first 
legislation upon this subject. It is found at page 618 of 25 Stat- 
utes at Large. It is the joint resolution of March 20, 1888. That was 
the basis for this scheme; but it carried no appropriation. Later onin 
the same Congress, on the 2d of October, they passed an appropriation 
of $100,000 in the sundry civil bill to carry out this idea that was first 
initiated in legislation under this joint resolution. Then again, in the 
last Congress, in the sundry civil appropriation bill passed on March 2, 
1889, there was made an appropriation of $250,000. Now they ask an 
appropriation of $750,000. I was opposed to all of these measures. 
thought it would lead just exactly in the direction in which it has. 
Next time they will ask for an appropriation of a million dollars; and 
all the time the few people who oceupy that country are insisting that 
they are being outraged under this law. I say that it is an outrage, 
and think the law should be repealed at once. I am not going to dis- 
cuss why the Government should not enter upon this enterprise, but 
will propose an amendment, which I will read as an amendment to 
the pending resolution. It is as folows: 

That the joint resolution approved March 20, 1888, and all other laws withdraw- 
ing arid lands from settlement be, and the same are hereby, repealed, and such 
lands heretofore withdrawn from settlement be, and the same are, restored to 
the public domain and opened to settlement under the public-land laws. 

I propose that amendment to the resolution of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. GOODNIGHT] now pending. He moved to strike out 
and I move toinsert this, and with that pending I yield the remainder 
of my time back to the gentleman who yielded to me, 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MCRAE. I can not, as I promised to yield back the time. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Mr. Chairman, how much time has the gentle- 
man from Arkansas consumed ? 

Mr. PICKLER. I understand, then, that this only opens it to home- 
stead settlement? 

Mr. McRAE. Yes, sir, but I will modify it in that respect. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order against 
the amendment that it is certainly new legislation. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, as I understand, the gentleman sub- 
mitted that as a portion of his remarks. 

Mr. MCRAE. I move it as an amendment. 

Mr. PETERS. I do not understand how the gentleman could get 
the floor to offer it as an amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is not in order now, as this is general debate. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman can offer his amendment when gen- 
eral debate is closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time has been limited for debate. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. How much time did the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas occupy, Mr. Chairman? : 

The CHAIRMAN. Two minutes and a half. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL]. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, I take an interestin this matter 
because it relates to agriculture [laughter], and also because I haye 
had opportunity to make some observations of the benefit of irrigation 
in the Western country. 

I have had an opportunity of traveling through that portion of the 
United States to some extent, and I am satisfied that nothing can be 
done towards opening up that fertile region of country unless some 
action is taken by Congress looking to its eventual irrigation. I am 
opposed on principle to Congress entering on any scheme by which to 
supply the people of the Northwest, or of the West, or of any other 
part of the country, with the means of carrying on their private busi- 
ness; but as long as the United States owns these lands and the people 
have the right to enter upon them, it seems to me to be the part of 
wisdom to reserve from settlement those portions which are essential to 
the cultivation of all the lands of that region; I refer, of course, to these 
reservoir sites and other high places from which water is to be furnished 
to the lowlands if they are ever to be appropriated to agricultural pur- 


poses. 

If I understand this proposion aright it is simply in line with that 
which has been already agreed upon by Congress; that is, that Con- 
gress shall make this survey with the view of getting the necessary 
information to enable the Government to withhold from private acquisi- 
tion so much of these public lands as may be necessary to make it cer- 
tain that in the future this great system of irrigation, which is to be 
the essential part of the agriculture of that region, can be carried out. 
And, Mr. Chairman, I can see no reason why we should not do as 
much in this Congress as we did in the last Congress, without under- 
taking to commit ourselves to the appropriation of public moneys for 
private use. Unless we are going to do this much for that Western 
country, we ought, at least, to repeal the law which is now upon the 
statute-book and allow people who desire to go and occupy those lands 
to do so and let private enterprise do this work, so that the people who 
settle upon those lands shall have an opportunity to irrigate them. 
‘When we do that we shall at least be giving the people of the United 


States a right to take care of themselves, As the law is now, we do 
not permit the people to occupy these lands, and if this clause is 
stricken from the bill we shall be refusing to do anything ourselves, 
while at the same time we close the doors to them. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, if the proposition embodied in the 
proposed amendment is thoroughly understood it can not be for one 
moment entertained as fair or just in any sense or from any point of 
view. If adopted, taken in connection with the action of the Fiftieth 
Congress, it would inaugurate what the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. HEMPHILL] has outlined as a *‘dog-in-the-manger ”’ piy 
on the part of the Government of the United States. It must be re- 
membered that upon the unsurveyed lands of what has been termed 
the arid region thousands of well-intentioned American citizens have 
established their homes, and that under and by virtue of thelaw passed 
in the last Congress those settlers are precluded from the possibility of 
acquiring title to the lands upon which they have settled in good faith. 
By the passage of that law Congress withdrew the lands from entry 
and said in effect to the settlers: ‘‘The surveys provided for by this 
section of the appropriation bill will be extended over your country 
with all possible expedition; it is not intended that you shall be kept 
perpetually upon the public domain without the hope of acquiring title 
to your lands.” 

Now, if the presenf House shall recede from the position taken by 
the last Congress when that withdrawal of these lands was made, it 
will simply say to the people that the General Government will not 
extend the surveys and will not permit the settlers who have located 
there to acquire title to their lands in any manner -or form whatever. 
The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] has made some suggestions 
in perfect keeping with suggestions made by an eminent gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FLOWER] some weeks ago, to the effect that the 
prosperity of the farmers now residing upon the land in this country 
depends upon checking the settlement and growth of the country; in 
other words, that in order to secure complete happiness for all the peo- 
ple now living we must shut off population, or the increase of it, and 
the further settlement of the country and return all the region west of 
the Missouri River to the dominion of the coyote and the jack-rabbit, 
to the end that the people east of that river may revel in prosperity 
and be without competition in production. 

Mr. OATES. I do not suppose the gentleman intentionally misrep- 
resents what I said. I said that the increase of population and the 
settlement of the public domain ought not to be stimulated, but ought 
to be left to a healthy natural action. 

Mr. CARTER. Why, Mr. Chairman, two hundred years ago in - 
land a party in the city of London objected to the lighting of the pu 
lic streets because it would deprive certain gentlemen of the means of 
making an honest (?) living at night, and in the same spirit persons op- 
posed the expedition of travel by stage-coach for the reason that if 
would deprive the people of country inns of their accustomed patron- 
age. I think the law of 1888 withdrawing our lands from entry was 
unwise and I favor its repeal, but until it is repealed I hope this House 
will not refuse to prosecute the surveys, through the completion whereof 
we may hope to be relieved from the existing restraints imposed upon 
us by that law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. é 

Mr. CANNON. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TOWNSEND]. : 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, certainly no gentle- 
man whois honest in the treatment of the people of the West can desire 
to refuse this appropriation and at the same time to leave the law as it 
nowstands. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sa Ens stated the matter— 
very clearly, as did also the gentleman from Montana [Mr. CARTER]. 
There are thousands upon thousands of entries now made in that region 
that are suspended by reason of the operation of the laws passed by the 
last Congress. Those people are absolutely precluded from securing title 
to their lands. They have gone upon those lands, some of them several 
years ago, have built their homes, and have cultivated their lands as 
best they could, but they find themselves utterly unable to get title to 
those lands. Now, if that be true, the only just thing to do is either 
to pass this appropriation, or else to repeal the act or acts which with- 
drew those Jands from entry. 

Mr. MCRAE. Would the gentleman rather have that law repealed ? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. I think it would be perfectly satis- 
factory to our people to have the law repealed and let us take care of 
the irrigation ourselves. As was stated by the gentleman from Idaho, 
we do not ask the General Government to irrigate our lands for us. 

We do not ask you to build canals, or ditches, or reservoirs; we will 
take care of that. Butif the Government is to pursue the policy which 
has been entered upon of surveying these lands and determining the 
portions which shall be withdrawn from settlement for reservoirs and 
canals and ditches, I think it is a wise policy; and certainly you should 
do this, or else repeal the law and let us do it ourselves, 

[Here the hammer rt 

Mr. CANNON, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. McComas]. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, as between the views of the gentle- 
man from Montana [Mr. CARTER] and those of the gentleman from 
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Alabama [Mr. OATES] I have some sympathy with the reflections of 
my friend from Alabama, but my conclusions concur with those of the 
gentlemen who come from the far West. In this country, in years 
past, we have been stimulating agriculture in the far West. This 
country has taxed the Eastern and the Southern farmers to build and 
open up great lines of railway in the far West. Having imposed this 
burden it has invited the millions from beyond the seas to go out to 
the West and settle, and has given them farms, The railways, built 
as a tax upon Eastern and Southern farmers, have carried these immi- 
grants to those lands. And then for long years we gave the agricult- 
urists of the West the PRA of cheaper freights, whereby they 
might compete with and outsell those who had been taxed to give them 
this chance for competition. 

One of the results of this policy has been to bring us perhaps a great 
excess of agricultural productions, until to-day, when we talk about 
the burning of corn, we find the bottom trouble is that we have more 
bushels of corn and wheat than we have stomachs or mouths, But 
this is simply a temporary condition, and will soon pass away. We 
who legislate here must look beyond this condition of things. We 
find that on the small streams of the arid lands of the West men have 
already settled; they are there now, as farmers in good faith under éx- 
isting law, irrigating their own lands. We find also that on the great 
rivers of those arid regions corporations and syndicates are seizing the 
great watersheds, so as to dole out to those who may go there to settle 
a supply of water, thus mortgaging the farms in that region by the 
imposition of this burden. is thing must not be. It was well, 
therefore, that Congress called a halt, and did so in time to prevent the 
seizing and absorption of these facilities for irrigation. 

How great is this question? Sir, two-fifths of the territory of this 
nation are embraced in our arid lands. This question involves no less 
than two-fifths of the domain of the whole country, and it involves in 
the immediate future, as my friend from Montana has said, the suffer- 
ings and the hardships of resident farmers who are planting their homes 
in that region. It involves the future of those who will populate all 
this land. 

Now, what is our proposition? If we are going to take care of two- 
fifths of our whole territory we ought to survey it. It will take ten 
years to do this, to make the topographic survey and locate the reser- 
voir sites, according to the estimate of Professor Powell, and will re- 
quire the expenditure of $7,000,000, 

If we do this in some broad fashion, these lands will not come into 
market too fast. In the mean while the mouths will be growing up to 
the bushels; the people will be growing up to the acreage. And it may 
be well to adopt the suggestion made here that we allow 40 acres to 
a homestead instead of 160. It is true that 30,000,000 acres of the 
100,000,000 which, under present conditions of science, are capable of 
being irrigated, may be opened in the near future, but after that these 
lands will be opened more and more slowly, in quantities of 15,000,000 
acres, 9,000,000 acres, 7,000,000 acres, until in due time the whole of 
the 100,000,000 acres are subject to settlement. This work should be 
done wisely. The sites for hydraulic works, the reservoir sites, the 
portions of land essential to this pen of irrigation, should all be re- 
served by the Government for the benefit of those men who are to settle 
there. And we should go on with this work now; we should do it as 

romptly as the means at the command of the Government can carry 
t into execution. 7 

Sir, the Republican party and the nation were benefited by the home- 
stead policy. We need not depart from it now. I agree with my friend 
here that it would be well to guard Castle Garden a little more closely 
against certain classes of immigrants, allowing the entranceof only the 
best and the hardiest; but for the benefit of our own people we should 
continue this homestead policy with respect to thearid lands. Forty 
acres of these lands when once irrigated will produce as much as 160 
would without this policy. Forty acres of land in that country will 
call foras much labor as 160 acres in the open plains. By opening 
this land we help the development of the far West, Meanwhile we 
shall be growing up in the East. The competition of the arid-land 
farmers with our farmers will not come foo soon; and we shall not re- 
gret this most unselfish policy which has been pursued by the East and 
the South. I believe this policy will not only develop the arid terri- 
tory of our country but will end wisely and well for the whole nation. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Conn]. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be a diversity of opinion 
here as to the purpose and scope of the law which is under discussion. 
One gentleman seems to think that its purpose was to withdraw land 
from settlement; another that its object was simply to designate by 
survey certain portions of land to be used as water reservoirs. Now, 
these are but incidents of the law. z 

No man who reads the joint resolution referred to by the gentleman 
from Arkansas in connection with the action takén by the last Con- 
gress in relation to the matter can hesitate to believe that the scope 
and purpose of this entire legislation was by surveys to designate 
certain territory to be hereafter taken control of by the General Govern- 
ment of the United States, and expensive works erected to be con- 


This 
could be 


trolled and conducted by the Government for irrigation 
was the purpose of the law, set forth as plainly as 
written. It does not stop with the mere survey; it does not stop with 
the mere reservation of the lands for the time being; but these are but 
preliminary steps to the more advanced step of making large a; 
priations by the Government for the purpose of reclaiming * 
and opening them tosettlement. 


Now, if this be true, and I repeat that it can not be doubted, we 
stand face to face with the proposition so earnestly pressed upon us b; 
the gentleman from Tennessee, Are we prepared to enter on ef 
legislation as that? Where is the necessity for it? Where is the 
pressing, urgent need, or where is the present need that we should 
secure, years in advance, when no pressing demand exists for the land, 
these extensive and costly improvements? Are we not enough taxed ? 
Who is to pay the cost of the bill? We are taxed now until those 
upon whom this taxation falls most heavily, the farmers of the coun- 
try, the wage-workers, the mechanics, are crying aloud for relief with 
a united voice, which will be heard in this Hall, Mr. Chairman, or 
they will know the reason why. If you place this additional heavy 
tax upon them they will naturally inquire why it is done? In whose 
interest is it done? Who is to get the benefit of the job? Not the 
farmers, certainly. 

But there is another misconception, Mr. Chairman, which will be 
observed running through this whole argument. Gentlemen talk of 
this act as withdrawing this whole scope of country from settlement. 
Well, that isa mistake. It is not trueaccording to my reading of the 
act. It may be true, as stated by the gentleman from Illinois, that it 
has been so determined. I do not know anything about that, nor do 
I know by whom it has been determined. Certainly it seems to me 
that there is no force in the argument that would put the construction 
of this act where it is contended for by some gentlemen in the debate 
here to-day. There is not a foot of territory withdrawn from settle- 
ment, except as it may be designated by survey, under the direction 
and authority of the United States—nota foot. Theact is this in sub- 
stance, that from the date of the act the lands shall be reserved from 
homestead settlement as it may be surveyed, and only the land which 
is surveyed, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. I yield now five minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. BYNUM]. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that I intend to vote 
upon this and all similar propositions in the most liberal spirit. I was 
somewhat in doubt when this question was first presented as to whether 
we ought to maintain or refuse the appropriation. The argument 
that has been advanced that the streams and the lands suitable for 
reservoir sites were liable to be taken up by syndicates and the set- 
tlers upon the lands deprived of water was an argument which influ- 
—— mew some extent in favor of allowing this provision to remain 
in e bill. . a 

Again, Mr. Chairman, the fact that the Government by this propo- 
sition becomes committed not only to a survey of these lands but to 
a permanent system of irrigation, which will lead to a large and per- 
petual expenditure of money for the maintenance of the work erected, 
has influenced me very strongly against the proposition. 

I have, however, been relieved from the dilemma in which I have 
been thus placed by the declaration of the gentleman from Idaho and 
by the gentleman from Colorado, whosay that they are willing that the 
Government shall withdraw its hand from those States and Territories 
and repeal the law which authorizes or requires the expenditure of this 
money. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is precisely what we ought todo. Let us 
enact a law conferring the powers of the Government over these lands 
upon the respective States and Territories. In the Western States, 
Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan—all of them—and in the great Mis- 
sissippi Valley, that is able to-day to produce bread sufficient to sup- 
ply the world, there is widespread distress among the agricultural 
classes. No man can close his eyes to this fact. Are we, then, with 
this condition confronting us, to embark upon this system of irrigation 
which will only increase the burdens of our agriculturists? I donot 
believe that we ought at the present time to impose additional taxes 
upon the farmers.for the purpose of developing greater competition in 
the industry. Ishould certainly be false to the interests of my con- 
stituents if I should advocate or vote for a proposition which imposed 
a perpetual tax upon them for the irrigation of lands in the arid re- 
gion. I am perfectly willing to extend every facility that will enable 
the people who have or may purchase these lands to improve and irri- 
gate them, but I am not willing that my constituents shall be taxed 
perpetually to maintain the agricultural farms that may be established 
in the arid regions, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is the exact situation. There is no ques- 
tion of it, because the Government reserves the water supply and the 
sites for reservoirs; and it will not do to say that the Government is not 
committed by this reservation to irrigate, because the res- 
ervation of the water supply and the places of storage by the Govern- 
ment is equivalent to 8 no company, no individual, no corpo- 
ration can use it, and the of the law is to deprive those who enter 
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upon the lands of water which, without the act under which this 
appropriation is made, they could use. Hence the Government does 
co t itselr E to taking charge of and irrigating at public 
these lan 
r. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, I am in accord with what wassup- 
posed to be the general principle involved in the original provision of 
the act of Congress approved October 2, 1888, making an appropriation 
of $100,000 ‘‘for the purpose,’’ as ex in the statute, ‘‘of in- 
vestigating the extent to which the arid region of the United States 
can be eemed by irrigation, and the segregation of the irrigable 
lands in such arid region, and for the selection of sites for reservoirs 
and other hydraulic works necessary for the storage and utilization of 
water for irrigation and the prevention of floods and overflows,” etc. 
But to make this provision effective and of value to the actual settler 
it was deemed necessary that the unoccupied lands in the arid region 
should at once be reserved from settlement until the investigation 
should be made and sites selected for reservoirs, ditches, and canals; 
otherwise the beneficent purpose of the Government with respect to 
these lands might be frustrated by the activity of individuals and cor- 
porations in locating these sites in advance of the action of the Gov- 
ernment in making reservations for the benefit of actual settlers. The 
statute went on to provide: 


And all the lands which may hereafter be designated or selected by such 
United States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals for irrigation 
„ and all the lands made susceptible of irrigation by such reservoirs, 
i es, or canals are from this time henceforth hereby reserved from sale as the 
p rty of the United States, and shall not be subject after the passage of this 
act 175 entry, settlement, or occupation until further provided by law: Provided, 
That the she e any time, in his discretion, by ee open any 
ion or = of the lands reserved by this provision to settlement under the 
omestead laws. 


The purpose of this law is stated by the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office in a circular, or order, dated August 5, 1889, as fol- 
lows: 

The object sought to be accomplished by the foregoing provision is unmis- 
udien The water sources and the arid lands that may A irrigated by the 
of national irrigation are now reserved to be hereafter, when redeemed 
agriculture, transferred to the people of the Territories in which they are 
situated for homesteads. The act of Congress and common justice require that 
they should be faithfully preserved for these declared purposes. 


Now, I am sure, Mr. Chairman, that the people residing in the far 
West are all in favor of this law as thus but the difficulty is 
that the provisions of the statute are broader than was supposed. It 
seems that in an effort to cut off the land-grabber and specu- 
lator, has gone farther and intruded upon the rights of the bona fide 
settlers who were actually engaged in individual reclamations. 

The arid-land region comprises about two-fifths of the entire terri- 
tory of the United States, excluding Alaska, covering perhaps an area 
of 1,200,000,000 acres of land. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him right 
there, because my statement was questioned on that point? He will 
remember I said the arid region consisted of 850,000,000 acres. Another 

tleman on the floor questioned that. I find that Iwas correct. Ac- 

cording to the testimony of the Director of the Geological Survey, found 

m page 54 of the report of the hearing, the arid region does consist of 
850 000,000 acres, 

Mr. MORROW. The gentleman is correct upon that point. I say 
that the entire area of the grand division denominated as the arid re- 
gion is perhaps 1,200,000,000 acres. Of this territory there are 850, 000, - 
000 acres of arid lands, as stated by the Director of the Geological Sur- 
vey. Of that amount 100,000,000 acres are irrigable. The statement 
of Major Powell, the Director of the Geological Survey, to the com- 
mittee on this point is as follows: 


the desert-land act, and the timber-culture act all 

Major Pow. Under the decision lately rendered by the Attorney-General 
of the United States all of the arid region where agriculture depends exclu- 
sively upon irrigation is withdrawn from the operation of every act but the 
homestead act. 

Mr. Sayers. How many acres is that? 

A. That is about 850,000,000 acres of land. 

Mr. McComas. That is, the total amount of arid land now is about 850,000,000 


acres? 
A. Les, sir; that embraces the subhumid land. 
Mr. DockEry. Does 850,000,000 acres of land include the 100,000,000 acres? 
Major POWELL. It includes that. 
Mr. Dockery. fore the entire limit of the arid land, as I understand 
N d of that, by tion, there is only about 100,000, 
jor POWELL. r; and o irrigation, there is only about - 
000 of acres ofland which can be redeemed. About 70,000,000 of that will lie 
idle until we can make surveys. 
The CHAIRMAN. 9 acres of irrigable land? 
Major POWELL, Yes, sir. ' 
Mr. Savers. What I wanted was the entire amount of the arid land. 
Major POWELL., The entire amount is about 000,000 acres. 
Mr, Dockery, And of that amount about 100,000,000 acres are i ble? 
Major POWELL. — sir; and of that 100,000,000 acres of irrigable land about 
,000 acres of land has passed out of possession of the Government al- 


y. Now, the other acts being repealed, the progress of entering upon the 
He p obtaining titles therets Ran rag Dor aaen ach 8525 the 


reason for estimating $720,000 for this 7 — 8 bo e is along 
ve not spoken. ere is alon 


Major POWELL. No, sir. 

Mr. Dockery, Will you please repeat that statement, as I did not catch it. 

Major POWELL. In addition to the 850,000,000 acres of arid land of which I 
have spoken, there is an area of country extending from British America to the 
Mexican line along the great plains near the one hundredth meridian, embrac- 
ing some 300,000 square miles, In this strip of country agriculture is possible 
some years without irrigation, and there are other years when irrigation must 
be practiced and when disaster comes to the people if they have not provided 
for irrigation. In that region of country there has been very great destitution 
and watering at times. That portion of Kansas emb) in this subhumid 
region of which I am speaking has been three times settled and the settlers 
have been compelled to retire when the dry years came. They would settle 
in wet years and they would have to leave in the dry years, after great suffer- 
ing and destitution, There have been two or three 8 in North and South 
Dakota, and atthe present time there exists great suffering there. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, the point I desire to call the attention of the 
committee to is this: That the primary purpose of this law was the 
reservation of the water sources of the arid region and the lands suita- 
ble for reservoir sites as indicated by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Bynum]. He states, I understand, that he was brought to the support 


of the first appropriation on the supposition that the legislation pro- 


posed the reservation of the water sources of the arid region and the 
lands necessary for reservoirs from monopolies and Ses and 
that was the fact. This is also, I hope, the purpose of this appropria- 
tion, now increased to $720,000. It is to secure as rapidly as possible a 
survey of the arid region to the end that the water sources in that 
country may be ascertained, designated, and reserved for the people of 
the whole country, so that when the actual settlers seek to enter upon 
these lands they will not find that the water supply has been taken up 
and appropriated by corporations and monopolies for speculative pur- 


pases. 

Mr. BYNUM. Will the gentleman allow me to state I was not 
brought to the veh ate of the measure? It was questionable in my 
mind whether we should strike out this provision; but I never sup- 

rted the measure as a whole. 

Mr. MORROW. You stated that you were friendly to it. 

Mr. BYNUM. I have some doubts about striking out this provision. 
I have not stated that I was brought to the support of the measure. 

Mr. MORROW. Very well; I may have stated the position of the 
gentleman too strongly, but the point is that the purpose of this sur- 
vey is to withhold from all individual and corporate monopolies the 
water supply of the arid region, and, in my judgment, the policy of the 
Government in this respect is to be commended. 

The evil to be avoided is clearly pointed ont by Major Powell in his 
statement, to which I ask the attention of the committee: 


It is understood that under the desert-land act and other acts of Con it 
has been possible, until the act of 1888 was passed, fora le individual to ob- 
tain title to more than a thousand acres of land ata nom gras The monop- 
oly of lands, however, does not 5 in magnitude with the monopoly of 
water. It is the great water companies who construct irrigation works that 
really control the situation. They build dams, dig canals, and carry out the 
water of the streams, and thus control the real values. The farmers then buy 
the right to the waters; that is, they pay for the right to be served at a stipu- 
lated price, and in addition agree to pay annual rental for the water deli to 
their farms. For the primary right to be served they often mort; their 
es and ultimately such lands fall into the hands of loan companies asso- 
ciated with i tion companies. It is engin d various agencies that lands are 
accumulated in large hol „ 50,000 or 100,000 acres, perhaps; sometimes 300,- 
000 or 400,000 acres, or even more. So, while the lands are often in large hold- 
ings, the waters are in very much larger holdings. There are some very nota- 
ble exceptions to 

The old Spanish population have small holdings, and the water rights are 
held by municipalities or communities. The people of Utah have in like man- 
ner distributed the irrigable lands in small holdings, and the water rights are 
distributed among the farmers. To a large extent the irrigation works are 
community works. Then in Southern California there are many beautiful set- 
tlements where the holdings are small, where the lands are cultivated to a 
degree, and where the water rights are distributed among the farmers, In 
same manner there are communities in Colorado—colony towns, like that of 
Greeley—where the lands are in comparatively small holdings, and where 
water rights are distributed. It is thus that the two extremes are found, and 
there is a tendency, where the people have been wise, towards small holdings 
and distributed water rights. Notwithstanding this, there are many great 
bodies of land held by individuals and corporations, and still other great water 
companies who largely control irri, on, and to whom the farmers are neces- 


The large holdings are found in California, Nevada, 5 New Mexico, 


unde: that the monopoly of the land is not so grea’ 
the water. Land which is obtained from the Government at a nomin. ` 
or by the payment of $1.25 per acre, as the case may be, is given a value of from 
$25 to $100 or $200 per acre by putting water on it. sudden increase in value 
stimulates the organization of water companies, and the promoters of these en- 


terprises secure settlers who mortgage their lands to buy water rights. Then, 


een Se ed keg theirrigation companies, are the construction companies, wheels 
w n Wi 
The bonds are floated in the great cities of the East or in foreign countries, 
and the money is paid to construction companies or promoters, and the mort- 
are owned by the loan companies, and between all these companies the 
crease in the value of the land is absorbed. The farmers are left in debt and 
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become discontented at the rates they have to pay for water, and a conflict 
arises ultimately between them and the water companies which leads to much 
litigation and sometimes to violence. In the northern portion of the arid region 
this discontent is at present much less than it is farther to the south; but unless 
the system is chan; it will soon be much greater, because the area of irrigable 
ae is greaterand because the streams are larger and require more expensive 
works, 

It will be observed that the monopoly of the water supply is the 
tendency of corporate oppression where lands require irrigation, and it 
is to this point that legislation should be directed. But that is not 
the point at issue in the adoption or rejection of the section of the bill 
under consideration. The difficulty, as I said before, is that the whole 
area of the arid region has been reserved without regard to the vested 
rights of those who entered upon desert lands prior to such reservation. 
The circular or order of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
dated August 5, 1889, to which I referred a moment ago, contains the 
following directions to registers and receivers of United States land of- 
fices: 

The statute provides that all lands which may hereafter be designated or se- 
lected by the Geologi Survey as sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals for 
irrigating purposes, and all lands made susceptible of irrigation by such reser- 
voirs, ditches, or canals, are since the passage of said act absolutely reserved 
from sale as property ot the United States, and shall not be subject after the 

ge of the act to entry, settlement, or occupation until further provided by 
aw; or the President, by proclamation, may open said lands to settlement. 

Neither individuals nor corporations have a right to make filings upon any 
lands thus reserved, nor can they be permitted to obtain control of the lakes and 
streams that are susceptible of uses for irrigating purposes. 

You will therefore immediately cancel all filings made since October 2, 1888 
on such sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals for irrigating purposes, and all 
lands that may be susceptible of irrigation by such reservoirs, ditches, or canals, 
whether made by individuals or corporations, and you will hereafter receive no 
filings upon any such lands, 

This order you will carry into effect without delay. 

Commenting on the existing conditions under the law as thus ap- 
plied, the special Committee of the Senate on the Irrigation and Recla- 
mation of Arid Lands say in their report: 

As the matter now stands no entries can be made of, or titles perfected to, 
any of the public lands of the United States requiring irrigation subsequent to 
October 2, The people residing in two-tifths of the area of the United 
States, wherein nearly all of the public lands are situated, are, by the construc- 
tion given to this law, prevented from acquiring title to any public land fit for 
cultivation, and all settlements and improvements upon such land are sus- 
pended until further legislation can be had. 


It is manifest that the reservation of the entire expanse of the arid 
region will work a great hardship upon actual settlers unless the pro- 
posed surveys are carried to an immediate completion, The striking 
out of the appropriation will only aggravate the difficulty. The repeal 
of the reservation provision of the act of October 2, 1888, would be to 
abandon a work that ought to be made, of great benefit to the whole 
country. In this connection I indorse a recommendation made in 
the report of the special Senate committee concerning the proper policy 
to be pursued with respect to these lands. The committee saĝ: 

It is n and proper that the Government of the United States should 
survey its public lands. That bas been the policy from the beginning. It is 
unnecessary in the arid reglon to survey the mountains and deserts which are 
not suitable for cultivation until they are required for some useful purpose, but 
it is important that the lands required by the ple for homes should be speed- 
_ ilysurveyed. The first step in such survey, the water sources and supplies be- 
ing ascertained, is to locate the reservoir sites for their conservation and the 
lines of main canals and ditches needed for a proper distribution of the same. 

Such a survey would segregate the irrigable from other public lands and en- 
able the Government to dispose of them to settlers without surveying the 
waste lands, for which there is no present demand. The amount of the annual 
expenditure for these irrigation surveys need not be large, although there is a 
pressing necessity in many localities for these surveys to enable people to 
reclaim the land which they 8 for settlement. An intelligent direction 
of such surveys is necessary, and Congress should provide for the same, 


What is required is intelligent legislation under which a plan of rec- 
lamation may be put in operation in the various irrigable sections of 
the country and the water sources utilized to the bestadvantage. This 
legislation must, however, be in a separate bill, since any change of 
existing law in the bill now under consideration would be subject to a 
point of order. 

An objection is also made to the system adopted by the Director of 
the Geological Survey in executing thisimportant work. It is charged 
that he has used the appropriation heretofore made of $350,000 in mak- 
ing a topographical survey instead of making an irrigation survey. 

I do not popon to enter upon the detail of discussion that has been 
had upon this point, but I do wish to say with some emphasis that 
what the people who are most interested in this subject want is a sur- 
vey of practical value in determining what lands in the arid region can 
be redeemed by irrigation and the sources of the water supply that may 
be used for such irrigation. This is a work peculiarly within the prov- 
ince of the General Government. The work of reclamation must be 
left to private enterprise, but the Government may point to where it 
can be accomplished with advantage. 

I notice that the section under consideration contains two provisions 
not found in the previous appropriation. The first is provi fox the 
investigation of the sources of water to be used in irrigating,” and the 
second is ſor ascertaining the cost“ of sites for reservoirs and other 
hydraulic works necessary for the storage and utilization of water for 
i tion. These two provisions were doubtless suggested by the terms 
of the joint resolution of March 20, 1888, and appear to me to require 
a practical survey directed to the specific purpose of obtaining informa- 
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tion concerning the lands in the arid region that may be irrigated and 
the sources of the water supply available for such irrigation. 

The increase of the appropriation to $720,000 is in the interest of 
economy. If this work is to be done it should be done at once, and 
the sooner the better. Thousands of enterprising people have gone 
into this region for the purpose of taking up these lands in good faith 
as actual settlers. They can not afford to wait for years to obtain lo- 
cation and acquire title to their homes. P 

The Government having made this vast reservation accompanied with 
the express declaration that it should be opened to occupation as soon 
as it could be surveyed is bound now to keep faith with the people 
and complete the surveys as soon as possible, I shall therefore vote 
against the motion to strike out this provision, and I hope I shall have 
an early opportunity to vote fora bill providing a general system under 
which actual settlers may obtain title to these lands, and, establishing 
their homes upon soil rich and productive beyond anything known else- 
where, proceed to develop the marvelous resources of this coming em- 
pire of the West. - 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, in the Fiftieth Congress the policy 
adopted in this law in regard to irrigation was thoroughly discussed, 
and after a thorough consideration was enacted into a law. One of the 
most injurious features in connection with our 1 ation is the ten- 
dency to change a policy after we have once enacted it. This constant 
attempt to change a policy that has once become ingrafted upon our 
law and our statute-books has a tendency to decrease confidence in 
public legislation, and is one of the greatest enemies to prosperity that 
is known in this country. I care not what the result of a law may 
be in particular cases, even though it may be injurious sometimes, pro- 
vided the majority of its results are for the benefit of the people. It is 
far better to allow the law to stand, and have the people understand 
that it will remain, than it is to have constant agitation on the subject 
of trying to remedy or to change it. 

Now, I am opposed to any change of policy on this subject, having 
entered upon it after careful discussion in the Fiftieth Congress. I am 
opposed to a change, not only because it tends to weaken the effect of 
all legislation, to weaken the confidence of the ple, but because a 
change in this policy will be detrimental to the interests of the people 
of the United States. Not only are the people of the West interested 
in this policy, but the people of New York, the people of Chicago, the 
people of Philadelphia, the miners in the mines of Pennsylvania, the 

boring men of Mimachusedte, and every man in the New Eng 
States is interested in this policy that we entered upon in the Fiftieth 
Congress, and that is sought to be carried out by the legislation in this 
appropriation bill. 

There will come a time when our public domain will have become 
entirely exhausted. In fact, that time is well-nigh upon us now. 
very fact of the public domain has been the safety-valve which has pre- 
served the peace in many of the overcrowded populations of the East. 
And as that population in the Eastern States increases there must be 
some place to which they may go in order to secure a home and a shelter 
and to produce for themselves the means of sustenance of life. What 
was the object of this law? As stated by my colleague from California 
[Mr. VANDEVER], it was to prevent these water resources from going 
into the hands of individuals or corporations. I have had some expe- 
rience in connection with that in my own State, where, under the home- 
stead law, cattle-men would go out and take up 40 acres along the 
river front, and several water fronts in succession would be taken up 
by three or four men. Then the men who were employed by them 
would take up 40 acres each in succession, and thus a very few men 
would take the entire water-fronts for 6 or 7 miles along the stream. 

The land that lay back from the stream, which depended upon that 
stream for its water, became almost worthless. No one would goin 
and settle upon it. It was one of the greatest detriments to the set- 
tlementof Western Kansas, that very fact of the reservation of the water 
by these few men, who sought to take up the 40 acres immediately 
along the streams, thus cutting off the adjoining land from its water 
supply. One of the objects of this law is to prevent corporations or 
individuals from going into these arid regions and securing water fronts 
and thereby rendering all the rest of the arid region in the vicinity un- 
inhabitable. That is one of the most beneficent features of this law 
and one of the things which were discussed when the policy was entered 
upon, bi 

But there is another and larger interest that I have in this matter. 
Of course we have not in my State lands that would be susceptible of 
direct benefit from the legislation proposed in this bill, but wherever 
you locate a reservoir upon the watershed of the Rocky Mountains, 
there you provide a means, an automatic means, a perpetual means of 
controlling the distribution of the rainfall in all that watershed. In 
other words, these reservoirs themselves distribute the rainfall through- 
out the season instead of having it come, as now, all at one time. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. LANE]. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to any policy that pro- 
poses mortgaging the present era for a future generation. I 
am opposed to this proposition use I think it wholly unnecessary, 
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in the first place. To speak of this fifty years from now, it may then 
be all very well and it may be an important question at that time. I 
see gentlemen in favor of this proposition who a few days ago argued 
on the silver question that the depressed condition of agriculture was 
due to overproduction. Now it would appear that we want to create 
greater 3 by laying down the means for greater production. 

I think it is wrong to tax one man to support another. This 
is simply an entering-wedge, and if we adopt this policy the Govern- 
ment taxes one set of men to support another set of men. It is true 
that a great part of this country out West is unfit for agricultural pur- 

and it is also true that thousands and thousands of acres between 

ere and Cincinnati, through Pennsylvania and Maryland, are unfit 

for agricultural purposes; and you may as well insist that Congress 

should furnish to such people as live on this land fertilizers as under- 
take to supply the arid region of the West with water, 

I had occasion last summer to pass through part of Colorado, and I 
came to the conclusion that if the Mississippi River were turned loose 
on that land it would not afford sufficient water to make it productive. 
The world, we are told, was created in six days, and they were in too 
great a hurry to finish that part of the land. Some time hereafter that 
part may be finished. For 300 miles there was nothing but barren 
ere There was no earth on the surface, and it could never produce 
anything. 

Mr. HILL. Suppose you turn in and help the Lord, 

Mr. LANE. Some time hereafter they may cover those rocks with 
soil; but the country is desolate now, and if you undertake to lay a 
foundation by taxing these people at the present time $750,000 it will 
increase from year to year until millions on millions of dollars of taxes 
are laid on the people, who are already taxed too much. 

Why, ont in the western country, in Missouri, in Illinois, and in 
Indiana, there are yet plenty of lands unoccupied that can be purchased 
to-day for $10 and $15 an acre; and why should you drive the people 
away out to these arid regions and force agricultural products in that 
country, where it is not intended by nature they should grow, and 
where it would cost an immense amount of money to produce them, 
while we have abundant lands now subject to purchase and entry 
where it is the interest of the people to remain? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PETERS. Why force them to go to Illinois? 

Mr. LANE. Lou do not force them to go. The land is there. 

Mr. PETERS. Your proposition would do so, 

Mr. LANE. It would not. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, this proposition is nothing more 
nor less than an appropriation for the purpose of acquiring sites for res- 
ervoirs and for the construction of great hydraulic works for the stor- 

of water, which is to be used, after the arid lands in that section 
of country are disposed of to settlers, by the settlers in the reclamation 
and improvement of the lands. Now, with that idea I do not know 
but that I am in sympathy; but I wish gentlemen who are supporting 
this proposition to remember it when we from the Southwest come be- 
fore this House, as we shall come in the near future, and ask appro- 
panora at the hands of the Government for the purposeof preventing 

oods on the eremia i River, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. You have too much irrigation. k 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Exactly. Those fellows out west have too lit- 
tle; we have too much. They want Congress to help them get more; 
we want Congress to help us get much less, See? ; 

If you can . money for the storage of water to be used in 
overflowing land for its reclamation, which is irrigation, surely you 
can appropriate it for the purpose of protecting Jands from a surplus of 
water, which is 2 disastrous floods, such as occur on the Mis- 
sissippi River. I do not know that I saw the gentleman from Illinois, 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, the other day when 
the latter proposition was up before the House—lI do not know that I 
saw him supporting that idea then. Nor do I recall that the gentleman 
from Montana, or the gentleman from South Dakota, or my friend from 
Kansas was numbered 3 its supporters. The proposition I refer 
to was the one which deel it to be the duty of the Government to 
make appropriations, not only for the purpose of improving the naviga- 
tion of the Mississippi River, but also to prevent its floods. To-day, 
however, I find these eminent gentlemen strong advocates of the idea 
that great hydraulic works should beconstructed up in the mountains, 
at the sources of the rivers and streams, in order to reclaim lands by 
irrigation. 

If there be constitutional authority for doing the one thing, be con- 
sistent when the time comes again, as it will come in this House, and 
find in that sacred instrument of our country authority to do the other 
thing also, There is no distinction in principle between constructing 
hydraulic works, like levees on the Mississippi River, to prevent its 
floods, and constructing hydraulic works up in the mountains, at the 
sources of the rivers, to store the waters in order that they may be util- 
ized in reclaiming desert lands. 

Mr. CARTER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Ves, sir. 


Mr. CARTER. Did we not vote $1,000,000 to prevent the Missis- - 


sippi overflows and to provide nst their recurrence? 

Mr, BLANCHARD. Unfortunately, Mr. Chairman, that was not 
done. Every single dollar appropriated for the Mississippi River has 
been for the improvement of the navigation of that river, and where 
any portion of the money has been expended in levee-building it has 
been done under the theory of the Mississippi River Commission, that 
levee-building at certain reaches of the river is a necessary adjunct to 
channel improvement. And, more than that, when my colleague [Mr. 
BoATNER] a couple of weeks ago, at the time the river and harbor bill 
was under consideration, offered an amendment to the Mississippi River 
appropriation, making it read that it was for the twofold purpose of 
improving the navigation of the river and preventing its floods, his 
amendment was voted down upon the ground that there was no con- 
stitutional authority to do that thing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Louisiana has 
expired. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have to recognize the gentleman 
from IIlinois [Mr. CANNON] or the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
GOODNIGHT] to control the time on either side. 

Mr. CANNON. I would be very glad to yield to my colleague [Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH], but the truth is that all my time is already promised. 
As I have but ten minutes left, I suggest to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. GOODNIGHT] that, if it suits his purpose as well, he now 
take the balance of his time, 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
New Mexico [Mr. JOSEPH]. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Chairman, I represent upon this floor the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico, where this system of irrigation has been in use 
for upwards of three hundred years and whose people understand 
and appreciate the value of irrigation probably better than any other 
people in the United States. Upon the Rio Grande Valley, which is 
properly called the Nile of America, the lands are most fertile, rich, 
and productive, and lands there that have a perpetual water-right are 
worth from fifty to five hundred dollars per acre on account of their 
productiveness. The people of that Territory, understanding and aj 
preciating the value of irrigation, are very anxious and arg a or 
Congress to define some policy by which the so-called arid of 
the Territory can be reclaimed; and while they are not before Congress 
asking for assistance, they yet are anxious that some system or some 
policy shall be inaugurated for that purpose. I agree entirely with 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. TowNsEND] and the gentleman 
from Idaho [Mr. Dusors], who have stated upon this floor that their 
State and Territory would be willing that their people should be put 
in charge of the arid landsso that they 8 to reclaim them. 
The same feeling exists among the le of New Mexico, and, I be- 
lieve, in the entire arid regions of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. I yield two minutes and a half to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 


Mr. CANNON. And I have promised to yield my colleague five 


minutes, 

TheCHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] is 
recognize’ for seven minutes and a half. 

Mr.Sv'RINGER. Mr. Chairman, I had intended to submit some 
remarks upon the subject of the proper disposition of the arid lands 
after the survey shall have taken place, and I desire now to address 
the committee upon that subject, but I fear that I can not do so satis- 
factorily in the brief time allowed me. AsI have given this subject 
considerable attentionand thought, I will ask gentlemen to send, at their 
leisure, to the document-room and procure a copy of House bill 223, 
which I introduced at the i gage: of this session, and which relates 
to this subject. It is entitled ‘‘A bill to provide for the reclamation of 
the arid lands of the United States and their settlement under the 
homestead laws.” 

I will briefly call attention to the provisions of this bill. It pre- 
supposes just such a survey as is contemplated by the pending — 
graph of this appropriation bill, a survey under the authority of the 
Secretary of the Interior, which will segregate the arid lands which are 
susceptible of irrigation and survey them into irrigation districts. It 
provides that those irrigation districts shall consist, first, of such areas 
as may be reclaimed by irrigation and made suitable for agricultural 
and horticultural p ; second, of such areas as may be necessary 
for the construction of reservoirs and ditches, and for maintaining per- 
manent water supplies; and, third, of such other areas of arid land 
contiguous thereto, which may not be capable of irrigation, but which 
may be suitable for grazing purposes and for building and feeding lots. 

This plan provides for not only reclaiming the arid lands that are 
susceptible of irrigation, but also an equally large area of adjacent 
lands not capable of irrigation, but which would be suitable for other 


pu 
Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I have not time to yield. I think I will explain 
the matter fully before I get irrigating districts, after 
survey, are to be ceded to the States and Territories in which they are 
located, upon the conditions set forth in this bill. Those conditions 

require that the State, or Territory, as the case may be, shall issue its 
Doods for the purpose and with the money so obtained shall bnild the 
reservoirs and the ditches required by the surveys and plats which the 
Government shall furnish, and that, after the irrigation ditches and 
“reservoirs are built and the land is brought within the domain of culti- 
vable lands, then the State or Territory to which it shall be conveyed 
shall open it up for settlement under the homestead laws of the United 
States, and that this settlement shall be in districts or in tracts as sur- 
veyed by the Government of the United States. 

Each of these tracts is to contain a portion of irrigable land and a 

n of adjacent non-irrigable land, making a homestead of not less 
than 40 nor more than 80 acres, partly irrigable and partly non-irri- 
gable, apportioned in such a way as to divide the non-irrigable lands 

as equally as possible with reference to the irrigable portion. 

4 Tf this be done, Mr. Chairman, it will enable the States and Terri- 
tories in which these arid lands are located to take them, make a proper 
amount of improvementsin the way of ditches and reservoirs, and then 
dispose of them under the homestead laws of the United States to act- 
ual settlers. The settler is to be permitted to take these lands, not 
paying for the land, which is to be given him for nothing, but paying 
a pro rata amount of the cost of the improvements, and these pro rata 
payments when aggregated will indemnify the State or Territory for 
the whole sum, principal and interest, expended by it in the location 
of ditches and the building of reservoirs. 

In other words, these lands are to be irrigated through the agency ot 
the States and Territories and granted to actual settlers, who will be 
required to reside upon them for five years, cultivating them as home- 
stead tracts, paying a pro rata amount of the net costof the irrigation 
improvements and paying annually such amount per acre, to be appor- 
tioned by the action of commissioners under the authority of the State 
or Territory, as will be required to keep the irrigating works in repair 
and bring water to the land. 

Ihave thus briefly stated the plan outlined in the bill to which I ask 
the attention of members, It is a subject of vast importance. If this 
8 be adopted the Government of the United States will not 

any expense for the building of reservoirs and the construction 
ol ditches to reclaim these lands; and I should forever oppose the in- 
‘eurring of any such expense by the United States. But the General 
Government ought to go to the expense of making the necessary sur- 
veys. That is what is contemplated in this bill, and what the Govern- 
ment ought to do, as the land is public land and the Government alone 
can survey its own land. Let the Government make the 
Surveys; this land be at once segregated from the rest of the public | aga 
domain and withheld from the settlements now being made, in order 
to be settled in pursuance of the plan I have marked out. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I have given some attention to this subject, 

ask the indulgence of the Committee of the Whole for five minutes 
longer, the time not to be charged to either side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. He asks 
unanimous consent to be heard five minutes longer, the time not to be 
charged to either side. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam much obliged to the committee for its court- 
esy. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to the dangerous 

[policy which has been suggested by some gentlemen in this debate; 
that is, the policy of allowing private individuals to make these ditches 
“and carry on these improvements. If you allowa private syndicate to 
{build the ditch and control the water which is to irrigate the lands of 
the farmer, you not only make that farmer a slave to the capitalists 


own the irrigation works, but the land itself will practically be- | sas, 


(who 
long to the syndicate. Such a state of things should not be tolerated 
under this Government. The syndicates that are now constructing 
ditches in the West upon arid lands are c the settler from $10 
to $15 per acre for the land and an annual payment of $1 or $1.50 per 
acre for water non 

If you pass a law similar to that which I have outlined, the actual 
settler will pay the net cost of establishing this irrigation system, and 
not a cent more, and thereafter he will pay the actual cost of keeping 
the improvements in repair, and not a cent more. He will thus be 

itted to own the land in his own right and to enjoy the fruits of 
is earnings from year to year. 

Gentlemen have anticipated that this opening of arid lands to settle- 
ment would bring those lands into competition with other lands of the 
country. There can be nagreater mistake. This improvement of the 
arid lands will not deteriorate the value of an acre of land elsewhere, 
but will add to it. These lands, now utterly worthless, will become 
sources of great and incalculable wealth, 

Under the system I have described 100,000,000 acres can be reclaimed 
without any expense to the Treasury of the United States; the whole 
expense will be borne by the persons who are hereafter to live upon the 
land and own it. There will thus be brought into productive utility 
an area of land larger by three times than the whole State of New 
York, nearly three times larger than the State of Illinois. This area 
will be opened up to profitable production without any expense whatever 


to the Treasury of the United States, except that of making the neces- 
sary surveys. 

ere can therefore be no measure of improvement instituted 
by the Sorene of on niet States van that which is herons 
plated by pending or the making of these surveys; and I ho 
that the Committee on Irrigation appointed at the beginning of this 
session will speedily bring forward a measure which, after the making 
of these survey: gamal utilize these lands in substantially the manner 
pointed out in the bill to which I have called attention. 
members of the committee for their courtesy, I invite them to a care- 
ful and thorough investigation of this subject, for the question pre- 
senteli is one of the most important now before the country for solu- 

on. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Goop- 
NIGHT] has five minutes remaining. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Mr. Chairman, we have here an exhibition of 
the same rule which governs all vicious legislation. The reason urged 
for continuing and enlarging this appropriation is based upon the fact 
that Congress has heretofore done wrong. Because Congress four years 
ago, or two years ago, made an unwise and well-nigh infamous appro- 
prish ion, there is no reason why this Congress should follow in the erring 

ootsteps. Four years ago, as I understand, an appropriation of $250, 000 
was made ſor this purpose; and that appropriation was followed in the 
last Congress by an appropriation of 5100, 000. 

It has been stated by gentlemen of the committee that this sum of 
$350,000 has accomplished or will accomplish the survey of 45,000,000 
acres of the 100,000,000 acres to be surveyed and susceptible of irriga- 
tion. Now, $350, 000 having accomplished this proportion of the work, 
they still ask $750, 000 to accomplish the survey of the remaining l 55,- 
000,000 acres. Upon what rule of proportion are they 

Is it true, as stated by a distinguished gentleman in the other — 
of the Capitol within the last few days, that the gentleman who is en- 
gineering this Department can accomplish any legislation in this Con- 
gress that he undertakes or desires eee his paid lobby ? 

Mr. Chairman, a distinguished Senator has lately charged that the 
gentleman engineering this legislation, and who has the expenditure of 
the money, has boasted that he could carry any measure through Con- 
gress he desired. Sir, if this be true, it gives great cause for caution. 
I certainly have great respect for the committee and dislike to antag- 
onize its view; am quite sure that no improper motive has influenced 
its action; but, in my judgment, it is sustaining legislation calculated 
to work great wrong, and the principal if not the only argument for 
the legislation is the former appropriations. In my opinion, nothing 
can be more vicious in legislation than to say that because you have 
partod wrong you can not stop, turn, and go back to the right track 


“E Vhat is the effect of the repeal of this law? Gentlemen here say 
that the settlers can not obtain any right or title to their lands. Why, 
gentlemen, there is nothing clearer, as it seems to me, than the pro- 
viso in the law itself. It does not ‘say at all that such shall be the 
result. It says plainly that the President may at any time in his 
2 by proclamation open any portion or all of the lands to set- 
Jemen 

That is clear language. But, even if the proviso was not there, the 
present law might easily be repealed and the land opened to settlement. 
Then it would conform to the wishes and preferences of the gentlemen 
who are personally most interested in this matter. The gentleman from 
New Mexico, the gentleman from Idaho, and the gentleman from Col- 
orado say that they are willing to take their chances; repeal the lim- 
itation of the law, let them settle the lands as they were settled in 
Indiana, Kentucky, Tennessee, Geo: Alabama, Pennsylvania, Kan- 
, Nebraska, and elsewhere in the Union, and they are perfectly will- 
ing to take their chances. This is the more economical way, it is the 
more honest way, the more constitutional way, the method always 
pursued, and the plan we here insist upon. 

Sir, the result of the irrigation here projected will enhance the value 
of these arid lands until they will be worth, in some instances, as much 

as $500 an acre. Is it not natural, Mr. Chairman, that men will take 
the risk of fertilizing the lands themselves if they are likely to be worth 
that? It seems to me that it would be a matter of but little difficulty 
to find men ready and anxious to take possession of lands which are 
likely to become worth so much. Men and capital are seeking invest- 
ments the country over, where dividends are much less than are here 
promised, and are willing to take their own risks. They ask no bounty. 
But here your proposition is to take the money from the national 
Treasury, from the people of the coun conny, in order to make lands in 
the northwestern region worth twenty and fifty times the average value 
of the farming lands throughout many other States. 

Now, shall the people who own their farms in Illinois, Missouri, and 
elsewhere, at the homes of gentlemen who defend this measure, be 
charged the exorbitant price of $750,000 carried by this bill, for the 

urpose of improving these arid lands? It means, if you do it now, a 
fools increased percentage in the law next year; at the same ratio 
that this Ii chat dhe W f 8 600 000. last Congress there can 
be no doubt that the next be $5,000, 000. 

It will not be reckoned by the thousands any longer, but by millions, 
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gna if you go on at the same rate of increase your appropriation in 
next Congress will be $5,625,000. This is simply for surveys. But 
‘when we reach the last-analysis and undertake the irrigation, the proj- 
ect, which is the real scheme in view; the expense will challenge cal- 
ulation, It will cost many times more than the expensive luxury 
of a Hennepin canal, and will take from the people of this country, 
ee it will benefit not a farthing, more than a hundred million dol- 


Is there, then, any better time to stop, to call a halt, than right now? 
Can there be a better time selected than before this appropriation is 
made? We are told that these lands must be fertilized. That is true 
if they are used. This is also true in parts of Kentucky and many 
other States. Much of our country is to-day compelled to use fertiliz- 
ers. But we have not determined to provide fertilizers free to the rest 
of our ple. On the contrary, we have in this Congress actually 
raised the price of their fertilizers, 3 

You have forced them to pay more for their fertilizers than before, 
while this bill proposes to irrigate, which is to fertilize, the lands ot 
‘the American desert, and make an oasis of the great Sahara at the 
expense of people who will never be able to see them or even read 
about them. Sir, I protest that such extravagance should not be in- 
dulged in and charged to the farmers and workingmen that I repre- 
sent, and that other gentlemen represent. This grand bonus of mill- 
im is a proposition to make the desert lands worth ten, twenty, and 
times as much as the lands throughout the rest of the country, 
and tax the remainder of the country to pay for it. 

Anything that is likely to take money from the Government, any 
scheme that involves a tax upon the agriculturist and working people 
of this country, seems to meet with much favor from certain classes. 
They do not hesitate to come and ask any sort of bounty if the people 
are compelled to pay it. Some gentlemen seem to fear that we have 
not enough lands on which our people may settle. That, Mr. Chair- 
man, is not the cause which gives life to this provision. 

If gentlemen will contemplate that the State of Kentucky, with her 
37,680 square miles of territory, could supply more than one-third the 
éntire inhabitants of England, Ireland, Scotland, and Wales if it were 


as thickly settled as they will not fear being crowded. 
| The area in square miles of— 
7777 ⁰¹iſv ᷣ K eee) LOCO) 
W. — 7,000 
30,000 


een y ines 119.000 
The population in 1871 of— 
land was. 


In round numbers, aggregate population ... . SL, 560, 000 


The State of Texas alone, with her area of 275, 000 square miles, if 
as thickly populated as Great Britain, would furnish room for all the 
poopie of England, Ireland, Scotland, and Wales, and have left room 

or half the 64,000,000 population in thè United States, as now esti- 
mated. The same comparison might be extended to the other States 
and Territories, but this is ample to show that there is no room for 
fright as to scarcity of land. 

It is not that we need more room for settlers that has inspired this 
legislation, but the job that is in the diture of the vast sums of 
money now involved, and which are corollaries to this proposition. 

Gentlemen say in one breath that the lands are perfectly worthless 
without irrigation, that they will not support even insect life, and in the 
next breath decry the policy of preventing settlers from acquiring title 
as a great wrong and irreparable injury. 

It is difficult to be consistent in urging class legislation or corrupt 
appropriations; and if this be not the latter it is certainly the former. 
I hope my amendment will prevail to strike out this section of the bill. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, and the 
gentleman from Illinois is recognized for the remaining five minutes in 
. of the bill. 

r. CANNON. In that five minutes I want to say that this matter 
has been as carefully examined by the Committee on Appropriations 
as it could possibly be in the time we had to examine it. Attention was 
given tee it one year ago, and also two years ago when this legislation 
was 

Gentleman can read with profit the report that the Committee on 
Appropriations submitted touching this matter and the statements of 
the Director of the Geological Survey. They can read, further, with 
profit the report made by the Senate Committee on Irrigation and 
printed in the last week, a majority and minority report, and I would 
be glad if gentlemen would avail themselves of the opportunity of 
doing so, because it is a question that will grow upon them if they do. 

Now, what was the condition in 1888? We withdrew every acre of 
land in the arid region that could be irrigated, and which was public 
land; from settlement. More than that, we withdrew every reservoir 
site. Now, gentleman state that the people at large are taxed for the 
beenfit of the people who are settling the arid regions. Whosurveyed 


Illinois, Minnesota, and Iowa, and all the other States? The General 
Government, the rectangular survey. This is to do with the public 
lands yet unsurveyed, at the of the Government, that which 
was done for the other States, and is to give them asurvey and asettle- 
ment adapted to their lands, 

Mr. McRAE. Let me call the attention of the gentleman to the 
fact, however, that these States were not surveyed by the Geological 
Survey, but by the surveyor-general. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. At an insignificant ex in comparison. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly. Arectan survey for our lands, 
But a rectangular survey does not suit these lands, because there are 
only about one-tenth or one-twelfth of them that can ever be made 
agricultural lands, and that can not be done even with this small pro- 
portion of them, unless the water is ascertained, and reserved, and 
measured for the lands. 

And this proposition is to find the water, to retain thereservoir sites, 
to preserve the catch basin, to preserve the timber, to lay off the dis- 
tricts, to ascertain how much water will irrigate the lands, and where 
they can be irrigated to the best advantage. And when that survey is 
made at the expense of the Government, then the Government isdone 
with it. Let me illustrate. Down at Albuquerque, in New Mexico, 
on the Rio Grande, there are lands that have been irrigated for fifty 
or one hundred and fifty years. It appeared in evidence before our 
committee that under a proper survey, up near the headwaters of the 
Rio Grande, a reservoir could be constructed, and if the water was 
taken out to the best advantage it would irrigate 4 acres of land, 
under proper conditions, where it would irrigate 1 acre at Albu- 
querque after traveling a long distance and suffering-evaporation. 
That bare statement shows that it is necessary that the strong arm of the 
Government should make these surveys, and that is all we propose to do. 

Mr. MCRAE. That is what you ought to do if you propose to go 
into the irrigation business. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to take the remaining minute of my time 
to answer the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. There 
is no proposition and will be none hereafter, with my support, to con- 
struct reservoirs or dig canals at the expense of the Government. The 
object is to make these surveys, and then, when we have let these lands 
pass into the hands of the people, after wise legislation, let them work 
out their own salvation. Gentlemen can not commit the Government, 
by virtue of this appropriation, to the construction of levees that may 
be separated from the development of navigation. The two are not 
on all-fours. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, The question isupon the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. GOODNIGHT]. 

Mr. McRAE. I move to amend the amendment by striking out and 
inserting the amendment that I read a moment 

The CHAIRMAN. * Thegentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. GOODNIGHT 
moves to strike out, on page 46, begi with line 13, the balance 
the page, down to and including line 14, on page 47; and the gentle- 
man from Arkansas offers the following substitute: To strike out the 
section and insert the words which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the joint resolution approved March 20, 1888, and all other laws with- 
drawing arid lands from settlement be, and the same are hereby, repealed, and 
such lands heretofore withdrawn fron settlement be, and the samo are hereby, 
ee to the public domain and opened to settlement under the public land 

ws. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, to the substitute offered by the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] I make the point of order that 
it changes existing law and is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. The question 
is upon the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. GOODNIGHT] to strike out all after and including line 13 on page 
46, and on page 47 all down to and including line 14. 

Pending the announcement of the vote upon the amendment, Mr. 
GooDNIGHT called for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 51. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. GoopNIGHT and Mr. CANNON were 
appointed. 

The vote being had by tellers, there were—ayes 45, noes 67. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For fitting up a chemical laboratory, procuring material, and emp! za 


vo fe 
chemist for making chemical analysis and investigation of qualities of mate- 
rials tested, $2,000. 


Mr. TRACEY. I offer the amendment which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
papers 55, after line 15, insert: 


“Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, N. Y.: For repairsand preservation of roads, 
grounds, buildings and machinery not used for manufacturing purposes, $15,- 


Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, it has been customary to include in 
these appropriations in the sundry civil bill a number of items forthe 
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Watervliet arsenal. The War Department sent estimates to the com- 
mittee, or they came through the Treasury Department, as follows: 


Book of Estimates, page 165. 
For Watervliet arsenal: 2 
Electric lighting at Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, N. Y., by in- 
anden BY SES e eee eee eee eee stares Nore $22, 000 
One 150-horse-power steam-engine to drive dynamos, including 


foundations and erections 5,000 
New turbine station near Erie Canal... 10, 850 
New water reservoir (tank) and housin; t 

S ll—½' ccna EN L ASE A E E EN E S T REER 9,310 


Extension of sewerage system . .es ge: 9 6, 500 
Making and macadamizing roads, constructing drains, grading 
and improvement of grounds, necessitated by erection of new 
and removal of old buildings. . . . . 
Repairs to arsenal wharf, resett! 
ding approach thereto ........ 
Paving Broadway. . . è 25, 068 


I assumed that inasmuch as the Chief of Ordnance had been called 
before the subcommittee proper provisions would be made in this 
bill for these different requirements. I was very much surprised when 
the bill was presented to the House to find that instead of its being 
treated in the usual way the Watervliet arsenal had been entirely ig- 
nored; and it seems to me quite necessary fór the proper carrying on of 
the work there that a number of items which have not been included 
in the bill should be now placed therein. It is not my purpose to ask 
for any extraordinary amount, but I have prepared amendments in con- 
formity with a substitute which the Chief of Ordnance presented to the 
subcommittee when he was before them providing for certain items 
which he deemed it important to secure at once. They are, in addi- 
tion to the one already read, the following: 

New sewerage em, $10,259, 

New water-service system, $5,542, 

For electric-lighting plant sufficient to light the new gun factory, $4,400. 

For paving Broadway with granite blocks, through arsenal grounds (1,650 
feet), except the part between extreme rails of horse-car tracks, including cross- 
ings and sidewalk and curbing on east side, $25,068. 

Now, the $15,000 includes $14,700 recommended for macadamized 
roads; and also covers the usual amount appropriated for the several ar- 
senals, varying from $5,000 to $15,000, for caring for buildings and ma- 
chinery not used for manufacturing. I trust the members of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will permit these items to go into the bill, 
as they are necessary for the proper carryingon ofthe workthere. The 
item for paving Broadway the House in the Fiftieth Congress 
and was stricken out by the Senate. It should be allowed, asthe street 
not within the Government property is being paved, and this section 
left in present condition will be very unsightly and inconvenient. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I will state to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. TRACEY ] that subsequent to the estimates which were 
sent to Congress in the carly part of the session the Chief of Ordnance 
appeared before the Committee on Appropriations and revised those 
estimates, reducing them in round numbers to about $41,000. There 
is pending before the Committee on Appropriations a Senate amend- 
ment to the fortifications bill, and it was thought by the committee, in 
view of the fact that there were large appropriations asked for Water- 
vliet arsenal in that bill, it would not be wise to make these additional 
appropriations; but that if the Senate should adhere to its amendment 
striking out the appropriation made by the House for Watervliet ar- 
senal then the conferees upon the part of the House would insist upon 
putting the items of which the gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY] 
speaks in the fortification bill. That is the only reason. There is no 
hostility towards the Watervliet arsenal upon the part of the commit- 


tee, 

Mr. TRACEY. I did not suppose that there would be any hostility, 
because there is no reason why there should be. I have talked upon 
the question with gentlemen connected with the fortification bill, and 
with the chairman of the subcommittee, who presumably will be one 
of the conferees, and I find that he has no disposition to take this mat- 
ter up in conference; and, further, I say positively it should be entirely 
separate from any idea of cutting down. The fact of the matter is the 
larger the appropriations for the gun foundry the more necessity there is 
for these small items, which consist of different little appropriations re- 
quired to keep grounds and buildings in repair and to preserve prop- 
erty and the health of employés. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired, and the 
eer is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from New 

ork. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman from New 
York be allowed five minutes more, Itis a matter in which heis much 
interested. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Texas? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, the only difference between Water- 
vliet and the Rock Island and Springfield arsenals is that the Govern- 
ment has recently commenced the building of a very large gun factory 
there. Now, Rock Island arsenal gnd the Springfield arsenal each has 
an item of this kind, and it is quite necessary, but more so at Water- 
vliet than any other place, because the transportation of these heavy 


steel forgings through the grounds with the present mud roads is yi 
hard work, Of course it is very difficult to come here and get 
amendment through in opposition to the committee, yas that 
committee has charge of another bill affecting Watervliet, which is of 
vastly more importance to the country than these items, and if the 
committee will not accept my amendments I do not intend to press 
them; but the committee will be unwise to prevent them. 

In this matter, Mr. Randall, in the last Congress, permitted, with- 
out any question, the insertion on this floor of an item of $5,000 for 
the repairing of roads, and being aware how much they are needed I 
have prepared these amendments and offered them, and hope that the 
committee will permit them to be passed. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, let me understand the gentleman. The only 
amendment he pro to offer to this bill is for the repairs of roads? 

Mr. TRACEY. No; I intend to offer other amendments. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, now, I want to say, if the gentleman will 
allow me, that, as I understand it, the fortifications bill carried over a 
million dollars for Watervliet arsenal, and I believe the Senate has of- 
fered some amendments to that, striking out some portion. 

That motion has not as yet been agreed to. I am not upon that sub- 
committee, but it seems to me that, as the gentleman from Texas has 
agreed that these matters shall be attended to in the fortifications bill, 
all the improvements to be made at Watervliet arsenal should be con- 
tained in one bill. I think it would be better to allow the matter to 
be exhausted on one bill, as that would be better legislation. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman from Illinois, the 
chairman of the committee, is disposed to treat it in that way 

Mr. SAYERS. I can only say, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman 
from New York has no reason whatever to believe that I would do any- 
thing to prevent the amendment being placed upon that bill. But I 
have no right to make any promise of that kind. 

Mr. CANNON. He has no right to make any promise. 

Mr. TRACEY. I do not exact any promise; but among members of 
the House there can be an honorable understanding. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not one of the subcommittee. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not know whether I will be on that committee. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam satisfied that the gentleman from Texas has, 
and I certainly can for this side of the House and say we have, 
no desire to withhold anything that ought to be appropriated for at 
Watervliet arsenal or for any other public work. 

Mr. TRACEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the committee will kindly 
bear with me for a moment or two I will take this opportunity to 
state that if the conference committee in charge of the fortification bill 
will accept the amendment offered by the Senate reducing theamount for 
machinery in south wing and will insist on retaining $248,000 for the 
south-wing building, and also provide for some of these improvements, 
which are necessary items, such as water service, sewerage, and good 
roads, I will be content, but with nothing less. 

These are matters I would like very much to have the Committee on 


Appropriations take up in connection with the fortification bill, if not 


on this one. The House passed a bill with a million dollars for the south 
wing and its machinery, the Secretary of War and the General of the 
Army having appeared before the committee and urged such action. 
No one wishes to embarrass the Administration or the House by in- 
creasing the appropriations unnecessarily, and I will gladly leave it to 
the discretion of the committee to decide how much of the $84,758 
they will add to the fortification bill in conference, always providing 
that we are given the south wing and large machinery for the gun fac- 


tory. 

Alx. CANNON. I think it is just, before the gentleman takes his 
seat, for me to say that while, as I have said, there is no disposition, 
in my opinion, on the part of anybody on the committee to deny ample 
appropriation for this or for other n W works, I do not un- 
derstand that the gentleman from Texas . SAYERS] has promised 
or can promise to do this, that, or the other thing. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have made no promises. 

Mr. CANNON. But I have no doubt that it is desired on the part 
of the committee, as well as on the part of the gentleman from Texas, 
to work out this matter as best it can be done for the benefit of the 
public service and to care for that arsenal as far as it ought to be cared 
for. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Repairs of arsenals: For repairs of smaller arsenals, and to meet such unfore- 
seen expenditures at arsenals as accidents or other contingencies during the 
year may render necessary, $50,000, 

Mr. BYNUM. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out “fifty” and insert 3 and add the following: Of which 
$30,110 shall be used to repair the buildings and grounds of the arsenal at In- 
dianapolis, Ind.” 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I have moved to increase the amount 
because I think it 3 that $50,000 would not be sufficient for the 
repairs at all the different arsenals, and as the item for Indianapolis is 
quite a one it occurred to me that the amount ought to be in- 
creased. I donot desire to take up the time of the committee with any 
detailed statement, but I will ask the Clerk to read a letter of Major 
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Comly, who is stationed there and has charge of this arsenal, and whose | Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this is an arsenal that is nob used 


statement gives a clearer explanation of the necessity of this expendi- 
ture than I could give myself. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

INDIANAPOLIS ARSENAL, 
Indianapolis, Ind., January 11, 1890. 

Sır: I have the honor to transmit herewith a special estimate of funds re- 

quired at this arsenal for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 1890, and, for reasons 
ven, to commend the same to your favorable consideration. 

he main store-house, the repair of which constitutes the principal item on 
the estimate, is a massive, handsome building, with floor areas of largo capacity, 
which in my judgment should be utilized for sto: purposes, and for this pur- 
pose the repairs as indicated in the estimate will be necessary. As built about 
the close of the civil war, the girders throughout thé building are of wood, and the 
wall ends, having been closed in, have rotted away and are now shored up by 
wooden columns, a temporary and unsatisfactory expedient, rendering the floors 
unsafe on the side bays for any but the lightest of storage, even were the other 
portions of the girders in good condition, which as a general thing they are not; 
nearly all are deflected from overloading in the t, a few broken, those in the 
basement (supporting the first floor) being es 2 

The term overlonding“ is used in sense for these floors, all of which are 
structurally weak, With the girders employed when sound and new, the first 
floor could not with safety have been loaded to exceed 150 pounds to the square 
foot, the second not to exceed 190 pounds on the middle and 140 pounds on the 
side bays, the third 100 pounds on the middle and 150 pounds on the side bays. 
These are low limits for ordinary warehouses for the storage of general mer- 
chandise, and for arsenal purposes very low. 

The built-up steel beams with which it is 
will give floor strength as follows: 

First floor, side bays 310 pounds per square foot, middle bays 330 pounds per 
square foot; second floor, side bays 320 pounds per square foot, middle bays 412 
pounds per square foot; third floor, side bays 240 pounds per square foot, mid- 
dle bays 360 pounds per square foot. 

As the joists and flooring throughout the building are generally sound, they 
ean be saved, the built-up steel beams being so constructed as to occupy the 


proposed to replace these girders 


same s; now taken 2 the wooden girder, Afterwards it is proposed to 
8 three floors with a top flooring of yellow pine, giving level, clean 


oors, 

The shect-copper embraced in the estimate is for new roofing for the tower 
and for the valleys of the main roof, the artificial stone to replace broken and 
badly set flagging. An ordinary e ee elevator of some two or three tons’ ca- 
pacity is a convenience usually attached to all modern warehouses. 

The present wooden fence on Michigan street was placed there upwards of 
twenty years ago; it is old, worn out, unsightly, and, in the main, unservice- 
able, and should be replaced by an iron fence of suitable design. 

The fence at the east of the arsenal cone when erected years ago was 
placed 20 feet inside of the Government line, the idea being, I understand, that 
at some time the adjoining 8 would give 20 feet more, the two 
together giving a street of fair width on that side. Many of these property- 
owners had, however, placed their outbuildings directly on the dividing line 
proper, thus indicating their dissent from the plan, the advantage of which 

“would have rested almost entirely with them. The fence should now be placed 
where it belongs; and with such serviceable material as can be had from the 
front fence, shouid it be replaced, and some new, it can be repaired and put in 
good condition. 

The repairs and extension of the sewers as noted in the estimates are neces- 
sities, and should be no longer delayed. 

The erection of a post ioe Weg was contemplated in the original design of the 
arsenal, and the need of such a building as a part of all military posts is so evi- 
dent as to uire no elaboration, 

As a centering point of railways, Indianapolis is perhaps as important as any 
5 st bongo and for distributing purposes certainly the most important in 

e 

Its facilities for reaching by direct lines all important points in the West and 

South—such points as would naturally be used for the concentration of troops 

in the eyent of war—are unequaled and give it very marked advantages as a 

point of storage for ordnance supplies. The property owned by the Depart- 

ment here is valuable, well located. and finely adapted to the purposes of an 
arsenal of deposit and repair, and for manufacturing purposes as well, should 
it at any time in the future become necessary for the Department to so employ it. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

CLIFTON COMLY, 


Major of Ordnance, Commanding. 
The CHIEF or ORDNANCE, U. S. Army, 
‘ Washington, D. C, 

Mr, BYNUM. I move to strike out the last word. I simply wish 
to say that this improvement is, I am satisfied, absolutely necessary in 
order to preserve the building from ruin, It is a very large and valu- 
able building, and I presume the Government will never use it for any 
other than storage purposes. In connection with the other Represent- 
atives from the State of Indiana, I have repeatedly sought to have the 
property utilized for other purposes, but the War Department has al- 
ways refused, and has declined to part with the property because of 
its advantageous location as a distributing point. There are some 
other valuable buildings upon the ground, a residence and another 
large building, but this warehouse is the main building on the prop- 


As stated by Major Comly, the property itself is very valuable. It 
consists of some seventy and odd acres of land almost in the heart ot 
the city of ee el and if sold to-day would probably bring from 
four to five hundred thousand dollars, butas the Government will not 
part with the property and desires to retain it, it certainly ought to be 
kept in good repair. The estimate for the hospital is not included, be- 
cause that is not necessary, there being no post established there. The 
amount asked is simply sufficient for placing iron girders in the ware- 
house and for building an iron fence to replace a wooden one which was 
constructed twenty years ago, and also for building another fence on 
the east, extending the fence on the line ot the grounds. The arsenal 
grounds adjoin a very fine suburban location called Woodward Place, 
and the design is to build a new fence on the line between Woodward 
Place and these grounds. I repeat, Mr. Chairman, that I have no 
rotor hppa that this appropriation is necessary to preserve the 
property. 


as an arsenal at all, and there are twelve or fifteen others just like it in 
different parts of the country. In fact, if you take out the Springfield 
arsenal, the Benicia arsenal, and the Watervliet arsenal, which is just 
being constructed for heavy guns, I believe none of the others are be- 
ing used. ° 

Mr. BYNUM. I do not insist or claim that this is used for arsenal 
purposes or that it probably ever will be used for any other than stor- 
age purposes, but this storage room ought certainly to be preserved; 
and the girders are now rotting, so that they have to be propped up. 

The building is very valuable for storage purposes, and if it is to be 
used in that way it certainly ought to be preserved. 

Mr. CANNON. I think it is not wise to increase this item to $80,- — 
000 for general repairs to arsenals that will never be used. The com- 
mittee recommend the sum of $50,000 for the repairs of arsenals. 
That is all that has been appropriated for the purpose for a number of 
years, and there has never been any deficiency or any complaint that 
it was not ample. Besides, it is every dollar that the Secretary of 
War asked for, and if it is important in his judgment to repair this 
arsenal building at Indianapolis he can take a portion of this $50,000 
to doit. But I repeat, I do not think it is wise to increase this item 
from $50,000 to $80,000 and to direct the expenditure of $30,000 of the 
$80,000 upon this arsenal. We have enough real needs of the Govern- 
ment to provide for in this bill. They are growing and are yet to grow, 
and we ought not to increase these appropriations unnecessarily. 

One word further. Part of this estimate is for an iron fence. We 
examined the Chief of Ordnance upon that question and asked him 
about arsenal fences, and he said that they had not heen in the habit 
of building iron fences around arsenals; that it was not the practice. 
In fact, that is merely a formal estimate of an army officer prepared 
to be transmitted to Congress. You put an army officer out at one of 
these posts without much to do and he at once begins to look about 
him for something to recommend to Congress. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHEADLE. It is conceded that this building is out of repair; 
and does not the gentleman believe that it is in the direction of 
economy for the Government to repair and maintain a piece of property 
as valuable as that is? 

Mr. CANNON. Iam satisfied that the Government should sell this 
property. It has no possible use for it now, and in my opinion it never 
will have use for it. I do not believe it good policy in the present con- 
dition of the place to spend $30,000 upon it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I want to state that I dissent emphatically from the proposition of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. There is no better distributiug point on the 
American continent than Indianapolis, The Government of the United 
States does not own a tract of Jand of the same area in any city having 
a population within 50,000 of that of Indianapolis that will compare 
with this in value. It has been used as a distributing point and it prob- 
ably will be again. The gentleman representing that district and the 
officer in charge have stated the exact condition of the property, and it 
does seem to me that really economical administration demands that 
a property so valuable as that shall be kept in repair instead of being 
permitted to waste and decay, as it is now doing. 

Mr. BYNUM. One additional word. At one time I approached 
General Sheridan on the subject of disposing of this property, and he 
said that under no circumstances ought the Government ever to part 
with it; that its location as a distributing point was such that the Gov- 
ernment could not afford to part with it. I am satisfied that the Gov- 
ernment never will consent to part with the property, because of its 
value as a distributing point and its convenient location in the city, be- 
ing close to several railroads. In short, its position is such that the 
Government ought not and will not part with it, and therefore it ought 
to be kept in repair. : 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Bynum, it was 
rejected, there being—ayes 25, noes 33. 

Mr. BYNUM. I will not move to increase the amount, but will move 
to amend the paragraph by adding the words of which $20,890 shall 
be ony for the repair of the building and grounds at the Indianapolis 
arsenal.’ 

Mr. CANNON. I think the gentleman had better allow the provis- 
ion to stand as it is, so that this $50,000 may be used according to the 
discretion of the Secretary of War. This matfer was not pressed at all 
before the committee. The Chief of Ordnance can use the money as 
the gentleman proposes, if it be deemed absolutely necessary; there 
are no restrictions upon him. But I submit that we can not under- 
take here to distribute this money among the various objects. For - 
that reason we have made the provision general. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr, BYNUM, there 
were—ayes 21, noes 39. 

Mr. BYNUM. [I call for tellers, 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CANNON and Mr. BYNUM were ap- 
pointed. 
` 2 committee again divided; and the tellers reported —ayes 40, 
noes 48, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


A 
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Mr. CANNON. I move that the committee rise. 


The motion was agreed to. ; 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. BURROWS reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
10884) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen desiring 
to do so may print in the Recorp remarks on the subject of irriga- 
tion. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 


CIVIL-SERVICE KEFORM. 


Mr. LEHLBACH. Lask unanimous consent that the report made 
by the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service be printed in the 
Rxconp of to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection that order will be made. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I desire to say that I do not agree in all 
the conclusions reached by the committee and embodied in the report. 
I may, therefore, desire to file a minority report. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will have that 
leave. The Chair hers no objection. 

The report of the committee is as follows: - 


The Select Committee on Reformin the Ciyil Service, who were instructed 
by the House, by resolution passed January 27, 1890, to investigate charges 
against the United States Civil Service Commission, and the workings and re- 
sults generally of the civil-service law, respectfully submit the following re- 


rt: 
rOn the 27th day of January of the present year the House passed the follow- 
ing resolution : 

“Whereas it is openly and repeatedly charged by persons of responsibility 
and by prominent fournals throughout the country that the law pertaining to 
the ever vere is being extensively evaded by the Civil Service Doussslesion: 
ers; an 
“Whereas charges of partiality shown by said commissioners in making se- 
lections for appointments have caused uneasiness in the minds of mias and to 
such an extent that new legislation as to the manner of making appointments 
is advocated; and 

“ Whereas it is deemed expedient that the acts and doingsand practical work- 
ings of the said Civil Service Commission and the results thereof, and also the 
practical workings and results generally of the present law relating to the civil 
service, should be thoroughly investigated: Therefore, 

“ Be it resolved, That the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service is 
hereby authorized and directed to investigate said charges, and to examine and 
report the practical workings of the 1 fener and to report the evidence and the 
conclusions thereon to the House, and that said committee is hereby authorized 
to send for and examine persons, books, and papers, and administer oaths to 
witnesses, and to employ a et ee ero the expenses of said investigation to 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the House.“ 

It was the judgment of the committee that the investigation should be con- 
ducted in two branches: the one to embrace the charges against the personal 
actions of the presentand former commissioners; the other branch of the inquiry 
to examine into the workings of the civil-service law, Your committee has 
completed its examination relating to the first branch of the inquiry, going as 
far as seemed necessary to obtain a practical conclusion. 

The charges against the commission affecting the personal fitness of the pres- 
ent commissioners were deemed proper by your committee to be investigated 
at once anda 1 submitted to the House as speedily as possible, the same to 
be accompanied by a resolution. 

The committee have examined twenty-four witnesses and have come to the 
following conclusions, deduced from the testimony of those witnesses: 

On the first charge, affecting the conduct, retention, and promotion of Alex. 
C. Campbell, the committee recite the following facts and conclusions which they 
have reached in the case: 

It appears that the said Campbell (a brother-in-law of Commissioner Lyman) 
some time during the fall of 1887 copied certain arithmetical questions of the gen- 
eral examination series for de mental service, together with their answers, 
at the request of a Mrs. Isabella Smith, to whom he gave them. These papers 
came into the hands of one Flynn, a person enpanes n coaching applicants for 
office about to take the civil-service examinations. It appears from the evi- 
dence of Miss Emily M. Dabney that Flynn offered togell these questions to her, 
she being about to takean examination. She refused to purchase them, attend 
the examination, and failed, She recognized the questions as being the same 
shown to her by Flynn, and consequently these questions were in the ex- 
amination held December 3, 1887. 

The attention of the commission was called to the conduct of Campbell. 

Mr. Oberly, Mr. Lyman, and Mr. Doyle severally investigated to a greater or 
less extent the charges preferred against Campbell, found him guilty of a breach 
of discipline, and he wasreprimanded. But these gentlemen,as it appears from 
the testimony, failed to ascertain definitely whether the questions copied by 
Campbell and given Mrs. Smith were obsolete or not. They gave it as their 
belief, however, that the questions were obsolete, It occurred that they directed 
their inquiry to ascertaining whether the copy of the questions was in the hand- 
writing of Campbell—an inquiry that was of little consequence, ifthe questions 
were in fact obsolete. 

The real offense consisted in copying and giving out questions that could be 
used in the examination to take place thereafter, and not in copying questions 
that were obsolete, and hence worthiess to Mrs. Smith to use or sell. And itis 
not probable that Mr, Campbell copied questions and answers merely to give 
Mrs. Smith an idea of the character of the examination, since if that was so it 
would have been quite enough to have copied the questions only. The omis- 
sion to ascertain whether the questions were for use or to be used at an ensuing 
examination was a palpable neglect of duty, since the fact not inquired about 
was obviously the one controlling fact essential in determining the degree of 
Cam pbell's culpability. 

Obsolete questions are published now. They might have been published then 
without injury to the public service. Not only is Miss Dabney clear and ex- 

licitin her statement tshe recognized the questions shown her by Flynn to 

the game that confronted her on the examination, but all the circumstances 
confirm her statement. Mrs, Smith could have no use for questions and an- 
swers unless they were such as she could use for some purpose. Flynn could 
hardly have hoped to find a market for questions and answers that were ob- 
solete; and it was not so important whether Campbell did the copying as 
eee what was copied was of consequence as pertaining to nent ex- 
nations, 


dis- 
service was not to fall into 
disrepute, Mr. Campbell should have been dismissed. His retention indicated 
gross laxity in discipline and shows that the administration of the commission 
was not such at that time as to receive or merit public confidence. 

One of the against the commission was that Mr. Campbell was not 
only retained, notwithstanding his offense in the matter of copying and givin: 
out the questions, but that he was promoted. In view of the that Campbell 
had been guilty of conduct which was calculated to destroy confidence in the 
integrity of the administration of the commission, his promotion would seem 
not to have been defensible. Mr. Lyman, however, implies that the conduct 
of Campbellin giving out questions cut no fi in the matter of his promo- 
tion; that that matter had leon disposed of long 2 to the pr n, by 
Mr. Oberly, to whom the charges against Campbell had been referred for in- 
vestigation and such further action as the facta disclosed might warrant. 

It was stated that Mr. Oberly did make the investigation, and condemned 
Campbell's conduct, and reprimanded him, and there was an end of the matter, 
and when the question of his promotion came up Commissioner Lyman seems 
not to have regarded Campbell’s conduct with reference to the giving out of the 
questions he had copied as being an item worthy of consideration. It is ad- 
mitted that it was a question for the commissioners to determine what pun- 
ishment should be visited upon Mr. Campbell in case he was found A oye ofa 
breach of discipline, as he was; but your committee can not avoid the conelu- 
sion that either the investigation was very superficial, and hence failed to dis- 
close the gravity of the offense, or that the administration of the affairs of the 
commission was not such as to commend it to favor; possibly both. Itis sub- 
mitted that ifthe commission had discharged its duty with proper vigor and re- 
gard for the public it would have become manifest that Campbell's retention 
was not defensible, and it would seem to follow that if his retention was not 
proper his promotion was not warranted. 

Your committee can not accept as satisfactory the answer of Messrs. Oberly, 
Lyman, and Doyle that they believe that the questions Campbell copied were 
obsolete. The facts disclosed to your committee convince them that the omis- 
sion to ascertain the truth was as reprehensible as to have disregarded it after it 
had been ascertained, and is little less culpable; and whether they failed through 
indifference or partiality to learn the or, knowing them, failed to 0 
such action as the public service obviously demanded, is not a matter of great 
consequence; the neglect of duty in either case is condemned. 

It has been suggested that Commissioners Roosevelt and Thompson are de- 
serving of censure for not having taken action in the Campbell case. Your com- 
mittee do not share in that view. On the contrary, there is nothing in their 
conducttochatlenge criticism. When their attention was called to the matter by 
the nenapop reports they called the parties concerned before them, se y 
and without the opportunity of their e each other, and there was 
a concurrence of statement that the matter had been fully investigated and Mr, 
Campbell punished; and, it being as to them res icata, they did not take 
oe action in the matter; and in that we think y were thoroughly justi- 


Your committee has further investi; certain charges inst the com- 
mission in relation to the promotion of Edwin D. Bailey, another clerk of the 
United States Civil Service Commission, to the tion of stenographer, and 
in relation to the appointment of Thomas Mitchell, of Connecticut, toa position 
in the Pension Office. They have found that the action of the commission 
both these cases was not contrary to the law and rules of the commission, and 
inno way are they censurable. 

A charge was also preferred against the commissioners reflecting against the 
course Kerr by them in the case of one Shidy, who was an employé in the 
post-office at Milwaukee. It appears that Shidy was employed in the post-of- 
fice at Milwaukee, and was charged with the duty of conducting examinations, 
or at least in preparing the list of eligibles from which appointments to posi- 
tions in the Milwaukee office were made; that gross irregularities occurred in 
the preparation of the list ot eligibles and the certification of names therefrom, 
It seems that Shidy acted under the direction of the postmaster in facilitating 
the appointment of certain applicants for positions in contravention of the plain 
letter and spirit of the civil-service law. 

The Civil Service Commission, learning of these 1 larities, reported the 
same to President Cleveland, who immediately directed a thorough r A 
tion. An investigation was prosecuted by Webster and Doyle, employés of the 
ion it was made clear that the irre ities 
complained of really existed. Subsequently Messrs. Roosevelt and Thompson. 
who had been appointed members of the commission, had their attention called 
to the violations of Jaw in the Milwaukee office and ed at once to make 
a searching invest jon, They summoned Mr. Shidy, who appeared before 
them, and exp his willingness to testify fully as to what had taken place 
in the Milwaukee post-office, but feared that it would result in his losing his 
situation, and as a consequence his means of livelihood, as he depended upon 
his salary for the support of himself and his family. 

The commissioners desired to have him state fully and in detall every fact 
essential to the exposure of the irregularities that taken place so far as the 
violation of the civil-service law was concerned; and they further stated to him 
that they would use their influence to protect him and prevent his losing his 
situation as u result of his disclosing the truth, He did ify —. En length, 
and was useful in exposing the fraudsthat had been cedin the waukee 
oftice and vindicating the law. He was the postmaster for so do- 
ing; atleast there seems to have been no other pona for his discharge, The 
commissioners felt and it was apparent that Shi ay, was being punished for dis- 
closing the truth and felt it to be their duty to aid him by their influence in se- 
curing employment and thereupon recommended him for appointment in the 
Census Office, and he was appointed, 

This recommendation for appointment was made the ground of criticism 
against the commissioners, Messrs. Roosevelt and Thompson, Theirconductin 
this behalf is not exceptional, nor does it tend to the demoralization of the 
service. It would haye been ground for criticism if, instead of keeping faith 
with the witness,they had permitted those who concealed the truth and assisted 
in the frauds toescape and retain their itions, and had suffered Shidy, who 
had been instrumental in exposing the fraud and bringing the truth to light, to 
be punished for so doing: The commissioners in: that the man who told 
the truth and assisted the Government in unearthing a fraud and vindicating 
the law should at least fare as well as those who did the reverse. For 
reason they recommended the appointment of Shidy as aforesaid. 

Your committee is unable to find anything to criticise in that behalf. They 
did nothing in their official e in the matter of giving or securing Shidy 
employment, but as individuals, in view of his efforts to aid them, they recom- 
mended his employment to Mr. Porter, who gave him a clerkship. 

It is proper to say that the investigation of the alleged irregularities in the 
Milwaukee post-office, conducted by Doyle and Webster, disclosed an utter dis- 
regard of the civil-service law in this office. And the failure to submit the re- 
sult of that investigation to the President indicates either a disinclination to 
discharge an obvious duty or a fear that such a report would subject the com- 
missioner to censure. Ifthe former, it argues unfitness for the position; if the 
latter, it shows the administration of the commission to have been unworthy of 
public confidence. On the reorganization of the commission, by the appoint- 
ment of Roosevelt and Thompson, the investigation into the abuses and the 
irregularities in the Milwaukee post-office was had at once and was thorough, 


commission, and in the invest 
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to the conduct of the Civil Service Commissioners in the matters 
on, we — = that Commis- 
PSO: eir 
fidelity and in ; second, that the official conduct of oner Ly- 
man ee been ped erlzed by laxity of discipline in the administration of the 
affairs of the commission and is therefore censurable. 

Your committee will proceed at once to investi; the workings of the sys- 
tem, and mt a subsequent report when said investigation shall have been 
compl er with a report of their conclusions, A 

We submit the following resolution : 

Resolved, Thata copy of the report and testimony taken before the Select 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, in the investigation of ch: pre- 
ferred against the United States Civil Service Commission, be fo ‘to the 

ent. 


The SPEAKER. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House, 
in accordance with its standing order for Friday, takes a recess until 8 
o'clock this evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 
and was called to order by Mr. PERKINS as Speaker pro tempore, who 
directed the Clerk to read the following: 


HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, SPEAKER'S Room, 
Friday, June 13, 1890, 


Mr, Perkins, of Kansas, is hereby appointed Speaker pro tempore for this 


evening. 
= T. B. REED, Speaker. 
KATE WOODBRIDGE MICHAELIS, 


Mr. MORRILL, I desire to report favorably from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions the bill (S. 3871) granting a pension to Kate Wood- 
bridge Michaelis, and I ask the present consideration of the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the visions and 
limitations of the pansan laws, the name of Kate Woodbridge Michaelis, 
8 1 of Otho E. Michaelis, late a major in the Ordnance Department, United 

tates Army. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3871) 
granting a pension to Kate Woodbridge Michaelis, submit the following re- 
rt * 


P That the Senate report fully sets forth the facts in this case and is hereby 
adopted by your committee. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 8871) granting 
a pension to Kate Woodbridge Michaelis, have examined the same and re: 5 

jor Michaelis was born in Prussia, and died May 1, 1890, at the age of forty- 
six years, leaving his widow and six children, the eldest of whom is not yet 
seventeen years of age. He leſt no estate. His widow has none, and the family 
are in destitute circumstances. He was educated at the New York public 
schools, and graduated at the New York Free Academy at the head of his class 
in July, 1863, at the age of nineteen. 

In Se ber following he was commissioned second lieutenant in the United 
States Signal Corps; in November, 1863, he was promoted tosecond lieutenant 
in the United States Ordnance Corps, as the result ofa competitive examination, 
being the first civilian, it is understood, to receive a commission in that corps. 
In September, 1864, he was promoted to first lieutenant of ordnance, and in 
Marchi, 1865, was brevetted captain, United States Army, for faithful and meri- 
torious service during the war. 

Rising through regular gradations in the service, he became captain in 1874 
and or in 1889 in the Ordnance Corps. He shared in the Atlanta and Nash- 
ville campaigns, where his merits attracted the attention of his superior ofli- 
cers. He was devoted to his protession, and his scientific genius and vast ac- 

uirements as a scholar were freely given to the service of his adopted country. 

was a master of several languages, and by this means he was brought into 
correspondence with many of the ablest ordnance officers in the armies of 


pe. 

As the result of this intercourse he received from Major Boulenge, of the Bel- 
gian army. one of the then new electric chronographs, invented by that officer for 
measuring exactly the velocity ofprojectiles. This wasthefirst chronograph, itis 
believed, t Was introduced into our Army and Navy, and marks the improve- 
ment in rifled arms and artillery, which, since the Fran erman war, has 
compelled the rearming of both the French and German armies at least twice 
and similar changes in the other armies, In like manner the naviesofthe world 
have been obliged to change their ordnance and defensive armor. 

To clearly demonstrate the usefulness of this chronograph, which had super- 
seded the ballistic pendulum in every army but ours, Major Michaelis undertook 
a series of experiments which he was allowed to conduct at his own expense 
at the Watertown arsenal, the results of which were embodied in a treatise 
entitled “The Boulenge Chronograph,” published by Van Nostrand, of New 
York, in 1872. This treatise conclusively demonstrated the excellence of the 
new system, and in 1874 Major Michaelis was to conduct the experi- 
ments with 12-inch rifled guns at Nut Island, in Boston Harbor, assisted by 
Lieut. Henry Lyon, and from that time the modern system has been in use in 
our Army. This new departure in scientific ordnance is to be accredited in 
1215 to the intelligent zeal, persistent energy, and scientific knowledge of 

officer. 

Ata very early date, and with great foresight and zeal, ho urged the estab- 
lishment ofa Government factory for making heavy guns on the most advanced 
— 8 ata time when we had in this country not a single establishment capa- 

le ba wg saad oven the steel ingots required for a 6-inch rifled gun, but had 
to sen Whitworth for such material. He demon- 
strated, as an expert, before the Military Committee of Congress, so clearly the 
capabilities and advantages of location of the Watertown arsenal, where he had 
been twice stationed, that ee the necessary appropriations, and the 
result is that we are now producing not omy the grade of steel required, but 
are making heavy guns equal to the best of their class made in Europe. 

The nation has suffered a loss in the death of this manof learning and ideas in 
his mid-career of usefulness and of a devotion to duty sogreat that he seemed 
entirely indifferent to his own temporal advantages, 

In consideration of the eminent services of this officer and the situation in 
which his widow and young children have been left by his death, the commit- 
tee have no hesitation in most earnestly recommending the passage of this bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


to Krupp, Armstrong, or 
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Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
peel; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
e 
The latter motion was agreed to. ia 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. x 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House for the consideration of business under the 
special order for Friday evening's session. . 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair. 

LOUISA V. KILPATRICK. 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 255) grant- 
ing a pension to Louisa V. Kilpatrick, widow of Maj. Gen. Kilpatrick, 
United States Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ele. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to place on the pension-roll the name of Louisa V. Kilpatrick, widow 
Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick, and pay her a pension of $100 per month, in lieu 
of the pension now paid her. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 255) 
granting a pension to Louisa V. Kilpatrick, submit the following report: 

A bill for the relief of this applicant wasconsidered by the Senate Committee 
on Pensions, and favorably reported in part. 

‘The applicant is the widow of General Judson Kilpatrick, who was mustered 
into the service May 9, 1861, and who served until r the close of the war in 
1865, and he died at Santiago, Chili, December 2, 1881, of Bright's disease of the 
kidneys, and there is no doubt that this disease was the result of exposure inthe 
a service. 

is claim is one of more than ordinary interest and merit from the gallant 
and distinguished services rendered by General Kilpatrick, who whena young 
student leſt his studies for the battle-field, and by his antry and bravery an 
pee eee, his duties rapidly passed through the different grades to that 
of major- eral, 

He rapidly developed such qualities as placed him at the head of regiments, 
brigades, divisions,and Army corps. His saber flashed in the lead upon a hun- 
dred battle-fields, and not until victory blessed our country did he put aside 
his saber and rest from his labors, worn and broken in health, but with the love, 
admiration, and respect of the American people. 

He was sent to Santiago, Chili, as a representative from this country, and 
while there married and two children as the fruits of the marriage, and 
upon his dying bed demanded a pledge from his wife that his children should 
be taken to the United States and there educated; that they should be bro 
up under the flag he had given the best years of his life to sustain, believing 
that his country would not forget his services, but would protect and care for 
his widow and orphan children. 

In compliance with his desires his widow, this applicant, came to this country 
leaving her own friends and relatives, and has made every effort to properly 
educate and care for her family, General Kil ick left no means for the sup- 
port of his family ; all the active days of hislife were giventohiscountry. The 
salaries paid to ofticers of the Army during the war were too small to allow of 
C and his family were left dependent upon others for support 

is death, 
5 recommend the passage of the bill. 
[Senate Report No. 148, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 255) granting 
a pension to Louisa V. Kilpatrick, have examined the same, and report: 

A bill for the relief of this applicant was considered by the Senate Committee 
on Pensions and fayorably reported in part. 

We find from the papers on file that General Judson Kilpatrick, the husband 
of this applicant, was mustered into the service May 9, 1861, and appointed 
brigadier-general June 13, 1863, and discharged Janu: 1, 1865. He died at 
Santiago, Chili, December 2, 1881, of Bright's disease of the kidne: 

While there appears to be a conflict in the testimony between 8 
surgeon and the physicians who attended the general during his last illness, 
the evidence shows beyond ede that his death was caused by Bricht's dis- 
ease, which was probably induced by exposure in the service of his country. 

And your committee feel that the distinguished and valuable services ren- 
dered by General Kilpatrick during the war of the rebellion entitle his widow 
to a just recognition from the Government he so ably and faithfully served. 

We therefore recommend the passnge of the bill withthe following amend- 
ment: 5 

Strike out the words “two thousand five hundred dollars per annum“ and 
insert in lieu thereof the words one hundred dollars per month.” 

The CHAIRMAN. This report, as the Chair is advised, has been 
read before. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. It had better be read again. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, it is not a very pleasant thing to 
object to the consideration of a pension bill, especially when the bene- 
ficiary isa woman. But in the wisdom of this House during the pres- 
ent week a bill was passed by whichitis provided thatif the widow of 
one of our comrades is dependent upon her daily labor for a liveli- 
hood she shall, in that event, be paid 88 a month. 

The bill under consideration, in view of the principle which it in- 
volves, is just as vicious as it is possible for legislation to be. It is a 
species of class legislation that is inimical to every interest of this coun- 
try. Itis ut variance with every principle upon which the theory of 
this Government of the people is predicated, and it is an outrage upon 
the soldiers’ widows of this country who are living in penury and want 
that we propose, because this beneficiary chanced to be the wife of a 
distinguished soldier of the Army, we shall, notwithstanding she is 
rich, tax the people of this country to pay her a pension of $100 a 
month. 

Now, I do not wish at this time to enter into any extended expla- 
nation of my views on this question. I have stated them fully here- 
tofore, and I only ask that this bill, if it is to be considered at all, 
shall go over to a full House with the previous question ordered upon 


T 


_ ciple of granting ex 
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it, with the understanding that there shall be an hour and a half for 
debate upon its merits and a yea-and-nay vote uponits passage, Under 
these circumstances I am content that it shall be considered in the 
committee to-night. è 

Mr. PAYSON. If I may have the attention of the gentleman from 
Indiana for a few moments, I only wish to state that I am perfectly 
willing, representing for the time being the beneficiary of this bill—— 

Mr. CHEADLE. Before the gentleman proceeds, permit me to make 
an additional statement. The distinguished chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Peusions, now present, is opposed to this increase and I want 
that fact to go upon the record, that when we propose to consider this 
bill and increase this pension we do it over the influence and against 
the judgment of the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Pen- 
sions, as well as other members of that committee, as I am informed. 

Mr. PAYSON. Of courseit is perfectly competent for the chairman 
of the committee to express his own judgment as to this question. I 
have no doubt the gentleman from Indiana is authorized to make the 
statement he has made; but the earnestness with which the gentleman 
from Indiana seems to oppose this measure to-night I am convinced is 
based upon a misapprehension of the facts, especially when he says that 
this lady is comfortably fixed in life, whereas as a matter of fact she 
is very poor. Perhaps I ought not to say it in this presence, and in 
the presence of this country, without her permission, but I do happen 
to know that she is in a condition where she is largely dependent upon 
the charity of her friends. Any information to the contrary is entirely 
misleading. This lady would not be here asking this relief if she was 
in the condition which gentlemen seem to assume that she is in. 

R ca TURNER, of New York. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
on 

Mr. PAYSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Is the gentleman able to answer 
whether or not as a matter of fact this object of charity has occupied 
a e at the Shoreham during the greater part of this session of 

? 

r. PAYSON. These are matters, I will state to the gentleman from 
New York, that I have no authority from Mrs. Kilpatrick to enter 
upon; but I happen to know as a matter of fact that because she could 
secure rooms in close proximity to the Shoreham and secure meals there 
cheaper than at the average boarding-house in the city of Washington 
she did live in that hostlery. That I happen to know from my own 
knowledge. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I have heard it so stated. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let me state to the gentleman further that Mrs. 
Kilpatrick lives 5 5 a little farm in Deckertown, N. J., belonging to 
her late husband, his farm, which is mortgaged for its full worth, and 
which is not sufficient to support a single individual, let alone a family 
cons as this does of the widow and her daughters. 

Mr. RNER, of New York. Let me ask the gentleman further 
whether it is true that this lady, occupying apartments at the Shore- 
ham, as we understand, kept a private carriage for her own use during 
the season. 

Mr. PAYSON. She never did to my knowledge. I do not believe 
it ble. 

. HAUGEN. 
|} Mr. PAYSON. 
| m by the same sum, and it 
since I have been in public life. 

Of course, I need not speak in the presence of gentlemen around me of 
che services to his country of General Kilpatrick. Itis unnecessary that 
Ishonld do so. There is noone present who is not familiar with them. 
His gallant and efficient services in life and his record in the Army are 
as familiar to all present as any other general fact in the history of our 
country. This is a relief bill for his widow; and I sincerely hope it 
will pass without objection. 

In view, however, of the objection urged to its consideration to-night 
by the gentleman from Indiana, I am perfectly content, in order to 
meet his wishes, that it shall go over until some day in the House, 
when it may be called up with the paeron question ordered upon it 
and a reasonable time for debate. I have no desire to press the bill 
out of season or in opposition to any reasonable request, and, in view 
of the statement of the gentleman from Indiana, I am perfectly con- 
tent to acquiesce in what he suggests. 

Tei CHEADLE, I suggest that there be an hour and a half for de- 
te, 

Mr, PAYSON. In view of the pressure of other matters, I hope the 
cr mai will be willing to say the debate shall extend for an hour 
only. 

Mr. CHEADLE. The fact of the matter is that several gentlemen 
who wanted to express their views on the general bill which went 
through the other day were unable to do so, having been cut off by the 
limited time allowed for debate. 

Mr. PAYSON. But this bill ought not to be subject to criticism be- 
cause the other bill was. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I admit that; but this will give gentlemen an op- 
portunity to be heard upon the general question, and upon this prin- 
ve pensions in some cases. 


What pension is she now receiving? 
Fifty dollars per month. This bill increases her 
following a precedent followed ever 


11374 


Mr. PAYSON. Let the gentleman say an hour, which will be en- 
tirely satisfactory. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I will not consent to an hour, unless it is the 
desire of the House. 

Mr. PAYSON. It seems quite a long time, and I hope the gentle- 
man Will say an hour. Everything that could be said, I should think, 
for or against a private bill, can be said in an hour. Let it be fixed for 
to- morrowẽ- 

Mr. CHEADLE. ‘To-morrow there is a special order. I suggest 
that it go over until Tuesday next—Monday is suspension day—or un- 
til next Wednesday morning. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. PETERS. There areseveral appropriation bills, letme suggest 
one more at least, I believe to be passed by the House; that will com- 
plete the list of appropriation bills in the House. This should go over 
until those bills have been passed. There will be more time then for 
the consideration of such matters. 

Mr. PAYSON. I suggest that it go over until the next legislative 
day, and of course it need not be called up so as to interfere with any 
other matter. 

Mr CHEADLE. I will say on Wednesday or Thursday of next 
week. X 

Mr. PAYSON. Very well; that is satisfactory. 

Mr. CHEADLE. It is immaterial to me what day is selected. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let it go over until the day suggested by the gen- 
tleman, to come up immediately after the reading of the Journal, 

Mr. CHEADLE. Very well. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then I ask unanimous consent, as I understand that 
is the formal way—I have not troubled the House at these sessions with 
such requests—that the bill be laid aside with favorable recommenda- 
tion; that it be considered the first thing after the reading of the Journal 
on Wednesday of next week, the previous question to be considered as 
ordered upon the bill, and one and one-half hours for debate, to be di- 


vided equally. 
Mr. CHEADLE. With the right of amendment? 
Mr. PAYSON. With the right of amendment. 


Mr. MORRILL. Before that request is put, I deem it but proper, 
since allusion has been made to my position on the bill, to briefly ex- 
plain. During this entire session I have opposed earnestly in commit- 
tee all bills increasing pensions to the widows of general officers, above 
850 a month. It seems to me that an income of $600 a year is a very 
liberal one for the Government to bestow upon any widow. There are 
hundreds of widows now living of distinguished general officers who 
are just as much entitled to larger pensions as the beneficiary in this 
case; and it seems to mea species of favoritism that because a widow 
has more influential friends, possibly upon the committee, than others 
that she shall succeed in securing the passage of such a bill, while the 
others are retained at the lower rate. 

During this session I have opposed every case of the kind. Nocase 
of this kind has been reported from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions during this entire session with my approval. When they have 
come into the House I have felt a delicacy about opposing the bills 
after a majority of the committee had voted to report them, but I be- 
Iieve it is vicious legislation. I believe that it ought to stop, and I think 
that it will lead to endless trouble in the future, If this lady is enti- 
tled to $100 a month, why then we should pass a general Jaw making 
at rece of officers of that rank entitled to $100 a month, and that 
will end it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I want to suggest to my friend 
from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON] that upon the request that the previous 
question be considered as ordered upon this bill, and that it be taken 
up on Wednesday immediately after the reading of the Journal, with 
an hour and a half debate, he is liable not to have any vote on the 
bill, because conference reports may occupy the day, or if the House 
should go into Committee of the Whole House on an appro tion bill, 
which-is more than likely, the day may be consumed in other matters, 
and so the time be taken up without getting any vote on this bill. 
That was the effect of the er order made a week ago. We lost 
Wednesday entirely, and probably the special order would exhaust it- 
self on that day, and no vote would be had upon this bill. I would 
suggest that it would be better to take a vote to-night. There is a 
pretty full House, and it might be well to get the sense of those present. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman knows that there is no quorum in 
attendance, 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand that; but if a heavy majority of those 
present should be opposed to the bill it would probably be useless to 
press it in the House when a quorum was present. 

Mr. PAYSON. I would not care to do that. 

Mr. BURROWS. I make the on that it probably would not 
get to a vote under the course which has been suggested. ae 

Mr. PAYSON. I see no objection, in this class of cases, to giving 
unanimous consent that the bill be considered on the next legislative 
day. Then it stands as unfinished business, and the vote can be had 
in the full House upon it. I do not know of any objection to that 
course under the rules, I do-not know what the practice has been in 
these Friday evening sessions. 1 

Mr. BURROWS, If the time is fixed in the House for consideration 


